THE PROVINCE OF RAQQA UNDER OTTOMAN RULE. 1535-1800:
A PRELIMINARY STUDY=

S. H. WINTER. Universitée du Québec a Montréal

Few cities of the Near East have had as changeable a history as that of Ragga. Ly-
ing just above the Euphrates™ flood plain near the confluence of the Balikh River. Ragqga
(ancient Kallinikos) was captured by the Arabs in 639 a.p. and had become an important
military center by the late Umayyad period. The court city of al-Rafiga. which the "Abbasids
built west of the old town in 771772, would serve as caliph Haruin al-Rashid’s capital
and later as the administrative center of the entire western half of the empire. gaining
renown for its intellectual scene as much as for its ceramics and glassware industry. With
the decline of “Abbasid power. however. Ragqa and its desert hinterland slipped under the
control of local Bedouin dynasties in the tenth to eleventh centuries. before the resurgence
of central state authority under the Saljugs and the Ayyubids helped restore the city 1o a
situation of political and economic significance. Yet this period of glory was again to be
short-lived. as the city and its surroundings were devastated by a renewed nomad invasion.
that of the Mongols in 1259, and remained abandoned in the Mamluk period.’

The study of Ragga under Ottoman rule presents somewhat of a paradox. On the one
hand. our literary sources suggest that the city was all but forsaken. its outback seen as
hostile and its history ignored: a place in every sense peripheral from the Ottoman imperial
perspective. By the same token. however. the district marked this empire’s last frontier.
and at times attracted intense interest on the part of state officials for its strategic situation
and as an axis of tribal control. This paper draws on Ottoman archival documents to provide
a first basic outline of Ragga’s political and administrative history. as the nominal center
of a sancak and later an eyalet. from the sixteenth through the cighteenth century. It seeks
to show how Raqga. being the arguably least developed province of the empire. remained
especially attuned to the ebb and flow of central government authority. and it proposes a
four-part periodization of Ottoman dominion over the city and its surronnding region:

I. Ruqqa as a sancak of Diyarbekir (1535-1586), which was fully integrated into the
empire’s military-administrative structure with both the city and its hinterland under
the direct control of Ottoman officers:

# With. many thanks (o Stwefan Heidemann. Nicolas ! See Stefan Heidemann, “Die Geschichte von ar-
Trépanter, Cornell Fleischer, and Henming Sievert for  Ragga/ar-Rafiga: ein Uberblick.” in S. Heidemann and
their advice and help in preparing this anticle, as well  Andrea Becker, ¢ds.. Ragga I: Die islamiscke Stadt
as to the Fonds québécois de la recherche sur lu so-  (Mainz. 2003). pp. 9-51.
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Ragga as the capital of an independent eyvaler (1586-1683), but one which was :m (and the imperial army demonstrably passed no closer than Urfa and Birecik),* it
virtually forsaken by the central authorities with only the city of Urfa figuring in ~ isnot unlikely that the incorporation of Ragga as a sub-commandership (sancak or liva) of
official sources: y - Diyarbekir did in fact occur in this time in the context of the consolidation of Ottoman rule
3. Raqqa as the Ottoman iskan capital (1683-1746), when the region as well as the city - and the distribution of military fiefs in the region to veterans of the successful war in Irag.
came o new prominence as the focal point of the empire’s tribal sedentarization The earliest known tax census for the sancak of Ragga. TD 667. names Ahmed Beg as
scheme:  its governor and can thus probably be dated to around 972/1564. TD 667 indicates that the
4. Ragqa under ayan rule (1746-1800), when the governorship was re-assimilated into “sancak was divided into four counties (rnahiye): Ragqa proper (nefs-i Rakka); the Balikh
other offices and the province came under the effective control of local notable rulers,  valley north of Raqqa (also known as ‘Ayn "Ariis): Ja'bar: and Kapuli Biik (“reed thicket™),
in particular that of the Kurdish Milli confederation, -most likely the lands immediately downriver from Ragqa on the Euphrates. The total
- fevenue of the sancak was reckoned at 1,339,629 akge (compare with 11,734,193 for Aleppo
~ around the same time).* This comprised all income from the sultan’s reserve domains
{hasha-1 padigah), including dues collected from Arab nomad tribes (Arab gacer) that
- were not assigned to a specific nahiye; the sancak governor’s reserves (hasha-r mir-fiva).
~assorted fimars (military fiefs), and a vakif (religious trust) for the city of Medina.

1

To our knowledge there exist no chronicle sources for a local history of the mid-Euphrates
region in the Ottoman period. The following will therefore primarily attempt to trace

the workings of Ottoman state authorities in Ragqa as reflected in contemporary divan
(chancery) documents. These are supplemented where possible with imperial chronicles,
travelers’ accounts and Mehmed Siireyya’s late-Ottoman biographical dictionary Sicill-i
Osmant, but significant lacunae in our knowledge of the Ottoman government's presence. i TOTALREVENUE INAKCE, BY NAHITE AND BY INCOME SOURCE, SANCAK OF RAQQA. CTRCA 1563
in and around the city of Ragga remain. The province of Raqgqa. like all Ottoman provinces.

was not a fixed territorial entity but rather an appanage (dirlik) of varying size and com- . - Ragga  Baiikh K:;:h Ja'har R:—:,‘: total

position that could be awarded 1o individual officers according to their professional stature.. P E—— 171489 507996 79528 179020 136000 1.074.033
Evidence particularly from later times suggests that the governors of the province were: hashd-s mir-lFa-i Rakka 48957 106288 29320 34.872 — 219437
usually based in the city of Urfa, and even explicit documentary proof of an appointment: timar — — 800 38,680 — 39480
to the post is not a guarantee that the incumbent actually took office in the area. A com- vakf-: Medine-i Miinevvere — 6679 = — = 6.679
posite list of Ragga’s governors that draws on all the sources available 1o us is included total 220446 620963 109.648 252572 136.000 1.339.629

in each of the following sections; it remains preliminary and is meant only to provide : Source: Basbakanlik Archives, TD 667.
chronological scaffolding for further research. The period under consideration ends with- -
the Ottoman “ancien regime.” The question of Raqqa in the nineteenth-century reform era,. The detailed (mufassal-i cedid) census lists the exact taxes to be paid by the different
which was characterized by a renewed interest in state development. the recentralization of 8 population groups (cemaat) in the province, most of which were individual tribes or families
state authority as well as a significantly larger documentary basis, must be left for another. nder the authority of a local captain (kethiida). In addition. sections of the Anatolian Boz
discussion. , lus and Kara Ulus confederations wintered in Raqqa nahive where they acquitted the
] #3lak pasturage tax. Local tribes. including the Bant ‘Ujayl. the Baggira, and others that
hve in the area today, paid the standard sheep tax (resm-i agnam) as well as a range
f other dues. The province’s main agricultural products, on which taxes were partially
vied in kind, were wheat, corn (demet). barley. and cotton.

