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Turkish Historiography in the United States

Robert ZENS*

WHEN examining academic scholarship in the United States, regardless of the field of
study, one is challenged by the diversity of its scope and of the authors themselves.
This is especially true in the field of Ottoman and Turkish studies. From the time Albert
Lybyer completed his dissertation on Sultan Suleyman in 1909 until the present day,
Turkish studies in the United States has grown immensely.! The number of scholars and
the works which they have published has become increasingly diverse. In the following
pages a survey of the growth of Ottoman and Turkish historiography and its trajectory
will be presented.? One will see that just as America has always claimed to be a melting
pot of people and customs, so are Ottoman and Turkish studies in this country; the
arrival of scholars from all over the world have challenged colleagues and students
alike to embrace the diversity of the rich Ottoman and Turkish historical legacy.

The Forefathers

The current state of Ottoman and Turkish historiography in the United States was
largely shaped by the scholarship and academic advisement of a handful of scholars
stretching from the first decades of the twentieth century through the 1960s. In this sec-
tion a select group of these individuals and their works will be examined.

The role of Robert College in the evolution of the earliest Ottoman historians in the
United States cannot be denied. Albert Lybyer, Walter Wright, and Sydney Fisher all
taught at Robert College before accepting positions at universities in the United States.

* Le Moyne College, assistant professor of history.

1 An excellent survey of Ottoman studies in the United States and the various doctoral degree-granting pro-
grams along with the recipients of these degrees can be found in Heath Lowry, “The State of the Field: A
Retrospective Overview and Assessment of Ottoman Studies in the United States of America and Canada,”
Turkish Studies Association Bulletin 24:1 (2000): 65-119.

2 Due to the vast number of scholars that have passed through the United States, this study will be limited to
a discussion of the works by individuals who were residing in the United States at the time of the work’s
publication. Thus, the works of American scholars residing abroad and those of foreign scholars completed
before their arrival in the United States will not be addressed. Additionally, time and space requires that not
all scholarship or scholars can be covered in this article.
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Additionally, Herbert Adams Gibbons held academic positions at Robert College and
Tarsus American College, although he spent much of his life as a journalist. Both
Lybyer and his student, Fisher, held posts at the University of Illinois at Champaign-
Urbana which was the earliest center of Ottoman studies in the U.S. Lybyer’s The
Government of the Ottoman Empire in the Time of Suleiman the Magnificent and
Fisher’s The Foreign Relations of Turkey 1481-1512 both examine the Empire during
its classical period relying on European sources and translations of some Ottoman
texts.> Walter Wright, who helped to establish the Ottoman studies program at Princeton
in the mid-1940s, advanced the work of his American predecessors by editing and
translating Ottoman texts, rather than relying on others to do so.* His short tenure was
followed by Lewis V. Thomas, who mentored numerous students, authoring various
works on both the Ottomans and modern Turkey.

The generation of scholars who were truly responsible for transforming the study of
Ottoman and Turkish history in the United States began to emerge in the late 1950s and
early 1960s. American-born scholars like Roderic Davison, Stanford Shaw, and
Norman Itzkowitz, together with Kemal Karpat, originally from Romania, completed
their studies in the United States, where they stayed and took up academic positions.

A product of Harvard, Roderic Davison published widely on the Ottomans in the
late-eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. His Reform in the Ottoman Empire, 1856-1876
was a major breakthrough on the nineteenth-century Ottoman history published in
English.’ Unlike much of the existing literature in English, Davison approached the
subject of the Tanzimat from a relatively unique perspective, i.e., as a historian who
knew Turkish. Although the work still relied heavily on European sources, and did not
use Ottoman archival material, he incorporated the works of Ahmed Cevdet Pasha as
well as many other important Ottoman writers and the scholarship of his Turkish col-
leagues. This study was a major step forward for English-based scholarship on the
nineteenth century, and it served as a foundation for many future historians.

One of the most prolific American Ottomanists was Stanford J. Shaw. His impres-
sive list of publications is only matched by the numerous students he mentored at
Harvard, the University of California at Los Angeles, and Bilkent. His research benefit-
ed from extensive use of documents available at the Ottoman archives in Istanbul. In
the 1980s, together with Halil Inalcik and Kemal Karpat, Shaw encouraged the Turkish
government to expand access to the archives by hiring additional staff to catalog the
massive collection of documents.

