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Abstract. Some of the most complete records of the economic and social history of the 1840s Ottoman Empire are
temettuat defters. Their compilation in 1845-1846 was required by the reform policy of Sultan Abdulmejid I and
reflected the changes in the economic development of the Empire since the end of the 1820s and 1830s. The preserved
temettuat defters allow the reconstruction of many elements of the provincial economy of both towns and villages,
shed light on the state of land ownership, the occupational structure of the individual settlements, the annual income
of each subject, the tax burden, etc. Traditionally, the attention of historiographers is mainly focused on large and
important urban centres such as Plovdiv in the period under consideration. Until now, however, there was no temet-
tuat defter of the non-Muslim population of Plovdiv. Therefore, it was not included in the studies of Neriman Ersoy,
Andreas Lyberatos, etc. The intense digitization of the documents kept in the Ottoman Archives in Istanbul bas also
made this hitherto unknown register accessible. The temettuat defter of the non-Muslim population includes the
Jollowing Plovdiv population groups: Christians, Jews, Armenians, and Gypsies. Its volume amounts to 879 pages,
written in the Rik ‘a script. This study aims to give a general description of the structure of the defter, its characteristic
features, and the total number of the population registered, i.e. introductory notes about such a significant Ottoman
evidence of the history of Plovdiv. The document is planned to be further investigated in subsequent studies.
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Modern historiography has long considered
Ottoman documents an important source for the
reconstruction of the past of Bulgarians in the
15" — 19% centuries. Their volume and various
types undoubtedly make them a major documen-
tary array for the study of all aspects of the life of
Bulgarians in the Ottoman Empire. While Marx-
ist historiography placed the emphasis on the
Ottoman conquest and its consequences, as well
as on the clarification of the economic founda-
tions of the “Ottoman feudalism” in the so-called
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Classical period (15% — 16 centuries), in recent
years much has been done to clarify the imperial
economy in the period of transformation of the
Empire or the so-called Tanzimat era (Georgieva,
2011; Georgieva, 2015; Georgieva, 2018; Mus-
tafa, 2024; Nedelcheva, 2019; Lyberatos, 2019;
Todorov, 2021; Todorov, 2022; Yaneva, 2011) .
This became possible after the Bulgarian Otto-
manists got free access to the Ottoman Archives
in Istanbul, where, undoubtedly, the largest vol-
ume of documents concerning the history of
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Bulgarians in the 15™ — 19 centuries are kept.
However, one particularly important category of
Ottoman registers compiled in the period 1845 —
1846 stands out in the entire array of documents,
namely the so-called temettiiat defterleri [ Turkish
for “temettuat registers”]. They were introduced
into scientific circulation thanks to the studies of
the Turkish scientist Tevfik Giiran and were quite
quickly included in studies devoted to the social,
economic, and demographic history of the Otto-
man Empire of the 19" century (Giiran, 2004).
In Bulgarian historiography, the first studies of
temettuat registers were those of Svetla Yaneva
(Yaneva, 2004) and Gergana Georgieva (Geor-
gieva, 2020).!

This type of registers has been much criti-
cized regarding their imperfections as a type of
registration, but, as we are going to try and show
in this article, they are very often the documents
that provide information that is quite difficult
or even impossible to find in other types of Ot-
toman documents. A particularly important
quality of theirs is that they make it possible
to compare the information contained in them
with the information in the rest of non-Otto-
man documents.

Keeping in mind the nature of the publication,
the main characteristics of this type of Ottoman
documents are outlined. As already indicated,
they were compiled in the period from 1845 to
1846 and their main purpose was to determine
the real state of income and revenue-generating
facilities owned by the Ottoman subjects, with the
aim of implementing the fair taxation announced
at the beginning of the reforms. In 1840, the first
such attempt was made, so the government could
determine the value of the property (both mov-
able and immovable) owned by its subjects. The
attempt failed for organizational reasons (Kayo-
ko & Aydin (eds.), 2004). According to latest
data, there are about 20,000 temettuat registers
kept in the Ottoman Archives in Istanbul to date
(Giines, 2014).

The article aims to present a temettuat register
that until recently was not known to specialists,
namely the temettuat register of the non-Muslim
residents of Plovdiv (Filibe), the city being an im-

The article by Gergana Georgieva presents in detail the
studies of temettuat registers up to 2019, as well as the
research opportunities provided by this type of registers.
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portant Ottoman administrative and economic
centre of the province of Rumelia.

