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F r o m the s i x t een th t o the n ine t e en th centuries, t he c i t y 
of A n k a r a possessed i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e n o w n o n account o f t h e 
f ine m o h a i r c l o th woven i n t h i s c i t y a n d the s u r r o u n d i n g reg i 
on . As a raw mate r i a l , manu fac tu r e r s used t h e h a i r o f a special 
t ype of goat, k n o w n as the t i f t i k keçisi o r Angora goat. I t ap
pears t h a t t h i s t ype of goat was d i f f i c u l t t o accl imatize outs i 
de of the Ana t o l i an steppe, and i t was wide ly believed t h a t mo

h a i r lost i t s sheen when the goat was t a k e n o u t of i t s n a t u r a l 
hab i t a t . Thus Ev l i ya Çelebi expressed h is sat is fact ion t h a t a t 
t empts o n the p a r t of Europeans t o breed the Angora goat i n 
t h e i r o w n countr ies had fa i l ed . 1 I n fact , o n l y d u r i n g the se
cond h a l f o f the n ine t e en th c en tu ry was t h e a n i m a l success
f u l l y acc l imat ized i n Sou th A f r i ca . However, t h e d i s t r i b u t i o n 
of t h e Angora goat was n o t en t i r e l y l i m i t e d to t h e steppe i m 
media te ly s u r r o u n d i n g Anka ra . Even t h o u g h most Europeans 
were n o t aware of the fact , i n t h e s i x t e en th c en tu ry the reg i -

1 Ev l iya Çelebi, Seyahatnamesl, 10 vols, (Istanbul, 1314/1896-97 
te 1983), vol 2, 432. 

Xavier de Planhol, «Rayonnement urbain et sélection animale : 
une solution nouvelle du problème de l a chèvre d'Angora, sécrétariat 
d'état aux universités, Comité des travaux historiques et scientifiqu
es, Bulletin de l a section de géographie, Etudes de géographie histo
rique, L X X X I I (1975-77), 179-196. Th i s study also contains a useful 
summary of previous research concerning the Angora goat. 



on of M a r d i n also possessed i t s m o h a i r manufac tures . 2 I n ad
d i t i on , ear ly O t t o m a n Bursa h a d also ga ined a r e p u t a t i o n as 
a t ex t i l e centre p roduc ing m o h a i r c l o th . T h u s i t appears l i k e l y 
t h a t t h e Angora goat was bred near the l a t t e r t w o c i t ies as 
wel l . 

A m o n g n ine t e en th and t w e n t i e t h c en tury scholars, con
siderable controversy has raged w i t h respect t o the manner i n 
w h i c h t h e breeding of Angora gottts came to be localized i n 
the reg ion of Ankara . Ce r ta in au thors have assumed t h a t the 
t i f t i k keçisi was na t i ve to t h e area and h a d l i ved there since 
remote a n t i q u i t y . Other researchers assume t h a t t h i s p a r t i 
cu lar var i e ty of goat had been b rough t f r o m Cen t ra l As ia by 
the T u r k s who m i g r a t e d t o A n a t o l i a i n the e leventh or 
t w e l f t h century . Recently, Xav i e r de P l anho l has suggested 
yet a t h i r d exp lanat ion . T h i s geographer stresses the fact t h a t 
Bursa appears to have been a centre of the moha i r t rade befo
re A n k a r a . I n add i t i on , he po in ts out t h a t representat ions of 
m o h a i r goats have surv ived f r o m var ious periods of a n t i q u 
i t y , f r o m Sumer i an d o w n t o R o m a n t imes. T h u s P lanho l as
sumes t h a t whi l e Angora goats w i l l occasionally occur i n or
d i n a r y f locks due t o m u t a t i o n , the conscious breeding of mo 
ha i r -p roduc ing an ima ls on a large scale was an innova t i on of 
the O t t o m a n period, and p a r t i c u l a r l y of t h e f i f t e en th cen
t u r y . I n F lanhol 's op in i on i t was the t ex t i l e centre of A n k a r a 
t h a t created the f locks of m o h a i r goats pas tu r ing i n the ne
arby steppe, r a the r t h a n the o ther way a round . 

I n spite of the p icturesque c ircumstances s u r r o u n d i n g 
the m o h a i r trade, there exist comparat i ve ly few studies o n 
the subject. Moreover, the mos t deta i led of these inves t iga t i 
ons has u n f o r t u n a t e l y r ema ined unpub l i shed . 3 Wh i l e the 

2 Nejat Göyünç, XVI. Yüzyılda Mardin Sancağı, I. U. Edebiyat 
Fakültesi Yayınlan, no. 1458, (istanbul 1969), p. 137. However İt is 
possible that in this area, the term sof was used for fine woolen cloth. 
Moreover, the industry declined i n the second half of the 18 th cent
ury, and coarser textiles took its place. 

3 Özer Ergene, «1580-1596 Yılları Arasında Ankara ve Konya Şe
hirlerinin Mukayeseli incelenmesi Yoluyla Osmanlı Şehirlerinin K u 
rumları ve Sqsyo- Ekonomik Yapısı Üzerine B i r Deneme*, Ph. D. diss., 
Ankara Üniversitesi, D i l ve Tar ih Coğrafya Fakültesi, (Ankara, 1973). 
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Bursa s i lk i n d u s t r y between t h e f i f t e e n t h and n ine t een th 
centur ies has been s tud ied i n de ta i l by inalcık, Dalsar, Erder 
and Çızakça, the m o h a i r manufac tures of A n k a r a a f ter abo
u t 1615 4 have rema ined a l l b u t uninvest igated . Scattered 
observations by European trave l lers and merchants , w h i c h 
oceasionaly inc lude a few remarks on m a n u f a c t u r i n g proces
ses,s const i tu te a lmost o u r on l y publ ished source of i n f o r m a 
t i o n on the subject. 

However, recent ly some progress has been made i n th i s 
respect. M u r a t Çızakça has been able t o collect d a t a concer
n i n g t h e bids made t o t h e O t t o m a n state t reasury by wou ld -
be t a x farmers who aspired to collect/ on behal f o f the Ot to 
m a n state, the dues pa id by the users of m o h a i r presses (cen
dere) . These d a t a const i tu te a valuable ind i ca to r concerning 

This study also refers to mohair workshops located within private 
houses. 

4 Hali l h'alcık, «Bursa and the Commerce of the Levants, Jour
nal of the Economic and Social History of the Orient, l i t , 2 (1960), 
131-147. (Form now on : J E S H O ) . 

Hali l inalcık, «Bursa I . X V . Asır Sanayi ve Ticaret Tarihine Dair 
Vesikalar», Belleten, XX IV , 93 (1960), 45-110. 

Fahr i Dalsar, Türk Sanayi ve Ticaret Tarihinde Bursa'da ipekçi
lik, İstanbul Üniversitesi Yayınlarından 856, İktisat Fakültesi No 116, 
(istanbul, IÜÜOJ . 

Lei la Erder, «Bursa ipek Sanayiinde Teknolojik Gelişmeler (1835-
18G5),» Türkiye iktisat Tar ih i Üzerine Araştırmalar, Gelişme Dergisi 
Özel sayısı (1978), 111-122. 

Murat Çızakça, «A Short History of the Bursa Silk Industry (1500¬
1900)>, JESHO, X X I I I , 1-2 (1980), 142-152. 

Murat Çızakça, «Price History and the Bursa Silk Industry : A 
Study in Ottoman Industrial Decline 1550-1650», The Journal of Eco 
nomic History, X L , 3 (1980), ,533-550. 

For the Ankara mohair manufacture before 1615, compare : Özer 
Ergenç, «1600-1615 Yılları Arasında Ankara iktisadi Tarihine Ait Araş
tırmalar», in : Türkiye İktisat Tar ih i Semineri, ed Osman Okyar, Ünal 
Nalbantoğlu (Ankara. 1975), p. 145-168. 

5 For an example compare : David French, «A Sixteenth Cen 
tury Engl ish Merhant i n Ankara?», Anatolian Studies, X X I I (1972), 
241-271. See also the literature reviewed on p. 179-181 in Planhol, 
«Rayonnement». 
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the for tunes o f the moha i r -weav ing i n d u s t r y 6 . Fo r the t i m e 
being, however, no f igures of t h i s type have been located for 
the second h a l f o f the seventeenth century . T h u s i t appears 
useful t o explore o ther O t t o m a n sources as wel l . I n the l ong 
r u n , inves t i ga t ions of t h i s type m a y p e r m i t us t o fo l low the 
for tunes of Ankara ' s m o h a i r i n d u s t r y u n t i l i t s f i n a l decl ine 
i n the f i r s t h a l f of the n ine t e en th century . 

