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controls), and encouraged and directed mass immigration of “Turkish”
settlers from Anatolia, whereby the most important Ottoman Balkan cit-
ies became predominantly Muslim and Turkish, with conversion to Islam
playing a minimally important role.?

Largely in response to Barkan’s claims, and again influenced by nation-
alist ideology, Todorov developed his own model of Ottoman urbaniza-
tion, wherein he insisted on a large degree of continuity between the
pre-Ottoman and Ottoman periods, minimized the role of Turcoman
colonization from Anatolia, and pointed to religious conversion, which in
his mind was largely forced or at least occurred under some sort of “indi-
rect pressure,” as the main factor explaining the presence of large, and
very often dominant Muslim communities in Ottoman Balkan towns.*’
This division of opinion has persisted and Barkan’s and Todorov’s views
have been followed and advanced by a number of scholars from the
Balkans and Turkey.?8

There have been more nuanced studies on the subject, like Adem
HandZi¢’s, which takes up Bosnia as a special case, emphasizing the
importance of its geographical position as a serhad (frontier) province
with the related political, logistic, strategic, and economic factors that
conditioned the development of local Ottoman towns, and the work of
Behija Zlatar.?’ But by and large, the study of Ottoman Balkan urban
development has long been the domain of Balkan (including Turkish)
nationalist historiographies, whereby the national, ethno-religious, and
political identity of the scholars involved has left indelible marks on the
ongoing debate. It has been only in the past couple of decades that more

5.2 The Emergence of Ottoman Hezargrad (Razgrad) 165-\b b

The remainder of this chapter discusses the most important urban
centers in Deliorman and the adjacent regions with special attention paid
to the factors that conditioned their emergence and/or changes in their
relative importance, and their evolving demographic situations, including
ethno-religious composition and the processes of conversion and ethno-
religious assimilation, thus testing both Barkan’s and Todorov’s theses.3!
Indeed, the history of the four urban centers discussed below reflects
a diversity of patterns of urban transformation, suggesting that urban
development in the Ottoman Balkans, even when limited to a fairly small
part of the peninsula, hardly fits a single model. Yet, the Ottoman state’s
strategic priorities probably played the most important role in the rise
and decline of urban centers in the region. Hezargrad (Herazgrad, mod.
Razgrad), still dubbed “the unofficial capital of Deliorman,” emerged in
the first half of the sixteenth century as an essentially new urban center,
the base of a wagf founded by the current grand vizier. The fortress of
the other significant town in the region, Shumnu (mod. Shumen), to
the southeast of Hezargrad, was well-established in medieval Bulgaria
and was largely destroyed by the Christian armies during the Crusade of
Varna (1444) and then rebuilt by the Ottomans in the late fifteenth and
sixteenth centuries. The town of Chernovi (mod. village of Cherven),
to the northwest of Hezargrad, is a telling example of a well-developed
medieval Bulgarian town that gradually lost its importance and turned
into an insignificant village by the mid-seventeenth century. Chernovi
declined in parallel with the rise of Rus (later Rus¢uk, mod. Ruse) on the
southern bank of the Danube as the major urban center in the vicinity, a

Iy process bolstered by its strategic importance as a fortress and a growing
e center of commerce along the northern border of the Empire. Finally,

detached and nuanced research on Ottoman urban centers has come
into being, most notably the work of Machiel Kiel,*® which has in many

et .
ways inspired the analysis of urban development that follows. C Eski Cuma (mod. Térgovishte), to the west of Hezargrad and Shumnu,
bl is an example of a village that grew steadily during the sixteenth century,
% Tbid., 200, 294. o acquiring a Friday mosque and a marketplace in the process, and was

