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ABSTRACT 

Architectural Patronage of Women In Early Ottoman Era (1299-1512) 

by 

Ay~e <;Ikla 

This study investigates archtectural patronage of women through internal 

dynamics of the dynastic Ottoman household and sultans' political agendas 

throughout different phases of the empire -principality, transition period, centralized 

and consolidated state-between the years of 1299-1512. It focuses on how these 

changes influenced almost every aspect of royal women as well as non-royal 

women's architectural patronage. It covers patronage practices of women not only 

through the construction of the buildings but also by maintaining these institutions. 

Particularly it puts emphasis on how geographical location of their architectural 

attempts overall the Ottoman lands as well as within the towns highlighted their 

prommence. 
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QZET 

Osmanh Devleti'nde Erken Donemde Kadmlann 

Mimari Alandaki Patronlugu (1299-1512) 

Ay~e C;lkla 

Bu yah~ma kadmlann mimari patronlugunu 1299-1512 yllian arasmda hem Osmanh 

hanedanhgi iyindeki degi~en dinamikler hem de sultanlann genel olarak izledikleri 

degi~en siyaset dogrultusunda incelemektedir. Bu yah~ma bu etkenlerin hem 

Osmanh soyundan gelen hem de diger kadmlann mimari patronlugunun hemen 

hemen her alanma nasll yansldlgml vurgulamaktadu. Sadece bu binalann yaplh~l 

esnasmda degil, kurumsal olarak devaml a~amasmdaki mimari patronluklanm da 

sergiler. Ozellikle kadmlann yaptlklan binalann cografi olarak da Osmanh 

topraklannda daglhmmm ve kent iylerindeki yerlerinin onlan nasil one ylkarttlgi 

vurgulanmaktadu. 
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INTRODUCTION 

·Women's architectural patronage in the early Ottoman era had L.'1terlocking 

characteristics that were similar to general development of patronage relations in this 

age. Changing balances in Ottoman economic, social and political circles highlighted 

the prominence of some families in addition to royal family'S patronage practices. 

In earlier decades of the Ottoman state, architectural patronage of women 

was restricted to the royal family. Starting with the end of the interregnum period, 

non-royal families began to participate in architectural attempts. Thus, side by side 

with the royal family, women that came from different social groups endowed 

buildings and supported some others. 

The aim of this thesis is to investigate women's interlocking patronage 

between the years 1299-1512. As a result of changing economic, social and political 

balances, patronage relations were maintained within particular groups. The main 

question I pose here is whether women come from these particular families at the 

time of different sultans. Changing dynamics of the Ottoman household led to the 

emergence of some individuals or groups whereas some figures (mother of a sultan) 

maintained thei! prominence without losing any power in early Ottoman era. 

Moreover relations of women with men became influential on characteristics of 

women's architectural patronage. Women's preferences and possibilities offered to 

them shaped their patronage practices. 

In the present study patronage practices of women were dealt with through 

location and maintenance of these buildings as urban networks rather than 

architectural features of these buildings. Location of buildings not only among the 

towns but also within the towns became influential in comprehension of women's 
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architectural practices. In placing women's buildings in a toWll, some buildings could 

not be located dlie to lack of secondary sources that include irTIOflnation abo lIt them 

and of these buildings' founders' trust deeds (wakfiyyas). 

The main group of primary sources is composed of women's trust deeds 

(waqfiyyas). These documents which were registered for each patron or patroness 

hlcluded issues on architectural works, sUpportiiig properties and the progress that 

these institutions had to make: the obligations of the staff such as daily duties, the 

expenses and beneficiaries. One could have 1lformation not only on the material 

structure of these public works but also on various aspects of them as institutions. 

However, it is not possible to find the trust deeds of every patroness, 

especially those of non-royal women. IdentifYing non-royal women was sometimes 

very diffllcult or impossible due to lack of knowledge about these women's families 

(husbands or fathers with whom they were mostly defined). These women also listed 

in the tables attached to appendix but they were 11tegrated to the main arguments of 

this study to a lesser extent. In fact, many buildings that were known by a female 

name were included in this thesis, though one could not know whether they were 

founded by these women or just in honour of them. Lack of trust deeds for each 

building requires use of secondary sources about families of these founders and 

published documents as well. 

A published document titled Istanbul Vakiflarz Tahrir Defteri (J 546) 

Tarihli, edited by Orner Lutfi Barkan and Ekrem Hakkl Ayverdi gives detailed 

information about buildings of a few patronesses whose trust deeds could not be 

found. This document provides data about type, location, expenses, beneficiaries of 

buildings as well as supporting properties. However, expenses and supporting 
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• ~ 1 • ., 1d . b h d" k 1 • l' propertIes ot tflese illstltutIons WOUl have een CI ange ill tIme uecause tms tannr 

drdier was registered so many years after their construction. 

Furthermore, letters, most of which were published by Uluyayl in Topkapl 

Saray Ar~ivi (Istanbul) were used in this thesis. These letters are important for the 

comprehension ofrayal women's relations to the sultan. 

Also only a few arc.bjval documents, Ariza, Huccet, and Hzlkm founded in 

BaSbakanhk Ar~ivi (Istanbul) offered information about the existence of other public 

works of a few patronesses. (Although many such documents were accessible in later 

centuries, they were not included since they were out of the scope of this study.) 

Another group of primary sources was composed of traveller accounts and 

contemporary nfu"Tative sources. 

Secondary sources of this study could be mentioned under three groups. The 

fIrst group included studies that were concerned with patronage and women. The 

most prominent of them put Ottoman women and patronage relations in correlation 

to each other. The fIrst scholar, LucienneThys-Senocak's article, titled The Yeni 

Valide Complex, at Eminonu deals with patronage of royal women through building 

of this complex. In that respect, she displays their power and wealth during 

construction of this complex among social, political and economic happenings and 

changes. 

Another study that belongs to the fIrst group is an article written by Tiilay 

Artan. 2She presents changes in Ottoman patronage on the Via Egnet~ one of the 

main cOlmnercial roads in the BaL.lcans. She concentrated on women's patronage 

through evaluations concerning general patronage relations in the Balkans. 

1 ~v1.Cagatay ulu r;aY."tlfarenulen J.vJektuplar (Istanbul: Istanbul "'/akit iv1atbaa81, 1956 ) 

2 Tiilay Artan. "Periods and Problems of Ottoman (Women's) Patronage on the Via Egnetia"In The 
Via Egnetia under Ottoman Rule 1380-1699, ed. by Elizabeth Zachariadou, (Bethymnon:Crete 
University Press, 1996) 
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Peirce has published the study known as The Imperial Harem; Wornen and 

Sovereignty in the Otoman Empire that constituted the backbone of my research with 

its various aspects. She emphasized how structure and internal dynamics of Ottoman 

dynastic household changed over the centuries by focusing on its female members. 

The second group could be identified as studies that focused on 

architectural and decorative features of these buildings. Particularly, Ekrem Hak.\:] 

Ay-verdi's, OSlnanly l.;fimarisinde F atih Dew'i: 1451-1481, Osmanlz 1i1imarisinde 

(elebi ve IlSultan Murat Devri ,Osmanlz lvfimarisinin jlk Devri, Avrupa'da Osmanlz 

1'vfirnari Eserleri;Bulgaristan, Yunanistan, Arnavudluk have been essential to the 

construction of this thesis. Furthermore, Godfi'ey Goodwin's A HistOlY of Ottoman 

Architecture, Aptullah Kuran's The l"lvIosque in Early Ottornan Architecture and 

Oktay Aslanapa's Edirne 'de Osmanlz Devri Abideleri have also been crucial for the 

fOn1mtion of patronesses' list and in understanding of buildings' sizes. This list of 

patronesses, prepared by using these sources and primary sourcesare enlisted in the 

appendix. 

The third group of sources were studies concerned with the wakf 

system. The prominent ones essential to my investigation are Amy Singer's Ottornan 

Beneficience; An Imperial Kitchen in Jerusalem, Richard Van Leeuwen's Waif and 

Urban Structure, Tayyib G6kbilgin's TV. ve Tv] ASlrlarda Edirne ve Pa:ja 

Livasmdaki Has-lvIukataa and lvIii/k ve Vaku1ar. Amy Singer puts the founding years 

ofHaseki Sultan ImMet in Jerusalem and the conditions that formed this process into 

the center of her research. And she examines such a beneficious attempt among 

economic constraints, changing social realities, political desires and religious 

motivations. A complimentary objective that suppOlis such a study is the 

comprehension of improvements, changes in its maintenance. 
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The second study that be10ngs to this group is Leeuwen's study. It 

investigates how the wa..1cf system shapes the urban structure among historical - - ~ 

developments by focusing on various aspects of the wakf system such as legal 

definition ofwakfinstitution and competitors striving to control their immaterial and 

material benefits. 

Lastly, G6kbilgin's study, based on the defmition of eminent people's 

endowments rather than on research focuses on the processes of the wakf system. 

His study includes land properties that were endowed for institutions of many 

wealthy and beneficious people including women. 

The lack of studies focusing on architectural patronage of women in early 

Ottoman era is pretty obvious. Peirce's study as the backbone of my study places the 

patronage of women within the Ottoman dynastic household, so it is interested in 

only royal women. However, the present study presents architectural patronage of 

not only royal women but also non-royal women within the dynamics of the dynastic 

Ottoman household and the changes in the structure of the Ottoman society. 

Moreover, this study focused mainly on architectural patronage of women by 

. eX8.Jllining the corrrelations with general patronage relations in this age. 

Many other writers had studies that describe architectural and decorative 

features of these buildings whereas the present study expresses material 

manifestation of power through architectural features of buildings as well as their 

location mostly within the towns -Bursa, Edirne, the provinces and the capital city, 

Istanbul (to a lesser degree). Furthermore, it focused on how and where these 

buildings and supporting properties offered benefits to beneficiaries from different 

segments of the society. 



The flrst chapter of this study introduces the characteristics of architectural 

patronage of women from the beginning of Ottomans as a principality to centralized 

state(1299-1451). It emphasizes patronage of only royal women in the early 

beginning of Ottoman state and extensive architectural patronage of non-royal 

women after the interregnum at a fJIst time. 

The second chapter examines interlocking patronage of women within 

general patronage relations of Mehmed II's reign. It questions modest public works 

of women in contrast to their sizeable income which could cover needs of buildings 

in larger size. It also tackles with maintenance of some simple mosques and sufi 

convents. 

6 

Chapter III concentrates on rise of a new group of royal women; mothers of 

princes at the time ofBayezid II. It discusses particularly urban networks of princes' 

mothers and mother of Bayezid II around Amasya. Moreover it focuses on lesser 

patronage practices of princesses and of non-royal patronesses neither from ulema 

nor from umera. This is followed by a brief discussion of other charities and pious 

works of women during the reign of this sultan. 
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AJ{CHlli1~CTlJKAL PA3KONAL-E 011 O'l'TOlVlAJ.;j 'NOlvIEN: 

I1~ TIlE YEARS BET~VEEN 1300-1451 

This chapter is an examination of architectural patronage of women 

1, ,., .... .--.. f'l.f'I. ... A'- 1. f" . "I '. l"' 1". .. 1 • " , .' oeIween me years UUU-14:J 1 Hom me pomI OI processes or matenal mamresranon 

of structure of power. Patronage was a process rather than a formal institution. In this 

process, different layers of society as well as the sultan and the patron or the 

patroness interacted with each other. Also these relations took place in various 

historical circumstances across changing events.3 Therefore, in analyzing long tern1 

patterns of exchange between these individuals or groups, changhlg thlie Inight affect 

their relations in different ways. Changing relations of these different groups or 

individuals to the sultan designated their role in public space. Public buildings 

f" ....l 1"1 .1 n , • ,.. ,1' '1, ". J.. IOUnueG oy mem were a TeIiecnon or merr reiatlons to a greaI exrem. 

The principal argument of this chapter is the discernible shifts of power in 

the process fi'om frontier priIlcipality to a transition period that facilitated the 

formation of a centralized state (1300-1451) with the architectural patronage of 

0.-' 1'"'T'1' 1 . .... . .' (' .1 1 vrroman women. 1 ne major cnange was a Hagmemanon or power among Ine rOYal 

",lOIDen alid norlfoyal vvarnen with the interregnum period. TtJis change in relations of 

power holders wight be perceived in arcrrltectural featureS ,type, location of 

foundations as well as in beneficiaries and servants of the institutions. However, 

permanent conditions followed these changes as a result of the central role of royal 

women within the Ottoman dynastic regime. 

In early OttOIT.taIl era, architectural patronage ofwoillen was not a 

homogenous type of patronage; essentially the appearfulce of a new sultan could 

3 Catheiine F.PatteisOTI::[Jrhan Patronage in F.a.rly lv[()dei-ti l-Sngland, (Calih')rnia~ StanfOid:Stanfoid 
Uriversity Press 'J 1999),p_195. 



represent the rise of interests of new social and political groups and might be taken as 

a reason for change and innovation. Although jurisdiction ofkadi and sharia were 

influential in family and public endowments, the sultan could inlervene to serve 

general interests supporting his land policy.4 On that point, lnalclk writes; "The 

sultan was the state itself". 5 

T ,1 " 1 1 , .. • 1 "11 1 .. 1" 1 In lile years menuoneG aooVe, IWO mall penous WUl Oe eXamilleG ill eariY 

Ottoman men's arctJtectural patronage as a reflection of their relations with various 

.. 1 1·' 1 .1 1. A 0 .1 ", ~ 1 • 11 SOCial or reuglOus groups WlU Iile suuan. Arrer Iile llwrregnum penoa, eSpeCiallY 

duritlg the reign of Murad II, patronesses who were out of dynastic household had a 

douDnant role in their public works- though it was not clear whether these buildings 

were fOUi'1ded by them or just in their honor in contrast to the period between the 

years 1300-1403 duritlg whlc11, patronesses of only Ottoman households Were on the 

public stage. However, between the years 1413-1451 also patronesses fi'om some 

lililitary' dlld ulenla families held lands under their control. Ttrts evident contrast in 

family origit"lS of patronesses between theSe two periods was interesting. As it was a 

general tendency hI a dynastic regitue as in the Ottoman dynastic polity, only women 

fi'orn the ruling family or closely connected with it had the wealth, status and prestige 

as prorrtinent figures in public space. 

Several of early Ottoman sultans, with their centralizing bureaucrats made 

I 

• " 1, '. 1 ., 1 1 1 • " _" _L. ~ • ~ some attempts In oroer IV remIIoaUCe SlaW iano ownersmp agaillsI 11gllIs 01 pnvate 

ownership of land as pious endowments. During the reign of Murad I and Bayezid I, 

these attelllpts gave way to crises between these power holders onlw'1d wid the state. 

4 ~v1iiiam TToextei ~'TT11q'.lq Allah and TTucp..lq Al-Tbad A.s Reflected Tn The VlaqfTnstitution" 
.Jeru.salenl Studies Tn. Arahic and Is]a11'z(.15;AO 19,1995:154 
5 TTaiil lnalcik. The Ottofilan Jr;;nlpire,~Conqllest1 Orgctnization. ctJ'i.d l?cononiJJ ----Collected 
Studies(London: VarloiliIn Reprints, 1978), p.113 
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With the collapse of 'fIrst bureaucratic centralist empire it"! 1402, these powerful 

families acquired their power on land during the interregnum period. 6 

It seems that Murad II recognized that the state was not ready for that kind 

of centralizing policies which could pave the way for crises. Therefore, he did "not 

attempt to diminish the military and ulema control on the land by converting private 

lands into state lands. As a conclusion of these developments, during the reign of 

Murad II, a number of patronesses who came from military, ulema-dervish families 

had a dominant role in architectural patronage rather than royal women. It was noted 

that some of the early wakf creators had the title of gazi and most of them were dated 

from the time of Murad II. These groups were rather powerful in those days, so he 

did not provoke them by converting their endowed lands into tunar lands. 7 It could 

be pointed out that wealth and prestige of these patronesses was concomitant to 

power of their families. Maybe architectural patronage of these women should be 

conceived as a sub-section of military and ulema-dervish families' patronage rather 

than as individual patronage. 

Patronesses in those years were not composed of women that undertook 

construction of some buildings on their own. Among early Ottoman patronesses, one 

could come across some women in honor of whom some public works were founded 

such as an imaret known as Niliifer Khatun Imaret dedicated by her son -Murat 1. 

Furthermore, many buildings known with the name of a daughter or wife of someone 

from military, ulema-dervish families do not have any inscription or wakf document 

that makes clear founders of these constructions. Therefore, these might be 

constructed in their honor or by themselves. Ifthe former was valid for some of 

6 I Ialil 1ialClk,DoocJd Qllatert( edsa ),An EcOn0i11ic and Social History of the Oltoi/tan Enlpire; 1300-
1914, (Caillbridge University Press;1994),p.130 
7 "'/asSllis,Demetriades" Vaklfs along the "'/la Egnetia"in The VIa Egnetia Under Otoinan l?ule; 1380-
1699,ed. by Elizabeth Zachariadou,(Rethymnon;Crete University Press, 1996),p.86 
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them, to perceive them as a sub-section of these families' patronage becomes 

indispensable. 

Architectural patronage of women in chronological order might be focused 

within the material manifestation of structure of power such as types and 

architectural features of these public works as well as their location and various 

properties endowed for their maintenance. However, these aspects of manifestation 

of power would be perceived as a reflection of changes in power relations. As a 

result, in material manifestation of power, centralization as well as fragmentation of 

power in changing historical circumstances could be considered. 

1.1 Type and Architectural Features of Buildings 

Firstly, claiming that types of buildings as well their scale might reflect 

relations of various power groups can be valid in early Ottoman era, including 

founding years, which is the focus of this chapter. In this period, mostly religious 

foundations had prominence. Almost all of them were single public works though a 

few were composed ofa main building (mosque, masjid, mekteb ... ) and 

complementary elements, such as a tomb or a c;e§me. In those years, one does not 

come across almost any complexes that was composed of more than one main 

building- such as a mekteb and mosque in one complex. 8 

8 In founding years of Ottomans only HafSa Hatun, daugl'1ter Isa Beg -son of Aydm, constructed a 
complex -composed of a mosque,tomb,dervish lodge, an 'imaret and a public bath, in Tire, probably 
before her marriage to Beyazid 1. Construction of these buildings was undertaken by her in 1354 
though she got married to Ylldmm Beyazid during the acquisition of principality of Aydm in 1389 or 
1390. It seems that these buildings were constructed at least thirty :five years, before she got married to 
Beyazid 1. This was a political marriage, at an old age of Hafsa Khatun. Muslim wives of the sultans 
were left childless and they were not allowed to erect public foundations also in following decades. 
For architectural features ofit see inci AslanogIu, "Tire 'de Camiler ve U9 Mescif' (Ankara:Ortadogu 
Teknik Universitesi-Mimarllk Fakiiltesi, 1978). For the date ofits construction see Himmet 
Akm,AydlOgullan Tarihi(Ankara:Ankara Universitesi,1968) p.181 and for the date of her marriage 
see Mehmed Siireyya, Osmanlz Devletinde Kim Kimdi:Osmanogullan 1 (Ankara:Kiig Yayuu, 1969) 
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Moreover, the dominant trend, undertaking construction of a masjid in 

early Ottoman waqf endowments was followed by a new trend which will have much 

more popularity in the late fourteenth and early fifteenth centuries; foundation of 

mektebs. Increasing number of these mektebs were concomitant to the increasing 

number of patronesses out of Ottoman household, after the interregnum period, 

especially during the reign of Murad II. Increasing number ofmektebs rather than 

medreses was due to the lower expenses of the former to be met. It is a fact that 

medreses require higher daily expenditures, because the staff received a much higher 

salary as well as students had more expenses. 9 

In the fourteenth century, only construction of a few medreses were 

undertaken by women of Ottoman household -one of them by Giilyiyek Khatun, 

mother ofBayezid 110 and the other one by Melek ,daughter of:Ivlurad III though in 

later decades, mektebs constituted most of the educational foundations. Although it 

is not possible to fmd information on the fonner beyond its location, the latter was 

one of the better known medreses ofLarende. It was noted as the most prestigious 

medrese compared to medreses constructed until those years in Larende. 12 It had 

properties in extensive size and these were expanded in the fifteenth century ,even at 

the time ofBayezid 1I, after these lands was taken under control of the Ottomans. 13 

Even in the sixteenth century, it had been noted by Evliya as it had suhtes and 

9 1v1ichael Kiel, The 1vIonuments of Early and Classical Ottoman Architecture (Great 
Britain:Varlormn,1990), p.132 

10 Ekrem HakkI ,Ayvercli. Osmanlz Mimarisinin jlk Devri,(Istanbul:Baha Matbaasl,1966),p,462 
11 Although Melek Khatun was included among Ottoman patronesses her buildings were situated in 
Karamanid lands (Larende) and expenses concerning either construction or maintenance of it were 
covered due to her marriage to Karamanoglu Alaaddin Beg. I included Melek Khatun among others in 
order to perceive her status and access to power as an Ottoman princess \Vho was married to a 
neigbouring state. 

12 See jbrahim Hakla Konyalz.Abideleri ve Kitabeleriyle Kamman Tarihi (Baha Matbaasl;Istanbul, 
1967),pp.461-482 
13 Ibid.pp. 462-463 
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endowed properties in great numbers by having no similar examples except the KIZll 

Medrese in Shnav. 14 

Therefore, it was obvious that most of the public works constructed by early 

Ottoman patronesses were composed of modest buildings. It was a reflection of 

limited wealth and prestige of non-royal Ottormm patronesses in higher numbers 

compared to royal women who usually erected zawiya- imarets or zawiya- mosques. 

These buildings that functioned in multiple ways required a staff in higher numbers 

compared to a single mosque or masjid. Therefore, probably maintenance of a 

zawiya- imaret or zawiya-mosque required more wealth. 

In founding years of Ottomans, there are some conflicts in classifyh""1g 

types of buildings such as the use ofthe terms 'masjid' and 'zawiya' in place of the 

'mosque' and the 'imaret' in place of the 'zawiya' and vice-versa. Many times, 

masjid or mosque were replaced by each other due to different evaluations of 

historians about the size ofthe buildings. IS By examining beneficiaries; employees 

and a plan of a public work, one can recognize functions of a building and make 

classifications to an extent. Buildings that were founded in honour of mother of the 

sultans by the sultans or by these women were among these buildings mentioned 

under a general title "imaret" or "zawiya" but offered different services. 

Murad I undertook the erection of an imaretin honour of his mother, 

Niliifer Khatun in Iznik. During the reign of the following sultans, these zawiya-

imarets were replaced by zawiya- mosques or eyvanlz mosques as in the case of 

14 Ibida p.28 (Although this definition vvas given by Evliya as it beloilged to inotile! ofI'v1e"'v1ana's 
:r-v1ediese, Konyali evaluated frJs as a fallacy ofEvliya.) 
15 Due to lack of trust deeds of ma'lY masjid or mosque oVvners, one could not decide whethei a hatib 
was appointed as a servant so it could be a mosque or not If a hatib was appointed, a sermon could be 
delivered by the preachei on Fridays, thus it could fWlction as a mosque Moreover many of them 
would have been constructed as masjid and they could have been transformed into a mosque later. 
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Devlet Khatun's - mother of Mehmed I, bUilding16
• However, Nillifer Khatun's 

imaret (as other imarets founded by Orhan known as Orhan Gazi Imaret and by 

Murad in honour ofms son Ya.lrub C;elebi, known as Yakub C;elebi Imaret) must be 

examined among the zawiya-imaret rather thanzawiya-mosque. 17 Although it was 

known as Niliifer Khatun's imaret rather than zawiya, it must be something of its 

function that was conveyed by that term "imaret". 18 

Furthermore, GUlyiyek Khatun (mother of Bayezid I) had some public 

work in Bursa known as 'GUl9iyek Khatun Imaret' 19 ,however it was noted as a 

zawiya in her trust deed,zu It is possible that they were used in place of each other at 

random, but the same institution might meet different needs of beneficiaries in 

changing time as well. 21 By this institution, various needs of people -from different 

economic groups, the poor as well as visitors, including clothes and food, were met. 

Although we do not have a plan of this foundation, it should be pointed out that it 

was composed ofa few rooms and a matbah.22 

Therefore, these were institutions which were a display of charity as well as 

piety and they might have functioned as a place of worship, a guesthouse and a 

matbah rather than a soup kitchen. Singer made a clear difference between a matbah 

and an imaret by making a quotation from an architectural treatise -Risale-i 

Mi'mariyye written by Ca'fer Efendi and noted that an imaret denoted more than a 

16FfuUIl Alioglu, "Erkcn OsmarJl D5ncmffidc IzrJk Kcntlnin Fiz:ikscl Gcli:;;imi", In Essays in Honertlr 
of Aptullah Kurua cd. by \;igdcm Kafcs~ioglu and Lucienne TIiyS-ScrJ.ocak (consulting cditor.Gii1.1.an 
Darll~lT.wn)(istanbu1:TUrkiyc Ekonol1tl vc Toph.l1nsal Tarih Vakil, 1999), pp.89-90 
Sec Aptullall KuraI1Early Ottornan Architecture(CrJcago :Univcrsity of Chicago Press, 1968) and 

SClnavi ,Ejice .. "ilk OSlnanlz Devri 'n:in Dini -jctinlai Bir lvfuessesi,Zaviyeler ve Zaviyeli Camiler" 
(lstan.buJ.:Scrmct :rviatbaasl,1963) 
17 Alioglu (1999),pp.89-90 
18 Godfrey Goodwm.17ze Ottoman Architecture(New York:Thames&Hudson, 1987), pA4 
19 Ibid., pA 
20 Trust deed VGMA-590 
21 1.1 one document of judicial decree registered in eighteenth century, this fOlmdation was noted as 
'Gillr;ir;ek Hatun Mescid' in Bursa In these years probably it functioned just as a small mosque not 
as a zaviye which was a place of worship as well as aguesthouse.(B. A /C.E-I0135) 
22 Trust deed VGMA-590 
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cooking facility and served as a distributor of meals on a regular basis.23 It is a fact 

that the term "imaret" came to mean public kitchen in the second half of the 

sixteenth century. 

Among the beneficiaries of Gi.ilyiyek Khatun's public work ulema and 

talebe-i ulema were also added to the extensive, indefmite group -'the poor' and 

'visitors' -who were noted with these terms in many trust deeds of the early Ottoman 

patronesses. At first, one could think whether it is possible to have also functioned as 

an educational institution. While in the trust deed registered in order to declare 

Giilyiyek Khatun's endowed properties there is information concerning neither 

personnel needed for a medrese nor their stipends, it is possible that servants of her 

medrese probably near this imaret were compensated with this. income. 

During the reign of first Ottoman sultans, lands gained through 

conquests were disributed among the sheikhs and dervishes, and their pious 

foundations for zawiyas were supported by the Ottoman sultans. As the nature of the 

structure of the Ottoman society was being formed by various agents beyond the 

policy of the conquest, this was reflected in the particularities of public buildings. 

Construction of zawiya- mosques increased with changes in the structure of Ottoman 

state as dervishes in the society lost their great importance of the founding years of 

the Ottomans. 

A foundation constructed in honor ofMehmed I's mother (- Devlet 

Khatun), known as ''Devlet Khatun Zawiya", could be defmed as a zawiya-mosque. 

A sheikh and an imam were employed for this public work. The sheikh and imam 

were described with particular characteristics, the former as an employee who 

promised to display respect for visitors in various rank, the latter as responsible for 

23 Amy Singei .. ConstrLlcting Ottoiilan Benejicience-An Jiizperial Soup Kitchen jn Jerusalenl (State 
University of New York Press,2002),p.143 
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conducting the prayers five times a day, prayi.llg on sacred nights ofIslam and also 

reciting a part of Quran everyday in this place of worship. 24 Therefore, one can 

conclude that this building was probably a mosque which had tabhanes on both sides 

ofa main praying area generally known as 'the eyvan mosque' . It was composed of 

a soja and two evs; so its plan could also confrrm the claim that it was an institution 

arranged around a mosque and a convent. 

It should be pointed out that, in the case of a zawiya, its functions could 

become more prominent due to its location either in the city -in the suburb or 

heartland or out of the city. According to peculiarities of its location, their clients· 

changed, subsequently a zawiya on the frontiers could function as a guesthouse25 

and next, a religious institution, and another one in the center of the city might differ 

in its primary functions compared to the former. However, in the case of De vIet 

Khatun's convent, outside Merzifon, there were not any details as to its functioning 

as a guesthouse in the trust deed. 

It is a fact that type of a building - arranged around zawiya-mosque, could 

give clues concerning relations of different social and religious groups to each other 

as well as of patronesses with these social or religious groups. In the founding years 

of the Ottomans, a policy which required close relations with ulema as well as other 

religious groups was followed by patronesses of the Ottoman household rather than 

any policy that differentiated or opposed the policy of this era. 

Although Devlet Khatun's zawiya and Gii1~iyek Khatun's imw"et were 

multi-functional, we do not know the exact size of these buildings in material sense. 

Maybe expenses of a wakf endowment could be explanatory about the size of a 

foundation, however, one could not account for the size of expenses in a zawiya 

24 Trust deed-VG:MA-746 
25 Dogan Kuba."1. "Anadolu TUrk $er..ri Tarihi Ge1i~llesi,Sosyal ve Fiziki Ozellikleri UzerJllde Bazi 
Geli~meler", V.D(l968):60 
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such as 'Giil9igek Khatun Zawiya' due to the lack of detailed information about it in 

her trust deed.
26 

It is obvious that that Niliifer Khatun's imaret was more extensive 

than D,evlet Khatun's zawiya or Gii19igek Khatun's imaret. It was a large zawiya 

constructed in the plan of Orhan Gazi lmaret (Iznik) in earlier decades27
• (9and 10) 

Nillifer Khatun differed from these royal concubines, namely, Gii19igek and Devlet 

Khatun as a: Bithynian princess whose conscious beneficience was now articulated in 

the principles of zakat, sadaqa or will 

On the other hand, it must be pointed out that a multi-functional 

foundation had to have more expenses than a public work that functions as only as a 

masjid or a mekteb. Because if a public work functiones in various ways and much 

larger stipends were given not only to one main workman but to a few of them such 

as an imam, a sheikh as well a cook ,it would be an institution in large-scale even if it 

is not a large-scale building in its architectural form. Between the years 1300-1413, 

almost all of the zawiyas were constructed by royal women but patronesses out of 

Ottoman household generally had mektebs or masjids in public space, during the 

reign of Murad II. Therefore, one could perceive that nonroyal women generally did 

not prefer zawiyas in order to display their power due to much greater expenses that 

could not be met by their wealth. 

Compared with huge imperial complexes of Bursa and Edirne, even these 

multi-functional public works of Ottoman patronesses were modest in scale. 

Moreover, all the mosques founded in this period were modest; at most they were 

single mosques with a dome such as Bedriiddin Masjid, Se19uk Khatun Masjid and 

Tur Pasha Khatun Masjid. Proximity of endowed properties also confirm their 

26 VG~'v1A-590 ~v1ost oftt--ust deeds registered to display endowed properties of arcl'~tectural 
patronesses-in foundation years were not so detailed. }~ever~Jess,as more large-scal-e foundations 
on public stage were presented,trnst deeds were registered in more detail. 
27 See Semavi Eyice, "iznik (J.;ficaea) Tarihc;esi ve Eski Eserb~", Saaat Tarihi Anqttrmalan Dergisi 1 
(1998) 
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modest nature. Endowed properties for an institution generally were not at a distance. 

However, prestige and strength of an institution could compensate for the remote 

endowed properties in order to maintain an effective administration of their 

revenues.
28 

Although one could get information that properties endowed for 

institutions of some imperial women such as -Giih;;iyek Khatun, Devlet Khatun, 

Melek Khatun
29

, were not limited so much, these were not at a distance to the 

institutions. Being supported by some remote properties was valid for very 

prestigious buildings such as Mescid-i Aksa in Jerusalem, as it was accepted as the 

third holiest land after Mekka and Medina.30 (This institution was supported by 

Selyuk Khatun ,the most promment Ottoman princess known with her pious 

foundations that will be dealt with in detail in the following chapter.) 

1.2 Access to Power in the Towns; Location of Buildings, Supporting 

Properties and Beneficiaries 

Changing relations between the different layers of the Ottoman society and 

the sultan might reorganize the public space. As a result of changing relations, 

centralizing role ofroyal women as well as fragmentation of power among various 

segments of the society and in urban patronage could be perceived. In the founding 

years of the Ottomans, mainly Bursa and Edirne as capital cities witnessed the 

construction of numerous buildings. Due to changing historical circumstances and 

28 Amy Singer,p,54 
29 As far as I see properties endowed to her instutions were not in distance to them, mostly within the 
boundaries ofLarende, but I could not locate all of them due to lack of maps that show names of 
quarters ofLarende. It was noted that increasing number of buildings in ruins could bring to light the 
reason of no mentioning of some quarters' names in the documents belonged to the sixteenth century. 
Because some quarters including quarters in which Melek Khatlm had some properties were ruined 
following conquest of these lands by Ottomans and deployment of their population to other areas. See 
Osman Gi.imili;;~iiXV1. Yiizyzlda Larende (Kamman) Kazasznda Yerle§me Ve Nii/us (TUrk Tarih 
Kurumu;Ankara, 2001),p.74 

30 Oded PerLChristzanity Under Islam in Jerusalem: The Question a/Holy Sites in Early Otoman 
Times (Lelden.Boston.K6ln:Bnll,2001 ),p.180 
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policies of the sultans, different power holders took role in the construction of these 

newly conquered cities. 

In Edirne, all of the public works that were founded by the patronesses out 

of Ottoman household after the interregnum were situated out of the walls of the 

fortress. Bezirci Khatun, who was the wife of Sah Melek Pasha -one of the 

dignitaries of Murad II, and wife ofSaruca Pasha, had a masjid (the former known as 

Bezirci Khatun Masjid and the latter known as Zen-i Saruca Masjid) in the suburb of 

Edirne at the time of Murad II. (Figure 3 ) Both of them were early examples of 

newly founded quarters, after the conquest ofEdirne. 31 In the case of the wife of 

Saruca Pasha's public works, it was noted that this quarter became well populated 

and prosperous after her public works were founded there.32 However, the quarter, ill 

which the masjid of Bezirci Khatun was established, had become well populated by 

theconstruction ofpublic works of Mihal Beg and Bayezid I. Moreover, her husband, 

Sah Melek Pasha also had influence on the urbanization of this area together with his 

wife. 

Another public work, Tur Pasha Khatun Masjid was in Hldrrhk, which was 

well known with a convent constructed by Sefer~ah Dede and H1Zrr Dede with the 

permission ofHacl Bekta~-i Veli even before the conquest ofEdirne. On the days 

following the conquest of Edirne, this convent was renovated, new buildings were 

added by Murad I for the followers ofthe religious order of the BektG§i33
• Onthe 

same hill known as Hldrrhk, $ah Melek Pasha and Ibrahim Pasha, the grandvezir of 

31 Bezirci I futun' s masjid was fOUt'1ded in K1.-i~ane that was one of the first of new quarters of Edirne 
,after the cOilquest.In the west ofEdirne by constructi011 ofnevv quarters such as,Gazi 
:Mh~al,Yildmm,Yeni Imaret,anoilicr area was come into being.And Bezirci lfutun's public work was 
founded tllere. 1'ayyib Gokbilgin, "Edirne" L4,v.4,(198S):120 
32 Ibid. 
33 Evliya <;elebi Seyahatnamesi 3 (istanbul:YK.Y,1999) 
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Siileyman the Magnificient, had zawiyas34 just as Tur Pasha Khatun had. It was an 

immediate act ofthe sultans after the conquest of a land as in the example ofEyiib 

Sultan Complex in Istanbul. At fITst, his tomb was constructed and then the erection 

of a complex followed it. 

Furthermore, this district, HldITbk was noted as one of four essential places 

ofEdime where people were encouraged to pray.35 In this place, HlZIT Ilyas had 

prayed many times, and his wishes had come true.36 Although it is not obvious 

whether Tur Pasha Khatun's zawiya on the same hill was constructed near this 

sanctuary or not, establishing a zawiya near a sanctuary where it was believed that 

wishes of many people who prayed there would come true, could be prestigious. 

