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MIRJANA ZIVOJINOVIC
(Beograd)

CONCERNING TURKISH ASSAULTS ON MOUNT ATHOS
IN THE 14th CENTURY, BASED ON BYZANTINE SOURCES

In works dealing with events on Mount Athos during the XIV
century, or with the Turkish penetration of the Balkan peninsula, histo-
rians of monastic life and Byzantinologists in general speak of the Tur-
kish attacks against Mount Athos. They frequently use documents of the
Protaton, which clearly show that »from the middle of the XIV century,
Mount Athos suffered from cruel Turkish attacks«'. Among those who
have drawn attention to this fact, N. Oikonomides is prominent. While
giving a brief history of the monastery of Dionysiou, Oikonomides draws
attention to the abundant information contained in the Lives (Zitija) of
prominent Hesychasts concerning the Turkish attacks on the Athos pe-
ninsula which strarted at the end of the first quarter of the XIVth
century?. In view of the frequency of these attacks, the disturbances and
horrors which they caused among the monks, and their consequences
which in many ways changed the way of life of the monasteries, it is
necessary to collect and analyze all available information left by con-
temporaries. The Byzantine sources are all the more significant because
testimonies about these events in the other contemporary sources are
extremly poor (Serbian, Bulgarian) or non-existent (Turkish, Western).

Mount Athos, like the greater part of the Byzantine Empire, was
exposed to continual Turkish assaults from land and sea. Sea attacks on
the Athos peninsula began earlier than those from the land, since Tur-
kish pirates posed a threat to the entire region of the Aegean, beginning
at the end of the 13th and continuing throughout the 14th century.
During the second half of the 13th century the Turks had conquered
Asia Minor »all the way to the sea and had established their settlements

! G: Ostrogorski, Serska oblast posle 1968, p. 8 n. 27; cf. also N. Oikonomidés,
Dusanove smrti, Beograd 1965, 126 —127. Monastéres et moines de la conquéte otto-
2 Actes de Dionysiou, éd. N. Oikono- mane, Stidost-Forschungen 35 (1976) 1 —

midés (Archives de 1 Athos 1V), Paris 10.
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on the coast itself« (... dypt Saddrng dndong kol mpdg owtals 18
1afg dxtaig peroiknioavieg)®. These were Ghazi emirates: Menteshe,
Aydin and Sarukhan*. Of a warlike disposition, these emirates built and
maintained a pirate fleet whose lively activity was facilitated by the non-
-existence of a Byzantine fleet. It was exactly at the time when the Empe-
ror Andronicos II Palaecologus (1282 —1328) disbanded (1284) his fleet,
due to lack of funds, that the pirates undertook new attacks. The Byzantine
historians G. Pachymeres and N. Gregoras, sharply attack the above-
-mentioned Emperor’s decision, pointing out the very undesirable and
far-reaching consequences which it had on the Empire. Thus, N. Gre-
goras says that»the Latins would not have been so impudent towards
the Romans, nor would the Turks have ever seen the maritime sand, if
the Roman fleet had ruled over the seas as before« (0U8€ yap 1jv dv ovte
Aativoug ofte kotd Popolov Jpactvecdal, ovte Ydppov Jardoong
Sedoacdor Tovprovg tote, Ti¢ vowTik Ty Tmy Popaiov duvdueng Jaiatto-
Kkpatovong g npdtepov)’. It was frequently unemployed mariners who
began to take up piratical activities and were thus forced»to go over to
the enemy and together as pirates ravage the Roman regions« (toi¢ 8¢
Kot atopoAeiv 10l €x3pols, dote oUvapl €kelvolg melpatmv TPOT
Pouaiov kaxovv)®. Pachymeres further adds that »there arrived daily
news of sufferings from all parts« and they were connected with the
attacks of the Turks»not only from the land, but from the sea as well«’.

Thus, early on, Mount Athos also became an object of the Turkish
attacks. The earliest mention of the sufferings caused at sea by»the godless
pirates« is to be found in the founding charter of King Milutin (1282 —
1321) for Chilandar’s pyrgos (tower) in Chrusia in 1300 or 13028. This
detail is confirmed in the exposition of the origin of Basil pyrgos (at
Chrusia) in connection with the legal suit which the monks of that pyrgos
brought against the monks of Chilandar before the metropolitan of
Serres in May 1388. In this document it is argued that the main reasons
for the building of the pyrgos were the lack of a port for the monastery
and»the great damage which the monastery had suffered at the hands of
the Turks who plundered it« (kor {nulav 611 mAelotnv VvelcTocdot

* N. Gregorae, Byzantina historia I,
ed. L. Schopeni, Bonnae 1829, 214, 5—7.

4 Concerning these emirates see: P.
Wittek, Das Fiirstentum Mentesche. Stu-
dien zur Geschichte Westkleinasiens im
13.—15. Jahrh., Neudruck Amsterdam
1967, 24— 57; P. Lemerle, L’Emirat d’Ay-
din, Byzance et I'Occident. Recherche sur
»La Geste d’Umur Pacha«, Paris 1957,
19—39; P. Wittek, The Rise of the Otto-
man Empire, Reprint London 1966, 34—
36; CL. Cahen, Pre-Ottoman Turkey, Lon-
don 1968, 308—309.

> Gregoras 1, 209, 5—8.

¢ G. Pachymeris de Michaele et Andro-
nico Palaeologo libri tredecium II, ed. 1.
Bekker, Bonnae 1835, 71, 4—8.

7 1bid. 343, 10344, 1--2.

