DIMITRIE CANTEMIR AND HIS TIME:
NEW DOCUMENTS FROM THE TURKISH ARCHIVES

MIHAI MAXIM

THE MAIN COLLECTIONS OF OTTOMAN DOCUMENTS USED IN THIS
RESEARCH

In the famous Ottoman Archive of Istanbul, the biggest archive in Turkey
that nowadays belongs to the Prime Ministry of the Republic of Turkey (T.C.
Basbakanlik Osmanly Arsivi, BOA from now on) and that once was the Grand
Viziers’ archive, there are, according to the latest estimations, over 130 million
documents or, more precisely,100 million documents and 365.000 defters
(registers)'. So far only the third part of this collection has been catalogued and
thus placed at the researchers’ disposal.

For this research on Cantemir’s time, which started a few years ago within
the Project “Cantemir” of the Dimitrie Cantemir Romanian Cultural Institute in
Istanbul and required diligent work, the great collections of documents of this
archive has been consulted: D.BRZ (Bab-1 Defteri. Biiyiik Ruzndmge), that is The
Great Registers Ruzndmge, recording the daily incomes and expenditures of the
Central Treasury of the Ottoman State), D.KRZ (Bab-1 Defteri. Kiigiik Ruzndmge),
the Registers of the Small Ruzndmge, recording incomes and expenditures
regarding the high officials and soldiers paid by the Treasury); D.BSM (Bab-i
Defteri. Bagsmuhasebe), totalising the registers issued by the General Accountancy
Office); D.MMK.BGN (Bab-1 Defteri. Maden Mukataast. Bogdan), registers of the
Mining Office regarding Moldavia); D.MMK.EFK (Bab-1 Defteri. Maden
Mukataasi. Efldk), registers of the Mining Office regarding the Wallachia; A.DVN
(Bab-1 Asafi. Divan-i Humdyun), registers elaborated by the Imperial Divan
Office); MAD (Maliyeden Miidevver Defterleri), registers issued by the Financial

" Dr. Onder Bayir (The Prime Ministry Archive’s Director), “Rumeli Arastirmalart Agisindan
Osmanlt Arsivinin Onemi” (The Ottoman Archive’s Importance from the point of view of research
concerning Rumelia), paper delivered at the International Symposium on Ottoman Studies in South-
East Europe, organised by IRCICA (Research Centre for Islamic Art, History and Culture), Istanbul,
12 July 2008.
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Department and so on (the political-administrative offices/chancelleries belonged
to the Grand Vizier’s Porte, i.e. Bab-1 Asafi, and the financial ones belonged to the
Grand Defterdar’s Porte, i.e. Bab-1 Defteri).

In the case of these BOA collections (fonds), there are both basic inventories
(catalogues), comprising registers (defter usulii) and file divided inventories (dosya
usulii), that is documents selected according to different themes. Each of these
collections includes a few tens, even hundreds of registers or files, with thousands
and thousands of documents, usually written in the extremely difficult financial
Ottoman “code” siyakat (it is worth mentioning that in order to keep the secret over
the demographic-financial potential of the Ottoman State, its Finance Department,
which had more than fifty offices (kalem), used a real “cipher”, known at that time
only by specially trained persons and nowadays by a small number of Ottomanists).

On the whole, a few documents about Dimitrie Cantemir himself could be
discovered at BOA. Given the huge amount of documents existing in this archive,
this scarcity could be understood by taking into consideration the interruptions in
the recordings that occurred exactly during these years and the very short period of
time during which the Romanian Prince held an official position as the Voyvoda
(Reigning Prince) of Moldavia, whose official relations with the Porte, recorded in
the Ottoman Offices, took approximately five months, between November 14/25,
1710 and April/May 1711.

