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ABSTRACT

This article is an analysis of the general patiern of spatial organization in
fourteenth century Syria in the light of modern studies of urban and regional
organization. First, the article intreduces the theoretical framework of the hierarchical
scene of human settlements. Then, it defines fourteemth century Syria as a region
the economic well-being of which relied heavily on intra-regiomal specialization
and trade, as well as on commerce with the neighboring regions. The realization
of these conditions necessitated the existence of an effective transportation network.
In the article, the transportation system in the area is discussed along with the
efforts of the Mamluk government to make the most out of the available transpor-
tation techmology. The efforts of the Mamluks were related not only to thelir
concern about commerce, or, rather, about the maximization of tax revenues, but
also to the nature of their military-administrative organization. A detailed discussion
of the relevant aspects of the Mamiuk admintstrative system follows next in the
article. This discussion indicates that there existed a diréct relationship between
the economic and sadministrative functions of Syrian towns, as well as between
the population of a {own and the size of its military garrison. On the basis of
the interrelationship among these four factors a model is developed in the conclud-
ing section of the article to analyze the spatial organization of human agglomera-
tions in fourteenth century Syria.

INTRODUCTION

Urban analysls In Middle Eastern. historlcal studies has drawn the attention of a
number of prominent scholars. One can recall the works of Lapidus, Stern-Hourani,
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Mantran, Cahen, Ziadeh, Frye, and Lassner among many others. Mest of these works
deal with Individual cities or individual aspects of urban socio-political life.2 Macro
or broader analyses which study the premodern Middle Eastern city as an element
of a spatial organization pattern or structure are very few. The historical data at hand
hardly avails itself to such analyses. Yet, ways must be found to fill the gaps
in our knowledge, for urban history is bound to remain incomplete unless it accounts
tor the interactions between individual cities and their surrounding areas.

Modern research and theory may be of assistance. Modern urban and regional
studies discuss the rationale of the distribution of human beings In a given space at
a given time, compare different orders of urban and rural centers, and analyze the
relations among them. These studies emphasize the hierarchical distribution of human
agglomerations and then discern the more important determinants of the composition
of a particular scheme of hierarchy. Thelr findings can be fruitfully employed in his-
torical research so far as they are relevant to the specific historical case under
consideration.

The present article is such an attempt. First, it introduces the theoretical framework
of the hierarchical scene of human settlements, Then it compares the sizes and
functions of human agglomerations in fourteenth century Syria with a view to analyzing
the general pattern of spatial organization in one of the most highly commercialized
regions of the times.

This commercialization has been the major reason for concentrating the research
on Syria. The reason for delimiting the research to the fourteenth century, or, rather,
1317-1388, on the other hand, has been the relative political stability and economic
prosperity prevailing during this perlod.? Without some degree of economic exchange
implied by commercialization, and without stability and prosperity, which make possible
the examination of economic actlvities in a state of relative “equilibrium,”* the applica-
tion of the findings of modern research to a premodern situation would have been
highly complicated,

An evaluatlon of these complications is beyond the principle objective of the
present article, Here, modern theory and research findings are applied to a particular
historical setting in order to develop a broader framework within which to analyze
urbanization in that setting, notwithstanding the inadequacy of the data at hand.
In the concluding section of the article, such a framework is offered in the form of
a model which needs to be verifled through further investigation into the primary sources.
As it Is, the present article relies essentially on secondary and tertiary sources,
representing an attempt to organize the available information In a meaningful way,
to resolve contradictory evidence, to raise new, analytical guestions on the basis
of old information, and to program further research. In that sense, thls article is
not so much a work of history as it is an exercise in historlography.

THEQORY

Hierarchlcal scene of human agglomerations ;

Empirical data indicates that there Is a regularity to the areal structure of human
settlements. Especially in a large, homogeneous tertltory, or a meaningful system of
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regions, there is a definite and regular ordering of human agglomerations. Such
an ordering tnay range from hamlets (agglomerations of the smallest or first order)
through villages, towns and regional cities up to primate cities (agglomerations of
the largost or nth order). Each order has associated with it a specific spatial spread
of hinterland (tributary area). The hinterfand of an agglomeration contains the hinterlands
of a finite number of agglomerations of the next lower order (which have smallar size
hinterlands). Corresponding to each order there is both a deflnite number of functions
which each agglomeration of that order performs, and a population-size typical for
each agglomeration of that order. Functions performed by the lower order agglomera-
tions correspond to more frequent, smaller and relatively cheaper demands, while
functions performed by the higher order agglomerations correspond to less frequent
and usually more expensive demands.S

Most of this Information on the economics of spatial organization is derived from
research on industrialized societies such as Western Europe and the United States.
There are, however, studies which Indicate that there would be a ratlonal (functional)
hierarchical system of human settlements in any glven naturally delimited zone under
all modes of production with a certain degree of commercialization.® The natural
(ecological} limits of one particular zone would vary according to the available tech-
nology of transportation and production. So long as technology remained unchanged,
the spatial organizatlon system of a particular region would be shaped according to
the efficiency with which the available technology could be utilized.?

Let us assume a “featureless plaln” with the same productivity at all points.®
The peasants or producers of a particular village or hamlet on this plain are producing
food beyond their requirements and are willing to exchange the surplus for services
or for manufactured articles provided by town-a. Actually, town-a is a focal point
village of our featureless plain, because this village has a natural advantage over
others to serve as a market for all the villages of the plain.

The peasants would brlng their surplus produce to towna as long as it is
economically feasible for them to do so. In other words, if the transportation costs
were larger than the total revenue that the market in town-a permitted the producers
to earn, then they would seek to sell their produce elsewhere. In that case there
would be more than one market-town in our plain, and each market-town would have a
more or less circular hinterland of its own, as illustrated in the following diagram.

Hintertand {tributary area)
of town-2a

>
1]

to
"

Hinterland of town -b

Here R is the maximum distance of cultivated areas which would keap sending their
surplus produce to town-a. Now let us contemplate upon some factors which Influence
R. Say:
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¥, = production of a peasant at a distance x from the town.

k = cost of transporting one unit of the product a unit distance.

z = consumption of a peasant.

8 = the value of the surplus product a peasant takes to the market-town.
P = price per unit of product at the market-town.

Then : _
Plyzi—2) ~ (y=—2) kx=8

Now. as long as 8, > S, > 0 for a marginal peasant, he will send his surplus produce
to town-a. If through time S, becomes higher than 8. [S.>8.>0), then the marginal
peasant’s surplus pruduct will be marketed in town-b. When 8, < S, <0, then he will
look for another market, that Is, another town. As R is the maximum distance of
cultivated areas which would keep sending their economic surplus to a particular
town, S =0 when x = R, by definition. If we substitute R for x:

P (yr—2) — (yz—2) kR=0
Pyr—Pz—yikR +zkR=0
yr (P—kR) —z (P—KR)=0
(yy—z} (P—kR} =0

That is:

Yr=z , and R= —E s

yr =z means that there would not exist any market-town if the peasant consumed
all it produced. It also indiactes that if there were drops in the production level due
to bad harvest or destructive wars or epidemics, then the towns would be affected

by the calamity. The other equation, R = % suggests that as the cost of transportation

increases, the area of influence of the town would decrease, while if the prices increase,
the area of Influence of the town would also increase. '

Transportation cost is a function of such inputs as load welght, distance, speed,
and freight safety. Prices are determined by the rules of supply and demand. Supply
would be determined by the production technology, peasant consumption norms and
transportation technology. Demand would be determined by the size (population) of
the town and the town consumption norms. in return, the size of the town, In an
isolated agricultural setting such as the one assumed here, would depend on supply
(or aggregate surplus produce available to the town). If towns a and b would specialize
in different goods and exchange them, however, and if both towns benefitted from
this extended trade, then the sizes of both towns would increase. Some peasants
who lived close to towns would then move into the towns, and other peasants who
lived in the very periphery of the town hinterlands would he absorbed into the
economic orbit of the towns. Consequently, interregional trade would influence the
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size of a town. The point to keep In mind here is that, given the technology of
transportation, the greater the Intervening distance is, in general, the smaller will be
the trade betwsen towns a and b, the higher degree of self-sufficiency at both towns,
and the fewer who ply in the production of exchangable goods.

Another polnt to keep in mind is that the extra-economic measures taken by
a political mechanism could influence the relationshlp between a central place and
Its hintarland.