Also by undertaking the erection of a building in an area that was renovated by 

constructing or maintaining tombs for them with the purpose of sheltering the pious 

dead as well as the institutions that served the poor, maybe this patroness could have 

attempted to maintain the memory of the place. It differs from other nonroyal 

patronesses, because it was founded in an area not newly constructed but on a hill 

that had a sacred value even before its conquest by the Ottomans. However, the fITst 

nonroyal patronesses ofEdirne established buildings beyond the walls in order to 

broaden the suburbs of the capital city. 

In contrast, the fITst architectural patronesses of Bursa were mainly mothers 

of potential heirs to the sultanate or mothers of the sultans37 who did not take role as 

patronesses ofEdirne in the following decades after its conquest.(Figure 2)Bursa 

would have been perceived as a dynastic capital compared to Edirne. Existence of 

34 Tayyib Gokbilgin. "Edi..-ne"IA.,v.4, (1988):120 
35 Karai11anlz Hekiin Be§ir <;elebi 'nin Edirne Tarih«;esi ve 9irnlen Sancakbe~ Karanlan. Beg, 
transcribed in Latin alphabet by lJi GillCllil,(1978), p.19 
36 Ibid. p.21. 
37 One could not ce sure Vvnethei theSe buildlllgS were C011StrUcted after their son came to l11.e trllone or 
not, due to lack of clear information concerning date of construction. 
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tombs of all the Ottoman sultans in Bursa points to the same tendency. Until the 

interregnum period, two main figures that displayed their power in Bursa, were 

Niliifer Khatun - mother of Murad I, and Giil<;i<;ek Khatun- mother of Bayezid I. The 

former had a bridge, a masjid, a convent and the latter had a medrese, an imaret and a 

tomb in Bursa. Both of them established most of their public works in the old 

hisar.
38

Imperial mothers were not followers oftheir sons in the attempts cmmected 

with the construction of developing suburbs of the early Ottoman Bursa. There was a 

continuing pattern, established by Orhan and continued by Murad I and then Bayezid 

I, of building both a social and religious complex on the suburban area and a Friday 

mosque in the center of the city.39 

After the interregnum period ended, architectural patronage became 

fragmented in Bursa by the rise of nonroyal patronesses. In the developing suburbs 

of the early Ottoman Bursa, patronesses out of the Ottoman household had begun to 

take a dominant role in contrast to the display of sultans' mothers' power in the 

center of the city in the early fourteenth century. (Figure 2)On the other hand, in the 

foundation of the suburbs of early Ottoman Bursa ,Ottoman princesses ;Hundi 

Khatun, daughter ofBayezid I and Hafsa Khatun- daughter ofMehmed I, had a role 

by undertaking the construction of a public work in the early fifteenth century, during 

which the number of nonroyal patronesses increased in great extent. Hundi Khatun's 

38 In fact, the zaviye and tomb construction of which was undertaken by Gii1<,:i<,:ek l-Iatun was given as 
they were located below the old hisar .(Elaem HakkI Ayverdi. Osmanlz Mimarisinin jzk 
Devri.p,4)However in the trust deed their location was registered as they were inside the fortress. 
Trust deed VGMA-590 
39 Orhan founded a mosque in the old hisar and another complex known as Orhaniyye in the 
developing suburb of early Otoman Bursa, and Murad I established one complex,known as Sehadet 
Mosque in old hisar ,another complex,called as <;:ekirge Hiidavendigar Murad Mosque, out of the 
fortress.Furthennore YIldmm undertook construction of two buildings ,one was known as Ulu­
Mosque just below the eastern flank of the old hisar,and the other known as YIldmm Complex in the 
capital's edge.(Horward, Crane. "The Otoman Sultail's Mosques; Icons of Imperial Legitimacy" in 
The Ottoman City and Its Parts,ed by Irene A. Bierman Rlfaat A. Abou-El-Haj,Donald Preziosi 
(New-York,New Rochelle;Aristide D.Coratzos, 1991 ),pp.17 4-176 
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public work, known as Emir Sultan Mosque, created a new quarter hi the suburbs of 

Bursa as YIldrrlln's complex was situated there. 

One could conclude that attempts in creating new suburbs - in the early 

fifteenth century Bursa and Edirne, was a general tendency. In the suburbs of Bursa, 

architectural patronage was fragmented among royal women &'1d nonroyal women 

whereas in Edirne only nonroyal women were on the public stage. In the preceding 

century, Bursa flourished with the patronesses of the Ottoman household, and it was 

maintained to a certain extent in the early fifteenth century. On that point, a few 

reasons could be put forward concerning what makes Bursa more popular among the 

Ottoman royal patronesses than Edirne. 

In the Ottoman Empire, from the founding years to the late years, mothers of 

heirs to the sultanate were the most prominent patronesses; however, they did not 

found any public work in the early years of the urbanization ofEdirne. The 

important pomt to be noted here is that urbanization ventures of these mothers in 

Bursa took place when Edirne was recently conquered. Also, in the years between 

1413-1451 these mothers did not playa role either in Edirne or in Bursa. Therefore, 

the .reason of lack of architectural patronage by mothers of sultans in the early 

Ottoman Edirne could be explained with historical circumstances of the years 

between 1413 and 1451 rather than with some local developments either in the city 

ofEdirne or Bursa. 

The mother ofMehmed I, who came to the throne in 1413, started anew 

tradition in terms of the city where public works of mothers of heirs to the sultanate 

were founded. The major architectural endeavors of the imperial women had been 

carried out away from the capital city from the time of De vIet KI~atun, mother of 
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Mehmed I. They, as the eldest members of the princes' courts, took the role of 

patrons of public constructions. 40 

Moreover, between the years 1413-1451, a few public works were founded 

by Ottoman princesses in Bursa not in Edirne , because the man they married 

became influential in the location of their public works to a certain extent.(Emir 

Sultan Convent was founded by his wife, Hlmdi Khatun -daughter ofBayezid I in 

Bursa.) Finally, the primary role ofnonroyal women in those years(1421-1451) was 

probably due to the land policy followed by Murad II as it was noted above. Their 

acquisition of more power in the capital city with the recent initiation of traditions 

concerning the location of royal women's public works can also be a factor. 

In both cities, Bursa and Edirne, where the foundation ventures of this 

period mainly took place, there was a main attempt to form new suburbs beyond the 

walls. New expansions were supported by Ottoman sultans, though in this policy, 

they were mainly followed by nonroyal women rather than royal women, as it was 

noted above. Therefore, probably new expansions were created by the sultans in 

order to broaden the available space for urban growth by establishing religious and 

., 1,' ,41..1 • h . . . . l' SOCial purmc worKS anu encouragrng some ot er groups to partIclpate ill tms 

attempt. Also, in Amasya, the same tendency was followed by nonroyal women, one 

of whom founded a small complex in a quarter known by the name ofa teacher of 

Mehmed I,the other one, Eslem Khatun founded a more extensive complex compared 

to others', in a quarter known by her name.42 Both of these quarters were probably 

attempts in order to broaden urban growth. 

40 Lucienne Thys-Senoc~ "Yeni Valide lv10SQlle at Elrililonlf'Muqllilias (1995 ):59 
41Richard VillI Lee1.1"vven, ff1(.7,kjs and Urban Structure: The Case of OtD/nail DaiiluSCilS 

(Leiden,Boston,K5l:n:Brill,1999),p.186 . 
42Ekiem IIakki Ayverdi. OSlilanlt lVlirnarisinde <;elebi 2vfelunet ve II. 1vfurau7 Devri.(1sta..~bul:Baha 

Matbaasl, 1972) 
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After the conquest of Istanbul, there were many attempts concerniIlg 

settlement of people from various social and religious groups by orders of the 

sultans. With conquest of also Edirne and Bursa, there were probably attempts in 

exploitation of these new suburbs beyond the walls by different social, religious, 

economic groups. These prominent groups were endowed lands at favorable 

conditions and next, encouraged in urbanization attempts. Subsequently, urbanization 

attempts drew many workmen as well as their families. It is a fact that after the 

construction of new institutions in those unpopulated areas, the state did not need 

encouragement policies because many people preferred to settle there in order to 

exploit services of these foundations. Essentially, personal involvement of the sultan 

in exploitation of these lands with his commanders, dervishes, gazis and female 

members of these military and religious families clearly indicates that urban 

expansion was a political matter. Thus, these women were, in general, followers of 

an urban project that was encouraged by the sultan and their attempts were not 

private ventures. 

On that a point, a question which arises concerning the location of their 

institutions is why.they founded them outside the existing towns. In creating new 

expansions, one could perceive various policies about relations of different power 

groups. It was noted as follows; 

"The organization of space and the defInition of outlooks are the reflection of 
'- ~ 

relations of power which endow each element with a material and a symb01ic 

value.,,43 

As various types of buildings offer services to different groups, distrubution of 

power groups in space could be explanatory about power relations. In early Ottoman 

43 Richard Van L(~euwen,p.179 
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Bursa, in the old hisar, only public works of royal women were situated though 

suburbs of neither Bursa nor Edirne were covered completely by nonroyal women, 

who were in higher numbers. (Figure 2 and 3) The walls were defmed as folows: 

"they determined first territory that is to be divided among the urban 

classes and thus influence the distrubution of space over the various segments of the 

, t ,,44 
sOCle y. 

In early Ottoman Bursa, between the years 1300-1403, architectural 

patronesses were mainly composed of royal women, thus it was divided only among 

the royal women. Mothers of the sultans, Gii1c;ic;ek and Nilii.fer Khatun had public 

works there, but another patroness -one of the daughters of Murad I, named Niliifer 

Khatun, had a public work outside the walls. 45 (Figure 2) One can conclude that 

mothers of the sultans or mothers of heirs to the sultanate had the most prestigious 

position among the royal patronesses in public stage from the Ottoman founding 

years onwards as a conclusion of Ottoman dynastic polity. Thus, the interior of the 

walls were not divided even among other royal patronesses but dominated by the 

most prestigious ones. 

Another factor concerning the construction ventures of Turkish families out 

of the walls might be the maintenance of non-Muslim communities living within the 

boundaries of existing towns after the conquest by Ottomans due to a policy of 

extreme tolerance towards them. Therefore, urbanization of Turkish families 

migrating from Asia was demanded outside the existing towns. 46 

Besides, not only location of public foundations in general, but also their 

distribution according to their types in space could reflect the nature of relations of 

44 Tl •. 'rl _ 10<: 
J.U~U.,l'.l OJ . 

45 See Ekrern lIakk1 Ayverdi.Osmo:flll Mimarisinin Ilk Donemi in order to get more extensive 
irtformatioD. of their fOUlldations. 
46 Aptullah Ktrran.Ear£v Ottoman Architecture(1968),p.16 
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power holders in those years. Buildings such as medreses that served ulema groups 

could be within the walls of the first territory divided among urban classes 

particularly royal groups, and outside of the walls could be senerated as domains of 
~ 

sufi groups with their buildings( such as tekkes, zawiyas ) or vice-versa. However, 

the lands inside or outside of the walls were neither at the complete disposal of ulerna 

groups nor the SLlfz families. 

In the fourteenth century, construction of buildings as zawiya-mosques 

mainly within the walls of the fortress (in Bursa) confrrms this policy. As I noted 

before, these zawiyas were multi-functional buildings that met needs of the ulema as 

well as other sufi groups. 

On the other hand, these multi-functional buildings were also established on 

the edges of the capital cities by royal and nonroyal women. Hundi Khatun 

constructed the zawiya in Emir Sultan Complex which offered services to not only 

one group but to both of these groups as I mentioned before. Moreover, another 

convent was situated in Hldrrbk (Edirne) by an nonroyal patroness about whose 

public work we know very little. Their construction in developing or existing 

subUrban areas would not have been planned in order to make certain groups settle 

there but for the settlement of the population in general. 

As a result, these either royal or nonroyal patronesses were active in the 

urbanization process. However, it is possible to think that maybe nonroyal women 

played a role in the foundation of villages concomitant to gazis, sheikhs, ahis,Jakihs 

as conquering and proselytizing groups that had founded public works not only in 

recently conquered cities but also in the villages on the frontiers. These were noted 

to have played an "entrepreneurial" role.47 They fOUiided zawiyas that functioned as 
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cultural and religious centers on the free lands before the military powers settled to 

make new conquests on the frontiers. 48 

An examination of the role of patronesses between the years 1300-1413 

suggest conclusions in contrast to the role of gazis, sheikhs, Jakihs noted above. Only 

in a village called Dimboz on the Bursa-Yeni~ehir route, here was a masjid known as 

Radice Khatun Masjid. It is unclear whether it was founded by herself or in honor of 

this woman who was the granddaughter of one of the dignitaries of Murad 

n.49
Moreover, another patroness, Esleme Khatun endowed some lands for the 

• J'.. C" '11 J'T> ,1 50 • J' rnamtenance 01 a zawlya m Iml, a vlHage Ol.Dayrarrul -a provlllce 01 

Trabzon.This woman had less wealth and prestige compared to Hadice Khatun ,thus 

she founded a wakf to maintain this institution rather than possessing a public work. 

Esleme Khatun's power was due to his father, Hacl Emirzade -known as the 

conqueror of Giresun.51 In order to display her charity and piety, this was one of the 

possible ways within her limited wealth. 

Among the royal patronesses, the same conditions were valid in their 
J 

architectural patronage outside the cities. There was only one royal woman who had 

a pub'lic work outside the city -we do not have sufficient information whether it was 

in a village or not. Devlet Khatun -mother ofMehmed I, had a zawiya out of 

Merzifon52
, a province ofSivas-Amasya, As I mentioned before, she was the initiator 

of establishing public works out of the capital city, in other terms, in a city where the 

prince's court was settled in a province such as Amasya. 

Furthermore, in the Balkans, most of the zawiyas were established by 

emigres, who founded villages in free lands, were exempted from paying taxes in 

48Ibid.p,290 
49 Ekrem lIakkl A~y·veidi,Osfnanlt lvliinarisinde <;elebi j\lehn7.et ve II lviurad Devri"p,375. 
50 Trust deed VG~,,"iA-5g2 
51 Trust deed-VGj\fiA-582 
52 Devlet I Iatt"ul' s trust deed 
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return for their ventures in some cases. 531n the early Ottoman era, many deportees 

were also settled in the BaL1cans due to the rise of disorders following the centralizing 

policies of the sultans. As I noted before, centralizing policies of the sultans 

restrained endowed lands of these akhis, sheikhs, gazis, and then following these 

developments, these rebellious groups were deported under the leadership of some 

commanders from Anatolia to the frontiers in the Balkans. In the frontier districts, 

deportees as warriors were generously endowed with ex-tensive lands. 54 

In fact, there were nonroyal patronesses that belonged to the deported 

commanders in the early fourteenth century. One of these women knovVll for her 

public works -Tur Pasha Khatun Masjid and Tur Pasha Khatun Convent, in Hldrrhk 

(one ofthe old quarters in Edirne), was the wife of a leader of such a deportee 

community. This commander, Meb..med Beg, son of Minnet, settled in a village called 

Konuo near Filibe after being evacuated from some lands near Tokat or Sivas. 55 

It was also noted that he settled there as the leader of some tatar groups 

during the reign of Mehmed I after the conquest of Samsun.56 Most probably, he was 

the leader of some deported rebellious groups who got powerful during the 

interregnum period. Even if these tatar groups were not among rebellious groups, 

they were possibly deported due to changes in the land system after the conquest of 

the lands on which they had private ownership earlier. Mehmet Beg as the leader of 

deportees was treated generously like the warriors on the frontiers. He undertook the 

53 Omei Llitfi Barkan.Osinanlz inlparatorl-il[;unda ..... . p,297. Tillay Altatl. ~~Periods 3r1d ProblelilS of 
OttOll1atl V.fOUlen's Patronage on Th.e V1a Egnetia" in The Via Egllatia Under OttOJilan 1,ule 1300-
1699,ed. by Elizabeu~ Zacl1ariadou (RetrlYlno!!;Crete University r~ess,1996),33 
54 11alil InalclkThe OtorrtCfr1 Empire:Concruest, Orgcmization, Economy Collected 
Studies,(Londol1:'1 afl0!i11111leprults, 1978), 125 
55Uzu.n~ar~111, Osrnanli Tarihi TI (klkaia: 'TUrk rratJ:1 KurillllU Bas1!llc-vi, 19~?),p,,83 
56 Tayyib GokbilginXv. ve ATI ASlrlarda Edirne ve Pa~a Livasl.(Istanbul:U;ler Basnnevi, 1952) ,241 
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construction of a caravanserai and an imaret in Konu§ in which he settled with some 

. 57 tatar groups. 

On the other hand, his wife did not have some public works on the frontiers, 

but in Hydyrlyk, an old quarter of Edirne. Therefore, one can conclude that nonroyal 

women preferred to display power in the suburbs of the cities rather than in the 

villages or on the frontiers in contrast to walTiors, gazi patrons of their families. 

Maybe gazis, akhis, warrriors had to construct some foundations in villages or on 

the frontiers in order to possess generously lands endowed by the sultan, but 

patronesses of those families were not forced to follow the same way. Or they were 

not given the same type of property as their husbands. 

Holding domains of power in the cities rather than villages puts 

patroness-client relationships in a different perspective. In cities, the beneficiaries 

were mostly urban dwellers, and sometimes various groups from other areas could 

also be added to the list due to the peculiarities of the location of an institution. If 

only a few of public works were founded in villages, limited number of villagers 

became beneficiaries of these i..'1stitutions founded by early Ottoman patronesses. 

Although they were very much integrated to the wakf system that provided the 

maintenance of these institutions, they were very remote to the services offered. They 

had alignments for the wakf through their regular payments in kind or cash and the 

1 f 1 , .c: h 58 SUpplY 0 some otner goons .tor purc ase. 

Nevertless, it does not mean that this system offered only disadvantages to 

them. It was not only advantageous for the founders who preserved their patrimony 

for themselves and their descendants.The governlnent had the rights of supervision 

57 Ibid.,p.241 
58 Amy Singer.p,164 
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tymar system served to preserve the rights of villagers though power of private 

owners on land L.'1creased greatly in the periods it'} which the state lost control over 

these lands as in the interregnum period. 

The beneficiaries in general were described as "the poor ". Although there 

are other kinds of descriptions about beneficiaries, ma..\ing general claims over them 

would not be so valid due to the existence of only a few trust deeds that give 

information about the beneficiaries. Analyzing these descriptions only for the 

maintenance of the institution, beneficiaries of which were evident, could be 

appropriate. In terms of its beneficiaries, Giilyiyek Khatun's convent had offered 

services to different groups such as ulema, talebe-i uium, the poor, and the visitors.60 

It is a fact that people from various socio-economic groups might have belonged to 

the last group as it was valid for numerous institutions in the early Ottoman era. As I 

mentioned before, this institution was a multi-functional institution, thus it was 

visited by many different groups. Even the richest families of Bursa were supported 

by this endowment. Ottoman rulers were followers of the public welfare policy by 

supplying cultural, welfare, religious and other necessary services to their subjects. 

As it is usual in any institution, employees were also included among the 

beneficiaries, but the point to be studied is whether these servants came from certain 

social,economic or religious groups or not. In patron- employee relations, some kind 

of descriptions concerning religious, social or economic group of an employee could 

be the display of her lhis patronage to a particular group or groups. And next, the 

group or groups might have priority in maintenance ofthe institutions due to the 

following policy. In founding years of the Ottomans (in fact, during the period 

Brill, 1981 ),p.41 
59 JOllll Robert Silliles An Introduction to I? .. eliJ:;ious .1~oun[iations In The Otonlatl Empire,(Leidei1;E. J. 

) 

60 Trust deed. VGM-590 
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between the years 1300-1520) one could not perceive any reference to a religious or 

social group of any servants. 

Nevertheless, in the trust deed ofMelek Khatun, the daughter of Murad I 

and wife ofKaramanoolu Alaaddin Beg, religious groups of some of the employees 

were registered. It was mentioned as follows; shaft and hanafi scholars,jakihs, 

trustee of a wakf and professors (in employment priority will be given to hanafts and 

next shafis) will be employed in her rnedrese in. Larende. 61 It should be pointed out 

that her public works were founded within the boundaries ofKaramanids, thus 

mentioning only two out of four religious schools of Islamic law could be founded as 

a result ofKaramanid politics in those years as well as oflocal conditions. Even in 

the fifteenth century in the trust deed of a Karamanid sultan, a haneji imam and 

miiezzin was employed for his institution in Karaman. 62 On that respect, one coud 

perceive such differences as a result of the Karamanid politics rather than influences 

of local conditions. 

In the Ottoman case, the state exhibited maximum flexibility by embracing 

Hanafi school and integrating all four schools of the Islamic law and fmihermore by 

'. .c • •• . l' 1 1 d'; . . L' 63 Tl . supportmg sty 1 Instltuhons wltmn tne uman an m1lltary orgamzal1ons. 11S 

flexibility was also reflected in the given particularities of the employees of De vIet 

Khatun's convent as one example of multi-functional monuments of those years. As I 

mentioned before, a sheikh and an imam as employees of this monument were noted 

in her trust deed. The main trend, defming employees with their duties rather than 

61 ibrahim IIakki Konyall, ~~Bir lIiiccet ild Vakfiye"V.D(1965):108 . 
62 Thrallim 11lkk1 KOl1yall, ~4bicleleri ve futabeleri)ile }{ara111CZf1 Tarihi (Istanbul: Bai1a rv1atbaaSl, 
1967), p.428 
63 1 T' 1 ~ r 7 _ r _ _ fr'l .. _. 1 T T· "+.... 

Daniel Gof:fil1an, .The Ottornan E-urope ana .carlY lVloaern Lutope,\ LatnDna.ge ulilveiSltj 
Press;2002), p.73 
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• • " • .c. il . 64 mamtamea m tne .10' owmg two centuries. 

It should be h'1dicated that not orJy an institution provided employment for 

workmen but also some endowed properties had the same function. In these years, 

some of the endowed properties such as a khan, l11ill or shop had probably both 

skilled and unskilled workmen. That type of properties in general supported 

institutions located in the cities rather than out of the cities or in villages. Although, 

in general, properties endowed for Giilyiyek Khatun Convent founded within the 

fortress of Bursa 6S and Melek Mmtun's public works in Larende and Alacasuluk,66 

were composed of land endowments, there were various other kinds of propeliies 

which provided employment of skilled and unskilled workmen. Meeting various 

needs of people was not only limited to workmen's needs but also existing 

population in a city was served by the endowed properties as inthe case of the 

institutions of these patronesses. 

Both of them, Giilyiyek Khatun and Melek Khatun, displayed their power 

by meWls of material and institutional aspects of their building or buildings as well as 

of being integrated to cornmerciallife of Bursa and Larende to some extent. Out of 

lands endowed for Giilyiyek Khatun's public work, only two mills between the 

Zindankaplsl and Kaphca Kaplsl were endowed. As Schiltl:?erger noted, in the 

fifteenth century, Bursa was the center of international silk trade and industrl7
, thus 

maybe the beneficiaries of her mills could be from different cities or countries out of 

Ottoman boundaries. Melek Khatun's role in commercial life ofLarende was greater 

64 For instance assigrllnent of a sheik.t~ \vho promised treating ~",Yith respect and showing hospitality to 
visitors in Guh;i~ek Khatun's inluret "vvas such kind of eXilll1ple at the first b-eghilling oft.~e ceuly 
Ottomcul era. The trust deed ofGill~i~ek Khatun:"l{G:r'v1A-590 
65 T1..~,-l 

..lUlU. 

66 Ibrahlin I Iakkl Konyail,pp.l 05-11 0 
67Halil inalClk, "Bursa",LA,v.6 (1988), p. 448 
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compared to Giilyiyek Khatun's in Bursa. She had private shops in urban and rural 

areas as well as a k,~an with shops around Larende. BusLness prellljses such as khans, 

bedestens rather than single shops were manifestations of their domains in 

commercial areas. As it is dealt with in detail in the following chapter, khans and 

bedestens could have been more pennanent in commercial areas in contrast to single 

shops on which control could be lost in continuation of the institution they were 

endowed for. 

Both of these women were royal women who had different means in 

integration to various fields of urban life, not as visible figures but as pious and 

benevolent patronesses with their endowments. Particularly Melek Khatun had a 

different status in terms of her architectural patronage among the patronesses of this 

era. She differed from others with the number of her public buildings more in 

number, which were composed ofa medrese, a zawiya, a khan, (a masjid) and tombs 

for herself and some others. Her institutions in greater number and size- in terms of 

their expenses, as well as her vast endowed properties, were not perceivable among 

the endowments of other patronesses, until Mehmed II came the throne. As it is 

noted in the third chapter, in general most prominent women with their architectural 

ventures, had various properties including villages, vineyards, shops, khans, 

bedestens, and mills. As it was noted above, Melek Khatun had a medrese the 

expenses of which could be very high, thus these were not preferred even by the 

foremost patronesses at the time ofMehmed II. 

Whether her properties were integrated into main commercial areas of 

Larende or not could also be significant. Although there is not sufficient information 

as to where her khan was fuunded, one of her private shops was defmed near a c;ar~i 

in Larende. It is not obvious whether tbis c;ar~i was in one of the main commercial 



areas of Larende or not. But Larende was noted as a big cOITlmercial center which 
'-- -

had an influence beyond its administrative boundaries as it provided various needs of 

the population ofLarende as wen as of its surroundings. 6g 

These royal women were able to be illtegrated to urban life as invisible 

figures who displayed their power as pious and benevolent patronesses. On the other , 

hand, there was a larger group of patronesses such as wives or daughters of 

conunanders (or warriors) that were probably more visible in these lands where they 

undertook the erection of buildings and dedicated many properties to support of 

them than royal women. Therefore, they had access to various spheres of urban life, 

but one could not COlmnent about it because one could have information only about 

buildillgs that were known by their names and locations. There is nothing known 

about their supporting properties nor is there any detail concernillg their social life. 

To sum up, architectural patronage of women ill the years between 1300 and 

1451 co uld be perceived within two main periods (13 00-1403 and 1413 -1451) in 

which relations of the sultan to the various religious or social groups differ to a large 

extent. In the first period, display of power was centralized under the conrol of 

patronesses of the Ottoman household in contrast to fragmentation of power among 

royal and nonroyal women after the illterregnum period, especially durillg the reign 

of Murad II. 

As a reflection of these power relations, nonroyal women had public works 

in a modest scale compared to foundations of royal patronesses, mainly buildings 

around a convent, mosque, or a guesthouse. These were large foundations maybe not 

in term-B of ITl-1lterial manifestation but in terms of their nmctions. Multi-functional 

68 / ) v A v 7 __ TT 'I-iji {rr' •• 1 'T' "1 ·OsmaIl G-urIlfi;;<;i1xrfl. Yiizjzlda Larende (f)..arClinal~ I ..... azasliLu.Q 1 erie§lne ye j-VU LlS \. 1 UlK 1 ililll 

Kurumu; AtlJ.wa,20(1),p.68 
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institutions, as a result of their functioning served different layers of society that were 

attached to various social and religious groups. 

The same conditions were valid in urban space by situation of most of the 

prestigious royal women's ventures in the heartland of the city. In contrast, nomoyal 

women's role was on the edge of the capital cities. Bursa as a dynastic capital 

compared to Edirne had most of the foundations of the royal women, mothers of the 

sultans, but interestingly within the walls. Out of the walls, foundation of numerous 

monuments of the sultans and many eminent people in those years (1299 1403) and 

following centuries was witnessed. However, after the interregnum, the dominant 

power of royal women in Bursa was fragmented among dynastic women, daughters 

ofMehrned I and non-royal women. 

Because their buildings were settled in the urban areas rather than inthe 

villages, they were more integrated with social, economic, educational, and religious 

life of the towns. Due to lack of information about most ofthe women's 

endowments, only a certain extent of royal women's integration to this life could be 

evaluated. Notonly institutions of women but also endowed properties could make 

clear various means of women's power. In the commercial life of the towns ofthis 

period one could notice only one woman, namely Giilyiyek Khatun, as the mother of 

the sultan who had access to the commercial life of Bursa by being the owner of 

some supporting properties as mills. Bursa maintained its status on that respect at the 

time of following sultans in the early Ottoman era. Furthermore, an Ottoman 

princess, who married the sultan of the neighbouring state had access to the 

commercial property in Larende, the capital city of Karamanids alongside Konya. 
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ARCHITRCTURAL PATRONAGE OF 'VOMRN AT THE 

TIME OF MRHlVIED II 

This chapter is an attempt to reflect on the architectural patronage by 

various patronesses during the reign of Mehmed II. Architectural patronage in those 

years underwent significant transformations. The fifteenth century witnessed a 

variation in the nature of buildings and of endowed properties to some extent though 

mainly mosques and masjids continued to be foundations in highest numbers as 

single buildings.The outburst of architectural patronage occurred mainly in Edirne, 

Bursa and Istanbul (to a lesser degree) which had been the capital cities of the 

Ottomans for some periods. Not only undertaking the construction of a foundation 

but also providing the upkeep of a foundation became widespread among patronesses 

of this period. Thus they adapted to the structure of the extant foundations in a city 

by providing them with necessities as they provided establishment of new quarters 

by undertaking the construction of some buildings. 

The number of patronesses during the reign of Mehmed II (1451-1481) was 

equal to the number of earlier patronesses before he ascended to the throne, through 

almost one hundred fifty years. Furthermore, the total number of patronesses' 

foundations constructed at this time was more than the number of women's public 

works in earlier periods. However, it has been mainly stressed that Mehmed II forced 

the conversion of many farms and villages from pio us foundations to timars.
69 

It is a 

fact that influential groups were repla.ced by some others to some extent. 

69 See l-'~icoara Beldicaailli, XlV. Yiizvlldcrfi JirvI. Yiiz'jzla Osrru.-lflh Devletifuie Tunar (Ankara:Teori 
YaY1.Ularl,1985), Tayyib GOkbilginXV: ve )iv1. ASlrlarcia Edirne ve Pa§u LivQSl (Istllilbul: U\-ler 
Basrrnevi,1952) 
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Patronesses from Anatolian Turkish families were not so dominant in 

architectural patronage compared to royal women as in the fIrst half of the fifteenth 

century due to rris land policy shaped by centralizing tendencies. 70 Architectural 

attempts of women from u/ema and devshirme families expanded compared to those 

from Anatolian families who maintained their role in decreasing numbers. However, 

patronesses from devshirme families had the most prominent role over others as a 

result ofMehmet II's attempts concerning the creation of a military elite of 

devshirme origin. 

It should be pointed out that inclusion of a woman into one of these families 

sometimes becomes impossible due to their links to two different families such as 

Sitti Nefise Khatun (as it was noted in the second footnote) who was the daughter of 

Orm; Beg, from one of the well known Turkish families, married to Zagonos Pasha, a 

statesman of devshirme origin. A similar case is Hundi Khatun, the daughter ofHlZrr 

Beg, the frrst kadi ofIstanbul , married to <;andarh Ibrahim Pasha, descendant of a 

family in charge of the grandvezirate until the persecution of his father, <;andarh 

Halil Pasha by Mehmed II. 

Maybe if this policy had not been followed by Mehmed II, the number of 

patronesses would have increased more. Not only miilk lands of some powerful 

families were returned into limar lands, but also endowed lands of royal women were 

converted into limar lands. Some of the servants of the prince, such as his lala or 

teachers were granted with timar lands, without bringing up soldiers. 71 Nevertheless, 

the same conditions were not valid for anybody in the same status, even in the case 

70 At the time oflviehiTied II, only one patroness known as Sitti }~efise Kilatun as daughter ofOiu~ 
Beg had a ffieKteb and 111asjid in KaIlberler (Bursa). AlthOUg11 sIle was daugllter of a TurCOl11atl farrJly 
, sIle had tr~ese public "vvorks, probably due to her nl3ii~age to a high status Statesnl311 of devsr-rlrrne 
origin, namely Zag;onos Paslla. 

71t.Jicoara Beldicaanu, XIV. Yilzytlclan )(frl. IIJzylla Osn'ianh Devletinde Tlrnar (ArJ<ara:Teori 
Ya),mlilll,1985),p.42 
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of mothers of potential heirs to the sultanate. Mehmed II converted millk lands of 

GiUbahar Hatlm into timar lands, forced her to bring up soldiers. Also another 

patroness of this era, Sitti Hatun, the daughter of Siileyman Beg from 

Dulkadirogullan, who was married to Mehmed II had timar lands in Hiidavendigar in 

1486-1487, but it is not dear w-hether she was obliged to brhlg up soldiers or not.72 

On the other hand, the instutionalization of the timar system in those years 

put large sums of disposable L.'1come in the hands of power holders. But, since tymar 

was not hereditary, a portion of this accumulated wealth was converted into 

charitable wakfs, which were alienable by defmition.73 Therefore,-this incorne could 

be further increased by some power holders who were not in charge of bringing up 

soldiers as well as timar holders who were forced to bring up cebeliis in various 

degrees. As a result of these developments, many single buildings by a woman or by 

various women as well as small complexes were founded in contrast to extensive 

complexes ofBayezid II's reign. 

2.1 lVlodest Foundations But Sizeable Income of Prominent Patronesses 

During the reign of Mehmed II, women generally did not -or were not 

allowed to, undertake the construction of extensive complexes. However, some had 

only small complexes constructed; such as Sitti Nefise Khatun (daughter of Oruy 

Beo and first wife of Zaganos Pasha) who had Kanberler Mosque and Mekteb in 

Bursa, Fatma Khatun (daughter of Murat II, married Zaganos Pasha after Ne±lse 

Khatun) who had a mekteb and a masjid in Bursa and wetnurse ofMehmed II known 

as Daye Khatun, who undertook the construction of a mosque and a tomb in one of 

72 TI .. :.-! _ ,1'2 
.lUlU. jJ.'-tJ 

73 See John RObeit BilllleS, An Introduction to l?eligious lrJoui/.clations in the Ottoman Elnpire (The 
Netherlrmds: Leiden, 1981) 
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quarters ofIstanbul that was lcnown as Tarakr;11ar Sokagl though she had many other 

single buildings in various locations. 

Other than the wetnurse ofMehmed II, the women, one from the royal 

house, the other one from one of the well-known Anatolian families were married to , 

a high ranking statesman from the military elite, the first among the recruits from the 

Christian communities to occupy the highest ranking offices and played a role as 

prominent figures in architectural attempts during Mehmed II's reign. Thus, it is not 

accidental that these patronesses had a small complex although the foremost 

patronesses, Sel<;uk Khatun, grand aunt of Mehmed II, or Daye Khatun had many 

public works but ahnost all of which as single buildings in various places. 

As a result of the centralizing attempts of Mehmed II, this tendency 

expanded. Providing women with fi'agmented power rather than giving control of 

miilks and endowed properties in one location was concomitant to the centralizing 

tendencies ofMehmed II. It was after the conquest of Constantinople and the fall of 

(:andarhzade Ibrahim Pasha, that the grand vezirate began to be held by statesmen of 

slave origins. Sel<;uk Khatun and Daye Khatun as prominent figures of this period 

were allowed to gain control not in extensive lands but in small lands in different 

places. Daye Khatun had three masjids in different places, one of them was in Edirne 

and the others were in different quarters ofIstanbullike Sel<;uk Khatun who had 

buildings in various places but not in a complex. Therefore, their power fi'agmented 

throughout some towns of the Ottoman Empire rather than being amassed in a 

particular area. 

Nevertheless, they were still prominent patronesses of this era, Daye 

Khatun as the wetnurse of the sultan and Sel<;uk Khatun as grand-aunt ofMeluned II. 

Owina to the fact that Mehmed II's mother died before he gained the throne, she 
/:) 
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centuries). She had prerogatives of his mother and thalLksto her distinguished statns, 

she could undertake the erection of numerous buildings.74 It was noted that in her 

later years, she became exteremely wealthy 75 possibly after Mehmed's mother's 

death. 

Moreover, Selyuk Khatun, the daughter ofMehmed I, expanded her power 

at the time of Bayezid II as a result of advantages offered during Mehmed II's reign. 

