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

Ayse Cikla

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 thé Ottoman lands as well as within the towns highlighted their

prominence.
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OZET
Osmanli Devleti’nde Erken Donemde Kadinlarin

Mimari Alandaki Patronlugu (1299-1512)

Ayse Cikla
Bu ¢alisma kadinlarin mimari patronlugunu 1299-1512 yillar1 arasinda hem Osmanh
hanedanlig1 igindeki degisen dinamikler hem de sultanlarin genel olarak izledikleri
degisen siyaset dogrultusunda incelemektedir. Bu ¢alisma bu etkenlerin hem
Osmanli soyundan gelen hem de diger kadinlarin mimari patronlugunun hemen
hemen her alanina nasil yansidigini vurgulamaktadir. Sadece bu binalarin yapilisi
esnasinda degil, kurumsal olarak devami asamasindaki mimari patronluklarini da
sergiler. Ozellikle kadinlarin yaptiklar1 binalarin cografi olarak da Osmanli
topraklarinda dagilimmin ve kent iglerindeki yerlerinin onlar nasil éne ¢gikarttigi

vurgulanmaktadir.
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INTRODUCTION

Women’s architectural patronage in the early”O*:toman era had interlocking
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 partiéipate i 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 their prominence without losing any power in early Ottoman era.
Moréover 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 thé

towns but also within the towns became influential in comprehension of women’s



3

T AL mnm Amr armiippon that tralinda fnfasmatine abeit thorm
< 01 seconaary seurces tnat meiude mrormation aoout them

and of these buildings’ founders’ trust deeds (wakiiyyas).
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these institutions had to make: the obligations of the staff such as daily duties, the
L

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

structure of these public works but also on various aspects of them as institutions.
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especially those of non-royal women. Identifying non-royal women was sometimes

very diffucult or impossible

1

ue to lack of knowledge about these women’s families
(husbands or fathers with whom they were mosﬁy defined). These women also listed
" in the tables attached to appendix but they were integrated 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 Vakiflar: Tahrir Defteri (1546)
Tarihli, edited by Omer Liitfi Barkan and Ekrem Hakki 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



properties of these institutions would have been changed in time because this fafrir

Furthermore, letters, most of which were published by Ulucay' in Topkap
Saray Arsivi (Istanbul) were used in this thesis. These letters are important for the
comprehension of royal women’s relations to the sultan.

Alsoc only a few archival documents, Ariza, Hiiccet, and Hiikin founded in
BaSbakanlik Arsivi (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 narrative 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 7he Yeni
Valide Complex, at Emindnii deals with patronage of royal women through building
of this complex. In that respect, she displays their power and wealth during
constru.ction 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, “She presents changes in Otioman paironage on the Via Egnetia, one of the
main commercial roads in the Balkans. She concentrated on women’s patronage

through evaluations concerning general patronage relations in the Balkans.

DAf Oodotng TThe cawy Evens to rsders (Tatoete 1) Tt oo Y7t ie A Aol ong, 10040
LV{.y“E,am.y Ula Cay,i1ares r‘z,tvn:rf'gqnur \ stanbul: Tstanbul Vakit v atoaasi, 1556 )

? 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,1596)



Peirce has published the study known as The Imperial Harem, Women and
Sovereigniy in the Gtoman 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 Hakk:
Ayverdi’s, Usmaniy Mimarisinde Fatih Devri: 145 1-1481, Osmanlt Mimarisinde

7T O F17

Celebi ve II.Sultan Murat Devri ,Osmanii Mimarisinin Ik Devri, Avrupa’da Osmanii

Mimari Eserleri; Bulgaristan, Yunanistan, Arnavudiuk have been essential to the
construction of this thesis. Furthermore, Godfrey Goodwin’s A History of Ottoman
Architecture, Aptullah Kuran’s The Mosque in Early Ottoman Architecture and

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

PSRN 4 RIS

formation of patronesses’ list and in understanding of buildings’ sizes. This list of

o]

atronesses, prepared by using these sources and primary sourcesare enlisted in the
appendix.
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e third group of sources were studies concerned with the wakf
system. The prominent ones essential to my investigation are Amy Singer’s Otffoman
Beneficience; An Imperial Kitchen in Jerusalem, Richard Van Leeuwen’s Wakf and

101y

Urban Structure, Tayyib Gokbilgin’s XV. ve XVI Asirlarda Edirne ve Paga

Livasindaki Has-Mukataa and Miilk ve Vakiflar. Amy Singer puts the founding years
of Haseki Sultan Imaret in Jerusalem and the conditions 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 supports such a study is the

uomprenenblon of improvements, changes in its maintenance.



The second study that belongs to this group is Leeuwen’s study. It
investigates how the wakf system shapes the urban structure among historical
developments by focusing on various aspects of the wakf system such as legal
definition of wakf institution and competitors striving to control their immaterial and
material benefits.

Lastly, Gokbilgin’s study, based on the definition 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 Jack 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 if 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
- examining the corrrelations with general patronage relations in this age.

Many other writers had studies that describe architectural and decorative
features of theée 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,
Estanbﬁl (to a lesser degree). Fuﬂhermofe, it focused on how and where these
buildings and supporting properties offered benefits to beneficiaries from different

segments of the society.



The first 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 first time.

The second chapter examines interlocking patronage of women within
general patronage relations of Mehmed 1I’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 suf7 -
convents.

Chapter Il concentrates on rise of a new group of royal women; mothers of
princes at the time of Bayezid I1. It discusses particularly urban networks of princes’
mothers and mother of Bayezid IT 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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With the collapse of “first bureaucratic centralist empire in 1402, these powerful
families acquired their power on land during the interregnum period.®

It seems that Murad II recognized that the stéte 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 #zmar lands.” 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 u/ema-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
suéh as an imai;ez‘ 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. If the former was valid for some of
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them, to perceive them as a sub-section of these families’ patronage becomes
indispensable.

Architectural patronage of women in chronblo gical 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
relétions 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 of a main building (mosque, masjid, mekteb.. .) and
complementary elements, such as a tomb or a ¢esme. In those yearé, 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.®

¥ In founding years of Ottomans only Hafsa Hatun, daughter Isa Beg  -son of Aydin, constructed a
complex -composed of a mosque,tomb,dervish 1odge,an imaret and a public bath, in Tire, probably
before her marriage to Beyazid I. Construction of these buildings was undertaken by her in 1354
though she got married to Yildirim Beyazid during the acquisition of principality of Aydin 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 of it see Inci Aslanogly, “Tire ‘de Camiler ve Ug Mescit” (Ankara:Ortadogu
Teknik Universitesi-Mimarlik Fakiiltesi,1978). For the date of its construction see Himmet

Akin, Aydiogullar Tarihi(Ankara:Ankara Universitesi,1968) p.181 and for the date of her marriage
see Mehmed Siireyya, Osmanli Devletinde Kim Kimdi:Osmanogullar: 1 (Ankara:Kiig Yayin,1969)



11

Moreover, the dominant trend, undertaking construction of a masjid in
early Ottoman wagf 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 of mektebs 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, beéause the staff received a much higher
salary as well as students had more expenses.’

In the fourteenth century , only construction of a few medreses were
undertaken by women of Ottoman household —one of them by Giilgigek Khatun,
mother of Bayezid I'° and the other one by Melek ,danghter of Murad I ! though in
later decades, mekfebs constituted most of the educational foundations. Although it
is not possible to find information on the former beyond its location, the latter was
one of the better known medreses of Larende. It was noted as the most prestigious
medrese compared to medreses constructed until those years in Larende." It had
properties in extensive size and fhese were expanded in the fifteenth century ,even at
the time of Bayezid 11, after these lands was taken under control of the Ottomans.

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

° Michael Kiel, The Mornuments of Early and Classical Cttoman Architecture (Great
Britain; Varlorum,1990), p.132 :

19 Ekrem Hakk ,Ayverdi. Osmanl Mimarisinin [k Devri,(Istanbul:Baha Matbaasi, 1966),p.462

1 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 who was married to a
neigbouring state.

12 See Jbrahim Hakda Konyali.Abideleri ve Kitabeleriyle Karaman Tarihi (Baha Matbaasy;Istanbul,
1967),pp.461-482
B Ibid.pp. 462-463
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endowed properties in great numbers by having no similar examples except the Kizil
Medrese in Simav.™*

Therefore, it was obvious that most bf the pﬁblic works constructed by early
Ottoman patronesses were composed of modest buildings. It was a reflection of
limited wealth and prestige of non-royal Ottoman 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 classifying
types of buildings such as the use of the terms ‘masjid’ and ‘zawiya’ in place of the
‘mosque’ and the ‘imarer’ 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 of the buildings."> 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.

Murali I undertook the erection of an imaret in honour of his mother,

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

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

“ PN . . SIS THES o0 18 DAY [ TNGIY: RENII.} | Ut | ’
Thid p.gg {A‘ﬁh Ugn TS GeLmitdn was giveil oy rviiyd as it o2i0nget 10 MOWLT U1 vieviana 8
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Due 10 lack of trust deeds of many masjid or mosque owners, one could not decide whether a hatib
was appointed as a servant 5o it could be a mosque or not It a hatib was appointed, a sermon could be
delivered by the preacher on Fridays, thus it could function as a mosque Moreover many of them
would have been constructed as masjid and they could have been transformed into a mosque later.



Devlet Khatun’s — mother of Mehmed 1, building'®, However, Niliifer Khatun’s
imaret (as other imarets founded by Orhan knownr as Orhan Gazi Imaret and by
Murad in honour of his son Yakub Celebi, known as Yakub Celebi Imaret) must be
examined among the zawiya-imaret rather than zawiya-mosque.'” 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”, **

Furthermore, Giilgigek Khatun (mother of Bayezid I) had some public
work in Bursa known as *Giilgicek Khatun Imaret’® however it was noted as a
zawiya in her trust deed.”” It is possible that they were used in place of each othef at
random, but the same institution might meet different needs of beneficiaries in
changing time as well.”' 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 of a few rooms and a matbah.*

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

16P{sun Alioghy, “Frken Osmanh Déneminde {znik Kentinin Fiziksel Gelisimi”, fn Essays in Honouwr
i Tl

~f A rn ad laxs 35 A Wafharinghs o

Y T ae h 1 oy a143. A3 1331,
[%/] npf wlloh Kuran © oh consulti e o
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(istanb'ci:SCﬁﬂc-L Matbaas:, 1963)
7 Aliogiu (1999),pp.89-90

¥ Godfrey Goodwin. The Ottoman Architecture(New York: Thames&Hudson, 1987), p.44

¥ Ibid., p.4

2 Trust deed VGMA-590

1 Tn one document of judicial decree registered in eighteenth century, this foundation was noted as
‘Gilcicek 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 a guesthouse.(B. A /C.E-10135)

* Trust deed VGMA-590 ‘
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cooking facility and served as a distributor of meals on a regular basis.” It is a fac
that the term “imarer” came to mean public kitchen in the second half of the
sixteenth century.

Among the beneficiaries of Giilgigek Khatun’s public work ulema and
talebe-i ulema were also added to the extensive, indefinite 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
Giilgicek 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
tﬁe Ottomans. |

A foundation constructed in honor of Mehmed I’'s mother (- Devlet
Khatun), known as “Devlet Khatun Zawiya”, could be defined 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

an ry e [P e rres

(a4 @ Te e
er'l_y DIECT. puﬁozl‘i,u,ung (119)

University of New York Press,2002),p.143
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conducting the prayers five times a day, praying on sacred nights of Islam and also
reciting a part of Quran everyday in this place of worship. >* Therefore, one can
conclude that this building was probably a mosque which had tabhanes on both sides
of'a main praying area generally known as ‘the eyvan mosque’ . It was composed of
a sofa and two evs; so its plan could also confirm 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 guesthouse™
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 Devlet
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
ofthe Ottomans, a policy which required close relations with ulema as well as other
zeﬁgious grou;;s 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 Giilgigek Khatun’s imaret 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
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S Dogan Kuban. “Anadolu Tiirk Sehri Tarihi Gelismesi,Sosyal ve Fiziki Ozellikleri Uzerinde Baz
Gelismeler”, V. 1X1968):60
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such as ‘Giilgigek Khatun Zawiya’ due to the lack of detailed information about it in
her trust deed.” It is obvious that that Niliifer Khatun’s imaref was more extensive
than Devlet Khatun’s zawiya or Giilgigek Khatun’s imaret. Tt was a large zawiya
constructed in the plan of Orhan Gazi Imaret (Iznik) in earlier decades” . (9and 10)
Niliifer Khatun differed from these royal concubines, namely, Giilgicek and Devlet
Khatun as a Bithynian princess whose conscious beneficience was now articulated in
the principles of zakat, sadaga or wakf.

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 I1. 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.

Comp;cxred 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;r at most they were
single mosques with a dome such as Bedriiddin Masjid, Selguk Khatun Masjid and

Tur Pasha Khatun Masjid. Proximity of endowed properties also confirm their
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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.”® Although one could get information that properties endowed for
institutions of some imperial women such as -Giilgicek Khatun, Devlet Khatun,
Melek Khatun™, were not lirited 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 afier Mekka and Medina.*® (This institution was supported by
Selguk Khatun ,the most prominent 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 of royal women as well as fragmentation of power among various
segments of the society and in urban patronage could be perceived. In the founding
yeafs of'the O&omns, mainly Bursa and Edirne as capital cities witnessed the

construction of numerous buildings. Due to changing historical circumstances and

28 Amy Singer,p,54

2 As far as I see properties endowed to her instutions were not in distance to them, mostly within the
boundaries of Larende, but 1 could not locate all of them due to lack of maps that show names of
quarters of Larende. 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 Khatun had some properties were ruined
following conquest of these lands by Ottomans and deployment of thejr population to other areas. See
Osman Giimiis¢ii.XVZ. Yiizylda Larende (Karaman) Kazasinda Yerlesme Ve Niifus (Tirk Tarih
Kurumu; Ankara, 2001),p.74
30 Oded Peri.Christianity Under Islam in Jerusalem:The Question of Holy Sites in Early Otoman
Times (Lerden.Boston. K6In:Brill,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 of Saruca Pasha, had a masj id (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 ekamples of
newly founded quarters, after the conquest of Edirne.>! 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.”> However, the quarter, in
which the masjid of Bezirci Khatun was established, had become well populated by
theconstruction of public 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 Wo‘rk, Tur Pasha Khatun Masjid was in Hidirlik, which was
well known with a convent cbnstructed by Sefersah Dede and Hizir Dede with the
permission of Haci Bektag-i Veli even before the conquest of Edirne. On the days
foliowing the éonquest of Edirne, this convent was renovated, new buildings were
added by Murad I for the followers of the religious order of the Bekiasi>. On the

same hill known as Hidirlik, Sah Melek Pasha and Ibrahim Pasha, the grandvezir of
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Stileyman the Magnificient, had zawiyas™ just as Tur Pasha Khatun had. It was an
immediate act of the sultans after the conquest of a land as in the example of Eyiib
Sultan Complex in Istanbul. At first, his tomb was cbnstructed and then the erection
of'a complex followed it.

Furthermore, this district, Hidirlik was noted as one of four essential places
of Edirne where people were encouraged to pray.> In this place, Hizir Tlyas had
prayed many times, and his wishes had come true.*® 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 waé 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 first
nonroyal patronesses of Edirne established buildings beyond the walls in order to
broaden the suburbs of the capital city.

| In cor;trast, the first architectural patronesses of Bursa were mainly mothers
of potential heirs to the sultanate or mothers of the suitans®” who did not take role as
patronesses of Edirne in the following decades after its conquest.(Figure 2)Bursa

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

3 Karamanli Hekim Besir Celebi 'nin Edirne Tarihgesi ve Cirmen Soncakbegi Karaman Beg,
transcribed in Latin alphabet by Ali Gitlean,(1978), p.19 .

¢ Thid. p.21.

37 Ome could not be sure whether these buildings were constructed afier their son came to the throne or
not,due to lack of clear information concerning date of construction.



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 Giilgigek 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. *lmperial mothers were not followers of their sons in the attempts connected
with the construction of developing suburbs of the early Ottoman Bursa. There was a
continuing pattern, established by Orhaﬁ 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.”

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 of Bayezid I and Hafsa Khatun- daughter of Mehmed 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

3 1n fact, the zaviye and tomb construction of which was undertaken by Giilgicek Hatun was given as
they were located below the old hisar.(Bkrem Hakki Ayverdi.Osmanl: Mimarisinin Ik
Devri.pAHowever in the trust deed their location was registered as they were inside the fortress.
Trust deed VGMA-590

3 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 Cekirge Hiidavendigar Murad Mosque, out of the
fortress.Furthermore Yildirim 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 Yildirim Complex in the
capital’s edge.(Horward, Crane. “The Otoman Sultan’s Mosques; Icons of Tmperial Legitimacy” in
The Ottoman City and Its Parts,ed. by Irene A. Bierman Rufaat A. Abou-El-Haj,Donald Preziosi
(New-York,New Rochelle; Aristide D.Coratz0s,1991),pp.174-176



public work, known as Emir Sultan Mosque, created a new quarter in the suburbs of
Bursa as Yildirim’s complex was situated there.

One could conclude that attempts in creatiﬁg 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 and 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 of Edirne. The
important point 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 play a 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
bétween 1413 énd 1451 rather than with some local developments either in the city
of Edirne or Bursa.

The mother of Mehmed I, who came to the throne in 1413, started a new
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 bgen

carried out away from the capital city from the time of Devlet Khatun, mother of
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Mehmed 1. They, as the eldest members of the princes’ courts, took the role of
patrons of public constructions. *

Moreover, between the years 1413-1451, a féw 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, Hundi Khatun -daughter of Bayezid I in
Bursa.) Finally, the primary role of nonroyal 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 sultansﬁin
order to broaden the available space for urban growth by estabiishing religious and

1 o

1 public works *! and encouraging some other groups to participate in this

SOCiZ

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

of §vhom founcied a small complex in a quarter known by the name of a teacher of

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

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

attempts in order to broaden urban growth.
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After the conquest of Istanbul, there were many attempts concerning
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
gohstruction of new institutions in those unpopulated areas, the state did not need
enéouxagement 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 mﬂiﬁry 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 whyAthey founded them outside the existing towns. In creating new
expansions, one could perceive various policies about relations of different power
groups. It was xﬁioted 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 symbolic
value.”¥
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

* Richard Van Leeuwen,p.179
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Bursa, in the old Aisar;, 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 V§ails were defined 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

society.”*

In early Ottoman Bursa, between the years 1390—1403, architectural
patronesses were mainly composed of royal women, thus it was divided only among
the royal women. Mothers of the sultans, Giilgicek and Niliifer 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.* (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 e;xisting towns after the conquest by Ottomans du€ to a policy of
extreme tolerance towards them. Therefore, urbanization of Turkish families
migrating from Asia was demanded outside the existing towns, **

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
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6 Aptullah Kuran. Earfy Ottoman Architeciure{1968),p.16



[
Ui

power holders in those years. Buildings such as medreses that served ulema grouns
could be within the walls of the first territory divided among urban classes
particularly royal groups, and outside of the walls could be seperated 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 ulema
groups nor the sufi families.

