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Abstract: Due to the unsuitability of the soil for other agricultural products, the people of Semdinli concentrated
on tobacco cultivation, which produced relatively better yields. The amount of tobacco production was not very
significant than other production areas and its contribution to state revenues. Thus, Semdinli has been largely
overlooked in contemporary tobacco history studies. However, Semdinli's strategic location on the Iranian border
and the fact that tobacco is the most important source of livelihood for the local people show that tobacco farming
activities here are a remarkable subject. In addition, the relevant Ottoman archival documents show that the central
and provincial administration was engaged in this issue. In this study, tobacco activities in Semdinli are discussed
in various aspects, such as agriculture, trade and taxation. The different flavor of tobacco farmed in Semdinli due
to its type and the way it was produced caused almost all of it to be exported to Iran, where it was in high demand.
The transportation problems of Semdinli and the flexible management habits of its inhabitants from the past made
the collection of tobacco taxes difficult. After the Reji administration took tobacco production and tax collection
under its control, a difficult process began for the locals. The Iran and Reji-induced problems in the production
and export of tobacco forced the local population to communicate more with the state. In such times, the Ottoman
rulers, as much as possible, supported and protected its citizens. Semdinli, a cross-section of tobacco farming
activities in the Ottoman Empire, has also been observed to have unique characteristics.
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Osmanli Déneminde Semdinli’de Tiitiinciiliik: Uretim, Ticaret ve Vergilendirme
(1863-1914)

Oz: Diger tarmm iiriinleri igin pek uygun olmayan arazi yapisindan dolay1 Semdinli ahalisi nispeten daha iyi verim
aldig tiitiiniin tarimina y&nelmistir. Uretim miktar1 diger iiretim yerlerine ve devlete sagladig1 vergi miktarina gore
kiyasladiginda pek de 6nemli bir miktar olmamigtir. Bu nedenle ¢agdas tiitiin tarihi caligmalarinda Semdinli pek
dikkate alimmamustir. Ancak Semdinli’nin iran sinirindaki stratejik konumu ve yére halkinin en énemli gegim
kaynagmin tiitiin olmas1 buradaki tiitinciiliik faaliyetlerinin dikkate deger bir konu oldugunu gdstermektedir.
Ayrica ilgili Osmanli arsiv belgeleri, merkez ve tasra teskilatinin bu konuda mesgul edildigini de gostermektedir.
Bu c¢alismada Semdinli’deki tiitiinciiliik faaliyetleri, {iretim, ticaret ve vergilendirme gibi ¢esitli yonleriyle ele
almmustir. Semdinli’de ziraat1 yapilan tiitiinlerin tliriinden ve {iiretilme seklinden kaynaklanan farkli aromas,
neredeyse tamamimin ragbet gordiigii iran’a gonderilmesine sebep olmustur. Semdinli’nin ulasim problemleri,
ahalisinin gegmisten gelen esnek yonetim aligkanliklar tiitiin vergilerinin tahsilatini gliglestirmistir. Reji idaresinin
tiitlin liretimi ve vergi tahsilatini kontrolii altina almasindan sonra ahali igin zorlu bir siire¢ baslamistir. Tiitiiniin
iiretimi ve ihracinda, iran ve Reji kaynakli sorunlar ahaliyi devletle daha fazla iletisim kurmak zorunda birakmustir.
Osmanli yoneticileri boyle zamanlarda miimkiin mertebe kendi vatandasini destekleyen ve koruyan bir tutum
sergilemistir. Osmanli Devleti’nde gerceklestirilen tiitiinciiliik faaliyetlerinin bir kesiti olan Semdinli’nin ayrica
kendine has 6zellikleri de tespit edilmistir.
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Introduction

Many research studies have examined tobacco in the Ottoman Empire. These studies generally
discuss tobacco in the Ottoman Empire, with a particular focus on specific cities. Due to the relatively
limited tobacco production, Semdinli has received little scholarly attention. However, its border location
and geostrategic significance, along with tobacco being the primary source of livelihood for the Kaza
and Semdinli, make it a valuable subject for examination. Documents in the Ottoman archives show that
tobacco farming activities in Semdinli were a subject that was carefully monitored and from time to time
occupied the Ottoman central and provincial administration. Different aspects need to be analyzed for a
better understanding of the subject. In this sense, analyzing the geography, political, administrative,
economic, and social history of Semdinli will provide a better understanding of the subject. This study
focuses on the agricultural production, trade, and tobacco taxation in Semdinli during the Ottoman
period. The subject is limited to the dates 1863-1914 to the extent possible by the source documents and
published works.

Semdinli, which we are discussing on this occasion, was surrounded by Iran to the east, Amadiye
to the west, Gevar (Yiiksekova) to the north, and the Zibar and Revanduz kazas of the Mosul province
to the south (Van Vilayet Salnamesi, 1315). The Hakkari region, including Semdinli, was ruled by local
Principalities called Hakkari Beys before it came under Ottoman rule (Kaplan, 2013).

During the reigns of Yavuz Sultan Selim (1512-1520) and Suleyman the Magnificent (1520-
1566), there were campaigns to the east of the Euphrates River. During the Iranian campaigns of 1534-
1535, Baghdad, Tabriz, and Van came under Ottoman rule, but when the Ottoman army was deployed
to the west due to the Ottoman struggle against the Hungarians in the west, Van and its surroundings
were annexed by the Safavids again. Later, Van was recaptured with the eastern campaign of Suleyman
the Magnificent in 1548, and this conquest was formalized with the Treaty of Amasya (1555) (Kilig,
2021). Hakkari was also considered a sanjak with the status of “government” under the Van province
(Tuncel, 1997). At this time, power struggles were taking place among the Hakkari beys. The Ottomans,
who gained the upper hand in their struggle against the Safavids, then agreed with the local beys who
supported them in this struggle and included them in their administrative system. Thus, these beys
became sanjak beys of the Ottoman Empire with the privileges they obtained, unlike others (Gencer,
2015).

The Ottoman Empire had organized ekrad sanjaks and government administrations in some of the
lands it conquered in Eastern and Southeastern Anatolia and left them under the hereditary
administration of Kurdish beys, also known as Emirs or Mirs, who were the population owners of the
region. Especially the government administrations, including Hakkari, were granted extensive privileges
that pushed the limits of autonomy (Ogiin, 2010). The reason for these privileges was to facilitate the
adaptation of the newly annexed lands to the central authority. Because these regions far from the center
on the Iranian border were challenging to control. Moreover, the region was in a position open to the
Iranian threat. Therefore, the Ottoman administration planned to utilize the influence and military power
of the local Kurdish beys. This practice was more economical in terms of reducing the cost of mobilizing
the imperial army (Gencer, 2015). However, this attitude later led to problems in the centralization
efforts, as the people of the region were not fully subjected to the administrative order (BOA.
A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-5).

As the central authority weakened from the eighteenth century onwards, the distinct
administrative structure of Eastern Anatolia, as in other parts of the empire, was on the verge of
degeneration. Almost every Kurdish bey started to have his understanding of administration, his own
law and tax system (Ogiin, 2010). The Ottoman Sultan Mahmud II (1808-1839) attempted to re-establish
the deteriorating central authority of the state, marking the beginning of the Tanzimat period. The
primary resistance to the Tanzimat came from those who held land as yurtluks and hearths (Cadirci,
2013). When the government and the yurtluk-ocaklik administrations were abolished, these beys, who
had the right to govern their territories through hereditary tenure, lost their privileges. However, it was
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not easy to make them accept this since they considered themselves the real rulers of the places where
they were located (Ogiin, 2010).

In the eastern part of the state, especially in the region of Erzurum, fief (timar) holders, governors
of homesteads, and other prominent citizens opposed the implementation of the Tanzimat. The reactions
in the Sanjak of Van turned into a violent rebellion. Later, rebellions also broke out in Hakkari. Although
the rebellion of the Hakkari beys caused much trouble for the Ottoman authorities, these rebellions were
also suppressed. Thus, removing these beys from the region, one of the biggest obstacles to the
centralization movements that began in 1833, was completed in 1849 (Gencer, 2011). As of 1849,
Hakkari and Semdinli were governed by officials appointed from the center in line with the new
organization (Kaplan, 2013).

After the rebellions in the region were suppressed, a new administrative order was established.
The province of Diyarbakir, established based on the centralist principles of the Tanzimat, was
composed of the sanjaks of Van, Mus, Hakkari and the kazas of Cizre, Bohtan and Mardin. To ensure
security on the Iranian border, necessary measures were taken as a first step, and permission and funds
were issued to maintain and repair the Erzurum-Van roadway. Officials to be appointed to this region,
which was regarded as a newly conquered one, had to be knowledgeable and reliable (Cadirci, 2013;
Ogiin, 2010).

Border locations in inaccessible mountainous terrain, far from the administrative center, required
a more sensitive approach. The Russian occupation of Yiiksekova and Semdinli began under the
leadership of the Nestorians, who were placed by the Russians at important points on the Turkish-Iranian
border during the First World War, justifying the implementation of a different administrative system
taking into account the existing conditions of these regions. The most important factors that facilitated
the Russian occupation in Yiiksekova and Semdinli were their superiority in terms of weapons and the
help of the Nestorians, who knew the region well. The occupation, which began on May 7, 1916, ended
on May 5, 1918 (Sadikoglu, 2021).

As for the status of Semdinli in the Ottoman administrative system, we can determine this through
the Hakkari (vilayet/sanjak) to which it belonged. Hakkari was mentioned as one of the 17 sanjaks in
the official administrative division of the Van province in 1565, which was close after the region was
conquered. According to the Sanjak Tevcih Registration Record Book of 1631-1632, Hakkari was again
one of the sanjaks under Van and was recorded as a sanjak. Here, it was listed as “Hiikiimet-i Hakkari”
(Kilig, 2021).

The Tanzimat reforms led to the reorganization of administrative divisions. According to the
1864 Vilayet Nizamnamesi, vilayets were divided into sanjaks, sanjaks into kazas, and kazas into
nahiyas, which included at least one town or village (Ortayl, 2018; Shaw and Shaw, 2017). The
administrative structure of Hakkari was frequently changed during the late Ottoman Empire and the
early years of the Republic due to various social and economic inadequacies in the province. Between
1855 and 1865, Hakkari was a sanjak of Erzurum Province, however, following this period, it was
incorporated into Van, which was given the status of a province, as a sanjak. Hakkari, which was made
a province between 1876 and 1888, was later turned back into a sanjak under the Van Vilayet
(Sadikoglu, 2021, pp. 79-80). When we look at the Ottoman State Salnamas of 1298, 1299, 1300, 1301,
1302, 1303, 1304, and 1305 (between 1880 and 1888), it is seen that Hakkari was mentioned as a
province (Giines, 2015). At this date (1888), Semdinli was a Kaza of Hakkari sanjak of Van province
(Sezen, 2006; Tuncel, 1997). According to the Van Vilayet Salnamesi dated 1315 AH (1897-1898 AD),
the Van province consisted of Van and Hakkari sanjaks. Accordingly, Semdinli was one of the Kaza of
Hakkari sanjak along with Colemerik, Hamidiye, Gevar, and Beytiigsebap (Van Vilayet Salnamesi,
1315; Keles, 2009).

It should be noted here that in the archival documents we have been able to identify as of 1863,
Semdinli is listed as a kaza. However, Semdinli is also referred to as Semdinan Nahiyesi in telegrams
dated September 16, 1291 (September 28, 1875) (BOA, A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-3) and September 21,
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1875 (BOA, A.MKT. MHM, 480/66-5), in the tahrirat' dated 20 Tesrinisani 1291 (December 2, 1875)
(BOA, SD, 563/22-3) and in another tahrirat document from the Directorate of Semdinli Nahiyesi to the
District Governor of Gevar (Gevar Kaymakamligi) (BOA, SD, 563/22-8). According to the 1894
Kamisii'l-Alam, the center of Semdinli was the village of Nehri. It had 4 nahiyas named
Kazazarzan (Zerzan), Gerdi, Heriki and Humar® and 29 villages (Semseddin Sami, 1894).
According to the Van Vilayet Salname (1315) of the year 1315 hijri (1897-1898), it had two
nahiyas and 112 villages.

From a geographical aspect, Semdinli is surrounded by mountains with peaks between 3,000-
3,500 meters high. This mountainous region has deep valleys cut by the tributaries of the Semdinli
Water, which flows into the Zap River. The valley floors start above 2,000 meters and drop to below
1,000 meters, expanding in places into fields and houses, and are surrounded by steep slopes. Summers
are hot and sometimes very hot on the valley floors, while winters are always harsh and snow falls
throughout the winter (Darkot, 1979). Since the terrain is generally mountainous, there is little land
suitable for agriculture and these are quite valuable (Semseddin Sami, 1894). According to the Van
Vilayet Salnamesi of the year 1315 AH (1897-1898), the population of Semdinli was 16,580, of which
about 2,000 were non-Muslims (Keles, 2009). According to Semseddin Sami, the population was
18,470, not including the unsettled tribes. In addition, about 3,000 of the population were Nestorians
and 200 were Jews residing in the kaza center (Semseddin Sami, 1894).

It is necessary to mention some of the issues that made Semdinli important for the Ottoman
Empire and had an impact on tobacco farming activities there. The first of these is the scholarly activities
carried out in Semdinli. Seyyid Abdullah Semdini (he was born in 1819) settled in Nehri village with
some of his family members and established a tekke here, which made this village famous for Sufi and
religious activities (Kavak, 2016). The fact that the Ottoman Empire was located on the border of Iran
made the Nehri Tekke more important. The continuation of the Khalid1 Sufi culture by the postnishins
of NehrT Tekke was another reason that increased its importance. Because Khalid1 thought was against
Shiism and foreign hegemony, and its strict adherence to Ahl al-Sunnah brought them closer to the
Ottomans (Kavak, 2016). At the same time, the Nehri family, as the representatives of the Naqshbandi
order in the Middle East, was also respected in countries, such as Iraq, Syria, Iran, and Afghanistan.
Therefore, it can be said that they had a widespread religious and political influence (Sadikoglu, 2021).

Hakkari was the stronghold of Van, which was an important border fortress for the Ottoman
Empire. In other words, Semdinli, being on the Iranian border, was a natural border fortress against the
threats coming from Iran. It was also a strategically important location for Iran to spread its influence in
the region, and the Ottoman Empire was making efforts to prevent this expansion. On the other hand,
this region, which was under the control of Hakkari Beys, was a place to be captured in terms of human
resources, military power, and tax revenues. The tribes and beys in the region strengthened the hand of
the state to which they were subject. The beys of Hakkari were also aware of this power and opportunity
and tried to take advantage of this situation when there was a vacuum of authority. At such times,
Hakkari beys did not fulfill the services expected of them and often collaborated with Iran, which could
be defined as the enemy of the Ottoman Empire (Gencer, 2011).

As the Ottoman Empire had lost its former power since the beginning of the 19th century, a severe
administrative authority deficiency had emerged, especially in the regions far from the center. The
negligence of the governor of Erzurum and the Van defenders, the most important representatives of the
Ottoman administration in the region, caused these beys to act independently of the Ottoman center. As
aresult of this lack of authority and negligence, some regions of Semdinli on the Ottoman-Iranian border
were occupied by Iran in 1822-1823 (Gencer, 2011).

! Tahrirat: Documents showing the correspondence between vilayets and foreign missions and their relations with each other
are called tahrirat (Kiitiikkoglu, 1994).
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In order to understand the reasons behind the people of Semdinli's interest in tobacco, it is useful
to take a brief look at the history of tobacco. The tobacco plant belongs to the genus Nicotiana of the
Solanaceae (nightshade) family commonly known as nightshade family, which is considered the 3rd
most economically significant species because it also includes crops, such as tomatoes, potatoes, and
peppers (Ghatak, 2017). It is estimated that two species of the tobacco plant (nicotiana rustika and
nicotaniana tabacum) were spread to both the southern and northern American continents by Americans
around 8,000 years ago. Later varieties of modern commercial tobacco also originated in the Americas
(Goodman, 1994). Christopher Columbus and his successors began using tobacco in pipes, cigars, and
snuff. Later, Portuguese and Spanish sailors helped spread different forms of tobacco worldwide
(Mishra, 2013). It is thought that sailors returning from America to various European ports in the late
XVth and early XVIth centuries brought the habit of smoking with them. Thus, after the introduction of
tobacco to Europe, smoking and cultivation of tobacco rapidly spread to other parts of the world. By the
early 17th century, tobacco was grown in West Africa, Southeast Asia, India, China, Japan and the
Middle East (Henningfield et al., 2024). Tobacco, which was unknown outside America until the middle
of the XVth century, is now cultivated in more than 120 countries of the world and has become a subject
of study in fields of science, such as botany, pharmacology, chemistry, economics, and history
(Goodman, 1994). Tobacco has been widely used throughout history and today. For this reason, tobacco
and products derived from tobacco have become economically valuable.

The widespread use of tobacco worldwide has brought with it various discussions. Initially, many
Europeans believed that tobacco was a new plant that could be incorporated into Western medical
traditions and used as an almost universal cure for diseases. In the late XVI century, tobacco was claimed
to ease hunger, be a relaxant and painkiller, and even a cure for cancer. However, contrary to this view,
in the early seventeenth century in England, smoking was described as an abomination to the eyes,
disgusting to the nose, harmful to the brain, dangerous to the lungs, and a terrible custom with its black,
foul-smelling smoke. Pope Innocentius IX (1591) and Urban VIII (1623-1644) issued papal edicts
excommunicating tobacco smokers in the Church (Henningfield et al., 2024).

Tobacco arrived in the Ottoman Empire in the late 16th or early 17th century. Arriving via the
Mediterranean Sea, tobacco consumption in the Ottoman Empire rapidly became widespread, and
according to one narrative, it was even grown in palace gardens during the reign of Murad III (1574-
1595) (Demir and Sénmez, 2021). This led to religious and political tobacco debates. Tobacco was
banned for the first time in 1609 with an edict because tobacco was rapidly spreading, cultivated in
fields, disrupting the work of smokers and increasing deaths by disrupting public health, and the bans
continued afterward (Yilmaz, 2012). Sultan Murad IV (1623-1640) and his reign stand out regarding
tobacco production and consumption. In this period, the fires in Istanbul were the most important reason
for banning tobacco. The reason why the tobacco ban was discussed more was the Cibali (Istanbul) fire
that occurred in August 1633. As a large part of the city burned down in the fire, people gathered in
coffeechouses and started gossiping. To prevent a possible uprising, which was thought to be caused by
this situation, Murad IV, with the encouragement of Kadizade, the famous preacher of the period, had
all the coffechouses of Istanbul demolished. With a fatwa of the same preacher, it was declared that
tobacco smokers would be killed (Uzuncarsili, 2011). The main reason why the ban on tobacco smoking
is associated with the reign of Murad IV is that the sultan, dressed in different clothes, went around the
streets and punished tobacco smokers. One of the foreign sources on this period states that 25,000
tobacco smokers were executed and even their noses were cut off (Burns, 2007). However, we think this
information, which does not appear in Turkish sources, is exaggerated. In addition, another source states
that cutting the noses of tobacco smokers was a method of punishment practiced in Russia (Henningfield
et al., 2024).