S u c h an u n d e r t a k i n g is of pa r t i cu l a r interest , as the 
c ra f t indus t r i e s of the O t t o m a n Empire , or a t least those 
t h a t have been s tud ied i n some de ta i l , appear t o fo l low a t le
ast t w o separate pa t t e rns . F r o m Braude 's s tudy of the Salónica 
çuha weavers, 7 and Çizakça's w o r k o n the s i l k m a n u f a c t u r e 
of Bursa , we g a i n a n impress ion o f decl ine, beg inn ing i n the 
cate s i x t e en th or early seventeenth century , i n w h i c h the ef
fects of European compet i t i on are c lear ly visible. A m o n g the 
reasons for the de indus t r i a l i za t i on of Salónica, Braude po ints 
to an increase i n t h e pr ice of B a l k a n wool, w h i c h large ly supp
l ied t h e Vene t ian woo l len i n d u s t r y d u r i n g i ts br ie f s i x t eenth-
c en tu ry prosper i ty . 8 I n add i t i on , Braude emphasizes d i rec t 
compet i t i on o n the p a r t o f impor t ed Eng l i sh woolen c l o th , 
p a r t i c u l a r l y a f t e r B r i t i s h ships h a d begun to enter t h e Med i 
t e r ranean i n large numbers , t h a t is, f r o m about the f i f t een-
eight ies onward . European compe t i t i on also appears t o have 
been responsible for t h e decl ine of the Bursa s i l k m a n u f a c t u 
re a f t e r about 1570, a l t h o u g h i ts i m p a c t i n th i s case was may
be somewhat less d ramat i c . As I t a l i a n s i l k manu fac tu res we¬

\ 

6 Murât Çizakça, «Impact of Free Trade on the Ottoman Textile 
Sector, 1550-1700», Presented at the Conference on Problems and Po
licies of Industrialization in Opening Economies, August 24 t h - 28 th, 
1931, Tarabya, Istanbul. I thank the author for allowing me to use 
this article in manuscript. 

7 Benjamin Braude, «International Competition and Domestic 
Cloth in the Ottoman Empire 1500-1650, A Study in Undevelopment>, 
Review, n ,3 (1979), 437-454. 

8 Domenico Sella, «The Rise and F a l l of the Venetian Woolen 
Industry*, in : Crisis and Change in the Venetian Ecomomy in the 
Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries, ed. Br ian Pulían (London, 
1968), p. 106-126. 
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re mechanized, and s i l k weav ing was new ly established i n 
Eng land , European merchants competed fo r the supp ly of 
I r a n i a n r a w s i lk , w h i c h a t least u n t i l t h e seventeenth century , 
cons t i tu ted the chie f source of r a w ma t e r i a l for the Bursa s i lk 
manufac tures . 9 A t the same t i m e , s tagna t i on or even decline 
of purchas ing power among t h e wea l th ier i n h a b i t a n t s of the 
O t t o m a n Empi re , who made u p t h e chie f clientèle of t h e 
Bursa s i lk weavers, d i d n o t p e r m i t t h e manu fac tu r e r s t o inc
rease t h e i r prices i n l ine w i t h r i s i n g raw ma t e r i a l costs. I n the 
l ong r u n , t h i s ' p ro f i t squeeze' was t o lead to the decl ine of 
the Bursa s i l k manu fac tu r es . 1 0 

Rather a d i f f e ren t p i c t u r e emerges f r o m the studies 
w h i c h N i k o l a i Todorov has pub l i shed concerning the m a n u 
fac ture of r o u g h woolen c loths (aba) , f i r s t i n F i l i be (Plovdiv) 
and the s u r r o u n d i n g countrys ide , and later i n the towns and 
vi l lages of sou thern B u l g a r i a i n genera l . 1 1 F r o m modest be
g inn ings a t t h e end of t h e s i x t e en th century , the i ndus t r y 
seems t o have axpanded v igorously , u n t i l i n the e ighteenth 
a n d early n ine t een th centur ies , i t i n e r a n t t raders n o t on ly 
suppl ied t h e i n h a b i t a n t s o f remote A n a t o l i a n vil lages, b u t e¬
ven exported t h e i r wares as f a r as I n d i a . Appa r en t l y the aba 
m a n u f a c t u r e of southern Bu l ga r i a , u n t i l a t least about 1830 
was protected by the fact t h a t before the adven t of t h e fac
t o r y system, low-priced tex t i l es had less to fear f r o m fore ign 
compe t i t i on t h a n l u x u r y o r s em i - luxury fabrics. I n fact,even 
i n t h e m id -n ine t e en th cen tury , the woolen manu fac tu res of. 
sou thern Bu l ga r i a , now a t least p a r t l y converted t o the fac
t o r y system, were able t o m a i n t a i n themselves by supp ly ing 
the O t t o m a n a r m y w i t h un i f o rms . T h u s i t appears t h a t B u l 
g a r i an t ex t i l e manufac tures , w h i c h f lour ished p a r t i c u l a r s i n 
the e i gh teenth and ear ly n i n e t e e n t h centuries, were n o t par
t i c u l a r l y af fected by compet i tors b i dd ing u p the pr ice of the 

9 Dalsar, Bursa'da İpekçiUk, p. 306-309. 
10 Çızakça, «Price History», 538. 
11 Nikolai Todorov, «19. Yüzyılın îlk Yarısında Bulgaristan E s 

naf Teşkilatında Bazı Karakter Değişmeleri», I . Ü. İktisat Fakültesi 
Mecmuası, 27, 1-2 (1967-68), 1-36. 
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re la t ive ly l ow-qua l i t y raw woo l w h i c h they employed. Moreo
ver, the d i s t r i b u t i o n system used by these local producers 
was on the whole super ior to the methods employed by Euro 
pean merchants i m p o r t i n g woolen c lo th i n t o the O t t o m a n 
Empi re . 

Under these c ircumstances, i t appears p a r t i c u l a r l y 
w o r t h w h i l e to f i n d o u t someth ing about the p a t t e r n fo l lowed 
by t h e moha i r i n d u s t r y of seventeenth-century Anka ra . D i d 
i t correspond t o t h e decl ine of Bursa a n d Salonica, or else to . 
the vigorous expansion of t h e F i l ibe aba manufac turers? Or 
d id the m o h a i r i n d u s t r y fo l low some other p a t t e r n , as yet u n i 
dent i f ied? Wh i l e the present paper cannot c l a im to p u t f o r t h 
a de f in i t i v e answer, some pieces of evidence, to be discussed 
presently, make i t appear r a t h e r un l i k e l y t h a t the s i tua t i on 
of the seventeenth-century A n k a r a m o h a i r i ndus t r y was as 
g loomy as t h a t o f t h e B u r s a s i l k o r t h e Salonica woolen m a n u 
facturers. 

MOHAÎR W O R K S H O P S I N S E V E N T E E N T H 
C E N T U R Y ANKARA 

A m o n g t h e evidence to be reviewed, the numbe r of re
corded m o h a i r workshops sof kârhânesi i s of pa r t i cu l a r sig
ni f icance. These workshops usua l l y const i tu ted p a r t of h o u 
ses otherwise used for res ident ia l purposes. Fo r th i s reason, 
workshops of t h i s t ype are ra r e l y ment ioned among the shops 
and hans of Ankara ' s business d i s t r i c t (çarşı). Now the k a d i 
registers of Anka ra , a n d inc iden ta l l y those of most o ther large 
O t t o m a n towns as we l l , very f r equent l y l is ted the rooms of a 
house sold, donated, o r d i v ided u p among t h e heirs of a dece
ased person. 1 2 I t was t h e a i m of t h i s procedure t o make the 
proper ty ident i f i ab le w i t h o u t any poss ib i l i ty o f error . As a 
result , i t becomes possible t o count the m o h a i r workshops 
w h i c h changed owners o r f o rmed the subject o f l i t i g a t i o n 

12 For the use of this kind of material compare :. Nikolai Todo-
rov, «La diffêrentiation de la population urbaine d'après les régistres 
de cadis de Vidin. Sofia et Ruse», Studia Balcánica, HI , L a ville bal
kanique X V e - X I X e siècle, (Sofia, 1970), 45-62. 
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w i t h i n a g i ven t i m e per iod. A t a la ter stage the r e su l t i ng f i 
gures can t h e n be re lated to t h e t o t a l numbe r of houses docu
mented i n the kadi 's records d u r i n g the per iod under inves t i 
gat ion . 