In the fourteenth century, construction of buildings as zawiya-mosques
mainly within the walls of the fortress (in Bursa) confirms 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 Hidirlik (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.

Asa résult, 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, fakihs
as conguering 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

47 g

to have played an “entrepreneurial” role.”’ They founded zewiyas 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 fontiers, ™

An examination of the role of patronesses between the years 1300-1413
suggest conclusions in contrast to the role of gazis, sheikhs, fakiks noted above. Only
in a village called Dimboz on the Bursa-Yenisehir route, here was a masjid known as
Hadice 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
11.”Moreover, another patroness, Esleme Khatun endowed some lands for the
maintenance of a zawiya in Cimi, a village of Bayramli*® —a province of
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.
Hsleme Khatun’s power was due to his father, Haci Emirzade —known as the
conqueror of Giresun.”' 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 .
architectural patronage outside the cities. There was only one royal woman Who had
a public work outside the city —we do not have sufficient information whether it was
in a village or not. Devlet Khatun -mother of Mehmed I, had a zawiya out of
Merzifon™, a p%ovince of Sivas-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

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

48 Ibid. o, 250
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return for their veniures in some cases.”In the early Ottoman era, many deporiees
were also settled in the Balkans due to the rise of disorders following the centralizing
policies of the sultans. As I noted before, centralizing pélicies 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 extensive lands.™

In fact, thgre were nonroyal patronesses that belonged to the deported
commanders in the early fourteenth century. One of these women known for her
public works -Tur Pasha Khatun Masjid and Tur Pasha Khatun Convent, in Hiduwrhk
(one of the old quarters in Edirne), was the wife of a leader of such a deportee
community. This commander, Mehmed Beg, son of Minnet, settled in a village called
Konu® near Filibe after being evacuated from some lands near Tokat or Sivas.”

It was also noted that he settled there as the leader of some fafar groups
during the reign of Mehmed I afer the conquest of Samsun.”® Most probably, he was
the leader of some deported rebellious groups who got powerful during the
interregnum period. Even if these fatar groups were not among rebellious groups,
they were possibly deported due to changes in the land system atter the conquest of '

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

deportees was treated generously like the watriors on the frontiers. He undertook the
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construction of a caravanserai and an imaret in Konus in which he setﬂed with some
iatar gmups.57

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 warriors, 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 institutions 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 regﬁlar payments in kind or cash and the
supply of some other goods for purchase.”®

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 government had the rights of supervision

7 .
3 Thid.,p.241

8 Amy Singer.p,164
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and control of endowed lands and alienation of them.™ Therefore, the wakfs ysteim as
tymar system served to preserve the rights of villagers though power of private
owners on land increased greatly in the periods in wlﬁch 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, making general claims over them
would not be so valid due to the existence of only a few tvrust 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, Giilgicek Khatun’s convent had offered
serv o different groups such as wlema, talebe-i ulum, the poor, and the visitors.®
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 institu_tion, 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 theﬁ subjects.

As it is usual in any institution, employees were also included among the
beneficiaries, b;lt the point to be studied is whether these servants came from certain
social,econmnic 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 /his patronage to a particular group or groups. And next, the
group or groups might have priority in maintenance of the institutions due to the

following policy. In founding years of the Ottomans (in fact, during the period
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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 of Melek Khatun, the daughter of Murad I
and wife of Karamanodh Alaaddin Beg, religious groups of some of the employees
were registered. It was mentioned as follows; shafi and hanafi scholars, fakihs,
trustee of a wakf'and professors (in employment priority will be given to Aanafis and
next shafis) will be employed in her medrese in Larende.®! It should be pointed out
that her public works were founded within the boundaries‘of Karamarﬁds, thus
mentioning only two out of four religious schools of Islamic law could be founded aé
a result of Karamanid politic-s in those years as well as of local conditions. Even in
the fifteenth century in the trust deed of a Karamanid sultan, a hanefi imam and
miiezzin was employed for his institution in Karaman.® On that respéct, 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 furthermore by
supporting sufi institutions within the urban and military organizations.* This
ﬂexibility was also reflected in the given pérticularities of the employees of Devlet
Khatun’s convént 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, defining employees with their duties rather than
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is institution, and it was to be

maintained in the following two centuries.®

It should be indicated that not only an institution provided employment for

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

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

in general, properties endowed for Giilgigek Khatun Convent founded within the
fortress of Bursa  and Melek Khatun’s public works in Larende and Alacasuluk,® |
were composed of land endowments, there were various other kinds of properties
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 in the case of the
institutions of these patronesses.

Both of them, Giilgicek Khatun and Melek Khatun, displayed their pcwér
by means of material and institutional aspects of their buﬂdihg or buildings as well as
of being integrated to commercial life of Bursa and Larende to some extent. Out of
lands endowed for Giilgicek Khatun’s public work, only two mills between the
Zindankapist aild Kaplica Kapis1 were endowed. As Schiltberger noted, in the
fifteenth century, Bursa was the center of international silk trade and industry®’, 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 of Larende was greater
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compared to Glilgigek Khatun’s in Bursa. She had private shops in urban and rural
areas as well as a khan with shops around Larende. Business premises 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 permanent 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
integratién 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 alﬁong the patronesses of this
era. She differed from others with the number of her public buildings more in
number, which V\)zere composed of a 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 patroneéses, 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 ;m'lls. As it was noted above, Melek Khatun had a medrese the
expenses of which could be very high, thus these V%/ere not preferred even by the
foremost patronesses at the time of Mehmed I1.

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 founded, one of her private shops was defined near a carsi

in Larende. It is not obvious whether this ¢arsi was in one of the main commercial
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areas of Larende or not. But Larende was noted as a big commercial center which
had an influence beyond its administrative boundaries as it provided various needs of
the population of Larende as well as of its Su*ruunumab 08

These royal women were able to be integrated to urban life as invisible
figures who displaved their power as pious and benevolent patronesses. On the other
hand, there was a larger group of patronesses such as wives or daughters of
commanders (or warriors) that were probably more visible in ;ihese 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 comment about it because one could have information only about
buildings that were known by their names and locations. There is nothing known

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

To sum up, architectural patronage of women in the years between 1300 and
1451 could be perceived within two main periods (1300-1403 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 interregnum period, especially during the reign
of Murad 11 7

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 terms of material manifestation but in terms of their functions. Multi-functional
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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 spéce by situation of most of the
prestigious royal women’s ventures in the heartland of the city. In contrast, nonroyal
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
of Mehmed I and non-royal women.

Because their buildings were settled in the urban areas rather than in the
villages, they were more integrated with social, economic, educational, and religious
life of the towns. Due to lack of information about most of the women’s
endowments, only a cértain extent of royal worﬁen’s integration to this life could be
evaluated. Not only institutions of women but also endowed properties could make
clear various means of women’s power. In the commercial life of the towns of this
period one could notice only one woman, namely Giilgigek Khatun, as the mother of
thé 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 thé early Ottoman era. Furthermore, an Ottoman
princess, who married the sultaﬁ of the-neighbouring state had access to the

commercial property in Larende, the capital city of Karamanids alongside Konya.
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ARCHITECTURAL PATRONAGE O

TIMIE OF MEHMED 17

This chapter is an attempt to reflect on the architectural patronage by
various patronesses during the reign of Mehmed I1. 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 11 (1451-1481) was
equaﬂ 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 mumber of women’s i)ublic
works in earlier periods. However, it has been mainly stressed that Mehmed 1T forced
the conversion of many farms and villages from pious foundations to timars.” Itisa

fact that influential groups were replaced by some others to some extent.
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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 his land policy shaped by centralizing tendencies.™ 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 of Mehmet 1I'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
Orug 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 of Hizir
Beg, the first kadi of Istanbul , married to Candarh' [brahim Pasha, descendant of a
family in charge of the grandvezirate until the persecution of his father, Candarh
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 muilk lands of some powerful
fafnﬂies were rétumed into timar lands, but also endowed lands of royal women were
converted into timar lands. Some of the servants of the prince, such as his lala or
teachers were granted with timar lands, without bringing up soldiers.”’ Nevertheless,

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

: i nee Lo mnrin on Qi Nafoa Wt oo doaliae oof e
70 At the time of b ONESs KiOwWii aS Ot [NCIISC Budilil a8 Gaugniet O Uiug
= ey AT ool b cene Aonasdidon o o Thanansenne fhnadle
Bed had amekieh '/B'uma) Alnougi 3nC Was Gaugnier OI a 1 urComai amiy
&
Ao oA hnoa sl A lae cnneeliags t0 5 hioh statig ctatesmian of devalitme
N SNE naa Lul:SGp 01l O NCT MarTiage 10 a [igil Sidiud Sialsiiiaii Ul QCVBInTii
arlosien mornsler Fo
Origill , Naliitey £.¢
Tein sl EVesmnmnts Thosslotionde Thysmss € Aleoan T
71}J1C0211‘a Beldicas zyric USHanil L/eVIeLTGe 1 LT LATNIKATa:  €Oi1



of mothers of potential heirs to the sultanate. Mehmed 1 converted miilk lands of
Giilbahar Hatun into fimar lands, forced her to bring up soldiers. Also another
patroness of this era, Sitti Hatun, the daughter of Sﬁleyman Beg from
Dulkadirogullari, who was married to Mehmed 11 had #imar lands in Hiidavendigar in
1486-1487, but it is not clear whether she was obliged to bring up soldiers or not.”
On the other illand, the instutionalization of the timar system in those years
put large sums of disposable income 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 definition.” Therefore, this income could
be further increased by some power holders who were not in charge of bringing up
soldiers as well és 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 of Bayezid II’s reign.

2.1 Modest Foundations But Sizeable Income of Prominent Patronesses
During the reign of Mehmed II, women generally did not -or were not
aliowed to, undertake the cqnstruction of extensive complexes. However, some had
dﬂly small con;plexes constructed ; such as Sitti Nefise Khatun (daughter of Orug
Bed and first wife of Zaganos Pasha) who had Kanberler Mosque and Mekteb in
Bursa, Fatma Khatun (daughter of Murat II, married Zaganos Pasha after Nefise
Khatun) who had a mekteb and a masjid in Bursa and wetnurse of Mehmed IT known

as Daye Khatun, who undertook the construction of a mosque and a tomb in one of
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quarters of Istanbul that was known as Tarakgilar Sokagi though she had many other
single buildings in various locations.

Other than the wetnurse of Mehmed 11, thewomen, 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 fanking 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, Selguk Khatun, grand aunt of Mehmed I1, or Daye Khatun had many
public works but almost all of which as single buildings in various places.

As aresult of the centralizing attempts of Mehmed I1, this tendency
expanded. Providing women with fragmented power rather than giving control of
miilks and endowed properties in one location was concomitant to the centraliziné
tendencies of Mehmed 1. It was after the conquest of Constantinople and the fall of
Candarlizade Ibrahim Pasha, that the grand vezirate began to be held by statesmen of
slave origins. Selcuk 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
aﬁd the others \;vere in different quarters of Istanbul like Selguk Khatun who had
buildings in various places but not in a complex. Therefore, their power fragmented
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 Selguk Khetun as grand-aunt of Mehmed II.

Owing to the fact that Mehmed II’s mother died before he gained the throne, she



differed from u‘fhcr dayes(such as daye of Mehm
centuries). She had prerogatives of his mother and thanks to her distin guished statu
she could undertake the erection of numerous buildings.” F was noted that in her
later years, she became exteremely wealthy” possibly after Mehmed’s mother’s
death.

Moreover, Selguk Khatun, the daughter of Mehmed I, expanded her power
at the time of Bayezid II as a result of advantages offered during Mehmed IT’s reign.
She was included among the eminent people (such as Sinan Beg or Defterdar Ahmet
Bed)”® who met Bayezid I1 in order 10 convince him about the assignment of the
édministration of Anatolia to Cem. Although her recommendation was not accepted
by the sulfan, she was thought as a person who could convince Bayezid II on that
matter like high ranking officials of Bayezid’s reign.”” On the whole, neither Daye
Khatun nor Selguk Khatun were allowed to found complexes. Rather they built
numerous single buildings in various locations.

Maybe they were not ask to undertake a conip]ex 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 patronessés 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
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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 cbmpared to zawiyas that could
be defined as multi-functional foundations in most cases.

One of these prominent patronesses, Selguk Khatun did not found only
mosques but also a zawiya in Balikesir 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, all
of the mosques or masjids were examples of a one unit mosque with a dome such as
Biilbiil Khatun’s (wife of Karacabeg ) masjid in Edirne,Sitti Khatun’s mosque in At
Pazar1 (Bursa), Hatice Khatun’s (daughter of Selguk Khatun) masjid in Bursa, Selcuk
Khatun’s (daughter of Miirsel) masjid in Edirne. Among them only Sitti Khatun
Mosque”® in the garden of the palace of Edirne had monumental vatue as one of the
largest of middle sized mosques of this era. Moreover, Ayse Kadin Mosque (erected
by Ayse Khatun, daughter of Mehmed I) was built as a one unit building in
extensive size.”” (Figure 7)

In the founding years of the Ottomans, zawiyas were one of the prominent
typé of establisl;ments. Mehmed s centralizing tendencies that were shaped in

instutionalization of learned hierarchy and devshirme system paved the way for

7 Among the wives of the suitans, those who was daughter of a Muslim principality whether it was

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 advantegous compared to other princes. Thus this was prevented with *a policy of denying
motherhood to royal wives. Peirce (1993), p.44 Sitii Khatun had her mosque in the garden of the palace ,s0 a
private attempt rather than a public work. SeeEkrem Hakki Ayverdi,Osmanlt Mimarisinde Fatih Devri
(Istanbul: Baha Matbaast, 1973),pp.103-106 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 of Esrefzade.As it was focused in the following chapter, these attempts were hardly private.

7 See Ekrem Hakki Ayverdi, Osmanli Mimarisinde Fatih Devri (Istanbul:Baha Matbaasi, 1974), for

Ayse Kadin Mosque pp.200-204 and for 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.*® As a result of these developments, sufi commuiities maintained
their existence to a lesser extent. Nevertheless, it is ciear that popular esteem for sufi
communities was higher in the early years before the time of Mehmet II due to the
nature of early Ottoman society in those years. When popular esteem for these
communities 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 cohcerning
architecture, its social functions and its expressive abilities.”®!

Also centralization of religious institutions led to diminishing of support
for sufi communities. Until the time of Mehmed 11, the practice of reserving
individual offices of the state to the men of ulema had not yet developed to any great
extent.*” The increasing number of medreses could be explained with powerfil
ulema families at the time of Mehmet II. During the reign of this sultan, nearly forty-
two medreses, almost one seventh of mosques, were built.*’ 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
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patronesses only Hace Khatun, daughter of Hizir Beg , would have had a medrese®
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 during 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 comp‘ared 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 follo‘wing sultan,
Bayezid II.

Until the reign of Mehmed 11, there was only one public bath founded by
Hundi Khatun in the Emir Sultan Complex. However, during the reign of Mehmed
11, 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
masjids which had the highest number. On the othér hand public baths of those
patronesses in general supported maintenance of mosques, mektebs or medreses.
Public baths juét like any commercial buildings such as khans, caravanserais, or
bedestens were essential business premises and covered the needs of an institutibn to

some extent. It was noted that in theory a sizeable public bath in a town or a province
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~emld cover exneniess of a wmedreas 89
could cover expenses of a medrese.™ If expenses of a medrese could be covered with

the income of a sizeable public bath, well-known small mos

As [ 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 thafrequirred 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 of this 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 time due to expanding needs of this
foundation. Therefore, some foundations were not maintained only by their founders
but also by soﬁe wealthy people. At the time of Mehmed 11, one could come across a
group of foundaticns, 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 undertaking the construction of any public work. In other terms, not
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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 firstly formed during the reign of
Mehmed II, one patroness known as Esleme Khatun, the daughter of Siileyman Beg,
had endowed two villages for a zawiya in a village known as Cimi.*” At that time,
some women"® 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 of Bayezid II, this kind of wakf founders increased in number, most
probably due to his policy concerning the wakf system.

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, Selguk Khatun, Sitti Nefise Khatun.
Sitti Khatun who had a mosque and mekfeb, known as Kanberler Mosque and
Mekteb, also maintained in Balikesir a masjid known as Ciizzamlilar Masjid and in
Siﬁdjrgi or Sigindigi®” 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

Nobethane Mahallesi by dedicating some cash to its imam as an endowment that

¥ This village Known as Cimi was a village of Bayramli ,a province of Trabzon. See Nuri

Akbayar.Osmanii Yer Adlart SozligiIstanbul:Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yaymlar1,2001)

8 These were ordinary women ,such as Giilsah, daughter of Hact Ali, Masume Khatun —daughter of
Zayfullah in Istanbul, Benefse -daughter of Ahmed, Dur Melek -daughter of Abdullah, Fatma
Khatun -daughter of Tanrvirmis Aga, Giilsene -daughter of Abdullah and Selcuk Khatim endowed
some properties for allocations of the servants or for expenses of some religious foundations,such as a
masjid,a mosque. (See Omer Liitfi, Barkan. Ekrem Hakki Ayverdi (eds.), Istanbul Vakiflar: Tahrir
Defieri 953 (1546) Tarihli(Istanbul: Baha Matbaast, 1970)[Women that had trust deeds registered
between the years 1451-1481 are included] and Tayyib Gokbilgin, XV. ve XVI. Asirlarda Edirne ve
Pasa Livasi (Istanbul: Ugler Basimevi, 1952)

¥ Sigincdigr was a ‘kaza’ of Karesi. See Nuri Akbayar,Osmanli Yer Adlar1 Sézhigii (Istanbul : Tarih

Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari, 2001)
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relates to the maintenance of the institution to some extent. Moreover, Selguk Khatun
had endowed some cash to the imam of a mosque in Cemandra.