- TD 667 has yet to be investigated in detail but some preliminary observations may be
“made on its tax accounts for Ragqa city. The registered population consisted of 57 Muslim
useholds described as practicing agriculture (zirzar) in Salihiya (a quarter near the citadel)
d along the Mezraa-1 Sagir river. as well as 14 zimmi (Christian or Jewish) households.
stparate farm (mezraa) in Salihiya provided for the troops garrisoned in the citadel
ll ale-i Rakka miistahfizlarimin tapuiu zeminleri). Civil institutions in the city included a
tannery (boyehane) as well as iwo religious sites: the small. otherwise unattested mosque
‘of Ferhad Beg: and the shrine (mezar-1 serif ) of “Uways al-Qarani. Located just to the east
-of the walled city. the shrine commemorates a Companion of the Prophet believed to have
- been killed at Siffin in 37/657. Its vakif. which was quite likely established by the Shiite

L THE Sanvcak oF RAaQQa, 153351586

The beginning of Ottoman rule over Ragga and the middle Euphrates region cannot be-
pinpointed precisely. The earliest documentary evidence of Ragga’s integration into the
empire appears o be a list of sancaks (military provinces) attached to Diyarbekir dating |
from 1548 to 1551. The seventeenth-century traveler-historian Evliya Celebi states that
the city submitted to Ottoman forces soon after the annexation of Diyarbekir in 1515, but
neither the tax census (tapu-tahrir) taken for Diyarbekir in 1518 nor a list of provinces |
from 1527 make any reference yet to Ragqa as an imperial possession.” Local legend holds
that Sultan Siileyman passed through Ragqa and dispensed tax exemptions to certain tribes
during his campaign to Irag in 1534-1535.% Though this is not corroborated by any written

? Nejut Goying and Wolf-Dicter Hitteroth, Land  Provincial Government, 13501650 (New York, 1983)
an der Grenze: Osmanische Verwaltung im hentigen  pp. 106-%; Heid “Geschichte.” pp. 51-52. ‘
tirkisch-syrisch-irakischen Grenzgebiet im 16. Jahr- ? “Abd al-Salim al- “Ujayli. "Al-Ragga fi Dhakirm =
fundert (Istanhul, 1997), pp. 23-25; Metin Kunt. The  al-Ajyal (2) Sawt al-Rafiga 16 (1998}, p. 3.
Sultan’s Servants: The Transfi of O

2 Marrakes Nasuhil's-Silahi. Bevan-t Menazil-i Sefer-  ed. (Ankara, 1976), pp. 281-83,
Imhvu -i Suitan Siileyman Han, Hiisevin Yurdaydin, 5 Baghakanlik Archives. Istanbul: TD 279.
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‘Ugaylid dynasty in the early sixth/twelfth century,® was maintained throughout the Otiom: ere, the kad: helped ensure the collection of imperial vakif dues among area tribes and
period. According to TD 667, the incomes from two farm plots (giftlik) in Ragqa provid ed as a check on the sancak-beg’s powers. Because most of the state taxes in the district,
not only for the upkeep of the shrine but also, in the late sixteenth century, for the dail y in the Balikh and Raqqga-city counties, were levied through cash tax farming
salaries of an intendant (miitevelli), an imam and a miiezzin. m) rather than rimar and zeamer fiefs, the kad: of Raqqa also had particular respon-
for reporting and redressing fiscal abuses.' In 983/1576, on the other hand, it was
'l_ - governor of Diyarbekir who was ordered to summon and investigate kadr Abdurrahman
d several of his deputies, after residents of Ragqa had sent a formal complaint of their
nny and fiscal oppression to the imperial authorities.'*

third pillar of Ottoman authority in the region was the dizdar (castle warden) of the

SANCAK-BEGS OF RAQQA

2-955/1548-? Seyhi Beg (1)
before 961/1554 Sami Beg

2-961/1554 Ferruh Beg
961/1554-963/1556 Melik Halil-oglt Mehmed Beg ‘Ragga citadel. While the imperial troops stationed in Ragqa (1,200 sipahi horsemen, accord-
6556 Misd Bog ‘g 1o the Swabian traveler Rauwolff in 1574)"2 were under the direct command of the

963/1556-967/1560  Seyhi Bes (2)
967/1560-972/1564 Hacci Beg-oph Ahmed Beg
972/1565-983/1575  Nimetullah Beg
983/1575-6 Hacei Beg

984/1576-7 Nimetullah Beg

cak-beg, the dizdar had police authority in the citadel and most likely over the entire
ed city. In 985/1577, for example, a béliik bagt (company commander) reported that
dizdar was spending months away at a time, wintering in the countryside to extort money
@ods from poor villagers and leaving “ruffians and criminals™ to prey on unprotected
‘houses in the citadel (or city). An official investigation was ordered to discover the truth
Some indication as to the nature of Ottoman government in Raqgqga in this time is pro- | p mpd reasons behind the dizdar’s misconduct.™
vided by the miihimme defterleri (registers of imperial chancery decrees). The govemor- ‘The Ottoman state in the sixteenth century appears committed to establishing control
commanders of the sancak of Ragga were appointed directly by the Sublime Porte, bu over its Mesopotamian periphery. The inherent challenges are vividly expressed in an order
only few are identifiable by name. Around 972/1565, however, the state began to take a mog to the beglerbeg of Diyarbekir in 986/1578: That summer the local authorities had
active mterest in the region, regularly charging them with collecting overdue taxes and d to collect three years’ worth of back taxes owed by two Arab tribes from the Balikh
bringing Jammasa, Qays (often written “Keys” in Ottoman documents), and other rebellious I and Kapul Biik counties in Ragga that were camping beneath the Diyarbekir citadel. How-
Arab tribes to heel.” In 982/1574, the long-serving sancak-beg Nimetullah Beg was him- . they had been driven away with the (supposedly verbatim) threat, “None of us have
self accused of stealing 500 freshly branded camels from some bedouin in Ragqa and attack- ‘money, alright? Now take off or we’ll kill you and steal your horse and belongings.”
ing the ¢avuy (sergeant) senl to investigate, resulting in his imprisonment in Diyarbel it these ones are going 1o be such rebels while they're camped right by the citadel,” the
and the seizure of his slave girls and real estate properties (including ones constituted & | nent concludes in a rare editorial tone, “how will it be with the others?™
vakif) to pay off his debts. He appears to have been reinstated a few months later, ho ,‘ region was in need of nothing less than a “reconquest.” according to the officials, and
after the people of Ragqa complained that because his replacement had not yet arrived the: eed colonizing the sancak of Ragga with soidiers and tribesmen loyal 1o the Ouoman
district was falling prey to bedouin sheep rustlers.® In the next years Nimetullah Beg a became a top priority in the later part of the century. In 980/1572, the kad: of Ragga
his successors, according 1o these same sources, were chiefly concerned with contai er with the chief of the Banii Rabi‘a Arabs petitioned Istanbul to divide the farmlands
Abl Rish (Ebu Ris), the powerful tribal emir of the lower Euphrates (*Ana) region.? The | und Ja‘bar castle. “ruined and abandoned since Timur’s time.” into a hundred or more
state’s increasing awareness of the Middle Euphrates’ productive capacity, as evide: i-level fiefs to be bestowed on anyone who would revive and develop them.'® These
in the tax survey from around 1564, as well as a growing need to secure the desert fro nent schemes could occasion conflict, however, in part because of the seasonal trans-
region, would likely be important factors in the incorporation of Ragga as an indepeadent | | nce practiced in the region. The following year, for example, it was reported that a
evalet in 1586. muned estate previously owned by Kurdish tribalists in the sancak of Ragga had been given
Imperial orders in this time are occasionally also addressed to the kadi (judge) of Ragg for redevelopment, when in fact it was already being used by another nomad group
often in conjunction with the governor of Diyarbekir and the kad: of Ruha (Urfa). As el ‘who claimed it as their traditional habitat (yurz). The governor of Diyarbekir intervened
d requested that it be assigned as timar to the 400 nomads, who would be attached for
military purposes to the sancak of Ruha.'®