Although Murad IV's prohibition of tobacco use and the punishment of those who used tobacco
were brought to the forefront, the people had been disturbed by tobacco for various reasons since earlier
times. The reasons claimed were that those who gathered in coffeehouses and smoked tobacco would
talk to passersby and disturb especially women, that tobacco smokers disrupted their work, that beeswax
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was expensive because it was used in tobacco production, that those who went to coffeechouses caused
mischief by wasting their time, and that they did not fulfill their worldly responsibilities (Karagoz,
2020). Tobacco, which was initially sold with the idea that it was medicinal, started to be consumed like
cigarettes and pipes, and the public quickly became addicted to tobacco (Demir, 2019). Despite all the
prohibitions and punishments, neither the production nor the use of tobacco could be prevented in the
Ottoman Empire. Bahail Efendi, who became the sheikhulislam in 1649 after the death of Murad IV
(Ipsirli and Uzun, 1991), first issued a fatwa stating that it was not haram, and in 1688, tobacco was
taxed and legitimized (Gokdemir, 1991; Yilmaz, 2012). The increase in the production and consumption
of tobacco also accelerated after the bans were lifted. In addition to becoming an important source of
income, tobacco consumption and addiction of Turks increased to such an extent that “smoking like a
Turk” was used as an idiom in Europe (Bilir et al., 2010).

Method

This study focuses on Semdinli in the context of tobacco activities. First, considering the limited
number of academic studies on Semdinli in the modern era, the place of Semdinli in Ottoman history is
examined. In order to better comprehend Semdinli's association with tobacco cultivation, a short history
of tobacco and its progression in Semdinli is also discussed. Following this introduction, Semdinli's land
structure, location, population, livelihood sources, and agricultural activities are evaluated from a
geographical perspective. Copyrighted literature and official archival documents concerning tobacco
cultivation in Semdinli during the Ottoman period were examined. In this context, the study utilized
document analysis as a qualitative data collection technique. In light of the information and documents
obtained, various aspects of tobacco, such as its agricultural production, trade, and taxation, were
examined with an emphasis on its importance for the aforementioned region, and similarities and
differences with other tobacco-growing regions in the Ottoman Empire were discussed.

Findings
Agricultural production of tobacco in Semdinli

Regarding agricultural conditions, tobacco is less selective than many other crops and adapts
efficiently to diverse geographical environments, allowing its widespread cultivation globally. As a
result, tobacco was widely cultivated both globally and across Ottoman territories. With these
advantages, it has become a viable alternative to many agricultural crops (Karabacak, 2017; Sahin and
Taslhgil, 2014). Its widespread consumption and high selling price compared to other local products led
traditional Ottoman farmers to produce this new substance, which they considered more profitable.
Tobacco was well adapted to the Balkans, Thrace, and Anatolia and its cultivation became widespread
in the Ottoman country (Bozpinar and Teoman, 2023). Another point to be mentioned here is the repeal
of the tobacco ban. After the ban was lifted, tobacco cultivation spread both in cities and towns and also
in regions, towns, and villages where it was previously prohibited (Yilmaz, 2005).

Merchants traveling to Europe for trade first brought tobacco seeds from Rumelia, initiating
cultivation in the Balkan Peninsula and the Aegean region within the Ottoman borders (Bilir et al.,
2010). The first tobacco cultivation was carried out in the Yenice and Skege regions, followed by Syria,
Lattakia, and Trabzon regions (Demir, 2019). Gradually, tobacco consumption spread throughout
Ottoman society and over time, it began to be known by the name of the place where it was grown, such
as “Bitlis tobacco,” “Yenice tobacco,” “Vardar tobacco,” “Imadiye tobacco” (Yilmaz, 2012). One of the
places where tobacco was cultivated was Semdinli and the tobacco grown there was called “Semdinli
tobacco” (Tiitlin ve Tiitiin Mamulleri Sanayii, 1977; Millet Meclisi Tutanak Dergisi, 1965).

A general overview of the growing conditions required for tobacco shows that the cultivable area
covers a wide area between 56° north and 38° south latitudes on Earth. The required temperatures are
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26-27°C on average. In general, areas, where the annual average rainfall is around 500-700 mm and
rainfall occurs in April, May, and June, are suitable for tobacco cultivation. With this feature, tobacco,
which provides the necessary amount of water during the development period with the water it receives
from precipitation, is a product that does not require irrigation unless there is severe drought (Karabacak,
2017). Looking at the geography of Semdinli, the land is generally mountainous, and compared to the
other settlements around it, both the elevation is low and the temperature values are high due to the
latitude effect. In this way, it has the mountain-type characteristics of the Mediterranean climate, and
forest areas cover a larger area. While the average annual temperature in Semdinli is 12.1°C, it rises to
25°C in July-August. The annual rainfall is 726.88 mm. The annual average number of rainy days in
Semdinli is 108. Due to the predominance of limestone in the south of Semdinli and Derecik, it is easier
for water to seep underground (Sadikoglu, 2021). As recorded in the late XIXth century, very little of
the land in Semdinli was suitable for agriculture (Semseddin Sami, 1894).

Considering the conditions required for the cultivation of tobacco, Semdinli's temperature, terrain,
and rainfall provided a suitable environment for tobacco cultivation. Tobacco was the main agricultural
product in Semdinli. About five hundred thousand kiyyes (a kiyye is a measure of weight of 1282
grams.) of tobacco were cultivated annually, almost all of which was exported to Iran (Semseddin Sami,
1894). The higher demand for tobacco compared to other crops ensured that tobacco was preferentially
cultivated in Semdinli.

Tobacco cultivated in Semdinli is classified as a local species. These types were reported as
Semdinli and Semdinli tobacco of Iraqi origin (Tiitiin ve Tiitiin Mamulleri Sanayii, 1977). While the
harvested tobacco in most Ottoman lands was dried in sunlight, tobaccos of eastern origin, such as Bitlis,
Mus and Semdinli, were dried in the shade (Aksin and Kader, 2019).

As mentioned before, tobacco was the most important agricultural product as well as the most
important source of livelihood in Semdinli. For tobacco to be utilized as a commercial product, it had to
be cultivated first. However, while cultivation was the initial step, subsequent processes of trade and
taxation directly influenced production. In this regard, the archival document (tahrirat) dated October
29, 1875, sent from the Sura-y1 Devlet to the Riisumat Emanet department, stated that the transportation
of tobacco by agriculturalists was not taxed for the farmers who planted and harvested in the field to sell
their products and thereby alleviating their tax burden. Thus, the producers were saved from difficulties
and inconveniences. In this way, it was ensured that the tobacco was counted and recorded in the field,
and thus an order was established. In addition to collecting tax from the producers, those sent to the
factories were separated according to their types; the agriculturalists were also informed that a
consumption tax would be collected from the factory owners through banderoles (BOA, SD, 563/22-2).

According to the tahrirat dated June 15, 1886, sent from Hakkari to the Ministry of Finance, it
was criticized that tobacco exported to Iran noting that it was often levied at rates equal to or exceeding
the sales price. They also reminded that the Reji administration was responsible for the development of
tobacco and requested that good seeds be sent for the development of tobacco cultivation in the
following year and that an agricultural educator be sent to inform the farmers (BOA, DH.MKT, 1351/6).

The efforts of the merchants who tried to monopolize the tobacco in the region to buy the product
at a lower price was also one of the problems the farmers struggled with. In addition to the above issues,
Sheikh Abdullah Effendi, whose help was previously sought, was also engaged in agriculture and trade,
and benefiting from the favor of the government and the notables, his son-in-law Mehmed Effendi sent
a translated Persian-language letter to Van Riisumat Director Khalid Effendi. It was stated that he
already owned half of the annual 350,000 kiyye of tobacco produced in the nahiyas of Semdinli and
Heriki and bought the other half from the producers at a lower price (October 29, 1875) (BOA, SD,
563/22-2).

Another issue that tobacco producers and merchants were uncomfortable with was the inability
to send telegrams and letters to the relevant authorities about the problems they experienced during the
export of their tobacco to Iran. In response to such requests, it was requested that the requests be sent to
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the central directorate since it was forbidden to send private encrypted telegrams (sifreli telgraf).
However, it was claimed that people close to the Governor of Van, Tahsin Bey, were allowed to send
telegrams in violation of this prohibition (BOA, DH.MKT, 36/56-1; BOA, DH.MKT, 36/56-4). Upon
the complaint, the Ministry of Post and Telegraph investigated the matter and wrote a reply to the
Ministry of Interior. According to this: The chief postmaster declared that the tobacco farmers'
complaints were slanderous and that the telegraph center, which had been established in Semdinli at that
time, actually responded positively to their demands (February-March 1904) (BOA, DH.MKT, 36/56-
5).

In a letter from the province of Van to the Ministry of Internal Affairs, it was reported that
although the amount to be collected regarding the Osiir (tax) to be collected from the agricultural
products produced in Semdinli was not significant in total if the tax amnesty was provided, agricultural
areas would increase. It would make a great contribution to the agricultural life and livelihood of the
people of Semdinli and its periphery (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-30).

Tobacco trade in Semdinli

Following the discovery of America, tobacco spread to Portugal, Spain, Italy, France, Belgium,
and Switzerland within 50 to 60 years. A century after the discovery of the new continent, tobacco
cultivation extended to Africa, India, and Far East countries. With this widespread, its production
gradually increased and transforming it into a significant traded commodity. Therefore, its production
area has expanded, and its consumption has become widespread worldwide with the effect of trade
(Demir, 2019; Demir & Sonmez, 2021; Yilmaz, 2005).

It is thought that British and Venetian merchants first brought tobacco to Ottoman lands for trade
purposes (Demir, 2019). Since it adapted very well to the geographical conditions here, tobacco
cultivation became widespread rapidly (Karabacak, 2017). Over time, tobacco cultivation began to be
practiced in many regions and the demand for tobacco produced in Ottoman lands increased. The high
demand also increased the commercial importance of tobacco (Yildirim, 2020). So much so that during
the years of the American War of Independence (1775-1783), the British, who had previously supplied
their tobacco needs from America, chose to purchase their tobacco from Turkey and Egypt. In these new
sources of tobacco, the British also found light and soft tobacco leaf varieties similar to those they
received from the North Americans. Later on, Turkish-Egyptian blends became a habit for the British.
On the other hand, it has been stated that British soldiers did not smoke cigarettes in large numbers
before and that they picked up this habit during the Crimean War (1853-1856), influenced by the Turks
and Russians (Burns, 2017). By the XIXth century, tobacco had become one of the most important
export goods of the Ottoman Empire. Since this century, tobacco has shown significant commercial
increases in terms of both value and quantity (Bozpinar and Teoman, 2023).

As tobacco grew in commercial importance, various tobacco-related business tradesmen emerged.
In the early period, tobacco was imported in shredded form from Europe. However, in time, a group of
artisans emerged in the Ottoman market who chopped and sold raw domestic tobacco. The tradesmen
of the tobacconists even established a guild (lonca) in 1723. Among the tobacconists were also cigarette
holder makers, pipe makers (lilleciler), and mouthpiece (agizlik¢ilar) makers. By the middle of the
XVIIth century, smoking tobacco had become fashionable and the use of pipes had become widespread
(Y1lmaz, 2012). European and West African pipe-making traditions had spread to the Ottoman Empire.
Like Turkish tobacco, “Turkish” pipes emerged as special products referred to as “ shiny and beautiful.”
These pipes even took on a more ornate and artistic character later on. In the following years, the stamps
and ornaments on Turkish pipes became a topic of interest for researchers (Kladchenko, 2023).

The amount of tobacco produced in Semdinli (according to the records of 1875) was
approximately three loads (a load is 100 thousand kiyye) and 50 thousand kiyyes per year. Almost all
the tobacco produced was sold to Iranian merchants for consumption in Iran (BOA, SD, 563/22-4). Until
the establishment of the Reji administration, the Ottoman administration had displayed a flexible attitude
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towards tobacco traders with the awareness that tobacco was the most important source of livelihood in
Semdinli. As it is known, when the Ottoman Empire was unable to pay the debts it had borrowed from
Galata bankers and foreigners in the 19th century, it was decided to establish the Duyun-1 UmGmiye
Administration to pay the debts (Karagor et al., 2019). The Duyun-1 Umimiye Administration, in turn,
transferred the tobacco exchequer to the “Miisterekiilmenfaa Reji Company” established on May 27,
1883 (Kiiciik and Ertiiziin, 1994). The establishment of the Reji administration was also an important
turning point for the tobacco trade and merchants.

After the establishment of the Reji administration, the tobacco traders lost the comfortable trade
environment and faced a more oppressive structure. On the other hand, the Reji administration did not
pay attention to the specific conditions of the regions and maintained a general practice throughout the
country. On the other hand, since it was unable to obtain a significant income from Semdinli tobacco, it
relatively neglected the producers and merchants there (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-7). Not only was no
Reji office established in Semdinli (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-56), but it was also stated that the
establishment of a different administration style here would cause abuses, citing the remoteness of the
region as a reason” (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-10). However, since merchants exported almost all of
Semdinli tobacco to Iran, the general practices caused great difficulties for tobacco producers and
merchants.

The Governor of Hakkari actively addressed the grievances of the residents of the Kaza of
Semdinli. Governor Ethem Bey wrote to the Ministry of Interior on October 18, 1885, stating that the
Reji administration was delaying the purchase and obstructing tobacco exports by storing the product in
warehouses. Semdinli tobacco was a crop that could only be consumed in Iran, and in this sense, the
Reji did not want to buy it because the tobacco here had a low income. Consequently, the local
population faced economic hardship. Since the inhabitants had no other means of livelihood other than
tobacco, it was requested that they be allowed to collect miiruriye again, as previously practiced, at the
rate of twenty kurus per horse load (bargir yiikii) and ten kurus per donkey load (merkep yiikii). The
governor had requested that this situation be urgently corrected (BOA, DH.SFR, 127/30).

The Reji's failure to regard the conditions of the region also prevented tobacco from being easily
exported to Iran as before. This situation meant a loss of revenue for the Reji and thus for the treasury.
A related example is the mahzar (petition with many signatures) dated November 20, documenting the
Governor of Van’s visit to Semdinli in November 1913. In this document, which bears the signatures
and seals of twenty-two village headmen (muhtar), various demands were addressed to the governor.
Among these were demands that the Reji should not prevent the export of tobacco to Iran and that the
Urumiyeh road should be built as soon as possible due to the commercial relations with Iran (BOA,
DH.ID, 148/13-28). According to a tahrirat sent by Tahsin Bey, the Governor of Van, to the Ministry of
Interior on November 26, 1913, without the intervention of the Reji and the miiruriye (product transit
tax), tobacco would be able to go directly to Iran, and Urumiyeh, which was 10 hours away, would be
3-4 times more profitable than Semdinli tobacco. This was because tobacco sold for 60 tumens (Iranian
currency) in Iran could only be sold for 15 tumens domestically. If the miiruriye tax was abolished, more
profit could be made from the tobacco sold at a higher price in Iran, and the missing amount could be
compensated with the surplus that could be obtained from Gsiir instead of the miiruriye tax (BOA,
DH.ID, 148/13-20).

Since the problems stemming from the Reji administration were mostly related to taxation, the
details of this issue are discussed in more detail under the next heading. On the other hand, merchants
also encountered problems related to the export of Semdinli tobacco to Iran. These included different
taxation practices in Iran, the difficulty in collecting money for goods sold, and the mistreatment of
merchants.

According to a tahrirat on February 10, 1902, a merchant named Agakes from the Urumiyeh
district of Iran bought tobacco from Semdinli but did not pay 1,750 Liras of the amount owed. The
reason given for the non-payment was that the Iranian merchant had been tortured by Sheikh Siddik
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Efendi in Semdinli. When this situation was brought to court, the Governor of Van, Tahir Bey, wrote to
the Yildiz Palace with the request to resolve the problem with a new trial based on the information
received during the meetings with the Iranian Karperdaz (Iranian representative-ambassador) (BOA,
Y.MTV, 226/5).

While the Iranian government was expected to tax tobacco traveling from Turkey to Iran at 5%
customs duty, as it had previously done, the Iranian government imposed a 10% tax, and the seizure of
Ottoman merchants' goods caused a loss of 3 thousand Lira to the merchants. Tahir Bey, the Governor
of Van, notified the Ministry of Interior on May 26, 1903 (BOA, TMIK.M, 145/18-1) and the Tesri-i
Muamelat Commission on May 31, 1903, requesting the Ottoman government to contact the Iranian
government (BOA, TMIK.M, 145/18-4).

Another problem related to tobacco exported to Iran was the mistreatment faced by merchants
abroad. Since many official departments, such as the Sadaret, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and the
Governor's Office, along with the relevant authorities of the counterpart country and embassies, were
involved in solving the problems encountered there, the time was prolonged and the losses of the
merchant increased. An example of this was the arrest of Mehmed Bey in 1904 when he went to sell the
tobacco he had purchased in Semdinli in Iran and his goods were seized (BOA, BEO, 2278/170792;
BOA, BEO, 2298/172334.). In a similar case, Abdullah and his friends were confronted, and as
mentioned, the correspondence was delayed, and the merchant was released after paying a bribe of 150
Lira. In addition, his goods were detained for six months (BOA, BEO, 2322/174144).

Moreover, relations with Iran were not limited to the tobacco trade. Since Semdinli's agricultural
output was insufficient to sustain its population, essential foodstuffs had to be imported. Due to the
terrain of Semdinli and its distance from other internal provincial and sanjak centers, foodstuffs were
imported from Iran. Since tobacco was exported to Iran, tobacco merchants would sell their goods and
return with the foodstuffs they needed. This practice was especially common during the winter season.
However, Iranian officials sometimes prevented the export of foodstuffs from Iran, exacerbating
economic hardships for Semdinli’s inhabitants. The demands of the merchants who faced such difficulty
before the government were to solve this problem by corresponding with the Iranian government (BOA,
HR.IM, 86/8).

Taxation of tobacco in Semdinli

As mentioned, despite initial discussions and bans, tobacco use could not be prevented, and as the
trade developed, it became a significant source of revenue for the Ottoman treasury. During the reign of
Sultan Suleiman II (1687-1691), a tax of 3 para per okka was levied as of 1687. In 1688, tobacco tax
was introduced in the financial system under the name of “duhan resmi” and in 1689 it was collected
under the name of “hamr-u arak and resm-i duha.” The amount of tax continued to increase according
to the types of tobacco, and by 1695, the tax levied on some types of tobacco had reached 20 money per
okka. These practices show that the importance of tobacco, which provided income to the treasury,
increased (Bozpinar and Teoman, 2023). The main tax levied on tobacco in the following years was the
Osiir. Although the rate varied from year to year, it was collected at a rate of 10% as of the mid-19th
century (Y1ilmaz, 2005).

In the Ottoman Empire, customs taxes were levied both on the entry and exit of traded goods, and
other taxes related to tobacco were customs taxes. “amediye” at entry and ‘reftiye’ at exit were charged
as customs taxes. In addition to these, the transit customs tax was “miiruriye” (Kiitiikkoglu, 1996).

In the second half of the XIXth century, reports were prepared on the taxation of tobacco, whose
consumption was gradually increasing, and it was evaluated that the share of taxes collected in the
budget was too low despite its high consumption. On January 1, 1862, foreign merchants were banned
from importing gunpowder, salt, tobacco, and products produced from tobacco, and taxes on tobacco
were increased (Yapistiran, 2013). In 1862, a new legal arrangement was made regarding the purchase
and sale of tobacco (Diistur, 1289).
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The most important reason for this new regulation was the increase in demand for tobacco
produced in Ottoman lands due to the American Civil War. Another reason was the conclusion of
commercial agreements with European states. During this period, tobacco imports were banned and the
customs tax on tobacco (8%) was abolished. These decisions marked a turning point in the taxation of
tobacco in the Ottoman Empire; the Duhan Directorate (Duhan Nazirligi) was established and a tax
called the miiruriye official came into effect. Accordingly, tobacco grown in the country was transferred
from one place to another with a miiruriye tax of 12 kurus per okka. In addition, all dealers selling
tobacco and tobacco products, whether Ottoman or foreign subjects, were obliged to pay a tax called
beyi'ye resmi, which was 30% of the sales price (Bozpinar and Teoman, 2023). Tobacco smuggling had
also started during the periods when tobacco was banned. As of 1649, when tobacco production and
trade were liberalized, smuggling had decreased. However, when it was taxed, tobacco smuggling
started again (Altunsoy, 2022). As the tax collection method facilitated smuggling, the iltizam method
was abolished and taxes were collected by civil servants (Yapistiran, 2013).

