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Abstract / Oz

This paper deals with the urban space production of the nineteenth-century Ottoman Empire through
the commodification of suburban lands via ifraz, namely division of land. Parceling through division
of land is historically older than capitalist urbanization however in the capitalistic phase of urban
history it is directly related with transforming land into a commodity. As in the universal examples, also
in Ottoman case, ifraz is widely used to transform various types of lands into built areas and initiates
capitalistic urbanization long before the larger scale urban plans were implemented. Behind the scenes of
modernization and besides the after-fire master plans, or the urban renewal projects, a vast land turned
into disposable commodities through ifraz. This commodity was mainly produced out of green areas,
which means capitalism utilized infrastructure, providing neighborhoods in the nineteenth century. The
fires were only exceptional practices of space production compared to the invasion of “empty” lands
through privatization all around the empire. So, the state, investors and landowners were commodifying
the environment, the farms, gardens, yards, and even the shores. It is also a tool of property transaction
and facilitates establishing a network of roads, which is an essential part of modern urban planning
and modern neighborhood establishment. Both the urbanization process of suburban areas and the
commodification of natural landscape are important topics for research. The concept of ifraz contains
the potential to understand diverse mechanisms of land transformation and widen urban historiography
in its capitalist phase

Bu makale, on dokuzuncu yiizyil Osmanli imparatorludu’nun kentsel mekdn iretimini, ifraz, yani
arazi béliinmesi yoluyla birbirinden farkli pek ¢ok arazinin metalastirilmasi lzerinden ele almaktadir.
ifraz yoluyla parselasyon tarihsel olarak kapitalist kentlesmeden eskidir ancak kent tarihinin kapitalist
evresinde topragin metaya déndistiiriilmesiyle dogrudan iliskilidir. Evrensel 6rneklerde oldugu gibi
Osmanli érneginde de ifraz, gesitli arazi tiirlerini imara agmak igin yaygin olarak kullanilir ve biiytik 6lgekli
kent planlari uygulanmadan énce kapitalist kentlesmeyi baslatmistir. Modernlesmenin perde arkasinda,
yangin sonrasi Uretilen nazim imar planlari ya da kentsel yenileme projelerinin yani sira, ifraz yoluyla
genis bir cografyada araziler satisa ve imara agilmistir. Cogunlukla yesil alanlar yapilasmaya agilmistir
ve kapitalizm modern altyapiyr da kullanarak on dokuzuncu yiizyilin modern mahallelerini olusturur.
imparatorlugun dért bir yaninda parselasyon yoluyla bos arazilerin ézellestirilmesi ve imara agilmasi
ortaya ¢iktiginda yangin sonrasi planlamalar gérece istisnai mekén iiretim pratikleri olarak kalir. Ozetle
devlet, yatirrmcilar ve toprak sahipleri gevreyi, ciftlikleri, bahgeleri, avlulari ve hatta kiyilari hizla daha
genis bir alanda etkili olacak sekilde kentlesmeye agmistir ve bunun igin temel olarak ifraz yontemini
kullanmuslardir. ifraz ayni zamanda bir miilkiyet transfer, aracidir ve modern sehir planlamasinin ve
modern mahalle kurulusunun énemli bir pargasi olan yol aginin kurulmasini da kolaylastirir. Bu makale
Tanzimat déneminde ifrazin kullanimi lizerine genel bir cergeve olusturmayr amaglamaktadir. Ancak ifraz,
hem ¢eperin kentlesme siireci hem de doganin metalasmasi agisindan 6nemli bir arastirma basligidir
ve daha kapsamli ¢alisiimasi kent tarihi agisindan olduk¢a énemlidir. ifraz kavrami, arazi déniisimiiniin
farkli mekanizmalarini anlama ve kent tarihi yazimini kapitalizm ile birlikte anlama ve genisletmeye dair
biiyiik bir potansiyel tasimaktadir.

To cite: Arikan, B. (2023). A mode of space production in the nineteenth century: Parceling (ifraz) as a method of land
commodification and urbanization in Late Ottoman Empire. Geographies, Planning & Tourism Studios, 3(1): 07-23
https://doi.org/10.5505/gpts.2023.83997

This paper deals with the urban space production of the nineteenth-century Ottoman Empire through the
commodification of suburban lands via parceling. Parceling is an important method of urbanization in capitalistic
phase of urban history as it is directly related with transforming land into a commodity. In the context of this
research a specific mode of space production called ifraz will be scrutinized. ifraz is the Ottoman term for division

* This article was produced by rearranging and expanding the master’s dissertation “A Mode of Production of Space in the Nineteenth Century: icadiye Mahallesi as an Example of Allotment”, Bogazici
University.
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of land into parcels. It is widely used to transform various types of lands into built areas and initiates capitalistic
urbanization long before the larger scale urban plans were implemented. It is also a tool of property transaction and
facilitates establishing a network of roads, which is an essential part of modern urban planning. Based on archival
research, it is understood that in the nineteenth century Ottoman empire, ifraz works in order to establish modern
neighborhoods with their streets and infrastructure.

Before displaying archival research and findings, a discussion on urban historiography will be conducted in order
to open up new questions. Also, relation between property transformations and urbanization will be discussed
with reference to existing literature. Afterwards findings will be discussed in order to scrutinize this method of
space production in addition to master plans of twentieth century, claiming that ifraz is a method which is partial,
fragmented and but wider in effect in 19th century urbanization.

2. Research Methodology

This research on Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archive (PMO-Basbakanlik Osmanli Arsivleri (BOA)) consists of
petitions, state documents, namely correspondences between various participants/ actors of space production. A
few cadastral maps will also be referred to visualize the parceling method. | will refer to an inventory consisting of
590 documents demonstrating the transliterated summaries. This method of using only summaries that are found
out as a result of searching the keyword “parca parca” which means “piece by piece” that is used for ifraz/ land
division, will serve to obtain an overall perspective revealing a general pattern of land transformations, transactions
and neighborhood establishment mechanism derived from parceling. These are mainly petitions related to dividing
the land into plots and selling. This paper is a part of a larger master thesis project that also focuses on a case study
that covers how ifraz works in detail (Arikan, 2021). This second part of the research is based on an archival study
carried out between 2019-2021 based on documents in Ottoman, which were transliterated by the researcher. In
the boundaries of this paper, this case study will be referred as one of the examples. This paper is based on the first
part of the archival research, which is a set of all digital transliterated summaries of the documents related with
parceling. This method is preferred to construct a larger scale frame both in time and space, in order to reveal the
historical context of parceling.

3. Historiography of the “Backstage” Of Urbanization: Redefining the Norm and Exception through Material
Conditions

“Now let us consider for a moment any given space, any ‘interval’ provided that it is not
empty. Such a space contains things yet is not itself a thing or material ‘object.’ Is it then
a floating ‘medium,” a simple abstraction, or a ‘pure’ form? No - precisely because it has
content. We have already been led to the conclusion that any space implies, contains, and
dissimulates social relationships -and this despite the fact that space is not a thing but
rather a set of relations between things (objects and products)” (Lefebvre, 1991, pp. 82-
83).