% Stefan Heid Die Renaissance der Stadte  28:351. This Nimetuilah Beg is not to be co
i Nordsyrien und Nordmesopotamien: Stddtische  with the comemporary governor of Salamya of &
Entwicklung und wirtschafiliche Bedingungen in ar- same pame.

Ragga und Harran von der Zeit der beduinischen Vor- ? Mihimme 28:338, 375; 29:65; 30:302. Oun i
herrschafi bis zu den Seldschuken (Leiden. ewc.. 2002).  Eba Rig emirs see Nejat Goyiing. “Einige osmani
Pp-_264-68. tirkische Urkunden dber dic Abli Ride, cine

* Bagbakanlik Archives: Mithimme Defteri 5:155;  Familie der Mawili im 16. Jahrhundert,” i Ho
6:216, 245, 440; 7:960; 23:107. 321; 27:330; 28:175;  PreiBler and Heide Stein. eds.. Anndherung an
30:206, 226; 34:111; 35:303, 311. Fremde: XXVI. Deutscher Oriemtalisteniag vou

¥ Mihimme 14:514: 26:2, 98, 213, 236; 27:318, 324;  bis 29.9.1995 in Lzipzig (Stutigart, 1998), pp- 430-3

Lo M‘_:- L

O Mahimme 7-864; 26:2, 220, 236; 27:330; 28:175; ' Mihimme 35:80.

35310 '$ Mithimme 29:263. Similar dispositions were
M Mihimme 27:332 made in Salamya (Mithimme 29:28: 32:231), the Balis
** Kay Kohimeyer, “Berichte @ber ar-Ragqa von  disirict in eastern Aleppo province (Mithimme 3:200:
eupopdischen Reisenden,” in Heidemann and Andrea, ’49 and other borderland areas.,

K lnqqcll p-87. Mitumme 23:130.

* Mihimme 30:166.
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Il. THE EvaLeT OF RAQQA, 1586-1683

; The constitution of Ragqa as an independent evale? (or beglerbeglik; regional province}
in 994/ .1586 reflected the Ottomans” desire to secure their south-eastern frontier as well as
the region’s situational importance in the 1578-1590 war against Iran. However, it must
also be understood in the context of the general shift, in the late sixteenth century, from
s:z.mjak mxhury commands to eyaler tax dominions as the basis of Ottoman provincial ad-
ministration. Thus if the new eyaler was initially made to encompass Birecik, the slmn:glc
Khabar valley. and the middle Euphrates all the way to Dayr-Rahba and *Ana,'” these dis-
tricts were soon detached again, with Ruha (Urfa) plainly superseding Raqqga as the center
of economic and political power in the province. Evliya Celebi’s assertion that the seat of
he govemorship was moved after Ragqa was destroyed by Arab and Turkman tribes, thougl
10t substantiated, serves to illustrate that effective Ottoman authority in the region had in-
leed receded northward at the time of his visit in 1646.'* The Ottoman eyalet of “Ragga”
vould recall the city’s glorious past in name only.

BEGLERBEGS OF RAGQA
?-996/1588 Ahmed Paga
996/1588-7 Piyale Paga
1001/1592-3-1002/1593-4 Mahmud Paga
10027159342 Bostanc: Ali Paga
before 100371595 Osman Paga
1006/1597-8-7 Zincirkiran Ali Paga
2-1015/1606-71027/1618  Seref Paga
1031716222 Bostan Paga
7-1039%1630 Sir Paga
1039/1630-1040/1631 Abdal Paga
1040716312 Ali Paga
2-1043/1633-? Memi Paga
1046/1636-7 Osman Pasa
?-1056/18646-7 Dilaver Paga
105671646 Abdailah (mutasarrif )
1065/1635-1068/1657-8 Tayyarzade Mustafa Paga
107771666-7-1078/1668 Deli Dilaver Paga
1078716687 Hacipirhi Al Paga
2-1091/1680-? Hiiseyin Pasa
2-1092/1681-7 Hasan Paga

While an examination of the full range of Ottoman chancery records pertaining to Ragqa
2es not lie within the scope of the present study, an initial overview suggests that the
:\?ly mwwd governorship was an active instrument of Ottoman state authority in the
‘gion into the last decade of the sixteenth century. In 996/1588, Birecik was attached to
«© province a second time and its sancak-beg was sent to help the governor deal with
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seditious Yezidis as well as the ever menacing Ebu Rig emirs: over the next years the beg
of Balis as well as the Kurdish and Turkish kethiidas and feudal lords of Ragga were ordered
10 help him check bedouin incursions in the area 100."” The govemor, for his part, was
called upon to investigate abuses by tax officials in his jurisdiction and even, in 100171593,
10 arrange for the sale of provisions at fixed market prices (rarh-1 ruzi) in Ragqa to Ebu
Ris Mehmed, who had temporarily returned to imperial favor.™

~ The protracted war effort against the Habsburgs around the turn of the century and the
ensuing crisis of Ottoman government in Anatolia known as the Celali rebellions (1596-

1609), however, anticipated a broad retreat of central state authority in Raqqa as well. In

the first third of the seventeenth century the province is hardly addressed in chancery corre-
spondence. which in any event is far less comprehensive regarding administrative affairs
throughout the empire than it had been in the sixteenth. The beglerbeglik of Ragqa con-
tinued to exist but seems to have played a role in personnel issues only. From about 1015/
1606 until perhaps 1027/1618, the position was actually held not by an Ottoman officer,
but by the ruler (hakim) of the hereditary Kurdish emirate of Cizre, Seref Paga.?! In other
instances it was regarded as nothing more than a sinecure for prominent military com-
manders or their sons.?