8 Actes de Chilandar. Deuxiéme par-
tie: Actes slaves, publiés par B. Korableyv,
Viz. Vremenik 19 (1912), PriloZenie No.
10, 23—24.
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napd twv mopdovviwv ént Jurdoong Mepomv)®. Among the Turkish
attacks from the beginning of the XIV century, but which the contem-
porary writers did not set down, it is interesting to note a report of
»the surprising attack of the Ismailites« (1] €podog tmv loponiitey tapa
TPOCGOOKIaY Emnecovoa, — it is mentioned in the document of the Protos
Theophanes of April 1312'°. This attack prevented the Protos Lukas
from carrying out the delimitation of the properties belonging to the
monasteries Vatopedi and Veriota, which Protos Theophanes accomplish-
ed with the above-mentioned document. In view of the chronological
limits during which Lukas was the Protos, it is possible to argue that
the Turkish attack mentioned in the document of Theophanes could
have happened between April 1306. and the first days of 1307.'!

In the above mentioned instances, as well as later in the course of
the 14th century, Turkish assaults and destruction on Mount Athos
posed no threat to the survival of the monks, mainly thanks to the
existence of large and well-protected monasteries. However, there were
places in which there was not adequate protection and which the monks
were forced to abandon. It is interesting to cite in this connection the
monastery Great Lavra which received in December 1305. from the
archbishop of Lemnos a small monastery of Qur Lady called t1j¢ Kaxa-
Budticong on the same island. This monastery was used for the acco-
modation of the monks of Great Lavra»with their mobile property and
other goods« from the island of St. Eustrathios, where they suffered from
the assaults ofsthe godless peoples« (81d t1iv £podov twv ddéwv édvev)! 2.

In the course of the first decade of the 14th century, most likely
in the second half of 1307, Turkish detachments, constituting a part of
the Catalan Company, had arrived at Mount Athos by land. This con-
firms the report left by Byzantine authors that, together with the Catalans,
around two thousand Turks under the command of Melek and Halil
came across into Thrace (cuotdvteg ovv of TV TOVPKIKTY CTPATEVUAETOV
RAepovevovteg, 8, ¢ Melrik xal 6 Xai1jd)!>. We know of the imminent
danger which threatened Mount Athos from the Life of Sava the Younger,
monk of the Vatopedi monastery. Its compiler, patriarch Philotheos,
after telling about the alliance between the Catalans and Turks and their
joint attack against Macedonia, points out the especial concern shown
for Mount Athos by Emperor Andronicos II. He writes that the Emperor,
»being unable to defend it (Mount Athos) with arms or an army, wrote

~ ° Actes de Chilandar, Premiére par- chryssanthou (Archives de I'Athos (VII)
tie: Actes grecs, publiés par L. Petit, Viz. Paris 1975, p. 135.

ik 17 {1911), PriloZenie No. 158,
;’;"_“;2‘"‘ (1911), Prilozeme No 12 Actes de Lavra 11, de 1204 & 1328,

¢d. par P. Lemerle. A. Guillou, N. Svo-

10 . ed. p : ,

Akt Pycckoro na Cs. Adone mo ronos, D. Parpachryssanthou, Paris 1977,

H4CTHpa CB. BejukoMyH : TlaHTe1eMMOHa, N. 100. 2

Kuep. 1873, Ho. 8. n. 92. 3 Gregoras 1. 245, 3—6 and 248, 18 —
1 Cf. Actes du Prétaton, ed. D. Papa- 19: Pachymeres 11. 652,
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a personal letter to the dispersed anchorites and monks living in monasteries
without protective walls, urging them to seek well protected monasteries,
or even better, to look for protection in the nearby cities«'®. In the Life
of the Archiepiskopos Danilo II, it is also mentioned that the Turks, toge-
ther with »other numerous people«, attacked Mount Athos at the time
when Danilo was hegoumenos at the Chilandar monastery.!?

Until the end of the first quarter of the 14th century contemporary
sources do not contain information about the Turkish attacks against
Mount Athos. However, from that time on, reports become rather fre-
quent. These attacks were a permanent threat to the small monasteries,
especially the poorly protected cells in the coastal area of the peninsula.
These were mostly assaults of pirates coming from the emirates of Asia
Minor. In the sources they are identified as follows: Ismailites, Acheme-
nides, Persai, Mousoulmanoi, Tourkoi, Ounnoi and most frequently Aga-
rinoi (Icpom?wcoa Axoupevidar, TIépaot, Movsoviudvor, Tovpkot, Ovv-
voi, Ayaptvor). Contemporaries of these events were familiar with the
fact that »the Agarins were usually called Turks« (Ot ovv Ayozplvm Tovp-
kol ovv1idwg kokovpevol) and that they were »the sea pirates«(Ayapnvor,
Soiacoiov dniadn merpotar)!®

In addition to attacks from the sea, Mount Athos suffered assaults
from the Turkish forces on the mainland, since the Byzantine Emperors
in the era of civil wars constantly relied upon Turkish support. Writing
to prominent Athinoites in 1322, Emperor Andronicos II speaks of the
difficult situation which he had faced when the Turkish mercenaries refused
to fight against the army of Andronicos III. »Now, the enemies are
threatening from all sides, but most of all, the infidels, because their acti-
vity is intensifying« (&te 81} kot twv €xIpmv apTims mavtayddev Entkel-

uévev Kol paALoTd YE TEV dosfmv)

' Sabas Athonites, ed. A. Papado-
dopoulos-Kerameus, Avdiexta lepoco-
Avpitiknig Zrayvoroylag, V Petersburg

1898,211,4—11: Karl ypappota 11 aitol

XE1pOG aiTika TPOG EKEIVOLS EQOTTY, TOUG

pev kad fouvylag €pwta mavtayy tou

Gpovg SleaTAPUEVOUS HOVASIKOUG TE KAl
obvduo, Kol aitd 0 nuL T8 T@Y GPOV-
Tiotnplov drelyiote, 1§ kal FA oG evd-
Aota, 019 cadpdtnta mepifdrev kal
OTMIVIV TGV EVOIKOUVTOV TPpog T TmV
Syupopdtov ducadwtdtepa petoikiles-
S katoyupovpeva Kal audtg ondomn &U-
VAULG TTPOG TAG EYYLTEP® TOAELS TOUS Bou-
AOUEVOLG, AROKPUTTOVTNG £QUTOUG.