DIMITRIE CANTEMIR BEFORE HIS REIGN IN MOLDAVIA

Regarding the origin of the Romanian Prince, I found no clue whatsoever in
the available Ottoman documents. However, there is no relation between
Kantemiroglu (Kiiciik Kantemiroglu), the youngest son of Constantin Cantemir,
Prince of Moldavia (1685-1693), and Kantemir Mirza, a Tatar Nogay Prince
(Emir-Zade) from Bucak, who supported the Porte against the rebellion of Mehmed
Giray, Khan of Crimea, and of his brother, Sahin Giray, Kalgay Sultan, that is, the

“heir of the Crimean throne), between 1624-1628. In exchange, Kantemir was
appointed Beylerbeyi of Silistra in 1624%, became very influent in Crimean and
Moldavian affairs and dangerous for Poland. In the end, by order of the powerful
Murad IV, was executed in Istanbul in 1637°, that is, a few decades before Prince

> Mihai Maxim, in Istoria Romanilor, edited by the Romanian Academy, vol. V, Editura
Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 2003, p. 815.

® Nicolae Jorga, Osmanl Imparatorlugu Tarihi (History of the Ottoman Empire), vol. 3
(1538-1640), translation (from the German) by Niliifer Epgeli & Kemal Beydilli,Yeditepe Yayinevi,
Istanbul, 2005, pp. 318-323.
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Dumitrasco’s birth®. Nevertheless, we can not exclude the possibility that the
Cantemirs is a family of Tatar descent. A Tatar converted to Orthodoxism and
Romanized could have been their ancestor, as certain Russian sources, the Prince’s
physiognomy and his own claims (on Cengiz Han’s lineage, treated with derision
by Voltaire) seem to indicate.

Moreover, I found no mentions of Cantemir’s studies at the Imperial (Inner)
Palace School (Mektebi-i Enderun), probably because the Prince did not converted to
Islam, as his predecessor in the field of the Turkish music, the Pole Wojciek
Bobowski (Albertus Bobovius), who became Ali Ufki (d. 1675). That is to say, being
a non-Muslim, the Moldavian Prince couldn’t attend such a school. Nevertheless,
despite having consulted a few tens of registers issued by the Office (Kalem) of the
so called musaherehoran (high ranking officers, and especially their sons, monthly
paid by the Ottoman Treasury), registers in which there were mentions of the sons of
the Crimea Khans and of Ottoman high Officials, I found no record of Kiigiik
Kantemiroglu’s presence amidst the muteferrikas of the High Porte (honorary
officers), monthly subsidised by the Hazine-i Amire (The Imperial Treasury)5 , as it
was the case with some Romanian princes in the sixteenth century®. Nevertheless, the
explanation of this absence can be directly found in Cantemir’s Descriptio
Moldaviae (1716), in which the Prince states that, in the past, princes’sons and
destituted (mazil) princes received a daily stipend from the Imperial Treasury, but
fater it became obsolete. In his words, “Olim, tum filiis Principum tum exauctoratis
Principibus ex Imperatorio Thesauro diurna quinque,aut decem Imperialium
stipendia destinata fuerant,is tamen mos postea in desuetudinem venit”.

However, 1 did discover a very interesting document regarding the
international context that directly influenced the appointment of Dimitrie Cantemir

* A descent of Dimitrie Cantemir from Kantemir-Mirza, asserted without proof by some historians,
was also denied by Giuseppe Cossutto, in his (unpublished) PhD on Kantemir Mirza, prepared under my
supervision in Istanbul and Prof. Biancamaria Scarcia-Amoretti’s supervision in Rome.

5 This Kalem-i miisaherehoran (Chancellery for miisaherehoran) was sub8rdinated to Kalem-i
Ruznamce-i Kiigiik, i.e. Chancellery/Office of Small Ruzndmge (see, for instance, BOA, D.KRZ, dosya
78/gomlek 91, sene 1115/1703-1704;dosya 80/gomlek 8, from 16 Rebiiilevvel 1120/05.06.1708, etc).
There are over 80 dossiers (dosya) D.KRZ that contain information about Dimitrie Cantemir’s presence
in Istanbul intermittently between 1688-1710.

® Mihai Maxim, L’Empire ottoman au Nord du Danube et ’autonomie des Principautés
Roumaines au XVle siécle. Etudes et documents, Les Editions ISIS, Istanbul, 1999, pp. 43, 50-61.