Some indication of Ragqga’s government in this period is provided by a single extant
volume of geriat court records from the city of Urfa. Dated 1039-1040/1629-1631, the
register among other things documents the mobilization of men and resources locally for
the Ottoman campaign to drive the Iranians out of Irag (under occupation from 1624 10
1639). Whereas the kad: of Urfa (Ruha) had responsibilities for billeting imperial troops
and assembling war provisions in the region, there are no express references to either a
Kkad: or a sancak-beg of Raqqa proper. The only mention of the city and its immediate area
occurs in 1040/1630, when the governor’s lieutenant (kaim-makam) at Urfa sent the other-
wise unidentified Mahmud Beg to the Biik district near Ragqa to investigate a report of
stolen goods being sold there following an attack by Keys Arabs on a commercial caravan.™

The governors themselves all appear to have been participants in the war against Iran,
several being awarded the beglerbeglik in recognition of their services.** An extraordinary
order from early 1040/1631. however, then decries Abdal Paga as “a Celali rebel of old”

- and indicates that he was executed for various crimes against religion and the state. His

brother, who in fact served as his kaim-makam in Ruha, was furthermore accused of having

- been among those who surrendered Baghdad to the “Kizilbag™ (Iranians); he was to be

imprisoned in the citadel pending the expropriation of his wealth and his own execution.”
In another case, the son of an ex-governor is described as a resident of Ruha with tax col-
lecting duties for several villages in the vicinity,®® while a later governor, Tayyarzade
Mustafa Paga, appears to have been the son of a former sancak-beg of Ruha.”” Despite

15 Mihimme 62:247; 64:6, 99, 100; 70:171-72:

Y7 Metin Kunt, Sancaktan Eyalete: 1550-1650
asinda Osmanit Umeras: ve Il idaresi (Istanbal,
78), p. 164; Goying and Hiitteroth, Lund an der
enze. pp. 28, 32-35, both with reference to the Bas-
kl:;nhk register Kannl Kepeci 262.

Korkut Bugday, ed.. Eviiya Celebis Anatolien-

reise: Aus dem drinten Band des Seyahamame (Leiden,
etc., 1996), pp. 72-75: llhan Sahin, “Evliya Celebi’nin
Urfa Hakkinds Verdigi Bilgilerin Argiv Belgelen
Inginda Degerdendirilmest™ in Tarklik Aragnrmalan
Dergisi 4 (1988), pp. 295-96.

73:84, 513.

2 Mahimme 70:74, 203; 73:1, 32,

3 Musiafa Safi (d. 1616}, Ziibdeti't-Tevarih, vol. 2,
ed. fbrahim Hakk: Cubadar (Ankara. 2003), p. 50:
Mehmed Sireyya. Sicill-i Osmani, ed. Nuri Akbayar
and Seyit Ali Kahraman (Istanbul, 1996), p. 1584.

2 anlik Archives (Istanbul): Ali Emini L
Ahmed 856; Ismail Hakki Uzuncargily, Osmani: Tarthi

{Ankara, 1951), vol. 3-1, p. 156,

3 Milli Katiphane, Ankara Urfa Seriye Sicillen
207:188. The nclusion of a kadr of Ragga on a list of
unnamed recipients of an order dated 1039/1630 (Urfa
207:296) is probably erroneous.

24 Urfa 207:268, 276, 317; Mihimme 86:57.

= Urfa 207:248. 281.

25 Usfa 207:188-89.

27 Siireyya, Sicili-i Osmant, pp. 1209, 1626.
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e entered the province of Ragqga and begun attacking vill i

goods and liv‘estock."’ Too little archival documeﬁlmioang :surl:z:t: ?:)hf: f::ec;"ycar;
—»\ o registers were lo§t during the Ottoman retreat from Vienna) to trace the
of tr golmcs'm .lhe region, ‘bul remarkable evidence of Ragga’s return to impor-
!;094[ mvndedmss d)]'c aebnmldmg inscription preserved today in the city’s municipal museum:
- i me m‘mmugl:nred fstone plaque commemorates. in unusually efaborate Ottoman
4 mc'gmnd ation o the Raqt}a citadel (“castle of the second Alexander”) at the
. s g vezir, Mustafa Paga.*! In the absence of more conclusive documentary
s e ;lsl:ngno!: may present a kf:y element in situating the resurgence of Ottoman
tral ority in the eastern periphery in the late seventeenth century.

their limitations, our sources do suggest that government authority in the eyaler of Raggal
in the seventeenth century reflected the general trend toward provincial rule by high-level
commander (fimera) households, in this case by families based in or near the city of Rula
who participated actively and in some cases out of self-interest in the wars against Iran
and the relative decline of the sancak as the primary unit of Ottoman administration..
If the district of Raqgga lost much of its political relevance in this time, it is by no means
certain that the town was abandoned. An order to the beglerbeg of Ragqa and the kads 3
Ruha dated 1019/1611, for example, describes the “known trouble-maker” geyh All {0
be investigated for fraudulently claiming seyyid-status, in addition to having de: eitfully
married and deflowered. then divorced a young girl) as a resident of Ragqa itself.?® Onibe
whole, however, the Sublime Porte appears little concerned with the Euphrates region asd

its tribal affairs through the later seventeenth century, its sporadic correspondence ¥ ith 71094716832 Fad

the beglerbeg and the kad: referring mainly 10 other districts (Birecik, Saruc, Ruha) in the 2-1096/1685 xmmm

evalet. The dearth of both narrative and official documentary sources makes the p eTi 1096/1685-1098/1687  Cifut-ogl Bognak Ahmed Pasa
2-1099/1688 Sitleyman Pasa

