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The writing of this book arose from the convergence of two interests that 
have long intrigued me: the Hellenization of the Levant in antiquity and 
the centuries-long confrontation of Byzantine and Islamic societies, the 
joint heirs of this semi-Hellenized Levant. The decline of Byzantine 
Hellenism and the phenomenon of Islamization in Anatolia from the 
eleventh through the fifteenth century focus on that area and time within 
which these two interests converge for the last time. Perhaps this under
taking is inordinately ambitious, encompassing as it does a vast geo
graphical and chronological span and cutting across three disciplines 
(those of the Byzantinist, Islamist, and Turkologist). Now that this work is 
finished the words that Helmut Ritter spoke to me in an Istanbul 
restaurant in 1959, and which then seemed to be a challenge, take on a 
different meaning. This renowned orientalist told me, simply and calmly, 
that it would be impossible to write a history of this great cultural trans
formation. My own efforts have, of necessity, been restricted to certain 
aspects of this huge problem. Scholarship badly needs new, detailed 
histories of the Seljuk, Nicaean, Trebizondine states, and of many of the 
Turkish emirates. There has been no comprehensive history of the Rum 
Seljuks since that ofGordlevski (1941),1 ofNicaea since those of Meliarakes 
and Gardner in 1898 and 1912, ofTrebizond since that of Miller in 1926. 
The archaeology of Byzantine and Seljuk Anatolia is still in its infancy, 
and the mere establishment of the principal events and their dates in 
these four centuries remains unachieved. Unwritten also is the history of 
Arabo-Byzantine relations and confrontations in Anatolia, though the 
monumental work of Marius Canard on the Hamdanids represents a 
substantial beginning. The story of the decline that Islamization occasioned 
in the Armenian, Georgian, and Syrian communities of eastern Anatolia, 
though absolutely essential, is yet to be written. Finally a comparative 
study of the folklore and folk cultures of the Anatolian Muslims and 
Christians would do much to fill the wide gaps in historical sources. The 
number and extent of these scholarly desiderata surely indicate how 
imperfect and insufficient the present work must be. I have concentrated

1 The book of Claude Cahen, Pre-Ottoman Turkey (London, 1968) appeared after the 
completion of my own work.
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on the fate and Islamization of the Greek population in Anatolia to the 
exclusion of the other Christian groups. There has been no attempt to 
present a conventional chronological history of events, but rather the 
approach has been topical.

It is with pleasure that I acknowledge the support of several institutions 
which greatly facilitated my research. The Middle East Center of Harvard 
University enabled me to begin the investigation as a Research Fellow of 
the Center in 1959-60. A grant from the Harvard Center and Dumbarton 
Oaks subsequently allowed me to spend a summer at Dumbarton Oaks in 
this early stage. The interest and sympathy of former Chancellor Franklin 
Murphy and the director of the UCLA library, Dr. Robert Vosper, 
resulted in the constitution of a respectable Byzantine collection of books 
and periodicals absolutely essential for research in Byzantine history, and 
which had previously been lacking on the UCLA campus. The UCLA 
Research Committee and the Center for Near Eastern Studies, by their 
unstinting generosity, made it possible for me to work at those institutions 
in the United States and abroad which would provide me with the necessary 
materials. Thanks to a grant of the Social Science Research Council in 
1962-63, I spent one semester at Dumbarton Oaks and one semester in 
Greece and Turkey where I enjoyed the facilities of the Gennadius 
Library, the Center for Asia Minor Studies, and the kindness of the 
members of the history faculty of the University of Ankara. As the work 
neared an end, William Polk, Director of the Middle East Center, and 
William McNeill, chairman of the history department, invited me to 
spend 1966-67 at the University of Chicago where they provided me with 
the badly needed leisure to finish the basic writing.

I am particularly indebted to my colleagues at UCLA who in meetings 
of the Near Eastern Center, the Medieval and Renaissance Center, the 
faculty seminar of the history department, and in individual encounters 
contributed to the sharpening of the work’s focus as well as to the improve
ment of its contents. Milton Anastos, Amin Banani, Andreas Tietze, 
Gustave von Grunebaum, and Lynn White came to my assistance in 
certain specialized areas, and more important listened to what must have 
seemed an endless outpouring of Anatolica with a patience that would 
easily rank them among the Byzantine saints and Muslim dervishes of 
Anatolia. I am also grateful to Andreas Tietze who took time from 
his busy schedule as chairman of the Department of Near Eastern 
Languages to read through the manuscript. His great knowledge and 
kindness saved the book from many errors. I wish to express my gratitude 
to Peter Charanis with whom I frequently discussed many of the problems 
entailed in the writing of this book, and to whose research on Byzantine 
ethnography I am much indebted. Thanks are also due to Osman Turan 
and Halil Inalcik who, with their unsurpassed expertise in things Seljuk 
and Ottoman, have been so kind as to discuss with me many particulars
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related to Byzantino-Turcica, who supplied me with copies of their 
writings, and who gave me encouragement. The studies of Paul Wittek and 
Claude Cahen have been of particular value and aid, and those of Richard 
Ettinghausen have been helpful in the area of art history. I wish to thank 
my editor, Shirley Warren, who performed admirably with a difficult 
manuscript and also the editors of the new Encyclopedia o f  Islam for 
permission to reproduce the statistical chart from the article “Anadolu,” 
by Franz Taeschner. I have dedicated the book to my father and mother, 
who first imbued me with a love for the historical past, who educated me 
with great patience and expense, and who gave me every encouragement.

The problems of transliteration and of geographical names have been 
such that there is no conceivable system that would satisfy everyone. 
Basically I have followed the new edition of the Encyclopedia o f  Islam in the 
transliteration of Islamic names. The Turkish equivalents for the names of 
Byzantine towns and villages will frequently be found in the key to the 
map. Though to some my treatment of transliteration and of geographic 
names will seem cavalier, I shall be satisfied if I have conveyed the mean
ing rather than a particular philological form.
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I .  Byzantine Asia Minor 
on the Eve o f the Turkish Conquest

Since the fall of North Africa, Egypt, and the Levant to the Arabs and the 
occupation of Italy by the Germanic peoples and of much of the Balkans 
by the Slavs, Byzantium had been restricted to the southern confines of 
the Balkan peninsula, Anatolia, the isles, and southern Italy.1 Of these 
areas, Anatolia was by far the largest, most populous, and economically 
the most important. Unfortunately, almost nothing in the way of popu
lation statistics for Anatolia has survived, but aside from the factor of its 
great size, there are other indications that Asia Minor was the most 
populous region of the empire.2 So long as Anatolia continued to be an 
integral part of the empire, Byzantium remained a strong and com
paratively prosperous state. Once Anatolia slipped from Byzantine control, 
the empire became little more than a weak Balkan principality, competing 
with Serbs and Bulgars on an almost equal footing.

With the decline of medieval Hellenism in Anatolia, there arose a 
Turkish-Muslim society that is at the base of the Seljuk state and Ottoman 
Empire. This new society differed from those of the Asiatic steppe and 
from that of the Islamic Middle East because it arose in a Byzantine 
milieu. Consequently, the related Anatolian phenomena of Byzantine 
decline and Islamization are essential to a basic understanding of both 
Turkish and Byzantine societies. For the student of cultural change, the 
Islamization of Asia Minor has a twofold interest. Specifically it represents 
the last in a long series of rcligio-linguistic changes to which Anatolia 
had been subjected over the centuries. Broadly considered, the Islamiz
ation and Turkification of the Anatolians in the later Middle Ages, along 
with the Christianization and Hispanization of Iberia, constitute one of 
the last chapters in the history of cultural change in the Mediterranean 
basin. Since antiquity the inhabitants of the Mediterranean world had 
been subject to a remarkable variety of transforming cultural forces: 
Hellenization, Romanization, Arabization, Christianization, and Islam
ization. To these were now added Turkification.

1 For a picture of the Byzantine world at this time, G. Ostrogorsky, “The Byzantine 
Empire in the World of the Seventh Century,” D.O.P., XIII (1955), 1-21.

2 The evidence is discussed below.
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EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

As the subject of this book is the cultural transformation of Greek 
Anatolia between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries, one must begin 
with a descriptive analysis of Byzantine society in the peninsula on the eve 
of the Turkish invasions. This will entail a discussion and partial descrip
tion of administrative, military, and ecclesiastical institutions, towns, 
rural society, demography, roads, ethnography, and religion.3

Administrative Institutions

Certain political, economic, and religious institutions characterized 
Anatolian society prior to the drastic upheavals of the eleventh century 
which caused serious dislocation of this society. These institutions 
produced an element of homogeneity in the life of the inhabitants of this 
immense area and at the same time integrated them effectively into a 
Constantinopolitan-centered organism. The system of the themes, by 
which the civil administration became subordinate to the thematic 
strategus, dominated the administrative and military activity of the 
Anatolians. At the time of the death of Basil II (1025), there existed in 
Anatolia approximately twenty-five provinces, mostly themes but in
cluding also duchies and catepanates, largely under the direct control and 
administration of the strategoi.4 Though the administrative apparatus 
placed the provincial bureaucracy under the tutelage of the military, it 
also acted as a partial check on the absorption of the free peasantry by the 
landed magnates and thereby assured the empire of military, social, and 
fiscal strength. The thematic system served as a vital impetus to and 
support of the existence of the free peasant society, which in turn not only 
served as a balance to the landed aristocracy, but fought the Arabs and 
was a major contributor to the imperial tax collectors.5

The strategus, as supreme authority in the theme, was a veritable 
viceroy. Nothing could be done in his province, save for the assessment 
and collection of taxes, which were effected by agents directly under 
Constantinople, without his consent. His most important function was to 
command the army of the theme. Much has been said about the efficacy 
and importance of these local armies drawn from the inhabitants of the 
provinces, but there is little information as to their numbers. The Arab

3 The art of eleventh-century Byzantine Anatolia is still insufficiently investigated, and 
education and intellectual life cannot be satisfactorily reconstructed because of the nature 
of the sources. Hence, there will be no attempt to include these two categories in this 
chapter, regrettable though this fact may be. A useful and brief sketch of Anatolian 
geography and its significance for the history of the area is to be found in P. Birot and 
J. Dresch, La Mediterranee et le Moyen-Orient, tome 2: Les Balkans, VAsie Mineure, It Moyen- 
Orient (Paris, 1956), pp. 125-192.

4 N. SkabalanoviCj Vizantiiskoe gosudarstvo i tserkov v XI. v. (St. Petersburg, 1884), pp. 
193-209. Ostregersky, Geschichte des byzantinischen Staates, 3d ed. (Munich, 1963), pp. 
80-83, and passim for the literature. H. Glycatzi-Ahrweiler, Recherches sur Vadministration 
de Vempire byzantin awe IXe~XIe siecles (Paris, i960).

5 For a cautious reevaluation and refinement of the role of the themes, W. E. Kaegi, 
“Some Reconsiderations on the Themes (Seventh-Ninth Centuries),” J.O.B.G., XVI 
(1967b 39-53*
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EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

author Abu’l-Faradj Kudama ibn Djafar noted that the levy of the 
Anatolian themes in the first half of the ninth century was approximately
70,000.6 By the tenth century, however, there is every indication that the 
size of Byzantine military forces must have increased markedly. The 
conquest of new lands in the east witnessed the creation of new provinces 
and army corps, whereas the intensification of the Byzantine offensive 
efforts similarly demanded an increase in the size of the armies. Perhaps 
the remarks of Leo VI, that the armies ought not be too large, is a 
reflection of this expansion.7

Beside the men the government recruited from the local soldiery, there 
were other sources of military personnel in the provinces. These included a

6 H. Gelzer, Die Genesis der byzantinischen Themenverfassung, Abh. d. Kgl. sacks. Ges. d. 
WissPhil-hist. Kl.} vol. XVIII, Nr. 5 (1899), pp. 97-98 (hereafter cited as Gelzer Die 
Genesis). For the breakdown of these forces which follows, A. Pertusi, Constantino Per- 
phirogenito De Thematibus (Vatican, 1952), pp. 115—148.

Anatolicon 15,000
Armeniacon 9,000
Cappadocia 4,000
Charsianon 4,000
Thracesion 6,000
Opsicion 6,000
Optimaton 4,000
Bucellarion 8,000
Paphlagonia 5,000
Chaldia 4,000
Seleuceia 5,ooo

70,000
The thematic army was organized in units of decreasing size, the turm, drungus, and 

and bandon. But because of the differences in size of the various themes, the number of 
turms, drungoi, and banda in a particular theme varied. A thematic army usually had, 
for any given theme, between two and four turms, but it would seem that the size of the 
turm was not regularly established and observed.

7 Leonis imperatoris tactica, P.G., CVII, 709. The bandum should not have more than 
400 men, the drungus not more than 3,000, the turm not more than 6,000. Michael 
Psellus, Chronographie, ed. E. Renauld (Paris, 1926—1928), I, 36 (hereafter cited as Psellus- 
Renauld). L. Brehier, Les institutions de Vempire byzantin (Paris, 1948), p. 369. Ibn Khura- 
dadhbih, B.G.A., VI, 111, gives the following figures: 5,000 in a turm, 1,000 in a drungus, 
and 200 in a bandum. Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 651-655, 696-697. 
In the order of honorary precedence and size of payment the generals of the more 
important and powerful themes generally preceded the generals of these three themes 
(see below).

The catalog of the expedition to Crete in the reign of Leo VI tends to confirm the growth 
in the size of the thematic forces. The levies of the Cibyrrheote force amounted to 6,760, 
those of Samos 5,690, of Aegean 3,100. One century earlier Kudama noted that the forces 
of the theme of Seleuceia, amounted to only 5,000. The themes of Cibyrrheote, Seleuceia, 
Samos, and Aegean, were among the less important and numerous of the Anatolian 
provinces in the eyes of the central administration. In addition the thematic soldiery of the 
Cibyrrheote under Leo VI was larger than 6,760, as this does not include the two ships 
that the strategus of the theme sent to watch the shores of Syria, and probably other ships 
and personnel that had to remain to guard the shores of the theme and to cut timber 
for shipbuilding. This comparatively large number for such a theme as the Cibyrrheote, 
in contrast to the smaller figures for the ninth century, indicates that the size of the thematic 
armies had increased by the early tenth century. When one compares the size of the 
Cibyrrheote force under Leo VI with the size of the forces of the themes as reported 
by the Arabs in the ninth century, this conclusion seems inescapable, for the Cibyrrheote 
levy of Leo VI is greater than that of any of the ninth-century Anatolian themes save 
those of the great Anatolicon, Armeniacon, and Buccelarion.

3



EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

variety of ethnic groups that the emperors settled as distinct military 
bodies throughout Anatolia. Theophilus, by way of example, settled
2,000 Persians in each theme (though these seem to have been incorporated 
into the thematic levies); Mardaites were settled around Attaleia, possibly 
by Justinian II; there were also bodies of Slavs and Armenians.8 In 
addition the government stationed tagmata of imperial troops in certain 
of the Anatolian districts.9 This superimposition of foreign bodies of 
soldiers in the provinces increased the military manpower of a given 
province considerably. With the addition of the Mardaites to the forces 
of the Cibyrrheote theme, the military strength of the district may have 
been as large as 10,000.10

Other large themes very probably had as large a military force, if not 
larger, with the consequence that the military manpower stationed in 
Anatolia during the tenth and early eleventh centuries must have far 
surpassed the 70,000 thematic levies mentioned by the Arab sources for 
the early ninth century. The success of Byzantine arms against the Arabs 
during this period is in part to be explained by the effectiveness of this 
Anatolian manpower, and the importance of these Anatolian forces 
emerges from the obvious correlation between thematic decline and the 
Turkish invasions in the eleventh century. The professional mercenaries 
who took the place of the indigenous thematic soldiers in this period of 
crisis were ineffective replacements and were unable to halt the Turks.

The military apparatus in Anatolia had an important role in the pro
vincial economic life. It contributed to the local economy by paying out 
salaries in gold to the officers and soldiers who lived in Asia Minor, and 
stimulating local industry, commerce, and agriculture by its expenditures. 
The government was able to feed into the business life of the Anatolians a 
comparatively steady and significant sum of coined money in the form of 
the military roga. One can gain some idea as to the sums of money involved 
in military pay from the sources of the ninth and tenth centuries. During 
the reign of Leo VI the generals of the more important themes received 
the following cash payment:11

Anatolicon
Armeniacon
Thracesion
Opsicion

40 pounds of gold
4°
40
30

8 A. Vasiliev, Byzance et les Arabes I: La dynastie d’Amorium (820-876). Edition franfaise 
prepareepar H. Gregoire et M. Canard (Brussels, 1935), pp. 92-93.G. Amantos, “MapSarrcn,” 
‘EAArjViKa, V (1923), 130-136. Ostrogorsky, Geschichte, pp. 109-110, 140. Constantine 
Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 651-656.

9 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 652.
10 The Mardaites of the west in the Cretan expedition of Leo VI numbered over 5,000, 

ibid. 655.
11 Ibid,, 696-697. Ibn Khuradadhbih B.G.A., VI, in ,  gives the following salary' range: 

40, 30, 24, 12, 1, lbs. of gold. Soldiers received between eighteen and twelve solidi per 
year. On the pay for the lesser officers and for the soldiers, Constantine Porphyrogenitus, 
De Caerimoniis, I, 669.

4



EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

Bucellarion
Cappadocia
Charsianon
Paphlagonia
Thrace
Macedonia
Chaldia
Coloneia
Mesopotamia
Sebasteia
Lycandus
Seleuceia
Leontocome
Cibyrrheote
Samos
Aegean

30
20
20
20
20

30
10 plus 10 from commercium 
20
from commercium

5
5
5
5

10
10
10

The pay of the thematic soldiers in comparison with that of the officiers 
was quite small, and yet the overall expenditure on military salaries was 
very substantial, as emerges from the incidental accounts of the period. 
In the early ninth century, the military pay chests of the themes of 
Armeniacon in Anatolia and of Strymon in Europe amounted to 1,300 
and 1,100 pounds of gold respectively, or 93,600 and 79,200 gold solidi 
each.12 On the basis of these figures it seems likely that the government 
paid out between 500,000 and 1,000,000 solidi annually to the soldiery of 
Asis Minor.13 The soldier was also entitled to part of the spoils of war, and 
in many instances pensions were given to disabled soldiers and to the 
widows of the slain.14

The army and navy required supplies, armament, and provisions on 
their frequent expeditions. Though the government undoubtedly 
acquired many of the necessary items by taxes in kind on the populace, 
the authorities also paid out cash to artisans and merchants to provide a 
wide assortment of items and services. Craftsmen were hired to make 
weapons of every type for the armed forces, to sew the sails for the ships, 
to caulk the boats; merchants sold the government the cloth for the sails, 
rope, bronze, wax, lead, tin, oars, foodstuffs, and other necessary

12 Theophanes, Chronographia, ed. C. de Boor (Leipzig, 1883-1885), I, 484, 489 (here
after cited as Theophanes).

13 Speros Vryonis, “An Attic Hoard of Byzantine Gold Coins (668-741) from the 
Thomas Whittemore Collection and the Numismatic Evidence for the Urban History 
of Byzantium,” Z.R.V.I., VIII (1963), 298-299. On the basis of these and other figures in 
Constantine Porphyrogenitus an estimate of 690,300 solidi was made for government 
military expenditures in Anatolia during the early ninth century. The Arab sources 
record that the Anatolian levy of 70,000 received pay of between eighteen and twelve 
solidi, or between 1,260,000 and 840,000 solidi. Thus the Byzantine and Arab sources 
tend to corroborate one another.

14 Brehier, Les institutions, p. 382. Five pounds of gold were given to the widows in the 
reign of Michael I.

5



EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

materials.15 The administration saw to it that salaried craftsmen special
izing in the production of military weapons were maintained in the 
principal towns,16 and their production was quantitatively significant.17 
The military organization of Byzantium, and the passage of armies through 
the provinces, thereby played a stimulating and significant role in the 
economic prosperity of Anatolia.18

Towns and Commerce

By late Roman and early Byzantine times there had developed in Anatolia 
a large number of thriving cities and lesser towns with a considerable 
commercial life and money economy.19 The question has often arisen as 
to the continuity of this urban character of much of Anatolia into the 
middle Byzantine period. To what extent, if at all, did Anatolia continue 
to be the possessor of extensive urban settlements down to the period when 
the Turks first appeared? This question is doubly important, first in that 
it bears on the relative importance of the area for Byzantine civilization 
and strength, and second because it is closely related to the problem of 
Muslim urban developments in Anatolia during the later period.

Some students of the question have maintained that between the 
seventh and ninth centuries the polis of antiquity, and so cities generally, 
underwent a disastrous decline.20. But actually there seems to have been

15 In the outfitting of eleven ships that participated in the Cretan expedition of Con
stantine VII and Romanus II, the treasury paid out approximately twenty-two pounds 
of gold to . craftsmen and merchants for services and materials, Constantine 
Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 673-676.

16 This situation existed as late as the reign of John Vatatzes in the thirteenth century. 
Theodore Scutariotes, M.B., VII, 506-507 (hereafter cited as Theodore Scutariotes- 
Sathas). Leonis imperatoris tactica, P.G., GVII, 1088-1093, on craftsmen in the army.

17 In Leo’s Cretan expedition there are extensive details, Constantine Porphyrogenitus, 
De Caerimoniis, I, 657-660. The strategus of Thessalonike was ordered to manufacture 
20,000 arrows, 3,000 lances, and as many shields as possible. The archon of Hellas was to 
produce 1,000 lances; the archon of Euboea 20,000 arrows and 3,000 lances. The generals 
of Nicopolis and Peloponnesus were to perform in a similar manner. The protonotarius 
of the Thracesian theme was to collect 20,000 measures of barley; 40,000 of wheat, hard
tack, and flour; 30,000 of wine; 10,000 “sphacta.” He was to prepare 10,000 measures of 
linen cloth for Greek fire and ship caulking, and 6,000 nails for the ships, and so forth. 
Procopius, Anecdota, XXX, 5-7, records that the state post system had also provided 
business and cash to the inhabitants of the provinces by purchasing from them horses, 
fodder, and provisions for the grooms. It is not clear whether this system continued after 
Justinian I.

18 Byzantine armies on the move spent considerable sums of money, Vryonis, “An 
Attic Hoard,” p. 300. The AoyioriKr) or accounting office of the army was in charge of 
moneys so spent, Leonis imperatoris tactica, P.G., GVII, 1092.

19 T. R. S. Broughton, Roman Asia Minor, in T. Frank, An Economic Survey of Ancient 
Rome, IV (Baltimore, 1938), 903-916. The Anatolian cities were able to recover from the 
crisis of the third century. A. H. M. Jones, The Greek City from Alexander to Justinian 
(Oxford, 1940), pp. 85-94.

20 The principal exponent of this theory is A. P. Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda v VII- 
XI vv,” Sovetskaia Arkheologia, XXI (1954), 164-188; Derevnia i gorod v Vizantii IX-X  rr, 
(Moscow, i960), pp. 260-270. He relies very heavily upon the numismatic evidence which, 
however, is unsatisfactory and unreliable. For a critique of his theory, Ostrogorsky, 
“Byzantine Cities in the Early Middle Ages,” D.O.P., XIII (1959), 47-66; Vryonis, 
“An Attic Hoard,” p. 300, passim. On urban continuity see also, E. E. Lipsic, Ocerki
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no such abrupt decline or hiatus during the seventh century in Anatolia, 
though the Slavic invasions in the Balkans did cause a marked decline of 
many of the towns of the western half of the empire. This condition in the 
Balkans served to put in even bolder relief the economic and political 
importance of the continuity of towns and cities in Anatolia. It is quite 
possible that a number of the towns may have decreased in size by the late 
seventh or the eighth century,* 21 or possibly have shifted their locations 
slightly to more strategic positions on higher ground,22 or been “ruralized/’ 
but this does not mean that they did so to the point of becoming insignifi
cant as an urban phenomenon. It is doubtful that Byzantium could have 
survived as a centralized state without a money economy and towns, and 
it is even more doubtful that the Greek language and Byzantine Christi
anity could have spread and penetrated to the extent they did in Anatolia. 
Obviously what had happened to the Byzantine urban settlements in the 
Balkans did not occur in Anatolia. The raids of the Arabs were, in spite of 
their frequency, transitory affairs (when one compares them to the Slavic 
invasions of the Balkans which not only effaced cities but also Christianity, 
or to the Turkish invasions).23

What were the characteristics of these Byzantine cities in the eleventh 
century? When one speaks of cities he thinks primarily in terms of 
autonomous municipal institutions. This is certainly the case of the town 
in antiquity, where there were also divisions of the citizenry according to 
tribes, and finally a walled enclosure. Obviously the Byzantine towns of 
Anatolia in the eleventh century would hardly fit such a description, at 
least insofar as the meager sources permit conjecture. The existence of

istorii vizantiiskogo obscestva ikultury Vlll-pervaiapolovina IX veka (Moscow-Leningrad, 1961), 
pp. 87 ff.; “K voprosu o gorode v Vizantii VIII-IX vv.” V.V., VI (1953), 113 ff. M. J. 
Siuziumov, “Rol gorodov-emporiev v istorii Vizantii,” V.V., VIII (1956), 26 ff.

21 E. Kirsten, “Die byzantinische Stadt,” Berichte zum XI. Internationalem Byzantinisten- 
Kongress (Munich, 1958), p. 14. There is even archaeological evidence for the temporary 
disappearance of a few towns, as for instance Gorasium in southern Asia Minor during the 
seventh century, Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda,” 186.

22 Kirsten, “Byzantinische Stadt,” p. 28.
23 Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda,” p. 187, is ambivalent on this point. He attributes 

the decline and to a certain extent the disappearance of the Byzantine towns to the dis
appearance of the slave method of production. He adds, however, that this was signifi
cantly accelerated by the invasions of foreign peoples.

The history of Arabo-Byzantine warfare and relations in Asia Minor is yet to be written. 
For the earlier period one may consult the following works. E. W. Brooks, “Byzantines 
and Arabs in the Time of the Early Abbassids, 750-813,” E.H.R., XV (1900), 728-747; 
XVI (1901), 84-92; “The Arabs in Asia Minor from Arabic Sources,” J.H.S., XVIII 
(1898), 182-208. W. Ramsay, “The War of Moslem and Christian for Possession of Asia 
Minor,” Studies in the History and Art of the Eastern Provinces of the Roman Empire (Aberdeen 
1906), pp. 281-301. J. Wellhausen, “Die Kampfe der Araber mit den Romaern in der 
Zeit der Umaijaden,” Nachrichten von d. kon. Ges. der Wiss. zu Gottingen, Phil-hist. Kl. 
(1901), pp. 414-447. M. Canard, “Les expeditions des Arabes centre Constantinople,” 
J.A., CVIII (1926), 61-121. H. Manandean, “Les invasions arabes en Armenie,” 
Byzantion, XVIII (1948), 163-195. For the later period, Vasiliev, Gr6goire, Canard, 
Byzance et les Arabes, vols. I—II (Brussels, 1935,1950). Glycatzi-Ahrweiler, “L’Asie Mineure 
et les invasions arabes (VIP-IX* si£cles), R.H., CCXXVII, (1962), 1-32.
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autonomous, independent institutions in the municipalities of antiquity- 
had been threatened from the moment the Hellenistic monarchs had 
placed their epistates or representative in the polis to oversee its foreign 
affairs. The crisis of the third century further undermined these institutions, 
as is witnessed by the attempts of Diocletian to stabilize them. So in the 
fifth century the city, as it had evolved, at least in Asia Minor, did not 
preserve the city type of the Hellenistic and Roman periods. The later 
militarization of the provincial administration through the implemen
tation of the thematic system consummated the end of urban autonomy, 
for the affairs of the town were subjected to the strategus who was 
appointed from Constantinople. The novel of Leo VI abolishing the 
remnants of urban autonomy simply put into legal language a state 
that had come into being previously and that had been in the process of 
formation for centuries.24 Nevertheless, the populace of Byzantine towns 
does not seem to have been quiescent in political matters and it frequently 
expressed its will in riots and political outbursts, first through the demes, 
and later through the guilds.25

The “aspect” of the eleventh-century Byzantine town was characterized 
by institutions of a different sort. These institutions were largely thematic 
and ecclesiastical, both ultimately centering in Constantinople. Con
sequently, the city in the early eleventh century was the seat of a strategus 
with his immediate retinue (or of one of his subordinates) appointed by 
Constantinople. These officials presided over routine matters of admini
stration and juridical business as well as over military and police affairs, 
though the lesser officials were local inhabitants.26 Alongside the officials 
of the military administration were those of the ecclesiastical hierarchy— 
metropolitans and the bishops. The integration of the ecclesiastical 
administrative set up into that of the provincial government is not as well 
known as the parallelism existing between the structure of the earlier 
provincial administration and the structure of the hierarchical administra
tion. The church had modeled its administration along the lines of the

24 F. Dolger, “Die fruhbyzantinische und byzantinisch beeinflusste Stadt,” Atti de 30 
Congresso internazionale di studi suW alto medioevo (Spoleto, 1958), pp. 22—23. Zepos, J.G.R., I, 
116.

25 On this Byzantine “demokratia” during the earlier period, G. Manoljovic, “Le 
peuple de Constantinople,” Byzantion, VI (1936), 617-716; Vryonis, “Byzantine Circus 
Factions and Islamic Futuwwa Organizations (neaniai, fityan, ahdath),” B.Z., LVIII 
(1965), 46-59. A. Marciq, “La duree du regime des partis populaires a Constantinople,” 
and “Factions de cirque et partis populaires,” Bulletin de la classe des lettres et des sciences 
morales et politiques, XXXV (1949), 63 ft, and XXXVI (1950), 396-421. For the later 
period, Vryonis, “Byzantine ArjpoKporria and the Guilds in the Eleventh Century,” 
D.O.P., XVII (1963), 289-314. F. Cognasso, Partiti politici e lotte dinastiche in Bizanzio 
alia morte di Manuele Comneno. Reale Accademia delle scienze di Torino, ign-12 (Turin, 1912). 
For a general survey, D. Xanalatos, Bu£ccvTiva peAeTTjiaaTa. luppoAf] els ttjv Icrropiav 
tou pv£avTiv°0 AaoO (Athens, 1940).

26Ahrweiler, “L’histoire et la g6ographie de la region de Smyrne entre les deux 
occupations turques (1081-1317) particuli£rement au XIIP siecle,” Travaux et Memoires 
(Paris, 1965), I, 103-104, 155 (hereafter cited as Ahrweiler, “Smyrne”).
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civil administration of the fourth and fifth centuries. In this manner 
those cities that were the centers of the provincial administration became 
the centers of the ecclesiastical organization. The council of Chalcedon in 
451 decreed that cities or poleis would be the seats of bishops, and con
sequently the concept of a polis or city became inseparably associated with 
the presence of a bishop, and the exact reverse was also true; wherever 
there was a bishop there had to be a city. Justinian I restated this one 
century later:

We decree that every city . . .  shall have . . .  its own and inseparable . . .  bishop.27

The episcopal powers and rule in provincial administrative organization 
were to remain important until the end of the Byzantine Empire and 
beyond. By the sixth century the bishops were participating in the elections 
of local urban officials, were important in city finances, and were often 
the recipients of imperial gifts bestowed upon the city.28 One can say 
that episcopal authority became a refuge of the last vestiges of urban 
autonomy, though the eastern bishops, because of the authority of the 
centralized state, never attained the power of the western Latin bishops.29 
Not only did the bishops take some part in these strictly governmental 
matters, but they seem to have had charge of performing many services 
that today one generally, though not exclusively, connects with the state: 
education, care for the sick, the aged, the orphaned, and others in need. 
In short they cared not only for the souls of the provincials but for their 
bodies as well.

The Byzantine town of Asia Minor in the eleventh century was, then, 
characterized by the presence of the members of the ecclesiastical 
hierarchy (bishops or metropolitans), and by the presence of the strategus 
or his representatives. In addition there were other characteristics of the 
towns—the presence of trade or commercial activity whether with foreign 
states or with neighboring towns and villages. The Byzantine polis had 
resident a number of local craftsmen as well as merchants both 
indigenous and foreign. This particular aspect of the town as a center of 
craftsmen and merchants and of industry and commerce is not well 
documented. According to some scholars this basic element for the 
existence of towns was seriously lacking in the eighth and ninth centuries.30 
But such arguments are based largely upon the silence of the sources,

27 Cod. lust., I.3.55. “ Traaccv ttoAiv . . . eyeiv . . . axcbpiarov Kai iSiov . .  . ETTfoKorrov 
OsCTnJopEV.” A later list of episcopal sees uses the terms bishoprics and cities inter
changeably, TToAEts f|TOi ETTioxoTrds. Gelzer, Ungedruckte und ungeniigend veroffentlichte 
Texte der Notitiae Episcopatum, Abh. der bay. Akad. der Wiss., LI (1901), 546 (hereafter cited 
as Gelzer, Notitiae Episcopatum). As late as the twelfth century, Balsamon remarks that 
only inhabited centers which are TroXudv6pcoTTOl can have bishops. Those towns that 
decline in population lose their status'as bishoprics.

28 Cod. lust., I.4.18-26. E. Stein, Histoire du Bas-Empire, II (Paris-Brussels-Amsterdam, 
1949), II, 213.

29Dolger, “Stadt,” pp. 16, 24-25.
30 Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda,” passim.
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sources that are not only rare but are also Constantinople-centered. 
Archaeology has not yet progressed to the point where it can be of service 
in regard to the extent of urban life in Byzantine Anatolia during the 
period under consideration. If one looks at the scattered references of the 
tenth and eleventh centuries, however, it becomes obvious that neither 
trade nor commerce, neither craftsmen nor merchants, were absent from 
Asia Minor during this period.31

Ephesus was a lively harbor town with a panegyris or trade fair that 
yielded ioo pounds of gold in annual taxes during the reign of Constantine 
VI (780-797).32 Incidental information concerning the economic activity 
of the city emerges from an eleventh-century hagiographical composition 
in which we get a glimpse of what must have been a very busy town. The 
monks of the monastery on Mt. Galesium near Ephesus are constantly 
going to the Kacrrpov (Ephesus) for the various needs of the monastery.33 
Books are purchased there,34 and the monks are permitted to attend the 
fair,35 though this is felt to be something of a formidable temptation for 
the brethren. Craftsmen and merchants of various sorts appear: a painter, 
a plasterer, a nauclerus, and there is also mention of a state bakery.36 This 
commercial activity was of more than a local nature, as there is mention of 
Saracens, Jews, Russians, and Georgians.37 These incidental bits of 
information indicate that eleventh-century Ephesus was no sleepy hollow 
but was rather a center of both local and international trade. It is

31 The famous passage of Hudud al-‘Alam, so often quoted, remarks that cities were 
few in Rum, V. Minorsky, Hudud al-Alam. The Regions of the World: a Persian Geography, 
372 A.H.-g82 A.D. (London, 1937), p. 157 (hereafter cited as Hudud al-‘Alam-Minorsky). 
But in the preceding passage, p. 156, it makes the contradictory remark that Rum has 
many towns and villages. The translator and commentator on the text, p. 40, remarks that 
the relevant passage is confused as a result of incorrect copying from other sources. A 
useful collection on the towns, trade, and commerce is to be found in A. Rudikov, Ocerki 
vizantiiskoi kultury po dannym greceskoi agiografii (Moscow, 1917). P. Tivcev, “Sur les cites 
byzantines aux XI6-XIP siecles,” Byzantine-Bulgarica, I (1962), 145-182. Because the 
source material is so scarce, random factual information spanning a long period of time 
has been gathered. There is no intention of trying to adduce urban conditions in the 
eleventh century by facts pertaining to earlier centuries. Rather there is an attempt to 
give a general, if impressionistic, picture of the towns over a period of time.

32 F. Dvornik, Vie de Gregoire Decapolite et les Slaves Macedoniens au IXe siecle (Paris, 1926) 
p. 53. Theophanes, I, 469. H. Vetters, “Zum byzantinischen Ephesos, J.O.B.G., XV 
(1966), 273-288. N. Bees, " MeATermocTcc ayeTiKa irpos ttiv psaaicovixfiu *E<peo-ov Kai 
tov KecAoupevov GeoAoyov,” ’ApxcuoAoyiK-n ’Etpripepfs pt. 2. (1953-54), PP- 263-283. 
A number of the texts that follow are also cited in Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda,” pp. 
182-186.

33 AS Nov. I l l ,  532, 554, 586. The monastery, which received money from pious donors, 
bought many of its necessities in the shops of Ephesus.

34 Ibid., 536.
35 Ibid., 556.
36 Ibid., 537, 540, 541. This would seem to imply the continued existence of state regu

lated corporations in the provinces during the eleventh century.
37 What is most interesting is that the Saracen, who has just converted to Christianity 

in Ephesus, receives an interpreter from the metropolitan of Ephesus so that when he 
goes to see St. Lazarus he will be able to converse with him. There may have been a small 
colony of Muslim merchants in Ephesus, for in an earlier period I bn Khuradadhbih, 
B.G.A., VI, 106, mentions the presence of a mosque in the city. Gelzer, Die Genesis, p. 83.
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interesting to note that when Alexius I accorded the Venetians com
mercial privileges, Ephesus was one of the cities that Venetian merchants 
could visit.38 Its plain was fertile, well watered, and the nearby sea was 
a rich fishing ground.39

The western Anatolian coast was dotted with natural harbors that 
seem to have been active maritime centers in the tenth and eleventh 
centuries, though possibly not on the same scale as Ephesus. The monks of 
Mt. Athos sailed to Smyrna to purchase necessities, and shipping con
stantly plied the lanes between Smyrna and Constantinople and the isles in 
the eleventh century.40 Phygela served as a debarkation point to and from 
Crete41 as well as a commercial center and depot for naval stores.42 
Phocaea and Strobilus were among the important ports of Anatolia in 
which Venetian merchants were to be allowed to trade late in the 
eleventh century. Miletus and Clazomenae were undoubtedly of similar 
importance.43 The hinterland of these towns in the Thracesian theme 
produced much grain, the surplus of which was exported to regions in 
Phrygia, which produced only barley.44 The towns farther north were 
also centers of lively trading activity. Nicomedia, a central emporium with

38 G. F. L. Tafel and G. M. Thomas, Urkunden zur alteren Handels-und Staatsgeschichte 
der Republik Venedig (Vienna, 1856), I, 52 (hereafter cited as Tafel and Thomas, 
Urkunden).

