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From Decline to Transformation:
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Reflections on a New Paradigm in Ottoman History

Oliuier Bouquet"

Çi;kilşteıı Döniişi)me: Osnıanlı Tarihirıde Yeııi Bir Paradigma Üzerine DüşünceLer

Öz ı Bu makale, Osnıanlı ar:rştırn,ıaları alaırıırda yeni ortav:r çıkn-ıış bir paradigıııı
tılarak "döırüışiim" kavraınını e]e ılıı,rktıdır. Öncclikle, 20. yüzyı[ın son otuz- yılıncla

orta},:r konaır l (ı ve 18. yüız.yıl Osınanlı ,.rrastırmalarında geniş çtrpta yef [ıulaır qerile-

ıne teori]eriniıı eleştirisi 1,apıldı. lkinci olaral< ise soıı yirmi yılda yayınrlanan pek çok
mak:rle ve kitapra 19. 1,iiz-yılın, dönüşümiin yeni bir altın çağı olırrak nitclcırdjriIı-ı-ıesi

nıcrcek :rltına :rlındı. Bu nıakale mevcut paradigmanın özgünlüğüııü, vaygın anc:rk

basınakalıp temalar bağlamında sorglıladıktaı-ı sonra paraclignraıııı-ı kullaırışlılığını
ıneydan cıkuı-ı-ıa ı,c imkaı-ılar çcrçcvesinde ölçırıeye çalışmaktadır. Btı 1ıaradigmada,
döııiişümciilük gcrilcnıccilikten kapsan,ılı bir analiz sunanıadığı sc'lıebiyle ayfüşıyorsa

cla, kullaırınal<tan kaçındığıırı iddia etmesine rağnıeıı oı-ıa bağımlı olduğu iki baskın

özelliğini de taklit eder: -mücsscsc tarihinin kadir-i ınutlaklığı ve adını dahi anmadığı

bir ınoderniz.m ktıraını-. Kısacası bu yeıri beyan, bir paradigır-ıa döniişüııii iddiısıııın
c:rz-i besi ıri kullan a rak eski rarilr yazı m I |ı t yeı ı i den iire tnıekted i r.

Aııahrar keliııelcr: Osmaıılı :rraştırn,ıaları; çiiktiş ve gerilemeı döıriişünı kavramı; nıo-

derıı iz-asyoı-ı; paradi gnı atik ycn i Jenıe.

"Nothing is born or perishes, but already existing things com-

bine, then separate anew."

Anaxagoras of Clazomenae

"Nothing is lost, nothing is created, ever}thing is transformed."

Antoine Laurent Lavoisier

* Universiry of Paris Ciry CESSMA.
A shortened French version of this article was published by the Reuue d'histoire duXIXe sibcle,

5312,2016, pp,ll7 -136.I am indebted to Juliet Powys who translated the text into English.
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REFLE(]TIONS ON A NE\X/ P;\RAD]Glv1 IN ()TT()MAN HlST()RY

Oııly the second quote has remained famous. A concise and striking re-

formulation of the former by the father of the law of conservation of nlass, it
encapstılates a science that is nıuch more complex than the principle which had

supposedly founded it, namely thermodynamics. V4ry apply it to an empife that

- if we are to believe the so-called Orientalist literature - destroyed more than it
created, consumed more than it produced, and emulated more than it invented?

Simply because it offers a perspective on aı1 appafently simple, yet dominant
problem in Ottoman history: the sııbstitution of one paradigm (decline) for aıı-
other (transformation) that took place in the last quarter of the rwentieth century
and has been backed up since by increasing numbers of studies, predominantly
published in North America.

Over the past decade, transformatioız has become a watchword, as rarely de-

bated as the one that it replaced was condemned. Historians have devoted books

and articles to the concept without thinking to define it in other thaır geıreral

terms. A global process, a collective becoming - transformation is what happened

to the Empire after its "construction" or "formation".l The term is alternately
taken in the sense of change, becoming or mutation, as a ılarrative, or discursive

elemeırt, and as an analytical frame, a historian's concept. It is the subject of es-

timations and evaluations, made to refer to both gradual and radical, in-depth
and incomplete developments. It all depends on the chronological framework,
the forms it takes and the turning points that it consolidates.] It is the subject of
a debate that is ongoing to this day. This echoes reflections by specialists in other
geographical areas.

Halil InaIcık aı,ıd f)orıald Qu:rtaert, "(leneral Introductioı-ı", Hıli[ İnalcık and Donald

Quatırert (eds.), ,4ıı Economic and SociaL Histor1 of tbe Ottoman Empire (Caılı6ridge: ()aın-

bridge University Press, l994), pp. XXXVII-XLIII, p. )(XXVIl; Olivier Bouquet, review of
Virginia A. Aksan and Daı-ıiel Goffmaıı (eds.),'I'he F,arly Modern Ottomans. Reıııappingthe
Empire (New York: Cambridge Universiw Press, 2007), Reuue d'histoire moderne et contem-

poraine, 57 l 1 (20|0), pp. 22r-224.

Jane Hathaway, "Problems of Periodization in Ottoman History: The Fifıeenth through

the Eighteenth Centuries," Turleisb Studies Association BulLetin, 2012 (1996), pp. 25-3 l;
Kar] Barbiı "'I'he Changing Face of the Ottoman Empire in the Eighteenth Century: Past

and Future Scholarship", Oriente Moderno, Nuoua Serie, 18 (79)l1 (1999), pp.253-267ı
Linda Darliı-ıg, 'Another Look at Periodization in Orti,ıman Histcıry'', Tıırkish Studies As-
sociation JournaL,26 (2002), pp. 19-28; Jane Hathawa,v, "Rewriting Eighreeırth-Century
Ottoınan History", Mediterranean Historical Reuiew, 19lll (2004), pp.29-53; Dror Ze'evi,

"Back to Napoleon: Thoughts on the Begiırning of the Modern Era in the Middle East",
Mediterrane an HistoricaL Reıiew, 1 l 9 l 1 (2004), pç,ı. 7 3-9 4.
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In the case ofJapan, declinism is a common metlıod of understanding history.

The majority of Confucian thinkers described their eras as being marked by the

degeneration of nıorals and institutions, as a result of the virtues of their dyııastv's

founders being forgotten. Hence a narrative of reform that ritually takes on the

appearance of a reactionary will to return to the past. This was the case even for

the Meiji era which, far from being preseı-ıted as a revolution, was considered as

a period of "restoration".:]In the case of China, readings of the fall of dynasties,

particularly the Ming and Qing dynasties, as a consequerrce of decline gave rise

to debates in economic histor,v. Collapse in the nineteenth and twentieth centu-

ries was evident, but controversy remained regarding the possible involtıtion of
the Chinese economy from the end of the eighteenth century: whilst for some

specialists, Chinese economy and sociery had entered into an irretrievable period

of impoverishment due to their very structures, others believed that the Chinese

had been the victims of a more efficient Western economy.i

In the case of Ottoman hisrory, as in others, the concept of transformation re,

fers more specifically to the pre-modern period.'Yet since the paradigm of decline

influenced historians' approaches to subsequent centuries, its recent substitution

has produced effects which also concern the nineteenth century. I woııld argue

that examining these effects helps us to study this period and to formulate new

questions. What is to be understood by transformatioır? Does the concept imply

that the sum of the levels of production and wealth were not all in decline and

that other developments are visible, assuming that historians have the means to

measure them? Has Ottoman history modified one of its main paradigms for rea-

sons that are specific to the field, or as a result of developmenrs at work in other

areas ofhistory? Should such a change be the cause for celebration, conjuring up

3 Conrad Totman, A Histor1 of Japan (Maldeır, Mass.: Blackıvell Publishers, 2000); Fran-

cine H6rai1 (ed.), L'Histoire du Japon. Des origines iı nos jours (Paris: Hermanıı, 20'10);

Pierre-François Souyri, Nouuelle histoire du Japon (Paris: Perrin, 2010).

4 Ray Huang, Taxation and Fi.yıance in Sixteenth Century Ming China (Cambridge: Cam-

bridge University Press, l974); Kenneıh Pomeranz, The Great Diuergence: Cbina, EuroPe,

and the Makingof the ModernVorLd Econom1 (Princeton, Priırcetoıı Universiry Press, 2000);

R. Biı-ı \(ong, China Transformed: HistoricaL Change and the Limits of Eııropean Experience

(Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1997); Richard von Glahn, The Economic History of

Cbiııa, from Antiquity to tbe Nineteenth Centur1 (Cambridge: Cambridge Uı-ıiversiry Press,

20 ı 6).

5 See Metin Kum, Tbe SııLtan\ Seruants: T'he Transformation of Ottoman Prouincial Gouern-

ment, 1550-1650 (New York: Columbia University Press, i983), p.77)3.
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REFt.t]C,|-loNs ON A NE\ül/ PARADIClvf IN o,1--],oMAN HTS,1,oRY

the possibility of a third ıvay, between decline and transformation, or should it
be, more cautiously, set aside?

Decline is dead...

Bookended by the "Classical Age" (t300-1600) and the era of modernisation,
decline characterised an inexorable process, barely hindered by the first attempts
in tlre Tiılip era (|7|8-1730) and the reforms of the reign of Selim III (l739-
lB07). Specialists fell in with this concept as best they could until the mid-l970s,
when theories of modernisation began to run out of steam. Over the folloıı,iııg
years, social and econoınic history produced results that contradicted the topos of
the Empire's generalised decline.

Decline therefore began its decline, completing it twenty years later." The
term is currently only used to refer to a given drop in production or a demograph-
ic downturn. lt no longer refers to a period in general, let alone to the predicted
fall of the "sick man of Europe", as it was known in the nineteenth century. In
the absence of an alternative model,'a ırunrber of critical perspectives and coun-
terproposals were formulated. Amongst the latter, let us focus on those that will
lead us to questions of transformation:

l / A refusal of the projection of categories ("advancement", "progress", "de-

lay'', "failure") developed by ideologues from nation states in the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries against imperial despotism.8

2/ A critique of the recurrent traı-ısfer of categories of actor (such-and_such a

traveller evokes the decline of thc Janissarv corps) towards researchers' analytical
framervorks (such-aı-ıd-such histori:rn is inspired to make Janissaries the privi-
ieged svmptom of a generalised dccliııe).') Intellectual history has emphasised the

6 Mustaf) Arnıağan (ed,.), Osnıınlı Tari.hini Yeniden Yazmak: Gerileme Paradigmasını Sonu
(Istanbul: Timaş, 201 t).

Darling, 'Another", p. 19; Karen Barkey, Empire of Dffirence:
tiue Perspectiue (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2008).