The levy of the duhan tax was not welcomed in and around Semdinli. Namely: According to a
document (sukka?) dated January 3, 1863, it was stated by the Mutasarriflik of Van and Hakkari that the
people of Semdinli in the Hakkari sanjak did not recognize the duhan officer and displayed rebellious
and insubordinate behavior. A military force had been requested to deal with those responsible for
causing difficulties in the implementation of the newly introduced duhan procedure. However, Sadaret
was informed that it would be more appropriate to calm the troubles in a peaceful manner (BOA.
A.MKT.MHM, 252/64).

Despite the passing of months, the people of Semdinli continued to refuse to pay the duhan tax.
According to the tahrirat written from Erzurum province, the fact that Semdinli was close to the Iranian
border further complicated the issue. This was because the locals would flee to Iran when forced to pay
taxes. Since they had an easy way to avoid taxes, it was not only difficult for the government to
administer this region but also caused spoilage. It was reported that to solve the problem permanently,
the force had to be used. However, another factor has to be taken into account here. The tax to be
collected was not enough to finance even the expenses of the soldiers who would be assigned to maintain
order. Moreover, when the pressure on tobacco farmers was increased, the livelihood of the region would
be hindered and causing severe economic hardship. In such circumstances, the population might rebel,
even resorting to armed resistance against the government. It was also reported that as long as this
problem continued, mischief could not be prevented, and that the inconveniences would spread to the
surrounding areas (June 16, 1863) (BOA, MVL, 651/73). Again in October 1863, in the face of
opposition to the collection of the duhan tax, the Sadaret informed the Governorate of Erzurum, the
mutasarrifliks of Van and Hakkari, and the Miisir of the IVth Army that state order should be enforced
in every locality without exception by intervening when necessary (BOA, A.MKT.MHM, 280/81).

In 1873, banderoles were introduced for tobacco and tobacco products. Accordingly, tobacco
cultivation was liberalized (by regulating its quantity, sale, and processing in factories), the tobacco
monopoly was placed under the Rusiimat Emaneti, and it was made compulsory to have a banderole on
the packages showing that they belonged to the state. In addition, a miiruriye tax of 3 kurus was imposed
for each kiyye of tobacco (Oztiirk, 2023; Demir, 2016).

There was dissatisfaction with the tobacco monopoly and tax collection in Semdinli, which led to
occasional rebellions by the locals and sometimes to arguments and fights among themselves. At such
times, local sheikhs were also called upon to maintain order and suppress rebellions against the growing
unrest and deteriorating public order. In 1873, against one such rebellion, Sheikh Salih Efendi
suppressed the rebellion with about 1,000 of his followers. In response, the Mutasarrif of Van and

2 Sukka: A type of document used for correspondence between the center of the state and the provinces or between two units
in the provinces (Kiitiikoglu, 1994).
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Hakkari thanked him with the phrase "It's like a thousand soldiers are stationed in such an unusual place"
(BOA. AMKT.MHM, 271/3-3).}

As reported in a telegram dated September 16, 1875, from the mutasarrif of Van, the Nestorians,
and the Heriki tribe were causing difficulties in the count and taxation of the duhan, as in the collection
of other taxes. Despite the nominal rates applied to them since thirty years ago, the accrued amounts had
not been paid and military intervention was expected to collect the accumulated tax of more than 3
million kurus (BOA. A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-3; BOA, SD, 563/3).

The Directorate of Semdinli Nahiya informed the Gevar district governorship that the
disobedience of those who opposed the tax collection and registration would cause them to grow more
corrupt and courageous day by day unless they were intervened. It was urgently requested that they be
given the necessary punishment and that their upbringing be taken order as soon as possible. Because it
was known that in a few days, they would move to collect the tobacco and sell it to Iran. It was also
added that 5-6 soldiers would not be enough to prevent this (BOA, SD, 563/22-2).

The total estimated annual tobacco production of Semdinli and Heriki nahiyas was 350,000
kiyyes, half of which was 175,000 kiyyes. Sheikh Abdullah was the owner of half of this. The rest he
bought from the locals at a low price and sold it to Iranian merchants. In addition to this, the sheikh also
prevented the tax collectors from registering the tax. Since he was powerful in the region, it was
impossible to remove this person. It was demanded that he persecuted the locals for tobacco and that
necessary action be taken (October 12, 1875) (BOA, SD, 563/22-4).

The Sura-yi Devlet informed the Riisumat Emanet that it had already been informed about the
issues mentioned above. The miiruriye tax was reduced to three kurus, and even this small amount was
collected from the shareholders, and the agriculturalists were not levied any tax on the transportation of
the duhans. Thus, the producer was saved from difficulties and inconveniences. In this way, tobacco
could be counted and recorded in the field and an order was established. In addition to taxing the
producers, the tobacco sent to the factories would be separated according to type and the factory owners
would be charged a consumption tax through banderoles. Tobacco farmers were treated well in any case.
Considering the previous complaints that the people were not taken into obedience, it was reported that
the problem would be solved if the process was followed well. It was also added that many of the taxes
that were previously reported to be uncollected were collected and that the poor people were not as
disobedient as they were reported to be. In other words, it was reported that the people responded
positively to the maintenance of state order when treated properly. The above-mentioned issue was
discussed at the Sura-y1 Devlet and it was decided that this issue was not a problem to the extent of using
coercive force, but only that the necessary investigation should be carried out on the troublemakers and
the result should be reported (BOA. A MKT.MHM, 480/66-19).

On March 12, 1877, according to another copy of a mazbata sent from the administrative council
of the Van sanjak, the Heriki tribe and the Nestorians in Cdlemerik in the nahiya of Semdinli, which
was part of the Erzurum Riistimat administration, continued to cause difficulties in the collection of the
duhan tax. Although the people of Semdinli in general did not cause as much difficulty as others, the
need to deal with them as a whole was repeatedly written to the Gevar district governorship and the
directorate of Semdinli, with the support of Postnishin Abdullah Efendi. It was requested that force
should be used without delay, as it had been two years earlier (BOA. A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-5).

After the establishment of the Nezaret of Finance (1840), tobacco taxes had been under the
Ministry of Finance (1840), and in 1861, they were under the Riisimat Emaneti. It was then placed
under the administration of Rusimat-1 Sitte, which was established in 1879 to regulate Ottoman State
debts, and finally under the administration of Duyln-1 Umlmiye in 1881 (Celik, 2022; Yilmaz, 2012).
Tobacco revenues were the most important among the revenues planned for Duylin-1 Umimiye.
Tobacco revenues also increased with these new practices. Under the Rustimat-1 Sitte administration,
more than half a million Liras had been made from tobacco, while Duytin-1 Umimiye had increased this

3 Original version of the text: “bdylesine miistesna bir mahalde bin kadar asker ikime olmuscasma.”
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amount by 8% in less than a year. In such a situation, the Reji company was founded with the idea that
a better administration would yield more profit and took over the tobacco monopoly (Altunsoy, 2022).

With the Reji, the production, processing, storage, marketing, and subsequent tobacco
consumption came under the control of the Ottoman Bank, Bleichroder Bank (German), and Credit
Anstalt (Austrian), the company's founders. With the establishment of the Reji, tobacco producers
suddenly found themselves responsible to a foreign company that collected taxes and controlled their
livelihood with stricter rules and practices (Digiroglu, 2014). Thus, Reji became a monopoly in the
production and pricing of tobacco. This situation negatively affected the perception of Reji, which
usually bought tobacco at low prices and sold it at high prices. Other negative practices of the Reji were
the difficulties in obtaining licenses, not providing sufficient warehouses and storage facilities for the
producers, and selling poor quality products (Altunsoy, 2022). After the tobacco monopoly was
transferred to the Reji, smuggling activities started to be observed at an unprecedented level and
smuggling became almost necessary for producers who wanted to make a living (Bozpinar and Teoman,
2023).

The Reji administration's pressure and control over tobacco producers and merchants also
increased. Despite having almost all the authority over tobacco, Reji's negligent attitude and failure to
consider the specific conditions of Semdinli led to significant hardships. Hakkari Governor Ethem Bey
wrote to the Ministry of Interior on October 18, 1885, stating that the Reji administration was delaying
the purchase of tobacco by the people of the Kaza of Semdinli and preventing its export by keeping it
in warehouses. According to this letter, Semdinli tobacco was a crop that could only be consumed in
Iran, and in this sense, it was not of much use to the Reji, so the Reji did not pursue the purchase route.
In Iran, Semdinli tobacco was sold between 4 and 8 kurus per kiyye. However, the administration
demanded 8 kurus miiruriye for each kiyye of tobacco. Accordingly, the locals suffered losses. Since
the locals had no other source of livelihood other than tobacco, it was requested that the administration
be allowed to charge twenty kurus for each bargir load (102.5-141 kg.) and ten kurus miiruriye for each
donkey load (60-80 kg.) as it had been done before. The governor demanded that this situation be
corrected immediately (BOA, DH.SFR, 127/30).

When the high tax practice was continued, the Hakkari governorate informed the Ministry of
Finance that the tobacco, which was already sold between 4 and 8 kurus per kiyye in Iran, would be
miserable for the people if the tobacco was required to pay 8 miiruriye tax per kiyye. On the other hand,
the Hakkari provincial council administration demanded at least a tax of twenty kurus per bargir load
and ten kurus per donkey load (June 15, 1886) (BOA, DH.MKT, 1351/6).

According to a tahrirat dated August 30, 1913, from the Ministry of Internal Affairs to the
province of Van, five hundred Liras of tobacco was to be given to the state with a tobacco duhan
miiruriye fee of one Lira for every 32 kiyye of tobacco. The total duhan fee was 2 thousand Liras.
However, a miiltezim* named Sirta was collecting an additional 6 Mecidiye tax for himself. This not
only showed that he had exceeded his limit, but also harmed tobacco production. On the other hand, a
British merchant wanted to participate in the tender with the promise of paying more. It was reported
that tax collection tenders should not be awarded to Sirta and the like, which put the producers in a
difficult situation and caused public loss (BOA, DH.ID, 54/63-1).

In a telegram dated September 26, 1913, Governor of Van Tahsin Bey informed the Ministry of
Interior that the council of elders of 30 villages in the Kaza of Semdinli had requested the forgiveness
of the tobacco miiruriye and, if this was not possible, the auction of the tobacco miiruriye at last year's
price on condition that 1,200 Liras be paid in advance and 1,000 Liras be paid three months later. Before
this application, Governor Bey himself had explained the situation and asked for an urgent notification
of the decision. According to him, the resolution of this issue was of great importance. In the reply
received from the Ministry of Internal Affairs on October 26, 1913, the General Directorate of Reji had

4 Miiltezim: A term used in the Ottoman Empire to refer to the transfer of state tax revenue to a private individual (Geng, 2000).
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notified the local Reji administration that the tobacco miiruriye should be tendered to the council of
elders at the same price as last year, provided that it was in cash (BOA.DH.ID, 196/3-1).

Tahsin Bey, the Governor of Van, informed the Ministry of Interior on October 4, 1913, that the
kazas of Semdinli and Gevar suffered great losses from the tobacco miiruriye. Accordingly, this tax,
which corresponded to 2-3 hundred Liras in the previous years, had increased up to 2 thousand Liras
due to the rivalry between Seyyid Taha and Sheikh Abdiilkadir. Thus, the people were ruined for the
sake of two people's gain. Vali Bey stated that he wished that the tax would now be tendered to the
people themselves to avoid this problem; he also added that he had previously heard in a speech by
Cavid Bey in the Parliament that the tax in question could be pardoned and that he had prevented this
because it would deprive Sheikh Abdiilkadir of his income. He also added that Seyyid Taha had even
used the money he earned to arm himself against the Ottoman administration and that if this tax was
abolished, the loyalty and service of the people of the two Kaza to the government would increase, and
the cost of the murders that had been going on for a year and the detachment assigned to prevent them
could be saved (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-5). Based on these considerations, he stated that he had
postponed the auction and that if the tax could not be forgiven, he expected it to at least be entrusted to
his administration by Reji (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-3). The justification for the amnesty of the Duhan
miiruriye tax was the reduction of the reftiye levied on tobacco exported to Tunisia, Samos, Rumelia-i
Sarki, and Peloponnese (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-1).

According to the reply given by Cavid Bey, the Minister of Finance, on October 7, 1913 (to the
above-mentioned tahrirat dated October 4, 1913), since the tobacco banderole procedure could not be
applied in the provinces of Baghdad, Basra, and Mosul, in the sanjak of Mardin, and in the Kaza of
Semdinli within the province of Van, it was sufficient to collect the miiruriye tax for internal
consumption in these areas as in the past. However, after the establishment of the Reji company, the
Reji administration, which was granted the right to manufacture buy and sell tobacco by Article 11 of
the Reji Regulations, continued to collect the miiruriye tax in places other than Cebel-i Lebanon and
Crete. The miiruriye levy on each kilogram of tobacco consumed within the country was 5 kurus. The
tax levied on tobacco exported to Iran, Egypt, Samos, and Tunisia was the reftiye levy and had nothing
to do with the miiruriye levy. In addition to these, upon the complaint and request letter from the Kaza
of Semdinli regarding the auction of tobacco Osiir and miiruriye tax, the Treasury deemed it appropriate
for these taxes to be auctioned to the people, and the matter was also written to the Reji administration.

However, the Reji commissioner's office replied that the tax collection was carried out following
the procedure and that there was no violation. On the other hand, since it was understood that the
miiltezims were engaged in corruption and since the revenue generated by the Reji administration every
year was insignificant, it was written to the Reji commissioner that it was hoped to collect the asar and
miiruriye tax through teslis and tahmis as in previous years (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-7).

The above-mentioned requests from the Ministry of Finance to the Ministry of Internal Affairs
were notified in a letter dated October 13, 1914, and it was stated that the problems would continue
unless a Reji office was established in Semdinli. The document also requested that at least like the
previous year, the taxes be tendered to the Muhtars or other suitors in cash to prevent the miiltezim
sheikhs from causing losses to the tobacco-producing people (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-56).

A letter from Van province to the Ministry of Interior further assessed the total amount of Gsiir to
be collected from agricultural products in Semdinli, concluding that it was relatively insignificant.
Nevertheless, it was reported that if the tax amnesty was granted, it would provide a benefit, such as an
increase in agricultural areas, and if the tax, which was a small amount in total with the abolition of the
miiruriye tax on tobacco, was amnestied here, it would make a great contribution to the agricultural life
and livelihood of the people of Semdinli and its periphery (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-30).

According to the statement of Governor Tahsin Bey, if there was no miiruriye official, the tobacco
could go directly to Iran. In Urumiyeh, 10 hours away, Semdinli tobacco would have brought 3-4 times
more profit. Tobacco sold for 60 tumens in Iran could only be sold for 15 tumens domestically. If the
miiruriye officialdom was abolished, more profit could be made from tobacco sold at a higher price in
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Iran. Thus, the amount of dsiir would be increased instead of the miiruriye officialdom, and the missing
part would be compensated (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-20). On November 30, Van Governor Tahsin Bey
also reported that unless a tax amnesty was granted, the tobacco producers of Semdinli were in a difficult
situation and helpless to pay the miiruriye tax in advance. He also added that if this difficulty continued,
it would cause tobacco to be smuggled to Iran without paying taxes (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-24).

In a memorandum dated December 23, 1913, sent from the Ministry of Finance to the Ministry
of Internal Affairs, it was stated that at the Iranian border gates, the miiltezims were engaged in “kat'i
tarik,” that is, road blocking. Accordingly, there were complaints that the miiltezim men were over-
collecting tobacco sent to Iran under the name of a miiruriye official. It had been decided by the
Parliament that ordinary tobacco exported to Egypt and Iran, other than the high-quality Bogca type,
would not be subject to reftiye. The Reji and Duyiin-1 Umlimiye administrations had even received an
annual discount of 40-50 thousand Liras due to this exemption. Despite this, tobacco exported to Iran
from the kazas of Semdinli and Gevar continued to be tax collected by men employed by miiltezims. It
was reported that the Ministry of Finance expected legal proceedings to be taken against those who
carried out this illegal collection and those who had tolerated it and that this lawlessness should not be
allowed to continue (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-36).

It was a law to collect the miiruriye tax, which was allocated for internal consumption, from the
consumer without harming the tobacco producer. According to the information received from the Reji
administration, tobacco for internal consumption was to be charged 5 kurus per kilogram of tobacco. In
Van province, the rate should have been 3 kurus ninety centimes per kilogram after the excise dsiir, but
it was understood that this amount could be as high as 2 Liras in Hakkari. To protect the producers, the
tax, which was supposed to be levied on consumers, shippers, and merchants, was imposed on the
producers, which amounted to cruelty to the people. It was permissible to charge reftiye on high-quality
boggca tobacco, a premium product. However, there was no bogga tobacco production in Semdinli. As a
result, it was notified to the Ministry of Internal Affairs that those who were illegally collecting miiruriye
from the people should be prosecuted (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-36).

An important reason the tax problems could not be solved was the absence of a Reji administration
in Semdinli. In this case, the taxes were contracted out to miiltezims, allowing them to act arbitrarily.
(BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-34). Reji also made the following statement about remote administration
(November 5, 1913): It is very difficult even for our administration to assign temporary officers in a
distant region like Semdinli. Thus, it is not possible to establish an administrative organization there. If
an administration is established there, it may be abused as it cannot be inspected. The tender procedure
is the best method to be applied in this region.’

The ambiguity about this miiruriye tax was also in the interest of the Reji administration.
According to the correspondence between the Hakkari mutasarrif and the district governor of Semdinli,
the tobacco from Semdinli was collected together with the Osilir and the miiruriye official. Every year,
the Reji administration tendered tobacco to the miiltezims together with the tax. After the 12% asar, it
was stipulated that 3 kurus 90 centimeters of miiruriye was to be collected from each kilogram of
tobacco. Neither the local administration nor the Reji administration provided the population with clear
information about the abolition of this tax and its validity date. In a telegram dated December 1, 1913,
the governor of Van requested the Ministry of Internal Affairs to be informed about the issue and to
receive an official letter stating that the tax would no longer be imposed (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-34).

5 The original text of the statement was as follows in the archival document: “...idarece Semdinan gibi uzak bir kitaya bir
memfr-1 muvakkat izami igin bile miiskiilata tesadiif olunmak hasebiyle oralarda simdiye kadar idarece teskilat icrasi miimkiin
olamadig1 gibi havale-i mezkireden tedarik edilecek memurlar suret-i cedide taht1 teftiste bulundurulamayarak suistimalata
meydan verilmis olacagindan herhalde ihale usuliiniin bu mahzurdan salim bulundugu is’ar olunmakla...” (BOA, DH.ID,
148/13-10.).
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Discussion and Conclusions

Tobacco has played a significant role in history due to its extensive cultivation, global trade, and
high commercial profitability. Tobacco was also widely cultivated in the Ottoman Empire and became
a vital commercial commodity and a key source of livelihood. Given its significance, Ottoman tobacco
has been the subject of extensive research and many academic publications..