89 The Pilgrimage of the Russian Abbot Daniel in the Holy Land no6~noy A.D., G. W. 
Wilson, P.P.T.S. (London, 1895), IV, 6 (hereafter cited as Daniel, P.P.T.S., IV). For a 
general treatment see the following: O. Benndorf, Zur Ortskunde und Stadtgeschichte von 
Ephesus (Vienna, 1905), I. W. Brockhoff, Studien zur Geschichte der Stadt Ephesus vom 4. 
nachchristlichen Jahrhundert bis zum ihrem Untergang an der ersten Halfte des 15. Jahrhunderts 
(Jena, 1905). J. Keil, Ein Fiihrer durch die Ruinenstadt und ihre Geschichte, 5th ed. (Vienna, 
1964); “Ephesus,” Oriens Christianas, 3d series, VI (1931), 1-14. Ibn Battuta, H. A. R. 
Gibb, The Travels of Ibn Battuta (Cambridge, 1959) II, 444 (hereafter cited as Ibn 
Battuta-Gibb). C. Defrdmery and B. R. Sanguinetti, Voyages d’Ibn Batoutah (Paris, 1854), 
II, 309 (hereafter cited as Ibn Battuta-Defremery), noted it to be still well watered and 
that the vine was cultivated.

40 “Vie de Saint Athanase l’Athonite,” A.B., XXV (1906), 81. AS Nov. Ill, 579. 
On the agriculture, commerce, and mining of the Smyrna region, Ahrweiler, “Smyrne, 
passim.

41 AS Nov. Ill, 578. Attaliates, 223.
42 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 658. The eighth-century pilgrim 

Willibaldus, Hodoeporicon S. Willibaldi, in Itinera Hierosolymitana et Descriptiones Terrae 
Sanctae, ed. T. Toller and A. Molinier (Geneva, 1880), I2, 256, describes Phygela as 
“villam magnam.” For some reason Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda,” p. 194, lists Phygela 
as one of the “new cities” which he claims were founded in the late ninth and tenth 
centuries, after the decline of the “old cities.” But Phygela is described as a large town in 
723-726 and, of course, had existed in classical times, Strabo, XIV.i.20. For further 
reference, Benndorf, “Ephesus” pp. 73-75.

43 Tafel and Thomas, Urkunden, I, 52, mentions both Strobilus and Phocaea. A 
Strobilite merchant pledges to his patron saint one-half of all his gains from maritime 
commerce if he comes back safely, AS Nov. Ill, 532-533. Strobilus also had a Jewish 
colony, J. Starr, The Jews in the Byzantine Empire (Athens, 1939), p. 228. Ahrweiler, 
“Smyrne,” pp. 50-51, on Clazomenae as a port of call and seat of a bishopric in the 
eleventh century.

44 J. Darrouzes, Epistoliers byzantins du X6 siecle (Paris, i960), pp. 198-199. This con
dition also prevailed in the thirteenth century between the Seljuk and Nicaean domains, 
see chapter III below.
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state khans for the residence of the merchants,45 exported livestock to 
the capital and served as the market for villagers in the vast rural area 
around the city. These aypoyerrovES came to town to sell their own 
produce, to buy what they needed,46 and also to visit the church of the 
Archangel Michael. Prusa, an important market for grain and livestock, 
was in addition famed for its thermal baths.47 Its neighbor, Nicaea, was 
an equally active commercial center and mart for local farming products.48 
The city contained granaries for the agricultural produce of the rural 
environs49 and an active colony of Jewish merchants.50 The tenth- 
century Theophanes Continuatus refers to Nicaea as rich and heavily 
populated.51 It is pertinent that the Arab geographer al-Mukaddasi 
mentioned the presence of Muslims in the cities of Bithynia, some 
probably there for purposes of trade.52 Though the literary references to 
the town are scanty, the archaeological finds indicate that in the eleventh 
century Pergamum was the site of some local industry,53 and its neighbor 
Adramyttium was a town of more than respectable size.54 Abydus, 
Cyzicus, Lampsacus, and Pylae enjoyed a certain prosperity because of

45 Zepos, J.G.R., III, 386. Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 720.
46 Michaelis Pselli Scripta Minora, ed. E. DrexI and F. Pertz (Milan, 1936, 1941), I, 333 

(hereafter cited as DrexI and Pertz). “ a m a  epTropiocKai TTpaypcmK&CTUvaAAaypaTa.”
47 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, A/.E., IV, 384, 387, 397. V. Laurent. La vie merveillsuse 

de S. Pierre d’Atroa 837 (Brussels, 1956), p. 109. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 450, noted that the 
springs were still visited by the sick in his day. Ibn Battuta-Defremery, II, 318.

43 Much of this produce was evidently shipped to Constantinople, Geograpkie d'Edrisi, 
trans. P. A. Jaubert (Paris, 1840), II, 302 (hereafter cited as al-Idrisi-Jaubert).

49 Cedrenus, II, 428. Wheat was grown in the area and fish were supplied from the 
lake, AS Nov. Iv, 643, 645. The fish and crustaceans were believed to cure fever and 
paralysis, al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 304. As late as the early fourteenth century Nicaea was an 
important silk manufacturing center, A. M. Schneider, Rdmischen und byzantinischm 
Denkmaler aus Nicaea-Iznik (Berlin, 1943), p, 5. Northwestern Asia Minor had remained an 
important area of silk production down to the early fourteenth century. Most of the silk 
to be found in the shops of Constantinople came from these regions. Laudanum was 
produced and the thermal baths of the city were still visited at this late date. F. Taeschner, 
Al-UmarVs Bericht iiber Anatolien in seinem Werke masalik al-absar fl mamdlik al-amsar 
(Leipzig, 1929), p. 43 (hereafter cited as al-Umari-Taeschner); E. Quatremere, “Notices 
de 1’ouvrage qui a pour titre: Mesalek etc.,” in Notices et extraits des mss. de la bibliotheque 
du Roi, XIII, (Paris, 1838), 365—366 (hereafter cited as al-Umari-Quatremere). Ibn 
Battuta-Gibb, II, 453, notes that the environs abounded in fruits, of which the “virgin” 
grapes were a speciality. Ibn Battuta-Defremery, II, 323-324.

50 AS Nov. IV, 642, “ Nikcaa f) ttoAi? ttoAAois pev (3p(6ei toTs aAAois kccAois, tc5 5e 
upos epTTopeiccv eyeiv evcpvcos eKKaAerrai tous erriTrjSsuovTas to XPBP® ’n'pos ecanTjv. 
o6ev Koa tives ‘Eppcucov <pvAqs avroae koctoikouvtes gpTropeias te X^Plv Kai 
aAAr)S a<p9ov(as.” Thus Synnada also had a small group of Jews in the ninth century, 
AS Nov. IV, 629. For a survey of the history of Nicaea, J. Solch, “Historisch-geographische 
Studien uber bithynischen Siedlungen,” B.N.J., I, (1920), 263-337. A. M. Schneider and 
K. Karnopp, Die Stadtmauer von Iznik (Berlin, 1938). Schneider, “The City Walls of 
Nicaea,” Antiquity, XII (1938), 438.

51 Theophanes Continautus, 464, “ ttoAiv dpxcuotTAouTOV Kal TtoAuccvSpov.”
52 E. Honigmann, “Un itin^raire arabe a travers le Pont,” A.E.P.H.O.S., IV (1936), 

263 (hereafter cited as “Un itineraire”). It is quite possible that some of them were 
prisoners taken in war.

53 Kazdan, “Vizantiiskie goroda,” p. 183. A Conze, Stadt und Landschaft Pergamon
I* 322-324.

54 B. Leib, Anne Comnene, Alexiade (Paris, 1937), HI, 143 (hereafter cited as Anna 
Comnena), “ . . .  ttoAuccvOpcoTTOTcnri.’*
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their favorable location along the land and maritime routes leading to 
Constantinople.55 Pylae possessed £evo5oxeicc or Khans for the merchants,56 
and the town specialized in the export of swine, cattle, horses, and asses to 
Constantinople.57 Pythia (the Turkish Yalova), embellished since the time 
of Justinian I with public baths and buildings, became a famous resort 
town that Constantinopolitans visited for the cures of the warm baths.58 
The whole region of northwest Anatolia was unusually favored, commer
cially, by its proximity to a large market in Constantinople, by the presence 
of large towns and centers of population, by numerous harbors, and by the 
existence of fairly rich and large villages.59 Great numbers of merchant 
vessels touched at such ports of call as Cyzicus, Lampsacus, Nicomedia, 
Helenopolis, Abydus, Cius, Chalcedon.60

Attaleia remained throughout the whole period the principal naval 
base and commercial station that the Byzantines possessed in southern 
Anatolia, visited by great numbers of ships.61 It was the most convenient 
harbor between the region of the Aegean and Cyprus and points eastward, 
and travelers and merchants voyaging between the two areas usually 
stopped at Attaleia.62 It was not only an important center for the deposit 
of naval stores and grain but an international trading center63 where in 
addition to the local merchants one could expect to see Armenians,64

56 Tafel and Thomas, Urkunden, I, 52-53. Abydus was an important station for the levy
ing of maritime tolls. I t also had a Jewish colony.

86 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 720.
57 Darrouzes, Ppistoliers byzantinsi p. 209, "  ev &ctteiov eyovTi ttccvtcos kcxI

tte p 1 otto vS ocoro v to yolpovs Kai ovoug, (3oa$ te Kai ittttous kcxI -rrpopocTcc tous w carrco 
KarroiKoOvTas peO* oaqs ouk av eTttoi tis ekBex̂ G ch Kai Sicnrepav Kai tt)
|3aaiAi8i TrapaTre|XTT£iv OpeppaTa.” It was still an important commercial center in thir
teenth century commerce between Bithynia and Constantinople. Nicholas Mesarites, Neue 
Quellen zur Geschichte des lateinischen Kaistertums und der Kirchenunion, ed. A. Heisenberg 
Sitz. der bay. Akad. der Wiss. Philosoph.-philolog-Kl.2 Abh. (1923), II, 39, " ttoAixviov 
eu7r€p(ypa7rTov pev, ioxvpov 5e tc* TroAAd.”

58 Procopius, Buildings, V, iii, 17-20. Darrouzes, £pistoliers byzantine, p. 326, for the 
restoration of the baths by Leo VI. Leo Choerosphactes composed a poem on the baths, 
S. G. Mercati, “ Intorno all’ autore del carme sis tcc ev TTvfMois Oeppd/’ R.S.O., X 
(1923-25), 241; G. Kolias, Leon Choirosphactes (Athens, 1939), p. 54.

59 See for example in Drexl and Pertz, I, 132, the description of the village of Oreine in 
Bithynia, which belonged to Psellus.

60 In the early eighth century, the forces rebelling against Anastasius II were able to 
capitalize on this factor to raise a large fleet of merchant vessels in this area with which to 
oppose the emperor. Theophanes, I, 385, "  CTvAAapjidvovTCu TrAelora piKpa te Kai 
psydAa TTpayparEimKOC OKCupr}. . . ” This rich area exported such items as grain, pottery, 
and silk, Procopius, Anecdota, X X II, 17. Mesarites, Neue Quellen, II, 44; Al-Umari- 
Quatremere, p. 366; Al-Umari-Taeschner, p. 43.

61 AS Nov. I l l ,  590, " . . .  Trep^avris Kai oti dcyxictAos Kai trAfiOos aei tcov 
TravTCcxddEV els a\jTT)v KcrraipouvTCOv . . .  ” K. Lanckoronski, G. Niemann, and E. 
Petersen, St&dte Pamphyliens und Pisidiens, (Vienna, 1890), 1.

82 AS Nov. IV, " r\s dcpoppav ElcbOrjaav oi ttAeiotoi tcov sis Kunpov TropeuopEvcov.”
63 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 659. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 418, 

mentions springs of cold water and apricots that were exported to Egypt; Ibn Battuta- 
Defr£mery, II, 259-260. Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, indicates that later Attaleia was built on a 
different site but this is perhaps a confusion with Side.

64 AS Nov. I l l ,  511.
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Saracens,65 Jews,66 and Italians.67 The Arab accounts of the ninth and 
tenth centuries describe the district of Attaleia as densely populated and 
rich in cereals. Its agricultural produce found ready markets in the less 
fertile regions of the Anatolian plateau.68

The northern Anatolian coast was the scene of similarly energetic 
commerce and industry. Heracleia engaged in a brisk trade with 
Constantinople69 and with Cherson, which needed its grain.70 To the 
northeast was Amastris, a more important commercial center. Nicetas 
the Paphlagonian, describing Amastris as the “eye” of Paphlagonia, 
relates that the “Scyths” who lived on the north coast of the Black Sea 
were in frequent and intense commercial relation with the inhabitants 
of the city.71 Its merchants were quite active as early as the ninth century, 
and probably earlier.72 The combination of local industry, trade, and the 
produce of the soil made Amastris one of the more prosperous towns on 
the Black Sea.73 Sinope, the site of the church of St. Phocas, was important 
as a grain port and naval base,74 and also as the sponsor of the great

EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

65 Ibid., 590, “ . . . ZocpocKrjVOis, o\ ttoAAoI TTEpl tt\v ’AttoAsiocv to TT|viKd5e 
iTvyov dvres, iprrroptcts X&pw KardpocvTEs.”

66 Z. Ankori, Keraites in Byzantium (New York, 1959), pp. 46-47. Starr, The Jews 
p. 26.

67 Italians were calling at Attaleia at the end of the eleventh century, Tafel and 
Thomas, Urkunden, I, 52, but possibly earlier as well. In the period of Ibn Battuta-Gibb, 
II, 418, there were Latins, Jews, Greeks, and Muslims in the city.

68 Ibn Hawkal, B.G.A., I I^  101-102. Darrouzes, Epistoliers byzantins, pp. 198-199, they 
exported wheat to the Phrygian district. The region of Synnada, by way of example, 
produced only barley. I t  was at too high an elevation for the cultivation of olive oil or 
the vine, and for fuel the inhabitants, had to utilize animal dung, £dp£aKOV, instead of 
wood. William of Tyre, A History of Deeds Done beyond the Sea, trans. and annotated by F. A  
Babcock and A. G. Krey, XVI, xxvi, also comments on the fertility of the soil. X. de 
Planhol, De la plaine pamphylienne aux lacs pisidiens. Nomadisme et vie paysanne (Paris, 1958), 
pp. 83-85. On Side, east of Attaleia: A. M. Mansel, “Side,” P.W., Supplementband X 
0965)> 679-918; Mansel, Die Ruinen von Side (Berlin, 1963). Eyice, “ L’eglise cruciforme 
byzantine de Side en Pamphylie,” Anatolia, III  (1958), 35-42; “La ville byzantine de Side 
en Pamphylie,” Actes de X  Congres International d'Etudes Byzantines 1955 (Istanbul, 1957) 
pp. 130-133.

69 Nicephorus Bryennius, 93-94, records the case history of a certain Maurix who, 
though of humble origin, became wealthy and great from this maritime commerce.

70 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 287.
71 Nicetas of Paphlagonia, P.G., GV, 421, “ ’Apdorpa, 6 Tps TTa9Aayovias, paAAov 

6e Tfjs oiKOupgvns, oAiyou Setv, O90aApdsl el$ f|v 01 te to popsiov tou Eu^eivou pepos 
TTEplOlKOOVTES I kOOcXI, KOI ol TTpOS VOTOV 5e KSipEVOl, COOTTEp E1S Tl KOIVOV OWTpE)(OVTES
ep7rdpiov, tot r a p ’ eatrrcov ts ovvsio^spouai, Kai tcov Trap* canrjs dvTiAappdvoucn/’ 
Eyice, “Deux anciennes 6glises byzantines de la citadelle d’Amasra (Paphlagonie),” 
Cahiers Archiologique, VII (1954), 97-105.

72 When George the bishop of Amastris had to journey to Trebizond to free merchants 
of Amastris from jail, Vasilievsky, Trudy (St. Petersburg), III, 43-47.

73 Nicetas of Paphlagonia, P.G., GV, 421, “ oOSevi p£V tcov cnro yfjs fj OoAckkttis 
dycoyipcov orrccvi^eTar Traai 5e tois ETnTrjSEioig SayiAcos E\jOuvovpEvri, oiKoSoppaai 
te Aapirpots Kai tev/ eo-i KapTEpois, vai 5f) Kai AipEai koAo!$ Kai oh<f|TOpai avcoOtv 
7T£p 1 (paveoTorro 1 g KEXptjpevr|.” S. Vailh£, “Amastris,” D.H.G.E.

74 G. Van de Vorst, “ Saint Phocas,” A.B., XXX (1911), 289. St. Phocas was patron 
saint of the merchants and seamen, who always dedicated a share of the wheat (in which 
they traded) to his church. N. A. Oikonomides, “ "Ayios 6 <t>C0Kds 6 Zivotto/s. 
Acnpsia Kai StdSoais auTps,” A.TT., XVII (1952), 184-219.
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panegyris, or commercial fair, held on the feast day of St. Phocas.75 
Slightly to the southeast was another grain port, Amisus, which traded 
extensively with the Chersonese.76 Cerasus, which participated in this 
maritime intercourse with the “Scyths” and the other Pontine cities, 
was one of the major textile centers of northern Anatolia, supplying 
Constantinople with linen cloth.77

Certainly the most important of the Anatolian cities on the Black Sea, 
in terms of population, wealth, commerce, and industry, was Trebizond.78 
It was situated in the vicinity of the fertile grain-producing regions of 
Paipert and Chaldia79 and served as a storage center and market for the 
region’s grain.80 But significant as it was in the grain trade, Trebizond 
was more important as a commercial center in which converged trade 
routes coming by sea from Cherson and by land from the Caucasus, 
Central Asia, Syria, Constantinople, and Anatolia. There were several 
market fairs held each year,81 the most important of which was the 
panegyris of St. Eugenius, the patron saint of Trebizond, instituted in the 
region of Basil I.82 Merchants and travelers from all parts of the Middle

75 Van de Vorst, “Saint Phocas,” p. 289, ** fj6ri yap  aoi K’avTau0a  Travfjyvpis tgov 
HeyaAcov.” . I t was also the site of an imperial treasury in the eleventh century, Anna 
Comnena, II, 64.

76 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Administrando Imperio, ed. G. Moravcsik and R.
Jenkins (Washington, D.C., 1967) pp. 286-287 (hereafter cited as Constantine
Porphyrogenitus, De Adm. Imp.). G. Schlumberger, “Sceaux byzantins inedits,” Revue 
Numismatique, 4th ser., IX (1905), 348-349, for the seal of a tenth-eleventh century 
commerciarius of Amisus.

77 Zepos, J.G.R., III , 381. The silk-garment merchants used this linen to line the so- 
called bombycene tunics. Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 393.

78 Papadopoulos-Kermaneus, Sbornik v istocnikov po istorii trapezundskoi imperii (St. 
Petersburg, 1897), p. 58 (hereafter cited as Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap. imp.). 
(This is from the miracula of St. Eugenius by Joseph the metropolitan of Trebizond.) 
“ f|v0Ei pev yap  to TqvtKaura Kaipou fj Tpam^ous f)Sg Kai TrepiouTOs rjv Kai TrspiKXu- 
tos, Kai Trapa Traarjs, aysSov, yfjs gSo£a£gTO* TrpovxOVT£S T£ u'TTrjpxov sv auTT] ouk 
oAiyoi Kai arparicoTai EiriAeKTOt, ep-rropoi te ttAeTcttoi Kai oA(3tot, povai Kai 
TrapOevwves Stapeporipevat KaTcrrruKvoi Kai TrAfjOog Aaou oukov/v paSicos apiSjjTiTOv.” 
The city also had mining works in the vicinity, Papadopoulos-Kerameus, “ ZvppoAai els 
Tr)v icrropiav TpcrTre£o0vTOs,” V.V., X II (1906), 140. Chrysanthos, *H EKKAT}CTi'a 
TpcnTE^ouvtoj, A.FT., IV -V  (1936). H-G. Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur im 
byzantinischen Reich (Munich, 1959), pp. 168-170, for bibliography. On the later period, 
S. Lampros, BTiaaapicovos EyKcopiov eis TpcnrE^oOvTa vuv to TrpcoTOv ekSiSopevov 
Kcrra tov MapKiavov KcoSiKa (Athens, 1916).

79 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., p. 56, “ ttccvv EuripOTos eoti Kai (3a 0ETa 
Kai EV90pos . . . ” For the seal of the crites of the theme in the ninth-tenth century, see 
A. Bryer, “A Molybdobull of the Imperial Protospatharius Constantine, Krites of the 
Theme of Chaldia,” A IL , XXVII (1966), 244-246. See also O. Lampsides, “Nicetas 
eveque inconnu de Trebizonde,” B.Z., LVII (1964), 380-381, for an ecclesiastical seal of 
the eleventh and twelfth centuries (or possibly of the tenth century). H. Antoniadis- 
Bibicou, Recherches sur les douanes a Byzance. V  “octava,” le “kommerkion” et les commerciaires 
(Paris, 1 9 6 3 ) ,^ ^ ^ .

80 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., pp. 49-50, 81.
81 Mas‘udi, Les prairies d'or, texte et traduction, C. B. de Maynard and P. de Courteille 

(Paris, 1914) II, 3 (hereafter cited as Mas‘udi), refers to Trebizond as Jl^-m arkets.
82 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., pp. 57-59. It was officially observed by the 

government officials, to!$ ev teAei, until the end of the eleventh century when the Turkish 
invasions interrupted the celebration.
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East were to be seen buying and selling goods in Trebizond and visiting 
the shrine of St. Eugenius for cures: Arabs, Armenians, Greeks,83 
Russians, Colchians,84 Jews,85 Georgians,86 and Circassians.87 The 
Trebizondines were engaged in a vast international commerce between 
east and west. The Kachaks, a Caucasian people, came to the city to 
purchase Greek brocades and other textiles.88 The tenth-century Arab 
Istakhri relates that most of the Greek textiles and brocades in his day 
were imported into the Islamic world via Trebizond. Aside from the grain 
that Trebizond sent to the imperial capital on the Bosphorus, very impor
tant were the perfumes and other exotic items that entered the empire 
via the emporium of Trebizond. The trade of the region furnished a 
further source of revenue to the state by virtue of the customs duties that 
the commerciarioi levied.89

Bona and Oenoe were smaller towns of some commercial note, the 
latter as a ship building center and naval base.90 This whole tier of Pontic 
towns participated in a vital commercial and industrial life, a fact 
reflected by such authors as Theophanes and Constantine Porphyro
genitus. The former relates that when Constantine V wished to rebuild 
the acqueduct of Valens in Constantinople during a severe drought, he 
transported craftsmen and builders from western Asia Minor and 
Pontus.91 Also, the exports of grain, wine, and other commodities were 
not only necessary for Constantinople but were absolutely essential to the 
existence of the Chersonites. The latter, in return for the goods that the 
Greek merchants brought them, sent to Pontus such items as hides and 
wax which they acquired from the Patzinaks. Constantine Porphyrogen
itus tells his son that in case the Chersonites should revolt, imperial agents 
should be sent to the coasts of the provinces of Armeniacon, Paphlagonia, 
and Bucellarion to take possession of the Chersonite ships, arrest the 
crews, and confiscate the cargoes. The merchant ships of these provinces 
were to be prevented from going to Cherson with their much needed

83 Mas‘udi, I, 3. Vasilievsky, Trudy, III, 43-47.
84 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., pp. 40, 43.
85 Ankori, Keraites, pp. 122-125. The earliest mention of Jews in Byzantine Trebizond 

is 1188, but it is quite possible that they were to be found there earlier.
86 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Adm. Imp., pp. 216-217, relates that commerce 

flowed from Trebizond to the Georgian town of Adranoutzi. This latter is depicted as a 
very busy, prosperous, and extensive emporium with commerce coming to it from 
Trebizond, Georgia, Abasgia. Armenia, and Syria. It collected KOppspKiov cnrcipov, 
enormous customs revenue.

87 Mas‘udi, II, 45-47.
88 Ibid.
88 Istahri, B.G.A., I, 188 g jlo  u* Li 4~i

.SAjj-JJ? dSTi Jl £jJ\  ^ \J j  bji j  j  Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 393. W. Heyd,
Histoire du commerce du Levant au moyen age (Leipzig, 1923), I, 44.

80 Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 393
81 Theophanes, I, 440. He brought 1,000 builders and 200 plasterers.
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cargoes. For
if the Chersonites do not journey to Roumania and sell the hides and wax that 
they get by trade from the Pechenegs, they cannot live. If grain does not pass 
across from Aminsos and from Paphlagonia and the Bukellarioi and the flanks of 
the Armeniakoi, the Chersonites cannot live.92

Prior to the Seljuk invasions, the Byzantines possessed in eastern Anatolia 
a number of comparatively prosperous commercial towns. One of the 
most important of these and located to the southeast of Trebizond was 
Artze, a fairly large town93 inhabited by numerous merchants, including 
not only local Syrians and Armenians but also many others.94 The town 
possessed and traded in all types of goods and wares that were produced in 
Persia, India, and the rest of Asia.95 Theodosiopolis in the vicinity seems 
to have been an important caravan town that traded with the Georgians 
in the early tenth century.96 Many of its inhabitants moved to the town 
of Artze where commercial conditions were more favorable, but after the 
Turkish sack of Artze much of the populace returned to Theodosiopolis. 
Ani, one of the most recently acquired cities of the empire in eastern Asia 
Minor, was an important and very populous emporium, with great 
numbers of churches and grain silos.97 At the easternmost extremity was 
the town of Manzikert, also recently acquired.98 Melitene, a large 
commercial town99 that had been incorporated into the empire during 
the reign of Romanus I, was later repeopled primarily with Jacobite

92 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Adm. Imp., pp. 286-287.
93 Attaliates, 148, refers to it variously as “TroArreiocv, HEyocAqv . . . x c°poTT0̂ lv‘,> 

Cedrenus, II, 577, as “kcohottoAis . . . pupiavSpos Kai ttoAuv ttAoutov kyovcrcL.33 
Zonaras, III , 638, “ kcohottoAis S’rjv toutco TrAr)0\>s 5*£vcpK£i auTcp, iv3 outcos Enroll, 
Kai apiOpov urreppaivovaa, enTropoi S’rjaav oi avOpco-rroi Kai ttAoOto$ rjv auTOls 
TTEptTTOS.”

94 Cedrenus, II, 577.
95 Attaliates, 148, “ Kai ttovtoicov cbvicov, oaa FTepaiKTi Te Kai MvSiKTj Kai f) Aonrf) 

A c ta  (pepEi, irArjOos ouk EuapiOpqTOv tpepoucra.” The situation was much the same 
in the days of Justinian I, Procopius, History of the Wars, II, xxv, “ Kai TiaiSia \xkv 
evTauOa hrnr)AaTd eon, Koopai 6e TioAAai TroAuavOpcoTroTOTOt diner)VTai aryxcoTcrrco 
aAA^Aais Kai ttoAAoI epiropoi kot* Ipyaatav ev TauTais oikouctiv. ek te yap MvScov Kai 
tcov TrAr)aioxcopcov Mpqpcov ttovtcov te 6$ eiTrelv tcov kv FTepaais e0vcov Kai *Pco|ja{cov 
Tivcov toc 90pTia eaKOpi jonevoi evrcx06a  aAAi^Aois %viipaKho\j<j\.3> Chronique de Matthieu 
d'Edesse (962-1136) avec la continuation de Gregoire le pretre jusqii?en 1162, trans., E. Dulaurier 
(Paris, 1858), pp. 83-84 (hereafter cited as Matthew of Edessa), elaborates on the wealth 
and numerous population.

96 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Adm. Imp., pp. 208, 214.
97 Matthew of Edessa, p. 123. Attaliates, 79, “ ttoAis eori peyaAr) Kai TroAuavOpcoTros/’
98 It is one of the few Byzantine towns whose personality momentarily shines through 

the darkness of the sourceless period. In  the mid-eleventh century Toghrul attempted to 
take the city but after a furious siege that was unsuccessful, he decided to abandon the 
effort. The inhabitants of Manzikert then placed a pig on a ballista and hurled it into 
the sultan’s camp with the cry, “Sultan! take this sow to wife and we shall give you 
Manzikert as dowry.” Matthew of Edessa, 101-102. Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 328, describes 
a commerce of salted fish taken from Lake Van and of clay for crockery.

99 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 107 ff., remarks that its population was as numerous as the 
sands of the sea. Theophanes Continuatus, 415, 416-417, calls it in the tenth century, 
“ . . .  to eTrfcrrmov Kai ê cckouotov Kai ttccvu oxvpov Kai Suvorov Kaorpov . . . ” 
Melitene and the surrounding towns were quite prosperous, p. 416, “ iroAucpopous te Kai 
TTiOTorras ouaas Kai oias ttoAA&s irapeXEiv TrpoaoSous.” Melitene itself brought in a
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Christians* 100 and to a lesser degree with Armenians and Greeks.101 The 
few remarks that emerge from the sources reveal that this town was 
inhabited by wealthy merchants.102 Nisibis and Edessa were com
paratively populous and wealthy,103 obviously dependent for much of 
their prosperity on trade with Syria.104 Antioch, though actually not in 
Asia Minor, was very important in the economic life of the empire and 
especially in the commercial activities of the Anatolian towns. It was one 
of the important points at which commerce flowed between the domains 
of Byzantium and Islam. This trade had no doubt always existed and the 
wars and razzias only temporarily interrupted it.105 Though much of this

rich revenue to the crown, “ TOtuTTjV oOv . . .  eis Koupocrcopiocv drroKorracrrr|aas 6 
paaiAsus TtoAAas yAiaSag ypucdou Kai apyvpiou sK6i0ev SaapocpopEiadai errioicos 
7T£Trovr|K£V.,> G. Ficker, Erlasse des Patriarchen von Konstantinopel Alexios Stndites (Kiel, 
1911), p. 28, "  ttoAis p£v rj MeAitt v̂ti |j£yaAr| Kai TroAuavOpcorros, ttoAis apyccta Kai 
Eiriaqijos, ev KaAco aEpos keipevt) Kai x ^ p a  utt> aCrrqv oA(Ma Kai ayaOf|, ou toTs 
ocvaymiois povov eis piov aAAa Kai Tats TrgpiTTOls eis TSpyiv euOuvoupEvqv.” But 
perhaps this eulogy was lifted from the legislation of Justinian, see Honigmann, 
“ Malatya,”

100 Chronique de Michel le Syrien Patriarche Jacobite d'Antioch, ed. and trans. J-B. Ghabot 
(Paris, 1905), III, 130-131 (hereafter cited as Michael the Syrian), says that the Greeks 
refused to settle there and so Nicephorus Phocas asked the Syrians and their church to 
move to Melitene as they were accustomed to living between two peoples.

101 Ficker, Erlasse, passim. Michael the Syrian, III, 136.
i°2 Thus, in the eleventh century a wealthy inhabitant of Melitene, a Syrian Christian, 

is said to have ransomed 15,000 Christians from the Turks at five dinars a head, Michael 
the Syrian, III, 146. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 107-108, says it was full of gold, silver, 
precious stones, brocades, and people. The Chronography of Gregory Abu'l Faraj the Son of 
Aaron, the Hebrew Physician commonly known as Bar Hebraeus being the First Part of his Political 
History of the World, trans. E. A. W. Budge (London, 1932), I, 178 (hereafter cited as Bar 
Hebraeus), relates the story of the three sons of a certain Abu Imrun who were so rich 
that they struck the imperial gold coinage at their own expense, and, in addition, they are 
reported to have loaned Basil II 100 centenaria of gold. In the eleventh century these 
Syrian Christian merchants of Melitene were very active commercially, trading in 
Constantinople and in the lands under the sway of the Turks. Both the Armenians and 
Syrians had their own church and corporation of merchants in Constantinople. In the 
reign of Constantine X Ducas the walls of the city (destroyed in the tenth century by the 
Byzantines) were rebuilt at the expense of the wealthy Syrian inhabitants. Michael the 
Syrian, III, 165.

103 Cedrenus, II, 502, relates that the yearly tax, which went to the treasury at Con
stantinople was fifty pounds of gold. Edessa is one of the few cities for which there are 
population figures. According to Sawiras ibn al-Mukaffa5, History of the Patriarchs of the 
Egyptian Church, trans. and ed. A. S. Attiya and Y. Abd al-Masih, (Cairo, 1959), II, iii, 
305 (hereafter cited as Sawirus ibn al-Mukaffa’), the city had, in 1071-1072, 20,000 
Syrians, 8,000 Armenians, 6,000 Greeks, and 1,000 Latins, for a total of 35,000. For 
further discussion of the population of towns see below. Edessa was an important textile 
center and prior to its destruction by the Turks in the twelfth century was inhabited by 
silk merchants, weavers, cobblers, and tailors. Chabot, “Un episode de l’histoire des 
Croisades,” Melanges offerts a M. Gustave Schlumberger (Paris, 1924), I, 173-174. Its in
habitants resisted the Turks valiantly.

104 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 48, 130.
105 Gibb, “Arab-Byzantine Relations under the Umayyad Caliphate,” D.O.P., IXI 

(1:958), 230-231, G. Le Strange, Baghdad during the Abbasid Caliphate from Contemporary 
Arabic and Persian Sources (Oxford, 1924), p. 149, indicates the presence of Greeks in 
Baghdad. See also Yakubi, Les pays, trans. G. Wiet (Cario, 1937), p. 22. There is a par
ticularly significant mention of it in the treaty concluded between the Byzantines and 
Hamdanids in 969-970, translated from the Arabic text by Canard, Histoire de la dynastie 
des Hamdanides de Jezira et de Syrie (Algiers, 1951), I, 835. “En ce qui concerne la dime 
pr£lev£e sur (se qui vient du) pays des Rum, des douaniers de l’empereur siegeront k
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trade with the Muslim east was transacted in northern and eastern Asia 
Minor, a considerable portion of it must have entered into and passed 
through southern and central Anatolia. Anazarba and Podandus in the 
tenth and eleventh centuries were populous and prosperous, with thickly 
inhabited and productive clusters of villages in their environs.106 The 
highland town of Tzamandus was also wealthy and of good size.107 
Adana, Tarsus, Mopsuestia, and Seleuceia were significant towns charac
terized by commercial enterprise.108 Caesareia, favored by its location on 
the commercial route connecting Mesopotamia-Syria with Anatolia, 
the seat of one of the most important Greek metropolitanates and an 
important point of religious pilgrimage, was the principal town of 
Cappadocia.109 Nigde, Archelais, and Heracleia, though certainly not as

cote des douaniers de Qargawaih et Bakjur, et sur loutes les merchandises comme or, 
argent, brocart grec, soie non travaillee, pierres precieuses, bijoux, perles, t̂offes de soie 
fines (sundus), les douaniers imperiaux preleveront la dime; sur les etoffes (ordinaires), 
les Etoffes de lin, les Etoffes de soie a fleurs de diverses couleures (buzyun), les animaux et 
autres merchandises, ce seront les douaniers du chambellan et de Bakjur apres lui qui 
preleveront la dime, Apres eux tous ces droits seront pergus par les douaniers imperiaux.” 
For a complete analysis of this treaty preserved in Kamal al-Din, see Canard, Ham- 
danides, pp. 833-837. Article twenty-one speaks of caravans coming from Byzantium to the 
domain of Islam. Canard, “Les relations politiques etsociales entre Byzance et les Arabes,” 
D.O.P., XVIII (1964), 48-55. Aside from the commercial and industrial importance of 
Byzantine Mesopotamia, it was also an important producer of wheat, Liudprand, Legatio, 
ed. J. Becker in Die Werke Liudprands von Cremona, 3d ed., Scriptores rerum germanicarum inu sum 
scholarum ex Monumentis Germaniae Historicis separatim editi (Hannover-Leipzig, 1915), p. 198.

106 Cedrenus, II, 414-415. Zonaras, III, 502. Matthew of Edessa, p. 4. Cinnamus, 180, 
in the twelfth century still regards Anazarba as “ ttoAiv TTgpupavrj. ” Nicetas Choniates, 
33, says of Anazarba, “ KOUpOTpo<pos oOctoc Kai TroAu&v0pco7ros.,> Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 
133, Anazarba produced fruit in great abundance. M. Gough, “Anazarbus,” Anatolian 
Studies, II (1952), 85-150.

Unfortunately source material is lacking here. In eastern Asia Minor information 
preserved by the Islamic, Syriac, and Armenian authors, who are provincial in nature, 
reveals incidental facts about the cities in this area. For northern and western Anatolia 
the saints’ lives, which are also local in character, have preserved significant information. 
But for south and central Anatolia we have only the Byzantine chronicles, and they are 
concerned only with the capital.

107 Cedrenus, II, 423, “ tt6Ais . . . sv caroKprjpvco trsTpa KEipevp, TroAvavdpcoTTog Kai 
ttAoutco 'TTEpippiOpg.” Zonaras, III, 54, “ TToAvTTAqfifj T̂ 6Alv.,, Bardas Sclerus during 
his revolt was able to raise considerable sums of money from its inhabitants. Zonaras, 
HI, 541.

108 Nicephorus Phocas recolonized Tarsus after its conquest. Bar Hebraeus, I, 171, 
“And Tarsos was (re)built, and was exceedingly prosperous, and the supply of food 
therein was so abundant that 12 litres of bread were sold for one zuza. And many of her 
citizens returned to Tarsos, and some of them were baptized and became Christians; 
others remained in their Faith, but all their children were baptized.” Scylitzes, II, 703, 
refers to Adana as a ttoAiv. See Tafel and Thomas, Urkunden, I, 52, for mention of the 
commercial ports of southern Anatolia. Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 133, refers to Adana and 
Tarsus as large towns with an active commerce and fine stone bazaars. He is either refer
ring to conditions of the eleventh century or else to the period of the reconquest and 
reconstruction of the towns of the area under Alexius Comnenus. Seleuceia, after being 
rebuilt, attracted Jewish merchants from Egypt as settlers. Ankori, Keraites, p. 117. 
S. Goitein, “A Letter of Historical Importance from Seleuceia (Selefke), Cilicia, dated 
21 July 1137,” English summary of the article in Tarbiz, XXVII (1958), vii-viii.