Kemal H. Karpat, "The Traırsfornratioı-ı of the Ottoman State,

JourııaL of MiddLe East Studies,3 0972), pp.243-28I , p. 243.

9 On the Celali rebellions depicted as alterations in the tınrar system, see Mustafa Akdağ,
CeLiili İslanları (1550-1603) (Aı-ıkara: Ankara Univcrsitesi Dil ve Tarih-Coğrafya Fakiiltesi
Yayınları, 1963). Also see Rhoads Murphey, "Review Article. Mustafa Ali and the Polit.ics
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importance of conducting a critique of rhe concepts used in chronicles, treatises

and pamphlets before reading effective realities into them.l(]

3/ An acknowledgement of a possible discrepancy between political dysfunc-
tion (in the Ottomaıı case, for exanrple, endemic, sometimes structural corrup-
tion) and demographic, economic or social phenomena (the Ottomaır population
doubled in the midst of the decline, between the sixteenth and the seventeenth

century).

4/ An emphasis on the relative and non-absolute nature of decliıre. Historians
specialised in the Ottoman economy have brought to light a successioıı of cycles

of decline and phases of stabilisatioı-ı.ll For instance, real wages were indeed lower
io |750 than in 1500, but more nrarked decreases took place elsewhere, nanely in
Western Europe, and levels in Istanbul were compafable to those in several major
Europeaır cities.l2 It was especially in the second half of the eighteenth century
that the average income per head began to diverge from that of most European
countries.r] In the same way, purchasing power, the stabiliry of the price index or
the degree of nrilitary innovation reached lower levels in comparison to European
standards over the course of several decades in the nineteenth ceıltury (which

were nevertheless associated with State modernisation) than those observed in the

sevellteellth aırd eighteenth cenruries. 1a

of Cultural Despair", International JournaL of Midlle East Studies,2| (|989), pp.243-255,
pp.245-246.

10 For a close examination of l66-17'h century Nasihatname, see Mehmet Öz, Kanun-ı Kadi-
min Peşinde: Osmanlı'da Çözülme ue Gelenekçi Yorumcuları (XW. Yüzryıllan WIII. Yüzyıl
Başlarına) (İstanbul: Dergah Yayınları, 2005). For a critical approach of the terminology
used in the ıskhatname genfe, see Coşkun Yılmaz, "Osmanlı Siyaset Düşüncesi Kaynakları
ile İlgili Yeni Bir Kavramsallaştırma: Islahatnam eler" , Türbiye Araştırmakrı Literatür Dergi-
si, I 12 (2003), pp. 299-338.

l l Ahmet Thbakoğlu, Gerileme Dönemine Girerken Osmanlı Maliyesi (İstanbul: Dergü Yayın-
ları, 1985); Yavıız Cezar, Osmanlı Maliyesinde Bunalım ue Değişim Dönemi (WIII. yy'dan
Thnzi,mala MaliTarib) (Ankara: Alan Yayıncılık, 1986).

12 Şevket Pamuk and Süleyman Ör-ucur, "Real'§f'ages and the Standards of Living in the
Ottoman Empire, 1469-19|4", Journal of Economic History, 6212 (2002), pp. 293-32|.

13 K. Kivanç Karaman and Şevket Pamuk, "Ottoman State Finances in European Perspective,

1500-19|4", Journal of Economic History,70l3 (2010), pp. 593-629, p. 594.

14 Şevket Pamuk, "Prices in the Ottoman Empire, |469-19|4", International Journal of Mid-
dLe East Studies,36 (2004), pp. 451-468.
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5/ A disputing of the strict opposition berween "decline" (seen in relation to

Islam, as a civilisation, and to tradition) and "progress" (associated with the \ü/est

and with modernity). Interestingly enough, this discussion extended beyond the

close_knit circle of ottoman historians, feeding into a wider debate. An increas_

ing number of NorthAmericaır specialists in the l980s began to distance them_

selves from B. Lewis' m<ıdel of "modern T[rkey" (that of irreversible development

through Vesternisation) to ral[y behind E. Saidt critiqtıe of orientalism.'5 when

the former published ,WhatWentWrong? in2002, a colleague from the Universiry

of Michigan, J. Cole, strongly criticised his approach: "Lewis creates a problematic

west/lslam dichotomy virtually everyr,vhere".|6 ?,oo2 marked another importanr

change: the Justice and Development Party (Arlalet ue KaLbınma Partisi) came to

po** in Turkey. contemporary historians, engaged in a reflection on the parallel

İ.r.lop*.n,s of Kemalist political change and official historiography since the

1930s, were compelled to take this change into account to furthe r distort the telos

of moderırisation.r] The title of a book by C. V. Findley is revelatory of this rear_

ranging of opposites, iırtroducing a term (Islam) that had rarely been associated

with those following it before: Turkey, Islam, I,{ationalism and Modernity. A HistorY,

1789.2007,IslamhadbeeninvitedtotheweddingberweenTurkeyandmodernity,
without the second being modified in relation to what it had been under Ke_

malisrıı.18 New attention was given to hypotheses formulated over the preceding

decades, which had not been paid much heed at the time: that some members of

the ulema had supported reforms in the nineteenth Century and that reputedly

reactionary sultans (such as Abdülhamid II) were in fact committed reformers.,9

15 Bernar<l Lewis, The Emergence of Motlern Tıırke1 (oxford: oxford Universiry Press, 1968);

Edward Said,, orientalisız (New York: Pantheon, l 978); Erik J. Zürcher "The Rise and Fa[[

of 
,Moderıı, ,lurkey: 

Be rnard Lewis,s Eıaerge nce Fift,l Years On', Erik J, Zürche r, Tbe Young

Turk Legac1 and Nation Bııild,ing: From the ottoman Empire to Atati)rh,s Turke\ (London:

I.B. Tauris, 2010), pp. 41-54.

i 6 "Revierv of Bernard Lewis, 'What-Went Wrong: Vestern lmpact and Middle Eastern Response

(New York: C)xford Unive rsiry Press, 2002)", CLobal Dialogue,27 (Ianoary 2003).

17 Reşat Kasaba, "Kemalist Certainties and Modern Ambigı_ıities", Sibel Bozdoğan and Reşat

Kasaba (eds.), Rethinking Modernit1 and, National ldentitL in TıırkeL (Seattle: University of

'üZashington Press, 1997), pp. 15-36.

l8 Carter V. Findley, Turke1, Islam, Nationalism, and Modernity: A History, 1789-2007 (New

Haven: Yale University Press, 20],0),

19 Uriel Heyd, "The ottoman'Ulemi and \yesternizatioı,ı in the Time o[Selim IlI and

Mahmud II,,, Uriel Heyd (ed.), Studies in Islamic History and Ciuilizatioıı (JerLısa-

leır-ı: Magnes Press, 1961), pp.63_96; Richard L. Chambers, "Alımed Cevdet Paşa: The
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Strikingly, the critical theories of decline did not involve any in-depth or
coordinated reflection with specialists of contemporary Middle Eastern societies.rt)

Furthermore, they did not apply beyond the nineteenth century (the preserve of
historians of modernisation) and were based more on a reading of the sources than

on a comparatİve reflectİon İn the human and socİal scİences.rl None, for exam-

ple, seem to have been inspired by the proposals formulated by anthropologists
(including Tlırkologists) against the ideological foundations of universal progress

conducted by the \(/est.rr Moreover, the critique of decline left aside reflections

that had been formulated in other areas (in Latin America, for example), associ-

ated with countries that had undergone similar ideological debates.]3

... Long lİve transformatİon

'fhe search for an alternative model, that would be more focused on the

study of transformations, began in the early 1970s. The rereading of the timar
(a non-transferrable land allowance attributed in exchaırge for military services),

an issue that was then central to modern Ottoman history and an exemplary il-
lustration of the thesis of decline, was one of the first opportunities.]a From 1980,

Formative Years of an Ottoman Tiansitiona]" (doctora_l dissertation), Princeton Universiry
1968; Engin D. Akarlı, "The Problems of External Pressures, Power Struggles, and Budget-
ary Deficits in Ottoman Politics under Abdülhamid II (l876-1909): Origins and Solu-
tions" (doctoral dissertation), Princeton Universiry l 976.

20 Timothy Mitchell (ed.), Qıestions of Modernity (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press, 2000); Timothy Mitche||, Rule of Fxperts: Eglpt, Techno-Politics, Modernity (Berkeley:

Universicy of California Press, 2002).

2l Sami Zlıbaidu Islam, tbe People and the State: Political ldras and Mouements in tbe Mid"dle

East (London: I.B. Tauris, 1993); Hisham Sharabi, Neopatriarchy (Oxford: Oxford Univer_
sity Press, l992).

22 |Idik6 Bell€r-Hann and Chris Hann, Turkish Region: State, Market y'ı Social ldentities on the

East Blacb Sea Coast (Oxford: School of American Research Press, 200l); Deniz Kandiyoti,
"Introduction: Reading the Fragments", Deniz Kandiyoti and Ayşe Saktanber (eds.), Frag-
ments of Culture: Tbe Eueryday of ModırnTurkE (London: I. B. Thuris, 2002), pp. 1-21.

23 ForasummaryoftheimpactoftherevolutionaryparadigmonLatinAmericanhistoriography,
see Pedro P6rez Herrero (ed.), La «iz4uierda» en Amörica Latina (Mad,rid: Ed. Pablo lglesias,

2006); Ver6nica Oikion Solano, Eduardo Rey Tiistan (ed.), El estudio dı lıs luclıas reaolucio-

narias en AmErica Latina (1959-1996): Estado de k ruesti|n (Zamora-Santiago de Compos-
tela: El Colegio de Michoacin/Universidade de Santiago de Compostela,2014).

