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Heath W. LOWRY 

THE FIFTEENTH CENTURY 
OITOMAN ViLAYET-1 KEŞiŞLİK: 

ITS LOCATION, POPULATION AND TAXATION 

N othing better serves to illustrate the deplorable sıaıe of Ottoman studies in tlıe 
fıeld of lıistorical geograplıy lhan a case study of tlıe region known as the 
Vilayet-i Keşişlik, or the "Province of the Monks". 11ıis enigmatic area of the 
Ottoman Balkans, wlıile frequently nıentioned in tlıe contemporary 15th century 
documents, has yet to be even identifıed as to its location.' while scattered 
references to it in secondary literature raise far more queries ıhan ıhey succeed in 
answering. Of ıhe four present-day sclıolars wbo bave rnentioned its existence 
(Gökbilgin in 1952,2 Todorov in 1960,3 Barkan in 1964,4 and Beldiceanu­
Sıeinherr in 1967 5) the first places it in the vicinity of Selanik 
(Thessalonica), 6 ıhe second and ıhird wrongly identify it as ıhe Peninsula of 
Mount Athos,7 and tlıe fourth makes wbat we shall see is a questionable 
linkage of its name witlı tlıat of the Moııastery of St. John Prodromos to tlıe 

1 The meager !eve! of our knowledge is attested to by the facı ıhat such standard refereoce 
works as the Encyclopaedia of lslam and the recenı work by Apostolos E. Vacaloponlos, 
llistory of Macedonia 1354-1833, Thessalonica, 1973, do not even acknowledge its 
existence. The most valuable work in this field is stili T. Halasi-Kun's 1950 study eotitled: 
"Avrupa'daki Osmanlı Yer Adları Üzerinde Ara:ıtırmalar" which appeared in Türk Dili ve 
Tarihi Hakkında Araştımıalar 1, Ankara, 1950, pp. 63-104. 
2 M. Tayyib Gökbilgin, XV.-XVJ. Asırlarda Edirne ve Paşa Livası (Vakıflar-Mülkler­
Mukataalar), lsunbul, 1952. (Hereafter: Gökbilgin: 1952). 
3 Nikolai Todorov, "La Situation Demographique de la Peninsule Balkanique au Coıırs des 
)N• et XVI' Siecles" (in Bulgarian with a French Summary). Annuaire de l'Universiıe dt 
Sofia-Faculte de Philosophie et d'Histoire. Tome Llll, 2 (1959) pp. 192-232. (Hereafter: 
Todorov, 1959). 
4 Ömer Lutfi Barkan, "894 (1488/89) Yılı Cizyesinin Tahsilatına ait Muhasebe Bilançoları" 
Türk Tarih Kurumu: Belgeler, Yol. !, 1-2 (1964), pp. 1-118 (Hereafter: barkan, 1964). 
5 !rene Beldiceanu-Steioherr, Recherclıes sur /es Actes des Regnes des Sultans Osman, 
Orklıan et Murad!, Münich, 1967. (Hereafter: Beldiceanu-Steinherr, 1967). 

6 Gökbilgin, 1952, p. 591. 
7 Todorov, 1959, p. 204, Barkan, 1964, p. 31. In the latter work note the map of the 
Balkaııs which fol!ows p. 118. 
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north of Siroz (Serres).8 

The intent of the present examination is fourfold: first, to review the 
hitherto published references to lhe area; second, througb analysis of extant l 5th 
century Ottoman documents to determine the provioce's administrative 
boundaries; third, to propose an answer ıo the intriguing question of wben and 
why the name ceased ıo be used during the 16th century; and fınaly, to see what 
lıappened to its fonner territories. 

The first modem scholar to mention the existence of the area was Tayyib 
Gökbilgin, who in his study of the adrninistrative areas (/ivas) of Edirne and 
Paşa, aııd more specifıcally, of the vakıfs (religious foundations) andı various 
types of private properties found in them, published several documents which 
included rnention of lhe Vilayet-i Keşişlik. 9 For our purposes the most 
imporıaot infonnation publisbed by Gökbilgin is a passage from a Mukata'a 
Defter (reveııue survey) frorn the year 1489 (h. 894). Under the heading 
"Vilayet-i Keşişlik" we are told tlıat the area was occupied by 1,289 Christian 
hanes (households lıcaded by an adult married male), plus an additional 249 
Christian houselıolds headed by widows (bives). 10 If we translate these nurnbers 
into population figures, it would appear tlıat in 148Ç the area had a Cbristian 
populalion of approximately 7,441.11 The entry further prov ides datı on the 
ıaxes Uıese people paid on their agricultural produce, and on such manufactured 
items as candles and Jinen cloth. in short, lhe tax and population figures of the 
1489 defter attest to the cxistence of the Vilayet-i Keşişlik, but never mention 
its location. Frorn the fact that the Keşişlik entry is preceded by those of the 
Vilayet-i Siroz. Vi/ayeı-i Zihne and the Vi/ayet-i Drama, 1 ı we may logically 
iııfer Liıat Keşişlik was located near thcm, somcwhere in souUı-cenıral Macedonia. 
Tiıat Gökbilgin accepıed lhis conclusion is apparent. Thc index ıo his work lists 
Keşişlik in tlıe vicinity of Selanik (Thessalonica). 13 

