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Social and Economic Life in Rural Diyarbekir in the Middle of the
XIX™ Century: Accordin to Peasants’ Probate Registers

Koylii Terekelerine Gore XIX. Yiizyihin Ortalarinda Diyarbekir Kirsalinda Sosyal ve
Ekonomik Hayat

Abstract: All types of goods and possessions that a person leaves behind after their death are referred to as
an inheritance inventories (tereke) and the documents in which goods and possessions are recorded according to type,
quantity and value are called probate registers. All types of movable and immovable property and goods held by the
deceased during their lifetime were recorded in the pobate registers, making these records indispensable sources for
Ottoman social and economic history research. The information and data recorded in the pobate registers are almost
like a treasure for socio-economic historical research. At this point, this paper analyses the data in the probate records
0f 299 people in the villages of Diyarbekir based on social and economic structure. Firstly, it determines the village in
which the individuals lived, population details, Muslim status, number of spouses, number of sons and daughters and
the total amount of wealth remaining after deducting debts and expenses. The criteria of percentile shares, Lorenz
curve and Gini coefficient were then used to show the inequality in the distribution of wealth among individuals. In
addition, this paper also assesses the impact of wealth on the number of spouses and children and on Muslim and
non-Muslim groups.
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Oz: Sahislarm vefatini miiteakip geride biraktiklar her tiirlii mal ve esyaya tereke; mal ve esyalarin cins adet
ve deger olarak kaydedildigi belgelere ise tereke defterleri denilmektedir. Tereke defterlerinde, vefat eden sahislarin
hayatta iken tasarruflarinda bulunan menkul-gayrimenkul her tiirlii mal ve esyanin kaydedilmesi, defterlerin Osmanl
sosyal ve ekonomik tarih arastirmalarmin vazgecilmez kaynaklari arasmma girmesini saglamistir. Defterlere
kaydedilen bilgi ve veriler sosyoekonomik tarih arastirmalari igin adeta hazine degerindedir. Bu ¢alismada,
Diyarbekir kéylerindeki 299 sahsin tereke kayitlarindaki veriler, sosyal ve ekonomik yap1 baglaminda incelenmistir.
Oncelikle sahislarin ikamet ettigi karyeleri, niifus bilgileri, Miislim-gayrimiislim durumlari, es ile kiz ve erkek gocuk
sayilarinin yaninda borg ve masraflar1 ¢ikarildiktan sonra kalan toplam servet miktarlari tespit edilmistir. Daha sonra
ise servetin sahislara dagitilmasindaki esitsizligi ortaya ¢ikarmak amaciyla yiizde paylar, Lorenz egrisi ve Gini
katsayis1 olgiitleri kullanilmistir. Ayrica, sahislarin sahip olduklart servetin, es ve c¢ocuk sayilart ile Miislim ve
gayrimiislim gruplara nasil bir etkide bulundugu da caligma kapsaminda degerlendirilmistir

Anahtar Kelimeler: Servetin dagilimi, Gini katsayisi, Lorenz egrisi, Osmanl Devleti, yiizde paylar

Introduction

The word muhallefdt, which in the dictionary is the plural of muhallef and means “left
behind”, is also referred to as tereke/terike or metriikdt in Ottoman archival documents.! Tereke
is a noun derived from the Turkish root “terk”, which means ‘“something left behind”.
According to Islamic law, the probate of a deceased person refers to all types of property and
goods left behind by the deceased.? The books in which the death of the deceased was recorded

! Tahsin Ozcan. “Mubhallefat”, TDV Islim Ansiklopedisi 30, (Ankara: TDV Yay., 2020): 405.
2 Mehmet Akif Aydin, Tiirk Hukuk Tarihi (Istanbul: Hars Yay., 2007), 328-329; Hayreddin Karaman, Anahatlariyla
Islam Hukuku (Istanbul: Ensar Nesriyat, 2008), 381-382.
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under the supervision of the qadi (muslim judge) are called the tereke defteri (probate register).>
In the event of a person's death in the Ottoman Empire, the matter was brought to court in the
event of disputes between the heirs. The qadi inventoried the assets of the deceased person and
entered them in the shar'iyye register.* The qadi, who divided, appointed and registered the
shares of the heirs, received a fee called “resm-i kismet” from the probate of the deceased in
return for all these procedures.’ After all the registration procedures were completed, the debts
and wills, if any, the mahr (dowry) he had to give to his wife or wives, the expenses for
interment, taxes and other deductions were subtracted from his total assets. The remaining
amount of wealth was divided among his heirs according to Islamic law.® Barkan’, inalcik® and
Fekete® contributed the rich content of the Tereke records to historical scholarship with their
studies on the social and economic structure of the Ottoman family.

Chronologically, although the probate registers analyzed by Inalcik and Fekete were
published first, Barkan's work on the subject is the first comprehensive scholarly study.!
Barkan emphasized the rich and diverse information in the probate registers and stated that they
occupy an important position in social and economic history research.!! Inalcik explained that
the probate registers are among the richest and most reliable sources of Ottoman socio-
economic history.!? Faroghi, on the other hand, stated that it is a necessity to look at gadi
registers and probate records, especially in studies on women and the family.!?

What are the reasons for these statements, which point to the importance of the probate
registers for the study of the Ottoman socio-economic structure?'* The answer to this question
is actually related to the aspect from which the probate registers are analyzed. From an
administrative perspective, the data contained in the probate registers are analyzed in terms of
administrative information (province, sanjak, township, village, neighborhood); from a social
perspective, they are analyzed in terms of familial information (family name, genealogy, spouse,
children, relatives and titles); and from an economic perspective, they are analyzed in terms of
economic information: Livelihood, occupations, amount of wealth, claims and liabilities, goods,
money and prices, etc.; from a religious perspective: their status as Muslims and non-Muslims;
from a cultural perspective: all kinds of tools and utensils used at home, clothing, books,

3 Mehmet Zeki Pakalin, “Terike Defteri”, Osmanli Tarih Deyimleri ve Terimleri Sozhigii 3, (Istanbul: Milli Egitim
Bakanlig1 Yay., 1983), 461.

4 Sevket Pamuk, Osmanli Kurumlar: ve Ekonomisi (Istanbul: Tiirkiye Is Bankas: Kiiltiir Yay., 2007), 147-148; Zeynel
Ozlii, “Osmanl Dénemi Kiiltiir Tarihi ve Aile Monografisi Yaziminda Onemli Bir Kaynak: Tereke Defterleri”, in
Tarih Yazimi Uzerine (Yontemler-Yaklasimlar-Ilkeler-Yorumlar), (Ankara: Berikan Yay., 2017), 149.

5 Halil Inalcik, “15. Asir Tiirkiye iktisadi ve Ictimai Tarihi Kaynaklari” Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi
Mecmuast 15/1-4 (2015): 52.