24 Douglas Howard, "The Ottoman Timar System and its Tiansformation, 1563-1656"
(doctoral dissertation), Indiana Universiry, l 987.
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scve ral historians were able to show that the development of the timar regiııc
was more akiıı to a long transformation than to a decline, extending uı-ıtil the

nineteenth century, if not beyond.'5 These kinds of analyses were sı,ıbsequently
applied to other iırstitutions, such as the army aı-ıd the tax system, which were ıro
longer presented iır terms of decliı-ıe and foretold collapse, but rather in terms of
permanent transformation. If there was "decline" in the army (in the sense of an

accelerated erosion followed by a loss of production capacity), it did not begin
before the nineteentlı ceırtury.26 Similarly, taxes were ııot to be seen as a system

dominated by prevarication and patronage. Thxation was a tool that the central

administration used, thereby transfbrming extraordiı-ıary taxes into regular taxes,

in order to support the collection of the ciz,ye}i of leasiırg resoutces and of fixed
luınp sum tax payments (maktu)}8

This rereading of thc role of the State iırtersected with new reflectioırs iıı
global history:r9 as in other countries, the financial adnrinistratioıı adapted to
the ıreeds of the time and to developments in the military machine.r0 In the

Otton-ıan case, the "transformation o[ the army,jr" aırd the "transformations in
the systeın of taxation"Jr both operated as "structural reorganizatioııs".j] "ln the
seventeenth cerrtury, mİlİtarİzatİon became the most significant transformation
in thc countryside".ra As a result, historiaı-ıs decided there was no more roonr

25 Nathalie Clayer, "Note sur la survivance du systöme des timir dans la rdgion de Shkodör au

d6but du )O(' siöcle", Turcica, 29 (1997), pp. 423-43|.

26 Jonathan Grant, "Rethinking the Ottoman 'Decline': Military Technology Diffusion in the

OttomanEmpire, 15'h to 18sCenturies",JournalofVoraHistory,l0llı (1999),pp. 179-20|.

27 PoIItax collected from non-Muslims for the protection of the sultan.

28 Linda Darling, Peuenue-Raising y'ı Legitimaq: Tlıx Colkction E Finance Administration in
the Ottoman Empire, 1560-1660 (Leiden: Brill, 1996), p.299.

29 Patrick O'Brien and Bartolome Yun-Casa]illa (eds.) , The Rise of Fiscal States: A Global His-
tory, 1500-1914 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012).

30 Rhoads Murphey, "Continuity and Discontinuiry in Ottoman Administrative Theory and
PracticeduringtheLateSeventeenthCentury", PoeticsToday,1412(|993),pp.4|9-443.

31 Linda Darling, "Public Finances: The Role of the Ottoman Centre," Suraiya Faroqhi (ed.),

Cambridge History of Turhey, vo|.3: Tbe Later Ottoman Empire 1603-1839 (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. l l8-131, p. l l8.
32 Darling, Reuenue, p. 30|.

33 Darling, Reuenue, p.304.
34 Karen Barkey, Bandits and Bureaucrats: The ()noman Route of State Centralization (Ithaca

and London: Cornell Universiry Press, 1994), p. |64.

left for decline as an aft
age" and the 'post-Clas

the more neutral term '
of the seventeenth-cenn

divergent trends, and do
idealized "Süleymanic a1

both periods, the Onom
conquest of new terrirol
the production ofwealü
to constantly maximise 1

calism). It also means rh

İnalcık) determined üe,
of ensuring the wellbein
revenue .37

In this perspective, r

period with an autocrat
"The storyof the Onom:
a rather small house of r
ing on strong patrimoni
aPpears as a time of 'cri:

the economy and growin
the Ottomans played a fr

Mediterranean space,{l l
sive imperial poliry, ıı,hiı

their power. Furthermoı

.15 Darliııg, Rewıııt. 7 
-

3(ı Suraiya Faroq h i. (

ııomic, pp.4 ] 3-6]] . "
37 Halil İırılcık, ,4ıı / .

briclge Uni.",ersi tı ]'ı-. -

.}B Quat:rert ancl ln.ı]c;-

39 Barke,v, Banditı, p ),
40 \4ehnıetGeırç. "1- ',

m dnLı İmpdrntrı rl ı, 1:,

7-9 Şı.ıLıat 20 1.3.

ı l Barkc1. Lmyir, sı

34



_ - _.. :-ıiıc rlııı,ıı, regiıı,ıc
,J i\i.lıdİüıg untİl the

._- \\ ctc su[,ısequently

.: _ ,. |i(lll .ır,l-ıichwcreıro
_ .,-- ı.iır rır}ıcr iıı tcrıırs of

, _ i] :-.]\, iıı rl-ıe seııse of aıı
- _,.,.,-i:r . jr clic{ rıot t-ıeqiır

. :() L]a ScCtl its il .system

,. .i ı..ı,ıl ılı,rr thc ccntrai
-_ 1: ı.ırcs iııtıı rcgtllar taxes,

- _ . ]l lC\oltrces ııld of fixed

-._ ,", ırl,ı ııcrr rcflcctioırs iır

_ ._::,ıiııisrratitııı ıc{apted to
- _ " .i.ırr ı,ııııclıiıre.r" [n the

-: . iı. "rr,rıısfbrmations iüı

,i ü.ııliz-irtiotls". " "In the

- ., . _:ı ıtlcitn t transformation

_ -],.Jra \\ lls Ilo lnore room

- _...,ı. lı rĞgitın de Shkodör au

...lıııcıJogy Diffusion in tlre

l ()/l (l999), pp. 179-201.

..ıılraıı
l-j,1,1ııcc Adnıinisımıioıı iıı

j::,.,zl S/ııre_ı: A Gl,tıbıL His,

\.i ııı i ı ıisrı-ırtive 1'hcory aı-ıd

+ ] ( l993), pl-ı. 419-443,

- ıırc.' Sur:riı,a Fıroqhi (ed.),

, ] 603-1 839 (Cıııbriciec:

- - _iı,zte (,eıııralization (|thrca

oLlVlER BoLıQUEl

left for decline a§ an analytical tool, drawing a junction between the "classicd

age" and the "post-Classical age".zs Among others, S, Faroqhi chose to "adopt

the more neutral term "transformation" for what happened in the Political life

of the seventeenth_century ottoman Empire. This term allows for a variety of

divergent trends, 
".rd 

do.. not imply that any deviation from the standards of an

idealized 
..Süleymanic age" iS equivalent to deterioration".36 This means that in

both periods, the ottoman Empire was governed by a "military_fiscal state": the

.o.rqo.ra of new territory was considered to be the primary means of ensuring

the production ofwealth (military imperialism); the central administration aimed

to constantly maximise public .*.rr,,. for reasons other than economic ones (fis_

calism). It also means that in the long-term, an "Ottoman economic mind" (H,

inalcık) determined the actions that were undertaken, the predominant concern

of ensuring the wellbeing of the communiry and the equitable redistribution of

revenue.37

In this Perspective, the "classical age" corresPonds to "a well_defined, distinct

period with an autocratic centralist government and a command economy',,38

.Th. ,,ory of the Ottoman Empire can be told as that of the transformation from

a rather small house of nomadic conquest into an established house of rule relY-

ing on strong patrimonial guidelines".39 In comparison, the seventeenth century

"p"p."., ", "",i-. 
of "crisis"and change" (S. Faroqhi), uprisings, monetization of

the economy and growing i-po.t".r.. of vizier and pasha households,ao This said,

the Ottomans played 
" 
fJı p".t in the construction and "territorialisation, of the

Mediterranean space,4l implementing an inventive, pragmatic and often aggres_

sive imperial poliry, whiclı_established and then consolidated the foundations of

their power. Fr.th.r_or., many historians consider that a new age (a "middle

35t)arliı.ıg'Rauerıue,pl6;Hıthart.a,v,..Prcıblems,.;Hatlrau,:rı,,..Rewritiılg.,.

36 Sı_ır:riva Fıroqhi, ,,Crisis aırd Ch:rırge, l590-1(ı99", İı,ıalcıli,rııd Qtııtaert (cds.), '4rı Eco-

nomic, ç-ıp. 413-622, p.153,

37 Flılil jnalcık, Aıı Ecoııoınic ıtnı], Social Histor| of the ottomaıı F,mpire (Cıım|>riclge: ()ıııl,

briclge Univcrsirı, l)ress, 1997), vol, 1, pp, 44-i4,

38 (]uataert aırd İıralcık, "Geı,ıcral", p, XXXVIl,

39 Rarkey, Bdııdits, p.26.
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REFLECTIONS ON A NEV PARADIGM IN OTTOMAN HISTORY

period"a2) started after the failed siege of Vienna in 1683, if not the Tieaty ofKarlowitz in 1699. Between "the crisis of the l683- 99 war''43 and the beginning
of the TLlip era, they identify a period of cultural renaissance and borrowings
from both East and §(est. From this time, ..the political structure evolved stead-
ily, taking new forms in a process that should be seen as transformation but not
dec|ine".aa

In the eighteenth century, there were increasing challenges: the sultan was
forced to fight simultaneously against Austria, Venice and Russia. The authorities
had to deploy considerable means in order to prevent an influx into saturated
urban areas of populations fleeing war. Luckily, they could use relays that were
usefully called upon, with loca] notables (ayan) atthe forefront.a5 These notables
turned out to be invaluable, combining all the important activities: lenders, tax
collectors, tax farmers, landowners, paopaaay owners, merchants, and commercial
intermediaries. At the end of the eighteenth century, Selim III launched an at-
tack on the Janissaries, who had been the symbols of decline for two centuries.H. y": nevertheless governing alongside a "çneration of crisis'' that was unableto shake off the weight of ottoman'tradit-ion''.46 Once deposed in 1807, the
pioneering autocrat paid the price of his aborted reform *d 

^aiü,r.. 
to enter into

contemPorary modernity with his life. His reign, which began in |7B9 -a happy
coincidence for those historians wishing to highlight .h.I-p".. of the French
revolution on the dissemination of new ideas and ,.f....,... th.o,rghort the Em-
pire - is part of a history of openness to the §(est.