As aresult, at the time of Mehmed I1, pairoﬁesses displayed themselves as
benevolent and pious not only by undertaking the construction of foundations but
also by maintaining 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 undertaking the construction of some public works as well as
maintaining a few existing establishments.The former group was only capable of
posseséing 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 Selcuk
Khatun who were allowed to undertéke the construction of only numerous single
buildings 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 of Bayezid
11, one could pérceive 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

. . . 90
their public works in another place.
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2.2 The Patronage of Women in Towns 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 Edirne 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 quarters.”"

At the time of Mehmed II, Istanbul began to be urbanized with attempts of
only a few patronesses. Prominent patronesses of Istanbul were the prominent
patronesses of this era, these were Daye Khatun and Selguk Khatun that had religious
foundations such as Daye Khatun’s masjid in Tarak¢ilar and Demirkapi, Selguk
Khatun’s masjid in a quarter known as ‘Mollasefer Mahallesi’ as I mentioned before.
Moreover, Keyci Khatun Masjid ** and torbs in honour of Giilbahar Khatun and of
Daye Khatun v;fere 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
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conquest of Istanbul. 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
woinen’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 of Bayezid II.
This new group was composed of princes’ motheﬁ that had a prominent role while
their sons were assigned to a sanjak as a sanjakbeg.” 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 of Mehmed II, one of the concubines of Mehmed 11, Giilsah
Khatun (mother of prince Mustafa) as an initiator of the rising group of princes’
mothers as patronesses at the time of Bayezid 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 undertake the erection of the
tomb on her ov;/n 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 of Mehmed 1I.)

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




- However, at the time of Mehmed 11, the patronesses who had tombs in
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 mitiated, 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 of princesses 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
sons”™ like in the case of Giilbahar Khatun who had a tomb constructed in Fatih
Complex by her son, Bayezid IT , in the capital city. Gﬁlbahér Khatun 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 of a prince’s mother, Giil’ah Khatun in Bursa where
princes’s mothers’ tombs were continued to be erected in the same site.

Out of the former capital cities and Istanbul, Uskiib and Hayrebolu (in the
Balkans) became urbanized with Ottoman foundations during the reign of Mehmed
11.%° Only a patroness known as Ayse Khatun had a few foundations in Hayrebolu
and Uskiib. In éhe former, only a publfc bath and in the latter, a masjid and a public
bath were endowed by this woman who was the daughter of Mehmed I.These public
baths and some shops were endox%zed in order to maintain her masjid in Uskiib.

Construction of new mosques and public baths at the time of Mehmed II gave a
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beatiuful view to Uskiib. It was noted that before the reign of Mehmed 11, only a few
mosques were constructed there” though it was 2 town as a winter resi lence, like
Edirne at the time of Bayezid 1.**

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 of the walls
was the first territory 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 I 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.(Figare 2 and 3) (However, I could not locate in Edirne a foundation known
as Daye Khatun Caravanserai near Bab-1 Manyas and I am not clear about whether it
was founded within the walls or not.) In Bursa, only one foundation, a tabhane of
Selcuk Khatun was constructed within the walls. *(Figure 2) In these prominent
towns, Istanbul, Edirne and Bursa, not only the construction of new buildings, new
centers were C(;nstituted 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 distributéd 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




the foundation of new quarters by being settlers around these zawiyas with the
purpose of being close to the sheikh, 1%

Among the expenses of Hatiée Khatun pious foundation, some groups
known as miicavirs had also some allocation. And in the trust deed, this group \%/as
defined as visitors of the daru t-falim who were in charge of cooking meals for this
institution.'”" These miicavirs were known also as some groups that settied near a

S 1 -
ctuary or a convent,

san These people who were defined as visitors for this mekted
differ from the visitors noted in general use of its meaning among the beneficiaries of
some zawiyas or convents or imarers."”” 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 of Emir Sultan
Zawiya, not of the mekteb. It was noted that the mosque was surrounded by cells
resided by the poor.'™

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 mekzed
different from this point of view. Because among the beneficiaries, employees

composed the indispensable group whose needs were covered regularly in any wakf

foundation.'” 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
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éra such as Nefise Khatun, Selguk Khatun, Daye Khatun or Hatice Khatun. In
addition to the indispensable group, namely the servants, some beneficiaries were
noted in endowment deeds as it was a general rﬁle. 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 of these patronesses, one can not find detailed information about
who were in charge of what kind of duties.

Not all the servants but miitevellis were generally defined in detail m
contrast to any worker in endowment deeds. One could wonder whether there was
any preference of a patroness in giving administratorship in other terms 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, sociell, economic groups but they were determined rather according to the
aspirations of the patronesses. During the reign of Mehmed I1, founders were
administrators in many cases' ° and they determined 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

3 315 alonna ndttanyalll 34 exrnn s asnd e
19 In five trust deeds that give details about the mitteveiliit was mentionea thai

miitevelli except two of them that belong to Safiye Khatun and Daye Khatun.
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Egrefzade Mosque and appointed Sheikh Egrefzade 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. Maybé 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 of Mehmed I1, in other words, Selguk Khatun, not only determined the
miitevelli but also some other servants such as cabi for the village Atlaslyk and for
the village of Kayce, 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 t};e 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 cabis
of Selguk 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 Sultan 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 influential. 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

buildings as well as unavoidable rules of any wakf foundation.

2.3 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
rumber. After the conquest of Istanbul, many merchants were settled there and
commercial areas were widened in this city. In fact, prominent patronesses such as
Selguk Khatun, Daye Khatun and Hatice Khatun at the time of Mehmed II were not
, completeiy out of the commercial space of principal cities. However, they mostly
had ?mblic works and properties endowed for them out of Istanbul (except Daye
Khatun). Henc;:, they were more integrated to commercial life 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 WOTkShOpS.lm 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 commercial areas and
near their buildings of complex. ' The best known « .f these statesmen, Mahmud
Pasha, bad a rows of shops amassed in a fewvcommercial areas such as in Istanbul
Kiirketi 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 bad some shops near Eski Saray and Bedesten'” in Istanbul as well as
near Bab-1 Manyas where her caravanserai was founded. (figure 2) However, Sel_c;uk
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 ﬁme) 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 pafroﬁesses at this time. Another woman Awho had thirteen shops in
Balykesir was Nefise Khatun, one of the wives of Zagonos Pasha, but in her trust

deed one can not understand whether these shops were isolated or amassed in the

same arca.
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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

110 v5

complex .”"" However, one could not confirm possession of rows of shops 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 promiﬁent 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 Kiirk¢ii Han which was noted as
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caravanserai among Mahmud Pasha’s endowments.”  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 of Mehmed II, only mills and a few shops in addition to
land‘ properties were endowed by patronesses. If one thinks about the ldnd of
endowed propéﬂies, one wonders whether land policy of Mehmed II influenced the
kind of properties or not. They involved in range of relationships stemming from
their ownership of various properties such as houses,shops, mills,rural real estates
such as fields (mezraas), villages, and ga;fdens. It is a fact that endowed properties

increased in variety during the reign of Mehmed I1, but it isn’t clear whether it

increased as a result of decrease in land endowments due to his land policy or not.
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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 of 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 wakf revenues 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 wakfs from Anatolia. '* At the
time of Mehmed II, the prestigious status belonged to Bursa rather than Istanbul
housed foundations of patronesses also in earlier years (but lost its importance during
Bayezid’s reign' ). It should be pointed out that the wakf revenues in a town or its
surroundings usually were spent for the foundations of the women near the same
location.

Ottoman sultans as well as high ranking official men held enough power in
order to collect taxes, revenues from expanding areas of the Ottomaﬁ 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 sﬁould be pointed out that any local power holder’s wakf that was supported by
properties in a1j1 extensive area could be short-lived as cbmpared to another one that
had properties in a limited area.'™* Maybe due to this kind of threats 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
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of wakf properties through vast lands, transportation of income through vast lands
was expensive and hazardous 11 Therefore, women were allowed to undertake the
erection of institutions near their wakf properties or they va}ere 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 wakf properties. 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 11 and then was assigned as grandvezir after he
gained the throne) who had a mosque and a mekfeb in Bursa undertook maintenance
of this foundation with income of some properties in Balykesir. In Balykesir,
Zadonos 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 Yildirim Mosque in Balikesir was extensive in size, it
is smaller compared to Zagonos Pasha Mosgque.*'® Income of sources and stipends
paid to servants in great amount clarify the existence of an extensive mosque.'"”’
Hen.ce, income of properties endowed for Sitti Khatun’s public works were collected
thanks to the i:gltervention of Zagonos Pasha as a power holder in these lands.

On the other hand, another royal woman, namely Hatice Khatun, the
daughter rof a well known patroness Selguk Khatun, provided the transfer of the
revenue of her wakf properties in Amasya, a provincial capital near the Black Sea to

Bursa where her mekteb was founded. Hatice Khatun who endowed properties
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mainly around Bursa for her mekteb near the Emir Sultan Complex had also a few
endowed properties near Merzifon-Amasya by following her mother Selguk Khatun
who supported remote sanctified foundations. However, she had not undertaken 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 of a
duty and granted some properties in Amasya. '*® As it was noted by F aroghi, revenue
of only a few wakf properties was transferred from Anatolian towns to the capital
city, in the period from the early sixteenth to the late seventeenth century. If m 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 I and Giilsah 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
Diinelztolxaa”9 for expenses of her mekieb and mosque in Bursa as well as of her
mekteb in Diiﬁetoka 20 Also for the expenses of Giilsah Khatun’s tomb a village
known as Sigircalu in Dimetoka was endowed. At the time of Bayezid II, Dimetoka

maintained its status in this respect but not by offering transfer of the revenue to the

U8 1 ~ould not have information concerning either his husband known as Mahmud Beg who could
be granted with some lands there or any such kind of connection that offers an explanation about her
ownership some lands in Amasya.

118 Tayyib Gokbilgin,(1952),p.283
120 pxrem Hakks Ayverdi, 4viupa’da Osmanlt Mimari Es erleri; Bulgarisian, Yunanistan,
ArnavudhikIV (stanbul:Istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 1982),p.195
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apital ¢ity, Tstanbul which housed numerous
public works of women in contrast to the time of Mehmed 11.'2!

At this A’r‘:ime 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 first sultan’s
palace before the conquesi of Adrinople."™ It had the palace where Bayezid 11, son
of Mehmed II was born. In Ottoman times, Dimetoka was not larger than today but it
was certainly more important. > Concomitant to it, finding first endowed real
properties in this town was not interesting or unexpected. It was one of the kazas of
Edirne'** and it was not so remote to this city.

However, at the time of Mehmed II, the construction of no building was
undertaken in Dimetoka, though erection of some foundations was undertaken in
earlier years.'” It should be pointed out that some dignitaries at the time of Mehmed
Il endowed some villages (such as, Azizlii, Toyca (Oruzlu), Kér Umud, Karaadag,
Karabudaklu, Corek) but at the time of Bayezid 1I, number of such villages of
Dimetoka as well as the number of owners of these lands increased probably due to
land policy of Bayezid I who converted many timar lands into wakf lands.'*

The patronesses whose remote business premises generating revenues
were éble to undertake expenses of transfer of revenue in long distance through the
Ottoman lands: Endowments of Fatma Khatun, Giilgah Khatun and Ayse Khatun
make clear that wakf lands of patronesses began to expand into the Balkans at the

time of Mehmed I1. Many of vakf properties that were out of the prominent towns
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were in the Balkans rather than in Anatolia except the real properties of Hatice
Khatun in 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 Anatola. 2’ 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 11,

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. Selguk
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 Hac1 Halife Zawiya. "** Moreover, Safiye Khatun,
daughter of Cirak Bey'™, founded a wakf only in order to support Esrefzade Mosque
by making endowments to prominent employees. In fact, she cbntinued such a
tendency that was initiated by Dilfiruz Khatun, one of the concubines of Mehmed I
who did not have any public works but had founded a wakf for Emir Sultan
complex. Boﬂ; of them endowed some parts of lands near these sanctuaries.
However, Selcuk Khatun’s endowments to imam 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 E°refzade

Mosque or Emir Sultan complex was quite common in the early Ottoman era.
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Moreover, these sanctuaries were modified and new buildings were added in
different periods. An establishment of a pious foundation (wakf) in order té 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 institutioh but also constructed it
compared to the former wakf which only endowed some properties in order to
sustah its maintenance.

In Emir Sultan Complex, one of the buildings, a daruttalim was added by
Hatice Khatun, the daughter of Selguk Khatun (one of the prominent patronesses of
this period) and Ibrahim Beg, the son of Isfendiyar. 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 of Bayezid 1. Addition of new public
works in Emir Sultan Complex was not only valid for patronesses but also for
patrons such as Cezeri Kasim Pasha who was a statesman during the reign of
Mehmed II and Bayezid I1."*° He undertook the construction of a medrese and a
fountain in this complex. "'

Although Hatice Khatun founded a building as Hundi Khatun, they had
differént statuses. The latter patroness was a more familiar example, because there
were other exaimples 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
following chapter , Taciinnisa Khatun, the wife of Ishak Beg endowed a wakf in order
to maintain an imaret constructed by ber husband in Ineg6l.) Furthermore, Hatice
Khatun undertook the construction of a mekteb in the sufi cemetery, but Hundi

Khatun probably undertook the construction of the first foundation of the complex, in
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other words the mosque which was known as Emir Sultan Mosque. And Cezeri
Kasim Pasha also founded his public work in the sufi cemetery. His tomb was
located on the western side of his medrese opposite the Emir Sultan’s tommb. !>
Maintaining or undertaking the erection of a sufi’s tomb was one of the
responsibilities of the living. This responsibility was based on a reciprocal

133 It

relationship, saints who were not protected by the living could not protect them.
seems that covering public needs of people by undertaking the erection of some
institutions in a sufi cemetery was also a popular venture.

It should be pointed out that pious foundations(wakfs) that were founded in
order to support a sufi convent differ from pious foundations of institutions erected in
honour of a sufi 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 mekfeb could attract endowments
of wealthy people due to its lbcation 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
cerﬁetery. |

| Maybe undertaking the foundation or maintenance of an institution could
display religio{Js connections of these wakf founders to some extent. As it was
aforementioned, the income of a zawiya was increased by the supporters of the
religious order who lived in daily routine of this foundation.”" 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 Selguk Khatun, Safiye Khatun, Hatice

3 : ¢ 20l Dadlenn (aday Tetrmnbil Valifor
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Khatun could be devoted to religious orders followed in sufi convents of Emir
Sultan, Hac1 Halife or Egrefzade.

‘Therefore, wakfs for these sanctuaries would ot 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 of the 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, Selguk Khatun who ordered daily allocation of some income to the imam of
Emir Sultan Mosque. It should be poinffed out that Hoca Kasim (Cezeri Kasim 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.'” He undertook the construction of this 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 foundaﬁons that followed different religious tarigas. For instance; Selguk
KHatun endowed Haci Halife Zawiya (following the religious order of Zeyniyye) and
to 1es‘ser 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

. . . et A o 136
sheikh and for founder of a tariga in a particular area.

135 Gazali, Sattuk Emir Sultan ve Kerametleri (Bursa, 1959,)pp.68-69

B3%Egrefogly, firstly in Haci Bayram Dergah (in Ankara) and then in Kadiri Dergah (in Hama) took
education. After that he founded the first tekke that followed Esrefiyye —one of the branches of
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It is also possible that Emir Sultan Zawiya began to be maintained by
Selguk Khatun in earlier years compared to Haci Halife Zawiya due to Emir Sultan’s
great popularity during the reign of Bayezid I, Murat 1T and rising popularity of the
religious order of Zeyniyye (that was followed in Hac1 Halife Zawiya) during the
reign of Mehmed 11, with Seyh Vefa in Istanbul with the support of the expanding
ulema.” Tn other words, Emir Sultan Zawiya waé more popular in the late
fourteenth century and the early fifteenth century rather than in the late fifteenth
qentury which witnessed the popularity of some religious orders such as Esrefiyye
and Zeyniyye.

On the other hand, some tarigas continued to be bequethed even by the
sultan in a period when they were not so populér. Power of sheikhs was based on the
income of its wakf but 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.”® 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 this sanctuary. " However, in the late fifieenth century this
sanctu‘ary which was also supported by Selguk Khatun and Hatice Khatun was not
very popular. }éut even patronesses’ support of sanctuaries that followed a less

popular religious order was concomitant to the ventures of the sultan in that respect.

Kadiris ye, in Iznik. Mustafa Kara. ‘B“gd”‘i’t’dﬁ Bursa'ya Bir You:Esreliyye”,Journal “fﬂ*e History
of Sufism, I-TI(Istanbui,2000):400

137 Bkrem Isin. “Tarikatlarm Istanbul’da Giindelik Hayat Sekillendirmesi”In Istanbul Armagan
1], Ghindelik Hayatin Renkleri (Istanbul:Istanbul Biiytik Sehir Belediyesi,1997),p.237

138 Suraiya Faroghi. “XV. Ve XV. Yiizyllarda Orta Anadolu’da Seyh Alleleri”In Tirkiye Irtisat
Tarihi Seminerleri , 13 (Ankara:Hacettepe Universitesi Yaymnlary, 1975):223

139 Bitem Hakka Ayvedi. Osmanl: Mimarisinde Celebi Mehmet ve IL Murad Devri,p.284
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Although many times it was noted that the centralizing tendencies of
Mehmed If did not allow increasing power of suff groups'®, this kind of support
should not be evaluated only as fragmentation 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."*" As I mentioned before, support of foundations
constructed in honour of a sufi and of a sheikh family was a general tendency in the
fifteenth century. Saﬁye Khatun who founded a wakf in order to support Esrefzade
Zawiya had endowed some properties to a few servants of this sanctuary as well as to
Sheikh Abdi, son of Egref. Furthermore, Sheikh Esrefzade and his sons after his
death were appointed as miitevelli of Safiye Khatun’s wakf.