" Demetrii Cantemirii, Principis Moldaviae, Descriptio Antiqui et Hodierni Status Moldaviae/
Dimitrie Cantemir, Principele Moldovei, Descrierea stdrii de odinioard §i de astdazi a Moldovei,
editie critici intocmitd de Dan Sluganschi, Institutul Cultural Roman, Bucuresti, 2006 (later on:
Descriptio Moldaviae, editie criticd), p.188.
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as Prince of Moldavia in a very troubled period, Cantemir being considered a very
reliable person(itimadly) by the Porte from the perspective of the newly declared
Ottoman-Russian war. The document concerns the famous battle of Poltava
between the Swedes led by Charles XII and the Russians of Peter the Great (July 8,
1709), whose well-known result is the defeat of the Swedes and their King’s refuge
in Tighina (Bender), more precisely at Varnitza, from whence he instigated to a
new Ottoman-Russian war. This newly discovered document is, in fact, the
summary of the letter sent by the Prince of Moldavia to Cupérescu (Kupar oglu),
his Kapu Kethiidas: (representative) at the Porte (Bogdan Voyvodasindan Kapu
Kethiidasi olan Kupar ogluna gelen mektubun hulasasidir)®.

The BOA experts dated the letter in the year of the Hegira 1122 (A.D.
1710/1711). Indeed the letter seems to have reached Istanbul around 1122, but after a
long detour: Poltava-Kiev-Jassy-Istanbul. The author of the report, an agent of the
Prince of Moldavia, Nicolae Mavrocordat, begins his account stating that “a decisive
battle between the Moscowers and the Swedes has not taken place yet. The fortress
called Poltava had been besieged before by the Swedes, but it resisted...”, which
proves that the Moldavian agent was already in Poltava at the beginning of the
summer of 1708, when, as we know, the siege took place’. Apart from the technical
Jetails of the report, e.g. the movements of the Tsar’s troops, the Poles and Kazaks’
movements, the report suggests that the Prince of Moldavia had his men
(adamlarimuz) in Kiev (Kiyov, Chiov), who were closely following the unfolding of
the events and informing, via Jassy, the Porte. Thus, it gives new evidence on the
importance of the Romanian Voyvodas’ intelligence supply to Istanbul .

DIMITRIE CANTEMIR’S APPOINTMENT AS PRINCE OF MOLDAVIA

We know from Neculce'' and Silahdar’, both contemporaneous with and
directly involved in the events of the times of Cantemir, that Dumitrasco/

$ BOA, fond A.DVN (Bab-t Asafi.Divan-t Humdyun), i.e. the Office of the Imperial Council,
subordinated to the Grand Vizier, dosya 505, belge (doc.) 84.

® See Mehmet Emin Uner, “Prut Seferi’nde Isve¢ Krali XIL Karl ve Kinm Ham Devlet
Giray’in Rolii” (The Role of the Swedish King Charles X1I and of the Crimean Khan Devlet Giray in
the Prut Campaign), in: derfeyen (“collector”, i.e. editor) Prof.Dr.Kemal Cigek, Baltact Mehmet Pasa-
Sempozyum Bildirileri KaraM, Corum, 2007, pp.73-74.

0See Mihai Maxim, “Obligatiile militare in muncd si de trasport ale Moldovei si Tarii
Romanesti fatd de Poartd in a doua jumitate a veacului XVI”, in: Analele Universitdtii Bucuresti.
Istorie, 28, 1979, pp. 99-109.

Y Letopisetul Tarii Moldovei-Grigore Ureche, Miron Costin, lon Neculce, Ed. “Universul”,
Chisinau, 2006 (later on Letopisetul Téirii Moldovei), p. 372.