For example, the taxes in kind imposed on the peasant would force him to lower
levels of consumption and thereby increase the local surplus to be transferred to the
town, (ye(1-t) =z, where t is the tax rate). Dues collected in the market place, on
the other hand, could adversely affect the reach of town's influence or hinterland.

(r= BU=D),

Now let us apply the foregoing theoretical discussion to Syria in the fourteenth
century. Flrst, It is necessary to define the natural boundarles of the region of Syria.

FOURTEENTH CENTURY SYRIA
Syrla and its nelghborhood :

By 'Syria and its neighborhood’ Is meant an area encircled by the Taurus and
Kurdistan Mountains to the north, Zagros Mountaing and the Perslan Gulf to the
east, the Mediterranean Sea and the Libyan Desert to the west, and the Arabian
Desert and the Red Sea to the south. The Red Sea extends In a northwest direction and
joins the Sinal Desert to separate one big portion of this area, namely the Nile Valey of
Egypt. Between the east coast of the Red Sea and the Arabian Desert is squeezed
a second region, the Hijaz. The Arabian Desert mixes Into the Syrian Desert at Hs
north and into the Sinai Desert at its northwest. The triangular shape of the Syrian
Desert further separates the area into the regions of Syrla and Irag. These two
tited rectangular regions overlap in the very north of the area, on the Desert of
Sinjar, which forms a natural border between them.

Due to varying degrees of rainfall, the triangle of the Syrlan Desert resolves It
self into two principal component parts: the apex of the triangle or the Little Desert
(al-shdmiya), and the rest of the triangle or the Great Desert ([al-saméwa). The Little
Desert s the only easily traversible part of the Syrian Desert. Thanks to the winter
rainfalls (200-400 mm), in spring patches of the Little Desart are thinly covered with a
kind of feathery grass, and all the year round most of it is sparsely covered with camel
thorn, and a variety of aromatic plants. Water Is near the surface In every depression
and natural springs and wells occur frequently. In many places the surface is hard
and relatively smooth. Unlike the Great and Arablan deserts, sand-dune formations
and patches of soft sand are rare. All these factors explain the more inhabitable and
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traversible nature of the Little Desert compared to that of the Great Desert. To put
it in other terms, while the Little Desert connects the Mediterranean seaboard with
the Mesopotamian valley, the Great Desert separates the two. (See the Map.)
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SYRIA AND TS NEIGHBOURS
{W.Popper, Egyot and Syria Under the Circassian Sultans, 1302 - 1468, Berkeley, 1935-57, Vol. XV,
Map; R.Nyrop et al., Area Handbook for Syrla, Washington, D.C. 19T, p.3; The Economic
Devefopment of Syria, Baltimore, 1955 fac. p. B ; C.F Grant, The Syrén Dessert, New York,
1938, fac. p. 106 and xvi.
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Given this location of Syria and the transportation technology of the fourteenth
century, the roads which connected Egypt and the Hijaz to lrag and further beyond had
to cross Syria, providing it with the benefits of Interragional trade. As for Syria's
commercial relations with the rest of the Mediterranean world, much of it was
conducted through Mamluk Egypt which politically dominated Syria. Still, interregional
trade was a significant - source of revenue for Syria, as the general semi-aridity of
the area rendered agricultural activity rather precarlous. The Syrian coastlands weare
mountainous in a gentle way, and received sufficient rain to yield the standard
Mediterranean crops, fruits, vegetables and olives and grain. In the oases and along
the few rivers, too, agriculture fared well. Elsewhere, however, the productlvity of
the peasant necessarily remained low, while quite an important section of the population
had to make a living as pastoralist nomads.

Under these circumstances the economic well-being of the area depended on the
prospects of intra-regional specialization and trade, which, in turn, necessitated the
existence of an effective transportation network.?

Transportation :

In fourteenth century Syria there were three basic means of transportation: (a)
Beasts of burden, (b) river transportation, and (c) sea transportation.” The most
common and economical beast of burden used was the camel. Its load capacity was
higher than those of horse and donkey. The pack camel walked at two and a half or
three miles an hour and covered distances of fifteen or twenty miles at a stretch
with an average lpoad of three hundredweights f{cwts) or about 350 Ibs. in hot
weather. In cooler weather or short jourmeys it could carry heavler loads, as heavy
as 1000 Ibs. On short journeys, the camel could travel seven to fourtesn hours a day,
on long journeys only seven hours a day. That means, If one had to use one camef
per day to carry a 1000 b commodity to a fourteen mille distant location, he would
have to use more than two camels on the same route but to a destination point twice
as far away. Camels traveled In groups (qafila) known to us as caravans. The smaller
the caravan, the faster 1t could move; the larger the caravan, the slower its progress
would be, and the greater the number of inevitable delays, but the more adequate
its escorting guard. Consequently, when the roads were safe, commercial caravans
would be smaller in size than in the case of unruly times, 2

caravan ftransportation

river transportation

saa transportation

cosY

DISTANCE
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On the other hand, in both sea and river fwhen navigable) the transportation
costs per unit commodity would vary less with the distance covered, compared to
camel transportation, and, In general, both sea and river transportation would be
cheaper than camel transportation. This situatlon is illustrated in the dlagram
above.

It is already mentloned that transportation cost is a function of load weight, dis-
tance, speed and freight safety, As the Mamluk state which ruled over Syrla could
control neither the sea routes nor the ports which were dominated by the merchant-
pirates of other powers, the absence of frelght safeiy increased the cosis of sea
transportation as illustrated in the following diagram, ¥

- without freight safety

f,ﬁ—-:"). with freight safety
1

pirate attachs
\
\
\
\
\

cCOST

DISTANCE

{That js, if 10 ships left Alexandria for Tripoli and if 3 of them were captured by the pirates,
the sale of the goods carried by the remaining 7 ships had to make up for the losses),

On the other hand, the Mamiuks encouraged land transportation through a number
of ways: They assured freight safety, and built caravansersis and bridges in order
to lower the costs of transportation. in Syria the main threat to the caravans cams
from the beduins. The beduins hit the caravans for booty to make up for their rather
meager fiving. Under normal circumstances, however, they must have never meant to
annihilate trade, for regular trade would mean a regular source of income {booty) for
them, not to mention that it was the very beduin himself who supplied the merchants
with camels."* Moroaver, quite a few tribal chiefs dwelled in towns, and they
probably were merchants themselves. Nevertheless, beduins selzed every opportunity,
as at times of a weaker central authority, to increase their 'share’ (booty} In commerce.
A strong central government, such as that of the Mamluks in the fourteenth century,
however, would force the beduins to settle for less. The Mamluks, indeed, kept ths
beduins out of the roads most of the time. This the Mamluks accomplished not
only through sheer power but also by paying off the beduins and by alotting fiefs
to them in return for the beduins’ watch over roads." The latter case means that the
Mamiuks Internalized a certain portion of the costs of trade by directing state revenue
to the beduins. If the state did not pay the beduins, the merchants would. If bargain
between the beduins and merchants would not work, then the merchants would be
forced to trave) with a larger body of guards and with larger caravans both of which
would increase costs of transportation.
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Another contribution of the Mamluks to transportation services was to build
caravanserais and bridges at critical points on important roads. Caravanserais provided
the merchants with free and secure lodging. They were wagf institutions. In other words,
the state once more internalized a portion of the costs of transportation by dlrecting
state revenue to the use of caravanserais. Caravanserais had two other functions :
first, they reduced the effective costs of transportation as they enabled the pack
camel to cover the right amount of distance with the right amount of load.’” Second,
the caravanserais served as markets for merchants travelling from and to different
directions, as well as for the neighboring villagers and beduins. Such opportunities
helped the merchant make extra profits and thus further decrease his costs of trans-
portation.

The Mamluks' was not the only state to build a caravanserai system. Both the
Ayyubids befors them and the Ottomans after them built caravanserais.!® The Ayyubids
built seven caravanserais in Syria, ! while Ottomans built nine of them on the Syrian
portion of the pilgrimage road.? The Mamluks, on the other hand, built twentyseven
caravanserais in Syria.2! The curious point about the Mamluks is not that they
built more caravanserais but smaller and more frequent ones. They built one about
every fourteen kilometers or nine miles,? That the Mamluks built smaller and more
frequent caravanserais would indicate that the caravans, too, were smaller in size
and, therefore, travel was faster.