1099/1688-1100/1688  Silahsor Séleyman Pasa
11DO168E-1100/1689 Seyyid Ali Paga
1101/1690-1107/1695  Kadizade Hiseyin Paga
1107/1696-1108/1697 Ahmed Paga
1108/1697-1110/1698 Topal Yusuf Paga (1)
FHO1698-111171700  Daliaban Mustafa Paga
LET1/1700 Ali Paga
ITIHITO0-1114/1702 Hasan Pasa
1114/1702-1115/1703  Silahdar Osman Paga (1)
1115/1703-1115/1704  Kird Bayramogiu Mehmied Paga
HTIS5/1704-1116/1704  Cerkes Mehmed Paga (11
L6/ 1704-1124/1713  Topal Yusuf Paga (2)
HI24/1713-1125/1713 Damad Hasan Paga

after Evliya Celebi’s visit among the most obscure in all Ragga’s history.
[IL. THE “RAQQA SEDENTARIZATION” PROJECT. 1683-1746

The province of Ragqa returns to the full light of history in the late seventeenth centur
with the inauguration of a vast program of tribal sedentarization by the imperial goverm=
ment. The iskan initiative, described by Cengiz Orhonlu and in subsequent studies by other
historians of Turkey. came in response to specific challenges facing the Ottoman state in the
aftermath of the failed 1683 Vienna campaign: significant territorial losses in the Balkans:
the removal of many provincial authorities to the front lines for years at a time, and
lawlessness of demobilized levent (mercenary) gangs in Anatolia enjoined the K&
vezirate to adopt a conscious policy of rural settlement and tribal control along the ink 112571713 1126/1714
margins of the Empire so as to reduce pressures on the tax-producing agrarian populatiod 1126/1714-1128/1716 Tb‘:‘:f‘y“::_‘m’ Pasa (2)
and contribute to raising state revenues.” The empty, environmentally hostile norih 1128/1716-1129/1717  Silahdar o,:::‘ p::; @

Mesopotamian outback was destined 1o serve as the keystone in this discipline-and= 11291 717-113071718  Geng Ali Paga (1)
punishment scheme, which in eighteenth century documents formally becomes known & . 113071718 Hasan Aga
the Rakka iskam. ‘ - 1130/1718-1135/1722  Geng Ali Pasa (2)
the imperial f tribal sedentarization in Ragqa is well understood, its regionsl 113SI722- 11381725 Osman Pagn
If the imperial context of tn tarization in Ragqga i1s ziond - 1138/1726-1139/1727  Abdullah
' 1139/1727-1141/1728  Siileyman Pasa (Azm)

impetus and consequences remain obscure. Initially the project was also intended to check!
the large-scale northward migration of “Anaza and Shammar bedouin from the A biag | 1141/1728-1142/1729  Arifi Ahmed Paga
peninsula to the settled confines of Syria and Anatolia beginning in the later seventeealh) 1142/1729-1146/1734  Siileyman Pasa
century. Another possible factor which Ottoman sources in fact document more directly & ::g:x::gﬁ;’; Receb Beg (miltesellim)
a change in leadership among the powerful northern bedouin around the same time. A} 1149/1737-1158/1745 m::: Ahmed
some point in the mid-seventeenth century, the al-"Abbas family supplanted the Abd Rish Fign
emirs as the paramount tribal chiefs of the Mawali confederation, earning the recognitioal
of the Ottoman state as ¢dil begi (emir of the desert; shaykh al-'Arab) and even as sanca
begs of Salamya. As early as 1087/1676, however, *Abbias and his son Husayn are noisd

1t m‘l'm;golﬁr:m was l.aunched under Kadizade Hiiseyin Paga, who was assigned
- p provincial tax farm of Ragga starting in 1102/1690. From the be-

u:: tenure he was under orders 10 survey, then settle Turkmen and Kurdish
 from throughout central and southern Anatolia in the eyalet of Raqqa, particularly

25 Mihimme 79:501. Siyaseti ve Agiretlerin Yeriegtiriimesi {Ankara, 19855
3 Cengiz Orhonly, Osmanli Imparatoriugu’nda Murst Celikdemir, Osmanls Déneminde Agiretens
Agiretlerin Iskdnt (Istanbul, 19871 Yusuf Halacogle, Rakka'ya iskam (1690-1840) {unpublished Frrat
XViIl. Yazydda Osmanti Imparatoriugu'nun Iskan  versity {Elanig) doctoral dissertation, 2001).

*Bagbakanlik Archives: Ali Emiri IV. Mehmed i s
e ’ . ischen Zeit,” in Heidemann and Becker, eds
o 1L, pp. 110-11. e R

U]
& | N,
i Claws-Peter Haase, “Inschrifien in der islam-
1
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on the fertile lands along the Balikh river between Akgakale and Ragqa city, where numerous

‘Ayntab, Malatya, Tokad, Diyarbekir, Erzurum and beyond in order to receive deportee tribes
on the border of the eyaler of Raqgga and then find “somewhere suitable™ to settle them.

hat distinguished the Yeni II, Reswan and Kilis confederations, and what may ultimately
ccount most for the importance accorded to the Rakka iskam in the eighteenth century,
s that they belonged to one of the empire’s leading vakiyf foundations. Unlike the Boz
1s and other groups who were under the authority of the empire’s provincial tax adminis-
. their revenues constituted an exclusive cash reserve, in this case of the Valide Sultan
man queen dowager) mosque complex in Uskiidar. With the rising influence of po-
facuons headed by the palace women. the chief black eunuch and other household
s in Istanbul, the central finance bureau was made to pay particular attention to
ing and developing their sources of private vak:f income in the provinces. In 1103/
 for example, the governor of Ragga and local kadis were ordered to intervene against
lo Kurds “affiliated to the Uskiidar [vakif] Turkmen™ who were harming villages
ct to another famous imperial foundation, that of K&priili Mehmed Pasa; another
the Reswan were reported to be pillaging settlements in the Balikh valley that were
ed 10 Yeni il tribes, who technically belonged 1o the same vakif as they.’ In 1159/
the Ottoman state was forced to revoke a malikane (life-time tax farm) on the Kilis
s and restore their status of serbestivet (a vakif"s exemption from secular taxation)
ef their former tax farmer, a governor of Ragga. had attempted to impose additional dues

villages had recently been abandoned on account of bedouin depredations. In practice this
undertaking proved extremely difficult, however. Many of the tribes selected for settlement
in Ragqa either refused to go or soon fled back to their original homes, earning :
Hiiseyin the severe rebuke of the Sublime Porte for “neglect and laziness™ already ig

The Ottoman documentation of the Raqgqa iskan project in the following decades is far
100 vast to allow for a comprehensive overview here. Among its defining features, for the
purposes of this study, was the trans-regional authority granted to the governor in maness |
related 1o iribal and brigand control. The vali of Ragga was frequently empowered to s
over into other provinces in order 1o arrest tribes that were designated for sedenta
thus taking up much the same role that vezir-rank muiifertiy (imperial army mspectors
sponsible for recruiting and disciplining mercenary bands) had played in Anatolia during
the war years. The main tribal confederations targeted by the Rakka iskani were the Yer
il Turkmen and the Reswan Kurds. The Yeni il were based in Sivas but migrated seasonal
to Aleppo province, wherefore they were officially also known as the “Tiirkman-1 H !
One of their branches. the Reyhanli, seems to have settled more permanently on the *
plain near Antioch. whence they were repeatedly sent or forcibly removed to the Ba ikh
district in Ragqa.*® The Reswan, whose tax farm was situated in the province of Marag
comprised both a sedentary ( yerlii) and a semi-nomadic (konar géger) wing. In the course
of the eighteenth century individual Reswan tribes dispersed throughout central An

military campaign against Iran.”