It was noted above that these were mainly supported due to the rising
popularity of these sites as objects of devotion during the reign of Mehmed II.
Furthermore, sustenance of some foundations near the properties bequethed to them
makes one wonder whether the place of the properties influenced which institutions
could be supported or not. Women well-known for their pious acts as Selguk Khatun,
Hatic.;e Khatun'?, Safiye Khatun endowed real properties near dervish convents for
-which they ha;i cértain donors. Even in the years between 1520-1650, transformation

of the capital in vast lands was risky and expensive and thus properties bequethed to

the support of any institution were nearby.'* However, endowments for holy lands,
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Mekka, Medina and Jerusalem, were held out of this rule as it is dealt with below in
the endowment of Selguk Khatun for Mescid-i Aksa.

Some royal or nonroyal patronesses, as benevolent and devout persons
dedicated some properties to the support of a few sufi 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 sheikh of sufi 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 of wakf properties 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
wak{ documeﬁt) in Jerusalem'* which had an exceptional religious standing as the
third holiest city in Islam world."* Therefore, in this respect not only the prestigious

owner of the pious foundation but also prestige of the institution could compensate
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for the distance of the endowed properties, ' because the maintenance o

institution was a distinguished venture for any person.

In these years, one of the prominent patronesses of this era, Selguk 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,
particularly Mescid-i Aksa as a space much more than the Dome of the Rock where
the Muslim community met regularly and perceived as exclusively its OWH.W It was
founded and renovated by various influential sultans and rulers. After its construction
by the Umayyads, it was renovated by Abbasids and Fatimids.!*®

Therefore, limited endowment of Selguk Khatun to this sanctuary was not
extraordinary, if one examines these attempts of patrons or patronesses in different
eras. However, Selcuk Khatun differed from others due to the period in which she
endowed some revenue of her vakf properties 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 financially suppport one hundred Muslim men of religion who
were in charge of reciting the Quran daily at the Dome of Rock on Temple Mount.
Althoﬁgh the exact date of this endowment is not certain, the earliest document that
confirms this a;:t is from the late sixteenth century, 1560. " Hence, in the fifieenth
century Selguk Khatun’s certain donation (two dirhems to this masjid’s imam on the

condition that they promised to recite verses daily from the Quran after her death) to

this sanctuary seems interesting.
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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 herself to serving the poor of Jerusalem. It was
noted that a woman known as Y1 left her accustomed life in Aintab with the purpose
of devoting herself to the poor of Jerusalem. ™ Maybe numerous pious people would
have undertaken such kind of ventures after the conquest of this holy site.

In the case of Selguk Khatun, her allocation of some funds to the imam of
this masjid was not as prestigious as Sultan Siileyman’s endowment. However, it
should be pointed out that this daily routine brought a daily expression to her prestige
at a time 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 imam was known only by the imam himself and
some other servants of this sanctuary and particularly the miitevelli. But it is
sufﬁcieht to perceive her prestigious status as a grand-aunt of Mehmed II among
others.

Whether this was allotted to thé maintenance of this masjid,(or maybe for
private needs of the imam) at the time when Selguk Khatun lived or founded this
wakf, Jerusalem was under the control of Mamluks. It is a fact that large sums of
money as alms’ to the poor residing in Mecca and Medina were disbursed before the
conquest of Hicaz. Murad 11 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

1507 oslie Peirce, Morality Tales ; Law and Gender In The Ctoman Cowrt of Aintab (Derkeley, Los
Angeles, London : University of California Press,2003),82
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% PR T S T . . .
and Medina. " Not only sultans but also some statesmen donated real properties in

the Balkans for Medina at the time of Mehmed I7,'%

By giving reference to Mehmed I, Faroghi noted that interestingly
enough for the benefit of Medina, at least haif a century before the cénquest of Hijaz
this act was performed.'” Therefore, it seems that before the conguest of holy lands
;making endowments in them was perceivable in the case of Selcuk Khatun as the
sultans or eminent persons. Like the sultans or high ranking statesman , Selguk
Khatun the daughter of Mehmed 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 Cem)
overcame these ‘risky and expensive’ conditions in transformation of the revenue to
these institutions that were founded in very distant lands."

Relations of Mamluks with Ottomans also could be influential in
transformation of these incomes to these holy sites. At the time of Mehmed II, the
conquests of Ottomans, particularly the conquest of Istanbul was celebrated by
Mamluks with great happiness. However, one could not declare permenant good
relations between these neighbouring power holders due to events, that formed the
relations. ™ Therefore, one could not conceive the transformation of some cash in
unriéky conditions in these years due to the changing relations of Mamluks 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.
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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 of Mehmed 11, architectural patronage of women was modest in

size in contrast to the outburst of architectural patronage in general , following
essentially the conquest of Istanbul. However, as it was noted at the beginning of
tlﬁs 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
Meﬁmed II’s imperial policy concerning pious foundations.

Furthe;more, they preferred maintaining existing foundations. However, all
these patronesses were not in the same conditions either in terms 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 difference between these women lies in the

difference of economic sources of these women, so personal (such as devotion and



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 Selcuk 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 of Istanbul, which had been conquered recently, the first lands
that needed urbanization attempts were inside of the walls. Patronesses did not
pursue general architectural attemps by founding buildings in Bursé and Edirne
rathér than Istanbul but they followed similar attempts by establish'mg 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
?beﬁeﬁciaries as well as béneﬁciaries that changed according to types and location of
buildings, and personal aspirations of wakf founders.

In fact, architectural features of buildings could give clues about the

patronage of women as type and site of a building, kind and location of endowed



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 of Daye 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 1'epléced by more extensive public works of women at the time of

Bayezid II.



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 of Bayezid I1. It should be pointed
out that these relations were based on various links and connections hetween
different groups of peoplé. Such links among different people determined prominent

- patronesses of this era, means of these figures’ access to power, philantrophy and
devotion.
3.1 Foremost ?atronesses‘ at the Time of Bayezid 11 ;
A Nascent Group of Patronesses
Prominent patronesses at the time of Bayezid 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 Glilbahar Khatun, mother of Bayezid
1. 1% Tt was not coincidental tﬁa‘t 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
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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, Niliifer Khatun.

In the post-Suleimanic age, the pr’mcessés who had blood links to the
sultan, reinforced their connections by getting married to high ranking officials who
had essential political links to the imperial court. Such marital contracts with a
political agenda were mostly initiated at the time of Bayezid II. However, these
princesses’ architectural undertakings Wére modest in size in contrast to complexes
of the 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 Ottornan household for a woman. 7

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 of Bayezid I1, as a well known figure of the palace in the
seventeenth century,”®

The rank of ketkhiida khatun within the Ottoman household starts with
Asude Khatunﬁwho had distinguished relations with the sultan. Among the
pationesses at the time of Bayezid I, Asude Khatun was an important figure having
no family tie to the sultan but possessing sufficient status and wealth for undertaking

. . . . 159 7o
a middle-sized public bath and a mekteb in Istanbul. > Like Daye Khatun, she
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centuries. In a similar vein, Daye Khatun — who was Mehmed II’s wetnurse - was
renowned with her public works in significant numbers.

The position of ketkhiida khatun (harem stewardess) was as important as
that of Daye Khatun 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” in the harem institution, ketkfiida
khatun was responsible for training women who were to serve the sultan. ' In the
late sixteenth century, Janfeda who was the ketkhiida khatun at the time of Murat II1,
undertook the construction of a few public works after death of Nurbanu Sultan,
mother of Murat ITI. This suggests that the ketkhiida khatun like daye khatun
assumed prerogatives of the valide sultan after her death.’® Similar conditions
should have been valid in the case of Asude Khatun who undertook the construction
of a few buildings at the beginning of the fifieenth century'®, probably following
the death of Giilbahar Khatun, Bayezid II’s mother circa 1492.

Giilbahar Khatun’s complex, founded by her son in Tokat in 1485, was
composed of a mosque, an imaret, and a medrese. It was sufficient enough for
dispiaying her priviliged status as a mother sultan. Furthermore, she had completed
the foundatiori of a mosque in Edirne in the year Mehmed 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

and modest mekteb.
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It should be indicated that Asnde 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 I 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
affairs, as was Bayezid II’s mother. In a letter to her son, she mentions her ideas as
‘Well as some rilmours related to the assignments in Ottoman administration. She
supported assignment of Hizir Beyoglu and Ayas Pasha to some duties as appropriate
decisions while she opposed the assignment of Hersekzade Ahmed Pasha to the
status of grandveziriate.'® 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 whét

extent her ideas influenced the reigning sultan, it is still evident that she expressed

1$3M.Cagatay Ulugay, Haremden Mektuplar (Istanbul: Istanbul Vakit Matbaas, 1956 ), p.17
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her ideas with the hope th .
her ideas with the hope that they would be influential in the decision makin 1g Process

of the sultan. She also functioned as an intermediar v 1

others around her by informing 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 wit}
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ing public works that were
erected even by the sultan without utilizing her own inco
Almost half (eight) of all (eighteén) patronesses at that time were Ottoman
princesses who were daughters, granddaughters or grand-granddaughters of Bayezid
I1. 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 Hatice Khatun who had a masjid, a mekted and a public bath in |
Istanbul, Selguk Khatun who had a medfrese 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 rabhane had been planned), and Ay°e
Khatun who had a masjid and a mekteb in Edirne. On the other hand,. one of the
daughters of Bayezid II, Fatma Khatun (who will be dealt with under one of the
following titles in detail) preferred patronizing some taricias rather than undertaking
the constructi(;n of any building. Beside her, other daughters and grand-daughters

had only single buildings. '**

Daughters of Bayezid Ii; Ay"n;au Khatun had a mekieb near the Desiraga Medrese, Sabh Meiek
H - - T7.
s L

ay
RN, A aeadd i LAY ¢ W hatawn Ao
tun had a mekicbhane and a ulaa_pu in Bdirne. Ar AN AOa4iin, uaugluel ot
A

A
)
+
4
2
9

g
£
'

Y]
X
c

A ian N T T P AT

a1
Ui, {1y Luyau Ananiil ,Gangnt
1.

g
&
-
<
Ea
&
&
%

~~

- 1 T,
e of the sons of Mehimed 11 I
1,4

)

- . son of By
Sultan Abdullah {son ‘Cuaycmu u} uau a
s

O
&
S
&
[N
St
EE
e
]
o
[

,

P - R I T s Leaod

11
known with anoiher name, Tatice Khatun but U11
e e I}
Ba}’%Zid ﬂ ?ﬁay Lﬂuyay', 1 udtgaru arin Kadmlari ve Kiziar t,\Aunal‘u 1urK
Kurumu,l%\’)),p.z 5 and see Alderson A. D. The Structure of the Ottoman Dynasty. O, Oxford, 1956.

12 it Anasoshiano A
ay noted them as two alierent da SHICIS 01



78

By the time of Bayezid 11, daughters began to marry statesmen of vizirial

rank. The change had become common under Stileyman I when the high ranking
statesmen who were at the same time damad became standard figures in the political
life. Until the time of Bayezid II, princesses married neighbouring Muslim states’
sultans or sometimes Ottoman officials.”® Among husbands of patroness-daughters
of Bayezid II, there was not any statesmaﬁ that was from vizirial rank. Only one of
his daughters was married to a pasha who was the brother of grandvezir Riistam
Pasha. Ay°e Khatun’s husband was known as Giiveyi Sinan Pasha, the term grivey
(groom) may be considered as an indication that this was not a common practice. %
At the time of Sﬁleyman the Magnificient marriages of these women to highest
rankihg statesmen led to a greater influence on their fathers, mothers, brothers due to
political links of their husbands.

Maybe it was not accidental thét Selguk 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 mﬁch more wealth to maintain in contrast to the maintenance of masjids or
mekiebs, and therefore they were less preferrable. She was the wife of Ferhad Beg
Who was the g?ovemor of this sanjak and was granted-a field (mezraa) by his father (
Bayezid 1) 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
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marital conditions could also be their predicament
because of inappropriate policies of their husbands.

Such a predicament was witnessed in the marriage of Sofu Fatma Khatun who
was married to Mustafa Pasha who was assigned to a duty in Antalya '*’. In one of
her letters, she complained about her husband’s unseemly attitudes,the tyranny of the
kadi and of ketkhiida of Elmalu (a district near Antalya) over the reaya. She yearned
to leave and to return to the imperial court.”®® As far as T see, princesses 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. %

However, these later changes didn’t have any impact concerning the role
of male dynas£ ’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, Hiisniigah

Khatuh—mother of the prince Sehingah and in following decades, Giilruh Sultan-
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mother of the prince Alemsah at the time of Selim I. These patrons undertook the
construction of a complexes in the provinces where they were sent with their sons as
royal consorts.'”’

In earlier times, only tombs were founded for princes’ mothers; e.g. the tomb
of Giilsah Hatun, mother of the prince Mustafa (son of Mehmed II) and that of $irin
Hatun,m mother of the prince Abduliah. It should be pointed out that these women
were not the first examples of patrons as the mother of the prince but as the mother
of the prince who was not the actual winner in the throne contest. It was possible to
find patropesses as the mother of a prince who became successor in the throne
contest after her architectural work was founded. Giilbahar Hatun, mother of Bayezﬁd
T undertook the construction of a mosque in Edirne as the mother of the prince
during the reign of Mehmed I1.'"

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 househoid.m However, in a princely court the most honored person

| was certainly 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 throﬁe_ contest after his governorship in the sanjak.'”* Her status in a

princely court was identified by the status of her son and also changes in the
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identification ofher 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.'”

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
in the struggle could be endowed with some properties by the new sultan. Biilbiil
Hatun was granted with belongings of her son, Sultan Ahmed by Selim 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; Biilbiil Hatun even made some extra
demands. She asked the sultan to grant some properties endowed for the imaret of
Sulian Murad due to the insufficient revenue left by Sultan Ahmed. '°

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 timar lands to be given to some statesmen with whom their son, the prince
had been closely associated during their governorship as a prince. In that respect,
Hiisniisah Hatun, mother of Sehinsah, wrote a letter to Selim I to demand some timar
lands to be gre;nted to officials to whom his son, Sehingah had close relationship
when he was a governor of a sanjak in Konya. 177

An examination of the role of Ottoman patroﬁesses of architecture at that time
suggests that the Sultan Bayezid II encouraged architectural ventures of women who
had proximity 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
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but with attempts of consolidating the conquests of Mehmed 1.1 Bayezid 11
upported pious foundations by reconverting fimar lands into freehold (miilk) lands

after Mehmet II’s radical reforms, Eor instance; his mother, Giilbahar Khatun was
encouraged to construct philiantrophic edifices by acquiring mrilk lands that were
converted to fimar lands at the time of Mehmet 11,17

Although the number of buildings founded by wornen at the time of Bayezid
1T were numerous, during the reign of Mehmed II these were not much less. At the
time of the former, these were rather put into a complex by royal patronesses as a
result of the ownership of extensive miilk 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 of Mehmed IT *° by not
only re-conversion of fimar lands into miilk lands but by various solutions
encouraging the erection of pious foundations.

Furthermore, Bayezid II brought forth a more conciliatory device to solve the
problem of using freehold lands and to secure additional froops. 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 staté officials and the landowner’s share known as maliki in general might

e . _ 181
be alloted to an individual or a pious endowment.

178 1 18l faleik, The Otoman Empire; The Classical Age 1300-1600 (London: Pheenix, 1994), pp.32-
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This intermediary regime between local landholders and the state was mo stly
concentrated in Amasya-Tokat-Sivas 2 known as Eyalet-1 Rum where most of the
buildings or building complexes of women weré 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, maliki lands were divided intd 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 (mﬁlk) lands would have brought more income instead of
maliki-divani lands, rent or tax of which was divided into two parts. However, the
sultan was in favor of endowing maliki-divani lands for this edifice but following
general land policy in these lands. On the otﬁér hand, among lands endowed for this
complex, divani lands took the place of maliki 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.'®® 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 préperties 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,

basmaklik could give clues about pious endowments of this large group of patroness-

182 1hid. p.128 and Ahmet Simsirgil, Osmanls Tasra Teskilatmda Tokat (1455-1574)Ph. D. Diss.
(Marmara Universitesi, 1990), p.316 It is not accidental that this land system was concentrated in this
district. Because, these lands were Turcoman lands which were taken under control by the Ottomans
after a long struggle due to regime of big estates that were possesed by aristocratic families.

' Ihid., p.128
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princesses.'®* These 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 own benefit or for providing revenue to an already founded institution."®

Certainly such kind of allotment of the lands for some groups was directiy
related to patrimonial relations between the sultan and the applicant. The sultan gave
ownership of these lands if the applicant had displayed his loyalty and distinguished
services.'® In the case of the princesses, 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.'®’ Before the timev of
Bayezid II, temlik lands were granted particularly at the time of Murat II to a few
princessess such as Hafsa Kha;mn}188 and Fatma Khatun, daughters of Murad 11,18
and Selcuk Khatun daughter of Mehmed 1.”° At the time of Mehmed I only his

191
wetnurse was granted some lands.

184 tani Khatun danghter of Schzade Mustafa and Sclguk Sultan ,Schzade Khatun, Fatma Khatun,
daunghters of Bayezid 11 and Sclguk Khatun, daughter of Mchmet I(grand-grand aunt of Bayezid 1)
were granied 1ands at the time of this sultan. For Hani Khatun’s, Fatma Khatun’s and Schzade Sah
Khatun’s endowments scc Tayyib, GokbilginXV. ve XVI. Aswrlarda Edirne ve Pasa
Livast.(Istanbul:Ugler Basimevi, 1952) for Sclguk Khanuns® cndoments, onc was daughtcr and the
other grand-grandaunt of Bayezid I1scc the trust deed of Selguk Khatun, daughter of Mchmed
DV.G.M.A. 608-2 / 384 (hercafier the trust decd of Sclguk Khatun (daughter of Mchmed Dand for the
trust deed of Scleuk Khatun( daughter of Bayezid ID) sce Tayyib, Gokbilgin. XV ve XVI Aswrlarda
Edirne ve Pasa Livast.(Istanbul:Ucler Basimevi, 1952)

185 112141 Inalcrk and Donald Quatert, (eds.) An Economic And Social History Of The Otoman Empire.
1300-1914 (Cambridge University Pres,1994), p.122

186 Ibid. p.122

187 Pejree, (1992) p.107 _

188 myirem Hakk Ayverdi,Osmanl Mimarisinde Celebi Mehmet ve II. Sulton Murat Devri
(Istanbul:Baha Matbaast, 1966), pp.279-281

189 Glcrem Hakla Ayverdi, Osmanh Mimarisinde Fatih Devri (Istanbul: Baha Matbaass, 1973), p.122
%0These princesses, Selguk Khatun and Fatna Khatun was granted some lands at the time of ,Murad I
and then Beyazid 11, as it was noted below. In fact wakf lands of t‘he latter patroness were assigned as
timar Yands during Mehmed Is reign, and then granted by Beyazid II to the owner.