Cf. F. Dolger, Regesten der Kaiserur-
kundendes ostrémischen Reiches 111, Miin-
chen 1932, No. 2300.

it says in the prostagma written to

5 Zivoti kraljeva i arhiepiskopa srp-
skih, written by archbishop Danilo II,
ed. B. Dani¢i¢, Zagreb 1866, 341 ; translated
by L. Mirkovi¢, Danilo Il arhiepiskop,
Zivoti kraljeva i arhiepiskopa srpskih, Beo-
grad 1935, 259.

% As such they are mentioned in the
Life of Athanasios, the founder of the Me-
teora, ed. N. Bees, ZuuBovAn eig Tijv
iotoplay tov Metedpwv, Bulavtic I (1909)
243 and Dionysios Athonita, ed. B. Laour-
da. Biog tov 6oiov Atowaiov tou” ASw-
vitou, Apyeiov Tldvtov 2! (1956 § 51,
p. 64.
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monk-priest Niphon, hegoumenos of Vatopedi monastery’”. In the Empe-
ror’s letters to Protos Isak and Nicodim, monk of Vatopedi, Andronicos 11
talks about»Turkish attacks which last for a long time and on account of
which the country is exposed to plundering« (11} tov doefov BapBdpov
gmdpopny kol T1f AN ¢ xdpag)!®. Mount Athos in particular like the
other parts of the Balkan Peninsula, was endangered by the collaboration
of John Cantacuzenos (1347 —1354) with the Turks. Brought to Thrace
and Macedonia, the Turkish detachment did not miss the opportunity
of attacking Mount Athos as well. An act of the Protaton of June 1345,
speaks of attacks from both land and sea:»We have suffered and still
suffer from the great horrors inflicted by the Godless pirates, not only
from their open and hidden attacks from the land, but even more so, we
suffer from the sea, since they approach the coast with their vessels« (Kot
0V d1d Enpds pévov YIS oavepws T€ KAl deaveg cuyvais €pSdols Tmv
ddéov melpatmy 1o AviikeoTto Kol mendviape Kol €11 ndoyopev, GAAG
TOAA® AV €K JaAATTING, THC OTKINS VOOT TOUTOV TEPALOVUEVOV, TE
népa Setvav veiotduedo)’®.

During the first half of the 14th century the number of hesychasts
was growing constantly, since hesychasm was attracting new supporters
and adherents. The most prominent hesychasts at the time were Gregorios
Palamas and Gregorios of Sinai. They, as well as their numerous adherents
and followers, dwelled in distant and badly protected cells, in order to
be able to live in peace, undisturbed. At the time there were three hesychast
centers: Glossia and Magoula, close to each other in the vicinity of the
monasteries Philotheou and Karakalou, in the region of Provata and Milea,
gv yap 1B GKpOTITOD KUl drapakiijtem Fpel 1@ TpSnodt ToU A Jwvoc?®.
Glossia and Magoula were destroyed during the Turkish attacks carried
out around 1325. The Patriarch Philotheos writes about it, telling how
G. Palamas moved from the Great Lavra to Glossia, where he lived for
two years with Gregorios the Great. They were not able, however, to
enjoy »the best sojourn and silence«(kadrictng SratpiPris kot 1jovyiog)
throughout that time, the reason being, writes Philotheos, that»the Ahaeme-
nids constantly attacked Mount Athos, and especially those monks who
preferred to live outside the strong walls in peace and quiet; they were
haunted and disturbed almost every day, sometimes by surprise attacks,
invasions, killing and imprisonment, and sometimes only by suspicions,

7 J. Bompaire — L. Mavromatis, La
querelle des deux Andronic et le Mont
Athos en 1322, Rev. Et. Byz. 32 (1974)
196. 8.

8 Ibid. 193 and 194, 4 -5

9 H. Ktenas. O TMpartoc tov Ayiou
dpovg A%0 kol 1 »Meyadn Méon«
»Xovagige. EEBE 6. 1929, 270, 6 9.

20 Bees, TupPorry eig thv {oTopioy
tov Metedpov, 242,

2! Encomium Gregorii Palamae. ed.
J. P. Mighe, P. G. 151, 569. Cf. J. Meyen-
dorff, Introduction a I'étude de Grégoire
Palamas. Paris 1959. 52 —53.
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since they were disturbed by fear and the lack of the desired silence . . .«*!.

G. Palamas left Glossia with eleven monks and arrived at Thessaloniki.
The Magoula hesychasts, the future Patriarchs Isidore and Callistus, also
left their lodgings. G. Sinaites, who was the first to build his cell in Ma-
goula and afterward changed his residence in order to avoid being disturbed
by people who wanted to see him and imitate his life, was forced to look
for protection in Thessaloniki when »suddenly the godless barbarian
people, the Agarins, began to attack and devastate Mount Athos«?%. The
same attack caused the cells belonging to the Lavra at Vulevtiria to be
deserted?3.

The Patriarch Philotheos claims that the monks»being obedient to
that law of God, which orders them to leave when they are disturbed
and not to go together with the invaders, were forced to leave against
their will«**. However, not all the monks who lived through the horrors
of the Turkish attacks were prepared to leave Mount Athos. Many
decided to look for protection within the fortified monastery walls. Thus
German the Hagiorite, after»leaving his lodgings outside of the monastery
because there were great disturbances and disorders caused by the attacks
of the Ounoi, lived in Lavra (... kot 1d¢ §6m dtatptfag 6 péyoc dnoit-
TV, S TOAVTO TAPAYTOES KAT CUYKEYVUEVOV 1) 8T] TPOOKTCAUEVAS TOC
ToU Ovvikoy Tovtov €3voug cuvey€otv £padols, T¢ Aavpog €viog 1v
kad favtdv SratpiPav)®s.