Ons final point to be made about the Mamluk system of communications Is that
they collected tolls only on leaving or entering Syria at Qatya.Z This toll increased
the costs of transportation from the merchants’ point of view. Yet, merchants elsewhere
in the fourteenth century medieval world would have to pay tolls much more frequently
in an area of Syria’s size. Once more, one has to acknowledge the Mamluks' concern
about maintaining an effective transportatlon system which would foster Intra- as well
as interregional commetce. The following diagram should illustrate the affect of the
Mamluk cost-reduction measures on the transportation-cost function of caravan trade
in fourteenth century Syria. '

= Unsafe roads
-
safe roads

safe roads with caravanserais

CosST

1 ! 1 NC
Aleppo Crtys Cairo DISTANCE

There was a close relatlonship between the Mamluks' concern about an effective
fransportation network and their administrative system.
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The Militery-Administrative System of the Mamluks :

Under the Mamluk administration, Syria or al-bilad al-shémlya consisted of seven
sub-provinces or mamiakas : (a) Dimashq (b) Halab, (c) Hama, (d) Tarabulus, (e) Safad,
(f) Ghazza, and (g) al-Karak.?* The governor-general or the mallk alumerd resided
in Damascus and, in his capacity as the Viceroy of the Sultan (néyib al-sultan), presided
over the governors of sub-provinces, as well as other administrative officals of military
backgorund {arbéb al-suyidf}, and the provincial civilian officials (arbéb al-aqldm and
al-muta’ammimOin). Amirs were divided Into ranks which corresponded to a specific
number of “mamluks” (specially trained chivalric “slaves”) they were entitled to
keep in their service regularly and to the number of scldiers they were to command
during campaigns. Almost all the amirs were of mamluk background. There were,
however, low-ranking amirs who were actually of the local people such as tribal
chieftalns. These local amirs had te watch over roads and supply labor for public
construction or fulfill similar administrative tasks at peace time. Local amirs belonged
to ajndd al-halga (troops of freemen} as did the ordinary soldiers of the campaign army. 25

In the Mamluk administrative system, each person who served the state in a
position of command was remunerated through a fief corresponding to his military
grade. ® A fief was a right conceded by the state on the tax revenues of a piece
of cultivated land or of other economic activities, Most of the fiefs were rights on
agricultural tax revenues.? Agricultural taxes were levied elther in cash or in kind,
according to the agricultural product and according to circumstances.?® Taxes on
grain, which was the most important crop, where collected in kind as a general
tule but not always,??

There were essentially two kinds of fiefs: valuable fiefs assigned to an office
for a specific purpose and lesser or minor fiefs assigned to individual persons. 3 The
latter were titles to the revenues from a single village or to a portion of them. These
fiefs were usually issued to local amlirs or other officers of the ajnéd al-halga. As
already mentioned, the ajnad al-halga were a militia of free men. In the Ayyubid
times and in early Mamluk period they constituted an important part of the Syrio-
Egyptian army. Gradually, however, and especially with the fief redistributions (rawk)
of 1297, 1313 and 1315, the Mamifuks reduced the ajndd alhalga to an insignificant
position in order to increase the power of the central government. Many of the
halga fiefs were reallotted to royal offices, and the rest were not only further reduced
in size but also reassigned in areas remote from the dwelling places of claimants.
A fief claimant ended up being the tenant of another claimant in his own village and
a lord in someone else’s village.®! He had to take a trip or send an agent to his
fief village, collect the returns on his fief, take these returns to the most profitable
market, exchange them for other goods or cash, and return to his own village.

A wide speculatlon on minor fief chits (mithél) was the natural outcome of the
Mamluk redistribution policy. Throughout the fourteenth century, the chits kept
changing hands., The central government did not intervene so long as the chits did
not accumulate in the hands of potential rivals of the Sultan such as Mamluk amirs
or powerful iribal chieftains. Otherwise. the government was satisfied with collecting
a special tax on every noticed exchange.® According to al-Maqrizi's complaints,® many
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flefs eventually ended up in the hands of shopkeepers and peddlers. This could net
have been but a normal consequence of transportation and market conditions. Both
shopkeepers and peddlers were men with commercial connections that reached beyond
their dwelling place. 1t is interesting to notice that nor were the tribal chieftains
much affected by the rawks, 3 for, one would think, they, too, were men with connec-
tions that extended beyond their immediate surroundings.

The relationship between the minor fiefs and market and transportation conditions
is quite clear, but it was the concern over the optimization of the revenues on more
valuable fiefs which really prompted the Mamluk administration to keep up an
effective transportation system. Valuable fiefs were titles to the tax revenues from a
number of villages. These villages were as a rule scattered in various parts of the
jurisdiction of the office to which the fief was assigned.3 The main purpose of this
rule seems to have been to level off the fluctuations in fief income resulting from
varying degrees of rainfall from one year to another and from one location to
another. 3¢ :

The mamfiuks were paid by the amirs or the sultan, under whomever they serv-
ed. ¥ In.the case of the amirs, they had to distribute two thirds of thelr income among
the mamluks who served under them. In practice. however, this appottionment was
not sirictly observed, so that, in 1365, it even became necessary to issue a decree
requiring the amir to share his income equally with his troops.3®

This decree indicates that the central government did not intervene in the collec:
tion of revenues.¥ There were the agents of the central government in all regions
of the Sultanate, but they were not Involved In the collection of revenues. It was
Incumbent upon each official to reap the benefits that accrued from the fiefs which
came along with his office. As for the taxes collected in cash, thls would have
caused little difficulty, but in the case of the taxes in kind, transportation costs
would have loomed as a crucial problem. A set of figures preserved in Popper ¥ indi-
between the net and gross incomes of the fief-holders. The difference was due to
“processing costs”, that is, mainly transportation expenses. Those officials who held
cates that in the case of grain-producing Jlands there was about 7-10 percent difference
large enocugh fiefs, such as the governors, and other important provincial officials
and highranking amirs, would naturally attempt to minimize their expenses by build-
ing bridges, caravanserals, khéns (inns), and other commercial constructions, and by
seeing to the safety of the freight. The available data indicates the predominating
role played by the amirs and other provincial officials in the construction of such
edifices in Syria, ¥ '

For the provincial amirs to undertake constructive projects which improved their
lot, however, the central governnient in Egypt must have kept the amirs in their
offices for a reasonable duration of time. This seems to have been the case In
fourteenth century Syria. Lapidus explains the political stability that prevailed during
this period in terms of the length of tenures in office.# Yet, too long terms in
provincial officas would tend to weaken the control of the center over the provinces,
threatening the entlre system with dismemberment and undermining the prospects
of intra- as well as interregional trade. Exactly this had happened in thirteenth century
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Syria under the Ayyubids and the Latins as well as the early Mamluks, when fiefs
were hereditary, and transfer of fief holders was not common practice. 8

Under the fourteenth century Mamluks, the more important fiefs were assigned
to positions, rather than individual persons.® There was a specific number of mamluks
who served in each mamlaka. Amirs were appointed to command these mamluks and
to administer the mamlaka, An amir was not entitled to dispose of any namluk who
served under him, nor acquive new mamluks except with the approval of the central
government. When an amir was transferred from one mamlaka to another, he was
almost invariably unable to take his mamluks with him. The same rule was applied to
his fiefs or estate as to his mamluks. He lost both when he was transferred to a
new position in a new mamlaka.

if the political concern of tha center for maintaining control over the provinces
was one reason behind this policy, economic considerations were equally important.
The size of the mamluk regiment in a particular town-a must have been closely related
io the area of economic influence of that town, or to the economic potential of its
hintertand A. Promotion for an amir must have meant appointment to a new townbd
with a richer hinterland B, and which, therefore, could support a larger regiment of
mamluks. Indeed, as already Indicated, the rank of an amir varied according to the
value of the fiefs of hls ‘amir-ship’ and to the number of mamluks he thereby
commanded. ¥

This means that there would be a close relationship between the size of a
town and the troop equivalents of fiefs granted in the economic hinterfand of the
same town. Actually, the connection between the size of the military regiment in a
town and the town's population would be a two way relationship, While the central
government would assign troops to a town according to its economic strength, the
presence of a regiment in a town would contribute to the size of the town.¥ Whichever
way one looks at it, it would be possible to say that in fourteenth century Syria the
economic functions of towns coincided with their political functions. %

In abZahiri’'s work, there is a list of the troops of the governors and amirs in
Syrian mamlakas. ® According to this list, the greatest number of mamluk troops wers
concentrated in the mamlaka of Dimashg (about 3,000), then in Halab (about 2,000), and
Tarabulus {1,000). The mamluk contingents of the mamlakas of Safad (300-400), Hama
[300-400), and Ghazza (80-100)5° were smaller, while the al-Karak regiment was
insigniticant. On the basis of the hypothesis above (about the relationship between
sizes of regiments and populations of towns), al-Zahlri's list can be used to cross-
check the scanty information on town populations that is at hand, with a view to
describing the hierarchy of Syrian towns in the fourteenth century and to discussing
how towns related to one another within that framework.