Semdinli was one of the places where tobacco was cultivated in Ottoman lands. Academic studies
on the history of tobacco have primarily focused on regions where the cultivation and harvest, and thus
the financial impact, were higher. Tobacco farming activities in Semdinli have largely been overlooked
because of their low impact on the national economy. However, the strategic importance of Semdinli on
the border of the country, the fact that tobacco was the most important source of livelihood of the
inhabitants, and the existence of documents on the subject in the archives show that tobacco farming
activities in Semdinli are a subject worthy of research.

The fact that Semdinli's terrain was disadvantageous for animal breeding and agricultural
production and that it was located far from trade routes led the people of the region to tobacco
cultivation. The most important reason for this orientation was that tobacco was more productive than
other agricultural products and its yield was more satisfactory. In time, it became the most important
livelihood source for both farmers and merchants as an indispensable part of agriculture and trade.

Tobacco grown in the Ottoman lands found buyers from different countries due to the differences
in both the type of tobacco plant and the taste-aroma differences that emerged during drying and
chopping. For the aforementioned reasons, as well as transportation facilities and geographical
proximity, Semdinli tobacco was in demand in Iran, and almost all of it was exported there. Sometimes,
Semdinli merchants took the tobacco produced here to Iran and sold it, and sometimes, Iranian
merchants came to Semdinli and bought it. However, despite being the most important source of
livelihood, its agriculture has become widespread, but its trade has become the monopoly of certain
individuals and tribes. Competition and disagreements between these individuals and tribes sometimes
turned into conflicts.

As a high-income product, tobacco boosted tax revenues and made a substantial contribution to
the state budget. As for the tax collection of Semdinli tobacco, it was not entirely possible to collect
taxes from tobacco farmers and merchants in the period we are discussing. This was an issue that
occupied the Ottoman central and provincial administrators. When tobacco farmers were pressed for
taxes, they turned the distance from the center and being on the border, as well as transportation
difficulties, to their advantage and took the tobacco across the border without taxation and fled to Iran.

One of the key challenges in tax collection was the historically flexible administrative approach.
The centralization efforts in the region, where a relatively flexible administration was applied since the
16th century when it joined the Ottoman lands, were also related to public order issues and Iranian
relations. First of all, the people of Semdinli lived in a more autonomous environment with their own
rules until the XIXth century. However, when this autonomy was taken away, problems arose in the
relations between the people and the state. Tax collection could not be brought to the desired level due
to the resistance and provocation of sheikhs and tribal chieftains who lost their income and influence in
the region with the loss of autonomy. In addition, public order problems arising from tax collection also
damaged the livelihoods of the people, namely tobacco farming, and the people faced great financial
difficulties. Whatever the reason, the central and provincial administrators supported the people in their
livelihoods and were flexible in tax collection.

To address challenges related to tax collection, central and provincial administrators sometimes
cooperated with tribal chieftains and religious leaders in the region. At times, they acted as mediators,
while at other times, they played an active role in maintaining public order through armed intervention.
This shows that although the issue of centralization was considered to have been resolved on paper, the
continuation of the old methods was still seen as a necessity in the region, and it was not avoided to
make use of them.
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Although the amount of tax calculated for tobacco was low, it was aimed to bring the people into
obedience, that is, to recognize and apply state power and rules. However, from time to time, due to the
negligence of the state in the region, they continued to act spoiled every time they were pressured,
causing the local officials to worry, and even the use of military force was considered so that the growing
resistance would not reach the level of rebellion. There is no information on the use of military force.
However, from time to time, disagreements among the inhabitants turned into armed conflicts that
resulted in many deaths. Some of them even did not hesitate to use weapons against state forces.

The tobacco farmers and merchants, who constantly caused problems in tax collection, persisted
in their attitude until the arrival of the Reji administration and did not take the expected steps.
Considering all these factors, it is seen that until the establishment of the Reji administration, the state
did not put much pressure on the people of Semdinli, especially the tobacco producers and merchants,
regarding taxes. One of the reasons for this is understood from the correspondence of the governors and
mutasarrifs, the local representatives of the government. Accordingly, the financial situation of the
people was not very good and their main source of income was tobacco. Considering this situation and
to prevent the people from revolting against the state, the government mostly turned a blind eye to the
problems in tax collection. This approach can also be seen as a precautionary measure against Iran since
Semdinli was located in the border region at a strategic point, which was considered the stronghold of
Van.

The state's lenient approach towards the people of Semdinli and those who made a living from
tobacco shifted with the establishment of the Reji administration, and they were now leading to a more
rigid and impersonal governance style. This new order caused them to insist on maintaining their old
attitudes, thus causing them significant problems and disrupting their livelihoods. Against this harsh
attitude of the regime, the state authorities in the region remained supportive of the local population. .
Although it was not always possible to achieve a positive outcome in the interests of the people, the
center continued to support the demands of the people as much as they could.

Reji pursued the income it would obtain without considering the livelihood of the people. Thus,
the problems they experienced with their most important source of income increased the tendency
towards Iran in Semdinli, which was located in a difficult geography far from the center and on the
border and caused the deterioration of their relations with the state. After the Reji administration, the
situation became even more difficult for those who made a living from tobacco. Although local leaders
were more flexible and encouraging in their practices regarding tobacco, the most important source of
livelihood for the people of the region, the Reji administration did not allow this flexibility and adopted
a more coercive attitude. The Reji administration was not interested in investing and employing
personnel in this region, which was not very profitable. However, it did not hesitate to intervene and
make things more difficult.

The process of tax levies caused the people to be spoiled in their relationship with the state during
periods when the state was flexible and negligent and also caused the people to be disadvantaged under
the pressure of certain individuals and groups during these periods. On the other hand, when state
administrators recognized regional needs, exercised discipline, and asserted control, local obedience
increased Even the oppressive practices of the Reji showed that control could be taken when desired.
The Reji administration and its practices, which acted as a common enemy for the state and the people,
were almost united against the Reji administration and its practices.
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TURKCE SURUM

Giris

Osmanli Devleti’nde tiitiin ile ilgili ¢ok sayida akademik ¢aligma yayimlanmigtir. Bu ¢aligmalarda
genel anlamda Osmanli’da tiitiin konusu ele alindig1 gibi tiinciiliik faaliyetlerinin bahsi belirli sehirlere
odaklanmigtir. Uretim miktarmin az olmasindan dolayr Semdinli, tiitiin konusunda pek fazla 6ne
cikarilmamistir. Ancak smir bolgesinde olmasi, jeostratejik konumu ve kazanmn en 6nemli gegim
kaynagi olmasindan otiirii tiitiin ve Semdinli konular incelemeye deger niteliktedir. Osmanli arsiv
belgelerinde yer alan belgeler aslinda Semdinli’deki tiitiinciiliik faaliyetlerinin dikkatle takip edilen ve
zaman zaman Osmanli merkez ve tasra yonetimini mesgul eden bir konu oldugunu gdstermektedir.
Konunun daha iyi anlagilmasi icin farkli yonlerinin analiz edilmesi gerekmektedir. Bu anlamda
Semdinli’nin cografyasi, siyasi, idari, iktisadl ve toplumsal tarihi ile ele alinmas1 konunun daha iyi
anlagilmasin1 saglayacaktir. Osmanli doneminde Semdinli’deki tiitlinliin zirai {retimi, ticareti ve
vergilendirilmesi lizerinde durulmustur. Kaynak belge ve telif eserlerin verdigi imkén dlciisiinde konu
1863-1914 tarihleri ile sinirlandirtlmigtir.

Bu vesileyle ele aldigimiz Semdinli, doguda Iran, batida Amadiye, kuzeyde Gevar (Yiiksekova),
giineyde Musul vilayetine tabi Zibar ve Revanduz kazalariyla gevriliydi (Van Vilayet Salnamesi, 1315,
s. 200). Semdinli’nin i¢inde yer aldig1 Hakkari yoresi Osmanli idaresine girmeden 6nce Hakkari Beyleri
ad1 verilen beylikler tarafindan yonetilmekteydi (Kaplan, 2013).

Yavuz Sultan Selim (1512-1520) ve Kanuni Sultan Siileyman’in saltanat yillarinda (1520-1566)
Firat Nehri’nin dogusuna seferler diizenlenmisti. 1534-1535 yillarinda gergeklestirilen Iran seferleri
sirasinda Bagdat, Tebriz ve Van Osmanl idaresine girmis ancak Osmanlilarin batida Macarlarla olan
miicadelesinden dolay1 ordu batiya gorevlendirilince Van ve ¢evresi tekrar Safeviler tarafindan ilhak
edilmisti. Daha sonra Kanuni Sultan Siileyman’in 1548’deki dogu seferi ile Van tekrar alimmis ve
Amasya Antlagsmasi (1555) ile bu fetih, resmiyet kazanmist1 (Kilig, 2021). Hakkari de Van eyaletine
bagli “hiikiimet” statiisiinde bir sancak sayilmist1 (Tuncel, 1997). Hakkari beyleri arasinda bu siralarda
iktidar miicadeleleri yasanmaktaydi. Safevilerle miicadelesinde iistiinliik saglayan Osmanlilar, ardindan
bu miicadelede kendisine destek olan yerel beyler ile anlagarak onlar1 idari sistemine dahil etmisti.
Baylelikle bu beyler, diger beylerden farkl olarak elde ettikleri ayricaliklarla Osmanli Devleti’nin birer
sancak beyi olmustu (Gencer, 2015).

Osmanli Devleti Dogu ve Glineydogu Anadolu'da fethettigi topraklarin bir boliimiinde ekrad
sancaklar1 ve hiikiimet idareleri olusturarak bunlari Emir ya da Mir adi1 da verilen y6renin niifus sahibi
Kiirt beylerinin irsi yonetimine birakmugti. Ozellikle Hakkari’nin de kapsam iginde oldugu hiikiimet
idareleri 6zerkligin de smirlarini zorlayan genis ayricaliklara sahipti (Ogiin, 2010). Ayricalikh
tutulmalarinin sebebi ise Osmanli iilkesine yeni katilan topraklarin merkezi otoriteye uyum saglamasini
kolaylastirmakti. Ciinkii iran smirindaki merkeze uzak bu bélgelerin kontrol edilmesi oldukca giictii.
Ayrica Iran tehdidine agik bir konumdaydi. Dolayistyla Osmanli yénetimi, bu uygulamayla yerel Kiirt
beylerinin niifuz ve askeri giiciinden istifade etmeyi planlamisti. Imparatorluk ordusunun seferber
edilmesinde maliyetin diisiiriilmesi agisindan bu uygulama daha ekonomikti (Gencer, 2015). Ancak bu
tutum daha sonra merkezilesme ¢abalarinda bolge halkinin tam anlamiyla idari diizene tabi olmalarinda
sorunlar yaganmasina sebep olmustu (BOA. A MKT.MHM, 480/66-5).

XVIII. yiizyildan itibaren merkezi otoritenin zayiflamaya baslamasiyla birlikte imparatorlugun
diger yerlerinde oldugu gibi Dogu Anadolu’nun bu kendine 6zgii yapist yozlagsmaya yiiz tutmustu.
Neredeyse her Kiirt beyi kendi yonetim anlayigina, kendi yasasina ve vergi sistemine sahip olmaya
baslamst: (Ogiin, 2010) Osmanli Padisah1 II. Mahmud (1808-1839) devletin bozulan merkezi otoritesini
yeniden tesis etmeye giristi ve ardindan Tanzimat donemi bagladi. Tanzimat’a kars1 asil direnme yurtluk
ve ocaklik olarak toprak tasarruf edenlerden gelmisti (Cadirci, 2013). Hiikiimet ve yurtluk-ocaklik
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idareleri ortadan kaldirilinca bulunduklar yerleri rsiyet yoluyla yonetme hakkina sahip olan bu beyler,
bahsedilen imtiyazlarin1 kaybetti. Ancak kendilerini bulunduklan yerlerin gercek héakimleri olarak
gordiiklerinden bunu onlara kabul ettirmek kolay olmadi (Ogiin, 2010).

Devletin dogusunda o6zellikle Erzurum bolgesinde timar sahipleri, yurtluk-ocakliklarin
mutasarriflan ve diger 6nde gelen ahali, Tanzimat’in uygulanmasina kars1 ¢ikmisti. Van sancaginda
gosterilen tepkiler siddetli bir isyana doniligsmiistii. Daha sonra Hakkari’de de isyanlar ¢gikmigti. Hakkari
beylerinin isyam1 Osmanli yetkililerini epeyce ugrastirmissa da bu isyanlar da bastirilabilmisti.
Boylelikle 1833 yilinda baslayan merkezilesme hareketlerinin 6niindeki en biiyiik engellerden olan bu
beylerin bolgeden uzaklastirilmasi siireci 1849 yilinda tamamlanmisti (Gencer, 2011). 1849'dan itibaren
Hakkari ve Semdinli, yeni teskilatlanmaya bagl olarak merkezden atanan memurlar tarafindan
yonetilmeye baslamisti (Kaplan, 2013).

Bolgede isyanlar bastirildiktan sonra yeni bir idari diizen kurulmustu. Tanzimat’in merkeziyetei
ilkeleri temelinde kurulan Diyarbakir eyaleti; Van, Musg, Hakkari sancaklari ile Cizre, Bohtan ve Mardin
kazalarindan olusmaktaydi. Iran smirinda giivenligin saglanabilmesi amaciyla ilk is olarak gerekli
onlemler alinmig, Erzurum-Van karayolunun bakim ve onarimi i¢in izin ve 6denek ¢ikarilmigti. Yeni
fethedilmis gibi kabul edilen bu bolgeye atanacak memurlarin bilgili ve giivenilir kimseler olmasina da
6zen gosterilmisti (Cadire1, 2013; Ogiin, 2010).

Merkezden uzak, ulasilmasi glic daghk bir arazideki smir yerlesimlerinde daha hassas
davranilmasi1 gerekmisti. Bu bolgelerin mevcut sartlarin1 dikkate alarak farkli bir idari sistem
uygulanmasini hakli gosterecek sekilde Birinci Diinya Savasi’nda Ruslar tarafindan Tiirkiye-iran
smirmin 6nemli noktalara yerlestirilen Nasturilerin onciiligiinde, Yiiksekova ve Semdinli’de Rus
isgali baglamisti. Yiiksekova ve Semdinli bolgesinde Rus iggalini kolaylastiran en 6nemli hususlar silah
bakimindan {istiinliikleri ve bolgeyi ¢ok iyi tantyan Nasturilerin yardimlar1 olmustu. 7 Mayis 1916
tarihinde baslayan isgal, 5 Mayis 1918°de bitmisti (Sadikoglu, 2021).

Semdinli’nin Osmanli idare sitemi igerisindeki durumuna gelince, bunu bagh oldugu Hakkari
(vilayeti/sancag1) lizerinden tespit edebiliyoruz. Bolge fethedildikten sonraki yakin bir tarih olan 1565
yilinda Van vilayetinin idari taksimatinda Hakkari, 17 sancaktan biri olarak zikredilmistir 1631-1632
yilina ait Sancak Tevcih Defterine gore Hakkari yine Van’a bagli sancaklardan biriydi ve ocaklik olarak
kaydedilmistir. Burada “Hiikiimet-i Hakkari” olarak yer almistir (Kilig, 2021).

Tanzimat ile birlikte idarl bolinmelerin yeniden diizenlenmesine gidilmisti. 1864 yilinda
yayimlanan Vilayet Nizamnamesi’ne gore vilayetler sancaklara, sancaklar kazalara, kazalar da i¢lerinde
en az bir kasaba ya da kdyiin bulundugu nahiyelere boliinmiistii (Ortayli, 2018; Shaw ve Shaw, 2017).
Hakkari’nin idari yapisinda, Osmanli Devleti’nin son dénemlerinde ve Cumhuriyet’in ilk yillarinda,
ildeki ¢esitli sosyal ve ekonomik yetersizliklerden dolayi sik sik degisiklikler yapilmistir. Hakkari 1855-
1865 yillar arasinda Erzurum Vilayetine bagli bir sancakken bu tarihten sonra vilayet statiisiine getirilen
Van’a sancak olarak baglanmistir. 1876-1888 doneminde vilayet yapilan Hakkari, daha sonra tekrar
Van’a bagl bir sancak haline getirilmistir (Sadikoglu, 2021). Sonraki tarihlere ait olan Hicri 1298, 1299,
1300, 1301, 1302, 1303, 1304, 1305 (1880-1888 yillar1 arasi) Osmanli Devlet Salnamelerine
baktigimizda Hakkari’nin vilayet olarak gectigi goriilmektedir (Giines, 2015). Semdinli de bu tarihte
(1888) artik Van vilayetine bagli Hakkari sancagimin bir kazastydi (Sezen, 2006; Tuncel, 1997). H. 1315
(M. 1897-1898) tarihli Van Vilayet Salnamesi’ne gére Van vilayeti, Van ve Hakkari sancaklarindan
olusmaktaydi. Buna gore Semdinli de Coélemerik, Hamidiye, Gevar ve Beytiissebap ile birlikte Hakkari
sancagmin kazalarindan biriydi (Van Vilayet Salnamesi, 1315; Keles, 2009).

Burada belirtilmelidir ki 1863 yili itibariyle tespit edebildigimiz arsiv belgelerinde Semdinli bir
kaza olarak yer almaktadir. Ancak ayrica Semdinli, 16 Eylil 1291 (28 Eylil 1875) (BOA,
A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-3) ve 21 Eylil 1875 tarihli telgraflarda Semdinan Nahiyesi (BOA,
A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-5), 20 Tesrinisani 1291 (2 Aralik 1875) tarihli tahriratta (BOA, SD, 563/22-3)
ve Semdinli Nahiyesi Miidiirliiglinden Gevar Kaymakamligina yazilmis tahrirat suretinde (BOA, S$D,
563/22-8), nahiye olarak gectigi tespit edilmistir.
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1894 yilinda yayimlanmis olan Kamisii’l-Alam’a gore Semdinli’nin merkezi Nehri karyesiydi.
Kazazarzan (Zerzan), Gerdi, Heriki ve Humar(i isimleriyle 4 nahiyesi ve 29 karyesi bulunmaktaydi
(Semseddin Sami, 1311, s. 2867-2868). Hicri 1315 (1897-1898) senesine ait Van Vilayet Salnamesi’'ne
gore (1315) ise iki nahiyeye ve 112 kodye sahipti.

Cografi agidan bakildiginda Semdinli, daglar arasinda 3.000-3.500 metre yiikseklikteki zirvelerle
kusatilmistir. Bu daglik bolge Zap Nehri’ne dokiilen Semdinli Suyu’nun kollariyla yarilmis derin
vadilere sahiptir. Vadi tabanlar1 2.000 metre iistiinden baglayarak 1.000 metrenin altina diismekte; yer
yer tarla ve evlerin yerlesme sahasi olarak geniglemektedir ve dik yamaglarla ¢evrilmistir. Yazlar vadi
zeminlerinde sicak, yer yer pek sicak, kislar ise siirekli sert gegmekte ve kis mevsimi boyunca kar yagisi
almaktadir (Darkot, 1979). Arazi genellikle daglik oldugundan ziraata uygun arazi azdir ve bunlar
oldukga kiymetlidir (Semseddin Sami, 1311).