12 Silahdar Fidiklill Mehmed ABga, Nusretname, in: Cronici turcesti privind Jdrile Roméne.
Extrase, 11, edit Mihail Guboglu, Editura Academiei, Bucuresti, 1974, p. 517.
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Kantemiroglu’s appointment to the throne of Moldavia is dued to the direct
intervention of the Crimean Khan, through the agency of Ismail Aga, the Khan’s
Kapu Kethiidas: at the Porte, an old friend of the Moldavian Beyzade. A document
issued by the General Accountancy of Istanbul on the Ist of Zilk’ade 1122 (A.D.
December 12, 1710, new style) records the expenditures occasioned by the Khan’s
visit to the Porte, the arrival date being the 11th of Ramazan 1122 (A.D. November
3, 1710, n.st.)"?, that is, fourteen days before Cantemir’s appointment as Prince of
Moldavia on the 3rd of Sevval 1122 (A.D. November 25, 1710, n. st. = 14 Nov.,
old st.)"*. Unfortunately, records regarding the expenditures of the Porte related to the
appointment (fevcih) and the ceremony of investment (zesrif) of the new Prince did
not survive, a misfortune if we compare it with the wealth of records regarding similar
events in the sixteenth and the seventeenth centuries’. Only a few records regarding
the days after the investment were kept, including expenditures for caftans'’, pieces of
harness'” and so on for the new Prince of Moldavia. The record of the reward (ilbés)
of Prince of Moldavia (mir-i Bogdan) with 26 caftans (hil ’ath&)lg, obviously for
D. Cantemir’s boyars (boyaran)'’, faithful companions, was done on 4 Sevval 1122,
i.e. the next day after the Prince’s official nomination (in the Imperial Divan),
including also this very important mention: “in audience with the Emperor” (der
huziir-u hiimdyiin)®™®. The same “scenario” is written by the Ottoman official
historiographer (vak’aniivis) Silahdar’': in a hurry, despite of Bayram (Muslim
religious feast) days, in which the Divan too was on holiday, the Supreme Imperial
Council was convocated in an extraordinary session on Tuesday (Salz), the third day
of Bayram, “an exception granted to a sinful giaour”; Cantemir was given the insignia
(hiikiimet alametleri), that is, the symbols of delegation of power by the Sultan, namely

¥ BOA, fond D.BSM(Bab-i Defteri. Bagmuhasebe), dosya7681, vesika 61.

" Demetrii Principis Cantemirii Incrementorum et Decrementorum Aulae Othman(n)icae...
Libri Tres, praefatus est Virgil Cindea, critice editit Dan Slusanschi, Editura Amarcord, Timisoara,
2001, p. 289; AN. Kurat, Prut Seferi ve Barisi (The Prut Campaign and Peace), vol. 1, Ed. TTK,
Ankara, 1951, p. 179. .

15 Mihai Maxim, L’Empire ottoman au Nord du Danube, pp. 159-168; idem, Romano-Ottomanica.
Essays & Documents from the Turkish Archives, The ISIS Press, Istanbul, 2001, pp. 80-84, 107-111,
114-116, 125-127, 131-134, 155-1061.

1 BOA, fond Kamil Kepeci(KK), Tesrifat Defteri (Register of Protocol), no. 687, p. 4.

7 BOA, Kamil Kepeci, Ruzndmce Defteri, no. 2032, p. 197 (the amount of thesc expenses
was of 789 gurus-u esedi, i.e. Holland thalers, or 126.240 akge/aspers).

'8 Cantemir himself mentions in Descriptic Moldaviae that on the occasion of the Prince’s
appointment 27 caftans (fogas) were distributed to his boyars (ipsius Baronibus)(Descriptio Moldaviae,
editie critica, p. 154).

19 See also BOA, D. BSM, defter no. 1163, p. 11(caftans for boyaran-1 Mir-i Bogdan).

0 See supra footnote 16.

' In Cronici turcegti, 11, p. 517.
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an giskiif (knitted cap with a tassel worn by the officers of Janissaries), a beautiful horse
(esb-i miikemmel), with a sword (simsir) at the left of the saddle and an iron war -mace
(bozdogan, topuz) at the right, apart from robes of honor**;” and then (the next day?),
Silahdar continues, at Arz Odas: (the Sultan’s Audience Hall), the newly appointed
Prince, has kissed the hand of the Padishah (the ceremony of dest-biis).