¢ Said Oztiirk, Askeri Kassama Ait Onyedinci Aswr Istanbul Tereke Defterleri (Sosyo-Ekonomik Tahlil) (Istanbul:
Osmanli Aragtirmalart Vakfi Yay., 1995), 12.

7 Omer Liitfi Barkan, “Edirne Askeri Kassami’na Ait Tereke Defterleri (1545-1659)” Belgeler I11/5-6 (1966): 1-479.

8 Halil Inalcik, “Osmanli Idare, Sosyal ve Ekonomik Tarihiyle lgili Belgeler: Bursa Kad: Sicillerinden Segmeler III:
Koy Sicil ve Terekeleri” Belgeler XV/19 (1993): 23-168.

° Lajos Fekete, “XVI. Yiizyilda Tasrali Bir Tiirk Efendisinin Evi” Belleten 29/116 (1965): 615-638.

19 Hiilya Canbakal & Alpay Filiztekin, “Wealth and Demography in Ottoman Probate Inventories: A Database in
Very Long-Term Perspective” Historical Methods: A Journal Of Quantitative And Interdisciplinary History 54/2
(2021): 94; Fatih Bozkurt, “Osmanli Donemi Tereke Defterleri ve Tereke Calismalart” Tiirkiye Arastirmalar:
Literatiir Dergisi 11/22 (2017): 205.

' Omer Liitfi Barkan, “Edirne Askeri Kassami’na Ait Tereke Defterleri (1545-1659)”, 1.

12 Halil inalcik, “Osmanh Idare, Sosyal ve Ekonomik Tarihiyle Ilgili Belgeler: Bursa Kad: Sicillerinden Segmeler I11:
Koy Sicil ve Terekeleri”, 23.

13 Suraiya Faroghi, “Kentlerde Toplumsal Yasam” in Osmanh Imparatorlugu nun Ekonomik ve Sosyal Tarihi (1600-
1914) 2, (istanbul: Eren Yay., 2004), 721.

14 Fatih Bozkurt, “Tereke Defterleri Neyi Ne Kadar Derler? Tereke Defterlerinin imkan ve Smirhliklari” in Terekeler
Neyi Derler? Miras Kayitlarinin Izinde Osmanli Arastirmalar: (Istanbul: Ketebe Yay., 2023), 201-243.
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weapons, home decoration, kitchen utensils, bedding, etc. and many other information.!> Due to
their rich, reliable and varied content, probate registers have been the subject of numerous
studies since the 1950s. However, especially in recent years, the number of studies on the
contents of probate register has increased significantly.!6

The present study, which is based on data from the probate registers, analyzes the probate
registers of 299 people who died in rural Diyarbekir in the mid-nineteenth century. The
following table shows the numbers and dates of the sharia registers of the individuals whose
probate records were analyzed.

Table 1: Sharia registers and years of individuals whose probate records were analyzed

DSS register no Number of persons whose probate were analysed Year (hijri/c.e)
308 33 1264-65/1848-49
293 94 1278-79/1862-63
280 55 1266-68/1850-52
281 99 1281-82/1864-65
353 5 1256/1840-41
377 12 1260-62/1845-47
297 1 1283/1866-67

In the analyzed probate registers, the village where the deceased resided, information on
population, Muslim and non-Muslim status, number of spouses, number of sons and daughters,
and total amount of wealth remaining after deducting debts and expenses were evaluated. The
first part of the study, which consists of two parts, deals with the demographic structure of
individuals, while the second part deals with their wealth and the relationship between their
wealth and demographic structure. In addition, income inequality in the society was determined
by analyzing the wealth amounts based on criteria such as percentile shares, Lorenz curve and
Gini coefficient.

1. Villages where the Inheritors Resided

Within the vast borders of the Ottoman Empire, different types of villages are found in
different regions. Physical and ethnic conditions, settlement conditions, culture and political-
military factors determine the size, population, settlement structure and economic activities of
villages. In terms of administrative structure, the probate records contain information on which
district, township, sanjak or province the villages belonged to. In addition, a detailed analysis of
the probate records provides information about the villagers' livelihoods, such as agriculture and
livestock farming. In the introductory part of the probate record, the place of residence of the
deceased is given as province, township, district, neighborhood and village. This information
obtained from the probate records can be used to determine the administrative status of the
settlement unit under investigation and the township or province to which it belonged. In
addition, the settlement names determined from the probate records can serve as a source both
for historical geography and toponymy studies, which are sub-branches of the science of
onomastics.

15 Hiiseyin Ozdeger, 1463-1640 Yillar1 Bursa Sehri Tereke Defterleri (Istanbul: Tiirk Iktisat ve Ictimaiyat Tarihi
Arastirmalar1 Merkezi Yay., 1988), 9; Ahmet Giileng, “Tanzimat Devri Diyarbakir’m Idari, Sosyo-Ekonomik ve
Kiiltiirel Tarihi Arastirmalarinda Onemli Bir Kaynak: ‘Amid Tereke Defterleri’”, in Tanzimat'tan Giiniimiize
Diyarbakir (Ankara: Manas Yay., 2019), 228-229.

16 For an overview of the literature on the probate registers, see Hiilya Canbakal, “Barkan’dan Bu Yana Tereke
Caligmalar1” in Vefatiun 30. Yildoniimiinde Omer Liitfi Barkan: Tiirkive Tarihciligine Katkilart ve Etkileri
Sempozyumu (Istanbul: 2011), 1-7; Fatih Bozkurt, “Osmanli Dénemi Tereke Defterleri ve Tereke Calismalar1”,
193-229; Fatih Bozkurt, “Tereke Defterleri ve Osmanli Demografi Arastirmalar1” Tarih Dergisi 54 (2011): 91-120.
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While 72 of the 299 villagers lived in the villages of the center of Diyarbekir, 106 of them
lived in the villages of the eastern district, 101 in the Garb district, 12 in the Omergan district, 3
in the Mahle district, 2 each in the Hiisrev and Kiki districts and 1 in the Turkmen district. The
following table shows the names of the villages in which at least 2 of the probate holders
resided.

Table 2: Villages where the probate holders resided.