Y1 Giskbilgin (1952), p.324



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, éeamet and hass, were not lands
granted in freehold as temlik or bagmaklik but they were converted to endowments
due to the proximity of the princesses to the sultans. Selguk Khatun, grand-grand
aunt of Bayezid II had a zeamet land that was donated for the expenses of her
foundations and Fatma Khatun, daughter of Bayezid II, had a beglerbegi hass.
Furthermore, Aynisah Khatun, daughter of Sehzade Abduliah bought a village in
Gelibolu from the daughter of Cem, known as Gevhermiilitkk Khatun, for the
expenses of her mekteb'” though a wakf land could not be sold, only its revenues
could be given to beneficiaries in theory. "

It should be highlighted that these princesses were not only offered miilk lands
the income of which could be spent for pious foundations but also they found
possible ways of converting their sass or zeamet land to their endowments. Even
violation of rules of wakf lands was overlooked with the purpose of encouraging
princesses to construct public works. The same tendency was probably not valid for
someone who was not equal to a princess in status.

Until that time, many sultans reinforced architectural attempts of royal women
but royal cons;)rts of any sultan was not supported to such an extent as in that period.
At the time of Bayezid II, the great economic welfare of the era and land policy of
the sultan led to a rising number of architgctural attempts, inchuding women’s public
works. It has been mentioned earlier that princesses and mother of the suhan 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 of a prince’s mother or any

192 113 3 wn 380
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their son. For instance, Biilbiil Khatun asked for endowment of some properties after
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encouraged by her son to establish pious foundations, For instance,
an essential portion of income of Eyalet-i Rum, Amasya-Tokat-Sivas district were
allotted as hass land,s of princes during the reign of Bayezid II though they had been
assigned as sultans’ hass lands until that date."* Therefore, all expenses of the
provincial.court in Amasya was covered by the revenue of these hass lands at the
time. Between the years 1482-1513 the prince Ahmed, son of Bayezid 11 was
entrusted to the governorship of Amagya, thus these lands were granted as hass lands
undér the control of this 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 complex, namely Hatuniye Complex

there. Existence of the properties donated for this complex within this Amasya-

To sum up, at the time of Bayezid II royal patronesses, including princesses,
inothers of princes and the mother of the sultan, were encouraged to construct public
works by bein:g bequethed lands through various means. At that time, the role of
these royal women began to be formed more definitely with their architectural
attempts that reached a more extensive size during the Suleimanic age and in the
following decades. Not only radical attempts of Mehmed II were terminated by

restitution of pious properties of people, but also conciliatory systems as maliki-

1
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divani system were introduced with the purpose of encouraging eminent people

including patronesses to undertake the erection of endeavours.

well as lands that were allotted for other needs were bequethed to pious endowments
of women. Nevertheless, one does not come across any examples of a royal consort
who was granted lands by the sultan during the governorship of her son. Probably
she had influence on the sultan indirectly as the mother of the prince 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 public works of women as it is dealt with in the following /
part.
3.2 Public Works of Patronesses; Access to

This section tackles with prominent patronesses like royal consorts and mother
of Bayezid 11, the ketkhiida khatun (to a lesser degree)and two daughters of Bayezid
II; Hatice Khatun and Selguk Khatun. I particularly concentrate on the means of their
authority and wealth particularly in the provincial towns (where Giilbahar Khatun,
Hiisniisah Khatun and Biilbiil Khatun had a complex each) and in the capital city
(where princ_:eéSSS and the ketkhiida khatun bad public works). At first, felat_ic)ns of
the prince to his mother and to local, official dignitaries is dealt with in order to
comprehend the nature of the archit_ect_ural attempts in these areas. And then how
these patronesses displayed their wealth and power is investigated.

At the time of Bayezid II, sizeable building complexes of women were founded
in Manisa and eyalet-i Rum, prominently in Amasya and Tokat. In those years,

Amasya was the second city that had the highest number of buildings after
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were mportant Bgures of the princely court of Amasya.'” Before Bayezid I took

the throne, he was the governer of Amasya, a di

stinguished provincial capital near
the Black Sea until the late sixteenth century.

As it was noted above, in 1478 Mehmed II ordered the conversion of many
freehold and wakf lands 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 11, a counter policy was
followed and most of the confiscated freehold and wakf lands were returned to
owners.

After a sultan attaired the thrdne, members of his provincial court or people
who had proximity to his provincial court were in charge of essential offices in the
capital city. Loyalties and networks established between the prince and his servants
in the priﬂce}jyj court were transferred into imperial court."™ Bayezid II owed much to

the people of the town where he held the provincial court because by their

8 : P i d s Viemgnrm Coling Nouwi Actanlealdatantail Tatih
See T Avdin Viksel. Osmanl Mimarisinde 1. Bayezid ve Yavuz Selim Devri. (Istanbul;Istanbul Fetih
- O

197 Cigdem Kafesgioplu. “Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperial Vision, and the
Making of the Ottoman Capital”pp.383 forthcoming.

198 112131 Inalerk, Donald Quatert , (eds.) An Economic and Social History of the Ottoman Empire
1300-1914

(Cambridge University Press;1994), p.127 o '

9 Leslie 1? Peirce. The Imperial Horem; Women and Sovereignity in 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
Celebi Halife belonging to the party of Halvetiyye that had intimate affiliations with
Bayezid II was influential in his success against his brother Cem.”™ When he gained
the throne with the support of this sheikh’s party in Amasya, he was invited to
Istanbul by the sultan Bayezid Il and was appointed to a new convent there.””!

Bayezid 1l 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 of Mehmed i to the advantage of the recently conguered capital city.*”?
Amasya witnessed the first attacks of Safavids as a follower of the shiite polity at
that time. Thus, the support of this sufi order might be an alternative to
“heterodoxically minded Anatolian communities”.”” In parallel to the general
development of architectural patronage at the time of Bayezid II, patronesses of that
time 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 ]éayezid II.

One of the consorts of Bayezid 11, Biilbiil Khatun founded one of the

magnificent building complexes of this period in Amasya.(Figure 12) She was the

200 7evnep Yiirekli. “The Sufi Convent of Sokullu Mehmed Pasha in Istanbul” Mugarnas 20 (2003):
163 and Cigdem Katescioglu. “Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperial Vision, and
the Making of the Ottoman Capital” p.383 forthcoming,

1 1bid. 170

202 Cigcdem Kafesgioplu. “Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperial Vision, and the
Makingof the Ottoman Capital” p.380 forthcoming.

203 Thid,



mother of $ehzade Ahmed, who had a palace and a cesme in Vezirkdprii near
Amasya. Until those years, princes settled probably in the palace of Amasya. It is
possible that the construction of a private palace disijlays increasing wealth and
status of the prince, but it was 2 private attempt rather than a public endevour.”**
(Only brothers of the first 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 of Biilbiil 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 of a
medrese, an imaret 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 Amasya, 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.”® Among these royal women,
only a non-royal woman, named Fahriinnisa Khatun, daughter of a commander had a

. . e . 206
few works in this provincial capital.

204 Ajgo, another son of Bayezid IL, known as Korkud undertook construction of a palace which
probably was used in some seasons, out of main palace known as Saray-1 Amire of Manisa, In
following decades Sultan Mustat erected a summer palace in Manisa, though in general sehzades
preftered renovation of the main palace and made additions to the existing palace founded by Murad
IL. See Cagatay Ulugay, Manisadaki Saray-1 Amire ve Sehzadeler Tiirbesi (Istanbul; Resimli Ay
Matbaast, 1941), p.10-12 and 1. Aydimn Yiksel. Osmanl Mimarisinde II. Bayezid ve Yavuz Selim Devri
(Istanbul;Istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 1983)

205 Moreover, daughter of Emir Bey (from one of the well known iimera families of Amasya) known
as Suitan Khatun, married to Bayezid 11, had a dariil-kurra in Acem Ali Mahallesi, a quarter of
Amasya. See Abdi-zade Hiiseyin Hiisameddin, 4masya Tarihi I(Ankara; Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltiir
Yaymlari, 1986),215-216 However ,as it was noted in the introduction part, muslim women married to
Ottoman sultans were not allowed to undertake public works. Therefore this example seems really
interesting. ) ' '
206 Gee [. Aydin Yitksel, Osmants Mimarisinde I1. Bayezid ve Yavuz Selim Devri.(Istanbul;1stanbul Fetih
Cemiyeti, 1983), p..30
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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, Furthermére, 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 encouraging
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 of Mehmed IT 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 urbanization attempts not only during the reign
of Bayezid 1. After its conquest following the time of Mehmed 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.”” As it was noted in
the chapter concerning the time of Celebi Mehmet and Murat 11, the former had
founded a zawiya in honour of her mother in Merzifon, one of the main districts of
Amasya. Cons:truction of a public Wérk in honour of his mother in the province
where her mother had prominence at the time of his governance was a kindvof
display of reciprocal relationship between his mother and the sultan Celebi Mehmet
after he took the throne like Bayezid II who ordered the erection of a complex in

Tokat, However, at the time of Bayezid 11, the outburst of architectural patronage of

207 See Ekrem Hakki Ayverdi, Osmanl Mimarisinde Celebi Mehmet ve II. Murad

Devri(Istanbul:Baha Matbaas1,1972)
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women occured in a provincial capital, that is Amasya, not in the capital city. Asa
contrasting point, at the times of Mehmed I and Murad I, women had public works
in the capital city and the former capital city. This shift to the province was

concomitant to architectural attempts of Bayezid 11 in Amasya before the capital city,

Istanbul. 2%

On the other hand, prominence of Amasya in the late fifieenth century
diminished in the second half of the sixteenth century as a result of rising popularity
of Manisa as a provincial capital near the capital city. It was also the province in
which two princes, Murat IIf and Mehmet 111 were appointed as last governors of a
sanjak.mg It was perceived as a forestone before ascending to the throne, thus its
popularity as a provincial capital rose among the princes.”'’ Manisa had come into
sight as a political center when Murat IT left the throne and went to Manisa where he
undertook the construction of some foundations;this was an unusual case of a sultan
who left the throne.”"' Moreover, in the fifieenth century not only princes but aiso

oy |

dignitaries of the provincial courts enlivened the province with their foundations.”
It should bé pointed out that in Manisa, urbanization attempts of princes’

mothers were initiated by mother of Sehzade Sehingah. This patroness, Hiisniisah

Khatun, had a complex composed of a mosque, an imaret, a khan, and a mekteb™ in

Manisa, not orﬁy as the mother of a prince but also as a person who displayed the

. . L. . . 214 e SN T 1 ]
first serious architectural attempt in this province. 2 (Figure5) Furthermore,

208 Cigdem Kafescioglu, “Constantinopotis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperiat Vision, and the
Making of the Ottoman Capital”p.380 forthcoming.

209 Feridun Emecen, XVI. Asirda Manisa Kazast (Ankara; Tirk Tarih Kurumu Basumevi, 1989), p.26
210 s .

Thid. p.31 ,
21 Peridun Emecen, “Manisa” ,DIA, v.27 (2003):578
212 Emecen (1989), p.86 _ '
213 1t is not obvious, whether she founded that meldeb or it was founded by someone later. However in
Hiisniisah Khatun’s trust deed, there was a note that declares appointment of a muatlim among other
servants of this complex. The trust deed of Hiisniisah Khatun
2% Pmecen (1989), p.29
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Sehingah, who could not gain the throne, had a masjid named after him in Konya at

the time of his governorship there.”"” Konya and particularly Manisa witnessed
several important foundations of women and men of Ottoman household in the
following decades.”'®

“The mothers of potential heirs to the sultanate” had monuments out of the
capital city until mid-sixteenth century.”’” 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

2
court there.”™®

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
role 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 Byistence of such a masjid founded by a prince seems to me interesting. Because such kind of
public work of a prince was not founded (as it has aforementioned)since the time of Orhan.

16 1 the former Mevievi Complex was renovated by various sultans and the Selimiye Mosgue was
completed by Selim II and the latter became more favourable with Sultaniye.: Cpmplex by Hafsa Khatun
and Muradiye Complex by Murat III in following decades. Godfrey Goodwin, Konya” £.7,v.5(1979),
p.255

2171 ycienne Thys Senocak, “The Yeni Valide Complex at Emindni’” Mugarnas 15 (1998):78 Only
Giilbahar Khatun who had not in fact a major arcitectural endeavor, had undertaken construction of a
modest masjid in the capital city, Edirne.

28 Emecen. Manisa” D.14., v.27(2003):579
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women. However, an evaluation that takes into consideration the number of women’s
commercial buildings 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 vere 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 %.2"

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 thinking them as public spaces.

These nﬁmbers could give an idea about the contribution of women in the
commercial area, but particularly the location of buildings in urban space could
reveal their roles in the public stage. Patronesses who had a complex such as Biilbiil
Khatun, the mother of Sehzade Ahmet, Hiisniisah Khatun, mother of Sehzade
Sehingah, Hati;:e Khatun, daughter of Bayezid 1I had public baths within their
complexes despite the fact that women known for modest public works had baths
that were not so close to their institutions™ except Asude Khatun ( a modest
patroness who had a double public bath in Mevlana Gurani Khan Mahallesi, a

quarter of Istanbul, for her mekteb in Agik Pasha Mabhallesi).(Figure 1)
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220 Gelenk Khatun had a public bath in Tophane Mahallesi, a quarter of Galata for expenses of her
medrese in Serez, and Hundi Khatun had a public bath in Edirne for her mekteb in Bursa. See the trust
deed of Seleuk Khatun, daughter of Bayezid 11 and Fundi Khatun’s trust deed: V.G.M.A.581/382
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ransportation of income across vast distances was only possible in the case of

221

extraordmary conditions™'. Hence, a public bath’s revenue, bequethed to a distant
building is interesting. For instance, Selguk 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 in
Bursa. Furthermore, transportation of the revenue of Serez 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
frequently.”*

Only two patronesses of this period had khans; one was Hiisniisah Khatun and
the other one was Biilbiil Khatun who endowed a khan for expenses of her
complex.”” Hiisniigah Khatun’s khan, Kursuntu Khan was at the starting point of
Manisa’s ¢arsi which was defined as follows; “this ¢arsi reached the quarter known
as Alacahamam from Hatuniye Mosque and to Ali Aga Mosque from Kursunlu
Khan” (Figure 4)™*

Signiﬁca;ntly, with the consfruction of Hiisniisah Khatun’s complex, the center
of the city with the focal point designated by Ulu Mosque (that had been constructed

by Sarukhanoghullar1 before the Ottoman conquest in 1390 or the next year) lost its

importance. (Figure 5) This complex initiated a visible attempt in the urban
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development of Manisa and in the following decades, this attempt was followed with
the construction of the Sultaniye Complex of Hafsa Khatun, mother of Silleyman

1. 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 of Hiisnitgah Khatun’s architectural endeavors.”® 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 of Hiisnlisah 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 Trablussam and which provided transportation of various
goods to the harbour of Antalya in the sixteenth century.””’ In the late fifieenth
century, it may not have been a highly developed area, but the ¢arsi of Manisa in the
north of the town began to be formed especially with the erection of the khan of
Hisnii’ah Khatun. It was also mentioned that in the sixteenth century all the guests
were welcomed in three khans of Manisa and the most sizeable among them was
Khan-1 Cedidﬁor Yeni Khan founded by Hiisniisah Khatun and endowed to support
her complex.”® This Yeni Khan must be the khan known as Kursuniu Khan,
probably 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
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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.”” Moreover, in the seventeenth century the quarter in
which this complex was fouﬁded 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 Hiisnigah 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 of Mehmed II a few women had shops.

However, in this period some patronesses endowed properties almost all of
which were composed of shops. Hiisniisah Khatun had only three villages and a
garden in orde; 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 mekteb.”’
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
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these patronesses did have shops instead of lands. All of these patronesses had also
public baths as revenue producing institutions and Hiisniisah Khatun 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 community who had isolated stores or workshops.”" Patronesses of
this period generally had a row of shops near their buildings in some quarters 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 rathér than isolated ones were
endowed, their number was not registered except for the shops of the patronesses
Asude Khatun, Hatice Khatun and Hiisntisah 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 shoulci 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 of Hiisniigah Khatun’s,
Asude Khatun’s and Hatice Khatun’s institutibns were near a ¢arsi, a khan or a

bedesten.
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As it was noted above, one of the prominent patronesses of this era, Hiisniisah
Khatun had shops integrated to her khan and a few were near her imaret in the same
carsi. Moreover, some of them were near the bazaars of Manisa known as Odun

232
Pazari and Kale Pazar.”>?

Also 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 ¢arsi of the capital
city known as Mahmud Pasha Carsisi. In the years following the conquest of the
capitai city, the covered bazaar became the nucleus of the commercial area of the
city. As time passed, this area was broadened from the line of Mahmud Pasha and
Mercan Aga to the Golden Horn.