She was included among theenlinent people (such as Sinan Beg or Defterdar Alunet 

Beo)76 who met Bayezid II in order to convince him about the assignment of the 

administration of Anatolia to Cern. Although her recommendation was not accepted 

by the sultan, she was thought as a person who could convince Bayezid II on that 

lik hi 1 auk' ffi . 1 fr> . " . 770' hI' , " matter e gn r mg 0 Cl<'t S 0 nayeZlQ S reIgn. n tne woe, neltner uaye 

Khatun nor Selc;uk Khatun were allowed to found complexes. Rather they built 

numerous single buildings in various locations. 

Maybe they were not ask to undertake a complex composed of religious, 

education, commercial and health instutions. However, if they had undertaken the 

construction of such complexes, they would not have been reimbursed for their 

expenses and thus these institutions would not have been maintained. Therefore, 

these patronesses did not construct complexes not only due to the sultan's land policy 

but also because they knew the maintanence of some institutions required higher 

income which was not under their control. 

Because they knew that covering expenses of a complex could require 

higher income in contrast to a lot of single buildings, mostly masjids were founded in 

74 Peirce (1993), p.131 
75 Franz Babu1ger, lvlehrned the Conqueror and I-fis Tifne ,ed. by Vv'illicull CJlickiTillIl (lllllcetoll and 
new Jersy:Prulceton University rieSS, 1978),p.12 
76 Mustafa Cezar lV.1LufassaIOs;i1anlz Tarihi ~?{Istanbul: Sehir r-vIatbaaSl,1958),p.623 
77 Fa1ma Korki.1l~, Selvuk Khatun Vaklflan. master thesis (iJludag Universitesi:1997), p.S7 
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different places. They generally did not have public works such as medreses, zawiyas 

maintanence of which required more income. As I noted in the second chapter, 

meeting expenses of a mosque required less wealth compared to zawiyas that could 

be defmed as multi-functional foundations in most cases. 

One of these prominent patronesses, Sel<;uk Khatun did not found only 

mosques but also a zawiya in Bahkesir and one tabhane in Bursa. Although there is 

not sufficient information about the former one, expenses of the latter probably did 

not exceed expenses of a masjid or a small mosque. Modest mosques and masjids of 

patronesses were the main type of buildings also in this period. As far as I can see, aU 

of the mosques or masjids were examples of a one unit mosque with a dome such as 

BUlbUl Khatun's (wife of Karacabeg ) masjid in Edirne,Sitti Khatun's mosque in At 

Pazan (Bursa), Hatice Khatun's (daughter ofSel<;uk Khatun) masjid in Bursa, Sel<;uk 

Khatun's (daughter ofMursel) masjid in Edirne. Among them only Sitti KhatUil 

Mosque78 in the garden of the palace ofEdirne had monumental value as one of the 

largest of middle sized mosques of this era. Moreover, Ay~e Kadm Mosque (erected 

by Ay~e Khatun, daughter ofMehmed I) was built as a one unit building in 

extensive size.7
<J (Figure 7) 

In the founding years of the Ottomans, zawiyas were one of the prominent 

type of establishments. Mehmed II's centralizing tendencies that were shaped in 

instutionalization of learned hierarchy and devshirme system paved the way for 

78 Among the wives of the sultans, those who was daughter of a Muslim principality "vhether it ",'US 

rival or took under control, were left childless and they did not display their patronage by philiantrophic 
edifices. This was a conscious process with the aim of displaying powerlesness of these women as well as their 
families.In the contest for succession a prince whose mother was daughter of a neighbour Muslim principality 
would be advcmtegous compared to other princes. Thus this was prevented with 'a policy of denying 
motherhood to royal wives. Peirce (1993), p.44 Sitti Khattm had her mosque in the garden of the palace ,so a 
private attempt rather than a public work. SeeEkrem HakkI Ayverdi,Osmanlz Alimarisinde Fatih Dew? 
(Istanbul: Baha Matbaasl, 1973),pp.l03-106 and Peirce (1993), p.40 It is a fact that she must have a 
distinguished status among others, she endowed also some properties for reciting the Quran in order to please 
the soul ofE~refzade.As it was focused in the following chapter, these attempts were hardly private. 
79 See Ekrem Hakkl Ayverdi, Osmanlz Mimarisinde Fatih Devri (Istanbul:Baha Matbaasl, 1974), for 
Ay~e Kadm Mosque pp.200-204 and tor Sitti khatun Mosque pp.218-221 
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getting "stepping stones" to high offices by devshirme families and to lesser degree 

ulema families.
so 

As a result of these developments, slifi cmnmunities maintait""led 

their existence to a lesser extent. Nevertheless, it is clear that popular esteem for SL!fi 

communities was higher in the early years before the time ofMehmet II due to the 

nature of early Ottoman society in those years. When popular esteem for these 

cOlmnunities began to wane by the late fifteenth century, the sultan's interest 

diminished in this kind of buildings. A society's expectations formed architecture, 

social functions of buildings as it was noted here; 

" .... even an architect or a patron trying to innovate, will still be probably 

working within the bounds of his society's concepts and values concerning 

1 • - -- 'L -' 1 fu' d . . b't" ,,81 arcmtecture, ItS SOClal ! -nctlOns an ItS expresSIve a 111tles. 

Also centralization of religious institutions led to diminishing of support 

for sufi cOlThl1unities. Until the time ofMehmed II, the practice of reserving 

individual offices of the state to the men ofulema had not yet developed to any great 

extent. 82 The increasing number of medreses could be explained with powerful 

ulema families at the time ofMehmet II. During the reign of this sultan, nearly forty-

two medreses, almost one seventh of mosques, were built. 83 Although they were 

founded by ulema as well as devshirme families, the number of the former's 

medreses did not exceed the foundations of devshirme families. However, among the 

80 Rlcllard, Repp. "Some ObServatiol1S on frle Development of the Ottoman Leraned llierarcllY"', In 
Scholars, Saints and Sufis ~ed. by }~ikki RKeddie (Berkeley,Los Angeles,California:University of 
California rTeSS, 1972),18 
81 Stepl1en IIlliliphreys, -'TIle 1!lpressive Il1tent of the ~v1arn.luk Architecture of C,airo;A f-relhrill:w=-j 
Essay", Studia Islamica 35,(1972):71 

82 Richard Repp, "Some Observations On TI1e Development of The OtomcID Learned Hierarchy" In 
Scholars, Saints and Sufis ed. by Nikki R Keddie (Berkeley, Los Angeles, Califbmia ; University of 
California Press, 1972), 18 . 
83 See Ekrem, HakkI Ayverdi. Osmanlz Nfimarisinde Fatih Devri (Istanbul:Baha Matbaasl, 1974),III-
IV 
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patronesses only Hace Khatun, daughter ofHlZIT Beg, would r.lave p-B-d a medreseS4 

near Zeyrek compared to twenty-seven mosques of those women. 

These patronesses did not especially prefer construction of medreses, 

expenses of which could not be met with a modest income for the maintenance of 

these institutions though maybe expenses durLllg its construction were almost in the 

same amount as in a mekteb. Undertaking construction of any medrese or only one 

medrese must be a result of dominant aspect of this kind of institutions that took 

away income rather than producing or increasing it compared to commercial 

buildings. Not medreses but mektebs that neither produced revenues nor required 

expenses in great amount continued to be established also during the reign of this 

sultan as they were expanded in number during the reign of the following sultan, 

Bayezid II. 

Until the reign ofMehmed II, there was only one public bath founded by 

Hundi KhatUll in the Emir Sultan Complex. However, during the reign ofMehmed 

II, the number of public baths was nearly one sixth of the number of all buildings 

founded in those years.The number of public baths followed the mosques and 

masj,ids which had the highest number. On the other hand public baths of those 

patronesses in general supported maintenance of mosques, mektebs or medreses. 

Public baths just like any commercial buildings such as khans, caravanserais, or 

bedestens were essential business premises and covered the needs of an institution to 

some extent. It was noted that in theory a sizeable public bath in a town or a province 

84 S-Ub.eyl Unver noted that there was a medrese kno"Yvll as lIace Kt~atun lviedrese whicll "was endowed 
some books in sixteenth cent-illy. IIowever Ekrem lIakki ftJ..yveidi :noted 1l1at 111ere was not any 
re1T.U1aIlts of a lnedrese whicll waS noted as situated in such an Qiea alld so this lnedrese could be irl the 
basement ofllie nlasjid knOVvi1 as lIace Khatun rv1asjid. See Ekreill lIakkl Ayverdi, qsnlanh 
1'vlirnarisinde 1.I:I atih Devri (Istllilbul :Ba11a Nfatbaasl, 1973 ),111, p~ 415 and A. Sillleyl DrIver. I-Izzlr Be)) 
<;elebi, l--Io::yutl ve Eserleri (Istanbul:l~lmlw1e ivllitbaaSl, 1944), p. 48 
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could cover expenses of a Yfftedrese. 8S If expenses of a Tnedrese could be covered ,vith 

the income of a sizeable public bath, well-known small mosques or masjids or 

mektebs of this era could be maintained with such an income. 86 

As I mentioned before, women were not allowed to or did not become 

founders of a complex or a public work the maintenance of which could necessitate a 

high income. Some types of institutions that did not require so much wealth for 

maintenance were preferred to others that required more expenses. It should be 

pointed out that the maintenance of a foundation was as essential as the construction 

of it. Proceeds of the wakf were intended for the welfare of the people in the 

Ottoman Empire as in any Muslim country. In addition to construction, maintenance 

was a major expenditure. Most probably, a patron or a patroness initiated the 

construction of a public work in his/her name, after she/he considered how the 

upkeep ofthls institution could be provided. Undertaking maintenance of her/his 

foundation was dependent on the size and income of endowed properties as well as 

the type of the foundation. 

If undertaking the upkeep of an institution was a major expenditure, its 

expenses could not be met regularly every th-ne due to expanding needs ofthis 

foundation. Therefore, some foundations were not maintained only by their founders 

but also by some wealthy people. At the time ofMehmed II, one could come across a 

group of foundations, expenses or servants of which sustained by well-known 

patronesses of this period and a new group of women who had insufficient wealth 

and power for tmdertaking the construction of any public work. In other tenns, not 

85 fvllchael Kiel, The }vfOltLlinents of Early and Classical Ottoinan Architecture (Great 
Britain:"'/arlorUin;1990), p.132 
86 1'--.4ot only about their size bllt also Inore about their architectural particularities Oile can not fuld 
information, therefore it is not possible to comprehend patronage of these women on that respect. 
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only prominent patronesses but also lesser patronesses and ordinary individuals took 

responsibility in order to maintain an infrastructure of urban life. 

This new group of women was not frrstly formed during the reign of 

Mehmed II, one patroness known as Esleme Khatun the daua-hter of Siileyman Bea-
'b b' 

had endowed two villages for a zawiya in a village known as Cimi. 87 At that time, 

some women
88 

that had certain donors to some foundations in Edirne and in Istanbul 

took part :in this stage by devoting a few properties to the upkeep of a local mosque. 

During the reign ofBayezid II, this kind ofwakffounders increased in number, most 

probably due to his policy concerning the waklsystem. 

The other group that was composed of foremost patronesses had sufficient 

income for their public works and also maintained a few institutions the construction 

of which was not undertaken by themselves with remaining income or other 

endowed properties. In fact, these familiar patronesses were the most prominent 

patronesses of this period such as Daye Khatun, Selvuk Khatun, Sitti Nefise Khatun. 

Sitti Khatun who had a mosque and mekteb, known as Kanberler Mosque and 

Mekteb, also maintained in Bahkesir a masjid known as Ciizzamhlar Masjid and in 

Sllld~gl or Slgmdlg189 a mosque and a tomb. Daye Khatun who had many public 

works in various locations, provided proceeds of a masjid in a quarter known as 

N6bethane Mahallesiby dedicating some cash to its imam as an endowment that 

87 This village Known as Chni was a village ofBayramh ,a province ofTrabzon. See Nuri 
Akbayar.Osmanlz Yer Adlarz Sozliigtl(Istanbul:Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yaymlarl,2001) 
~s These were ordinary women ,such as Gi.il~ah, daughter of Hac 1 Ali, Masume Khatun -daughter of 
Zayfullah in Istanbul, Bene~e -daughter of Ahmed, Dur Melek -daughter of Abdullah, Fauna 
KhatlUl -daughter ofTannvinni~ Aga, Gi.ilsene -daughter of Abdullah and Sel~lIk Khatun endowed 
some properties for allocations of the servants or tor expenses of some religious foundations,such as a 
ma~jid,a mosque. (See bmer Uitfi, Barkan. Ekrem Hajdu Ayverdi (eds.), Istanbul Vakzjlarz Tahrir 
Defteri 953 (1546) Tarihli(Istanbul: Baha Matbaasl, 1970)[women that had trust deeds registered 
between the years 1451-1481 are included] and Tayyib G6kbilgin, XY: ve XVI ASlrlarda Edirne ve 
Pa~a LivaSl (Istanbul: D~ler Basunevi,1952) 
~y SlgmdlgJ. was a 'kaza' ofKaresi. See Nuri J\kbayar,Osmanlz Yer Adlarz Sozhiga (Istanbul:Tarih 
Vakfi YlUt Yaymlan, 2001) 
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relates to the maintenance of the institution to some extent. Moreover, Selr;uk Khatun 

had endowed some cash to the imam of a mosque in Cemandra. 

As a result, at the time of Mehmed II, patronesses displayed themselves as 

benevolent and pious not only by undertaking the construction of foundations but 

also by maintaiillng extant foundations, mainly masjids or mosques. Patronesses that 

had limited wealth enough only for the continuance of a foundation, founded a wakf 

in a size that differed from wakf of the prominent patronesses who were sufficiently 

wealthy for undertakL'1g the construction of some public works as well as 

maintaining a few existing establishments. The former group was only capable of 

possessing endowed properties for the continuance of an institution in contrast to the 

extensive endowed properties of the latter group which maintained existing 

institutions with remaining income of their public works. The main point is that these 

women in different statuses had certain donors for some existing institutions with the 

purpose of displaying their power as well as their charity. 

On the other hand, some figures of the latter group such as Daye and Selvuk 

Khatun who were allowed to undertake the construction of only numerous single 

buildjngs but not complexes had another way in order to display their power and 

charity by dedicating some properties to some local mosques; At the time ofBayezid 

II, one could perceive that women who had complexes did not support local 

mosques, probably the revenue was able to meet only expenses of their complexes. 

This was so even if they bequethed some income to an institution that was one of 

h · 1 I' l' t' 1 90 t err pUO IC worKS ill ano ner place, 

90 The CAli a revenue left froln Gillb3.tt:iar Khatllil's cOiuplex was allotted for her HIOSqUe in 
.,.... r'! ,... r1.rl +D':·lL:~lVl ....... +-. .. 'W--..1:.T~1'.,.r A '7"1;1/1/IA Sorkun,I1em lokat. 0ee weuust ueeu O.llJlUOUl J:~ualLUl V.\J.IV.l.Il.. '-''"1' l.l'"1'V 
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2.2 The Patronage of Women in To"vns and Urban Beneficiaries 

In those years, most of the foundations generally took place in Istanbul 

and then that was followed by Bursa and Edirne. However, most of the public works 

of patronesses were erected in Bursa and Edime at that time many power holders 

were encouraged to create a new view with the construction of new foundations in 

the recently conquered capital city, Istanbul. Some years after the conquest of 

Constantinople, the dignitaries were commanded to found a building complex 

consisting of pious foundations and commercial buildings such as a caravanserai, a 

khan, a market, in a quarter of the sultan's choice. In the following years, the sultan, 

high ranking official men such as grand vezir, other vezirs and some dignitaries 

undertook the construction of such building complexes that became the nucleus of 

new qumiers.91 

At the time of Mehmed II, Istanbul began to be urbanized with attempts of 

only a few patronesses. Prominent patronesses ofIstanbul were the prominent 

patronesses of this era, these were Daye Kbatun and Selyuk Khatun that had religious 

foundations such as Daye Khatun's masjid in TarakyI1ar and Demirkapl, Selyuk 

Khatun's masjid in a quarter known as 'Mollasefer Mahallesi' as I mentioned before. 

Moreover, Keyci Khatun Masjid 92 and tombs in honour of Giilbahar Khatun. and of 

Daye Khatun were founded in this city. (Figure 1) 

Besides, many people who responded to the incentive of the sultan (such 

as free housing, various types of tax breaks) were deported to this city, Istanbul, and 

inevitably they founded new quarters or maintained existing ones. However, there 

were not any patronesses that were emigrees or their relatives following the 

91 TT 1'1 T" 1 1 '"' n l' -C'l'i If 1 r1 TT ........ T .. .L.., ..... 1_-.-.1 'T'r..-.-.--,r. __ -l 'T'! ........... ~ ........... ~1,.. D ....... """'-. .. l .... +: .............. .-".+"T .... ,{-. ...,.4-.... 1.. ... 1 .n.9-...... -1 'T"'t-. ...... 
l.uull~ lillliCi£ 1 Olley OJ. Ivleflllicu ii 11.l1~idllDw 1. UVVillU .lUG UICC!'.. l. UpLUaUVlJ. Vl. .!.;:")LCl.l.IUlU dJ.IU .lIle 

~ "1 • CO,.,.. r"I. ,,~ 1 -J-_--.. .. "" n .... l,.-.-. D ..... ....-;"" .. "'''' '1']",1 /1f\L{), 1()"'70\'''"'t')''! Byzantll1e BllildnlgS 01 .ine L1ty L}Li1ilDOrl,un.:~Llf\,') 1 ~lJ-'t;f'), :~J-L'-t, \.~7V7- ~7'1 }.L~ '. • • 

92 About f~eyci F<:'11atlUl t.~ere is not sufficient Jniorrnanon.11ns WOInan. was lllcludea. III tiilS period 
due to existence of the building known as Keyci Khatun Masjid in Istanbul. 
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conquest ofIstanbul. In other terms, urbanization attempts of emigrees in general 

were not followed by weathy women of these groups. Women prefered undertaking 

construction of buildings in the towns not recently conquered, so did not have yet 

social, commercial, religious networks. Thus they built only a few buildings in the 

recently conquered capital city, Istanbul. Like Edirne and Bursa, it witnessed 

women's buildings after men constructed numerous urban networks there. 

In Istanbul, urbanization attempts of only a few patronesses mentioned in 

preceding lines were not supported also by the rising patroness group that became 

more perceivable in the following decades, especially during the reign ofBayezid II. 

This new group was composed of princes , mothers that had a prominent role while 

their sons were assigned to a sanjak as a sanjakbeg.93 Hence, they displayed their 

patronage by undertaking the construction or continuation of some foundations in 

these sanjaks rather than in the capital city. 

At the time ofMehmed II, one of the concubines of Mehmed II, Gii1~ah 

Khatun (mother of prince Mustafa) as an initiator of the rising group of princes' 

mothers as patronesses at the time ofBayezid II , had only a tomb in Bursa, and not 

in the capital city. It should be pointed out that she differed also from these royal 

consorts of the Bayezid II's reign in that she did not tmdertake the erection of the 

tomb on her own but it was constructed by her son. Her tomb was situated in 

Muradiye Complex (Bursa) which also had tombs of princes' mothers of the 

following decades. (Furthermore, Ebe Khatun's tomb was also founded in this 

complex during the reign ofMehmed II.) 

As it was noted above, the princes' mothers had buildings or building 

complexes in sanjaks in which their sons were being educated as heirs to the 

93 Leslie Peirce, The Jiilperial Harern .. . p.48 
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Bursa were composed of princes' mothers whose sons could not get the throne, thus 

they turned back to the old palace in Bursa after the throne contest. Thus, the 

construction of buildings or building complexes of these mothers on their own had 

not been Lllitiated, but their tombs began to be erected in Bursa by their sons. 

Towns in which these buildings were founded give references about 

sources of their power. Bursa was the town of residence ofprLllcesses whose husband 

had died or princes' mothers who had potential heirs to the sultanate but whose sons 

could not ascend to the throne. These princes' mothers had similar fates as their 

sons95 lLke in the case of Giilbahar K_hatun who had a tomb constructed in FatLh 

Complex by her son, Bayezid II , in the capital city. Giilbahar KhatUll had a tomb in 

the capital city in contrast to other princes' mothers because she was the mother of 

the sultan, Mehmed II. Her tomb in Istanbul was signifying source of her higher 

power in contrast to the tomb ofa prince's mother, GiUOah Khatun in Bursa where 

princes's mothers' tombs were continued to be erected in the same site. 

Out of the fanner capital cities and Istanbul, Uskiib and Hayrebolu (in the 

Balkans) became urbanized with Ottoman foundations during the reign ofMehmed 

II.96 Only a patroness known as Ay~e Khatun had a few foundations in Hayrebolu 

and UskUb. In the former, only a public bath and in the latter, a masjid and a public 

bath were endowed by this woman who was the daughter ofMehmed LThese public 

baths and some shops were endowed in order to maintain her masjid in UskUb. 

Construction of new mosques and public baths at the time ofMehmed II gave a 

94 Cruonogically tlle first exanlple of these lnoiliers, Gi.ilba11ar I Iatun was "Vvno undettook costruction 
£' • "'-'"..1- 1.£' __ 1 _ r-r ....... 1'- g-J..,. ... -"' '''A TT ........... -.-......... +r. +1" ...... +l .... _ ....... .;-.... r .. A 1+1.-.. ........ -..,..1 ........ t... ...... -.-. ........ A, ..... ~"'r • .1,.. 01 a rnosque ill r,ull'~:ne, uelOre ner .sV11 IVleluiltu .1.1 \..dlllC LV Ule Ull vuc. ruUIUUb11 ~uc WIUCilVVJ:loL 

construction oftrus 1110SqUe as a n10tl10 of an Ott0111311 prlllce, it was 110t consiI=u.cted out ofille capital 
city but in Eclirne which was the capital city in those years. 

95 Leslie Peirce, The Imperial Harem . .. p.48 
96 Ekrem HakkI A yverdi, Osmmllz Mimarisinde Fatih Devri (Istanbul:Baha Matbaasl, 1974), pp.868-
886 
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beatiuful view to Uskub. It was noted that before the reign ofMeluned II, orJy a few 

mosques were cons1ruc;ted there97 though it was a town as a winter residence, like 

Editne at the time of Bayezid 1.98 

Towns in which buildings or building complexes of women were erected, as 

well as sites of buildings within the towns displayed power relationships. As I 

mentioned in the fIrst chapter, after the conquest of a city, interior side ofthe walls 

was the fIrst telritory that was divided among the urban classes. Istanbul was 

conquered recently and the lands within the city walls for the fIrst time had to be 

repopulated and provided with public services. By pursuing this policy, all of the 

patronesses of this recently conquered city had buildings within the walls. However, 

in Bursa and Edirne, almost no buildings were constructed within the walls at the 

time of Mehmed II due to the urbanization of almost all of this part that had the 

highest potential of architectural attempts to a high degree immediately after its 

conquest.(Figure 2 and 3) (However, I could not locate in Edirne a foundation known 

as Daye Khatun Caravanserai near Bab-l Manyas and I am not clear about whether it 

was founded within the walls or not.) In Bursa, only one foundation, a tabhane of 

Selyuk Khatun was constructed within the walls. 99(Figure 2) In these prominent 

towns, Istanbul, Edirne and Bursa, not only the construction of new buildings, new 

centers were constituted but also existing centers were being expanded. Construction 

of a mekteb near Emir Sultan Complex by Hatice Khatun possibly attracted more 

people and surroundings of this sanctuary were expanded. The poor who were 

provided with clothes and food distributed by zawiyas became permenant settlers 

around them in time. Hence, these groups gave way to the establishment of new 

quarters, villages and small towns. Disciples of a sheikh also could be influential in 

97 Tl .. :C! _ 0'<::0 
-1LJIU.,.l1. ovo 

98 L' T" r' 1 l' 0 1..L _. _. 1 ~ fT-.+ .......... 1... ..... 1.'TTJ"-T 1 (1{\{),\ ~ ...... f"')0.?: 00f) £/vtlya \-,el.eDl JJeyaliuinarneSl. VOl;::; \1.;"ui.uuw. i-1'\..1.,1777} , 11!-,·~7U-L.77 

99 b A fr' V '7{\,)") 
JJ.rlJ\........ • ..L:.t IVJ..:-
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the foundation of new quarters by being settlers around these zawiyas with the 

purpose of being close to the sheikh. lOo 

Among the expenses of Hat ice I<ttmtun pious foundation, some groups 

known as miicavirs had also some allocation. And in the trust deed, this group was 

defmed as visitors of the daru 't-talim who were in charge of cooking meals for this 

. t't t' 101 "'h -'" 1 1 
illS I ulan. 1 ese mucaVlrs were Known alSO as some groups that settled near a 

sanctuary or a convent. 102 These people who were defmed as visitors for this rnekteb 

differ from the visitors noted in general use of its meaning among the beneficiaries of 

some zawiyas or convents or imarets. 103 They were possibly not composed of 

wealthy families, existence of which could be thought in the expressions that give a 

general meaning to the term 'visitors'. Nevertheless, in any other trust deed 

registered in order to display endowments to a mekteb, there was not such an 

expression. These miicavirs were settled there due to the existence ofErnir Sultan 

Zawiya, not of the mekteb. It was noted that the mosque was sUlTounded by cells 

resided by the poor. 104 

On the other hand, these miicavirs were employees as well as visitors of this 

mekteb, thus this kind of expression does not make beneficiaries of this mekteb 

different from this point of view. Because among the beneficiaries, employees 

composed the indispensable group whose needs were covered regularly in any walef 

foundation. lOS Among the expenses of any building of a patroness, servants' needs or 

allocations were noted at first as in foundations of most familiar patronesses of this 

100 Salin Sava~.Bir Tekkenin Dini Ve Sosyal TarfrJ;Sivas Aii Baba Zaviyesi (Istanbul;Dergah 
Yaymlan.,1992),105 

101 lIatice Khatun's Trust Deed-VGrvlA.581/.376 
102 Ferit Devellioglu.Osnlanhca Tii.rkre Ansiklopedik Lugat (Ankara:Aydm Kitabevi,1999) 

10, ~. , 1 .1 1-.. ro·· L"0..:~1r>~r>.-..1 ... V1_ ...... + ........... T~ .................. e+ ....... .:+1.-. +1-...-. ............ .... 4-.... +1.-.. ..... +~ ...... - - AS 1t was nOleu ilil10ng Inc uefieIlCiarieS 01 UU1'J-1ycl\.. .l~latLlll .LU1(:ll t, VVIU! Ule; u~c VI. UlC l'-'lHi 

• • •• 1° 1 1 . ~ *1 ..... ,.... ... '" """1..':..-, 1".:~/"1 r..c . ...:;.-.+':""" ... :+.: ........... """ ",,,-, . .-'" ..... 1.-. ..... """'"er--~e':,,:.,·--.....-t ...... .......,l· ......... ~ V1s1tors ,it hUp1led. a genercu melli ..... illlg. rurlilemlVl t; i.ll!~ 1'uJ.IU vi UC;l..llllUUll Wa;:} a.l3V}1 1 \.. 1.,. c;u a.ll V.UE; 

t.~e expenses of Gillba11ar Khatun's i;naret during the reign ofBeyazid II. 
104 17 1" E"1 1 1" n 1, " _ 1~1') fT,.,+~-.1-.. -.L 'rt"'T 10.0.iY\ ___ ']'1 L.:tVtl);a LeteDl /..)evanarnanleSl VOl,L. \.!~i.(:UlUlU. _r~ . .L ,1777), !-'.JJ 

105 Step11~ St. II. ;;tAn Endovvlnent Deed ofKJ:13SSeki Sultan, Dated 24 iVlaYiS 1552", Q-uarter~v of the 
Department of Antiquities in Palestine 10 (1944): 170-194 
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era such as Nefise Khatun, Selyuk Khatun, Daye Khatun or Badce Khatun. In 

addition to the indispensable group, namely the servants, some beneficiaries were 

noted in endowment deeds as it was a general rule. These groups; the poor, ulema 

and suleha were among the beneficiaries at the time of Mehmed II and in preceding 

as well as in the following years. 

It should be emphasized that in any wakf foundation there were some 

indispensable beneficiaries as well as some other groups that were formed as a result 

of type or location of building, local needs, policy of the sultan or aspirations of a 

patron or a patroness. Assignment of various workers, skilled or unskilled, to 

different duties was essential not only during the construction of a foundation but 

also for maintenance of it. But in most of wakf documents that give information 

about endowments ofthese patronesses, one can not frnd detailed information about 

who were in charge of what kind of duties. 

Not all the servants but miitevellis were generally defrned in detail in 

contrast to any worker in endowment deeds. One could wonder whether there was 

any preference of a patroness in giving administratorship in other tenns miitevelliyet 

to someone or not. As far as I can see, beneficiaries do not change at the time of 

different sultans who pursued different policies concerning sustenance of some 

religious, social, economic groups but they were detennined rather according to the 

aspirations of the patronesses. During the reign ofMehmed II, founders were 

administrators in many cases 106 and they detennined future administrators in order 

to control the proceeds of the wakf after their death. 

Only Safiye Khatun and Daye Khatun assigned administratorship to others 

so that they did not have this duty themselves. Safiye Khatun endowed Sheikh 

106 T ~ ",. rI +', 1.. + +1.-- ~:'+~"ell::+ ."M. ·-~+:Oi-.-·rI +1.--~+ .w~L-""'~,,~rlr.- ... ~r +1.--~ ill nve trust u.eeCiS tnat give uet3iiS aUOUl Ule lllUtCV 11l,1l W(!~ 111Q.IU leu Uldl (li\..l. J.VWlUCl vva.;::, Ule 

miitevelli except two of them that belong to Safiye Khatlm and Daye Khatlm. 
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E~refzade Mosque and appointed Sheikh E~refzade as the mutevelli. The same 

tendency was followed by other endowers such as Nigar Khatun, probably one of the 

concubines Bayezid II, in the same sanctuary in the following years. A sanctuary that 

followed a religious order could be endowed by various power holders, however, the 

most familiar ones with these sancturies were sheikhs and their disciples in honour 

of whom these were founded or who founded them by themselves. Maybe the 

miitevelli who was in charge of directing the revenue to existing expenses of a 

sanctuary could be from the people who had the chance of keeping a close watch on 

functioning of this institution. 

Moreover, Daye Khatun was not the administrator of her endowments, thus 

determined her freed slave as miitevelli. It was not an unusual decision of the 

patronesses. In many cases, it was noted that their sons and freed slaves were to be 

assigned to this duty after their death. One of the familiar patronesses during the 

reign ofMehmed II, in other words, Sel<;uk Khatun, not only determined the 

miitevelli but also some other servants such as cabi for the village Atlaslyk and for 

the village ofKayce, and the sheikh and katib for her tabhane. All of these servants 

were noted as freed slaves of the founder. 

It is obvious that the beneficiaries were often determined also according to 

the wishes of the patronesses to a great degree. The best known beneficiaries were 

miitevellis because only they were described in endowment deeds with some 

particularities including their name. In general, the founders of establishments or 

most familiar people to founders were appointed as miitevelli as in the case of cab is 

of Sel<;uk Khatun's endowments. 

As it was noted above, out of indispensable or familiar beneficiaries, type 

of buildings as well as their location could determine its beneficiaries. Hatice 
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Khatun's muallimhane in Emir Su1ta.'1 Complex had beneficiaries determined rather 

according to its location as in the case of miicavirs that were examined in preceding 

lines. It could be noted that in selection of support of some groups the location of 

buildings, especially if they were in a sufi center, could be int1uential. One can claim 

that at the time of Mehmed II, patronesses supported some groups not due to the 

imperial policy but rather according to their personal aspirations, type or location of 

buildhlgs as well as unavoidable rules of any wakffoundation. 

23 Endowed Properties for Foundations of Women 

These patronesses increased their power in the towns by undertaking the 

erection of their foundations as well as by endowing some properties in various sites 

of a town. Although most of the endowed properties were mainly composed of land 

endowments, commercial properties such as shops, houses were increasing in 

number. After the conquest ofIstanbul, many merchants were settled there and 

commercial areas were widened in this city. In fact, prominent patronesses such as 

Selyuk Khatun, Daye Khatun and Hatice Khatun at the time ofMehmed II were not 

completely out of the commercial space of principal cities. However, they mostly 

had public works and properties endowed for them out of Istanbul (except Daye 

Khatun). Hence, they were more integrated to commercial1ife of Bursa and Edirne 

rather than Istanbul and they provided public needs particularly in commercial sites 

of these towns. 

Wealthy people had a row of shops, khans or bedestens that were integrated 

into a complex compared to the less wealthy members of the community who had 

isolated stores or workshops. 107 For instance, prominent statesmen of this era such as 
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Davud Pasha, Has Murad Pasha and particularly Mahmud Pasha who provided the 

capital city with public services had khans, a row of shops in cOllLmercial areas and 

h '· 1 'ld' - -£' - 1 108 near t err om mg~ U1 t::omp ex. The best known of these statesmen, Mahmud 

Pasha, had a rows of shops amassed in a few cOlmnercial areas such as in Istanbul 

Kiirkyii Han and surroundings of his public bath, in Ankara Mahmud Pasha Bedesten 

and Caravanserai, in Bursa Fidan Ham, in some villages of Rumeli known as Has 

and Giigercinlik surroundings of another public baths rather than isolated shops 

which were also available among his business premises but in lesser numbers near 

his complex in Istanbul. 

Also some of the foremost patronesses of this era such as Hatice Khatun, 

Daye Khatun had rows of shops in commercial areas; the former had some shops 

near Zagonos Pasha Masjid in a quarter of Bursa known as Kanberler or Kamberler 

and the latter had some shops near Eski Saray and Bedesten109 in Istanbul as well as 

near Bab-l Manyas where her caravanserai was founded. (figure 2) However, Selyuk 

Khatun had isolated shops, at most in a row of three shops. It is certain that she 

endowed seventeen shops (the second highest number of shops that were endowed 

by a patroness at that time) in order to meet the needs of her public works by 

following Daya Khatun who had sixty-three shops, the highest number among the 

shops of patronesses at this time. Another woman who had thirteen shops in 

Balykesir was Nefise Khatun, one of the wives of Zag on os Pasha, but in her trust 

deed one can not understand whether these shops were isolated or amassed in the 

same area. 

l086r~ner Liitfi, Barkan and Ekreill IIakkl Ayverdi (eds.), Istanbul vraInflart Tahrir De/teri 953 (1546) 
Tarihli(Istcu"lbul: Baha Wmtbaasl, 1970), See for DavLld Pasha 345-347, Murad Pasha 307-308 and 
!v1alu.llud Pasha 42-45. 
109 D.-' .,. .' , • 1 1 ~r1~~~e~ :. ",.-,.-. T. ~.~"IA h.~ +he l.ede·-·+'~~ 1._, ___ ,,_, .,,, (Ihave not had SUillClerlt ll110ilnauon WTl1cn iJCLit~i: 11 1l vvd.:"J.J.l \,...VUIU uc Ul U ~lC1.1 A.J.IVWl.1 U0 

BiiyUk Bedesten or Yeni Bedesten.) 
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The patroness who had shops in highest number, Daye Khatun, had erected 

a caravanserai that had shops endowed to her mosques in Istanbul and around Edirne. 

It seems that undertaking the construction of a khan or or a caravanserai or a 

bedesten composed of shops was more prestigious compared to the endowing of a 

row of shops or isolated shops, because in the former conditions the patroness or the 

patron would have covered the public needs of dwellers for a long time. Because all 

shops that formed a part of a khan or a bedesten were obviously integrated into a 

1 110 TT 11 _-!C:« • f f 1 comp ex . nowever, one COUla not COu:ulm possesslOn 0 rows 0 snops was 

prestigious as much as of isolated shops, probably the latter would vanish in a shorter 

time. 

Daye Khatun had shops with a caravanserai as prominent statesmen of this 

era who had shops in their khans or bedestens. Daye Khatun's caravanserai would be 

more like a khan as in many examples such as Kiirkyu Han which was noted as 

caravanserai among Mahmud Pasha's endowments.1l1 Daye Khatun Caravanserai 

was mentioned with shops, thus would have provided commercial needs of the 

society rather than accomodation needs of travellers. 