27 First in “Po niakoi vAprosi na balkanskiia grad prez XV-XVI vv.,” IP 18, no. 1 (1962),
32-58, and later in The Balkan City, 44-60. B )
% Yor works supportive of Todorov’s thesis, see Zdravko Pliakov, “Za demografskiia okallk
na bélgarskiia grad prez XV — sredata na XVII vek,” IP 24, no. 5 (1968), 28—47,Tra.1an
Stoianovich, “Model and Mirror in the Pre-modern Balkan City,” in La ville Bqllf:anzqug
XVe-XIXe SS, 83-110, and Strashimir Dimitrov, “Za priemstvenostta v razvitieto na
balkanskite gradove prez XV-XVI vek,” Balkanistika 2 (1987), 5-17. On Barkan’s sidef,
see M. Tayyib Gokbilgin, “Kanuni Sultan Siileyman Devri Baglarinda Rumeli Eyaleti,
Livalan, Sehir ve Kasabalari,” Belleten 20 (1956), 247-285, and Kemal Karpat, “"I'he
Background of Ottoman Concept of City and Urbanity,” in Structure Sociale et d_wel—
oppement culturel des villes sud-est Européennes et Adriatiques aux XVIe-XVIlle sidcles
(Bucharest: AIESEE, 1975), 323-340.
Adem Hand%i¢, “O formiranju nekih gradskih naselja u Bosni u XV stolje¢u,” POF 30
(1980), 133-169, and Behija Zlatar, “Tipologija gradskih naselja na Balkanu u XV1
vijekw,” in Gradska Kultura na Balkanu (XV-XIX vek), Zbornik Radova, vol. 2, 63—73.
30 See especially his “Urban Development.”
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recognized as a center of a nahiye (district) by the late sixteenth century,
attaining town status and becoming a center-of a kaza in the first half of-

the seventeenth. | —! e,aN d

5.2 The Emergence of Ottoman Hezargrad &1 11 -
5.2.1 Ancient and Medieval Background

The present town of Hezargrad (Razgrad) and its vicinity, situated in
the Ak Lom (Beli Lom) river valley, around 50km southeast of Ruse

31 The process of conversion to Islam will be taken up in greater detail in Chapter 7.

Nikolay
Sixteenth Centuries, Cambridge. Cam

Antov, The Ottoman “Wild West”: the Balkan Frpntier in the Fifteenth and
bridge Uni. Press, 2017. ISAM DN. 264126.




01173 Herwasonn
(SRR

2250  KIEL, Machiel, ‘H’r,

grad —~ Hezargrad —

Razgrad, The Vicissitudes of a Turkish Town in

Bulgaria’. Tyrcicq (Paris),
Pp-495-563

No.21-23, 1991,

azgrad - Hezérgrad - Razgr,

5 demographical; &conomic
istorica] Dotes.) 7 urcica, 21.23 (
563 )

d art
1991) Pp.495.

ad: the
sh town ip Bulgari,.




494 GILLES VEINSTEIN

ordinaire. En méme temps, cette pratique est lourde de conséquences
économiques et sociales, en amputant des patrimoines méme modestes
d’une partie qui sera confiée 4 la gestion de tiers, et en contribuant
Pentretien de toute une catégorie de religieux se chargeant de ces
régitations.

Ces quelques apergus sur les arriére-plans spirituels de stipulations
bien matérielles nous excuseront peut-étre d’avoir consacré a des ques-
tions de procédure et d’argent les pages que nous dédions avec respect
et affection d I’éminente spécialiste des courants de Pislam turc.

G.V.

Rirdphaned

o
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Machiel KIEL

HRAZGRAD - HEZARGRAD - RAZGRAD
THE VICISSITUDES OF A TURKISH TOWN
IN BULGARIA

(Historical, Demographical, Economic and Art Historical Notes)*

It is not our intention here to deal with the entire problem of Turkish
colonization of Bulgaria, or with the assimilation of Bulgarians into
Turkish Islam in general. The magnitude of the sources to be investigated
so as to make any statement on a nation-wide scale forbids such an
approach. On these pages we shall work according to the principle
«small is beautiful» and concentrate on one surveyable area: one town
and seven villages, which in the sources are constantly mentioned
together as one group, — thus avoiding the ever present danger of mis-
identification. We will deal with a region of the Balkans particularly
dear to Prof. Mélikoff: the Deli Orman in North-Eastern Bulgaria, and
the selected town of Razgrad and its surroundings. In the modern
Bulgarian historiography there is a tendency to represent urban deve-
lopment in the country in the Ottoman period (1392-1878) as well as
the development of the villages as a slow but steady policy of Turki-
fication of initially Bulgarian settlements. On this process, which in
Bulgaria is often seen as the result of an active and deliberate State-

-

* The source material used for this article was collected during several working cam-
paigns in the Turkish and the Bulgarian archives in the years 1985, 1986 and 1987. The
observation on the spot were partly made during several visits of Razgrad and the
Razgrad area, in the 1960s and 70s and during a special trip in August 1987 offered to us
by the Centre of Bulgaristic Studies in Sofia. Above-mentioned research in the archives
was sponsored by the Netherlands Organization for the Advancement of Pure Research
Z.W.0., The Hague, under the guidance of the Utrecht State University. The author
wishes to thank the Turkish and the Bulgarian authorities who allowed him to work in
their archives and supported his research wherever they could.
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opinions in the diwdn, which he bravely maintained
even before Selim I. He was a friend and protector
of the republic of Dubrovnik. His foreign contem-
poraries also thought highly of him. The Venetian
ambassador, Andrea Gritti, describes Ahmed Pasha
as “‘valentissime di buon animo e ingenuo”. He was a
courageous, but not very successful, general. He
excelled as a skilled diplomat and politician.