Hierarchy of towns:

Zladeh discusses the population of Syrian towns in the fourteenth century on
the basis of contemporary accounts. He reaches the following conclusions : Damascus
and Aleppo 100,000 each, Tripoli 20,000, Jorusalem, Beirut, Antioch and Ghazza 10,000
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each, and twentytwo smaller towns 2,000 each.5! When checked over against the
list of mamluk troops in each mamlaka and other information Ziadeh’s list calls for
revisions. The list of mamluks suggests that Damascus was more populous than
Aleppo. Other Informatlon indicates the same. There were 364 masjlds and about
70 khans in Damascus, but 215 masjids and about 35 khans in Aleppo.5? According
‘0 the Ottoman census of early sixteenth century, Aleppo and Damascus had equal
populations. 3 Aleppo seems to have begun to gain parity with Damascus from the
end of the fourteenth century, after southeastern Anatolia was brought under Mamluk

rule in 1374-5, Before that, Aleppo was cut off from her natural hinterland and lagged
behind Damascus.

Still another factor that contributed to Aleppo’s prosperity seems to have been
the opening up of the Baghdad road towards the end of the fourteenth century, s
For whatever reason, during the greater part of the fourteenth century the important
trade route which connected Irag to Egypt and to Anatolia, including istanbul, in
both cases via Aleppc, had remained idle. This situation would not have had but a
negative influence on Aleppo’s size. Eventually, howsver, with the revitalization of
the Baghdad route Aleppo became a city equally important as Damascus. In other
words, Aleppo and Damascus were essentially citles of the same order with similar
functions. They were both subregional centers where the special products of their
adjoining areas (which included the desert) were exchanged, highly skilled manu-
facturing activities were concentrated, and exports to other regions than Syria were
undertaken. Damascus exported to Egypt, and Aleppo to Baghdad and Anatolia. Aleppo
was situated at the junction of more important trade routes, but Damascus was
located on a more fertile plain.

An Interesting point that one notices ahout the more prosperous times of Damascus
is that these times coincided with the more prosperous times of Cairo, at least under
the Ayyubids, Mamluks and Ottomans. On the other hand, Aleppo merchants main-
tained good relations with the rulers of Anatolia and Irag. In fact, while the Aleppans
welcomed the Ottoman rule enthusiastically in 1516, the Damascenes rebelled at the
first opportunity. Throughout the Ottoman rule Aleppo remained a loyal city
and the regional capltal of Syria. From the midnineteenth century, with the
Increasing prospects in Egypt, Damascus once more began to catch up wlith Aleppo in
size and importance. At the end of these developments many Damascenes but very
few Aleppans participated in Arab natlonallst organisations the more important of
which had headquarters In Cairo. %

In summary, the rivalry between Damascus and Alsppo to become the most
prominant city of Syria arose from the fact that these cities were of the same order
with similar functions. 1t would be appropriate to think of Syria as a region that
consisted of two subreglons; Aleppo controlled the economy of the northern subregion
and Damascus that of the southern subregion. The lead of either one of these centers
over the other, and therefore over the whole reglon, was mainly determined by the
prospects of interreglonal trade among Syria, Egypt, Anatolia, the Hijaz and Iraq.
This argument, however, should not overshadow that there was some degree of spe-
cialization between these two citles. During the fourteenth century, Aleppo's specialities
were wood and marble works, figs and pistachios, weapons, livestock and beasts of
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burden, and, especially, soap and perfume, while those of Damascus were silk, lnen,
embroideries, Jewelry and other luxory goods and ceramics, glassware, iron and leather
works and apricots.5? It was precisely thls specialization between the two citles thay
helped Aleppo remain an important city during the fourteenth century in spite of
the various limitations enforced on her by political circumstances.

Tripoll was the third largest town of Mamluk Syria. It was the center of a
sugar-growing area with a refining Industry. Its textile industry was important as
well, but unlike Aleppo and Damascus she lacked industries of war materials and
luxory goods, 8

Ziadeh does not include Hama among larger towns. Yet, according to lbn Battuta,
it was “one of the dignifiled centres and elegant cities of Syrla... it has a suburb
called el-Mansurlya, which is larger than the town Itself.”5® Sourdel tells us that al-
Mansuriya was really a quarter of the city on the other bank of the river.® There
were about 360 mamluks stationed in the mamlaka, but there were 6.000 halga
iroopers along with them. There were 12,000 halga troopers in Damascus. 6,000 in
Aleppo, 4,000 in Tripoli, 1,000 in Safad, and 1,000 In Ghazza.$' Under all circumstances
Hama has to be reckoned as a larger town than Zladeh affirms. Hama's specialities
wore silk and other textiles, fruit and some artifacts. Its position on a very fertile
plain between the two important centers of Syria further supports the case that Hama
was a large clty. In the same sense of being a center on the horder of the two
subregions of Syria, Hama had similar functions to that of Tripoli. That Tripoli was
more Important or populous was probably due to its additional advantages as a port
city, 62

Ghazza and Antioch seem to have been the other important towns in Syria in
the fourteenth century. Ghazza was a rich and prosperous town undet the Mamluks. It
was an important commercial town on the interregional road between Syria and
Egypt. s specialities were grapes, figs, and stock-breeding. Ottoman registers on
the early sixteenth century indicate that the city might have had a population of over
10,000 people in more prosperous times of the fourteenth century.® Antioch was
ohce the most Important city in Syria.# At its conguest by the Mamluks in 1297,
it stil revealed much of its grandeur. Even in the middle of the fourteenth century,
according to |bn Battuta, it was “a great and eminant city,” and “densely populated.” ¢
Throughout the Mamluk rule, however, Antioch kept declining especially as Aleppo
gained in importance, Nevertheless, Antioch, which was located on a very fertile plain,
retained its transhipment function on the Syria-Cllicla road throughout the fourteenth
century. 6

Contrary to Ziadeh's opinion, neither Beirut nor Jerusalem seem 1o have been
among the more populous towns of Syria in the fourteenth century. It is true that fron
ore and timber of Beirut were Important resources for the Mamluk milltary economy,é
but it was Sidon (Saida) which served as a port to Damascus rather than Beirut, 5
Ibn Battuta described Beirut as a “small place,” and Sidon, in similar terms, as
“a pleasant place”.® As for Jerusalem, Ziadeh himself mentions elsewhere in his
work that this city had no other claim to existence during the fourteenth century than
its sanctity. "No main routes passed through it, no vital trades were practiced in it." ™
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Ayalon tells us that Jerusalem was the principal place ofbanishment for the Mamluk
amirs because of the town's isolation and the absence of a strong military garrison
there." 7 lbn Battuta described Jerusalem in equivalent terms with Nablus and
al-Ramla as “large towns”,” It seems that Mablus, Jerusalem and al-Ramla were the
secondary towns of an area the economic center of which was Ghazza.

Satad, too, was a center, but of a small area isolated from the rest of Syria
by a circle of mountains and the lake Tiberias. Safad, which controlled the entrance
to this pocket was a  medium size town “neither large nor smafl”” Safad controlled
this area and also served as a wholesale market for the products of its various
settlements and for the products of Damascus.™

Ziadeh's list does not include Malatya among the larger towns of Syria, but
probably it was one of the more Important centers of the Aleppo subregion. First of
all, it had a special military function as a boarder town. About 600 of the mamluks
commissioned In the mamlaka of Halab regularly served in Malatya in addition to
1,000 halqa troopers.™ Secondly, Malatya was an important statlon on the Syria-Cau
casia road, This road was particularly important to the Mamluk regime because of the
contlnuous need for 'slaves’.  Finally, Malatya was located on a rich plain which could
support a large population. On the basls of these reasons, Malatya can be considered
as a center of the same order with Ghazza, Safad and Antioch. al-Karak also had a
similar function of controlling an important Intervegional trade road, namely the
Damascus-Hijaz hajj road, but al-Karak's hinterland was teo poor to support a large
population and favorable commerclal prospects. It would be more appropriate to
consider al-Karak as a center with a single function. In that sensse, al-Karak compared
to Jerusalem which had a single function as a senctlfied city and to Beirut again
with its single funciion as commanding over scarce timber and iron-ore resocurces,
or Saida as the major port of Damascus.