Interestingly enough, this period has also been coined as transitional. Therign of Abdülhamid I(1774-|789) has been integrated to the historiography of
=ansformation, whilst the reign of Mahmud I(1730-|754) has been inscribed in
:-e continuation of major innovations implemented under his direct predecessor,

d Quataert, The ottoman Empire. 1700-1922 (Cambridge: Cambridge University
]000), p. 37.

_\{cGowan, "The Age of the Ayans, 1699-1812", İna]c* and Quataert (eds.), Ano. pp.637-758, p.637.
ft -\eumann, "Politica] and Diplomatic Developments'', Faroqhi (ed.), The Cam-p.4442, p.57.

\lııııcJ Ill 1-ıı l- -

ı't,lrıı'ıı'ı. ııl. . t. .; :. .-

\ıı. icıı l{csiııı, - 
.:

ut- ılıc l.ırıııiıı{ .- .-.

tıı .111 .,],i iıı ı]ı. . . ,

\,Ulll l,ı!t\ lı. 1,1 ı, - ::

tr;ını.,rr,,ıı,Ii.'],,ıı_: - t -

iıı l,ı.t ııı iııı.gı..i.:. -.

'fhc..' 
, Itr,,ıı _

ing oİ ,ı loııg ııi:.. .

(l695- l 808 tiır ., ,::ı _

Selinı lIl\ rcigıı.
rcgime l:ıid .ı ıi...,

[rrcfigııred ılı.. iı, . .:

The nineteenth ..n:-_-

Thc parad igıı:
Sııte's lıst lıi,l l,- -

of transfc,ırııı:ıtitııı - ]- 
_

that tlıey [:ıccaıı.ı- :.-

hlcııı:ır ic cx.ıııı1,1.. .

ıhc problcın;ı[it iıı,. ..

r.medy war ;.11|i..1:

climinatcd. Tlıis "\....

P,ıue.l thc w:ır, lLı. ,,.: . .

47 Murat (}i], T'he Eııı,., ,

(NewYork: I. B T"ı,r,.
mud ue Dönenıl, 1-_lı,
Mahmüd Döııenıi l-,
2- sepr. 20 I+; Fııilı \..
(1-50-I -997 1İrtaıı[,ıı.: , .

4B Ariel Salzm.ııııı. ".An \:..
Eighteeırth-Ceııtur\ ()ı., :.

49 Salzmann, 'An Ancicıı [i._
50 Peter Berger and Th,,ıı. . .

Colin, l996),p. ]6].

36



IN OTTOMAN HISTORY

in i6B3, if not the Treary of

|683,99 war"43 and the beginning

culrural renaissance and borrowings

pc,ılitical structure evolved stead-

,J iecn as transformation but not

increasing challenges: the sultan was
'. 

-:ıice and Russia. The authorities

to prevent an influx into saturated

they could use relays that were

at the forefront.a5 These notables

üe important activities: lenders, tax

r oş/ners, merchants, and commercial

cennrry Selim III launched an at-

oLl VlER BoUQUET

Ahmed III (l703-|730).{i Moreover, such retroactive search for the origins of the

reforms meets a historiographical trend dedicated to delineating the fate of aıı
"Ancien R6gime" through the scope of fiscal change.a8 Between the generalisation

of the farming system in the l580s and the Sublime Porte attempts to bring it

to an end in the 1840s, this regime was enhanced by the institution of revenue

contracts held for the life of the contractors (maLikhne) in 1695. Building on this

framework, "long-term institutional decentralizatioır nray well be a viable strategy,

in fırct an integral part, of the socio-organizational evolution of the modern state."o')

These chronological issues had two consequences: on the one hand, the meet-

ing of a long nineteenth century (1789-19l4) and a long eighteenth ceıltury
(l695-1808 for some, 1699-|8I2 for others) maintained the transitory status of
Selim III's reign towards moderniry; on the other hand, the thesis of the ancien

regime laid a fiscal, measurable foundation for theories of transformation, and

prefigured the inaugural period of reform: the Tanzimat.

The nineteenth century: "the age of transformation"

The paradigm of decline described the modernisation of institutions as the

State's last bid beFore its final "collapse" in l9l8-1922. From the perspective

of transformation, the institutions persisted aı,ıd became corrupt, to the point
that they lıecame "problematic').'(r The Janissaries are no doubt the most em-

blematic exanıple. These soldiers are designated in a nuınber of chronicles as

the problematic institution pllr excellence, against which all attenpts failed. The

remedy was radical, and in the image of the problem: in 1826, every last oıre was

eliminated. This 'Auspicious Event" (uaka-ı hayriye) in the eyes of the chroniclers

paved the way for others: in the same year, the first ministries were created (war,

47 Mıırat Gn| Tbe Emergence of Modırn Istanbul: Transformation and Modernisation of a Ciry
(New York I. B. turis, 20|2), p. 1; Uğur Kurtaran, Bir Zamankr Osmanlı: Sultan L Mah-
mud ue Dönemi, 1730-1754 (Ankara: Atıf,20|4); "La.lenin ,. İry".rır, Gölgelediği Yıllar. I.

Mahmüd Dönemi (1731-1754)",Istanbul, Mimar Sinan Güzel Sanatlar Üniversitesi, 26-

27 sept.20|4;FarihYeşil,,|ydınknma Çağında Bir Osmanlı Khtibi: Ebubekir Rhtib Efendi

(1750-1799) (İstanbul: Thrih Vakfi Yurt Yayınları, 20l l).

48 Ariel Salzmann, "An Ancien R6gime Revisited: Privatization and Political Economy in the

Eighteenth-Century Ottoman Empire", Politics and Socieıy,2|14 (1993), pp. 393- 424.

49 Salzmann, "Aı Ancien R6gime", p.394.

50 Peter Berger and Thomas Luckmann, La construction sociaLe dı k rEalit{ (Paris: Armand

Colin, 1996), p. l61.
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pious foundations). The State began its modernisation. Yet the discrediting of the

theory of decline crippled this sequence of events, whilst in parallel, theories of
modernisation/'Ş7'esternisation connected to the study of the nineteenth century
were beginning to be undermined.5l If modernisation did not emerge against a

backdrop of the decline of institutions and of power, then everything was being
transformed.

As summarised by Marc Aymes, Tanzimat = modernity + process.52 In post-

V\M historiography, the three elements were closely connected - with the period
of 1B7B-I922 (associated with the authoritarian power of the sultan Abdülhamid
II (l876-1909), the suspension of the Constitution and pan-Islamism) serving as

a foil to Kemalist ideology in between the two wars. Yet in the last quarter of the

twentieth century, the third element was dissociated from the nvo others: the Tan-

zimat remained the period of "reforms" (ıslahat deuri) par excellence, even though
some historians recognised that processes of change (usul-i cedid, "new principles")
had marked other eras. Subsequently, the reign ofAbdülhamid II was integrated

into the history of State modernisation.53 Prior to the period, Selim III and Mah-
mud II were associated with the implementation of "traditional" reforms.54

The pursuit of a politica_l history of the "modernising autocratic government"55

enabled a three-part reflection. Firstly, the exploration of objects specific to the

nineteenth century (political representation, the emergence of nationalisms) - the

5l Raymond Hinnebusch, 'Authoritarian Persistence, Democratization Theory and the

Middle East: An Overview and Critique", Democratization, 1313 (2006), pp.373-395;
Olivier Bouquet, "Is It Time to Stop Speaking about Ottoman Modernisation?", Marc
Aymes, Elise Massicard and Ben.iamin Gourisse (eds.), Order and Compromise: Panerns of
Gol)ernment and Administration in Turhq and tbe Ottoman Fmpire (Leideı: Brill, 20 l 5), pp.
45-67.

52 Marc Aymes, "Dissipation de l'Etat: l'Impens€ des institutions ottomanes", Vorksbop Ser-

uir l'Etat enTurquie, Paris, EHESS, 5 Dec. 2008.

53 Stanford Shaw, "Sultan Abdül-Hamid II: Last Man of the Tanzimat", Tanzimat'ın 150
YıM"önümü Uuskrarası Sempozlumu (Bil"dirilzr), 25-27 Aralıh 1989 (Ankara: T.C. Kültür
Bakanlığı, Milli Kütüphane Başkanlığı, l99l), pp. 179-197, p. l79.

54 Stanford Shaw, "Some Aspects of the Aims and Achievements of the Nineteenth Century
Ottoman Reformers", R. Polk and R. L. Chambers (eds.), Beginnings of Modernization
in the Middle East: The Nineteenth Century (Chicago and London: University of Chicago
Press, l968), pp. 29-39, p. 30-3|.

55 Baki Tezcan, Tbe Second Ottoman Empire: Political and Social Transformation in the Early
Modern'Worl) (Cambridge: Cambridge Universiry Press, 20l0), p. l93.
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thesis of a "political nation" constituted from the e,ıd of the sixteenth century

having failed to convince specialists.56 Secondly, integration into a history of mod-

erııisation, with the tfansport revolution, industrialisation and the emergence of
a banking sector - without the usual perspectives being much modified by the

attention paid to classic studies (K. Polanyi for example) or new proposals in

global history. And thirdly, the validity of the analytical categories that had been

used up until that poiı-ıt.