In his study of the population of the Balkan peııinsula in tlıe 15th and 
16th centuries, the Bulgarian sclıolar Nikolai Todorov used a cizye defter 
(capitation tax register) from the year 1490 wlıich included entries for the 
Vilayet-i Keşişlik. 14 This register providcs lhe infonnation that there were 

8 Beldiceanu-Sıeinherr, 1967. pp. 180-182. 
9 Gökbilgin. 1952. pp. 44. 144-45. 147. 

IO Gökbilgin , 1952, p. 145. Fora recenı discussion of ıhc various categories of taxpayers 
appearing in the Oıtonıan defters. see: Heath W. Lowry , Tlıe Oııorıuııı Tahrir Defıers as a 
Suurce for Urbaıı Demograplıic History: TJıe Case Study of Trabzon (ca. !486 -15H3), Ann 

Arbor, University Microfilms, l 978, pp. 248-276. 

l l While scholars working in this fi eld have yet ıo reach a consensus regarding lhe average 

siu of the Ottoımn hane (houschold) the nıost commonly used figure is 5. While in no way 
vouch : ııg for its accuracy, ! have u., td this figure to co ııvey an idea of the Vilayet -! 
Keşişlik's populaıion. To ıransfornı hane and bi,·e figures ıo püpulaıion data thc 
foll owing formula is employed· (lwııes x 5) + (bi ves x 4) = total population, i.e., ,: ı , 289 x 
5) + (289 X 4) = 7.441. 
12 

Gökl:>ilgin, /952 ; pp. 144-45. 
13 Gökbilgin , 1952, p. 591 (s,,e Ke~işlik enıry). 
14 Todorov, /959 . p. 204 . 
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1,289 Christian hanes, 197 bives, and 56 mucerreds (unmarried adult males) 
in tlıe province paying the cizye levy. 15 Todorov simply identifies Keşişlik as 
Sveta Gora (Bulgarian: Sveıa - holy, Gora - woods or mountain), the 
Bulgarian name for Mount Athos.16 Prcsumably he made this identifıcation by 
simple logic: the "Province of ıhe Monks" (Keşişlik) must be the place where 
tlıe most monks were, namely Mount Athos. 

Todorov's identifıcation was accepted by the !ate ömer Liitfı Barkan in his 
1964 publication of the cizye budget for the Balkans from the year 1489 (h. 
894). 17 On tlıe otlıerwise useful map which accompanies this valuable study, 
Barkan has Jabeled tlıe Athonite peninsula as Keşişlik. 18 To explain his reason 
for so doing, Barkaıı cites two sources: 1) Todorov's identifıcation of Keşişlik as 
Sveta Gora; 2) tlıe 19th century German cartographer, Kiepert, in his 
Generalkarte der SUdast-Eurapaeischen Ha/binse! (Berlin, 1885) has equated 
Hagian Oras (Greek: holy mountain) with Manto Santo (ltalian: holy 
ınountain). Manto Santo equals Todorov's Sveta Gara (Bulgarian: holy woods, 
or Mount Atlıos), which in turn is tlıe same as Aynaroz (Turkish fonn of 
Hagion Oros). 19 Aside from a lack of logical internal progression, Barkan's 
ınetlıod fails to link Keşişlik to Mount Athos, not surprisingly because, as we 
slıall see, tlıey were two completely separaıe areas. 

Irene Beldiceaııu-Steinherr recognizes Barkan's error and, in her analysis of 
a document graııted by tlıe Ottoman sultan Murad I in favor of tlıe Monasıery of 
St. John Prodomos, argues tlıat tlıe Ottoman de/ters of the 15th and 16th 
centuries establish it as the arca between Serres and Zihne. As such, she clainıs, 
it corresponds to the arca of the Monastery of St. John Prodromos (Turkish: 
Margarit), and hence its name, Keşişlik (tlıe place of the rnonks). 20 While 

15 Todorov, 1959. On p. 202 the author identifies the defter as OAK 21415 (the Bulgarian 
Archives classification?). Despite ıhe apparent discrepancy between the figures given here 
and those presented by Gökbilgin above (see footnote 10), we are clearly dealing with the 
same raw data preserved in ıwo differenı forms.While boıh ıbese accounıs report ıhat the 
Vilayet of Keşişlik contained 1,289 Christian hanes, Gökbilgin's source staıes that in 
addition there were 249 bive (widow) headed hanes, and Todorov's lists 197 bives, plus 56 
mücerreas (unmarried adult male taxpayers), i.e., in addition ıo the 1,289, a total of 253 
(bive p!us mücerred entries). it would appear thaı Gökbilgin's source has simply lumped the 
bives and ınücerreds together (probably due to the facı that they were ıaxed at the same 
reduced rate) while Todorov's has listed them separately. The difference !hen is between the 
figure of 249 (Gökbilgin) and 253 (Todorov) one which is well within the range of scribal 
c:rror. 
16 Todorov, 1959, p. 204. There we read Sveıa Gora (Keşişlik). 
17 Barkan, 1964, p. 31. The cizye budget published by Barkan in this sıudy is the same 
defter from which Gökbilgin (see fn. 1) excerpted his figures for the Vilayet-i Keşişlik. For 
the Keşişlik data in Barkan's study, see p. 46. 
18 

Barkan, 1964, ff p. 118. The map is entitled H. 894 (1488-1489) yılı cizyesinin tahsil 
bölgelerini gösterir harita. 
19 

Barkan, 1964, p. 31. 
20 Beldiceaou-Steinherr, 1967, p. 181 and fn. 17. in support of her claim regardiog the 
coıııents of the 15th and 16th cenıury defters, Beldiceanu-Steinherr cites Tapu-Tahrir Defter 
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intriguing. this explaııatioıı overlooks the facl Lhat the defters she refers lo 
contain separale seclions for llıe Vilayet-i Siroz and the Vilayet-i Zihne, wbich 
already accounı for ali of tlıe area between them.21 Were we to acccpl her 
proposition, we would be faced wilh two distincl administrative entities 
occupying the same territory . 