Smaller size towns such as Ba'labak, Harim, ‘lzaz, Sarmin, Ma’arrat, Kafr, Tab,
Nu'man and Jinin, among others, served as retail market centers for the surrounding
villages and hamlets and/or as stopping and small scale trading places on the caravan
roads. > As for the villages and hamlets, little information Is available about them.
Their primary function was agricultural productlon. Grain was the most important
product.™ Bayond the villages and hamlets extended the deserts or stood the
mountains where the nomads ranged. In order to attain a full view of human spatial
organization In fourteenth century Syria, it is necessary to account for the relevant
aspects of the nomadic way of life.

Economic aspects of the nomadic way of life:

Kenneth Walton has noted that:

Nomadic way of life is not isolated from the other forms of land use and
societies in the arid lands but, in fact, is complementary to them
... there is a symbiosis between the nomadic pastoralist ... and the
cultivator who exploits either dry farming or oasis Irrigation technliques.
This relationship is in part induced by the need for exchange of products
between the two economies and in part the product of the greater mobility
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and hence greater fighting power of the nomad who, in the individual tribe
at least, has a leader who has been selected for his ability to make decisions
on problems of water supply or pastures or for hls ability to lead battles
for grazing rights or for plunder. The cultivators need miik, meat, hides
and wool as well as grain. In areas of winter rainfall such as eastern Syria,
Jordan and the northern parts of Arabia, the farmers began to cultivate in
the autumn at a time when grasses are beginning to spring up in discon-
tinuous areas of the desert between the cultivated lands, The Beduin moved
away from the settlements untif the harvest when the nomads began
to re-enter the cultivated areas to graze the animals on the stubble so that
from July to October nomad and sedentary cultivator were in close prox-
imity. Regular links of this kind may be extended into a more regular
economic connection between the desert and the sown in which the same
families return, according to the seasonal rainfall pattern, to the lands of
palm groves which they themselves cultivate or own.?

Thus, for Walton, the nomadic way of life is an ecological adaptation, and the
various patterns which It evinces are conditioned by the particular nature of the
geographical environment at a given level of development of the productive forces.
From this point of view, one can readily acknowledge two major divisions among
nomads until the modern times: semi-nomadic peoples and true nomads. The semi-
nomadic way of life is found “on the margins of the extreme deserts in areas of
seasonal ralnfall, or in the pluvial upland areas,”” and is characterized by a mixed
economy. True nomads are peoples “whose contact with the oases and the steppe
margins Is irregular and who depend for thelr existence on exchange trade.”? When-
ever possible, both of these groups would be engaged In carrying-trade by pillaging
the caravans or guarding them and in either case by supplying the beasts of burden. ®

Their greater dependence on the draught-resistant camel permitted the far-ranging
habits of ths true nomads. Even with their greater mobility true nomads were
restricted to known areas of grazing and water supply.® Portions of these frue nomads
became semi-sedentarized under certain circumstances such as a geod annual rainfall,
favorable market circumstances (Increasing food prices), transportation security, and
the strength of the central government in enforcing inter-tribal peace and in guarding
the ease and security of settled life. The same circumstances encouraged trade, and
nomads benefitted from increased interregional as well as intra-regional commerce.
In this way, at least some of the semi-sedentarized nomads accumulated enough prop-
etty to move into larger villages eventually, and even to towns where life was more
prosperous than both the desert and semi-sedentary hamlets and villages. Setbacks
to these favorable conditions, however, would reverse the entive process and portions
of the village and townsfolk would go back to the desert or mountains. This relative
ease with which many elements of the semi-nomadic and true nomadic population could
have become sedentarized or vice-versa (the ease with which a number of individuals
of even a large group of sedentarized peoples could have switched to a less settled
life if so forced by social, political and economic conditions) constituted a basic
feature of the human spatial organization in premodern Syria.®# The convenient eco-
nomlc prospects of the fourteenth century must have encouraged the sedentarization
of the nomads. The tent clusters of the true nomads must have shrunk while hamlets
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at the outskirts of a cultlvable area that constituted the hinterland of a town or
large village must have increased. Some of the semi-nomads must have switched to
a full sedentary life and moved to villages and towns with betler prospects.

CONCLUSIONS

In the light of the foregoing discussion, the relative ranks, populations and func-
tions of human agglomerations (from the nomadic tent clusters to the subregional
centers of Aleppo and Demascus) in fourteenth century Syria can be summarized
as in the following table. Although not In Syria, Calro is included in this table, because
it was the economic as well as political primate center of the Mamluk state which
included the region of Syrla. Cairo was more populous than any other Mamiuk city, and
the largest number of mamluk troops was based there B

RANK, POPULATION AND ECONOMIC FUNCTIONS OF
HUMAN AGGLOMERATIONS IN 14th CENTURY SYRIA

Rank Agglomerations Papul. size
order Economic Eunction
I Nomadic tent clusters 1 milk, meats, hide, wool + beasts of burden =
animal husbandry
II Villages and hamlets 2 Agricultural production, especially grain
I Ba'labak and other large villages 3 Retail + occasionally very specialized
handicrafts
v al « Karak 3
Saida 4
Beirut 4 Wholesale + small scale cotton industry +
Rarnla 5 special Function
Nazareth 5
Jerusalem 3
V - Saiad 6
Malatya ] Transhipment, minor entrepdts + textile indusiry
Antioch 7
Ghazza 7
VI Hama 8 Specialized industry ({silk + sugar). Essentially
Tripoli 9 rank IV centers but with greater opportunities
due to position in between sub-regional cemters,
VIL Aleppo 10 Subregional control centers + Principal entrepts
Damascus i1 of interregional trade 4+ War industry +

production of luxory goods.

ViIl Cairo 12 Primate jnterregional center.
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In the table above, the rank of an agglomeration indicates its respective order
within the hierarchical framework of spatial organization in fourteenth century Syrla,
The table suggests that there was a regularity to the population sizes corresponding to
each order. In this hierarchical system, the economic function of a lower order agglom-
eration was contained by all the higher order agglomerations, A higher order agglomera-
tion, on the other hand, had additional functions to fulflll. For example, in Damascus
nomads marketed their products, various agricultural crops from grain to apricots were
harvested, retail as well as wholesale trade was practiced, and It was a transhipment
center with many entrepdts. In addition, there were many industries or handicrafts
producing goods from ordinary wearing apparel and household ware to high quality
weapons and luxory items. ' :

Functions of different ranks of agglomerations overlapped as a natural consequence
of the limited means of transportation. It was too costly to carry bulky products such
as grain or perishable items such as fresh fruit or milk and milk products across long
distances. Such products had to be produced within an area that the market and trans-
portation conditions allowed. For example, grain was brought into Damascus from as
far as the plain of Houran (about 80 miles) but not from beyond that. #Ba'labak was the
furthest point (46 miles) that supplied Damascus with various preparations of milk.®
Under such circumstances, Damascus naturally produced most of the grain it needed
within_the oasis on which It was located, and it stood as a favorable market for the
nomads who frequented the desert borders of the oasis. &

In spite of itg llmitations, transportation played a predominant role In integrating
the various human agglomerations in fourteenth century Syria. To the extent the expe-
diences of intra- as well as interregional transportation and commerce allowed it, eco-
nomic specialization helped the central towns of Syria grow in size (albeit in proportion
to the potentialities of their lmmediate agricultural hinterlands). In turn, the growth
of the centré[ towns positively affected the life of lower order agglomerations all the
way down to the nomadic tent clusters. In the first three quarters of the fourteenth
century, the most central town in Syria was Damascus. From the last quarter of the
century, Aleppo became equally important due to the opening up of the Iraq route
and the elimination of the political [imitations that had curtalled its development.
Henceforth, economic activity in Syria revolved around two prime cities each being
the center of a subregion as lllustrated in the following diagram.