109 When al-Harawi, Guide des lieux de pelerinage, trans. J. Sourdel-Thomine (Damascus 
1957), P- 133s journeyed through Anatolia in the latter half of the twelfth century the 
Byzantine hippodrome and baths were still to be seen. For an account of the shrine of St. 
Basil, see Attaliates, 94.
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large as Caesareia, also drew their livelihood from their position on the 
road system of southern Anatolia. West of Caesareia was the city of 
Iconium, the administrative, communications, religious, and commercial 
focal point of south-central Anatolia.110 Chonae and Laodiceia, west of 
Iconium, were urban agglomerates that lived from the traffic passing 
along the road leading from Iconium to the Maeander River valley. 
Located near the sources of the river, they were possessed of well-watered 
and productive countrysides. The lakes were well stocked with fish, the 
valleys supported livestock and a host of agricultural products which 
included liquorice, cardamum, myrde, figs, and other fruits.111 Chonae, a 
town of respectable size, enjoyed a certain commercial prosperity as a 
result of the great trade fairs held at the panegyris of the Archangel 
Michael. Merchants traveled long distances to do business at this event, 
and the faithful came on pilgrimage to see the great church of the Arch
angel with its mosaics.112 Laodiceia, famed for its textiles in late antiquity, 
doubtlessly continued to produce these materials during the Byzantine 
period, for when Ibn Battuta saw the city in the early fourteenth century, 
he observed that the Greek textile workers were still making excellent 
clothes and materials.113

Northwest of Iconium, along the road to Dorylaeum, existed a series 
of smaller towns that served as administrative, ecclesiastical, and military 
centers. These included Laodiceia Gecaumene, Tyriaeum, Philomelium, 
Synnada, Polybotus, Acroenus, Amorium, Gaborcion, Santabaris, 
Nacoleia, Gotyaeum, Trocnada, and Pessinus.114 Amorium, before its

110 Attaliates, 135, "  rjv yap tote rc\f\Qsi te Kai |JEy£0Ei avSpcov te Kai oikicov Kai tgov 
aAAcov xpr)crrcov Kai r̂jAcoTcov SiacpEpouaa, Kai £cocov ttccvtoSocttcov ygvr) TpEcpoucra”. 
W. Pfeifer, Die Passlandsckaft von Nigde. Ein Beitrag zur Siedlungs-und Wirtschaftsgeograpkie 
von Inneranatolien (Greisen, 1957). Zonaras, III, 693, dv0pco7rcov te 7roAurrAr)8stav 
eyov Kai uaai toTs SokoOcti ayaGois £V&r|V0V|J£V0V.,, As the Seljuk 
capital it continued to be a large town. When the members of the Third Crusade passed 
by the city they noted it to be larger than the city of Cologne. Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 310, 
describes it as a beautiful city where routes converged. When Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 430, 
visited it in the first half of the fourteenth century it was still an impressive town, but it 
soon declined. Ibn Battuta-Defr^mery, II, 281.

111 Ansbert, ed. Chroust, M.G.H., S.R.G., Nova Series, V (Berlin, 1928), 75 (hereafter 
cited as Ansbert). Al-Umari-Quatremere, p, 355, compared the gardens of the city to those 
of Damascus. The markets abounded in fruits, grapes, pomegranites, and wine.

112 Nicetas Choniates, 230, “ troAiv euSatpova Kai HEyaATiv.” With the stabilization 
of relations between Konya and the Byzantines in the late twelfth century, the panegyris 
recovered and was attended by the inhabitants of Lydia, Ionia, Caria, Paphlagonia, and 
Iconium see chapter iii. The church, with its mosaics, was larger than the church of St. 
Mocius in Constantinople, Nicetas Choniates, 523-524. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 388. 
For references to the church as a site of pilgrimage, see below.

113 Ibn Buttuta-Gibb, II, 425. Ibn Battuta-Defr&nery, II, 271-272. The tradition of 
textile manufacture in the region of Laodiceia was already famous in the time of the 
geographer Strabo, XII, 8. 16. The gold embroidery which Ibn Battuta mentions was a 
speciality of the craftsmen of Lydia and Phrygia in antiquity, Broughton, Asia Minor, 
p. 818.

114 For a discussion of these smaller towns, W. Ramsay, The Historical Geography of Asia 
Minor (London, 1890) (hereafter cited as Ramsay, Geography), and his The Cities and 
Bishoprics of Phrygia, Being an Essay of the Local History of Phrygia from the Earliest Times to the 
Turkish Conquest (Oxford, 1895-97) (hereafter cited as Ramsay, Phrygia).
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celebrated sack by the Arabs in the ninth century, was one of the larger 
Anatolian towns,115 and the presence of Jews in the city during the early 
ninth century is possibly an indication that Amorium was the site of 
considerable commercial life.116 It has been assumed that the city had all 
but disappeared as a result of the Arab destruction. Attaleiates, however, 
who is very careful in the nomenclature that he applies to cities, towns, 
and villages, still refers to Amorium as a -rroAnrefa in the eleventh 
century.117 The largest and most important of the plateau towns in 
northwestern Anatolia was Dorylaeum. Located at the point of egress from 
and entrance to the plateau, its plain watered by the streams of the 
Bathys and Tembris, the city enjoyed the advantages that strategic 
location and generous nature bestowed. The fields produced rich harvests 
of grain and the rivers abounded in fish, the villages were densely 
populated and the city was embellished with stoas, fountains, and 
houses of illustrious citizens.118 Between Dorylaeum and Nicaea were the 

lesser towns ofMalagina, Pithecas, and Leucae.119
The northern rim of the plateau contained a number of towns, the 

most important of which was Ankara.120 Slightly to the east was Saniana 
(a military base), and farther north were Gangra and Gastamon. Euchaita, 
midway between the Halys and Iris rivers, was a center of commercial

115 Vasilievsky and Nekitene, “Skazaniia 42 amoriiskikh mucenikakh i tserkovnaia 
sluzba,” Zapiski imperatorskoi akademii nauk, ser. V III, vol. V II, no. 2, p. 11, “  ttoAis 
peyiorr) sv tois ccvotoAikoTs Trjs Pcopa'iKfjs eTnKporreias pspEcnv . . .  Eiriaripos te Kai 
TTEp̂ avqs Kai TrpcbTr) tcov psra Trjv paaiAsvovaav Kai tcov onracrcov ttoAsoov 
TTpoKaOripevr), toc paAtara TroAvavQpcoTros Kai TrArjQos apuflrjTOV ttoAitikov ts . . 
Canard, “Ammuriya,” E I2.

116 Theophanes Continuatus, p. 42.
117 Attaliates, 121. Zonaras, III , 692, the Turks killed large numbers of the inhabitants 

when they devastated Amorium in the reign of Romanus IV. Al-Idrisi-Jaubert, II, 
301, 307, speaks of it as a beautiful town with forty towers, and as a commercial center 
where communication routes meet, but it is difficult to ascertain the period to which he 
refers.

118 Cinnamus, 294-295, "  To Se AopuAaiov touto fjv psv ote ttoAis qv pEyaAq te 
EiTTEp tis tcov ev 9Aaia Kai Aoyov a f ta  ttoAAoO. aOpa te y ap  tov x^P 0V o^ctAn 
KOTaTTvEt, Kai TTESia -Trap* aCrrqv tetotoi Aeiott|t6s te etti ttAeiotov qKOVTa Kai 
ocpr)X°wov ti TrpocpaivovTa kocAAos, oOtco pevtoi Arrrapd Kai ourcos Euysco, cos ttjv 
te ttoccv SayiAq paAiara ekSiSovoi Kai appov TrapEXEaSai a a ra x w . iroTapos Se 
81& tou TrjSs to vapa tt̂ pttei Kai iSeaOat koAos Kai yEvaaaOat f̂ SOs- TrArjOps ix^vcov 
toooOtov Se Ewrix^ai toutco, octov eis SaytAsiav tois TrjSE oAieuopevov IAAittes 
ouSapq yivEcrOai. EvraOOa MeAictotivcov tote Kaiaapt ofrdai te E^cpKoSopqvTat 
AapTrpal Kai xcopat TtoAuavOpcoTroi qaav 0Eppa te cri/Topcrra Kai OToai Kai irAwoi, 
Kai oaa dvOpcoTrots qSovqv <pepei, TauTa Sf| 6 X“ P°S d9$ova TrapEixev.”

119 Ramsay, Geography, pp. 202, 207.
120 Its medieval walls alone would indicate its importance. Bryennius, 64-65, says that 

in one of his numerous campaigns against the Turks the brother of Alexius Comnenus was 
captured. In order to ransom him he was obliged to raise several thousand gold pieces. 
This he was able to do from the rich of Ankara and the neighboring towns by promising to 
repay the loan with interest, "  iroAAoi yap  tcov EUTTopcov xpvarov TTETrop9aaiv auTCp.” 
On Byzantine Ankara, G. de Jerphanion, “Melanges d ’arch^ologie anatolienne,” 
Melanges de VUniversite St. Joseph, X III (1928), 144-293. Gregoire, “Inscriptions 
historiques d ’Ancyre,” Byzantion, IV  (1927-28), 437-468; “Michel I II  et Basile le 
Mac^donien dans les inscriptions d ’Ancyre,” Byzantion, V (1929), 327-346. P. Wittek, 
“Zur Geschichte Angoras im Mittelalter,” Festschrift Georg Jacob (Leipzig, 1932), 329 ff. 
G. Karalevsky, “Ancyre,” D.H.G.E.
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note and evidently of some size. Its fair attracted merchants from afar 
with the result that the city prospered.121 Amaseia, much as Ankara and 
Euchaita, was a town of importance as a result of its strategic location in 
the mountain passes (Psellus speaks of it as a famous city, “the city men
tioned by every tongue”.122) Its rural neighborhood, though chopped up 
by precipitous mountains, was nevertheless well watered and productive. 
Like so many other towns in northeastern Anatolia, Amaseia was located 
in a metalliferous region and the mines seem to have been worked in 
Byzantine and Seljuk times.123 Doceia, Neocaesareia, Sebasteia, Coloneia, 
Nicopolis, and Argyropolis were important administrative, ecclesiastical, 
and commercial centers of the conventional Anatolian type.124

Anatolian towns were subject to ever-present and powerful currents of 
trade and commerce. In spite of the aridity of the historical sources, it 
seems quite clear that Greek, Armenian, Jewish, Russian, Ghersonite, 
Circassian, Georgian, Muslim, and Italian merchants traversed the 
maritime and hinterland trade routes. Maritime commerce came to the 
Anatolian coastal cities along the entire Black Sea, Aegean, and 
Mediterranean littorals. In the north the trade followed the coastal 
towns ultimately reaching Constantinople in the west or Trebizond in the 
east. Much of this commerce must have deployed itself along the river 
valleys and mountain passes leading from the littoral to the towns of the 
plateau. The maritime commerce of the coastal towns was tied up with 
Constantinople, Cherson, and the Caucasus while the commerce of the 
Aegean coastal centers was connected with the Greek peninsula and the 
islands as well as with Constantinople. The sea trade of Attaleia was 
supplied by Egypt, Cyprus, Antioch, and the Aegean. The major land 
route from the east entered the various border cities from Antioch in the

121 P. deLagarde and J. Bollig, Johannis Euchaitarum metropolitae quae supersunt in cod. 
vaticano graeco 676 (Berlin, 1882) pp. 131̂ 134, 207 (hereafter cited as John Mauropus- 
Lagarde), “ . . . troAuavOpcoTrov tt6A.iv . . AS Nov. IV, 54.

122 Psellus-Renauld, II, 166, “ to 6s Trdcoris yAcoTTris powpsvov TTroAiapa.” 
Cecaumeni strategicon et incerti scriptoris de qffiiciis regiis libellus (Petropolis, 1896) p. 72 (here
after cited as Cecaumenus), mentions the existence of an important state prison, the 
pappapcoTrj. Alexius Comnenus found himself forced to rely upon the wealthy in
habitants of Amaseia in order to raise the ransom money with which to purchase Roussel 
from the Turks, Anna Comnena, I, 13, “tou$ to TtpcoTa <pepovT0cs Kai XP^drcov 
eOrropouvTas.” The rich Amaseians, however, incited the poor of the city to riot in 
opposition to the suggested loan. Vailh6, “Amaseia,” D.H.G.E.

123 Vryonis, “The Question of the Byzantine Mines,” Speculum, XXXyil (1962), 7-8. 
When the Turks first invaded the area the inhabitants sought refuge in the mines, and the 
works were still being exploited in the thirteenth-fourteenth centuries at which time 
merchants from the Muslim world came to purchase the metal.

124 When the Turks attacked Sebasteia in the eleventh century, the churches with their 
high domes were so numerous that the Turks at first hesitated to enter. It was at that time 
a city with numerous inhabitants and wealthy in gold, silver, precious stones, and 
brocades, Matthew of Edessa, pp. m-112. Argryopolis, the Turkish Gumushhane, was 
a mining town, and when the Danishmendids took it, according to Turkish tradition, they 
struck their first coins from the metal mined there. The mining traditions of the Greeks 
of this town were still alive in the nineteenth century, see chapter vii. Bar Hebraeus, I, 
223, mentions cloth merchants in eleventh-century Doceia.

22



EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

south to Trebizond in the north. Again, some of this commerce was sea 
borne from Trebizond to Constantinople and to other harbors, or from 
Antioch to Attaleia and other ports. But at the same time a good portion 
of this commerce found its way into the cities of the plateau via the 
Cilician Gates and other routes.125

There is evidence for the existence of well-developed local industry 
in the Anatolian towns. The Anatolians manufactured brocades and 
various textiles of linen, wool, silk, and cotton; they wove carpets, pro
duced glassware and pottery, incense, bows, arrows, swords, shields, 
nails, rope, and other naval supplies; and they built ships. Certainly they 
must have produced many of the everyday items that they needed in their 
own urban and rural life. Various types of craftsmen, specialized labor, 
and merchants are mentioned on rare occasion in the texts and in
scriptions.126 The peninsula was a major region of the Byzantine mining 
industry, producing silver, copper, iron, lead, possibly some gold, 
marble, alum, and semiprecious stones.127 Food production played a very

125 Minorsky, “Marvazi and the Byzantines,” A.I.P.H.O.S., X (1950), 462-464. 
Caravans travel from Syria to Constantinople where they have their depots. Also Michael 
the Syrian, III, 185, 166-167. The routes are given in Ibn Khuradadhbih, B.G.A., VI, 
101 ff. On the import of Byzantine luxury items into late tenth-century Egypt, K. Roder, 
“Das Mina im Bericht iiber die Schatze der Fatimiden,” Z.D.M.G., LXXXIX (1935),
363-371-

126 Minorsky, “Marvazi,” pp. 462-464, describes the Byzantines as “gifted in crafts 
and skillful in the fabrication of (various) articles, textiles, carpets . . They are second 
only to the Chinese in these skills (a theme that reappears in the Mathnawi of Djalal al-Din 
Rumi in the thirteenth century). The Christian inscriptions from Anatolia, though, 
incomplete (Gr^goire, Recueil des inscriptionsgrecques chretiennes d’Asie Mineure (Paris, 1922), 
I, 21, 27, 91,) contain the epitaphs of marble workers from the regions of tenth-century 
Smyrna, eighth to tenth-century Tralles, and of a butcher from seventh and eighth 
century Caria. The hagiographical and other texts note various craftsmen. The anony
mous author of the Hudud al-Alam-Minorsky, p. 156, describes Rum (Anatolia) as a 
very rich province producing great quantities of brocades, silk, textiles, carpets, stockings, 
trouser cords. For the export of Anatolian capets and textiles to the Turks of Central Asia, 
Ibn Fadlari s Reisebericht, ed. and trans. Z. V. Togan in Abhandlungen fiir die Kunde des 
Morgenlandes, vol. XXIV, pt. 3 (Leipzig) p. 64 (hereafter cited as Ibn Fadlan-Togan). 
See also Goitein, “The Main Industries of the Mediterranean Area as Reflected in the 
Records of the Cairo Geniza,” J.E.S.H.Q., IV (1961), 175. The fact that Bokht-Isho Bar 
Gabriel, physician of the caliph Mutawakkil, wore gowns of Byzantine silk would indicate 
that Byzantine textiles were fashionable in ninth-century Baghdad, Bar Hebraeus, I, 143. 
The Byzantine products of the silk industry, especially brocades, mandils, and material 
for upholstering, were widely demanded in the Mediterranean. On carpet production in 
eastern Asia Minor, Canard, “Armenia,” EI2. It is of interest that Hudud al-Alam men
tions Anatolia as an important center of the rug industry. The rugs of Sardes were 
considered to be among the finest in the ancient world. They were highly prized by the 
Achemenid royal court. Athenaeus, Deipnosophistae, XII, 514, “ Kai Sir|8i 5ia Tfjs 
toCttcov avXrjs Trejos urrOTi6epevcov vpiXoTautScov ZapSiavcov, e<p* cbv ouSeis aXXos 
iTrepaivev f| paarXeus/’ and were associated by the Greeks with excessive luxury and 
effeminacy, VI, 255,“ . . . kotekeito 5’ UTTEppaXXouaav Tpucpvv ett! apyupoiroSos kXivtis 
VTreoTpco|jiEVT]s XapSiavrj îXoTCCTTiSi tcov ttocvu ttoXuteXwv.” The textile industry of 
Anatolia was of great renown in late antiquity. For a detailed listing of the references to 
the various cloths and textiles produced in late ancient Anatolia, Broughton, Asia 
Minor, pp. 817-823. See also n. 570 in chapter iii.

127 Vryonis, “Byzantine Mines,” passim. Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” 18-19. Y. Manandian, 
0  torgovle i gorodakh Armenii v sviazi s mirovoi torgovle i drevnikh vremen (Erevan, 1954), pp. 
225 ff.
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important role in the commerce of the towns, the Byzantine villages 
being more closely connected to the towns than was the case with many 
areas in western Europe.128 The towns served as markets for the produce 
of the peasants most important items of which were grain, fish, wine, 
fruit, legumes, nuts, livestock, and lumber. Each town had its group of 
villages, the inhabitants of which brought these products to town, very 
often during the big fairs held on the feast day of the saints.129 Here the 
villagers sold their produce and bought the products of local or foreign 
industry.130 Many of these villages were quite large and thriving.131 * Thus, 
parallel to the larger movements of trade, there was generated also this 
smaller local trade between the villages and the towns, which was just as 
important in some respects as the larger scale trade. In this manner the 
farmers and herdsmen received cash for their goods. The towns in turn 
were able to dispose of the villagers’ produce both by sale among the 
townsmen and by selling it to merchants of Constantinople and other 
cities.

Great Landed Families

One of the critical phenomena in the history of Anatolia was the evolution 
of the great landed families, whose deeds permeate the chronicles and 
legal literature of the tenth and eleventh centuries. Possessed of vast 
estates and high official position in the provincial administration and 
military, they were largely responsible for the social and historical 
development in Asia Minor prior to the Seljuk invasions. Most of the 
families rose to power and eminence via the armies and then consolidated 
their position by an economic expansion that was largely, though not 
exclusively, based on the acquisition of great land holdings. These 
magnates, by virtue of their control of the provincial armies, wielded 
great power. Very often the exercise of the strategeia in a particular 
province tended to become semihereditary in a particular family, as in 
the case of the Phocas’ and the theme of Cappadocia. Aside from control 
of these thermatic armies, the large estates of the aristocracy enabled 
them to maintain large bodies of private troops. So long as the government 
was able to check their more extreme political and economic abuses, this

128 S. Runciman, “Byzantine Trade and Industry,” Cambridge Economic History 
(Cambridge, 1952), II, 86-87. Ostrogorsky, “Agrarian Conditions in the Byzantine 
Empire in the Middle Ages,” Cambridge Economic History (Cambridge, 1941), I, 200. 
Often the chroniclers describe the main Anatolian cities in conjunction with the clusters 
of villages around them: Attaliates, 81, Ani had iroAixvia and OrraiOpa; Attaliates, 95, 
Antioch had its Koopoci; Attaliates, 131, Chliat had toc Otto toutou TroXiyvia; Drexl 
and Pertz, II, 54, Euchaita had its ycopid . . . ccypoiKiKOc; Zonaras, III, 502, Anazarba 
and Pondandus had ywptd TroXudvOpcoTrct te Kai Trapcpopa; Anna Comnena, II, 279, 
Iconium had its kcopottoAecov; Bryennius, 58, Gaesareia had its KCoponoXeis.

129 Zepos, J.G.R., I, 271-272, regulates affairs having to do with these fairs.
130 Drexl and Pertz, I, 133, describes this for Nicomedeia.
131 Such for example were Cryapege near Caesareia, Attaliates, 146; Oreine, Drexl,

and Pertz, I, 132.
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provincial aristocracy contributed to the defense and expansion of 
Byzantium in the east. In the eleventh century, however, this powerful 
class played a crucial role in the decline of the state.132

Demography
Unfortunately almost nothing is known about the numbers of the 
population in Byzantine Anatolia and its towns, for little has survived in 
the way of comprehensive tax registers or population figures. The silence 
of the sources and the thoroughness of the cultural transformation effected 
by the fifteenth century have led many scholars to conclude, erroneously, 
that Byzantine Asia Minor was sparsely inhabited. Estimates, which are 
really little more than educated guesses, have been made for the size of 
Anatolian population in antiquity. These estimates, all based upon 
an assumption of commercial prosperity and urban vitality in the period 
of the Roman and early Byzantine Empires, vary from 8,800,000 to
13,000,000.133 J. C. Russell has suggested that the population remained

132 The following representative list of the estates and domiciles of the Anatolian 
magnates is drawn from a study in progress on the internal history of Byzantium in the 
eleventh century. I have not gone into the problem of the relation of this landlord class 
to the Anatolian towns.
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Cappadocia Anatolicon Paphlagonia
Alyattes Mesanactes Doceianus
Ampelas Radenus Souanites
Goudeles Argyrus Theodora (wife of Theophilus)
Scepides Botaniates Ducas
Lecapenus Maniaces Curcuas
Diogenes Musele Comnenus
Ducas Sclerus Calocyres
Maleinus Synnadenus
Phocas Bourtzes Chaldia
Boilas Straboromanus Xiphilenus

Leichudes Gabras
Coloneia Melissenus
Cecaumenus Ducas Mesopotamia

Charsianon Palaeologus
Bithynia Argyrus
Maurix Maleinus Iberia
Ducas Boilas
Maleinus Lycandus Pacurianus

Cibyrrheote
Melias Apocapes

Screnarius Armeniacon
Ducas
Maurus

Dalassenus

133 J. Beloch, Die Bevolkerung der griechisch-rdmischen Welt (Leipzig, 1886), pp. 277 ff. 
Broughton, Asia Minor, pp. 812-816. For more recent remarks on the methods of arriving 
at population figures in the ancient and medieval world, see H. Bengtson, Griechische 
Geschichte von der Anfangen bis in die romische Kaiserzeit, 2d ed. (Munich, i960), p. 421. 
C. Roebuck, Ionian Trade and Colonization (New York, 1959), pp. 21-33. J. C. Russell, 
“Recent Advances in Medieval Demography,” Speculum, XL (1965), 84-101; Late 
Ancient and Medieval Population, Transactions of the American Philosophical Society, vol. XLIII, 
no. 3 (Philadelphia, 1958), p. 81, proposes a population of 8,800,000 around the year 
100 a .d ., and 11,600,000 for Anatolia in the fifth century of the Christian era. The most 
recent survey of Byzantine demography is P. Charanis, “Observations on the Demography 
of the Byzantine Empire,” Thirteenth International Congress of Byzantine Studies, Oxford, 
1966, vol. XIV.
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at the comparatively high figure of 8,000,000 during the middle 
Byzantine period but that it declined to 6,000,000 by the beginning of the 
thirteenth century and the Turkish period.134

There are indications that by the tenth and eleventh centuries the popu
lation of Anatolia was growing. That there was a certain stability in 
Anatolian demography emerges from the survival, en masse, of the ancient 
towns.135 These towns were comparatively safe and shielded from the 
massive upheaval that enveloped urban society in much of the Balkans. 
As late as the eleventh century, such important cities as Melitene, 
Sebasteia, and Artze were unwalled despite the fact that they were close 
to the Muslim lands.136 The trade routes (actively plied by Muslim and 
Christian merchants) going through the towns, and the presence of dense 
village clusters in the environs of the cities are also factors that would 
tend to support the assumption of a certain demographic vitality. The 
active policy of transplanting peoples to Anatolia certainly contributed 
to the growth of the population,137 and there are other testimonials to an 
increase in population in the two centuries prior to the Seljuk invasions. 
The older tax system, by which the caput was tied to the iugum because of 
the insufficient labor force, was relaxed, and in the middle Byzantine 
period the system underwent a transformation by which the head tax 
and land tax were separated. The replacement of the reciprocal unit of the 
two taxes with a separate collection presupposes that the earlier scarcity of 
agricultural labor had disappeared, a conclusion supported by the 
growing land hunger of the landed magnates in the tenth century.138

A further indication of demographic stability and growth is the 
evolution of the ecclesiastical administrative structure in Asia Minor. 
The Byzantine requirement that each town should constitute a bishopric 
was observed as late as the twelfth century. The basic stipulation for the 
existence of a bishopric was that an inhabited area should be sufficiently 
populous to be considered a town. If it were too small it could not be

134 Russell, “Recent Advances in Medieval Demography,” p. 99. O. L. Barkan, “Essai 
sur les donn^es statistiques des registres de recensement dans l’empire ottoman aux 
XVe et XVIe siecles,” J.E.S.H.O., I (1958), 20, 24, estimates the population of Anatolia 
in the early sixteenth century at about 5,000,000 on the basis of the tax figures. The 
decline of the population is, according to Barkan, due to the unsettled conditions in the 
provinces. With the comparative pacification and normalization that ensued in the six
teenth century, the population increased considerably.

135 Ostrogorsky, “Byzantine Cities,” pp. 61-62, reproduces a list of the more important 
towns that Theophanes mentions after the beginning of the seventh century for Asia 
Minor. Abydus, Adramyttium, Acroenus, Amaseia, Amastris, Amida, Amorium, Ankara, 
Antioch of Pisidia, Attaleia, Caesareia, Chalcedon, Charsianon, Chrysopolis, Cyzicus, 
Dorylaeum, Edessa, Ephesus, Germaniceia, Iconium, Martyropolis, Melitene, Mop- 
suestia, Myra, Nacoleia, Nicaea, Nicomedia, Pergamum, Perge, Prusa, Pylae, Samosata, 
Sardes, Sebasteia, Sebastopolis, Sinope, Smyrna, Syllaion, Synnada, Tarsus, Theodosiana, 
Theodosiopolis, Trebizond, Tyana.

136 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 83-84, 111-112.
137 For the details see below.
138 Ostrogorsky, “Die Steuersystem in byzantinischen Altertum und Mittelalter,” 

Byzantion, VI (1931), 231-234.

26



EVE OF THE TURKISH CONQUEST

included on the list of episcopal seats. The canon law and the commen
tators make it plain that the approintment of a bishop to a place depends un
equivocally and exclusively upon the " . . .  TrArjdos ccv0pc£>7Toov . . . Bishops 

are to be ordained " . . .  eis EKefvas Ta$ ttoAeis . . . t&s TroAuavOpcoTrous . . . .” 
A bishop may never be appointed to " . . .  oAiyr|V tt6Aiv Kai Kcbpr|v/,;L39 
During the course of the tenth and eleventh centuries new bishoprics 
appear and former bishoprics are promoted to archbishoprics or metro
politanates. The increase is due in part to the rise in population and 

prosperity of the Anatolian provinces as well as to new conquests in the 
east.140

The chronicles and histories of the period refer to a large number of 
the towns by a nomenclature that differentiates them sharpy from 
villages. The sources use the terms aorv, ttoAis, TroAmia, pr|Tp67ToAis, 
Kaorpov to differentiate the town from the village, Kcb|Jr), x c°pf°v*141 A

139 K. RhalJes and M. Potles, ZuvTaypa tcov Geicov Kai iepcov Kavovcov (Athens, 
1852-59), III, 222-223, 245-248 (hereafter cited as Rhalles and Potles).

140 F. Miklosich et J. Muller, Acta et dipolmata graeca medii aevi sacra et prof ana (Vienna, 
1860-90), II, 104 (hereafter cited as Miklosich et Muller). De Jerphanion makes this 
observation in regard to Cappadocia, Une nouvelle province de Vart byzantin: Les eglises 
rupestres de Cappadoce (Paris, 1925-42), Ii, li-lxii; II2, 397-400 (hereafter cited as de 
Jerphanion, Cappadoce). In southern Anatolia Cybistra was raised in rank to an arch
bishopric in the eleventh century, W. Ramsay, “Lycaonia,” Jahreshefte des Osterreichischen 
Archaologischen Instituts, VII (1904), Beiblatt, 115. For a more detailed treatment of this 
point see chapter iv.

141 As early as the reign of Justinian I ttoAis and Kaorpov were used interchangeably, 
Novella GXXVIII, c. 20. These terms are used in the same manner by Constantine 
Porphyrogenitus, De. Adm. Imp., pp. 198, 200, where Artze is referred to as a Kaorpov and 
ttoAiteicxv. Attaliates, 28, 46, 89, 90, 166, 174, 199, 201, 206, 245, 249, refers to Adana, 
Amaseia, Manzikert, Rhaedestus as Kaorpa and iroAeis. Smyrna is called both Kaorpov 
and ttoAis, Anna Comnena, II, 117, 118, as is Ephesus, AS Nov. Ill, 554. Rudikov, 
Ocerki, p. 74, has attempted to equate Kaorpov only with ttoAixvt) instead of tt6Ais. 
rfoAiapa, TToAiyviov, and 9po0ptov are generally employed to designate settlements inter
mediate between towns and villages, which often have fortifications. But this differ
entiation is not as rigidly observed as that between ttoAis and Kcbpr). Cedrenus, II, 423, 
678, calls Tzamandus both ttoAis and TroAiopa. KcopoiroAis and aypoTtoAis, seem to be 
applied to a settlement larger than a village but scattered and not formed according to a 
synoicismus. These could be rather large affairs and were not restricted to essentially 
agrarian establishments. Important commercial emporia could have the form of a 
kcopottoAis. Thus Artze, though a KCopoiroAis, was heavily populated and a rich center of 
commercial exchange of goods from Persia and India. Zonaras, III, 638, "kgo|j6ti‘oAis 
S’fjv toOto, ttAt|6us 5* evcoxst avrco, iv* outcos eTttoijju, Kai api0pov urreppaivovoa, 
ipTTOpox S’ fjaav 01 av0pcoTroi, Kai ttAoutos f|v avTois Treprrros.” It had no walls, 
however. Phrygian Laodiceia was formed of several settlements or villages scattered about 
the lower slopes of the mountain. It was not a centralized town with extensive walls. 
Nicetas Choniates, 163, “ouketi oOoav avvoiKOupevrjv cos vOv Icbparai, o06* EuepKEOt 
9payvvp6vr|v Tetyeor, kcctoc 5e kcoijkxs EKKeyv̂ vTiv Trepi tccs Oircopeias tcov eKelae 
pouvdSv/* XcopoiroAis was used to refer to an ordinary village community. Dolger, 
Beitdge zur byzantinischen Finanzverwaltung, besonders des 10. und 11. Jahrhundert (Leipzig- 
Berlin, 1927), pp. 66, 126, 134-135. The term ycopoTtoAis could refer to a settlement 
next to a town, which was separated from the town by walls. XcopoiroAis was thus 
possibly the equivalent of TTpooccrrsiov or pairdriv. Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De 
Adm. Imp., p. 216, Adranoutzi is a Kaorpov, but also has a considerable suburban area. 
“oti to Kaorpov to ’ApSavour^rjv IotIv oyvpov iravv, gyei Se Kai paTrccriv p£ya cos 
ycopoTToAiv/’ Honigmann, “Charsianon Kastron, Byzantion, X (1935), 148-149. Attaliates, 
148, and Zonaras, III, 638, indicate that iroAtTeia and y^pOTtoAis were interchangeable 
terms.
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number of the towns are described by epithets (toioutt] ttoAis, peyaAri, 
TToAudvOpcoiros, pvpiavSpos ttoAuv ttAoutov lyoucroc, dvOpcoTrcov te 
7roAuTtAfi0Eiav lyov, ttoAis Trepupavfjs, uoAua vOpooTroTccrr), peyicrrr], 
uoAuav8pos; TrAfjOos AaoO) which indicate that the contemporary observers 
considered these towns to be large by the standards of the day.* 142 But just 
how large was TroAuavOpcouos ? The city of Edessa in the year 1071 was said 
to have 35,000 inhabitants. When the Muslim Nur al-Din captured the city 
three-quarters of a century later, 30,000 were killed, 16,000 enslaved, and 
only 1,000 escaped.143 The total population prior to the fall of the city,
47,000, indicates that the population had increased, a phenomenon to be 
explained by the flight of the agrarian population to the safety of the 
walls over a long period of time. The city of Tralles, which was rebuilt 
and recolonized with 36,000 inhabitants by the Byzantines in the 
thirteenth century (1280), was said to be 7roAudv0pco*rros.144 The number 
of captives taken from Anatolian towns in the twelfth century will 
perhaps assist in giving some idea as to the size of towns. In the mid
twelfth century, Yakub Arslan carried away 70,000 Christians from 
Gaihan and Albistan.145 Of the captives that the Turks took from 
Melitene in the eleventh century, 15,000 were ransomed by the merchants 
of that city,146 and c. 1124-25 during the course of a six-month siege of 
the city the inhabitants are said to have perished by the “thousands.”147

A perusal of the texts of Bryennius, Zonaras, Attaliates, Psellus, Cedrenus, Cinnamus, 
Anna Comnena, Cecaumenus, Constantine Porphyrogenitus reveals approximately 
seventy inhabited areas referred to as towns by these various terms: Manzikert, Perkri, 
Chliat, Artze, Kars, Theodosiopolis, Adranoutzi, Lycandus, Tzamandus, Amaseia, 
Ankara, Antioch, Abydus, Lycian Adrianople, Anazarbus, Castamon, Acroenus, 
Dorylaeum, Gangra, Iconium, Neocaesareia, Pracana, Pounoura, Trebizond, Oenoe, 
Sozopolis, Adana, Amorium, Pisidian Antioch, Edessa, Nicaea, Nicomedeia, Philo- 
melium, Euchaita, Side, Syllaion, Synnada, Chalcedon, Podandus, Ani, Chonae, 
Germaniceia, Hierapolis, Melitene, Mopsuestia, Praenetus, Pylae, Sebasteia, Tarsus, 
Caesareia, Coloneia, Ephesus, Basilaion, Matiana, Parnassus, Sinope, Argaous, Amara, 
Tephrice, Samosata, Zapetra, Larissa, Abara, Ticium, Ghelidonium, Ghrysopolis, Attaleia, 
Cyzicus, Cius, Smyrna, Seleuceia. This of course does not exhaust the possibilities, for the 
notitiae episcopatum have not been utilized.

142 For the references to these towns and territories see the material above on Adana, 
Ani, Antioch, Artze, Iconium, Anazarba, Podandus, Tzamandus, Adramyttium, 
Amaseia, Dorylaeum, Sozopolis, Strobilus, Nicaea, Basilaion, Attaleia, Amastris, 
Trebizond, Melitene, Edessa, Chonae, Euchaita and Sebasteia.

143 Sawiras ibn al-Mukaffa’, II, iii, 305. Bar Hebraeus, p. 273. Chabot, “Episode de 
l’histoire des Crusades,” pp. 176-177, when Zangi first captured the city two years earlier, 
in 1144, between 5,000 and 6,000 were killed and 10,000 youths and maidens were taken 
captive. Zangi is said to have delivered the 10,000 from captivity. Matthew of Edessa, p. 
289, refers to an earthquake that killed 40,000 at Marash in the eleventh century. The 
sources are not to be taken literally.

144 Pachymeres, I, 469. For the date, I. Sevcenko, Etudes sur la poUmique entre Theodore 
Metochite et Nicephore Choumnos (Brussels, 1962), pp. 137-138.

145 Matthew of Edessa, p. 344. When the Turks sacked the city of Artze in the eleventh 
century, Cedrenus, II, 578, exaggeratedly reports that 150,000 of the inhabitants were 
slain. Bar Hebraeus, I, 426, relates that in 1256-57 the Mongol Baidju slew 7,000 in 
Albistan.

148 Michael the Syrian, III, 146. In 1145, 15,000 captives were taken from Tell 
Arsanias.

147 Matthew of Edessa, p. 315.
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Thus Melitene was probably a town comparable in size to Edessa. There 
is some indication as to the size of a comopolis in the twelfth century. When 
the Seljuk sultan attacked the two comopoleis of Tantalus and Caria in 
western Asia Minor, he took away captive 5,000 of the inhabitants. This 
would indicate roughly 2,500 inhabitants for each of the two comopoleis. 
But Caria had been sacked on a previous occasion and was to suffer 
devastation and enslavement a third time. Thus its popuation was larger 
than 2,500,148 perhaps about 5,000.149

The indirect evidence for an increase in the Anatolian population of the 
tenth and eleventh centuries and the few figures for town population 
would indicate that the epithet iroXuAvQpcoTros as applied by Byzantine 
sources to the cities has some numerical substance. A large city could 
have as many as 35,000 inhabitants, though it is likely that most of the 
towns were smaller. One may assume that towns had populations 
varying between 10,000 and 35,000.150 Caria, which was not a full- 
fledged town in the twelfth century, probably had a population of about
5,000. Dorylaeum had been one of the prosperous towns of the eleventh 
century. As a result of its destruction during the Turkish invasions, it was 
inhabited by only 2,000 Turkmens in the twelfth century, a figure that 
the historian Cinnamus considers to be insignificant when compared 
with the former size of the city.151 Though the evidence is very scant, one

140 Nicetas Choniates, 655-657.
149 The word kcopottoAis here may mean a large village, though it also has the meaning 

of a town scattered over a large area.
150 Dolger, “Die byzantinische Stadt,” p. 12, has given a similar, though slightly lower 

estimate of between 5,000 and 20,000. L. Torres Baibas, “Extension y demografia de las 
ciudades hispanomusulmans,” S.I., III (1955), 55-57, on the basis of area measurements, 
gives the following population estimates for eleventh-twelfth century Spain:

Toledo 37,000 Zaragoza 17,000
Almeria 27,000 Malago 15-20,000
Granada 26,000 Valencia 15,000
Mallorca 25,000

Barkan, “Les donn^es statistiques,” p. 27, furnishes reliable figures for some of the Ana
tolian towns in the years c. 1520-1530 (based on tax registers):

Bursa 34)93° Tokat 8,354
Amid 18,942 Konya 6,127
Ankara 14,872 Sivas 5,560

Though the similar magnitudes of the Spanish figures (arrived at by area measurement) 
and the Ottoman figures (results of reliable tax registers from a later period) when com
bined with the Byzantine estimates do not necessarily prove anything, it is interesting 
that the size of the towns tend to range between similar extremes.

Byzantium 5-10,000 to 36,000 (perhaps 47,000)
Spain 15,000 to 37,000
Ottoman Empire 5,560 to 34,930

See also Russell, “The Population of Medieval Egypt,” Journal of the American Research 
Center in Egypt, V (1966), 69-82.

161 Cinnamus, 295. Itinerarium Willelmi de Rubruc, ed. A. van den Wyngaert, in Sinica 
Fransiscana, (1929), I, 327 (hereafter, cited as William of Rubruq-Wyngaert), reports that 
an earthquake killed more than 10,000 people in Erzindjan in the mid-thirteenth century. 
Ramon Muntaner, Chronique d'Aragon, de Sidle et de Grece, trans. J. A. C. Buchon in 
Chroniques etrangeres relatives aux expeditions frangaises pendant le XIIIe siecle (Paris, 1841), 
p. 419, (hereafter cited as Ramon Muntaner-Buchon) relates that in the early fourteenth 
century (before the Turkish conquest), the peninsula of Artake (Cyzicus) had 20,000 
habitations, houses, farms, etc.
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must conclude on the basis of this material that not only did the pop
ulation of Asia Minor increase by the tenth and eleventh centuries, but 
the population of the towns and province as a whole was significant in 
absolute terms.152 Thus it would be incorrect to speak of Anatolia as 
semidesolate or depopulated on the eve of the Seljuk invasions.