Before the time ofMehmed II, only mills and a few shops in addition to 

land properties were endowed by patronesses. If one thinks about the kind of 

endowed properties, one wonders whether land policy of Mehmed II influenced the 

kind of properties or not. They involved in range of relationships stelmning from 

their ownership of various properties such as houses,shops, mills, rural real estates 

such as fields (mezraas), villages, and gardens. It is a fact that endowed properties 

increased in variety during the reign of Mehmed II, but it isn't dear whether it 

increased as a result of decrease in land endowments due to his land policy or not. 

110 Suraiya Faroqhi,(1984),p.35 
111 Orner Lillfi, Bark:m and Elaem Hakk1 Ajverdi (eds.),(1970),p.42 
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Such kind of evaluation could be valid but it is only a conjecture due to our limited 

knowledge about endowed properties of patronesses, particularly in the founding 

years 0 f the Ottoman state. 

In general, these patronesses endowed properties including some lands, 

shops and mills that were not remote from their foundations. In Ottoman Anatolia, 

(1520-1650) the wakfrevenues generated in a town usually had to be spent in the 

same town. However, the capital city Istanbul had distinguished status with transfers 

of revenue from Balkans but only income of a few wa.~fs from Anatolia. 112 At the 

time ofMehmed II, the prestigious status belonged to Bursa rather than Istanbul 

housed foundations ofpatronesses also in earlier years (but lost its importance during 

B 'd' . 113, T 1 Id b . d ha 1 kr • . ayezi s reIgn ). 1t snou. e pomte out t t tne wa 1 revenues m a town or Its 

surroundings usually were spent for the foundations of the women near the same 

location. 

Ottoman sultans as well as high raIh~ing official men held enough power in 

order to collect taxes, revenues from expanding areas of the Ottoman lands. 

However, local power holders had properties that were dispersed in limited area due 

to difficulties that would be encountered by collecting income in an expanding area. 

It should be pointed out that any local power holder's wakf that was supported by 

properties in an extensive area could be short-lived as compared to another one that 

had properties in a limited area.114 Maybe due to this kind oftbreats as local power 

holders had, patronesses in the early Ottoman era usually had wakf lands near their 

foundations, in other words they preferred undertaking the construction of buildings 

where they were granted lands. Moreover, they were even able to collect the income 

112 Suraiya Faroctlii,To';.1V'ns and TOYv/iSlnen of Otoinan Anatolia 
113 F Oi detailed irIi'ormatioll, see the third chapter. . 

114 Suraiya Farouqhi. "X'v. Ve A"VI.YUEjlllarda Orm Anadolu'da Seyh Aileleri" In Tilrkiye Iktisat 
Tarihi Seininerleri J 13(Ankara:llacettepe D~J.iversitesi YaYlnlarl,1975),p.225 
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of wakf properties through vast lands, transportation of income trilough vast lands 

TIS ' , , '. 115 '0'1 .f: was expe lve ana Ua7..lll00US. JUerelOre, women were allowed to undertake the 

erection of institutions near their wakf properties or they were granted some 

properties for their nearby public works. 

As it was aforementioned, Bursa was the prominent town that had transfers 

of the revenues of some remote wakfproperties, Women who provided revenue of 

some properties out of Bursa and of its surroundings, for their public works in Bursa 

were women of the Ottoman household and a woman married to a high ranking 

statesman of Mehmed II's reign, Sitti Nefise Khatun (married to Zagonos Mehmed 

Pasha who was lala of Mehmed II and then was assigned as grandvezir after he 

gained the throne) who had a mosque and a mekteb in Bursa undertook maintenance 

of this foundation with income of some properties in Balykesir, In Balykesir, 

Zaoonos Pasha had a complex which was composed of a mosque, a public bath, an 

imaret and a tomb and thus provided city dwellers with the most essential services, It 

was mentioned that although Ytldll'1m Mosque in Bahkesir was extensive in size, it 

is smaller compared to Zagonos Pasha Mosque. 116 Income of sources and stipends 

'd ' 1 'fy l ' f ' 117 pal to servants In great amount c an tne eXIstence 0 an ex"1enslVe mosque. 

Hence, income of properties endowed for Sitti Khatun's public works were collected 

thanks to the intervention of ZagonosPasha as a power holder in these lands. 

On the other hand, another royal woman, namely Batice Khatun, the 

daughter of a well known patroness Sel9uk Khatun, provided the transfer of the 

revenue of her wakfproperties in Amasya, a provincial capital near the Black Sea to 

Bursa where her mekteb was founded. Hatice Khatun who endowed properties 

11<; . T"". .J'r. - r ~ .. ""-f ...... 1.: ..... '7""' ...... ""..,.]'" • .F'1 ......... f, ... -n"" 170 ,...rl n ... ~o--..,,,·,,...-I-.:-"" ...... .: ...... Q'-- Sw"mya y. aroqhl, Toyv'11S anu .£ oyv17.srnen OJ hnLU.ULtLt, 1. I CAUt::, vI Lyf.) t.l lLl .1.' U{..{ 1. f UULl.tUlt til fl 

Urban Setting, 1520-1650 (Cambridge:Cambridge University Press,1984),p. 24 

116 Ekrem HakkI Ayverdi, Osmanlz JvIimarisinde Fatih Devri ,Ill (Istanbul; Baha Matbaasl, 1973) ,p.57 

117Ibid.,p,59 
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mainly around Bursa for her mekteb near the Emir Sulta..ll Complex had also a few 

endowed properties near Merzifon-Amasya by following her mother Selyuk Khatun 

who supported remote sanctified foundations. However, she had not tmdertaken the 

construction of any public work around Amasya. It could be the result of her 

extensive power or of her close relations to some high-ranking official in charge ofa 

duty and granted some properties in Amasya. 118 As it was noted by Faroqhi, revenue 

of only a few wakf properties was transferred fi:om Anatolian towns to the capital 

city, in the period from the early sixteenth to the late seventeenth century. If in these 

years transfer of only a few wakf properties's income from Anatolian towns was 

existent, in the fifteenth century transfer of income from Amasya to Bursa for Hatice 

Khatun's endowments was really interesting. 

Like the capital city Istanbul between the years 1520-1650, Bursa had the 

prestigious status with the transfers from the Balkans, particularly Dimetoka, the 

most favoured in this respect. Only two royal women, Fatma Khatun, daughter of 

Murat II and Gii1~ah Khatun, one of the royal concubines of Mehmed II, had some 

properties in Dimetoka the revenue of which was spent on her public works in Bursa. 

Fatma Khatun, married to Zagonos Mehmed Pasha, endowed some properties in 

Dimetoka1l9 for expenses' of her mekteb and mosque in Bursa as well as of her 

mekteb in Dimetoka. 120 Also for the expenses ofGii~ah Khatun's tomb a village 

known as Slgrrcalu in Dimetoka was endowed. At the time ofBayezid II, Dimetoka 

maintained its status in this respect but not by offering transfer of the revenue to the 

118 I could not have intormation concerning either his husband known as Mahmud Beg who could 
be granted with some lands there or any such kind of cOlUlection that offers an explanation about her 

ownership some lands in Amasya. 

119 Tayyib G5kbilgin,(1952),p.283 
120 Ekrem HakkI Ayverdi, Avrupa'da Osmanlz J11imari Es erleri;Bulgaristan, Yunanistan, 
ArnavudluklV (Istanbul:Istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 1982),p.195 
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public works of women in contrast to the time of Mehmed II.I21 

At this time Dimetoka was one of the principal towns in the Balkans, but it 

was known as the fIrst residence of Ottoman rulers in Europe. It had the fITst sultan's 

palace before the conquest of Adrinople. l22 It had the palace where Bayezid II, son 

of Mehmed II was born. In Ottoman times, Dimetoka was not larger than today but it 

was certainly more important. 123 Concomitant to it, finding first endowed real 

properties in this town was not interesting or unexpected. It was one of the kazas of 

"d' 174 d' hi . c rrne - an it was not so remote to t s crty. 

However, at the time ofMehmed II, the construction of no building was 

undertaken Ll1 Dimetoka, though erection of some foundations was undertaken in 

earlier years. 125 It should be poi11ted out that some dignitaries at the time ofMehmed 

II endowed some villages (such as, Azizlii, Toyca (Oruzlu), Kor Umud, Karaaoav, 

Karabudaklu, (:orek) but at the time ofBayezid II, number of such villages of 

Dimetoka as well as the number of owners of these lands increased probably due to 

land policy ofBayezid II who converted many timar lands into wakf lands. 126 

The patronesses whose remote business premises generating revenues 

were able to undeliake expenses of transfer of revenue in long distance through the 

Ottoman lands. Endowments ofFatma Khatun, Giilsah Khatun and AYge Khatun . . 
make clear that wakf lands of patronesses began to expand into the Balkans at the 

time ofMehmed II. Many ofvakfproperties that were out of the prominent towns 

121 At the tune of Beyazid II,one oft}:1e daughters of IDe sultan nanlely Fatnla Khatun and IIundi 
Khatun daug..~ter ofKcrracabeg endowed properties in Dimetoka for their pious foundations. 

122 ~v1ichael I<iel Studies on the Otornan Architecture of the Balkans (Great , 
Britain;"'1 arlorurn, 1990),p. 129 
123 Ibid., p,129 
124 D'arkot Besi:tu, "Dinletoka", LA. (19S8),p.S89 . 
125 See Ekrem lIakkJ. Ay-verdi. Osmanh 1vJimarisinin Ilk DeW"i .... p.482 and Osmanlz l'viimarisinde 

Fatih Devri 
126 Tayyib Gokbilgin, (1952), pp.318-452 
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were in the BaLkans rather than Ll1 Anatolia except the real properties of Hat ice 

Khatun ii'} Amasya. This could probably be due to an important nature of the Balkan 

lands that no Muslim society settled there before the Ottomans, so these lands were 

more at the disposal of the Ottoman control unlike lands of Anatolia. 127 These 

properties in the Balkans and Anatolia were transferred mainly to Bursa where 

ventures of numerous patronesses were perceivable in earlier years as well as during 

the reign of Mehmed II. 

2.4 The Patronage of Sufi Convents 

Endowments to some institutions could not be evaluated only as objects of 

display of power or charity but also of respect and devotion to sanctuaries. Sel<;uk 

Khatun endowed some income to imam of Emir Sultan by assigning to him the 

reciting the Quran in order to please their souls after their death and a higher income 

to the support of the poor in Hacl Halife Zawiya. 128 Moreover, Safiye Khatun, 

daughter of (:irak Be/29
, founded a wakf only in order to support E~refzade Mosque 

by making endowments to prominent employees. In fact, she continued such a 

tendency that was initiated by Dilfrruz Khatun, one of the concubines ofMehmed I 

who did not have any public works but had founded a wakf for Emir Sultan 

complex. Both of them endowed some parts of lands near these sanctuaries. 

However, Sel<;uk Khatun's endowments to ilnam of Emir Sultan was rather less in 

amount and thus met the needs of a sanctuary to lesser extent. 

It is certain that covering the expenses of such sanctuaries as EOrefzade 

Mosque or Emir Sultan complex was quite common in the early Ottoman era. 

127 Suraiya Fmoqt~L (1984),pa46 
128 She endowed one clirhein to ll11aIn of Emir Sultan an.d two dirhems to inlcuns oflv1escid-i Aksa lliid 
1\.,1 • , • TI ' ell VI- +. ' .... "d r1e~r1 "{T r' 11. ,r A Defte- LAO!" lvleSClU-i.L li .... eVerjCiay. l..Jel~Ut(.L,.llalilil S i..lU~L u ell, Y.\J • .lV.L. - ll.VVO/L. 

129 See chapter II about <;irak Beg. 
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Moreover, these sanctuaries were modified and new buildings were added in 

different periods. An establishment of a pious foundation (wa.H) in order to cover 

expenses of a sanctuary differs from a pious foundation established with the purpose 

of dedicating a new building to the sanctuary. In the latter conditions, a patroness or 

a patron not only undertook the maintenance of an institution but also constructed it 

compared to the former wakf which only endowed some properties in order to 

sustain its maintenance. 

In Emir Sultan Complex, one of the buildings, a daruttalim was added by 

Batice Khatun, the daughter of Selyuk Khatun (one of the prominent patronesses of 

this period) and Ibrahim Beg, the son ofIsfendiyar. In fact, Hatice Khatun followed 

the tradition initiated with the construction of the Emir Sultan Mosque by Hundi 

Khatun, wife of Emir Sultan and daughter ofBayezid 1. Addition of new public 

works in Emir Sultan Complex was not only valid for patronesses but also for 

patrons such as Cezeri Kasun Pasha who was a statesman during the reign of 

Mehmed nand Bayezid II. 130 He undertook the construction of a medrese and a 

~ .. h· 1 131 lountam ill t IS comp ex. 

Although Hatice Khatun founded a building as Hundi Khatun, they had 

different statuses. The latter patroness was a more familiar example, because there 

were other examples of husband-wife buildings near each other or of wives 

proceeding with the public works of their husbands.(As it is dealt with in the 

followino- chanter Taciinnisa Khatun, the wife ofIshak Beg endowed a wakfin order o L , 

to maintain an imaret constructed by her husband in Inegal.) Furthermore, Hatice 

Khatunundertook the construction of a mekteb in the sufi cemetery, but Hundi 

Khatun probably undertook the construction of the [u·st foundation of the complex, in 

130ismail Eriillsal. "Kasml P~a, Cezeri"DiA.,v.24,(2001), p. 546 
111 TT" ."...,. T··TII ..... r 1 ~ .... + • ,., •• 1 C ..... t.!"",...!1:x.: rF n TV 11 {\"'11'. 0A 
- ~ J111111 Liya uit\.en. \i aK11 :::;lSlclll1 ve J.lrriC 9C'.1ll Llile Y.1.../ ,~.A,\ 17 I 1 )uk'T 
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other words the mosque which was known as Emir Sultan Mosque. And Cezeri 

Kasnn Pasha also founded his public work Ln the slifi cemetery. His tomb was 

located on the western side ofms rnedrese opposite the Emir Sultan's tomb. 132 

Maintaining or unde11aking the erection of a stifi's tomb was one of the 

responsibilities of the living. Tl'.tis responsibility was based on a reciprocal 

relationship, saints who were not protec1ed by the living could not protect them. 133 It 

seems that covering public needs of people by undertaking the erection of some 

institutions in a Slifi cemetery was also a popular venture. 

It should be pointed out that pious foundations(wakfs) that were founded in 

order to supp0l1 a slifi convent differ :from pious foundations of institutions erected in 

honour of a sl!fi in respect of possible endowments in the future for the latter. As any 

other patron or patroness who added a foundation within a sufi cemetery, Hatice 

Khatun probably knew that the construction of this mekteb could attract endowments 

of wealthy people due to its location in Emir Sultan Complex. However, if it had 

been built as a single building in any location, it would not have attracted visitors and 

alms of people and would not have been endowed as it was located in a sufi 

cemetery. 

Maybe underta.~ing the foundation or maintenance of an institution could 

display religious connections of these wakf founders to some extent. As it was 

aforementioned, the income ofazawiya was increased by the supporters of the 

religious order who lived in daily routine of this foundation. 134 If a convent(tekke) or 

zawiya was supported by followers of the religious order as was experienced in this 

foundation, these wakf founders such as Se19uk Khatun, Safiye Khatun, Hatice 

132 LA. 24,p.546 
133 Leslie~ Peirce~ lvJorality Tales ;Lcrw and Gender In the Otornan Court of Aintab (Berkeley,Los 
Angeles,Londoil:Universitj of Cali fomi a r-ress,2003) p,48 

134 Ekiem lIakkl Ayr«ycrdi and 01110 Liitfi Barkan (cds) Istanbul yTQJr:fl'arl Tahrir Defteri-
953(1546)tarihliOstzmbul:istanbulMatbaasl,1970)p.XA.'VII 
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Khatun could be devoted to religious orders followed in sufi convents of Emir 

Sultan, Hacl Halife or E9refzade . 

. Therefore, wakfs for these sanctuaries would not have been only founded 

with the purpose of displaying themselves in public stage by means of their 

endowments and also with the purpose of sustaining one ofthe centers of their social 

life. Maybe, the construction of a mekteb by Hatice Khatun in Emir Sultan Complex 

could be also a result of her devotion to this religious order by being inspired by her 

mother, Selyuk Ktl.atun who ordered daily allocation of some income to the nnam of 

Emir Sultan Mosque. It should be pointed out that Hoca KaSlffi (Cezeri Kaslm Pasha) 

who founded a building in Emir Sultan Complex had close relationships with Emir 

Sultan in social life. It was noted that he founded it after he had come into wealth 

with the blessings of Emir Sultan. 135 He undertook the construction oftrus building 

maybe not only due to the commemorative nature of this foundation but also because 

of his devotion to this religious order of this sanctuary. 

As it was the usual tendency, one wakf founder could support some 

religious foundations that followed different religious tariqas. For instance; Selyuk 

Khatun endowed HaCl Halife Zawiya (following the religious order of Zeyniyye) and 

to lesser degree Emir Sultan Zawiya (following the religious order of Kiibreviyye). 

Maybe she had close relations due to her personal aspirations of attachment to these 

religious orders. A person could be devoted to one religious order in earlier times and 

then could follow another religious order later. It was valid not only for any disciple 

devoted to a religious order but also for a disciple that had the potential to be a 

• £' d f . .. rt' -1 - 136 sheikh and for loun er 0 a tanqa ill a pa lema! area. 

135 Gazali, Saltlk.Emir Sultan ve Kerametleri (Bursa, 1959,)pp.68-69 

136E~refoglu, firstly in HaCl Bayram Dergah (in Ankara) and then in Kadiri Dergah (in H:una) took 
education. After that he founded the first tekke that followed E~refiyye -one of the branches of 
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It is also possible that Emir Sultan Zawiya began to be maintained by 

Selyuk Khatun in earlier years compared to Hacl Halife Zawiya due to Emir Sultan's 

great popularity during the reign ofBayezid I, Murat Hand rising popularity of the 

religious order of Zeyniyye (that was followed in Hacl Halife Zawiya) during the 

reign of Mehmed II, with Seyh Vefa in Istanbul with the support of the expanding 

1 - 137 T t'· 1 E· . S 1 rr • 1 . h 1 Ulema. m 0 ner woras, mrr u tan Lawlya was more popu ar m t elate 

fourteenth century and the early fifteenth century rather than in the late fifteenth 

century which witnessed the popularity of some religious orders such as E~refiyye 

and Zeyniyye. 

On the other hand, some tariqas continued to be bequethed even by the 

sultan in a period when they were not so popular. Power of sheikhs was based on the 

income of its wakfbut endowments of sultans and of some wealthy people had an 

essential role in penetration of the sheikhs though this kind of endowments was not 

as reliable as wakfs of these sanctuaries. 138 Emir Sultan Complex was supported by 

Mehmed II in the second half of the fifteenth century with his limited endowments in 

Bursa and AydncIk in addition to earlier endowments of Hundi Khatun and seven 

benevolent people for trtls sanctuary. 139 However, in the late fifteenth century this 

sanctuary which was also supported by Selyuk Khatun and Hatice Khatun was not 

very popular. But even patronesses' support of sanctuaries that followed a less 

popular religious order was concomitant to the ventures of the sultan in that respect. 

Kadiriyye, in lznik :t"v1ustafa Kara. ~'Bagdat'tan Bursa'ya Brr Yol:E$refiYYe",Journal afthe J.LJiSt01Y 

({f Sliflsm,i-I1(Istanbul,2000): 400 

137 Ekrel.11 I~m. ''Tarikatlann Istanbul' da Gtindelik Bayatl Sekillendinnesi"In jstanbul Armaganz 
IlL Giindelik Hayatzn Renkleri (istanbul:istanbul Biiyiik Sehir Belediyesi, 1997),p.237 . 
138 Suraiya Faroqhi. "XV. Ve XV. YiizyJ.11arda Orta Anadolu'da Seyh Aileleri"In Tiirkiye Iktisat 
Tarihi Seminerleri ,13(Ankara:Hacettepe Universitesi Yaymlarl,1975):223 

139 EkTel.11 Hakkl Ayvedi. Osmanlz Nfzmarisindc gelebi Mehmet ve IINJurad Devri,p.284 
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Although many times it was noted that the centralizing tendencies of 

Mel-lined II did not allow increasing power of sufi grOUpS140, this kind of support 

should not be evaluated only as fragmentatjon of power between the imperial family 

and these power holders. Royal patronesses also expanded the public stage of the 

power holders with the purpose of forming some settled groups that support the 

center either by meeting the needs of those sheikh families or making endowments to 

sanctuaries founded in their honour. 141 As I mentioned before, support of foundations 

constructed in honour of a sufi and of a sheikh family was a general tendency ill the 

fifteenth century. Safiye Khatun who founded a wakf in order to support E~refzade 

Zawiya had endowed some properties to a few servants of this sanctuary as well as to 

Sheikh Abdi, son ofE~ref. Furthermore, Sheikh E~refzade and his sons after his 

death were appointed as mutevelli of Safiye Khatun's wakf. 

It was noted above that these were mainly supported due to the risillg 

popularity of these sites as objects of devotion durillg the reign of Mehmed II. 

Furthermore, sustenance of some foundations near the properties bequethed to them 

lTI3-kes one wonder whether the place of the properties influenced which illstitutions 

could be supported or not. Women well-known for their pious acts as Sel<;uk Khatun, 

Hatke Khatun142
, Safiye Khatun endowed real properties near dervish convents for 

-which they had certaill donors. Even ill the years between 1520-1650, transformation 

of the capital ill vast lands was risky and expensive and thus properties bequethed to 

the support of any institution were nearby. 143 However, endowments for holy lands, 

140 Ekrem, I~rrl.Istai2bul Arinaganl ~ .. (1997),237 . 
141 Suraiya Faroqhi. ~~30'/. Ve X\T. YUrjillarda Crta Anadolu'da Seyh }J.leleri"In Tilrkiye Luisat 
Tarihi Seminerleri,13 (Ankara:Hacettepe Universitesi Yaymlan,1975),209 

143 Suraiya Faroqhi, Suraiya FaroqhLTovvns and To~vnsmen of ~natolia,:Tra~e, Crqfts and Food 
Production in an Urban Setting,1520-1650 (Cambndge:Cambndge Umverslty Press, 1984),p. 24 
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Mekka, Medina and Jerusalem, were held out of this rule as it is dealt with below in 

the endowment of Selyuk Khatun for Mescid-i Aksa. 

Some royal or nonroyal patronesses, as benevolent and devout persons 

dedicated some properties to the support of a few slifi convents. They bequethed 

some properties for the convents due to the prestigious status they offered but 

devotional aspirations were influential to a much greater extent. Maybe these patrons 

or patronesses as supporters of sufi convents were not invisible figures at least due to 

their relation to the sheLkh of sl·ifi convents. So they sustained the sufi convents not 

only as a result of the wish of displaying their power or prestige but also as a result 

of devotional motives that would have been reinforced by occasional experiences of 

patronesses by as followers of these religious orders. 

2.5 Patronage of Mescid-i Aksa in Jerusalem 

As it was aforementioned earlier, the transport of the income in extensive 

lands was hazardous and expensive, thus the income ofwakfproperties in a town 

was spent for the institutions near this town. Remoteness of endowed properties 

could not hinder the support of some revered and sanctified sites such as Mescid-i 

Aksa and another masjid known as mescid:..i hu (its name was not legible from the 

wakf document) in Jerusalem144 which had an exceptional religious standing as the 

third holiest city in Islam world. 145 Therefore, in this respect not only the prestigious 

owner of the pious foundation but also prestige of the institution could compensate 

144 fullY Singei, COl1structing Ottornan Beneficience; An lrnperial Soup Kitchen in. liilperial 
T 1 ....c TT. • ~..j..-,.. £'l\.T ..... T" .... l~P_r.,-,..-, ~{){\,.....,\- CA 

Jei-USUteii1. (utate uUiveiShY Oll~eW i VI.1\.. ~ lC;~;) ,-VV~),J:l. J""t 

145 Oded PerLChrisharrity Under Islarn in Jerusalem:nie QUestion of I Ioly Sites in Early Otoman 
Tittles (Lelden.Boston.l(01n:Brlll,200 1 ),p.180 
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for the distance of the endowed properties,146 because the mainl:e:rmnce of such an 

institution was a distinguished venture for any person. 

In these years, one of the prominent patronesses of this era, Selyuk Khatun 

endowed some revenue for these sacred sites Mescid-i Aksa and mescid-i hu .... in 

Jerusalem with the purpose of asserting her sponsorship of these holy places, 

pa.rticularly Mescid-i Aksa as a space much more than the Dome of the Rock where 

the Muslim conmmrrity met regularly and perceived as exclusively its own. 147 It was 

founded and renovated by various influential sultans and rulers. After its construction 

by the Umayyads, it was renovated by Abbasids and Fatimids. 14g 

Therefore, limited endowment of Selyuk Khatun to this sanctuary was not 

extraordinary, if one examines these attempts of patrons or patronesses in different 

eras. However, Selyuk Khatun differed from others due to the period in which she 

endowed some revenue of her vakfproperties to the imam of Mescid-i Aksa because 

in those years Jerusalem was not conquered by the Ottomans yet. In general, . 

endowments to this city were initiated in the years following its conquest. Sultan 

Siileyman decided to fmancially suppport one hundred Muslim men of religion who 

were in charge ofreciting the Quran daily at the Dome of Rock on Temple Mount. 

Although the exact date of this endowment is not certain, the earliest document that 

fi hi 0 • fr " . ~ t' ~ 15"0 149 H ~ . ~h fift t' con rrms t s act IS -om tIle late sIxteen n cemury, o. enl'e, ill leI een n 

century Selyuk Khatun's certain donation (two dirhems to this masjid's nnam on the 

condition that they promised to recite verses daily from the Quran after her death) to 

this sanctuary seems interesting. 

146 A,ny Singer, p.54 
147 Olcg GrabaT, The Shcq;e of the Holy; Early Islalnic Jeri/salern (Princeton and l'~ew Jersey:Princeton 
University Press, 1996) p.122 
148 Tl ... : rl __ 1 1'7 1 'l'l 

~UIU_ llJ!.l 1. ,- l"::'..c.. 

149 Oded Peri. Chrlstzardtv Under Islarn In Jerusalern;The QuestIon of the I-Ioly Sites in Ear~y Ottornan 
Tunes. (Leiden,Boston,r(51n:Brill,200 1 ),p.182 



68 

One could come across not only endowments of wealthy women for such 

a sanctified site in Jerusalem, but also a woman who left her life, she was 

accustomed to in order to devote herselfto serving the poor of Jerusalem. It was 

noted that a woman known as Ylleft her accustomed life Ln Aintab with the purpose 

of devoting herself to the poor of Jerusalem. 150 Maybe numerous pious people would 

have undertaken such kind of ventures after the conquest of this holy site. 

In the case of Sel9uk Khatun, her allocation of some funds to the iInarn of 

this masjid was not as prestigious as Sultan Sii.leyman's endowment. However, it 

should be pointed out that this daily routine brought a daily expression to her prestige 

at a tiIne when Jerusalem was not conquered. These kinds of endowments were not 

objects of public display of her power and devotion to a very great degree, because 

maybe her allocation of funds to the iInam was known only by the iInam himself and 

some other servants of this sanctuary and particularly the mutevelli. But it is 

sufficient to perceive her prestigious status as a grand-aunt ofMehmed II among 

others. 

Whether this was allotted to the maintenance of this masjid,( or maybe for 

private needs of the imam) at the time when Sel9uk Khatun lived or founded this 

wakf, Jerusalem was under the control ofMamluks. It is a fact that large sums of 

money as alms to the poor residing in Mecca and Medina were disbursed before the 

conquest ofHicaz. Murad II endowed some cash to religious men of these holy cities 

and in the following decades Mehmed II had certain donors for the needy of Mecca 

1,0 . . • /. 7' / L A <2 :], T,_ Tf-e n'~''''an ,.,0 .... • ~. A:','-b fDe-1'e1ey T o~ - Leslle PeIrce, .lVIoratity 1. al.es; a"vanu uen(..{.€llfl II VlUtftf..- l L~ uri. f.!J U lU \U In... 1 ,L ~ 

Angeles, London: University of California Press,2003),82 
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and lMedirla.
151 

Not on.!y sultans but also some statesmen donated real properties in 

the Balkans for lVledina at the time of Mehmed II. 152 

By giving reference to Mehmed II, Faroqhi noted that interestingly 

enough for the benefit of Medina, at least half a century before the conquest ofHijaz 

this act was perfoIDled.
1S3

.Therefare, it seems that before the conquest afholy lands 

,making endowments in them was perceivable in the case of Sel<;uk Khatun as the 

sultans or enrinent persons. Like the sultans or high ranking statesman, Selyuk 

Khatun the daughter ofMehmed I (not as any Ottoman princess but as Mehmed II's 

grand aunt who was involved in the throne contest between the Bayezid II and Cern) 

overcame these 'risky and expensive' conditions in transformation of the revenue to 

h . L'L' L1 L ~ d d . d' 1 d lS4 t ese lllSl1mtlOllS lfiat were loun e ill very 1stant Ian S. 

Relations ofMamluks with Ottomans also could be influential in 

transformation of these incomes to these holy sites. At the time ofMehmed II, the 

conquests of Ottomans, particularly the conquest ofIstanbul was celebrated by 

Mamluks with great happiness. However, one could not declare permenant good 

relations between these neighbouring power holders due to events, that fonned the 

relations. ISS Therefore, one could not conceive the transformation of some cash in 

unrisky conditions in these years due to the changing relations ofMamluks with the 

Ottomans. 

On the whole, distance of her endowed properties to these foundations was 

dependent on her access to power rather than political affairs to Mamluks. 

151 }viust,tfa Giller.)(T1I. ve .... ¥VII. -'Y:i1zj-°)zlla;(..ia Osrnanh Devletincie Haraine}ln f7a,lqflarl ve Ehernrni}ieti 
(phd. Thesis) (Istanbul; 1999),97 
152 Tayyib Gokbilgin.XV ve )(VI. ASlrlarda Edime ve Pa§a Livasm.dah Has-i'vfukataa, 1vfillk ve 
VaklJlar (istanbul: Uc;ler Baslrnevi,1952),317 
1'i3.., • T' l' 7' 17'.. vr' ._+.1: __ 7' __ •. ']., 0··_"'t,· a"'Cl L'_~.1 TL_.;L_-':-n : •• -.­- ;:,urmya raroql11, .1 ovvns ana J..ovvflSinen 0 AilUllhtU,.11 t-lUt::, vI (Aj.'" tflU.1 'UULt 1. f UUULltU l Lfl t-lfl 

T -r., cy • 1C""/1 .,£~/) /0 l' 1 ...... • t' .......... -....... 1... .... :....t.--....-.. TT-..:-r-,-e""'· .... :+-Yn......-..· .... · .... 19°;1,\ cc JrDan. Dettin.g,.1 JL.v-j UJV \ vaIT10I1Ut;e.'-'CUlluI1U6v UU1 Y 1,:,1l ~ lC;;~~, 1 O"'1'J,J.J 

154 Ibn r~emal. Tevarfrl.-i Ali OSInan, VIII. Defter (Ankara: TUrk tarih Kl1rurnll, 1997),p.16-17 
1'i5· = ,r I 1 S·' The .. ~1'17--~"AD 1"60 1;:1'7fA~~~er...1""" -Or;",,+~l -- V/illlam ]\I\.urr,l he 1Vlame Ui{e or iCtve Uyr1USry <{I LOy}'l. . - .:, -.1.n J \.n.LU". U<uH, !\.AHal 

Press, 1968),p.161 
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Transportation of the income of her supporting properties, stretched out mainly 

around Bursa to these remote sanctuaries was not sufficiently secure and thus long 

distance of endowed properties to these foundations was concomitant to the 

greatness of her prestige and status. 

2.6 Conclusion 

At the time ofMehmed II, architectural patronage of women was modest in 

size in contrast to the outburst of architectural patronaae in aeneral followina b b , b 

essentially the conquest ofIstanbul. However, as it was noted at the beginning of 

this chapter, the number of women's buildings constructed during the reign of 

Mehmed II was more than the number of buildings erected by patronesses until 

Mehmed II ascended to the throne. Patronesses did not or were not allowed to 

undertake the construction of buildings that had more than modest expenses, thus 

they generally had one unit mosques (or masjids), mektebs and revenue producing 

institutions particularly public baths. It should be pointed out that these buildings 

would have been constructed as a result of personal preferences of patronesses who 

were aware that the maintenance of an institution was a major expenditure and that 

Mehmed II's imperial policy concerning pious foundations. 

Furthermore, they preferred maintaining existing foundations. However, all 

these patronesses were not in the same conditions either in tenns of their wealth or in 

terms of the reasons that made them prefer the upkeep of an extant institution rather 

than the construction of a new building. They maintained some foundations of 

others due to economic, commercial and personal reasons that were mainly pious and 

devotional aspirations. The main difIerence between these women lies in the 

difference of economic sources of these women, so personal (such as devotion and 
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respect to some sanctuaries) and commercial reasons (such as nearness of properties 

that were endowed to an institution's upkeep) were almost similar in the case of 

wealthy women in high status as well as women who had limited wealth. On the 

other hand, commercial diffuculties could be overcome thanks to exceptional status 

of a royal woman as well as to the sacred nature of some holy cities such as 

Jerusalem as in the case of Selyuk Khatun's endowments. 

Towns as well sites within towns where women erected buildings gave 

clues about different aspects of architectural patronage of women in this era. Bursa 

and Edirne rather than Istanbul were the towns in which patronesses provided the 

public needs of the society by constructing or maintaining some foundations. At that 

time, the recently conquered capital city, Istanbul witnessed extensive urbanization 

attempts when only most familiar patronesses of this era had a few public works. In 

Bursa and Edirne, buildings were mostly founded out of the walls as continuum of a 

well known policy that followed expanding the conquered towns out of the walls. 

However, in the case ofIstanbul, which had been conquered recently, the fIrst lands 

that needed urbanization attempts were inside ofthe walls. Patronesses did not 

pursue general architectural attemps by founding buildings in Bursa and Edirne 

rather than Istanbul but they followed similar attempts by establishing foundations 

within the walls of Istanbul. 

Due to the location of their buildings mainly in cities, benefIciaries of their 

institutions were urban dwellers. Those were composed of indispensable 

benefIciaries as well as benefIciaries that changed according to types and location of 

buildings, and personal aspirations ofwakffounders. 

In fact, architectural features of buildings could give clues about the 

patronage of women as type and site ofa building, kind and location of endowed 
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properties and beneficiaries. In many cases, one could obtain information about a 

building's type, location but not about its architectural features. For instance, 

architectural features ofDaye Khatun's caravanserai or of her public bath are not 

known. Only architectural features of some masjids and mosques could make one to 

come to a partial conclusion that suggests that women of this period had only modest 

public works replaced by more extensive public works of women at the time of 

Bayezid II. 



73 

DURING BAY~ZID II'S REIGN 

In the present chapter, I will focus on the relationships of patronesses with 

the sultan, beneficiaries and prominent religious personages with an emphasis on the 

reciprocal patrimonial bonds displayed at the time ofBayezid II. It should be pointed 

out that these relations were based on various lit!k:s and cOIlnections between 

different groups of people. Such links among different people determined prominent 

. patronesses of this era, means of these figures' access to power, prJlantrophy and 

devotion. 

3.1 Foremost Patronesses at the Time ofBayezid II; 

A Nascent Group of Patronesses 

Prominent patronesses at the time ofBayezid II were composed of royal 

women like the mother of the sultan, his royal consorts, his daughters and 

granddaughters. Royal consorts' power was dependent on their sons. When the son 

failed, he was executed and his mother was at best exiled to the former capital of 

Bursa. Otherwise, the mother whose son became the actual winner of the throne 

contest returned to Istanbul as is the case with Giilbahar Khatun, mother ofBayezid 

II. i56 It was not coincidental that mothers of princes undertook the foundation of 

buildings on their own while the sultan ordered the erection of a new complex in 

order to confer honor on his mother. Ottoman sultans founded public works for the 

sake of their mothers who were to be the most influential figures in their son's 

156 Leslie P. Peirce, Th,e Irnperialliarern; ftVoinen an.d Sovereignity in the Otornan E1i1.pire (t..Jew York 
and Oxford:Oxford University Press, 1993), p.48 
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succession to the throne since the time of Murad I, who undertook the erection of an 

imaret in Iznik to honor his mother, Niltifer K.hatun. 