Semdinli niifusu Hicri 1315 (1897-1898) senesine ait Van Vilayet Salndmesi’ne gore 16.580°di.
bu niifusun yaklasik 2.000 kadar1 gayrimiislimlerden olusmaktaydi (Keles, 2009). Niifus, Semseddin
Sami’ye gore 18.470 kisiydi ve bu sayiya yerlesik olmayan asiretler dahil degildi. Ayrica niifusun
yaklasik 3.000’i Nastiri, 2001 ise kaza merkezinde ikamet eden Yahudilerdi (Semseddin Sami, 1311).

Semdinli’yi Osmanl Devleti i¢in ayrica dnemli kilan ve buradaki tiitiinciiliik faaliyetlerine de etki
eden bazi hususlara deginmek gerekmektedir. Bunlardan ilki Semdinli’de yiiriitiilen ilm1 faaliyetlerdir.
Seyyid Abdullah Semdini’nin (6. 1235/1819) bazi aile fertleriyle Nehri koyline yerlesmesi ve burada
bir tekke kurmasi bu koyiin tasavvufi ve dini faaliyetlerle iin kazanmasini saglamisti. Osmanl
Devleti’nin Iran sinirinda bulunmasit Nehri Tekkesi’nin daha énemli hale getirmisti. Nehri tekkesi
postnisinlerince Halidi tasavvuf kiiltliriiniin siirdiiriilmesi buranin 6nemini arttiran diger bir sebepti.
Ciinkii Halidi diistince, Siilik ve yabanci hegemonyasina karstydi; ayrica Ehl-i Stinnete siki baglilig
onlarin Osmanli’ya yaklagsmasini saglamisti (Kavak, 2016). Ayn1 zamanda, Naksibendi tarikatinin
Ortadogu temsilcileri konumunda olan Nehri ailesi Irak, Suriye, Iran ve Afganistan gibi iilkelerde de
itibar gormekteydi. Dolayistyla genis alana yayilmis dini ve siyasi bir etkiye sahip olduklar1 sGylenebilir
(Sadikoglu, 2021).

Hakkari, Osmanli Devleti i¢in 6énemli bir sinir kalesi olan Van’in kilidi konumundaydi. Yani
Semdinli, Iran smirinda olmasindan dolay1 iran tarafindan gelecek tehlikelere karsi dogal bir smir kalesi
niteligindeydi. iran igin de bdlgede niifuzunu yaymay: saglayacak stratejik onemi yiiksek bir
konumdaydi ki Osmanli Devleti de bu yayilmay1 engellemek icin ¢aba gdstermekteydi. Diger taraftan
Hakkari beylerinin denetimindeki bu bdlge, insan kaynagi agisindan hem askeri giic hem de vergi geliri
acisindan da ele gecirilmek istenilen bir yerdi. Bolgedeki asiret ve beyler tabi oldugu devletin elini
giiclendirmekteydi. Hakkari beyleri de ellerindeki bu gii¢ ve imkénlarin farkinda olarak otorite
boslugunun olustugu zamanlarda bu durumdan istifade etmeye yoluna gitmekteydiler. Boyle
zamanlarda Hakkari beyleri, kendilerinden beklenen hizmetleri yerine getirmedigi gibi ¢ogu zaman
Osmanli Devleti’nin diismani olarak tanimlanabilecek iran ile isbirligi yapmaktaydi (Gencer, 2011).

Osmanli Devleti’nin XIX. ylizyilin bagindan itibaren eski giiciinii kaybetmesi nedeniyle, 6zellikle
merkezden uzak bolgelerde ciddi bir otorite boglugu ortaya ¢cikmisti. Osmanl yonetiminin bolgedeki en
onemli temsilcileri konumunda bulunan Erzurum valisi ve Van muhafizlarinin bazi donemlerdeki
ihmalleri de bu beylerin Osmanli merkezinden bagimsiz sekilde hareket etmelerine sebep olmaktaydi.
Bu otorite boslugu ve ihmaller neticesinde 1822-1823 yillarinda Semdinli’nin Osmanli-Iran simirinda
yer alan baz1 bolgeleri Iran tarafindan isgal edilmisti (Gencer, 2011).

Semdinli ahalisinin tiitline olan ilgisinin sebeplerini anlayabilmek igin kisaca tarihine
bakildiginda Tiitiin bitkisi, Domates, patates, biber gibi iiriinlerin de i¢inde olmasindan kaynakli
ekonomik ac¢idan en Onemli 3. tiir sayilan patlicangiller olarak bilinen solanaceae (nightshade)
familyasmin nicotiana cinsine aittir (Ghatak, 2017). Yaklagik 8 bin y1l 6ncesinde tiitiin bitkisinin iki
tiirlinlin (nicotaniana rustika ve nicotaniana tabacum) Amerikalilar tarafindan hem giiney hem de kuzey
Amerika kitasina yayildigi tahmin edilmektedir. Modern ticari tiitiiniin de sonraki tiirleri Amerika
kokenlidir (Goodman, 1994). Kristof Kolomb ve halefleri tiitiinli pipo, puro ve enfiyede kullanmaya
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baslamisti. Daha sonra Portekizli ve Ispanyol denizciler tiitiiniin farkli tiirlerinin diinya ¢apinda
yayilmasina yardimci oldular (Mishra, 2013). XV. yilizyilin sonlarinda ve XVI. yiizyilin baslarinda
Amerika'dan Avrupa'nin g¢esitli limanlarina dénen denizcilerin sigara icme aligkanligini da yanlarinda
getirmis olduklar diisiiniilmektedir. Boylelikle tiitiiniin Avrupa'ya girmesinden sonra, tiitliniin i¢ilmesi
ve yetistirilmesi hizla diinyanin diger bolgelerine yayilmis ve artik XVII. yiizyilin baglarinda tiitiin Bati
Afrika, Gilineydogu Asya, Hindistan, Cin, Japonya ve Orta Dogu'da yetistirilir hale gelmisti
(Henningfield et al., 2024). XV. yiizyilin ortalarina kadar Amerika disinda bilinmeyen tiitiin, bugiin
diinyanin 120’den fazla iilkesinde yetistirilmektedir ve botanik, farmakoloji, kimya, ekonomi ve tarih
gibi bilim alanlarinin inceledigi konulardan olmustur (Goodman, 1994). Tarihte ve giintimiizde tiitiiniin
yaygm kullanimi, bu bitkiyi ve ondan elde edilen mamulleri ekonomik agidan dikkate deger hale
getirmistir.

Diinya capinda yayginlasan tiitiin  kullanmmi  gesitli  tartigmalar1 da  beraberinde
getirmistir. Baslangigta pek ¢ok Avrupali, tiitiiniin her derde deva, Bati tibbi geleneklerine dahil
edilebilecek ve neredeyse evrensel bir tedavi olarak kullanilabilecek yeni bir bitki olduguna
inanmaktaydi. XVI. yiizyilin sonlarinda tiitiintin aghig1 hafiflettigini, gevsetici ve agr kesici oldugu ve
hatta kansere care oldugu iddia edilmekteydi. Ancak bu gériise karsit olarak Ingiltere’de XVIL. yiizyil
baslarinda sigara, géze igrenc, buruna igreng, beyne zararl, akcigerler i¢in tehlikeli ve siyah, pis kokulu
dumaniyla ¢ok korkung bir gelenek olarak tanimlanmisti. Yine Papa Innocentius IX (1591) ve Urban
VIII (1623-1644) kilisede tiitlin igenleri aforoz eden papalik fermanlar1 yayimlamisti (Henningfield et
al., 2024).

Tiitlin, Osmanl tilkesine XVI. yiizyil sonlar1 ya da XVII. yilizyilin ilk yillarinda girmisti. Akdeniz
iizerinden gelen tiitliniin Osmanli’da tiikketimi hizla yayginlagsmis, bir rivayete gore III. Murad (1574-
1595) doneminde saray bahgelerinde bile yetistirilmisti (Demir ve Sonmez, 2021). Bu da dini ve siyasi
tiitlin tartigmalarin1 beraberinde getirmisti. Tiitlinlin hizla yayginlastigi, tarlalarda ekiminin yapildigi,
tiitlin icenlerin islerini aksattig1 ve halk sagligini bozarak 6liimleri arttirdig1 gerekgeleriyle ilk defa 1609
yilinda bir fermanla yasaklanmig ve daha sonra yasaklar devam etmisti (Y1lmaz, 2012). Tiitiin tiretilmesi
ve tiikketilmesi konusunda Padigah IV. Murad (1623-1640) ve donemi 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. Bu donemde
tiitiiniin yasaklanmas1 i¢in en 6nemli gerekge Istanbul yangmlartyd:. Tiitiin yasagmin daha gok
tartigtlmasmin sebebi 1633 yilinin Agustos ayinda meydana gelen Cibali (Istanbul) yangmi olmustu.
Yanginda sehrin biiyiik bir kism1 yandig1 gibi kahvehanelerde toplanan insanlar dedikoduya baslamust.
Bu durumun sebep olacag: diisiiniilen muhtemel bir ayaklanmay1 6nlemek i¢in donemin meshur vaizi
Kadizade nin tegvikiyle IV. Murad biitiin Istanbul kahvehanelerini yiktirmus, aym vaizin bir fetvasi ile
tiitiin i¢enlerin dldiiriilecegi ilan edilmisti (Uzungarsili, 2011). Tiitlin igme yasaginin [V. Murad donemi
ile anmilmasmin asil sebebi tebdil-i kiyafetle padisahin sokaklar1 gezerek tiitlin igenleri
cezalandirmasiydi. Bu donemle ilgili olarak yabanci kaynaklardan birinde tiitiin igen 25.000 kisinin
idam edildigini hatta tiitiin i¢enlerin burunlarmin kesildigini yazilmistir (Burns, 2007). Ancak Tiirk¢e
kaynaklarda yer almayan bu bilgilerin abartili oldugunu diistinmekteyiz. Ayrica baska bir kaynakta tiitiin
icenlerin burunlarimin kesilmesi hadisesinin Rusya’da uygulanan bir ceza yontemi oldugu
kaydedilmistir (Henningfield et al., 2024).

IV. Murad’m tiitiin kullanimin1 yasaklamasi ve kullananlarin cezalandirilmasi ile 6ne ¢ikarilsa da
daha onceki tarihlerden itibaren ahalinin de tiitiinden gesitli sebeplerle rahatsiz oldugu bilinmektedir.
Kahvehanelerde toplanarak tiitiin igenlerin yoldan gelip gegenlere laf atmalar1 6zellikle kadinlar
rahatsiz etmeleri, tiitlin igenlerin islerini aksatmalari, tiitiin liretiminde kullanildigi i¢in balmumunun
pahalandigi, kahvehanelere gidenlerin bosa vakit harcayarak fesada sebep oldugu ve diinyevi
sorumluluklarini yerine getirmedikleri one siiriilen sebeplerdi (Karagdz, 2020). Basta sifali oldugu
diisliniilerek satilan tiitlin, sonra sigara ve pipo vb. gibi tiiketilmeye baslanmis ve halk hizla tiitiine
miiptela hale gelmistir (Demir, 2019). Tim yasak ve cezalandirmalara ragmen Osmanl iilkesinde
tiitlinlin tiretilmesinin de kullanilmasinin da oOniine gegilememistir. IV. Murad’in vefatindan sonra
1649°da seyhiilislam olan Bahai Efendi (6. 1654) (Ipsirli ve Uzun, 1991) énce haram olmadigma dair
bir fetva yayimlamis ve 1688’de de tiitlin, vergilendirilerek mesru hale gelmistir (Gokdemir, 1993;
Yilmaz, 2012). Yasaklar kalktiktan sonra tiitiiniin {iretimi ve tiiketimindeki artis da hizlanmistir. Onemli
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bir gelir kapis1 haline gelmesinin yaninda Tiirklerin tiitiin tiikketimi ve bagimlilig1 o kadar artmistir ki
Avrupa’da “Tiirk gibi sigara igmek” bir deyim olarak kullanmilmistir (Bilir et al., 2010).

Yontem

Bu ¢alisma tiitiinciiliik faaliyetleri kapsaminda Semdinli’ye odaklanmigtir. Oncelikle
Yakingagda Semdinli konusunu ele alan akademik galigmalarin sinirli olmasi sebebiyle Semdinli’nin
Osmanli tarihi igerisindeki yeri incelenmistir. Yine Semdinli’nin tiitiinciiliikle olan bagmin iyi
anlagilabilmesi i¢in kisa bir tiitiin tarihi ve tiitiinlin Semdinli’deki seriiveni ele alinmigtir. Bu girisin
ardindan cografi bir perspektiften Semdinli’nin arazi yapisi, konumu, niifusu, ge¢cim kaynaklar1 ve tartm
faaliyetleri degerlendirilmistir. Osmanli dénemindeki Semdinli’nin tiitlinciiliik faaliyetleri ile ilgili telif
eserler ve resmi arsiv belgeleri taranmistir. Bu baglamda ¢alismada nitel veri toplama tekniklerinden
dokiiman incelemesinden yararlanilmistir. Ulastigimiz bilgi ve belgeler 1s18inda, adi gecen yer igin
onemi vurgulanacak sekilde tiitiinlin zirai iiretimi, ticareti ve vergilendirilmesi gibi farkli yonleri
irdelenmig; Osmanl iilkesindeki diger tiitiinciiliik mintikalar1 ile benzerlik ve farkliliklar ortaya
koyulmaya calisilmstir.

Bulgular
Semdinli’de tiitiin ziraati

Zirai Uiretim kosullart agisindan tiitiin diger tarimsal iiriinlere kiyasla ¢ok fazla segici olmayan,
farkli cografi ortam ve sartlara daha kisa siirede ve oldukea iyi sekilde uyum saglayabilen tarimsal
iirinlerdendir. Bu sayede diinyada da Osmanl topraklarinda da ¢ok genis bir alanda tarimsal tiretimi
yapilabilmistir. Bu avantajlartyla birgok bitkiye alternatif bir zirai bitki olmustur (Karabacak, 2017;
Sahin ve Taghgil, 2014). Tiiketiminin yayilmas1 ve diger yerli iiriinlere gore satig fiyatinin yiiksek
olmasi, geleneksel Osmanli ciftgisini daha fazla kar getirici gordiikleri bu yeni maddenin iiretimine
yonlendirmisti. Tiitiin Balkanlar, Trakya ve Anadolu bolgelerine ¢ok iyi adapte olmus ve Osmanl
iilkesinde ziraat1 yaygilasmistir (Bozpinar ve Teoman, 2023). Burada belirtilmesi gereken bir husus
da, tiitlin yasaginin kalkmasidir. Yasagin kalkmasindan sonra tiitiin ekimi yapilan tarlalarin sadece sehir
ve kazalarda degil, ayn1 zamanda daha 6nce yasaklama nedeniyle tiitlin tarim1 yapilmayan bolge, kasaba
ve koylere de yayilmasidir (Yilmaz, 2005).

Tiitlin tohumlar1 ilk Rumeli taraflarindan Avrupa’ya ticaret i¢in giden tiiccarlarca getirilmis,
yetistirilmesine Osmanli sinirlart igerisinde bulunan Balkan Yarimadasi'nda ve Ege bdlgesinde
baslanmstir (Bilir et al., 2010). Ilk tiitiin tarim1 Yenice ve Iskece bolgelerinde yapilmis, sonrasinda
Suriye ve Lazkiye ve Trabzon bolgelerinde de ekimine baglanmistir (Demir, 2019). Giderek artan tiitiin
titketimi Osmanli1 toplumunda yayilmis ve zamanla “Bitlis tiitlinii”, “Yenice tiitiinii”, “Vardar tiitiinii”,
“Imadiye tiitiinii” gibi yetistirildigi yerin adiyla anilmaya baglanmisti1 (Y1lmaz, 2012). Tiitiiniin ziraatinin
yapildig1 yerlerden biri de Semdinli olmus ve burada yetistirilen tiitiinler “Semdinli tiitlinii” olarak
adlandirtlmistir (Tiitiin ve Tiitiin Mamulleri Sanayii, 1977; Millet Meclisi Tutanak Dergisi, 1965).

Tiitlin i¢in gereken yetistirme sartlarina genel hatlariyla bakildiginda, yetistirilebilen alan Diinya
lizerinde 56° kuzey ve 38° giiney enlemleri arasindaki genis bir alam kapsamaktadir. ihtiyag duyulan
sicakliklar ise ortalama 26-27°C’dir. Genel olarak yagisin yillik ortalamasi 500-700 mm civarinda
oldugu ve yagislarin nisan, mayis ve haziran aylarinda olan sahalar tiitiin tarimi i¢in uygundur. Bu
ozelligi ile de gerekli miktarda suyu aldig1 yagislarla gelisme doneminde saglayan tiitiin, siddetli
kuraklik olmadigr miiddetce sulamaya gerek duymayan bir iiriindiir (Karabacak, 2017). Semdinli
cografyasina bakildiginda, arazisi genel olarak daglik olup ¢evresindeki diger yerlesimlerin geneline
kiyasla hem yiikselti azdir hem de enlem etkisinden dolay1 sicaklik degerleri yiiksektir. Bu sayede
Akdeniz ikliminin dag tipi 6zelliklerini tagir ve orman alanlar1 daha genis yer kaplar. Semdinli’de yillik
ortalama sicaklik degeri 12,1°C iken, temmuz-agustos aylarinda 25 C °’ye ¢ikmaktadir. Yagis miktarina
gelince yillik 726,88 mm’dir. Yillik yagisl giin sayisi ortalamasi Semdinli’de 108’dir. Semdinli’nin
giineyi ve Derecik’te gegirimli kalkerlerin ¢cogunlukta olmasina bagli olarak sularin yer altina sizmasi
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daha kolaydir (Sadikoglu, 2021). XIX. yiizyilin sonlarinda kaydedildigine gére Semdinli arazisinin pek
azi1 ziraat i¢in uygundu (Semseddin Sami, 1311).

Tiitiiniin yetismesi i¢in ihtiya¢ duyulan kosullar dikkate alindiginda Semdinli’nin sicaklik
degerleri, arazi yapisi ve yagis miktarlan tiitiin yetistirilmesi i¢in uygun bir ortam saglamisti. Tiitlin
basglica tarim iiriinii olmustu. Senede yaklasik bes yiiz bin kiyye tiitlin ziraat1 yapilmaktaydi ve bunlarin
neredeyse tamami iran’a ihrag edilirdi (Semseddin Sami, 1311). Diger iiriinlere kiyasla daha fazla talep
gdrmesi de Semdinli’de tiitiin tariminin tercihen yapilmasini saglamisti.

Semdinli’de tarimi yapilan tiitiin, lokal 1rk olarak smiflandirilmistir. Bu tiirler Semdinli ve Irak
kokenli Semdinli tiitiinii olarak raporlanmigtir (Tiitlin ve Tiitiin Mamulleri Sanayii, 1977). Osmanl
topraklart genelinde tiitiin bitkisi giines 15181nda kurutulmaktayken Bitlis, Mus ve Semdinli gibi dogu
mengeli tiitiinler gdlgede kurutulmaktadir (Aksin ve Kader, 2019).

Daha 6nce bahsedildigi gibi tiitiin Semdinli’nin en 6nemli ge¢im kaynagi oldugu gibi yine en
Oonemli tarim {riiniiydii. Tiitlinlin ticari bir {irlin olarak istifade edilmesi i¢in Oncelikle tariminin
yapilmast gerekmekteydi. Ancak ilk basamak olmasina ragmen sonraki asamalar olan ticaret ve
vergilendirme siireci, iiretimi de dogrudan etkilemekteydi. Bu acidan tarlada ekim ve hasat yapan
ciftginin elindeki {irlinii satabilmesi ve vergi konusunda elinin rahatlamasi i¢in Sura-y1 Devletten
Riisumat Emanetine gonderilen 29 Ekim 1875 tarihli tahriratta, nakledilen tiitiinlerin ziraat¢ilarca
naklinden vergi alimnmamasi yoluna gidilmisti. Boylelikle iiretici giicliik ve miiskiilattan kurtarilmisti.
Bu sayede tiitliniin tarlada sayiminin ve kaydinin yapilmasi saglanmis boylelikle bir diizen saglanmist.
Ayrica lireticiden resim alinmasmin yaninda fabrikalara gonderilenler tiirlerine gore ayrilarak bandrol
vasitasiyla fabrikacilardan sarfiyat resmi alinacagi da ziraatgilara bildirilerek her tiirli iyi muamelata
tesebbiis edilmisti (BOA, SD, 563/22-2).