Remembering Lefebvre’s (1991) triad of space (perceived, conceived, and lived); master plan drawings convey the
designed space mainly, which is called representations of space. He emphasizes the gap between the abstraction
and the content by also reminding the relations that space embodies (Lefebvre, 1991). That remark provides the
historian a wider and extensive perspective on the knowledge of spatial practice, the lived and the perceived aspects
of the space by the inhabitants, which will lead to a better understanding of the space itself. Based on the history
below approach based on the Marxist tradition, Lefebvre’s contribution is vital in avoiding being stuck in definitions
such as Islamic City.

“The liberal world view was inseparable from a vocabulary of European domination
over non-European areas in the latter part of the nineteenth century and the twentieth
century. This vocabulary represents the dichotomous perception of social reality, which
characterized the liberal perspective, and echoes the spatial bifurcation between Europe
(the West) and non-Europe (the East). European history is cast as the privileged domain of
exchange of private property, of circumscribed state presence, and of the rule of law. Non-
European history, by contrast, describes a sphere of stunted commercial development or
economic stagnation, of despotic states, and of the absence of law” (islamoglu, 2001, p.6).
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It is crucial to “go beyond the binary perception of the Eastern and Western histories” (islamoglu, 2001) and
correct the fixations over analyzing the East and how this view dominates urban history. That ideologically distorted
approach detaches urbanization from its relation with the capital, limits it to a idealistic state projects without
people’s involvement, and restrain urbanization in the apolitical discourse of modernism. Kentel (2018), in his Ph.D.
dissertation, criticizes the urban histories based on “sociability and stylistic narratives of architectural history”
and the conceptualization of urban processes “as a symptom of nineteenth-century Ottoman modernity and
cosmopolitanism.” He emphasizes this through warning against limiting analysis of space with the face values of
the elite texts, maps, or architectural facades. His criticism relies on restraining urban historiography on that kind of
source, so the triad that makes up space is lacking in that kind of superficial approach.

In the development of capitalism, cadastral activities or “planning” is a tool of the commodification of space that
also functions to collect tax and fix land use rights (Kaya, 2016). The assumed economic stagnation (islamoglu, 2001)
of the East, namely the Ottoman Empire islamoglu points out, perhaps demonstrates itself mainly in the field of
the urban economy. This deficient and inaccurate reading of space is related with the Kentel’s (2019), criticism of
relying merely on maps to understand planning and ignoring the material conditions and relations that makes up
those representations of space.

The Empire’s integration to capitalism is similar to Europe; however, main stream historiography covers Ottoman
urbanization as a mere mimicry of “West” in a formal and discursive level. And this led to the conclusion that the rise
of capitalism, urbanization, and centralization did not affect Ottoman landscapes as their European counterparts.
Terzibasoglu (2006) compares the Ottoman case with the European property transformation cases and places it in
a more universal land privatization context. He emphasizes that the applications and regulations of the nineteenth
century are too extensive to be bracketed in a conception like the “Tanzimat era.” He conceptualizes the period as
the first wave of privatization in a broader sense in terms of geography.

In parallel with Terzibasoglu’s effort to bring forward a materialistic approach as an alternative to the Tanzimat era
discourse, Akyiirek (2012) defines Tanzimat intellectuals and bureaucrats as the subjects with power to reproduce,
supervise and utilize the Western discourse through constructing a set of knowledge as a tool of power. According
to Akyirek (2012), the texts Tanzimat intellectuals produced as a representation of the Western cities was strongly
related to the way they perceive and could not perceive the European city realities. They were framing their
observations to transfer to the Ottoman atmosphere as a transformative suggestion. This critic is essential in terms
of expanding the discussions on Ottoman historiography. Mundy and Smith (2013) suggest that historiography in
the Turkish language, namely post-Republican, also neglects the seventeenth, eighteenth, and early nineteenth
centuries which constitute the backbone of Tanzimat legal reforms. This ignorance leads to a lack of continuity,
and it also facilitate hindering the continuous rising of capitalism and Empire’s process of integration. So that
“narrative of modernization with orientalist tones,” as Kentel (2018) defines, is too much related with the motive
of hiding capitalism in the urban history. It should be noted that Tanzimat reforms were not totally irrelevant
with westernization thoughts, however problem related with urban historiography is that Tanzimat is handled as
an abstract, discursive project that governs the nineteenth century urbanism. Tanzimat texts were intentionally
constructed for the service of a political and economic agenda. The “technical rationality that aimed to create
order by geometry” (Giiglli, 2017) was elaborated in a stylistic modernization tone rather than the commodification
of land. This kind of narrative serves defining Tanzimat as an exceptional period. This conception also leads to
an understanding of Ottoman urbanization as a discursive and sui generis project rather than being a phase and
example of capitalism that spreads in time and space. Hence, master plans produced and implemented after big
fires are also covered as a miraculous opportunity for Tanzimat elites —detached from their relations with capital and
property- to implement their ideas on the city.

Yerolympos (1996a) emphasized the fact that Thessaloniki would undergo this kind of transformation regardless of
the fire, due to the specific historical context, but the fire crated an empty space and eliminated “obstacles” to throw
away the old urban structure and facilitated the implementation of the new plan. Her argument can be extended for
the Ottoman geography in general. Kaya (2016) mentions that urban fires provided a tabula rasa for the cadastral
activities, a crucial component of the new property and tax regime. Many cities had recovered from fires through
familiar spatial patterns however capitalistic urbanization was introducing its specific space production. Thessaloniki
also suffered from fires for centuries but only in the special historical context of nineteenth century capitalistic
urbanization, it was being rebuilt in a way that facilitates penetration of European capital as an important motive for
public works in the cities and country side. 1917 fire destroyed a zone of 128 hectares and this, within the historical
context of modern urbanization, set a clean break with the long centuries spatial pattern of growth and evolution
(Yerolympos, 1996a).
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4. The Age of Property, Recording, and Dissolving of Land into a Commodity: ifraz Method

“The property was no longer defined in relation to the revenues derived from land but
in relation to the title to the land. This meant the end of multiplicity of claims on a single
plot of land and the exclusion of many overlapping rights such as rights to passage,
poaching, and grazing on a single plot, a transformation from multiple overlapping rights
to individual rights. In parallel, the communal rights the nomads and the settled peasantry
had on pastures, forests, and village commons, as well as the ill-defined proprietorship
rights of the vakif administrations on landed property were all in a process of erosion to
the benefit of individual title a use, a transformation from communal to individual rights”
(Terzibasoglu, 2001).

The English case of enclosure and German case of Teilung and Verkopplung are well-known examples of the land
regime-changing methods (Terzibasoglu, 2006). However, for the Ottoman urban historiography, mostly state
projects or master plans had been examined as the basis of urbanization. In the Ottoman context, those concepts
correspond to the terms ifraz and tevhid, and are widely used as tools of property transformations. Post-fire
applications or master plans are crucial in understanding transformation of urban settings/ centers; however, for
the suburban areas or empty landscapes especially ifraz is an essential keyword to trace.

There is a crucial difference between the different conditions ifraz and tevhid occurred and their different results.
For instance, the case of Palestine demonstrates a transformation through tevhid and the creation of large land
ownerships of urban effendis/ absentee landlords which facilitated the colonialization (Terzibasoglu, 2001). In
contrast, during the same period, the Anatolian story is mainly dominated by examples of ifraz that resulted in
smaller, fragmented ownership patterns. Terzibasoglu (2001) also emphasizes that the outcome of struggles on land
varied according to the existing ways of land use and forms of property and the local balance of power. Residents of
Kavala, particularly merchants, demanded the land to be divided into small plots in order to prevent monopoly of
few landlords. Their concern was about potential speculation on land prices. However, urbanization and parceling
was transforming unproductive land into a source of profit (Yerolympos, 1996b).