Tlıe last point is an important one. The Ottoman State produced and left

behind an enormous quantity of documents. A majoriry of historians see in these

docunrents the proof of the efficiency of reforms. Others, in a minority, question

wlıether the "innumerable statuses, regulations, laws and decrees" wefe ever "trans-

lated into action". What if it had only been a ''paper reform", with no concrete

application in terms of public policy"? Let us examine this discrepancy by means

of two examples which mark the opeı-ıing of rhe Tdnzimat in different ways: the

first as a ttırning point, the second as a new era.

l/ Following the signing of treaties between the Empire aırd several coun-

tries, berween 183B and 184], a free trade system was established. Maıry of the

obstacles to importing and exporting were lifted (ııamely exceptional taxes, which

were particularly high in times of war). The regime of capitulations was relaxed

and ensured great ffeedoıı-ı of action for Europeans: on the one haırd, import

taxes \^/ere fixed at 5% and expoft taxes at 12o/o; on the other hand, although Oı
tomans contİnued to pay İnternal taxes of 8%, foreİgn merchants wefe exempt

frcım these. It appeared that these measures produced sigırificant effects. For two

decades, the terms of trade rose (the ratio of the index of exported products in

relation to the index of costs of imported products was posirive). External com-

merce quadrupled beween 1830 aııd 1870 and was multiplied by more than ten

betweeı-ı 1840 and l914. Between 1840 and \9|4, the level of exports increased

ırinefold, and imports tenfold. Great Britain was the first to benefit, representing

40olo of international trade in the country in the middle of the century. As for the

Ottoman Empire, it took full advantage of the mid-century economic boon to
develop its industrial sector.

56 B. Tezcan identified a nrilitarv corporation strııggling for the recognitioı-ı of its status

against the dynasty's absolutism ıvhich, with its constitutional coııpoııents, sh:ıred sonre

similarities with the British parliaınent (Tezcan, 'fhe Second, p. 5,p. l1, p. 30, p.232).

57 Marc Aymes, "La lettre saisit l'esprit. Histoire probatrıire d'un programnıe de r6formc".

Cahiers du Centre rle recherche historique, 45 (2010), pp.7593, pp.77-78.
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2/ Let us now look at the imperi a| Gülhane rescript. Declaimed by the Grand
Vizir on November 3"], l839, the text is solemn, dense, and precise. It begins with
the observation that the Empire had been suffering from continual impoverish-
ment for a century and a half. It sets out the principles of the political action to

come in order to festore the State's prosperity: applying the law of Islam to ensure

the safety ofthe subjects; guaranteeing the rights and properry ofthe subjects of
the sultan, regardless of their status or religious affiliation. It then enumerates the

measures to be taken: abolishing leasing and establishing a centralised fiscal ad-

ministration; establishing a system for conscription; instittıting a new penal code

to eliminate arbitrary measures; generalising the salary system for civil servants in
order to reduce corruption. Finally, it calls upon the new councils and competent

authorities to implement these dispositions. According to an abundant literature,

the decree had a significant impact in the political field and beyond. It presented

the framework for three processes which were initially convergent and gradually
became inseparable: the modernisation of institutions, the secularisation of politi-
cal ideology, and the \7esternisation of cultural references as social customs. The
concept of "Ottoman reforms" refers to all of this at once: the institutional field of
a new category ofelites, ideally receiving a regular salary instead oftaking bribes,

and considering themselves more as civil servants of the State than servants of
the sultan-caliph; Muslims, Jews and Christiaııs wanting to renounce the use of
classical languages in favour ofFrench.

In short, it is the history of "modernity" iır action. The difficulry lies in find-
ing indications of these changes and ranking them in order of magnitude. It is an

arduous task to determine the degrees of application of the principle of recognition
of the rights of non-Muslims defined in the ruling of 1839.58 The hardest thing
is to identi$, what never happened, an equaliry that was affirmed with the law of
nationaliry in 1869, which instituted one category of subjects regardless of their
religion. Research has estab]ished that this was never applied, especially in terms

of access ro military professions. Modernist historians therefore offer a way out.

Rather tlran breaking one's back following the trajectories of an emerging moderni-
sation, especially since it eventually failed, why ııot make the nineteenth century
the "age of transfornration"'9? Yet this approach leads to two particularly difficult
questions: How long did thls age last? V.hat were its maiır characteristics?

58 Aynıes, "La lettre", p.76.

59 Mahmoud Yazbak, "Nablus,

Tiansforınatio n, 1B40-I9 1 4"
Nazareth and Haifa: Three Ottomaır Towns in aı,ı Age of
, Essa1s on Ottoman Ciuilization. Proceedings of the XIIth
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OLIVlER BOUQUET

Tiansformation: How far? How fast?

Contemporary historians have answered the first question in different ways.

At times an extension of the modern era, transformation is described as "coırtinual"

or "gıadual". It is sometimes condensed to "the age of revolutions" (late eighteenth-

early twentieth century),"0 or reduced to a single year (1923, "the transformation
of Ottoman subjects into Tiırkish citizens"6l). The second question has yielded

ntore convergent proposals. The "socio-economic" transformation (late sixteenth-

early seventeenth century), whether infrastructural or total, is considered to have

been so "profound" by some that it marks nothing less than the transition from a

patrimonial empire to a "second Ottoman Empire".6r These authors emphasise its

breadth and spectacular nature,6] identiSring key places, and foremost the cities,

Congress of the Comitl InternationaL d'Enıdes Pr|-)ttomanes et Ottomanes (Prague, J996),

pp.395-4l0.

60 Donald Quataert, "Ottomaıı History\(riting and Changing: AttirudesTowards the Notion
of 'Decline"', History Compass, 1 (2003), pp. 1-9, p. 4; Albert Hourani, "How Should \ü/e

§7rite the History of the Middle F,asr?", International Journal of MiddLe East Studies,23
(1991), pp. 125-|36, p. 128; Şevket Pamuk, A Monetary History of the Ottoman Empire
(Can-ıbridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000), p. 20; Johann Büssow, Hamidian Pales-

ti.ne: PoLitics and Sociery in the District of Jerusalem, 1872-1908 (Leideı-ı: Brill, 20]. |), p. 436:

Ali Yaycıoğlu, Partners of the Empiı,e: The Crisis of the Ottoman Order in tbe Age of ReuoLutions

(Stan ford: Staı-ı ford Un iversity Press, 20 1 6).

6l Fatma M. Göçek, Tbe Transformation of Turkey: Redefıning State and Society fıom the Otto-

man Empire to the Modern Era (New York: I. B.'fauris, 2013), p. 244, nore 12.

62 Şerif Mardi n, ReLigion and Social Change in Modern Turkey: The Case of Bediuzzaman Said

Nzrrsi (New York: State Universirv of New York, l989), p. 27; Denız T. I(lınçoğlu, Eco-

nomics and CapiaLism in tbe Ottoman Empire (London: Routledge, 20l5), p. 32:Tezcın,
The Second, p. 10.

63 According to the arıtlıors, it was "huge", "immense", "dramatic", etc. SeeJens Hanssen, Fiıı
de SiicLe Beirut: The Making of an Onoman Prouincial Capial (Oxford: Oxford Universiry
Press, 2005), p. 9; Huri Islamoğltı, "Modernities Compared: State Tiansformations and

Constittıtions of Properw in the Qing and Ottoman Empires", Huri IsIamoğlu aııd Peter

C. Perdue (eds.), Sbared Histories of Moderniıy in Cbina and the Ottoman Empire (Lci-
den: Brill, 2001), pp. 353-386, p. 385; Gül, The Emergence,pp. 1-4; Emrence, "Imperial",

p. 301; Thomas Kuehn, Empire, Islam, and Politics of Dffirence: Ottoman RuIe inYemen,

1849-1919 (Leiden: Brill, 2012), p. 32; Dror Ze'evi and Ehud R. Toledano, "Social Trans-

forınation and the State iır the Middle East", f)ror Ze'evi and Ehud R. Toledano (eds.),

Sociery, Law, and CuLture in the Middle East: "Modernities" in the Makiızg (Boston: \falter de

Gruytet 2015), pp. 1-lı4,p,6; Göçek, The'Iiansformation,p.26;Ayşe Ozil, "AliYaycıoğlıı

ile Ye ni Kitabı Uzerine Söyleşi", TopLumsaL Tarih, 270 (2016), pp. 48-55, p. 48; Kılınçoilu,
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whiclr transfornıed to the point of being unrecognisable: "Istanbul in the middle
of thc ırincteenth ceııtury was chaotic, overcrowded, lacking sewage, badly ad-

ministered, without an efficient transpoft system. A century later, the ciry was a

metropolis with wide avenues, post-war modernist architecturc and urban blocks.

A large part of its road system aırd its ı.ırban form as a whole had been altered"."]

As iF these changed we re uniquely due to the applicatioıı of lırban plaııı-ıing - the

fires th:rt devastated the capital, in l876 and 19l1, a]so had a significant inıpact.

Showcasing the "transformations of imperial political culture",6i cities tlırned out

to be the "Iaboratories of modernity" par excellencg.66 Moreover, urbanisation was

read as "a reliable indicator of social transformation".6'Tiansformations of urbaır

morphologies deı-ıronstrated, accompanied, or prepared changes in status: a port
becorı-ıes nrodern, a city becomes a capital, a capital becomes atlother capital.6s

This unanimiry is part of the job. Many historians specialised in the nine-
tcenth century, in scarch ofproof of modernisation, examiıred increasing ntrmbers

of soı.ırces, which were more accessible than those available to specialists of the

Edr\-Modern Ottomaııs. When, in turn, they se ized on the concept of transforma-

tion, they had an advantage over their colleagues: they had maps and plans, ırnd

more precise numerical data. It must be recallecl that rhe first individııa] censuses

were carried out in l829-183l and the first reliable results began in 1881-1882,

whereas the census registers known astahrir deJierleri stopped being kept fronr the

e nd of the sixreeııth centur}.. Historians of the ı-ıineteenth century also benefited

from the resources of photography, which enabled them to take stock of the

changes and to dcscribe, for example, "the explosion of the city [Istanbul] beyond

its lristorical ceııtre"."" l)ecline, which was moral, could be read. Moderırisation,

Fronomics, p. 16; Shirine Hamadeh, "Ottoman Expressions of Early Moderniry and the
'Inevitable' Question of'§7'esternizatioi', The Journal of the Socieıy of Archircctural Historians,

63l| (2004), pp. 32-5|, p. 45; Reşat Kasaba, The Ottoman Fmpire and tbe\Worl"d Economy:

The Nineteenth Century (Albany: State University of New York, 1988), p. 25.