Hakkari’den Maliye Nezaretine gonderilen 15 Haziran 1886 tarihli tahriratta gore, Iran’a ihrag
edilen tiitinden satis fiyat1 kadar hatta bazen daha yiiksek vergi alinmasi elestirilmisti. Ayrica Reji
idaresinin tiitlinlin gelistirilmesinden sorumlu oldugu hatirlatilarak sonraki yilda tiitlin ziraatinin
gelistirilmesi ile ilgili 4l4 tohum gonderilmesini ve bir ziraat maarifinin gonderilerek ciftciye bilgi
vermesini talep etmiglerdi (BOA, DH.MKT, 1351/6).

Bolgedeki tiitlinii tekeline almaya c¢aligsan tliccarlarin iirlinii asag: fiyattan satin alma cabasi da
ciftginin miicadele ettigi sorunlardan biriydi. Yukaridaki hususlara ek olarak daha &nce yardimina
bagvurulmus olan Seyh Abdullah Efendi’nin de ziraat ve ticaretle ugrastigi, hiikiimet ve esrafin
iltifatindan istifade ederek damadi Mehmed Efendi’nin Van Riisumat Miidiirii Halid Efendi’ye Farsga
gonderdigi tahrirat terclime edilmisti. Semdinli ve Heriki nahiyelerinde {iretilen senelik 350 bin kiyye
tiitliniin zaten yarisinin kendisinin oldugu diger yarisim1 da iireticiden asagi fiyatla satin aldigi
belirtilmisti (29 Ekim 1875) (BOA, SD, 563/22-2).

Tiitiin iiretici ve tiiccarlarmin rahatsiz oldugu bir diger konu iirettikleri tiitiinlerin Iran’a ihrag
edilmesi siirecinde yasadiklart sorunlar1 anlattiklar1 telgraf ve yazilarn ilgili makamlara
gonderememekti. Bu yondeki taleplere karsilik, hususi sifreli telgraf ¢ekilmesi yasak oldugu igin
taleplerin merkez miidiiriyete gdnderilmesi istenilmekteydi. Ancak Van Valisi Tahsin Bey’ye yakin olan
kisilerin bu yasaga aykiri olarak telgraflarinin génderilmesine géz yumuldugu iddia edilmekteydi (BOA,
DH.MKT, 36/56-1; BOA, DH.MKT, 36/56-4). Sikayet lizerine Posta ve Telgraf Nezareti, konu ile ilgili
bir sorusturma yaparak bunun sonucunda Dahiliye Nezaretine bir cevap yazmisti. Buna gore: Tiitiin
ziraat¢ilarinin yapmis olduklari sikayetlerinin iftiradan ibaret oldugu, Semdinli’de bu tarihlerde teskil
edilmis olan telgraf merkezinin talepleri aslinda olumlu karsiladigi posta bas miidiirii tarafindan beyan
edilmisti (Subat-Mart 1904) (BOA, DH.MKT, 36/56-5).

Van vilayetinden Dahiliye Nezaretine yazilan tahriratta ise Semdinli’de iiretilen tarim
iiriinlerinden almacak osiir ile ilgili olarak toplanacak tutarin toplamda pek kayda deger olmamasina
ragmen vergi affi saglanirsa tarim alanlarinin artacagi, Semdinli ve civar ahalisinin zira’i hayat1 ve
gecimine bilyiik katkisi olacag bildirilmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-30).
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Semdinli’de tiitiin ticareti

Osmanli topraklarina tiitiinii ilk olarak Ingiliz ve Venedikli tiiccarlarin ticaret amaciyla getirdigi
diisliniilmektedir (Demir, 2019). Burada cografi sartlara ¢ok iyi adapte oldugundan tiitiin tarimi hizla
yayginlagmistir (Karabacak, 2017). Zamanla pek ¢ok yorede tiitiin ekimi yapilmaya baslanmis ve
Osmanli topraklarinda {iretilen tiitiine talep artmigstir. Talebin yogun olmas: tiitiiniin ticari 6nemini de
arttirmugtir (Yildirim, 2020). Oyle ki Amerikan bagimsizlik savast yillarinda (1775-1783) daha énce
tiitiin ihtiyacin1 Amerika’dan saglayan Ingilizler tiitiinlerini Tiirkiye ve Misir’dan temin etme yoluna
gitmistir. Ingilizler, bu yeni tiitiin kaynaklarinda Kuzey Amerikalilardan aldiklarina benzer hafif ve
yumusak i¢imli yaprak cesitlerini de bulmustu. Daha sonra da Tiirk-Misir karisimlar1 ingilizler igin bir
aliskanlik haline gelmisti. Diger taraftan Ingiliz askerlerin nceden ¢ok sayida sigara igmedigi, Kirrm
Savasi (1853-1856) esnasinda bu aligkanligi Tiirklerden ve Ruslardan etkilenerek aldig1 ifade edilmigtir
(Burns, 2017). XIX. yiizyila gelindiginde tiitlin, Osmanli Devleti’nin en 6nemli ihra¢ mallarindan
olmustu. Bu ylizyildan itibaren tiitlin, gerek degeri ve gerekse miktar1 hesaba katildiginda énemli ticari
artiglar gostermistir (Bozpinar ve Teoman, 2023).

Tiitiin, ticarl Onemi arttikca cesitli tiitiin esnaflarinin da ortaya ¢ikmasini saglamisti. Erken
tarihlerde tiitiin, Avrupa’dan kiyilmig sekilde ithal edilen bir iirlinken sonrasinda Osmanli pazarinda
zamanla ham haldeki yerli tiitiinii k1y1p satan bir esnaf grubunun dogmasini sagladi. Hatta tiitlincii esnafi
1723te bir lonca dahi kurmustu. Tiitiincii esnafi arasinda c¢ubukgular, lileciler ve agizlikgilar da
etmekteydi. XVII. yiizyilin ortalarina gelindiginde tiitiin igmek moda haline gelmis ve pipo kullanimi
da yayginlasmist1 (Y1lmaz, 2012). Avrupa ve Bat1 Afrika pipo yapim gelenekleri Osmanli’ya da sirayet
etmisti. Tirk tiitlinii gibi “Tirk” pipolar1 da “parlak ve giizel” olarak anilan 6zel mamuller olarak ortaya
cikmistir. Hatta bu pipolar daha sonra daha siislii-sanatsal bir mahiyet kazanmisti. Sonraki yillarda Tiirk
pipolarindaki damgalar ve siislemeler arastirmacilar i¢in dikkate deger bir konu olmustur (Kladchenko,
2023).

Semdinli’de iiretilen tiitiin miktar1 (1875 yili kayitlarina gore) senelik yaklasik 3 yiik 50 bin
kiyyeydi. Uretilen tiitiiniin neredeyse tamamu iran’da tiiketilmek iizere Iranli tiiccarlara satilmaktaydi
(BOA, SD, 563/2-4). Reji idaresi kuruluncaya kadar Osmanli yonetimi tiitiiniin Semdinli’nin en énemli
gecim kaynagi oldugu bilinciyle tiitiin tiiccarina esnek bir tavir sergilemisti. Bilindigi {izere Osmanlh
Devleti XIX. yiizy1l itibariyle Galata bankerlerinden ve yabancilardan aldig1 borglar1 6deyemeyince
bor¢larin 6denmesi i¢in Duyun-1 Um(imiye Idaresi’nin teskil edilmesine karar verilmisti (Karagor et al.,
2019). Duyun-1 Um{imiye Idaresi de tiitiin dsriinii 27 Mayis 1883’te kurulan Miisterekiilmenfaa Reji
Sirketi’ne devretmisti (Kiigiik ve Ertliziin, 1994). Tiitiin ticareti ve tiiccarlar1 i¢in Reji idaresinin
kurulmasi da énemli bir doniim noktasi olmustur.

Reji idaresi kurulduktan sonra tiitiin tiiccar1 kendisine saglanan rahat ticaret ortamini kaybetmis
ve daha baskici bir yap ile kars1 karsiya kalmisti. Buna karsin Reji idaresi bolgelerin kendine has
kosullarimi dikkate almayarak iilke sathinda genel bir uygulamay1 siirdlirmiistii. Diger taraftan Semdinli
tiitlinlinden kayda deger bir gelir elde edemediginden buradaki iiretici ve tiiccar1 da nispeten ihmal
etmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-7). Semdinli’de bir Reji memuriyeti teskil edilmedigi gibi (BOA,
DH.ID, 148/13-56); bolgenin uzakhigi da gerckge gosterilerek buraya farkli bir idare tarzi tesis
edilmesinin de suiistimallere sebep olacag: belirtilmisti” (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-10). Ancak tiiccarlar
Semdinli tiitiiniiniin neredeyse tamamiin Iran’a ihrag ettiginden genel uygulamalar tiitiin {iretici ve
tiiccarinin biiyiik giicliikkler yagsamasina sebep olmustu.

Hakkari Valisi Ethem Bey, Dahiliye Nezaretine 18 Ekim 1885’de yazdig: tahriratta, Semdinli
kazas1 ahalisinin sikayetlerini dikkate alarak, Reji idaresi tarafindan satin almanin geciktirildigini ve bu
idarenin tiitlini ambarlarda bekleterek ihra¢ edilmesine engel oldugunu bildirmisti. Semdinli tiitiinleri
ancak Iran’da sarf olunan bir mahsuldii ve bu anlamda Reji’nin isine pek de yaramadigindan Reji’nin
satin almak yolunu izlemedigini belirtmisti. Buna gore ahali zarar etmekteydi. Ahalinin tiitinden baska
bir gecim kaynaklar1 bulunmadigindan daha 6nce uygulandig1 gibi bargir yiikiine yirmiser, merkep
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yiikiine onar kurus miiruriye alinmasina tekrar miisaade edilmesi talep edilmisti. Vali bey bu durumun
acilen diizeltilmesi geregini nezarete arz etmisti (BOA, DH.SFR, 127/30).

Reji’nin bolgenin kosullarini dikkate almamasu, tiitiiniin énceden oldugu gibi Iran’a kolayca
ihracina da engel olmaktaydi. Bu durum aslinda Reji’nin dolayisiyla maliyenin de kaybi anlamina
gelmekteydi. Bununla ilgili bir 6rmnek Van Valisi’nin 1913 yilinin kasim ayinda Semdinli’yi ziyaret
ettigini gosteren 20 Kasim tarihli mahzardir (cok imzali dilekge). Altinda yirmi iki muhtarin imza ve
miihrii bulunan bu belgede valiye cesitli talepler iletilmistir. Bunlar arasinda konu ile ilgili olarak, Iran’a
tiitiin ihracina Reji’nin engel olmamast, Iran ile olan ticari miinasebetler dolayisiyla Urumiye yolunun
bir an evvel yapilmasinin talep edilmesi vardi (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-28). Van Valisi Tahsin Bey’in 26
Kasim 1913’te Dahiliye Nezaretine gonderdigi tahriratina gore, Reji’nin miidahalesi ve miiruriye resmi
olmazsa tiitiin dogrudan Iran’a gidebilecekti ki 10 saat mesafedeki Urumiye’de Semdinli tiitiiniinden 3-
4 kat daha fazla kazang saglanabilirdi. Ciinkii Iran’da 60 tiimene satilan tiitiin dahilde ancak 15 tiimene
satilabilmekteydi. Miiruriye resmi lagvedilirse Iran’da daha fazla fiyata satilan tiitinden daha fazla kar
edilebilecek ve bu sayede alinmayan miiruriye resmi yerine oOsiirden alinabilen fazla ile eksik kalan
miktar telafi edilebilecekti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-20).

Reji idaresinden kaynaklanan sorunlar daha c¢ok vergi ile ilgili oldugundan bu konunun
ayrmtilari bir sonraki baglikta daha ayrintili sekilde ele alinmistir. Diger taraftan Semdinli tiitliniiniin
Iran’a ihraci ile ilgili olarak tiiccarlar iran kaynakli sorunlarla da karsilasmaktaydi. Bunlar iran’daki
farkli vergi uygulamalari, satilan iiriiniin tahsilatin1 yapamama ve tiiccarlarin maruz kaldiklar kotii
muamelelerdi. Bu bahisler arsiv belgelerine de asagidaki gibi yansimustir.

10 Subat 1902 tarihli tahriratta, Iran’in Urumiye nahiyelerinden Agakes adinda bir tiiccarm
Semdinli’den tiitiin aldig1 ama 6demesi gereken miktarin 1.750 lirasin1 6demedigi anlasiliyor. Borcun
odenmemesine Iranli tiiccarin Semdinli’deki Seyh Siddik Efendi’den iskence gdrmesi gerekge
gosterilmisti. Bu durum mahkemeye intikal edince iran Karperdazi (Iran temsilcisi-elgi) ile yapilan
goriismelerde almman malumatla yeniden bir mahkeme’i nizamiye ile sorunun ¢6ziilmesi talebi Van
Valisi Tahir Bey tarafindan Yildiz Sarayi’na yazilmisti (BOA, Y.MTV, 226/5).

Tiirkiye’den Iran’a giden tiitiinlerden Iran hiikiimetince daha 6nce uygulandig1 gibi %5 giimriik
vergisi almasi beklenirken %10 vergi almasi ile birlikte Osmanli tiiccarlarinin mallarina haciz konulmasi
tiiccarlar1 3 bin Lira kadar zarara ugratilmisti. Van Valisi Tahir Bey, 26 Mayis 1903 tarihinde Dahiliye
Nezaretine (BOA, TMIK.M, 145/18-1) ve 31 Mayis tarihinde de Tesri-i Muamelat Komisyonuna
bildirerek Iran hiikiimeti nezdinde tesebbiise gegilmesi talebinde bulunmustu (BOA, TMIK.M, 145/18-
4).

[ran’a ihrag edilen tiitiinler ile ilgili bir sorun da yurtdisinda tiiccarlarm karsilagtiklar kotii
muameleydi. Orada karsilagilan sorunlarin ¢6ziimii i¢in muhatap iilkenin ilgili makamlar, elgilikler ile
birlikte sadaret, Hariciye Nezareti ve Valilik devreye girdiginden siire uzamakta ve tiiccarin zarar1 da
gecikmeyle dogru orantili olarak artmaktaydi. Buna 6rnek olarak 1904 yilinda Mehmed Bey’in
Semdinli’de satin aldig1 tiitiinii Iran’da satmak iizere gittiginde kendisinin tutuklanmasi ve mallarmin
miisadere edilmesi olmustu (BOA, BEO, 2278/170792; BOA, BEO, 2298/172334.). Benzer bir olayda
da Abdullah ve arkadaslar1 karsilagsmig, bahsedildigi gibi yazigsmalar uzayinca sonug alinamamuis tiiccar,
150 Lira riigvet vererek serbest kalmisti. Ayrica mallar1 6 ay gibi uzun bir siire alikonulmustu (BOA,
BEO, 2322/174144).

Ayrica Iran ile olan yogun iliskiler tiitiin ticareti ile sinirli kalmamisti. Semdinli’de ahali igin
yeterli gida maddesi tiretilemediginden dolayi ihtiyag duyulan gida maddelerinin disardan getirilmesi
gerekiyordu. Semdinli’nin arazi yapist ve diger dahili vilayet ve sancak merkezlerine uzak olmasi
sebebiyle gida maddeleri Iran’dan getirilmekteydi. Tiitiiniin Iran’a ihrag edilmesinden dolay: tiitiin
tiiccarlar1 mallar1 satip ihtiyag duyulan gida maddelerini satin alarak geri donmekteydi. Ozellikle kis
mevsiminde bu uygulama yaygindi. Ancak Iran memurlari zaman zaman Iran’dan alinan gida
maddelerinin disariya ¢ikarilmasina engel olmaktaydilar. Gida maddelerinin teminine engel olmasi
Semdinli ahalisinin ge¢imini miigkiil hale getirmekteydi. Boyle bir zorlukla karsilasan tiiccarlarin
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hiikiimet nezdindeki talepleri bu sorunun Iran hiikiimetiyle yazisarak ¢dziilmesi yolundaydi (BOA,
HR.IM, 86/8).

emdinli’de tiitiiniin vergilendirilmesi
g

Bahsedildigi ilizere baslangicta tartigma ve yasaklamalara ragmen tiitlin kullaniminin onii
almamamus ve ticareti gelistikce Osmanli hazinesi i¢in de dikkate deger bir hale gelmisti. Padigah II.
Siileyman doneminde (1687-1691) 1687 yilindan itibaren okkasindan 3 para vergi alinmaya baslanmisti.
1688 yilinda mali sistemde “duhan resmi” adiyla tiitiin vergisi ylirlirlige girmis; 1689°da “hamr-u arak
ve resm-i duha” adiyla tahsil edilmisti. Vergi miktar tiitiin cinslerine gore artarak devam etmis, 1695
yilina gelindiginde baz tiitiin tiirlerinde okka bagina alinan vergi 20 paray1 bulmustu. Bu uygulamalar
artik hazineye gelir saglayan tiitlinlin Sneminin arttigin da gostermektedir (Bozpinar ve Teoman, 2023).
Ayrica tiitlinlin yasaklandig1 donemlerde tiitiin kacak¢iligi da baslamisti. Satisinin serbest birakildigi
1649 yili itibariyle tiitlin iiretim ve ticareti serbest birakildigr siire kacakcilik duraklamisti. Ancak
vergiye tabi tutulunca tiitiin kacakciligi yeniden baslamisti (Altunsoy, 2022). Ilerleyen yillarda esas
olarak tiitiinden alinan vergi 0siir olmustur. Ayni ve nakdi olarak 6denen Osiir, yillara gére orani degisse
de XIX. yiizyilin ortalarindan itibaren %10 oraninda tahsil edilmisti (Y1lmaz, 2005).

Osmanli Devleti’nde ticareti yapilan mallarm hem iilkeye girisinden hem de iilkeden ¢ikisindan
giimriik vergisi almmaktaydi ki tiitiin ile ilgili diger vergiler glimriik vergileri olmustur. Giriste
“amediye”, ¢ikista ise “reftiye” glimriik vergileri olarak alinirdi. Bunlarin yaninda transit giimriik vergisi
de “miiruriye”ydi (Kiitiikoglu, 1996).

XIX. ylizyilin ikinci yarisina gelindiginde gitgide tiikketimi artan tiitiinlin vergilendirilmesi ile
ilgili raporlar hazirlanmis ve tiiketimi ¢ok ytliksek olmasina ragmen alinan vergilerin biitce igerisindeki
paymin cok diisik kaldigi degerlendirilmisti. 1 Ocak 1862 yilinda yapilan diizenlemeyle yabanci
tiiccarlarin disardan barut, tuz, tiitiin ve tiitlinden iiretilen mamulleri getirmesi yasaklanmis, tiitiinden
kaynaklanan vergileri arttirilmistir (Yapistiran, 2013). 1862 yilinda tiitiin alim satimi ile ilgili yeni bir
kanuni diizenlemeye gidilmisti (Diistur, 1289).