The early works of Shaw included The Financial and Administrative Organization
and Development of Ottoman Egypt, 1517-1798; Ottoman Egypt in the Eighteenth
Century: The Nizamname-i Misir of Cezzar Ahmed Pasha; Ottoman Egypt in the Age of
the French Revolution; and The Budget of Ottoman Egypt, 1005/06-1596/97, in addi-

3 A. Lybyer, The Government of the Ottoman Empire in the Time of Suleiman the Magnificent (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1913); S. Fisher, The Foreign Relations of Turkey 1481-1512 (Urbana: Univer-
sity of Illinois Press, 1948).

4 W. Wright, Ottoman Statecraft: The Book of Counsel for Vezirs and Governors (Nasaih iil-viizera vel-iimera
of Sari Mehmed Pasha, the Defterdar (New York: Oxford University, 1935).

5 R. Davison, Reform in the Ottoman Empire, 1856-1876 (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1963).
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tion to numerous articles.® His early works on Ottoman Egypt were exhaustive studies
of available materials in the Ottoman archives in Istanbul and Cairo, as well as the
chronicles and memoirs from the time period. Although numerous scholars have
advanced our knowledge of Ottoman Egypt over the decades, Shaw’s studies have
stood the test of time.

These works were followed by an exceptional study of the reign of Sultan Selim III,
Between Old and New: The Ottoman Empire under Sultan Selim III, 1789-1807." This
book, published in 1971, still stands as the authoritative account of that time period.
Although it would benefit from numerous archival documents that were not available to
Shaw, Between Old and New examined the failed reform attempts of Selim in the con-
text of the tumultuous events surrounding his reign. He concluded that Selim had noble
intentions, but he just did not have the courage or militant nature of someone like
Mahmud II to carry out properly these much needed reforms. Additionally, Shaw
emphasized the importance of the ayan on both domestic and foreign policy; an issue
that subsequent historians have begun to address.

Amongst his later works, Stanford Shaw was most known for his two volume his-
tory of the Ottoman Empire and the Republic of Turkey.® These two works received a
mixed reception upon publication. On one hand, the two volumes offered readers, for
the first time in English, a very detailed account of Ottoman and modern Turkish histo-
ry. These texts, until the recent publication of numerous textbooks on the Ottoman
Empire, continued to be assigned in colleges across the United States. However, these
works were subject to much criticism. Shaw (and Ezel Kural Shaw, the co-author of the
second volume) was accused of glossing over and oversimplifying parts of Ottoman
history, including the conquest of Constantinople and the Armenian Question among
other areas. Ultimately, these two volumes spurred several historians to surpass the
standard they had set.

Stanford Shaw’s research interests became piqued in the late eighties and early
nineties by the topic of Jews in the Ottoman Empire and modern Turkey. He published
two books, The Jews of the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish Republic and Turkey and
the Holocaust: Turkey’s Role in Rescuing Turkish and European Jewry from Nazi
Persecution, 1933-1945 at the same time Avgidor Levy (The Sephardim in the

6 S. Shaw, The Financial and Administrative Organization and Development of Ottoman Egypt 1517-1798
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1962); idem, ed. and trans., Ottoman Egypt in the Eighteenth Cen-
tury: The Nizamname-i Misir of Cezzar Ahmed Pasha (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1962); idem,
Ottoman Egypt in the Age of the French Revolution (Cambridge, Harvard University Press, 1964); idem,
The Budget of Ottoman Egypt, 1005-1006/1596-1597 (The Hague: Mouton, 1968).

7 S. Shaw, Between Old and New: The Ottoman Empire under Sultan Selim III, 1789-1807 (Cambridge:
Harvard University Press, 1971).

8 S. Shaw and E. Shaw, History of the Ottoman Empire and Modern Turkey, 2 vols. (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1976-77).