I [ the sedentarization project was concentrated in the northern part of the province,
d Harran and along the Balikh river, the city of Ragqa too saw renewed activity.
citadel once again housed a Janissary detachment, and it was used in 1109/1697 to
son a group of Reswan “brigands” after a local administrator (kerhiida) of the Valide
1 vakif complained of their attacking the Yeni Il Turkmen.’® In 1125/1713 it served
for a religious official from Tripoli who stood accused of inciting some highland
lists there to revolt.™ The shrine of ‘Uways al-Qarani, meanwhile, was the object of
onged power struggle between local ayan (notable) families. As early as 1117/1705.
d Ebu Bekir protested the usurpation of the vakif”s intendancy (fevliver), which he had
ed for years and which was reserved for putative descendants of “Uways al-Qarani,
rival family claiming Ottoman askeri (military official) staws. His son seyyid Mehmed
s supplanted by the same people twelve years later, before finally acquiring an official
at {patent document) to the post in 1137/1725.% After his death the reviiver was initially
awarded 10 two outsiders, but later seems to have been hotly contested within his own.
Ruha-based, family. In 1170/1757 Mehmed's son seyyid Ahmed, according to the Bagba-
nitk’s provincial Ahkam registers, accused a “second-degree” cousin of attempting to
control of the foundation which had been headed until then by his paternal uncle_*!
y, an otherwise unattested vakif property located within the city of Ragqa was the
ject of a rent dispute involving tribal settlers in 1157/1744: The “Biretii’'l-Besatin™
n (bagce) had been rented for several years to members of the Rakka iskani when the

and northern Syria, and were particularly sought after by the Ottoman state authorities 10
populate and defend the province of Ragqa against bedouin encroachment.* Perhaps the
region most immediately concerned by Raqga’s extraterritorial jurisdiction was the Li
Ekrad (Kilis), the Kurdish district of north-western Aleppo province. Kadizade
himself had been charged with subduing rebellious tribes in the district just before
named governor of Ragga. and over the next years he and his successors were repes
ordered 10 Aleppo to assist in the collection of taxes, to capture outlaws and to deport
vidual clans of the Qiliglo, Séxlo, Oqci-lzzedinlo and other local Kurdish groups back 1o
the Middle Euphrates region.™ To reinforce this link the iltizam concession for Kilis
regularly conferred on the governors of Ragga in the later eighteenth century. In many
other instances, the governors were told to coordinate with their colleagues from Aksaray, =

32 Baghakanlik Archives: TD 831:2-3: Ali Emini
L Silleyman 6: Mahimme 100:31-33. 20, 42. 114:
. 73-74. 99, 101, 104, 108, 113, 139, I55,
185, 190, 208-9; 104:6, 20, 34, 147; Sikayer Defteri
17:174. 271, 277; 18:272, 320, 323, 333; Ahmet Refik,
Anadolu'da Tirk Agiretleri (966-1200): Anadolu'da
vagayan tirk apiretleri hakkinda Divam Hiamayun
muihinone defterlerinde mukayyet hikiimleri havidir
(2d ed.. Istanbul, 1989); Orhonly, Agiretlerin Iskdne.
Cchkdcmu' Rakka’ya Iskan, p. 64, passim.

Genel Misdiiriazs, Ankara: Register 321:75. 84. 85.9
119, 135, 136, 186, 228, 248, 288, 316 342:45; 344
94, 96, 246, 248, B
* Stefan Winter, "Die Kurden Syrieas im Spiege]’
osmamscher Archivgueliea (18. Jho),” inSiamcnd
et al., eds., Syrien und die Kurden: Vom osmani
Reich bis in die Gegenwart (Miinster. 2009 (in p
Refik. Anadolu'da Tiirk Agiretleri, pp.
209; Sikayer 18:320, 323, 333: 23:157; 60:264, 491
S06/2; 77:189: 99:127, 145, 158, 201: Vahﬂarﬂl'ﬂ.

.,"
78.90, 124, 168

Evamir-i Sultaniye-i Haleb 5:251. 329, 340-41.

% Mahimme 104:46. 110:23: Vakiftar 344:272:
- Winter, “Osmanisc| he Sozialdiszipiinicrung am
derNomadensﬂmme Nordsyneas im 17.-18.

3 [lhan Sehin, “XVI. Yizyilda Halep ve Yeni-il
Tlurkmenlen,” in Anadolu da ve Rumeli'de Yorikier ve

91, 102, 105-6. 281, 447.
¥ Stefan Winter, “Les Kurdes da Nord-Ouest syn

3% Basbakanhk Archives: Maliyeden Midevver

9879. p. 169: Mihimme 110:176,

ct I'Etat ottoman, 1690-1750" in Mohammad
et al_, eds , Sociétés rurales ottomanes (Cairo,

Tirkmenler Sempozywmu Bildinileri (Ankara, 2000).
pp- 231-39; Mohimme 102:157; 104:34, 110:169;
155:379-80: Cevdet Dahiliye 6983, 10087: Vakiflar
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city as such before the estabhshmem of an Ottoman police outposl there in 1865.