Road System

The large land mass of Byzantine Anatolia was closely knit by the system 
of roads which the empire had largely inherited from the days of the 
Roman Empire. There was some readjustment of the system which 
occurred with the transferral of the capital to Constantinople, but aside 
from that the road system persisted in its principal form down to Turkish 
times.153

The organization and maintenance of the road network was essential for 
the Byzantines in Asia Minor inasmuch as it was the means by which this 
province could be more tightly integrated into the empire. It facilitated 
the movement of Byzantine armies and ensured areas threatened by the 
enemy with a more rapid defense. The roads also made easier the relative 
efficiency of the bureaucrats who administered the provinces and who, 
at the same time, remained under closer supervision of the central 
government as a result of these roads. Of equal importance was the 
accessibility of the major Anatolian towns and cities to merchants, 
caravans, and currents of trade as a result of this arterial network.154 The 
frequent use of these highways by the armies, officials, merchants, pilgrims, 
and others, is copiously noted not only by the Byzantine historians and 
hagiographers but also in the accounts of the Arab geographers and 
travelers.

The major routes ran in a northwest to southeast direction, though there 
were smaller routes running in a north and south direction. The northwest- 
southeast routes generally ascended from the coastal region of northwest 
Anatolia at some point along the Sangarius, cut through the mountains

152 This estimate of Anatolia’s demographic condition generally coincides with the 
results that Russell (“Population of Medieval Egypt,” pp. 81, 92-99), has attained by 
entirely different methods. He suggests, on the basis of the area contained by the medieval 
fortress, that eighth-century Ankara may have had between 25,000 and 30,000 inhabi
tants. We must, at any rate, think of town populations in terms of their size in late antiquity 
rather than in modern times. Thus the population density of Asia Minor in the eleventh 
century contrasts with the assertions of certain scholars that the peninsula was semi
desolate on the eve of the Turkish invasions. M. Koprulii, Les origines de Vempire ottoman 
(Paris, 1935), p. 60. F. Sumer, Oguzlar (Tiirkmenler). Tarihleri-boy teskildti-destanlari 
(Ankara, 1967), p. XIX.

153 Ramsay, Geography, p. 74. For the Seljuk and Ottoman routes, K. Erdmann, Das 
anatolische Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts (Berlin, 1961), vol. /- //;  Taeschner, Das 
anatolische Wegenetz nach osmanischen Quellen (Leipzig, 1924-26), vol. /-//. For a reference 
to the survival of the Romano-Byzantine roads in western Anatolia, in the Turkish period 
see Hans Dernschwam's Tagebuch einer Reise nach Konstantinopel und Kleinasien (755 /̂55), ed. 
F. Babinger (Munich and Leipzig, 1923), p. 238.

154 On the merchant khans throughout the empire, P. Koukoules, Bu£avrivcov 
Kai TToAmapos (Athens, 1941), Hi, 128-140.
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separating the coastal region from the central plateau, and then traversed 
the plateau itself. Thus one route skirted the northern rim of the plateau 
going through Amaseia and Coloneia, another route cut through the 
central plateau region via Saniana and Sebasteia, and a third skirted the 
southernmost reaches of the plateau going through Iconium to the Taurus. 
The most important of these was the great military highway used by the 
emperors when marching out to meet the Arabs on the eastern borders. 
It led from Nicaea via Pithecas, Leucae, and Malagina to Dorylaeum 
where the road climbed through the mountains onto the plateau. Then 
it proceeded through Trocnada and Pessinus, across the Sangarius River 
over the Zompus Bridge, through the town of Gorbaeus to the south of 
Ankara, across the Halys River to the town of Saniana. Here the road 
forked, the branch leading to the southeast going through Mocissus and 
then branching again, the two branches going to the great Cappadocian 
center of Caesareia and to Tyana and Tarsus respectively. The other road 
leading from Saniana went almost directly east to the city of Sebasteia. 
Once more the highway branched into three routes: the northernmost 
leading to Nicopolis and Coloneia; the central branch going to Tephrice 
and Theodosiopolis; the southeast artery pushing to Melitene where it 
joined the road from Caesareia. A critical juncture of this highway was 
Saniana, for it was from this town that the three main branches went to 
the regions of the Taurus, Cappadocia, Melitene, Sebasteia, and 
Coloneia.155

There was a number of large military stations or camps along this high
way, at which standing camps the armies of the various themes gathered 
and joined the emperor as he marched eastward to the borders.156 These 
military bases, or aplecta as they were called, were often important towns 
located on the main highway or within easy reach and were supplied 
with all the necessities for provisioning troops. The tenth-century emperor 
Constantine VII mentions six aplecta. The first, at Malagina east of 
Nicaea on the banks of the Sangarius, possessed the extensive stables of the 
emperor, an arms “depot, and storehouses with provisions for the army.157 
This was probably the mustering center for the troops of the theme of 
Optimaton. Dorylaeum, the gateway to the central plateau, was the

155 Ramsay, Geography, pp. 199-221.
156 G. Kolias, "TTepi oarAr)KTOU,”  E.E.B.Z., XVII (1941), 144-184. J. B. Bury, “The 

drrXiiKTa of Asia Minor,” Bu£ctvTts, II (1911), 214-224.
157 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, DeCaerimoniis, 1,444-445,459, and especially Ramsay, 

Geography, pp. 202 ff., for certain emendations of the text. Ibn Khuradadhbih, B.G.A., VI,
112-113. J. R. Sterett, The Wolfe Expedition to Asia Minor, Papers of the American School of 
Classical Studies at Athens, III (1884-85), 5, published a bronze tablet found at Oren Koy 
in southeast Asia Minor. The inscription on the tablet was the identification of an animal 
from such a stable.

Zcoov 5iaq>(epov)
Tcp 8elco dppapgv(TCj>)
TTpoarocx^v Korrd 8 (e)T(ov)
■rirrrov (5 )i* ayyap(icxv)
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gathering place for the troops of the Thracesian and Opsicion themes. 
Ibn Khuradadhbih reveals that the emperor had constructed seven large 
bathing arcades over the hot springs of the city, and that each could 
accommodate 1,000 men, no doubt intended for use by the armies. The 
third aplecton, the bishopric of Kaborkeion, was slightly to the south of 
the highway. The troops of the Anatolic and Seleuceian themes, together 
with those troops under the Domestic of the Scholes, assembled at 
Kaborkeion, a site amply fed by the sources of the Sangarius River, and 
then marched to Trocnada on the military highway where they fell in 
with the advancing army.158 The fourth aplecton, Saniana, was on the 
eastern bank of the Halys, again a well-watered spot and thus capable of 
accomodating large numbers of men and horses. It was here that the road 
forked, going on the one hand to Sebasteia, on the other to Caesareia 
and the Taurus mountains. If the emperor were marching to Cilicia, then 
the troops of all the eastern themes joined him at Saniana. But if he were 
marching directly east toward Melitene, only the troops of Bucellarion, 
Paphlagonia, and Charsianon met him at Saniana, while the troops of 
Cappadocia, Armeniacon, and Sebasteia met him at Caesareia, the fifth 
aplecton. The sixth aplecton was that of Dazimon. Here the troops of the 
Armeniacon were mustered, and when the emperor was marching to 
Sebasteia and points east, they joined him at the station of Bathys 
Rhyax.139

A second trans-Anatolian highway skirted the southern confines of the 
Anatolian plateau, a route often referred to as the pilgrim’s route, though 
it was also an important military and commercial artery. It too commenced 
at Malagina and progressed through Dorylaeum, Polybotus, Philomelium, 
and Iconium to the Cilician Gates.160 There were at least two variations 
of this route to Iconium: one that went via Malagina-Cotyaeum- 
Acroenus-Polybotus-Philomelium-Iconium and the other that traversed 
Malagina-Dorylaeum-Amorium-Laodiceia-Iconium. There was a third 
road that avoided Iconium altogether by going from Dorylaeum- 
Pessinus to Archelais and then south through Tyana to the Taurus. 
Another highway left from Nicomedia and went through Ankara, south to 
Archelais, Tyana, and the Taurus.161 Nicomedia and Ankara both served 
as important points of departure for the roads going across the northern 
regions of the Anatolian plateau. One route led from Nicomedia through 
Gangra (or an alternate route slightly to the north of Gangra), Euchaita 
(on the more southerly route), Amaseia, Neocaesareia, Coloneia, and 
Satala. Another road ran from Ankara to Gangra, Amaseia, and so on. 
There were also some important roads running north and south, perhaps 
the most prominent being the route from the coastal city of Amisus to

158 Ramsay, Geography, pp. 213-214.
169 Ibid., pp. 219-221.
160 Ibid., pp. 197 ff.
161 Ibid., pp. 197-198, and accompanying map.
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Amaseia and down to Gaesareia. Undoubtedly, there were similar roads 
leading inland from such Black Sea ports as Heracleia, Amastris, Sinope, 
and Trebizond. In the east, the road from Sebasteia went through 
Tephrice and Theodosiopolis to Manzikert, while Arabissus was similarly 
joined to Melitene in the east and to Germaniceia in the south via the 
passes of the Anti-Taurus while Germaniceia was in turn connected with 
Samosata.162

Of particular importance was the busy road from Attaleia via Cotyaeum 
and Malagina to Constantinople. An official of the post system, who 
resided in Attaleia, supplied horses and transportation for travelers going 
overland, or passage by ship to those going by sea. Ibn Hawkal states that 
while the journey took only eight days on the highway, the sea voyage, 
provided the winds were favorable, required fifteen days.163 Side and other 
towns of Cilicia were similarly connected by traversible roads to the main 
highway system going through Iconium. In western Asia Minor the roads 
for the most part seem to have followed the coastline and the river 
valleys.

Anatolia was effectively served by this system of major roads, which 
went generally in a west to east, or west to southeast direction. This 
network was intersected by numerous smaller roads, entering from the 
coastal areas of the northwest and west, and also by a smaller number of 
north-south routes cutting over the plateau. That the armies frequently 
used these roads goes without saying. Merchants, including Jews and Arabs, 
seem to have followed the great networks for commercial reasons with the 
result that knowledge of all the major land routes appears in the texts 
of the Arab geographers.164 The roads were extensively traveled by 
pilgrims—pilgrims who visited not only the Holy Land but also the 
numerous shrines of the greater and lesser Anatolian saints.165

162 Ibid., pp. 242-279. Honigmann, “Gharsianon Kastron,” p. 156.
163 Marquart, Osteuropaische und ostasiatische Streifzuge (Leipzig, 1903), pp. 208-209.
164 By way of example, al-Mukaddasi describes the journey of a Muslim who traveled 

from Mayaferrikin via Goloneia, Neocaesareia, across the Pontic region to the Sangarius 
River (Honigmann, “Un itineraire,” pp. 263-267, 268). It is of some interest that his 
itinerary followed the northwest route described above and that when he arrived in the 
region of the Bucellarion theme he remarks that there was an inn for Muslims. This was 
one of the Byzantine ^evoSoyeia, hostels, which existed for travelers. Constantine 
Porphyrogenitus mentions such institutions in the region of the Sangarius, at Nicomedeia, 
and at Pylae {De Caerimoniis, I, 720). But undoubtedly they existed throughout the 
peninsula. Al-Mukaddasi describes a second journey that led from Amid via Melitene, 
Tzamandus, Caesareia, Ankara, Sangarius, Nicomedeia to Constantinople (Honigmann, 
“Un itineraire,” p.270). It is significant that this information comes from a Muslim rather 
than a Byzantine source and so one is able to deduce the commercial importance of these 
Anatolian networks. The presence of a hospice for Muslims in the Bucellarion theme is 
important evidence for inferring the presence of Muslim merchants in Anatolia. The same 
author mentions that there were Muslims in the cities of Bithynia, Trebizond, and Ma’din 
an-Nuhas (Honigmann, “Un itineraire,” p. 263).

165 Quite illustrative of this type of itinerant was St. Lazarus (d. 1054) who performed 
the pilgrimage both to the Holy Land and to various sanctuaries of Asia Minor. In his 
first journey Lazarus set out from the coastal town of Strobilus for the shrine of the Arch
angel Michael in Ghonae. En route he fell in with a group of Cappadocian pilgrims, also
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The Church

Anatolia had an elaborate ecclesiastical organization of metropolitanates, 
archbishoprics, and bishoprics subordinated to the patriarch of Con
stantinople.166 In the earlier centuries this provincial organization 
of the church had followed the pattern of the imperial administrative 
organziation. Thus the town, or polis, became the seat of the bishopric. 
By the eleventh century, Asia Minor possessed approximately forty-five 
metropolitanates,167 ten archbishoprics,168 and a great number of

on their way to the shrine, and before arriving at the town, another pilgrim (a Paph- 
lagonian monk) joined the party. After a number of distractions, Lazarus finally made his 
way to Palestine where he visited the various shrines and churches. He then returned to 
Antioch. From Cilicia he took the road going north by Mt. Argaeus to Caesareia where 
he prayed at the church of St. Basil. There he followed the northern route to Euchaita, 
the center of the cult of St. Theodore Teron, and departing from Euchaita made his way 
through the Anatolic theme to Chonae, once more to the church of the Archangel. The 
last leg of his long pilgrimage was from Chonae to Ephesus where Lazarus went to the 
church of St. John the Theologian (AS Nov. Ill, 517-518). Ephesus remained a favorite 
pilgrim site through its Byzantine life. In 1106-07 the Russian abbot Daniel [P.P.T.S., 
IV, 5-6), visited the tomb of St. John and relates that on the anniversary of the latter’s 
death a holy dust arose from the tomb, which believers gathered as a cure for diseases. 
He visited the cave of the Seven Sleepers, the remains of the 300 holy fathers, of St. 
Alexander, the tomb of Mary Magdalene, the coffin of the Apostle Timothy. He saw the 
image of the Holy Virgin used to refute Nestorius. Ramon Muntaner-Buchon (pp. 425, 
465-466), witnessed miracles at the tomb in 1304, and remarked that the exudations of 
the tomb were beneficial for childbirth, fever, and when thrown on the stormy sea would 
calm it. After the Turks took Ephesus they traded three of the relics of his cult to Ticino 
Zacaria of Phocaea for grain. These included: a piece of the true cross taken by St. John 
himself from the place where Christ’s head lay, and which was enclosed in gold and prec
ious stones and which had hung from the neck of St. John on a golden chain; a cloth that 
Mary had made and given to St. John; a book of the Apocalypse written in gold letters by 
St. John.

In 1059 the famous Georgian monk, George the Hagiorite, accompanied by his 
biographer, journeyed from Antioch to Caesareia, and thence to the shrine of St. Theodore 
where .they were graciously received by the archbishop. They then journeyed to the port 
of Amisus on the Black Sea and set sail for the Caucasus. P. Peeters, “Histoires monasti- 
ques georgiennes,” A.B., XXXVI-XXXVII (1917-19)3 121-122. H. Delehaye, “Euchaita 
et la 16gende de S. Theodore,” in Anatolian Studies Presented to Sir William Mitchell Ramsay 
(London, 1923), pp. 133-134 (hereafter cited as Delehaye, “Euchaita et S. Theodore”). 
For other references to these Anatolian pilgrimages, AS Nov. I, 343; F. Halkin, “Saint 
Antoine le Jeune et Petronas le vainqueur des Arabes en 863,” A.B., LXII (1944), 
187-225, 218; V. Laurent, La vie marveilleuse de Saint Pierre d’Atroa 837 (Brussels, 1956), 
PP- 87,

Pilgrimages to the great shrines of Anatolia must have been commonplace. Notice 
that on his way to the shrine of the Archangel, Lazarus met other pilgrims from as far 
away as Cappadocia and Paphlagonia. These pilgrimages were not limited to the ancient 
and established centers, for Lazarus was himself visited by many pilgrims on Mt. Galesium, 
including not only Greek Christians from the vicinity, but also by a Georgian, a baptized 
Muslim, and by Jews. The Anatolian road system saw a certain number of Latin pilgrims 
on their way to the Holy Land, though most of them probably went by the sea route 
that skirted the western and southern coasts of the peninsula. Brehier, V  eglise et VOrient 
au moyen-age (Paris, 1928), pp. 43-47.

166 Some churches in southeastern Anatolia were subordinate to the patriarchate of 
Antioch. Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, pp. 190-196.

167 Skabalanovic, Gosudarstvo, pp. 404-418. Gelzer, “Ungedruckte und wenig bekannte 
Bistumerverzeichnisse der orientalischen Kirche,” B.Z., I (1894), 253-254. Caesareia, 
Ephesus, Ankara, Cyzicus, Sardis, Nicomedeia, Nicaea, Chalcedon, Side, Sebasteia, 
Amaseia, Melitene, Tyana, Gangra, Claudiopolis, Neocaesareia, Pessinus, Myra, 
Stauropolis, Laodiceia, Synnada, Iconium, Antiocheia, Pisidia, Perge, Mocissus, Seleuceia,
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suffragant bishoprics. In the tenth century there had been approximately 
371 bishoprics subordinate to them,* 168 169 and by the eleventh century there 
was a significant increase in their number170 due largely to the expansion 
of the frontiers in the east.171 The metropolitans were the ecclesiastical 
lords of large areas and usually of a number of towns as well as villages, 
over which towns were the bishops. The powers and influence of these 
hierarchs in their respective provinces were considerable, not only in 
the spiritual domain but also in the sphere of administration and in the 
courts.172 It was the metropolitans and archbishops who linked the 
provincial administrative structure of the church to Constantinople, 
patriarch, and emperor. They had the right to participate in the meetings 
of the synod in Constantinople and also to participate in the election of 
the patriarch. The elaborate structure of metropolitanates-bishoprics— 
indeed of the whole ecclesiastical institution—was supported by extensive 
properties and certain cash incomes.173 It was with these incomes that the 
metropolitans and bishops provided for guesthouses, poorhouses, 
orphanages, hospitals and to a certain extent, local education. The 
ecclesiastical as well as the bureaucratic, administrative personnel were 
recruited from the local population and Constantinople, so that the 
priesthood and hierarchy represented both the capital and the provinces.

Asia Minor was not only the most important Byzantine province 
militarily and economically, but also it was so in the religious domain. 
Anatolia possessed the richest, most populous metropolitanates of the 
empire. Their importance relative to that of the European metropoli
tanates is clearly reflected in the official lists, the notitiae episcopatum, 
composed for purposes of protocol, where the metropolitanates are listed 
in order of their rank. Of the first twenty-seven metropolitanates listed 
in a notitia of the eleventh century, only two were located in Europe, the 
remaining twenty-five were situated in Anatolia.174 This emerges more 
clearly when one compares the number of bishops to be found in the two 
regions of the empire. In the first half of the tenth century, there were 
about 371 bishoprics in Asia Minor, 99 in Europe, 18 in the Aegean isles, 
and 16 in Calabria and Sicily.175 Also, and most important, Asia Minor

Trebizond, Smyrna, Amorium, Camacha, Cotyaeum, Euchaita, Amastris, Chonae, 
Pompeiopolis, Attaleia, Abydus, Celesene, Coloneia, Cerasus, Nacoleia, Apameia, 
Basilaion, Nazianzus.

168 Gelzer, “Bistumerverzeichnisse,” pp. 254-255. Skabalanovic, Gosudarstvo, pp. 418- 
420. Miletus, Parium, Proiconnesus, Cius, Neapolis of Pisidia, Selge of Pamphylia, 
Mistheia of Lycaonia, Pedacthoe, Germia, Heracleia Cybistra.

169 Nova Tactica, ed. H. Gelzer in Georgii Cyprii descriptio orbis romani (Leipzig, 1890), 
pp. 61-83 (hereafter cited as Nova tactica).

170 De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, I l9 li—lxii; II2, 397—400.
171 Gelzer, Notitiae Episcopatum̂  pp. 576-579.
172 Brehier, Veglise et Vorient au moyen-dge, pp. 526-527. Beck, Kirche und theologische 

Literatur, pp. 71-76.
173 Brehier, Veglise et Vorient au moyen-dge, p. 522.
174 Gelzer, “Bistumerverzerchnisse,” p. 253.
175 Gelzer, Nova Tactica, pp. 61-83.
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was strewn with sanctuaries and cults of numerous saints. Some of the 
cults centered on the martyrs, others on the personages of later saints, and 
still others on the personalities of “mythical” saints. Asia Minor had been 
one of the earliest provinces of Christian missionary activity, intimately 
associated with the personality, activity, and writings of the Apostle Paul.

The cults and churches of the various Anatolian saints were famous 
not only among the Greek Christians but also among Latins, Georgians, 
Slavs, and others who visited them on the pilgrimage, and these cults 
were, of course, very important in the everyday life of the Byzantine 
inhabitants of Asia Minor. The list of the sanctuaries located in Anatolia 
is a long one, and some of these were especially popular.176 In the western
most regions the important cults included those of Tryphon at Nicaea, 
Polycarp at Smyrna, John the Theologian at Ephesus, Nicholas at 
Myra, and the Archangel Michael at Chonae. On the Black Sea coast 
were the shrines of Eugenius at Trebizond, Phocas at Sinope, and 
Hyacinthus at Amastris. The most famous of the martyrs’ sanctuaries in 
the hinterland included those of St. Theodore at Euchaita, the Forty 
Martyrs at Sebasteia, Mercurius and Mamas at Caesareia, and the 
various shrines of St. George in the regions of Paphlagonia. Of equal 
importance were the churches of the fourth and fifth-century saints Basil 
of Caesareia, Gregory of Nyssa, Gregory of Nazianzus, and Amphilochius 
of Iconium, all of whom had played such an important role in determining 
the evolution of the Eastern church.

New sanctuaries continued to arise about the personalities of newer 
holy men, a fact that intensified the sanctity of Anatolia as a repository of 
tcc ccyicc for the Byzantines. Ioannicius (d. 846) of Mt. Olympus in 
Bithynia, Michael Maleinus (d. 961) in Bithynia, Lazarus (d. 1053) 
on Mt. Galesium near Ephesus, Philaretus the Merciful (d, 792) of 
Paphlagonia, George (d. c, 802-807) of Amastris, Nicephorus (fl. tenth 
century) of Latmus in the district of Miletus, Paul (d. 955) in western 
Anatolia, Luke the Stylite (d. 979) in Chalcedon, Blasius (d. c. 911-912) 
of Amorium, the Forty-two Martyrs (d. 838) of Amorium, and many 
others were evidence of the intensity, if not the variety, of religious life in 
Anatolia during this period. From these holy men came a considerable 
portion of the monastic, hierarchical, and missionary leaders. It was an 
Anatolian monk, St. Nicon tou Metanoeite, who in the tenth century left 
Asia Minor to convert the Muslims of newly reconquered Crete and the 
Slavs in the Morea.177 The great Athonite father and organizer St. 
Athanasius was born and educated in Trebizond. The eleventh-century 
professor of law and patriarch Xiphilenus was also born and partially

176 For an extensive catalog of the cults of the Anatolian martyrs, Delehaye, Les 
origines du culte des martyres (Brussels, 1933), pp. 145-180.

177 Lampros, tl eO fMos Nikoovo$ toO MeTccvoelT£,” N.E., III (1906), 151-152, 
200-202.
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educated in Trebizond, while the illustrious twelfth-century archbishop 
of Athens Michael Acominatus and his brother the historian Nicetas 
Choniates were from Chonae. These men of Anatolia, who are so illus
trative of the influence and importance of Anatolia as a spiritual reservoir 
of Byzantine society, are not unique.

Less spectacular, perhaps, but of equal importance was the significance 
of these cults for the integration of the majority of the Anatolians into a 
generally homogeneous society and culture. These cults were absorbed by 
the Byzantine church, an institution that played such a critical role in 
unifying the empire. Though the church tended greatly to regularize the 
practices attendant upon these cults in consonance with the Orthodoxy 
of Constantinople, many local strains were so firmly entrenched that they 
were simply accepted.178 It has been repeatedly stated that the bishops 
and metropolitans, and the clergy in general, attempted to care for both 
the spiritual and physical needs of their flocks, and the local saints, in the 
eyes of the provincials, did much the same thing. It was this close attach
ment of the provincial peoples to the saints which forced the church to 
accept many of the anomalous practices attendant upon their cults. The 
principal city or town of the saint was usually identified with that in 
which his bones rested, though of course there would be numerous churches 
and shrines (to say nothing of bones) associated with that particular saint 
elsewhere. Usually the saint was the possessor of a special town, and the 
inhabitants of that town thought of the saint almost as their co-citizen, and 
they naturally conceived of him as being partial to this city. In such a 
spirit an eleventh-century citizen of Trebizond addresses St. Eugenius as 
(piAoTroAl, (piAoTrocTpi.179 One of the most important functions of the saint 
was to protect his city from devastating invasions of various foreign 
peoples, which came to be such a salient feature of Byzantine life. The 
miracula of the various saints credit them with considerable success in this 
respect. St. Theodore is said to have routed the Arabs, who were besieging 
Euchaita in 934, by appearing before the gates of the city on horseback.180 
St. Eugenius performed the same task for the Trebizondines by inter
ceding from above and turning away and smashing the bows and swords

178 This is a phenomenon that needs further study. Two examples of this phenomenon, 
animal sacrifice and absorption of pagan deities into the Christian cult of saints, are 
among those that have been studied in some detail. F. Gumont, “L’archevech£ de 
P^dachtoe et le sacrifice du foan,” Byzantion, VI (1931), 521—533. A. Hadjinicolaou- 
Morava, Saint-Mamas (Athens, 1953). See also M. Nilsson, Greek Popular Religion (New 
York, 1947), pp. 13-18, on the continuity of pagan practices, and on the link between 
the pagan cult of the heroes and the Christian cult of the saints.

179 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., p. 51.
180 AS Nov. IV, 53. The eleventh-century metropolitan of Euchaita, John Mauropus- 

Lagarde, p. 116, describes Theodore as " tov f]pgT6pov dpyovTa Kai ttjs Trspixcopou 
TauTris KXrjpouxov Kai TrpooTcnriv Kai ^opov.” P. 132, he is “ 6 toO xpiorcovviiou 
AaoO xaTa pappapcov 7̂ p07̂ oAepcov.i’, This same phenomenon is to be observed in the 
miracula of the Muslim holy men of Seljuk Anatolia, as in the case of Djalal al-Din Rumi 
who saved Konya from the Mongols.
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of the godless barbarians.181 George of Amastris, while still living, went 
out of the walls of that city, gathered as many of the Christians in the 
neighborhood as he could, and then brought them to safety within 
while the Arabs were raiding the area.182 St. Amphilochius is credited with 
turning away the Ismaelite army from the walls of Iconium.183 But these 
saints, not always content to remain on the defensive, often took the 
offensive, even leading the imperial armies to victory in foreign lands. 
The Archangel Michael is credited with helping Heraclius defeat the 
Persians,184 and John Tzimisces as a result of the victory over the 
Russians in the Balkans, which he attributed to the intervention of St. 
Theodore, rebuilt the saint’s church in Euchaita.185 The saints also figure 
quite prominently, at least in their miracula, in the repatriation of 
Christians taken prisoner by invaders. Accordingly, Saints Theodore, 
Nicholas, and George answer the prayers of the local inhabitants of Caria, 
Paphlagonia, and Euchaita who have lost relatives to the Arabs, and then 
secure the return of these relatives from Crete and Syria.186 Some of the 
cults were particularly close to soldiers, those of the so-called military 
saints, Theodore, George, and Mercurius.187

The saints are frequently alleged to have intervened with Byzantine 
administrative authorities, and especially with the tax collectors, on behalf 
of their co-citizens.188 The most numerous miracles and services, however, 
attributed to the saints are those that have to do with healing. In a period 
of history when knowledge of medicine had not progressed sufficiently, 
particularly in the more remote provinces that might be even less well 
equipped medically, it was to the local saint that the ill came, or some
times they would travel long distances from their own villages and towns 
to the shrines of particular saints whose medical reputations were wide
spread. A steady column of lepers, epileptics, paralytics, and cripples 
marches through the countless pages of the miracula on their way to the 
shrines in hope of cure. The provincials also appealed to the saints to 
still the dreadful forces of nature. If disease came upon their livestock, if

181 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap. imp., p. 76, Eugenius is "TrjsKOivfjs f)pcov iroAecos 
TOVTTiat KCXI TTOTplSoS ETTOTTTCC KOU TTpopOXE KCU <ppOVpE Kai TTpOOTOCTOC Kai TraCTt KOIVOV 
f\plv EVTpu(p•rl̂ Ja.,,

182 Vasilievsky, Trudy, III, 38-40.
183 Halkin, Bibliographia Hagiographica Graeca, 3d ed. (Brussels, 1957), I, 22.
184 Drexl and Pertz, I, 125.
185 Zonaras, III, 534.
186 A. Sigalas, “ 'H Sioktkeut) tou utto tou XpuaiTrrrou napaSESopEvcov Qaujicrrcov 

toO Wyiou GeoScbpou,” E.E.B.I., I (1924), 314-315. AS Nov. IV, 78. G. Anrich, 
Hagios Nikolaos. Der heilige Nikolaos in der griechischen Kirche (Leipzig-Berlin, 1913), I, 171- 
173, 175-181, 189-195, 286. J. B. Aufhauser, Miracula S. Georgii (Leipzig, 1913), pp. 13-18.

187 Delehaye, Les legendes grecques des saints militaires (Paris, 1909). S. Binon, Documents 
grecs inedits relatifs a S. Mercure de (Louvain, 1937). In one of the miracula of St. Theodore 
of Euchaita, a soldier of the region previous to a military expedition went into the 
sanctuary and prayed to St. Theodore to protect him. After the campaign the soldier 
returned and as an offering of thanks presented his sword to the saint. Sigalas, “Aiccokevt}” 
P. 328.

188 Vasilievsky, Trudy, III, 37, 43-47.
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drought or floods destroyed the crops, one invoked the saints with special 
prayers and invocations.189

The subject of religious conversion does appear in the hagiographical 
texts, though the accounts are not often as precise as one would desire. 
St. Nicholas, at least according to his miracula, was known as far afield as 
Muslim Egypt and Syria.190 St. George TpoTraioOxos is credited with the 
conversion of Muslims in Syria.191 St. George of Amastris was responsible 
for the conversion to Christianity of the pagan Russ who, while raiding 
Amastris, broke into his sanctuary in order to steal the rich treasures they 
believed to be buried under his casket.192 Indeed, one of the tenth- 
century Anatolian saints St. Constantine was himself a converted Jew.193 
St. Lazarus converted a village of heretics, probably Paulicians, in the 
vicinity of Philetis in Caria,194 and the same hagiographer describes the 
conversion of a Saracen in Ephesus. The references to conversion are 
scattered and few in number, but there is no reason to doubt that the 
church, through the shrines and sanctuaries, exerted a considerable 
proselytizing and missioning force upon the non-Christians and heretics 
of Anatolia. This role of the saints and their shrines as vital integrating 
forces in society is more forcefully illustrated by the activities of St. Nicon 
in Grete and Sparta and by the mass program of conversion which John 
of Ephesus implemented in the sixth century.195

The shrines of the saints, as indeed the whole of the ecclesiastical 
institution, were intimately involved in the economic life of the Anatolians. 
The saints and their churches were the sponsors of the local fairs (some 
of which were of an international character) or panegyreis held on the 
feast days of the saints. Such were the panegyreis of St. John at Ephesus,196

189 An especially spectacular performance in this respect was that attributed to St. 
Eugenius of Trebizond. On one occasion when Trebizond had had a particularly severe 
winter with violent storms on the sea accompanied by heavy snows, the city was without 
sufficient grain supplies. As the winter storms made the seas too dangerous for the grain 
ships, the Trebizondines were threatened with starvation. St. Eugenius, however, inter
vened and calmed the seas so that the ships were able to bring grain to the starving city 
(Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., pp. 49—50). St. Nicholas intervened to procure 
grain for the starving inhabitants of Myra (Anrich, Hagios Nikolaos, pp. 132-133).

190 Anrich, Hagios Nikolaos, pp. 408-409, 415. His hagiographer reports the story of one 
Syrian mule merchant who wore a golden likeness of the saint on his chest as a result of 
having been saved by St. Nicholas when he was lost on a journey to India. In another case 
a Muslim fisherman from Egypt, threatened by storms while at sea, promised to become 
Christian if St. Nicholas would save him. As a result of the saint’s intervention, the fisher
man and his small boat entered the harbor of Attaleia safely, and he became a Christian.

191 Ibid., p. 415.
192 Vasilievsky, Trudy, III, 65-69.
193 AS Nov. IV, 629-630.
194 Ibid., Ill, 512, 543, 580.
195 Lampros, “Bios Nikcovos,” pp. 150-151, 200-202. John of Ephesus, The Third 

Part of the Ecclesiastical History of John of Ephesus, trans. R. Payne Smith (Oxford, i860), 
passim (hereafter cited as John of Ephesus-Payne Smith).

196 Theophanes, I, 469. On the ancient Greek panegyreis and their survival as a 
religioeconomic institution in modern times see Nilsson, Greek Popular Religion, pp. 97-roi. 
For a good description of a pagan, religious-commercial panegyris in Comana during the 
ancient period, Strabo, XII, iii. 36.
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St. Eugenius at Trebizond,197 St. Phocas at Sinope,198 St. Theodore at 
Euchaita,199 St. George throughout the lands of Paphlagonia,200 and 
Michael at Chonae.201 These fairs were important for the church of the 
particular saint, and for the town and rural environs as well, by virtue of 
the economic activity and economic prosperity that they brought. These 
panegyreis attracted great numbers of people, both from the neighborhood 
and from far away. The Trebizondine fairs were international and 
attracted traders and goods from the whole of the Islamic and Indie 
worlds. Even farther inland, at such a town as Euchaita, John Mauropus 
remarks that a great host of people came to the celebration.202 He states 
that it was the great fame of the shrine of St. Theodore and the panegyris 
that had made it into a great, prosperous, and populous city,203 full of 
stoas and marketplaces.204

The pious from all classes of society made lavish gifts to the various 
saints in return for the services that the saints performed. The offering of 
the emperor John Tzimisces has already been mentioned. In the eleventh 
century John Orphanotrophus was cured of a serious illness by St. 
Nicholas, so he lavished gifts on the church and built a wall around the 
city.205 The middle classes were equally attached to the cults of the saints. 
Sailors and maritime merchants pledged wheat and other items from their 
cargoes to saints Lazarus, Nicholas, and Phocas if they would guard them 
during their dangerous sea voyages and enable them to reap financial

197 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., pp. 57-58.
198 Van der Vorst, “Saint Phocas,” p. 289. N. Oikonomides, " "Ayio$ Ocokccs 6 

Zivoueus,” pp. 184-219; “Kocvcov Mcocrfyp toO ‘Ypvoypdcpov eis "Ayiov Ocokccv tov 
ItvcoTtea,” A.TT., XVIII (1953), 218-240.

199 John Mauropus-Lagarde, pp. 134, 207-208.
200 Aufhauser, Miracula S. Georgii, p. 18.
201 Lampros,Miyaf)A ’AKoptvorrov toO Xcovtorrov to: oxo £onevcr( Athens, 1879), I, 56 

(hereafter cited as Michael Acominatus-Lampros).
202 John Mauropus-Lagarde, p. 131, “ . . . ek TravTOS eOvovs.”
203 Ibid., p. 132, “ . . . epripias dp&TOV TToAuav0pcoTrov ttoAiv.”
204 He describes the brilliance of the celebration when the local people and officials 

have come together to chant, burn incense, pray, and, very important, to bring gifts to the 
saint. John Mauropus-Lagarde, pp. 134, 207. Delehaye, “Euchaita et S. Theodore,” 
p. 130. An industry that catered to pilgrims as well as to the religious heads of the local 
population was the manufacture of black incense and gomphytis in the coastal towns of 
Macri and Myra. Daniel, P.P.T.S., IV, 6-7; “Makri and all the country as far as Myra 
produce black incense and gomphytis. It exudes from the tree in a viscous state, and is 
collected with a sharp-edged piece of iron. The tree is called zyghia and resembles the alder. 
Another shrub, resembling the aspen, is called raka-storax. A huge worm, of the large 
caterpillar species, bores through the wood beneath the bark, and the worm-dust, which 
comes away from the shrub like wheat bran, falls to the ground, as a gum similar to that 
from the cherry-tree. This is gathered and mixed with produce of the first tree, and the 
whole is then boiled in a copper vessel. Thus it is that they produce the gomphytis incense, 
which is sold to the merchants in leather bottles.” Strabo, XII, 7.3., says that this same 
product was used by Anatolians in the worship of pagan Gods! It was still an important 
product of the district of Attaleia in the eighteenth century, P. Lucas, Voyage du Sieur Paul 
Lucas fait par ordre du roi dans la Grece, VAsie Mineure, la Macedoine et V Afrique (Amsterdam, 
1714), 1,244.

205 Cedrenus, II, 512.
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profits from their commerce.206 Merchants and craftsmen are constantly 
streaming through the shrines of these Anatolian saints,207 as are also 
soldiers, government officials and, of course, the poor farmers and 
herdsmen.208 The merchants and wealthy classes donated generously to 
the saints (one well-to-do family in Myra gave ioo gold pieces annually 
to St. Nicholas) ;209 the common folk gave more modestly. In the miracula 
of St. Theodore a soldier presents his sword, a farmer gives an ox, and a 
poor woman is saving a chicken for the saint.210 Gifts of such a nature 
were brought to the saint not only by the inhabitants of his town but very 
often by Christians living in another part of the empire.211

The saints’ shrines, and indeed the church as an institution, were 
closely connected with the economic life of the provinces, whether as the 
possessors of large landed estates and serfs, or as the recipients of con
siderable wealth in cash and kind, or as the sponsors of the large pane- 
gyreis.212 The presence in a town of a saint’s shrine, of the bishop and his 
staff, were of great significance for any settled area.

One must also keep in mind that from the seventh century until the 
foundation of the coenobitic institutions of Mt. Athos, Asia Minor was 
also the basic monastic province of the empire, the monastic foundations 
and traditions of Anatolia going back to St. Basil of Caesaieia and his

206 AS Nov. Ill, 532-533, a merchant promises one-half of his cargo to St. Lazarus. 
Anrich, Hagios Nikolaos, pp. 130-131, 167-170, 415. Van de Vorst, “Saint Phocas,” p. 
289, “pepiSa aoi piccv ol vauriAAopevoi . . . Ti0ea<ri.”

207 Sigalas, “AiaoKeufi,” pp. 312, 319, at the shrine of St. Theodore. AS Nov. Ill, 
532“533j 537* Van de Vorst, “Saint Phocas,” p. 289. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, 
imp., p. 58, at the shrine of St. Eugenius.