9 S. Shaw, The Jews of the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish Republic (New York: New York University Press,
1991); idem, Turkey and the Holocaust: Turkey’s Role in Rescuing Turkish and European Jewry from Nazi
Persecution, 1933-1945 (New York: New York University Press, 1993); A. Levy, The Sephardim in the
Ottoman Empire (Princeton: Darwin Press, 1992); A. Rodrigue, French Jews, Turkish Jews: The Alliance
Israélite Universelle and the Politics of Jewish Schooling in Turkey, 1860-1925 (Bloomington: Indiana
University Press, 1990).
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Ottoman Empire) and Aron Rodrigue (French Jews, Turkish Jews: The Alliance
Israélite Universelle and the Politics of Jewish Schooling in Turkey, 1860-1925) came
out with their studies on various aspects of Ottoman Jewish history. All of these works,
nearly coinciding with the five-hundredth anniversary of the expulsion of Jews from
Spain in 1492, greatly advanced the notion of the Ottoman Empire as a diverse, and
rather inclusive empire, when compared with their western European contemporaries.

Norman Itzkowitz, the successor of Lewis V. Thomas at Princeton University, men-
tored many of the leading Ottomanists in the United States over five decades.!® His first
major article published in 1962, “Eighteenth Century Ottoman Realities,” directly chal-
lenged the work of some of the stalwarts of Ottoman studies in English, Lybyer, Gibb
and Bowen. He condemned the linguistic inadequacies of these historians, who, in his
assessment, believed that “anything worth knowing could be found in European
sources.”!! Zachary Lockman has viewed Itzkowitz as the first American critic of
Orientalism.'

Throughout his career he has edited and collaborated with others on various transla-
tions, such as A Study of Naima, which was initiated by his predecessor Lewis Thomas."
His Ottoman Empire and Islamic Tradition was an early attempt by Ottomanists to pro-
duce a concise history of the Empire for the general public.!* In just over one hundred
pages he addresses not only Ottoman political history, but its institutional history, as
well as how the Ottomans viewed themselves. The brevity of the work meant that he
was not able to go beyond official sources. However, it was an admirable work, which
introduced many English speakers to the Ottoman state for the first time.

Later in his career, Itzkowitz developed an interest in the topic of psychobiography.
His collaboration with Vamik Volkan produced several volumes, most notably, The
Immortal Atatiirk: A Psychobiography.” This work, which required a very detailed
study of Atatiirk’s formative years and personal life, gave a new, human dimension to
this larger than life individual. In addition to being an important historic work, many
scholars in the field of psychoanalysis embraced it as well.

Ottoman and Turkish historiography in the United States has been propelled as
much by foreign-born scholars as it has by native born ones. Among the first Turkish
scholars to receive a permanent teaching position in the United States was Kemal H.
Karpat (New York University and University of Wisconsin-Madison).'® A native of

10 A Festschrift with contributions by a number of his students was produced in his honor, see International
Journal of Turkish Studies 13:1-2 (2007). In my discussion of Itzkowitz, I especially benefited from Baki
Tezcan, “Norman Itzkowitz as a Historian and a Mentor,” vii-Xii.

11 N. Itzkowitz, “Eighteenth Century Ottoman Realities,” Studia Islamica 16 (1962): 77.

12 Zachary Lockman, Contending Visions of the Middle East: The History and Politics of Orientalism (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004), 149-50.

13 Lewis Thomas and Norman Itzkowitz, A Study of Naima (New York: New York University, 1972).

14 N. Itzkowitz, Ottoman Empire and Islamic Tradition (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1980).

15 N. Itzkowitz and Vamik Volkan, The Immortal Atatiirk: A Psychobiography (Chicago: University of Chi-
cago Press, 1984).

16 For a bibliographic essay of the works of Karpat, see Kaan Durukan, “A Note on Kemal Hagim Karpat’s
Books and Articles,” in K. Durukan, R. Zens and S. Zorlu-Durukan, eds., Hoca, ‘Allame, Puits de Sci-
ence: Essays in Honor of Kemal H. Karpat (Istanbul: Isis Press, 2010).
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Romania, Karpat moved to Turkey and then to the United States to work at the United
Nations and to conduct graduate work at New York University. His initial book was an
examination of the modern Turkish political system. In Turkey’s Politics: The Transition
to a Multi-Party System, Karpat rejected the idea that modern Turkey was a completely
new entity that had no social, economic, political and cultural ties to the late Ottoman
state; an idea that he would continually revisit throughout his scholarship. Additionally,
this work was the first truly historic study of the early Republic in any Western lan-
guage."”