The Protos Isak, who during this period of troubles remained as the
head of Mount Athos, points out in his act of September 3, 1329, that
the major reasons for the decline of monasteries were »frequent impri-
sonments and barbarians invasions« (1 taig ovvexéov alyprAnoiong
xal BapPBapixaic €pddoig)?®.

A temporary lull in the attack began in the course of the fourth
decade, when the Turks did not disturb Mount Athos. This brought G.
Sinaites and G. Palamas back to Athos. However, this does not mean that
the Peninsula was completely relieved of the Turkish menace. In the
summer of 1334, about sixty Turkish ships entered the harbour in the

*'“About that we are informed by Vita
Patr. Isidori ed. A. Papadopoulos-Ke-
rameus, Zapiski istor.-filolog. fakulteta
Sob. Universiteta 76 /1905/, 77, 33—34 and
78,117,
1roig, £nel ToUg ££m TEIYBY €N EPNUIAG
AVIYOPOVVTAS OUK Hv 1jpepetv, dArof
HEV ciom tmv &V Twm Spel @gpovplov £kei-
veor Kt Bovidpevor drirondev Tpog Avay-
KNS eiyov &mtoug gtomdeiv. ol & erg
£1€pag moAels petaPaivey kol ydpag,
60015 €keivo p1j pasdtov fjv, téte 61 kol
outol cuveradévteg URG TawTNGT TG Av-
AYKNG €16 Oeoocarovikny aidig ovv £18-

pOIS Y€ TIGIV UNOGTPEPOVSIV. . .

22 Gregorios Sinaites, ed. 1. Pomjalov-
skii, Zapisi istor.-filolog. fakulteta SPb. —
Universiteta 35 (1896) 33.

23 Actes de Kutlumus, éd. P. Lemerle
(Archives de I'Athos ) Paris 1945, 15. 41.

2+ Encomium G. Palamac. ibid. 569,

25 Germanos Athonites, ed. P. Joan-
nou, Vie de S. Germain I'Hagiorite par
son contemporain le patriarche Philothce
de Constantinople, Analecta Bollandiana
70 (1952) 98, 24 —28.

26 Kutl. 15, 36—37.
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vicinity of the town of Sermilia »which was a lively place before, but
which was destroyed during a war« (tijv Zeppodiov néity, ndiot pév
BKLopEVIY, Vvi 3§ Uné Tivog g £oike moASpov Kateokappévnv)t’.
After landing on the shore, the Turks attacked villages in the vicinity
belonging to Mount Athos monasteries (Dochiariou, Zographou, Vato-
pedi, Iviron). It is likely that they extended their plundering incursions
as far as Mount Athos itself. Their further attacks were stopped with
the arrival of the imperial troops, which inflicted a heavy defeat on them.

At the end of the fourth decade of the XIV century the Turks
renewed their devastating raids around the Great Lavra (16 pn3€v PapPa-
prkov €3vog 10 gxetoe témov katétpeyev). G. Sinaites who built cells
for himself and his pupils in the vicinity of the monastery, moved to the
Lavra,»since he was anable to live and pray in peace«?®. Soon he decided
to leave Athos for ever. The Turkish pirates began to push their atttacks
on towards the hardly accessible area of Milea, which forced its inhabi-
tans to abandon their hermitage. Old Moses with his pupil Stephen looked
for protection in Iviron. The founder of the Meteora monastery Atha-
nasios, also had to look for another asylum?®. From these incursions the
monastery toU Neaxitov probably suffered?®e.

Several years later the Turkish attacks became more intensive. This
led in the first place to the destruction of the numerous Protaton cells,
lying in the vicinity of Karyes. We know of these cells from the act of
Protos Anthony, of January 1348, which says that the cell of Gomatou
»one of those which are under the Protaton, suffered with others equal de-
vastation at the hands of the godless Turks« (Kat 16 to¥ T'opdtov keAiiov
£v kot oito TUYXAVOVY TBY EQ 1§ ui'v TEAOUVTOV, WFALOV O TV TB TPOTEI®
UMOKEIPEVOY, TRV 10'1]\/ Kol ovto 1tolg dAAoLg mémovie €prjpooty Topd
oV IV Ayocpnvmv) . The attack described here was apparently more
devastating than previous ones and remained long in the memory of the
monks on account of the consequences it provoked. In the document of
Protos Theodulos of June 1353, the assault was described as»a great,
long and ferocious attack by the godless Turks« (... v peydAnv kat
‘ouvey ] kot opodpdy Enidecty tmv 4%wv Ayapnvaey . . .)* L. Even twenty
years later, in April 1363, protos Dorotheos speaks of the attack as»the
devastation and destruction which the Turks inflicted upon Mount Athos«
(... TV yevopévmy ¢%opav kat dnmietay g 10 ko udc Ayiov O poc
nopd tov Toupkmv). During that attack, in addition to unprotected cells,
a small monastery, Katsari. was heavily damaged,»its tower burnt down

*7 Joannis Cantacuzeni eximperatoris ves de FAthos IX). Paris. P. Lethielleux
historiarum 1. Bonnace 1828, 455, 10 sq. 1978. p. 12.
 Gregorios Sinaites 38. 23— 28. 0 , 7
2% N, Bees, ZupBoiq eiz tiv fatopiny T oKutl 231 -2
v Metedpov, 244 3 V. Mosin et A. Sovre, Supplementa
292 Cf. Actes de Kastamonitou, éd di- ad acta graeca Chilandarii, Ljubljana 1948,

plomatique par N. Oikonomidés. (Archi- 7.1=2.
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and every thing else destroyed« (mpogBauivov elg mavteAn] dnoielay Kot
10 to¥ Kattlapn povidpiov €kdn yap Ut oitov Kol O Ekeloe (GTAUEVOS
mépyog kol ta dAAa cuvtétpintan)s. The pyrgos belonging to the cell
of St. Sava suffered as well, and the cell itself was reduced to a miserable
condition.