However, though failing to idenlify the actual boundaries of Keşişlik, 

Bcldiceanu-Steinherr's work does point us into the proper direction, i.e., ıo an 
iııtensive exarniııation of tlıe exıant 15th and 16th century Ottoman ıalırir defters 
(cadastral registers) covering tlıis area of Maccdonia. 

Receııtly, in thc course ofa wider study of the effects of the Ouonıan 
rnnquesl upon fonner Byzanline terrilories,22 I had occasion lo examine in detail 
tlıe colle ctioıı of tafırir defters housed in the Başbakanlık Arşivi (Prime 
Minister's Archives) in Istanbul. As one focus of the larger study is an 
exanıinaıion of ıhe staıus of nıonasıic propertics under the Ottomans, I was 
particularly interested in refcrences Lo Mount Atlıos. Initially, misled by lhe 
Todorov/Barkan idenıificalion of Keşişlik as Mount Athos, I paid particular 
aucnlion ıo references concerning the Vi/aye ı-i Keşişlik. Iı soon became 
apparenı that tlıis particular Ouoman provim:e appeared only in those tahrirs 
whiclı lıave survived from tlıe lStlı centııry: extant 16111 century regislers rnade 
ıı o ıncntion of it at all. 23 Specifically, lhe province appeared in Tapu-Tahrir 
Defter No. 3, a mufassal (detailed) register compiled in 1465, and in Tapu­
tahrir Defter No.7, a mufassal survey fronı tlıe year 1478-79.24 Boıh of these 
rcg isters gave tlıe ııames of tlıc villages attached to Keşişlik, llıose of İL\ tax­
payers and llıc ıaxes to wlıiclı llıey were subjcct as well as tlıe names of the fıef 
lıoldcrs (erbab-i tımar) wlıo beııefited fronı ı.lıcsc taxes. A cursory exanıination 
of ıhe place names conıained in ı.lıt:se ıwo l Sılı cenıury defi er, had esıablishcd 

'<o. 7, a cadas ır al rcgi stcr fronı ıhe rcign of Meh ıned il in ıhe colkcüon of thc l s ı anbul 

/Jaş/J,ıkmı/ık A rşivi (Prime \1inisıds Archives) ( Hercafı er : TT No . 7 ). As our subsequcnt 
exa nıinatioıı will illus ıraıe. in adJiıi o n ıo ; /' No. 7 (which i., d:,ıed 1478-79) ıhe l s ıanbul 

archi vcs aho conı ain an earlier defter covcrin g ıh e Vi/ayer-i Keşişlik: Tapu -Tohrir Defter 
Nn. 3 (d a ıe 1465). (Hereaftcr· 7T No. 3 . 1465). Conırary to Beldicearıu-Steinherr. whilc 
ıhcre are e xıa ııt 16th century dtfters covering ıhe area [e.g., Tapu-Talırir D,fıer No. 70 
11 519i , Tapu - Talırir Dtfıa 'io. l-13 (1527) and Tapu -Tahrir Defter No. 40'.l fundated: 
.Sülcyıııan , 1520-66)1 they conspicuously lac k any me nıi on of ıhc Vi/a yet-i Ke~·iş lik . A.s 
will b,.-comc clear in ıhe couısc of ıhi s papa. ıhe ir silence refl ects ıhe facı that by th e 16th 
cenlury, K~şiş l ik has cea.,ed trı exis\ as a separatc adn1ini.strativc entit y. 
21 S,•c: T[ No. 3 (1465). Vi/av<' t-i Siroz. pp. 155-298 a nıl Vi!tıyet -i Zilııı e, pp. 422--181; 
also 1T /1,'o 7 (1478-i9), Vilayet -i Zi/ı,ıe. pp. 11 4- 1.58 and Vilayeı-i Siroz. pp. 2W-351. ,., 
- - This research waı; unJc ıt aken as part oi ıhe ıoint Dumoanon Oaks {Tnısıees for Harvard 
l ' ni ·,c rsi ı y) - U ııi versit y .>f i3 i rnıirıghanı projc cı. e nıit kd : Coı: r iıı ui,y aıı,1 Change iıı lute 
R_vzcı ıı ı iıı e. mıd Early Oıtomarı Society: Cnse Sıudits f rom Ma ccdonia, l. emııos, and t lı e 

Pn ıır os . 1 should like ıo ı.ıke ıhis oppc,nuııiı y tt\ cxpre.ss rrıy ıhan ks to Professors Giks 
Co ns ıabie (Dire cıor. Dumbanon Oaks) and Anthony Bryer ( Dirccıor. Centre fo r Bp.antinc 
Sıudies, Un iversity uf Birmin~hanı) fnr their s ııppon of ıhi s work. 
1 1 
- - See fn . 20 abovc. 
·ı ı 
_. Tr No . 3 (1465). Vl/aı, ı , Keşişl ik. pp. 332-420 and ff No. 7 (1478-79) . Vilayet -i 
Keşişlik. pp. l60-2 l 8. 
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tlıat they were not tlıose of sites on or near Mount Atlıos. I therefore decided to 
try to detennine tlıe boundaries of tlıe 15th century province on tlıe hasis of the 
toponyms provided. Table I represents tlıe first step in this effort. It list~ tlıe 