Although his early scholarship focused on the Republican period, Karpat constantly
looked back to the Ottoman period as a frame of reference. By 1970, his work concen-
trated mainly, although not exclusively, on the Ottoman state. One of his lesser known
works, Inquiry into the Social Foundations of Nationalism in the Ottoman State, exam-
ined the roots of nationalism in the Ottoman state. What is very noteworthy about this
work is that it predates by a decade the great studies of nationalism.'®

The diverse interests of Kemal Karpat extended to the subject of demography as
seen in his The Gecekondu: Rural Migration and Urbanization and Ottoman
Population, 1830-1914: Demographic and Social Characteristics. His interest in these
subjects has not waned, since he is presently completing a work on migration issues
involving both the Ottoman state and modern Turkey."

His Politicization of Islam: Reconstructing Identity, State, Faith, and Community in
the Late Ottoman State, which appeared in 2001, was the culmination of over two
decades of research on the late Ottoman period. This examination of the reign of Sultan
Abdulhamid II and the changing role of Islam provided not only an instructive account
of the late Ottoman state and the impact of the Ottomans on the larger Islamic world,
but also showed how the foundation of the early Republic was set in the various
reforms and actions of Abdulhamid.?

Halil Inalcik, who only spent a portion of his long academic career in the United
States at the University of Chicago, made an enormous impact on the field of Ottoman
studies in this country. While he mentored more than a dozen students through their
doctoral studies at Chicago and assisted numerous students at Princeton, Inalcik was
engaged in continuous research. Although he did not publish many monographs, his
numerous articles published during his period in the United States are still foundational.
To give but two examples of his work, with The Ottoman Empire: The Classical Age,
1300-1600, Inalcik created the best survey of early Ottoman institutional, economic,
and social history. This work provided a very significant counter to the existing

17 K. Karpat, Turkey’s Politics: The Transition to a Multi-Party System (Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1959).

18 K. Karpat, Inquiry into the Social Foundations of Nationalism in the Ottoman State (Princeton: Center for
International Studies, 1973).

19 K. Karpat, The Gecekondu: Rural Migration and Urbanization (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1976); idem, Ottoman Population, 1830-1914: Demographic and Social Characteristics (Madison: Uni-
versity of Wisconsin Press, 1985).

20 K. Karpat, Politicization of Islam: Reconstructing Identity, State, Faith, and Community in the Late Otto-
man State (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001).
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European based accounts of the Ottoman Empire during the classical age. In “The Hub
of the City: The Bedestan of Istanbul,” he provides a well documented study of the
trade center of the Ottoman capital. Despite the fact that this article is over thirty years
old, it is still frequently assigned in Ottoman history classes due its unsurpassed depic-
tion of Istanbul’s mercantile center. His numerous publications span the entirety of the
Empire in terms of time and space.”!

Although most of his publications dealing with the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish
Republic pre-dated his arrival at Princeton University in 1974, Bernard Lewis, must be
included as both an important scholar as well as mentor of numerous individuals
included in this study. His early work, The Emergence of Modern Turkey, set the stan-
dard for studies on the late imperial and early Republican periods; while a later edited
volume, Christians and Jews in the Ottoman Empire, has served as an indispensable
collection of thirty-one articles dealing with the millet system.?

The Next Generation

The eighties were a period of great growth in Ottoman and Turkish studies in the
U.S. The number of Ph.D. recipients had increased as well as the number of academic
positions available at colleges and universities across the country. The growing interest
in the Middle East was due namely to the Iranian hostage crisis that took most
Americans by surprise. After 1979, many schools began to offer courses on the Middle
East for the first time, creating job opportunities for scholars and introducing students
to a little known area of the world. Among the fields to benefit was that of Ottoman and
Turkish studies.