Ahmed Pasha had a daughter named Humai (who
died after 1551) and two sons, Ali Beg and Mustafa
Beg, both of them born before 1509, in which year
they were circamcised. “Ali Beg distinguished him-
self as a lyric poet and wrote under the makhlas Shirl.
He is mentioned until 1545, and Mustafa Beg until
1582. With him the Muslim branch of the Hercegovié
family died out.
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~—HEYBELI ADA [see MARMARA].

EZARFENN [sec HUSAYN HEZARFENN].

HEZARGHRAD, Ottoman name of Razgrad in
north-east Bulgaria, on the Beli Lom. A prehistoric
settlament, it is the site of the classical Abritus, in
whose ruins a Slavo-Bulgar township grew up. No
details are known of its fate during the Ottoman
expansion; it was probably occupied in the course of
Candarll ‘Al Pagha’s campaign of 790/1388. It
begins to be mentioned only towards the middle of
the roth/16th century as a village, variously named
Yefidje, Hezirghrad-i Djedid and Kayadijlk, be-
longing to the kada® of Cernovi (Cerven). The Ot-
toman name Hezdrghrad is a deformation of a pre-

pttomap name Hrazgrad. With three other villages
it was, in the roth/16th century, incorporated in the
wakfs of the Grand Vizier Damid Ibrahim Pasha.

In the second half of the 1oth{16th century jTiS
mentioned as a kasaba [¢.v.], the administrative centre
of a kada’ in the sandjak of Nicopolis. The town and
the district around contained a significant population
of Turkish colonists, yiriiks [g.2.] among them. In
the middle years of the century there were over
400 Muslims in the town (Turks, and also many
converted Bulgarians), and about 1300 Christian
Bulgarians. In 1050/1640 there were in the town
8oo Bulgars (and 10 Catholics, immigrants from
Dubrovnik). In'1069/165g there were no more than
some 350 Bulgars, while the Muslim population had
increased to yooo (with 30 Catholics). Later there
were also some Jewish and Armenian inhabitants.

Situated in a fertile district, Hezarghrad rapidly
became a vigorous commercial town, where numerous
crafts flourished, one of the chief centres for the
export of raw hides to Dubrovnik. There were over
300 shops in its commercial quarter. A code of re-
gulations for its market was in existence in the
10th{r6th century (Paris, Bibl. Nat., MS a.f.t. 8s,
fol. 118 v). In the rgth century there was in the
town a Government saltpetre factory.

A pleasant town, it contained several mosques,
the best known being those of Ibrahim Pasha and
Mehmed Pasha. There were 12 khdns, some medreses,
a clock-tower, baths, fountains, and a bridge over
the river. The sources mention two churches in the
1rth/r7th and 19th centuries. The town suffered
many disasters, attacks by brigands, and massive
emigration between the 16th and 1gth centuries.
‘The Bulgarian inhabitants of the town played an
active part in the political and religious struggles
for independence in the 1gth century.

Bibliography: Neshri, Kitdb-r Cihan-niimd,
i, Ankara 1957, 245-59; J. Leunclavius, Hist. Mus.,
Frankfurt 1591, 266-76; Ewliya Celebi, Seyihat
name, lii, 310-11; J. von Hammer, Rumeli und
Bosna, Vienna 1812, 41; E. Fermendiin, Acta
Bulgariae ecclesiastica, Zagreb 1887, 75, 263; ]
Bongars, in Rad Jugoslavenske Akad. Znanosti i
Umjetnosti, cxxx (1897), 107; Sestini, Viaggio da
Constantinopoli a Bukoresti fatto 'anno 1779, Rome
1794, 45; C. Niebuhr, Reisebeschreibung nach Arabien
..., ii, Hamburg 1837, 173; R. Walsh, Narrative
of a journey. .., London 1828, 166; Sotia, National
Library, oriental section, Fonds 117, 20, no. 261g,
OAK 214/8; F. Babinger, Beitrage zur Friihgeschichie
..., Vienna and Munich 1944, 31, 33; A. Yavashov,
Razgrad, negovoto arheologidesko 1 isioridesko minalo,
Razgrad 1930; B. Cvetkova, Sur laspect démo-
graphique de cerlaines régions dans la Bulgarie du
nord-est aux XVe-XVIe siécles, in Bull. du Musée de
Kolarovgrad, Varna 1965; B. Nedkov, Sur le nom
Razgrad, in Balgarski Ezik, xii/3(1963).