Plovdiv has traditionally been the focus of in-
terest for specialists studying the history of the
great Ottoman province. The historical past of
the city in the 19 century was the subject of Neri-
man Ersoy’s doctoral dissertation (Ersoy, 2003).
In 2019, a fundamental study by Andreas Lybera-
tos was published, dedicated to the economy and
national controversies of Plovdiv in the 40s - 50s
of the 19" century. The study set the methodolog-
ical framework for such type of studies, and the
scientific conclusions reached show in a faultless
way what could be achieved by combining the full
range of available sources: Ottoman, Bulgarian,
Grecek, and Western (Lyberatos, 2019).

The temettuat register of the non-Muslims of
Plovdiv has a volume of 879 pages and bears the
signature mark ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949.” The
cover of the register reads: Cild-i Sani, Nefs-i
Filibe Reaya Defter-i temettiiat, numro 2. This
means that it was the second register of a series of
registers in which the population of Plovdiv was
described and in fact the register of Muslims was
labelled as “first part” (Cild-i Evvel) and its num-
ber was 1.

The register includes all non-Muslim residents
of Plovdiv, designated as Reaya (Orthodox Chris-
tians), Gypsies (kiptiyan), Armenians (millet-i
ermeniyan), Jews (yahudiyan), and Paulicians
(pavlikan). In addition, all persons hired by mas-
ters of various guilds operating in Plovdiv at the
time, designated as bachelors (bekaran), were also
described. For each neighbourhood, the newly
come population was also described, designated
as tenants (kiracilari). Table 1 shows the neigh-
bourhoods in which non-Muslim population was
registered:

Devlet Arsivleri Bagkanligi Osmanlt Argivi — Istanbul,
ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949 (hereafter BOA-Istanbul).
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Table 1. Neighbourhoods in Plovdiv in which non-Muslims were registered.

Entered in the register
No. Name Households Tenants Tenants
(kiracilari) Households | (kiracilari)
1 |Hisarigi () 69
2 |Pazarigi 63 24 63 24
3 |Uskiilevig 109 109
4 [Polat 80 20 80 20
S |Cukacivan 66 16 66 16
6 |Tagut-i Sagir 102 145 103 144
7 laguti Kebir 158 103 157 103
8 |Ibn-i Kasim ma’a odalar 115 56 115 56
9 [Kiptiyan-1 Kefere 21 34 21 34
10 |Cavugoglu 18 18
11 |Kegeci Ine Bey 17 17
12 |ibn-i Kasim Zimmivan 56 56
13 |ine hoca mahallesi 91 34 85 34
14 |ine Hoca Miislim Hane 137 137
15 |Marag mahallesi 211 211
16 |Marag Aga Odalan 152 152
17 |Marag bahcevan 62 62
18 |Haci Omer mahallesi kiracivan 119 119
19 |imaret sokag 33 33
Bey Mescid ve Piring Anbar1 ve
20 |Haci Hasan mahallesi 163 163
21 |Tataranda Hasan efendi 58 49 58 49
Tataranda Miislim Hane Oda-
22 llarinda 220 - -
23 |Kochiiseyin 23 14 23 14
Kochiiseyin mahallesi taife- i Er-
24 |menivin 14 14
25 |ibn-i Riistem Millet-i Ermenivin 22 22
26 |idris hoca Millet-i Ermenivin 22 6 28 -
Diger Idris hoca Millet-i Ermeni-
27 lvin 40 29 S2
28 |ine Hoca Pavlikin mahallesi 91 159 91 159
29 |Yahudivin mahallesi 43 43
Yahudiyin der mahalle Cizmeci
30 |Hamza 31 31
Yahudiyan der mahalle Ker-
3] |vansarav 34 34
TOTAL 2,440 689 2,232 653
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The data reveals some particularly interesting
trends in the development of the urban structure
of Plovdiv in the 1840s. What makes impression
first is the partial discrepancies between the reg-
istered households and the ones totalled by the
registrar. In a significant part of the cases, this
was due to mistakes made such as duplication of
household numbers or omission of a number. The
households registered in Tataranda Miislim Hane
Odalarinda neighbourhood were not totalled at
all. In the recapitulation made at the end of the
register, the figure of 2,909 total registered house-
holds does not correspond either to the number of
the households in the individual neighbourhoods
entered by the registrar, or to the houscholds en-
tered in the register. The predominant non-Mus-
lim population consisted of Orthodox Christians
living in 22 different neighbourhoods. Impressive
is the significant number of Armenians (98 house-
holds), living in 4 neighbourhoods, and Jews
(108 houscholds), living in 3 neighbourhoods.
Particularly important was the registration of the
Paulicians, who rarely set up into an independent
group. In general, it seems that special attention
was paid to these elements of the ethnic and reli-
gious structure of Plovdiv during the registration,
which undoubtedly emphasizes the specific place
taken by the city in the Ottoman provincial eco-
nomic and administrative system.