The Turkish attacks on Mount Athos stopped around 1347, as we
know since at the time of the arrival of Emperor Stephen Dusan and
Empress Jelena at the Peninsula, and during their stay their, there are no
references to the Turks. However, the period of peace did not last long.
Around 1353, Jephrem, the future patriarch of Serbia, left Mount Athos
because it was »attacked by the Agarins who committed many crimes«*3
Probably at that time Theodosios from Turnovo left Mount Athos because
he could not make his home there »due to barbarian assaults«®*. In the
act of the Protaton of April 1357, there is a report thatthe cell of Ravduchou
has been w1ped out and completely destroyed by the attack of the godles<
Agarins«®>.

' Concermng the energetic, Turkish attacks on Athos in the course
of the 1370s, we find testimonies in two acts of the Protaton from December
1369. Describing the reasons for the decline and miserable condition of
the cells (Kamilavha, Skathi, Schoinoplokou) these documents emphasise
»the attacks of godless Turks«®S. These allegations are confirmed in the
Life of the hermit Niphon, where its author mentions that»the Turks
have plundered the areaaround Vatopedi monastery«(. . . kat Ayoupevidmv
1a gkefoe puépn Anopdvav)®”.

The defeat at the battle of Maritsa, on September 26, 1371, and
the death of Despot UgljeSa »caused a great disturbance and all the
monks at Mount Athos, especially the anchorites and those who lived
in deserted places, were filled with fear« (3] dvaipecig o0 yplocTiavi-
Kol cuyyloems KAl dE0VG dmavTteg Ol Povayol Eninpwdnocay of v o
dyiom & pet kot pdAaToof povalovreg kot v prjpots témotg kahijpevor)*®

32 Ross. p. 98.

33 Zitije svetog patrijarha Jefrema. by
bishop Marko. ed. D. Trifunovi¢, Anali
Filolokog fakulteta 7 (1967) 70. See D.
Bogdanovi¢. Pesnitka tvorenija monaha
Jefrema. Hilandarski zbornik 4 (1978)
109—130 and M. Purkovié. Srpski patri-
jarsi srednjeg veka. Diseldorf 1976, 101 —
S and 123—126.

* Zitie i #izni prepodobnago otca na-
Sego Deudosia, ed. V. N. Zlatarski. Sbor-
nik za narodni umotvorini. nauka i kniZni-
na XX, I, naucen otdel. Sofija 1904, 16.
18—20. See V. SL. Kiselkov, Sv. Teodosii
Tornovski. Sofija 1926, 18—22.

3 Actes du Pantocrator, publiés par
L. Petit. Viz. Vremennik 10 (1903), Prilo-

Zenie No 2. 5<6.

3 Actes de Zographou. Actes ‘grecs.
publics par W. Regel, E. Kurtz et B. Ko-
rablev, Viz. Vremennik 13 (1907) Prilo-
Zenie No. 45: Kutl. 28.

*7 Niphonos. ed. F. Halkin, La Vie de
S. Niphon. ermite au Mont Athos. Anal.
Bollandiana 58 (1940) § 7 19. 1 8.

¥ Romylos. ed. F. Halkin. Un ermite
des Balkans au XIV< siecle. La Vie grecque
in¢dite de Saint-Romylos (Byzantion 31 |
(1961) § 22 142, 21-22 and 143, 1 -5
Cf. G. Ostrogorski. Sveta Gora posle Ma-
ricke bitke. Zbornik Filozofskog fukulteta
XI;1 (Beograd 1970) 278 —=279 and N.
Oikonomidés, Monastéres et moines lors
de la conquéte ottomane, 3.
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Among the numerous monks who left Athos was Romylos (of Ravanica).
Such a reaction among the monks was natural. Despot Uglje$a was con-
sidered by them as»most Christian«; he visited Mount Athos as he was
preparing for war against Turks. Therefore the news of his death caused a
strong reaction. But, aside from this, after the defeat at Maritsa the inaha-
bitants of Mount Athos became directly threatened, since»these Ismailites
encouraged by this victory, collected an enormous fleet and attacked Mount
Athos and all Christians with the plundered Serbian weapons and brought
in instruments for breaking the fortresses on Mount Athos« (8pacuv3€évteg
ot tottot Iopaniiton cuvijgav otéhov péyav mrotmwv kal HAdov katd
o0 Aylov Opoug kol kKatd TEVIOV TeV YPLOTIOVEV UHETA TovV OTAmV
tov ZepPav, Pactdlovies kal teryopoyikd €pyaieia did td KAGTPN
100 Aylov Opoug)*®.