I haven’t found yet the berat (diploma) of the appointment to the throne of
Dimitrie Cantemir, which, we learn from similar situations, was issued by the Imperial
Divan (Divan-1 Humdayun) two or three months after the order of appointment (emr-i
serif) of the Sultan. These documents were registered with the Office of Mines (Maden
Kalemi), but the records of those years have not been located yet (I shall remind the
fact that only the third part of the BOA documents have been so far catalogued;
consequently, the other two thirds might offer many surprises). Instead, I found the
berar of Stefan Cantacuzino, appointed Prince of Wallachia (1714-1716), with the
presentation of all bureaucratic procedures: the Sultan’s decision (emr-i serif) on
3 Rebiiilevvel 1126/19.03.1714, n. st. (or 08.03.1714, old st.), when Constantin
Brancoveanu was still in power; the berat, issued by the Divan-1 Hiimadyin
approximately 3 months later, that is on gurre-i Cemaziiilahir1126/14.06.1714, n. st.;
the record (kayir) of the berat at the Maden Kalemi®.

DIMITRIE CANTEMIR AS PRINCE OF MOLDAVIA AND HIS OBLIGATIONS TO
THE PORTE

According to the informations offered by Neculce®, but also by the Turkish
sources, until Petru I’s arrival to Jassy, Cantemir had tried to maintain the official
relations with Istanbul, to fulfil his obligations to the Porte, even to begin, upon
receiving the approval of the Porte, the negotiations with the Russians™. To give
one example, Moldavia contributed to the repair or supplying of the Tighina
(Bender) fortresse™, the form of contribution being the ocaklik system, that is the
deduction from the tribute (harac, ciziye) of these expenses, in other words, a
transfer of financial resources (havale).

One of the most important discoveries made during this research in the
Istanbul archives was that of two registers issued by The Office of Mines,
recording the tribute(harac, ciziye) of Moldavia between the years of the Hegira

22 ¢f. Mihai Maxim,Romano-Ottomanica, Part 11, Tegsrifat (Protocol).

3 BOA, C. MTZ (Cevdet. Eydlet-i Miimtdze/ Privileged Provinces), no. 12/569.
24 Leropisetul Tarii Moldovei, p. 374-381.

% AN. Kurat, op. cit., 1, p. 331.

* Letopisetul Jérii Moldovei, p. 374.
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1114-1174 (A.D. 1703-1761)" and the tribute of Wallachia between the years of
the Hegira 1097-1183 (A.D. 1686-1771)*. These novel sources suggest that even
at the height of the Phanariot era, that is, the Ottoman system’s decline, the
bookkeeping of the tribute had been still rigorously done and that the nominal
amount of the tribute of Moldavia had remained the same for more than half of a
century. Taking into consideration the devaluation of the Otoman currency, which
was mainly used for the payment of the tribute, we witness in fact the diminution
of the real amount of this tax. During Cantemir’s time, including the financial year
1710-1711, year in which the cultivated prince reigned, the Moldavian tribute
amount was of 65454 gurus (piasters)”, an amount (mentioned also by Cantemir
himself in Descriptio Moldaviae, 1716: 65000 Imperial thalers®’) that confirms the
precedent results of my own research’. It is worth specifying the the tribute of
Wallachia was more than double, Brancoveanu himself, exactly on the days in which
Cantemir was appointed Prince, that is on 4 Ramazan 1122/27.10.1710, n. st., was
paying his entire tribute of 141 718 gurus, at Bender (Tighina)**, in order to prevent
the Porte grow suspicious about his relationships to the Russians and Austrians. A
document issued by the General Accountancy Office (D.BSM) during the month of
Zilhicce 1122 (A.D. January 21-February 18, 1711,n.st.), that is, exactly during the
time in which Dimitrie Cantemir was reigning in Jassy, mentions the delivery of a
quantity of 10 000 vukiye, i.e.okka (12, 83 tons) of honey (asel)>.