SPATIAL ORGANIZATION FOURTEENTH CENTURY SYRIA: 19

AREAL ORGANIZATION OF 14TH CENTURY SYRIA#
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NOTES

1 This article originated in a seminar at the MNear Eastern Studies Department of Princeton Uni-
versity in the winterof 1972. I greatly benefitted from the criticism of Professers Avram Udowitch
and Roy Mottahadeh, who conducted the seminar, I was first atiracted to the topic by ilhan
Tekeli's work on the spatial organization of the Ottoman Empire. (See his “The Evolution of
Spatial Organization In the Ottornan Empire and the Turkish Republic,” From Medina to Metro-
polis, ed. by Carl Brown, Princeton ; The Darwin Press, 1973, 244 . 273, and “"On Institutionalized
External Relations of Cities in the Ottoman Empire — A Setilement Models Approach,” Etudes
Balkanlques, II, 1972, 49-72). The present article owes to Tekeli's' work on more than a few
points. I am also indebted to my colleagues Belgin Tek¢e and Ahmet Aykag, who offered
valuable criticism, and Glinhan Damsgman, who encouraged me to turn the original study into
an article and who prepared the drawings.



20

10

11

ENGIN AKARLI

Claude Cahen, "Mouvements et organisation populaires dans les villes de 1'Asie Musulmage ao
moyen &ge: milices et association de Foutouww,” Sociéte Jean Bodin, VII, La Ville, 273 - 238,
idem, Mouvements populaires et autonomisme urbain, Leiden, 1961; R, Frye, Bukhara: The
Medieval Achievement, Oklahoma, 1965; A. H. Hourani and S. M. Stern, (eds.) The Islamic City,
Oxford, 1970; Ira Lapidus, “The Grain Economy of Mamluk Egypt,” JESHO, XII (199, 1-15;
idem, “Muslim Citles and Islamic Societies,”” Middle Eastern Citles, ed. by Lapidus, Berkeley,
1969, 47.79; idem, Muslim Cities in ithe Later Middle Ages, Cambridge, Mass, 1967; J. Lassner,
““Massignon and Baghdad,”” JESHO, IX {1966}, 1-27; idem, '“MNotes on the Topography of Baghdad,'
JAQS, 83 (1963), 458 - 469: fdem., The Topography of Baghdad; Robert Mantran, Istanbul dans la
seconde mitlé du xvir slecle : essal d’histoire mstitutionuelle économique et soclale, Paris, 1962;
jidem, La vie guoildlenne & Constantinople au temps de Sollman le magnifique et de ses succes
seurs [Paris, 19%65]; Nicola Ziadeh, Urban Life in Syrla Under the Early Mamluks, Beirut, 1953,

Lapidus, Muoslim Citles, 16-.25.

For theoretical discussions on "equilibrium™ see Walter Isaard, Location and Space Economy,
New York, 1956, 2-4 and passim.

Walier Isaard et al, Methods of Regional Analysis: An Introduction to Regional Science, New -
York, 1960, 212 4223; Isaard, Location, 1-54, 254 -287; Josiah C. Russell, Medleval Regions and
Their Cltles, Newton, 1972, 13- 30; Allen K. Philbrick, “Areal Functional Organization in Regional
Geography,” Papers and Proceedings of the Regional Science Associatlon, IIT {1957, 47 .98, idem.
“Principles of Arez] Functional Organization in Regional Human Geography,” Economic Geography,
XXXIII {1957}, 299 -336. On the general theory of spatial organization also see William Alonso,
Location snd Lamd Use: Toward a General Theory of Lund Rent, Cambiidge, Mass., 1964, 36. 58;
BJ.L. Berry and Allen Pred, Central Place Studies : A Bibliography of Theory and Applications,
Philadelphia, 1965; Gerald J. Karaska, “The Partial Equilibriitn Approach to Location Theory :
Graphic Solutions,” Locational Analysis for Manufaciuring, ed. by G.J. Karaska and D.F, Bram-
hall, Cambridge, 19%%, 22-41, and Walter Isaard, Ecologic - Ecomomic Anaslysis for Reglonal De.
velopment, New York, 1972, Introduction,

Russell, Medieval Regiong and Paul Word English, City and Village in Iran: Settlement and
Economy in the Kirman Rasin, Madison, 19%6. Also see Berry and Pred, Central Place Siudies;
Norton Ginsburg, “Urban Geography and ‘Non-Western Areas,” The Study of Urbanization,
ed. by P.M. Hauser and R.F. Schnore, New York, 1965, 31ff, and Leila T. Erder, “The Making
of Industrial Bursa,” unpublished PhD. dissertation, Princeton : Princeton University, 1976.

Sce F.M,, Peter “Development Policy - Making and the Geographer's Regions: Comments by an
Economist,” Land Economics, XLIT (i%6), 75-84, where he discusses relationships between
technology and natural boundaries. Alsoe see FW. Morgan, “"Hinterlands,” Readings in Urban
Geography, ed. by H.M. Mayer and C.F, Kohn, Chicago, 1959, 376.387, where he discusses
relationships between natural boundaries, transportation technology and peolitical authority. J.C.
Stabler, *'Exports and Ewvolution: The Process of Regional Change,” Land Economics, XLIV
(1968), !1-23, summarizes the basic works that observe structural changes following the intro-
duction of jmproved technology. Also see Tekeli, Etudes Balkanlque, II, 4%-72, and Isaard,
Location, 55- 74,

For *‘featureless plain' see Alonso, 17,

C.P. Grant, The Syrian Desert: Caravans, Travel, and Exploration, New York, 1938, 6-16; The
Ecomomic Development of Syra, (Report of a Mission), Baltimore, 1955, 3-10, and Richard
Nyrop et al., Area Handbook for Syrin, Washington, D.C., 1971, 7-30.

Carriage transportation was known but not practiced in Syria or Egypt. (Maxime Rodinson,
“Araba,* Encyclopedia Islamica, MNew Edition} Given the ecological conditions in the area,
carriage transporfation was more expensive than transportation by beasts of burden. This could
be due to the higher costs of maintaining horses as beasts of burden (Granmt, 15-16), and also
to higher costs of constructing and majntaining proper rcads Ffor carriage transportation.

“Camel” and ‘“‘Caravan’’ in Encyclopedian Britamica, IV (1967); Pellat, “ibil” and “badw” in
Encyclopedla Islamica, New Ed.; Grant, 15-16, and 175, also Chapter IV : “Merchant Caravans’,



14

13

SPATIAL ORGANIZATION FOURTEENTH CENTURY SYRIA: 21

esp. pp. 146- 148; Marshall G. 8. Hodgson, The Venture of Istam ; Conscience and History in a
World Clvilization, 3 vols., Chicagoe, 1974, vol. I: 147.150; R.W. Buoiliet, “Le Chameau et la
Roue au Moyen - Orient,” Annales dconomies, sociétés, civilisations, XXIV (1969), 1092- 1103, and
Carlatan Stevens Coon, Caravan: The Story of the Middle East, New York, 1958, 336.337.

Compare this diagram to truck - rail - ship transportation cost functions provided by G. J. Ka-
raska, Locational Analysis, Karaska and Bramhall, eds., 23-24.

The diagram above shows the functional relationship to be linear, while a non- linear relation-
ship as illustrated below would be closer to truth.

caravan transportation

river transportation
sea transportation

COST

DISTANCE

The last diagram indicates that transportation costs increase at an increasing rate with distance.
These diagrams and the formula R = P/k suggest that a city depending on sea transportation
(such as Istanbul) or a city depending on river iransportation (such as Cairo) would enjoy the
surplus of a broader hinterland than a city depending on land transportation (such as Aleppo or
Damascus), (On a more detailed theoretical treatment of the relationships between transportation
technology and city size see Tekeli, Etudes Balkantques, IT), This point may shed some light
on why both Istanbul and Cair> have been the seats of mightier empires than those to which
either Aleppo or Damascus served as capitals.

Ibn Battuta, The Travels of Fon Battuta (AD 1323 .135), 3 vols., trans. by HAR, Gibb, Cam-
bridge : Hakluyt Society, 1958, vol. 1, 70-157, passim., describes the destructed coastal towns.
The reason of the Mamluk failure in the seas was that the countries they ruled lacked adeguate
timber resources necessary for ship building, Moreover, as proud cavalry soldiers the Mamluks
despised anything that had to do with seamanship. (David Ayaslon, “The Mamluks and Naval
Power,” Procesdings of the lsrael Academy of Sch and Humanitiea, /8, (Jerusalern, 1967),
1-12).