No |Village Number of | (%) No |Village Number of | (%)
persons persons

1. |Agviran 2 0,67% |28. |Kani Bainik? 3 1,00%
2. |Agviran-1 Kebir 4 1,34% |29. |Kara 2 0,67%
3. |Agviran-1 Sagir 2 0,67% |30. |Karinca 3 1,00%
4. |Anito? 3 1,00% |31. |Kiatirbil 8 2,68%
5. |Arab Arslanoglu 3 1,00% |32. |[Kizil Mehmed 2 0,67%
6. |Aslanoglu 5 1,67% |33. |Kinisa 2 0,67%
7. |Ayneto 2 0,67% |34. |Kode 2 0,67%
8. |Bakos 2 0,67% |35. |Kozan 2 0,67%
9. |Balikli 2 0,67% [36. |Kiird Omeran 3 1,00%
10. |Bozbakar 2 0,67% |37. |Melkis 2 0,67%
11. |Cakalla 5 1,67% |38. |Mola Aliel-Siifla |2 0,67%
12. |Caroglu? 2 0,67% |39. |Miibareki 3 1,00%
13. |Carugi 3 1,00% |40. [Mislim Kadi 3 1,00%
14. |Coban 2 0,67% |41. |Pir Hiiseyin 2 0,67%
15. |Davudi 2 0,67% |42. |Sadi 2 0,67%
16. |Dervis Hasan 2 0,67% |43. |Samani 7 2,34%
17. |Doga 2 0,67% |44. |Serimi 3 1,00%
18. |Elmi 4 1,34% |45. |Seydiki 2 0,67%
19. |Gozli 2 0,67% |46. |Saglatez? 2 0,67%
20. |Giilla 2 0,67% |47. |Sifatepe 2 0,67%
21. |Hamdani 4 1,34% |48. |Talulek 2 0,67%
22. |Has Havar? 4 1,34% |49. |Tavuklu 3 1,00%
23. |Hatuni 2 0,67% 50. |Tayso 2 0,67%
24. |Haytanci 2 0,67% 51. |Yarimca 4 1,34%
25. |Kabasakal 8 2,68% 52. |Zeko 2 0,67%
26. |Kagidh 2 0,67% |53. |Zuha 2 0,67%
27. |Kancigaz 3 1,00%

Source: (MSH.SSC.d. DSS, registers of 308, 293, 280, 281, 353, 377, 297 numbers).

2. Demographic Structure

In Ottoman society, the family is one of the most important institutions that characterize
daily life.!” Family refers to the community consisting of members who are related to each other
by kinship. This community can consist only of mother, father and children (nuclear family) or
also of people with kinship ties such as grandparents, grandchildren, uncles, aunts and nephews
(extended family).!® The structure of the family varies according to era, region and socio-
economic status. In Ottoman families, there was a large family structure in which three

7 Ekrem Isin, “Tanzimat Ailesi ve Modemn Adab-1 Mudseret” in Tanzimat Degisim Siirecinde Osmanl
Imparatorlugu (Istanbul: Tiirkiye is Bankas: Kiiltiir Yay., 2020), 559.
18 Miibahat S. Kiitiikkoglu, Osmanli 'nin Sosyo-Kiiltiirel ve Iktisadi Yapisi (Ankara Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yay., 2018), 5.
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generations lived together and close relatives and siblings shared the same farm.! In Ottoman
villages, there is a patriarchal family type, generally defined as an extended family, in which the
father is responsible for managing the family.?’

This part analyzes the number of households, the quality and quantity of the Muslim and
non-Muslim population, the number of children and their distribution by gender, the average
number of children per family and the rate of monogamous and polygamous marriages. The
individuals in 299 probate records from the period under study were first divided into two
groups: Muslims and non-Muslims. Of the 299 probate records, 262 belong to Muslims and 37
to non-Muslims. The ethnicity or faith of 10 of the 37 non-Muslim executors is also noted in
their personal details. Of the 10 non-Muslims, 6 were Armenian, 2 Assyrian, 1 Yazidi and 1
Protestant.

If we look at the distribution of the 299 probate records analyzed by gender, we see that
286 of them belong to men and 13 to women. Of the 286 male probate records, 262 are Muslim
men and 34 are non-Muslim men. Of the 13 female probate records, 10 were from Muslim
women and 3 from non-Muslim women.

Male/female ratios of muslim probate Male/female ratios of non-muslim
records probate records

4%

\

8%

® Male = Male

® Female \ ' ® Female

Both Muslims and non-Muslims were more likely to turn to the courts for the division of
inheritance. One of the main reasons for this situation could be the patriarchal family structure
in Ottoman society and the fact that women were less likely to apply to the courts for division of
inheritance. The fact that non-Muslims also turned to the Ottoman-Islamic courts shows that
they also applied Islamic law when dividing the inheritance.

2.1. Number of Household/Hane

The probate records also contain important data on the number of households and the
number of children in the family. The method used to determine the number of households is to
divide the number of mothers, fathers and children in married families with at least one child by
the number of probate records analyzed.

Of the 299 people, 280 were married and 19 were single. It was found that 280 married
persons had a total of 707 children, 377 boys and 330 girls, from 330 marriages. So if you
divide the total number of men, women and children in the families (1317) by the number of

19 lber Ortayli, “Osmanh Toplumunda Ailenin Yeri” Tiirk Aile Ansiklopedisi 1 (Ankara: TC. Basbakanlik Aile
Aragtirma Kurumu Yay., 1991), 74.

20 Halil Inalcik, Deviet-i ‘Aliyye Osmanh Imparatorlugu Uzerine Arastirmalar-I (Istanbul: Tiirkiye is Bankas: Kiiltiir
Yay., 2020), 246. Halil inalcik, Osmanli Imparatorlugu-Toplum ve Ekonomi (Istanbul: Eren Yay., 1993), 2-3;
Tevfik Giiran, “19. Yiizy1l Ortasinda Bir Kirsal Bolgede Ekonomik ve Sosyal Yapi: Filibe Sancaginin Koyuntepe
Nahiyesine Bagh 9 Koy Uzerine Yapilmis Bir Karsilastirma Calismasi” in 19. Yiizyilda Osmanli Ekonomisi
Uzerine Arastirmalar (Istanbul: Tiirkiye is Bankas1 Kiiltiir Yay., 2014), 240; Ismail Dogan, Osmanh Ailesi
Sosyolojik Bir Yaklagim (Ankara: Yeni Tiirkiye Yay., 2001), 58.
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married people (280), the average number of people living in a household is 4.7. This figure is
close to the number (5) given by the Barkan as the average number of households in the
Ottoman Empire.?' Ozdeger, on the other hand, divided the 3,121 probate records of Bursa from
the XVth to XVIth centuries by the total number of people in the family (mother, father and
children) and determined the number of people living in a household to be 2.65.2

2.2. Number of Children

The average number of children that the villagers of Diyarbekir had can also be
determined from the data in the probate records. It has already been mentioned that 280 married
persons had a total of 707 children. If we divide the total number of children (707) by the
number of married people (280), we obtain the average number of children in a family, which
was 2.52 in the villages of Diyarbekir. In the same period, the average number of children of
Muslim families in the central district of Diyarbekir was 2.48.2° This indicates that the average
number of children in the villages was higher than in the centre.

The ratio of number of boys and girls

® Boys
m Girls

An analysis of the average number of children in Muslim and non-Muslim families shows
that the average number of children in Muslim families was 2.4, while the average number of
children in non-Muslim families was 2.67. The data shows that the number of children in non-
Muslim families in the villages of Diyarbekir was slightly higher than the number of children in
Muslim families.