A student of Stanford Shaw at Harvard, Carter V. Findley has published widely on
Ottoman administrative reform. His first book, Bureaucratic Reform in the Ottoman
Empire: The Sublime Porte, 1789-1922, traced the transformation of the offices under
the control of the Grand Vezir into separate ministries, and, hence, into a modern
bureaucracy. He followed with Ottoman Civil Officialdom: A Social History, which
placed the Ottoman bureaucracy in a comparative framework. This work showed that
the Ottoman officials were shaped by their environment and culture, and like their
counterparts in the governments of the Great Powers, they were driven by pragmatism
and, ultimately, pushed for institutional reforms to strengthen the state.®

Findley, Distinguished Professor of History at the Ohio State University, has contin-
ued to publish a great deal on the Ottoman Empire. However, his growing interest in
world history can be seen on his recent book entitled The Turks in World History. In

21 H. Inalcik, The Ottoman Empire; The Classical Age, 1300-1600, trans. Norman Itzkowitz and Colin Imber
(New York: Praeger Publishers, 1973); idem, “The Hub of the City: The Bedestan of Istanbul,” Interna-
tional Journal of Turkish Studies 1:1 (1979-80): 1-17.

22 B. Lewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey (New York: Oxford University Press, 1961); B. Lewis and
B. Braude, eds., Christians and Jews in the Ottoman Empire: The Functioning of a Plural Society 2 vols.
(London: Holmes and Meier Publishers, 1982).

23 C.V. Findley, Bureaucratic Reform in the Ottoman Empire: The Sublime Porte, 1789-1922 (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1980); idem, Ottoman Civil Officialdom: A Social History (Princeton: Princ-
eton University Press, 1989).
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this work he follows the history of the Turks from their pre-Islamic period through the
development of Turkish nation-states. He emphasized that the Turks were not just
peripheral players in world history, but rather played an active role in helping to shape
world history. Recently, Findley completed a work, Turkey, Islam, Nationalism, and
Modernity: A History, 1789-2007, which examined the late Ottoman state and the issues
of modernity and nationalism and their place in modern Turkey.**

When Shaw moved to the University of California, Los Angeles in 1968, he built
one of the country’s great programs in Turkish studies. One of his first graduates was
Ronald Jennings, whose most influential work involved Anatolian kad: registers.
Through his study of these important sources, he became one of the first Ottoman histo-
rians to give a voice to women in the Ottoman Empire. Additionally, he wrote widely
on Muslim-Christian relations in the empire, as in his Christians and Muslims in
Ottoman Cyprus and the Mediterranean World, 1571-1640.%

Amongst the other early students of Shaw at UCLA were Donald Quataert, Heath
Lowry, and Justin McCarthy. Professor Quataert, a Distinguished Professor of History at
Binghamton University, has been a pioneer of Ottoman labor and consumption history.
His initial work, Social Disintegration and Popular Resistance in the Ottoman Empire,
1881-1908, presented five case studies examining European companies operating in the
Empire and their impact on the local population. In Ottoman Manufacturing in the Age
of the Industrial Revolution, the myth that the Ottoman state had no real industrial sector
was destroyed. Quataert provided ample evidence of the significance of Ottoman manu-
facturing to the domestic economy. As he challenged Ottomanists in his first monograph
to examine literature outside one’s own field, Ottoman Manufacturing became the non-
Ottomanist’s avenue to understanding nineteenth-century Ottoman economic history. In
Miners and the State in the Ottoman Empire: the Zonguldak Coalfield, 1822-1920, he
provided a very detailed study of Ottoman laborers. The fascinating narrative story that
was made possible due to the availability of rich source material has made this work an
essential part of the historiography of Ottoman social history.”

In addition to his many works on Ottoman economic and social history, Quataert
produced a thorough, but concise history of the late Ottoman state. The Ottoman
Empire 1700-1922 was an excellent treatment of the late Ottoman period. Showing that
the Empire played an integral role in European history, the book did not dwell on
Ottoman political history, but provided an important discussion of late Ottoman society,
a much neglected topic in general histories of the Empire.”’

24 C.V.Findley, The Turks in World History (New York: Oxford University Press, 2005); idem, Turkey, Islam,
Nationalism, and Modernity: A History, 1789-2007 (New Haven: Yale University Press).