According to the author of Niphon’s Life, all the Christians were so
scared by the Turks that even the great primicerius John Palaeologus
did not dare to meet them*°. Salvation came from another direction.
Three Venetian vessels dropped their anchors before the Great Lavra.
The author of the Life, naturally, ascribed their arrival to the prayer of the
hegoumenos of the Lavra. The crew and the primicerius John succeeded in
defeating the Turks. This attack of the Turks upon Mount Athos»had been
prevented through the joint action of the Venetian galleys, which suddenly

- arrived on the scene, together with the forces of the great primicerius«*!.
If one dismisses certain exaggerations evident in Niphon’s Life, in which
the fact that the Turks came with arms taken from the defeated Serbs,
deserves special attention, there can be no doubt that Mount Athos was
the subject of Turkish attacks at that time. In the course of the fallowing
years the Turks did not cease to disturb the peace of Mount Athos. In
the document written by Protos Gerasimos in January 1375, it is alleged
that the cell of Jona’s Chrisostomos ought to be taken away from the
monastery Alypiou, but it was not possible»at this time on account of
assaults of the Moslems« (16 86 wiv dpjyavov dd 1t1iv €podov tav
Movcovipdvov)*2. It was evident that the word»at this time« (Wiv) does
not imply only one Turkish assault, but refers to a longer period of repeated
Turkish attacks. In the third testament of Chariton, the hegoumenos of
Koutloumousiou, there is mention of an assault which had occurred before
July 1378 (the date of the composition of the testament). That such a

3 Halkin, Vie de S. Niphon, § 18,
p. 24, 18—22.

40 Concerning John Palaeologus see
Ostrogorski, Serska oblast posle Du3a-
nove smrti, 147—154.

41 Ostrogorski, Sveta Gora posle Ma-
ricke bitke, 279 —281; cf. and Oikonomi-
dés, Actes de Dionysiou, p. 9, n. 29.

42 Tt had to be accomplished according

to the instructions given by the Emperor
and the Patriarch of Constantinople, na-
mely that all the cells which were given
away by the Protoi — Serbs should be "
returned to the Protaton: Kutl. 31, 13—15
and 20. Cf. G. Ostrogorski, Serska oblast
125—126 and idem, La prise de Serrés
parles Turcs, Byzantion 35(1965) 307 - 308.

43 Kutl. 38,13
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the strong pyrgos, leaving to others its completion«. In order to carry it
out, Chariton endeavored to persuade Nicholas’ son and successor. Duke
John Vladislav (1364 — 1374), to help Koutloumousiou»with great effort
and his own pains, with those of the fathers and the brotherhood of-the
monastery and with the participation and gifts of money of the above
mentioned Duke . . . the strong castle was created, as it is seen today«*®

There is an interesting report in the Life of St. Dionysios that during
the building of the monastery of the same name (1356— 1366), it was
decided that a pyrgos should first be built»for defence against the pirates«
(€9 & mpmtov Mipyov mipyov vevécdal e1¢ @povpdv TwV €K JHAIoOoNS
anotmv)*®. It took a brief period of time to prepare the necessary ma-
terial and a pyrgos was built.

We have seen that one of the results of the Turkish attacks was the
destruction of those cells which were»far away from the monasteries, and
which had no fortifications to protect them« (... 14 néppw OV cepo-
oplov povev dlakelpevae kKeAllo tdvray ATGAA@VTO TNV €K T®Y (POou-
plov dogdietav dropovvta .. )%, The most prominent reason for this
was that the cells were left without inhabitants, being abandoned by those
who escaped captivity. Thus the cells and hesychastiria in the Skite of
Glossia were completely deserted by the middle of the 14th century (..
Tov kad nudc Ayiov O povg keAhia t@v AvIpATOV €PTLOVHEVY. .
In view of the fact that Glossia, although a rather large and populous
Skite, could not survive the Turkish assaults, it is understandable that
the smaller cells were declining even faster. The act of the Protaton of
December 1369, after describing the decayed cells of Skathi and Schoino-
plokou, indicates the sad condition they were in:»Neither are churches
being preserved around these cells, nor living quarters, nor vineyards,
nor olive trees; they are deserted, destroyed and ruined in every respect«®?
Such was the destiny of many cells belonging to the Protaton. This fact
greatly worried the Protos since economic decline of the cells meant, in fact,
disruption of the regular income of the Protaton. This reason induced
the Protaton to cede the cells to large, fortified and populous monasteries,
which alone were able to restore them and thus save them from complete
disappearance. In this way the Skite of Glossia was ceded to Great Lavra
(April 1353), the cells Gomatou, Skathi and Schoinoplokou to Koutlou-
mousiou (January 1348, December 1369) and Kamilavha to Zographou
(December 1369)°3.

Moreover, it appears that it was not possible to live in the cells.
In the same, above mentioned, act of January 1375, Protos Gerasimos,

)51

48 Kuth 29, 17-24. rox-copy of the edition of Lavra I1I, ma-
%° Dionysios Athonita ed. Laourdas, nuscript No. 133, 3.
Biog datov Atowaiov § 36, p. 57. 52 _
S Kutl, 23, 12— 13. Kutl. 28, [1-13.
31 L am grateful to Miss. D. Papachrys- 33 Lavra 1L, 133; Kutl. 23 and 28;

santhou who has kindly provided the xe- Zogr. 45.
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while pointing out the idea of the legislators that the cells should be pri-
marely given to the priests and the poor monks for the liturgical services,
claims that»now it is not possible, ... while it is convenient for the mo-
nastery since the monks will come out, go into liturgy and return to the
fortification«.>*

The Turkish assaults of the 14th century helped create an atmosphere
of insecurity which affected everyone living on Mount Athos, but the
anchorites most of all. Death at the hands of the Turks, thought of as
divine punishment, was not desirable in the least. Among the prophecies
made by Maximos Kapsokalybes and the hermit Niphonos, well — known
for their prophetic abilities, there is mention of»death from Ismailites«.
Thus, Monk Athanasios Krokas was killed by the Turks as was predicted
by M. Kapsokalybes. As for the monk Gabriel, who visited Iviron mo-
nastery, at a distance of 20 kilometers from the cave in which Niphonas
lived, the holy prophet says that:»If he died, he was killed by Ismaili-
tes« (... v dnéAdn Kivduvevcer §xet Und tov lopamiitey)®>.