Different than master plan implementation, ifraz enabled neighborhood formation with the involvement of
inhabitants. Central control of the area and its economy was an important result of master plan (Yerolympos,
1996b). First step of Thessaloniki master plan process was to prohibit land owners to rebuild on their plots, because
this method necessitated uniting all land in question and re-dividing it. This is also a kind of parceling however what
| mention as “ifraz method” is related with parceling empty lands which were not open to construction without a
large scale and central plan. Master plan uses parceling as a tool to divide land, but commodifying land through
parceling in a fragmented manner is different than that. Master plan also includes extension of the urban area
in several directions but this extension is predetermined within the plan. However, the ifraz method this paper
examines occurs in a partial manner in order to establish new neighborhoods in various parts of the empire.

“Urban land was no longer the traditional community area, but had become primarily
a form of capital and the object of private speculation. The application of city planning
procedures led to the reinforcement of capitalist tendencies in the possession of urban
space, with the support of a state which was becoming increasingly interventionist, but
with no attempt to deepen social reforms. In short, a major alliance between the State
and the urban land owners was implicitly forged and has never been contested; in order
to assure their support, the State would not attempt to control land speculation, thus
condemning to paralysis all urban planning institutions and local authorities’ efforts”
(Yerolympos, 1996b)

The property was, in its essence was the monopoly of some people on earth, excluding the others and transforming
the land into a financial form (Marx, 1992). He adds that even the water was monopolized as long as it was part
and parcel of the land. In this context, legal opinion was executed just like it would be in another context related
to any other commodity. Both modern infrastructure and the Tanzimat regulations were capitalism’s’ tools for
colonizing the earth into private property, an investment circulating in the market (Marx, 1992). Kaya (2016) also
depicts Tanzimat Edict itself as a text opening the era of private property. He also emphasizes the strong relations
between property transformations with the transformations in tax system and state bureaucracy. Yerasimos (1992)
extends the aim of Tanzimat reforms and urbanization related with the reforms through the aim of control over the
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space and over society in general. Also recording the property through cadastral activities was part of the aim of a
centralized control.

Gucll (2017) states that the line between the absolute space of private property and the social space is contested
and the tensions are reflected in the built environment. Also, Mitchell (2014) reminds that capital and infrastructure
share a long history. In the nineteenth century, their long-lasting relation gave rise to a new political and economic
power. He reminds the connection of colonization and construction of urban infrastructure and the historical
juxtaposition of modern banking and the expansion of finance capital through the very materiality of iron, steel,
copper, lead, and concrete as construction materials.

“Each wave of human development seems to be set in motion by a new energy system,
each requiring an infrastructure that reshapes collective life, connecting humans to a new
technical grids and natural forces” (Mitchell, 2014).

“This conception implies that built environments reflect different modes of production. In
a society that is increasingly becoming capitalist, the elements of the built environment
assume a commodity form. That is to say those streets, for instance, as the basic layouts
of a city, become commodities” (Gliglii, 2017, p.8).

In an age in which city planning was one of the most crucial tools of circulation and realization of the capital (Gigld,
2017), property relations are the backbone of urbanization. So, the focus on formal modernization should be
dissolved, and land covering the vast geography of the Empire should be studied on the basis of commodification.
Elaborating on that conception of the land, the buildings, and even the streets as commodities will open up a
new perspective that will shed light on the biases mentioned in the introduction of the thesis regarding urban
historiography.

“Thessaloniki was credited with a metropolitan role, foreign experts and city planners
were called in, and the attempt was made to mobilize the city’s full economic capacity.
The planning scheme was designed, publicized and carried out as if it was a business
enterprise. For the first time in Greece the game of motivating land speculation was played
out from start to finish consciously and successfully, by the state as it is sole originator”
(Yerolympos, 1998)

Even though state established Property Owner’s association to manage land speculation and regulate the process,
land owners and investors could manipulate the plan and achieved to reduce open space ratio from 50% to 42%
and also building land was subdivided into smaller individual plots. Even though state established Property Owner’s
association to manage land speculation and regulate the process, land owners and investors could manipulate the
plan and achieved to reduce open space ratio from 50% to 42% and also building land was subdivided into smaller
individual plots. Yerolympos (1996a) emphasizes that the state acted as arbitrator among individuals and between
the privates and community. Despite the fact that the state, through local parceling or through master plan, aimed
to gain absolute control over space, the land owners and investors always achieved to be a part of the process. As
master plan is also a tool of land commaodification, landowners and investors demanded smaller plots for in order
to prevent monopoly over land.

An example of the expansion of bureaucratic control over land is the 1858 regulation of the Sixth District Municipality
of Galata and Pera (Kaya & Terzibasoglu, 2009), which cancels the imams and muhtars in rental management and
paperwork authorizing the municipality and Evkaf Nezareti®. It transferred interpersonal relations on land issues to
the Evkaf Nezareti to create central control over taxation (Kaya & Terzibasoglu, 2009). Beforehand in 1826, Evkaf-i
HUmayln Nezareti? had been established with the intention of gain control over the waqgfs (Gugld, 2009). The
Nezaret replaced trustees who were the chief actors in waqgf administration with state officials: “The expanding
bureaucracy and deepening documentation within the body of the Nezaret mark the administrative and institutional
constitution of a new waqf regime” (Gugl, 2009).

! Evkaf-1 Hiimay(n Nezareti: Misitry of Wagfs
* Evkaf-1 Himaytn Nezareti: Misitry of Wagfs
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“The development of the icdreteyn system from the sixteenth century onwards can also be
reevaluated as the product of a pragmatist state in shaping laws and responsive to social
and economic necessities. In other words, the state employed the icdreteyn system not at
the expense of the rule that long-term leasing was non-ser’i, but by legalizing it based on
necessity, usually resulting from fires” (Gliglii, 2009).

According to Gli¢li (2009), transition of the land regime also included assimilating waqf property into miri category:
“These changes aimed to increase agricultural production and enhance real estate values along with unlimited
circulation of waqf and mirf property in the economic sphere.” She points out the gradual development of private
property through expanding the period of rents®. The introduction of longer terms in renting waqf property the
expansion of inheritance rights (Gugll, 2009), are also related with the gradual centralization in wagf administration
and the transformation of property relations.

Another problem is the conception of individual ownership that led to a blurring of the context: “Individual
ownership represented an abstraction of the property of the individual from the web of multiple entitlements to
revenues from land and the diverse, shared claims over land use.” (Gigll, 2009). The phrase “looking through the
land” Terzibasoglu (2006) introduces is vital to change the mindset from state view to the social actors. The point
Pinon makes is crucial to question the order of events, namely the de facto and de juro concerning the state and
the landowner:

Gucll (2018) explains how capitalist modernity provides itself through the discourses of public good, justice, honor,
etc., to the context of urban remediation. Through such concepts, even the conflicts with the Hanafi law can be
exceeded utilizing the necessities of the public. Those are also essential highlights in reading the documents to grasp
the appropriations of the law by discourses for the sake of private property or capitalist urbanization.