208 One rather humorous anecdote from the miracula of St. George is quite illustrative 
of the incidental and anecdotal nature of these sources. There was a famous church of St. 
George in Paphlagonia known as Phatrynon. A group of young boys was playing next to 
the church and during the course of the games one boy continually lost. Finally he 
appealed to St. George promising to give him a cake (<7<poyycrrov) if the saint should help 
him to win. After his luck changed, the boy did not forget his vow; he promptly marched 
off to his mother, obtained the cake, and placed it in the church as his offering to St. 
George. Soon afterward four merchants passing through the city came to the church to 
pray. Spotting the fragrant cake, they remarked that inasmuch as St. George could not 
eat it, they would eat it and give the saint 6u|itapcrra. So they consumed the cake but 
then found themselves unable to get out of the church. They thus became somewhat more 
generous and each gave one miliaresium to the saint, but to no avail. They raised the 
offering to one nomisma and finally to four nomismata before the church doors opened. 
On departing they remarked, "T 2 ayte Tecopyis Kvma ircoAsTs tcc a(poyyaTd aou, Kai 
TjHEtS sk aoO aAAo ouk ayopa^opev.”  Aufhauser, Miracula S. Georgii, pp. 103-107. The 
anecdote is of interest in showing the presence of itinerant merchants, of the offerings 
made even by children and, finally, that the saints were shrewd businessmen.

209 Anrich, Hagios Nikoloas, p. 286.
210 Sigalas, “AiaoKEuf),” pp. 328, 333, 317.
211 The inhabitants of Gangra in Paphlagonia sent one pound of gold as an offering, 

KapTrocpopia, to the church of the Archangel Michael in Chonae. Aufhauser, Miracula S, 
Georgii, pp. 108-113. St. George is not at all jealous, in this particular incident, that his 
followers are making the gift to the patron saint of a different area. In fact, he intercedes 
to save both the gold and its purveyor from robbers so that they may reach Chonae safely!

212 For the church as a legal custodian of the property of others, there is the case of the 
church of St. Theodore of Euchaita which served as a guardian of the dowry of a recently 
deceased woman. Sigalas, "AtaoKSVrj,” pp. 322-333.
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institution of a monastery at Annesoi. The regions of Chalcedon, Mt. 
Auxentius, as well as the whole of the Opsicion theme, were important 
monastic centers. Mt. Olympus, Prusa, Nicaea, and the entire Propontid 
coast were literally strewn with these establishments. In the south, Mt. 
Galesium, near Ephesus, and Latmus, in the vicinity of Miletus, were the 
scenes of vigorous monastic life. In the district of Iconium, on the present 
day Kara Dag, monastic communities thrived down to the Seljuk 
invasions.213 The bishopric of Hagios Procopius (Urgup) was the center 
of the famous troglodyte monasteries, while at Trebizond and the 
environs were located the famous monasteries of St. Eugenius, Vazelon, 
and Sumela. Many of these monasteries had existed for centuries when 
the Seljuks first arrived in Anatolia, while many were founded from the 
ninth through the eleventh century. At the moment of the Turkish in
vasions, the monasteries were thriving.214

Ethnography

Perhaps the most interesting, and certainly the most perplexing 
problems facing the historian of Byzantine Anatolia are those that have 
to do with the languages, religions, and ethnic groups of the peninsula at 
various times. There has been considerable discussion, debate, and 
disagreement on all three of these items in regard to the inhabitants of 
Byzantine Asia Minor in the eleventh century. Some scholars have 
maintained that the Byzantine population of Anatolia was only lightly 
and superficially Hellenized and was, in fact, indifferent to the language, 
church, and government of Constantinople.215 Others have asserted that 
the population of the peninsula in the eleventh century was the same which 
had inhabited Anatolia since the days of the Hetites.216 But from the point 
of view of language and religion, the principal discernible elements in the 
culture of eleventh-century Anatolia, there is little that would lend weight 
to these suppositions. The dominant language of western, central, and 
eastern Anatolia to the confines of Cappadocia was Greek, and the 
dominant religion was that of the Greek or Byzantine church. In the 
regions of Anatolia east of Cappadocia this Greek element, though 
present, was very weak in comparison with the non-Greek elements. 
Anatolia, however, had not always possessed this predominantly Greek

213 G. I. Bell and W. Ramsay, The Thousand and One Churches (London, 1909), p. 257.
214 De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, II2, 396-401. Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, pp. 

207-212. Eyice, “Trabzon yakininda Meryam Ana (Sumela) manastiri. Arkheolojik ve 
tarihi degeri ile bugunkii durumu hakkinda bir arastirma,” Belleten, XXX (1966), 243— 
264. G. Millet, “Les monasteres et les eglises de Trebizonde,” Bulletin de Correspondance 
Hellenique, XIX (1895), 4!9“459-

215 W. Langer and R. Blake, “The Rise of the Ottoman Turks and its Historical 
Background,” American Historical Review, XXXVII (1932). 476-481.

216 M. H. Yinanc, Tiirkiye tarihi. Selguklular devri /. Andolunun fethi (Istanbul, 1944), 
pp. 162 ff. On these and related themes that momentarily appeared in Turkish histori
ography in the early Kemalist period and then subsided, B. Lewis, “History-writing and 
National Revival in Turkey,” Middle Eastern Affairs, IV (1953), 218-227.
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character. The actual process by which Greek language and Greek 
Christianity had come to predominate was a long one, and one that has 
not been documented in sufficient detail.

The process of Hellenization in terms oflanguage and culture had begun 
centuries before the pre-Christian era and continued long afterward. 
The linguistic situation of pre-Greek Anatolia, or rather of Anatolia in the 
first millenium of the pre-Christian era, has been compared to that of the 
Caucasus in later times as “the meeting place of a host of unrelated 
languages.” 217 It had hosted Urartians, Hetites, Phrygians, Lydians, 
Lycians, Carians, Cappadocians, Isaurians, Armenians, Kurds, Greeks, 
Jews, Cimmerians, and Persians, to name only the better known ethnic 
groups. These peoples brought their own languages, for most of which there 
are extant remains, which in some cases are sufficient to permit classifi
cation of the languages.218 The majority of the people in western Anatolia 
seem to have come from Europe and the Aegean isles, whereas those in 
eastern Anatolia apparently came from both Europe and Asia.

Of all the languages and cultures of pre-Christian Anatolia, it was 
Greek that showed itself to be the most dynamic. Greek colonies came to 
be established on the coasts of western and southern Asia Minor as early 
as the Mycenaean period, seemingly for commercial purposes.219 By 
800 b .g . the Aeolians, Ionians, and Dorians had founded colonies along 
the western coast in considerable number, and these in turn colonized the 
shores of the Black Sea. This second wave of settlement was fateful not 
only for the coastal regions but in the long run for the hinterland of Asia 
Minor as well, for it was the basis of a vast process of Hellenization which 
was to continue as late as Byzantine times. It is interesting that the 
progress of Hellenization at this early stage in a sense depended less on 
the numbers of settlers than upon the consequences of the economic and 
cultural superiority that these emigrants developed in Anatolia. Their 
influence in classical times was centered on the coastal area, for the

217 A. H. Sayce, “Languages of Asia Minor,” Anatolian Studies Presented to Sir William 
Mitchell Ramsay (London, 1923), p. 396.

218 A. Goetze, Kulturgeschichte des alien Orients. Kleinasien, 2d ed. (Munich, 1957), pp. 
180-183, 193—194, 201-204, 202-209. D. G. Swanson, “A Select Bibliography of the 
Anatolian Languages,” Bulletin of the New York Public Library (May-June, 1948), 3-26. 
D. Masson, “Epigraphie Asianique,” Orientalia, nov. ser. XXIII (1954)3 439-442. J. 
Friederich, Kleinasiatische Sprachdenkmaler (Berlin, 1932). M. B. Sakellariou, La migration 
grecque en lonie (Athens, 1958), pp. 414-437. More recently Ph. J. Howink ten Cate, The 
Luwian Population Groups of Lycia andCilicia Aspera during the Hellenistic Period (Leiden, 1961). 
G. Neumann, Untersuchungen zum Weiterleben hethitischen und luwischen Sprachgutes in 
hellenistischer und romischer Zeit (Wiesbaden, 1961). L. Robert, “Inscriptions inedites en 
langue carienne,” Hellenica, VIII (1950), 1-38. Some rather humorous incidents have 
occurred in the search for the remnants of these languages in modern times. One phil
ologist claimed to have found Hetite spoken in an Anatolian village in the twentieth 
century. He announced this sensational discovery and promised a forthcoming grammar 
of modern Hetite. But Friederich, “Angebliche-moderne Reste alte Kleinasiatischer 
Sprachen,” Z.D.M.G., LXXXVIII (1934), pointed out that the language in question was 
Circassian and spoken by Circassians who had fled the Russian conquest of the Caucasus.

219 Goetze, Kulturgeschichte des alien orients, pp. 182-183.
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geographical nature of Anatolia combined with the Persian domination 
of the plateau to limit Hellenization to the maritime regions.220

The penetration of Greek cultural influence inland continued at 
a slow rate, nevertheless, in the period from the sixth to the fourth 
century of the pre-Christian era. The Lydians had been particularly 
receptive to this culture, as were the fourth-century dynasts of 
Caria and Lycia, the inhabitants of the Cilician plain and of the regions 
of Paphlagonia.221

After the conquests of Alexander the Great and the establishment of the 
Epigonoi, the tempo of Hellenization greatly accelerated and henceforth 
Hellenism acquired the prestige of political domination and empire. The 
Hellenistic monarchs pushed the process through the foundation of 
Greek cities, while the more ambitious of the local population found 
their desires for advancement a stimulus to learn Greek. The indigenous 
urban settlements and villages of Anatolia in many places coalesced, on 
their own initiative, to form cities in the Greek manner. The Attalids 
were active in promoting Greek cities in western Asia Minor; the local 
kings of Hellenistic Anatolia adopted Greek as their official language and 
sought to imitate other cultural forms.222 It was in the towns that 
Hellenization made its great progress, the process often being synonymous 
with urbanization. In contrast, the rural areas were far less affected and 
retained more of the pre-Greek culture, as reflected in languages and 
religious practices.223 Urbanization continued under the Romans, 
so that in a sense Rome maintained the traditions of Hellenization in the 
peninsula.224 The geographer Strabo, himself an inhabitant of one of these 
Hellenized Anatolian towns (Amaseia), comments on Hellenization by 
remarking that Lydian was no longer spoken in Lydia (though it survived 
for a while among the isolated Cibyratae), and he implies that Carian 
was in the process of dying,225 the language having acquired large num
bers of Greek words.226 The degree to which Hellenism had penetrated 
in the towns and cities of large portions of Anatolia is reflected in the
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220 Ibid., pp. 210-211. By the late sixth century of the pre-Christian era, Anatolia, the 
meeting ground of East and West, was subject to two rival processes, Hellenization and, 
Iranization.

221 Ibid., p. 209. Jones, The Greek City, pp. 1-2, 27-29.
222 S. K. Eddy, The King is Bead (Lincoln, Feb., 1961), pp. 163-182.
223 Jones, The Greek Citys pp. 40-50.
224 Ibid., pp. 51-67.
225 Strabo. XIII. 4. 17, “TErrapai 6s yAcoTrais exp&VTO 01 KipupaTcn, ttJ 

rTi(TC7iSiKfy Trj ZoAupcov, tt] 'EAArjviSi, ttJ AuScov.” Thus Greek had also penetrated 
these more isolated areas. Strabo also remarks, “Tfjs (yAcoTTT|s) Au8cov 8e ouS’ lyyos 
eoriv £V AuSiq.” On the Hellenization of Lydian names and religion consult, 
Robert, Noms indigenes dans VAsie Mineure grecoromaine (Paris, 1963); L. Zgusta, 
Anatolische Personennamen (Prague, 1963); A. Laumonier, Les cultes indigenes en Carie (Paris, 
1958).

226 Strabo, XIV. 2. 28, uses the verb Kccpt̂ eiv in a fashion parallel to <7oAoiKi£eiv, 
showing that though the Carians spoke an impure Greek, they spoke it extensively. On 
Carian, Robert, Hellenica, pp. 1—38.
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comparatively large numbers of men of letters who appeared there in 
Hellenistic, Roman, and Byzantine times.227 But the literary aspect of 
Hellenic culture was largely an urban phenomenon, and if its presence 
does show the degree to which many of the cities and towns had been 
Hellenized, it does not reflect at all on the rural areas. Even though Greek 
was the official as well as the literary language, it had not yet conquered 
the countryside.

The slower rate of Hellenization of rural Asia Minor is reflected in the 
survival of a number of the “Anatolian” languages as late as the sixth 
century of the Christian era, although even here Greek cultural influence 
of a type is to be seen in the rural areas and in their languages.228 A 
study of the fortleben of these Anatolian tongues (one is not concerned here 
with Armenian, Georgian, Kurdish) demonstrates the losing nature of the 
battle they fought against the progress of Greek. The nature of the sources 
and the archaistic use of ethnic epithets often make it difficult to ascertain 
whether a linguistic or ethnic term is being used purely geographically 
rather than culturally. Consequently, the interpretation of what are 
apparently geographical terms as denoting ethnic groups has been more 
harmful than helpful.

One of the better known cases of linguistic continuity is that of the 
language spoken by the Isaurians, who played such an important part in 
the fifth-century history of Byzantium, and whose language seems still to 
have been spoken as late as the sixth century.229 There is evidence that 
Cappadocian was still known and spoken in the fourth century; Gothic

227 In Hellenistic times Perge in Pamphylia was associated with the mathematician 
Apollonius, Soli in Side with the philosopher Ghrysippus and the poet Aratus. Mollus 
produced the grammarians Crates and Zenodotus. Tarsus contributed the poets Dio- 
scurides and Dionysides and the town became one of the chief centers of philosophy, 
rivaled only by Alexandria. Greek poets, rhetoricians, historians, grammarians, biogra
phers, doctors of note in the Hellenistic and Roman periods arose in such Hellenized cities 
as Sardes, Alabanda, Tralles, Mylasa, Nyssa, Amaseia, Nicaea, Laodiceia, Pergamum, 
Nicomdeia, Anazarba, Prusa, Samosata, Caesareia, Aphrodisias, Cotyaeum, Laranda, 
Tyana. For this summary, Jones, The Greek City, pp. 280-283.

228 It has been customary to speak of these rural areas as completely unaffected by the 
penetration of Hellenism, as for instance Jones, The Greek City, p. 288. But it is not only 
through the linguistic medium that a group or society is influenced. Certainly linguistic 
change is the most striking evidence of cultural change, but the other facets of human 
society (law, religion, art, etc.) can be receptive to outside influence independently of 
linguistic considerations. It is also highly probable that in many areas where native 
tongues survived, the inhabitants were bilingual (Strabo, XIII. 4. 17). For modern 
examples one may cite certain Greek villages that speak both Greek and Arvanitika, but 
in which the cultural consciousness is exclusively Greek. Also there is the example of 
certain Anatolian towns and villages in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries which 
spoke Greek and Turkish. For other examples of Anatolian bilingualism in late ancient 
and early Byzantine times, G. Holl, “Das Fortleben der Volkssprachen in Kleinasien im 
nachchristlicher Zeit,” Hermes, XLIII (1908), 243-244. For an example of the spread of 
Greek, Theodoretus, P.G., LXXXII, 1488D, “6 Sett} 'EAAccSi xpAOWevos 9covfi. K(Ai£ 
yap to yevo$ srvyxavev cbv.”

229 On what follows, Holl, “Das Fortleben der Volkssprachen,” pp. 248-254. For the 
economic specialization of the Isaurians, C. Mango, “Isaurian Builders,” Polychronion. 
Festschrift Franz Dolger zu 75. Geburtstag (Heidelberg, 1966), pp. 358-365.
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in the fourth century; and Phrygian at least into the third century.230 But 
these languages were for the most part dead or moribund in the sixth 
century of the Christian era.231 Of these languages spoken in Anatolia, 
Neo-Phrygian has received the greatest amount of scholarly attention 
because of the survival of the Neo-Phrygian inscriptions. Those who have 
proposed a more lively continuity of these Anatolian languages in western 
Asia Minor during the Byzantine period have concentrated on the case of 
Neo-Phrygian. The principal literary texts that have been brought to bear 
on the question are the ecclesiastical histories of Socrates and Sozomenus, 
the contents of which refer to events in the fifth century. Holl (and those 
who have followed him) has concluded as a result of two passages in these 
texts that Phrygian was a spoken and understood language as late as the 
fifth century.232 Let us look then at these two texts on which so many 
scholars have relied.

Socrates mentions that the bishop of the Goths in Asia Minor, a certain 
Selinus, was the son of a mixed marriage.

He was a Goth from his father and a Phrygian through his mother. And 
because of this he taught in both languages, readily, in the church.233

This passage has been interpreted as meaning that Selinus addressed his 
congregation in both Gothic and Phrygian. But the real question is the 
meaning of ccpq>oTEpais tcus SiaAeicrois, “in both languages.” Does this 
mean that he really spoke both Gothic and Phrygian? Or, is the word 
Phrygian in the text simply a reference to the fact that his mother wras from 
the district of Phrygia ? Here again one is faced with an archaistic use of a

230 Holl, “Das Fortleben der Volkssprachen,” p. 241, mentions Mysian and Lycaonian 
as possible languages in this period. But these two terms seem to be geographical rather 
than linguistic. Harnack, Die Mission und Ausbreitung des Christentums, 4th ed. (Leipzig. 
1924), II, 764, n. 4, maintains that Lycaonian was actually Phrygian. Jones, The Greek 
City, p. 366, n. 43, rejects Mysian as a language. Strabo, XII, 8. 3, indicates that already 
by Roman times people were not sure as to what Mysian was, “papTUpEiv 5e Kai Tt]V 
Si&Aektov pî oAOSiov yap ttcos eivai Kai pi§o<ppvytov.” This indicates, in contrast to 
Holl, that Mysian was no longer a spoken language. See also J. G. C. Anderson, “Explor
ation in Galatia Gis Halym,” J .H .S XIX (1899), 313-316.

231 Holl, “Das Fortleben der Volkssprachen,” pp. 243-244, drawing upon an incident 
in the life of St. Martha, AS Mai V, 418-419, attempts to show that “Lycaonian” was a 
vital language in the sixth century. This incident has to do with the cure of a man who was 
speechless. Upon being cured he spoke in his own tongue, " tote tt) 15ia SioAektco 
5o§oAoycov tov 0eov epoa.”  Butin effect this does not prove the vitality of “Lycaonian” 
(whatever tongue this may have been). The remainder of the story indicates just the oppo
site. The healed man felt compelled to relate the wonder to others. But as he spoke no 
Greek, “ov yap r)TnCTTOTo tt v̂ 'EAApvcov yAcoaaav,”  he obtained the sendees of a 
bilingual interpreter who knew Greek in addition to “Lycaonian,” “SiT̂ yEiTO iTEpi ttccvtcov 
TOUTCOV, §T^pOU C7UVOVTOS aUTCp yiVCOOKOVTOS Tf)V ‘EAAriVIKflV <pCOVT|V K ai EppT|VE0oVTOS 
tcc TTEpi auToO.”  In his desire to communicate, the healed Lycaonian was drawn into 
a society where the customary linguistic medium was Greek. The translator, a bilingual, 
symbolizes the process by which Greek was spreading.

2 3 2  jfoll, “Das Fortleben der Volkssprachen,” pp. 247—248. W. M. Calder,
VII, xv, xxxii. Friederich, “Phrygia,” P.W., pp. 868—869.

233 Socrates, P. G., LXVII, 648, “ ..  . 2eAr)vas 6 tcov Fot0cov erriaKOTros, ayfip 
ETripiKTov iycov to yevo$. TotOos pev fjv ek TiaTpos. Qpv? Se Kara prpipa. Kai 81a 
touto ampoTEpais Tats SiaAeKTois EToipcos kotoc ttjv EKKArjaxav EodSaaKe.”
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term that refers to nothing more than a geographical district. The second 
language to which he refers is probably Greek. That this is so, and that the 
passage has nothing to do with the Phrygian language, emerges from the 
parallel text in Sozomenus which is much more explicit as to what this 
second language of Selinus was. Sozomenus narrates that Selinus was able 
to deliver sermons “not only in their national language [Gothic], but also 
in that of the Greeks.” 234 Both texts indicate the following. The Goths, 
who settled in Phrygia in the fourth century, still preserved their national 
tongue in the fifth, and so Selinas their bishop often addressed them in 
Gothic. But, as his mother was a non-Goth, an inhabitant of the district 
of Phrygia, he could also speak Greek, the inhabitants of Phrygia having 
been Hellenized in their speech. Thus, he used both languages, Greek and 
Gothic. This passage, then, does not prove the vigorous survival of 
Phrygian into the fifth century. Rather it shows the process of Hellen
ization at work among the Goths through intermarriage and religion.235

There is also the question of the body of Neo-Phrygian inscriptions. 
These are the latest texts of the Anatolian languages (third century of 
Christian era), which have survived. As of 1956 the known and published 
number of such inscriptions was an even 100,236 and practically all these 
have been dated to the third century.237 What is the significance of this 
material? Would it justify the proposition that Neo-Phrygian underwent 
a renaissance and that it was the living language of the people in a limited 
area of Anatolia ? The majority of these inscriptions contain the epitaphs 
and names in Greek, with a curse on the would-be violators of the tomb 
written in Phrygian. Though a very few of the epitaphs are in Phrygian, 
they are usually in Greek, and in both cases the Greek alphabet of the pe
riod is employed. The curses themselves seem to be rigidly formulated with 
little variation.238 Thus Neo-Phrygian survives in these third-century

234 Sozomenus, P. G., LXVII, 1468, “Kai err! eKKXrjOias teavcp 6i5aaKeiv, ou povov 
KaTaTijv Trcrrpiov aCrroov <pcovf|v, ccAAa yap Kai tt\v ‘EAAfjvcov.”

2 3 5  xheir descendants were still known as TOT0oypatKOi (and not as Gotho-phrygians) 
in the eighth century, and the geographical term is mentioned in the late eighth 
century; Theophanes, I, 385. “Acta Graeca SS. Davidis, Symeonis et Georgii,” A.B., 
XVIII (1899), 256. Charanis, “On the Ethnic Composition of Byzantine Asia Minor in 
the Thirteenth Century,” Tlpooxpopa eis 2"riA7rcova IT. KvpiaKiSr|v (Thessalonike, 
I953),i4l (hereafter cited as Charanis, “Ethnic Composition,”). Amantos,‘ToTdoypaikoi- 
roT0oypaiKia,” ‘EAArjviKa, V (1932), 256. At an earlier period the Celts had been 
similarly Hellenized and were called TaXXoypatKOi. Galatia was also called VaXXoypatKia 
Strabo, XII. 5. 1. Appian, Mithradates, 114. Diodorus Siculus, V. 32. 5. Ammianus 
Marcellinus, XXII. 9. 5. On the absorption and Hellenization of the Celtic nobility in the 
early Christian era Bosch, “Die Kelten in Ankara,” Jahrbuch fur kleinasiatiscken Forschung, 
II (1952), 283-291. See also the remarks of L. Mitteis, Reichsrecht und Volksrecht in den 
ostliehen Provinzen des romischen Kaiserreichs (Hildesheim, 1963), pp. 22-24. On the use of 
rpauda to designate the Byzantine Empire see the interesting study of P. Speck, ‘TPAIKIA 
und ’APMENIA. Das Tatigskeit eines nicht identifizierten. Strategen im fruhen 9. Jahr- 
hunder,” J.O.B.G., XVI (1967), 71-90.

236 Calder, M.A.M.A., p. xxix.
237 Ibid., p. ix, one is actually dated to the year 259 a .d . Calder attributes a few of the 

inscriptions to the end of the second century.
238 Friederich, “Phrygia,” p. 870.
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monuments for the most part in fixed ritualistic, formulaic curses. 
One is not convinced, as a result, that Phrygian existed as a vital living 
language among the people. W. M. Calder, the foremost student of these 
inscriptions, has at one point stated that these inscriptions “represent an 
artificial revival of the epigraphical use of the Phrygian language by the 
Tekmoreian Society.” 239 The powerful influence of Greek is evident in 
these inscriptions. Aside from the alphabet, there is the fact that most of 
the epitaphs are in Greek, as are most of the names. Though the number of 
these Neo-Phrygian inscriptions is in itself considerable (ioo), one should 
keep in mind the fact that in eastern Phrygia alone there were some 1,076 
inscriptions found. Of these, 18 are in Latin, 38 in Neo-Phrygian (or 
Greek and Phrygian), and 1,020 in Greek.240 Certainly some knowledge of 
Neo-Phrygian existed in the mid-third century. But there is some evidence 
for the assertion that it was artifically revived and that Greek probably 
was, already in the third century, decisively victorious in Phrygia.241

One may assume that by the sixth century the Greek language had 
triumphed over the various indigenous tongues of western and central 
Anatolia (to the regions of Cappadocia).242 At least references to these 
early languages are, so far as it has been possible to ascertain, lacking in 
the sources. It is true, however, that in the easternmost parts of Anatolia, 
Armenian, Syriac, Kurdish, Georgian, Arabic, and possibly Lazic not 
only survived but were spoken by the overwhelming majority. Political 
factors in the Byzantine period contributed to the victory of the empire’s 
language. In contrast to the Balkan peninsula, which from the sixth 
century and even earlier, received large numbers of migrations and 
settlements, Asia Minor was shielded from such large ethnic movements of 
peoples who might have changed the linguistic pattern, until the migra
tions of the Turks in the eleventh century.243 Perhaps this was partially

239 Calder, “Corpus inscriptionum neo-phrygiarum, III,” J.H.S., XLVI (1926), 22. 
See also his “Philadelpheia and Montanism,” B.J.R.L., VII (1923), 352.

240 Calder, VII, xxx.
241 Calder suggests that the Phrygians were bilingual in the third century, “Corpus

inscriptionum neo-phrygiarum, I,” J.H.S., XXXI (1911), 163. He also supposes that the 
Phrygians of Galatia had been completely Hellenized by the third century, for no Phry gian 
inscriptions have been found in Galatia. In M.A.M.A., VII, xiv, and in Anatolian Studies 
Presented to Sir William, Mitchell Ramsay, p. 76, n. 4, he speaks of a fourth-century inscription 
from Phrygia, in Greek, which mentions the word Phrygia. He postulates that this usage 
is indicative of the fact that the inhabitants of the area still felt themselves to be Phrygian. 
But the usage is more likely geographical, with perhaps no linguistic connotation, much in 
the same manner in which Socrates used the term This archaistic geographical
nomenclature was used throughout Byzantine history. Constantine Porphyrogenitus’ use 
of these terms led Rambaud, U empire grec an dixieme siecle (Paris, 1870), pp. 252-253, to 
conclude that all these linguistic groups existed to the end of the empire. Strabo, XII. 8. 
21, in his day already bore witness to the process in which the Phrygians were disappearing 
as an ethnic group, for he mentions the disappearance of a number of Phrygian tribal 
divisions.

242 Jones, The Greek Cityi p. 294, and Taeschner, “Anadolu,” EI2, who have studied 
this problem from the Hellenic and Turkish sides, share the view that Anatolia was 
effectively Hellenized.

243 Rambaud, Vempire grec> pp. 244-245. On the Laz, A. Bryer. “Some Notes on the 
Laz and Tzan.” B.K., XXI-XXII (1966), 174-195.
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due to the fact that there was in existence a relatively strong and organized 
state to the east, first the Sassanid monarchy and later the caliphate, so 
that Anatolia had something of a buffer against the peoples of central 
Asia.

Though there were no large migrations of new peoples into Anatolia 
from the East, the Byzantine emperors over the centuries introduced 
non-Greek, as well as Greek, populations into their Anatolian provinces 
on numerous occasions.244 The reasons for this transplanting of peoples 
were closely linked to state policy. In some cases the foreigners brought 
to Anatolia had been causing trouble for the empire in other provinces. 
Hence they were removed from their familiar social and ethnic environ
ment, placed in a strange one, and subjected to Hellenization (often 
indirectly) and to Christianization (or in the case of heretics, to Ortho
doxy). On other occasions the transferred populations were brought for 
military purposes, or were Christians fleeing the conquests of the Arabs. 
In this way the Goths were settled in Phrygia in the fourth century, the 
Greek Cypriots were moved to Cyzicus by Justinian II,245 and the 
Mardaites were sent to Attaleia.246 Similarly, odd groups of Armenian 
soldiers were settled in various parts of Asia Minor. Constantine V settled 
one group on the eastern borders,247 seventh-century Pergamum possibly 
had an Armenian colony,248 but the emperor Philippicus (711-713) 
expelled a considerable number of Armenians from Byzantine Anatolia, 
causing them to settle in Melitene and Fourth Armenia.249

The settlements of Armenians were most numerous in the easternmost 
regions of Byzantine Anatolia, as in the regions of Coloneia and Neo- 
caesareia, where by the latter part of the seventh century they must have 
existed in considerable numbers.250 Probably there also was settled a

244 For the general practice of transplanting populations, Gharanis, “The Transfer of 
Population as a Policy in the Byzantine Empire,” Comparative Studies in Society and History, 
III (1961), 140-154 (hereafter cited as “Transfer,”). On the general ethnographic 
picture the same author’s “Ethnic Composition,” pp. 140-147; “Ethnic Changes in the 
Byzantine Empire in the Seventh Century,” D.O.P., XIII (1959), 25-36 (hereafter 
cited as “Ethnic Changes,”) ; “Slavic Element in Asia Minor in the Thirteenth Century,” 
Byzantium, XVIII (1948), 69-83. Rambaud, Vempire grec, pp. 248 ff.

245 Theophanes, I, 365. Charanis, “Transfer,” p. 143.
246 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 657, 668. It is not recorded whether 

the five detachments of cavalry which Justinian sent to fight on the Persian front (Pro
copius, History of the Wars, IV, xiv, 17-18), settled in Asia Minor or not. Theophanes, 
I, 364. Amantos, “MapSarrcn.,” 'EAAtivikcc, V (1932), 13-136.

247 Charanis, “Transfer,” p. 144, but these were later removed by the Arabs. Agapius 
de Menbidj, Kitab aVUnvan. Histoire universelle ed. and trans. A. Vasiliev, P.0 ., VIII (1912), 
531* 538.

248 Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 29. Gelzer, Pergamon unter Byzantinern und Osmanen 
Abhand. der kon. preuss. Akad. der Wiss. (Berlin, 1903), pp. 42 ff.

249 Theophanes, I, 382.
250 On the Armenians of Byzantium, Charanis, “The Armenians in the Byzantine 

Empire,” B.S., XXII (1961), 196-240; “Ethnic Changes,” p. 29. Gregoire, “Precisions 
geographiques et chronologiques sur les Pauliciens,” Academie royale de Belgique, Bulletin 
de la classe des lettres et des sciences morales et politiques, 5e serie, XXXIII (1947), 297-298 
(hereafter cited as “Precisions,”).
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number of Armenian soldiers in the Armeniac theme,251 and it was 
customary to post Armenian contingents in various parts of western 
Anatolia. In an expedition against the Arabs of Crete during the reign 
of Leo VI, there were mustered 500 Armenians from Platanion in the 
theme of Anatolicon and 500 more from Priene.252 Under Constantine 
VII the tagmata of the east were bolstered for another Cretan expedition 
by the addition of 1,000 Armenian troops,253 whereas 600 Armenians 
(possibly those of Priene) were to guard the shores of the Thracesian 
theme.254 All these references, however, are to scattered contingents of 
soldiers posted on the shores of the western Anatolian coast or on the 
eastern borders to fight the Muslims. Most of the large scale transplanting 
of Armenians from their homeland by the Byzantine emperors, at least 
up to the tenth century, seems to have been made to the European 
provinces.255

Other groups were sent to Anatolia, such as the several thousand 
Persian soldiers who deserted to Byzantium in 834 and were then settled 
throughout Asia Minor.256 In the course of the seventh and eighth 
centuries, the emperors transplanted considerable numbers of Slavs to the 
northwesternmost corner of the peninsula.257 There are references to the 
presence of Slavs in the seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth centuries. The 
first such mention would seem to be the 5,000 Slavs who deserted to the 
Arab invaders of Anatolia in 665.258 Almost a quarter of a century later, 
in 688, Justinian II sent the Slavs, whom he had taken prisoner in 
Europe, to the theme of Opsicion,259 and in 692 he was able to raise a

251 Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 35.
252 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 652, 655-657*
253 Jbid.3 pp. 666-667, hut it is not dear whether they were settled there, or simply 

assembled and paid with the Taypcrra Trjs ’AvorroAfjs.
254 Ibid.) p. 666. Charanis, “Ethnic Composition,” pp. 142-143.
255 Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 30.
256 Theophanes Continuatus, 112, 124-125. Symeon Magister, 625-627, 647. Cedrenus, 

II, 131. Vasiliev, Byzance et les Arabes, I, 92-93, 124-126. There existed a mosque in ninth- 
century Ephesus (Ibn Khuradadhbih, B.G.A., VI, 106); in tenth-eleventh century Athens 
(G. Miles, “The Arab Mosque in Athens,” Hesperia, XXV (1956), 329-344), as well as in 
Constantinople. These were probably for Muslim captives, merchants, and inhabitants. 
In the eleventh century the metropolitan of Ephesus had an interpreter for the Saracens 
(AS Nov., 542), and he converted a Saracen in Ephesus. Aside from the settlement of 
Persians in ninth century Anatolia, and the settlement of the tribe of Banu Habib 
(Canard, Hamdanides, I, 737-739), a Christian Arab monk is mentioned in an inscription 
of one of the Cappadocian troglodyte monasteries (de Jerphanion, Cappadoce, IIj, 243- 
244). These monasteries feature considerable pseudo-kufic decoration in their frescoes. 
Muslims are mentioned in the cities of Bithynia, Muslim merchants in Attaleia, Trebi
zond, Coloneia, Neocaesareia, Melitene, Tzamandus, Caesareia, Ankara, and Nico- 
medeia (Honigmann, “Un itin&raire,” pp. 263-270). AS Nov. Ill, 590. Canard, 
“Quelques5 ‘&-cote’ de Thistoire des relations entre Byzance et les Arabes,” Studi 
orientalistici in onore de Giorgio Levi Della Vida, I (Rome, 1956), 98-119.

257 There is an extensive literature on this subject, most recent of which are the follow
ing items. Charanis, “Transfer,” pp. 143-144; Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” pp. 42-43. 
Ostrogorsky, Geschichte, pp. 108-109. Charanis, “Ethnic Composition,” pp. 141-142; 
“The Slavic Element in Byzantine Asia Minor,” Byzantiont XVIII (1948), 69-83, and the 
comments of G. Soulis, E.E.B.H., XIX (1949), 337“34°-

258 Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 42. Theophanes, I, 348.
259 Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 42. Theophanes, I, 364.
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military force of 30,000 from among them. But when he marched against 
the Arabs with his armies, 20,000 of these Slavs deserted to the enemy. 
Justinian was so infuriated that on his return he slew the remainder of the 
Slavs with their women and children at Leucate on the Gulf of 
Nicomedia.260 The largest Slavic or Bulgaro-Slavic colonization in Asia 
Minor seems to have occurred during the eighth century. In the reign of 
Constantine V many Slavs fled the Balkans and were allowed to settle 
in the region of the Atarnas River not far from the Bosphorus. Nicephorus 
mentions that their number was 208,000.261 Though this figure is doubt
lessly exaggerated in the manner of medieval chroniclers, nevertheless 
after one has allowed for the exaggeration, this must have been the largest 
Slavic settlement in Asia Minor.262

That the Slavs were still to be seen as an ethnic group in this north
western corner of Anatolia in the ninth century is recorded in Theophanes 
Continuatus.263 These are the last references to major Slavic settlements in 
Anatolia prior to the Turkish invasions. Constantine Porphyrogenitus 
does mention the presence of Sthlavesianoi in the Opsicion theme in the 
tenth century,264 for in his reign they furnished 220 men for the expedition 
to Crete.265 Their numbers are comparatively small as revealed in this

260 Theophanes, I, 366. The exact interpretation and translation of this rather impor
tant text has excited some disagreement. Some have interpreted this passage to mean that 
Justinian destroyed the remnants of the Slavic colony and that the colony therefore 
disappeared. A. Maricq, “Notes sur les Slaves dans le P£loponnese et en Bithynie,” 
Byzantion, XXII (1952), 348-349, commented that in fact Justinian did not exterminate 
the whole colony, for such reasoning neglects the exaggeration with which it is always 
necessary to reckon in narratives of this type. Therefore the testimony of Theophanes 
as to the complete disappearance of this Slavic setdement must be discounted as the 
exaggeration of a medieval chronicler. Ostrogorsky, Gesckichte, no, has rejected 
Theophanes’ testimony on the extermination of this group as being an exaggeration. 
However he does accept the numbers of Theophanes, I, 432, of a slightly later Slavic 
settlement as being exact and accurate figures. Whether one interprets Theophanes 
literally or makes allowance for exaggeration, the Slavic settlement under Justinian II 
was a considerable one, but at the same time it must have been greatly depleted if not 
exterminated. It is possibly to the Slavs that the author of the life of St. Peter of Atroa 
refers by the phrase, spcpOAia eOvq, Laurent, La vita retracta et les miracles posthumes de 
Saint Pierre d'Atroa (Brussels, 1958), pp. 41-42.

261 Theophanes, I, 432.
262 On the exaggerated nature of the number, Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” pp. 76-78.
263 Theophanes Continuatus, 50, refers to Thomas as of Slavic origin, though his origin 

is elsewhere said to have been Armenian, Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 79, n. 3. This 
source remarks on the continued existence of a Slavic element in Asia Minor. See also P. 
Lemerle, “Thomas le Slave,” Travaux et Memoires, I (Paris, 1965), 257-297.