In the post-Suleimanic age, the princesses who had blood links to the 

sultan, reinforced their connections by gettino- married to hio-h rankino- officials who 
b b b 

had essential politicalliIh\s to the imperial court. Such marital contracts with a 

political agenda were mostly initiated at the time ofBayezid II. However, these 

princesses' architectural undertakings were modest in size in contrast to complexes 

ofthe mothers of the princes and the mother of the sultan. It was noted that although 

princesses' marriages to top official men resulted in serious repercussions on 

dynastic politics in the later decades of the sixteenth century, being the mother of a 

prince still the top role within the Ottoman household for a woman. 157 

Public works of non-royal women were less than one fifth of all the 

buildings founded at that time. A patroness that could be included neither among 

women of the Ottoman household nor in the group of non-royal women carrying no 

familial tie to the sultan but possessing some distinguished status and wealth was 

ketkhiida khatun at the time ofBayezid II, as a well known figure of the palace in the 

seventeenth century. ISS 

The rank of ketkhiida khatun within the Ottoman household starts with 

Asude Khatun who had distinguished relations with the sultan. Among the 

patronesses at the time ofBayezid II, Asude Khatun was an important figure having 

no family tie to the sultan but possessing sufficient status and wealth for undertaking 

. . . h 1 1 b' I 1 1 159 L" D Khat 1 a nnddle-slZed pubhc bat ana a meKte In stanou. IKe aye 00, sne 

157 Tt .. : rl _ '")'2 (\ 
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158 n..:,.J _ 1'::l1 
lUlU.,ll • .l J .l 

159 Ct-....". , ... ~r. .. l ........... r' ........ ,... .......... r' "k-p-tk-rl'U·~rl~ lA .... 1" ..... LW .......... l ~vf old nalace thoUQh in hei trust deed slle was noted as only 
u11~ WQ;:) l\.llVWl! a;:, .L ..... ~\....L:u.. """"-,, .L"'-L ...... r' cr 
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. n.n- . /T -'- 1 ~1 1 ()/'7f)\ _ ...... .,~c:. "1'1'7 'r' ...... --.. +...0 .... ""+ ..-1 .......... .-1 ~.-i=' A ...... ~ .. ..-1.--,. vt.. .... +,ur Istanbul Vak:y1arz Tahrzr L/ejlerZ \..,lSlailDlu, l:7/VJ,}Jl"L./ V-L.! / -tlle UU~l uc~u Hi ~uuc ~~lat 1 

VGMA, 745/246 (hereafter Asude Khatun's trust deed) 
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possesed considerable wealth and status even in the late fifteenth <Llld early sixteenth 

centuries. In a similar vein, Daye K,~atun- who was fv'Iehmed II's wetnurse - was 

renowned with her public works :1.'1 significant numbers. 

The position of ketkhiida khatun (llarem stewardess) was as important as 

that of Daye :K..hatun even in the late fifteenth century while they got listed as part of 

the Ottoman household in privy purse registers starting with the second decade of the 

seventeenth century. As a "senior administrator" ii1. the harem institution, ketkhiida 

1 h t .,' f' •.•• h .1 l' 160 I 'h K W un was respollSune lOr Irammg women w 0 were to serve tile su tan. n t e 

late sixteenth century, Janfeda who was the ketkhiida khatun at the time of Murat III, 

undertook the construction of a few public works after death ofNurbanu Sultan, 

mother of Murat III. This suggests that the ketkhiida khatun like daye khatun 

assumed prerogatives of the valide sultan after her death. 161 Similar conditions 

should have been valid in the case of Asude Kllatun who tmdertook the constmction 

of a few buildings at the beginning ofthe fifteenth century162, probably following 

the death of Giilbahar Khatun, Bayezid II's mother circa 1492. 

GUlbahar Khatun's complex, fmUlded by her son in Tokat in 1485, was 

composed ofa mosque, an imaret, and a medrese. It was sufficient enough for 

dispiaying her priviliged status as a mother sultan. Fmihennore, she had completed 

the foundation of a mosque in Edirne in the year Mehrned II took the throne in the 

capital city. Her complex was much more extensive in its material structure as well 

as in its offerings as an institution compared to Asude Khatun's sizeable public bath 

a.nd modest mekteb. 

160 Peirce (1993), p. 131 
161 Ibid.,p. 132 ., . 
162 TT,-.._ ~"> ...... ~ .-1 ..... --..-.:J "",,y.-.n ~r>.'-"'!stered in 1511 In General trust deeds Weie reglstereG at Inost 111 tVveiIt'j years 

.. L.LCI UU~l uc:;c:;u VVCh): lC;?l r'...... ~,...1 b ......tn...- 04 .. +' ......... ~~ . ...:J.n.+= ................ ........ -C'.: ................ +:+-...,+! ................. --. 
as far as I see by cOInparmg dates Oi LrUSt lteeu;:) Mlu LVlUllliLUUll VL ..lll':-'UlUUVl1;:"). 
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It should be 1..l1dicated that Asude Khatun undertook the construction of 

these buildings on her own unlike Giilbahar Khatun in whose honour a complex was 

founded by her son. The latter was an architectural venture of a sultan who provided 

all the revenue for either the construction or maintenance of this institution in 

honour of his mother in the environs of the provincial capital, Amasya, where 

Bayezid II held his princely court. 

The erection of such a complex was a symbol of his power as a sultan. As 

it has been aforementioned, this complex was founded in order to continue a well 

known tendency of the Ottoman sultans since the time of Murad I. As it is mentioned 

in the following lines, even mothers of princes who failed in the throne struggle had 

complexes. Thus a mother of a sultan was prominently expected to undertake the 

construction of public works. The mother of a sultan had sufficient economic 

resources in order to undertake the construction of public works that provided visual 

texts of their access to power in social and economic spheres as well as in political 

affairs. On the other hand, her integration to politics was evident in her access to 

economic sources as a mother of the sultan. 

It is obvious that she was influential or at least interested in political 

aff£iirs, as was Bayezid II's mother. In a letter to her son, she mentions her ideas as 

well as some rumours related to the assignments in Ottoman administration. She 

supported assignment ofHlZlf Beyoglu and Ayas Pasha to some duties as appropriate 

decisions while she opposed the assignment ofHersekzade Ahmed Pasha to the 

status of grandveziriate. 163 It was known that Ahmed Pasha was assigned to this duty 

only after the death of Giilbahar Hatun in 1492. Although one cannot know to what 

extent her ideas influenced the reigning sultan, it is still evident that she expressed 

163M. Cagatay Ulu<,:ay,Haremden kJektuplar (istanbul: Istanbul Valdt Matbaasl, 1956 ), p.17 
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of the sultan. She also functioned as 8....n intermediary between the sultan and some 

others around her by Ll1forming the sultan about rumours. In the Ottoman household 

system, the apex of the state was the sultan. To be the sultan's mother indicated a 

prominent status in this system with the privilege of owning public works that were 

erected even by the sultan wiLhout utilizing her own income. 

Ahnost half (eight) of all (eighteen) patronesses at that time were Ottoman 

princesses who were daughters, granddaughters or grand-granddaughters ofBayezid 

II. It should be emphasized that these princesses did not own wealth and a 

distinguished status as much as royal consorts or mother of the sultan did. Nearly 

half of them had buildings but not a building complex. The most distinguished ones, 

among them were Batice Khatun who had a masjid, a mekteb and a public bath in 

Istanbul, Selyuk K-1latun who had a medrese in Serez and a public bath in Istanbul 

(with the extra revenue that was left beyond the expenses of her medrese, foundation 

of a zawiya composed of a masjid and a tabhane had been planned), and AyOe 

Khatun who had a masjid and a mekteb in Edirne. On the other hand, one of the 

daughters ofBayezid II, Fatma Khatun (who will be dealt with under one of the 

foliowing titles in detail) preferred patronizing some tariqas rather than undertaking 

the construction of any building. Beside her, other daughters and grand-daughters 

had only single buildings. 164 
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By the tLme of Bayezid II, daughters began to marry statesmen ofvizirial 

rank. The change had become common under Siileyman I when the high ranking 

statesmen who were at the same time damadbecame standard figures in the political 

life. Until the time ofBayezid II, princesses married neighbouring Muslim states' 

sultans or sometimes Ottoman officials. 165 Among husbands of patroness-daughters 

of Bayezid II, there was not any statesman that was from vizirial rank. Only one of 

his daughters was married to a pasha who was the brother of grandvezir Rlistam 

Pasha. AyOe Khatun's husband was known as Guveyi Sinan Pasha, the term giivey 

(groom) may be considered as an indication that this was not a common practice. 166 

At the time of Siileyman the Magnificient marriages of these women to highest 

ranking statesmen led to a greater influence on their fathers, mothers, brothers due to 

political links of their husbands. 

Maybe it was not accidental that Selyuk Khatun had a medrese and the 

prospects of erecting a zawiya in the following years in Serez, a sanjak in the 

Balkans where until her time no women were allowed to undertake the foundation of 

such buildings nor to possess extensive lands. It is also noteworthy that medreses 

required much more wealth to maintain in contrast to the maintenance ofmasjids or 

mektebs, and therefore they were less preferrable. She was the wife of Ferhad Beg 

who was the governor of this sanjak and was granted a field (mezraa) by his father ( 

Bayezid II) for her medrese there. She had this exceptional status probably not as a 

result of being granted a small land by the sultan but because of being married to a 

statesman in such a status. Between their fathers and husbands they had an 

intermediary role which bolstered their power thanks to the growing political links of 

1 fie 
iVV 

166 Peirce (1992), p.l06 
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their husbands. Hovfev'er, tl1ere is also the other side of the coin that should not be 

neg:lected. These prh1JCeSSes' marital [,,1v'fldl'tions ~r.vuld al.~o bE' +h' ....l. L ~ - "- . "- . "_ _ • .,err preUlcamenl 

because of inappropriate policies of their husbands. 

Such a predicament was witnessed in the marriaae ofSofu Fatma Khatun who v 

was married to Mustafa Pasha who was assigned to a duty in Antalya 167. In one of 

her letters, she complained about her husband's unseemly attitudes,the tyramlY of the 

kadi and ofketkhiida ofElmalu (a district near Antalya) over the reaya. She yearned 

t '. " t -t t th " 1 168..c. I . Olea ve aTIU 0 te urn 0 e lffipena court. 1-\.S 1M as see, pnncesses were 

mediators between their husbands and the sultan. But they had blood links to the 

sultan so their loyalty lay more with the imperial household. They were in charge of 

informing the sultan about attitudes of the statesmen to whom they were married and 

improvements in the district where their husbands were assigned to a duty. 

Until the late fifteenth century, one does not come across any patronesses as a 

mother of a prince who failed in the struggle for the throne. The role of being the 

mother of a male dynast was laid down in this period. Afterwards in the sixteenth 

century various changes occured in the dynamics of the royal family as new roles 

were introduced, that of haseki and also of princesses who married high ranking 

officials. 169 However, these later changes didn't have any impact concerning the role 

of male dynast's mother. In the late fifteenth century, one observes the rise of this 

new group composed of princes , mothers, well known figures as the founders of 

most magnificient edifices of this period. Most prominent ones were mothers of 

Bayezid II's sons, those were Biilbiil Khatun-mother of Sultan Ahmed, Hiisnii~ah 

Khatun-mother of the prince Sehin~ah and in following decades, Giilruh Sultan-

1671\ A" ........ ..-.+ -......-"-"k .... t .... 1 ..... '!.-..p. ·vv"·~~ P-"'""ll+U ... n;;':'+tpAU +t~V na Au·u·-hty• +there because she noted that wlillt si1e wrote Weie 
IV~V;jl PIVUCLUIY 11..... u.........,. ~ ..., , 

.. 1 .. 1 1;J 1 ~ +1-.. ....... +t.. ... 1~ __ ~-J.: .-..+ A ~+.-.1 ... ~.... Tr':_1,.· ........... ~ 0 .... ~ ........ .,.4 A.'t""~",,,,,: completely correct U:.1at COUHl ne as.i\:.eu lliSO llom Ule Ule I\-LlUL V~ rliHillya. ~ VpA.clp1 0illaYl .J.-.Ll.~lVl .. 

"C 11(1.00 
L~ 11777 

168 Tt. .. :.-l 
l.UIU. 

169 Peirce,(1993), p.230 
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mother of the prince Alem~ah at the time of Selim I. These patrons undertook the 

{~onstruction of a complexes in the provinces where they were sent with their sons as 

royal consorts. 170 

In earlier times, only tombs were founded for princes' mothers; e.g. the tomb 

of Giil~ah Hatun, mother of the prince Mustafa (son of Mehmed II) and that of ~irin 

TT t· 171 th·· ft' . ., d 11 1 I h Id . 1 na un, mo er 0 ne prmce AD' uuan. t S1 ou be pomteo out that these women 

were not the fIrst examples of patrons as the mother ofthe prince but as the mother 

of the prince who was not the actual winner in the throne contest. It was possible to 

fmd patronesses as the mother of a prince who became successor in the throne 

contest after her architectural work was founded. Giilbahar Hatun, mother ofBayezid 

II undertook the construction of a mosque in Edirne as the mother of the prince 

during the reign ofMehmed II. 172 

Princely courts were modelled after the imperial court, having inner and outer 

households and being administered by officials who were known by the same titles 

used in imperial household. 173 However, in a princely court the most honored person 

was celiainly the prince. After the prince comes, his mother was an influential 

mediator due to her connections with the imperial household as a royal concubine. 

Yet her fate was directly related to her son's fate who could either be successful or 

not in the thro~e contest after his governorship in the sanjak. 174 Her status in a 

princely comi was identified by the status of her son and also changes in the 

170 GUlruh Sultan unda Look construction of a mosque ,llillillaiet hI PJdlisar ,a sanjak of Sarull8il and 
•• • r'<.~ 11' ,.t n 11 v n ..... ...-7:11 ..... ,..,.. .. " ,.....-f:" ,:'" ..,7.-1 ......... ,.-[""1. ..... -.. + ......... ....,+ ..-1.-..eA .-...cD':~U1k':~1 also tv"o masjlds ill U-uzeUllsar anLt lJUiaK11.l'\...OYLl, Vlll.a~t;~ Lu n..YUl11 • il1~ U U~l ue: U Vi JJl UW 

TT.,,--h .......... '{T r:... 1\ If A. 1'7"""'J-.1_ 1.1./v-' fh11P I-P1fip'i the trust deed of Bill bill Khatun) The t.llSt deed oflluSil~a11 
~lLl.lWl, v .U.1V-.l ..... :;.../1 ,1. ,,'V. '-''- ...... ' 
T T .... + ........... ~ T n 1\ If AJLv "vOO/'l" _? 11 rhereafier the trust deed of I IusnU~2th Khatun)TIle trust deed of Giilrtih 
~uttLlll, " .,--,.lV~. .... \,J 

Sultan;V.GJvLA. /617 -136 
171 V1 al.£"..1 1 ..1 • o·"-'-'''e L ....... ,..",.-.-_ ....... -, oar .... .: .: V ....... h.: .... in 'T'~ ... "k,....,.o ....... C e .. ." Ek:renl - Sirilli"J",J.1atun "-" so lOUIlueu a ;;aurrvan 111 a 111 Sl.lU" K.l1VVVll a.:') \...,... lU-l ~""-CUl1 1 -.llQ.UL 11. u C; . 

• ~ 1 'r "~ ~ ,'1 1l", •• : .. ~.1 A ITn+n~k-llll.D·~'ln "".-.+kn·a~"· '197~' IIakkl Ay-veidl,uSlnanll IV1linariSln.(..te 1.'-lQlUl L/t:; VII., YVl.'-t \..~;)lCUIU .lJill a. lvullua ..;II, J} 

172 F. Th. Dijkem£4 Th.e Otonlan Historical1'vfon'ulnentallnscriptions in Edirne 
(BelgiThll:Leiden,1977), p.lS 
173 Peirce (1993), p.46 
174 Tk:r1 _ AO 

.lUlU., p."TO 
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identification of her status would be shaped by it. Her main attempts were focused 

on guarding him from the sultan's displeasure which would affect his future on the 

throne. 175 

Even after the death of princes in the struggle for the throne, royal concubines 

did not lose all the power they had in the princely court despite the fact that their fate 

was shaped according to the position of the prince. Mothers whose son was defeated 

Ln the stmggle could be endowed with some properties by the new sultan. BUlbUl 

Hatun was granted with belongings of her son, Sultan Ahmed by Selun I after the 

execution of her son. Selim I advised to her to sell these in order to get some 

properties that would be endowed for the tomb of Sultan Ahmed. In fact, 

theendowment of Selim I was not the end of it; BUlbUl Hatun even made some extra 

demands. She asked the sultan to grant some properties endowed for the imaret of 

Sultan Murad due to the insufficient revenue left by Sultan Ahmed. 176 

Moreover, it could be mentioned that the mother of a prince was not only 

endowed with some properties after the death of the prince but also these women 

asked for tunar lands to be given to some statesmen with whom theu' son, the prince 

had been closely associated during their governorship as a prince. In that respect, 

Hlisni.i~ah Hatun, mother of Sehin~ah, wrote a letter to Selim I to demand some tlinar 

lands to be granted to officials to whom his son, Sehin~ah had close relationship 

when he was a governor of a sanjak in Konya. 177 

An examination of the role of Ottoman patronesses of architecture at that tline 

suggests that the Sultan Bayezid II encouraged architectural ventures of women who 

had proxlinity to him. Those years in the early Ottoman era were noted as a period of 

great economic development in secure and stable conditions without great conquests 

175 Tl .. :rl _ '"l"{) 
~UIU., pok..JV 

1761JlWay (1956),p.73 and Topkapl Saray;. Ai~ivi E.10518 
177 Peirce (1993), p.50 
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but with attempts of consolidating the conquests of Mehmed II. 178 Bayezid II 

suppOlted pious foundations by reconvertL.'1g timar lands into freehold (miilk) lands 

after Mehmet II's radical reforms. For instance; his mother, Gillbahar Khatun was 

encouraged to constmct philiantrophic edifices by acquiring miilk lands that were 

converted to timar lands at the time ofMehmet 11.179 

Although the number of buildings founded by women at the time ofBayezid 

II were numerous, during the reign of Mehmed II these were not much less. At the 

time of the tonner, these were rather put into a complex by royal patronesses as a 

result of the ownership of extensive mUlk lands rather than divided miilk lands or 

tymar lands as during the reign of the latter. (This issue is highlighted in detail in the 

second chapter). However, the number of all the buildings founded in those years 

were almost twice as high as the foundations of the time ofMehmed II 180 by not 

only re-conversion of timar lands into miilk lands but by various solutions 

encouraging the erection of pious fotmdations. 

Furthermore, Bayezid II brought forth a more conciliatory device to solve the 

problem of using freehold lands and to secure additional troops. It was the so~called 

"dual ownership" in which the state and landowner took rent or tax: over the surplus 

of the same production. The state's share known as divani might be assigned to 

sipahis or state officials and the landowner's share known as maliki in general might 

be alloted to an individual or a pious endowment.
181 

178 Halil Inalclk, The Otoman Empire; The Classical Age 1300-1600 (London: Phcen1x, 1994), pp.32-
33 
179 "T:~~~_~ De1cl:"er,nll Xl, T7 IT'ii71J,['dan XVI. Yiizzylla Osmanh Devletinde Tzmar (Ankara;Teori .1 ""il\""Vald.i..J H .. lh ... c.u.'-~ f. lA.--J'" • 

Yaymlan,1985), p.43 
180 See Ekrem lIak..1u Ayverdi,Osmaniz Mimarisinde Fatih Devri,vo1.3 and 4 (Istanbul:Baha J\fmtbaasl, 
1973) i. Aydm yu..'<:sel. OsmanllMimarisinde II. Bayezid ve Yavuz Selim Devri.(Istat"lbul;Istanbul Fetih 
Cemiyeti, 1983) 

m (eds). By Halil inalClk -Donald Quatert, An Economic and Social History of The Ottoman Empire 
1300-1914 (Cambridge University Press: 1994), p.l28 
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This intermediary regime between local landholders and the state was mostly 

concentrated hI Amasya-Tokat-Sivas 182 known as Eyalet-i Rum where most of the 

buildings or building complexes of women were constructed. It was not accidental 

that particularly maliki and divani lands in addition to miilk lands was endowed for 

Giilbahar Khatun's complex in Tokat. Among properties endowed for Giilbahar 

Khatun's complex, rnalild lands were divided into some parts in various sizes though 

divani lands were seperated into parts in fewer examples. Division of maliki lands for 

individuals or pious foundations and divani lands among numerous state officials 

prevented the exploitation of these lands for one's own ends. 

Maybe freehold (miilk) lands would have brought more income instead of 

maliki-divani lands, rent or tax ofwhich was divided into two parts. However, the 

sultan was in favor ofendowing maliki-divani lands for this edifice but following 

l 
general land policy in these lands. On the other hand, among lands endowed for this 

complex, divani lands took the place of malild lands which were alloted for pious 

foundations. As most of the maliki lands had been converted into pious endowments, 

divani lands also would have been granted to pious endowments of eminent 

persons. IS3 If conversion of divani lands were appropriate for endowments of 

eminent personages, it was certainly valid also for endowments of the sultan as in the 

example of properties endowed for Giilbahar Khatun's complex. 

As it was mentioned in the preceding lines, daughters or grand daughters of the 

sultan constituted almost half of all the patronesses of this period. In fact, among 

their endowed properties, existence of lands that had been granted as temlik, 

ba~maklzk could give clues about pious endowments of this large group of patroness-

182 Ibid. p.128 andAhmet Sim~1rgiL Osmanlz Ta§J"a Te~hlatm~a Tokat (1455-1574)Ph. D. Diss: . 
(Wl3I'Illara Universitesi, 1990), p.3l6 It is not accidental that thiS hl1"ld system was concentrated ill tlllS 
district Because these lands were Turcoman lands which were taken under control by the Ottomans 
after a long str~gle due to regime of big estates that were possesed by aristocratic families. 
183 Ibid., p.128 
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. 184 Tt 
prmcesses. JlleSe systems were applied in the case of the applicant stated to the 

sultan that he needed this revenue in order to construct a pious foundation or in less 

time for his OWl1 benefit or for providing revenue to an already founded institution. ISS 

Certainly such kind of allotment of the lands for some groups was directly 

related to patrinlonial relations between the sultan and the applicant. The sultan gave 

ownership of these lands if the applicant had displayed his loyalty and distinguished 

• 1S6 I 1 f h . . serVIces. n t le case 0 t e prmcesses, the same condItions could be valid 

particularly if they were married to high ranking statesmen. If their husbands were 

high ranking statesmen, the sultan would have to maintain his relations with them 

painstakingly. Marriages of these women to eminent persons might have led to 

greater influence of these women on their fathers and brothers, because important 

political links could have been advanced by their marriages. 187 Before the time of 

Bayezid II, temlL"'<: lands were granted particularly at the tinle of Murat II to a few 

princessess such as Hafsa Khatun188 fuid Fatma Khatun, daughters of Murad II,189 

and Sell(uk Khatun daughter ofMehmed 1.190 At the time ofMehmed II only his 

wetnurse was granted some lands. 191 

184 Rani Khatu.l'1 daughter ofSchzadc Mustafa and Seli;,uk Sultan ,$chzade Khatun, Fauna Khatun, 
daughters ofBayezid II and Scl','-llk KhatLll1, daughter ofMehmet legrand-grand aunt ofBayezid II) 
were granted lands at the time of this sultan.For Bani Khatun's, Fatma Khatun's and Sehzade Sah 
Khanm's endowments see Tayyib, G6kbilginxv. ve XVI ASlrlarda Edirne ve Pa:;a 
Livasl.(Istanbul:U','-lcr Basll11Gvi, 1952) tor Scl','-llk Khatlh'ls' endoments, one was daughter and the 
other grand-grandalmt ofBayezid II,see the trust deed of Scl','-uk Khanm, daughter ofMehmed 
I)V.G.MA. 608-2/384 (herea..'1er the trust deed ofScl','-uk Khatun (daughter ofMehmed l)and tor the 
trust deed of Scl','-uk Khaum( daughter of Bayezid II) see Tayyib, GOkbilgin.xv. ve ){Vl. ASlrlarda 
Edirne ve Pa§a Livasl.(Ista.'lbul:U','-lcr BaslITlevi,1952) 
185 P...alil fualelk and Donald Quatert, (eds.) An Economic And Social Hist01Y CifThe Otoman Empire. 
13 00-1914 (Cambridge University Pres, 1994), p.122 
186 Ibid. p.l22 
187 Peirce, (1992) p.107 . 
188 Ekrem f-Iak,la Ayverdi,Osmaniz M.imarisinde (:elebi }.1ehmet ve II Sultan Murat Devri 
(Istanbul:Baha .r-vfutbaasl, 1966), pp.279-281 
189 Ekrem Hak...la Ayverdi, Osmanh Nlimarisir,de Fatih Devri (Istanbul: Bat'1a Matbaasl, 1973), p.122 
190These princesses, Sel~ul( Khatlm a...'1d Fauna Khanll1 was grcllited some la...'1ds at the time of~v1urad II 
and then Beyazid II, as it wa.s noted below. In faet wakflands of~e latter patroness ",,-ere asSIgned as 
tunal' lands during Mehmed II's reign, and th'.':ll granted by BeyaZld II to the owner. 
191 G6kbilgin (1952), p.324 
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Moreover, the lands, the revenue of which could not be allotted for a pious 

foundation such as hass and zeamet lands were also endowed for their institutions by 

some of the patronesses noted above. These lands, zeamet and hass, were not lands 

granted in freehold as temlik or ba~makhk but they were converted to endowments 

due to the proximity of the princesses to the sultans. Sel<;uk Khatun, grand-grand 

au.nt ofBayezid II had a zeamet land that was donated for the expenses of her 

foundations and Fatma Khatun, daughter ofBayezid II, had a beglerbegi hass. 

Furthermore, Ayni~ah Khatun, daughter of Sehzade Abdullah bought a village in 

Gelibolu from the daughter of Cem, known as Gevhermiiliik Khatun, for the 

expenses of her mektebl92 though a wa..kfland could not be sold, only its revenues 

could be given to beneficiaries in theory. 193 

It should be highlighted that these princesses were not only offered mink lands 

the income of which could be spent for pious foundations but also they found 

possible ways of converting their hass or zeamet land to their endowments. Even 

violation of rules ofwakflands was overlooked with the purpose of encouraging 

princesses to construct public works. The same tendency was probably not valid for 

sOlVeone who was not equal to a princess in status. 

Until that time, many sultans reinforced architectural attempts of royal women 

b~t royal consorts of a.ny sultan was not supported to such an extent as in that period. 

At th~ time ofBayezid II, the great economic welfare of the era and land policy of 

the sultan led to a rising number of architectural attempts, including women's public 

works. It has been mentioned earlier that princesses and mother of the sultan were 

endowed with the properties by the sultan in various ways. On the other hand, one 

does not come across any lands endowed for public work ofa pri.nce's mother or any 

192 n..:A - 30A 
~UIU., 1-'- ov . T •• 

193 Jorill Robert Barnes, An Introdvction to Rzligious FoundatIOns 111 TI,e Ottoman EmpIre. (Lelden: 

E. J: Bnll,1981), p.16 
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application of a royal consort to the sultan for some nroDerties before the death of 
~.1.- - J: - 0" _ ~ _ _ _ •• • ." _ _._ _ _ 

their son. For instance, BiilbiH Khatun asked for endowment of some properties after 

the death of her son as it ';\laS mentioned above. 

Maybe lands were not endowed to a royal consort by the sultan because she 

was sufficiently encounured bv her son to establish Dious foundations. For instance. v 01' - - .1.- - _.- _ •. _ .• _, __ • _ __ •. _ 4? 

an essential portion ofitlcome ofEyalet-i Rum, Amasya-Tokat-Sivas district were 

allotted as hass lands oforinces during the reign of Bavezid II though thev had been 
.1: v - '-' - - . .., - -. - - -'f.-/' - -J -- -. ~ - -

. -' 'ta·' h 1 1 '1 h.~. d 194 CD1 .c: 11 f 1 asslgneu as sm . ns ~ass lanas untu hmt . ate. 1 nerelore, a' expenses 0 tne 

provincial court in Amasya was covered by the revenue of these hass lands at the 

time. Between the vears 1482-1513 the mince Ahmed. son of Bavezid II was 
eI' ~ " " 

entrusted to the governorship of A ..... '1lasya, thus these lands were granted as hass lands 

under the control oftrus prince. If an important portion of these lands was given 

away under the control of this prince, the income could have encouraged the prince's 

mother to undertake construction of a building comnlex. namelv Hatunive Comolex 
~ ..l.'/ .." .r .1. 

there. Existence ofthe properties donated for this complex within this Amasya-

Sivas-Tokat district195 could reiPxforce this clailTI. 

To sum UD. at the time ofBavezid II roval Datronesses. including mincesses, 
.!.." .".,- ..l. " ~.L 

mothers of minces and the mother of the sultan. were encouraged to construct DubHe 
..l. .I' ~ ..L 

works bv being beauethed lands through various means. At that time, the role of 
- - - "" - - {..J - ~ -.1. - - - - - - . -- - (.J 

these royal women began to be fonned more defmitely with their architectural 

attempts that reached a more extensive size during the Suleimanic age and in the 

following decades. Not only radical attempts ofMehmed II were tenmnated by 

restitution ofpious properties ofpeople, but also conciliatory systems as maliki-

011 • - - •• ; p ~ ...... ~ C;-...':..--",,; =-,,-ii ~£,.,. .................... i_..-....i ..... ~ .. ~-~ ........ .eo ...... n-...-! f,... __ ! ..... -=--
L ......... HO'v'Vevei during the reign 01 DayeziCl ii 5 ~Ufl, Vvillll I, cUI UIC;)C fGulu;) V"''''CIC LUI ccu uct1.if\ l.U 

sultan. Ta.yyib Gokbilgin. "15. ve 16. AsrrlardaEyalet-i Rum" Valajlar Derglsi 6 (1995):56 

lY5 'The trust Deed of Bill bill KhatlUl 
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divani system were introduced with the Duroose of encouragiml eminent neonle 
.L L -, ".i.-' r....J - - ... r - -.r -

including patronesses to undertake the erection of endeavours. 

Furthermore, many lands were gra..nted to them as temlik or hakani hibe as 

well as lands that were allotted for other needs were beouethed to nious endowments , , 

of women. Nevertheless, one does not come across anv examnles ofa roval consort - v - -. ..L- - - _. -./. - - - - -

who was granted la..nds by the sultan during the governorshin of her son. Probablv 
~ ~..L ~ 

she had irLfluence on the sultan indirectly as the mother of the mince who was . , 

sufficiently bequethed by his father. On the other hand, it does not mean that pious 

foundations were only supported by land properties, but urban properties in variety 

were also dedicated for nubHc works of women as it is dealt with in the following , ~ 

part. 

3.2 Public Works of Patronesses; Access to Power 

This section tackles with prominent patronesses like royal consorts and mother 

ofBayezid II, the ketkhiida khatun (to a lesser degree)and two daughters of Bayezid 

II: Hatice Khatun and Selcuk Khatun. I Darticularlv concentrate on the means of their 
'" "..L 'III' 

autpority and wealth particularly in the provincial towns (where Giilbahar Khatun, 

Hlisnlisah Khatun and BUlbUl Khatun had a comDlex each) and in the caDital city 
" .J.".l. .". 

(where princesses and the ketkhuda khatun had public works). At fIrst, relations of 

the prince to his mother and to local, official dignitaries is dealt with in order to 

comnrehend the nature of the architectural attempts in these areas. And then how - ~ ..L- - - - - - _. 

these patronesses displayed their wealth and power is investigated. 

At the time ofBavezid II. sizeable building complexes of women were founded .. __ • _ - _ . ." - .- :7 

in Manisa and evalet-i Rum. Dfominently in Amasya and Tokat. In those years, . ~ , 

Amasya was the second city that had the highest number of buildings after 
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the Black Sea until the late sixteenth century. 

As it was noted above, in 1478 Me11med II ordered the conversion of many 

freehold and vvakflands to timar lands that were distributed to the soldiery in order to 

expand his cavalry army. This radical reform triggered a social and political crisis 

throughout the empire, particularly in Amasya where Turcoman elite families who 

held extensive freehold lands began to constitute "secret opposition centers" around 

Bayezid. In this provincial capital, the religious oppponents especially Halvetiyye 

dervishes whose lands were confiscated throughout the empire, were the most active 

organizers of "secret opposition centers". Under Bayezid II, a counter policy was 

followed and most of the confiscated freehold and wakflands were returned to 

198 owners. 

After a sultan attained the throne, members of his provincial court or people 

who had proximity to his provincial court were in charge of essential oftices in the 

capital city. Loyalties and networks established between the prince and his servants 

• . • 1" L': d . . . -1 ",;0/- 199 B !d II d ~h t m the prmcely court were tranSlene mto llnpena COUlL. ayezl owe mUt; 0 

the people of the town where he held the provincial court because by their 

197 (::igdem Kates~ioglu. "Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, L-nperial Vision, and the 
Ma.ldng of the Ottoman Capital"pp.383 forthcoming. 

198 Halil inalclk, Donald Quatert , (eds.) An Economic and Social HistOlY of the Ottoman Empire 

1300-1914 
(Cmnbridge University Press; 1994), p.127 . . . . 

199 Leslie P. Peirce.171e Imperial Harem; Women and Soverezgnzty m the Otoman Empire (New York, 

Oxford:Oxford University Press,1993), p.46 
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reinforcements he became the actual winner of the throne. Especially a sheikh named 

<::elebi Halite belonging to the party of Halvetiyye that had intimate affiliations with 

Bayezid II was influential in his success against his brother Cern.200 V\r7hen he gained 

the throne with the support of tills shei.~h' s party in Amasya, he was invited to 

Istanbul by the sultan Bayezid II and was appointed to a new convent there.201 

Bayezid II displayed his loyalty and respect to these groups not only by 

invitations to the capital city but also by encouraging various patrons or patronesses 

to undertake the erection of pious foundations around this province. Construction of 

a magnificient complex by him there in the first years of his sultanate verifies the 

distinguished status of Amasya after he gained the throne. He was in an attempted to 

accelarate achitectural ventures in the other urban centers that were neglected at the 

time ofMehmed n to the advantage of the recently conquered capital city.202 

Amasya witnessed the first attacks ofSafavids as a follower of the shiite polity at 

that time. Thus, the support oftrus sufi order might be an alternative to 

"heterodoxicaily minded Anatolian cornmunities".203 In par-ailel to the general 

development of architectural patronage at the time of Bayezid II, patronesses of that 

ti1I"l:e undertook the construction of buildings mostly in Istanbul and then around 

Amasya. Amasya and its surroundings had higher proportion of women's buildings 

at the time of Bayezid II. 

One of the consorts ofBayezid II, BUlbUl Khatun founded one of the 

magmficent building complexes oftrus period in Amasya.(Figure 12) She was the 

200 Zeynep Yfuekli. "Tne Sufi Convent ofSokullu Mehmed Pasha in Istanbul".Muq~a: ~O (2003): 
163 and Cigdem Kafesc;ioglu. "Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural EncOlmter, Impenal VISIOn, and 
the Making onhe Ottoman Capital" p.383 forthcoming. 
201 Ibid.170 
202 Cigdem Kafesc;ioglu. "Const,mtinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperial Vision, and the 

Makingofthe Ottoman Capital" p.380 forthcoming. 

203 Ibid. 
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mother of Sehzade Alm1ed, who had a palace and a ye$me in Vezirkopr'li near 

.A~masya. Until those years, princes settled probably in the palace of Amasya. It is 

possible that the construction of a private palace displays increasing w'ealth and 

status ofthe prmce, but it was a private attempt rather than a public endevour.204 

(Only brothers of the fITst two Ottoman sultans had ordered the construction of some 

public edifices; those were Siileyman Pasha and Aladdin Beg.) On the other hand, 

mothers of princes had source of power and authority in the provincial courts over 

their sons. This was reflected in achitectural attempts ofBiilbiil Khatun who also 

built a mosque and a public bath in Ladik, which was probably one of the districts of 

Amasya in those years. 