Discussions on law and practice are meaningful in terms of the contribution of public into the production of space
and the tension between de facto and de juro (Thompson, 2013). Urban historians should consider that laws or
regulations and application have complex relations shaped by the state and the other social actors. Kark (2017) also
claims that de facto land privatization afterwards became de jure privatization. Ottoman Law was not a solid, merely
religion-oriented one. Instead, it demonstrates intricate relations with the circulation of the capital and actors in
that process.

5. Expanding the Urban Historiography through ifraz

“Landowners never miss an opportunity to profit from their landholdings, and real estate
investors exploit the chance to buy up cheap agricultural land and sell it at a much higher
price. The possibility of easy and immediate profit turns owners into entrepreneurs:
since this was favored by the public authority, for a long time it limited its function to the
encounter- agreement and control of private initiative. Public administration adopted the
same method to increase land value, either directly or through registered intermediary
agents” (Pinon, 1998).

So looking through the land, negations and conflicts arose not in a linear manner and they include various class
conflicts. It is not a coincidence, as Neumann reminds us, that upper-class elites, bankers, sarrafs, and landowners
were the actors who established the municipal organizations of the nineteenth century (Neumann, 2011). The
institution of municipality that imply “localization” was actually the tool of state centralization and penetration of
capital through a vast geography, exceeding the old city centers. As Yerolympos (1998) states, capitalistic urbanization
gave rise to a hegemonic group, a new urban stratum of tradesman, industrialists, bankers etc. So, the state’s aim of
absolute control over space production had been challenged, but the capacity of people to “participate” was class
based. This remark raises questions such as: Who can negotiate? Among the actors in the rivalry, who is most likely
to define the new emerging structure? The history of both master plans and fragmented ifraz implementation is the
history of the property owners and capitalists. As a result, the fires occurring in the poorest parts of the cities were
deporting the renters. For example, in the case of Thessaloniki, 1700 families who totally lacked economic power
had to abandon their districts (Yerolympos, 1996a). On the other hand, fires didn’t create the equal opportunity to
the landowners in each case. Yanya residents complained that as istanbulites gained land speculation on after fire
parceling, their city lacked that potential.

* She developed her MA research on analyzing the icareteyn system, which is a long-term rent mechanism.
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As a result of discussions on urban historiography and its relation with property and class, it seems that
reconstructing the Ottoman urbanization history necessitates various filters. First, assuming the post fire master
plans as the milestone of capitalistic urbanization is a critical point to scrutinize. Secondly, focus on istanbul as
the locus of the Empire’s urban history should be challenged. Also, the western conceptualization of the eastern
spatial history and the liberal approach to urbanization in an immense sense making the capital relations less visible
should be questioned. This can be achieved by discussing the changing modes of property and their effects on space
production. Also elaborating urban space and urbanization with material conditions and relations will facilitate an
approach that goes beyond map analysis. This way transformation of property with human and non-human actors
of urbanization and material conditions can be revealed, which | refer to as the “backstage of urbanization.” The
mechanisms of establishment of “modern” neighborhoods in an Empire in merging with universal capitalism can
reveal itself on the documents related to property transactions.

“The development of London in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, though based
entirely on the subdivision of vast aristocratic properties through the long-term leases, has
hardly been considered. In fact, parceling had been a private form of city planning that has
never attracted the attention instead on the public politics of urban development at the
municipal and national level” (Pinon, 1998, p.45).

ifraz, in that sense, provides an extensive potential to uncover land history, neighborhood formation, infrastructure
planning and mainly, capitalistic urbanization. However, technically it is not possible to grasp this process through
large scale master plan projects. The main source for explicating this method is the demand petitions of landowners
for parceling and selling their lands. Andonova (2019) states that arzuhals, meaning the petitions, display many
layers of information related to legal, social, economic, and bureaucratic sides of the land history. According to
Andonova (2019), those letters of complaints, demands, or objections serve as a basis for reconstructing Ottoman
land history. Her focus is on the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, where cadastral recording tradition is
less intense; however, it is also valid for the nineteenth century as the beginning of massive land documentation.
Even though the nineteenth century is marked with cadastral activities, it was only the beginning of a process. So,
the primary, reliable, and detailed data remained to be in the written documents. Kaya and Terzibasoglu (2009),
suggest that in the second half of the nineteenth century, the state gave utmost importance to the cadastral surveys
beginning with the establishment of the Tahrir-i Emlak Nezareti in 1858, and pilot areas of implementation such
as Bursa (1858), Yanya (1858) and Beirut (1862) and after the 1860s in istanbul. However, they also remind that
mapping was an expensive process, and main data was still on record books containing written data. This is why
focusing on large-scale maps can lead one to focus on a very narrow part of urban history, which is, in my opinion,
can be the reason why parceling was neglected, although it is a widely used technique.

Starting with the establishment of Tahrir-i Emlak Nezareti* and the pilot applications, an experience on recording
the urban land was gained, and this experience had been transformed to the text of Tahrir-i Niifus ve Emlak
Nizamnamesi® in 1860. Those regulations on cities and towns were expanded to the rural areas in 1866, and in
1864 Tuna province became a pilot area of a provincial Nizamname text. Then in 1867, finally a General Province
Regulation® was written.

The primary purposes of those regulations were to record land ownership and define land value so they would be
the base for the future transactions, privatization of land and the expansion of tax extraction from the ground. For
the capital city of Istanbul, the 1874 land register code’ was crucial. With the 1839 Tanzimat Edict and 1858 Land
Code and those regulations mentioned above, nineteenth-century urbanization fits into a complex transition of land
and bureaucracy of the Ottoman Empire (Kaya & Terzibasoglu, 2009).

In the end, this approach led to the abstraction of the urban space from the property and the web of power relations
that produces space. Discourses of Tanzimat elites discussed above and the extensive usage of maps mostly
prepared by Europeans have been main sources for the Ottoman historians. To elaborate the continuity, rupture,
exception, or the norm from a more historical materialist perspective rather than the mere discursive/ formal one
will overcome those problems.

* Tahrir-i Emlak Nezareti: Ministry for recording the property transactions

* Tahrir-i Niifus ve Emlak Nizamnamesi: Legal arrangement for immovable properties
¢ Genel Vilayet Nizamnamesi: Legal arrangement for administration of provinces

7 1874 Land Register Code
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In order to introduce parceling/ ifraz as a discussion in urban history | conducted archival research on property
transactions covering the vast geography of the Empire in the nineteenth century. | will refer to an inventory
consisting of transliterated summaries of 590 documents. Those summaries are the official records related with
land/ division/ ifraz and all together they provide a general pattern of land transformations, transactions and
neighborhood establishment mechanism derived from parceling. These are mainly official responds of the state
to the demand petitions related with dividing the land into plots and selling. In the context of this paper, | will
only demonstrate how wide ifraz was implemented geographically, how it worked as a mechanism to establish
neighborhoods and kinds of lands that was commodified via ifrazé.

6. ifraz as a Tool of Space Production and Urbanization in the Nineteenth-Century

“Parceling involves subdividing private property (whether patrimonial, expropriated, or
acquired for speculation) into lots to be sold or rented. It is phenomenon that affects the
entire urban environment or any environment that is to become urbanized, including
agricultural land or marshland on the outskirts of a city, abandoned industrial or military
sites, areas such as gardens suitable for development, vast properties belonging to
impoverished aristocratic families, abandoned convents or monasteries, and so forth”
(Pinon, 1998, p.45).