Pellat, “ibil,”" EI, new ed., 884, In Ottoman Syria only in Aleppo 3000 - 4000 light camels were
sold annually by the Beduins, At that time these camels were upbrought mainly in the vicinity
of Basra. (Grant, 143).

For example, Tbn Batttta’s account gives the clear mpression that in the mid-14th century
travel in Syria was secure and smooth.

AN. Poliak, Feudalism in Egypi, Syria, Palesiine and the Lebanon, 125 -190, London, 1939, 27.
See above, page 9.

Mot to mention that caravanserai construction goes as back as the Romans and may be even
further back. Ilher Ortaylr, “Osmanh Imparatorlufunun nzkliyat problemi agisindan devenin
tasima maliyeti efrisi,” unpublished paper, Ankara, 1971, p. 4.

Jean Sauvaget, ‘‘Caravanserails syriennes du moyen &ge,’” Ars Islamica, VI (1937), 48.36, and
VII (1940), 1-20; here, VI: 48-56.

Jean Sauvaget, ““Les caravanserajls syriennes du Hadjaj du Constantinople,” Ars Islamica, IV
(1937), 98- 121, :



22

i

n

3

ENGIN AKARLL

Sauvaget, Ars Islamdca, VII, 1-20.

Sauvaget, Ars Islamica, V11, 19. Compare with William Popper, Egypt and Syria Under the
Circassian ‘Sultans, 1382- 1468: Systematic Notes to Ibn Taghri Birdi’'s Chronicles of Egypt,
University of California Publications in Semitic Philosophy, vols. XV and XVI, Berkeley, 1955 -
1957, XV, 47-50.

Lapidus, Muslim Citles, 13, an ad-valorum toll of $-10%, Also see Ibm Battuta, I, 72, and
Coon, M0,

2 Ziadeh, 13- 14.

OB H ¥

n

3

£

n

On the Mamluk provincial administration and amirs see Ziadeh, 1!-24, and 42; David Ayalon,
“Studies on the Structure of the Mamluk Army,” Bulletin of the School of Orlental snd Afvican
Studies, XV /2 (1953); 203-228, XV/3 (1953); 448-476, XVI (1954): 57-90, here, XVI: 65.66,
XV i 459-476; David Ayalon, "The System of Payment in Mamluk Military Society,” Journal of
Economic and Soclal History of the Orient, I/1 (1957 : 37.65, I/3 (1958): 2583.295, here 1: 42
and 61; David Ayalon, “The Muslim City and the Mamluk Military Aristocracy,” Proceedings of
the Esrael Academy ol Scl and Humanities, TI (i%3), 311-329, here, 328-2329; Lapidus,
Muslim Citdes, 48, and Poliak, Feudalism, 9- 14,

FPoliak, Feudalism, |- 18,
Poliak, Feudalism, 18 -19.
Ziadeh, 27.

In Egypt, the lower Nile area payed grain taxes in cash while the upper Nile area payed taxes
in kind. (Lapidus, JESHO, XiI, 3)

See Ziadeh, 42, and Popper, XVI, 109,

Ayzlon, BSOAS, XV, 443-459; Poliak, Feudalism, 23-27, and Hassanein Rabie, “The Size and
Value of the Iqta’ in Egypt, 564.741 AH/1169.1341 AD,” Studies im the Economic History of
the Middle Fast, ed. by M. A Cook, London, 1971, 129-138.

An interpretation of Ayalon, BSOAS, XV, 448.459, and Poliak, Fendallsm, 23.27.
Mentioned in Ayalon, BSOAS, XV, 453-454.

Poliak, Feudalism, 30.

Poliak, Feudalism, 19.

See Tekeli, Etudes Balkanlques, II, for a discussion on the effects of a similar rule on political
stability in Anatolia. Ziadeh (p. 42), on the other hand, believes that the main purpose of this
policy was to weaken the amirs. Tekeli's argument seems more plausible.

My knowledge of Mamluk “‘feudalism’ is derived from the works of Lapidus, Cahen (“L'évolution
de l'iqtas,” Annales, VIII, 1953, 2532, among his other works), Poliak ("Le caractére colonial
de I'état mmamelouk dans ses rapports avec la horde d'or,’” Revue des éiudes Islamiques, 1953,
231 - 240; “The Influence of Chingiz Khan's Yasa Upon the General Organization of the Mamluk
State,” BSOAS, X/4, 1942, 862-876, and “Les révoltes populaires en Egypte & l'epoque des
Mamelouks et leurs causes econcmique,” Revue des études Islamique, VIIE (1934, 251-213 in
addition to his Feudalism), Ziadeh, Ayalon (“Discharges From Service, Banishments and Imprison-
ments in Mamluk Society,” Ysrael Orfental Simdles, II, 1972, 25-50; “The Circassians in the
Mamluk Kingdom,” Journmal of American Oriental Soclety, 1949, 135-147; L'Esclavage du Mame-
louk Jerusalem, 195t: *“The Great Yasa of Chingiz Khan: A Reexamination,” Studia Islamica,
KEXIIT, 1971, 97-140; Guupowder and Flrearms In the Mamluk Kingdom: A Challange to a
Medieval Soclety, London, 1956 in addition to his above menticned articles in Proceedings, BSOAS
and JESHO), Popper, Rabie, Abmad Darrag {L’Egypte sous le rdgne de Barsbay, 1422- 1438,
Damas, 19613, W.J. Fische]l ("Spice Trade in Mamluk Egypt,” JESHO, I, 157- 174}, and E. Strauss,
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“Prix et salaries 3 1'époque Mamelouke,” Revue des études Islamiques, 1949, 52 ff). In these
works there are references to the fiefs of “mamluks”, especially “‘royal mamluks”, but, except
in Popper, no where is the issue dealt with in detail. Popper's account (XVI, 108.115) makes
quite clear that at least some of the royal mamluks had fiefs at one point, but by the mid - 14ih
century almost all royal mamluks were paid by the bureaus of the Sultan, and if some of
them stiil had feudal rights, they were more nominal than actual.

Ayalon, BSOAS, XV, 460.

Compare with FPoliak, Feudalism, 20-21.

Popper, XVI, 109,

Sauvaget, Ars Islamica, VII, 1-20, and Lapidus, Muslim Cities, 195 - 210.

Lapidus, Muslim Citles, 68 - 69.

Poliak, Feudalism, 23, and Ziadeh, 29.430.

Contrast with Poliak, Feudalism, 26 - 28,

Ayalon, BSOAS, XV, 459 - 476, esp., 460-461. Also see Ziadeh, 42.

Ziadeh, 42, and Popper, XVI, 109.

For the positive influence of the number of troops on local economy, Lapidus, Muslim Cities, 50.

It is assumed that ‘‘military function” s the same as *'political function”. This assumption
can be justified in terms of the military structure of the political leadership in the Mamiluk
state.

In Ayalon, BSOAS, XVI, 7 Ziadeh, 23, and Poliak, Feodalism, 7 n8 and 8.
According to Poliak, but cf Ayaion, BSOAS, XVI, 72 and Ziadeh, 25.
Ziadeh, 97.

Information supplied by Ziadeh himself, pp. 8%.90. Aleppo, however, had more public baths.
Also see Ibn Battuta's and Qalgashandi's descriptions of Syrian towns. For (alqashandi’s account
see Gaudefroy - Demombynes, La Syrie & I'épogque des Mamelouks, Paris, 1923,

About 60.000 each. See Omer L. Barkan, “Quelques observations sur l'organisation économique et
sociale des villes ottomanes des xvi et xvni1 siécles,” Socitte Jean Bodin, VII, La Ville : Institutions
économiques et soclales, 201 - 311, here 202,

5 Lapidus, Muslim Citles, 20, 25, 29,

5 Lapidus, Muslim Cities, 18- 19.

5 Lapidus, Muslim Citles, 43; J. Sauvaget, “Halab,"” EI, new ed.; Elisséeff, *'Dimashk,” EI, new ed.,

61

C.H. Dawn, “The Rise of Arabism in Syria, “The Middle Easi Jourmal, XVI (1962), 145- 168,

For more detailed treatment of the products of both cities see Lapidus, Muslim Cities, 17 - 20, 33,
41, 51, 60, 8, 9.