IV. RAQQA UNDER Avan RuULE, 17461800

were among the most accomplished soldier-bureaucrats in the Ottoman career service.
To name only a few, Kiird Bayram-ogh Paga had been commander of the pilgrimage and
governor of Damascus prior to his appointment to Ragga in 1115/1703. Because of hi
reputation for tyranny, however, the people of Urfa prevented him from entering the city, |
and he was redirected by the Sublime Porte toward other high-level posts including a
second stint in Damascus.* Topal Yusuf Paga, who was governor of Ragqa for a total of
twelve years between 1697 and 1716, had previous experience as a miifertis of the Anatolian
army. On account of his success in fighting brigands he was awarded numerous senior pro- |
vincial offices (and married into the Ottoman royal household). at one point cumulating the
governorship of Ragga with that of Aleppo.** And Siileyman Paga of the famous Syrian |
‘Azm family of governors was appointed to Raqga in 1139/1727 in order to take charge ol
military operations against Iran, but left again the following year when he was granted the
governorship of Sidon. Two more members of the ‘Azm family. both with experience in
posts throughout Syria and Anatolia, would become valis of Ragqa in the 1760s.** This
pattern of high-rank appoiniments indeed continued into the second half of the century.
Ragib Mehmed Paga, the most illustrious Ottoman statesmen of his time and subject of &
recent monograph by Henning Sievert, spent five years as governor of Ragqa just before
being made grand vezir in 1170/1757: his son-in-law Hiiseyin Paga inherited the governor-
ship in 1171/1758.%

Overall, however, our sources suggest that the eyalet of Ragqa gradually lost its appcd
to the central state authorities with the ead of the Ottomans” final major war against Iran |
in 1746. If tribal sedentarization continued Lo preoccupy the Sublime Porte, the futility of
controlling those officially assigned to the Rakka iskam became a constant theme of its |
provincial correspondence in the second half of the century. More notably, the govemorship
was no longer routinely assigned to leading soldier-bureaucrats but to relatively unknown |
officials for shorter periods of time. The petition by an imperial kapuct bagi (chief warder} |
in 1164/1751 1o “be excused from living in Ragga™ on account of ili health and old age
and to be allowed to return to Istanbul may be indicative of a rising perception of service |
in the province as a sort of exile.*” In 1188/1774, close to the end of the Empire’s debili-
tating war against Russia, the eyaler of Ragqa was in fact reported to have been “devoid |

*2 Ahkam 24:18-19. see Silabdar Mehmed, Nusremanme. vol. 1. p. 323.

%3 Defierdar San Mchmed (d. 1717), Ziibde-i Ve- 45 Abdul-Karim Rafeq, The Province of Damascus,
kaviai: Tahlil ve Metin (1066-1116/1656-1704). ed.  1723-1783 (Beirut, 1966), pp. 104-5; Mihimme
Abdiilkadir Ozcan (Ankara, 1995), p. 842; Sdreyya,  164:44-45, 90, 168; Ahkam 24:169-70, 178. 204;
Sicill-i Osmant, p. 1062. Stteyys, Sicill-i Osmani. pp. 1041, 1415-16, 1546.

# Bagbakanhik Archives: Cevder Dazhiliye 14556; Henning Sievert, Ragib Mehmed Paga {st. 1763):
Mihinune 110:361; Refik. Anadolu'da Tiirk Agiretleri. Beziehungen. Bildung und Politik zwischen arabischer
p. 145: Silahdar Findiklils Mchmet Aga. Nusretndme.  Provinz und Hoher Pforte (Ph.D. diss.. Bochum Uni-
vol. 2, ed. Ismet Parmaksizoglu (Istanbul, 1966), pp.  versity, 2006).

311-13, 316, 352; SGreyya, Sicill-i Osmani, p. 1700. 47 Miihimme 155:120.
Yusaf Pasa is explicitly stated to have resided in Urfa:
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_of governors for the last five or six years,™* and it is perhaps from this point on that effec-
ive rule in the area devolved mainly upon local civilian and tribal leaders.

1159/1746
1159/1746-1163/1750
1163/1750-1164/1750
1164/1750-1164/1751
1164/1751-1169/1756
11691756-11TU1T57
1I711757-11TU1758
HTUIT58-1174/1760
1174/1760-1175/1761
1175/1761-1175/1762
1175/1762-1176/1762
1176/1762-1 178/1764
117871764-1178/1765
L178/1765-1180/1767
LIBU/I767-1 1821768
1182/1768
1182/1768-1184/1770-7
H185/1771-1187A1773
HI87/1773-1188/1774
1I88/1775-1189/1776
B9/ 1776119011776
190 1776-1190V1777
H9V1777-11921778
119217787
HI9371779-1194/1780
1194/1780
HIS4/1780-7
119571781
1195/1781-1196/1782
119671782

1196/1782
H196/1782-119%/1783
LI97/1783-1198/1784
F198/1784-1199/1785
1199/1785-1200/1786
1200017867
1202/1787-1202/1788
1202/1788-7
120371739
1203/1789-1204/1790
120471790

120571780
1205/1790-1206/1791
1206/1792-1209/1795
1209/1795-1210/1795
1ZI0/1795-1211/1797
1211/1797-121411799
2-1215/1800
1215/1300-1218/1803

Abdullah Pasa

Pir Mustafa Paga (1)
Celik Mchmed Paga (1)
Pir Mustafa Paga {(2)
Ragib Mehmed Pasa
Seyyid Abdulluh Pasa
ibrahim Pasa

Hiiseyin Paga

Celik Mehmed Paga (2)
Sadeddin Paga (Azmzade)
Sehsivar Mustafa Paga

AmzndeMchmcha;a

Abdurrazzak Paga
Koca Abdi Paga
Mehmed Paga

Ali Paga

ibrahim Pasa

Mustafa Paga
Sitleyman Pag
Abdullah Paga

Kiki Abdi Pasa
ibrahim Pasa

Cezzar Ahmed Pasga
Kose Masiafa Paga (1)
Seyyid Hiiseyin Paga
Timur Paga

Kose Muostafa Paga (2)
Siileyman Paga
ibrahim Paga

Kose Mustafa Paga (3)
Stleyman Paga
Seyyid Ali Paga
Seyyid ibrahim Paga
Silahdar Hilseyin Paga
Milli Timur Paga