There were more male children in Muslim families than in non-Muslim families. Of the
280 married probate records analysed, 244 belong to Muslim families and 36 to non-Muslim
families. 244 Muslim families had a total of 620 children, 328 boys and 280 girls. 36 non-
Muslim families had a total of 99 children, 49 boys and 50 girls.

2! Omer Liitfi Barkan, “Tarihi Demografi Arastirmalar1 ve Osmanlh Tarihi” Tiirkiyat Mecmuasi 10 (1965): 12.

22 Hiiseyin Ozdeger, 1463-1640 Yillart Bursa Sehri Tereke Defterleri, 58.

2 brahim Solak & Ahmet Giileng, “Osmanli Devleti’nde Miisliman Halkin Aile Yapis1 Uzerine Bir Inceleme:
Tanzimat Dénemi Diyarbekir Ornegi” Selcuk Universitesi Sel¢uklu Aragtirmalar: Dergisi 14 (2021): 353.
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The ratio of girls and boys in Muslim The ratio of girls and boys in non-
families Muslim families

® Boys
m Girls

® Boys
m Girls

2.3. Number of Spouses

Both monogamous and polygamous marriages were found in rural Diyarbekir. According
to Islamic law, Muslim men are allowed to marry more than one woman under certain
conditions.?* First of all, a man can marry more than one wife if he has a personal and social
need to do so, if he is able to fulfill the financial and moral obligations of a marriage with more
than one wife, and if he respects justice between the spouses.?> However, since marriage with
more than one wife had negative and harmful effects on the previous wife, children and other
relatives, it was frowned upon both socially and religiously. For this reason, one-woman
marriages were generally practiced in Ottoman urban and rural society.

According to the probate records analyzed, 280 marriages were performed in the villages
of the Diyarbekir, including monogamous and polygamous marriages. Of these marriages,
85.7% were monogamous, 10.7% were bigamous and 3.6% were polygamous. In a study
conducted by analysing the probate records of 687 Muslims who died during the same period in
the central township city of Diyarbekir, it was reported that 86.3% of the marriages were with
one wife, 11.7% with two wives and 1.8% with three wives.?’ This shows that there is not much
difference between rural and urban areas in terms of the type of marriages. Four or more
marriages were not found in the village probate records studied. In another study in which 1350
probate records from Ankara, Kayseri, Konya, Sivas, Amasya, Adana, Ayintab, Diyarbakir,
Edirne and Trabzon were analysed from the first half of the 16th century to the first half of the
19th century, it was found that the rate of marriages with one wife in Anatolia was 80.43%, the
rate of marriages with two wives was 8.57% and the rate of marriages with three wives was
1.02%.%

24 Kur’an-1 Kerim, Nisa Siiresi, 3, 129.

25 Hayreddin Karaman, Anahatlariyla Islam Hukuku, 301.

26 Miibahat S. Kiitiikoglu, Osmanli 'nin Sosyo-Kiiltiirel ve Iktisadi Yapist, 8.

27 fbrahim Solak & Ahmet Giileng, “Osmanli Devleti’nde Miisliiman Halkin Aile Yapisi Uzerine Bir Inceleme:
Tanzimat Dénemi Diyarbekir Ornegi”, Selcuk Universitesi Selcuklu Arastirmalar: Dergisi, 14,2021, 351.

28 Omer Demirel, Adnan Giirbiiz & Mubhittin Tus, “Osmanlilarda Ailenin Demografik Yapisi” in Sosyo-Kiiltiirel
Degisme Siirecinde Tiirk Ailesi 1 (Ankara: TC. Aile Aragtirma Kurumu Yay., 1992), 93-94.
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Figure 1: Types of marriages in the villages of Diyarbekir

Marriage with three wives

An analysis of the types of marriages in the context of Muslims and non-Muslims reveals
that 87.1% of the marriages in Diyarbekir villages were performed by Muslim families, while
12.9% were performed by non-Muslim families. Among Muslim families, 84 per cent married
with one wife, 11.9 per cent married with two wives and 4.1 per cent married with three wives.
Among non-Muslims, the rate of one-wife marriages was 97.2 per cent, the rate of two-wife
marriages was 2.8 per cent and no three-wife marriages were observed. The following table
shows the population information, place of residence, names of their spouses and number of
spouses of those married with 3 wives.

Table 3: Muslim people who married three women in the villages of Diyarbekir

City/Sub- | Village Name of the inheritor Name of spouses Number of
district spouses
Kiki? Aktepe Seyyid Nakgibendi Tarikati | Serife binti Molla Ali, Ayse binti |3
Mesayihlerinden Esseyyid |Esseyyid Seyh Mehmed Salih
Seyh Hasan Efendi ibni|Efendi, Halime binti Abdullah
Esseyyid Ishak ibni Esseyyid
Mehmed
Sark3° Ali Mehmed bin Hiiseyin bin|Havva binti Siileyman, Huki|3
Bardak Receb binti Yusuf, Reside binti Ahmed
Sark3! Bademci |Mustafa bin Osman Kudret binti Salih, Ayse binti|3
Abdullah, Medine binti Yusuf,
Tiirkmen3? |Bulan Haci Nasir bin Haci Hiiseyin |Zeyneb binti Mehmed, Rusen|3
bin Ibrahim binti Osman, Giilsen binti Isa.
Medine-i Cakall1 Abdi bin Kasim b. Abdullah Hiisniye, Hasbi, Fatima 3
Amid*
Mahle3* Kani? Ali bin Abdullah Medine binti Sinan, Zerri? binti |3
Hasan, Aise binti Mustafa
Medine-i Karali Mehmed bin Besir Hatice binti Timur, Emine binti |3

2 Presidential State Archives Presidency Ottoman Archives (BOA), Meshihat Sharia Register Books (MSH.SSC.d),
Diyarbakir Sharia Registers (DSS), nr. 297, s. 23a.
0BOA, D.S.S., 281/30b.

3SIBOA, D.S.S., 308/152a.