For t h e purposes of the present study, two d i f f e ren t t i m e 
periods have been selected. The earl ier per iod begins i n 
1002/1593-94 and cont inues u n t i l 1010/1601-2. D u r i n g those 
years, 343 cases of house sales, or of l i t i g a t i o n concerning 
houses, were recorded i n a m a n n e r detai led enough t h a t the re
levant documents cou ld be used i n the present inves t i ga t ion . 
For the second per iod, w h i c h begins i n 1099/1687-88 and con
t inues u n t i l 1104/1692-93, 290 usable cases were located . 1 3 

O n the whole, the l a t e r records t e n d to be more precise, i f also 
r a the r wordier , t h a n t h e i r counterpar ts f r o m t h e years aro
u n d 1600. Thus the older records i n m a n y cases s i m p l y refer 
to a workshop, wh i l e the la ter ones usual ly specify t h a t a mo
ha i r workshop, (sof karhanes i ) is intended. I t has been assu
m e d t h a t t h e more general t e r m used i n older records gene
r a l l y refers to m o h a i r workshops. 1 4 I f occasionally a works
hop t h a t was n o t a m o h a i r weaver's shop has sl ipped i n , t h u s 
leading to some over-est imat ion of the n u m b e r of m o h a i r 
weaver's shops i n A n k a r a especially a r ound 1600, t h i s w i l l 
on l y serve to stress the po in t t o be made i n the present ar t ic le . 

A m o n g t h e 343 houses purchased or d isputed i n the years 
a round 1600,30 possessed a m o h a i r workshop (8.7 %). I n the 
sixteen-nineties, ' 28 o u t of 290 b u i l d i n g were equipped w i t h a 
moha i r -weav ing workshop, w h i c h amounts to 9.7 %. G i v en 
the fact t h a t the avai lable sample is r a the r less t h a n per
fect, i t m a y be concluded t h a t t h e share of houses equipped 

13 The kadı sicilleri (AKS ) of Ankara and Kayseri are housed in 
the Etnografya Müzesi, Ankara. For th& purposes of the present study, 
vols 5,6,7,8,67,68,69,70,71,72 have been used. 

14 I n the records dating from the later 17 th century, 'sof kârha-
nesi' is generally used instead of the more general term. Moreover in 
many instances, references to looms (tezgâh) often indicate that a 
weaver's workshop was in fact meant. Even so, it cannot be excluded 
that a few texts in fact do refer to other kinds of workshops. 

217 



w i t h workshops for moha i r -weav ing changed l i t t l e i n t h e co
urse of the seventeenth century . I f i t t u r n s o u t t h a t the per
centage of m o h a i r workshops i n late s i x t e en th and ear ly se
venteenth c e n t u r y A n k a r a has been somewhat overest ima
ted, a s l i ght increase m a y even have occurred i n the course of 
the seventeenth century . 

I n order t o de termine whether t h e p roduc t i on o f moha i r 
c l o th equal ly r ema ined stable, we wou ld need t o f i n d ou t so
m e t h i n g about the n u m b e r of looms usua l l y f ound i n a single 
workshop. Aga in , we possess more i n f o r m a t i o n concern ing 
the s ixteen-ninet ies t h a n about years immed ia te l y before or 
af ter 1600. Fo r the ear l ier - per iod, the n u m b e r of looms is re
corded i n 8 o u t of 30 cases, t h a t is i n s l i gh t l y more t h a n a 
quar te r of a l l documents . For t h e sixteen-ninet ies however, 
we posess t h i s i n f o r m a t i o n i n more t h a n one ha l f o f a l l cases 
(16 ou t of 28 ) . 1 5 

F r o m t h e l i m i t e d evidence a t o u r disposal, t h e n u m b e r of 
looms assembled i n one workshop does n o t appear to have 
changed very m u c h i n the course of the seventeenth century . 

Table 1 : Distribution of Looms i n A n k a r a M o h a i r Workshops 

Number of looms i n 1 2 3 4 5-10 To ta l 
one shop 

1002-1010 

(1593-94/1601-02) 5 1 2 8 

1099-1104 
(1687-88/1892-93) 1 7 5 2 1 11 

I n the years a r o u n d 1600, the med ian n u m b e r of looms amo
u n t e d t o j u s t 2, wh i l e the average l ay at 2.6. 

N ine t y years la ter the corresponding values had increased 
to 2.5 and 2.9 respectively. However the s ixteen-ninet ies co
u n t includes t w o workshops w h i c h apparen t l y stood by t h e m -

15 Since looms are referred to in a substantial number of cases, 
one can assume that the typical *sof karhanesi 'was in fact a weaver's 
workshop, and not simply a place used for the manufacture of yarn. 
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selves and were n o t p a r t of a n y domestic u n i t . B o t h these 
workshops were f a i r l y large, one of t h e m con ta in ing f our 
looms, and the other , e i gh t . 1 6 I f these t w o u n i t s are excluded, 
the average n u m b e r of looms per shop drops t o 2.4, wh i l e the 
med ian aga in stands at 2. T h u s at least the sma l l domestic 
workshops, w h i c h i n a l l l i ke l ihood accounted for most of the 
m o h a i r c l o th produced i n Ankara , remained a f a i r l y stable u¬
n i t t h r o u g h o u t the seventeenth century . Under these c ir
cumstances, one m i g h t we l l surmise t h a t the p roduc t i on of 
m o h a i r c l o th l ikewise showed l i t t l e change. 

However i t is possible t h a t d u r i n g the i n t e r v e n i n g years, 
there occurred a decline i n o u t p u t fo l lowed by some s l i gh t re
covery. The f igures concern ing tav/ farmer 's bids for the 
A n k a r a dye-house (s) and moha i r press (es), w h i c h have been 
discussed i n ah as yet unpub l i shed art ic le by M u r a t Çızakça, 
indicate a decl ine i n A n k a r a t ex t i l e p roduc t i on d u r i n g the be
g i n n i n g years of t h e seventeenth cen tury . 1 7 However the cur
ve established by Çızakça does n o t lead us beyond about 1610, 
so t h a t there need n o t be any con t rad i c t i on between Çızak-
ça's observations and those ou t l i ned i n the present art ic le . 

I n t h i s contex, i t is of some interest to be able t o gauge 
the^amount of money invested i n the m o h a i r weavers' works
hops and p a r t i c u l a r y i n t h e i r looms. For the : years a round 
1600, t h i s is d i f f i c u l t t o do, since a l l t h e workshops re ferred t o 
f o rmed p a r t of a larger domest ic u n i t . However an approx ima
te idea can be gained f r o m t h e prices of very sma l l houses 
w h i c h inc luded a workshop, because i n such cases the shop was 
probably the mos t va luble p a r t of the house. T h u s a house 
consist ing of j u s t one r o o m and a workshop w i t h 2 looms 
changed h a n d for 3000 akçe. 1 8 A la rger workshop (4 
looms) , a l ong w i t h a c o u r t y a r d and a room, fetched 12,000 
akçe, 1 9 wh i l e another workshops, w i t h on l y a c ou r t ya rd at tac-

16 A K S 69, p. 36, no 103 ; p. 2, no. 11. 
17 Çızakça, «Free Trade». 
18 A K S 5, p. 131, no 545. 
19 A K S 8, p. 194, no 1740. 
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hed, was sold for 4000 akçe. 2 0 Wh i l e i t is impossible t o be pre
cise, one m a y assume t h a t a workshop w i t h two looms d u r i n g 
those years could be purchased for a few thousand akçe, a mo
derate inves tment we l l w i t h i n the reach of even a modest t o w n 
dwel ler o f A n k a r a . 

We possess more i n f o r m a t i o n for the years a round 1690, 
due t o an in te res t ing document dea l ing w i t h t h e sale of mo 
h a i r looms, independent ly f r o m the b u i l d i n g i n w h i c h they 
were housed. 2 1 I n t h i s p a r t i c u l a r instance, one Mehmed Çelebi 
owned 3 looms, a women named A y n i a single loom, wh i l e a 
t h i r d par ty , A h m e d b. Abubek i r Çavuş owned the r e m a i n i n g 
f our looms, Mehmed Çelebi a n d A y n i sold t h e i r looms t o A h 
med b. Abubek i r Çavuş for 6 guruş, t h a t is 1.5 guruş for each 
loom, wh i l e no reference is made to p roper ty r i g h t s to the b u 
i l d i n g i n w h i c h the looms were housed. T h u s a f am i l y inves
t i n g i n a workshop w i t h 2 or 3. looms shou ld have spent about 
3-5 guruş on the imp l ements themselves, a very modest sum, 
consider ing t h a t a f in i shed piece of m o h a i r c l o th d u r i n g tho 
se years m i g h t f e t ch u p t o 50 esedi guruş. 3 2 

Prices pa id for m o h a i r workshops d u r i n g t h e s ixteen-ni-
neties seem to have var i ed a great deal according to c i r cum
stances. A workshop w i t h 4 looms, t o w h i c h apparent l y no 
dwe l l ing was at tached, sold for 80 esedi guruş i n 1101/1688-89, 
wh i l e another workshop w i t h the same n u m b e r of looms chan¬

. ged hands for on l y 17 esedi guruş. 2 3 How m u c h of t h i s pr ice 
dif ference was due-to the q u a l i t y of the implements f ound i n 
the workshop and how m u c h was due to the size and q u a l i t y 
of the l a n d on w h i c h the b u i l d i n g was s i tuated , is no t ind ica 
ted i n the documents record ing the sales i n quest ion. 