Urbanization was a main tool of integration to capitalism of the Empire. Five hundred ninety documents were found
in the digital Ottoman archive repeating “parca par¢a” (piece by piece) used with “ifrazina” (to be parceled) for
various types of land such as garden, yard, forest, mansion plot, swamps, farms, fields, military lands, and even the
slippery lands filled with the waves of the sea were to divide and sell. Therefore, the after-fire interventions and
attempts for large-scale urban plans were only the tip of the iceberg. All types of land, all over the empire were
under a rapid and continuous flow of ifraz, which was the backbone of nineteenth-century urbanization. As a result
of the analysis of documents found in the archive his process begins from 1830s mainly in the capital city, istanbul
and spreads through the provinces (Table 1).

Tablo 1. Geographic distribution of ifraz all around Ottoman Empire in nineteenth century

Location Number Location Number
istanbul 260 Kolonya 1
izmir 47 Belgrad 1
Samsun 25 Karaagag (Edirne) 1
Uskiib 10 Bodrum 1
Sultaniye (Canakkale) 9 Bagdad 1
Yanya/ Tirhala 8 Cesme 1
Eylp 6 Edirne/ Tekfurdagi 1
Mersin 5 Tuna 1
Aydin 5 Nazilli 1
Urla 4 Musul 1
Kuds 4 Suriye 1
Kesriye Sancagi 4 Trabzon 1
Aksaray 3 Mihalgazi (Eskisehir) 1
Bursa 3 Macin-Brdila arasi (Romanya) 1
Beyrut 3 Hacioglu Pazarcigi (Dobrig/ Bulgar-istan) 1
Aksehir 2 Adapazari 1
Adana 2 Kalkandelen/ Tetova (Bulgaristan) 1
Drama 2 Kosova 1
Akhisar 2 Kandiye 1
Karahisar 2 Mihali¢/ Karacabey (Bursa) 1
Sofya/Saruhan 2 Midlli 1
Karaglimrik 2 Mudanya 1
Ayazmend (Karesi Sancagi)(Altinova) 2 Manisa 1

® For a detailed midro analysis on a case study, in my master’s thesis I examined establishment of Icadiye neighborhood in detail (Arikan, 2021)

14



swdios Geographies, Planning & Tourism StudioS 2023, 3(1): 07-23 Arikan, B.

Basra 2 Kibris 1
Kavala 2 Kayseri 1
Bagdat 2 Filibe 1
Gelibolu 1 Selanik 1
Taskasab 1 Musul 1
Hudeavendigar 1 Batum 1
Duzce 1 Erzincan 1

Zonguldak 1

Source: This table is created by the author with the data from Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives

In istanbul, Kadikdy, Bakirkdéy and Uskiidar districts are the main nodes of parcellation in the beginning and through
the nineteenth century, all suburbs are also effected (Table 2).

Tablo 2. Geographic distribution of ifraz in istanbul, the capital city of Ottoman Empire in nineteenth century

Yer Sayi Yer Sayi
Kadikoy 43 Bebek 2
Bakirkdy (Makrikoy) 35 Adalar 2
Uskiidar 20 Anadolu Hisari/ Kuiglksu 2
Bulyulkdere 12 Hobyar 2
Kiglkcekmece/ Ayastefanos 11 Horhor 1
Begsiktas 10 Cengelkoy 1
Edirnekapi ve harici 10 Sileymaniye 1
Kartal 7 Dersaadet 1
Kasimpasa 7 Yenikoy 1
Arnavutkoy 6 Pasalimani 1
Ortakoy 6 Sakizagaci 1
Sariyer/ Yenimahalle 6 Blylkcekmece 1
Tatavla 5 Tesvikiye 1
istinye 5 Toppkapi/harici 1
Silivrikapi/disi 5 Haskoy 1
Mirgilin (Emirgan) 5 Unkapani 1
Ferikoy 4 Balat 1
Fatih 4 Catalca 1
Macka 3 Sulukule 1
Beykoz 3 Beylerbeyi 1
Pasabahge 3 Camlica 1
Cerrahpasa 3 Findikli 1
Kumkapi 2 Vezneciler 1
Kiregburnu 2 Maltepe 1
Mevlevihane 2 Beyoglu Altunizade 1
Goksu 2 Yenibosna 1
Haskoy 2 Rumeli hisari 1
Kumkapi 2 Tarabya 1
Sultanahmet 2 Zeyrek 1

Source: This table is created by the author with the data from Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives

Terzibasoglu (2013) points out the difficulty of writing land history since “many of the files are incomplete, that
is, one file contains information only on some part of a dispute, and it is in most cases impossible to go through
the history of a conflict from start to finish in one file”. However, regarding this set of documents, | am not after
complete stories of specific cases. Instead, | am interested in a pattern that displays the mechanism of urbanization
on a larger scale throughout the Empire in approximately 70 years, starting with 1839, Tanzimat Edict. So, this nature
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of the archive does not constitute an obstacle for the scope of this chapter. The aim here is to see the transformation
of land into a commodity and how modern space production with all aspects was embedded in the integration to
capitalism of the Ottoman Empire in the nineteenth century.

For the nineteenth-century environment in terms of land uses, one can grasp three general tendencies of space
production:

e Turning various types of land categories into private property through parceling
e Transformation of miri or waqf lands to private property through uniting plots
e Claiming housing rights of the landless people over empty plots

This set of documents, as mentioned before, focuses on the first category. All results demonstrate common
characteristics that enables to construct a frame for a specific kind of space production. Ottoman phrase for
parceling is ifraz in legal terms. The very repetitive phrase of “parca parga” which means “piece by piece” appears
in each document with “ifraz”. The documents state that the landowners are allowed to divide their land into
pieces and sold those “pieces” to the people who wanted to buy (par¢a parca ifraz edilerek taliplerine fiiruhtu). The
phrase “par¢a par¢a” had never been used referring to land before 1839. They are either demand from the state to
parcel and sell the land or permissions from the state to parcel and sell the land. They all involve the establishment
of a neighborhood, construction of infrastructure and building residents on the plots as the main content of the
operations. Following the commonalities, a pattern of land commodification and urbanization from empty lands
becomes evident.

7. Land categories that are parceled and sold

Until 1839 no implication of land can be divided and sold in the market is mentioned in the archive. This absence
doesn’t mean that there was no application of parceling before 1839; however, it is clear that it was not applied in
the manner of others, land as commodity.

In the pre-Tanzimat period, the goods that are sold piece by piece are: Ammunition (miihimmat), cereal (zahire), poll
tax (cizye), debt (borg), bread (peksimad), wire (saf tel), money (para), paint (boya), the sum of money (mebalig),
expenditure (masraf), wheat (bugday), rent (kira), subsistence (harcirah), revenue (irad), lead (kursun). With the
introduction of the Tanzimat Edict, the land was listed as a commodity that can be circulated in the capitalist market.
Proceeding from that moment, there are 590 entries, covering approximately 70 years span. Early records, almost
until the 1880s, are primarily from various parts of istanbul and gradually spread towards provinces.