32BOA, D.§.S., 281/3c.
3 BOA, D.S.S., 293/11b.
3#BOA, D.S.S., 293/31c.
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Amid*> Abbas, Emine binti {brahim

Medine-i Talulek Haci1 Ziilfii Kahya ibni Hasbi|Hanim binti Yusuf, Zeynep binti | 3

Amid3® ibni Ali Isa, Beyaz binti Hasan

Omergan®’ | Tiirbegan |Timur Kehin ibni Hiiseyin Ayse binti Osman, Huri binti|3
Ali, Selva binti Halil

Kiki*® Yuvacik | Dervis ibni Hiiseyin Hati binti Halide, Nuriye binti|3
Yunus, Ziilfiye binti Davud

Non-Muslims were not allowed to marry more than one wife. Non-Muslim men were
only allowed to marry a new wife if their wives died. Maksi Petros veledi Ikob veledi Edam, a
resident of Kitirbil, one of the villages of the Sark district of Diyarbekir, who was married to
two women, married Lusin Binti Emi after the death of his wife Sogmun Binti Tomas.*

250
200

150

Number

B Muslim

B non-Muslim

100

50 29

|

Marriage with one wife =~ Marriage with two wives Marriage with three wives

Marriage type

Figure 2: Types of marriages among Muslims and non-Muslims
3. Distribution of wealth in Diyarbekir villages

Studies of probate records have generally focused on the extent to which they reflect
wealth/income and prosperity. However, the density of information and data contained in
probate records allows for various analyses in contemporary historical research.*’ In this part of
the study, in accordance with the data obtained from the probate records, the most widely used
measurement methods in the literature to determine the distribution of wealth among the
villagers of Diyarbekir were used: the percentile shares, the Lorenz curve and the Gini
coefficient.

In today's economic system, measurement methods such as the Lorenz curve, the Gini
coefficient, the percentile method, the range of variation and the coefficient of variation are used
to measure the distribution of income among individuals. At this point, one might ask why
measurement methods are necessary. Determining income inequality draws attention to the

33 BOA, D.S.S., 280/135.

3 BOA, D.S.S., 293/54d.

3TBOA, D.S.S., 293/50b.

3 BOA, D.S.S., 280/112a.

¥ BOA, D.§.S., 281/58a.

40 Muhammet Bedrettin Toprak, “Iktisat ve Demografi Tarihi Arastirmalarina Kaynak Olarak Terekelerin imkan ve
Swnirlari: 18. Yiizy1l Osmanli istanbul’una Ait Veriler Uzerinden Gozlemler” in Terekeler Neyi Derler? Miras
Kayitlarinin Izinde Osmanli Arastirmalar (Istanbul: Ketebe Yay., 2023), 399.
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income gap between the rich and poor segments of society and encourages the state to take
action to reduce income inequality. In addition, determining the income distribution of the state
enables various assessments by comparing it with the income distribution of other states.*!

3.1. Method of percentile shares

The percentile method is a good measure of individual income inequality. *> The change
in income inequality over time is observed. In the percentile method, individuals with a share of
total income are divided into equal percentiles and ranked from the lowest income percentile to
the highest income percentile.* In this way, the distribution of income between low and high
income groups is analysed. While the Lorenz curve and the Gini coefficient provide an average
value of income inequality for the population as a whole, the percentile method determines the
difference in income between low and high income groups and shows whether the distribution
of income is even.*

The probate records, which serve as a source for research on many topics such as material
culture, consumption, social classes, demographic structure, etc., also contain data on the
components of wealth in Ottoman society and the distribution of wealth among social groups.*’
Recording the total wealth of the deceased in the probate registers provides information about
their economic status.*® By determining the total wealth of individuals, many questions such as
the number of spouses, the number of children, the relationship between wealth and social status
and the relationship between wealth and religion can be clarified through comparisons. In the
probate records of Diyarbekir villagers, attention was paid to the above issues. The effect of
wealth on the social and economic structure is thus clearly visible.

The total amount of wealth of 299 peasant individuals, after deducting their debts and
expenses (techiz-tekfin), was given as 817,134 Ottoman kurus (piaster). The average amount of
wealth per person is 2,732 kurus. The person with the highest wealth was Es-seyyid Sheikh
Hasan Efendi ibni Es-seyyid Ishak Ibni Es-seyyid Mehmed Efendi, one of the mashayihs of the
Nagshbandi order, who died in the Aktepe village in the Kiki district of Diyarbekir. After the
death of Es-seyyid Sheikh Hasan Efendi, the total value of all his movable and immovable
properties and possessions (yeklin-1 tereke) was fixed at 63,560 kurus and his debts and
expenses (minha'l-ihracat) at 26,630 kurus. After the debts of Es-seyyid Sheikh Hasan Efendi
were deducted from the total value of his assets and possessions (sahhu'l-baki li't-taksim
beyne'l-verese), 36,930 kurus of assets remained.*’ This amount represents 4.51% of the total
wealth (817,134 kurus) of the 299 people whose probates were analyzed. The person with the
least wealth in the analyzed peasant probates belonged to a non-Muslim named Tomis veledi
Semo veledi Barso, who died while residing in Kitirbil village in Diyarbekir. Tomis veledi
Semo veledi Barso owned a wealth of 9 kurus.*® In addition, the debts of 6 people were higher
than their total assets.** The following table shows the total amount of wealth and the share of
the total amount of wealth of the villagers according to the 20 percent groups.

41 Sadan Caliskan, “Tiirkiye’de Gelir Esitsizligi ve Yoksulluk” Sosyal Siyaset Konferanslar: 59/2 (2010): 97.

# TUIK, “Gelir ve Yasam Kosullar1 Arastirmas1 Metodolojisi Hakkinda Genel Agiklama” (2012), 8. www.tuik.gov.tr.

4 Ozgiir Tonus, “Tiirkiye’de Ulusal Gelir, Gelir Dagilim1 ve Yoksulluk” in Tiirkiye Ekonomisi (Eskisehir Anadolu
Universitesi Yay., 2019), 49.

4 Caliskan, Tiirkiye’de Gelir Esitsizligi ve Yoksulluk, 97.

4 Bozkurt, “Tereke Defterleri ve Osmanli Demografi Aragtirmalar1”, 96.

46 Fatih Cogkun Ertas & Biilent Sisman, “XVI. ve XVII. Yiizyillarda Osmanli’da Tereke Uygulamasi ve Muhasebesi-
Sosyo-Ekonomik Yapiya ve Miras Hukukuna Etkileri” Muhasebe ve Finans Tarihi Arastirmalari Dergisi 4 (2013):
216.

YTBOA, D.S.S., 297/23a.

% BOA, D.S.S., 293/21d.

4 see BOA, D.S.S., 293/19b; D.S.S., 293/28¢; D.S.S., 293/38¢; D.§.S., 281/22¢; D.S.S., 293/31a; D.S.S., 293/39b.
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Table 4: Individuals' shares of total wealth according to the 20 percent groups.

Groups of 20 percent [Total wealth amounts  [Share of total wealth amount (%)
Poor 1. % 20 14348 1,76%
Below average wealth 2. % 20 40724 4,98%
Average wealth 3. % 20 79632 9,75%
Above average wealth 4. % 20 167921 20,55%
Rich 5. % 20 514508 62,97%
Total 817133 100,00%

The sum of the wealth amounts of the 293 individuals who owned at least 1 kurus and the
20% groups formed by ranking the wealth amounts from small to large show that there was
great wealth inequality among individuals in rural Diyarbekir. While individuals in the first 20
percent group, labeled poor, owned only 1.76 percent of total wealth (817,133 kurus),
individuals in the 5th 20 percent group, labeled rich, owned 62.97 percent of total wealth. The
share of the 5th 20 percent group with the highest wealth is therefore 35 times higher than the
share of the 1st 20 percent group with the lowest wealth. People in the 3rd 20 percent group
have 9.75 percent of total wealth and average wealth. Those in the 2nd 20 percent group have
below-average wealth, while those in the 4th 20 percent group have above-average wealth.