Certainly the location of shops near the center of the main commercial area
differs from the row of shops in an ordinary quarter because women who endowed
commercial property near the commercial center were integrated into this area to
greater extent. As it was noted in the preceding chapter, at the time of Mehmed 11
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
buildings within the heart of this commercial area. However‘, another patroness
known as Asude Khatun (the ketkhiida khatun whose status could be comparable to
Mehmed II’s \;vetnurse) was not allowed to or didn’t prefer to own shops in the main
commercial district of the capital city but in Galata. In this district of the capital city
a khan known as Mevlana Giirani Khan™, nearby she dedicated seventeen shops to

the maintenance of her public works, was built by this patroness.(Figure 1)
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The patronesses of Bayezid II’s reign had commercial premises in the highest
number compared to patronesses of the earlier years. They had the role of owning
business premises, particularly shops in the heart of the commercial areas of the
province of Manisa and the capital city of Istanbul and public baths usually near
their other foundations. Through the building and maintenance of their public works
prominently these women, Hiisniisah, Asude and Hatice Khatun 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 imarers. These differ from
Giilgigek Khatun’s (mother of Bayezid I) zawiya or the tomb of Asude Khatun™* that
provided the distribution of food particularly on holy days or nights 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. >
Mothers of princes and of the sultan (Hiisniisah, Biilbiil and Giilbahar Khatun)

had an imaret 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
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the throne contest) piety and charity throughout the main provincial towns —~Amasya,

Az ic

Tokat, and Manisa — of the Cttoman 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 mainly given the title of
reaya and ulema or visitors as in many examples of extensive and modest imarefs in
the capital city or many provinces.”® Beneficiaries were not only registered under 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 this detail in only Hiisniigah Khatun’s
imaret that provided food three times a day for eminent people though common
people could have food only twice; in 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 of Regaip,
Asure, 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

. . 2
their pious acts. >’

6 Amy Singer, Constructing Otioman Beneficience; An Imperial Soup Kiichen (State University of
New York Press, 2002), p.144
" 1t is one of the mamis, written about distinguished peculiarities of the holy month, Ramadan;

Eren anlara ne muﬂu

Aleme rahmetle geldi

Hamd ola izzetle geldi

Ciimle miimin kullarma

Miijde-i cennetle geldi
Amil Celebi.(ed.) Raomazanname. Atatirk Universitesi Kitaplig1, Yazmalar Bolimiv408 (Tercliman
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. Medreses were founded by
prominent women but mekfebs (in higher numbers) were constructed by women that
had different amounts of wealth. Therefore construction of medreses were related to
status of patronesses rather than their wealth.

Until the time of Bayezid II, only two patronesses known as Melek Khatun,
the wife of Karamanodlu Alaaddin Bey and Giilgigek Khatun, the mother of Bayezid
I, had undertaken the building of a medrese. Even at the time of Mehmed II, no

238

medrese was founded by any women™°, 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. Evén the curriculum ofa medrese was determined by
considering wishes of its founder.””

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 Selguk Khatun, daughter of Bayezid II, in Serez. Furthermore, the
latter differs from women who all had relatively small miilks or foundations in the
Balkans. Her e;xceptional 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 Selguk Khatun* It is a fact that Selguk
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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 I1I. 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 1I’s reign, although their
numbers exceeded those of the previous era.

As it was noted in the first part of this chapter, Selgﬁk Khatun’s status was
probably reinforced by her husband’s position as sanjakbegi in the province of Serez.
As she had personal motives in the construction of such a building in the Balkans,
pfcmoting Islamic culture in this part of the empire might have also be concern as
other patrons who founded 20 % of medreses in this period there.”'

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 meksebs which were founded in those years.”*
These were founded by royal women as well as non-royal women as single buildings
or as a part of ﬁsmall or extensive complexes. In contrast to numerous single masjids
of non-royal patronesses in earlier times, mektebs were the dominant architectural
attempts of these women in this period.”® As it was noted in the preceding chapter,

the maintenance of a mekteb could be covered with less income in contrast to a
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medrese, as the latter required a more extensive group of employees as well as more
expenses.”** On the other hand, it is interesting that these women preferred the
construction of mektebs 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 of Bayezid, the capital city mostly witnessed the construction
of modest or single buildings which had limited supporting properties of princesseé
and of ordinary women.”* 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
commetcial) 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 vfomen. Furthermore, architectural features of
building complexes (in contrast to modest public works until the time of Bayezid II)
were important as visual texts of their power.

Royal consorts of Bayezid 11, Hiisniigah Khatun and Biilbiil Khatun and the
mother of Bayezid 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
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the sultan in honour of his mother, Giilbahar Khatun. As it was noted in the
preceding chapters, women only undertook the construction of single unit mosques

until the time of Bayezid 1. However, these buildings were noted as ‘relatively small

246

for a royal foundation’ (for Giilbahar Khatun’s mosque)™ (Figure 13) or ‘little

mosque’s (for Hiisniigah Khatun Complex)”’ (Figure 11) or a ‘simple modest

somewhat irregular building neither a significant structure nor a monumental

TE e

example’ (for Biilbiil Khatun C

!

omplex).”**(Figure 12)
These buildings did not have the characteristics of royal mosques founded
at that time. 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 including other architectural elements than the three- bay porch
and the minaret. During Mehmed II’s reign even the most magnificient mosques of

women, namely Ayse Kadin Mosque (Figure 7) and Sittisah Khatun Mosque in

. 2 . " e . e _
Edirne™ (in the garden of the palace) were single unit mosques even though the

latter was defined 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

Ly 250 A M »
tradition)™" and Amasya could also be perceived as first examples of convent

2 . @ . . .
mosques™ " (modest in size) that were founded in a significant number through the
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Bayezid’s reign as a result of a new relationship between the state and the sufi order

. ., 252 . . .

‘Halvetiyye’.” The complex of Bayezid 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

T/

next mosque of Bayezid II in Istanbul and later (in 1522) the mosque of Selim I in

Khatun was modest in 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 of their 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 suﬁmarized as
practices of charities rather than as architectural attempts, but they were hardly
priva.te. As a reciprocal relationship existed between a patroness and the sultan or a
patroness and beneficiaries, another kind of reciprocal relationship was experienced
between the Ir;rominent 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

s
needs.*?

252 Cigdem Kafescioglu. “Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, Imperial Vision, and the
Making of the Ottoman Capital”p.384 forthcoming,

233 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 extant 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 Agik Pasha Convent which followed the tariqa of Zeyniyye in
those years. Furthermore, she dedicated some properties for the support of Bostanci
Dede Zaviyesi and a mosque in Carsenbe. Ayverdi noted that these sanctuaries must
have followed the same religious order that was pursued in Asik 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
brders at the same time as a usual tendéncy in the sufi 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 aﬁempté. 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 part in social life of these tarigas like prominent patronesses
of the time of Mehmed II such as Selguk Khatun and Hatice Khatun.

Another convenf known as Esrefzade Convent in [znik was maintained to be
supported by a royal woman, Nigar Khatun, mother of Fatma Khatun. Nigar Khatun,

one of the concubines of Bayezid II, ordered the recitation of the Quran (by
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‘dedicatiﬁg two villages) in order to please the soul of Sheikh Abdullah, son of Egref.
After the death of Nigar 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 of Selim 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, Selcuk Khatun (daughter of Mehme.d 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 of a family followed the footsteps of the earlier female generation by
devoting themselves to the same tarigas as can be observed in 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 supported 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 of Edirne and her endowments for this tariqa,
which were hardly private. As it was noted in the first chapter, muslim wives of the
sultans, gene;*ally 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 Esrefiyye 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 Amasya, gained the
utmost pbpularity in this period, some other tariqas like the Zeyniyye or the Esrefiyye
still continued to be supported. Bayezid II gained the title of the saint (veli) and a

place in the genealogies of the Halvetiyye ™"

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 tariga 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 Egrefzade and thus her first meeting with
him was as a suffering patient.”>

On the other hand, an existing group composed of non-royal women who were
also perceiveble to a significant extent at the time of Mehmed 11, 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 of the mosque of the quarter they lived

s 256
m.

250 (Cigdem Kafescioglu. “Constantinopolis/Istanbul: Cultural Encounter, mperial Vision, and the
Making of the Ottoman Capital”pp.379 forthcoming,

255 A. Necla Pekolcay- Abdullah Ugman “Esrefoglu Rumi” Did (1995):481

% For these ordinary women that usually maintains a quarter mosque, see Omer Liitfi, Barkan.
Ekvem Hakki Ayverdi (eds.), Istanbul Vakaflar: Tohrir Defteri 953 (1546) Tarihii (Istanbul: Baha
Matbaasi, 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 Taciinnisa Khatun, wife of Ishak Pasha
that was from one of the local families of Inegdl, endowed a village and a field near Manyas unlike
these women who had much more limited properties. He was one of the figures who supported
Bayezid 11 in the throne contest, in Amasya. See Enis Karakaya and Ahmet Vefa Cobanoglu“Ishak
Pasha”DIA,22(2000):541-542 Certainly Tactinnisa Khatun was wife of an eminent statesman,
however others were composed of ordinary women. For Taciinnisa Khatun’s endowiments 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 in 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 completely private attempts; at leas
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inhabitants of these sanctuaries were aware of the charitable attempts of these royal
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ONCLUSION

. The present study examined architectural patronage of women in the
early Ottoman era within the context of general pa‘fa onage relations between various
individuals or groups. In fact, women, as members of these groups represented their

rr\ ')

Therefore, the architectural patronage practices of

i

families’ architectural patronage.

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 Gttoman society must also be

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
Ottomans 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,
royeﬂ consorts who were mothers of male dynasts who could not ascend to the thfone
stepped into the public stage with their architectural works during the reign of
Bayezid II. Within the period of time this thesis has focused on, a few patronesses
who had no blood links to the suitan but who had intimate relations with him
highlighted their prominence through building and providing the maintenance of
some existing foundations. These were daye khatuns (such as the wet nurses of

Mehmed I and Mehmed II) and Asude Khatun (the ketkhiida khatun during Bayezid



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

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
devshirme families) began during the reign of Mehmed 11, and this pattern was
maintained during Bayezid II’s reign and in the later periods.

Besides the internal dynamics of the Ottoman household, suitans’
political agendas throughout different phases of the empire, from the principality to
the transition period, from the centralized to the consolidated state determined almost
evéry aspect of women’s patronage, particularly that of non-royal women.

Non-royal women began to be influential architectural patrons after the
end of the interregnum 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
found_ed by royal women following the interregnum period. During Mehmed 11’s
reign, women (2 royal woman, daughter of Murad I and a non-royal woman,
daughter of a cvonnnander from a well—known Anatolian family) married to a
statesman of devshirme origin, Zagonos Mehmed Pasha disA layed 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

devshirme 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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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 of a male dynast
had buildings in the provinces starting with the time of Mehmed I. Amasya (and its

surroundings) as a provincial capital was a popular location for the higher patronage
of royal mothe;s at the time of Bayezid II. It should be emphasiied that until the time
of Bayezid 1I, Bursa and Edirne were the most popular towns where foyal women
disﬁ)layed numerous architectural attempts. Particularly Bursa had transfers of
revenue from a few remote Anatolian towns and Balkans 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 of Bayezid I1, with the attempts of princesses, the ketkhiida khatun and some
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wealthy women neither from umera nor from ulema, probably from some merchant
families.

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 tﬁan in
recently conguered lands or on the frontiers. However, these lands witnessed the
architectural attempts of their family members as warriors or gazis, particularly of
Jinstitutions 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 architec‘gural 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 buiidings in these towns. In
Bursa, the ﬁrs‘; buildings founded by a woman were constructed by Niliifer Khatun,
probably during the reign of Murad I (the definite 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 of the 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
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mosques taat re quﬂ'eu less wealth for maintenance in contrast to multi-functional

bﬁildings 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 11, their
number was higher than masjids or mosques, reflecting an important trend in the.
building practices of women in the early Gttoman 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 réign had numerous single buildings that were not parts of larger
complexes but were dispersed in various places as a result of his policy. He ordered
the allotment of extensive wakf propefties 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 thé

reign of Bayezid 11, if one excludes a few small complexes that were founded outside



of Ottoman lands by Hafsa and Melek Khatuns in the early beginnings of the
Ottoman principality.

On the whole, in the early Ottoman era women generally founded modest
buildings, most of which were single domed mosques. During the reign of Bayezid Il
complexes were founded by mothers of male 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
of a process that was initiated with women’s modest single buildings or small
complexes from the beginnings of the Ottoman principality, up to the reign of
Bayezid II. Thus women’s buildings during the reign of Bayezid II are not modestly

sized if they are analyzed within women’s buildings through the years between 1299

and 1512.
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Fig.1.Map showing location of women’s buildings in Istanbul (Map: reproduced

from Ekrem Hakk: Ayverdi, Fatik Devri Sonlarinda Istanbul Mahalleleri, Sehrin

Iskan ve Niifusu] Ankara:19581)



Index of Women’s Buildings in Istanbul

(1451-1481)

1-Daye Khatun Mosque

2-Daye Khatun Masjid

3-Daye Khatun Tomb

4-Giilbahar Khatun Tomb

5-Hizir Beg Mosque? Hace Khatun Mosque?

6-Hace Kadin Public Bath (the founder known as Mihrisah Khatun, daughter of
Iskender Pasha)

7-Keyci Khatun Masjid

8-Selcuk Khatun Masjid

9-Hac1 Kadm Mosque

10-*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 11.)

12-Asude Khatun Mekteb

14-Aise Khatun Muallimhane (daughter of Hac1 Ali)

15-Aige Khatur1 Muallimhane?? (daughter of Mahmud Beg)

16-Aynisah 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
Edirnekapi. Most probably they were in a complex.)

19-Melek Khatun Masjid ~ 20-Selguk Khatun Public Bath
21-*Kumru Khatun Muallimhanesi

(* these buildings could not be located)
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Index of Women’s Buildings in Bursa
(1299-1403)

1- Niliifer Khatun Tekke
2-Niliifer Khatun Tiirbe
3-Hidwrlik Masjid
4-Zarbhane Masjid (most probably within the walls)
5-Giil¢icek Khatun Imaret
6-Giilgicek Khatun Tomb
(1413-1451)
7-Giil¢igek Khatun Medrese
8-Devlet Khatun Tomb
9-Hatice Khatun Masjid (daughter of Yunus Beg)
10-Hundi Khatun Zawiya
11-Hatuniye Tomb
12-Hatuniye Mekteb
13-Sel¢uk Khatun Masjid
14-Daye Khatun Masjid (wetnurse of Mehmed I)
15-Hafsa Khatun (Bedriiddin Masjid)
16-Kiris¢i Kiz1 Masjid
(1451-1481)
17-Hatice (Khanimm) Sultan Mekteb
18-Ebe Khatun Kiimbet
19-Mihrabli Bridge
20-Selcuk Khatun Tabhane
21-Sitti Khatun (Kanberler) Masjid (daughter of Orug Beg)

22-Sitti Khatun (Kanberler) Mekteb



23-Fatma Khatun Mekteb (Muallimhane)
24-Fatma Khatun Masjid
25-Giilsah Khatun Tomb
26-Duhteri Seref Masjid

(1481-1512)
27-Sehzade Hundi Khatun Muallimhane (Mekteb)
28-Sirin Khatun Tomb

29-Aynigah Khatun Mekteb (Muallimhane)
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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 Kazancigil, Edirne Mahalleri
Tarihgesil 529-1990[Istanbul:1992] )



Index of Women’s Buildings in Edirne
(1413-1451) I- Bezirci Khatun Masjid
II- Zen-i Saruca Masjid
III- Tur Pasha Khatun Mosque
(1451-1481) 4-Fatma Khatun Mosque (daughter of Sinan Beg)
5-Selguk Khatun (daughter of Miirsel)
6-Sitti Sultan(Khatun) Mosque
7-Ayse Kadin Mosque
8-Giilbahar Khatun Mosque
9-Selguk Khatun Masjid
10-Zen-i Ibrahim Pasha Mosque
11-Ibrahim Pasha Public Bath
12-Daye Khatun Mosque (Mehmed 1I’s wetnurse)
13-Daye Khatun Caravanserai
14-Daye Khatun Public Bath(in Corlu)
15-Fatma Khatun Masjid (in Malkara)
(1481-1512)16-Kazasker Public Bath (This was registered only as an endowed
property in Sehzade Hundi Khatun’s trust deed. It is not obvious
whether it was founded by this woman or not)
17-Ayse Khatun Mekteb and Masjid (in.a quarter of Gelibolu, known

as Sungurlu)
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Index of Buildings in Tokat
1-castle

2-Nureddin ibn Sentimur Tomb
3-Siinbiil Baba Zawiya
4-Halef Gazi Convent
5-Gok 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-Yagc1 Khan

lé-fhe tomb of Ebul Kasim
17-Khan

18-Sulu Khan

19-Bedesten
20-Kazancilar Masjid
21-Cukur Medrese

22- Haci Turhan Masjid

23- Sultan Hamam

24-Pasha Khan



25-Pasha Hamam
26-Tatar Hact Masjid
27-Alaca Masjid
28-Gilidiik Minare
29-Hisariye Medrese
30-Sefer Pasha Tomb

(From Albert Gabriel)
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ARPENDIX N

founder [name of dates of ‘type of Location of building Relationship |endowed properties
Niliifer building patronage building |near Pmarbasgt Hiidavendiger's|1299-1403
Hidurlik mescid? in Hidirlik mahallesi daughter
mescid&
zaviye
Niliifer Zarbhane mescid BURSA-near Zarbhane
Hatun Mescidi Kapisi and in
Dartil-harp mah.
Niltifer convent BURSA- one of the
Hatun within Bursa Hisari concubines of
near Kapluca Kapisi Orhan
Niltifer Niliifer Hatun
Hatun Kopriisii bridge BURSA -on the
route of Bursa- Mudanya
near a village called
Gecid




founder |name of builddates of patronagtype of . [location of building relationship [1299-1403
‘ building ' _ endowed properties
I.Murad  |Niliifer Hatun {8 Mayis 1388 Imaret- IZNIK -nearYesil Cami  |Sultan Murad's
Imareti zawiya mother
v *Five fountains which
Giilcigek | Giilgigek within the walls of the hasa main spring
Hatun Hatun date of town, in the garden that endowed by
Imareti her trust deed; was endowed to this Yildirum bayezid Harn to his
1399-1400 zawiya Bayezid's mother
|mother * a garden which was
Giilgigek | Glilgigek permitted to water with
Hatun?? |Khatun the water comes from
(the first |Tirbesi the area where different
valide mils were together.
sultan *To mills between
who had Zindan Kapist and
a tiirbe) Kaplica Kapist
*Some vineyards above -
‘ the zaviye called as
Giilgigek [Gtilgigek medrese  |Bursa-near Yahsi Bey Mura baba in Aak¢aoglan
Khatun?? |Hatun Mosque *Some places in
Medresesi hatunk6yii
*A mezra called as Leal
Pasha _
*A village in Samanlu and
water springs for rice




founder |name of builddates of type of . |location of building relationship |{endowed properties
patronage building 1299-1403
areas in Tuba or Suba
*A mezraa which was
linked to the Big Area
(Bilyiik Alan)in a village
. called as Kalemendiye
Hafsa Hafsa Hatun {1354 Mosque& |Duatepe mah.-TIRE
Hatun Camii& Cesme& |Tagpazart mah.7/RE Aydinoglu
Zaviyesi& zaviye Bademiye Isa Beg's daughter
Cesmesi and wife of
Bayezid 1.
‘ tomb
Orhan Mal Hatun
Gazi Tlirbesi Bilecik Seyh Edebali's
daughter
and Osman's
wife
medrese
Melek Larende-in a quarter in Larende
Khatun known as Aligahan daughter of MuFor the medrese ;
and wife of  [*vineyards next to medrese




founder [name of builddates 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.
zawiya Beg. * AfSirlaganhane’in Larend

date of trust deed;

*A Sireghane (Tahinhane) |

Karaman- Alacasuluk

787 tombs (2) *Three fourth of a shop in
khan? quarter called asYogunduv
masjid?? * A bezirhane in a district

called as Golciikin.