A significant part of the non-Muslim residents
of Plovdiv lived in Muslim neighbourhoods such
as Ine Hoca, Kochiiseyin, Kegeci Ine Bey, Imaret
sokagy, etc. The same goes for the Armenians and
the Jews. The data published by Neriman Ersoy
on the number of Muslims in Plovdiv, extracted
from the temettuat register, too, show that their
number amounted to 1,660 households and 210
households of Muslim Gypsies, or a total of 1,870
Muslim houscholds (Ersoy, 2003, p. 49). Im-
pressive is the dominant number of non-Muslim
population in Plovdiv in the 1840s. The parity
between registered neighbourhoods inhabited by
Muslims (32) and those inhabited by non-Mus-
lims (31) clearly outlines the diffusion between
the different religious and ethnic groups.

Interesting is the percentage ratio of the new-
comers to the local population. In one of the old
neighbourhoods — Pazarigi, the percentage of
the newcomers amounted to 38%, in Ine Hoca it
was 37%, but there were also neighbourhoods in
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which the number of the newcomers was greater
than that of the houscholds registered. Such were
Lagut-i Sagir, as well as the Paulicians in Ine Hoca
neighbourhood.

Temettuat registers were kept according to
special instructions (talimat), which set their
structure (Adiyeke, 2000, pp. 769-782). Very
often, however, the talimats were not strictly fol-
lowed, and the registers reflected many regional
specifics, which makes them particularly import-
ant sources.

The temettuat register of Plovdiv includes the
following components: occupation of the de-
scribed persons; amount of vergi (vergi-i mah-
susa);’ the category of cizye tax paid by the per-
sons, as well as that of their sons, where the latter
wew part of the same houschold (hane);* the shop
or workshop rented, rented out or owned by the
persons; the annual income of the persons regis-
tered in one and the same household; the total
annual household income. In general, with some
exceptions, these were the basic components de-
scribed by the clerks. Each neighbourhood was
certified with the seals of the notables (muhbir-i
evvel, muhbir-i sani), summing up the number of
the houscholds (hane), the number of cizye pay-
ers by category, and the total amount of the te-
mettuat and vergi tax.

This article does not aim to comprehensive-
ly present the enormous volume of information
provided by the temettuat register of Plovdiv. It
only includes observations about the first two
registered neighbourhoods: Hisari¢i and Pazarigi.
This of course makes the observations incomplete,
and the conclusions drawn will probably have to
be adjusted, but, in view of the nature of the pub-
lication, this will allow us to introduce the basic
elements of the register into scientific circulation.

These were the two earliest non-Muslim neigh-
bourhoods registered in the 15* — 16™ centuries.
Their names (Hisar i¢i — “In the fortress”, Pazar ici

3 The vergi-i mahsusa or vergi tax was introduced during
the Tanzimat. It was an annual tax that most likely com-
bined the taxes on real estate, land, and income (Geor-
gieva, 2020, p. 31).

The term hane is debatable in Ottoman literature. In this
case, it concerns a household, which, however, does not
coincide with the nuclear family. It may include adult
sons of the head of the household who are of working
age and also contribute their income to the total income
(temettuat) of the household, and brothers of the main
taxpayer may also be included.

4
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— “In the market”) also confirm that it was Chris-
tian population already inhabiting the medieval
city (Boykov, 2003, pp. 137-138).°

As shown in the table, in the first neighbour-
hood - Hisarigi, 69 houscholds were registered,
and in the second - Pazari¢i — 63 houscholds
and 24 newcomers. However, some of the new-
comers were persons who changed their place of
residence. Of the 24 people registered as tenants,
9 were residents who had moved to other neigh-
bourhoods of the city.