Studies on this topic have found that there are differences between the proportions of total
wealth held by low- and high-income groups. For example, in the mid-nineteenth century, the
share of the last group with the highest income was 50.3 percent, while the share of the first
group with the lowest income was 4.8 percent. The share of the last 20 percent group with the
highest income in total income is 10 times higher than that of the first 20 percent group with the
lowest income.*® In Sorgun district in Bozok Sanjak of Sivas province, the households of the
poorest first 20 percent of the population received 4.6 percent of the total income, while the
households of the richest 5th 20 percent received 42 percent of the total income. The difference
in income between households in the richest quintile and those in the poorest quintile is
therefore around 9 times greater.>!

In the Kumanovo district of Skopje province, the lowest 20 percent of the income group
received 4.45 percent of the total income, while the top 20 percent received 54.48 percent of the
total income.*? This shows that there is an income gap of 12.2 between the richest and the
lowest income group. The income difference between the first 20 percent and the fifth 20
percent in Alpu village in Eskisehir district of Bilecik governorate in Hiidavendigar province is
only two times.? The income distribution in the village of Alpu is relatively more balanced
compared to the settlements mentioned above.

3.1.1. Relationship between the amount of wealth and the number of spouses and
children

50 Gokay Karaduman & Ahmet Tabakoglu, “19. Yiizyil Temettuat Defterleri'ne Gére Uskiip/Kocana Kazasi’nin
Lorenz Egrisi ve Gini Katsayisi ile Gelir Dagilimmin Analizi” Eskisehir Osmangazi Universitesi Iktisadi ve Idari
Bilimler Dergisi 16/1 (2021): 154.

51 Ahmet Burgin Yereli, Altug Murat Koktas & Isil Sirin Selguk, “Sorgun Kazasit XIX. Yiizyil Temettiiat Defterleri
Uzerinden Gelir Dagilimi ve Goreli Yoksulluk Uzerine Bir Inceleme” Sosyoekonomi 23 (2015): 127-128.

52 Ali Aslan, “Temettiiat Defterlerine Gore Osmanli Kumanovasi’nda Sosyo-Ekonomik Yapi (1844/1845)” Diisiince
ve Toplum Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi 1 (2019): 86.

53 A. Mesud Kiigiikkalay & Ayla Efe, “Osmanli Zirai Sektoriiniin Ticarilesebilme imkani Uzerine Bir Deneme:
184445 Alpu K&yii Ornegi” OTAM 20 (2009): 256.

Osmanli Mrvast Arastirmalar: Dergisi / Journal of Ottoman Legacy Studies
Cilt 12, Sayr 32, Ocak 2025 / Volume 12, [ssue 32, January 2025 11



Ahmet Giileng Socral and Economue Life in Rural Diyarbekir in the Middle
of the XIX? Century....

It was investigated whether the amount of wealth of the 20% groups in the villages of
Diyarbekir has an influence on the number of spouses and the number of children they have.
When we compare the average amount of wealth of 293 people with at least 1 kurus of wealth
with the number of spouses and children according to the 20% groups, we find that as the
amount of wealth increases, the number of spouses and children also increases relatively.

35
3.22
3
23 =@= Average
2 number of
spouses

Average numbers
W

1.% 20 2.%20 3.%20 4.% 20 5.%20
Groups of 20 percent

Figure 3: The relationship between the amount of wealth and the number of spouses and children

In the Ist and 2nd 20% groups, the relationship between the average wealth of people
with below-average wealth and the number of spouses and children is balanced. The average
number of spouses and children of people in the 3rd 20% group with average wealth is 1.01 and
2.23 respectively. The average number of spouses of people in the 4th 20% group with above-
average wealth is 1.08 and the average number of children is 2.47. The average number of
spouses and children of the last 20 per cent group who are considered rich is 1.36 and 3.22
respectively. This shows that in rural Diyarbekir, the number of spouses and children of people
with above-average wealth increases as their wealth increases. For example, among the last 20
per cent group who are rich and married to 3 wives, Mehmed bin Besir from the village of
Karali had 8 children*, Dervis ibni Hiiseyin from the village of Yuvacik had 11 children’’, Hac1
Nasir bin Haci Hiiseyin bin Ibrahim from the village of Bulan had 6 children®® and Esseyyid
Seyh Hasan Efendi, one of the sheikhs of the Naqshbandi order from the village of Aktepe, had
6 children.”’

3.1.2. Distribution of wealth between Muslim and non-Muslim groups

Another problematic issue analysed is the distribution of wealth between Muslims and
non-Muslims. The shares of Muslims and non-Muslims in the 20 percentiles of total wealth
were calculated separately. The results show that non-Muslims were wealthier than Muslims in
rural Diyarbekir (see Figure 4).

4 BOA, D.§.S., 280/135.
S BOA, D.§.S., 280/112a.
S BOA, D.§.S., 281/3c.
STBOA, D.§.S., 297/23a.
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Figure 4: Relationship between wealth and religion

The figure shows that non-Muslims are poorer than Muslims among those defined as poor
in the first 20 percent group. In all other groups, however, the average wealth of non-Muslims is
higher than that of Muslims. While the average wealth of the 48 Muslims in the second 20%
group was 686 kurus, the average wealth of non-Muslims was 708 kurus. In the third 20%
group, the average wealth of Muslims was 1339 kurus, while the average wealth of non-
Muslims was 1407 kurus. In the 4th 20% group, the average wealth of Muslims was 2782 kurus,
while that of non-Muslims was 3319 kurus. In the last 25% group, the average wealth of
Muslims was 8799 kurus, while the average wealth of non-Muslims was 10952 kurus.

3.2. Lorenz Curve and Gini Coefficient

The Lorenz curve is a measurement method used to show the inequality in the
distribution of income or wealth in the population.® In the graphical representation of the
Lorenz curve, the cumulative shares of income on the vertical side of the square and the
cumulative shares of the population on the horizontal side are expressed as percentages. The
further the Lorenz curve moves away from the diagonal, the more unequal the income
distribution.® Another widely used measure of personal income distribution is the Gini
coefficient.®® The Gini coefficient, which is directly related to the Lorenz curve, is calculated by
dividing the area between the Lorenz curve and the complete equality line by the total area
under the complete equality line. The Gini coefficient, which varies between 0 and 1, is equal to
0 if income is fairly distributed in the society under study and equal to 1 if it is unfairly
distributed.®! If the Gini coefficient is 0.5 or more, this indicates significant inequality in income
distribution; if it is between 0.40-0.5, this indicates moderate inequality; and if it is below 0.40,
this indicates low inequality.5?