ııames of the villages (in tlıe order they appear in IT No. 3), and tlıe numbers of 
tlıeir tax-paying inhabitants (divided according to tax category). For purposes of 
comparison it also includes tlıe same data from IT No. 7.25 

The defters contain two clues which are of particular value in attempting 
to locate the sites listed in Table I. First, a numbcr of villages are shown as 
being attached (tabi') to Serres, Zihne or Draına, tlıus indicating that we should 
begin our examination in tlıe general area of soutlı-central Macedonia; second, 
several of tlıe villages are shown as paying taxes on da/yans (fıshing stations)2

• 

aııd/or iskeles (landing places)27 indicating tlıat tlıey were located on or near 
bodies of water. Guided by tlıese two pieces of infonnation the logical place to 
begin attempting to 10<:ate Keşişlik is soutlı of Serres, Zihne and Draına, along 
tlıe shores of Lake Talıinos. That this was indeed tlıe site of the 15tlı century 
Vilayet-i Keşişlik can be seen by referring to Map I: Vilayet of Keşişlik. 
Tlıere, aided by a nurnber of l 9tlı and 20th century ınaps, 28 I have shown tlıe 
location of tlıose 15th century sites whiclı were still identifıable at tlıe end of tlıe 
Turkokratia. While not ali tlıe villages mentioned in tlıe de/ters have been 
located, tlıose whose names appear on the nıap accouııt for over 70% of tlıe 
region's 15th century population, and therefore allow us to state with a fair 
degree of certainty that the dotted !ine on Map I represents tlıe approximate 

25 While both defters list the first four villages in the same order, thereafter the similarity 
ends. To facilitate comparison. 1 have matched the entries in IT No. 7 (when possible) with 
the order in which ıhe vi!lages are given in IT No. 3. The column headed "NO." for the 
data from IT No. 7 gives the actual order in which these villages are listed therein. 
26 

For a description of ı.his type of fishing staıion, see: Henry and Reoee Kahane aod 
Aııdreas Tieıze. The Ungua Franca in The Levanı, Chicago, 1958, (Hereafter: Tietze, /958) 
pp. 477-481. The authors note that Gökbilgin, 1952, pp. 140-141 mentions taxes on the 
dalyanlıfi-yi göl Siroz (the fishing stations on the Lake of Serres, i.e., Lake Tahinos). 
27 Tietze, 1958. pp. 568-572. See in particular pp. 569-570 where an example from an 
unpublished work of Kemal-i Zerd (ca. 1480) records the following usage: gilmrük alına 
cemi' iskelelerde (a tax i, to be collected at all !anding places). 
28 Each of the sites identified on Map I appear on one or more of the following maps: 
a) Austriaıı General Staff Map scale: 1:500,000, Vienna, 1826. 
b) James Wyld. "A Real Map of Greece". Landon. 1827. 
c) Ottoman Minisıry of War: "Rumeli-i şahane haritası", scale: 1:210,000, lstanbul, 1899. 

(For full tiıle. see fn. 40). 
d) Ausırian Staff Map, "Former Turkey iıı Europe", scale: 1:200,000, K und K Militiir· 

geographisches Insıitut, 1903· 1909. 
e) Briıish Staff Map, "Pormer Turkey in Europe", scale: 1:250,000, War Olfice, 1908. 
f) Erhard, "Carte des ecoles chreıiennes de la Macedoine", scale: 1:400,000, 1908. 
g) Briıish Admiralty War Sıaff, Intelligence Division, "Maps of Serbia, Macedonia ete." No. 

7, scale: 1 :400,000, Loodon, 1916. 
h) D. laranoff. "Carte de la Macedoine", scale: 1:300,000, Sofia, 1933. 
i) Greece Sheeı D10, Rodholivos, scale: 1:100,000, August, 1944. 
j) Guillou, Andre, "Carte de la region du Mont Menecee". See fn. 42. 
k) Jacoby, David. "Carte de la Macedoine Occidenıale". See fn. 42. 
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boundaries of the Vilayet-i Keşişlik. 29 From the map it is clear, contrary to 
Beldiceanu-Steinlıerr. tlıat tlıe province was located, not between Serres and 
Zihne, but rather to the soutlı of these cities along tlıe banks of thc Strymon 
River and Lake Talıinos. 