Bu yeni diizenlemenin en 6nemli sebebi, Amerikan i¢ savasiin etkisiyle Osmanl topraklarinda
iiretilen tiitline talebin artmasiydi. Bir diger sebep de Avrupa devletleriyle ticarl anlasmalarin yapilmig
olmasiydi. Bu siirecte tiitiin ithalati yasaklanmig ve tiitiinden tahsil edilen giimriik vergisi (%8) ise
kaldirilmist1. Bu kararlar Osmanli Devletinde, tiitliniin vergilendirilmesi ile ilgili donlim noktas1 olmus;
Duhan Nazirligr kurulmus ve miiruriye resmi denilen vergi yiirlirliige girmistir. Buna gore iilkede
yetistirilen tiitiinlerin bir yerden bagka bir yere nakli halinde okka basina 12 kurus miiruriye resmi
alinmaya baglanilmistir. Ayrica ister Osmanli ister yabanci tebaadan olsun biitlin tiitlin ve tiitiin
mamullerini satan bayiler, satis fiyatinin %30’u oranindaki beyi’ye resmi adiyla bir vergiyi 6demekle
miikellef hale gelmislerdi (Bozpinar ve Teoman, 2023). Vergi toplanmasinda uygulanan ydntemin
kacakeiliga imkan vermesi sebebiyle iltizam usuliiniin kaldirilmas1 ve vergilerin devlet memurlarn ile
tahsil edilmesi yoluna gidilmisti (Yapistiran, 2013).

Duhan vergisinin tahsilati Semdinli ve civarinda hos karsilanmamisti. Soyle ki: 3 Ocak 1863
tarihli sukkaya gore Hakkari sancagma bagli Semdinli kazasinda ahalinin duhan memurunu
tanimadiklan, isyan ve serkesane tavir sergiledikleri Van ve Hakkari Mutasarriflig1 tarafindan ifade
edilmisti. Yeni uygulamaya konulan duhan usuliiniin tatbikinde zorluk g¢ikardiklari i¢in sorumlularin
tedip edilebilmesi icin askerl kuvvet talep edilmisti. Ancak buradaki olaylarn giizellikle
yatigtirtlmasinin daha uygun olacagi hakkinda sadaretten goriis bildirilmisti (BOA. A MKT.MHM,
252/64).

Semdinli ahalisi aylar gegcmesine ragmen duhan riisumunu 6deme konusunda direnmeye devam
etmisti. Erzurum vilayetinden yazilan tahrirata gére Semdinli’nin iran hududuna yakin olmasi bu sorunu
¢dzmeyi daha da giiclestirmisti. Ciinkii ahali vergi konusunda sikistirildiginda iran’a firar etmekteydi.
Kendilerince vergiden kagmanin kolay bir yolu bulundugundan hiikiimetin bu havaliyi idare etmesi
zorlagtig1 gibi simarikliga da sebep olmaktaydi. Sorunun tamamen kalict olarak ¢6ziilmesi i¢in cebri
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kuvvet kullanilmasi gerektigi bildirilmisti. Ancak burada baska bir hesabi da yapmak gerekiyordu.
Tahsil edilecek vergi, diizeni saglamak {izere gorevlendirilecek askerlerin masrafin1 dahi karsilayacak
miktarda degildi. Ayrica tiitiin ziraat¢isina baski arttirilinca hem bolgenin gecimine engel olunacak ve
ahali biiylik zarar gorecekti hem de bdyle bir durumda ahali isyan ederek hiikiimete karsi silah dahi
kullanmaktan ¢ekinmeyecekti. Bu sorun devam ettikge fenaliklarin oOnii kesilemeyecegi gibi
uygunsuzluklarin civar mahallere de sirayet edecegi de bildirilmisti (16 Haziran 1863) ( BOA, MVL,
651/73). Yine 1863 yilinin ekim ayinda duhan resminin tahsilatina kargi muhalefetle karsilasinca
Sadaretten, Erzurum Valiligi, Van ve Hakkari mutasarrifliklar1 ile IV. Ordu Misirligine, gerektiginde
miidahale ederek devlet nizaminin istisnasiz her mahalde uygulanmasi gerektigi bildirilmisti (BOA,
A.MKT.MHM, 280/81).

1873 yilina gelindiginde tiitiin ve tiitiin iiriinlerinde bandrol uygulamasina ge¢ilmistir. Buna gore
tiitlin tartmu (miktari, satis1 ve fabrikada islenmesi esaslara baglanarak) serbest birakilmus, tiitiin tekeli
Rustimat Emanetine baglanarak paketlerin iistiinde devlete ait oldugunu gosteren bandrol
bulundurulmas: zorunlu hale getirilmisti. Ayrica her kiyye tiitin i¢in 3 kurus miiruriye vergisi
konulmustu (Oztiirk, 2023; Demir, 2019).

Semdinli’de tiitiin tekeli ve vergi tahsilatina karsi bir memnuniyetsizlik olusmus bu durum
ahalinin zaman zaman isyan etmesine, bazi zamanlarda kendi aralarinda tartigma ve kavgalara da sebep
olmaktaydi. Boyle zamanlarda biiyiiyen kargasa ve bozulan asayise karsi diizeni saglamak ve isyanlari
bastirmak iizere yerel seyhlerden de destek alinmaktaydi. 1873 yilinda boyle bir isyana kars1 Seyh Salih
Efendi 1.000 kadar miiridiyle isyan1 bastirmigti. Buna karsilik Van ve Hakkari Mutasarrifi, “boylesine
miistesna bir mahalde bin kadar asker ikdme olunmusgasina” ifadesiyle kendisine tesekkiir etmisgti
(BOA. AAMKT.MHM, 271/3-3).

Van mutasarrifligindan 16 Eyliil 1875 tarihli telgrafla bildirildigi lizere, duhanlarinin sayimi ve
vergilendirilmesinde diger vergilerin tahsilatinda oldugu gibi Nasturiler ve Heriki asireti giigliik
cikarmaktaydi. Adi gecenlere otuz yil 6ncesinden beri uygulanan ciizi oranlara ragmen tahakkuk eden
meblaglar 6denmemis ve biriken 3 milyon kurustan fazla verginin tahsil edilebilmesi i¢in askeri
miidahale bekleniyordu (BOA. A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-3; BOA, SD, 563/3).

Semdinli Nahiyesi Midiirliigiinden Gevar Kaymakamligina, vergi tahsilati ve kaydina muhalefet
edenlerin serkeslikleri kendilerine kaldikca giin be giin ifsat ve cesaretlerinin artmasina sebep olacagi
bildirilmisti. Bunlara bir kere gereken cezanin verilmesi, bir an evvel terbiyelerine bakilmasi acilen talep
edilmekteydi. Ciinkii birkag giine kadar tiitiinleri toplayip Iran’a satmak iizere hareket edilecekleri
biliniyordu. Bunun engellenmesi i¢in de 5-6 neferin yeterli olmayacagi da eklenmisti (BOA, SD, 563/2).

Semdinli ve Heriki nahiyelerinin tiitiinlerinin toplami senelik tahminen 3 yiik 50 bin kiyye
olmakla birlikte bunun yaris1 1 yiikk 75 bin kiyyeydi. Seyh Abdullah bunun yarisinin sahibiydi. Geri
kalan1 da ahaliden agag: fiyata satin aldig1 gibi Iran tiiccarina satmaktaydi. Adi gegen Seyh bunun
yaninda riisumat memurlarinin vergi kaydi yapmasina da engel olmaktaydi. Bolgede giiclii oldugundan
bu kisiye el ¢ektirmek de miimkiin olamamig ve ahaliye de tiitiin konusunda zulmettigi ve gereginin
yapilmasi talep edilmisti (12 Ekim 1875) (BOA, SD, 563/4).

Sura-y1 Devletten Riisumat Emanetine, bahsi gecen hususlardan daha 6nce haberdar olundugu
belirtilmisti. Miiruriye resmi ii¢ kurusa diisiiriilmiis ve bu az miktar bile ortaklarindan alindigi gibi
nakledilen duhanlarin ziraatgilerce naklinden de resim alinmamisti. Boylelikle iiretici giiclik ve
miigkiilattan kurtarilmisti. Bu sayede hem tiitiiniin tarlada sayimi1 ve kaydi yapilabilmis hem de bir diizen
saglanmisti. Ayrica lireticiden vergi alimmasinin yaninda fabrikalara gonderilenler tiirlerine gore
ayrilarak bandrol vasitasiyla fabrikacilardan sarfiyat resmi alinacagi da ziraatgilara bildirilmek suretiyle
her haliikdrda iyi muamele edilmesi yoluna gidilmisti. Daha 6nce ahalinin daire’i itaate alinmadigi
sikayetleri dikkate alindiginda aslinda siireg iyi takip edildiginde sorunun ¢oziilecegi bildirilmisti. Daha
once tahsil edilmedigi bildirilen riisumlarin aslinda pek ¢cogunun alindig1 ve fukara ahalinin bahsedildigi
kadar itaatsiz davranmadigi da eklenmisti. Yani layikiyla muamele edildiginde devlet nizaminin
saglanmasina ahalinin de olumlu karsilik verdigi bildirilmisti. Yukaridaki mesele Sura-y1 Devlette ele
alimmis ve bu meselenin cebri kuvvet kullanacak derecede bir sorun olmayip sadece sorun ¢ikaranlarla
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ilgili gerekli tahkikatin yapilarak neticenin bildirilmesi karar alinmist1 (BOA. A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-
19).

12 Mart 1877 tarihli Van sancagi idari meclisinden gonderilmis olan bir diger mazbata suretine
gore Erzurum RiisGimat idaresine déhil olan Semdinli nahiyesinde, Heriki asireti ve Colemerik’te
bulunan Nastlriler duhan tahriri ve vergi tahsilatinda giicliik ¢ikarmaya devam etmekteydi. Genel olarak
Semdinli ahalisi, digerleri kadar zorluk ¢ikarmamis olsalar da bunlara bir biitiin olarak yaklagilmasi
gerektigi Postnisin Abdullah Efendi’nin de destegiyle Gevar kaymakamligina ve Semdinli midiirliigiine
defalarca yazilmust1. Iki y1l 6nce oldugu gibi gecikme olmaksizin cebri kuvvet kullanilmas: gerektigi arz
edilmisti (BOA. A.MKT.MHM, 480/66-5).

Tiitlin vergileri Maliye Nezaretinin teskilinden sonra Maliye Nazirligina (1840), 1861 yilinda
Riisimat Emanetine baglanmisti. Daha sonra Osmanli Devlet borglarinin diizenlenmesi amaciyla 1879
yilinda kurulan Rustimat-1 Sitte ve son olarak 1881°de Duy{lin-1 Umiimiye idaresi altina girmisti (Celik,
2022; Yilmaz, 2012). Duy(in-1 Umimiye i¢in planlanan gelirler i¢inde en 6nemlisi tiitiin gelirleriydi. Bu
yeni uygulamalarla tiitiin geliri de artig gostermisti. Rustimat-1 Sitte idaresinde tiitiinden yarim milyon
liradan fazla gelir elde edilmis, Duylin-1 Umlimiye ise bir yildan az siirede bu miktar1 %8 arttirmist1.
Durum boyle olunca daha iyi bir idareyle daha fazla kar edilebilecegi diisiincesiyle Reji sirketi kurularak
tiitlin inhisarim devraldi (Altunsoy, 2022).

Reji ile birlikte tiitiiniin {iretilmesi, islenmesi, depolanmasi, pazarlanmasi ve ardindan tiiketimi,
bu sirketin kurucular1 olan Osmanli Bankasi, Bleichroder Bankasi (Alman) ve Credit Anstalt
(Avusturyali) gruplarinin denetimine girmistir. Tiitiin {ireticileri Reji’nin faaliyete ge¢mesi ile birlikte
birdenbire kendilerini, daha kat1 kural ve uygulamalarla vergi toplayan ge¢im kaynaklarini denetleyen
yabanci bir sirkete karst sorumlu bulmustu (Digiroglu, 2014). Boylelikle Reji, tiitliniin iiretimi ve
fiyatlandirmasinda tekel olmustu. Bu durum tiitiine genellikle diisiik fiyat verip yiiksek fiyatla satan
Reji’ye bakis acisini olumsuz yonde etkilemisti. Ruhsatname konusunda zorluk ¢ikarilmasi, tireticiye
yeterli ambar ve depo tesis edilmemesi ve kalitesiz {irlin satis1 Reji’nin diger menfi uygulamalartydi
(Altunsoy, 2022). Tiitiin tekelinin Reji’ye ge¢mesinden sonra daha dnce hi¢ goriilmemis seviyede
kacakeilik faaliyeti gézlenmeye baglanmis ve hayatini idame ettirmek isteyen iireticiler igin kagakeilik
adeta bir zorunluluk halini almist1 (Bozpinar ve Teoman, 2023).

Reji idaresinin tiitiin {ireticisi ve tiiccari iizerindeki baski ve denetimi de artmigti. Tiitiin {izerinde
neredeyse tiim yetkileri eline almasina ragmen Reji’nin ihmalkar tavri ve bolgenin 6zel durumlarini
dikkate almamasi Semdinli’de 6nemli sorunlar1 da beraberinde getirmisti. Hakkari Valisi Ethem Bey,
Dabhiliye Nezaretine 18 Ekim 1885’te yazdig tahriratta, Semdinli kazas1 ahalisi tiitiinlerinin Reji idaresi
tarafindan satin alinmasimin geciktirildigini ve ambarlarda bekleterek ihra¢ edilmesine engel oldugunu
bildirmisti. Bu yaziya gére Semdinli tiitiinleri ancak Iran’da sarf olunan bir mahsuldii ve bu anlamda
Reji’nin igine pek de yaramadigindan Reji’nin satin almak yolunu izlemedigi belirtilmisti. Iran’da
Semdinli tiitiinlinlin kiyyesi 4 ila 8 kurus arasinda satilmaktaydi. Ancak idare her kiyyesi i¢in 8 kurug
miiruriye istemekteydi. Buna gore ahali zarar etmekteydi. Ahalinin tiitlinden baska bir ge¢im kaynagi
bulunmadigindan daha 6nce uygulandigi gibi bargir yiikiine (102,5-141 kg.) yirmiser, merkep yiikiine
(60-80 kg.) onar kurus miiruriye alinmasina tekrar miisaade edilmesi talep edilmisti. Vali bey bu
durumun acilen diizeltilmesi talebinde bulunmustu (BOA, DH.SFR, 127/30).

Yiiksek vergi uygulamasi devam ettirilince, Hakkari valiliginden Maliye Nezaretine de zaten
Iran’da kiyyesi 4 ila 8 kurus arasinda satilan tiitiinden kiyyesine 8 miiruriye resmi istenmesinin ahaliyi
perisan edecegi bildirilmisti. Buna karsin Hakkari vilayet meclis idaresi en azindan bir bargir yiikiinden
yirmiser, merkep yiikiinden onar kurus vergi alinmasini talep etmisti (15 Haziran 1886) (BOA,
DH.MKT, 1351/6).

Dahiliye Nezaretinden Van vilayetine yazilan 30 Agustos 1913 tarihli tahrirata gore tiitlinlin her
32 kiyyesinden bir lira alinmak iizere bes yiiz lira duhan miiruriye resmi ile iltizama verilmekteydi.
Toplam duhan resmi ise 2 bin lira idi. Ancak Sirta adli miiltezim, kendisi i¢in 6 Mecidiye daha vergi
ekleyerek toplamaktaydi. Bu durum kendi haddini agtigim1 gosterdigi gibi tiitiin iiretimine de zarar
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vermekteydi. Buna karsm Ingiliz tebasindan birinin daha fazla bedel vererek iltizam tesebbiisiinde
bulundugu da bilindiginden, lreticiyi zor durumda birakan ve kamu zararma sebep olan Sirta ve
onerecegi kimselere miiruriye resminin ihale edilmemesi Seyyid Abdiilkadir Efendi tarafindan
bildirilmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 54/63-1).

Van Valisi Tahsin Bey, 26 Eyliil 1913 tarihli telgrafinda Dahiliye Nezaretine, tiitlin miiruriyesinin
affini; buna imkan yoksa 1.200 Lira pesin ve 1.000 Liras1 3 ay sonra 6denmek sartiyla gecen seneki
bedelle ihale edilmesini Semdinli kazasindaki 30 karyenin ihtiyar heyeti tarafindan talep edildigini
bildirmisti. Vali Bey bu miiracaattan 6nce kendisinin de durumu agiklayarak kararin acilen bildirilmesini
istemisti. Ona gdre bu konunun ¢6ziilmesi biiyiik 6nem arz etmekteydi. Dahiliye Nezaretinden 26 Ekim
1913’te verilen cevapta da tiitlin miiruriyesinin pesin olmak sartiyla gecen seneki bedelle ihtiyar
heyetine ihale edilmesinin Reji Genel Midiirliigiinden mahalli Reji idaresine teblig kilindigin
bildirmisti (BOA.DH.ID, 196/3-1).

Van Valisi Tahsin Bey, Dahiliye Nezaretine 4 Ekim 1913 tarihli tahriratla Semdinli ve Gevar
kazalarinin tiitlin miiruriyesinden biiyiik zararlar gérdigiinii bildirmisti. Buna gore 6nceki yillarda 2-3
yiiz liraya tekabiil eden bu vergi, Seyyid Taha ve Seyh Abdiilkadir arasindaki rekabetten dolay1 2 bin
liraya kadar ¢ikmisti. Boylelikle iki kisi kazanacak diye ahali mahvolmustu. Vali Bey, bu sikintiy1
yagsamamak i¢in verginin artik ahalinin kendilerine ihale edilmesini diledigini; ayrica daha 6nce Meclis-
i Mebusan’da Cavid Bey’in bir konugsmasinda s6z konusu verginin af edilebilecegini duydugunu da
ekleyerek, Seyh Abdiilkadir’in gelirlerinden mahrum kalacagi i¢in buna engel oldugunu da belirtmisti.
Yine Seyyid Taha’nin kazandigi bu para ile Osmanl idaresine kars1 silah dahi kullandigini, bu vergi
kaldirilirsa iki kaza ahalisinin hiikiimete sadakatinin ve hizmetinin artacagini, bir senedir devam eden
cinayetler ve bunlar Onlemek i¢in gorevlendirilen miifrezenin masrafindan da kurtulabilecegini
eklemisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-5). Bu bahislerden hareketle miizayedeyi tehir ettirdigini, séz konusu
vergi affi miimkiin olamayacaksa en azindan Reji tarafindan emaneten idaresi emrine verilmesini
bekledigini bildirmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3). Duhan miiruriye resminin affina gerek¢e olarak da
Tunus, Sisam, Rumeli-i Sarki, Mora gibi yerlere ihra¢ edilen tiitiinlerden alinan reftiye’nin tenzili
gosterilmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-1).