Hisarici neighbourhood® is particularly inter-
esting, as some of the most prominent representa-
tives of the Bulgarian Revival elite were registered
in it: Stoyan Todorov Chalakov (household No.
11), Iskro Kesyakov (household No. 19), Hristo
Geshoglu (household No. 29), Salcho Choma-
kov (household No. 26), and others. With the
highest income — between 2,000 and 3,000 kurug
— were the residents of the neighbourhood regis-
tered as cattle merchants (celep) — 7 people, frieze
producers/ merchants (abact) — 5 people, traders
(tiiccar) — 5 people, chokha (¢uha) producers/
merchants (cuhact) — 1 person, ctc. The average
income of all residents of the neighbourhood
who declared such (56 people in total) amounted
to 1,416 kurus.

In Pazarici neighbourhood, there were a total
of 11 residents with income between 2,000 and
3,800 kurug, with the highest income of 3,800
kurus declared by the famous Plovdiv frieze
weaver Argir Kuyumjioglu.” Here, however, the
persons who declared such income were mainly
craftsmen: four frieze producers/merchants, two
traveling salesmen (attar),® one tobacconist, one
caftan producer, one kazaz,” and the particularly
interesting agnam beglik¢i — collector of tax on

For details on Plovdiv in the 15" — 16™ centuries, see
Grigor Boykov’s new study Ottoman Plovdiv: Space, Ar-
chitecture, and Population (14" — 17" Centuries) (Vien-
na: Austrian Academy of Sciences Press, 2024.

® BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, 5. 4-24.
BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, s. 28.

Attar - traveling salesman; dealers in perfumery and

herbs.

Kazaz - silk producer or merchant. Later, the term was
« » . .
changed to “kazas” and acquired a new meaning. They
made various kinds of ornaments for horses, tassels for
fezzes and peasant dresses, women’s belts, aiguillettes,
and belts for officers, etc. The products were exported to
Istanbul, Bursa, and Smyrna. (Georgieva, 2018, p. 6438).
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sheep and goats — Atanas, son of Tongo,' as well
as a monk registered as a furrier (kiirkcii) with
annual income of 2,400 kurus."" The average in-
come declared by all persons registered in the
neighbourhood (a total of 62 people) amounted
to 1,002 kurus. It is obvious that in the first neigh-
bourhood, where the merchants and tax collec-
tors dominated, the average income was higher.

An interesting moment is that according to
the register the residents of both neighbourhoods
did not have any registered animals or agricultur-
al lands. The latter in their varieties — vineyards,
fields, meadows, were indicated in an additional
entry above the name of the persons registered,
indicating their type and location. For example,
Yanko, son of Nedelyu, a resident of Hisarici
neighbourhood, owned a part of a vineyard lo-
cated in the lands of the village of Zarit, Konush
nahiye, and a summer pasture (yaylak) located
in the lands of Karlovo, Gyopsa nahiye, and it
was explicitly stated as located in the highlands
around Karlovo (Koca Balkan).!? The rest of the
agricultural lands owned by the residents of the
two neighbourhoods and located in neighbour-
ing villages and nahiyes were described in an iden-
tical manner.

As for the properties that were described,
there were several options: own shops (miilk);
own workshops (oda); rented (miiste’cir) shops or
workshops; rented out (icar) shops, workshops,
and houses. Where the workshops or shops were
in inns in the city, their names were explicitly
stated. The names of the tenants of the individual
properties were also indicated.

The temettuat registers are a particularly valu-
able source for reconstructing the occupational
structure of the 19 century Ottoman city. Usu-
ally, in the other types of registers compiled in
the 30s — 40s of the 19% c. (niifus defterleri, ci-
zye defterleri), the crafts were rather accidentally
mentioned, which also made the picture incom-
plete, but this was mandatory in the temettuat
registers. In addition, they allow a thorough study
of all branches of the local economy, as all its el-
ements were registered in them: crafts, trade, ag-
riculture, services, etc. One specific feature of the

10
11

BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, s. 35.
BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, s. 38.
12 BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, 5. 17.
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registration of the practiced economic activity is
particularly important: in addition to the crafts
with which persons were registered, their income
was also entered, whether it came from the same
or another activity. Here, we will give only a few
more interesting examples to illustrate the impor-
tance of this type of information provided by the
temettuat register studied.