In rejecting Beldiceanu-Steinlıerr's identification of Keşişlik's location, and 
in tlıe process her rationale for its name as well, i.e., its proximity to tlıe 

Monastery of St. Jolın Prodromos, we are left with tlıe question of tlıe meaning 
of its name, "Province of tlıe Monks". Where did tlıis name corne from and why 
was it applied to !his particular region in the 15th century? 

in tlıe nomıal Ottoman practice tlıe name ofa province was rnost likely to 
be tlıat of its largest town or city, i.c., its administrative cenıer. Wlıen we look 
at the names of tlıe otlıer vilayets appearing in IT No. 3 and IT No. 7, 
those of Demirlıisar, 30 Nevrekop, 31 Serres,32 Zihnc33 Drama,34 and 
Selanik.35 we see tlıat they follow tlıis patıem. But far fronı being a city, 
Keşi~lik docs not cvcn appcar as a village in tlıe fıfteentlı cenıury tahrirs. Indeed 
tlıc Vilayet-i Keşişlik dnes not even appear to lıave had an administralive center 
of its own. Ali tlıe sites it contaıııcd were classed as villages (karye), none bore 
tlıe title of şehir (towıı or city), tlıe usual mark ofa vilayet (capital). While 
each of tlıe surrounding provıncial centers, Serres (population: 4,500-6,000),36 

Zihne (population: 2,500-2,700),37 and Drama (population: 1,300-1,450),38 

appear in tlıe defters as şehirs, Keşişlik's largest settlcment, Ezdravik, with 
about 900 inhabitants, is merely a village (karye)'9 - nor are wc given any 

29 Those sites identified on Map ! are nıarked wiıh an • on Table l. in rr Na. 3 (1465) 
they accounl for 1.921 ouı of a total of 2.694 lımıes plus bives while in n· Ne. 7 0478-
79) they represent 1,771 ouı of 2.484. 
30 n No. 3 (1465) Vi/ayn-i Demirlıi.wr. pp. 1-123 and IT No. 7 (1478-79) Vilayeı-i 
Demirlıiscır. pp. 400-522. 
31 TT No . .'i (1465) Vilaveı-i Neı-ıekop, pp. 124-154 and 7T No. 7 (1478-79) Vilayeı-i 
N,·vrekop, pp. 352-381. 
32 7T No. 3 (1465) Vilayeı-ı Sıra;;, pp. 155-298 aııd TT No. 7 (1478-79) Vila.ıet-i Siroz. 

Pi'· 220-351. 
33 7T No. J (1465) Vi/mcı-ı Zı!ıııe, pp. 422-481 and 7T No. 7 (1478-791 Vilayet-i 

Zılııı", pp. 114-158. 
34 

JT No . .1 (1465) Vifrrnı-i nmnw. pp. 484-49\J and ff No. 7 0478-79., Vi/ayet-i 

Drama. pp. 24-112. 
35 

7T No. 7 (1478-79) Vilaveı-i Sdaııik. pp. 524-646. TT No. 3 (1465) d0cs n.ot include 

a ~ection for Sdanik, This dcfr'-'r ıs mi-;sing its opening .section which may accoı.ınt for this 
facı. 

36 For an anide dı;:aliı:ıg wiıh thc informalion as coutaincd in n· No. 3 and Tf No. 7 
penaining to the provincial ,:apitals of Sares, Zihne and Drama, se~· Nasturel. Petra et 

ildJiceaııu. Nicoara. "I.es f:glıses Byzantiııes N la Situatic•n Econonıique de Drama, Serrcs et 
Zichııa aux XIV• et XV' Siecles", Jalırbuclı der Österreic/ıisı:heıı Byzarııinistik, XXV[l, 1978, 

pp. 269-285. (Hereafter: Beldiceaıııı. 1978) For the population of Serres. see pp. 271-272. 
37 Beldiceanu, 197/J. p. 27l. 
38 Beldiceaou, /978, pp. 270-71. 

·'
9 

While ıh,·re is ııo clcar disıiııcıion, populationwise, octween a village (karye) a.1d a town 
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indication in our sources that Ezdravik or any other village in the vilayet 
actually served as a.provincial capiıal. 

Interestingly, in the !ate 19th century this region did contain a village 
named Keşişlik . As can be seen on the Ottoman Staff Map of 1899,40 this 
village was located about 10 kilometers southeast of Serres, and as such fell well 
within tlıe boundaries proposed for our 15th century province of tlıe saıne name 
(see Map I). What. if any, tlıe connection between tlıese two Keşişliks may have 
been is a macter for conjecture. Noting the absence of a settlement witlı tlıis 
name in our 15ıh century defters, it is extremely unlikely that our province was 
named after this village. The likelihood is greater that with tJıe disappearance of 
tlıe Vilayeı-i Keşişlik asa distinct administrative region in the 16th century, its 
name was laken over by a newly established village. 

Giveıı tlıe absence of confırmed evidence for tlıe existence of Keşişlik asa 
15th century toponym, we must assume that the normal Ottoman practice of 
adopting an existing place or area name was not followed, and !hat "Keşişlik" is 
a descriptive !itle, literally "The Place of the Monks" . Against this argument is 
tJıe fact that neitlıer of tlıe 15th century de/ters include a single reference to 
monasteries or ınonastic holdings in the Vilayet-i Keşişlik, while their sections 
on the neighhoring vilayets of Serres, Zihne and Drama abound with references 
to monasteries and tlıeir properties located in tlıose areas.41 Our knowledge of 
tlıis region prior to the Ottoman conquest confırms tlıat several of the Athonite 
nıonasteries, as well as ihose in the Serres region, held properties bere.42 

However, were it not for the facı that ıwo of the monasteries of Mount Athos 
left tlıeir naınes as toponyıns in tlıe area (tlıe villages of Iveros43 and 
Esfamino44) tlıere would be nothing in tlıe de/ters to indicate even a former 