CANTEMIR AFTER STANILESTI (JULY 23, 1711).
THE DETHRONING AND SEIZURE OF PROPERTIES BY THE PORTE
(THE MUSADERE PROCEDURE)

At the end of the Prut Campaign — about which there is a huge documentary
evidence in the Turkish archives and a rich body of literature® —, the Moldavian

*” BOA, D. MMK.BGN, no. 23. 247.

* BOA, D. MMK.EFK, no. 23. 377.

» BOA, D. MMK.BGN, no. 23. 247, p. 33: “cizye-i gebran-i vildyet-i Bogdan vacib an gurre-i
(Ramaza)n sene 1122 ild gdye-i Saban sene 1123; fi'l asl-1 mal fi sene gurus 654547, i.e. “the tribute
of the infidels of the vilayet of Moldavia dued from the first day of Ramazan of the year1122
(24.10.1710, n.st. — M.M.) untill the final day of Saban of the year 1123 (13.10.1711, n. st. - M.M.)".

® Descriptio Moldaviae, editie critica, p. 264.

3! Mihai Maxim, “Haraciul moldovenesc in opera lui D.Cantemir”, in Analele Universitdii
Bucuregti. Filosofie. Istorie. Drept, 22, Bucuresti, 1974, pp. 69-78.

2 BOA, D.BSM, dosya 7682/vesika 23.

33 BOA, D.BSM, dosya 1651/vesika 13.

* A source known since 1938, but published only recently, namely the “Memoirs” of a
secretary (kdrib) of Janissaries, Hasan, does mention the participation of “hain Kantemiroglu” to the
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Prince was not handed over to the victorious Ottomans by Petru 1, and the Grand
Vizier Baltact Mehmed Pasha did not dwell on the matter. The Porte was going again
to appoint Nikolay Mavrocordatos as Prince, instead of Cantemir. But before that,
Toan (Yani) Mavrocordatos, the Drogman (official chief translator) of the Imperial
Divan, was appointed as Kaymakam (deputy) Voyvoda and, in the first days after
Stanilesti, after Prince Cantemir left his capital, Jassy, on 16/27 July 1711, the boyard
Lupul Costache was appointed as “deputy of the Prince of Moldavia” (Bogdan
Voyvodast Vekili). In accordance with an order of the Sultan given on the 21st of
Cemazitilahir 1129 (A.D. August 6, 1711), the latter had to prepair and send to
Bender, where Charles XII was momentarly located, 100 carts and two pairs of
horses for each of them and 300 soldiers (neferan)®. Wallachia had to contribute
with 250 carts and 500 soldiers®®. These preparations were demanded for the
departure of the Swedish King, who was going to pass through Walachia and
Transilvania on his way back to his country. The Vizier Hasan Pasha, Beylerbeyi of
Rumelia, was designated to be the commander of this real expedition®’.

However, the most numerous and interesting documents regarding Dimitrie
Cantemir found at BOA reports on the seizure of the former Prince’s properties.
After the Stanilesti defection, the Islamic punishment miisddere®® was applied in
Cantemir’s case, a procedure consisting in the seizure of estates of those accused of
betraying the interests of Islam. Nevertheless, these documents prove that
Cantemir, who had been so popular in Istanbul before his appointment as Prince of
Moldavia, was somehow protected. Unlike the official chronicler Rasid®, the
documents of the Porte do not describe him as traitor (hain), but record the fact that
the former Prince run away (firar kerde, firar sud). The documents write down
several amounts of money collected from either the confiscation of the goods
(esya) left in Istanbul or the selling of the villa (yali) in Ortakdy, where it is known
that Cantemir lived most of the time he spent in Istanbul — he did not have the
necessary time to live in the palace he built for himself in Fener, a palace that he
equipped with paitings and a wonderful library and that would initially be in

siege and the conquest of the fortress of Braila, as commander in chief (1), during this campaign, and
his barbarian conduct against local population (!) (see Prut Seferi’ni beyanumdir.Yeniceri Katibi
Hasanhazirlayan Hakan Yildiz, Tiirkiye Is Bankas: Kiiltiir Yayinlar, Istanbul, 2008, pp. 28-29), a
totally unfounded gossip and a calumny spread perhaps by the Janissaries officers, whose knitted cap
with tassel, called éskiif (kuka), was worn also by Cantemir, as Bogdan Begi.