*A shop in a village called

as Sinle in Larende.

*A field in Larende.

*Two places in a village

called as Gliderkglim.

-+ Two areas known as

Harbende and Nureddin

Baglari.

*a field known as Fakih

Tarlas1 in Gliderkglimii

*Some private properties i

a district, Hamesuvan. l

* Another field in the same

area. ]

* Another area in a district

|called as Yesiltepe. I




founder

name of

dates of

type of -

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1413-1451

*A seed area in Larende

*A field in the same area

*half of a field known as

Tavus Yeri in the same

village,

for Melek Hatun’s Tomb

*A mill called as Subagi Hc

Yunus Degirmeni in Larenc

* An area which is called as

Tayt Buzhanesi.

*A garden near

the Alacasuluk K&priisii.

* A mill called as Ariz

Degirmeni

*A place called as Sirgiiva

* half of an area near

Idemud.

*A fruit field in Giidregiimi

*The han and Melek

Khatun's three shops.

*tha bakery next to'this hai

* An area known as

Fce Mehmed that is in the




founder

name of

dates of

type of -

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1413-1451

north of Larende.

*an area near the zaviye in

Yesiltepe .




founder |name of dates of type of ©  !locaton of building relationship = [endowed properties
building patronage building v 1413-1451
Berirci Hatun| 1464 masjid called as Mihal Bey Melek Paga's wife
Mescidi it was founded nera the zeve-i Sah who is one of
probably thirty Melek Paga Mosque the dignitaries
years ago. during the
reign of
Mehmed 11
Daye BURSA/in a quarter
Khatun  |Daye Hatun masjid called as Daye Hatun she is daye
Mescidi of Celebi
Mehmed
MERZIFONY/it was near
Devlet zawiya thefortress or citadel and 4daughter of  |*A village called as Faize
Hatun?  {Devlet Hatun (composed |a medrese out of old city | Abdullah *Some villages called as
Celebi Zaviyesi of a sofa and two | mother of Emirkdy,
Sultan houses) Celebi - |Karsi,Nasrani
Mehmed & a tomb Mehmed * a field (mezraa ) called
? as Kazanl i

*Half of a field (mezraa)

known as Lahin

|*A famous vineyard called,




founder [name of dates of type of *  |locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1413-1451
Hasbag in the outside of
Tokat.
BURSA/ in the quarter  |mother of
called as Cukur Mahalle  |Celebi
Devlet Hatun {date of trust deed: which is below the Yesil |Mehmed
Tiirbesi 1414 I Complex and near the concubine of
date of death:1414 Meydancik Bayezid
Esleme date of v
Khatun  |wakfiyya: zaviye In the daughter of  |Two villages which
only 1411 village Siileyman Beg |are called as Ermeni
maintained called as Cimi son of Hacclil |and Taglu in the
a building of Eskefsir Haremeyn subdistrict of Eskefsir
4 Emir Beg of the province,Bayramli.
Eslem
Hatun Eslem Hatun [during the reign of of Amasya,beforecoming |daughter of
Mescidi Murad 1  |masjid to a bridge called as Kus {Mahmud
Mektebi mekteb Ko&prii it is in a quarter  |Neccari
& Cesmesi tomb called as Eslem or Islam |& paternal
gesme aunt of Seyh
Hamdullah
mescid who is defined

as Cthan




founder (name of datesof  |type of © [locaton of building | relationship |endowed properties
" [building patronage  |building o ’ 1413-1451
' o o Hattati

Giilgigek EDIRNE/ In the Kirishane
Hatun Zen-i Saruca " |near the Tunca&near a  |she is the

Mescidi ~|quarter called as Kendti |wife of Saruca

’ __|Donen Dolap Mahallesi _|Pasha
Hace Hatun |date of trust deedjmasjid  |Zincirli Kuyu &on the hill
Mescidi 836 | |called as Horozlu
| | (BURSA?Check it in
_ " Osmanlt Mimarisinin ik
j  |Dewri") |
N the village called as
_ in a village called as Dimboz
Hadice Hatun masjid | Dimboz on the way She is "
Mescidi | |ofBursa-Yenisehir daughter of
' Yunus Bey
who is son of
YGrgii; Pasa
‘ ~ |BOSNA/ in a quarter
Hadice Hatun 'masjkf called as Seyh Misri Tbrahim's
Mescidi | B da‘ughtpr ‘ |

_|BURSA/on the level of |-




founder [name of dates of type of . |locaton of building relationship jendowed properties
building patronage building 1413-1451
Hafsa Bedriiddin 1443-during the |masjid the bridge of Boyacikul- |daughter She
Sultan Mescidi reign of Murad 11 lugu &in a quarter of of Celebi endowed
Bursa,it is called as Mehmed some lands
Kayan mahallesi which were
‘ given her as
"temlik" by
Murad II.
Hundi zawlya Cavug Koyl in
Hatun & daughter of  |Kite.This village was
public bath Yildirim added to Emir
bayezid& Sultan vakf.
wife of Emir
Sultan
Haseki Bosna
Havva Haseki Havva|1436-1437
Hatun Hatun Mescidi& magjid
Mektebi& mekteb




founder [name of dates of type of . !locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building building 1413-1451
(Ayverdi Bursa/ in the east of Mehmed II's
noted Hatuniyye her tomb& |the mosque of Murad II {mother
that Tiirbest mekteb
the (Hiima Hatun
patron Ttirbesi)
was (Ak Tiirbe)
Murad II 1449
and
Mehmed
1T wanted
its
construction
she had many lands
Ilaldi dariilhuffaz in Karatova
Hatun daughter of
Celebi Sultan
Mehmed
(probably she
was married to
Karamanogtu
Ibrahim Bey.>>




founder |[name of dates of type of - [locaton of building relationship [endowed properties
building patronage building 1413-1451
unknown |Kirigei Kizi magjid BURSA/ near Kaygan
Mescidi
*A village called as kayce
Selguk date of trust deed: BURSA /it is very close in Manyas
Hatun SelcukHatun |7Temmuz 1429 | masjid to the Irgandi Bridge daughter of  |* two parts of land called
Mescidi which is over the Gk |Celebi Mehmed as Coban Yeri,one of therr
Dere. ' &her first is around the Mihalig
husband and the other one is next
1450 Candaroglu to the lake of Manyas
(during the reign Ibrahim Bey |and also near the bridge
of Murad II) and her second | known as Eski Kopril.

husband was

* A mezra called as Tafl

Mahmud Bey

next to the village Kayce.

*A village called as

Sasa in Ulubad.

*A village called as

Atlaslu in Kite.

*A villlage called as

Cemandra in Mihalig

*A village known as Kilig

{in zeamet of Bursa.




founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1413-1451

|*fields in the village called

as Soganlik out of Bursa.

* A garden known as

‘Mubhtesib Bahgesi’

with two rooms and a mill

on the frontiers of Bursa.

*A garden known as

Hacr Ilyas bahgesion

the frontiers of Bursa.

*A garden boundaries

of which given in the

vakfiyye.

*A house in the quarter-of,

Yigitoglu in Bursa

*Two shops in the quarter

of Hoca Ali.

* Another two shops

(a butcher and kelleci

* A butcher and ags¢r shop

| near to Ulu Mosque in bu

*another painting shop

near the Selguk

Hatun’s medrese.




founder

name of

dates of

type of -

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1413-1451

* A house with fifteen cells

in the same quarter

*Three shops in the quarte

of Koseler in Bursa.

*A shoe shop in the

Kanberler Carsisi.

*One bakery and one cell

next to it in the quarter of]

Timurtasg.

*another cell in the same

quarter

*In the interior side of

Bursa one grocery and a

kelleci shop in the quarter

of Bagg1 Hact Mescidi.

*In the quarter of the

Isa Bey Mescidi a tabhane

which includes a big room

and a small room next to |

bigger one and three cells

one stable and fountain

and a toilet.

a kelleci shop,a butcher

,one shoe shop and six cell:




founder {name of dates of type of - [locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building H51-1481 142 151
in Bursa. “
some endowed
properties in Uskiib
&Yarhisar &
. |Hayrebolu
Amasya
Sahbula 1437 daughter of
Mektebi&Cegmesi mekteb& Mustafa&wife
&Kabri cesme& of Yorgiic Paga
kabir
AMASYA/ it in a quarter
Paga Hatun called as Hatuniye Sister of
Mescidi mescid Mahallesi bayezid Paga
Daughter of
Yahsi Bey
EDIRNE /HIDIRLIK
Tur Paga Hatun Minnetoglu Mehmet
Mescidi mescid& Bey's wife
zaviye
Mehmed II's




. 16@

founder [name of dates of |type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
' building patronage building 1451-1481
Ayse Hatun daughter&
27? Mescidi masjid USKUB aunt of Mehmed 11
Ayse Ayse Hatun |In an account EDIRNE/ in the east of
Hatun Camii book of Edirne the city and on the
(Ayse Kadin |it was registered [a mosque  |old and new roads of
Camii) in 976. Istanbul Mehmed II's
' In the opposite of it daughter&
temmuz 1468 there is Ayse Kadin aunt of Mehmed II
Kervansaray: which is
founded by Ahmed
Pasha.
in order to be
possibly /in a quarter read Quran for
for Biilbiil called as Biilbiil Hatun  |wife of her and his brother's
Hatun by 1472 Mahallesi & Tarla sokagi |Karacabey& |soul she endowed
Ahmed BeyBiilbiil hatun (Badi Efendi) sister of Ahmedsome properties
its Mescidi Bey as follows; Anategte
construction ‘ or Anategte or
was Atatesne..and a mill.
maintained In Bursa near
by Bulbiil Hatun the "Gelincik




founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building ’ 1451-1481
Ahmed Turbesi Cargisi"32 cells
Beg and 11 shops
Daye EDIRNE/near Deliklii
Khatun? Kaya
Daye Khatun caravanserai
Caravanseral
it could [Daye Hatun
be Hamam CORLU/on the big
Ummii  |(Carst street of the small
Gulsim  |Hamam) town "some cash(70000)
Hatun “sixteen cells in
Celebioglu Mahallesi
sixteen shops near the
Daye Daye Hatun EDIRNE/In Tekyekapi- Old Palace
(Ummii  [Mescidi Dikili Kaya,in a quarter |[Mehmed II's  |"“twenty-six shops near
Giilstim) masjid called as Daye Hatun daye the Bezzazistan
Hatun Mahallesi seventeen cells, a house




founder |name of dates of type of =~ llocaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
& and four shops
daughter in Daye Hatun Mahallesi
of Daye “eight cells
Hatun a bakery in Ibrahim Pasa
,whose Mahallesi
father “three cells
was "a well "a bakery
Ahmed in Yavasga Sahin
Bey, Mabhallesi
Hundi “seven cells in Yahudiye
Hatun Mahallesi
" a shsre of baghane
“a property in fixed price
~a village of Migalkara
“hree shops in Edirne
(near Bab-1 Manyas)
date of her trust a butcher near these shops
Daye Daye Hatun |deed:1485 mosque “a caravanseral with shops
Hatun Camii ISTANBUL/ in Edirne
in a quarter called as Mehmed [I's  |" a property in fixed price
Tarakgilar Sokagi that  |daye Mive cells and four shops i

combines the hill of

a quarter of |

Mahmud Paga and

Edirne, known as Ayse Har

Cakmakgilar

| Mahallesi !




hlae

relationship

founder [name of dates of type of locaton of building endowed properties

building patronage building 1451-1481

' ~a house in Mevlana Efend

Daye Daye Hatun Mahallesi
Hatun Mescidi ISTANBUL/In Demirkap1 ~ a house in Daye Hatun
(Mehmed in a quarter called as Mehmed II's | Mahallesi
II's daye masjid Hocapaga Mahallesi ‘|daye
Hond
Hatun) ‘

Daye Hatun tomb BURSA/ In Muradiye

Tirbesi near the tiirbe of Cem

Dubhter-i Seref EDIRNE/In Taht'elkale |daughter of Molla

Mescidi ,in aquarter called as Seriffliddiin

/Fiskarik mosque Fatma Sultan Camii

Sokagi

Ebe Hatun

Kiinbedi

(Tiirbesi)

1468-1469
Fatma Fatma Hatun mosque daughter of
Hatun Mosque Sinan bey
Ummihan sah?
<Dijkema>




< BRI

founder |nmame of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
Fatma Fatma Hatun mekteb DIMETOKA
Khatun =~ [Mektebi (Sultan) BURSA/In Kubad <Gokbilgin noted
mekteb Cargist That in Dimetoka
Fatma Hatun masjid <In Miicellidi Mahallesi, some villages were
Mescidi below Incirli caddesi, endowed.
in the north of the city- '
1455
Fatma Hatun masjid MALKARA daughter of  |a farm called as
Mescidi Sultan Murad&jEsenlu, provides
wife of Zagono|150 ak¢e revenue.
Pasha
Giilbahar EDIRNE/In the north of
Khatun Giilbahar Haziran 1451(855 Sultan Selim,near the
Hatun mosque Askeri Idadi Mektebi
Camil
ISTANBUL/in the concubine
Bayezid II | Giilbahar its construction northeast of Mehmed II's |of Mehmed 11
Hatun ended in 1185 tomb tomb &mother of
Tlirbesi bayezid II.




founder

name of dates of type of lecaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building , 1451-1481
BURSA/In Muradiye Sigircalu Koyli,a

Giilsah Hatun {date of trust deed: Complex village of Dimetoka.
Tiirbest 890 tomb concubine of |**Sigircalu(Balaban)

<G&bilgin noted Mehmed II.

that it was

constructed

during the reign of

Mehmed 11> | of Mehmed 11

<Ayverdi noted that mother of

it was founded | Sehzade

during the reign of Mustafa

bayezid I1.>

For dariit-talim and to
BURSA/ be read Qoran after her:
Hadice Hatice <pear the Emir Sultan death
Sultan Hanmm Ttirbesi,Kepecioglu> *Kite,a village of Amasya
Mektebi villages of Merzifon,
mekteb Selguk Akviran and Karacaviran
Khatun's and |*Buga,a village of Simere
Ibrahim Beg's |*Dikilitag, a ‘mezraa’ —

daugh. -

of Yenisehir




T

founder |[name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
BURSA/ In a district *Cokalct Omer Mezrast
during the reign called as At Pazar1 in Gobek Karyesi,a village
Hatice Hatice Sultarjof Mehmed 11 mosque of Kite
Sultan Mosque *a “Yoncallk’ in

Zincilikuyu (Bursa)

*a field known

as Kepenek Paresi(Bursa)

*another field (Bursa)

*a field, known

as Kestane Paresi (Bursa)

*Karabag Yoncaligi,which

was bought from Ivez,son

of Mustafa

- |*a field

,in Miri Ahur Kurbii,

it was bought from,

Mahmud

son of Pabuggu Mentese

*a shop(boyact ditkkanr)in

Hasan Paga Mahallasi,

( Bursa)

*three shops

twelf cells near the Haca

-| Paga Hant
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founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

(patronage

building

14511481

*three shops near the

Ibnikerdelii Kopriisii in

Meydancik of Bursa.

*some shops (painting)

founded by her near the

Zagnos Paga Mescidi,

in a quarter called as

Kanber Sokagi

*eigh cells in Yigitoglu

Mabhallesi ,( Bursa)

*4ll of the animals of

Dikencik ,in

Koriik Karyesi,

~ *g village of Kite,

in Dikilitas

*two rooms and vineyards,

“[*all the fields etc in Cakalc

[Mezras:.
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
Hace
Hatun, v
daughter |Hacikadn  [993(1585) mosque ISTANBUL/In Zeyrek, |daughter of
of Hizir  |Mosque or Unkapam Hizir Bey?
Bey or Hizir Bey
Hizir Mosque?
Bey
Hace
Khatun
(Mihrigah)
Hundi Hace Khatun public bath {Manastir in Samatya Pasha
Khatun  |Public Bath ISTANBUL/near Sulu  |daughter of Iskender
wife of '
Ibrahim -
Edirne /Krytk
Hundi Ibrahim 1462 Mosque
Khatun  |Pasha

Hamami
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founder [name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship }endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
Zen-i '
Hundi Tbrahim EDIRNE/ in a quarter Ibrahim
Khatun  |Pasha Mosque named Araplar Mahallesi Pasha's
' wife
ISTANBUL/
opposite the
. masjid Haseki
Keyci Keyci Hatun {date of trust Hastanesi,in
Khatun  |Mescidi deed:1485 the quarter
' where :
Bayrampaga Medrese
was located
Safiye Khatun{Date of wakfiyya:  |masjid Cirak Beg's  {*A part of land out of Iznil
only 1470 daughter *A part of land that is neas
supported a spring in Iznik I
Esrefzade *Three fourth of the Safiye
Mescidi Khatun’s share in joint
Selguk EDIRNE/near Yildirim, - [land with Sheikh Abdi,son
Hatun Selcuk Hatun masjid in Yildirim Mahalle and of Sheikh Egref
Sultan Mescidi Sokagi,a quarter of daughter of
(Yeni Tophan{1451(855)>Badi Yeni Tophane Mehmed 1,
Mescidi-UlugqBey it was also noted asin  }aunt of
1450>Ayverdi a quarter of Kayan,Selcuk|Mehmed 11,

Hatun Sokagi
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founder [name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship [endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
Selguk
Hatun masjid ISTANBUL/on the
Selguk Mescidi old route of Aksaray
' in a quarter called as
Mollasefer Mahallesi
Selguk zawiya BALIKESIR
Sitti 1465 BURSA/In a road called
Hatun Mihrablt bridge as Karacabey,and over
Koprii the Niliifer&over this
bridge there was
JKaracabey-Izmir- road
BURSA
tabhane
EDIRNE/near Kaadirhane| daughter
Selguk Hatun | 1456 magjid behind the Kervan Oteli  |of Miirsel&
Mescidi ,below the Selimiye wife of Saruca
Paga>




Lo 2173

founder (name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship [endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
Sitti Probably mescid EDIRNE/ daughter of
Hatun Sitti Hatun  (his wakf was Hoca Hasan&
Mescidi founded during wife of Mehmed
the reign of bin Hoca Kemal
Mehmed 11
Sitti Hatun  |date of trust deed;
Mescidi 1468-1469 mescid BURSA/ At Pazari daughter of  |In Balikesir a village
(Kanberler Mq 1459(864) Orug Bey ,son |called as Cethehor,
of Timurtag  |three wells ,three
Paga,first wife |water ways&also it
of Zagonos = |was reference to
Pasa water,a fountain
Sitti Hatun wakf of this woman,
Mektebi - \mekteb near the Sitti Hatun one third of this
(Kanberler 1459 Mosque. BURSA/ wakf endowed to
Mektebi) (At Pazart) clizzamhlar mescidi,
it was also noted that ; located in Agagi
in the west of Tatarlar Bayram Yeri
Koprisii. * All of the share of
dateof her trust rice grown on a land
Sitti deed: 1491 called as Yenice Argt
Nefise mosque in Sigmdigi | in Balikesir.
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[founder |name of dates of . |type of locaton of building |relationship |1451-1481

building patronage building

Khatun *All of the share of

also rice grown in Sartyet

provided ‘ of Sdirg1

maintenance ' * . veeeess. 00 a land called

of some as ‘Cavug Battal Argiti

buildings mekteb Menbiti” in Sindirgt

* e o0onaland from

Gegli tlicasi to the

river of Gecikyavi.