Another royal woman, the mother of Bayezid II had a complex composed ofa 

medrese, an imm-et and a mosque founded by her son during his first years on the 

throne, in Tokat. As I mentioned before, Tokat was one of the towns of Eyalet-i Rum 

which also included Sivas and Ai'nasya, the latter being the capital of this province. 

In Sorkun near Amasya, she also built a mosque, some of the expenses of which 

were covered by the income of her complex in Tokat,z°5 Among these royal women, 

only a non-royal woman, named Fahriinnisa Khatun, daughter ofa commander had a 

few works in this provi.'1cial capital. 206 

204 Also, another son ofBayezid II, known as Korkud tmdertook construction of a palace whlch 
probably was used in some seasons, out of main palace knOW1l as SaraY-l Amire of Manis a In 
following decades Sultan Mustafa erected a summer palace in Manisa, though in general ~ehzades 
prefiered renovation of the main palace and made additions to the existing I?alace founded by Murad 
II. See Cagatay U1u~ay, Manisadaki Saray-l Amire ve $ehzadeler Tiirbesi (Istanbul; Resimli Ay 
Matbaasl, 1941), p.1 0-12 and 1. Aydln YUksel. Osmanlzlvfimarisinde 11 Bayezid ve YavllZ Se/im Devri 
(istanbul;Istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 1983) 
205 Moreover, daughter of Emir Bey (from one of the well known iirnera families of Amasya) known 
as Sultan Khatun, married to Bayezid II, had a darill-kurra in Acem Ali MMal1esi, a quarter of 
Amasya. See Abdi-zade Htiseyin Hiisameddin, Arnasya Tarihi J(Ankara; Amasya Be1ediyesi Kiiltiir 
Yaymlarl,1986),21S-216 However ,as it was noted in the introduction part, muslim women married to 
Ottoman sultcms were not allowed to undert<'1ke public works. 111erefore tillS example seems really 

interesting. . 
206 See i. Aydm YUksel. Osmanlz Mzrnarisinde I1Bayezid ve Yavuz Selim Devri.(Istanbul;Istanbul Fetih 

Cemiyeti, 1983), p .. 30 



91 

Amasya and its surroundings had an important number of women's buildings. 

One third of all the buildings (excluding tombs) founded by women at this period 

were located in Amasya and its environs. Furthermore, two prominent complexes of 

the time were erected by women in Amasya. As it was noted above, Bayezid II took 

the reins of his power by being the actual winner in the throne contest against Cem 

with distinguished support of some groups in Amasya. Therefore, he accelerated the 

urbanization attempts there with his own foundations as well as by encourao-ino-o 0 

familiar people near his sons who were appointed as governor to Amasya. Increasing 

architectural attempts in Amasya were also followed by women unlike during the 

time ofMehmed II when patronesses founded buildings mostly in Bursa and Edirne. 

These cities lost their popularity with the growing role of Amasya beyond being just 

a provincial capital as it was in earlier decades. 

Amasya was popular with the mbanization attempts not only during the reign 

ofBayezid II. After its conquest following the time ofMehmed I and Murat II 

architectural attempts were undertaken by prominent families of Amasya as well as 

by these sultans and familiar servants of their provincial courts.z°7 As it was noted in 

the chapter concerning the time of <;elebi Mehmet and Murat II, the former had 

founded a zawiya in honour of her mother in Merzifon, one of the main districts of 

Amasya. Construction of a public work in honour of his mother in the province 

where her mother had prominence at the time of his governance was a kind of 

display of reciprocal relationship between his mother and the sultan <;elebi Mehmet 

after he took the throne like Bayezid II who ordered the erection of a complex in 

Tokat. However, at the time of Bayezid II, the outburst of architectural patronage of 

207 See Elaem R'1kk1 Ayverdi, Osmanlz Mimarisinde ge1ebi lvIehmet ve 11 lvIurad 

Devri(Istanbul :Baha Mat baasl, 1972) 
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women occured in a provincial capital, that is Amasya, not in the capital city. As a 

contrasting point, at the times of Me lnne d I and Murad II, women had public works 

in the capital city and the former capital city. This shift to the province was 

conconritant to architectural attempts of Bayezid II in Amasya before the capital city, 

IstanbuL 208 

On the other hand, prominence of Amasya in the late fifteenth century 

diminished in the second half of the sixteenth century as a result of rising popularity 

of Manis a as a provincial capital near the capital city. It was also the province in 

wIllch two princes, Murat III and Mehmet III were appointed as last governors of a 

sanjak.
209 

It was perceived as a forestone before ascending to the throne, thus its 

popularity as a provincial capital rose among the princes.210 Manisa had come into 

sight as a political center when Murat II left the throne and went to Manisa where he 

undertook the construction of some foundations;tIlls was an unusual case of a sultan 

who left the throne.211 Moreover, in the fifteenth century not only princes but also 

d· . . .£' 1 " 1 ,. d h . . 1 h·.c: d' ?12 19mtanes 01 tne provmcla courts ennvene t1 e provmce Wlln tell' l.oun abons.-

It should be pointed out that in Manisa, urbanization attempts of princes' 

mo~hers were initiated by mother of ~ehzade ~ehin~ah. This patroness, Hiisnii~ah 

Khatun, had a complex composed of a mosque, &1 imaret, a khan, and a mekleb213 in 

Manisa, not only as the mother of a prince but also as a person who displayed the 

frrst serious architectural attempt in this province. 214 (FigureS) Furthermore, 

208 Cigdem Kafes~ioglu. "Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cult-ural EncOlmter, Imperial Vision, and the 
Making of the Ottoman Capital"p.380 forthcoming. 

20Y F eridlm Emecen, XVI. Aszrda Manisa Kazasz (Ankara;Tiirk Tarih KUfUlllU Basllnevi, 1989), p.26 
210 Ibid. p.31 
211 Feridun Emecen, "Manisa" ,D.iA, v.27 (2003):578 
212 Emecen (1989), p.86 . . 
213 It is not obvious, whether she founded that lllekteb or It was founded by someone later. However III 

Hiisn~ah Khatun's trust deed, there was a note that declares appointment ofa mual1im among other 
servants of this complex. TIle trust deed ofHiisniisah Khatlm 
214 Emecen (1989), p.29 
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Sehin~ah, who could not gain the throne, had a masjid named after him in Konya at 

the time of his governorship there.215 Konya and particularly Manisa witnessed 

several important foundations of women and men of Ottoman household in the 

following decades.216 

"The mothers of potential heirs to the sultanate" had monuments out of the 

capital city until mid-sixteenth century.217 They would be the eldest person in the 

provincial court who erected building complexes that served the sanjaks' population. 

This city would be subject to important changes as new princes arrived to hold the 

court there.
218 

Therefore, they had access to commercial, social, educational spheres 

in these provinces much more so than in the capital. 

Women's economic activity mut be located within the context of wider 

Ottoman economy, and women's wealth and investment decisions must be compared 

to those of men or to the general outline of economic activities of these cities. 

Women's access to commercial world was in its apex at that time when compared to 

earlier times though it was limited in contrast to men's investments in commercial 

areas. In commercial network of towns, women of this period had assumed a certain 

rol~ thanks to their public baths, khans, mills and shops. 

It is significant that the number of public baths built by men were more 

than eleven times more than those built by women. And the number of khans 

constructed by men were more than thirteen times more than those constructed by 

215 Existence of such a masjid fOlmded by a prince seems to me hlteresting. Because such kind of 
public work of a prince was not founded (as it has aforementioned)since the time of Orhan. 

216 In the fonner Mevlevi Complex \Vill, renovated by various sultans and the Selimiye Mosque was 
completed by Selim II and the latter became more favourable with Sultaniye Complex by Hafsa Khallm 
and Muradiye Complex by Murat III in following decades. Godfrey Goodwin, "Konya" E.l, v.5(1979), 

p.255 

217 Lucienne Thys Senoca!<, "The Yeni Valide Complex at Emin6nii" Muqarnas 15 (1998):78. Only 
Gillbahar Khaum who had not in fact a major arcitectural endeavor, had undertaken constructIOn of a 

modest masjid in the capital city, Edirne. 
218 Emecen." Manisa" D.iA., v.27(2003):579 
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women. However, an evaluation that takes into consideration the number of women's 

commercial buildLngs within the total of their own buildings, let alone within the 

grand total of commercial buildings of this period yields other results. Nearly 5 % of 

women's foundations were composed of khans and 18 % of them were public baths. 

In fact, the result of such an evaluation for foundations of men suggests that 4 % of 

men's buildings were khans and 12,5 % of these were public baths in addition to 

their bedestens and caravanserais amounting to nearly 5,7 %.219 

Nevertheless, these numbers suggest that women preferred erecting 

public baths with the income under their control much more frequently than did men, 

though such an evaluation did not change the results for other commercial 

foundations such as khans, caravanserais and bedestens. Prominent patronesses of 

this era had at least one public bath even if they did not have any khan or bedesten or 

caravanserai in order to cover expenses of their public works. Increasing number of 

these public baths could set someone too\:ing them as public spaces. 

These numbers could give an idea about the contribution of women in the 

commercial area, but particularly the location of buildings in urban space could 

rev:eal their roles in the public stage. Patronesses who had a complex such as BUlbUl 

Khatun, the mother of ~ehzade Alunet, Hiisnii~ah Khatun, mother of ~ehzade 

$ehin~ah, Hatice Khatun, daughter of Bayezid II had public baths within their 

complexes despite the fact that women known for modest public works had baths 

1 h .. .~. 220 ~ A- d KhaT tun / a n~·ode-~ that were not so case to tell' mstlmtlOns exceplSu e . ~ .~ Sl 

patroness who h..ad a double public bath in Mevlana Gurani K.....h..an Mahallesi, a 

quarter ofIstanbul, for her mekteb in A~Ll( Pasha Mahallesi).(Figure 1) 

220 Seh;u..1<. Khatun had a public bath in Tophane Mahall~si, a.quarter of Galata fo: expenses of her 
medrese in Serez, and Hlli'1di Khatun had a public bath 111 Edirne for her mekteb 111 Bursa. See the trust 
deed of Sel~uk Khatun, daughter ofBayezid II and Hundi Khatun's trust deed: V.G.M.A.581/382 
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Transportation of income across vast distances was only possible in the case of 

11" :,... 7?1 
extraoramary concutions-- . Hence, a public bath's revenue, bequethed to a distant 

building is interesting. For instance, Selvuk Khatun had a public bath (in Istanbul), 

the income of which was spent for her medrese in Serez. Moreover, Hundi Khatun 

endowed a public bath in Edirne in order to meet the expenses of her mekteb h1J. 

Bursa. Furthermore, transportation of the revenue ofSerez Khatun's public bath in 

the opposite direction -from the capital city to the Balkans - was not a usual 

tendency. Since most of the revenues of pious foundations in the capital city was 

covered by the income collected from the Balkans and in lesser numbers from 

Anatolian towns, those pious foundations that transferred the revenue from the 

capital city to other towns, particularly to the Balkans were not encountered 

?2? frequently.- -

Only two patronesses of this period had khans; one was Hiisnii~ah Khatun and 

the other one was Biilbi.H Khatun who endowed a khan for expenses of her 

complex.223 Hiisnli~ah Khatun's khan, Kur~un1u Khan was at the starting point of 

Manisa's 9ar~i which was defmed as follows; "this c;ar~i reached the quarter known 

as A.lacahamam from Hatuniye Mosque and to Ali Aga Mosque from Kur~unlu 

-Kh "(F· 4' ??4 an. Igure' )--

Significantly, with the construction ofHiisnii~ah Khatun's complex, the center 

of the city with the focal point designated by DIu Mosque (that had been constructed 

by Sarukhanoghullan before the Ottoman conquest in 1390 or the next year) lost its 

importance. (Figure 5) This complex initiated a visible attempt in the urban 



96 

development of Manisa and in the following decades, this attempt was followed with 

the construction of the Sultaniye Complex of Hafsa Khatun, mother ofSiileyman 

1.225 However, since 1427, Ottomans had maintained the construction of foundations 

on the axis that was formed by the Sarukhans. As a result, the city center, with the 

foundation of complexes that had offerings concerning educational, religious, social, 

and commercial needs of the population slipped to the north of the town by the 

initiation ofHiisnu:;;ah Khatun's architectural endeavors.226 Urban improvement was 

largely dependent on the establishment of pious foundations for various public works 

such as hospitals, schools, trade centers as in the case ofHiisnii~ah Khatun's 

complex. 

This khan probably sheltered many tradesmen from various towns and 

countries. It was noted as a big trade center which had connections to the harbours of 

Bursa, Iskenderiye, and Trablus~am and which provided transportation of various 

goods to the harbour of Antalya in the sixteenth century.z27 In the late fifteenth 

century, it may not have been a highly developed area, but the c;ar.;i of Manisa in the 

north of the town began to be formed especially with the erection of the khan of 

Hiisn,ii°ah Khatun. It was also mentioned that in the sixteenth century all the guests 

were welcomed in three khans of Manis a and the most sizeable among them was 

Khan-l Cedid or Yeni Khan founded by Hiisnu~ah Khatun and endowed to support 

her complex.228 This Yeni Khan must be the khan known as Kur~unlu Khan, 

pro bably its name changed in time. 

Another foundation of this period, known as Giilbahar Khatun Complex was 

built in an area that became a small commercial center as an alternative to the main 

225 Feridun Emecen.~' ivlan.isa" DiA,27(2003):579 
226 Tt .. :rl 

~UIU. 

227 Errlecen (1989), p.66 
228n..: r1 _ '7 c: 

~LJl.U., }J.'V 
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commercial area that had a bedesten and some khans such as Yagci Khan, Khan, 

Sulu Khan, Pasha Khan.(Figure 6) Before it was erected, a khan known as Horozoglu 

Khan had been founded near her complex and in the seventeenth century, another 

khan was erected nearby.229 Moreover, in the seventeenth century the quarter in 

which this complex was founded became known as Meydan Mahallesi though in the 

sixteenth century it was only known as Hatuniye Mahallesi. This development was 

due to formation of a public square (meydan) surrounded by Hatuniye Complex and 

two khans and a medrese. The construction of this complex did not initiate the 

constitution of a commercial area as Hiisni~ah Khatun's complex did in Manisa, but 

it is a fact that it initiated the establishment of a small nearby commercial area. 

Other small commercial properties, particularly shops and in fewer number 

mills had essential status among endowed properties of patronesses at the time of 

Bayezid II. Nine patronesses out of all the patronesses (they were eighteen) of this 

period had shops dedicated to cover expenses of their institutions. In earlier years, 

properties that were dedicated to support an institution were mainly composed of 

agricultural lands, only at the time ofMehmed II a few women had shops. 

However, in this period some patronesses endowed properties almost all of 

which were composed of shops. Hiisnii~ah Khatun had only three villages and a 

garden in order to cover one of the most prestigious complexes of this period and 

Hatice Khatun had only four villages in order to maintain her masjid and mekieb.230 

Furthermore, Asude Khatun, the ketkhiida khatun of the old palace had not endowed 

any land for her tomb and mekteb in Istanbul However, it does not mean that all of 

229 Tayyib GOkbilgin. "Tokat" LA. (1979):404 
130 TrJs iriformatioii about e.i1dOWed properties of lIatice Khatun was acquired from the source knOVvTI 

as Orner Ltitfi Bark(ijl and Ekrem lIakkl Ayverdi, (eds.), 953 (1546) Tarihli Istanbul yTak~dlarl Tahrir 
Defteri (Istanbul, 1970) One collid not be sure vvnet11er these proper1ies could be changed III titlle or 
not. 
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these patronesses did have shops instead of lands. All of these patronesses had also 

public baths as revenue producing hlstitutions and Hiisni.i~ah K.t1atun had a khan. 

As it was noted in the preceding chapter, wealthy people had a row of shops, 

khans or bedestens that were integrated into a complex in contrast to less wealthy 

members of the conmmnity who had isolated stores or workshops.231 Patronesses of 

this period generally had a row of shops near their buildings in some quruiers or in 

well known trade centers with the exception of two women; they had only a bakery 

in order to support the masjids of their own quarters. Like these benefactors, many 

people who had limited wealth usually preferred to dedicate some properties to 

support masjids that were near their houses. 

Although in many cases a row of shops rather than isolated ones were 

endowed, their number was not registered except for the shops of the patronesses 

Asude Khatun; Hatice Khatun and Hiisnii~ah Khatun, who scored the highest 

numbers. One could think that if the row of shops was not given in number, they 

could vanish in a shorter time due to possible violations in the maintenance of the 

wakf system. Therefore, one can conclude that if shops constituted an essential part 

of endowed properties, they were given in numbers because the diminishing number 

of dominant properties could lead to important problems. 

It should be indicated that there are other parameters besides the number of 

shops, giving clues about the access of women to the commercial network of 

Ottoman towns. One could also derive information by looking at the location of 

shops. The shops that were endowed for the maintenance ofHiisnii~ah Khatun's, 

Asude Khatun's and Hatke Khatun's institutions were near a r;ar§i, a khan or a 

bedesten. 

231 S1Jfaiya Faroqr..i, TOvilYlS and TOrvl1sillen Qf Ottoiilan Anatolia; Trade, Crafts an.d Ji'ood IJroductiol1 
in An Urban Setting, (1520-1650) (Cambridge;Cambridge University Press, 1984), p.35 
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As it was noted above, one of the prominent patronesses of this era, Hiisnu~ah 

Khatun had shops integrated to her khan and a few were near her imaret in the same 

9ar~i. Moreover, some of them were near the bazaars of Manisa known as Odun 

Pazan and Kale pazan.232Also Hatice Khatun had most of her shops in the quarter 

known as Mercan Aga Mahallesi, which is even today one of the main commercial 

areas of Istanbul and also a row of shops near another familiar 9ar~i of the capital 

city blown as Mahmud Pasha ~ar~1S1. In the years following the conquest of the 

capital city, the covered bazaar becllille the nucleus of the commercial area of the 

city. As time passed, this area was broadened from the line ofMal:l1Ilud Pasha and 

Mercan Aga to the Golden Hom. 

Certainly the location of shops near the center of the main commercial area 

differs from the row of shops ii1 an ordinary quarter because women who endowed 

coffitllercial property near the cOffitllercial center were i.t"1tegrated into this area to 

greater extent. As it was noted in the preceding chapter, at the time ofMehmed II 

only his wetnurse, who had prerogatives of the sultan's mother as a result of early 

death of his mother, had some shops near the Bedesten that was one of the main 

buildi.t"1gs Wit1:1hi the heart oftrds commercial area. However, another patroness 

known as Asude Khatun (the ketkhiida khatun whose status could be comparable to 

Mehmed II's wetnurse) was not allowed to or didn't prefer to own shops in the main 

cOlmnercial district of the capital city but in Galata. In this district of the capital city 

a khan known as Mevlana Gtirani Khan233
, nearby she dedicated seventeen shops to 

the maintenance of her public works, was built by this patroness.(Figure 1) 

232 I could not find t.~e location of these bazaais, but probably tiley Weie in the main cOITunercial cuea 
of:r'v1arJsa. Bazaars were usually founded in the cornmercial area ofUle citiese 
233 See Ceyhan Gfullil, Turk Vak1Jlartnln Geli§irni ve jstanbullfanlarz }vfil1Ulrisi (\Taklflar Genel 
~v1iid-orllign Yaylnlarl, 1976),60-61 and Ekrem lIakkl Ay-verdi. Osrnanlz }vIiinarisi;ule 1-qatih Devri,IIl 
(Istanbul:Baha Matbaasl, 1973), pp.576-579 
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The patronesses of Bayezid II's reign had cOlThllercial premises in the highest 

number compared to patronesses of the earlier years.They had the role of owning 

business premises, pariicularly shops in the heart of the commercial areas of the 

province of Manis a and the capital city of Istanbul and public baths usually near 

their other foundations. Trrrough the building and maintenance of their public works 

prominently these women, Hlisni.i~ah, Asude and Hatice KhatlUl employed highly 

visible as well as powerful means to further their public role. By providing for the 

needs of urban dwellers in various ways distribution of goods, welcoming tradesmen 

throughout the Ottoman Empire (and probably out of it), they were integrated into 

the commercial network. 

Women were visible with their economic investments thanks to being founders 

of pious works which gave them also the chance of displaying more charitable and 

pious attempts, mainly disbursement of food in their imarets. These differ from 

Giil9igek Khatun's (mother ofBayezid I) zawiya or the tomb of Asude Khatun234 that 

provided the distribution of food particularly on holy days or njghts in a sanctuary. It 

was a mandatory duty of the Muslim to give alms to the poor thus the sultans 

conspicuously displayed it by providing for the distrubution of food to the poor. It 

was noted that Orhan, the second Ottoman sultan, had distributed the fIrst food, the 

day he opened the soup kitchen he founded in Iznik?35 

Mothers of princes and of the sultan (Hiisnii~ah, BUlbUl and Giilbahar ;K..hatun) 

had an imm'et each in their complexes. These institutions were means for the display 

of royal consorts' (the latter mounted a step further as mother of the actual winner in 

234 The latter patroness forined a different eXmllple by providing disbursement offood at her tomb in 
holy days and feasts.Each yem 3000 clirheffi was left for this cUsbursenlent, tins fund left for it \vas more 
that! income of a lliiitevelli ill a Yeru, though he :bad t-Jghest 1tlCOine amol1g otiler serVdtlts. See tile trust 
deed of Asude Khatun. 

235Leslie P. Peil:ce.The Imperial Harem; Women and Sovereignity in the Oloman Empire, p.175 
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the throne contest) piety and charity throughout the main provincial towns -Amasya, 

Tokat, and Manisa - of the Ottoman Empire. By these institutions, they provided one 

of the first mandatory needs of people composed of not only the needy but also many 

others from different walks of life. The latter group was maLnly given the title of 

reaya and ulema or visitors as in many examples of extensive and modest imarets in 

1 • 1 . . 736 ~ fi" nl .' 1 1 tne capIta CIty or many provmces. - nene cmnes were not o· y reglstereG unGer an 

implicit term (such as visitors, reaya) but also details concerning what kind of acts 

must be displayed for eminent people were registered in trust deeds of women. 

Although these people were usually noted as they deserved distinguished treatment, 

one could come across an explanation about t.llls detail in only Hlisnii~ah Khatun's 

imaret that provided food three times a day for eminent people though cornmon 

people could have food only twice; Ln the morning and in the evening. 

On special days and nights, the dishes were richer and extra revenues were 

allotted for everyone. These special days and nights were the nights ofRegaip, 

A~ure, Berat, the feasts, the month of Receb, Ramadan, (and the end of it) and Friday 

nights. These nights and days were the days and nights on which people should pray 

and must give thanks to God because they had the chance of being forgiven with 

their pious acts. 237 

236 Amy Singer, Consrructing Ottoman Beneficience; An Imperial Soup Kitchen (State University of 
New York Press, 2002), p.144 
237 It is one of the manis, written about di~tinguished peculiarities of the holy month, Ramadan; 

Geldi bu malm.mz (F:1!W17a..TJ) kutlu 
Te5rifi 5ekerden tath 
Nice cwlar eri51nedi 
Eren ca.'1lara ne mutlu 

Aleme rahmetle geldi 
Hamd ola izzetle geldi 
Ci1'llle mUntin kullanna 
Miijde-i wmetle geldi 

Ami1(:elebi.(ed.) Ramazanname.Atatfuk Thiversitesi KitaplIgl, Yazmalar B61runiil408 (Tercrunan 
1001 Temel Eser 22), p.41 
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Although disbursement of food was concentrated in the foundations of three 

well-known figures of this period, educational attempts were under the control of 

patronesses from various segments of the society.lvledreses were founded by 

prominent women but mektebs (in higher numbers) were constructed by women that 

had different amounts of wealth. Therefore construction ofmedreses were related to 

status of patronesses rather than their wealth. 

Until the time ofBayezid II, only two patronesses known as Melek Khatun, 

the wife ofK::tr::l1nanoolu Alaaddin Bey and Giilyic;ek Khatun, the mother ofBayezid 

I, had undertaken the building of a medrese. Even at the time ofMehmed II, no 

medrese was founded by any women238
, though numerous medreses were founded by 

ulema and particularly devshirme families at that time. It is a fact that maintenance of 

medreses does not only require meeting their needs but also the way it functioned as 

an educational institution. Even the curriculum of a medrese was determined by 

considering wishes of its founder. 239 

However, this period witnessed the foundation of two medreses; one was 

founded by Bayezid II in honour of his mother in Tokat and the other one was 

established by Sel9uk Khatun, daughter of Bayezid II, in Serez. Furthermore, the 

latter differs from women who all had relatively small millks or fOlmdations in the 

Balkans. Her exceptional position was noted by Artan who concluded that women 

did not or were not allowed to have a "symbolic and mental space" for themselves in 

this stage of Ottoman power except Sel9uk Khatun.240 It is a fact that Sel9uk 

238 As it Vvas noted in the preceding chapter, there were different ClahilS about existence of a medrese 
of a "woman knovvl1 as I lace Khatun. It was not obvious Vv11etiler she rilid a inedrese or not. See Ekrem 
lIaklo Aj~verdi. OS1nanh 1itJiiilarisinde .F'atih Devri IlL (ISt311bul: Baha ~v1atbaasi, 1973), p.415 and A. 
SUheyl Unver. Hlzlr Bey ge1ebi, Hayatl ve Eserleri (Istanbul:Nwllune Matbaasl, 1944), pA8 
239 lIliseYill fo,.tay. Osrnanltlarda Yilksek Din Egiti:ni, (Istanbul: Dergili~ YaYllllml, 1983),p78 
240 Tillay At-tan. "Periods and r-robleills of Ottoman (V.[oillen's ) Patronage on the ~lia Eg11etia"111 The 
Via ~gnetia under Otto,nan 1.!(ule 1380-1699, ecL by Elizabet.~ Zacllariadou, (Betil)''11111on:Crete 
University Press, 1996), p.119 
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Khatun's medrese had more expenses, some of which was compensated with 

revenues of her extensive wakf lands in the Balkans. 

Nevertheless, she was not the fIrst patroness in the Balkans, a few princesses 

had modest buildings such as mektebs or masjids or public baths at the time of 

Mehmed II. It should be pointed out that these modest buildings were not a displays 

of their limited power in the Balkans. Rather they were concomitant to the general 

trends of women's architectural attempts during Mehmed II's reign, although their 

numbers exceeded those of the previous era. 

As it was noted in the fIrst part of this chapter, Selyuk Kbatun's status was 

probably reinforced by her husband's position as sanjakbegi in the province ofSerez. 

As she had personal motives in the construction of such a building in the Balkans, 

promoting Islamic culture Ln this part of the empire might have also be concern as 

other patrons who founded 20 % ofmedreses in this period there.241 

Besides, patronesses' favored educational institutions, mektebs reached the 

highest number in this period. Interestingly enough their number exceeded even the 

number of women's masjids or mosques, which were highest in numbers in earlier 

times: In fact, they built 17 % of the rnek1ebs which were founded in those years. 242 

These were founded by royal women as well as non-royal women as single buildings 

or as a part of small or extensive complexes. In contrast to numerous single masjids 

of non-royal patronesses in earlier times, mektebs were the dominant architectural 

f 1 • hi . d 743 A . d . 1 d' 1 attempts 0 tnese women 111 t speno.- s 1t was note ill tne prece mg cnapter, 

the maintenance of a mekteb could be covered with less income in contrast to a 

241 See Yuksel (1983) 
242 See YUksel (1983), p.469 and the tables that display women's buildings stated in the appendix. 
243 On the otJ.~er hand, one nonroyal patroness known as FabJ.-iinnisa Khatun ,datlghtei ofEbubekir 
who was from Thllera, had a masjid ll1 addition to her mekteb. Also Melek Khatun preffered 
lUldertakiilg erection of orJy a illasjid rathei than a mekteb, erection of vv1:1icll vJas a gclieial tendency 
in those days. 
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medrese, as the latter required a more extensive group of employees as well as more 

744 0 1 h han' . . . . 1 1 fi . 1 1 expenses. - n tne ot er . a, It IS mterestmg tnat tnese women pre erren tne 

construction ofmektebs rather than masjids although maintenance and construction 

of both would require similar amounts of income. 

As a result, women were able to further their visibility in the provincial 

towns while at the time ofBayezid, the capital city mostly witnessed the construction 

of modest or single buildings which had limited supporting properties of princesses 

and of ordinary women.245 On the other hand, the mother of the sultan and mothers 

of princes built complexes in the provincial towns, Tokat, Amasya and Manisa and 

thus, women of this period were more integrated into the social, economic, and 

commercial life of these provinces rather than the capital city. In fact, Bursa and 

Edirne as distinguished towns displaying the power of women with significant 

numbers of buildings until the time of Bayezid lost their importance as a result of a 

new rising group of patronesses (mother of princes) in the provinces. 

With the purpose of accentuating their visibility, women employed 

powerful means through maintenance of institutions (educational, religious, and 

commercial) and buildings. As it was noted above, sites that were granted (or 

preferred by patronesses) for buildings and suppporting properties provided 

expressions of the patronage of these women. Furthermore, architectural features of 

building complexes (in contrast to modest public works until the time ofBayezid II) 

were important as visual texts of their power. 

Royal consorts ofBayezid II, Hi.isni.i~ah Khatun and Biilbiil Khatun and the 

mother ofBayezid II, each had a complex which included a mosque that differs from 

women's single-unit mosques in the early Ottoman era. The latter was founded by 

244 As far as I see expenses ofmektebs were changing between 100-180 db-hem, but medreses' 
expenses were three or four times more than expenses of the most extensive mektebs of women. 
145 See fooL"lote 99. 
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the sultan 1..11 honour of his mother, Giilbahar Khatun. As it was noted in the 

preceding chapters, women only undertook the construction of si11g1e unit mosques 

U11til the time ofBayezid II. However, these buildings were noted as 'relatively small 

for a royal foundation' (for Gi.ilbahar K..hatun's mosque)246(Figure 13) or 'little 

mosque's (for Hiisn~ahKhatun Cornplex)247 (Figure 11) or a 'simple modest 

somewhat irregular building neither a significant structure nor a monumental 

example' (for BUlbUl Khatun Complex).248(Figure 12) 

These buildings did not have the characteristics of royal mosques founded 

at that tiLlie. In other words, they were small or modest or irregular buildings 

compared to royal mosques of this period. On the other hand, they were the first 

examples of a mosque that was different from single unit mosques in their general 

composition which Ll1cluding oL.~er architectural elements than the three- bay porch 

and the winaret. During Meh..med II's reign even the most magnificient mosques of 

women, namely Ay~e Kadm Mosque (Figure 7) and Sitti~ah Khatun Mosque in 

Edirne249 (in the garden of the palace) were single unit mosques even though the 

latter was defmed as one of the largest examples of Edirne's middle-sized mosques 

in those years. (Figure 8) 

Furthermore, the mosque founded in honour of Giilbahar Khatun differs from 

the mosques of royal consorts founded in Manisa (its plan follows the Saruhan 

,.. )?50 d' l' 1 b . 1 fir 1 f tramtlon - an iunasya cou Q alSO e percelVea as st examples a convent 

mosques251 (modest in size) that were founded in a significant number through the 

246 Godfrey GoodVvi:n, A Histor:v of Otto1nan Architect-Hre (LOl1don:Trlilll1es ct11d I IudsOI1, 1971 ),p.157 
247 Tl .... :A ...... '1 co 

.LUIU4,1l·iJO 

248 Aptlliiall Kwan, Tile l'vfosque in Early Ottor;lWi Architecture. (Chicago culd LOildol1: The Universit'"j 
ofCtIicago Press, 1968), pp.50-51,157,170 
249 See Ekrem IIakkl Ayverdi, OSlnanli ]'vIi1narisinde .1~atih De-vri (Istailbul:Balm Wilitbaasl,1974), for 
Ay~e Kadm Mosque pp.200-204 and for Sit"..i khatun Mosque pp.218-221 
250 Godfrey GOOQVvTI1, ~4 HistoiY ofOtoinanArchitecture, p.158 
251 Tiirk Tarihirliie ve I(iiltilrilnde Takat Serrq;oZ:vunlu (j-\:nkara: Tokat Valiligi ibn Keln('J Ara~trrria 
Merkezi, 1987),pp.336-337 
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Bayezid's reign as a result of a new relationship between the state and the sufi order 

'Halvetiyye '.252 The complex ofBayezid II in Edirne was also an example of such 

buildings that had convent sections to the two sides of the prayer halL(Figure 14) The 

next mosque ofBayezid II in Istanbul and later (Ln 1522) the mosque ofSelim I in 

the capital city were combLned with a convent. In fact, the mosque of Giilbahar 

K.hatun was modest ill size compared to other convent mosques of the imperial 

family, while having similar achitectural characteristics, as it was a more developed 

single unit mosque combined with a convent on each side. 

Even though some buildings of their complexes vanished in time (as 

numerous buildings of women mentioned in preceding chapters), particularly their 

mosques remained standing. As the main building oftheir complexes, probably 

maintenance of mosques was considered more important. 

3.3 Other Charities and Pious Works of Women 

These acts dealt with in the following pragraphs could be summarized as 

practices of charities rather tha.n as architectural attempts, but they were hardly 

private. As a reciprocal relationship existed between a patroness and the sultan or a 

patroness and beneficiaries, another kind of reciprocal relationsbjp was experienced 

between the prominent religious personages and philiantrophists. As Peirce noted 

prominent religious personages could not protect if they were not protected,thus 

their tombs were founded and their convents were maintained by providing their 

needs.253 

252 Cigdem Kafes<;:ioglu. "Constantinopolis/lstanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperial Vision, and the 
Making of the Ottoman Capital"p.384 forthcoming. 

253 Leslie, Peirce. Morality Tales ;Law and Gender In the Otoman Court of Aintab (Berkeley, Los 
Angeles and London: University of California Press, 2003), p.48 
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The most familiar of these devout figures was Fatma Khatun who was the only 

woman with endowed properties throughout vast Ottoman lands ( such as Istanbul, 

Denizli, Tire, Dimetoka, Hayrebolu) for maintaining exiant sanctuaries rather than 

for undertaking the construction of any buildings. She allocated some funds for 

numerous convents in different locations. One of them was a well known complex in 

Istanbul, namely the A~ik Pasha Convent which followed the tariqa of Zeyniyye in 

those years. Furthermore, she dedicated some properties for the support of Bostancl 

Dede Zaviyesi and a mosque in c;ar~enbe. Ayverdi noted that these sanctuaries must 

have followed the same religious order that was pursued in A~ik Pasha Convent 

which was also known in later centuries as Seyyid Velayet Convent. However, as it 

is indicated in detail in the preceding chapter, one could follow different religious 

orders at the same time as a usual tendency in the szifi world. 

In fact, in many cases, the relatives of a sheikh could have had made some 

donations for the convent the sheikh devoted himself to. As it was noted in the first 

chapter, Hundi Khatun, the wife of Emir Sultan had undertaken the construction of 

the zawiya of Emir Sultan Complex. Seyyid Velayet, the sheikh's son in law and 

daughter of the sheikh, Rabia Khatun had supported this convent in different ways. 

In fact, rather than their kinship, their devotion to this sanctuary could have led to 

such attempts. As it was noted in the preceding lines, the name of his son-in-law was 

given to this convent in later years as a well-known novice of this convent. Fatma 

Khatun could have taken pfu"'i in social life of these tariqas like prominent patronesses 

of the time ofMehmed II such as Sel<;uk Khatun and Hatice Khatun. 

Another convent known as E~refzade Convent in Iznik was maintained to be 

supported by a royal woman, Nigar Khatun, mother ofFatma Khatun. Nigar Khatun, 

one of the concubines of Bayezid II, ordered the recitation ofthe Quran (by 
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dedicating two villages) in order to please the soul of Sheikh Abdullah, son of E~ref. 

After the death ofNigar Khatun, these villages were passed on to the disposal of 

Fatma Khatun and she added some villages of Dimetoka in order to support the same 

tekke, probably at the time ofSelim 1. Such a relationship between a mother and a 

daughter was not accidental due to the existence of such examples in earlier years. 