35 BOA, D.BSM, dosya 7683/ vesika 73.

¢ BOA, D.BSM, dosya 7681/vesika 110.

3" BOA, D.BSM, dosya 7683/vesika 75.

* On miisddere, see Mihai Maxim, Romano-Ottomanica, pp. 173-197 and for bibliography
footnote 1, p. 194.

¥ Tarih-i Ragid,in: Cronici turcegti privind [drile Romane.Extrase, 111, volum intocmit de
Mustafa A. Mehmet, Editura Academiei, Bucuresti, 1980, pp. 216-217.
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possesion of Ioan Mavrocordat. These amounts totalled up the modest amount of
20000 gurus (19 999,5 gurus, to be more precisely)*’, while from the former Prince
Constantin Brancoveanu a fortune of 818 579 gurus* was officially confiscated, a
few years later. Could we explain this modest amount through the existence of a
rebellion plan against the Porte, Dumitrasko Voyvoda placing thus in safety his
fortune before leaving Istanbul for his Moldavian throne? Or taking into accout the
informations offered by Neculce® and Rasid* we have to simply admit that the
former Princes of Moldavia Constantin, Antioh and Dimitrie Cantemir were almost
broke. There is evidence to support this second affirmation. To give an example,
after his younger brother’s desertion in Russia, Antioh (also known as Ando,
Andiyo or Antohi) was accused of having relations to the traitor Brancoveanu and
of borrowing money from him or appropriating a part of his gold. Consequently,
Antioh Cantemir had to walk on the rope, so to say, and engaged in different
financial manoeuvres in order to save his villa in Kurugesme, being even
imprisoned for three months in the debtors’ prison*, he, a brother and son of a
Prince, he himself ascending twice the throne of Moldavia. As an aside, we can add
that the palace in Fener was partially restored, hosting, since June 25, 2007 the
Dimitrie Cantemir Museum, despite the fact that there are no written documents
regarding its fate after Cantemir’s desertion. In contrast, the wooden palace in
Ortakoy*®, which felt into an imperial princess’s hands, about which there are
written mentions, was completely destroyed in a big fire, one of those frequently
occuring in the Ottoman capital, ravaging its wooden contructions, leaving no
trace, even its location being today impossible to identify.

CANTEMIR IN THE TURKISH CULTURAL HISTORY

On the 18th of October 2001, during an international symposium dedicated to
Nicolae Iorga by the Romanian Cultural Institute in Istanbul, the famous Professor

“ BOA, KK (Kémil Kepeci), n0.2034 (Ruzndmge Defteri), pp. 24, 24bis, 25 (two documents);
KK no.2239 (Ruzndmge Defteri), pp. 22, 30; KK no.2166 (Ruzndmge Defteri), pp. 108, 109, 111.

1 See supra footnote 38.

2 Letopisetul Tdrii Moldovei, pp. 326, 346, 380.

1In: Cronici turcegti, 111, p. 217.

4 Mihai Maxim, Romano-Ottomanica, p. 191; idem, “Brancoveanu si Cantemirestii. Documente
noi din arhivele turcesti”, in Arta istoriei, istoria artei. Academicianul Rdzvan Theodorescu la 65 de
ani, Bditura Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 2004, pp. 125-138.

4 TKSMA/E-11 290, published 35 years ago by Tahsin Gemil: “Stiri noi din arhivele turcesti
privitoare la Dimitrie Cantemir”, Anuarul Institutului de Istorie i Arheologie A.D. Xenopol-lagi, asi,
1973; for new findings, at BOA, see supra note 40.
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Halil Inalcik, “the dean of the global Turkish studies”, stated that “the first to
open a window toward the West for the Turkish culture was a Romanian, theenlightened
Prince Dimitrie Cantemir.” It is fitting that this statement, uttered by a first rate
scientific authority such as Professor Inalcik, to be studied thoroughly, to be
detailed, to be demonstrated. Recently, on the 12" of July 2008, during the
International Symposium on Ottoman Studies in South-East Europe, held by
IRCICA in Istanbul, Professor Inalcik did repeat the aforementioned statement,
adding this time that “the Cantemir’s palace of Ortakdy became a place of debating
the causes of the Ottoman decline and of ideas concerning the westernization
(batililasma fikirleri), by the agency of his disciple (onun égrencisi) Rami Mehmed
Pasha, who signed the Treaty of Karlowitz and later on (1703) became the Grand
Vizier of Ahmed III**,