A low degree of inves tment m f ixed cap i ta l is o f course 
n o t a feature un i que t o the A n k a r a sof i ndus t r y . Cra f t smen 
m a n u f a c t u r i n g woolen c l o th i n s i x t een th o r seventeenth-cen-

20 A K S 8, p. 148, no 1352. 
21 A K S 69, p. 2, no 11. 
22 A K S 65, p. 136, no 385. For 10 pieces of sof valued at 23 gurus, 

compare A K S 72, p. 179, no 374. 
23 A K S 69, p. 36, no 103 ; 68, p. 60, no 154. 
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t u r y Venice equa l l y worked w i t h very cheap imp l ements . 2 4  

However, t h e f i n i s h i n g of m o h a i r c l o th apparen t l y d i f f e red 
f r o m the a c tua l weav ing, i n t h a t f a i r l y costly mach ine ry 
was required. I n Şevval 1100/July-August 1689 the numerous 
f ami l y of a c e r t a in Asvadar z i m m i , who had d ied some t i m e 
earlier, so ld a press for t h e f i n i s h i n g of moha i r c l o th (sof cen
deresi) t o the A n k a r a müderris Müderriszade A b d u r r a h m a n 
Efendi , a n d i n r e t u r n received the very respectable s u m of 
400 guruş-ı ese&i, 2 5 O ther A n k a r a u l ema also invested i n t h i s 
k i n d of enterpr ise. T h u s we l earn t h a t the şeyhülislam 
A n k a r a v i Mehmed Efendi , wh i l e a lready resident i n I s tanbul , 1 

used the services of the A n k a r a müfti t o puchase shares i n a 
sof cenderesi a n d i n a dye-house. 2 6 The value of t h e shares 
t h u s purchased is recorded as 914 guruş. I f one recalls t h a t at 
the end of the seventeenth century , a house consist ing of se
vera l rooms could easily be bought for 100-400 gumş, the i m 
portance of t h i s inves tment is once aga in made apparent . 

To r o u n d off t h i s overview over the i n p u t costs necessary 
t o manu fac tu re a piece of m o h a i r c l o th , we need some i n f o r 
m a t i o n concern ing the wages of weavers on one hand , and 
the price o f r a w m o h a i r a n d m o h a i r y a r n on the other. U n 
f o r tuna te l y , t h e A n k a r a k a d i registers of the late seventeenth 
cen tury are very uncommun i ca t i v e on these m a t t e r s . 2 7 To ' 
beg in w i t h , we do n o t k n o w m a n y ' f am i l y workshops ' con ta in 
i n g 2/3 looms worked ' d i r e c t l y for sale to the customer, and 
how m a n y depended u p o n m e r c h a n t entrepreneurs. I t is pos
sible t h a t m a n y m o h a i r weavers re l ied on ly upon the services 
o f a few apprentices, who were no t pa id , 2 8 and i n c e r ta in ins-

24 Richard Tiiden Rapp, Industry and Economic Decline in Se 
venteenth-Century Venice, (Cambridge Mass, London, 1976), p. 118 If. 

25 A K S 69, p. 16, no 51. 
26 A K S 69, p. 48, no 134. 
27 For a brief overview compare Ergenç, «Ankara iktisadi T a r i 

hine Ait Araştırmalar», p. 151-160. 
28 See A K S 69, p. 189, no 481 for the case of a man who claimed 

pay as a hired labourer, but later had to admit that he had served as 
a n (unpaid) apprentice. 
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tances m i g h t even l ive i n the master 's house. 2 9 Since house 
and workshop were so o f t en closely associated, i t is also pos
sible t h a t c e r ta in c ra f tsmen were aided by t h e i r wives a n d 
ch i ld ren . 

Equa l l y l i t t l e is know about the manne r i n w h i c h the mo
h a i r weavers suppl ied themselves w i t h the y a r n w h i c h they 
needed fo r t h e i r work . I n late seventeenth c e n t u r y Ankara , 
there existed, apa r t f r o m the m o h a i r weavers (sofcu) , sepa
rate gu i lds of m o h a i r sellers ( t i f t i k c i ) a n d of y a r n sellers 
( i p l i k c i ) , 3 0 Un f o r tuna t e l y , the ex tant records do n o t p e r m i t 
us t o describe the re la t ionships w h i c h m u s t have existed bet
ween these d i f f e ren t gui lds . However, A n k a r a ce r ta in l y pos
sessed wholesalers dea l ing i n m o h a i r thread , who probab ly 
also hand l ed sales t o expor t ing European merchants . Thus a 
d ispute i n v o l v i n g a c e r ta in * Jewish m e r c h a n t cal led I shak 
H a h a m , w h o had served as the legal representat ive of an I z m i r 
t rader , concerned a debt of 525 gura§. 3 1 Th i s debt h a d been 
i n c u r r e d w h e n I s h a k H a h a m purchased m o h a i r y a r n f r o m 
ano ther A n k a r a t rader , the zimmi K a r a S inan . U n f o r t u n a 
t e l y t h e q u a n t i t y of y a r n purchased has no t been ind i ca ted i n 
the kad i ' s register. 

T H E S O C i A L COMPOSiTtON O F ANKARA 
MOHAIR MANUFACTURERS 

A p a r t f r o m t h e condi t ions under w h i c h m o h a i r fabrics 
were produced i n seventeenth-century Anka ra , t h e kadi 's re 
gisters also c o n t a i n some i n f o r m a t i o n on t h e re l ig ious a f f i l i a 
t i o n of t h e producers. The i n f o r m a t i o n i n ques t i on can be 
summar i zed i n the f o l l ow ing table : 

29 O n this matter, though referring to guildsmen not of Ankara 
but of Merzifon, compare Suraiya Faroqhi, «The Life Story of an U r 
ban Saint in the Ottoman Empire : Pir i Baba of Merzifon», Ta r ih Der
gisi, 32 (1979), 6. 

30 A K S 72, p. 18, no 46. 
31 A K S 69, p. 89, no 31. 
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Tablo 2 : Muslims and non-Muslims as Owners of Moha i r 
Workshops 

Transaction Muslim Muslim Non-Muslim Non-Muslim 
taking place seller seller seller and seller and 
between and and muslim non-muslim Total 

muslim non-muslim Buyer Buyer 
buyer buyer 

About 1600 9 2 6 12 30 1 

About 1690 3 5 3 17 28 

inc ludes one case i n which the religious affiliation of the buyer 
remains undetermined. 

F o r the years a round 1600, i t appears t h a t the ownersh ip 
of m o h a i r workshops was more or less equa l l y d iv ided bet
ween Mus l ims a n d non-Mus l ims . F i f t een M u s l i m bought or 
otherwise acqu i red workshops, wh i l e f our teen non-Mus l ims 
were i n the same pos i t ion. There was a genera l tendency for 
b o t h Mus l ims a n d non-Mus l ims t o do business among t h e m 
selves, p a r t i c u l a r l y since a c e r ta in n u m b e r of t ransact ions 
took place between relat ives a n d ne ighbours . Th i s feature ho
wever, d i d n o t exclude b u y i n g and se l l ing of rea l p roper ty ac
ross t h e re l ig ious barr ier . Fo r wh i l e t h e c i t y was d iv ided bet
ween m a i n l y M u s l i m a n d m a i n l y n o n - M u s l i m t o w n quarters , 
i t has f r equen t l y been observed, b o t h for A n k a r a and fo r ot
her A n a t o l i a n cities, t h a t re l ig ious homogene i ty was n o t r i 
g i d l y insisted u p o n . 3 3 

About 1690, the profession of weav ing sof had become 
m u c h more m a r k e d l y a n o n - M u s l i m occupat ion t h a n been the 
case i n the past. To be sure, Mus l ims s t i l l owned and acquired 
m o h a i r workshops, b u t t h e m a j o r i t y of t ransact ions now took 
place between non-Mus l ims . A t the same t ime , the tiftikçis 
were p r edom inan t l y or even t o t a l l y M u s l i m . 3 3 Un f o r tuna t e l y , 
da ta on u r b a n popu l a t i on are m u c h less a b u n d a n t i n the case 

32 For a parallel situation in Kayseri compare Ronald C. J e n 
nings, «Zimmis (non-Muslims) in early 17 th Century Ottoman Jud i 
cial Records*, JESHO , X X I , 3 (1978), 280. 