As it was noted in the second chapter, Se19uk Khatun (daughter ofMehmed I) had 

supported the tekke for which her daughter, Hatice Khatun, endowed some properties 

in the following years. Maybe it was a general tendency that the current female 

generation ofa family followed the footsteps of the earlier female generation by 

devoting themselves to the same tariqas as can be observed hI the case of these 

mothers and daughters. In other words, they continued their mother's role by 

declaring their name with these kinds of charities and ensuring that their mothers' 

support would be remembered. 

This convent was also supPOlied by another royal muslim woman, Sitti 

Miikerreme Khatun who was not allowed to erect any public work as the wife of 

Mehmed II. However, she had some attempts in order to be publicly known as in the 

example of her mosque in the palace ofEdirne and her endowments for this tariqa, 

which were hardly private. As it was noted in the fIrst chapter, muslim wives of the 

sultans, generally daughters of neighbouring states, were not allowed to have a child 

and to undertake the construction of any public work. Maybe one could note that 

though the rule in general was valid, Sitti Khatun displayed some attempts in order to 

break the rule but her attempts could not be included among public attempts of 

others. 

The EoJrefiyye and Zeyniyye orders, that were followed in this convent had 

been supported by prominent royal women in earlier years too.Although the 
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Halvetiyye, as the prominent tariqa that had headquarters in Aruasya, gained the 

utmost popularity in this period, some other tariqas like the Zeyniyye or the E~refiyye 

still continued to be supported. Bayezid II gained the title of the saint (veli) and a 

place in the genealogies ofthe Halvetiyye.254 The links between the royal supporters 

and the religious personages were not only based on dedication of some expenses of 

these tariqas but rather on a patrimonial relation formed by social relations to a 

certain extent. In general, it was noted that people were devoted to a tariqa after they 

experienced miracles of a sufi as there is a story about the cure of a wound on 

Miikerreme Khatun's tongue by Sheikh E~refzade and thus her fust meeting with 

him was as a suffering patient. 255 

On the other hand, an existing group composed of non-royal women who were 

also perceiveble to a significant extent at the time ofMehmed II, maintained their 

attempts concerning the continuum of extant buildings with following generations at 

this time. They generally endowed limited properties such as houses, bakeries and 

small cash in order to cover the expenses ofthe mosque of the quarter they lived 

• 256 
ill. 

254 ¢igdem Kafesc;ioglu. "Constantinopolis/lstanbul: Cultural Encounter; Imperial Vision, and the 
Making of the Ottoman Capital"pp.379 forthcoming. 

255,A. Necla Pekolcay- Abdullah U~man "E~refoglu Rumi" DiA (1995):481 

256 For these ordinary women that usually maintains a quarter mosque, see Orner Llitfi, Barkan. 
Elerem HakkI Ayverdi (eds.), Istanbul Valaj7arz Tahrir Defteri 953 (1546) Tarihli (Istanbul: Baha 
Matbaasl, 1970), pages.300, 323, 60,112,133,361 [women that had a trust deed registered between the 
years 1481 and 1512 are included] Only one of them known as Taci.innisa Khatun, wife of Ishak Pasha 
that was from one of the local families ofineg6l,.endowed a village and a field near Manyas milike 
these women "vho had much more limited properties. He was one of the figures who supported 
Bayezid II in the throne contest, in Amasya. See Enis Karakaya and AhInet Vefa Cobanoglu"Ishak 
Pasha"DiA,22(2000):541-542 Certainly Tacfumisa Khatun was wife of an eminent statesman, 
however others were composed of ordinary women. For Tacfumisa Khatun's endowments see Ishak 
Pasha's trust deed; Vehbi Tamer. V.D, 4(1958): pp.107-124 
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As a result, the role of royal women Ln the life of these sanctuaries was not just 

confined to the maintenance of any foundation, it was noted for non-royal women. It 

is possible to perceive that they were not com;oletelY private attemvts; at least 
.... .... .. ........ .... .1. -

in_habitants of these sanctuaries were aware of the charitable attempts of these royal 

women. 
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CONCLUSION 

The present study examined architectural patronage of women in the 

early Ottoman era within the context of general patronage relations between various 

individuals or groups. In fact, women, as members of these groups represented their 

families' architectural patronage. Therefore, the architectural patronage practices of 

women can not be studied without the patronage of their families. Moreover, in 

relations of patronage, the i..l1ternal dynamics of the Ottoman dynastic household was 

i..t1fluential as much as the structure of the Ottoman state as deterrpinants of the 

relations between the sultan and different groups. 

Besides general patronage relations, women's preferences or the 

possibilities offered to them were to some extent influential on their architectural 

patronage. Therefore gender dynamics within Ottoman society must also be 

c011sidered. 

Although the changing dynamics in relations of women with different 

individuals or groups led to changes in their architectural patronage, royal women 

played a prominent role in architectural patronage from the early beginning of the 

Otton;mns as a principality. The predominant role belonged to mothers of sultans and 

to princesses. However, as a result of changing dynamics of the Ottoman household, 

royal consorts who were mothers of male dynasts who could not ascend to the throne 

stepped into the public stage with their architectural works during the reign of 

Bayezid II. Within the period oftime this thesis has focused on, a few patronesses 

who had no blood litIks to the sultan but who had intimate relations with him 

highlighted their prominence through building and providing the maintenance of 

some existing foundations. These were daye k.~atuns (such as the wet nurses of 

Meluiled I and Mehmed II) fuid Asude Khatun (the ketkhiida khatun during Bayezid 
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II's reign). Prominent women, such as Asude Khatun and Mehmet II's daye, 

assumed the prerogatives of the sultan's mother, as the mothers had faced untimely 

deaths. 

Being the mother of a male dynast remained the most prestigious status for 

a woman, although princesses married to high ranking officials also gained 

prominence through their architectural attempts. Such marriages (to members of 

devshlrme families) began during the reign of Mehmed II, and this pattern was 

maintained during Bayezid II's reign and in the later periods. 

Besides the internal dynamics of the Ottoman household, sultans' 

political agendas throughout different phases of the empire, from the principality to 

the tra..l1sition period, from the centralized to the consolidated state determined almost 

every aspect of women's patronage, particularly that of non-royal women. 

Non-royal women began to be L.l1fluential architectural patrons after the 

end of the intelTegnum period (1403-1413). In the transition period from the 

principality to the centralized state, prominent patronesses came from Anatolian 

families. The number of their buildings exceeded even the number of buildings 

founded by royal women following the intelTegnum period. During Mehmed II's 

reign, women (a royal woman, daughter of Murad II and a non-royal woman, 

daughter of a commander from a well-known Anatolian family) married to a 

statesman of devsmrme origin, Zagonos Mel1med Pasha displayed their status and 

wealth by erecting small building complexes; a case that had not been usually 

witnessed in this period, as a result of attempts to create a military elite from 

devsmrme recruits who would occupy the highest offices of Ottoman state and could 

have access to extensive economic sources. Significantly, women from ulema 

families were almost non-existent as patrons of architecture during this period. 
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Lastly, duril1g the reign of Bayezid II, women from Anatolian families 

returned to the public stage as founders or supporters of some institutions. Moreover, 

women neither from umera or nor from ulema backgrounds engaged in the 

construction of buildings. 

On the whole, the ratio of these non-royal patronesses to royal ones was 

very limited except in the period between the years 1413-1451. The role of non-royal 

patronesses from various segments of society suggests that their status and power 

were dependent on the role of their families in the Ottoman social structure. 

Changing balances in policies of the sultans were influential on the patronage 

practices of these women, as their patronage reflected the status and role of their 

families at large. 

This study focused on the material manifestation of power through the 

construction of buildings on various sites and the provision of their maintenance with 

supporting properties and offerings to beneficiaries. The patronage of women from 

certain influential circles does not lead to a clear-cut conclusion about the locations 

of their architectural works. However, it is a fact that the mother ofa male dynast 

had buildings in the provinces starting with the time of Mehmed 1. Arnasya (and its 

surroundings) as a provincial capital was a popular location for the higher patronage 

of royal mothers at the time ofBayezid II. It should be emphasized that until the time 

ofBayezid II, Bursa and Edirne were t~e most popular towns where royal women 

displayed numerous architectural attempts. Particularly Bursa had transfers of 

revenue from a few remote Anatolian towns and BaLk::ll1S in an era when the transfer 

of income across long distances was highly risky and expensive. The capital city, 

Istanbul, firstly witnessed public works of women in significant numbers during the 

reign ofBayezid II, with the attempts of princesses, the ketkhiida khatun and some 



114 

wealthy women neither from umera nor from ulema, probably from some merchant 

famines. 

It is obvious that women did not -or were not allowed to- erect buildings in 

recently conquered lands that did not yet have established social and economic 

networks. In the period after the interregnum (1413-1451) non-royal women 

preferred to display their power in formerly Ottomanized towns rather than in 

recently conquered lands or on the frontiers. HbweYer, these lands witnessed the 

architectural attempts of their family members as warriors or gazis, particularly of 

institutions that were generously endowed with properties within these recently 

conquered lands donated by the sultan. 

The same tendency can be observed when important towns such as Bursa, 

Edirne and Istanbul were recently conquered. Women introduced their endowments 

in these towns only after the construction of social, commercial, religious networks 

within these cities. While extensive architectural attempts by men were made in 

Istanbul immediately following its conquest, women endowed only a few buildings 

during these years. 

Edirne and Bursa also witnessed the architectural attempts of women only 

after men from the imperial family founded important buildings in these towns. In 

Bursa, the fIrst buildings founded by a woman were constructed by Niliifer Khatun, 

probably during the reign of Murad I (the defmite date of construction is not known). 

In fact, it was conquered during the reign of Orhan and this ruler and a number of 

statesmen had founded public buildings there. In Edirne too, the earliest building by 

a woman was founded after 1430's, though it was conquered in 1361 and witnessed 

men's buildings as social, religious, economic networks were established even before 

the interregnum period. 
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The changes in the economic, social, and political balance oftlie early 

Ottoman era as well as in the individual wealth and status of women were also 

influential in the foundation of different types of buildings. During the foundation 

years of the Ottoman state as a principality, imaret-zawiyas were founded by royal 

women. These foundations were more appropriate for the needs of dervishes. As 

l' • • •• -1 1 1.. • centralIzatIon attempts were illitiateu, royal women uegan to erect zawlya-mosques. 

However, non-royal women preferred undertaking the construction ofmasjids or 

mosques that required less wealth for maintenance in contrast to multi-functional 

buildings that needed more staff and demanded more expenses. 

Due to similar reasons, erection of mektebs rather than medreses were 

introduced mostly by non-royal women. Mektebs had prominence in the following 

decades among the buildings of royal women. During the reign of Bayezid II, their 

number was higher than masjids or mosques, reflecting an important trend in the 

building practices of wOmen in the early Ottoman era. Revenue generating 

institutions such as public baths, and khans were increasingly founded from the time 

of Mehmed II. 

Not only the types of buildings but whether they were part of a complex or 

a single building depended on sultan's political agendas. Prominent figures of 

Mehmed II's reign had numerous single buildings that were not parts oflarger 

complexes but were dispersed in various places as a result of his policy. He ordered 

the allotment of extensive waif properties only for certain groups, and excluded even 

prominent women. Women were only allowed to possess limited properties in 

different sites. One can come across complexes founded by women first during the 

reign ofBayezid II, if one excludes a few small complexes that were founded outside 



of Ottoman lands by Bafsa and Melek Khatuns in the early beginnings of the 

Ottoman principality. 
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On the whole, in the early Ottoman era women generally founded modest 

buildings, most ofwhjch were single domed mosques. During the reign ofBayezid II 

complexes were founded by mothers of 1!lale dynasts. However, these complexes, 

too, were modest compared to architectural attempts of male members of the 

imperial family. In fact the construction of these building complexes were the result 

ofa process that was initiated with women's modest single buildings or small 

complexes from the beginniilgs of the Ottoman principality, up to the reign of 

Bayezid II. Thus women's buildings during the reign of Baye zid II are not modestly 

sized if they are analyzed within women's buildings through the years between 1299 

and 1512. 
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from Elaem Hakkl Ayverdi, Fatih Devri Sonlarmda Istanbul Mahalleleri, $ehrin 

Iskam ve Niifusu[ Ankara: 1958] ) 



Index of Women's Buildings in Istanbul 

(1451-1481) 

I-Daye Khatun Mosque 

2-Daye Khatun Masjid 

3-Daye Khatun Tomb 

4-Giilbahar Khatlll Tomb 

5-HlZIT Beg Mosque? Hace Khatun Mosque? 

6-Hace Kadm Public Bath (the founder known as Mihri~ah Khatun, daughter of 

iskender Pasha) 

7 -Keyci Khatun Masj id 

8-Se19uk Khatun Masjid 

9-Hacl Kadm Mosque 

1 O-*Mihrinaz Khatun Masjid (in Karagiimriik, this building could not be located) 

(1481-1512) 

11-* Asude Khatun Public Bath (In Mevlana Gurani Mahallesi. There are three 

quarters called with this name at the time of Mehmed II.) 

12-Asude Khatun Mekteb 

14-Ai~e Khatun Muallimhane (daughter of Hac 1 Ali) 

15-Ai~e Khatun Muallimhane?? (daughter of Mahmud Beg) 

16-Ayni~ah Khatun Mekteb (grand-daughter of Bayezid II) 

17-*Hani Khatun Muallimhane (I could not find information about its location) 

18-Hatice Khatun Complex ( She had a masjid, mekteb and a public bath near 
Edirnekapl. Most probably they were in a complex.) 

19-Melek Khatun Masjid 20-Selvuk Khatun Public Bath 

21-*Kumru Khatun Muallimhanesi 

(* these buildings could not be located) 
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Figo 20Map showing locations of women's constructions in Bursa, 1299-1512 (Map: 

reproduced :from Raif KaplanogluoBursa 'da Yer Adlarz Ansiklopedisi 

[Istanbul: 1996]) 



Index of\Vomel1's Buildings in Bursa 
(1299-1403) 

1- Niliifer Khatun Tekke 

2-Niliifer Khatun Tiirbe 

3-Hldrrhk Masjid 

4-Zarbhane Masjid (most probably within the walls) 

5-GiH9iyek Khatun Imaret 

6-GiH9iyek Khatun Tomb 

(1413-1451) 

7 -Giil9igek Khatun Medrese 

8-Devlet Khatun Tomb 

9-Hatice Khatun Masjid (daughter ofYunus Beg) 

10-Hundi Khatun Zawiya 

I1-Hatuniye Tomb 

12-Hatuniye Mekteb 

13-Se19uk Khatun Masjid 

14-Daye Khatun Masjid (wetnurse of Mehmed I) 

15-Hafsa Khatun (Bedriiddin Masjid) 

16-Kiri~9i K1z1 Masjid 

(1451-1481) 

17-Hatice (Khamm) Sultan Mekteb 

18-Ebe Khatun Kiimbet 

19-Mihrabh Bridge 

20-Se19uk Khatun Tabhane 

21-Sitti KhatlID (Kanberler) Masjid (daughter ofOru9 Beg) 

22-Sitti Khatun (Kanberler) Mekteb 
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23-Fatma Khatun Mekteb (Muallimhane) 

24-Fatma Khatun Masjid 

25-GU1~ah Khatun Tomb 

26-Duhteri $erefMasjid 

(1481-1512) 

27-$ehzade Hundi Khatun Muallimhane (Mekteb) 

28-$irin Khatun Tomb 

29-Ayni~ah l<....hatun Mekteb (Muall:irn-,~ane) 
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Fig. 3. Map showing the location of women's constructions between the years 1413 
and 1512 in Edirne (Map:reproduced from Ratip Kazanclgil, Edirne Mahalleri 
Tarihgesil529-1990[Istanbul: 1992] ) 



Index of'Women's Buildings in Edinle 

(1413-1451) 1- Bezirci Khatun Masjid 

II- Zen-i Saruca Masjid 

III - Tur Pasha Khatlll Mosque 

(1451-1481) 4-Fatma Khatun Mosque (daughter of Sin an Beg) 

5-Se19uk Khatun (daughter ofMiirsel) 

6-Sitti Sultan(Khatlll) Mosque 

7-Ay'§e Kadm Mosque 

8-Giilbahar Khatun Mosque 

9-Sel<;uk Khatun Masjid 

1 O-Zen-i Ibrahim Pasha Mosque 

II-Ibrahim Pasha Public Bath 

12-Daye Khatun Mosque (Mehmed II's wetnurse) 

13-Daye Khatun Caravanserai 

14-Daye Khatun Public Bath(in'C;orlu) 

15-Fatma Khatun Masjid (in Malkara) 
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(1481-1512)16-Kazasker Public Bath (This was registered only as an endowed 

property in $ehzade Hundi Khatun's trust deed. It is not obvious 

whether it was founded by this woman or not) 

17-Ay'§e Khatun Mekteb and Masjid (in1:l.quarter ofGelibolu, known 

as Sungurlu) 
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Fig. 6. Map showing location of buildings in Tokat. (Map: from Albert Gabriel, 
Monuments Turcs D'Anatolie:Ouvrage publie sous les auspices du Ministere turc de 
l 'instruction puhlique Paris, 1931) 



Index of Buildings in Tokat 

I-castle 

2-Nureddin ibn Sentimur Tomb 

3-SiinhiU Baba Zawiya 

4-Halef Gazi Convent 

5-G6k Medrese 

6-Vovyoda Khan 

7-Horozoglu Khan 

8-Khatuniye Mosque 

9-Khatuniye Medrese 

10-Hamza Beg Masjid 

11-An old house? 

12-Pasha Hamam 

13 -The Municipality 

14-Ali Pasha Mosque 

15-Yagcl Khan 

16-The tomb of Ebul Kaslm 

17-Khan 

18-Sulu Khan 

19-Bedesten 

20-Kazancllar Masjid 

21-(:ukur Medrese 

22- Hacl Turhan Masjid 

23- Sultan Hamam 

24-Pasha Khan 
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25-Pasha Hamam 

26-Tatar Hacl Masjid 

27-Alaca Masjid 

28-GUdiik Minare 

29-Hisariye Medrese 

3D-Sefer Pasha Tomb 

(From Albert Gabriel) 
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Fig. 7.Edirne. Ay~e Kadm Mosque. Plan. (from Elaem HakkI Ayverdi,Osmanll 

Mimarisinde Fatih Devri [Ista..flbul:1973] ) 
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Fig. 9. iznik Nilufer Khatun Imaret. Plan: (from Ekrem Hak.kl Ayverdi.Osmanh 
}'.1imarisinin ilk Devri [Istanbul, 1966] ) 
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Fig. 10. Iznik. Niliifer Khatun Imaret. Cross Section. (from Ekrem Hak..l(l 
Ayverdi.Osmanlz Mimarisinin jlk Devri [Istanbul, 1966] ) 
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APPENDIX /I 

-"-----r- -- --_._--- --
founder name of dates of type of -- --c---
NilUfer ~uilding patronage building ------

Hlchrhk mescid? _._--- -- -
mescid& -- - -- -----------
zaviye ------------

--
" 

---
------ '-. --
NilUfer Zarbhane mescid --
Hatull Mescidi 

- -' 

-------
------r-
NilG1i~r convent 
1--" 
Hatun 

f-. 

----
NilUfer NilUfer Hatun ._-----
Hatull KoprUsU bridge 

--
-

'---. 

--
Location of building Relaltionship I ---------
near P1l1arbH~1 Hudavendiger's -- --
in Hldlrhk mahaUesi daughter --

---------
--

---------' 
--

---------
---------

B URSA -near Zarbhane --
Kaplsl and in ---------
D~iful-harp mah. 

--
--
--

BURSA-:- one of the 
within ~ursa Hisan 

--I-' 
concubines of ---------1-' 

near K,tpiuca Kapisl Orhan 
--I-' 

__ c.., 

--,-, 

---
B URSA -on the ---
route of Bursa- Mudanya --_. 
near a village called 

--I-' 
Ge9id 

--I-' 

-yo:wed prop~tie_s_ 
99··1403 

I 

-I 



founder name of build dates of patrona type of . location of building relationship 1299~1403 ------
t------1----

building - endowed properties _ 
l..M:urad NiIUfer Hatun 8 MaYls 1388 Imaret- lZNlK -near Y e~i1 Cami Sultan Murad's 
t--------

Imareti zawlya mother 
1-- - *Five fountains which 
f--- -- -- -- --
GUlyiyek _ GUlyigek _ within the walls of the has a main spring 
Hatun Hatun date of town, in the garden that endowed by -Imareti her trust deed; was endowed to this Ylldmm bayezid Han to his 

1399-1400 zawiya Bayezid's mother -mother * a garden which w~ __ 
r--~ 
GUlyiyek GUlyige~ - - permitted to water with 
Hatun?? Khatun the water comes from 
(the first TUrbesi the area where different 
r' 

mils were together_ valide ! 

sultan >l<To mills between ' 
r-- - Zindan Kapisl and I who had 
r-

Kaphca Kaplsl a turbe) -- * Some vineyards above· --
the zaviye called as --

Gi.i19iyek GUlyigek medrese Bursa-near Yah§i Bey Mura baba in Aakyaoglan --
Khatun?? Hatun Mosque * Some places in 

t, Medresesi hatunk6yU 
--

>I< A mezra called asLeal 
Pasha 

L --- --I * A village in Samanlu and --water springs for rice 



founder name of builc dates of type of " location of building relationship endowed properties 
---~--1-- --

patronage building 1299-1403 
1---

areas in Tuba or Suba - * A mezraa which was -- r----- - .. --
------1-- - linked to the Big Area 

----... (BUyiik Alan)in a viUage 
called as Kalemendiye -- --

Hafsa HafsaHatun 1354 Mosque& Duatepe mah.-TiRE 
! 

~-

Batun Camii& <;e~me& Ta~pazan mah. TiRE Aydmoglu 
--'-

isa Beg's daughter c--_ Zaviyesi& -- zaviye Bademiye --
<;e~111esi and wife of ------ -"-"------- - -

Bayezid 1. ----

tomb - ......... 

Orhan Maillatun 
Gazi TUrbesi Bilecik Seyh Edebali's ----1------ ------

daughter -
and Osman's 
wife -

r-" --
-- I--

medrese -- -
Melek: Larende-in a quarter in Larende 

Khatun known as Ali~ahan daughter of Ml For the medrese ; 
and wife of *vineyards next to medres{; --



-- --
founder name of build dates of type of - location of building relationship endowed properties ------~- ----------------------

patronage building 1299~1403 -- -------------Karamanoglu * A mill in Larende and --
Alaaddin the area next to it. 

~-------1-------- --
zawlya Beg. * A'Slrlaganhane'in Larend 

date of trust deed; Karaman- Alacasuluk * A Sireyhane (Tahinhan~2J --
787 tombs (2) *Three fourth of a shop in 

khan? quarter called as Y ogunduv -- --
masjid?? * A bezirhane in a district - - -- --

called as GOlclikin. --
--- * A shop in a village called --

t-------.:... -
as Sinle in Larende. 
* A field in Larende. 

t---
*Two places in a village 

t--
called as GUderkgUmU . ----- . -
*Two areas known as 

1--
Harbende and Nureddin 

:-----
Baglan. ----- 1-- --
*a field known as Falah 
TarlaSl in GUderkgUmli --
*Some private propel1ies i 
a district,Hamesuvan. =.J 
* Another field in the same -- - =.J area. -- * Another area in a district .- t--

=.J L--_____ called as Y e~iltepe. 



fOUlnder name of dates of type of . locaton of building relationship endowed properties 
building patronage building 1413 M 1451 

~-

* A seed area in Larende ... - -* A field in the same area 
*half of afield known as 
Tavus Yeri in the same 

village, 
for Melek Hatun's Tomb -

!---
* A mill called ~ls Suba~l H 

, Yunus Degirmeni in Laren 
* An area which is called a: 
Tay! Buzhanesi. --
* A gardel1near 
the Alacasuluk KopriisU. --
* A mill called as Anz ------_. 
Degirmeni 
* A place called as SirgUva 
* half of an area near 

1---
idemud. 

1--- * A fruit field in GUclregUm 
*The han and Melek 
Khatun's three shops. -
*tha bakery next t6 this ha 
* An area known as 
Bee Meluned that is in the 

'----



--
founder name of dates of type of ----- locaton of building relationship endowed properties 

building patronage building 1413-1451 
north ofLarende. - ----- * an area near the zaviye ir -----

f-----
Ye~iltepe . 

f-------f--

_. 
---- -- -- -

'---- I--

--- -- --- -- --

--
- --

, 

f--------

f--

f--

1---------------- t--
'C 

f-------I-- -
-

1"-----1-- -
'---



founder name of dates of type of . locaton of building relationship endowed properties --
building patronage building 1413~1451 

t--" --
Bezirci Hatun 1464 masjid called as Mihal Bey Melek Pa~a's wife 

1-' 
Mescidi it was founded nera the zevc-i ~ah who is one of 

probably thhiy Melek Pa~a Mosque the dignitaries 
years ago. during the 

reign of 
MehmedII -

Daye BURSA/in a quarter 
1--< 
Khatun Daye Hatun masjicl called as Daye Hatun she is daye 
t--" 

Mescidi of <;elebi 
t---

Mehmed -
-

-
--

--
:MERZiFON/it was near --

Devlet zawiya thefortress or citadel and daughter of * A village called as Faize --
Hatun? Devlet Hatun (composed a medrese out of old city Abdullah * Some villages called as 
--' 
yelebi Zaviyesi of a sofa and two mother of Emirk6y, 

Sultan houses) <;elebi Karsl,N asrani --
Mehmed & a tomb Mehmed * a field (mezraa) called 
? as Kazanh ." 

~-- --
*Half of a field (mezraa) 

------" 
known as Lahin -- -- * A famous vineyard call~d, 

-- - --.~-.---



founder name of dates of type of . locaton of building relationship endowed properties - ~, 

building patronage building 1413~1451 -_. 
Hasbag in the outside of _. 
Tokat. 

~.------
BURSAl in the quarter mother of ,..... -called as <;ukur MahaIle <;elebi 

Devlet Hatun date oftmst deed: which is below the Y e~il Mehmed 
Ti1rbesi 1414 Complex and near the concubine of 

date of death: 1414 Meydanclk Bayezid _. 
---.-f--' -
Esleme date of - -
Khatun wakfiyya: zaviye rnthe daughter of Two villages which ----
only 1411 village Siileyman Beg are called as Ermeni 
maintained called as Cimi son of Hacciil and Ta~lu in the 

a building of Eskefsir Haremeyn subdistrict ofEskefsir 
Emir Beg of the province,Bayramli. ---. 

Eslem _. 
during the reign of of Amasya, beforecoming daughter of Hatun EslemHatun 

f--- -
Mescidi Murad I masjid to a bridge called as Ku~ Mahmud 
Mektebi mekteb Koprli it is in a quarter Neccari -
& <;e~mesi tomb called as Eslem or Islam & paternal 

c;e§me aunt of$eyh 
Hamdullah 

f--' 
mescid who is defined 

f--.----1---' -- -
as Cihan 

--- ---- ------ M 



fuullder 'flame of da~f . _ typ!. of - locatorl of llujId;llg . rela~iopstIil) e-;dowed proper!!e! 
building patronage.. building ~4l3 .. 1451 

~lil'i~i::E - •. ~~-~ - EDIRNEI In the Kiri!haneHattali - :-

Zen-i Samca near the Tunca&near a she is the 

t = f~Scidi ~ quarter called as K<;!'dli wife o~San!", =====:j. 
~=~ ~ ,- -1-............... .,..-.,.- Danen Dolap Mah~~llesi P~sha ===l 

.~-

Hatun ---

Iia~ce Batun ,date-of trust 'deed;' h1asjid Zi(1cirli Kuyu &on the hill 
Mescidi 1836 cal1e~ as Borozlu --

,----1-------+. .,.' ~(BURSA?q1eckit in I '~I~'o~sm~an~l~lM~.~im~a·r~is~im~·~n~i~lk~----------L--- ~ 
Devri") .......j 

I· 1 .. -



founder name of dates of type of . locaton of building relationshiiP~ndowed prope~ties 
building patronage building 1413··1451 

1---
BedrUddin masjicl 

. --
daughter She Hafsa 1443-cluring the the bndge of Boyaclkul-, 

Sultan Mescidi reign of Murad II lugu &1n a quarter of of <;elebi endowed 
Bursa,it is called as Mehmed some lands --
Kayan mahallesi which were 

r--' 
given her as 

r--' 
"temlik" by 

MuradIL 

1--. 

-
Hundi zawlya <;avu~ KoyU"in -'--------Hatun & daughter of Kite.This village was 

public bath Ylldmm added to Emir 
bayezid& Sultan vakf. 
wife of Emir -- -Sultan 

r--
1---. 
Haseki Bosna 

Hawa HasekiHawa 1436-1437 -
Batun Hatun Mescidi& masjid 

Mektebi& mekteb 

.... 

---' 



founder name of 
.- ------- r-" 

dates of type of locaton of building -- relationship (mdo'Wed properties 
building building 1413M 1451 1--. --

(Ayverdi Bursal in the east of Mehmed II's --
noted Hatuniyye hertomb& the mosque of Murad II mother 
f-----
that TUrbesi mekteb 

1-. 
the (Hiima Hatun -
patron TUrbesi) -
was (Ak Tiirbe) 
Murad II 1449 -
and 
Mehmed 

I-. --
II wanted 
its 
Gonstmction 

1-:-----1-. 
she had many lands 

J.laldi dariilhuffaz in Karatova 
Hatun daughter of -

<;elebi Sultan -_. 
Mehmed -

1------1-. 
(probably she 
was married to 

1-. 
Karamanoglu -
ibrahim Bey.» 

-----\-. 

--
I.... - --



-" ---" founder name of dates of type of - locaton of building relationship endowed properties 
building patronage building 1413-1451 

unknown Kiri~yi KIZ1 masjid BURSN near Kaygan 

--
Mescidi 

-

* A village called as kayce 
Se19uk date oftmst deed: BURSA I it is very close in Manyas 
Hatun Sel<;ukHatun 7TenllTIUZ 1429 masjid to the irgandi Bridge daughter of * two parts of land called 
-.---

Mescidi which is over the Gak C;elebi Mehmec as C;oban Yeri,one ofther 
Dere. &her first is around the Mihali<; 

husband and the other one is next 
1450 Candaroglu to the lake of Many as -
(during the reign ibrahimBey and also near the bridge -------" of Murad II) and her second know..£. as Eski Kaprli. 

husband was * A mezra called as Tafl 
1-' 

Mahmud Bey next to the village Kayce. 
1-' * A village called as 

Sasa in Ulubad. 
* A village called as -
Atlaslu in Kite. 
* A villlage called as 
C;emandra in Mihali<; 

* A village known as KI119 ------
in zeamet of Bursa. I 

------ --- - -- -----



-; 
name of dates of type of _ locaton of building relationship endowed propertie_s __ founder -. 
building patronage building 1413-1451 

*fields in the village called 

---1------ as Soganhk out of Bursa. 
* A garden known as --
'Muhtesib Bahgesi' ------ --
with two rooms and a mill ------
on the frontiers of Bursa. ----I-- * A garden known as _. --
Hacl ilyas bahyesion -._---
the frontiers of Bursa. _. 
* A garden boundaries 
of which given in the 
vakfiyye. 
* A house in the quarter of --
Ylgitoglu in Bursa 
*Two shops in the quarter --
of Hoc a Ali. --_. 
* Another two shops 
(a butcher and kelleci 

* A butcher and a§9t. shop -1----
near to Uiu Mosque in bu 

1---
*another painting shop 

r--' 
near the Selyuk 

1---' 
Hatun's medrese. 



r-----~. 

founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties 
r-' 

building patronage building 1413~1451 

1---
* A house with fifteen cells 
inthesame~ 

*Three shops in the quartel 
ofKoseler in Bursa. --

I---. * A shoe shop in the 
Kanberler <;ar~lSI. 

1-. 
*One bakery and one cell 
next to it in the quarter 0 

Timurta~. 
~ 

1--. 
; * another cell in the same 

quarter 
*In the interior side of -
Bursa one grocery and a 
kelleci shop in the quarter 

1--. 
ofBa~yl HaC! Mescidi. 
*In the quarter of the 

J..-------
isa Bey Mescidi a tabhane 
which includes a big room 

- and a sma~ room next to ] 
bigger one and three cells 

one stable and fountain 
1-. 

and a toilet. 
1--. 

a kelleci shop,a butcher 
1--. --
'-. 

,one shoe shop and six celli 



founder name of dates of type of . locaton of building relationship endowed properties --f--

-- building patronage building 1:45l....f'-481 i~l.i- I~t;l 
in Bursa_ -- --I---

some endowed 
-:---

properties in -0 skUb _. 
&Yarhisar & 
Hayrebolu 

Amasya _. -_. $ahbl~la __ 1437 daughter of -
Mektebi&C;e~mesi mekteb& Mustafa&wife _. 
&Kabri -- c;:e~me& ofY5rgUc;: Pa~a 

kabir --
---
f--

c-----1---
AMASY AI it in a quarter --

Pa~a Hatun called as Hatuniye Sister of ,--. -
Mescidi mescid Mahallesi bayezid Pa~a 

:--
Daughter of 

,..---

Yah~i Bey --
EDiRNE IHIDIRLIK 

Tur Pa~a Hatun Minnetoglu Mehmet _. 

r- Mescidi mescid& Bey's wife --
zaviye 

t _______ Mehmed II's 
_ .. _--" .. _-- ~----.---.- - - - ~---------- ------ ----- ~--.--.-~~----.. ~- -~- - ~~~.-- .. ------------.--.- ---"--



, IGZ 

r------,--
founder name of dates of type of locatoll of building relationship endowed properties --

building patronage building 1451-1481 
f---

ry;-- Ay~e Hatun 
1---

daughter& --
Mescidi masjid DSKUB aunt ofMehmed II --

-
1------
Ay~e 

1--
Ay~e Hatun In an account EDiRNEI in the east of 

Hatun Camii book ofEdirne the city and on the 

'---
(Ay~e Kaelm it was registered a mosque old and new roads of 
Camii) in 976. istanbul Mehmed II's --

----- 1--
In the opposite of it daughter& 

temmuz 1468 there is Ay~e Kaehn aunt of Mehmed II - --
KervansaraYl which is -
founded l~ Ahmed -
Pasha. 

in order to be 

~;sibly 
f-. 

lin a quarter read Quran for -:--. ___ c_ 

for BUlbUl called as BUlbUl Hatun wife of her and his brother's --
Hatun by 1472 Mahallesi &Tarla sokagl Karacabey& soul she endowed ---
Ahmed Be' BulbUl hatun (Baeli Efendi) sister of Ahmee some properties 

lts Mescidi Bey as follows;Anate~te 
construction or Anate~te or --
was Atate~ne .. and a mill. ._---- --maintained In Bursa near --

BulbUl Hatun the "Gelincik by 
--:-



founder name of dates of type of Iocatoll of building relationship endowed properties c-------1--

building patronage building 1451-1481 
f-o-----1-------r- 0 

Ahmed Tlirbesi ~aqlsl "3 2 cells 
Beg 

r-0

----

and 11 shops 

.- --
- -
-
Daye EDiRNE/near DeliIdU 
Khatun? Kaya ----

Daye Khatun caravanserai --- --
Caravanserai 

1------
C-o 

1------1-- -
1-0 

it could Daye Hatun 
be Hamaml <;ORLU/on the big -
UmmU (<;ar~l street of the small 
GO 1 sUl11 Hammm) town Asol11e cash(70000) - --
Hatun Asixteen cells in -

<;elebioglu Mahallesi 
Asixteen shops near the 

Daye Daye Hatun EDiRNE/ln TekyekapI- Old Palace 

J:U1mnU Mescidi Dikili Kaya,in a quarter Mehl11ed II's Atwenty-six shops near --
the Bezzazistan J GUlsUm) masjid called as Daye Hatun daye 

Hatun Mahallesi Aseventeen cells, a houseJ Lo--o ____ '--o 



r--

founder name of dates of type of - locaton of building relationship endowed properties __ ----
1--

building patronage building 1451-1481 
& and four shops --
~aughter in Daye Hatun Mahall_~ 
of Daye I\eight cells 
Hatun I\a bakery in ibrahim Pa~a 

1-. 
,whose Mahallesi --
father I\three cell s 
was I\a welll\a bakery 
Ahmed in Y ava~ya ~ahin 
i--. --
Bey, Mahallesi --
Hundi I\seven cells In Yahudiye 
Hatun MahaUesi -

1-. 
1\ a shsre of ba~hane 
I\a property in fixed price --
1\ a village of Migalkara 
I\three shops in Edirne 

!--. 
(near Bab-l Manyas) 

date of her trust I\a butcher near these shop~ _ ..... 
Daye Daye Hatun deed:1485 mosque I\a caravanserai with shops 

1--

Hatun Camii ISTANBUL/ in Edirne -- t--
in a quarter called as Mehmed II's 1\ a property in fixed price 
Tarakydar Sokagl that daye I\five cells and four shops iJ 
combines the hill of a quarter of ~ 
Mahmud Pa~a and Edirne, known as Ay~e Ha1 
<;akmakyl1ar Mahallesi ] 1... ___ 



-
founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties -----~uilding patronage building 1451~1481 --

I\a house in Mevlana Efend --
pa~e Daye Hatun Mahallesi 
Hatun Mescidi ISTANBULlIn Demirkapl 1\ a house in Daye Hatun 
(Mehmed in a quarter called as Mehmed II's Mahallesi 

"",'-' ----c..._ 

]1's daye masjid Hocapa~a Mahallesi daye 
Hond 

1--
Ilatun) 

Daye Hatun tomb BURSAl In Muradiye 
Tlirbesi near the tlirbe of Cem 

-
Duhter-l ~eref - EDtRNE/In Taht'elkale daughter of Moll a 
Mescidi ,in aquarter called as ~eri:ffiiddlin 

IFl~k:tnk mosque Fatma Sultan Camii --
------ Sokagl 

EbeHatun --
Klinbedi 

------ (TUrbesi) 
1-'-

1468-1469 
Fatma FatmaHatun mosque daughter of 
Hatun Mosque Sinan bey --

Ummihan ~ah? I 
'-

<Dijkema> -



~nder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties 
building patronage building 1451~1481 

1--. 