®eenees on a land

Providing continuity called as ‘Yorgirdere

of a tomb and Menbiti’and the other

a mosque one which has small

rivers on it.(Sindirgr)

i Uluark

menbiti’....

Hvvveroenns ‘Koklii Argr’

*13 shops in Balikesir
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1451-1481
*real properties that
Its has revenue about
construction 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
and Mosque (887)1482
completed |or Sultan 1485<Dijkema>
by Mosque or
Bayezid I jHatuniye
Mosque
some endowments
in Akgehir&
Bursa
mother of
Sehzade
Abdullah,son
Sehzade Sirin Hatun
Abdullah  {Sadirvan (875)1470 sadirvan wife of bayezid
,elder II&mother of
son of in the last years of Sehzade
Sultan Sirin Hatun | the fifteenth | BURSA Abdullah
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building _|relationship |endewed properties
building patronage building 4811542 st €l
bayezid  |Tiirbesi century-1483 tomb ' ’ )
11
in Karagiimriik

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; gl =<2
1513-1514 ISTANBUL/in a quarter b
Aige ‘ known as Mahalle-i
Khatun Tiirbe-i Kemal Pasa daughter of  |"some cash(75400)
masjid ' Hac1 Ali Mive shops

Mive cells in a quarter

known as Celebioglu

Mahdud Ferhad Beg

*cells and five shops in
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 14811512
a quarter called as
Celebioglu
Mabhallesi

~some houses in the same
quarter
Mive cells near the mekteb
"one garden

Aige

Khatun

Aige Khatun date of trust deed,; ISTANBUL/ in a quarter {daughter of  |“Some cash -

(although 1509 mekteb known as Kasab Ilyas Mahmud p.352

a muallim Mabhallesi

was

appointed

Barkan

noted that

there was

nota

mekteb

known

with

this

name in
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founder [name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship (endowed properties
building patronage building 1481-1512
this
quarter)
Bekirlii and Kemer
. EDIRNE/In Sungurca  |daughter of = |K&yleri,villages of
Ayse Ayse Hatun |date of wakf; mekteb&  |Mahallesi (Sungurlu) Sultan bayezid |Biga
Khatun ~ {Muallimhanes; 1505 mescid a quarter of Gelibolu ,wife of Sinan
Mescidi Pasa,who was
kaptan-1 derya
tomb ISTANBUL/near a ,known as
district called, Vefa Giiveyi Sinan
Pasa
,a village of Cepni
must be bw in Gelibolu-had been
Aynisah Haturthe years 1506- bought from Gevher
Aynisah  |Mektebi 1519 Melik Hatun,daughter
Hatun mekteb of Cem Sultan
(or Sultan Abdullaljendowed Palatinos
Sahnisa) ,son of Bayezid II
Aynigah mekteb ISTANBUIL /near the daughter of
Hatun Besiraga Medresesi bayezid I1.

Agikpasazade |
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founder [name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1481-1512
noted that she
was married to
Ahmed Mirza,
(Gode)
son of Ugurlu
Mehmed Bey
in 1490
17 shops which have 16
cells
- *two shops (bashane and
Asude |date of trust deed;|mekteb ISTANBUL/In Asik Pasa |[daughter of  |a butcher
Khatun 917 (1511) & Mahallesi Abdiithay, * A menzil composed of a
a public bath{In Mevlana Gurani Ham |ketkhiida khatulroom, one toilet ,one ‘sofa’
& Mabhallesi an open room,and‘aviy’
her tomb near her tiirbe.
Biilbiil
Hatun AMASYA/ concubine of
Hatuniye Mosque mosque n the left side bayezid II;
date of trust deed; of the mother of
Hatuniye imar{ 1510 imaret Yesilirmak Sehzade
Ahmed,who |*a small town of Ladik
Hatuniye Mektebi mekteb was governor |*A village called as
| of Amasya  |Yassiviran in Argumen of




founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1481-1512

Amasya

*A village called as r

Akpinar

Biilbiil

LADIK/ in Bahsi

*A village called as Cakal

Hatun

Hatuniye Mosque

mosque

Mahallesi

in Merzifonabad

(Builbl Hatun|

a public bath

*A village called as Klavuz

Mosque)

in subdistrict ,Hiiseyinabac

of Zile

*Some part of the village

called as K&kser in Turhal

(proportion was mentioned

in wakfiyya)

*A village called as

Viranpinari next to Kokser

* a village called as

Vezaniye in Turhal

* A khan called as

khan vekedi kilidi in Tokat

*A house known as

Buzhane in Tokat

*shops next to these house

*a shop near them in Tokar

*A mill known as

|“Cemal Degirmeni’near
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founder |[name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1481-1512
the Village called as
‘Havza Koy’
4+ Biilbiil Hatun Hamamu
* A public bath called
Celebt Hamam
daughter of
Fahrii'n Fahriinnisa mekteb AMASYA Ebubekir,
nisa Hatun Mektebi& mescid who was a
Hatun Mescidi 1508-1509 commander
Kegentu Koyli,a
daughter of  |village of Edirne
Sehzade was given as temlik
Mustafa,son of |by bayezid II in
Hani Hatun mekteb ISTANBUL Mehmed 912.And it was
Muallimhanesi endowed in 925.
There was also
another village called
as Kagag K&yii,in
Karkkilise,about
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship endowed
building patronage building properties
1481-1512
conflicts,whether
it was endowed or
not.
at the beginning in the interior side of *daughter of |”a village of Gekvize,
Bursa Hatice Sultan [of XVI. century [tomb Edirnekapt bayezid II known as Kerdalu
subagist | Tiirbesi date of In Cukurbostan> *wife of Kara |" some villages of Iznik as
Mehmed her trust deed: Mustafa Paga? |follows;
Bey 1500 mosque *wife of Faik |Ebekdy, Dutluca, Narluca
mekteb Pasha?? Mour cells near her
a public bath public bath
~eight shops&a bozahane
near the public bath

" a house near Mahmud

Pasha Cars:

~some shops near Bab-1

Yahudiyan

“an area near the public

" a share of serhane

thirty-three cells in

| Mercan Aga
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) ; . o S A A A T A :
founder [name of datesof = | |type of _ [1ocaton bf building relationship |endowed properties
building phtronage 1 1481-1512
S 1T e Mahallesi near the
o ] Bezzazistan
! “some houses near hekim-i
t . Yahudiyan '

" |"some houses near
Bab-1 Semek

~some houses ,a bakery
and a barber near the
Bab-1 Hime

ERNEENE Pp.402-3

Lol

RN N T ENO RSR SO Lol

| . |TOKAD/> *The

Bayezid  |Hatuniye . - [mosqué>  [<Gootwin> village called Yassikisla

11 Mosque | mediese | | mother of *the village called as

(now,generally 1485(890)> . |imaret = | bayezid II> | ‘Viizbeyi’,

calledas o Co ‘ *the maliki divanilands

Bayezid | - L : : in the village, Beyan .

- Mosque N . or Bademir

Giilbahar BN ; N *41l of the maliki and diva

Khatun BN : | TOKAD/Sorkuoglant in the village ,Betan.
*some parts in the village

called as Killik

*Some parts in the village

| : ' - | called as Kizilcakoy ]

i It

s

L

mosqué

i i

T i
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founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed

building

patronage

building

properties1481-1512

*some part of the village,

Emribag. *

*some parts of Kislactk

*some parts of Hulialan:

*some parts of the village,

Tiirkmenogullar:

*some parts of the village,

Cenke.

*some parts of the village

called as Sir¢elu

*some parts of the village

called as Crkrik

*A village Ortakca

*another village,

Halefatoglu

*a village, Cukuryurt

*a village, Ahmetoglant.

*a village, Tatar Ali

*a village, tutbag

*Virdancik

*Musakoyii

*Kargu

*some parts of a village,

“1Dola.
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founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1481-1512

*some parts of the village

called as Ipek

* a mezraa

called as savci

*Sarayak

*Eyveribag

*karaynam

*cat

*borekei

*Border areas;Calugayiri,

karavigalan,

Arpadzii,Bey damlari,

Golpinar,Karacaozan,

Kuslu, Yankulu, Ahla Alan,

Aktepe, Kirluca,Kiras anari,

Dutalani, Cetugbiikii, Hisarc

*villages in the subdisrict

called as Zinnundzii

*A mezra called as Arucuk

Mazraasi

* Another mezra called

as Terceman

*A village called as

Devletoglani
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founder

namme of

type of

dates of

location of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

building

patronage

1481-1512

*Another village called

as Zekeriyya

*Divankoy and Kortan

farms and Karcaviran

*some parts of a village

called as Hacikoy.

*q village called as Elhad.

*another village called

as Habil Hact Karyesi.

*another village called

as Elperek

*some parts of a village

called as Tasma

*some parts of the village

called asHizir.

*the village of Bagluca

| *4Another village

called as Borsucuk

*Another village called

as Agilcik

*In the province of Kangrs

some villages called as

| Gtiles,Uyuklu, Tohat

the village called as Kalfat
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founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1481-1512

in Karipazari

*In the province of Cerkes

a village called as Boz.

a village called as

Dumlupinar

(the properties written in

italic form were maliki

and divani lands)

1489

MANISA/

(All of them are in Manisa)

Hiisniigah

(when Sehzade

daughter of

*a garden known as Celebi

Khatun

Sahin,her son was

mosque

Karamanoglu

Oghu Bahgesi

Hatuniye

governor of

a public bath

Nasuh

*A public bath

Mosque<<

Manisa)

imaret

Bey

*a ‘dink dolabt’

1497(903)

*A mill called as ‘Sogitler

degirmeni’and a ‘pring

an endowed

dingi' next to it.

han called as

*A mill known as ‘Bagc

Kursunlu Han'

Degirmeni’

(Ulugay,23)

* Another ding known as

‘Kemal Dingi’

*Three villages which are

;Selendi Koyii,

Saysi koyii,Kagiker kdyli
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founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1481-1512

*the khan, mentioned

above ,opposite the imaret

*21 shops next to

the khan ,mentioned above

*The area which was next

to the khan.

*A shop called, daughter

of Halil Kandi in Manisa

*12 shops which were

known as

“Yoriik Celebi Diikkanlart’

* five shops which has |

boundaries entioned in the

wakfiyye.

date of her trust

“three cells

deed;1509

Istanbul/in a quarter

daughter of

“eight quarters

Kumru

melkteb

known as

Abdullah

" a sofa, a big house and

Khatun

a public bath

Hace Abdullah

a toilet in a quarter,called

as an

bin Hace Kasim Mescidi

Mercan Aga Mescidi

endowed

Mahallesi

Mahallesi

*one cell over these eight

cells

and another cell near it

pp.86-87
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1481-1512
' property . |[ISTANBUL/It was on the
point where Melek Cesme
Melek Sokagi,a quarter inside
Hatun before 1496 of Mevlihane Kapist
meets to Melek hatun
Melek Hatun masjid Camii Sokagi Ivrindi,an arable land
(Karaagag) or village of Zihne&
Mescidi Dirnova and Gradigte
villages of Serez&
some revenues
date of trust deed; In Serez ,a province from the villages of
1508 . of Yunanistan.(Siroz)
Selguk medrese daughter of _
Sultan & bayezid Tl {Zihne,which are
zaviye Kormiste, Yunaciste,
Nesiz,Kosorik,
-{Dacudca,Zikosta..

composed of

a masjid

and

a tabhane ,

(construction

of the latter

was planned
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founder |name of dates of type of locaton of building relationship [endowed properties
building patronage building 1481-1512

with the extra

revenue in the

future)
SittiSah  [date of her
Khatun alsqtrust deed: Cakirca
endowed 1485 (Dagviran)
some IZNIK a village of IZNIK.
properties
for recitement
of the Quran
in order to |
please the soul
of Sheikh
Abdullah
Bin-i Egref)

wife of Bayezid I1,
AMASYA/In Acem daughter of Emir
Sultan Hatun dariil-kurra [Mahallesi(Amasya Beg who came]

Dariilkurrast

Tarihil,p.266)

from dignitaries of

Amasya
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{founder {name of dates of " Itype of locaton of building relationship |endowed properties
building patronage building 1481-1512
daughter '
EDIRNE of bayezid In (897)
Sehzade | Sah Melek  {In 911(1505) her 1T, wife of JKurtogluYakub,
Sah Hatun wakfs were orderdmektebhane Nasuhbeyi, Alti-agac-1 Biiziirk
Hatun Kitiiphanesi who was ,Alti -agac-1 kiiglik,
sancakbeyi Unur kdyti "Subagt”
in Iskenderiye |,villages in Dimetoka .
were given as temlik
by Bayezid I1.
date of trust deed: BURSA/near the daughter of  |In the trust deed
1494 Ulucami Day1 Karacabey written in{ 889)1494,
Sehzade mekteb 7?7 she had endowed
Hundi EDIRNE(it is not wife of Kazasker Hamami
Hatun a public bath|clear whether it was Candarlizade {founded in the
founded at the time of  [Ibrahim Pasa |honour of her

Bayezid IT or Mehmed 11

husband,Haremagili

Koy, a village of

Mihalig(Karacabey),

two mills in Derekdy,

some shops in Edirne

&In a trust deed

registered in 908

she had endowed
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founder

name of

dates of

type of

locaton of building

relationship

endowed properties

building

patronage

building

1481-1512

shops in Bursa and

Edirne and gardens,

rooms, 50000 silver akge.
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This table prepared by using wakfiyyas as pfiniarﬂy sources and secondary sources as follows:

Ak, Himmet. Aydiogullar: Tarihi (Aiﬂ(af&t:Alﬂqtfa fj'lliver'sit.esi, 1968)

Aslanapa, Oktay. Edirne 'de Osmanli Devri Abideleri (Istanbul:Ugler Basimevi, 1949)

Aslanoglu, Inci. Tire 'de Camiler ve Ug Mescit (Ankara:Ortadogu Teknik ﬁniversitesi-l\/ﬁmarhk Fakiiltesi, 1978)
Ayverdi, Ekrem Hakki. Fatih Devri Mimarisi (Istanbul:Istanbul Matbaasi,1953)

_Osmanli Mimarisinde Fatih Devri:1451-1481 (Istanbul: Baha Matbaasi, 1974)

_Osmanl Mimarisinde Celebi ve IL.Sultan Murat Devr i (Istanbul:Baha Matbaast,1966)

_Osmanli Mimarisinin Ilk Devri ,(Istanbul:Baha Matbaam, 1966)
_Avrupa’da Osmanli Mimari Es erleri, Bulgaristan, Yunanistan,
ArnavudluklV (Istanbul:Istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 1982)
Dijkema, F.Th. The Otoman Historical Monumental Inscriptions in Edirne (Belgium:Leiden E’. I Bl 1977)
Emecen, Feridun Manisa Tarihinde Vakiflar ve Haywrlar (Istanbul:CHP Manisa Halkevi Yayinlari, 1950) |
Goodwin, Godfrey.The Ottoman Architecture (New York:T[‘hames&Hudsom 1987)
Gokbilgin, Tayyib XV. ve XVI. Asirlarda Edirne ve Pasa Livasindaki Has-Mukataa, Miilk ve Vakiflar (Istanbul: Ugler Basimevi, 1952)

Kuran, Aptullah. Early Ottoman Architecture (Chicago :University of Chicago Press,1968)
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Mehmed, Stireyya. Osmanli Devletinde Kim Kimdi:Osmanogullar: I (Ankara:Kiig Yaymni,1969)
Tokluoglu, Faik.Tire (Sehir Matbaast,1964)

Tiirkiye ‘de Vakiflar ve Abideler ve Eski Eserler III; IV ,( Ankara:Vakiflar Genel Miidiirltigii, 1983)
Ulugay, M. Cagatay. Padisahlarin Kadinlar: ve Kizlar (Ankara:Turk Tarih Kurumu, 1980
Yagar, I—ﬁ[i"iseyin H..Amasya Tarihi (Ankara;Amasya Belediyesi Kiiltlir Yayinlart, 1986),v;1

Yiiksel, Thsan Aydin.Osmanli Mimarisinde Il Beyazid ve Yavuz Selim Devri:1481-1520 (Istanbul:Istanbul Fetih Cemiyeti, 1983).
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