Yerasimos (1994) mentions that in the pre-Tanzimat period, for istanbul, it is estimated that for between a quarter and
a third of the city’s land was waqgf bequeathed property. Existing mode of property transformation was exchange of
property, with condition to protect income of the waqgf. Although waqf property was considered as irremovable, for
construction of mosques for example, administrations would decide to exchange land with another. Compensation
was necessary for that kind of transaction, as mentioned before. However, this cannot be compared with nineteenth
century urban upheaval and also, very different form nineteenth century expropriation. Wagf model of land control
was freezing the urban space and Ottoman administration of Tanzimat period would see this system as an obstacle
to a comprehensive planning policy and urbanization. Ministry of Waqfs was established in 1826, in order to transfer
property of waqgfs to a more centralized model. Ten years later, Mustafa Resid Pasa’s letter from 1836, which is
considered as the founding document of Ottoman town planning, treats waqf property as ordinary property.
He emphasizes the difficulties of opening streets as an example of hardship waqf system imposes. In following
documents related with the issue the emphasis on compensation of wagf as transferring the property is weakened
(Yerasimos, 1994). Also, the archival research | base my arguments on display property transformation from wagqfs
to small land owners, with the permission of the state institutions. Two kind of land owners appear in approximately
590 registers: individuals and wagf. 56 entries are related with parcellation of wagf land to be sold, and 49 of them
are located in istanbul. in icadiye example, although the land owners are Karabet Kalfa in the permission document,
the process of land transaction reveals involvement of three wagfs and a complicated process®. Work of Yerasimos
(1994) is crucial to understand the passage through wagf based urbanization to the capitalistic mode of urban
space production. He defines the waqgf based urban space as “frozen” and ifraz, namely parcellation of capitalistic
urbanization introduces land into the flow of the capital as an ordinary commodity. Another important point
mentioned by Yerasimos is the introduction of increasing density or height in order to compensate the loss due to

° This case is analyzed in detail in the unpublished master thesis but will not be opened up in the limits of this paper. For further details: Arikan, Burcu. 2021. A
mode of space production in the nineteenth century: Icadiye neighborhood as a case of ifraz. Bogazigi University, Istanbul.
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smaller surface areas, which is an important break and also an important feature of economic rent derived from the
urban space. This process reveals the stapes of nineteenth century land commodification that rises with Tanzimat.
Figures 1,2 and 3 demonstrate the density of ifraz implementation thorough the Ottoman geography. The capital
city is the main node of the parceling and it is clearly seen in Figure two how it dominates the course of capitalistic
urbanization. Also Figure 3 shows that parceling and land commodification is the main motive of urbanization and
urban expansion in 19th century, which is clearly more effective than post-fire planning cases.

Figure 1. A Distribution and density of ifrazimplementations in Ottoman Empire (The weight of istanbul is not represented)
Source: This figure is created by the author with the data from Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives

Figure 2. Distribution and density of ifraz implementations in Ottoman Empire (The weight of istanbul represented)
Source: This figure is created by the author with the data from Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives

In the documents, farms (ciftlik arazisi), fields (tarla), gardens (bahge), vegetable gardens (bostan), police station
(karakolhane), backhouse (mustemilat), forest (orman), terrain (arazi), vineyard (bag), ruined vineyard (harap bag),
wagf terrain (vakif mahalleri), waterside residence (sahilhane arsasi), waqgf garden (vakif bostani), public/state land
(miri arazi), mountain terrain (dag mabhalli), candle production center (mumhane arsasi), vacant land (bos arazi),
graveyard (kabristan), private-registered land (tapulu arazi) and even as an extreme of case shore land occurred as
a result of the waves (deniz dalgalari sonucu meydana gelen arazi) are mentioned as the types of lands that were
divided into plots and sold.

This first document is about selling a vegetable garden (bostan) through division into plots, called “ifraz,” as
mentioned'®. Ownership patterns of the lands range from individuals to state institutions or wagfs. In this example
an individual is allowed to sell his property, which is an agricultural land. The land is in Macka, a quarter of istanbul
and for a period of time istanbul is the core of privatization of land through ifraz.
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The summaries contain the aim of building and infrastructure construction (ebniye insa olunmak lizere) which
implies that those divisions are intended for construction. As most of the lands in question are agricultural lands,
this is also a substantial environmental transformation. Some of them are related to the production of agricultural
land but that kind of transformation doesn’t dominate the main pattern: “Samsun ile Carsamba arasindaki Gelemis
sazliginin islah edilip numune ciftligi yapilarak ziraate acilip parca parca satilmasi.”™ (The development of the Gelemis
reeds between Samsun and Carsamba, making a sample farm and selling them piece by piece)

Figure 3. Distribution and density of ifraz implementations in istanbul
Source: This figure is created by the author with the data from Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives

The tool of ifraz is utilized to transform land in terms of property and environmental interference, and social
structuring. Those documents are the records of the birth of nineteenth-century neighborhood. ifraz becomes
an effective tool to elaborate the abstract spaces into socially and physically constructed economic commodities
through dividing land into plots, constructing the infrastructure that will establish the network connecting the urban
space as a whole and streets that will connect the new emerging neighborhoods to the web of transportation of
capitalistic urbanization (Figure 4, 5 and 6).
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Figure 4. Parcellation map of icadiye, Uskiidar/ istanbul
Source: 1.B.B.Atatiirk Kitapligi Sayisal Arsiv ve e-kaynaklar (Hrt_Gec_000858)

10 BOA, HAT/ 682-33206- 1254-1839 “ Musahib Mehmed Said Efendinin Magkadaki bostaninin ifraz edilerek par¢a parga satilmasina”
11 BOA, , ML. EEM/1209-5. 13 Tesrinievvel 1322 (26 November, 1906)
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Figure 5. Street network map of icadiye, Uskiidar/ istanbul
Source: 1913- 14 German Blues

Figure 6. Water infrastructure map of icadiye, Uskiidar/istanbul
Source: .B.B.Atatiirk Kitapligi Sayisal Arsiv ve e-kaynaklar (PLK.p.02037)

Going into detail of the 590 documents, main themes related to this concept of “mahalle
teskili” can be extracted:

1. Construction of sewage system and division of the cost to the land owners:

“Bakirkoy’de daha 6nce sahipleri tarafindan yollar agilmadan parca parca satilan ve lizerine
binalar yapilan arsalarin lagim masraflarinin ilk sahiplerinden alinmasinin Sehremanti’ne
bildirildigi” . (Cost of the sewer system that will be built on the land that was parceled and
sold by the owners without planning and opening the streets will be collected from the
first owners.)

2. Expropriation of land from the parceling to establish a road network:,

“Sultan Bayezid Evkafi'ndan Ayastefanos karyesinde gesitli kimseler olan ve yola birakilacak
yerler disinda kalan kisimlarinin parca parca satilmasina karar verilen baglar” (Decision
about the parceling and sale of the yards that belongs to the waqgf of Sultan Bayezid in
Ayastefanos village —piece by piece-).