64 Gül, The Emergence, p. |.

65 Carter V Findley, "The Thnzimat", Reşat Kasaba (ed.), The Cambridge History of TurhE,
vol. IV: Turkq in the Mofurn'Worll, (Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2008), pp.

11-37, p,25; Neumann, "Political", p. 57; Bouquet, "Is It Time".

66 Hanssen, Fin de siğck, p.226.

67 Karpat, "The Tiansformation", p.274.

68 Hanssen, Fin de siöcle, p. 17.

69 Edhem Eldem, "Istanbul: From Imperial to Peripheralized Capital", Edhem Eldem, Daniel
Goffman and Bruce Masters, Tbe Onoman City between East andVest: Aleppo, kmir, and
Istanbul (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), pp. 135-206, p. 202.

which was metaphysica] aı
don, which was geographi,

question remained: if ever,r

Issues arıd reseaıch p

Thansformation affecre

to escape it. Rather than an

practİces, most hİstorİans h

or less elaborate supporrin{

1/ The pragmatic ma
contİnued to exİst, İt was l

eighteenth century for ex:

farms supported local foro
in the nineteenth cenrur}r.

unlike in France, the rule

prerogatİves.72 On|y later d

having excluded the poısib

the beginning of the ninet<

2l The decompartmeı
Important distinctions weı

lims were different from
were separated from rea7a

centufy; military personn(

tions continued to be tal
neither "rigid" nor'impeı

/0 Barkey, Bnndits, yı \
-l \;ılzınaıın,''Aıı,\ıı.'-

72 Salzmaırıı, 'Aır Aı,ıcı.:,.

/ j l hır \xtd. Ltnl(,\! l ,:

cstab]ishcd lı.,rr tl . ,:

policies. My th:rık, i,, '

74 Berül Başaran, Sr1l,;: .

Cenlur!: Beüu,reıı ı ,:

75 Başaran, Seliııı ll1.7 -

42



)\{AN HIsToRY

I,ıınbul iı-ı the middlc

_,, ng servagc, badlv ad-

:. ].ııcı,, tlıc,.,irv r,r,aç a

_ _ . iıı c ,rırcl tırbaır lılocks.

, 1ı.ıcl |,ıeeır a]tered".('a

.;:l,ılı1 p|1111ing - the

. ı .İgııİlİı ıııt İmpııct.

cities turııcd out

., ııı,lı.ıııirıtioıı \vAs

,- !]ıI]ıiıti()ııs of urbırn
-:!\ lI] StlrtUS: a POIt

_. .i ı()thef capital.6S

, 
- - ı.ıl ı sccl iı-ı the niı-ıe -

_ . ::ı ıı t:rsinq rıtımbers

_ :,, ,1ıcciıilists of the

_ ,. CPt c,ıf tr:rı-ısftırn-ı:r-

ı .,.l.s ,ttıd çıliı.ııs, aırd
- . l:l.jiı icluırl censLlses

'.:,1üı in i881-1BB2,
_ .. ...,iııg ke pt from the

_ - ,:[ır\, ılstı l,ıeı,ıefitcd
, ııli.- stock of the

. - :- Isııı,ı[,ıııl] [ıeyoııd

_ ı.]tl. \4odcrı,ıisation,

\ltıclerıriry ancl the
: , ,l, itccttn"nl Hi.storiaııs,

.,,i rlıe Vorkl Ecorıomy:

1ı 25.

,:tIqe HisLtıry of 'l|n"ke1,

] fı,irv I)Iess, 2008), pp.

. F clheı,ı E]deın, Daııiel
,"\'ııı: Alcplıo, Izıııir, aııd

ii-](l6. p. 202.

OLIVIER BOUQUET

which was metaphysical and institutiona_l, needed to be conceived. Tiansforma-

tion, which was geographical and materialised, could be seen. Nevertheless, the

question remained: if everything changes, what really does change?

Issues and research perspectiyes

Thansformation affected the Ottoman order in its entirety. Nothing seemed

to escape it. Rather than attributing a definition, or observing it through targeted

practices, most historians have approached transformation with the help of more

or less elaborate supporting concepts, I identify four below.

1/ The pragmatic management of dysfunction.70 If the Ottoman Empire

continued to exist, it was because it adapted to the needs of the time.7l In the

eighteenth century, for example, the extension of the fiscal network to include

farms supported local forces and laid the foundations for centralisation policies

in the nineteenth century. All things considered, the ancien regime was a success.

Unlike in France, the rulers and local powers managed to preserve maximum
prerogatives.72 OnIy later did the State fall victim to its own centralisation poliry,

having excluded the possibility of a partnership with Muslim provincial elites at

the beginning of the nineteenth century.73

2l The decompartmentalisation of socio-political categories of analysis.7a

Important distinctions were imposed by the sources and their regulations: Mus-
lims were different from non-Muslims; asheri (tax exempted state servants)

were separated from reaya (tax-paying subjects), at least until the eighteenth

century; military personnel were distinct from ulema hierarchy. These separa-

tions continued to be taken into account. yet the "social boundaries" were

neither "rigid" nor "impermeable",zı and society was "less segregated than in

70 Barkey, Bandits, p.X,

71 Sa-lzmann, "An Ancien', p.394,

72 Salzmann, "An Ancien', p. 4l1r,

73That said, unless I am mistaken, there has been no in-depth study to this day that has

established how the dismantling of the provincial relays was the result of "centralisatiori'

policies. My thanks to M. Aymes for the reminder.

74Beril Başaran, Selim IIl, Social Connol andPolicingin Istanbul at tbe End ofthe Eighteenth

Century: Between Crisis and Ordır (Leiden: Brill, 2014), p. 8.

75 Başaran, Selim III, p.8.
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ancient, feudal 1i11.,']. , rı Maybe so. The problem is that no grotüp study eı-ıables

us to measure this permeabiliry (or its absence). At which level did it operate?

\we inıagine a shin-Imefing of plural societies, until we recall the sepafations

benveerı neighbourhoods and the infrequence of interfaith marriages. In tlris

"empire of differenccs", identities and affi[iations were articulated according to

imperial policy. It was less a question of domination than of integration, less

of coırstr:ıint than of flexibility, less of negotiation than of imposed norns.

Yet ever),thing that .\^.as not flexible was therefore left to a different historv:

one ol'violence, conflict, and massacre. In the same way, the "social control"

exerted by tlre State became the alter ego of a perpetually ılegotiated çıolicy

making. 'fhe central administration managed the "adjustırreırts" of the nıili-

tary machine.-s Peripheral powers managed the disruption of protest and the

coıısequcııces of revoIt.

3lThe ırnalysis of crises. In view of the number of defeats, depositions, rebcl-

lions, nrassacres, famines and epidemics in Ottoman history, there is no shortage

«ıf tolıics: from the demographic crises of the fifteenth-sixteenth centuries to the

_Eastern Question (crisis in the Lebanon, Armeniaıı crisis...'"), b.v wıry of the

iırtellectual crisis ar the end of the sixteenth centur1l0 and the agrarian and/or

ecological crisis in the seventeeı-ıth century (the "crisis century" Par excellence, on

the nrodel of a Eı_ıropean historiography).'' Up until the l980s, each area of crisis

76 Abou-el-Haj, "Thecırizing", p. 16.

77 Barkey, Empire, p. 22; Pamuk, "Institutional" , pp. 228-229; Gibor Agoston , Guns for the

Sultan: Military Poıııer and tlıeWeapons Industry in the Ottoman EmPire (Cambridge: Cam-

bridge Universiry Press, 2005), p. 192.

78 Virginia H. Aksan,"Locatiırg the ottomans Among Early Modern Empires", ]ournaL of

Early Modern Histoı1,3l2 (1999), pp. 103-134, p. 115.

79 Selim Deringil, "The (Jttoman Response to the Egyptian Crisis of l881-18B2", MiddLe

Eastern Studies, 24 (19B8), pp.3_24; Selim Deringil, "The Study of the Armeııian Crisis of

the late Ottoman Empire, or 'Seizing the Document by the Throat"', New PersPectiues on

Turkey, 27 (2002), pp. 35,59,

80 Cornell Fleischer, Bureaucrat and lntelLectual in the Ottoman Empire: The Historian Mustafa

Ati (1541-1600) (Princeton: Princeton University Press, l986), pp.235-3O7,

B1 On the study of Celili rebellions as resulting in large-scale migrations and a decline iır

agricultural production, see Akdağ, Celhli İsyanları; 'William J. Griswold, The Great Ana-

tolian RebeLLion, 1593-161l (Berlin: Klaus Schwarz, 19S3). Also see Linda Darling, "The

Otroııan Finance Department in a Century of Crisis" (doctoral dissertation), UniversirY

of ()hicago, 1990; Maria Todorova, "Vas There a Demographic Crisis in rhe Ottoman
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was seen as the reflectİon ofa general crisis. Sİnce then, crises have appeared as the

products of domains of activity that had become dysfunctional, from currency to

the exercise of power (political crises or crises of succession82).'W'hat the analyses

have in common is shedding light on the overall system, in which seeds of discord

or obvious problems compromised the equilibrium of a fragile political form, in

other words the State.B3

4l T|ıe vocabulary of "novelry". The theory that attributed all positive change

to modernisation/Westernisation has been done away with. At odds with the cul-

tural "bifurcation"84 that spawned two divergent trajectories (progress, reaction),

a "progressive" conceptual framework of "novelry", "hybridiry" and innovation,

in architecture as in poetri has a vocabulary and an ideological framework that

are not the result of "a sudden inclination towards \7esternisation".85 Stone build-

ings, gas heating, reading novels, the spread ofEuropean languages or new table

manners: markers of a "modernirypackage"86 are not in short supply. But ought

they to be seen as indicators ofan essence particular to the "\7est"? The continued

adherence rc the telos associated with Westernisation is articulated logically in

cufves ("trajectories of modern transformation"8') and endpoints ("towards the

centralisation of the State" 88). But we must consider the moral intention (Gesin,

nung) 6e|ıind the project of reform: then as now, the "transformation of cities" is

still the expression of a "desire to adopt Western ideas".89 Indeed, if such a desire

Empire in the Seventeenth Century?", Erudıs Balkaniques,2 (1988), pp, 5543; Oktay
Özel, "Population Changes in Ottoman Anatolia During the 16ü and l7'h Centuries:

The 'Demographic Crisis' Reconsidered" , lnternational Journal of Middle Eat Srudies, 36
(2004), pp. 183-205.