Lorenz curves and Gini coefficients were calculated based on the analysed probate reords
to determine the income distribution of the groups in the villages of Diyarbekir. In the following,
the Lorenz curve and Gini coefficients are constructed by calculating the cumulative income
shares and cumulative population shares of 293 people whose probate records were analysed.

58 Joseph L. Gastwirth, “A General Definition of the Lorenz Curve” Econometrica 39/6 (1971): 1037; TUIK, “Gelir
ve Yasam Kosullar1 Aragtirmas1 Metodolojisi Hakkinda Genel Ag¢iklama”, 8.

59 Hatice Akdag, Gelir Dagilimi Teorileri Cergevesinde Gelir Esitsizligi Analizi (Ankara: Iksad Yay., 2020), 29.

0 TUIK, “Gelir ve Yasam Kosullar1 Arastirmas: Metodolojisi Hakkinda Genel Agiklama”, 8.

81 Akdag, Gelir Dagilimi Teorileri Cercevesinde Gelir Esitsizligi Analizi, 35.

92 Karaduman & Tabakoglu, “19. Yiizy1l Temettuat Defterleri’ne Gore”, 156.

Osmanli Mrvast Arastirmalar: Dergisi / Journal of Ottoman Legacy Studies
Cilt 12, Sayr 32, Ocak 2025 / Volume 12, [ssue 32, January 2025 13



Ahmet Giileng Socral and Economue Life in Rural Diyarbekir in the Middle
of the XIX? Century....

The data obtained shows that the Gini coefficient in rural Diyarbekir is 0.58. This indicates that
there is significant inequality in income distribution among people who have a share of total
income (see Fig. 5).

1
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Figure 5: Diagram of wealth distribution for rural Diyarbekir (Lorenz curve)

By comparing the coefficient of 0.58 in rural Diyarbekir with the values of the Gini
coefficient found in other historical studies of the same period, one can judge whether the
distribution of income between regions is fair or not.

For example, in the middle of the XIX century, the Gini coefficient was 0.45 in Kogana
district and villages of Skopje province®’; 0.40 in Sorgun district of Bozok Sanjak of Sivas
province®; 0.44 in Kumanova district of Skopje province®®; 0.34 in the interior of 20 villages in
the Izmir, Thessaloniki and Aksehir regions, 0.43 in villages near commercial centers®® and 0.20
in the village of Alpu in the Eskisehir district of the Bilecik sub-governorate of Hiidavendigar
province.®” The Gini coefficient value determined in Alpu village shows that the income
distribution in an Ottoman village is more equitable than the income distribution in the most
developed countries today.%®

Conclusion

Thanks to the rich and varied data they contain, the probate records have become one of
the indispensable sources for the study of Ottoman social and economic history. The data
contained in the records fall within the field of study of many other disciplines such as history,
law, economics, art history, anthropology, sociology, etc. Researchers use the information and
data in the records according to their area of specialization. Especially in recent times, research
on the probate records has increased. The data is now being reinterpreted by different
disciplines by comparing them with each other. Developing technological capabilities have
offered new opportunities and conveniences to historians, as in any field. The method used in

3 Karaduman & Tabakoglu, “19. Yiizy1l Temettuat Defterleri’ne Gore”, 156.

% Yereli, Koktas & Selguk, “Sorgun Kazas1”, 128.

65 Aslan, “Temettiiat Defterlerine Gore Osmanli Kumanovasi’nda” 86.

% Dervig Tugrul Koyuncu & A. Mesud Kiigiikkalay, “Global Market Orientation of the Ottoman Agriculture Sector:
An Interregional Comparison (1844)” Osmanli Arastirmalari/The Journal of Ottoman Studies XLVIII (2016): 228.

%7 Kiigiikkalay & Efe, “Osmanli Zirai Sektériiniin Ticarilesebilme Imkani”, 257.

%8 Kiigiikkalay & Efe, “Osmanli Zirai Sektoriiniin Ticarilesebilme Imkani”, 257.
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classical studies of probate records generally involved transcription and analysis. However,
thanks to evolving technological capabilities, the data in probate records can now be interpreted
from a new perspective.

In this study, the probates of 299 people who died in the villages of Diyarbekir in the
mid-nineteenth century interpreted from a different perspective and with different evaluations.
During the preparatory phase of the study, we were interested in how the data contained in the
registers could be used more efficiently. For this reason, previous studies on probate registers
were meticulously reviewed. In addition, these studies were used by making comparisons where
appropriate.

The data in the registers are analyzed under the headings of social structure and economic
structure and evaluated using various calculations and graphs. In particular, the level of wealth
of individuals and the impact of their wealth on their social structure were determined by
various analyzes. The analyzes show that as the wealth of people in the villages of Diyarbekir
increased during the study period, the number of spouses and children also rose relatively

sharply.

The percentile shares, Lorenz curve and Gini coefficient, which are currently used by
official institutions such as the Turkish Statistical Institute (TurkStat) to measure the
distribution of wealth or income between individuals, were applied to the wealth amounts in the
probate records. The results show that the distribution of wealth in the villages of Diyarbekir in
the mid-nineteenth century was very unequal. In Diyarbekir, people in the first 20 percent group
owned 1.76 percent of total wealth, while people in the fifth 20 percent group owned 62.97
percent of total wealth. There is therefore a 35-fold wealth inequality between rich and poor
groups. If one examines the analyzes of wealth distribution in the various settlements of the
empire for the same period, one finds that there are differences. For example, while the Gini
coefficient in the village of Alpu was 0.20, it was 0.58 in the villages of Diyarbekir. This
situation shows that the distribution of wealth differs from region to region depending on socio-
economic conditions.
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Appendix
Appendix-1: Some of the people whose deaths were analyzed (mid-nineteenth century)’
Number of  [Name of . . Number (Number [Number Inheritance
. . IName of inheritors  |of . . [Date
Register village of boys |of girls (Kurus)
spouses
D.S.S., I Gorkis veledi Ishak 17 Recebii'l-Ferd
po3n0d S Weled-i Befdo? || 3 ! 1279 3886
D.S.S., .o [Kerbos veledi Ikob 26 Sabanii'l-
293/37a Ulbekari? veled-i Edam ! ! ! Muazzam 1279 1082
D.S.S., . 27 Zilhicce-1
h03/64c Sirali Serif Bektas 1 3 1 Serife 1279 5740
D.S.S., . Abdullah Bey Ibm 22 Saferii'l-Hayr
Kara Kinisa|Fettah Bey Ibn-i 1 1 762
293/71d 1280
Mahmud Bey
D.S.S., Coa Receb Ortalari
H30/112a Yuvacik  |[Dervis Ibni Hiiseyin |3 6 S 1267 7200
?ég}?f o,  [Kom |salih Bin Eyib | P P 4...1267 3052
?ég}?é’s Karali  |Mchmed Bin Besir |3 4 4 7 Sevval 1267 [6181,5
?ég}?é’sb Kibil  |Hanos Binti Kafut |1 1 4 Sevval 1267 [463,5
D.S.S., Fettah Fuat [bni .
130/144a Bakos Abdullah 0 7 Zilkade 1267 |157,5
DS lzuha ffsmail BinHall 3 3 20 Zilkade 1267 9543
D.S.S., 280/15[Kularvi  |Geci Bint Seyhmus |1 ?;22“ Baglart |, 569
D.S.S., . 3 Rebiiilevvel
130/168b Kazik Tepe [Sadun Kethiida 2 3 1 1268 3008,5
D.S.S., . 15 Rebitilahir
80/169 Hanbazar |Sadun Bin Mehmed |1 2 4 1268 1765,5
?ég)?%b Nebgice  |[Mustafa Bin Garam |2 1 b B é;eblulah“ 55675
D.S.S., Ersalan . . Safer Ortalar1
180/172a Oglu Timur Bin Mehmed |1 1 1268 442.5
D.S.S., . 27 Rebitilahir
h30/177a Saafi Mustafa Bin Hamza |1 2 1268 303