For further information see Lapidus, Musiim Cltles, 19, 33; Ibn Battuta, I, 88-90; Qalgashandi in
Gaudefroy - Degombynes, 110 - 112, and Ziadeh, 221 nld4}, and 222 ni4d.

Ibn Battuta, ¥, 9L
D. Sourdel, “Hamat,” EI, new ed.

Poliak, Feudalism, 8; Ayalon, BSOAS, XVI, 72, and Ziadeh, 25. The high number of halga troops
may reflect the rather special adminstrative status of Hama in the first half of the century, when
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its amirs were descendenis of the Ayyubids and not freed mamluks. The same situation may
also indicate the importance of Hama as an important political - commercial center for Beduins.
(See Gaudefroy - Demombynes, 106- 109, and D. Sourdel, *"Hamat,” EI, new ed)

For a theoretical discussion on the advantages of being located on borders of subregions see
Isaard, Locatiom, 208 -219, and 281-287. T have in mind the similarities between Issard’s theore-
tical region C, and Tripoli and Hama.

D. Sourdel, “Ghazza,” EI, new ed., and [bn Bateuta, I, 73.

Josiah C. Russell, 197 - 210.

Ibn Battuta, I, 103.

Ziadeh, 65, and 221 ni35.

N. Elisséeff, “Bayrut,”” EI, new ed., and Gaudefroy - Dernombynes, 74,
Gibb's note in Tbn Battuta, I, §4 n&d,

6 Ibn Battuta, I, 34-8S.
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Ziadeh, 63 - 69,
Ayalon, JOS, II, M.
Iba Battuta, I, 77, 8L

Gaudefroy - Demombynes, 118 - 119, in reference to Qalgashandi.
Poliak, Feudalism, 3.

Ziadeh, 63 -69.

Zijadeh, 7072,

Kenneth Waiton, The Arid Zomes, Chicago, 199, 137.

Walton, 138.

Walton, 138.

The Mamluk efforts to incorporate the nomads jn their overall system of communications have
already been mentioned.

For the specific areas of the I4th cemtury tribes in Syria refer to Ziadeh, 45, and Popper,
XVT, 5-17.

Ibn Khaldun, The Muqaddimak: An Imireduction to History, tr. by F. Rosenthal, ?nd. ed.,
Princeton, 1967, 3 vols., vol. 1: 247.310, esp, 252-257; wob. II: 279.283; Popper, XVI, 2-3;
Ziadeh, 31-72, esp. 6% Lapidus, Muslim Citles, 54, 86.587, %0 .91 apd Lapidus in Middle Easiern
Cides, ed, by Lapidus, 64-69, Compare with Emanuel Marx, Bedouin of the Negev, Manchester,
1967; Walton; Norman N. Lewis, *The Frontier of Settlement ip Syria, 1800 - 1950,” International
Affairs, XXXT (1955), 48 60; W.R. Polk, “Rural Syria in 1345, Middle East Jourmal, XVI (192},
508 - 514; Lomise Sweet, “Camel Riding of MNorth Arabian Bedouin: A Mechanism of Ecological
Adaptation,” American Anthropologist, LXVII (1965, 1132 -1130; Grant, 16.31; Lady Anne Blunt,
Bedouln Tribes of the Euphrates, New York, 187%; J.L. Burckhardt, Notes on the Bedouins and
Wahabys, Loadon, 1830; Idem., Travels in Syria and the Holy Land, London, 1322; C. M. Doughty,
Travels in Arabia Degeria, Cambridge, 1388 Alois Musil, The Manners and Customs of ihe
Rwala Bedouins, New York, 1928; C.F. Volney, Travels Through Syria and Egypt in the Years
1753 . B5, London, 1783, Also see Hodgson, passim, esp. II: 147-151 and T: B1.9%1.

8 Lapidus, Musllm Citles, 79, and Ayalon, BSOAS, XVI, 72.

84 Lapidus, Muslim Cities, 17,

85 Ibn Battuta, I, 117. Distances from Popper, XV, 5051
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& Even with the much improved means of transportation of the early 20th century, grain remained
to be among the most important crops of the oasis of Damascus. {J. A. Tower, The Gasls of
Damascus, Beirut, 1935, 29, Tower's work on the ecological conditions of the casiz of Damascus
is an illuminating study. For the ecological conditions of Aleppo and its vicinity see Jean Sauvaget,
Alep : essal sur le développement d'une grand ville syrlenne, des origines au millieu du xx siecle,
2 wols., Paris, 1941, I: 1-21}

57 For detailed maps of the routes and locations of towns in l4th century Syria reler to Popper,
XV, Maps 13, 14, 17, 18, 20, Popper's maps together with Ziadeh’'s map on provincial administration
(facing p. 12), and Sauvaget's maps on postal routes (La poste aux chevaux dans L'empire des
mamelouks, Paris, 1941, 57) and on the junction of roads at Aleppo (Alep, II, Plate LI) have been
the principle sources used in the consiruction of the diagram on the areal organization of 14k
century Syria.

14. YUZYIL SURIYESINDE NUFUSUN MEKANDA
DAGILIME USTUNE BIR YONTEM DENEMEST

OZET

Cafdag toplumbilimi arastirmalar, belli bir mekinda yagayan insanlamn bir
araya toplanarak olugturduklar gegitll hoydaki yerlesme birimleri arasinda yapi-
sal bir iligki bulundugunu gdsteriyor. Bu caligmalann bulgulanndan tarihgilter de
yararlanahbilirler, Cafdas ve eski toplumlar arasindaki iktisadi ve teknik geligsme
farklart gz Oniine allnmak kaydiyla, eldeki tarihi wveriler yeni hbulgular mfinda
yeniden ve daha anlamli olarak degerlendirilebilir ve gehirler ¢ofu zaman yamlidigi
gibi tek tek ele alinmak yerine dogal cevreleri icinde anlatiimak miimkiin olur.
Elinizdelti yaz1, bu digilnceyle girigilmis bir ¢aligmanin iiriinii, onddrdiincii yiizyil Su-
riyesinde nilifusun mekénda dagihmim aciklamaya yOnelik bir yontem denemesi.

Once, insanlarin mekanda dafihmiyla ilgili baz cagday calismalarin ondbrdiin-
cll ylizy1l Suriyesinde de gegerll olabllecek bulgulan gézden geciriliyor. Sonra, Su-
riye bélgesinin onddrdiinell yilizyrldaki yagam sgartlan ele allmyor. Yar kurak bir
iklime sahip olan bu bilgede i¢ ve dig ticaret olanaklan deZerlendirilmedikee in-
saplar ancak sumrl bir gecim diizeyinde kalabilirlerdi. I¢ ve dig ticaretin bilinen
teknikler gergevesinde geligtirilmesl ise, biiyilk 8iciide, etkin bir tagima diizeninin ku-
rulmasina ve silirdiirilmesine bagliydl, Yazida, o dinemde Suriye’de hiikiim sii-
ren Memiuk devletinin bu yondekl cabalar belirtilivor, Memluklann g¢abalar, dev-
letin temel iktisad! dayansfim saflams almaya, yari firetimden alinan pay: en yiik-
sek dizeyde tutmaya ydnelik olduZu kadar, devlefin askeri ve idari drgiitlenme bi-
¢cimiyle de yakindan ilgiliydi, Bu balumdan, yazida Memluk devlet Srgiitliniin 11gili
boyutlar aynntimiyla tartigibyor. Cesgitli kasaba ve gehirlerin iktisadi ve Iidari ig-
levleri arasindaki ilintiyle beraber, bellf bagh yerlegme merkezlerinin nlifuslanyla
garnizonlaron bilylkliigli arasindaki diiz orantihh iligkiye deginiliyor. Sonug bilil-
miinde de, daha dnceki tartigmalarn 1@finda, ondérdiinel yilzylda Suriye’de yaga-
¥an insanlarnn mekanl kuollamg bigimlerini aydmlatica bir model geligtiriliyor. Mo-
del, tarihi gercefi tamamiyla ag¢iklama savim tasimryor; salt, bu gergefin aran-
masinda bagvurulabilecek bir arag ya da galisma kilavuzu olarak ileri siriilliyor.