Maliye Nazir1 Cavid Bey tarafindan 7 Ekim 1913’te (yukaridaki 4 Ekim 1913 tarihli tahrirata)
verilen cevap dikkate alindiginda tiitlinde bandrol usulii Bagdat, Basra ve Musul vilayetleriyle Mardin
sancaginda ve Van vilayeti dahilinde Semdinli kazasinda uygulanamadigindan 6tiirii dahili tiketim igin
buralarda eskiden oldugu gibi miiruriye resminin alinmasiyla yetinilmisti. Ancak Reji sirketinin tesis
edilmesinden sonra Reji sartnamesinin 11. Maddesi hiikkmii uyarinca tiitiin imali ve aligverisi konusunda
hak sahibi kilinan Reji idaresi Cebel-i Liibnan ve Girit haricindeki yerlerde miiruriye resmini toplamaya
devam etmistir. Ulke dahilinde sarf olunan tiitiinlerin her kilosundan alman miiruriye resmi 5 kurustan
ibaretti. Iran, Misir, Sisam ve Tunus’a ihrag edilen tiitiinden alman vergi reftiye resmiydi ve miiruriye
resmi ile miinasebeti yoktu. Bunlarin yaninda Semdinli kazasindan gelen tiitiin asar1 ile miiruriye
resminin miizayedesi hakkindaki sikayet ve talep yazisi lizerine bu resimlerin ahaliye ihale edilmesi
Hazine tarafindan uygun goriildiigii gibi konu Reji idaresine de yazilmisti. Ancak Reji komiserliginden
alinan cevap tezkiresinde, vergi tahsilatinin usul dairesince yapildig1 aykir1 bir durum olmadigi cevabi
alinmisti. Diger taraftan miiltezimlerin yolsuzluk yaptiklari anlagilmis oldugundan ve Reji idaresinin
buradan her sene elde ettigi gelirin ehemmiyetsiz bir tutar olmasindan dolay1 asar ve miiruriye resminin
onceki yillarda yapildigi gibi teslis ve tahmis suretiyle tahsil etmesi umuldugu Reji komiserligine
yazilmist1 (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-3-7).

Maliye Nezaretinden Dahiliye Nezaretine yukaridaki talepler 13 Ekim 1914 tarihli yaziyla
bildirildigi gibi Semdinli’de bir Reji memuriyeti tesis edilmedik¢e sorunlarin devam edecegi
belirtilmisti. Belgede ayrica miiltezim seyhlerin tiitiin {ireten ahaliyi zarara ugratmasinin Oniine
gegilebilmesi i¢in en azindan bir dnceki sene gibi vergilerin muhtarlara veya diger taliplilerine pesin
bedelle ihale edilmesi talebinde bulunmustu (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-56).

Van vilayetinden Dahiliye Nezaretine yazilan tahriratta ise Semdinli’de iiretilen tarim
iiriinlerinden alimacak osiir ile ilgili olarak toplanacak tutarin toplamda pek kayda deger olmamasina



Bas, H. / Anemon Mus Alparslan Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, 2025 13(2) 585-621 615

ragmen vergi affi saglanirsa tarim alanlarmin artmasi gibi bir fayda saglayacagini, tiitiinden alian
miiruriye resminin lagvedilmesi ile toplamda az bir miktar olan vergi burada af edilirse Semdinli ve
civar ahalisinin zira’i hayat1 ve gegimine biiyiik katkis1 olacagimi bildirilmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-
30).

Vali Tahsin Bey’in ifadesine gore miiruriye resmi olmazsa tiitiiniin dogrudan Iran’a gidebilecekti.
10 saat mesafedeki Urumiye’de Semdinli tiitiinii 3-4 kat daha fazla kazang saglayabilirdi. iran’da 60
tiimene satilan tiitiin dahilde ancak 15 tiimene satilabilmekteydi. Miiruriye resmi lagvedilirse Iran’da
daha fazla fiyata satilan tiitinden daha fazla kar edilebilecek ve bu sayede alinmayan miiruriye resmi
yerine Osiir miktar1 artarak eksik kalan kisim telafi edebilecekti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-20). Van Valisi
Tahsin Bey 30 Kasim’da ayrica vergi affi gelmedikge Semdinli tiitiin {ireticilerinin miiruriye resmini
pesin 6deme konusunda zor durumda ve caresiz kaldiklarini bildirmisti. Bununla birlikte bu giigliigiin
devam etmesi durumunda tiitiinlerin vergi ddemeksizin kacak yollarla iran’a cikarilmasma da sebep
olacagini eklemisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-24).

Maliye Nezaretinden Dahiliye Nezaretine génderilmis olan 23 Aralik 1913 tarihli tezkirede, iran
hudut kapilarinda miiltezimlerin adeta “kat’i tarik” yani yol kesicilik yaptiklar1 belirtilmisti. Buna gore
[ran’a gonderilen tiitiinlerden miiruriye resmi adi altinda miiltezim adamlarinin fazladan tahsilat
yaptiklari sikayetleri alinmaktaydi. Aslinda Misir ve iran’a ihrag edilen yiiksek kalite bogga tiirii diginda
kalan adi tiitlinlerden reftiye alinmamasi Meclis-i Mebusan tarafindan kararlagtirilmisti. Hatta Reji ve
Duylin-1 UmGmiye idareleri hesabina bu muafiyetten dolay1 senelik 40-50 bin lira indirim de
saglanmist1. Buna ragmen Semdinli ve Gevar kazalarindan Iran’a ihra¢ edilen tiitiinlerden miiltezim
adamlarinca resim tahsilatina devam edilmekteydi. Maliye Nezareti tarafindan bu kanunsuz tahsilati
gerceklestirenler ve buna géz yumanlar hakkinda kanuni takibat icrasi ve bu hukuksuzlugun devam
etmesine meydan verilmemesi beklendigi bildirilmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-36).

Dahili tiiketim igin tahsis edilmig olan miiruriye resminin tiitiin ireticisine zarar vermeden
tiiketiciden tahsil edilmesi kanundu. Reji idaresinden alinan malumata gore dahili tiiketim igin tiitiinden
her kilo i¢in 5 kurug miiruriye resmi alinmaliydi. Hatta Van vilayetinde dsiirden sonra her kiloda 3 kurus
doksan santim oraninda olmas1 gerekirken bu miktarin Hakkari’de 2 liraya kadar ¢ikabildigi anlasilmisti.
Ureticinin korunmasi geregince tiiketicilerden, nakliyat¢i ve tiiccardan almmasi beklenen verginin
iireticiye yansitilmasi ahaliye zuliim anlamina gelmekteydi. Yiiksek kalitedeki 4la iiriin olan bogca
tiitlinlerden reftiye alinmasina miisaade edilmisti. Ancak Semdinli’de bogca tiirlinde tiitlin {iretimi
yapilmamaktaydi. Sonug olarak kanuna aykir1 sekilde ahaliden miiruriye resmi alanlarin kanuni takibata
alinmas1 geregi Vilayet’e bildirilmesi geregi Dahiliye Nezaretine bildirilmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-
36).

Vergi konusundaki sorunlarin ¢oziillememesinin énemli bir sebebi Semdinli’de bir Reji idaresinin
bulunmamasiydi. Bu durumda resimler miiltezimlere ihale edilmekte ve onlara keyfi hareket etme firsati
vermekteydi (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-34). Reji de uzaktan idare konusunda su agiklamay1 yapmisti (5
Kasim 1913):

“...idarece Semdinan gibi uzak bir kitaya bir memiir-1 muvakkat izami i¢in bile miiskiilata tesadiif
olunmak hasebiyle oralarda simdiye kadar idarece teskilat icrast miimkiin olamadig1 gibi havéle-i
mezkireden tedarik edilecek memurlar suret-i cedide taht1 teftiste bulundurulamayarak suistimalata

meydan verilmis olacagindan herhalde ihale usuliinin bu mahzurdan salim bulundugu is’ar
olunmakla...” (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-10.).

Anlagilan bu miiruriye resmi hakkindaki belirsizlik Reji idaresinin de menfaatineydi. Hakkari
mutasarrifi ve Semdinli kaymakaminin yazigmalarindan da anlasildigi kadariyla Semdinli tiitiinlerinden
alinan miiruriye resmi adiyla ve asar ile birlikte tahsil edilmekteydi. Her sene Reji idaresi tarafindan
Ostirle beraber miiltezimlere ihale edilmekteydi. %12 asardan sonra her kilo tiitiinden 3 kurus 90 santim
miiruriye alinmasi sart kosulmustu. Bu resmin lagvi ile ilgili agik bir madde ve gegerlilik tarihi ile ilgili
olarak ne mahalli idare ne de Reji, ahaliye kesin bilgi vermemekteydi. Van valisi 1 Aralik 1913 tarihli
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telgrafla konu hakkinda hem bilgilendirilmek hem de verginin artik verilmemesi ile ilgili bir resmi
yazinin tarafina verilmesini Dahiliye Nezaretinden talep etmisti (BOA, DH.ID, 148/13-34).

Tartisma ve Sonu¢

Tiitlin, diinya sathinda yaygin tarim ve ticareti yapilan bir iirlin olmas1 hem de ticari getirisi
yiiksek olmasindan dolay: tarihte dnemli bir yere sahip olmugtur. Osmanli Devleti’nde de genis alanda
tiitlin tartm1 yapilmis ve Onemli bir ticari meta ve gegim kaynagi durumuna gelmistir. Bu 6neminden
otiirii Osmanl tiitlin tarihi ile ilgili aragtirmalar yapilmis ve akademik yayimlar yapilmistir.

Osmanl topraklarinda tiitlin tarimi yapilan yerlerden biri de Semdinli olmustur. Tiitiin tarihi ile
ilgili yapilmis akademik ¢aligmalar dncelikle sayisal olarak ekim ve hasatin dolayisiyla mali etkisinin
daha yiiksek oldugu bolgeler hakkinda yapilmistir. Semdinli’deki tiitiinciiliik faaliyetleri, sayisal olarak
iilke ekonomisine etkisi diisiik oldugundan pek dikkate alinmamustir. Ancak sinirdaki stratejik 6nemi,
ahalinin en 6nemli gecim kaynagi olmas1 ve arsivde konuyla ilgili belgeler. Semdinlide tiitlinciiliik
faaliyetlerinin irdelenmeye deger bir konu oldugunu gostermektedir.

Semdinli’nin arazi yapisinin hayvancilik ve tarimsal iiretim i¢in dezavantajli olmasi; ticaret
yollarina da uzak bir konumda olmasi ahaliyi tiitiinciiliige yoneltmistir. Bu yonelime etki eden en énemli
sebep ise tiitiinlin diger tarim {riinlerine oranla daha verimli olmasi ve getirisinin de daha tatmin edici
bulunmasi olmustur. Zamanla burada tarim ve ticaretin vazgecilmezi olarak hem cift¢i hem de tiiccarlar
icin en 6nemli ge¢im kaynagi durumuna gelmistir.

Osmanli topraklarinda yetistirilen tiitiinler hem tiitiin bitkisinin tiirii hem de kurutulmasi ve
kiyilmasinda ortaya cikan tat-aroma farkliliklarindan dolayr farkli iilkelerden alic1 bulmustur.
Bahsedilen sebepler ve ulasim imkanlarmin, cografi yakinhgm da etkisiyle Semdinli tiitiinii iran
tarafindan ragbet gérmiis ve neredeyse tamami buraya ihra¢ edilmistir. Burada iiretilen tiitiinii kimi
zaman Semdinli tiiccar1 iran’a gétiirerek satmis kimi zaman da Iranli tiiccarlar Semdinli’ye gelerek satin
almislardir. Ancak en 6nemli ge¢im kaynagi olmasina ragmen tarimi yayginlagmis ancak ticareti, belirli
kisi ve asiretlerin tekeli haline gelmistir. Bu kisi ve asiretlerin arasindaki rekabet ve anlagmazliklar
zaman zaman c¢atigmaya doniismiistiir.

Getirisi yiiksek bir tirlin olarak tiitlin, vergi gelirlerini de arttirarak devlet biitcesine 6nemli bir
katki sunmaktaydi. Semdinli tiitiiniinlin vergisinin tahsilatina gelince ele aldigimiz tarih araliginda tiitiin
ciftgisi ve tiiccarlarindan vergi tahsilati yapmak tam anlamiyla miimkiin olmamistir. Bu da Osmanl
merkez ve tasra yodneticilerini mesgul eden bir konu olmustur. Vergi konusunda tiitlinciiler
sikistirildiklarinda merkeze uzak ve sinirda olmay1 ayrica ulasim giicliiklerini kendi menfaatlerine
cevirerek tiitiinleri vergilendirmeden sinir disina ¢ikarmis ve Iran’a kagmuslardr.

Vergi tahsilatinda yasanan problemlerden biri de ge¢misten gelen esnek yonetim anlayist
olmustur. Osmanli topraklara katildigi XVI. yiizyildan itibaren nispeten daha serbest bir yonetim
uygulanan yorede merkezilesme cabalari, asayis meseleleri ve Iran iliskileriyle de iliskili oldugu
goriilmiistiir. Oncelikle Semdinli ahalisi XIX. yiizy1la kadar kendi kurallariyla daha serbest bir ortamda
yasamig ancak bu serbestisi elinden alininca ahali ve devlet iligkilerinde sorunlar ortaya ¢ikmustir.
Kaybedilen serbestlik ortamiyla birlikte bolgedeki gelirleri ve niifuzunu kaybeden seyh ve asiret
reislerinin de direng gostermesi ve kiskirtmasiyla vergi tahsilati istenilen diizeye getirilememistir.
Bununla birlikte vergi tahsilatiyla ortaya cikan asayis sorunlar1 ahalinin ge¢im kaynaklarma da yani
tiitlinctiliige de zarar vermis ve ahali biiylik maddi zorunluluklarla kars1 karsiya kalmistir. Her ne sebeple
olursa olsun merkez ve tasra yoneticileri, ahalinin gec¢imlerini saglamas1 konusunda yanlarinda olmusg
ve vergi tahsilati konusunda esnek davranilmistir.

Vergi tahsilati ile ilgili sorunlarin ¢6ziimii igin merkez ve tagra yoneticileri zaman zaman yoredeki
agiret reisleri ve dini liderlerle isbirligi yapmistir. Bunlar bazen arabuluculuk gorevi listlenmis bazen de
kendi olusturduklar silahli birliklerle ortama dahil olarak asayisin saglanmasinda katki sunmustur. Bu
da gostermistir ki merkezilesme konusu kagit iistiinde halledilmis kabul edilse de bolgede hala eski
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yontemlerin devam ettirilmesi bir gereklilik olarak goriilmiis ve bunlardan istifade edilmesinden
kagiilmamustir.

Tiitlin i¢in hesaplanan vergi miktar diisiik olmasina ragmen ahalinin daire’i itaata alinmasi yani
devlet giiciinii ve kurallarini tanimasi ve uygulamasi amaglanmigtir. Ancak zaman zaman devletin
bolgedeki ihmalleri sebebiyle her sikistirildiklarinda simarik hareketlere devam ederek yereldeki
gorevlileri endiseye sevk etmis hatta biiyiiyen direnisler isyan seviyesine gelmesin diye askeri gii¢
kullanilmas1 dahi diistiniilmiistiir. Askeri gii¢ kullanildigma dair bir bilgi yoktur. Ancak zaman zaman
ahalinin kendi aralarindaki anlagsmazliklar birgok kisinin Oliimilyle sonuglanan silahli gatigmalara
doniismiistiir. Hatta bunlardan bazilar1 devlet giiglerine kars1 silah kullanmaktan ¢ekinmemislerdir.

Vergi tahsilati konusunda siirekli sorun ¢ikaran tiitiin ¢iftci ve tiiccar1 Reji idaresi gelinceye kadar
tutumlarinda 1srarci olmus ve beklenen adimlari atmamistir. Tiim bu yukaridaki etkenler
diisiiniildiigiinde Reji idaresi kuruluncaya kadar devletin Semdinli ahalisine ve 6zellikle tiitiin iiretici ve
tiiccarlarma vergi konusunda fazla baski yapmadigi goriilmektedir. Bunun bir sebebi de hiikiimetin
yereldeki temsilcileri olan vali ve mutasarriflarin yazismalarindan anlagilmaktadir. Buna gore halkin
maddi durumu pek de iyi degildir ve esas ge¢im kaynaklar tiitiindiir. Hiikiimet bu durumu géze alarak
ve ahaliyi de devlete kars1 ayaklanmasin1 6nlemek igin vergi toplamadaki sorunlara ¢ogunlukla gz
yummustur. Bu yaklagim ayrica Semdinli’nin sinir bolgesinde, Van’in kalesi kabul edilen stratejik bir
noktada olmasi ve Iran’a kars1 alinan bir tedbir olarak da goriilebilir.

Devletin Semdinli ahalisi ve tiitlin ile geginenlere karst yumusak tavri Reji idaresinin
kurulmasiyla degismis, artik ahali daha disiplinli ve duygusalliga yer vermeyen bir muameleyle
karsilasmistir. Oyle ki bu yeni diizen onlarm eski tutumlarmi devam ettirmekte 1srar etmesine
dolayistyla biiyiik sorunlar yasamalarina ve gecimlerinin sekteye ugramasina sebep olmustur. Rejinin
bu sert tavrina kars1 bolgedeki devlet yetkilileri halkin yaninda olma tutumlarini devam ettirmis ve tam
anlamiyla ahalinin ¢ikarina olumlu sonuglanmasi her zaman miimkiin olmasa da merkez de ahalinin
taleplerini uygun bularak destegini ellerinden geldikge stirdiirmiistiir.

Reji insanlarin gegimini hesaba katmadan elde edecegi gelirin pesine diigmiistiir. Boylece en
onemli gelir kaynag ile ilgili yasadiklar1 sikintilar merkeze uzak zorlu bir cografyada ve sinirda olan
Semdinli’de iran’a meyli arttirdig1 gibi devletle olan iliskilerinin de bozulmasina sebep olmustur. Reji
idaresi sonrasinda tiitiin ile gecimini saglayanlar i¢in durum daha da zorlagmistir. Yerel yoneticiler bolge
halkinin en 6nemli ge¢im kaynagi olan tiitiin ile ilgili uygulamalarda daha esnek ve tesvik edici
davranmalarina ragmen Reji, uygulamalartyla bu esneklige miisaade etmemis ve daha zorlayici bir tavir
sergilemistir. Anlasilan Reji idaresi ¢ok da karli olmayan bu bolgeye yatinm yapmak ve personel
caligtirmaya pek sicak bakmasa da miidahale etmekten ve isleri giiglestirmekten de geri durmamustir.

Vergi tahsilati ile ilgili stire¢ devletin esnek ve ihmalkar tavir sergiledigi donemlerde ahalinin de
devletle olan iliskisinde simariklia neden oldugu gibi yine ahalinin bu donemlerde belirli kisi ve
gruplarin baskis1 altinda magdur edilmesine sebep olmustur. Diger taraftan yoneticilerin bdlgenin
ihtiyaglarin1 anlayarak daha disiplinli oldugu ve kontrolii ele aldiklar1 zamanlarda ahalinin de daha
itaatkar bir tutum sergiledigi goriilmiistiir. Oyle ki Reji’nin baskici uygulamalar bile istenildiginde
kontroliin ele alinabilecegini gdstermistir. Devlet ve ahali i¢in ortak bir diisman gibi hareket eden Reji
idaresi ve uygulamalaria kars1 neredeyse birlik olma tavr gelistirilmistir.

Beyan ve Ac¢iklamalar
1. Arastirmacilarin katki orami beyami: Birinci Yazar % 100 (Tek yazarh ¢alisma).

2. Cikar catismasi: Herhangi bir ¢ikar ¢atismasi bulunmamaktadir.

3. Etik Raporu: Arastirmamizda herhangi bir canliya ait veri kullanilmadigindan etik kurul onayina
gerek yoktur.
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4. Arastirmanin Modeli: Calismamiz bir aragtirma makalesidir. Burada Semdinli'deki tiitiinle ilgili
faaliyetler analiz edilmektedir. Osmanli arsivine dayanan orijinal belgeler ana kaynaklardir.
Ulagabildigimiz kaynaklarin verdigi bilgiler kapsaminda konu 1863-1914 yillan1 arasinda
sinirlandirtlmigtir.
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