82 Leslie Peirce, The Imperial Harem: Vomen and Soıereignty in the Ottoman Empire (New

York: Oxford Universiry Press, 1993), p,2|, p.83, p. 106; Nicolas Vatin and Gilles Vein-

stein, le strail Ebrank: Essais sur les morts, döpositions et aağneınents des sultans ottornans

(XIV'-Xü' siöcle) (Paris: Fayard, 2003), pp. 90-9|, p. 170.

83 Leslie Peirce, The Imperial, p. |54; Vatin and Veinstein, Le sörail, p.79.

84 Niyazi Berkes, The Deuelopment of Secukrism i,n TurhE (Montreal: Mc Gill University

Press, 1964), p. 106.

85 Hamadeh, "Ottoman', p. 45.

86Ze'evi andToledano, "Social", p. 8.

87 Islamoğlu, "Modernities", p.386; Cem Emrence, "Imperia-l Paths, Big Comparisons: The

Late Ottoman Empire", Journal of Global History, 3 (2008), pp. 289-3 l l.
88 Barkey, Empire, p.266.

39 Gül, The Emergence, p. 2; Bouquet "Is ItTime".
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exists, along with its opposition, we must remember that desire does not neces-
sarily lead to change, which itself is fuelled by other things.9o

The State, once again

The State was no longer in control of an "unequivocal transformadon towards
a 'more modern' society".9t Historians must take into account the "negotiations",

"recalibrations" and "adjustments" of the State-sociery pairing, examine society per
se as a place of "societa_l change", and give prominence to new social and identity
constructions.92 This stated intention is only partially applied.

A]l reflection continues to start with the state, or to come back to it. In ot-
toman studies, the State has never needed to make a comeback, since it always
dominated historiography. Since the 19BOs, its importance has been increasingly
highlighted. It is the common thread of transformation, the main operator of
most imPerial situations. The problems that arose in the middle of the nineteenth
centurY also arose in the middle of the eighteenth century: the State started too
manY wars, which cost money; it reduced its territories and fiscal resources; it
saw its share in internationa] commerce dwindle. The problems were the same,
but they kept getting wofse. And the transformations intended to resolve them
remained insufficient and incomplete.93 Paralysed by tradition, patronage and
corruption, the State failed to modernise enough. Thken in by the game of impe-
rialism and issues of globaliry the Empire did not transform itself sufficiently, or
not in the way that it should.

\[e are no longer in the time of the Eastern Question, which, together with
the policies of the main European powers in the eastern Mediterranean and
in the Balkans between 1774 (Treat7 of Ktiçtık Kaynarca) and |923 (Tieaty
of Lausanne), long considered "the sick man" within a geopolitical arena. De-
velopments in Ottoman societies are now exposed in the light of more clearly
idendfied factors. Amongst them, taxes, the stumbling block of the centralisa-
tion project: unlike French or British administrations, the Ottoman State was

']i licq.ııriiııq rhe debates oıı tjıe \(esternisation of Ottcıırrarı society in the secoırd half of thc
:ıiııcıccıır]ı cCııtury, see L,rdal Kaynar, "Occidentalis:rtioıı", Flançois Georgeon at aL. (ed,.),

I):,rı,.ııııı,ıirc de L'Enıpire ()ttoman (Paris: Fayalrl, 2015), pp. 871-B7J.

' \],ı.li;ı. /(,/lgi,,ıı. p. B-.
,l] I]c:.ır.ııı. Scliıı }ll, p.7.
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.l:l.,.l.ia t|) !-ll::.]. .,J

ı() !i\c ııp rl, .,, ,,... ._

l ]ıciı .,,ıııiı,.ı-.: _ . ,_

.ı.]ııliııi:rr.ıt.,,ıı.'.'
I.ı\cr .llttl iıl, rr.,.. . ..

.r. itl,,rltt,ı,.. ir ıı,. .

ııı:ıiııIy iııtİ,rıı,ı..ı .

.lı.ııılJ rcsı_ılt iıı ı,._ _

ıı iıIı reg.ır.| (o ııı. r. .

çlıl)tfıJl, ,_,r l,ı.k ı].-:.
, ıı' ttıltrırı] hİrrt-ırı

Iike tcı be]ieve ıhıı _

cial rransftırı,ı-ııriı ıiı

ııııdcfi ııcJ, ıı,:ııı.l,, :

o lt-ırıcırtioııetl "c ıı l. _

iü1 (OılL,cP(\ ııl-.ılı,,: .

kııowır ıo ılı.,.1,,,. 1 .,

.ırıt.'" Ar lıesı, :ı l.,.
(lüü\Vll', .ır coıı.'cr., ]

9,t Barkey, F,nıpiı-e, p. ] i: .

Reuoluıioıı iıı ı],c _\i: .- .

Thc Americaıı L'ıı; ...

95 Donald Quıtıerı. ',.';

lB22-192U (\.ş \,,,
''Modernitics"; Zç rı'. ..

()(ı Ar xıı cx.ınıpl., ,,İ lıi.'

mapping the Ottt,ıiı,i, ' '

(London: l. B. Tııııı. _

,ı- Kasaba, Ihe ( )ttaııı.L . '

Yi The usctııInes, ,,l- ıi,.
eighıeeııth centtır. ]:...

{$_t); with reFeıeıı,. ,, , ,

()') Vangclis Kechri,,rı. .

(2013), pp.39-16

ltl0 3iir.r*. Hamidi,ı,ı ].

I3oııonı Up' in the ı ı"
rhymno.')-l l Jaııı,.;,.. _

46



\ HTs fOtl.Y

rransformation toward§

account the "negotiations",

examlne socletv DerJa

to new social and identity
. , ..J.

to come back to it. In Ot-
comeback, since it always

has been increasingly
üe main operator of

middle of the nineteenth
: rhe state started too

and fiscal resources; it
problems were the same,

intended to resolve them
uadition, patronage and

in by the game of impe-
irself suficiently, or

which, together with
\ [e direrrırnean and

and 1923 (Tieaty

a geopolitical arena. De-
üe light of more clearly

block of the centralisa-

üe ottoman state was

in the second half of the
. (,corgeoır et al. (ed.),

()LlVlER B()UQUEl-

unable to centralise life-leases, in part because the tax farmers were reluctant

to give up their local powers to l-ıecome employees in the service of the sultan.

Their coırtinued existence marked the victory of the notables over the central

administration, whose only margin of manoeuvre was tlre power to create new

taxes and iı-ıcrease sources of revenue that were already centralised. Iır this case,

as in others, it was as if the interest shown in the "paradigm of State formation"
(mainly iırformed by the reading of T'. Skocpoü, j.A.Goldstone or C. Tilly)
should resu[t in the conception of a "thesis of [its] transformation".')a Hence,

with regard to mercenaries and bandits or minors, it was a question of the State's

control, or lack thereof."; In reality, there are very few theses iır social, economic

or culttıral history where there is no question of the imperial Srate.96'We would
like to believe that globalisation in the nineteenth century produced "vast so-

cial tı,ansformation",'lı but where, and to what degree? As loı-ıg as "society" is

undefined, transformatioı-ı effectively remains a presupposition, whereas iır the

oft-mentioned "cultural sphere", uırless I am ınistakerr, there is very little interest

in concepts of appropriation, circularity or cultura] transfer, if iırdeed they are

known to the specialists.98 Like microstoria beforc thenr, subaltern studies are left

out.')9 At best, a few historians have examined the legitimacy of so-called "top-

down", or conversely "bottom-up" perspectives.100

94 Barkey, Empi,re, p, 23; Darling, Reuenue, p. |2, p. 30l; Juan R. I. Cole, Colonialism and

Reuolution in the Midjle Eat: Social and Cultural Origins of Ecyp* 'Urabi Moaement (Cairo:

The American University in Cairo Press, 1999), pp.3-22.

95 Donald Quataert, Miners and the State in the Ottoman Empire: Tbe ZonguWab Coaldfiell,
1822-1920 (NewYork: Berghahn Books,2006), pp. 1-3; Barkey, Empire, p. 176; Islamoğlu,
"Modernities" ; Ze' evi and Toledano, "Social".

96 As an example of historica.l sociology in the nineteenth century see Cem Emrence, Re-

mapping the Ottoman Midjlı East: Modırnity, Imperial Bureaucracy and tbe Islamic State

(London: I. B. Thuris, 2012).

97 Kasaba, The Onoman, p.5.

98 The usefi,rlness of these perspectives for the history of Ottoman architecture in the

eighteenth centufy has nevertheless been highlighted (Shirine Hamadeh, "Ottoman", pp.

48-9; with reference to the works of R. Chartier and C. Guinzburg).

99 Vangelis Kechriotis, "Postcolonia.l Criticism Meets Late Ottoman Studies", Historein, |3
(2013), pp.39,46.

l00 Büssow, Hamidian Pakstine; Antonis Anastasopoulos (ed.), Political Initiatiues'From tbe

Bottom Up' in tbe Ottoman Empire: Halcyon Days in Crete VIL A Symposium Held in fu-
tlrymno,9-11 January 2009 (HeraHeion: Crete University Press, 2012).
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Decline had its potbellied and slouching pashas. Modernisation had its men
acaPed from Plato's cave, agents of the encounter between the ly,est (travellers
and diplomats) and the East (reformers and minorities). These figures were gen-
era-lly seen from afaı by way of the institutions that they *.rk.rr'.d, in the first
case, and revitalised in the second. Modernisation involved a small but growing
number of actors: in B. Lewis' schema, it was ''ottoman Christians and a few
Tiırks [who] started to form a new society in the capital'',l0l then new elites, and
new professions. In comparison, populations marked by transformations are cer-
tainly more numerous.l02 yet they make up groups without identified bounda-
ries, "a newly flourishing national secular middle class».ıo3 There are, of course,
socio-professional categories, but the figures are vague] .'thousand,s 

of travelling
salesmen, shoPkeePers, small bankers, as well 

", 
th. -or. important tax collec_

tors, merchants and bankers".l.a In short, transformation has yet to identify its
men and women.