33 A number of representatives of this trade, all Muslims, have 
been enumerated in A K S 72, p. 18, no 46. 
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of seventeenth-century A n k a r a t h a n for Toka t or Kayser i d u 
ring the same per iod. Therefore -it is n o t possible a t present t o 
relate t h e increas ing a c t i v i t y or A n k a r a z immis as weavers of 
moha i r c l o th , t o t h e m i g r a t o r y cur ren ts w h i c h probably af
fected t h e composi t ion of the A n k a r a popu la t i on d u r i n g the 
Cela l i rebel l ions of the late s i x t een th and ear ly seventeenth 
centur ies 

, F r o m the documents a t our disposal, i t seems t h a t m e m 
bers of t h e O t t o m a n a d m i n i s t r a t i o n d i d n o t usua l ly own mo
h a i r workshops i n A n k a r a . As the c i t y cons t i tu ted the centre 
of a sancak, t h e a lmost t o t a l absence of the sancakbeyi a n d of 
h i s r e t inue among the owners of m o h a i r workshops is note
wor thy . T h i s state of a f fa i rs is a l l t he more s t r i k i n g w h e n 
compared w i t h the s i t u a t i o n i n s i x t e en th and seventeenth 
c e n t u r y E d i r n e , 3 4 where the asker i were f r equent l y act ive i n 
commerce and indus t r y . Seyyid and u l ema fami l ies appear 
somewhat more f r equent l y as the owners of sof workshops 
t h a n the sancakbeyi and his men , b u t i t is impossible to deter
m i n e whe ther these workshops were r u n by members of the 
propr ie tors ' fami l ies themselves, or whe the r they were leased 
out . Thus the müderris Seyyid M u h a r r e m E fend i b. I b r a h i m 
Çelebi sold a house, complete w i t h sof workshop, t o a c e r ta in 
Sergis for the very respectable sum of 550 guruş. i 5 Şeyhülislam 
A n k a r a v i Mehmed E f end i and the müderris Müderriszade Ab
d u r r a h m a n E fend i , have already been ment ioned i n a d i f f e 
r en t contex t as o w n i n g workshops a n d imp lements used i n 
the m a n u f a c t u r e of m o h a i r c l o th . 

T h a t most masters were f a i r l y modest m e n is corrobora
ted by t h e fact t h a t t h e y f r equent l y h a d to sell t h e i r houses 
and workshops due to debt. Th i s fact is exp l i c i t l y ment ioned 
n i f ive cases f r o m t h e per iod before a n d a f ter 1600, and i n four 

34 A K S 8, p. 181, no 1636 refers to a janissary buying a mohair 
workshop. According to A K S 69, p. 78, no. 208, Ahmet bey, son of 
Muslu Paşa, sold his house and mohair workshop after moving to 
Istanbul. On Edirne : Ömer Lütfi Barkan, «Edirne Askeri Kassamma 
Alt Tereke Defterleri (1545-1659)», Belgeler, I I I , 5-6 (1966), 59 ff. 

35 A K S 71, p. 124, no 272. 
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instances f r o m the years a round 1690. i n the d i f f i c u l t years of 
the beg inn ing seventeenth century , Hızır v. Ayvaz h a d borro
wed 180 O t t o m a n go ld pieces (s ikke flori) f r o m the jan issary 
I spa r t a v i A l i bey b. A b d u l l a h . 3 0 Ano ther master h a d borrowed 
f r o m a p r o m i n e n t seyy id, 3 7 wh i l e two others h a d t u r n e d t o p i 
ous f ounda t i ons . 3 3 I n three cases, the borrowers concluded a 
semi - f i c t i t i ous sale, in tended b o t h to secure t h e l oan a n d to 
ensure in teres t payments disguised as r en t . One f o rmer ow
ner of a m o h a i r workshop, acknowled ing a debt of 600 akçe to 
a local vakıf, promised t o pay 90 akçe of r en t every year, a s u m 
w h i c h corresponds exact ly to the 15 percent ra te a t w h i c h p i 
ous f oundat ions usua l l y l en t o u t money. Hızır v. Ayvaz h a d 
borrowed money- for a per iod of 180 days, and promised t o pay 
1500 akçe i n 'rent* for the house w h i c h he h a d mortgaged . As 
the O t t o m a n go ld co in d u r i n g those years was o f f i c ia l l y equi
va lent to 120 akçe, I spa r t av i A l i bey also expected a r e t u r n of 
about 14 % on h is money. Seyyid Mehmed Çelebi h a d l e n t o u t 
12,000 akçe for a per iod of 6 months , and demanded 1200 akçe 
i n ' r en t ' t h a t is a year ly interest o f 20 percent. W h i l e c red i t i n 
s ix teenth a n d seventeenth cen tury A n k a r a was ce r ta in l y no t 
cheap, t h e rates of interest demanded were probab ly n o t con
sidered usur ious . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y i t is n o t possible to calculate in te res t r a 
tes w i t h respect t o t h e loans recorded i n the sixteen-nineties. 
W h i l e one case of a 'mortgage ' occurs among these docu
ments as we l l , t h e a m o u n t of 'rent* pa id is n o t speci f ied. 3 9 

Another documen t f r o m th is ,per iod refers to a cur ious case of 
c h a r i t y . 4 0 W h e n the z immi G a b r i l f r o m the maha l l e of Hacı 
Doğan died, he l e f t a house va lued at 40 guruş a n d debts to the 
vakifs of Koçhisar and Hacı Doğan mahalles, a m o u n t i n g t o a 
t o t a l of 54 guruş. A c e r t a in M a h m u d bey b. Mus ta f a offered 

36 A K S 8, p. 181, no 1636. 
37 A K S 5, p. 116, no 481. 
38 A K S 8, p. 222, no 1997, 
39 Compare Ronald C. Jennings, «Loans and Credit in Ear ly 17 

th Century Ottoman Judicial Records*, JESHO, XVI , 2-3 (1973), 188¬
190. See A K S 69, p. 88, no 237. 

40 A K S 68, p. 117, no 292; 
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to b u y the house a t the price of 54 gımış, thereby ensur ing 
t h a t t h e foundat ions got t h e i r money back. B u a t the same 
t i m e he obviously helped ou t Gabr i l ' s he irs , a l t h o u g h we do 
n o t k n o w whe the r they were expected t o render h i m a service 
i n r e t u r n . 

I t is w o r t h n o t i n g t h a t the non-Mus l ims ,of seventeenth 
c e n t u r y A n k a r a were n o t p a r t i c u l a r l y p r o m i n e n t as money
lenders, a n d i n fact t h e cases c i ted above show t h a t they were 
q u i t e f r equen t l y i n debt t o Mus l ims . Th i s s i t u a t i o n is n o t at 
a l l unexpected, as i t , con f i rms the observations made by H a l i l 
inalcık for f i f t e e n t h a n d s ix teenth-century Bursa , and. by 
Rona ld Jennings for seventeenth-century Kayse r i . 4 1 Appa
r en t l y , t he f i nanc i a l pre-eminence of the A n k a r a non-Mus
l ims , w h i c h was f r equent l y observed a n d commented u p o n i n 
the n ine t e en th c en tu r y , 4 2 was no t yet very not iceable d u r i n g 
the years before a n d a round 1690. -

S T A T E P R O T E C T I O N F O R T H E MOHAİR 
W E A V E R S O F ANKARA 

I t has been r emarked m a n y t imes tha t " the O t t o m a n ad
m i n i s t r a t i o n d o w n to t h e n ine t e en th cen tury d i d n o t develop 
a coherent po l icy t o protec t local manufac tures . Impo r t s , even, 
i f t h e y competed w i t h t h e wares produced by loca l c ra f t sman, 
were n o t genera l ly in t e r f e r ed w i t h . O n t h e o ther hand , the 
expo r ta t i on of po t en t i a l m i l i t a r y supplies such as arms, hor 
ses, g r a i n , 4 3 or meta ls was p roh ib i t ed i n p r inc ip l e . O ther goods, 
such as leather, cot ton, o r even n u t - g a l l , m i g h t be inc luded 
among t h e ' f o rb idden ' goods i f rec lamat ions a n d pro tes ta t i -

41 Compare Hal i l inalcık, «Capital Formation i n the Ottoman 
Empire,» The Journal of Economic History, X X I X (1969), 97-140 and 
Jennings, «Loans and Crédit», 213-214. 

42 Compare i n this respect, the contributions concerning 19th 
century Ankara in the collective volume Tar ih 'içinde Ankara (in 
press). 

43 O n the regulation of the grain trade, compare Ltitfi Guçer 
«Osmanlı imparatorluğu Dahilinde Hububat Ticaretinin Tâbi Olduğu 
Kayıtlar», t Ü. iktisat Fakültesi Mecmuası, 13, 1-4 (1951-52), 79-98. 
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ons of scarc i ty made themselves heard , p a r t i c u l a r l y f r o m a¬
m o n g t h e consumers of I s t a n b u l . Yet o ther i tems, such as the 
I r a n i a n s i lk purchased i n sizeable quant i t i e s by Eng l i sh and 
F r e n c h merchants , could a lmost always be exported w i t h o u t 
l im i t a t i ons . T h u s c e r t a in c ra f tsmen, p a r t i c u l a r l y i f t h ey ser
ved the O t t o m a n state d i r ec t l y , cou ld c oun t u p o n a measure 
of o f f i c i a l pro tec t ion , wh i l e others were l e f t more or less t o 
the i r o w n devices. 