25 See, Ronald C. Jennings, “Women in Early 17" Century Ottoman Judicial Records: The Sharia Court of
Anatolian Kayseri,” Journal of the Economic and Social History of the Orient 17:2 (1975): 53-114; idem,
Christians and Muslims in Ottoman Cyprus and the Mediterranean World, 1571-1640 (New York: New
York University Press, 1993).

26 D. Quataert, Social Disintegration and Popular Resistance in the Ottoman Empire, 1881-1908 (New York:
New York University Press, 1983); idem, Ottoman Manufacturing in the Age of the Industrial Revolution
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993); idem, Miners and the State in the Ottoman Empire: the
Zonguldak Coalfield, 1822-1920 (New York: Berghahn Books, 2006).

27 D. Quataert, The Ottoman Empire, 1700-1922 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000).
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Together with Quataert, Rifa’at Abou-El-Haj has built at Binghamton University
one of the top Ottoman studies programs in the United States. Although he has not pro-
duced a large number of monographs, his two books and numerous articles have had a
sizeable impact on the field of Ottoman studies. His Formation of the Modern State:
The Ottoman Empire Sixteenth to Eighteenth Centuries was a critique of scholars of the
late Ottoman period for their presentation of the Empire as static. For Abou-El-Haj the
key word in studying Ottoman history was change. He called for a class analysis of the
Empire. Through the examination of nasihat literature as well as other materials he
traced the increase in social mobility during the late seventeenth century, leading to a
transformation of Ottoman society and politics.”®

Another student of Shaw, Justin McCarthy (University of Louisville) has been a
leader in the field of Ottoman demography. His numerous publications on the Ottoman
population and the impact of various conflicts on migration within the Empire and
immigration from former Ottoman lands have been both extremely useful as well as
subject to criticism. His initial book, The Arab World, Turkey and the Balkans (1878-
1914), was intended to “present Ottoman statistics as the Ottomans published them.”?
This handbook presented data from various Ottoman sources on population numbers,
administrative units, education, manufacturing and trade to name a few. The, often-
times, raw data presented by McCarthy provided numerous scholars with a valuable
foundation upon which to build later monographs. In his following study, Muslims and
Minorities: The Population of Ottoman Anatolia and the End of the Empire, he rejected
European claims of inadequacies in Ottoman record-keeping and presented population
numbers based on data from Ottoman censuses and provincial yearbooks, ignoring the
commonly used European estimates.*

McCarthy’s future works relied heavily on the demographic data that he had
become known for; however, they also were much more political in nature. Death and
Exile: The Ethnic Cleansing of Ottoman Muslims, 1821-1922 and The Armenian
Rebellion at Van provide new approaches to the previously understood history of the
periods discussed. Both works emphasized that the Turks, or Muslims, in general, were
often victims, rather than the aggressors in the conflicts in question. A similar theme
can been found in his latest work, The Turk in America: The Creation of an Enduring
Prejudice which examines the portrayal and treatment of Turks over the last one hun-
dred and fifty years in the United States.’! McCarthy’s championing of the “Turkish
victim” and his minimizing of atrocities committed by the Ottomans has made him the
subject of much criticism.

28 Rifa’at Abou-El-Haj, Formation of the Modern State: The Ottoman Empire Sixteenth to Eighteenth Cen-
turies (Albany: State University of New York Press, 1991).

29 J. McCarthy, The Arab World, Turkey and the Balkans (1878-1914): A Handbook for Historical Statistics
(Boston: G.K. Hall and Co., 1982), 5.

30 J. McCarthy, Muslims and Minorities: The Population of Ottoman Anatolia and the End of the Empire
(New York: New York University Press, 1983).