264 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 622.
265 Ibid., p. 666, but on p. 669, he mentions that there were only 127 in the Opsicion 

theme. In regard to the continuity of the Slavic settlements of the seventh and eighth 
centuries the question has been raised whether these Sthlavesianoi were their descendants 
or not. It is difficult to answer this question from the text of Constantine Porphyrogenitus. 
It is conceivable that these tenth-century Sthlavesianoi might have been moved from 
Europe and posted in the Opsicion theme. The text reads “ . . . oi ZOAapqo'iavoi oi Ka0i- 
ct0evt£S eis to ’OifUKiov.” It would seem a little strange that a tenth-century author would 
refer to them as KOC0ia0€VT£S if in fact they had been there since the seventh and eighth 
centuries. Amantos, “ ZkAcc(3oi, ZKAoc|3r)aiccvoi Kai p&ppapoi,” TTpaKTiKa Tfjs 
AKaStipias V^vdbv, VII (1932), 333“335-
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text, for they furnished much smaller numbers of troops than the Arme
nians in western Anatolia. After this their presence is no longer noted, and 
it is quite probable that they were Christianized and Hellenized.266

A group about which comparatively little is known, but which was 
no doubt of commercial importance in Anatolia, was that of the Jews. 
By the time of the Roman Empire, the Diaspora of the Jews had resulted 
in Jewish establishments in over sixty Anatolian cities and towns.267 
From the seventh to the eleventh centuries there are references to Jews in 
Nicaea (tenth century), Abydus (1096), Pylae (eleventh century), 
Ephesus (eleventh century), Mastaura in the regions of the Maeander 
(eleventh century), Amorium (ninth century), Cappadocia (seventh 
century), Neocaesareia (eighth century), and in the border town of 
Zapetra (ninth century). Five more Anatolian towns are mentioned as 
having settlements of Jews during the twelfth and early thirteenth 
centuries, and it is probable that Jews had lived in some of these towns 
even earlier. These include Chonae (c. 1150), Strobilus (eleventh century), 
Seleuceia (1137), Trebizond (1180), and Gangra (1207).268 The reference 
to the Jews in these Anatolian towns is quite important, especially when 
one recalls the Constantinopolitan nature of the Byzantine sources. It is 
highly probable that there were many more such towns but they simply 
have not been mentioned. In most cases they must have been in direct line 
of descent from the communities founded during the Diaspora, though a 
number of arrivals probably entered the empire during the late tenth 
century, following the Byzantine expansion to the east and the religious 
persecutions of the eleventh-century caliph al-Hakim.269 These Jews were 
settled primarily in the towns along the great roads of Anatolia along 
which flowed the commerce of the empire, and it is clear that they were 
actively engaged in commerce and the crafts. There is, however, no 
indication as to their numbers.270

The practice of settling foreign military contingents (Mardaites, Slavs, 
Armenians, and Persians from the seventh through the ninth century) in 
Anatolia not only continued in the tenth and eleventh centuries, but the 
military troops settled increased in ethnic variety. It is not always clear,

266 F. Dvornik, Les Slaves, Byzance et Rome (Paris, 1926), p. 103. Charanis, “Ethnic 
Changes,” pp. 78-82. Vryonis, “St. Ioannicius the Great (754-846) and the ‘Slavs’ of 
Bithynia,” Byzantion, XXXI (1961), 245-248.

267 J. Juster, Les Juifs dans Vempire romain (Paris, 1914), I, 188-194.
268 See the basic work of Starr, The Jews, passim. Ankori, Keraites, passim. A. Andreades, 

“Les Juifs et le fisc dans 1*empire byzantin,” Melanges Charles Diehl (Paris, 1930), I, 7-29; 
“Oi ‘Eppatoi ev TCp pu£avTivwKp&TSi,” E.E.B.£., VII (1927), 3-23. Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” 
p. 20. Chronique de Denys de TelLMahre, trans. J. B. Chabot (Paris, 1895), p. 24. Benesevic, 
“K istorii EvreeV v Vizantii VI-X v.,” Evreiskii Mysl, II (1926), 197-224, 305-318, was 
not available to me.

269 Ankori, Keraites, p. 167.
270 Starr, The Jews, pp. 27-30. Figures are given for the Jewish communities of the 

Balkan lands of the empire in the twelfth century by Benjamin of Tudela. The early tax 
registers for Ottoman Anatolian show almost no Jewish population at all in the sixteenth 
century, see chapter vii.
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however, if these tenth- and eleventh-century groups were permanently 
settled in an area, or were simply temporarily quartered in Anatolia during 
the period of their military service. Contingents of Russ were sent to the 
regions of Trebizond in the region of Romanus I,271 and in the mid
eleventh century one tagma of Russ had their winter quarters in northeast 
Anatolia, as did two tagmata of Franks.272 The eleventh-century docu
ments list a bewildering variety of ethnic military groups in the various 
provinces of the empire—Russians, Kulpings, English, Normans, Germans, 
Bulgars, Saracens, Georgians, Armenians, Albanians, Scandinavians, and 
others.273 It is very difficult to ascertain the numbers of these groups, 
their location, and whether they were permanent or temporary settlers.

It was, however, the eastern regions of Byzantine Anatolia which 
contained the majority of the non-Greek populations—Kurds, Georgians, 
Lazes, Syrians, and Armenians. The eastern expansion of the tenth and 
eleventh centuries incorporated areas into the empire which were non- 
Greek in speech and non-Chalcedonian. The Kurds were numerous in 
such regions as Amid, Mayaferrikin, Chliat, Manzikert, Ardjish, and in 
the regions to the northeast of Lake Van. 274 Georgians and Lazes were 
to be found in the southeastern districts of the Black Sea coast. Of these 
eastern peoples in eleventh-century Anatolia, the most important were 
the Syrians and the Armenians. In the tenth century the emperor 
Nicephorus Phocas, in an effort to revive the city of Melitene which had 
been incorporated as a result of the Byzantine reconquest years earlier, 
asked the Syrian Jacobite patriarch to repeople the areas of Melitene and 
Hanazit with Syrians and to establish his patriarchal seat in that area. 
In this manner an extensive emigration of Jacobite Syrians to these 
regions took place. By the eleventh century they seem to have come in 
considerable numbers and possessed bishoprics in a large number of the 
eastern and southeastern towns: Zapetra, Tell Patriq, Simnadu, Saroug, 
Mardin, Germaniceia (Marash), Laqabin, Hisn Mansur, Goubbos, 
Gaihan-Barid, Callisura, Mayefarrikin, Arabissus, Melitene, Anazarba, 
Tarsus, Amid, Edessa, Kaisum, Nisibis, Tell Arsanias, Claudia, Hisn 
Ziad, Caesareia (at least by the twelfth century if not earlier), Samosata, 
and Gargar. They spread as far north as the Armenian town of Erzindjan 
where they possessed a monastery. Active in Anatolian commerce, from 
which they acquired considerable wealth, the radius of their caravans 
comprehended the lands of the Turks in the east and in the west

271 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., pp. 40 ff.
272 Cedrenus, II, 624-625. The Normans Roussel and Herve had their estates in Asia 

Minor. Eleventh-century Edessa had 1,000 Latins, and the Armenian adventurer 
Philaretus based his political activity in Cilicia on a force of 8,000 Latin mercenaries in 
the eleventh century.

273 G. Rouillard and P. Collomp, Actes de Lavra (Paris, 1937), I, 83, 111.
274 Minorsky, “Kurds,” EIj. For the Merwanids of Diyarbekir in the tenth and 

eleventh centuries, H. F. Amedroz, “The Marwanid Dynasty at Mayafariqln in the 
Tenth and Eleventh Centuries,” J.R.A.S. (1903), pp. 123-245.
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Constantinople itself. They were also important as physicians and in 
the translation of the Greek texts.275

The most significant movement of peoples into the Anatolian provinces 
of the empire was, however, that which brought in the Armenians during 
the tenth and eleventh centuries. This transplanting of large numbers of 
Armenians is closely connected with the Byzantine eastern expansion and 
the somewhat later western movement of the Seljuks. As a result of these 
two converging forces, Byzantium annexed Taron (968), Taiq (iooo), 
Vaspuracan (1021), Ani (1045-46), Kars (1064). The expansion of 
Byzantium into the east was accompanied by a large-scale emigration of 
Armenian princes, nobles, and their retinues to the lands of the empire. 
There had previously existed settlements of Armenians in these provinces 
between Tephrice and Melitene, and the Armeno-Byzantine general 
Melias had organized the newly formed theme of Lycandus in the early 
tenth century and colonized it with Armenians. As a result of the 
Byzantine conquest of Cilicia and northern Syria, the government 
brought large numbers of Armenian colonists to both regions.276 The 
newer emigrants were often posited upon the older stratum of Armenian 
population. In the tenth century the Taronites family received estates in 
Celtzene;277 the nobility of Taiq, after its absorption, acquired lands at 
Labaca, Arnasaciou, and Martisapao in the theme of Armeniacon (also 
at Ani, Tais, Tzourmere).278 In 1021 Basil II transplanted the population 
of Basean to Chaldia,279 and with the annexation of Vaspuracan, there 
took place a significant emigration of Armenians. When Senecherim- 
Hohvannes and his son David received landed possessions in Sebasteia  ̂
Larissa, Abara, Caesareia, Tzamandus, and Gabadonia in the theme of 
Cappadocia, they were accompanied by 14,000 men (and presumably by 
their famihes).280 In 1045-46 Gregory Bahiavouni exchanged his lands for 
estates in the province of Byzantine Mesopotamia281 and in the same year 
Kakig of Ani gave up his kingdom and settled within the empire, acquiring 
estates in the themes of Cappadocia, Lycandus, and Charsianon.282

275 Michael the Syrian, III, 130-146, 160. Bar Hebraeus, I, 169-178, 204. Honigmann, 
“Malatiya,” Eli. Chabot, “Les £veques jacobites du VIIIe au XIIIe siecle d’apres la 
chronique de Michel le Syrien,” R.O.C., IV (1899), 443-451, 495-511; V (1900), 605- 
636; VI (1901), 189-219.

276 J. Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs seldjoucides dans VAsie occidentals jusqu'en io8r (Nancy- 
Paris-Strasbourg, 1919), pp. 29, 71. R. Grousset, Historie de VArmenie des origines a 1071 
(Paris, 1947), pp. 489,522. Asolik, Histoire universelle, trans. F. Macler (Paris, 1869), II, 142.

277 Cedrenus, II, 375. Grousset, Armenie, p. 492.
278 Honigmann, Die Ostgrenze des byzantinischen Reiches von 363 bis 1071 nach griechischen, 

arabischen, syrischen und armenischen Quellen (Brussels, 1935), pp. 222-226. Cedrenus, II, 
447-448.

279 Grousset, Armenie, p. 548.
280 Honigmann, Ostgrenze, p. 173. Grousset, Armenie, p. 553. Michael the Syrian, III, 

133. Aristakes of Lazdivert, Histoire d'Armenie, trans. Prud’homme (Paris, 1864) pp. 
32-38 (hereafter cited as Aristakes). Cedrenus, II, 464.

281 Aristakes, pp. 32-38. Grousset, Armenie, p. 580. Dolger, Regesten, I2, no. 873.
282 Grousset, Armenie, p. 581. Cedrenus, II, 557-559. Honigmann, Ostgrenze, pp. 168,

175. Matthew of Edessa, p. 78.
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Finally in 1064 Gagik-Abas of Kars received lands in Tzamandus, 
Larissa, Amaseia, and Comana.283 Though large-scale emigrations are 
specifically mentioned in only two instances, it must be assumed that all 
these princes and nobles were accompanied by considerable numbers of 
followers. So extensive was the number of Armenians in this diaspora that 
by the middle of the eleventh century there were three Armenian military 
corps stationed in the cities of Sebasteia, Melitene, and Tephrice.284 One 
of the principal Byzantine sources of the eleventh century Michael 
Attaliates remarks, “the Armenian heretics have thronged into Iberia, 
Mesopotamia, Lycandus, Melitene, and the neighboring places.”285 
Michael the Syrian confirms this in remarking that once Senecherim- 
Hovhannes had been installed in Sebasteia, the Armenians “spread 
throughout Cappadocia, Cilicia, and Syria.”286

Religion

As important as the ethnic configuration of eleventh-century Anatolia 
and, in a sense, more difficult to reconstruct, is the religious and sectarian 
picture of the peninsula. The history of the Byzantine church in Anatolia 
as well as a comprehensive history of Anatolian heresies and their 
significance remain to be written. Paradoxically, Anatolia was at the 
same time the strength of the Orthodox church during the period between 
the seventh and the eleventh centuries, and also the nest of a number of 
smaller and larger heresies. The Greek church of history is in a sense the 
church of Asia Minor.287

Christianity, brought by such distinguished preachers as Paul and John 
of the Apocalypse, spread to Anatolia very early, and, up to the period 
of the first ecumenical council, it was, next to Egypt, the Christian land 
koct’ e£oxf]V. Hellenism had spread on a significant scale in Asia Minor, 
and in many provinces local culture, the ethnic languages, and memories 
of ancient independence were so weak that they offered little resistance to 
Christianization. The presence of the large number of Jewish communities, 
the mixing of Judaism and paganism in thought, the spread of Greek as a 
universal medium of communication were all factors that prepared the 
region for a new religious syncretism. Though there were significant 
religious cults in Anatolia, they were not serious obstacles to the pene
tration of Christianity.288 The Christianity that emerged in Anatolia,

283 Grousset, Armenie, p. 616. Matthew of Edessa, p. 126. Honigmann, Ostgrenze, p. 
188. On the general absorption of the Armenian east, A. Akulian, Einverleibung armenischen 
Terriiorien durch Byzanz im XI. Jahrhundert; ein Beitrag zur vorseldschuken Periode der armerdsche 
Geschichte\ 1912).

284 Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs, p. 33. Cedrenus, II, 626.
285 Attaliates, 97.
286 Michael the Syrian, III, 133.
287 Harnack, Die Mission, II, 734.
288 Ibid., pp. 732- 733-
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however, bore the marks of the absorptive process. On the one hand, 
because Hellenism was the dynamic culture of the peninsula Hellenism 
and Christianity fused, as is evidenced in the philosophy and theology of 
the Cappadocian fathers. On the other hand, though paganism seems to 
have been effaced without too great a struggle, in disappearing it re
appeared within the church.288 289 Many of the significant developments 
and struggles of the early church had appeared in Anatolia: the contest 
between the itinerant and local organization of the church, the struggle 
with gnosticism, the rise of monasticism, and the development of the 
metropolitan-episcopal structure. Asia Minor also witnessed a strong 
development in the cult of the relics.

In the first century of the Christian era, Christian communities arose 
in such towns as Perge, Pisidian Antioch, Iconium, Derbe, Lystra; 
in the regions of Galatia, Cappadocia, and Bithynia; in Ephesus, Colossae, 
Laodiceia, Phrygian Hierapolis, Smyrna, Pergamum, Sardes, Phila- 
delpheia, Thyateira, Troas, Tralles, Magnesia ad Maeandrum, and 
others.290 A continuing expansion is observable in the second century,291 
and by the third and fourth centuries Christianity had not only won over 
the Hellenes and Hellenized of the towns but had begun to absorb the 
cults of the rural areas. All this is reflected in the complex network of 
bishoprics and chorespiscopates established on Anatolian soil by the 
church. Paganism did not completely disappear, and even when it did 
vanish as the accepted or dominant religion of a particular locality, it 
quite possibly entrenched itself in some one of the heretical or schismatic 
sects that arose over much of the early Christian world. Some of the sects 
were indigenous to Anatolia, others were imports from different areas of 
the empire.292

The most important of these early indigenous Anatolian heresies was 
that of Montanism. Founded in the second half of the second century by 
Montanus (according to tradition a converted pagan priest, and possibly 
even a former priest of Cybele), the heresy seems to have incorporated 
certain religious characteristics generally (though not exclusively) 
associated with the regions of Phrygia. These included a particular 
emphasis on the role of ecstatic prophecy, as well as the general emotional 
or “enthusiastic” approach to religion. The heresy apparently spread most 
effectively in Phrygia (it was known as the Phrygian or Cataphrygian

288 Ibid., pp. 734.
290 Ibid., pp. 735- 736.
291 Sinope, Philomelium, Parium, Nacoleia, Amastris (and other churches of Pontus),

Hieropolis, and possibly Ankara, Otrus, Pepuza, Tymium, Apamaea, Comana, Eumenea. 
Ibid., pp. 737-738.

292 For an introduction to Anatolian heresies, J. Gouillard, “L’h^resie dans l’empire 
byzantin des origines au XIIe siecle,” Travaux et Memoires, I (Paris, 1965), 299-324; 
“Le synodikon de l’Orthodoxie: Edition et commentaire,” Travaux et Memoires, II
(1967), 1-318.
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heresy), Lycaonia, and the environs.293 This Phrygian heresy 
continued to exist for a number of centuries, though its vigor seems to have 
been spent early.294 The sect is mentioned in the laws of Justinian I, 
and Procopius records that during the general persecution of heretics by 
that emperor, the Montanists of Phrygia locked themselves in their 
churches and set them afire, destroying both themselves and the 
edifices.295 A sect that bore the name Montanist existed in the early 
eighth century, at which time its members refused to be converted and 
baptized in consonance with the decree of Leo III (721-722), and so once 
more they locked themselves in their religious buildings and consigned 
themselves to the flames.296 The sect had by then probably become 
insignificant.297

293 Barely, “Montanisme,” D.T.C., pp. 2358-2370. Galder, in a most suggestive article, 
“The Epigraphy of the Anatolian Heresies,” in Anatolian Studies Presented to Sir William 
Ramsay (London, 1923), 59-91 (hereafter cited as “Epigraphy,”), has described an inter
esting group of Greek Christian inscriptions from Phrygia which date from the late second 
and the third century. These inscriptions included a number that are addressed as follows, 
XpeiCTiavoi XpeiaTiocvois, Christians to Christians. According to Calder this is almost 
unique, for Christian tombstones revealing so openly the religious affiliation of the deceased 
belong to the postpersecution era. Previous to the period of toleration, with the exception 
of Rome, Christians did not dare to reveal so openly their religious identity. Therefore 
the unique appearance of these second and third century inscriptions is due to the activity 
of the Montanists in Phrygia. Calder repeats his ideas in “Philadelphia and Montanism,” 
B.J.R.L., VII (1923), 25-38. Gregoire, who formerly accepted this view, had more 
recently, Les persecutions (1951), p. 18, denied that these Christian epitaphs are to be 
attached to the Montanists. He declared them to have been the work of “phanero- 
chretiens,” as opposed to Crypto-Christians. Though Calder has not proved his point 
conclusively, one is nevertheless impressed by the striking coincidence of the dating of the 
inscriptions, their uniqueness in the Christian world, and their chronological coincidence 
with the appearance of the Montanists. He goes on to generalize (“Epigraphy,” p. 64), 
that these inscriptions also bear witness to a sectarian struggle in central Phrygia in this 
period. By that time the Phrygian heretical movement had been defeated by the church 
in central Phrygia, an area teeming with Hellenized towns. So the heresy at the beginning 
of the third century turned north toward the more rural regions of the Tembris valley, 
an area he assumes to have been only slightly affected by Hellenism. J. G. C. Anderson, 
“Paganism and Christiantity in the Upper Tembris Valley,” Studies in the History and Art of 
the Eastern Provinces of the Empire (Aberdeen, 1906), pp. 183—227.

294 Two sixth-century inscriptions were found which shed some light on the hierarchical 
structure of the sect, Gregoire, “Du nouveau sur la hierarchie de la secte montaniste,” 
Byzantion, II (1925), 329-336. Calder and Gregoire, “Paulinus, koivcovos de Sebaste de 
Phrygia,” Academie royale de Belgique, Bulletin de la classe des lettres et des sciences morales et 
politiques, 5e ser., XXXVIII (1952), 162-183.

295 Cod. lust., I. v. 20. Procopius, Anecdota, XI. 14. 23.
2 96 Theophanes, I, 401.
297 The use of the term Montanist survived, however, in the archaism so prevalent in 

Byzantine literary and intellectual monuments. It would be difficult to prove that its 
recurrence in later years was anything more than an archaism. It is repeated in the 
Ecloga of Leo III and Constantine V where Manichees and Montanists are condemned 
to perish by the sword, XVIII. 52 (Zepos, J.G.R., II, 61), where it would seem to apply to 
actual conditions. In the eleventh century it is used by a scholiast to denote someone who 
has left Judaism. Starr, The Jews, pp. 177-178. For further confusion of Jews and 
Montanists in the eighth century, Starr, The Jews, p. 92. Gouillard, “L’h6r6sie,” Travaux 
et Memoires I, 309-310. They are mentioned in canon 95 of the Council in Trullo (692) 
as Phrygians. Some scholars feel that by the ninth century what remained of the sect 
may well have merged with the Paulicians. Charanis, “Ethnic Changes,” p. 27. A. 
Scharf, “The Jews, the Montanists, and the Emperor Leo III,” B.Z., LIX (1966), 37-46, 
indicates that these eighth-century “Montanists” were actually a Jewish messianic sect.
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The ecclesiastical authors and inscriptions of the fourth and fifth 
centuries mention numerous less well-known and smaller heresies that 
had appeared in Anatolia, in the regions of Cilicia, Pisidia, Phrygia, 
Paphlagonia, and Lycaonia. These included Catharioi, Encratitai, 
Saccophoroi, Apostatitai, Tatianoi, Hypsistarioi, Euchitai, Novatians, and 
others.298 Of these the more important, the Euchitai and Novatians, were 
examples of nonindigenous heresies, heresies that had entered Anatolia 
from points farther east and west respectively. It would be a mistake to 
think of Byzantine Anatolia as the spawning ground of the majority of 
those heresies that eventually made their appearance there. The 
Novatian schism, begun in third-century Rome, made its way to Anatolia 
where its rigorist doctrines may have had some appeal to a portion of the 
inhabitants. Novatians are mentioned in Paphlagonia, in the towns of 
Cyzicus, Nicomedia, Nicaea, Cotyaeum, Ankara, and they came to be 
particularly strong in Phrygia and Paphlagonia, possibly due to the fact 
that they built on top of the remnants of much of the Montanist heresy.299 
They seem to disappear by the eighth century, at least in the sources. 
The Euchitai (Messalians), so-called because of the preponderant 
emphasis that they placed upon prayer at the expense of certain sacra
ments, apparently originated in the Mesopotamian region of Osrhoene, 
and by the second half of the fourth century entered Anatolia. During the 
course of the fourth and fifth centuries, the heresy appeared in Lycaonia, 
Pamphylia, Lycia, Cappadocia, and Pontus. But its later history is 
veiled in obscurity, and whether the use of the term in the eleventh 
century is archaistic, or due to the fact that the later sects were in some 
way similar to the Messalians, or due to the actual continuity of the 
original sect, is not clear.300

The great heresy of Mani also made its appearance in fourth-century 
Cappadocia, Paphlagonia, and Lydia.301 Later Anastasius I and Justinian 
I took severe measures against the heresy, and by the eighth century the 
term is used to describe other similar dualistic movements, in particular 
that of the Paulicians.302
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298 jror a detailed description of the inscriptions and the literary sources see Calder, 
“Epigraphy,” passim; C. Bones, “What are the Heresies Combatted in the Work of 
Amphilochius, Metropolitan of Iconium (c. 341-345—c. 395-400) ‘Regarding False 
Asceticism’ ” The Greek Orthodox Theological Review, IX (1963), 79—96; Holl, Amphilochius 
von Ikonium in seinem Verhaltnis zu den grossen Kappadoziern (Tubingen-Leipzig, 1904), pp. 
23 ff. As late as the ninth century there is mention of Nestorians (whether they refer to the 
fifth-century Christological heretics is not clear) in the villages at the foot of Mt. Olympus 
of Bithynia. Laurent, La vie merveilleuse de Saint Pierre d'Atroa 837 (Brussels, 1956), p. 66.

299 A. Amann, “Novatiens,” D.T.C., pp. 816-849.
300 Bareille, “Euchaites,” D.T.C., pp. 1455-1465.
301 E. de Stoop, Essai sur le diffusion du Manicheisme dans Vempire romain (Gand, 1909), 

PP* 63-69. He mentions the heresies of the Priscillians and Eustathians in Asia Minor.
302 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, A.1.2, IV, 382, for mention of a wandering Manichee in 

the region of Prusa in the first half of the ninth century. G. Bardy, “Manicheisme,” 
D.T.C., pp. 1841-1895.
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Thus Byzantine Anatolia had, by the time of the losses to the Arabs of 
Syria, Egypt, and North Africa, enjoyed a respectable history of heresy. 
One is struck by the number of sects and also by the continuity of heresy in 
certain parts of Anatolia, but opinion has varied as to the degree the 
Anatolian population was heretical or orthodox. It is a question that can
not be answered definitively. Certainly in the third, fourth, and fifth 
centuries heresies were numerous and common throughout many of the 
lands where Christianity was establishing itself, including Syria, Egypt, 
and Asia Minor, but also North Africa, Italy, and other parts of the 
Western world as well. One must view the presence of heresies in Asia 
Minor at this time partially against this background. On the other hand 
some of these heresies (Montanism, Novatianism, and Messalianism) 
seem to have persevered longer and to have left a more marked coloring 
on subsequent Anatolian heresies.

To what degree the presence of heresy can be related to the survival 
of non-Greek languages is yet one more of those “difficult” problems. 
The principle had been enunciated by Holl (and subsequently followed 
by others) that the heresies in Anatolia were toughest to eradicate in 
those areas where the Anatolian languages survived longest. Thus, he 
stated, the heretical sects found support in the local languages.303 This is 
so general a statement that it glosses over many important points. First, 
all surviving tombstones of Anatolian heretics are in the Greek language. 
And yet, earlier pagan tombstones have survived which have been in
scribed in Phrygian. Why then, have none of the early heretical Christian 
inscriptions, including those of the Montanists, been inscribed in one of the 
indigenous Anatolian tongues ? If, in fact, Holl’s dictum were strictly valid 
one would have expected to find epigraphical testimonial to this con
jectured relation between the survival of heresy and that of indigenous 
languages. Obviously many of the pagan Anatolians were Greek-speaking 
(prior to their conversions to Christianity), and so were great numbers of 
Christian heretics. The process of Hellenization had been operative for a 
long time previous to the birth of the Christian religion. It is virtually 
impossible to substantiate Holl’s thesis that the heretical and linguistic 
lines in central and western Asia Minor coincided to any significant 
extent.304 It is quite possible or even probable, however, that an indigenous 
sect such as the Montanists, and nonindigenous sects such as the Mani- 
chaeans and Messalians, had a marked effect on the subsequent religious

803 Holl, “Das Fortleben der Volkssprachen,” p. 253.
304 The Cappadocian speakers in the flock of St. Basil were Christianized long before 

the Greek-speaking population of the southern Peloponnese who were converted only in 
the ninth century. Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De. Adm. Imp., trans. R. J. H. Jenkins, p. 
237; “The inhabitants of the city of Maina are not of the race of the aforesaid Slavs, but 
of the ancient Romans, and even to this day they are called ‘Hellenes’ by the local in
habitants, because in the very ancient times they were idolaters and were worshippers of 
images after the fashion of the ancient Hellenes; and they were baptized and became 
Christians in the reign of the glorious Basil.”
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development in Anatolia and that they left a rich legacy which was 
partially incorporated by later sectaries.

Heresy in Asia Minor during the middle Byzantine period is closely 
linked first with the Paulicians (and to a lesser extent with the Athinganoi 
and Iconoclasts)305 and then in the eleventh century above all with the 
Monophysites. The Paulician heresy, having entered Anatolia from 
Armenia, would seem to fit much more closely the patten that Holl has 
suggested in the relationship of national language and heresy, though 
even here it would be wrong to describe it as a “national” heresy, for the 
Armenian church fought this sect (as well as that of the Thondraki) with 
as much energy and violence as did the Byzantine church.306 Further, 
once the heresy entered Byzantine territory it also attracted segments of 
the Greek population. By the mid-ninth century the sect was strongly 
established as a border principality in the regions of Melitene, Tephrice, 
Pontic Phanaroia, and Coloneia.307 After the destruction of their state by 
Basil I, the Paulicians abandoned many of these regions and sought 
refuge farther to the east. It was not until the region of John Tzimisces 
that the Byzantine eastward drive incorporated sufficient numbers of 
them to cause further concern. At this later date many of them were 
transplanted to Thrace.308

305 Starr, “An Eastern Sect, the Athinganoi,” Harvard Theological Review, XXIX (1936), 
93-106.

306 The appearance of a considerable literature on the Paulicians in the postwar era 
indicates that the interest in this heretical sect has, if anything, increased. The best guide 
to this literature is to be found in the studies of M. Loos, “Ou en est la question du 
mouvement paulicien?” Izvestia na instituta za istoriia, XIV-XV (1964), 357-371; “Gnosis 
und mittelalterlicher Daulismus,” Listy Filologicke, XG (1967), 116-127; “Zur Frage des 
Paulikianismus und Bogomilismus,” Byzantinische Beitrage, ed. J. Irmscher (Berlin, 1964), 
pp. 323-333; “Le mouvement paulicien a Byzance,” B.S., XXIV (1963), 258-286; XXV 
(1964), 52-68; “Deux contributions a fhistoire des Pauliciens. 1. A propos des sources 
grecques refletant des Pauliciens,” B.S., XVII (1956), 19-57; 2* “Origine du nom des 
Pauliciens,” B.S., XVIII (1957), 202-217. R. M. Bartikian, Istocnik dlia izuceniia istorii

V

pavlikianskogo dvizenia (Erevan, 1961), reviewed by Loos in B.S., XXIV (1963), 135-141. 
In this, and other studies (“Petr Citseliiskii i ego istoriia Pavlikian,” V.V., XVII [1961],

V

323—358; “K voprosu o pavlikianskom dvizenii v pervoi polovine VIII v.,” V.V., VIII 
[1956], 127-131) he discusses among other things the Armenian sources and the reasons 
behind the westward movement of the Paulicians in the eighth century. See also his 
“Eretiki Arevordi (Syna Solntsa) v Armenii i Mesopotamii i poslanie armianskogo 
katolikosa Nersesa Blagodanogo,” in Ellinisticeskii Bliznii Vostok, Vizantiia i Iran (Moscow, 
1967), PP* 102-iiQ. S. Runciman, The Medieval Manichee (Cambridge, 1955), places the 
Paulicians in the broader movement of dualistic heresies throughout the late ancient 
and medieval periods. Further literature includes, J. E. Lipsic, “Pavlikianskoe dvizenie v

V

Vizantii v VIII i pervoi polovine IX v.,” V.V., V (1952), 49-72; Ocerki istorii vizantiiskogo
V V

obscestva i kultury (VIH-pervia polovina IX r.)) (Moscow-Leningrad, 1961), pp. 166 ff. F. 
Scheidweiler, “Paul ikianer-probleme,XLIII  (1950), 10-39. Gregoire, “Precisions,” 
pp. 289-324; “Autour des Pauliciens,” Byzantion, XI (1936), 610-614; “Les sources de 
l’histoire des Pauliciens, Pierre de Sicile est authentique et Photius un faux,” Bulletin de 
Vacademie de Belgique, XXII (1936), 95-114; “Pour l’histoire des eglises pauliciennes,” 
O.C.P., XIII (1947), 509-514. K. Ter-Mkrttschian, Die Paulikianer im byzantinischen 
Kaiserreiche und verwandte Erscheinungen in Armenien (Leipzig, 1893).

307 Runciman, Manichee, pp. 35-39. Gregoire, “Precisions,” pp. 291-297.
308 Runciman, Manichee, p. 44. Cedrenus, II, 382. Zonaras, III, 521-522.
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The Paulician heresy had also appeared in parts of Anatolia farther 
to the west. In the upheavals among the members of the Paulician com
munity, one of their leaders, a certain Joseph, moved to Chortocopaeum 
in the vicinity of Pisidian Antioch in the first half of the eighth century.309 
The Paulicians of western Anatolia survived as a sect for a considerable 
period, and they appear in the hagiographical literature of the tenth and 
eleventh centuries. St. Paul the Younger (d. 955) removed the most 
important and dangerous of these “Manichaeans” from the districts of 
the Cibyrrheote theme and Miletus.310 A century later St. Lazarus of 
Galesium converted a village of heretics in the bishopric of Philetis (under 
Myra), and though the heretics are not mentioned by name, their 
geographical location (identical with that of the Manichaeans of St. Paul 
the Younger) and the fact that St. Lazarus converted a Paulician in his 
own monastery311 would seem to indicate that these heretics were also 
Paulicians. As late as the tenth century the Paulicians were numerous in 
the regions of Euchaita where they seem to have caused the metropolitan 
considerable difficulty.312

The history of the Paulicians of Byzantine Anatolia becomes compli
cated and obscure in the eleventh and twelfth centuries with the appear
ance of the term “Bogomil” in the lexicography of the Greek theologians 
and historians. Euthymius, a monk from a Constantinopolitan monastery, 
records that he had been present at a trial of certain heretics in Acmonia 
of Phrygia sometime between 976 and 1025. He relates that these sectaries 
were known by two names: in the theme of the Opsicion they were called 
Phundagiagitai, but in the Cibyrrheote they went by the name of

309 Runciman, Manichee, p. 35. Theophanes, I, 488, possibly indicates that they were to 
be found in Phrygia and Lycaonia in the early ninth century where along with the Athin- 
ganoi they appear as the befriended of Nicephorus I.

310 I. Sirmondi, “Vita S. Pauli Iunioris,” A.B., X I (1892), 156, " ’AtroSei^iS tcov 
sipripevcov a i kcct& tcov pavixcdcov avToO orrovSai. <£>v to Os eTnoTipoTgpous Kai tco 
pXaTrrgiv 'mOavcoTepous, tcov opicov Kipuppatarrou te <pr|pi Kai MiAt|tou pccKpav 
K̂TETOTriKe.** The use of the word Manichee is archaistic and by this time it came to sig

nify Paulician, Theophanes, I, 488, “tcov Se Mccviycxicov, tcov vuv ITauAiKtavcov 
KaAovpevcov.” Also, Grumel, Registres, I 2, 223.

311 AS Nov. I l l ,  512, 543. The saint’s life gives a vivid picture of the heretics’ hatred for 
the Orthodox. They are described as a numerous group with their center in one of the 
mountain villages.

312 This emerges from a letter of the mid-tenth century addressed to Philotheus, metro
politan of that city (Darrouzes, Epistoliers, pp. 274-276). The sender of the letter, Theodore, 
metropolitan of Nicaea, opens by remarking that he sympathizes with the condition of 
Philotheus. The latter’s condition, or rather that of his ecclesiastical district, is the presence 
of heretics, “ oti 8e ctoi 7rAr|0us atpETi^ovTOov TrapouaiaaovTi 'TTpoorreAdaaaa . . 
Theodore then lists the necessary procedures for receiving into the Orthodox Church, 
Arians, Macedonians, Sabbatians, Novatians, Aristeroi, Tessareskaidekatitai, Apolli- 
narians, Eunomians, Montanists, Sabellians, Jacobites, and Paulinistai. Without going 
into all of these, it would seem that Theodore is simply repeating an age old procedure 
without specific reference to conditions at Euchaita. However the phrase, *\ . . Kai 
tovtovs Sq tous TTauXtviords, Trspi dbv aoi 6 irAeicov Aoyos,” indicates that Philotheus 
had written at length to Theodore about the Paulinistai, and it is they who have caused 
him concern. No doubt TrauAiviorai (a fourth century sect) is an archaizing reference 
to TravAiKiavoi, Paulicians.

6 l



EVE OF T H E  TURKISH CONQUEST

Bogomils.313 It is possible that these Phundagiagitai and Bogomils of 
western Anatolia were either the older Paulicians under a new name, or 
else they represent a mutation resulting from the grafting of Balkan 
Bogomilism onto the Paulician sect in a manner paralleling the relation 
of Paulicianism and Bogomilism in the Balkans.314 In 1143 the Con- 
stantinopolitan synod condemned Clement of Sasima, Leontius of 
Balbissa, and the monk Niphon for spreading Bogomil practices in 
Cappadocia.315 The terms Bogomil and Messalian, however, had come 
to be used as exact and interchangeable equivalents in the twelfth 
century so that the question is once more obscured.316 In any case it is

313 G. Ficker, Die Phundagiagiten (Leipzig, 1908), pp. 62-63. The twelfth-century metro
politan George Tornices reports the presence of heretics in Ephesus. R. Browning, “The 
Speeches and Letters of Georgios Tornikes, Metropolitan of Ephesos (Xllth Century),” 
Actes du XII* congres international d'etudes byzantines (Belgrade, 1964), II, 424.

314 D. Obolensky, in his very useful book, The Bogomils. A Study in Balkan Neo- 
Manichaeism (Cambridge, 1948), pp. 174 ff, concludes that as the heresy appears under a 
Bulgarian name (Bogomil) and at a comparatively late date (976—1025), and because of 
the possible Bulgarian origin of one of its propogandists (John Tzurillas) the heresy was 
brought to Anatolia by the Bulgars in the latter half of the tenth century. He feels that 
this was all the more likely because of the “close” connection between Bithynia and 
Opsicion with the Balkan Slavs. The writings of Euthymius, Obolensky continues, describe 
a fusion of Paulician and Messalian teachings, a fusion that characterized Bogolimism. 
Thus the Bulgarian origin of the doctrines he attributes to John Tzurillas is confirmed by 
this double influence, Paulician and Messalian. For, he says, it was only in Thrace 
(inhabited by Paulicans and Messalians) that such a fusion could have taken place, and so 
Tzurillas must have brought these from Bulgarian lands.

This view, however, of the origins of the Bogomils and Phundagiagitai in western 
Anatolia encounters certain obstacles. The term Phundagiagitai (carriers of a sack or purse) 
is not of Slavic origin (though the Slavic torbeski appears later in the Balkans), and there 
is a good Anatolian precedent for this term in the so-called saccophoroi of the fifth century. 
Though the word “Bogomil” is of Slavic origin, it is possible that the term came to be 
applied to these Anatolian sects because of certain doctrinal similarities with the Bogomils 
of the Balkans. Byzantine usage of heretical nomenclature had, by this time, become quite 
loose. The comparatively late date (976-1025) of Euthymius’ reference to the Bogomils 
and Phundagiagitai in western Anatolia does not necessarily prove that because of the 
time sequence the doctrines entered the peninsula from Bulgaria. For if the Bogomils- 
Phundagiagiati are in reality the Paulicians, they were present in western Anatolia much 
earlier. Even the argument based on the supposition that a fusion of Paulician and 
Messalian doctrines, which so characterized Bogomilism in the Balkans and the Bogomils 
and Phundagiagitai in Anatolia, could have taken place only in the Balkans is not at all 
certain. Not only were the Paulicians present in western Asia Minor (from the eighth 
through the eleventh century) but also the Messalians in Paphlagonia and Lycaonia in the 
first half of the eleventh century. Thus the fusion of Paulician and Messalian could have 
taken place in Anatolia as well as in the Balkans (Grumel, Registres, II2, 263-264). 
Finally, to speak of “close” connections between Bulgaria and Bithynia-Opsicion in the 
eleventh century is to attribute to the eleventh century circumstances that may, or may 
not, have existed in the eighth century.

315 Rhalles and Potles, V, 80-91. Grumel, Registres, I3, 88-93. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 
“BoyoptAiKa,” V.V., II (1895), 720-723. On this see the articles of Loos and Gouillard.