Failure, always

on the other hand, the transformation paradigm has produced an increasing
number of statements of principle. Some are not without panache:

"The Ottoman transformation in the age of revolutions was not a linear transition
from the old order to the new, from a decentra]ized to a centralized state, from
Eastern to'Western institutions, and from premodern to modern society, Ratheı
it involved both intersecting paths and dead ends, offering a rich repertoire of
possibilities to be followed, reinterpreted, or forgotten''.lo5

Tiansformation proved to be a liberating, synthetic and integrating concept.
History was conceived of as distinct from its final act, accordin"g to the follow-
ing sequence: the seventeenth century was a century of crisis and-transition. The
eighteenth century became the century of the first reforms. on the other hand,

10l Lewis, Iskm,p.63,
102 Pa-lmira Brummett, "Gender and Empire in Late ottomarr Istanbul: Caricature, Models

of Empire, and the Case for Ottomarı Exceptiona.lisrıi', Comparatiue Studies of Soutb ,Asia,
Afıica and the Middk East, 27t2 (2007), pp.283-302, p.285.

l03 Göçek, Tbe Transfonnation, p. 26.
l04 Kasaba, The Ottoınan, p.85.
105 Yaycıoğlu, Partners, p.239.
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the nineteenth century was no longer seen as the anrechamber to the collapse of
the Empire in the twentieth century, the prelude to the formation of the Ti,ırkish

nation-state or the advent of the Republic in 1923.1('6 We act like it never ended, as

if the (incomplete) modernisation and (superficial) \festernisation \,vere processes

to be taken into account amongst others (urbanisation, secularisation, feminisa-

tion). And yet, the profession is still torn berween fascination for the imperial long-

term and the iırterpretive archaeology of failure.ıılı "Vbat went wrong?": B. l,ewis

suggested the wrong answers to a qtıestion which continues to be asked."''

Moreover, Ottoman historiography now dances differently, but it still fol-

lows a three-beat rhythm: "The Ottoman Empire first engaged in the project

of nıodernity at the end of the eighteenth ceııtury. The transformation that fol-

lowed ended up contributing to its den-ıise. The imperial subjects of the Empire

experienced violeırce and trauma".l09 There are still recurrent etiological debates

between those who consider that the sultan State succumbed under the weight

of its own dysfunction, those who think that it was unable to survive its succes-

sive military defeats, and those who refuse to answer the question, arguing that

reflection on the extinction of the Empire amounts to a teleological approach."T

In most cases, a consensus is reached: imperial political society was unable to

fiırd the means to integrate and resolve the increasing dualities in the exercise

106 Yonca Köksal, "The Applicatioır of the tnzimat Reforms in Bulgaria: State Building iıı
rhe Ottoman Empire (t839-1878)", electronic publication of Kokkalis Program, Har-

vard Universiry 1999.

htto://www.kss.harvard.edu/kokka]is/CSW l /GS\Y l/ 1 loo20Koksa1.od[.; Abou-el-Hai.
"Theorizing", pp. 8-1 l.

107 Sam \fhite, Tbe Climate of Rebellion in the Earl1 Modern Ottoman Empire (Caml,ıridge:

Cambridge University Press, 201|), p.225; Giancarlo Casa|e, The Ottoman Age of Ex-

ploration (New York: Oxford University Press, 2010), p. 6; Kılınçoğlıı, Economics, p. I;
Emrence, "Imperial", p, 2B9; Pamuk, "Instittırional"; Şükrü Hanioğlu, A Brief History of
the Late Ottoman Empire (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2008), pp. 203-21 l; Isa
Bltımi, Retbinking tbe Late Ottoman Empire: A Comparatiue Social and PoLiticaL History

of Albania andYemen, 1B7B-191B (Istanbul: The Isis Press, 2003); Isa Blumi, Founda-
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F,rik Zürcher, "The Ottoman Empire 1850-1922 - Unavoidable Failure?", Leiden Project

'{lorhingPapers Archiue, Departınent of Turkish Studies, Leiden Universiry 2004; Kuehn,

Empire, pp.205-2lB.
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109 Göçek, The Transformation, p. 730.
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of justice or the administration of the police.lll One historian suggested the
following interpretive sequence: "The ideal of an overarching Ottoman iden-
tity clashed with the increasing autonomy of religious communities within the
empire; bureaucratic centralization conflicted with political fragmentation; the
ideal of participation came up against the principle of top-down reform; the
conservative spirit that gave rise to the Majalla contradicted the progressive drive
to emulate the French penal code; new civil courts coexisted uneasily side by side
with the traditional shari'a courts; a modern universiry with old medreses, an
academy of modern sciences with the ulema gatherings of the past".112 The list
of oppositions could be continued almost indefinitely: centralising bureaucratic
hegemony/consultation at the provincial level and constitutionalism; Jacobin
nationalism/pan-Islamic policies; fiscalismifree trade. These multiple contradic_
tions gave rise to a kind of polarisation, partly tempered by the Tirrkish '§V'ar of
independence (1919-|922) and the foundation of the Republic. The Kemalist
experience then led Turkey to seek out development models that were officially
distinct from the imperialist past, but which remained part of the continuity of
a practice of state reform.

conclusion

No doubt we must be wary of infighting, common enough in Ottoman his-
tory. \Why, then, add one mofe article to the existing corpus, at the risk of being
seen as a kind of judge evaluating paradigmatic circulations? Because, without
wanting to compare the reordering of a cultural imperialism with freely peripheral
formulations, it must be noted that although it is not yet fully-formed as a para-
digm, transformation has its limits, both as a catch-all term for processes within
the Ottoman domain, and as an axiological principle of a programme which all
too often fizzles out. The study of the nineteenth century, which is connected to
developments in the preceding centuries, does not stand out more as an historica]
period as a result of this framing. It was open to the long-term, but at the risk of
overlooking tools for analysis which, though imperfect, are nevertheless usefi_ıl. In
fact, very often, once the "transitions" of the late eighteenth century are passed

l l l Avi R:ııbin, Onoman Nizamiye Courts: Law and Modernity (London: Palgrave Macmillan,
20ll); Omri Paz, "The Policeman and State Policy: PoliceAccountabiliry Civilian En-
titlements, and Otoman Modernism, 1 840-1 860s", Ze' evi andToledano (eds.), Socie4ı,
pp.104-120.

l12 Hanioğlu, ABrief, pp.104-105.
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over, still nıarked by the omnipotence of the history of institutions, transforma-

tioı-ı becomes nrodernisation by another ııame.

Finally, the exanıination of several summaries of transformation only partly

confirmed the hypothesised substitution suggested in the introduction. The exist-

ence of a homcılogy between declinism and the historiography of transformation

still needs to be established. For now, it rvould seem that, like the theories of
decline, "transformationism" (if I may be so bold) sinrilarly proceeds by hyposta-

sis: "a stıperior reality of a priırciple of cohesioır and intelligibiliry".l'] Yet un-

like the treatment long reserved for modernisation - which is admittedly greatly

favoured by spccialists - the use of the concept of transformation does not aim

to individualise an historical agent. In truth, transfornration is worth what it is

worth. Studied in its complex and contradictory forms, it is neirher a projectioır

iır relation to an idealised norın (reference to the Classical Age), nor the blueprint
for a telos to be achieved (Westernisatioır througlr modernisation). Vhere decline

and moderırisation marked a two-fold failure (imitatioır of the imperial past,

inritatioı-ı of the lVestern present), traırsformırtion has no model. Moreover, it has

yet to become what decline or moderııisation were in the twentieth century - ır

general-purpose "absolute trend","o nevertheless linked to a particular historical

tradition. But no one is immune to "the temptation to rei{y an ırbstractioır, to

leııd a word from an historian's pen the same causal role as things and men; even

to considering thar this abstract cause is not itself catısed, that it is unshakeable

and that nothing historical can happen to it".l'5 At the rate that things are go-

ing, there is a good chance that those who made their academic reputation on

the back of the former masters of their own masters will in turn be opposed by

the generations which they wil] themselves teach. So it goes: under the pretext

of a call for paradigmatic renewal, statements of principle reproduce the habits

of the profession.

l l3 Henri-Ir6n6e Marrou De la connaissance historique (Paris: Seuil, |954), p. 160.

l14 Karl Popper differentiated betıveen "trends which, like laws, do not depend on initial
conditions, and which cafry us irresistibly in a certain direction into the fiıture", and

"conditiona.l scientific predictioni' (Misöre de l'historicisme (The Pouerty of Historicism),

(Paris: Plon, 1956), French edition, p. |27).

l 1 5 Paul Yeyne, Comment on lcrit l'histoire (Paris: Seuil, |97 |), p. |55.
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From Decline to Traıısformation: fuJlectioıs on a New Paradigm in Ottoman History

Abstract ı This article addresses transformation as a newly emerging paradigm in the
field of Ottoman studies. It examines the relationship between two historiographica-l

sequences: first, the decline theories widely supported by Ottoman studies of the 16r
to l 8'h century conducted over the last three decades ofthe 20'h cenfury are criticised;

second, the characterization ofthe 19'h century as a new golden age oftransformation
in articles and books published in increasing numbers during the last twenty years is

put under scrutiny. After questioning the novelty of this paradigm in light of domi-
nant yet hackneyed themes, this paper proposes to measure its usefiılness in terms of
challenges and opportunities for research. Overall, it appears on the one hand that if
transformationism differs from declinism in that it denies providing a comprehensive

model of analysis, on the other hand it mimics it insofar as it still depends on two
dominant traits which it directly claimed to avoid - the omnipotence of the history
of institutions and a theory of modernization that dares not speak its name . In short,
under the pretence of an appeal to paradigmatic renewal, this statement of principle
only reproduces old historiographical habits.

Keı,words: Ottoman studies; decline; transformation; modernization; paradigmatic

renewa.l.
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