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MOTIVATION 

State predation has been considered 

as the main obstacle to early modern 

growth of ‘absolutist’ states. More 

recently, however, some argued that 

the problem was fragmented power 

not predation. The interaction 

between the two remains unclear. 

 What was the political economic equation 

leading to coexistence of fragmented non-

absolute power and insecure property rights? 

 What explains a shift to more secure 

property rights in the absence of 

representative institutions?  

MÜSADERE? 

Confiscation of elite property after normal 

death or as an discretionary punishment.  

In the long-18th century, müsadere 

targeted mainly the local elites (tax 

entrepreneurs) became more frequent and 

sophisticated in terms of methods of 

implementation.  

THE MICRONARRATIVE: OR THE 

ACTUAL PROCESSES OF 

CONFISCATION  

 

 

 

 

METHOD: ANALYTIC NARRATIVES (Bates et al. 1998) 

 AN seeks to explain historical puzzles by formal lines of reasoning. The puzzles 

here are the persistence and abolition of müsadere. Unlike Bates et al., this research 

sets up two levels of narratives (micro and macro) and explains them by game 

theory and qualitative sources from the Ottoman archives.  

Players: The Ruler and the Elite. 

Moves: 

R: (1) Sending a confiscator or not, (2) fighting or retreating/accepting or rejecting the family’s offer  

E: Consents to confiscation, threats to fight, bribes to the confiscator and negotiates with the R on a certain 

amount of inheritance tax  

Formalising the micronarrative by reducing it to a two-players game: 

THE MACRONARRATIVE: OR THE PERSISTENCE AND ABOLITION OF MUSADERE 

 

 

 

Persistence 

(1) Path Dependence  

(2) Coordination Failures 

(3) Pragmatic decision-making 

Abolition 

(1) Redefine müsadere as a primarily politically-driven phenomenon  

(2) It was the ruler’s only efficient way of controlling his share of 

taxes (See the pie) 

(3) What set the ground for the abolition was reconsolidation of cen-

tral power in the 1820s, which eliminated the need for confisca-

tion (See the graph)  

CONCLUSION 

The confiscation game has different outcomes when we re-model it with political motivations. Müsadere persisted but under the constraints imposed by 

the victims. Given the political set-up, coordination for change was not possible. Abolition came only after confiscation was not needed anymore.  

REFERENCES 

Robert H. Bates et al., Analytic Narratives (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1998), Douglass C. North and Barry Weingast, "Constitutions and Commitment: The Evolution of Instutitional Governing Public 
Choice in Seventeenth Century England," Journal of Economic History 49, no. 4 (1989), Eliana Balla and Noel D. Johnson, "Fiscal Crisis and Institutional Change in the Ottoman Empire and France," Journal of 
Economic History 69, no. 3 (2009), Şevket Pamuk and K. Kıvanç Karaman, "Ottoman State Finances in European Perspective, 1500–1914," Journal of Economic History 70, no. 3 (2010) , Mehmet Genç, Osmanlı 
İmparatorluğunda Devlet Ve Ekonomi, 6 ed. (İstanbul: Ötüken Yayınevi, 2003). 

THE CONFISCATION GAME 

 

 

 