316 Rhalles and Potles, II, 531-532, speaks of the OvaAevTiviavol as “ot evpeflevTSS Kcrra 
tov Kcapov toO OuaXevTOS toO (3aaiAecos BoyopiAoi, f|Tot MaoaAAiccvoi, Kai EuylTai, 
Kai ’EvAoucnaarai.” VI,408, 'TTepi MaaaaAiavcov twv vuv poyoptAcov.” Also, 
V, 80. On this onomastic confusion in the tenth and eleventh centuries, H-C. Puech and 
A. Vaillant, Le traite contre les Bogomiles de Cosmas le Pretre (Paris, 1945), p. 293. The 
sermon of the thirteenth-century patriarch, Germanus II, on the Holy Gross and the 
Bogomils does not specifically refer to Bogomils in the Nicaean Empire, P.G., CXL, 621-644. 
Rather it is a homily on the holiness of the cross and at the same time excoriating the 
Bogomils because of their doctrine on the cross. Loos, “Certains aspects du Bogomilisme
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probable that the Paulician tradition in Asian Minor played some role in 
the movements variously referred to as Messalian and Bogomil at this 
later date.

The most important influx of heretical Christian populations occurred 
in the latter part of the tenth and in the eleventh century. These were 
largely composed of Armenians and Syrian Monophysites, who came in to 
the eastern Anatolian provinces as a result of the Byzantine policies of 
transferring populations.* 317 It is possible that the Thondraki may have 
come in at this time,318 and that heretical Jewish Keraites entered 
Anatolia in the tenth century.319 Attaliates remarked upon the influx of 
Monophysites, relating that the Byzantine districts of Iberia, Mesopo
tamia, and Melitene were full of them.320 The important city of Melitene 
and its surrounding terrirories became the center of the Syrian Jacobites, 
whereas the Armenians had come as far west as Cilicia, Cappadocia, and 
Armeniacon. The Monophysites constituted by far the majority of the 
heretical population of Byzantine Anatolia in the eleventh century, and, 
of course, here linguistic differences coincided with heresy or religious 
differences.

The narrative at this point has focused on the two cardinal points of the 
languages and religions of Byzantine Anatolia. As these were the salient 
aspects of cultural differentiation, it is by their definition that the cultural 
character of Anatolia can best be described. Unfortunately, many of the 
smaller details of this cultural picture have disappeared. There is every 
reason to believe that in the late tenth and the early eleventh century, 
prior to the transplanting of the bulk of the Armenians and Syrians, Asia 
Minor to the eastern portions of Cappadocia, Trebizond, and to the north
ern confines of Cilicia was predominantly Greek-speaking and of the 
Chalcedonian rite. But Anatolia had not been so in late Roman and early 
Byzantine times. How, then, did such a cultural transformation come 
about ? The processes operative had, to a certain degree, come into being 
before the foundation of the Byzantine Empire. Hellenism, either as a 
linguistic or institutional phenomenon, had by the time of Constantine I 
existed in Anatolia in one form or another for over a millenium. During 
the Hellenistic and Roman periods the Hellenic tradition had struck 
profound roots in Asia Minor and the local languages and cults were

byzantin des n e et 12® siecles,” B.S., XXVIII (1967), 39-53, also shows reason to doubt 
the Bogomil affiliations of these personages.

317 Vryonis, “Byzantium: The Social Basis of Decline in the Eleventh Century,” 
G.R.B.S. II (1959), 169—173. Charanis, “The Armenians in the Byzantine Empire,” 
B.S., XXII (1961), 231-234.

318 Bartikian, “Otvetnoe poslanie Grigoriia Magistra Pakhlavuni Siriiskomu Katoli- 
kosu,” P.S., VII (1962), 130-145. K. N. Yuzbashian, “Tondrakitskoe dvizenie v Armenii 
i Pavlikiane,” Izv. Akad. Nauk. Arm. SSR, no. 1 (1956), pp. 31-44. A-G. Ioanisian, 
“Dvizenie Tondrakitov v Armenii (IX-XI vv.),” Voprosy Istorii, no. 10 (1954), pp.
100-108.

319 Such at least is the assertion of Ankori, Keraites, passim.
320 Attaliates, 97.
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strongly affected. By the time of Constantine I, Anatolian city life, within 
the above-described geographical boundaries, was largely Greek. The 
native languages had either died, by the sixth century, or would soon 
expire.

Christianity had also made considerable progress in Anatolia by the 
time that Constantinople was founded. It had come to be one of the most 
extensively Christianized of all the Roman provinces. Again it was in the 
towns, apparently, that the new religion first spread and conquered. When 
Christianity expanded it came into contact with two general cultural 
milieus. First, it encountered the Hellenic or Hellenized urban popu
lation, and then, gradually, it spread to the less Hellenized, rural 
population. Though Hellenism had partially penetrated the rural areas, 
these latter remained far less affected than the towns. It was here, quite 
often, that the local cultural forms struggled the longest against both 
Hellenization and Christianization. The development of Christianity in 
Anatolia from the second to the sixth century reflects the product that 
resulted when Christianity confronted these two cultural types, the urban 
and the rural. In the case of the former, Hellenism and Christianity 
fused, producing the Cappadocian fathers, Amphilochius of Iconium, 
and others. In the case of the latter, though Christianity triumphed in the 
rural areas, the local cultural traits on some occasions reappeared 
within triumphant Christianity. The most spectacular example of this 
phenomenon may perhaps be seen in the emergence of Montanism, the 
greatest of the early local Anatolian heresies. One may generalize that 
subsequent Anatolian history is to a certain degree characterized by these 
two traditions right up to the eleventh century—the Hellenic tradition as 
typified by the Cappadocians, and the local heretical tradition exemplified 
by Montanism. But the point has already been made that this is a great 
oversimplication of the problem and stands in need of rigorous qualifi
cation. Though this Christianizing process did absorb local cultural 
variety, Montanism is the only really striking heresy to result from it; 
most of the local heresies were not so vital. Second, heresy often came into 
Byzantine Anatolia from the outside, and though one could argue that it 
prospered there because of local receptivity, it is in a sense different from 
the phenomenon just described. Third, there is evidence that even in the 
case of a supposedly local variety of “native” religious phenomenon such 
as Montanism, the heretics had been Hellenized linguistically.

After the removal of the imperial capital to Constantinople, Anatolia 
came increasingly within the focus of forces working for the transfor
mation of the non-Greek speaking and non-Chalcedonian elements of the 
population. The emperors and patriarchs were most often Greek- 
speaking, Orthodox, and resident in a city, which though cosmopolitan 
and polyglot, was predominantly Greek. They formed the apex of 
Byzantine society, toward which the consciousness of all was focused.

EVE OF TH E TURKISH CONQUEST
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In Anatolia the representatives of the government were largely Chal
cedonian and most frequently Greek in tongue. Whether the Anatolian 
provincial served in the local military levies, or in the local administration, 
or went to the local courts for his business, or pursued learning and litera
ture in educational institutions—Greek was the usual language for the 
relevant transactions. The language of the church in Anatolia was largely 
Greek. The Greek language enjoyed the prestige attendant upon any 
language used almost exclusively by governmental, ecclesiastical, and 
pedagogical institutions. It was also the usual language of commercial 
intercourse, and consequently the peasants coming into the urban areas to 
buy and sell were also exposed to Greek. Undoubtedly, the church must 
have contributed to the Hellenization of the rural areas, though here it is 
difficult to speak with certainty. From the bishoprics in the urban centers, 
the Greek-speaking church of Anatolia spread its organization and doctrine 
into the rural areas. A. H. M, Jones has gone so far as to make the 
seducing proposition that whereas it was the spread of the Hellenized 
type of urban center which Hellenized the cities and towns of Anatolia, 
it was the church that completed the process in the rural areas and 
finally presided over the extinction of some of the Anatolian tongues.321

The process of absorption and assimilation was constantly operative 
under these circumstances, though its success varied. In the long run, 
however, the prevalence of these general conditions favored the victorious 
progress of the dominant tongue and religion, Greek and Orthodoxy. 
There are innumerable specific instances of its success which help to give 
a general picture of its effect on the non-Greek non-Chalcedonians. 
Perhaps the most impressive recorded example of the church’s success is 
what John the sixth-century bishop of Ephesus has described in his 
Ecclesiastical History. During the reign of Justinian I, John had been 
appointed to missionize among the pagans residing in the provinces of 
Asia (Ephesus), Caria, Phrygia, and Lydia. He began his Christianizing 
task by building four monasteries in the mountain village of Derira, which 
had evidently been the stronghold of the pagans. Justinian had generously 
supplied funds for the whole project and then provided that the new 
churches and monasteries be obedient to missionaries operating from 
Derira. The Christianization of this portion of rural Anatolia seems to have 
proceeded rapidly.322

The activity of the church in this respect is evidenced throughout Asia 
Minor. By the tenth and eleventh centuries there existed even among the 
Armenians a minority, but a significant one, which belonged to the 
Chalcedonian rather than to the Armenian church. These were the so- 
called Tzats, a group that included the Armenians, who had remained 
within the empire and accepted the Chalcedonian creed early, as well as

321 Jones, The Greek City, p. 298.
322 John of Ephesus-Payne Smith, pp. 229-233. Bar Hebraeus, I, 74.
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many of the inhabitants of the districts of Tao-Khlarjeti and Meso
potamia.323 The number of Armenian aristocrats who came to Byzantium 
and who appear as Chalcedonians is particularly impressive. One need 
mention only the families of Lecapenus, Tzimisces, Musele, Martinaces, 
Taronites, Tornices.

The conversionary activities of the church bore fruit among the Jews 
of the empire as well. The meager sources reveal converted Jews from late 
seventh-century Cappadocia, but the most famous example of a convert 
from Judaism was St. Constantine, a Jew of ninth-century Synnada.324 
Formulas by which Jews abjured Judaism and accepted Christianity 
have survived in a manuscript of the early eleventh century, and con
versions of Anatolian Jews to Christianity are evidenced as late as the 
twelfth century.325

During the long course of the struggle between Greeks and Arabs, 
considerable numbers of Muslims found their way into the Anatolian 
regions, sometime as prisoners of war, at other times as political refugees. 
The large group of Persians who fled to Anatolia in the reign of 
Theophilus were settled there, given Greek wives, and were baptized.326 
A well-known passage in the De Caerimoniis of Constantine Porphyrogenitus 
gives details as to the manner in which the central government imple
mented this policy of absorption through religious conversion. The text

223 The fact that the Tzats were Armenian Chalcedonians seems to have been established 
by N. Marr, “Arkaun’, Mongol’skoe nazvanie Khristian’, v sviazi s’ voprosonT ob 
Armianakh’-Khalkedonitak’,” V.V., XII (1906), 30-32. N. Adontz, “O proiskhozdenie 
Armia-Tsatov,” Z.M.N.P., new series, XXXII (April, 1911), 243-245, attempted, 
unsuccessfully, to prove that Tzats were not Armenians but Gypsies. The subsequent 
studies of Peeters confirm Marr’s identification of the Tzats with the Armenian Chal
cedonians. Peeters, “Sainte Sorisanik martyre en Arm£nie-G£orgie (14 Decembre 
482-84),” A.B., LIII (1935), 254-256. Here he gives a highly probable derivation of the 
term Tzat from the Arabic -b-L»-, djahid, a renegade. See also Peeters, “S. Gregoire, 
lTlluminateur dans le Calendrier lapidaire de Naples,” A.B., LX (1942), 121-122; “Un 
temoinage autographe sur le siege d’Antioche par les Croises en 1098,” Miscellanea 
historica in honorem Alberti De Meyer (Louvain, 1946), I, 373^39° l Le Trefonds oriental de 
Vhagiographie byzantine (Brussels, 1950), pp. 162-163. I. Doens, “Nicon de la Montagne 
Noire,” Byzantion, XXIV (1954), 134. As a result of the westward migrations of Armenians 
in Turkish times Chalcedonian Armenians were also to be found in western Anatolia. 
Settlements of these Chalcedonian Armenians, or Haikhrum as they are called in modern 
times, were to be found in the Bithynian villages of Choudion (Saradj Ustu), Ortakon, 
and Funduklu in the nineteenth century. According to their own traditions these 
Haikhrum had migrated from the Armenian district of Egin some two and one-half 
centuries previously, G. A. Paschalides, ** 'Appevotpcovoi wEAAr|VES ev XouSicp tf)$ 
MiKpacias,” ‘EpSopas VIII no. 45 (1891), pp. 2-3. Ecclesiastical vestments and objects 
from these villages are to be seen at the Benaki Museum in Athens. On the Haikhrum of 
nineteenth-century Kayseri, A. D. Mordtmann, Anatolien. Skizzen und Reisebriefe aus 
Kleinasien (1850-1859), ed. F. Babinger (Hanover, 1925), p. 492. G. Anastasiades. 
"Xai-Xoupoup (’AppEvoyAcoacroi "EAArjvEs)/’ M.X., IV (1948), 37-48.

324 AS Nov. IV, 629-631. Starr, The Jews, pp. 119-122.
325 Starr, The Jews, pp. 173-180, 219—222. For the conversionary process as it affected 

the Jews of Attaleia in the twelfth century see the document in Zepos, J.G.R., I, 373-375. 
Also, Cumont, “La conversion des Juifs byzantins au IXe siecle,” Revue de Vinstruction 
publique en Belgique, XLVI (1903), 8-15.

326 Cedrenus, II, 131. Symeon Magister, pp. 625-627. George Monachus, p. 793. Bar 
Hebraeus, I, 135.
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remarks that Saracen captives settled in the various themes who should 
accept Christian baptism were to receive three nomismata on their 
baptism, six nomismata uirep £euyapiou (for a yoke of oxen), and fifty-four 
modia of grain for seed and annona—a considerable incentive for a war 
prisoner to convert. But the imperial effort to assimilate these Muslims 
went further. Each Christian household that would take such a baptized 
Muslim into the family through marriage received a three-year exemption 
from the taxes of kapnikon and synone, and the land the convert received 
would be tax-free for three years.327 A spectacular case of conversion was 
that of the Taghlabite tribe of the Banu Habib, a tribe that could put
10,000 to 12,000 cavalry into the field. Toward the middle of the tenth 
century, they and their families fled the Hamdanids, converted to 
Christianity, and settled in the provinces.328

The state and church continually subjected Christian heretics to pres
sure. Aside from the individual efforts of such monks as St. Lazarus in 
converting Paulicians,329 or of Photius in bringing the Tessareskaidekatitai 
into the church,330 there were the more systematic attempts to enforce 
Chalcedonian Christianity on the various nonconformists of Anatolia, 
attempts that the government backed with persecution. Such measures 
were applied, at various times, to Jews, Montanists, Paulicians, and 
Monophysites. Of a similar nature were the policies of Nicephorus 
Phocas during his reconquest of Cilicia, where all the Muslim population 
who wished to remain in the land might do so and retain their property by 
conversion to Christianity. Those who wished to remain Muslim had to 
depart from Cilicia.331

Thus the assimilative process on the religious plane was constantly in 
motion. Though it never achieved a complete and unqualified success, 
time favored it. In easternmost Anatolia it was a complete failure in the 
eleventh century, for here the Monophysite population was a majority 
and Monophysitism was too strongly associated with ethnic consciousness 
and linguistic differences.

The same forces that worked for Christianization (church, state, and the 
Greek Christian milieu of Anatolia) also worked for Hellenization on the 
linguistic plane. There are numerous examples of the preponderance of 
Greek among the population of western and central Anatolia. Catacolon 
Cecaumenus, whose grandfather apparently was an Armenian, wrote his 
Strategicon in Greek. Nicetas of Amnia, the grandson of St. Philaretus of

327 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 694-695. A similar practice of tax 
exemption was adopted by the Seljuk sultan of Konya for his newly transplanted Greek 
peasants, see below, chapter iii. Bar Hebraeus, I, 144-145, 152.

328 Canard, Hamdanides, I, 737-739- The drr£ouTrcc8es seem to have been converts from 
Islam.

329 AS Nov. Ill, 512, 543.
330 C. Mango, The Homilies of Photius, Patriarch of Constantinople (Cambridge, 1958), 

pp. 279-292, they were almost certainly from Asia Minor. See Darrouzes, Epistoliers, pp. 
274-275, for policy toward heretics in the metropolitanate of Euchaita.

331 Bar Hebraeus, I, 171.
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Armeniacon, recorded the life of his grandfather in Greek. Genesius the 
historian, though of Armenian ancestry, also recorded the affairs of the 
empire in the Greek language. Romanus Lecapenus and John Tzimisces, 
first generation Byzantines, were acclimatized to the Byzantine way of 
life and alienated from their Armenian patrimonial environment.332 In 
some extreme cases Armenian aristocrats came under the literary and 
intellectual sway of the Greek classics. The famous Gregory Magistrus, who 
played a leading role in Armenian affairs during the eleventh century, 
translated Plato into Armenian.333 The influence of these Greek authors is 
evident in the continuation of the translating activities of the Syrian Mono
physites of eastern Asia Minor. Evidence, though sparse, exists also for the 
process of Hellenization of the Slavs of the peninsula and of the Jews.334

Anatolia on the eve of the Seljuk incursions constituted the most 
heavily populated, important, and vital province of medieval Hellenism, 
a province continuously subject to the integrating power of church, state, 
and culture emanating from the heart of the empire, Constantinople. The 
culture of Anatolia, however, reflected the disparate elements that had 
been submerged under the appearances of Hellenism and Orthodoxy. 
In some cases the older cultural localisms simply disappeared, but 
frequently they forced themselves into the cultural forms of Byzantine 
Anatolia. Though the peninsula was largely Hellenized in speech, there 
developed in the spoken Greek local variations and eventually dialects.335 
In religion, heresy remained a very vital fact in the life of the Byzantine 
Anatolians, as indeed of the Seljuk and Ottoman inhabitants, so that 
Anatolia exhibited a split religious personality—Orthodox and heterodox. 
It has often been asserted that this cultural variety deprived Anatolia of 
the social and cultural bonds of cohesion and predisposed the province 
to an easy conquest at the hands of the Turks. This is an inaccurate view, 
for all historical societies have been characterized by varying degrees of 
cultural variation, and the crucial question is rather the degree. One 
should note that though Syria, Egypt, and North Africa fell quickly 
before the Arabs, and the northern Balkans before the Slavs, central and 
western Anatolia resisted the Arabs for 400 years. The Turkish conquest, 
settlement, and absorption of the peninsula required another four 
centuries, so that it was not an accomplishment of the moment but one of 
gigantic proportions.

3 3 2  Written testimony to this Hellenizing process among the Armenians appears in 
bilingual chrestomathies in the Egyptian papyri of the seventh century.

833 V. Langlois, and M. Leroy, “Gregoire Magistros et les traductions armeniennes 
d’auteurs grecs,” A.I.P.H.O.S., III (1935), 263-294. Matthew of Edessa, p. 259.

334 Vryonis, “St. Ioannicius the Great,” pp. 245-248. Vasilievsky, Trudy, III, 65-68. 
On the partial Hellenization of the Jews of Mastaura T. Reinach, “Un contrat de 
mariage du temps de Basile le Bulgaroctone,” Melanges offerts a M. Gustave Schlumberger 
(Paris, 1924), pp. 118-132.

335 Strabo speaks of Kccp{£eiv and CToAoiKî eiv, see above. By the time that Dawkins 
studied Anatolian Greek it had become quite different from the Greek spoken in other 
regions. Most of this difference, however, was due to Turkish influence, see chapter vii.
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I I .  Political and Military Collapse 
of Byzantium in Asia Minor

If, as we have seen in the preceding chapter, Asia Minor was the principal 
physical and spiritual reservoir upon which Constantinople drew, and if it 
had been Hellenized and Christianized to such a significant degree, how 
does one explain the apparent completeness and rapidity of the Byzantine 
political and military collapse in Asia Minor after the battle of Manzikert 
in 1071? Political and military decline before a foreign enemy do not 
necessarily stem from, and imply as their principal cause, a lack of 
significant ethnic and religious homogeneity, an implication historians 
often adumbrate in attempting to explain the decline of a state under 
attack by an outside foe. Though clearly facilitated by ethnic and religious 
pluralism, the political and military failure of Byzantium stemmed 
ultimately from political and military weakness. Actually, a number of 
far-reaching and complex events stretching over more than half a century 
had prepared the way for the Anatolian cataclysm of 1071, so it is not 
strictly accurate to speak in terms of a sudden catastrophe. Further, the 
Byzantine collapse in Anatolia in 1071 was not complete, for the Turkish 
conquest of Anatolia was a long process. In contrast to the Arab sub
jugation of the Middle East, which was comparatively rapid and brought 
far less upheaval, the Turkish conquest of Anatolia was much more 
piecemeal in nature, disruptive, and even destructive, lasting four 
centuries. The continued existence of Anatolia as a province of the dar 
al-harb is a fact that has been incisively illuminated by Paul Wittek, but 
the significance of this fact for the decline of Byzantine civilization and the 
process of Islamization in Anatolia remains to be appreciated and 
comprehended. The purpose of this chapter is to demonstrate that 
Byzantine defeat in eleventh-century Anatolia came as the culmination of 
a long series of complex developments, and that the process by which the 
Turks conquered and settled Anatolia was a long and repetitive one for 
large portions of the peninsula.1 Consequently, the four centuries spanning

1 Since a great deal has been written about the supposedly peaceful conquest of Anatolia 
(most recently see the paper of F. Sumer, ‘ ‘The Turks in Eastern Asia Minor in the Eleventh 
Century,” Supplementary Papers, Thirteenth International Congress of Byzantine Studies [Oxford,
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the initial Turkish appearance and the final reunification of Anatolia 
under one political authority constitute an epoch in the history of Anatolia 
characterized by wars, raids, upheavals, and chaos, interrupted by one 
peaceful, prosperous era (thirteenth century) and two transitional periods 
in which stability began to crystallize (mid-twelfth century and the 
consolidation of the beyliks in the mid-fourteenth century).

Events Leading to Manzikert

BYZANTINE INTERNAL DEVELOPMENTS (1O25-71)

If one glances, even cursorily, at the intricate events in the internal 
and external history of Byzantium in the half century prior to Manzikert, 
he will realize that the Byzantine prostration in 1071 was the result of 
prolonged developments and not of a single isolated event, that is, the 
Turkish victory at Manzikert.* 2 * * When one looks at the whirlwind that 
struck the empire in the eleventh century, he is not surprised that it 
collapsed before the Seljuks, but rather that it did not disappear completely 
from the pages of history. Instead, the empire made a partial recovery 
from these catastrophes and survived for three and one-half centuries. 
Among the developments that led to Manzikert was the vicious struggle 
for supreme political power in the state between bureaucrats and the 
military, a struggle related to the process of expansion of the landed

1966], pp. 141-143), it is necessary to describe at some length the actual conquest and to 
establish its prolonged character before proceeding to an analysis of this fact in chapter iii. 
There is no attempt, however, to ascertain all the political and military specifics of this 
four-hundred-year period as the task would be enormous and unnecessary for the purposes 
of this book. The mere establishment of all the dates of this long period would in itself call 
for a special monograph.

2 The best statement and analysis of these events is the chapter of P. Charanis, “The 
Byzantine Empire in the Eleventh Century, in K. M. Setton, A History of the Crusades
(Philadelphia, 1955), I, 177-219. Also R. J. H. Jenkins, The Byzantine Empire on the Eve
of the Crusades (London, 1953); S. Vryonis, “Byzantium: The Social Basis of Decline in the
Eleventh Century,” Greek Roman and Byzantine Studies, II (1959)5 159-175* Still of interest 
is C. Neumann, “La situation mondiale dans l’empire byzantin avant les Croisades,” 
trans. Renauld and Kozlowski in Revue de VOrient latin, X (1905), 57-171. Arnold J. 
Toynbee, Study of History (Oxford, 1948), IV, 72—73, 395—400, also insists that the decline 
of Byzantium resulted from events that occurred long before Manzikert. His assertion, 
however, that Byzantium declined partly as a result of its victories over the Bulgars at the 
end of the tenth and in the early eleventh century is yet one more of his literary mysti
cisms. The subject of the eleventh century was the central theme of the Thirteenth 
International Congress of Byzantine Studies at Oxford in 1966. But little that is new 
emerged from the papers dealing with the subject of Byzantine decline during this 
century. Relevant to Byzantine decline are, N. Svoronos, “Society et organisation 
int6rieure dans l5 empire byzantin au XIe siecle: les principaux problemes” ; H. Evert- 
Kappesowa, “Societe et organisation interieure au XIe siecle,” pp. 121-124; E. Stanescu, 
“Solutions contemporaines de la crise: Un quart de siecle de reformes et contre-reformes 
imperiales,” pp. 125-129; Supplementary Papers, Thirteenth International Congress of Byzantine 
Studies (Oxford, 1966). The paper of C. Toumanoff, “The Background to Manzikert,” 
promises much but unfortunately is nothing more than a very general survey of Trans
caucasian relations with Byzantium over several centuries. It in no way explains the out
come at Manzikert and in general is the most disappointing of the papers on the eleventh 
century. See the very interesting article of P. Lemerle, “Le notion de decadence a propos 
de 1*empire byzantin,” in R. Brunschvig and G. von Grunebaum, Classicisme et declin 
culturel dans Vhistoire de VIslam (Paris, 1957), pp. 263-277.
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magnates by which the latter sought to absorb the free peasantry and the 
free landholdings. The economic difficulties of the eleventh century, 
though not known in sufficient detail, are nevertheless manifest in the rise 
of tax farming, sale of offices, debasement of the coinage, appearance of 
the Venetians as the merchants of the empire, and the granting of 
excuseia and pronoia. All these factors led to the breakdown of the Byzan
tine military, naval, and administrative systems in varying degrees. The 
empire, polyglot and multisectarian in nature, and stretching from the 
Danube to the Euphrates, had the double liability of nonhomogeneous 
populations and extensive, widely separated frontiers. Thus ethnic and 
religious difficulties, some of which became critical in the eleventh 
century, plagued Byzantium throughout this period. All were of an inter
nal nature, having arisen within the borders of the state, but external 
events, equally alarming, occurred at this time. In the west, Norman 
adventurers laid the foundations of a new kingdom in Italy and Sicily, 
and the mercantile endeavors of Venice began to attain a commercial and 
political crescendo. Both polities were in a sense Constantinople-oriented. 
The Normans had set their Italian state in Byzantine ground on a Byzan
tine foundation, and their gaze and desires came to be fixed upon 
Constantinople itself. The Venetians, closely associated with the East in 
the past, now became so preoccupied with their commercial interests in 
Constantinople and in the other emporia of the empire, that they were to 
play a role of the first order in the decline of Byzantium during the 
twelfth century. Onto the northern and eastern borders were to spill the 
tribal hordes of the Ural-Altai in one of those many migratory waves that 
since the beginning of the empire had threatened to inundate the civiliz
ation of New Rome. These tribes, members of the same great linguistic 
family and the products of the same harsh steppe environment, made 
their way to Byzantium by separate routes. The Patzinaks, Uzes, and 
Cumans traveled across the Russian steppe and around the northern 
shores of the Black Sea to the Danube. The Seljuks came down into the 
Islamic world via Khurasan, subjugating Baghdad and a large part of the 
lands of the caliphate, during which process large numbers of Turkmen 
tribes made their way or were intentionally sent to the eastern Anatolian 
borders of Rum.

The most significant factor among all these developments was the con
vulsion of eleventh-century Byzantine society arising from the violent 
struggle between the representatives of the civil bureaucracy in the capital 
and the military magnates in the provinces. The party of the bureaucrats 
in the eleventh century included certain aristocratic families (such as 
those of Ducas and Monomachus) who came to be associated with the 
central administration in Constantinople and a portion of the senate. 
It comprehended in addition the professors and many of the graduates of 
the refounded University of Constantinople, people such as Psellus and
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Xiphilenus who had risen to prominence in the government because of 
their intellectual brilliance. Finally, the bureaucratic party embraced all 
those who had entered the administration and risen through the ranks, 
such as Philocales, John Orphanotrophus, and Nicephoritzes. The basis 
of bureaucrat power lay in a number of items, not the least of which was 
the fact that the bureaucrats were located in Constantinople, the center of 
the empire and its political life. Here they were close to the emperor, 
could influence and control him, and could isolate him from the provincial 
militarists. In Constantinople they were in virtual control of the imperial 
navy and troops stationed in that area and were in possession of an 
impregnable city. They also presided over the vital domain of finances. 
Because of all this the civil administrators were possessed of real power 
and they were able to control the flow of internal politics for a great part 
of the eleventh century. The magnate-generals from the provinces were 
able to remove this element from power only after a long, violent, and 
exhausting struggle.

The generals consisted of the landed magnates in the provinces, who 
served as the leaders of the armies levied in Anatolia and the Balkans. 
Often these aristocrats belonged to families with centuries-long military 
traditions while others had arisen more recently, during the wars of 
Basil II or even later. In any case, these aristocrats were characterized 
by their possession of great landed estates and by a virtual monopoly of 
the generalships of the provincial armies. The families of Phocas, Sclerus, 
Maleinus, Comnenus, Melissenus, and others, dominate both the agrarian 
and military history of Byzantium. By virtue of this combination—great 
landed wealth and military prominence—the provincial aristocrats 
were an inordinately powerful and ambitious social group. It was this 
power of the provinces which eventually corroded and in effect destroyed 
centralized government in Byzantium and in this sense constituted a 
“feudalizing” element.

The political ambitions of the provincial generals had already 
threatened to exceed all bounds in the tenth century, but fortunately 
Nicephorus Phocas and John Tzimisces, though of this social class, 
were able as emperors to exercise a restraining hand on the political 
activities of the generals. In the early years of the reign of Basil II, 
however, the generals plunged the empire into a long civil war that almost 
succeeded in removing the Macedonian dynasty and in dividing the 
empire. Thanks to the appearance of the grim Basil, the disrupting 
violence of the provincial aristocracy was temporarily bridled by policies 
of persecution which entailed discriminatory legislation, confiscation of 
their great landed estates, and exile. As a result of Basil’s successful 
opposition to the political designs of the generals, the bureaucrats were 
able to keep the generals from political power for thirty-two years after 
the death of Basil II (1025-57).
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During the course of these thirty-two years, the heads of the bureau
cratic group, most important of whom were John Orphanotrophus and 
Constantine IX Monomachus, waged a constant war against the 
ambitions of the generals. The fact that Constantine VIII had died in 
1028 leaving no heir save his three daughters added fuel to the struggle, 
and thus the contest between bureaucrats and generals centered on the 
question of succession. The bureaucrats attempted, successfully, to find a 
“bureaucrat” husband for the unfortunate empress Zoe, one who would 
be subordinate and obedient to those bureaucrats promoting him. On 
the other hand members of the military class also appeared as candidates; 
but because of the tight hold that the bureaucrats had on the central 
apparatus of administration in Constantinople, they succeeded in 
promoting to the position of power men who were in sympathy with the 
bureaucrats. The only recourse that the generals had in this struggle for 
political power was the provincial armies. During this thirty-two year 
period of civilian preponderance in the capital, the sources record thirty 
major rebellions, or about one every year, and the list of the generals who 
were exiled, executed, or blinded is a long and monotonous one. 
Rebellion became such a commonplace occurrence that the shrewd 
general Cecaumenus included in his Strategicon a chapter on the conduct 
of a prudent man during the outbreak of rebellions.3 As the program of the 
bureaucrats called for the elevation to the throne of men who would be 
primarily obedient to the bureaucrats, obedience alone came to be the 
criterion of selection with the consequence that there was a series of 
husband-emperors of little ability and with no worthy conception of the 
duties of such an august office. The Byzantine state had the evil fate of 
experiencing as its rulers (from 1028 to 1057) emperors of the lowest 
caliber, for the most part ill, old, or dominated by women and the eunuchs, 
and concerned only with enjoying the pleasures of their office.

In 1057 the generals were able to win their first victory in the struggle 
with the bureaucrats when the Anatolian general Isaac Comnenus 
revolted. Aided by other Anatolian magnates (most important of whom 
were Sclerus, Bourtzes, Botaniates, Argyrus, and Cecaumenus), he 
brought the military forces of Anatolia against Constantinople. In spite 
of this impressive show of force, it is highly doubtful that the generals 
would have succeeded had it not been for other factors. Within the 
capital itself the patriarch and the guilds had sided with the generals, and 
of equal importance was the split in the ranks of the bureaucrats, which 
saw the Ducas family temporarily abandon the bureaucrats and join the 
generals. As the generals had been able to win only with the aid of other 
social groups, their victory was not complete and so their enjoyment of 
the political fruits was correspondingly incomplete. Upon the illness of 
Isaac in 1059, the representatives of the bureaucratic party, Psellus and 

3 Cecaumenus, 73-74.
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Constantine Ducas, seized power and the generals were once more 
excluded. By 1067 a military reaction and another split in the ranks of the 
bureaucrats once more brought an Asia Minor general Romanus IV 
Diogenes to the throne. But the reign of Romanus was hamstrung, as 
had been that of Isaac, by the incomplete victory of the generals and by 
the persistence of the leading bureaucrats (Psellus and John Ducas) in the 
government. The results of this military-civil hatred were disastrous for 
the state. From the death of Basil II in 1025 down to the fateful battle of 
Manzikert, Byzantine society lay in the convulsive throes of civil strife 
between administrators and soldiers. Other segments of society, the church 
and the guilds in the capital, had also been drawn into the power struggle, 
first on one side then on the other.

The contest was characterized by a feature that usually marks all such 
political struggles: the determination to attain political power at all costs 
and in spite of all consequences. Obviously the principal weapons in the 
hands of the generals were the armies stationed in the provinces and so 
when the generals rebelled in the east or the west, all the armies of 
Anatolia or the Balkans would be mustered and then directed toward the 
capital city of the empire. It was in this manner, when Isaac Comnenus 
rebelled in 1057, that Anatolia was denuded of its military defenses for 
reasons of political interest.4 And in 1047-48 during the rebellion of 
Tornices, the western armies were commanded to march on Con
stantinople, leaving much of the Balkans bare of troops. In this case the 
eastern borders were also stripped in order to bring troops to defend 
Constantinople against the armies of Tornices.5 The generals were deter
mined to use this, their only weapon, in the struggle with the bureaucrats. 
In so doing, however, they were simultaneously baring the frontiers in 
the face of growing enemy pressures and destroying these forces by pitting 
the armies of Anatolia against those of the Balkans.

The bureaucrats, in a sense at the mercy of the generals when it came 
to military affairs, defended themselves by embarking upon the dis
mantling of the military apparatus. This included the dismissal of com
petent generals, in some cases the dissolution of entire military corps, but 
above all the cutting off of financial support of the local, indigenous 
troops forming the thematic levies, who were fast being replaced by 
foreign mercenaries. This overall policy becomes clearly apparent with 
Constantine IX Monomachus during whose reign the prize moneys of the 
soldiers and revenues that were ostensibly marked for military expeditions 
were diverted to the use of others, without benefit to the state.6 He 
converted the army of the province of Iberia, 50,ooo(?) strong and 
crucial for the defense against the Seljuks, from a body that owed

4 Cedrenus, II, 625-627. H. Madler, Theodora, Michael Stratiotikos, Isaak Komnenos 
(Plauen, 1894).

8 Attaliates, 29. Cedrenus, II, 562.
6 Psellus-Renauld, I, 121.

POLITICA L AND M ILITARY COLLAPSE

74



POLITICA L AND M ILITARY COLLAPSE

military service, into a taxpaying community. The transformation of the 
army into a taxpaying unit not only deprived the area of its defense but 
also caused many of the inhabitants to go over to the Seljuks.7 Thus at 
one blow a key province in the defense of Asia Minor was deprived of its 
military strength during the period when the Seljuks appeared on the 
eastern borders. With the gradual dissolution of the provincial, indigenous 
armies, the emperors began to rely increasingly upon foreign mercenaries. 
It is true that mercenary troops had always been employed in the past 
by the emperors, but thematic levies had been more important. Now the 
mercenaries would replace the Byzantine soldiery in primary importance 
and the empire’s armies came to be characterized more and more by the 
presence of these mercenary troops that included a bewildering ethnic 
array—Normans, English, Russians, Georgians, Alans, Armenians, 
Patzinaks, Turks, Arabs, and other foreign groups.

By the reign of Constantine X Ducas the depletion of the local levies 
and the reliance upon foreign mercenaries was to become nearly complete. 
Constantine ruled through the foremost representatives of the bureaucra
tic element, the university professors Psellus and Xiphilenus, the former 
in charge of the administration and the latter in charge of the church. 
At the end of his reign, the destruction of the armies by the bureau
crats, which was already under way during the reign of Constantine IX, 
had gone so far that the provincial forces were no longer feared either 
by the civil element of the capital or, more ominously, by the Seljuks, 
Patzinaks, Uzes, and Normans on the borders. This antimilitary policy 
of the bureaucrats was continued in all its vigor even after the battle of 
Manzikert, when it was obvious to all that the army was the most 
important factor in the survival of the empire. The accession of Michael 
VII Ducas to the throne (1071), a scion of the leading bureaucratic 
family and the pupil of Psellus, was most unfortunate in this respect. For he

busied himself continuously with the useless and unending study of eloquence and 
with the composition of iambics and anapests; moreover he was not proficient in 
this art, but being deceived and beguiled by the consul of the philosophers 
[Psellus], he destroyed the whole world, so to speak.8

With the crippling of the native military strength, the increased reliance 
upon the services of foreign troops brought a double liability: questionable 
loyalty, and far greater financial expense. The numbers of mercenary 
troops, if one can judge by the information that the sources relate in 
connection with the revolt of Isaac Comnenus in 1057, was not 
insignificant. Of the troops collected on the northeastern frontier by 
Catacolon Cecaumenus in this year, there were two tagmata of Franks, one 
tagma of Russians, and only two tagmata of Chaldians and Coloneians. 
In other words three-fifths of these were foreign mercenaries, as were

7 Cecaumenus, p. 18. Attaliates, 44-45. Cedrenus, II, 608. Zonaras, III, 646.
8 Scylitzes, II, 725.
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also the Armenian levies of Sebasteia, Melitene, and Tephrice.9 There 
were enough Normans in Anatolia by the reign of Michael VII so that 
the Armenian rebel Philaretus Brachamius was able to enlist the services 
of 8,ooo.10 When Alexius Comnenus set out to halt the advance of 
Nicephorus Bryennius, he had in addition to his Norman troops, 2,000 
Turks from Anatolia.11 Nicephorus Palaeologus was sent to the Caucasus 
where he raised 6,000 Alans with which he was supposed to suppress the 
rebellion of Roussel,12 and Roussel himself had perhaps something like
3,000 Normans in his service.13 Although it is impossible to obtain any
thing like exact figures of the mercenaries, and even though some of the 
figures often reproduced may be exaggerated, they indicate that by 
the mid-eleventh century mercenaries had replaced or supplemented the 
indigenous troops of the Byzantine armies. The presence and activities 
of these mercenaries in eleventh-century Anatolia were to play a prom
inent role in the Byzantine collapse. As their only bond of loyalty to the 
empire was based on their salaries, any financial difficulties of the state 
which might delay or lessen these financial rewards would of course 
break the slender bond that held them to the empire. In 1057 the Norman 
chief Herve Frankopoulus, dissatisfied at not having obtained a promotion, 
retired to the theme of Armeniacon and deserted to the Turk Samuh who 
was then raiding the eastern borders.14 In 1063, after having returned to 
the services of the emperor, he betrayed the Byzantine commander of 
Edessa to the enemy for which deed he was summoned to Constantinople 
and drowned in the Bosphorus.15 Herve is only one example from many 
that would appear as events progressed. This pattern of mercenary 
disloyalty, rebellion, and ravaging of the very provinces that they had 
been hired to defend becomes a singularly constant theme in these bleak 
years of the empire’s history.