Hadji Pavli, son of Hadji Yanko, resident of
Pazari¢i neighbourhood, was registered as part of
the guild of frieze producers/merchants, with his
income not coming from frieze production, but
from trade in frieze. His two brothers — Atanas
and Kosta, whose income was from frieze produc-
tion, were also registered in his houschold. This
is a very important entry, as it shows the overall
organization of the frieze production/trade in
the period considered. In this case, it was a family
business, with the representative of the company
being Hadji Pavli, who probably organized the
production and sold the finished product on the
market, and his two brothers were specifically en-
gaged in the production.”

A particularly interesting case is that of monk
Antim, registered in Pazari¢i neighbourhood,
who had a registered income of 2,400 kurug
from furriery.'* At the same time, he was a tenant
(miste’cir) of a furriery workshop

More examples can be given, but these two are
enough to show that temettuat registers give us
extremely important information not only about
the professional affiliation of the main registered
persons - heads of the households, but also of the
other male members of the houschold — mainly
sons and brothers. This allows for a very serious
analysis of the family economy, of the ways of or-
ganizing craft production, and, above all, of the
overall organization of the wool proto-industry
- from the production to the placement of the fin-
ished product on the market.

The temettuat register gives us important data
on the labour migrations of the Plovdiv resi-
dents. For those who practiced crafts or trade at
long distances — in Anatolia, in large urban cen-
tres neighbouring Plovdiv such as Edirne, Syar,
etc., this was explicitly stated. However, it was
particularly important to register the newly ar-

13
14

BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, s. 4.
BOA-Istanbul, ML. VRD. TMT. d. 5949, s. 38.
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rived craftsmen in the city. A significant number
of them originally came as apprentices and jour-
neymen and settled in the houses of the masters
who accepted them to learn their crafts with
them, which for now represents the most detailed
description of the type and allows a complete re-
construction of the labour migration from the
countryside (the surrounding villages, according
to A. Lyberatos) to the big city, especially in the
period when the process was particularly active
and in its initial stage. This makes the temettuat
register of Plovdiv a particularly complete and
important Ottoman source. The following exam-
ples illustrate this exact type of information.

The resident of Pazari¢i neighbourhood,
Georgi, son of Angel, went to Istanbul a year car-
lier. The two others — Georgi, son of Miladin, and
Sotir, son of Hadji Stoyu, residents of the same
neighbourhood, were registered as living in Izmir
and Bucharest (?), respectively. Both had a reg-
istered annual income of 80 kurus, which they
received from a rented house (menzil).”> What
is interesting is that the Ottoman registrar used
the word firar, which literally means “escape, de-
sertion”. However, it is more likely that they were
in the named cities specifically to practice crafts.
Analogous is the registration of the frieze produc-
er Kostaki, son of Kozma, with one of his broth-
ers, Mihail, registered as living in Anatolia for
two years (the registrar used the expression firar
itmis), and the other registered as living in Istan-
bul for six years. The third brother — Yanko was
registered in Kostaki’s household as a journeyman
of a frieze producer, with an annual income of
650 kurug.'®

The tobacconist journeyman (duhanci kalfas)
Petko, son of Stoyu, was registered in the house of
Hadji Ivan."” Hadji Ivan, son of Kostadin, was one
of the wealthy residents of Pazarici neighbour-
hood, part of the guild of tobacconists, and Petko
was his journeyman in the tobacco shop owned
by him."®

Regarding the group of merchants, the temet-
tuat register of Plovdiv provides us with particu-
larly valuable information. They were described

15
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with the term #ccar, but from the general mass
of merchants with additional entries, those who
fell under the category of berat merchants (Avru-
pa tiiccarlar) and those who were foreign subjects
were identified. This method of registration is
found to be extremely rare in other temettuat reg-
isters. More often this type of entry can be seen
in niifus registers. The information allows for a
detailed study of trade, which was a leading ele-
ment of the Ottoman economy. At the time, the
Ottoman Empire became an essential part of the
world markets, and, thanks to temettuat registers,
it is possible to see how non-Muslims, and partic-
ularly Bulgarians, fitted into the networks of the
European economy.

Berat merchants carried out trade over long
distances and appeared in opposition to foreign
merchants who carried out their activities under
the regime of capitulations. They created a very
large-scale commercial network in which their as-
sistants (hizmetkar), numerous contractors, and
suppliers took part, and they, in their entirety, be-
came protected merchants of the Ottoman state.
The place of Plovdiv not only in the Ottoman,
but also in the European markets determined the
presence of a significant number of merchants of
this category.