* Mihimme 175:138, 139.
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Much like in the seventeenth century, the office of vali seems again to have become
abstracted from the actual day-1o-day administration of the province. Several of the g
emnors invested with the beglerbeglik (and tax concession) of Ragqa were in fact assi
to other. more imiportant services: Mehmed Paga in 1182/1768, Cerkes Hasan Paga in 1191}
1778, and Kdse Mustafa Pasa in 1204/1790 were concomitantly siirici (drover) of the
Anatolian imperial army; Numan Pasa in 1185/1771, the famous Cezzar Ahmed Pz
Sidon in 1202/1787 and Hiiseyin Pasa before 1215/1800 were all awarded the Raqga
ernorship in their capacity as serasker (commander-in-chief) of the Ottoman forces facin
Russia. In 1210/1795 the post was given in appanage to the incumbent vali of Diyarbekir,
a pantern which would be repeated several times in the early nineteenth century before the
province was finaily dissolved after 1840 and the Raqqa district was incorporated into, thy
evalet of Aleppo** j
The greatest challenge faced by the Ottoman authorities in Ragqa in the second half of
the eighteenth century was undoubtedly that of controlling the Milli Kurds. The
were among the most important semi-nomadic tribal groupings based in the pro
of Diyarbekir, monopolizing the fiscal farms and district governorship (voyvodalik)
Mardin for much of the sixteenth century. In 1117/1705. however, they were stripped of
their malikane for the Mardin tax concession and over the years became one of the chie
targets of the Ragqa iskan project on account of their constant transgressions throughout
southern and eastern Anatolia.®® In an attempt to pacify and co-opt their leaders, the Ottomas’
state extended them official recognition as iskan bag: (head of sedentarization), but arou
1162/1749 the sons of Keles Evdo embarked on a violent campaign to subjugate othe
Arab. Kurdish and Turkmen tribes around Siverek and the upper Balikh valley. Despite
the capture and execution of their iskan bagi by Ragga’s Ragib Paga, the Millis hen ]
constituted the dominant political force in rural northern Mesopotamia. In 117171758
Sublime Porte warned that the new iskan bagr, Mehmid, had illegally quit the Ragqa ry-bureaucratic state apparatus. In the seventeenth century and again in the second
ment area and entered the Khabur Valley (part of the sancak of Mardin), seized grain sup- lf of the cighteenth century, the reflux or decentralization of state power was keenly felt in
plies and rec cted an old fortress on the river with the aim of building an irrigation dam, eral areas such as Ragga, which despite now being the nominal center of an eyalet
establishing farms and villages and seizing the entire region for the Milii confederation*! ce was virtually abandoned as a locus of Ottoman authority in favor of the city of
If individual nahiyes and the kaza of Ragqa are sometimes mentioned in the context of tax In the latter period especially the province was dominated by local or tribal notables.
and other disputes,>* and the citadel was used to quarter imperial soldiers as late as 11750 wation which would be redressed in the nineteenth-century Tanzimat reform period at
1761.% the city of Ragga does not figure in Ottoman documentary sources of this period the expense of the province’s autonomous existence. Ragqa’s moment in the sun, from an
With the renewed decline of central state power in the Asian provinces in the second half lioman historical perspective, occurred around the turn of the eighteenth century when it
of the eighteenth century, the city of Ragga, and to some degree Urfa itself, were again’ synonymous with tribal control and resettlement in the Empire. While the iskan
eHeetiely 3 i by Ottoman government officials. The authorities now sought to impose mitiative ultimately failed to consolidate the Ottomans” hold on the Mesopotamian periphery,
more pliant iskan bagis on the Milli confederation but failed to stem their increasingly” ' chitectural, administrative, and demographic consequences marked Ragga and its region
" down into modern times. i

f attacks in the Urfa-Diyarbekir-Mardin triangle and beyond; in 1183/1770 they
fesign themselves to (re)instating Mehmid's eldest son Timir despite his record of
v and insubordination. The Sublime Porte then had to solicit Timir for 1.000 tribal
15 t0 help repulse Karim Khan Zand’s invasion of Iraq in 1190/1776, later entitling
bagi of Raqqa (and not just of the Milli confederation) with responsibility for all
entarization in the province.®

soen returned to his old ways, however, rallying an ever greater number of Kurdish
r nomad tribes under his authority, tyrannizing the settled population in the region
d then getting the powerful Mamluk governor of Baghdad to intercede when the Ottoman
Stale bad resolved to climinate him. By 1198/1784 the Sublime Porte was acknowledging
. fp_mvince of Ragqa had become practically ungovernable.*® A massive manhunt
n 1205/1791 and later led by Kose Mustafa Paga. a Ruha native and the perhaps
t governor of Ragga. who had made a career out of confronting the Millis, failed
imilr again took refuge with the vali of Baghdad.’ The relative paucity of docu-
ary sources on Raqqa in this period reinforces the impression that the province was
more slipping from the effective reach of the imperial administration. Indeed, in 1215/
e Sublime Porte put an end to Milli Timiir’s epoch-making contumacy the only re-
ay—by investing him with the governorship of the evalet of Ragqga, a post which
uld formally exercise for three years.s

Ottoman rule over Raqqa thus closely reflected the evolution of imperial sovereignty
snd administration as a whole. From the time of the Middle Euphrates region’s incorpora-
‘the Empire under Sultan Siileyman to the reform and increasing monetarization
ncial government at the end of the sixteenth century, the sancak of Ragqa as docu-
d in 2 wealth of central archival records was thoroughly integrated into the Ottoman

% ibrehim Yilmazgelik XIX. Yizvln fik Yarismda SV Sievent, Ragtb Mehmed Paga, pp. 227-29; Winse -
Duyarbakar { I790-1840), {Ankara, 1995), pp. 136-37,  “Die Kurden Syricas.” After making 3 last stand at the = Cevdet Dahiliye 12073, 14592; Mihimme Ahkam 2544,
180-82. The province was under Egyptian coatrol be-  Khabiir-Euphrates confiuence. Mehmid was captured HB241, 294; 164:62, 473: 166:164-65: 173:137-38. 36 Mifhimme 194:315-16; 196:55-56. 65: Necdet
tween 1832 and 1834. and beheaded by Ragib’s son-in-law Hiseyin Pasaia (2E3-84; 174:35, 3445, 50, 61; 176:191: Ahkam  Sakaoglu, Anadolu Derebeyi Ocaklarindan Kose Paga
% Suavi Aydin et al.. Mardin: Ajirer-Cemaar-  1174/1760. . 34:169. 189, 210, 217, 220, 221, 229A-B. Hanedan: (Istanbul, 1998), pp. 90-92, 98104,
Devier (Istanbul, 2000), pp. 149-53, 160-61; Vakiflar 32 Mihimme 166:376; Ahkam 23:186; 25:12, 21, ‘gﬂihinmm 178:107-8, 116, 129, 135, 136, 142, 57 Mihimme 213:15-16. 21-23. 29-30_ 57.
Genel Madurlaga, Ankara: 321:145, 189; 342:50. 24, 48 54, (143,304, 314-17; 182:48; Cevder Dahiliye 11094;
HalagoSlu. XVHI. Yiizyida Osmanl: Imparatoriugu’nun 3% Mardin Seriye Sicili 195:84, 86 in Kenan Tag.
Ixkdn Sivasezi, pp. 46, 52-53,79-80, 85, 114, 136-37; et al., eds., /95 Nolu Mardin $er‘ive Sicili Belge |
Busbakaniik Archives: Sikayet 99:127: Ali Emini L Ozetleri ve Mardin (Mardin. 2006), pp. 65-67.
Ahmed 1031: Ahkam 24:68.
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