> DH. UMVM/ 103-21. 20 Cemaziyelahir 1339 (1 March, 1921)
> A. MKT. MHM/468-82. 28 Saban 1290 (21 November, 1873)
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3. Expropriation of land from the parceling in order to establish school:

“Osman ve Ohannes Beylerin Tarabya’daki arazilerini par¢a parga satarak mahalle
olusturduklari bu sebepler ayrilmasi gereken mektep yerinin harita Gzerinde isaretlenmesi
gerektigi”™ (Decision about the parceling and sale of the yards that belongs to Osman
and Ohannes in Tarabya district —piece by piece- in order to establish a neighborhood and
reserve a proper land for school construction)

4. Expropriation of land from the parceling to establish place of worship
5. Expropriation of land from the parceling in order to establish police station

“Defter emin-l esbak mitevaffa Haci Yusuf Riza evkafindan olup Kuyumcu Agopa’a ait
olan Kadikéy’inde Kusdili adli mahallede bulunan baginin imar diizenlemesi yapilarak
taliplerine parga parca satilmasina ruhsat verildigi ve bu bagin bir kismina karakolhane
yapilacagi”"® (Decision about the parceling and sale of the yards that belongs to Agop —
over the waqf of Haci Yusuf Riza- in Kadikdy Kusdili district —piece by piece- after planning
and reserve a proper land for police station).

6. Mapping the transactions

“Makrikody’de, gedigi Sultan Mahmud Han-1 sani Hazretleri ve zimmeti merhum Sadullah
Efendi vakiflarindan olan arazinin, parga parca olarak taliplerine satilmasina izin verildigi
ve bunun icin de haritasinin Sehremaneti’ne gonerdildigi”*® (Decision about the parceling
and sale of the land that belongs to the waqgf of Sultan Mahmud Han and Sadullah Efendi
in Makrikoy (Bakirkoy) district —piece by piece- and registration of the map of parceling to
the municipality).

Figure 7 and 8. Municipal maps of parceling and expropriation for roads, Camlica, istanbul
Source: 1.B.B. Atatiirk Kitaplig1 Sayisal Arsiv ve e-kaynaklar

Those categories also reveals that method of expropriation in order to produce urban space was an inseparable part
of parceling. In addition to those categories, there are also records mentioning the fees expected for the municipal
operations, which is also part of the mechanism with of expropriation (Figure 7 and 8). Maps demanded to be
represented to confirm the validity of the divisions and licenses for building constructions. Those issues are loaded
with conflicts and discussions between landowners and state of in-between various state institutions. All these
records represent a process of de facto and de juro constructing each other in a dialectical relationship.

An early document dated 1860 states that excess or deficient division of land between landowners should be
appropriated during the division of vineyards, fields, and gardens. The issue of justice is a pervasive theme in the
documents, whether related to the land area or the fees demanded by the official processes.

“Maksud Tarabyan’in Erenkody Cisr-1 Derbend isimli mahallede sahibi oldugu araziyi parga
parca satarak mahalleye donistlirmesinde kendisinden kanunsuz para taleb edildigine

'* ME. MKT/1165-35. 7 Muharrem 1329 (8 January, 1911)
> A. MKT. MHM/ 446-84. 5 Zilhicce 1289 (3 February, 1873)
¢ DH. MKT/ 691-33. 25 Muharrem 1321 (23 April, 1903
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dair miracaatinin tahkiki.”” (Investigation of Maksud Tarabyan’s application that she was
illegally demanded for money for selling the land she/he owned in Erenkdy Cisr-I Derbend,
piece by piece, and converting it into a neighbourhood)

In this example, there is an objection to the fees related to the establishment of the neighborhood. There are also
discussions on the expropriations and the ratios of the plot areas, the population of the district, and the area spared
for the social functions, especially for schools™. In a document dated 1883, a regulation about the areas of school
plots per neighborhood is suggested as editing in the Ebniye Nizamnamesi, probably due to the feedback from the
actors in the process of land transactions.

When the land is miri type of land, it is seen that the expression “to be sold” is exchanged with “distribution.” This
difference is grasped however it should be studied in detail whether this sale and distribution implies different
processes:

“Bagdad vilayeti dahilinde dort muhtelif isimle dért kisma ayrilan mirf arazinin parca parga
ahaliye taksimi hakkinda.”™ (About the division of the miri land, which is divided into four
parts with four different names within the province of Baghdad, piece by piece to the
people)

As briefly analyzed over the 590 entries in the archive containing the phrase “parga parga,” it is seen that parceling
was not merely an operation to renewing old fabrics or after-fire areas. Indeed, it was a tool to produce urban
spaces out of “empty” landscapes of various types.

8. Epilogue

The spotlights shine on the Tanzimat intellectuals’ texts or the western approaches to Ottoman lands, and
historiography, in general, shaped a framing that sets more exceptional cases as the norm. To break this view, | used
archival documents that deal with on-the-ground applications of space production.

Infrastructure, educational facilities, or functions related to the public life came out to be the fragments detached
from capitalism and the space it produced. The land was the backbone of this process and urban space was the new
emerging commodity of the market.

Behind the scenes of modernization, the emphasized after fire plans, or the urban renewal projects, a vast market
opened by dividing land into disposable commodities. This commodity was mainly produced out of green areas,
which means capitalism utilized infrastructure, providing neighborhoods for urbanites in the nineteenth century
(Figure 9 and 10). The fires were only some exceptional practices of space production compared to the invasion of
“empty” lands through privatization all around the empire. So, the state was commodifying the environment, the
farms, gardens, yards, and even the shores, and in this context, landowners were negotiating for their share.

It is widespread, usual information that people, especially in the 1990s were burning their wooden houses in the
twentieth century. The motivation behind that act was to abolish the constraints of the cultural heritage over estate
development rights. De juro reason for these events was that the historical buildings were registered only in the
building itself. So de facto burning was enough to eliminate the juridical obstacle and produce an empty lot for
construction according to the current building limits and permits. Then in the 2000s, the law changed, the registration
was to be over the plot rather than the building itself, and the owner was obliged to rebuild the structure following
the original one. This regulation stopped the historical building fires. However, it initiated a rising restoration sector.
Especially in the 2010s, speculators’ attention was on the historical buildings that were hard to manage by their
lower-class habitants. It ended up with a massive transformation of property and also an internal migration within
istanbul. Property owners who couldn’t effort to restore their houses sold and moved. Similar to my case, capitalism
could hide itself behind in the backstage through the spotlights of conservative intellectual discourses. Property
transformation happened in the archives of municipalities, but they didn’t demonstrate themselves in the texts on
urbanization that much.

7 BOA, DH. MKT/2301-20. 4 Sevval 1317 (5 February, 1900)
¥ BOA, LMMS/ 74-3365
' BOA, Y.A. RES/ 37-16. 20 Cemaziyelahir 1304 (11 August, 1906)
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From that example, one can even speculate —retrospectively- that the fires of nineteenth century that occurred in
a condensed period, just on the peak point of the land transformations and emerging land codes, maybe hiding
that kind of narrative behind the scenes. That kind of speculative questions may help integrate urbanization with
its actual context, the capitalist market. It can also be compared with many disasters and their relation with real
estate market incorporation with discourses that hindered the existing processes, i.e., the urban transformation in
the early twenty-first century in istanbul, after the earthquake of 1999.

Both the urbanization process of suburban areas and the commodification of natural landscape are important topics
for research. The concept of ifraz contains the potential to understand diverse mechanisms of land transformation.
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Figure 9 and 10. Map of ifraz in icadiye/ Uskiidar in nineteenth century (Arikan, 2021)/ Map of ifraz
in Feneryolu/ Kadikdy in nineteenth century (Arikan, 2013)

Source: i.B.B. Atatiirk Kitaplig1 Sayisal Arsiv ve e-kaynaklar (Hrt_Gec_000858)/ Kadikdy Municipality
Archive
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who have always been with me from the very beginning of this thesis study, and Ramazan Orug for his contributions
to the article process.