As for me, being myself concerned with this matter”’, T could establish,
especially in the light of the Cantemir’s Notes from his History of the Ottoman
Empire, a line that leads to Nevsehirli Damat Ibrahim Pasa, Great Vizir between
1718-1730, who, with the support of Ahmed I (1703-1730), officially opened an
window towards the West. This line starts from Dimitrie Cantemir and then
continues, further on, with Rami Mehmed Pasha (d. 1707), both of them being the
disciples of Nefioglu, the Coran teacher of the Romanian Prince and a great
intelectual authority in Istanbul of this time. On the other hand, it can not be a pure
coincidence the fact that Cantemir presented his famous treatise (edvar) on Turkish
music to Sultan Ahmed III in 1703, exactly at the time when Rami Mehmed Pasha
became Grand Vizier. As for Ahmed III, he became the protector of the new era of
openings towards the West, the so called Lale Devri (the Tulip Era), 1718-1730%,
inaugurated by Nevsehirli Ibrahim Pasha, Grand Vizier and son-in-law of the
Sultan. Cantemir’s treatise on music, famous for its original system of musical
notation that was going to save an important number of Turkish melodies and for
Cantemir’s own compositions, surpassed thus Ali Ufki’s precvious contribution
and represented itself a western style innovation in the cultural Ottoman life. Last,
but not least, the palace of Ortakoy, with its western style garden, beverings (wine,
etc.) and especially with its western guests (diplomats and intelectuals), became a

% See also Prof. Halil Inalcik’s Foreword to Dimitrie Cantemir, Historian of South East
European and Oriental Civilizations, Al. Dutu & Paul Cerovodeanu (eds), AIESEE, Bucharest, 1973.

“ Mihai Maxim, “Kantemiroglu (Dimitrie Cantemir)” in: Tiirkiye Diyanet Vakfi Islam
Ansiklopedisi, ¢. 24, Istanbul, 2001, pp.320-322; idem, “Dimitrie Cantemir (1673-1723)” in:
C. Kafadar, H. Karateke, C. Fleischer (eds.), Historians of the Ottoman Empire/Osmanl: Tarihgileri,
Harvard Univ. Press, 2006 (www.ottomanhistorians.com).

8 See Fuat Andig ve Siiphan Andig, Batiya Agilan Pencere. Lale Devri (An window open to
the West), EREN. Istanbul, 2006.
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place of inter-cultural and even inter-religious dialogue between East and West*.
This dialogue was to be found again in Cantemir’s Works, e.g. Incrementa atgue
Decrementa Aulae Othomannicae (especially in its notes), 1716, and Sistima religii
mugamedanskia, 1722.

This role of Dimitrie Cantemir as an opener of the path to the West for the
Turkish music™ and culture, in its totality, must be acknowledged as an important
research theme by the historians of culture, a theme that will undoubtedly
consolidate the glory of the Romanian Prince’s spiritual personality.

A failed politician, a durable historian, especially thanks to the notes of his
History of the Ottoman Empire, but perishable, as any author of interpretable
history, Dimitrie Cantemir will nevertheless remain in the cultural history, both
Romanian and Turkish and, consequently, in the universal cultural history.

* Suraiya Faroqhi,Osmanli Kiiltiirii ve Giindelik Yagam, transl. from German Kunst und
Alltagsleben im Osmanischen Reich by Elif Kihg, Tarih Vakfi, EREN, Istanbul, 2005, p. 297.

%% See, for instance, Fugenia Popescu-Judetz, Prince Dimitrie Cantemir Theorist and Composer of
Turkish Music, Pan, Istanbul, 1999.