Fatma FatmaHatun mekteb DIMETOKA 
r' -- -
Khatun Mektebi (Sultan) BURSA/In Kubad - <Gokbilgin -noted 

mekteb C;ar~lsl That in Dimetoka -- c--. 

FatmaHatun masjid - <In Mlicellidi Mahallesi, some villages were 
Mescidi below incirli caddesi, endowed. - -

-- in the north of the city-

--
1455 -

FatmaHatun masjid MALKARA daughter of a farm called as 
r-

Sultan Murad& Mescidi Eseruu, provides -
wife of Zagono 150 akye revenue. -
Pasha 

I - I 

- ---
--
GUlbahar EDIRNE/In the north of --
Khatun GUlbahar Haziran 1451(855) Sultan Selim,near the ----

Askeri idadi Mektebi 1- Hatun mosque --
~ Camii 

.'. 
i -

ISTANBUL/in the concubine - --
·Bayezid II GUlbahar its construction northeast ofMehmed II's ofMehmed II -

Hatun ended in 1185 tomb tomb &mother of --- --
TUrbesi bayezid II. --_. 



.- ----- .-
founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties 

1-. 

building patronage building 1451-1481 

1-. .- BURSAIIn Muradiye ---~lrcalu KoyU,a 
GUl~ah Hatun date oftmst deed: --' Complex village ofDimetoka. 
TUrbesi 890 tomb concubine of '" * Slgm;alu(Balaban) 

<Gobilgin noted Mehmed II. 
that it was - -
constmcted ,-
during the reign of 
l\1ehmed II> I ofMehmed II ---'-
<Ayverdi noted that mother of _. -
it was founded ----- ~ehzade 

during the reign of Mustafa 
bayezid II'> - --

--, 

1-- --' 
For darut··talim and to 

BURSAl be read Qoran after her: -----1-. -
HadiGe Hatice <near the Emir Sultan death 
Sultan Hamm TUrbesi,Kepecioglu> "'Kite, a village of Amasya 

Mektebi villages ofMerzifon, --1--------
mekteb Sel<;uk Akviran and Karacaviran --I---

Khatun's and *Buga,a village of Simere ----._- . --
Ibrahim Beg's *Diki1ita~, a 'mezraa' --- --

1-----
daugh. of Y eni~ehir 



'CJO 

founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties 
f-. 

~milding patronage building 1451-1481 1--------
BURSAl In a district *Cokalcl Orner Mezrasl 

during the reign called as At Pazan in G6bek Karyesi,a village 
f------ --f--- -
Eatice Eatice Sultar ofMehmed II mosque of Kite 
'---

Sultan Mosque *a 'Yoncahk' in 
Zincilikuyu (Bursa) 
* a field known - as Kepenek Paresi(Bursa) ----
*another field (Bursa) --
*a field,known 
as Kestane Paresi (Bursa) 

f--
*Karaba~ Y oncaltgl, which 
was bought from ivez,son 

f---
of Mustafa 

f----
*a field 

-- '--
,in Miri Ahur KurbU, 
it was bought from, -----
Mahmud 
son ofPabwtr;u Mente~e 

----'-----
*a shop(boyacl dUkkal11)in 
Hasan Pa$a Mahallasi, -
( Bursa) I 

*three shops 
-I 

-- ---l 

r- twelf cells near the Hacc] --t--
Pa~a Ham 

I --- - ----.------ .. ~----- .. ---------~---



lOti 

fouuder name of dates of type of locatou of building relationship endowed properties 
building patronage --_. building 1451··1481 

*three shops near the 
ibnikerdelU KaprlisU in 

1-. - Meydanclk of Bursa. 

1---. 
*some shops (painting) 
founded by her near the 
Zagnos Pa~a Mescidi, 
in a quarter c~lled as _ 

1-. 
Kanber Sokagl 
*eigh cells in Yigitoglu 
Mahallesi ,( Bursa) 
*all of the animals of - -

Dikencik ,in 
Karlik Karyesi, -
*a village of Kite, 

in Dikmta~ 

--
*two rooms and vineyards, 
*all the fields etc in <;akalc 
Mezrasl. 

- -
1-. 

! 
-~ - - ------------~----- "-- -
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.---
founder name of dates of - type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties 

building patronage building 1451-1481 ---- I-. --
~~e -
Hatull, - --
daughter Hac! kadm 993(1585) mosque ISTANBUL/In Zeyrek, daughter of 
~?f}l1z1r Mosque or Unkapam ffizlr Bey? 
Bey or HiZ1rBey 
Hlzlr Mosque? --
Bey 

1---

f---. -I-lace 
-' -
Khatun 
f--. 

(Mihri~ah) --Hundi HaceKhatun public bath Manastlr in Samatya Pasha 1-. 

~tun Public Bath ISTANBUL/near Sulu daughter of iskender 
wife of 
lbrahim 
1--. 

1-. 

1-------
1--. 

-
1--. 

Edlme /Kly:tk 
Hundi ibrahim l462 mosque 
Khatun Pasha 

L...-. 
Hamaml 



'I ( , 

r--" 
founder name of dates of type of locatoll of building relationship endowed properties 

building patronage building 1451-·1481 
r---' 

Zell-i 
Hundi Ibrahim EDIRNE/ in a quarter Ibrahim 

r--' 
'-:--. 

Khatun Pasha Mosque named Araplar Mahallesi Pasha's 
wife --

ISTANBUL/ 
opposite the .- -

masjicl Haseki 
Keyci Keyci Hatun date of trust Hastanesi,in 
r-' 

Mescidi deed:1485 the quarter Khatun ----
where .... 
Bayrampa~a Medrese 
was located 

Safiye I<hatun Date of wakfiyya: masjid Cirak Beg's * A part of land out of izni --
only 1470 daughter * A part of land that is nea .-

a spring in Iznik 
1--

supported 

1--
E~refzade --~~ree fourth of the Safi~ 
Mescidi Khatun's share in joint 

SeIyuk EDiRNE/near Ylldmm, land with Sheikh Abdi, son 

Hatun Sel9uk Hatun masjid in Ylldmm Mahalle and of Sheikh E~ref 
Sultan Mescidi Sokagl,a quarter of daughter of 
(Yeni Tophan 145 1 (855»Badi Y eni Tophane Mehmed I, ... 
Mescidi-Ulu9~ Bey it was also noted as in aunt of -- - .- -

!450> Ayverdi a quarter of Kayan, Selyuk Mehmed II, ~ -----
------ --- -- - ---- --- --------~- ---~--

Hatun Sokagl __ --l 
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founder name of dates of t[pe of locaton of building relationship endowed properties 
building patronage building 1451~1481 ------1--------1-"-- --I-- --

-----
Se19uk --
Hatun masjid ISTANBUL/on the -----'----

Se19uk Mescidi old route of Aksaray ------ ~-

1-._----
in a quarter called as 
Mollasefer Mahallesi 

1---

1--- -
Selc;uk zawiya B ALIKE SiR 

-
Sitti 1465 BURSA/In a road called 
Hatun Mihrabh bridge as Karacabey,and over 

.... -----
KoprU the NilUfer&over this 

-- bridge there was -
,Karacabey-izmir- road ----

--
BURSA --

tabhane 

1--
EDIRNE/near Kaadirhane daughter 

Se19uk Hatun 1456 masjid behind the Kelvan Oteli of Mtirsel& 1------- '-. 

,below the Selimiye Mescidi wife of Samca 
Pa~a> --

-. 
'--. 
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founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties - - -building patronage building 1451-1481 
Sitti Probably mescid EDIRNEI daughter of 
Hatun Sitti Hatun his wakfwas HocaHasan& 

Mescidi founded during wife of Mehmed 
the reign of bin Hoca Kemal -- -
Mehmed II --

--

- - --Slttl Hatun date of hust deed; 
Mescidi 1468-1469 mescid BURSA! At Pazan daughter of In Bahkeslr a village 
(Kanberler Me 1459(864) Oruy Bey ,son called as vethehor, 

ofTimurta~ three wells ,three 

- Pa~a,:first wife water ways&also it 
of Zag on os was reference to 
Pa§a water, a fountain -

Sitti Hatun wakf of this woman, 
Mektebi mekteb near the Sitti Hatun one third of this 

, 

(Kanberler 1459 Mosque.BURSAI wakf endowed to 
Mektebi) (At Pazan) cuzzamhlar mescidi, -

it was also noted that ; located in A~agl 
in the west of Tatarlar Bayram Yeri 
Koprusu_ * All of the share of 

dateof her trust rice grown on a land 
Sitti deed:1491 called as Yenice Argl --
Nefise mosque in Slgmdlgl in Bahkesir. --



I I <t 

U'oumder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship 1451-1481 --[-- '1 . building hmdmg patronage 
Khatun * All of the share of 
also rice grown in San~_ ,--._---- -
provided of Sllldlrgi 
maintenance * ... ... ... .on a land called 
of some as 'C;avu~ Battal Arglt1 
buildings mekteb Menbiti' in Sllldlrgi 

* ....... on a land from 

r--- -
1--------f--

Geyli lhcasl to .!!Ie 

1--
river of Gecikyavl. 

* ....... on a land 
r--

Providing continuity called as 'Y orgirder~ 
of a tomb and Menbiti'and the other 
a mosque one which has small _. 

rivei .. ~n it.(Sllldlrgl) --* ... II' ••• '" .,. 'Uluark -' menbiti' .... --1"-* -
... ... ..... 'Koklii Argl' 

* l3 shops in Bahkesir 
~-

r---
1------- --
I-- --

." -- --
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founder name of dates of type of locatoll of building relationship endowed properties 
building patronage building 1451-1481 

*real properties that 
Its has revenue about 
constmction 30000 akge' --
had began EDIRNE/in the garden *three water ways, 
in the of the palace three wells (one 
honour of in Sabuni Mahallesi, can get them from 
Sitti a quarter of Edirne the inscriptions) 
'--' 
Khatun Sitt Sultan 
i--_ --
and Mosque (887)1482 
-' completed or Sultan 1485<Dijkema> 
by Mosque or --
Bayezid II Hatuniye 

Mosque 
some endowments --
in Ak~ehir& -
Bursa 1---------

mother of 
!--. 

Sehzade 
Abdullah, son 

$ehzad{: Sirin Hatun 
Abdullah $aciIrvam (875)1470 ~adLrvan wife ofbayezid 

1---
II&mother of ,elder r:-. 

in the last years of Sehzade son of 
1-' 

the fifteenth I BURSA _~l?dullaE ___"-_ Sultan $irin Hatun 
- -- --- -~ --- ~- -------~ 
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_.- ,..-- -
founder name of dates of type of locatoll of building relationship endowed properties 

building patronage building .J4S.J·..:t~.J.2 l~ 'S'...L - t~ €1 - --,..... 
bayezid TUrbesi century-1483 tomb 
II •. _---- ,--. - -

in Karagiimrlik ----- - -Mihrinaz Mihrinaz Hatun 
Khatun Mescidi 

masjid a royal women at 
the time of ---------
Bayezid II. . - ~- --

-
Zen i Firuz EDIRNE -----
Masjid 861(1457) masjid -

Firuz Beg's 
wife . 

date of trust deed; I(JS<I.-\~ 12 
1513-1514 ISTANBUL/in a quarter 

, 
-----!--

known as Mahalle-i Ai~e - -_ ... 
Khatun TUrbe-i Kemal Pa~a daughter of Asome cash(75400~ 
f--------

l11a~id Hac! Ali Afive shops 
---

Afive cells in a quarter 

1-- - known as <;elebiog1u ------
Mahdud Ferhad Beg ---

__ c--_ Acells and five shops in 
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------,- --c---

~ion of bunding founder name of dates of type of relationship endowed properties 
~-----1------- ~'---r-

bunding patronage building 1481·-1512 -------1---
a quarter called as -- -1--"-----------

Celebioglu --
IV1:ahallesi -------- :-- --

AsOlne houses in the same ------'---

quarter 
Afive cells near the l'nekteb --
Aone garden 

------------------- -' --_. 
Ai~e --
Kllatun 

c--. ---
Ai~e Khatun date of tmst deed; ISTANBUL/ in a quarter daughter of ___ ASome cash 
f-.----r-- f--
(although 1509 mekteb known as Kasab ilyas Mahmud p.352 ,-,_._-",--1-- r-" 
a muallim Mahallesi 
was 

I----------------j f--
appointed I 

~. 1--- --r----------------
Barkan 
f--' --
noted that 

there was - --
not a --
mekteb --
known ... ~ 

r---' 1--
with ,- ----------- ._----------
this 
----:---1--------- --~--- -- --I-- --
name 111 
-' -' --
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r; -- l' h' --;-.1 d ' founder name of dates of type of locaton of building re atlOns Ip en owe propertIes 
r--

buillding building 1481~1512 patronage --
this 
1---
quarter) 

r--
Bekirlti and Kerner 

EDIRNE/In Sungurca daughter of Koyleri, villages of 

Ay~e Ay~e Hatun date of wakf; mekteb& Mahallesi (Sungurlu) Sliltan bayezid Biga 
Khatun Muallirnhanes - l505 mescid a quarter of Gelibolu ,wife of Sinan 
1---

Mescidi '. Pa~a,who was --
kaptan-l delya 

tomb ISTANBUL/near a ,known as 
district called, Vefa Gtiveyi Sinan 

Pa~a 

,a village of <;epni ----
must be bw in Gelibolu-had been --------- . --

Aym~ah Hatu! the years 1506- bought from Gevher -
Ayni~ah Mektebi l519 Melik Hatun, daughter 

Hatun mekteb of Cern Sultan -
(or Sultan Abdullal endowed Palatinos 

..':~ahnisa) ,son of Bayezid II 

Ayni$ah mekteb ISTANBUL/near the daughter of - --
Hatun Be~iraga Medresesi bayezid II. ----

A~lkpa~azade ------



17~} 

r---------·--- ----
founder name of dates of type of locaion of building relationship endowed properties -- --

building patronage building 1481··1512 
1-------------f-"-- -- --

noted that she 
1--

was married to ------ -. --
Ahmed Mirza, --
(Gode) --
son ofUgurlu 

- MehmedBey 

f-----1--
in 1490 

:-.-- 17 shops which hav.e 16 
C-..-_____ 

~-
cells 

---- - *two shops (ba.Jhane and 
Asude date of trust deed; mekteb ISTANBUL/In A~lk Pa~a daughter of a butcher --------Khatun 917 (1511) & Mahallesi AbdUlhay, * A menzil composed of a 

a public bath In Mevlana Gurani Ham ketkhuda khatu room, one toilet ,one 'sofa' 
& -- Mahallesi an open room,and'avlu' .-
her tomb near her tiirbe. ---

1-------_. - --
BulbUl 
1---
Hatun AMASYAI concubine of 

Hatuniye Mosque mosque 111 the left side bayezid II; 
date of trust deed; of the mother of -- --

Hatuniye Imar 1510 imaret Ye~ihrmak ~ehzade ." 
1---

Ahmed,who *a small town ofLadik 
1--. r--- . ----

Hatuniye Mektebi mekteb was governor "'A village called as 
1--" ] --

of Amasya .. -f Yasslvlran 111 Argumen 0 - --



-----,---,--- ,--
Iocatoll of building founder name of dates of type of relationship endowed properties ------:-------~------ -~ ---------c------------

building patronage building 1481··1512 
-' --r-------~------- --f-----------

Amasya - --
* A village called as r _. -- "- --

-- ---------- Akp111ar 
BUlbUl LADIKJ in Bah~i ~ village called as <;akal ------- '---______ Co-, 

Hatun Hatuniye Mosque mosque Mahallesi in Merzifonabad -
-;-public bath (BHlbUl Hatun -- * A village called as Klavuz 

1--
Mosque) 

1-' 
in subdistrict ,HUseyinabac . --

ofZIle -
1--' -- *Some part of the village 

"-
called as K6kser in Turhal 

- (proportion was mentioned 

'--- in wakfiyya) ia 
:~ A village called as ------ --
Viranp111an next to K6kser, ----
* a village called as -->' 
Vezaniye in Turhal 

-------1-- --_. --
* A khan called as 

f---
khan vekedi kilidi in Tokat --- * A house known as -----
Buzhane in Tokat 

*sho1's next to these house -----_. 
*a shop near them in Toka1 

1------' --
• A mill known as a 1-------------------- 1--------- ----
'Cemal Degirmenl' near 

---
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--,----
founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties _. --f--

building patronage building 1481··1512 
the Village called as 

-- -- f-. 
'Havza Ktiyu' 

* * * BUlbUl Hatun HammU1 
* A public bath called 
<;elebi Hamam 

-
--
1--------
I--

daughter of -
Fahru'n FahrUnnisa mekteb AMASYA Ebubekir, 
1--. 
nisa Hatun Mektebi& mescid who was a 
I-Iatun Mescidi l508-1509 commander 

f-- -

Ke~enlu KtiyU,a 

1---
daughter of village of Edime 

§ehzade was given as telnIik 
r--' 

1-. 
Mustafa,son of by bayezid II in 

Hani Hatun mekteb ISTANBUL Mehmed 912.And it was - I 
Muallimhanesi endowed in 925. 

There was also I 

'--' 
another village called 

'--. 

as Ka9a~ KtiyU,in -- --
1---. 

Klrkkilise, about 

------ ---- ------ -----_ .. _----------- --- ----.. -----~-- - --



'I~;'~ 

r------- -- ------
------------- ------- ------- --I--
fom:Hlcr name of dates of type of location of building relationship tmdowed --------------- ------- -~ 

bunding patronage building propert:ies 
1481M 1512 ---------------1-------- _._-----

... -----1---
conflicts, whether 
it was endowed or ---------------
not. - --

---
--

at the beghming 111 the interior side of *daughter of Aa village of Gekvize, ----- f---. 
Bursa Hatice Sultan of XVI. century tomb Edirnekapl bayezid II known as Kt~rdalu ----~- --

__ suba~lsl TUrbesi date of In <;ukurbostan> *wife ofKara A some villages of iznik as --
Mehmed her trust deed: Mustafa Pa~?a? follows; 

~~y 1500 mosque *wife ofFaik Ebekoy, Dutluca, Narluca 
-I--

mekteb Pasha?? Afour cells near her -1-------- f---- ~-

--1-------- a public bath public bath 
r-· 

Aeight shops&a bozahane --- f---

-------1-------- f--._--
near the public bath 

----_. 1-------- A a house near Mahmud 

1----- Pasha 9ar.Jl -------
Asome shops near Bab-l - --
Yahudiyan -

-- I--- -- Aan area near the public 
I -

A a share of serhane --1-------- 1-- ---------1--

1--- -- -- Athiliy-three cells in --
Mercan Aga -----



, 15~) 

-.-...... ----r-- -h ' -+-'--'--'---'-r;-t--'--'--'- -- --
founder name of dhte~ of , ' i ~~e,()t ,_J IOd~l,bf building relationship (mdo'Wcd properties -.- ------r--l...,--,---, ___ -L.,-L., rf-" --'-- -'--'-, --

bunding ~~r()n;age ' • lnlildJrig ; ....L-:---L-l 1481~1512 
- ------- ,-:~--,---,-l-.-L -- --

....L-L ' ; , i , , , Mahallesi near the 
---.., 1 

i j , --
_-L-L_ I , Bezzazistan ------1--- ~ , 

I 
; 

I /\some houses near hekim-i -.----,...-- ---, __ .-i--~~- --- ~ -- -
-Li j _, i I Yahudiyan 1--------,.... ~ ~ ;-4... 

~_---..,--,____ i , ' i\sOlne houses near , i , i-l.... J -1.... -------,...._---- --r--
1 j , 

1 I ...J....~ 
Bab-! Semek - - ',~ j -- r-' 

I i ; -L.L ; i i\sOlne houses ,a bakery 
~ 

: , 
I ...L-L-i..-L~ -j-....:.....J.......l..-

and a barber near the --------- , --
.- .......... ~ II ! i ~~ L Bab-! Hime 

~ ~ --_. --
• ...L i 

; ! I ' ppA02-3 
--, I I .;.. .. ' --

-----1-' - , ' -'- I ~...l....-;.. 
i tOkAD/> *The I , - --.-- ' t I 1 

Bayezid Hatuniye 
r--'- i : m~s4u6> , <;G2o~~in> village called Yasslkl~~la -.--'---,...._-----

II Mosque I 111qd~esr; I -i-~ i-'- mother of *the village called as 
I ~-J.-,.....L. 

bayezid U;:--(now,geneffiil 1485(890» , , 
, 

'Yiizbeyi '. Imaret _~ 
--'- I --L 

called as ---: 
I • ___ -l-. ..... ~ --, ' 

*the maliki d;vanilands .. _--- ----..,-1-" - L-L-

Bayezid 
I - j 

in the village,Beyan . 

-.-:-.:....--- Mos9ue 
~.,....;.". or Bademir 

t--. j 

GUlbahar i -L....L--L.. : ...L' *All of the maliki and diva _ .. _------ -- , 
...L 

Khatul1 i m6s4u~ t~AOjSorkuoglam in the village ,Betan. -- ~ ...L. -'--I-

- --'- --.Ir... --i --'-
*some parts in the village 

j '-~ ----'- ' 
called as Killik 

-~~-1--"-----~....o..,- I --
: i *Some parts in the village 

'-' -- "'-_. , - '~ 

-------- called as Klzllcak6y ] 
'-. -~ . . 



'1;:)4 

,---------------- ------- (-- --c-o 

founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed -- ---" -- f---

1-'------
building patronage building prop,erties1481-Jl512 -- I-" 

1----" 
*some part of the vlllage, 

1------ Emribagl, * 

- --_. *some parts ofKI$lactk 
*some parts ofHulialam 

- *some parts of the village, 

- Tar kmenogullan 

1-' 
*some parts of the village, 
Cenke, 

,--, *some parts of the village 
called as Sirs;elu -

- *some parts of the village 
called as C;tlmk -
*A village Ortakca 

*another village, ----- ,...-' 
Halefatoglu --------
*a villa,[e, C;ukurYUl_'t ___ 
*a village,Ahmetoglam, 
*a village, Tatar Ali -
*a village, tutbagl 
*Virdanclk 
-
*Jvfusakoyu 

- f--' 
*Kargu --
*some parts o/a village, 

-----t-' ,-~-

_. ------- ~------~-- ---~---~----.-~- -----~~-.------
pola, _________ 
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-'------,' r----~------------ --
founder name of dates of type of locato:n of building relationship (mdowed properties --

building patronage building 1481-·1512 ---t-- --
*some parts olthe village 

-- called as ipek 
* a mezraa 
called as saVCl -- --
*Sarayak 
*Eyveribag --

--_. *karaynam -
------- -' 

*c;at --
*borek~~i 

-- *Border areas;c;aluyaYlfl, 
karavi~alan, ------- _. 

1-' 

r--- ArpaozU,Bey damIan, --
-----t--

Golpmar,Karacaozan, 

----t--. 

----
Ku~lu, Yankulu,Ahla Alam, -
Aktepe,Klrluca,Kiras .man, 
Dutalam, ~;etu9bUku,Hisarc 

-- r--- *villages in the subdisrict 
called as Zinnunc)zii --r-* A mezra called as Amcuk ------
Mazraasl ---- " ~-

* Another l11ezra called ------i------ --~. 
as Terceman --------
*A village called as 

-------- ------ --------- - -- -- ----- ---- ---------.--~ '---- -----------.-~--
DevletoglE.r/~____ __ 
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,.--------- -- --r-----------
founder name of type of dates of location of building relationship (mdowed properties - - -------- "'---f--

building buildin_g ___ patronage 1481--1512 ----- -- ~- --f---
*Anather village called .- ----
as Zekeriyya 

,--------- *Divankoy and Kartan 
farms and Karcaviran _._--- _. 
*sol11e parts ofa village -
called as Haclkoy. -
*a village called as Elhad ------ -' 
*another village called --_. 
as Habil Hacz Karyesi. - --f---
*another village called 

1-._-----1-- -- as Elperek 
'r*sol11e parts ofa village 

called as Tasl11a --r-

1--- --r-- *sol11e parts of the village, 
called asHzzzr. - -- -
*the village of Bagluca --
*Another village .. 
called as Borsucuk I 

-- 'Another village called :::: 

1---- as Agzlczk = = = ~ . 
*In the province ofKangu'l ----- -. 
some villages called as ~ --

-------- Gules,Uyuklu,Tohat 
-

the village call~d as Kalf:lt 
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r---- - --
founder name of dates of type of locaton of bui.!!lin~ relationsh.ip endowe!.E.!:0pertie;; - -

~~~ patronage ~~din~~ 1481-1512 - --
r" . --- in Kanpazan - --_._-f-. - *In the province of <;erke~ -- - - ---~ 

. - a village called ~ ~oz. 
_. a village called as 

-. ])umJupmar 

-. ---- (the properties written in 

--_._--- ._- - italic form were maliki 
and divan! lands) 

------r-
1489 MANISAJ (All oft~m are in Mani~) r--.----r' 

Hi.isnU~ah (when ~ehzade da;:ghter of *a garden known as <;elebi 
---, - .. ....?---

Khatun Sahin,her son was mosque Karamanoglu Oglu Bahyesi -
IIatuniye governor of --- a public bath Nasuh * A public bath 
Mosque<~ Manisa) imaret Bey *a 'dink dolabl' 

------_. 1497(903) * A mill called as ~S5gutler 

- degirmeni' ar~ a 'prine; -
an endowed dingi' next to it. - --
han called as * A mill known as 'BagcI -------. 

- "'-. 
Kur~unlu Han' - Degirmeni' 
(Ulw;ay,23) * Another ding known as -. 

'Kemal Dingi' -. -
*Three villages which are -------_._----_. 
;Se1endi K5yli, 
Saysi koyii,Ka~lk91 k5yU ----_. --'---"----
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-.---- -------r-" ----
founder name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed properties - f--- --

building patronage bujlding 1481-·1512 --
c---

*the khan, mentioned 

------- above ,opposite the imaret 

---- *21 shops next to 
the khan ,mentioned abov 
"'The area which was next ------ - ~. 

to the khan. 

1-------- '" A shop called, daughter 

>-----
ofRalil Kandi in Manisa 

* 12 shops which were 
known as -

.... - 'Yoliik <;elebi Dlikkanlan 

--t-- - '" five shops which has 
boundaries entioned in th<: -------
wakHyye. 

date of her trust /'three cells _. 
deed;1509 ----_. Istanbul/in a quarter daughter of Aeight quarters 

Kutmu mekteb known as Abdullah /\ a sofa, a big house and --
Khatun a public bath Race Abdullah a toilet in a quarter,called 

as an bin Race Kasun Mescidi Men~an Aga Mescidi -
endowed Mahallesi Mahallesi 

Aone cell over these eight 
,----

cells 
1--- --

and another cell near It ---- ~- -

------- pp.86-87 
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r-------- -------- --------r-- --,-------------
fOUlnder name of dates of t~pe of locaton of building relationship endowed properties -------1--. --

building patronage building 1481-1512 
--- -- - ----

property ISTANBULIit was on the -------_. 
1------1--------- point where Melek <;e~me --- -'--

Melek Sokagl,a quarter inside - -- --------1-. - --
Hatun before 1496 ofMevlihane Kaplsl 

-f----
meets to Melek hatun ---1----

ivrindi,an arable land MelekHatun masjid Camii Sokagl ---1----- --
(Karaagay) or village of Zilme& -- --
Mescidi ])UTIova and Gra(li~te ---_. t--- --

-- villages of Serez& --
some revenues --

~ate of trust deed; In Serez ,a province from the villages of 
1508 ofYunanistan.(Siroz) 1------- 1---. 

Selyuk medrese daughter of 1------1---------- --
Sultan & bayezid II Zihne, which are 

----I--' 
zaviye -- Konni~te, Yunaciste, ---- --

----------- -
Nesiz,Kosorik, __ 
])acudca,Ziko~ta .. --

composed of 
a masjicl -

and ------_. 
a tabhane, .. _. --

1--------- (construction 
1--- ------------ -'------

of the latter --------------- ------- -- --
• ___ L.... was planned --
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founder name of -= dates --;;r-- tYp;;-of: jlocaton of building 
--r-----

relationshi ~ndowed propertie_s _-I 

1481--1512 
--
:--

building patronage building --r-------
with the extra 

:-" 
revenue in the - --r--- -----

r---
future) 

-------1--

SittiSah date of her 
f----'-- -- r--- -------
Khatun als( trust deed: c-------------

·-1 
C;almca 
- --I 

endowed 1485 
~-

(DagviranL _____ . 
some -- IZNIK a village of IZNIK. 
properties 

for recitement -- -------
of the Quran 

I~l orc~r tol ----- -----I 
please the soul --r-- --
7,fshei~ ---- -------
Abdullah ---- --r--

--I-

13in-i E~ref) --
wife of Bay 

AMASY Alln Acem daughter of -------r-
dari.il-kurra Mahallesi(Amasya Sultan Hatun Begwl --

Darulkurrasl Tarihi1,p.266) fromd 

-------- -- ------------ Amasy 

------_._---- -----
--------

.--L. ___ . 

ezid II, --I 

Th;ir---' 

iiP~ 

~_lt_If ~ ______ -< 

-------_. 
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---r------- ------- ,-----
fOUl fer name of dates of type of .locaton of building 

§e 
S' I...:~_a_, 

FIa 

----
tde 

--
1 ----

-_. 
-
-' 

-
-. 
---' 

-
Se hzade 
FIu 

FIa 

ndi 
tUll _. 
-'--

building 

-' Sah Melek 
Hatun c-. 
Ktittiphanesi 
r-" 

--

patrOll<lge building -_. 

EDIRNE 
In 911(1505) her 

wak£" were order mektebhane 

-" 
date of tmst dl:~ed: BURSA/near the 
1494 Ulucami 

mekteb 
EDIRNE(it is not 

a public bath clear whether it was 
founded at the time of 

--

1--" 
Bayezid II or Mehmed II. 

--
.--

--
----c-" 

- ------- -------.-------~- ------.-----.-------~ ---

--.------------
relationship endowed properties --f-. 

1481··1512 --
daughter 

. --
ofbayezid __ ~(8~0 _______ 

II,wife of ,Kurtoglu Y akub, 
Nasuhbeyi, Altl-agac-l Btiztirk 
who was ,AltI -a~~ac-l kti<;tik, - --
sancakbeyi Umur koyti "Suba~11l --
in iskenderiye ,villages in Dimetoka ' --

were given as temlik 
by Bayezi(~ II. --

daughter of In the bust deed --
Day! Karacabe, written in( 889)1494, 

" . 

?? she had endowed 
wife of Kazasker Hamaml --
<;andarhzade founded in the --
ibrahim Pa~a honour of her --

husband,HaremagI11 
KoyU, a village of 
Mihali<;CKaracabey), 
two mills in Derek6y, 
some shops in Edirne 
&In a trust deed --
registered in 908 --
she had endowed 

.. -
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1.·O~-;'~f;;-·:~li~2~~=?J--~f ~:: f~e of locatoo;;o,Ui!d~'ng relati;;';;Wp- '~ndow~~d properties 
building pa.tronage building 1481··1512 

----.-.--- .---- -_. ------ --. ----I 
shops in Bursa and 1____ I ------1------ ---- .----1-. -------
Edirne and gardens, 

.-----------,------- -- --I 
rooms,50000 silver al~.J~~e . . --------------I!-----......... -------.---~-, ..l.--____ , 

--"---"-+-------1-" 
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This table prepared by using wakfiyyas as primary sources and seconda7~Y sources as/allows: 

A.km, I-Iimmet. Aydwgullarz Tarihi (i\.nkara:Ankara Universitesi,1968) 

Aslanapa, Oktay. Edirne'de Osmanlz Devri Abideleri (Istanbul:Uyler BaSlmevi, 1949) 

A.slanoglu, inci. Tire'de Camiler ve Or; Mescit (Ankara:Ortadogu Teknik Universitesi-Mimarhk Fa:kUltesi, 1978) 

Ayverdi, Ekrem HaklG. Fatih Devri A1imarisi (Istanbul:istanbul Matbaasl, 1953) 

__ Osmanlz Afimarisinde Fatih Devri: 1451-1481 (Istanbul: Baha Matbaasl, 1974) 

_Osmanlz Mimarisinde gelebi ve II Sultan Murat Devr i (Istanbul:Baha Matbaasl, 1966) 

_psmanlz Mimarisinin jlk Devri ,(istanbul:Baha Matbaasl, 1966) 

-.eAvrupa'da Osmanlz A1imari Es erleri;Bulgaristan, Yunanistan, 

ArnavudlukIV (Istanbul :Istanbul F etih Cemiyeti,1982) 

Dijkema, F.Th. The Otoman Historical.Monumental Inscriptions in Edirne (Belgium:Leiden E. J.BnIl,1977) 

Emecen, FeridunManisa Tarihinde Vakiflar ve Hayzrlar (Istanbul:CHP Manisa Halkevi Yaymlan, 1950) 

Goodwin, Godfrey.The Ottoman Architecture (New York::Thames&Hudson, 1987) 

Gokbilgin, TayyibXV ve XVI. Aszrlarda Edirne ve Pa§a Livaszndaki Has-Mukataa, lvIii/k ve Vakiflar (Istanbul: U9ler Baslmevi, 19:52) 

Kuran, Aptullah. Early Ottoman Architecture (Chicago :University of Chicago Press,1968) 
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Mehmed, Siireyya. Osrnanlz Devletinde Kim Kimdi:O~manogullarz 1 (Ankara:Kiig Yayml,1969) 

Tokluoglu, Faik.Tlre (Sehir Matbaasi, 1964) 

Tiirkiye'de Vaklflar ve Abideler ve Eski Eserler 111; IV,( Ankara:Vaktflar Genel MiidUrliigU, 1983) 

Ulu9ay, M. <;agatay. Padi~ahlarm Kadmlan ve Klzian (Ankara:TUrk Tarih Kurumu,1980 

Ya$ar, I-IUseyin H.Amasya Tarihi (Ankara;Amasya Belediyesi KUhUr Yaymlan, 1986),v; 1 

YUksel, Ihsan Aydm.Osmanlz Mimarisinde 11 B eyazid ve Yavuz Se lim Devri: 1481-1520 (Istanbul:Istanbul F etih Cemiyeti, 1983). 
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