References

Andonova P. (2019). Arzuhals as sources of the ottoman land history. Cevre ve Sehircilik Bakanhgi, Tapu ve Kadastro Genel
MUdurlGg, 2. Uluslararasi Osmanh Cografyasi Arsiv Kongresi, Bildiriler I, (pp.1009-1021), 1st Edition, Ankara Medya.

Akyurek, G. (2012). Bilgiyi yeniden insa etmek: Tanzimat déneminde mimarlik, bilgi ve iktidar. Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari.

Arikan, B. (2013). Kentsel mekanin degisimi ve konut dokusunda katmanlasma: Feneryolu Mahallesi 6rnegi [Unpublished
master’s dissertation]. Istanbul Technical University.

Arikan, B. (2021). A mode of space production in the nineteenth century: icadiye Neighborhood as a case of ifraz [Unpublished
master’s dissertation]. Bogazici University.

Gucld, E. (2009). Transformation of wagqf property in the nineteenth century Ottoman [Unpublished arts master’s dissertation].
Sabanci University.

Gugcli, E. (2017). Urban Tanzimat and corrupting property: Women as petitioners of honor in nineteenth-century Istanbul.
Hawwa, 15(1/2), 73-106.

Gugcli, E. (2018). Urban Tanzimat, morality, and property in nineteenth-century Istanbul [Unpublished doctoral dissertation].
Central European University.

islamoglu, H. (2001). Property as a contested domain. A Revaluation of the Ottoman Land Code of 1858”. In R. Owen (Ed.), New
Perspectives on Property and Land in the Middle East (pp. 3—61), Harvard University Press.

Kaya, A. Y. (2016). XIX. Yiizyilda Dogu Akdeniz liman sehirlerinde kadastro siyaseti: Genel ¢ikarin insasinda ya da yikiminda
6zel ¢ikarlarin rekabeti. In A. Kaya, A. Sabuktay, D. Akyal¢in-Kaya & E. Akpinar (Eds.), Akdeniz tarihi, kiltiiri ve siyaseti—
“Cogullugu ve Farklihgi iceren Bir Birlik Ozlemi” sempozyum bildirileri (pp.17-38) , izmir Akdeniz Akademisi.

Kaya, A. Y. & Terzibasoglu, Y. (2009). Tahrir’den Kadastro’ya: 1874 istanbul emlak tahriri ve vergisi: Kadastro tabir olunur tahrir-i
emlak. Tarih ve Toplum, 9, 7-56.

22



swdios Geographies, Planning & Tourism StudioS 2023, 3(1): 07-23 Arikan, B.

Kark, R. (2017). Consequences of the Ottoman Land Law: Agrarian and privatization processes in Palestine, 1858-1918. In R.
Chand, E. Nel & S. Pelc (Eds.) Societies, social inequalities and marginalization: Marginal regions in the 21st Century
(pp.101-119), Springer International Publishing.

Kentel, K. M. (2018). Assembling ‘Cosmopolitan’ Pera: An infrastructural history of Late Ottoman Istanbul [Unpublished doctoral
dissertation] University of Washington Libraries.

Kentel, K. M. (2019). Doganin “Kozmopolis”i : Terkos Suyolu boyunca kentliler, koyliler ve hayvanlar. Toplumsal Tarih, 312, 30-
37.

Lefebvre, H. (1991). The production of space. Blackwell.

Mitchell, T. (2014). Introduction: Life of infrastructure. Comparative Studies of South Asia, Africa and the Middle East. 34(3),
437-439. doi: https://doi.org/10.1215/1089201X-2826013

Marx, K. (1992). Capital. Volume IIl. Penguin UK.

Mundy, M. & Saumarez Smith, R. (2013). Modern Devlet’e giden yolda miilk siyaseti: Osmanli Suriyesi’nde hukuk yénetim ve
dretim. Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari.

Neumann, C. K. (2011). Modernitelerin ¢atismasi Altinci Daire-i Belediye, 1857-1912. In Y. Kése (Ed.) istanbul, imparatoriuk
baskentinden megakente (pp. 426-455). Kitap Publishing.

Pinon, P. (1998). The parceled city: Istanbul in the nineteenth century. In A. Petruccioli (Ed.) Rethinking XIXth Century City, (pp.
45-64), Aga Khan Program for Islamic Architecture at Harvard University and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

Terzibasoglu, Y. (2001). Landlords, refugees, and nomads: Struggles for land around late-nineteenth-century Ayvalik. New
Perspectives on Turkey, 24, 51-82.

Terzibasoglu, Y. (2006). Eleni Hatun’un zeytin bahceleri: 19. yizyilda Anadolu’da milkiyet haklari nasil insa edildi?. Tarih ve
Toplum Yeni Yaklasimlar, 4, 121-147.

Terzibasoglu Y. (2013). “A very important requirement of social life”: Privatisation of land, criminalisation of custom, and land
disputes in 19th-century Anatolia. In V. G. et D. Guignard (Ed.), Les acteurs des transformations fonciéres autour de la
Meéditerranée au XiXe siecle (pp.25-48), Karthala and Maison Méditerranéenne des Sciences de ’'Homme.

Thompson E. P. (2013). Wigs and hunters. Breviary Stuff Publications.

Yerasimos, S. (1994). Les waqfs dans 'amenagement urbain d’Istanbul au XiXe siecle. In F. Bilici (Ed.), Le waaf dans le monde
musulman contemporain (XIXe-XXe siecles). Fonctions sociales, economiques et politiques, actes de la Table Ronde
d’Istanbul. 13-14 Novembre 1992, Istanbul: Institut Francais d’Etudes Anatoliennes. pp.43-49.

Yerasimos, S. (1992). Tanzimat’in kent reformlari (izerine. In P. Dumont & F. Georgeon (Eds.), A. Berktay (Cev.), Modernlesme
stirecinde Osmanli kentleri (pp.1-18), Tarih Vakfi Yurt Publishing.

Yerolympos, A. (1996a). Urban transformations in the Balkans (1820-1920) aspects of Balkan town planning and the remaking
of Thessaloniki. University Studio Press.

Yerolympos, A. (1996b). Tanzimat’in kent reformlari Gizerine. In P. Dumont & F. Georgeon (Eds.), A. Berktay (Trans.), Modernlesme
stirecinde Osmanli kentleri (pp.31-59), Tarih Vakfi Yurt Publishing.

Yerolympos, A. (1998). Thessaloniki (Salonika) before and after 1917. Twentieth century planning versus 20 centuries of urban
evolution. Planning Perspectives, 3, 141-166

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) HAT/ 682-33206-

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) ML. EEM/1209-5. 13

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) A. MKT. MHM/468-82

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) MF. MKT/1165-35

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanh Arsivleri, BOA) A. MKT. MHM/ 446-84.5

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) DH. MKT/ 691-33. 25

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) BOA, DH. MKT/2301-20

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) BOA, I.MMS/ 74-3365

Prime Ministry Ottoman Digital Archives (Basbakanlik Osmanl Arsivleri, BOA) BOA, Y.A. RES/ 37-16

P

23