Moreover, substantial fear and concern among the Athonites were
caused by frequent imprisonments of which the Patriarch Philotheos and
the Protos Isak speak in the second quarter of the 14th century. The Turks
took the monks in the hope of returning them for a good ransom. For
the members of the Protaton, caught during their return trip from Esphig-
menou monastery, together with their companions and crew, the Turks
demanded over 500 perpers®®. When the monk Gabriel who had visited
Vatopedi, did not return on a certain day, his father, the monk Dositheos,
feared that he had been captured by the Turks. From the Life of Niphonos
we know that the Turks captured the priest loannikios together with the
other monks and their ship on their way from Lavra to skete®”. Attacking
not only at sea, the Turks would also land on the coast and capture
monks. In this way Theodosios, hegoumenos of the monastery Philo-
theou, and the monks who went with him to the coast to catch fish for
the monastery celebration (25 March) were captured before 1348. The Tur-
kish ship arrived and the Turks suddenly attacked and caught all the
monks. »After leaving Mount Athos the ship sailed towards the east«
(rpog v o anétpexe katd o€ tnv t1¢ IMpovong €rnapylav) and the
Agarins sold the monks for money in the district of Bursa. From the
Life of Dionysios we know about the destiny of the Philotheou monks.
After paying ransom, certain devoted Christians let them go wherever
they wanted. Almost all of them went back to their monastery>®. In view

3 Kutl. 31, 17-21. $¢ Ktenas, [pwtog tov AYiov Opoug,
5% Maximos 6 KavookaAspngs, ed. E. No 26, p. 269 —273.
Kourilas et F. Halkin, Deux Vies de S. 5 . . .
Maxime le Kausckalybe, ermite at Mont .5 Halkin, Vie de S. Niphon. 19, 57
Athos (XIV), Anal. Boll. 54 (1936) p. 51, and 26, 15—17.
28 —92, 32; Halkin, Vie de S. Niphon, 26, 58 Laourdas, Biog dofov Atowoiov
4-5. $ 39, p. 58.
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of such occurrences, the problem of collecting and paying ransom was
gaining ever increasing attention from the brotherhoods and individuals.
Speaking in his testament, written in July 1378, about the problem facing
Mount Athos from the growing threat from the Turks, Chariton, hegou-
menos of Koutloumousiou monastery, elaborated on the problem of pri-
soners. He says that the Turks would catch two or three monks, although
on one occasion they took fourteen of them. The monastery was able
to pay ransom for their release thanks to generous presents given by
Emperor Dusan’s widow, the nun Elisabeth. Chariton left to his brother-
hood his liturgical vestments with the provision that the money got for
it should be used for paying ransom>°. The hegoumenos Jeremia, Chari-
ton’s successor in that post, had been caught by the infidels and ransom
was paid for him prior to October 1386 (6 1& Tipidtatog kadnyospevos
dptL THG alypaimotag puoderlc)cl.

The Life of Dionysios describes how the Turks »who came from
the sea« (vavoimopovv) attacked the monastery during the absence of
Dionysios 1377/78, in spite of the existence of a rather sizable pyrgos.
The Turks were very numerous, writes the author of the Life:»A swarm
of no small number of Agarins attacks the monastery using different
equipment and, entering into it, they ransacked it; all the monks were
tied up as prisoners and after taking numerous objects the enemy left
the place«. The fact that Dionysios travelled to Asia Minor, (¢ Aclav
¢ £m), possibly in the district of Smyrna to look for his brotherhood,
shows that the invaders were Turks from the emirate of Aydin. The
monks were sold off here and there. Dionysios,»after discovering them
in various places, paid ransom for them, freed them and returned to the
monastery, taking them with him« (Em{ntov kol eépdv morioyxSoe
S1ECTAPHEVIIV UTHY KAl dPYyuplov oLy VO TovTNVY £EMVICALEVOS KoL
grevdepddoas ped Eoavtov te Aafdv, €i¢ TV pavopav petd tiglotng STt
xoods Enavépyeton)®l.

However, it was not only the hegoumenos of a monastery who
took care of collecting the necessary ransom. It was frequently the monks
themselves, especially hermits, who collected money to pay ransom for
the captives. Thus we find the monk who, while informing hermit Niphonos
of the capture of the above-mentioned loannikios and other monks,
says:»And now we are collecting money to buy them off, and so I gave
a gold coin« (Kot viv cuvdoovv dpyipla tva adtovg €Eayopdomot kot
5é8wka kay® 87 atovg Eva ypuodv)®?. It was, therefore, necessary for

% Kutl. 36, 27—28 and. 1. 59 —63. Uo1 15TV Kol ToVG ddehgovs g atlypo-

50 Kutl. 38, 19. rdTovg dricavtsg kal Soo TwV XPNOTHoV

81 Laourdas, Biog dofov Aowciov v atéd AoPdvres, €xetdev dyovio. Cf.
§ 51 and 52, p. 64—65: ... 0¥k GAlywv Oikonimidées, Actes de Dionysiou, p. 12,
Ayapnveyv ... vouoinopodv tpocBdiiel n. 43.

T poviy, of uRyavais taviolong xpnod-
pevol kot €vidg etonndricavies, nopdo-

33 Prilozi za orijentalnu filologiju



514

individuals to have at their dispesal a certain amount of money for
paying ransom. This contributed to the growth of a belief in the necessity of
having larger amounts of money than was thought necessary in previous
times. At the same time, the possession of certain financial means at
their disposition enabled the monasteries to attain substantial independance
and thus, in the first place, along with certain other factors (the spread of
hesychasm), helped the establishment of the idiorrhythmic way of life on
Mount Athos®3. The Life of the above-mentioned hermite, Germanos
Hagiorite, a kelliot and not koinovite of the Great Lavra, throws to some
extent more light on the development of the idiorrhythmic way of life.
Thus, while he lived outside of the monastery, he did not receive food and
dress from the hegoumenos, as was prescibed, in the typikon of Athanasios.
For his part, he did not give the hegoumenos the products of his cali-
graphic work®*.