% Unreadable places are indicated with a (...) sign.
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ishak Ibni Esseyyid

D.S.S., . Rebitilahir

230/177b Tozan Mehmed Bin Osman |1 Sonlart 1268 1047
Hac1 Nasir Bin Haci 15 Rebiiilevvel

D.S.S., 281/3c[Bulan Hiiseyin Bin ibrahim 1281 32068

D.S.S., . Abdullah bni Salih

h81/40¢ Terbil Bin Kablab 2 6 Receb 1281 8433

D.S.S., . Ali Bin Mecid Bin

h81/42a Melkis Vusuf 1 17 Receb 1281 2018

D.S.S., Miislim-i  [Sofu Hasan Bin 26 Rebitilahir 10984

281/48¢ Igya /Abdah Bin Siileyman 1281

D.S.S., 1o Abdi Bin Seyid Bin

h31/51b Colli Abdullah 1 2 Saban 1281 9729

D.S.S., Eyub Bin Sino Bin

h81/50a Fude Abdullah 1 24 Saban 1281 (1273

D.S.S., Hiiseyin Bin Bobo

H31/59b Astaban Bin Abdullah 2 8 Saban 1281 574

D.S.S., . Temo Bin Ibrahim

h81/63c Cebari Bin Abdah 1 7 Saban 1281 423

oy . . 14

D.S.S., Egilli Ahmed Bin Ali . .

h31/64a Karinca Bin Ahmed 1 1C?irgriamyelahlr 6840

D.S.S., . Bahma Binti Mustafa

h81/67a Kundiri Bin Abdullah 1 17 Sevval 1281 (629

D.S.S., . Hiiseyin Bin brahim

bsi/67b P*MK IBin Hasan Bin Ali 18 Sevval 1281 1880

DS.S Ermeni, Vardo

2é 1)6.730 Basika Veledi Karabet 1 9 Sevval 1281  [6368
'Veledi Erdo

DS.S Mahmud Bin

2é 1) 6§b Kargali Mahmud Bin 1 16 Sevval 1281 (6200
Abdullah

D.S.S., Findo Bin Mustafa

h81/694 Hesteyan Bin Seyithan 1 5 Sevval 1281  |14413

D.S.S., Haci Mustafa Resit Bin

281/72a  |Osman  |Numan Bin Abdullah 14 Sevval 1281 1457

D.S.S., . |Abdah Bin Semdin

h81/72¢ Mehmeddein Abdullah 1 12 Sevval 1281 (389

D.S.S., o . ...

h81/78b Seydiki Seyhmus Bin Residi |1 26 Sevval 1281 (977

DS.S Siiryani, Danyel

A Kemci 'Veledi Esid veledi 1 11 Zilkade 1281 14097

281/81a
Edam

D.S.S., . Ali Bin Isa Bin Molla .

h31/%44 Hatib Mehmed 1 20 Zilkade 1281 [2323

D.S.S., . [Mehmed Bin Mezre .

)81/39 Memaki Bin Abdullah 1 28 Zilkade 1281 (6241

D.S.S., Mehmed Bin... Bin o

)81/91b Fare Abdullah 1 7 Zilhicce 1281 (1072

D.S.S., . 'Yusuf Bin Isa Bin 12 Ramazan

bg1/98a | LAY ipduliah ! 1281 3423
Esseyyid Seyh Hasan

D.S.S., A . 8 Rebiiilevvel

07234 Aktepe Efendi Ibni Esseyyid |3 1283 36930
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Mehmed

T e e s

]3)02/?1’21) Batir Bey |Hasan Bin Mehmed |1 ?;gi.r Baglan 2044
?02/?1’13 Davudi Osu veledi Calonun |1 ?gzzn Sonlari 1394
. |poga  [Bekir Bin Ali | 26 Zilhicce 1265 [5588
S oo Kadt i rahim Bin Mehmed] safer Sonlart 1403
D.S.S., 308/5b ﬁezﬁlme 4 [Hasan Bin Ali 1 Ifggjb Ortalart 1, o

D.S.S., 308/6a|Zeko Bodis Bektasi 1 ?;22“ Ortalart ;5
D.S.S., 353/66(Yassica g/{iel}el;nnelgnmn 1 gl;‘é‘de Baglart 1530
]335'2}3 o Mursi Hasan Bin Mehmed |1 ﬁl;léicce Baslar 1, 69,
D.S.S., 377/10Beyaz Mustafa veledi Sinan |1 ggﬁ:ﬁﬁlggv el 617
]3)72/?1’2 Yaslh Yahya Bin Hayrullah |1 Ramazan 1261 [160

D35 |TezHarab  [ibrahim Bin Mustafa |1 g{a‘;}f;rrfelg‘& 3880

Hanane

sy (vt lsim Yok ! Sonan 1262 1723
D.S.S., 377/21|Abant ismail Bin Tayyar | gzg:rlf}fizrm 2036
D.S.S., 377/31|Aslanoglu |Ali ibni Omer 1 ﬁlgg de Baglart 1593
D.S.S., 377/35[Eruh [brahim Bin Omer |1 f;lél(i)cce Ortalart |, g5
e . oS

Source: Mashihat Shar'iyye Registers Book (MSH.SSC.d), Diyarbakir Shar'iyye Registers (DSS), 308,

293, 280, 281, 353, 377, 297 number of registers.
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