(şehir) in the !Sıh and 16th cenıuries, a close examinaıion of ıhe Macedonia defıers shows 
that with the exceptioıı of Keşişlik every province ( vilayet) had at least one şehir which 
(we may assunıe) served as iıs administrative center and gave iıs name ıo the province. 
4o Officially ıiıled : Rumeli-i şahane lıariıası. Saye-i fuyuzaı-ı sennaye-i cenab-ı zill/lllahide 
erka11-i harbiye istikşaf postalan ıaraflanndan tashih ve erkan-, lıarbiye-i umumiye dairesi 
beşinci feıı şubesi marifetiyle ıersim olunarak bu kere daire-i ıneıkure maıabaasııula tabi ve 
temsil olunmuştur. Sene: 1317 (1899), this map in 75 sections and drawn on the scale of 
1 :210,000 is the best available Ottoman map of the Balkans. For Keşişlik, see: #29/Siroz. 
41 See: Beldiceanu, /978 for frequent references throughout . in particular pp. 282-285. 
42 For a current bib!iography for the ongoing publications of the Archives de l'Athos, see 
the !atest volume in this series: P. Lenıerle, A. Guillou, N. Svoronos et D. 
Papachryssanthou. Actes de i.Avra ili, Paris, 1979. Specific references ıo individual 
holdings of Athonite monasteries in the Strymon are found in: Andre Guillou, les Archives 
de Sainı-Jean-Prodrome sur le Mont Menede, Paris, 195S and Jacques Lefort, Acıes 

D'Esphignıenou, Paris, 1973, as well as I..Avra l/1, ciıed above. For an overview of 
monastic holdings in this region, see: David Jacoby, "Phenonı~nes de demographie nırale A 
llyzance aux Xlll•, XIV• et XV• siecles", EıudesRurales, V-VI. 1962, pp. 163-186; and 
the more recent work by Angeliki E. Laiou-Thomadakis, Peasant Socieıy in the IAıe 

Byzantine Empire, Princeton, 1977. 
43 IT No. 3 (1465) p. 339 where the name appears as !ver and IT No. 7 (1478-79) p. 164 
where it is given as Iveros. 
44 For ılıe village of Esfamino, see: IT No. 3 (1465) pp. 333-334 and IT No. 7 (14111-'N) 
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monastic connection. 
If the name Keşişlik stemmed from a monastic attachment, we would 

logically assume (as did Todorov and Barkan45) that it denoted that area of 
Macedonia most closely identifıed with monastic life, Mount Athos and its 
immediate hinterland, Chalkidiki. Altematively, we have Beldiceanu--Steinherr's 
explanation linking the name to the important Monastery of St. John 
Prodromos.46 Did this nıonastery not fal! without the boundaries we have 
established for Keşişlik (sce: Map I), and were it not itself included as part of the 
Vilayet-i Siror' this would be a plausible hypothesis. in the process of 
identifying the boundaries of Keşişlik we ilave elinıinated the most likely 
explanations for the derivation of its name. 

It may be the very diffıculty we have in tracing the origin of this name 
that will aid us in explaining why the province ceased to exist as such in the 
16tlı century. The absence ofa town or city to serve as an adnıinistrative center, 
and tlıe province's proximity to the already llourishing towns of Serres, Zihne 
and Drama nıay ilave made its continued existence redundaııt. Its absorption into 
these neighboring vilayeıs by the early 16th century is attested to by the 
infomıation of tlıeir rclevant tahrir defters.48 Tiıat tlıis process was already 
uııderway in the 15th century can be shown by comparing tlıe tlıree set.~ of 
population data we possess for tlıat period: 1T No. 3 (1465), IT No. 7 (1478-
79), and tlıe Mukata'a defter of 1489 used by Gökbilgin and Barkan.49 Leaving 
aside a relatively small Musliın population, for wlıiclı tlıe 1489 defter does not 
provide figures, 50 wc see that wllile the Vilayet-i Keşişlik had a Christian 
population of approximately 12,598 in 1465,51 tlıirteen years laterit stood at 
l 1.735,52 and by 1489 it had slırunk to 7,441.53 Clearly, with each new 
administrative survey the ııumber of residcnts dccreascd as morc and more 
Keşişlik villages were enrolled in tlıe ncighboring provinccs of Serres, Zihne and 
Drama. Lacking an administralive center and its conıp!ement of Ottoman 
officials, tlıe Vilayet-i Keşişlik simply lacked a raison d'etre. Indeed, if we 

p. 16i. 
45 See abow, fn. 16 anJ 19 respectivdy. 
46 Bddiceaııu-Sıeinherr. 1967. p. 181 and fn. 17. 
47 Bddiceaııu. 1978. p. 2fo•. 
4x An examiııation of ıh,: village ııanıes listed uıı<ler the Vilayet,; of Drama, Zıhne, and 
Scrres in IT No. 143 (1527) pp. 53-68 (Dramai, pp. 69-92 (Zihne) aııd pp. 93-126 (Serres) 
shows ıhat the former villages of ıhe Vilayet-i Keşişlik have heeıı divided up between these 
three ncighboriııg provinces 
49 

Gökhilgin, 1952, p. 145 aııd Barkan, 1964. p. 46 respectively. 