Besides, we have seen that the group of monks led by the most
prominent hesychasts were leaving Mount Athos, as a consequence of the
Turkish assaults. They had created monastic centers in places which
were not as yet threatened by the Turks, such as Meteora, Parapolia,
Avlona. However, in spite of the evident lack of security, of which speak
the Lives of prominent hesychasts and other sources from the XIV
century, the fortified and well protected monasteries were even then
considered to be safe and secure asylums.

For this reason, numerous prominent and wealthy nobles made adel-
phata for themselves in the Mount Athos monasteries, thus contributing
to the increase of monastic wealth.

All these elements induced the Mount Athos monks, who were
concerned, as always; for their privileges and properties, to recognize the
supreme Turkish authority in 1386, for which they had to pay harach.

Summary

CONCERNING TURKISH ASSAULTS ON Mt. ATHOS IN THE 14th CENTURY,
BASED ON BYZANTINE SOURCES

In this article the course and frequency of Turkish assaults on
Mt. Athos will be exposed on the basis of available sources, as well
as the repercussions they had on the monks living there. The conclu-
sion arrived at is that the first Turkish attack took place in conjun-
ction with the invasion of the Catalan army. The Turkish forces most

53 Halkin, Vie de S. Niphon, p. 26, disciplinam byzantinam, Vaticanos 1942,
18—19. 78 —79 and 380 — 381.
54 For the causes of idiorhithmia see 65 Joannou, Vie de S. Germain I'Ha-

P. de Meester, De monachico statu iuxta giorite, § 19, p. 87—90 and 40.
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probably undertook a somewhat independent attack on the Mt. Athos
monasteries as well (1307—8), about which we have the testimony of a
Protaton act of April, 1312.

Turkish assaults on the Athos peninsula began from the end of
the first quarter of the 14th century. Information from Byzantine
sources allows us to conclude that from that time on the Turks
undertook at least one extensive and forceful attack in the course of
each decade, in addition to less serious ones, whose consequences
disturbed and disquieted the inhabitants of the Holy Mountain. Infantry
assaults were undertaken by the Turks who were called to aid the
Byzantine emperors at the time of the civil wars, However, Mt. Athos
was much more dangerously exposed to constant naval attacks by the
pirates of the emirates of Asia Minor. Those most endangered by these
attacks were isolated ascetics — anchorites, about whom the Lives of
the most important of the Hesychasts of that time speak (G. Palamas,
G. Sinaites, M. Kausokolivites). On account of that, some of them
left Mt. Athos, temporarily or permanently.

The unprotected cells of the Protaton, which were at some
distance from the fortified monasteries, also succumbed to attacks.
Thus, the Protaton ceased receiving revenues from them. For this
economic reason he ceded them to the more populous, fortified monas-
teries. In addition, it must be emphasized that the Turks captured
Athos monks whenever the opportunity presented itself. Ransoms were
a major motive behind the Turkish attacks.

All of this had long-lasting consequences for the entire organi-
zation and way of life of the monks on Mt. Athos. The ties between
the mother monastery and its cells became increasingly weaker. With
the growing independence of the cells and at the same time on account
of the continual insecurity, that is on account of the everpresent
possibility of having to flee or of being taken captive, it became
necessary to create a special fund in order to have a certain sum of
money available. This in turn strengthened the independence of the
monks living in cells with the respect to the higoumenos and to life
in the community. This development must also be mentioned in con-
nection with the appearance of idiorrhythmia in the 14th century.

Rezime

O NAPADIMA TURAKA NA SVETU GORU U XIV. VEKU NA OSNOVU
VIZANTIJSKIH [ZVORA

Sveta Gora je ve¢ od pocetka XIV veka bila izloZena napadima
sa mora koje su preduzimali turski pirati maloazijskih emirata. Turski
odredi, pod vodstvom Meleka i Halila, stig su na Svetu Goru u
sastavu Katalanske kompanije, najverovatnije u drugoj polovini 1307.
godine. Vesti o ucestalim turskim napadima pocinju krajem druge
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Cetvrtine XIV veka. Pored napada sa mora, Sveta Gora je bila izloZena
i napadima Turaka 'sa kopna, naroito za vreme gradanskih ratova.

Od tih napada na prvom mestu su stradali usamljeni podviZnici
— anahorete. O tome govore Zitija najéuvenijih isihasta toga vremena
(G. Palame, G. Sinaita, patrijarha Isidora, M. Kavsokalivita itd). Oni
su privremeno ili zauvek napustali Svetu Goru i osnivali nove monaske
centre u mestima kojima jo§ uvek nije pretila opasnost od Turaka.
Nezasticene protatske kelije, koje su bile udaljene od utvrdenih manasti-
ra, takode su stradale i propadale. Protat ih je tada, zbog ekonomskih
razloga, ustupao velikim zasticenim manastirima. Zarobljavanje monaha
od strane Turaka i briga da se obezbedi potrebna otkupnina mnogo
je doprinosilo stvaranju opsté nesigurnosti na Svetoj Gori. Medutim,
utvrdeni 1 dobro zaSti¢eni manastiri i tada su smatrani za sigurna i
bezbedna utociSta, te su mnogi veoma ugledni i bogati velmoZi stvarali
u njima -adelfate.

Sve je to imalo trajnih posledlca za Citavu organizaciju monaskog
Zivota na Svetoj Gori. Potreba da se. uvek raspolaie izvesnom novéanom
svotom — eventualnom \otkupmnom doprinosila je Jacanju nezavisnosti
monaha 'u odnosu fig’ igumana i Zivot u zajedmcl To je, uz jo$ neke
okolnostl,bdoprmelo nastanku idioritmickog nacina Zivota na Svetoj Gori.