M o h a i r c l o th , whose t e x t u r e resembled t h a t of s i lk , was 
considered a l u x u r y i t em , and t h e Habsburg ambassador 
Busbecq r emarked t h a t K a n u n i Süleyman h a b i t u a l l y wore 
i t . 4 4 As a ' r i c h ' manu fac tu r e , m o h a i r c loths pa id a considerab
le a m o u n t of d u t y . I n the ear ly seventeenth century , we f i n d 
a s t amp d u t y (damga) , i n a d d i t i o n to payments demanded 
for t h e use of m o h a i r presses (cendere) . 4 5 Moreover, t h e reve
nues col lected f r o m the dyers ' workshops (boyahane) pro
bably consisted m a i n l y of dues demanded f r o m people who 
h a d m o h a i r c l o t h dyed. I n add i t i on , at the end of the s i x t een th 
century , the so-called zarar - i kassabiye dues were i n s t i t u t e d , 
i n order t o pay for the m o u n t i n g expense of supp l y ing the 
jan issary messes w i t h meat. Th i s l a t t e r due a m o u n t e d to 1 % 

of the va lue of a l l m o h a i r c l o th marke ted , a n d a t the very be
g i n n i n g of the seventeenth century , the kassab akçesi t a x 
f a r m produced 593.000 akçe i n e ighteen mon ths . 

As t h e co l lect ion of damga, cendere, boyahane, a n d kas
sabiye dues was genera l ly f a rmed out , n o t o n l y the O t t o m a n 
t reasury , bu t also' c e r ta in i m p o r t a n t and i n f l u e n t i a l t a x far
mers h a d a d i rec t interest i n t h e prosper i ty of the m o h a i r t r a 
de. More s i gn i f i can t l y , a t least cendere taxes cou ld on ly be 
collected f r o m woven c l o th , n o t f r o m m o h a i r th r ead , T h u s 
the prosper i ty of the re levant t a x f a r m was closely connected 
w i t h the fate of the A n k a r a c l o th manu fac tu r e . 

44 The Turkish Letters of Ogier Ghiselin de Busbecg, Imperial 
Ambassador at Constantinople 1554-1562, tr. Edward Seymour Forster 
(Oxford, 1966), p. 50. 

45 For these dues compare Ergenç, «Ankara İktisadi Tarihine 
Ait Araştırmalar», p. 160-163. 
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Under these circumstances, i t is no t su rp r i s ing t h a t the 
t ax farmers i n charge of co l lect ing the d i f f e r en t mohair -ba
sed taxes shou ld have t a k e n steps to protect the A n k a r a mo
h a i r weavers. We possess the copy of a ferman dated Safer 
1055/March-Apr i l 1645 a n d addressed to the k a d i o f Ankara , 
u p o n a request presented to the Porte by A l i , o f f i c ia l i n char
ge of co l lect ing cendere and brokerage (simsariye) dues. 4 6 I n 
h is compla in t , A l i had re ferred to the fact t h a t unworked 
goats ha i r (tiftik) a n d m o h a i r y a r n produced i n the sancak 
of A n k a r a cou ld no t legal ly be t a k e n ou t of t h e province ; t h a t 
is, t h i s va luable raw ma t e r i a l h a d to be sold to local weavers. 
However recent ly t h i s command h a d been i n f r i nged upon, and 
ce r ta in merchants had been sending goats' h a i r and y a r n to 
Aleppo, I z m i r , Sinop, and Samsun, where i t was loaded onto 
ships c om ing f r o m 'outside' (ha t i eden ) . As a result , t he looms 
of A n k a r a r ema ined empty , a n d state revenues suf fered i n 
consequence. Therefore the t a x collector demanded a conf i r 
m a t i o n of t h e previous order p r o h i b i t i n g the expor ta t i on of 
raw m o h a i r a n d m o h a i r y a r n , w h i c h was granted . I n the re
l evant f e r m a n we f i n d t h e s t i pu l a t i on , f a i r l y common i n such 
cases, t h a t con t raven ing merchants were to have t h e i r goats' 
h a i r and y a r n confiscated. 

i ' 

Th i s t e x t is in te res t ing f r o m several po in ts of view. F i r s t 
of a l l , t he t a x collector r em inded the O t t o m a n cent ra l a d m i 
n i s t r a t i o n of a command prev iously issued i n th i s mat t e r . 
Wh i l e no date is g iven for t h i s earl ier f e rman , i t is l i ke l y t h a t 
i t was issued a t some t i m e d u r i n g the ear ly seventeenth cen
t u r y , when D u t c h a n d E n g l i s h ships showed increas ing ac t i 
v i t y i n the Med i t e r ranean . Even more in t e r es t ing is" the l i s t 
of p o r t towns t o w h i c h m o h a i r y a r n and r a w m o h a i r were 
supposedly be ing conveyed. There is n o t h i n g surpr i s ing abo
u t I z m i r , w h i c h d u r i n g t h i s per iod was already a popular po r t 
of ca l l among European merchants . Aleppo was also a ma jo r 
centre of f o r e i gn t rade . B u t due t o the ex t ra t r anspo r t a t i on 
expenses i n cu r r ed , i t is u n l i k e l y t h a t European merchants 

46 Başbakanlık Arşivi Istanbul (BA), Maliyeden Müdevver 7527, 
p. 69. 
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bought m o h a i r y a r n f r o m A n k a r a i n t h i s loca l i ty . Whatever 
y a r n went t o Aleppo m u s t have been in tended for local m a n u 
factures , 4 7 o r else for expor ta t i on t o I r a n or I nd i a . Even more 
puzz l ing is t h e reference t o Samsun and Sinop. I f t h e t a x col
lector d i d n o t j u s t au tomat i ca l l y record the t w o por ts located 
nearest to A n k a r a ( w h i c h is un l i k e l y , g iven the ins igni f i cance 
of Samsun d u r i n g t h i s period) , 4 8 t h e n m o h a i r y a r n and/or u n -
worked m o h a i r m u s t have been exported to the Cr imea, the 
O t t o m a n possessions i n southern Russia, or else t o Rumeli . 4 1* 
I n the m idd l e of the seventeenth century European merc
han t s were v i r t u a l l y absent f r o m t h e B lack Sea, so t h a t i t is 
no t very probable t h a t t i f t i k or m o h a i r y a r n were be ing expor
ted t o Europe i n th i s r oundabout fashion. T h u s the channels 
by w h i c h goats ' h a i r and y a r n were marke t ed t u r n o u t to ha 
ve been m u c h more compl icated t h a n i t appears a t f i r s t s ight . 

I t w o u l d be of great interest t o de termine whe the r the 
p r o h i b i t i o n t o sell r aw m o h a i r and m o h a i r y a r n outside of 
the A n k a r a sancak was enforced, and whether i t served i n any 
way t o pro tec t t h e c l o th m a n u f a c t u r e of t h a t c i t y . Conside
r i n g t h a t E n g l i s h merchants i n t h e la te seventeenth and 
ear ly e i gh teen th centur ies bought sizeable quant i t i es of mo
h a i r t o m a k e i n t o but tons , the p r o h i b i t i o n cannot have been 
a l l too r i g i d l y enforced. 5 0 I n fact c e r ta in Eng l i sh f i r m s p r o m i 
nent i n the Levan t t rade m a i n t a i n e d factors i n Anka ra , who
se m a i n f u n c t i o n i t was to supervise the m a n u f a c t u r e of mo-

47 The German Wolffgang Aigen, who spent seven years in se
venteenth-century Alleppo serving a Venetian merchant, refers to 
cloth made of goatshair exported by English merchants from Aleppo. 
However, one might surmise that this had been manufactured in 
Mardin and not i n Ankara : Sieben Jahre in Aleppo (1656-1663). E i n 
Abschnitt aus den «Reissbeschreibungen» des Wolffgang Aigen, ed. 
Andreas Tietze (Vienna, 1980), p. 79-80. 

48 BA, Maliyeden Müdevver 3880, p. 4 ff. 
49* Concerning the trade between Ottoman Anatolia and the so

uthern shores of the Black Sea, compare Hali l Inalcik, «The Question 
of the Closing of the Black Sea under the Ottomans», Archeion Pontou. 
35 (1979), 74-110. 

50 Ra lph Davis, Aleppo and Devonshire Square (London, 1967), 
P- 28. 
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h a i r y a r n , even t h o u g h they also occasionally purchased 'ca¬
melots ' , t h a t is ready-made m o h a i r c l o th . 