The other part were merchants who received
foreign citizenship or were patronized by a for-
cign state and enjoyed certain privileges, espe-
cially in relation to the court jurisdiction before
which commercial disputes were resolved (Ma-
sheva, 2015, pp. 14-15).

The resident of Pazari¢i neighbourhood, Yane,
son of Dimitre, was registered as a tiiccar and a
berat holder."” It is interesting to note that berats
were provided not only to persons registered as
tiiccarlar, but also to individual craftsmen. So,
for example, the chokha producer/merchant
Georgi, son of Dimitre, was also noted as a berat
holder.?® However, his income came from trade
in chokha, suggesting that he was a trader rather
than a chokha producer. Of particular interest is
the frieze producer Hadji Yanko, son of Kozma,
who was registered as a firman holder, and it was
explicitly stated that his brother Hadji Georgi
was a Greek subject. In this case, Hadji Yanko
was probably an assistant (hizmetkar) to one of
19
20
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the Plovdiv merchants and berat holders, but
this record shows how both brothers belonged
to patronized groups, which undoubtedly had an
impact on the scale of their economic activity.”!
In Pazarici neighbourhood, there were other reg-
istered merchants and craftsmen who were for-
cign subjects: the merchant (tiiccar) Georgi, son
of Yane, who was an English subject, the chokha
producer Kostaki, son of Panayot — a Greek sub-
ject; the frieze producer Dimitre, son of Stavri —
a Grecek subject, etc.?? Especially with the frieze
producers and chokha producers who were berat
holders, their economic activity was probably
tied to the so-called miri aba - the state supply
of woollen fabrics for the production of uniforms
for the new army.”

Particularly interesting information is pro-
vided by temettuat registers regarding the recon-
struction of the social structure of the popula-
tion. Based on the registered incomes, the elite
of the Plovdiv population was formed, many of
them with quite famous names. Those were the
great Plovdiv families Chalakovi, Chomakovi,
Kuyumjioglu, Papazoglu, and many others. Their
social status or the administrative positions they
held in the local tanzimat bodies (meclisler) were
also reflected in the temettuat register. For exam-
ple, Stoyan Todorov Chalakov was referred to as
Corbact Stoyan, which indicated his participa-
tion in the local meclis, confirmed by other Otto-
man documents of the same period.

Worthy of comment are also the incomes reg-
istered in the temttuat register. At first glance,
some of them do not correspond to the informa-
tion received from other sources about certain in-
dividuals. For example, the registered annual in-
come of 2,000 kurus of chorbaji Stoyan Todorov
Chalakov looks too unrealistic, considering the
capital with which they operated in their buying
activity (Yaneva). The situation is similar with
other famous Plovdiv traders and entrepreneurs.
This discrepancy in the declared incomes and the
real picture often leads to the belittling of temet-
tuat registers as a source of information about the
economic status of the subject population. How-
ever, we believe that this information should be
21
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For details on the so-called miri aba (woolens of the

State), see Lyberatos, 2020, pp. 341-359.
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interpreted in another way. What is first, their
entire activity on the collection of taxes on small
farm animals (beglik, ondalik) was registered in
separate registers. In addition, the revenue-gen-
erating property owned by them (movable and
immovable), which was outside the boundaries of
Plovdiv, was registered in the relevant temettuat
register of the settlement in which lands it was
located. In this case, the declared income should
be perceived as income received from their eco-
nomic activity within the city, and not at all as
the entire income received from collecting taxes
as well as from homesteads, trade, participation
in government contracts, etc. Despite these spe-
cifics, the declared amounts can easily be used as a
reference for their economic status.

From what has been said so far, the temettuat
register of Plovdiv is obviously a first-rate source
of information for the reconstruction of the city’s
economy in the 19* century. The information
provided allows us to study in detail the structure
of the professions and crafts practiced by the local
population, to outline the specifics formed as a
result of the economic situation, the connection
of the city with the neighbouring countryside as
well as with all local and distant markets. The te-
mettuat register gives us the macro framework of
the demographic, economic, and social structure
of Plovdiv in a period of serious transformation.

By comparing the information of the temettu-
at register with that of the other preserved doc-
uments — Bulgarian, Greek, Western, etc., many
gaps in the demographic, economic, and social
history of the city in the 1840s can be filled.
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