(B. CvETROVA)

&HIBA, one of many Arabic words used to express

the concept of “gift’”, and the preferred legal term
for it, see following article.

The giving of gifts, that is, the voluntary transfer
of property, -serves material and psychological
purposes. In the pre-history of man, it probably
antedates the contractual payment for goods and
services. In Islam, it has retained its inherited
functions as an important component of the social
fabric and has exercised a considerable influence on
political life. Literature {in the narrow scnse of the
term) tells us more about gifts than it does about

commercial transactions.
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TABLE 4. Population Change in the Ten Most Rapidly Expanding Bulgarian - > ’}\) 75‘5, {Jj-) C\X/]')CUASJH)
Towns, 1900/4-1910, NG .
bt / .
TOWN TOTAL BULGARIANS TURKS % ' IR .
Percent Percent Percentile  Percent Percentile Q2 =
change change change change change 2 Machiel Kicl
i +401.50 +514.26 +22.48 -63.93 -92.72 o
Burges Nsano  anaas ama as m | URBAN DEVELOPMENT INIBULGARIA! IN THE TURKISH
Pleven +100.88 +112.04 +5.55 19.63 -40.43 . PERIOD: THE PLACE OF TU&KISH ARCHITECTURE IN THE
Vama +68.68 +264.10 +21.59 -50.25 -70.49 c PROCESS‘ 4
Yambol +48.14 +54.84 +1.22 -36.76 -57.33 .
Stara Zagora  +44.21  +63.98 #1371 -60.02 72,28 ‘ %N«C/g LA Teua
Plovdiv T +43.48 +95.26 3617 -58.76 -71.25 2 . ' )
Kiustendil +43.46 +71.52 +23.83 -93.38 -95.36 / : ’
Rusé +38.57 +100.31 +44.54 -43.52 -59.25 ' For half a millennium the lands now conslituting the Socialist Republic of
Vraisa +36.10 +43.49 6.91 -51.80 -64.64 | Bulgaria were an integral part of the empirc of the Ottoman Turks and had a full share in
the political, economic, and cultural life of thosc days. A number of citics in today's
SOURCE: Glavna Dirckisiya na Statistika, Liste des Localités, 1879-1910, apergu Bulgaria were in the past among the largest and most important in the Turkish Empire,
comparative, historique, éthnographique Safia, 1920). having an exclusively or predominantly Muslim Turkish population or actually founded
by the Turks themselves. Some of these citics played a role of first importance as
centers of Otloman cducation, literature, and architecture. In no way were the Bulgarian
lunds a provincial backwatcr, as some of the surviving Turkish monuments show in an
)/ cloguent way. In this article we confinc oursclves to the discussion of some sulicnt
, aspects of urban development in the lfong Turkish centurics of Bulgaria and try 10 show
, / \9/ B low Ottoman Turkish architecture fit into this development. ' We shall focus on the
— Qj (/ . origin and demographic composition of the population of the towns, in order to find out
ﬁ’ \/// how Turkish the Ouoman Bulgarian towns were and for whom the numcrous buildings
- (\ _ J of that period were crected. The scope and quality of the monuments of architccture
\/ﬁ ° crected by the Turks in Bulgaria will be shown by photographs and drawings
\ \/ accompanicd by descriptive notes. Being intended as a general overvicw, this article docs
,—( not deal with the theoretical aspects of the use of the principal sources. The fiunous
‘,QD * Ouoman census and taxation records are nol analyzed, as the figures given here are
(/ )\/ intended as gencral indications of the size and proportion of the population, not as cxact
v : counts (although the Ottoman burcaucrats of the fificenth and sixicenth centurics
jfb .{/\ certainly strove to be as correct as possible). !

N

* The bulk of the documentation used in this anticle ‘was collected during & munber of journcys throogh
the Balkans and in the course of archival work in Istanbul, Ankara, and Sofia made possible by
scholarships of the Netherlands Organization for Scientific Rescarch, 7Z.W.0, The Ifague, and the
Prince Bernhard Fund, Amsterdam. The author wishes 1o thank the Turkish and the Bulgarian
authoritics for allowing him access to their archives.
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