SO As may be seen fronı Table I thcre was no significanı Muslim sealeınent or conversion 
to lslaııı in thc Vilayet-i Keşişlik. Thc Muslinı populaıion accountcd for only 50 out of a 
total of 2,694 lıaııes in 146~ (less than 2%) and for only 76 out of 2.484 haıı,s iıı 1478-
'/9 (slightly ovcr 3%). The absence of the Mus]irn population frnm the 1489 defter reflecıs 
the fact thaı they wcre not subject ıo the cizye levy. 
51 

(2,022 Christian lıanes x 51, (622 Christian bives x 4) = 12,598. 
52 

(2.103 Christiaıı lıaııes x 5) + (.105 Christian bives x 4J =ll.735. 
53 

(l.289 Christiarı !ırıncs x 5) + (249 Oıristian bives x 4) = 7.441. 
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'fi<BU /: 7HE V(LAYET OF Kn1ŞilK iN THE YEARS 1465 AND 1478-7Y. 

Extracied From T.T. No. 3 (1465) E,cracted from T.T. No. 7 (147S.79) 

·- ·---·-----···--··--·- --------- --------------·----· ···--·-------- ---- ------------· 
VIILAGE '! A!ı-lE Nü P8 MUS. HAN. GIR HAS. Bİ'•lES MLT. NO. Pg MUS.HAN. CHR HAN BlVES MUC. 

---- - ·---------------·- ------
•?OTOUNO: ı, 332- 3 JJ J3 3 I 160- 5H&3M 41 4 2 

•ESFAMINO: • 2 333- o \6 ' 4 2 161 o 21 4 o 
•KUJZJ / KOCHL # J 334- o 19 14 2 3 162 o 19 7 o 
'KRUSHOVA: 4 3]5- o 44 9 8 -~ 162- o 13 5 o 
•.WENDIKE ~Eı]SO Henıke', • s "ı)"'!_ _p L,;: ., :; l \(,- 4{, 

(Btı.gat-i E'k.sa.ı:nbityo) < :ı3ı:; i.; 

'lVER / lVEROS : # " ·nq 12 (. 8 164- JH&lM 12 o 
WOTOLOVA/ .tiliOTOLlOVA: )40- 1 12 Q 3 9 165 1 11 o 2 

]ZERf'lY A!'l / JZ ERP!I.ANI • s 341 1 113 32 18 33 183 4 115 17 11 (> 
ı:,., 

lli OTOLOVA • 9 344 o 7 o o s-
KAIJYOVIR-WOR: 10 ·344. o 3 1 o 

~ •ANU:!ESTl: 11 345- 4 111 26 7 78 214- o 123 9 5 

•VFJ.QiE.,TE: 12 '48- 3 88 23 6 60 201 2 88 20 7 r-' 
'KCYJZAK ! KOJAK: 13 35j - 1 13 7 2 16 172- o 11 1 o o 

JANOS: # 14 153- 1 68 32 12 71 210 o 55 3 5 ~ •VETAQJ.ES!-fl1: 15 354- 3 35 li) 4 64 205- 4H&3M 24 3 3 

KOSTOROMllO / KOSOROMBl : 16 356- 1 30 11 5 65 206- o 33 3 2 -< 
PR!SHOVA/ PER!SliOVA • (Zihne) 17 35"' o 10 2 3 66 207 o 16 1 1 

llirPI.JZ.ANl/ SEPIIZE (Orama)· 18 358 o 4 o o 68 208 o 4 o o 
EV'..AWI.lliTI: 19 358- 1 2 o o 67 207 1 8 o o 

'EZDRAVlK: 20 359- 6 121 45 14 29 180- 5 99 20 

•ooıcsoNOPO / OOKSOP!1'O: # 21 362• l 85 35 9 46 l92- o 88 7 

'EZDRAVJK • n 365- o 7 3 o 22 176- o 5 2 

•KESERPOLl: # ll 366- o 4 3 o 53 197 o 4 

KOSTOMBO I W OSTONBO: 74 367- o 45 18 4 34 i 85- o 48 8 

W,OMENKOVAiWOME'iKOR: 25 368- o 3ı i.-J 4 35 186- o 49 B 

WODNJA/Kf:iORN1A: # 26 l70- o 6 2 o 39 187- o 5 2 o 
•ORFAN: 27 371- 2 27 11 4 12 !68 27 o 
'PREVlliiTI • 28 372. 1 54 16 8 57 199- 4 53 7 4 

'DRAHOVA(Zilıne): 29 374- o 8 3 o 58 201 o 6 1 o 
'PREVl.:liTI: 30 375- 1 21 3 3 19 174 1 21 2 2 

DRAVOQiESTI (Ser,os) : 31 376 o o 1 o 28 180 o o o o 
•l(ROMF.Sl:l.11 32 376- 5 50 12 5 47 194- 5 60 6 4 



---------------------- - ----- --- ------------------ - - - ----- ------ -··---------·-------·-
VIILAGENAME NO. l')ı. MVS. HAN. CHR HAN. BIVES MUC NO. l')ı . MUS . HAN. CHJl HAN . BIVES MlJC 

-------- ---------------------------·-··-------- - -------------------------
'QH!DERI-WORXlHIDER.KlJ) 33 378 O 3 1 O 31 182- O I o 

YESNI/ YES!c 34 379 l il 4 4 
•P!ITRIK: '.l5 379- O 24 8 4 73 211 O 19 2 O 
MEZRA-IESTAVROS 36 380 O l O O 32 183 O O O O --, 
EVRAN!KASRJ: 37 381- O 34 13 4 74 211- O 36 6 3 ;:ı: 
L0ND0: 38 382 O 10 5 3 30 182 O 5 O O tTl 