O n the o ther hand , we possess evidence - tha t the seven
teen th-century p r o h i b i t i o n had n o t been t o t a l l y abandoned 
even i n ear ly n ine teen th-century A n k a r a . There survives a 
document dated 1232/1816-17, 5 1 w h i c h deals w i t h the projec
t ed increase of dyehouse dues, and w i t h t h e m a n n e r i n w h i c h 
t h i s measure m i g h t affect the A n k a r a m o h a i r t rade . Th i s do
cument enumerates i n great de ta i l var ious dues, w h i c h by 
t h i s la te date m a y have been a t least p a r t l y obsolete, and 
w h i c h were supposedly being col lected f r o m m o h a i r manufac 
ture rs and m o h a i r t raders of the A n k a r a reg ion. O n the o ther 
hand , the document u n f o r t u n a t e l y does n o t con ta in any qu 
a n t i t a t i v e i n f o r m a t i o n , w h i c h wou ld p e r m i t . us t o calculate 
the a m o u n t of m o h a i r c l o th and m o h a i r y a r n s t i l l m a n u f a c t u 
red i n the A n k a r a sancak at the beg inn ing of the n ine t e en th 
century . 

However, the t e x t does refer, t o the fact t h a t 1000 loads 
(yük) o f coarse t i f t i k th r ead f r o m t h e A n k a r a area, or more 
p a r t i c u l a r l y f r o m Yabanabad (Kızı lcahamam), Şorba (Pa
zar) a n d Beypazarı, h a d i n the past been conveyed to the por t 
o f I zm i r . Ye t i n recent years, possibly due t o the effects of 
the Napoleonic wars a n d the subsequent depression of t rade, 
t h i s coarse m o h a i r t h r ead was aga in be ing used i n i t s area of 
o r i g in . Some of i t was employed i n the m a n u f a c t u r e of deco
ra t i v e b r a i d (gaytan) t o be sewn on to kaftans, a k i n d of ma -
fac ture w h i c h was also expand ing i n n ine t een th -cen tury so
u t h e r n B u l g a r i a . 5 2 .The r e m a i n i n g m o h a i r was used t o m a n u 
fac ture be l ts (kuşak) and camelots (şali) i n t h e t owns of 
Tosya a n d Koçhisar ( İ lgaz ) , fabr ics w h i c h were 
possibly of an i n f e r i o r q u a l i t y w h e n compared t o the 
tex t i l es m a n u f a c t u r e d i n A n k a r a . I t is we l l - k n o w n 
t h a t , qu i t e apar t f r o m the t rade crisis o f the ear ly n ine t e en th 
cen tury , m o h a i r exports to Eng l and and France decl ined or 
s tagnated t h r o u g h p u t the e i gh teenth century , p a r t l y due to 
t h e replacement of m o h a i r by m e t a l bu t t ons i n European fas-

51 BA, Cevdet iktisat 971. 
52 Todorov, «Karakter Değişmeleri», 26-27. 
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nions. Loca l c ra f t smen seem t o have f ound ways and means 
t o use the r a w ma t e r i a l w h i c h t h i s development h a d placed a t 
t h e i r d isposal . 5 3 

I n t h i s context , the 1232/1816-17 r epo r t also refers t o the 
l i m i t a t i o n s placed u p o n the expor ta t i on of u n w o r k e d m o h a i r 
and of m o h a i r y a r n . We l ea rn t h a t goatskins w i t h t h e w h i t e 
h a i r s t i l l a t tached to them, wh i t e goats' h a i r ( t i f t i k ) a n d f ine 
q u a l i t y w h i t e m o h a i r y a r n produced i n the A n k a r a area had 
to be sold i n A n k a r a proper. These goods cou ld n o t be carr ied 
o u t o f t h e area, a n d i n pa r t i cu l a r , cou ld n o t be sold t o Euro 
pean merchants . Under these c i rcumstances i t is qu i t e possib
le t h a t a t least for a whi l e , t h e expor ta t i on of m o h a i r for b u t 
t o n manu fac tu r e a n d local weav ing of m o h a i r c l o t h existed 
side by side. However, the s i t u a t i o n shou ld have changed 
when sof was crowded ou t of t h e market " by compet ing Euro 
pean fabrics, and we s t i l l l ack a deta i led s t u d y w h i c h wou ld 
show us w h e n a n d how t h a t happened. 

I f i n t e r n a l customs rates as ref lected i n the 1232/1816-17 
document were n o t too b l a t a n t l y anachronis t ic , Aleppo -must 
have con t inued as a m a r k e t of some impor tance for A n k a r a 
moha i r . F o r apa r t f r o m I s t a n b u l a n d I zm i r , Aleppo cons t i tu 
ted the on l y des t ina t i on ment i oned by name i n the early n i 
ne teenth-century customs regu la t ions concern ing Anka ra . 
War fare , a n d t h e advance of t h e Russ ian state i n t o areas ad
j o i n i n g t h e B lack Sea, seem t o have e l im ina t ed the marke ts 
t h a t A n k a r a m o h a i r m a y have possessed i n t h i s reg ion d u 
r i n g the seventeenth cen tury . 

Ano the r r emarkab le feature of t h e 1232/1816-17 repor t 
are the reasons w h i c h i t presents for t h e decl ine of the A n k a r a 

53 Paul Masson, Histoire du commerce français dans le Levant 
au X V I I I e siècle, (Paris, 1911), p. 457, remarks that in the 17th century, 
Ankara mohair fabrics^ and not just thread or raw mohair, were being 
imported into Prance in sizeable quantities. Only by 1730 did the de
velopment of mohair weaving in Lille, Arras, and Amiens lead to the 
disappearance of this branch of commerce. 

Planhol, «Rayonnement urbain», 180 mentions the fact that the 
Ankara manufactures of mohair cloth remained reasonably active and 
prosperous until about 1820. 
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boyahane, for w h i c h no t a x f a rmer h a d w ished t o take respon
s i b i l i t y d u r i n g the preceding years (1229/1813-14 and 1230/ 
1814-15). Under the impac t o f the Napoleonic wars, dyestuf fs 
impo r t ed f r o m Europe had increased f ive t o s ix fo ld i n price, 
and the same t h i n g appl ied to loca l ly produced raw ma t e r i 
als, such as f i rewood or n u t - g a l l . However, nowhere i n t h i s 
deta i led repor t is there any m e n t i o n of a decl ine i n the n u m 
ber of m o h a i r weavers, workshops or looms. Obviously, i t is a l 
ways prob lemat ic to argue ex silentio, p a r t i c u l a r l y as the h is 
t o r y of t h e A n k a r a m o h a i r manu fac tu res is as yet very l i t t l e 
k n o w n . Also, since the repor t i n quest ion is p a r t i c u l a r l y con
cerned w i t h keeping t h e increase i n boyahane dues a t a level 
w h i c h t h e manu fac tu r e r s of m o h a i r c l o t h and other text i les 
could a f fo rd , i t may be assumed t h a t the manufac ture rs we
re v i s ib ly i n need of p ro tec t i on . B y the same token , the mar 
ket for m o h a i r c l o th shou ld have been r a the r less t h a n buo
yan t . A t t h e same t i m e i t appears t h a t the A n k a r a manufac 
t u r e of m o h a i r c l o th was f a r f r o m dead, even as la te as the 
Napoleonic period. I n t h e same sense, one m i g h t argue t h a t 
the p r o h i b i t i o n u p o n the expor t o f f ine y a r n wou ld no t s t i l l 
have been o n the books i n 1816-17, i f t he A n k a r a m a n u f a c t u 
res h a d a lready dw ind l ed away beyond a n y hope of rev iva l . 5 * 

CONCLUSION 

A p a r t f r o m the documents reviewed above, there exists 
some evidence w h i c h makes i t seem l i k e l y t h a t A n k a r a d id n o t 
lose popu la t i on d u r i n g the seventeenth century , and may i n 
fact have g rown . F r o m t h e sales documents concern ing h o u 
ses w h i c h have been exp lo i ted i n t h e present s tudy , i t beco
mes apparent t h a t t h e h a b i t of b u i l d i n g houses w i t h an u p 
per f loor f i r s t became widespread i n A n k a r a d u r i n g the seven
t e e n t h century . I n the years sho r t l y before a n d after 1600, 
o n l y 36 o u t of 343 documents (10.5 %) refer t o t h e existence 
of a n upper f loor. Abou t 1690, o n the o ther h a n d , 152 ou t of 

54 For a review of the European travel literature concerning 
Ankara, see Semavi Eyice, «Ankara'nın Esk i Bir Resmi», Atatürk K o n 
feransları, I V (Ankara, 1972), p. 61-124. 
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290 documents (52.4 %) m e n t i o n the existence of dwel l ings 
b u i l t on a t least t w o levels. 