31 J. McCarthy, Death and Exile: The Ethnic Cleansing of Ottoman Muslims, 1821-1922 (Princeton: Darwin
Press, 1995); idem, The Armenian Rebellion at Van (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press, 2006);
idem, The Turk in America: The Creation of an Enduring Prejudice (Salt Lake City: University of Utah
Press, forthcoming).
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Foundations of the Empire

The subject of the origins of the Ottoman state has been the focus of numerous
Ottomanists throughout the twentieth century. Within the United States three scholars
have examined this issue closely: Rudi Lindner, Cemal Kafadar, and Heath Lowry. The
first of these, Rudi Lindner (University of Michigan) launched a major assault on
Wittek’s gaza thesis in his Nomads and Ottomans in Medieval Anatolia. Here he
revived the tribal nature of the early Ottomans as a group of pastoral nomads who were
not driven by religious zeal. The heterodox religious approach of the Ottomans allowed
for inclusivity with various Christians of Anatolia. Ultimately, the settlement of the
Ottomans and their sedentarization of the remaining nomads laid the foundation for the
future empire. He followed his original study with Explorations in Ottoman Prehistory
which examined the early years of the Ottoman state through a close study of Byzantine
chronicles, numismatic evidence, and numerous travelers’ account.*?

Heath Lowry, Atatiirk Professor of Ottoman and Modern Turkish Studies at
Princeton University, has conducted significant research on the early Ottoman state.
Some of his works include: Trabzon Sehrinin Isldamlasma ve Tiirklesmesi, 1461-1583;
Fifteenth Century Ottoman Realities: Christian Peasant Life on the Aegean Island of
Limnos; Ottoman Bursa in Travel Accounts; The Shaping of the Ottoman Balkans,
1350-1550: Conquest, Settlement & Infrastructural Development of Northern Greece;
In the Footsteps of the Ottomans: A Search for Sacred Spaces & Architectural
Monuments in Northern Greece. Most of these works have been published with smaller
publishing houses and have not been widely distributed. This is rather unfortunate,
since his use of tahrir defters and other Ottoman sources shed important light on his
areas of research. His most recent works have used visible remains to fill the gaps left
by the lack of written sources.**

Lowry’s most widely circulated book, The Nature of the Early Ottoman State,
refuted the “gaza thesis” put forth by Paul Wittek, and offered an alternative theory on
the origins of the Ottoman state. He described a “predatory confederacy” which was
driven by the acquisition of loot, rather than religious zeal, and resulted in a commu-
nion of Muslim and Christian soldiers who helped build the early Ottoman state. This
work provided the basis for even greater debate on the origins of the Empire.>*

In Between Two Worlds: The Construction of the Ottoman State, Cemal Kafadar
(Vehbi Kog Professor of Turkish Studies, Harvard University) examined the various argu-
ments regarding the origins of the Ottoman state. Rather than providing a new thesis on
the origins, he acted as a facilitator for the debate. However, in the book one saw that a

32 R. Lindner, Nomads and Ottomans in Medieval Anatolia (Bloomington: Research Institute for Inner Asian
Studies, 1983); idem, Explorations in Ottoman Prehistory (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press,
2007).

33 H. Lowry, Trabzon Sehrinin Islamlasma ve Tiirklesmesi, 1461-1583 (Istanbul: Bogazici University Press,
1981); idem, Fifteenth Century Ottoman Realities: Christian Peasant Life on the Aegean Island of Limnos
(Istanbul: Eren, 2002); idem, The Shaping of the Ottoman Balkans, 1350-1550: Conquest, Settlement and
Infrastructural Development of Northern Greece (Istanbul: Bahgesehir University Publications, 2008);
idem, In the Footsteps of the Ottomans: A Search for Sacred Spaces and Architectural Monuments in
Northern Greece (Istanbul: Bahgesehir University Publications, 2009).

34 H. Lowry, The Nature of the Early Ottoman State (Albany: State University of New York Press, 2003).
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tip of the hat was given to a combination of the existing theories, that through a desire for
booty and devotion to religion the Ottomans laid the foundation of their future empire.

Istanbul and the Central Government

In this section, the works of scholars dealing with the city of Istanbul as well as the
various functioning of the central government will be addressed. The first topic to be
discussed is the city itself as analyzed by various historians and art historians. The most
prolific scholar on the physical make-up of the city is Giilru Necipoglu (Aga Khan
Professor of Islamic Art, Harvard University). Her numerous works have examined
Topkap1 Palace and the creations of Sinan, among numerous