•POYLANI/BOBLANI: 39 383- O 36 8 4 14 170- 4 31 4 2 "r: 
MINOU!lil/MESINOL!Slil: • 40 385- O 60 20 4 26 178- 1 41 5 2 ;, 

•ZEVARNJKIREVARNIK: 41 387- O 25 11 5 48 195- 2 24 4 2 rrj 
•NI.l!JiORl: 42 388- O 12 3 3 tT1 

MEZ. AYO YORGIJBIRAKOS (S<n-es)43 389 O O O O 50 196 O O o O z 
•NOSKI /OSP!Kl/OS!Kl: 44 389- O 62 10 8 25 177- O 71 5 3 --, 

KE.;HANIIKESHATI: 45 391- O 40 8 6 ::C 
'Ui!DERI-KHORI.QlirDER.liliO: 46 393- 1 12 l 4 43 191 O 19 O O r-, 
•KU]Zl/KOQ:ll : 47 393 O 10 1 O 44 191 O 2 O O (!1 

DERiliiTIN]ZE: 48 394- O 19 5 4 42 190 1 25 3 l Z 
KIRDALANO: 49 395- O 20 4 5 45 192 3 25 2 o :::l 

•PREVl~TI: 50 396- O 18 6 3 27 179- O J.4 4 o ~ 
*GIUDERI-KHOR/GHIDERXHO: 51 397- O 18 3 3 63 205 O 18 3 s -<: 

PERNAR/PIR"1AR: # 52 398- 3 20 11 8 il 167 S 21 3 4 
OO!CALIS!fTI /VOKAUSHTI: 53 400- O 32 17 S 61 203- O 48 O 11 ~ 

•YORGJLl: # 54 401- 2 24 5 5 62 104- 1 19 6 7 s: 
MEDRAPOUD/MERDARPOUD: # 55 402- O 22 6 4 5 163 O 23 S O -,;: 
'!RVA: 56 403 O O O O t:tı 
MEZlZIKERYONA: 57 404 O O O O 6 164 O O o o ';-l 
MEZ. PErnA: 58 404 O O O O 7 164 O O O O -.. 
ALDOME.:iiTIIKEZOMESliTI: 59 404- O 32 4 3 21 175- 2 35 s 3 ~ 

*EZDRAV!!(; 60 405 O 7 1 O 18 174 O 5 O O ~ 
ZAlliORIT,E: 61 406 O 7 O O 23 176- O il I O -c:::;-
AI.DO~TI/ KEZOMlfi!fl1: 62 406- O 20 2 5 17 173 O 18 3 O t""' 

•EZDRAV!K: 63 407- O 6 1 O 52 197 O 10 4 3 ~ 
MEZ. AWUR)R: 64 408 O O O O 20 175 O 1 o o 

*RADILOFO: 65 408- 2 107 29 8 13 168- 6 114 22 5 
•PREVIJHTI: 66 411- O 17 il 4 69 208- 2 28 6 O 

MINO-.K!iORiMINO-»:!O: # 67 412- 1 56 9 8 10 166 O 42 3 2 
'LlKOV!K: 68 414 O S O O 75 212- O 12 2 O 
SOIIR-W!RISOTI~OVA: 69 415 O !O 6 O 76 213 l 7 O I t,.> 

Ut 



,-., 
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--·---· ·---~------- ------------
VILLAGE NM,IE NO. F-g. MUS. HAit ÇH'.l HAN. 8NES MUC. NO ?g. MUS. HAN. CHR.HAN. BIVES MUC. 

---------------- - -------.. --------- ----------· ------- ----·-- ---

*KOM ARYAN!/ KOMARANJ: 70 415- o 5 2 o 77 213- il o 
SOTIR-KHO:• 71 416 · o 3 3 o 

•NOSKJ / OSIKI: n 417- o 51 5 6 15 171 - o 37 
MF.fOJW.I / MINOMi : 73 418- 4 15 1 3 4 ! 1~9- 18 

' EI.Sl:IM I / E$AN'. ':4 -l\ <) " J ' 4C 13~ ~5 7 5 
MEZ. AQiUFOR 24 1 77 o o o 
MFZ. A YO KIRY AK.1 ( Auobit): 36 187 o o o o 
MEZ. RUM! / DOM! (Auobit): -- 37 18 7 o o o o -MEZ. PALO KASRI (Azrnbir) -- 38 187 o o o o ... 

<"I> 
KOR!: -- 4g 196 o 9 o 3 I» 
MEZ.BAYRAKOS: -- 51 196 o o o o 5-
cZIKLI: - -- - 54 197- G 32 3 o ~ 
SERAJZ: [.O/ SERACliLO (Langada): 55 198- o 26 4 o 
MEZ. PORTOYA (Langada): -- 56 197- o 8 o o t""' o ME2. LAPAN!Kl/Ell,1:JZ;E (L.ıngada): •· -- 59 201 o 5 o o 

~ BÜYÜK DA.'llŞMF.ND (GümUkine): - ·- - 70 209 7H&5M a o o 
•MERMERA: -- 72 211 o o o o -< 'KHRISOPOU I lJ:[RISOPOL!: 80 217- 2 76 10 o 

TOTALS: 74 50 2,022 622 268 80 76/12 2,103 305 140 

• Tiıosc vHhıges iocate.d on \1AP L ViLAYET OF KEŞIŞI.iK. 
# Toosı, villa.ses ütemifie.<l 4S p.ıı.yi.ng taxes oı:: dalyans and/or uk.el~s, 