One m i g h t object t o t h i s piece of evidence by po in t i ng 
out t h a t the sales documents of the late s i x t e en th and ear ly 
seventeenth centur ies are notor ious ly vague i n t h e i r descrip
t ions, a n d t h a t m a n y ex i s t ing upper f loors m a y have gone u n 
recorded. There m a y be some jus t i f i c a t i on i n t h i s object ion. 
B u a t t h e same t ime , t h e di f ference between the t w o f igures 
is so great t h a t i t probably h a d some base i n rea l i ty . W h a t is 
more, i n seventeenth-century Kayser i , dwe l l ings b u i l t on mo
re t h a n one level were considerably less f requent t h a n i n 
A n k a r a (ment ioned i n 1.3 % of a l l cases a r o u n d 1600, incre
ase to 10.6 % a r ound 1690). Now Kayser i was i n m a n y ways 
a t o w n comparable t o Anka ra , w h i c h at t imes even surpassed 
i t s r i v a l i n popu la t i on . However, the area i n w h i c h i t was b u i l t 
was m u c h more prone to earthquakes t h a n the d i s t r i c t of 
A n k a r a , 5 5 w h i c h expla ins w h y the people of Kayser i should 
have hesi tated t o cons t ruc t houses of more t h a n one f loor. I f 
t h i s d i f ference i n b u i l d i n g t rad i t i ons , w h i c h obviously made 
sense g i ven the d i f f e r en t character ist ics of the two u r b a n s i 
tes, was ref lected i n t h e kad is ' registers, there is no reason to 
assume t h a t the di f ference between A n k a r a houses i n 1600 
shou ld s imp l y have been a m a t t e r of defective recording. 

The accuracy of t h e sicil descr ipt ions t h u s v ind icated , i t 
seems reasonable t o accept t h a t dwe l l ings b u i l t o n several le
vels became popu la r i n seventeenth-century Anka ra . I n add i 
t i o n , the n u m b e r of i nhab i t ab l e rooms conta ined i n one house 
equal ly showed a tendency t o rise. Wh i l e i n the years shor t l y 
before a n d a f te r 1600, 39.9 % of a l l documents concerned h o u 
ses of three or more inhab i tab l e rooms, by the s ix teen-n inet i -
es t h i s percentage-had increased t o 48.6 % , T h u s i t appears 
very probable t h a t the cent ra l section of la te seventeenth-cen
t u r y A n k a r a was more densely i nhab i t a t ed i n 1690 t h a n i t h a d 

55 Compare EI^, article Kayseri by Ronald Jennings. See also 
Wolf-Dieter Hütteroth, Türkei (Darmstadt, 1982) which seems to show 
that Ankara is somewhat less threatened by serious earthquakes 
than Kayseri . 
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been n i n e t y years earl ier. Th i s i n t u r n wou ld seem to ind icate 
t h a t A n k a r a d i d no t decl ine as far as the numbe r of i n h a b i 
t an t s was concerned, and m a y i n fact have begun to grow aga
i n once the most d i f f i c u l t years of t h e Cela l i rebel l ions had 
passed. 

Obviously t h i s fact does n o t i n i tse l f prove t h a t the A n k a r a 
m o h a i r i n d u s t r y r ema ined prosperous d u r i n g the seventeenth 
century . As is k n o w n for instance f r o m the example of Venice 
d u r i n g those very same years, a c i t y m i g h t r e t a in i ts previous 
level o f popu la t i on and s tandard of l i v i n g , wh i l e i t s economic 
base sh i f t ed away f r o m i n t e r n a t i o n a l t rade and c l o th m a n u 
facture . Fo r Venice f ound new bases of prosper i ty i n a n ac t i 
ve reg iona l t rade i n a g r i c u l t u r a l products , i n r u r a l invest
m e n t and i n l u x u r y manu fac tures . 5 6 Cons ider ing the fact t h a t 
o u r knowledge of the economy of A n k a r a i n the seventeenth 
cen tury is r a t h e r defective, a t least a p a r t i a l s h i f t i n econo
m ic a c t i v i t y may very easily have escaped our a t t en t i on . 

A t the same t ime , reasonable s t a b i l i t y and prosper i ty i n 
the t ex t i l e manufac tures of A n k a r a u n t i l a t least the s ixteen-
ninet ies w o u l d t i e i n w i t h t h e observations made by several 
economic h is tor ians , and most recent ly by F e rnand Braude l . 5 7 

Braude l stresses t h e fact t h a t contemporary European obser
vers of the O t t o m a n Emp i r e d u r i n g t h e seventeenth a n d e igh
t e en th centur ies tended to exaggerate the Empire 's po l i t i ca l 
and economic weaknesses. Fo r general ly these authors were 
advocat ing a po l i cy of po l i t i ca l and economic aggrandize
m e n t vis à vis the O t t o m a n Empi re , and t ended to delude 
themselves and others, as far as the f eas ib i l i ty o f t h i s po l icy 
was concerned. 5 8 

I n t h e same ve in, André Raymond considers the econo
mic decl ine of Cairo as an event t h a t became f u l l y apparent 
on l y d u r i n g the second h a l f o f the e i gh t een th century. 5 ^ J u d 

ge Rapp, Venice, p. 105. 
57 Fernand Braudel, Civilization matérielle et capitalisme, 3 vols 

(Paris, 1979), vol 3, Le temps du monde, 402-416. 
58 Braudel, Le temps, 416. 
59 André Raymond, Artisans et commerçants du Caire, 2 vols 

(Damascus, 1973-74), vol 2, 807-814. 
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g i n g f r o m the nans, çarşıs, a n d o ther business-oriented struc
tures erected i n s i x t een th and . seventeenth-century Aleppo, 
th i s c i t y cont inued to f u n c t i o n as a n economic centre of i n 
t e r n a t i o n a l s ta ture for a l ong t i m e a f ter t h e O t t o m a n con
quest;. 6 0 T h a t ' Bursa a n d Salonica c l o th manu fac tures dec
l ined d u r i n g the same per iod, la rge ly under the impac t of 
European compet i t i on , modi f ies b u t does n o t con t rad i c t t h i s 
p i c tu r e of overal l economic s t r eng th . A f t e r a l l i t has been 
shown t h a t European t ex t i l e manu fac tures d u r i n g the pre - in-
d u s t r i a l per iod also changed t h e i r locat ions f a i r l y o f ten, and 
t h a t new manufac tures f r equent l y compensated for a decline 
of the o l d . 6 1 I n th i s context , t h e abaci o f F i l ibe (Plovdiv) and 
o ther Rume l i an towns m i g h t be considered the successors of 
t h e dec l in ing i n d u s t r y of Salonica. 

O n t h e o ther hand , i t m i g h t be objected t h a t wh i l e the 
m o h a i r i n d u s t r y of seventeenth-century A n k a r a d i d no t dec
l ine , i t d i d n o t advance e i ther , a n d t h a t t h i s fact was enough 
t o rob the i n d u s t r y of a n y posi t ive impac t w h i c h i t m i g h t ot
herwise have had u p o n t h e O t t o m a n economy as a whole. A 
r e m a r k by Ömer Lütfi B a r k a n , i n the course of h i s i m p o r t a n t 
s tudy concerning the effects of t h e s ix teenth-century pr ice 
r evo lu t i on i n the O t t o m a n Emp i r e , c lear ly ref lects t h i s a t t i t u 
de . 6 2 Cer ta in ly , there is no evidence t h a t t h e sof manufac tures 
of seventeenth-century A n k a r a showed the d y n a m i s m w h i c h 
apparen t l y character ized the aba manu fac tu res of t h e F i l ibe 
reg ion d u r i n g the e i gh teen th century . A t t h e same t ime , au t 
hors l i ke R i cha rd Rapp have po in ted o u t t h a t i n an i n d u s t r i a l 
env i r onment geared t o the p r o d u c t i o n of consumer goods, 6 3 i n 
w h i c h inves tment i n f i xed cap i t a l is at a low level, s tagnat ion 

60 André Raymond, «La conquête ottomane et le développe
ment des grandes villes arabes. Le cas du Caire, de Damas et d'Alep», 
Kevu'e de l'Occident musulman et méditerranéen, 1 (1979), 115-134. 

61 Fernand Braudel, Civilization matérielle et capitalisme, 3 vols 
(Paris, 1979), vol. 2 Les Jeus de l'échange, 268-273. 

62 Omer Lütfi Barkan, «The Price Revolution of the Sixteenth 
Century : A Turning Point In the Economic History of the Middle 
East , «Int. Journal of Middle Eas t Studies, 6, 1 (1975), 8. 

63 Rapp, Venice, p. 166. 
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of i n d u s t r i a l o u t p u t may very we l l be accompanied by a rea
sonable level of b o t h popu la t i on and prosper i ty . Perhaps the 
' I n d i a n summer ' o f the A n k a r a m o h a i r i n d u s t r y d u r i n g t h e 
seventeenth cen tury cons t i tu ted a case of t h i s type, 
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