Finally, the strife of bureaucrats and generals resulted in the summoning 
of Turkish invaders, each side bidding highly for the favor of Turkish 
chiefs and generals and for the services of their troops. On each occasion 
that the two factions prepared for military action, victory usually depended 
on success in acquiring the services of the Turkish chieftains. This pattern, 
however, did not come to prevail until after the battle of Manzikert.

The single most fateful development leading to the defeat of Byzantium 
in Anatolia was, then, this vicious contest for political power between the 
bureaucrats and the generals, consuming as it did the energies of the state

9 Cedrenus, II, 625-626.
xo Matthew of Edessa, p. 174.
11 Bryennius, 130, 140-143. Attaliates, 288 ff.
12 Bryennius, 83-84.
13 Attaliates, 188.
14 Cedrenus, II, 616-619. G. Schlumberger, “Deux chefs normands des armees 

byzantines au Xle siecle: sceaux de Herv£ et de Roussel de Bailleul,” R.H.S XVI (1881), 
294-

15 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 118-120.
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in a destructive manner at a time when the external pressures were 
becoming dangerous. It resulted in the studied and intentional neglect 
of the indigenous armies and in the reliance upon expensive and less 
reliable mercenary bodies. These latter, because of their lack of loyalty 
and because of tardiness in their payment, did not hesitate to plunder 
and ravage the very lands that they had been hired to defend, or even to 
desert to the Turks.

Of considerable importance in the decline of the indigenous armies 
as well as in the socioeconomic difficulties of the state, were the growth and 
expansion of the landed aristocracy and the corresponding decline of the 
free peasant and the free landholding soldier. Though it has been custom
ary to assign primary importance to this phenomenon in Byzantine decline, 
it would seem that in terms of the eleventh century and the Turkish 
invasions, the struggle between bureaucrats and generals was more impor
tant in the dissolution of the thematic levies. It is true, however, that this 
other process had been at work for a long time and entailed the weakening 
of peasant soldiery and of state finances. The existence of the free peasant 
community had been of crucial economic, military, and social importance 
to the state in the period of its greatness. This free village community had 
formed the basic financial unit for purposes of the Byzantine tax system, 
and it was on the basis of a portion of this land of the free communities 
that the thematic armies were largely supported. Finally, the existence 
of these free rural communities, which paid the taxes and performed 
military service, provided for a healthy social structure and a balance 
against the provincial aristocrats. This social structure was threatened 
and altered by the decline of the free peasantry which occurred when, 
for one reason or another, the peasant abandoned his land or his title to it. 
The crucial phase of this decline was the appearance of the powerful 
landowner (both ecclesiastical and lay) in the communities during the 
tenth and eleventh centuries. The peasants sold or gave their land to the 
magnates, sometimes willingly in order to escape burdens imposed by 
taxation, inclement weather, famine; at other times unwillingly, having 
been the victims of coercion by the powerful. Though the emperors 
realized that the diminution of the free peasant community would have 
disastrous results on financial and military affairs and so legislated 
accordingly,16 nevertheless they were in the end unable to halt the process. 
The strenuous efforts of the tenth-century rulers had a certain staying 
effect, but with the death of Basil II and the appearance of lesser men 
on the throne, the dynamics of the process carried all resistance before it. 
The free peasantry, though it continued to exist, had been significantly 
weakened, and henceforth the numbers of paroicoi (serfs) of the state,

16 Zepos, J.G.R., I, 201. In the introductory paragraph of the novella attributed to 
Romanus(922), it is stated that the law was promulgated because “we have great concern 
for the public taxes and for the performance of military and civil duties.”
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church, and magnates increased greatly, while the numbers of the free 
peasantry declined.17 The increase of the par oicoi was accompanied by the 
increase of state-granted exemptions, such as excuseia and pronoia, on 
behalf of the magnates.18 Thus the free peasantry declined in a process 
that did not provide the state with any sufficient recompense for its loss 
of revenues and soldiery. Simultaneously, the magnates became more 
powerful and thus a greater menace to central authority. Byzantium was 
in the process of an evolution that, for want of a better word, must be 
described as “feudalization.”

The economic decline and especially its causes are not sufficiently 
documented by the sources, yet the coinage of this period reflects with 
grim accuracy the hard times that had beset the Byzantines. Beginning 
with the reign of Michael IV (1034-41) and continuing until the reign 
of Alexius I (1081-1118) the solidus underwent a radical debasement, a 
debasement that destroyed the purity of the “dollar of the middle ages.” 19 
Among those developments that had the most serious economic repercus
sions was the above-mentioned social evolution that weakened the free 
peasant community and strengthened the landowning class. The former 
was the basis of the tax system, and the latter received vast exemptions 
from taxes, thus this social phenomenon brought dire economic con
sequences to state finance. The effect on finance by the time of Isaac 
Comnenus had become very serious.20

17 The entire history of Byzantine social and agrarian evolution has been exposed to a 
vigorous and searching reconsideration by P. Lemerle in his study, “Esquisse pour une, 
histoire agraire de Byzance: Les sources et les problemes,” R.H., CGXIX (Jan.-Mar., 
1958), 32- 74; (Avr.-Juin., 1958), 254-284; (Juillet-Set., 1958), 43-94. Many of his 
conclusions and propositions suggest important alterations in the studies of G. Ostrogorsky, 
especially “Agrarian Conditions in the Byzantine Empire in the Middle Ages,” Cambridge 
Economic History (Cambridge, 1941), I, 194-223; Pour Vhistoire de la feodalite byzantine 
(Brussels, 1954), pp. 10-13. All three studies, nevertheless, attest to the financial, military, 
and social significance of the free peasantry and to the importance of its decline. 
Ostrogorsky has, however, changed his views somewhat on the free peasantry in the mono
graph, uLa paysannerie byzantine (Brussels, 1956). Most recently, N. Svoronos, "Les 
privileges de Feglise a 1’epoque des Comnenes: un rescrit inedit de Manuel Ier Comnene,” 
Travaux et Memoires (Paris, 1965), I, 357 ff. Kaegi, “Some Reconsiderations,” pp. 39-53. 
A. Hohlweg, “Zur Frage der Pronoia in Byzanz,” B.Z., LX (1967), 288-308.

18 For a brief discussion and bibliography see Charanis, “The Byzantine Empire,” 
p. 204.

19 P. Grierson, “Notes on the Fineness of the Byzantine Solidus,” B.Z.} LIV (1961), 
91-97, which modifies his earlier study “The Debasement of the Bezant in the Eleventh 
Century,” B.Z., XLVII (1954), 379^394-

20 Charanis, “Economic Factors in the Decline of the Byzantine Empire,” The Journal 
of Economic History, XIII (1953), 412-424. Also Attaliates, 60-62, who indicates that the 
effect on finances by the time of Isaac Comnenus had become ruinous. The economic 
decline and especially its causes in the eleventh century are not sufficiently documented. 
One may consult with profit the following works of R. Lopez: “Un borgne au royaume 
des aveugles: La position de Byzance dans Peconomie europeene du haut moven age,” 
Association Marc Bloch de Toulouse (i953-i955)> 25-30; “Du marchd temporaire a la colonie 
permanente. L’Evolution de la politique commerciale au moyen age,” Annales. EconomUs- 
Societes-Civilisationsy IV (Oct.-Dec., 1949), 389-405; “The Dollar of the Middle Ages,” 
The Journal of Economic History, XI (1951), 209-234. For the sale of offices, G. Kolias, 
Amter-und Wiirdenkauf imfriih- und mittelbyzantinischen Reich (Athens, 1939).
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There has been some discussion as to the failure of the Byzantines to 
develop a trading class and a commercial spirit such as developed in 
Italy. The proponents of this theory maintain that this oversight on the 
part of Byzantines (according to them it was really a congenital defect 
rather than an oversight) was a basic cause in its collapse and in the triumph 
of Venice. But if one examines the question he will see that perhaps this 
supposed shortcoming has been exaggerated and that it was not responsible 
for the collapse of the state first before the Turks and then before Venice. 
In fact, what little source material is at hand testifies that maritime and 
land commerce both on a local and international scale, as well as a mer
chant-artisan class, played a prominent role in Byzantine economic life,21 
and regardless of whether the commerce was carried by Greek or foreign 
merchants, the state collected large sums in taxes from both. There is no 
indication that this trade had halted in the eleventh century except 
insofar as disorders in the provinces might have interfered. That this 
supposed lack of a developed merchant class and spirit did not substantially 
contribute to the economic decline in the eleventh century is apparent 
from the state of finances at the end of Basil’s reign in 1025. The fisc was 
in such excellent shape that the emperor left the taxes of the poor 
uncollected for the last two years of his reign.22 Any government that can 
afford to leave taxes uncollected for a period of two years is in better than 
average condition. That Venice did triumph over the Byzantines is 
clearly illustrated by the series of treaties and events between the two 
states beginning with the reign of Alexius I and ending in the Fourth 
Crusade. But the reasons for this economic triumph are not that the 
inhabitants of the lagoons developed a commercial mentality whereas 
the coastal inhabitants of the empire did not, rather it was political events 
that contributed so greatly to the economic fortunes of Venice and 
destroyed those of Byzantium. The appearance of the Normans in Italy, the 
decline of the Byzantine naval and land forces, and the specter of political 
disaster hanging over the empire in 1081 were the determining factors that 
induced Alexius I to accord the first of that fateful series of chrysobulls to 
the Italian cities. It was the stipulations of these treaties which made 
Venetian fortunes, because henceforth Byzantine merchants suffered a 
tax discrimination to the advantage of their Venetian competitors. 
Venetian merchants, in fact, enjoyed the benefits of a “protective tariff,” 
that is, they were exempt from paying the 10 percent ad valorem tax on the 
goods they carried, whereas the Greeks were forced to continue paying it. 
As a result, the Venetians could and did acquire almost a monopoly of the 
carrying trade, for they could pay more for the goods and then sell them 
cheaper than the Byzantine merchants. Once they acquired superiority in

21 See chapter i for references to this trade.
22 Cedrenus, II, 484. Psellus-Renauld, I, 19-20, relates that he had to construct under

ground chambers to store the excess in the treasury.
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the carrying trade, the io percent ad valorem tax on all those cargoes 
escaped forever the coffers of the imperial treasury in Constantinople. 
The commercial victory of the Venetians was not due to their superior 
commercial spirit and to the Byzantine congenital defect in the same, but 
rather to that confluence of political circumstances which forced the 
empire to purchase the aid of the Venetian fleet at a dear price. The 
superiority of the Venetians lay primarily in their privileged and tax-free 
position in contrast to the position of their Byzantine competitors. 
Even so, Italian commercial supremacy and its consequences occurred 
after the battle of Manzikert, and so contributed neither to the socio
economic nor to the political decline that led to Manzikert.

The extravagance of the rulers in the eleventh century came to be 
commonplace. The Empress Zoe, Constantine IX Monomachus, and the 
Paphlagonians were remarkably prodigious in exhausting the imperial 
coffers that Basil II had been so careful to fill.23 Also the tax-yielding 
provinces in the Balkans and Anatolia were disturbed by other events 
above and apart from the socioeconomic developments affecting the 
peasant communities.24 The numerous rebellions, the countless foreign 
raids (especially in the Balkans), and the depredations of the mercenaries, 
kept the provincial tax system out of balance. The economic decline of the 
eleventh century, though still imperfectly understood, played a serious 
role in the events leading to Manzikert. Stemming primarily from the social 
evolution of agrarian society and the grants of excessive immunities to the 
great landowners, economic conditions were further aggravated by the 
extravagance of the rulers, and above all by the military rebellions, 
Patzinak raids, and mercenary rapacity in the provinces which choked 
off the state tax moneys. Such financial difficulty was of course disastrous 
for a state that functioned primarily on the basis of a money economy.

But there were also serious external developments.

THE FIRST APPEARANCE OF THE TURKS

The first appearance of the Turkish raiders in the district of Vaspuracan 
(1016-17) struck terror in the Armenians who dwelt there.

In the beginning of the year 465 a calamity proclaiming the fulfillment of 
divine portents befell the Christian adorers of the Holy Cross. The death-breathing

23 Psellus-Sewter, p. 237. “As I have often remarked, the emperors before Isaac 
exhausted the imperial treasures on personal whims. The public revenues were expended 
not on the organisation of the army, but on favors to civilians and on magnificent shows . . . 
they not only emptied the palace treasury, but even cut into the money contributed by the 
people to the public revenues . . . while the military were of course being stinted and 
treated harshly.”

24 On the eve of a rebellion, the Byzantine insurgents collected the taxes for themselves. 
The Norman bands alternatively pillaged provinces and “collected” taxes for themselves. 
The constant appearance of the Fatzinaks and Uzes in the Balkans must have meant not 
only a cutting off of the taxes from Constantinople but also a serious disturbance of the 
tax-producing communities. It is related that after one such raid the inhabitants thought 
of abandoning Europe.
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dragon appeared, accompanied by a destroying fire, and struck the believers in 
the Holy Trinity. The apostolic and prophetic books trembled, for there arrived 
winged serpents come to vomit fire upon Christ’s faithful. I wish to describe, in 
this language, the first eruption of ferocious beasts covered with blood. At this 
period there gathered the savage nation of infidels called Turks. Setting out, they 
entered the province of Vaspuracan and put the Christians to the sword . . . .  
Facing the enemy, the Armenians saw these strange men, who were armed with 
bows and had flowing hair like women.25
At the time of this Turkish appearance in Vaspuracan the empire was 
extending its power in the East and its armies inspired fear in the hearts 
of its enemies from the Danube to the Euphrates. The Greek chroniclers 
took almost no notice of this first appearance of the Turks in Armenia; 
Cedrenus merely remarked that the Armenian prince Senecherim, being 
under pressure from his Agarene neighbors, later abandoned Vaspuracan 
to Basil II and settled in Cappadocia (1021) at which time the Turkish 
raiders appeared in the Armenian district of Nig.26 Though the Byzan
tines and Armenians had seen Turkish slave troops and generals in the 
Arab armies and had had contact with Patzinaks and Khazars, the Turks 
of 1016-17 (whether or not they were affiliated with the Seljuks) were as 
yet unknown to them.

Nevertheless, in half a century from the first appearance of these Turks 
in Vaspuracan, the Seljuk nomadic raiders would have established an

25 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 40-41. The English is my own rendition of Dulaurier’s 
French translation and conveys the same sense as the Russian translation of Agadzanov- 
Yuzbasian. The date, however, has been altered from 467 to 465 for the reasons given by 
S. G. Agadzanov and K. N. Yuzbasian, “K istorii tiurskikh nabegov na Armeniiuv- 
XI v.,” P.S., XII (1965), 149. Both 465 and 467 occur in manuscripts of Matthew of 
Edessa, but the former is fixed by the text of Cedrenus. The confusion in the Muslim, 
Greek, Armenian, and Syriac sources has greatly obscured the questions of the dates of 
the early Turkish invasions and the affiliation of the earliest Turkish raiders with the 
main Seljuk group. The most satisfactory examination of these two points, date of 
appearance of the first Turks in Armenia and their tribal affiliations, is that of Agadzanov- 
Yuzbasian. According to them the first Turkish raids in Armenia were those of 1016-17 
(in Vaspuracan) and 1021 (in Nig). But the Turkmens who made these raids wefe prob
ably not Seljuk Turks. They represented tribesmen (as well as Turkish gulams of local 
military potentates) who had moved into Adharbaydjan and been received in the 
military forces of the Rawwadids of Tabriz and the Shaddadids of Gandja. In 1029 a 
group of Seljuks rebelled against Mahmud of Ghazna, were defeated, and 2,000 moved 
west, eventually to Adharbaydjan. They may have participated in the attack of local 
Muslim forces on the regions of Lake Van in 1033-34, but they definitely attacked 
Armenian lands in 1037-38, though Turks had raided Vaspuracan as early as 1016-17. 
Though the affiliation of these Turks of 1016-17 is not mentioned in Matthew, as 
Agadzanov-Yuzbasian rightly point out, their affiliation with the Seljuks is not necessarily 
excluded, for this group may have split off early and made its way westward unnoticed. 
Cahen has put forth the thesis that the events Matthew ascribes to 1016-17 actually took 
place a decade later when a group of Oghuz left Caghri Beg, “A propos de quelques 
articles de Koprulii Armagani,” J.A.y CCXLII (1954), 275-279. I. Kafesoglu, “Dogu 
Anadolu’ya ilk Selguklu akinci (1015—21) ve tarihi ehemmiyeti,” in Fuad Kopriilii Armagani 
(Istanbul, 1953), pp. 259-274, has suggested that the first Seljuk attacks were those 
between 1015 and 1021. He has repeated this in his, Sultan Meliksah devrinde Biiyiik Selguklu 
Imparatorlugu (Istanbul, 1953), pp. 2-3. See the long review of M. A. Koymen, “Biiyuk 
Selguklu Imparatoru Meliksah devrinde bir eser munasebetiyle,” Belleten, XVII (1953), 
557-601. Cahen and Kafesoglu have resumed the discussion in J.A., CGXLIV (1956), 
129-134, and again in Cahen, “Cagri-begi,” EI2.

26 Cedrenus, II, 464.
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empire reaching from Afghanistan into Anatolia, would have destroyed 
Byzantine power in Anatolia, and would have begun the last major 
ethnographical alteration of the Near East. It is obvious from the 
Christian sources that the Byzantines knew very little as to the origins 
and history of the Seljuks, but the Muslim authors seem not to have known 
a great deal more. What the Seljuks themselves purported to believe about 
their origins was not committed to writing until the latter half of the 
twelfth century and this work, the Malikname, has not survived.27 These 
Seljuk tribes entered the Middle East via the steppe regions to the east 
and northeast of the Caspian Sea. This area had begun to be occupied by 
Turkic peoples as early as the sixth century of the Christian era and the 
Oghuz Turks, to whom the early Arab geographers refer, were probably 
their descendants. After the breakup of the great Turkic empire in 
Mongolia, the history of the Oghuz Turks concentrated increasingly, 
from the eighth and ninth centuries, on the northeastern borders of the 
Islamic world.28 The Seljuks were of these Oghuz Turks. According to 
their traditions a certain Dudak and his son Seljuk, of the Kinik tribe of 
the Oghuz,29 were vassals of a “Khazar55 khan in the Asiatic steppe. 
Seljuk then broke away from the khan, established himself with a modest 
following in the regions of the Jaxartes River where he was converted to 
Islam, and henceforth fought his pagan “compatriots55 as a ghazi defender 
of the Islamic border lands. In this region and toward the end of the tenth 
century, Seljuk and his followers were called in by the Samanids against 
the power of the Turkish Karakhanids; they were thereafter employed 
by the latter and so became a permanent part of the political scene in the 
Islamic world. But by 1025 the followers of Seljuk had split into two 
separate groups, the main body (under Toghrul and Caghri) remaining 
in the service of the Karakhanids for a period, and a second group of
4,000 tents under Arslan which broke away and took service under the 
Ghaznevids in Khurasan. Henceforth these two groups had different 
historical experiences, but nevertheless, complementary to each other. 
Therefore it is of some profit to trace, briefly, their separate histories. In 
a sense, this second group of Arslan constituted the advance guard of the 
Seljuks into the Islamic world, and as they advanced, those places that 
they had temporarily settled, plundered, and abandoned were occupied 
by the larger group of Toghrul and Caghri.

27 Cahen has made a careful reconstruction of this work in “Le Malik-nameh et 
l’histoire des origines seljukides,” Oriens) II (1949), 31-65 (hereafter cited as Cahen, 
“Le Malik-nameh”).

28 V. V. Barthold, Four Studies on the History of Central Asia: vol. Ill, A History of the 
Turkman People (Leiden, 1962), pp. 88-90 (hereafter cited as Barthold, Turkman People). 
Cahen, “Ghuzz,” EI2; R. N. Frye and A. M. Sayili, “Turks in the Middle East before 
the Seljuks,” J.A.O.S., LXIII (1943), 194-207.

29 Barthold, Turkman People, pp. 110-111. Cahen, “Le Malik-nameh,” p. 42; “Les tribus 
turques d’Asie occidentale pendant la periode seljoukide,” W.ZK.M., LI (1948-52),
179. Of the twenty-four tribes which the eleventh century author Kashgari says made up 
the Oghuz, the Kinik was the princely tribe.
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The Ghaznevids first settled Arslan and his Turks in the Khurasan 
steppe around Sarakhs, Abivard, and Kizil Avrat (Farava), to the east of 
the Caspian. But no sooner were they installed than their disturbances 
caused the Ghaznevids to make war upon them,30 and in the campaigns 
that followed, the Turkmens were defeated and scattered. One group 
moved to the regions of Balkhan and Dihistan to the northwest of Kizil 
Avrat, whereas a second group of perhaps 2,ooo tents moved south to 
Kirman and Isfahan, and by the I0405s was raiding as far west as Meso
potamia, Kurdistan, and Armenia. As a result, by the early years of the 
third decade of the century, the original body of followers of Seljuk had 
split into the three following divisions: Balkhan, “Iraqi,51 and the Seljuks 
proper (who had remained under Toghrul and Caghri). The first group 
played little role in the events that followed, whereas the Iraqi Turks 
served as the advance guard for the Seljuk expansion that was to follow 
and would in some instances join the main body of Seljuks at that time 
when they would appear in Iran and Mesopotamia.

It was the third group, that of Toghrul-Caghri, which was to remake 
the history of the Middle East. For a while they had remained with the 
Karakhanids at Bukhara, but then moved on to Khwarazm near 
Shurkhan on the Oxus (Amu Darya) River. By 1034 they had moved into 
Khurasan and occupied the lands recently vacated by their tribal 
compatriots, those of Arslan, in the districts of Nesa, Sarakhs, Abivard, 
Kizil Avrat, and others. As the Ghaznevids had refused to grant these 
lands to the Seljuks (no doubt as a result of their experiences with the 
Seljuks of Arslan) Toghrul and Caghri took them by force of arms. In 
this manner began the final struggle between Seljuks and Ghaznevids as to 
the fate of the key Muslim province of Khurasan. The issue was decided 
at the fateful battle of Dandanaqan in 1040. This date marks a decisive 
point not only for the Middle East but also for Byzantium as henceforth 
the Seljuks became the possessors of an established territorial state won 
by trial of arms.31 This first possession of the Seljuks, Khurasan, was on 
the borders of the Islamic world, presenting the Seljuk princes with the 
temptation to enter Persia and the lands to the west. From this time the 
Seljuks no longer thought of the Jaxartes region, their point of departure, 
and did not oppose the occupation of these more northerly regions by 
another Turkic people, the Kipchaks. The great problem now facing the 
Seljuk princes was that of transforming themselves from war chiefs of 
nomadic tribes, who were preoccupied with pillage and with procurement

30 Barthold, Turkman People, p. 104. One official had suggested, prior to their installation 
in Khurasan, that these Seljuks should be exterminated, or that at least their thumbs 
should be hacked off so that they might not draw their terrible bows. Their notoriety as 
foes of settled life had preceded them.

31B. N. Zakhoder, “Dendanekan,” Belleten, XVIII (1954), 581-587. Spuler, 
“Ghaznevids,” EI2. O. Pritsek, “Die Karahaniden,” Der Islam, XXXI (1953-54), 17-68. 
On the history and society of the Great Seljuks there has now appeared the compre
hensive work of O. Turan, Selguklular tarihi ve Tiirk-Islami medeniyeti (Ankara, 1965).
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of pasturage for their flocks, to monarchs of sedentary, civilized Middle 
Eastern society. There was the alternative before Toghrul of giving free 
rein to the Turkmen instinct to plunder the sedentary society, or to 
protect it from the pillaging of the nomads. Toghrul achieved the latter 
by sending the Turkmen tribes westward to raid the frontiers of the 
Christian states of Armenia, Georgia, and Byzantium.32 By this time 
(1040) there had occurred a large accretion of Turkmens to the standards 
of Toghrul and Caghri, attracted by the great victories and the prospects 
of plundering new lands.

Toghrul’s primary concern was the conquest of Persia and Meso
potamia and so it was here that he concentrated his attention and military 
efforts. By 1055 he had secured this conquest and enjoyed a triumphal 
entry into Baghdad where took place his celebrated audience with the 
caliph.33 But previous to this consolidation of power in Mesopotamia- 
Iran, there had taken place a rapid expansion northwestward into Adhar
baydjan, Transcaucasia, and Armenia, caused by the increasing number 
of Turkmens either fleeing Seljuk authority or else shunted northwestward 
by the Seljuks in an effort to save Mesopotamia-Iran from their presence. 
Their movements are difficult to follow but certain patterns appear. 
There were actual military campaigns of the sultan or his representatives 
in these areas in an effort to stabilize the frontiers and to maintain some 
kind of authority over the tribesmen in the border regions. There were 
also- raids of the sultan’s representatives which often had as their primary 
end the satisfaction of the tribal instincts and appetites for plunder and 
djihad. Finally, and most important, there were the activities of the 
Turkmens either in rebellion or simply not recognizing any Seljuk 
authority.34

The political conditions prevailing in these areas of new Turkish

32 Cahen, “Le Malik-nameh,” pp. 62-64. For the most detailed political and socio
economic survey of the background to the Seljuk appearance in Khurasan see Barthold, 
Turkestan down to the Mongol Invasion (London, 1928), pp. 254-304. Zakhoder, “Selguklu 
devletinin kurulusu sirasinda Horasan,” Belleten, XIX (1955), 491-527. On the problem 
of the degree to which the Oghuz had accustomed themselves to urban life and on the 
character of their society one may consult, C. Brockelmann, “Mahmud al Kasghari 
uber die Sprache und die Stamme der Tiirken im 11. Jahrhundert,” K.C.A., I (1921—25), 
26-40. Houtsma, “Die Ghusenstamme,” W.Z.K.M., II (1888), 219-233. Ibn Fadlan- 
Togan, pp. 19 fF. Hudud al-Alam-Minorsky, pp. 100-101, 150, 311, 311-312. V. Gord- 
levski, Izbrannyie Sochineniia (Moscow, i960), I, 70-95. F. Siimer, “Anadolu’ya yalniz 
gocebe turkler mi geldi?” Belleten, XXIV (i960), 567—596. D. Theodoridis, “Turkei- 
turkisch nadas,” Zeitschrift fiir Balkanologie, IV (1966), 146-148, has introduced a slight 
modification on one aspect of Sumer’s study, deriving the Turkish nadas from the Greek 
vecctos. The Islamic materials on the Turkic tribes are conveniently collected and trans
lated in S. L. Volina, A. A. Romaskevic, A. Y. Yakubovski, Material)) po istorii Turkmen i 
Turkmenii (Moscow, 1939).

33 For details, Spuler, Iran in friih-islamischer Zeit (Wiesbaden, 1952), pp. 124-129.
34 Cahen, “La premiere penetration turque en Asie Mineure seconde moitie du XIe 

siecle,” Byzantion, XVIII (1946-48), 12-13 (hereafter cited as “Prem. Pen.”); “The 
Turkish Invasions: The Selchukids,” in A History of the Crusades, ed. K. Setton (Phila
delphia, 1955), I, 144-147 (hereafter cited as “Turk. Inv.”) ; “Qutlumush et ses fils avant 
I’Asie Mineure,” Der Islam, XXXIX (1964), 14-27.
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expansion greatly facilitated first the Turkish penetration and then the 
conquest of the Seljuks in Adharbaydjan, Transcaucasia, and Armenia, 
for in all these areas there were numerous dynasties, both Christian and 
Muslim, in a state of constant war with one another.35 Quite often the 
Muslims hired the services of Turks in this advance guard of raiders, but 
soon they acquiesced in the political domination of the succeeding waves 
of Turkish invaders, or submitted to the commanders of the Seljuk sultan. 
Thus portions of Adharbaydjan, Kurdistan, Transcaucasia, and the 
borders of Armenia were saturated by the newcomers, who in the end 
replaced many of the local dynasties. It was in this manner that the 
eastern frontiers of Byzantine Anatolia were eventually threatened by a 
deluge of Turkmens in the reign of Constantine and thereafter.

INTERRELATION OF BYZANTINE DECLINE AND 
TURKISH PRESSURE (1042-71)

In the three decades between the accession of Constantine IX (1042) 
and the battle of Manzikert (1071), one can discern a definite pattern 
in the reaction of the Turkmen groups building up on the eastern borders 
to the deteriorating internal conditions of the empire in Anatolia and the 
Balkans. The raids, starting out in a somewhat cautious manner, were not 
frequent in the beginning. But as the condition of the empire progressively 
weakened each year, and as the number of Turks on the borders increased, 
the audacity, frequency, and extent of the raids increased considerably. 
One gets the impression from the Greek chronicles that, even before 
Manzikert took place, the Turks were raiding deep into Anatolia with 
little danger from Byzantine forces.

In this period of roughly thirty years, the struggle between the pro
vincial magnate-generals and the bureaucracy did not abate but rather 
became more acute. The armies of Anatolia were turned against Con
stantinople and the bureaucrats, or they were brought to defend Con
stantinople against rebellious generals at the head of the armies in the 
Balkans, or else to combat the Patzinaks who had crossed the Danube. 
At the same time the indigenous provincial armies were being dissolved. 
It is no mere chance that the Seljuk incursions became prominent for the 
first time, arid permanent, in the reign of the bureaucrat emperor

35 R. Huseynnov, “La conquete de 1’Azerbaijan par les Seldjoucides,” B.K., XIX-XX 
0965):. 99—i09j Siriiskie istocnik ob Azerbaidzane (Baku, i960), pp. 93-113, states that the 
basic conquest of Adharbaydjan took place after Dandanaqan (1040), but that isolated 
raids occurred earlier. Togan, “Azerbaycan,” I.A.,; Umumi Turk tarihine giris (Istanbul, 
1946), pp. 182-192. Minorsky, “Adharbaydjan,” EI2. Sumer, “Azerbaycanin tiirklesmesi 
tarihine bir bakis,” Belleten, XXI (1957), 429-447. For Transcaucasia, Minorsky, Studies 
in Caucasian History (London, 1953); A History of Sharvan and Darband in the loth-nth 
Centuries (Cambridge, 1958). On the Kurds see also Minorsky, “Kurds,” Eli. K. V. 
Zettersteen, “Marwanids,” Eli. H. F. Amedroz, “Three Arabic MSS on the History of 
the City of Mayyafariqin,” Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society (1902), pp. 758-812; “The 
Marwanid Dynasty at Mayyafariqin in the Tenth and Eleventh Centuries,” Journal of 
the Royal Asiatic Society (1903), pp. 123-154. Canard, “Dvin,” EI2.
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Constantine IX Monomachus (1042-55).36 Constantine’s inept military 
policies, which led to the dissolution of the indigenous soldiery of the 
Iberian theme and of the region of Byzantine Mesopotamia with their 
accompanying conversion into tax-paying units, have already been dis
cussed elsewhere.37 These border areas, among the most vital regions in 
the defense of the eastern provinces, had been disturbed previously by 
other events.38 In 1047 there had taken place the revolt of Leo Tornices, 
who, supported by many of the dissatisfied and idle western generals, 
marched on Constantinople.39 Because the capital itself was without 
defenders, Monomachus summoned the magistrus Constantine from the 
eastern borders where he was waging war against Abu’l-Sewar the Shad- 
dadid. As a result of the civil strife in the empire, he was forced to conclude 
peace with Abu’l-Sewar and to bring the eastern armies to Constantinople. 
Soon after the revolt of Tornices and the withdrawal of the magistrus 
Constantine, the empire’s Anatolian frontiers became the object of serious 
Turkish raids when, in 1048, a body of Turks under Asan descended from 
the regions of Tabriz and proceeded to lay waste Vaspuracan. Aaron, the 
governor of that province, did not have sufficient forces to meet the 
invaders and so he summoned Cecaumenus the governor of Ani, and 
upon the arrival of the latter the combined forces defeated the Turks by 
resorting to a ruse.40 In 1049 a larger army of Turks appeared in 
Vaspuracan under the Seljuk prince Ibrahim Inal, and as a result 
Cecaumenus and Aaron had to await the arrival of Georgian reinforce
ments under Liparites.41 While the Byzantines awaited reinforcements 
this considerable Turkish force captured and plundered the important 
commercial center of Artze near Erzerum. The destruction of this city 
marks the beginning of the sacking of many of the important urban 
centers in Byzantine Anatolia.42 On the arrival of the Georgians, the 
Turkish and Byzantine forces came to blows at Kapetru, but the outcome 
was indecisive.43 The Byzantine forces had not been numerically sufficient

36 Bryennius, 31-32; Zonaras, III, 641. Cedrenus, II, 609.
37 Cedrenus, II, 608, enters this event just before the plague of the seventh and eighth 

years of the indiction, viz. 1054-55.
38 Attaliates, 44-45. Cecaumenus, p. 18. Zonaras, III, 647. ** aAAa Kai ycopcov ouacov, 

al tois paaiAeuaiv ou Saapous auveiaecpepov, aAA’ ocvti Traoris baancxpopias Suaycopias 
E9poupow Kai tois |3appapois Tfiv els tccs Pcopaiois uTTOKEipevas x^pas ccttetsixî ov 
TrapoSov, 6KSIV05 9opous Tats xc*3PaiS £Trrrd£as saxoAaae tccs 9povpa$. kccvtevOev 
r) Trpos t&s ‘PcojjiatSas x&pas pdarr) toIs pappapois eyeveTO irapoBos. IkeTvos toivw 6 
avf)p aiTtog tois orrraOoos Aoyo£ojjEvois KpiOficTETai toO ttjv Ecoav poTpav 8ovpi 
KupiEuQrjvai PapPaptKtt.” In the place of the local soldiery were to be found some 
Frankish and Varangian mercenaries. Cedrenus, II, 606.

39 Cedrenus, II, 561-566.
40 Cedrenus, II, 573-574, implies that the Byzantine armies were not strong enough 

to meet the Turks in battle. It was for this reason that Cecaumenus devised the ruse and 
then fell upon the Turks in their disarray while they were plundering the Byzantine camp.

41 Ibid., 575, gives the exaggerated figure of 100,000.
42 On its wealth, population, and the Turkish booty, Cedrenus, II, 577-578; Matthew of 

Edessa, pp. 83-84.
43 Cedrenus, II, 579, indicates that the Byzantine right and left wings drove the Turks 

from the field and chased them through the night until “. . . the crow of the cock.”
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to meet the Turkish armies in the beginning, and even after the arrival of 
the Georgians, they had not been able to destroy the Turkish forces. The 
incursions of Asan and Ibrahim, as well as the destruction of Artze, were 
no doubt the consequences of the revolt of the western generals which had 
so weakened the defenses of the eastern borders.

The Patzinak raids in the Balkans during the reign of Monomachus 
were a more visible and far more immediate threat to the empire, as it 
seemed virtually impossible to halt them. On at least two occasions the 
emperor removed troops from Anatolia to bolster the Balkan front. In 
1050 troops were brought from the east to augment the Byzantine armies 
in the Patzinak campaigns,44 but as the Patzinak ravages continued 
unabated, Monomachus employed eastern armies in the Balkans as late 
as 1053.45 It was soon after this, in 1054, that the sultan Toghrul, appeared 
in the regions of Lake Van where his army spread out to raid. The cities 
of Paipert and Perkri were besieged and sacked, and the key city of 
Manzikert underwent a difficult siege.46 It was as a result of these events, it 
would seem, that Monomachus subsequently transported the troops from 
the Macedonian theme to the east under Bryennius.47

In the years 1056-57 the Turkish chief Samuh appeared with 3,000 
Turks in greater Armenia, where he remained for a number of years.48 
In the face of the growing number of Turks massed on the eastern frontier 
in Armenia, the military aristocracy of Anatolia launched a revolt that 
marks a turning point in the acceleration of the Turkish raids into the 
peninsula. Isaac Comnenus, supported by the Anatolian generals, raised 
the majority of the thematic, mercenary, and Armenian troops of Anatolia, 
and marched them toward the Bosphorus.49 Those of the Anatolian forces 
which had not adhered to the rebellion, the troops of the Anatolic and
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44 Gatacolon Cecaumenus and Herve Frankopoulos, and probably their troops also, had 
already been transferred to Thrace before 1050. Cedrenus, II, 593-594, 597*

45 L. Brdhier, Vie et mort (Paris, 1947), p. 257.
46 Attaliates, 46-47. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 98-102. Bar Hebraeus, I, 207. M. Yinanc, 

Anadolu'nun fethi (Istanbul, 1944), p. 49. Honigmann, Ostgrenze, p. 181.
47 Cedrenus, II, 611. According to popular belief the Turks would be destroyed by a 

force similar to that of Alexander the Great which had conquered the Persians. Thus 
Macedonian troops and soldiers were sent. J. Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs seljoucides dans 
VAsie occidentalejusqu’en 1081 (Nancy, 1913) p. 33 (hereafter cited as Laurent, Byzance et 
les Turcs), asserts that all the western armies were in Asia Minor at the time of Toghril’s 
appearance in 1054. It is true that according to the text of Cedrenus, II, 611, western 
troops had been moved to Anatolia under Constantine IX. But no date is given in the 
text, and Laurent has, by erroneously placing the death of Constantine IX in 1054 
(instead of 1055), made it probable that they were present when Toghrll appeared in 
1054. But his account errs in two points. The text clearly states that the troops of the 
Macedonian theme were brought over, and not all of the troops of the west. However, 
Monomachus died in 1055, and it is quite probable that the Macedonians were brought 
over after Toghril’s appearance, for according to Attaliates, 46-47, and Matthew of 
Edessa, p. 99, the Byzantine defenses were under Basil Apocapes, there being no mention 
of Bryennius

48 Cedrenus, II, 616. As has already been indicated above, the dissatisfied Frankish 
mercenaries of Armeniacon under Herve made common cause with him. Ibid., 617.

49 Ibid., 627, “ . . . iyTrao-a ecjxx Tcopaikr) yelp TrAfjv oAiycov . . . ”
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Charsianite themes, joined the western military contingents loyal to the 
government. The two armies, east and west, met in a sanguinary battle 
just outside the city of Nicaea, and though the Anatolian generals won the 
victory, the empire actually suffered defeat, for the soldiery of east and 
west were locked in a mutually destructive struggle and the number of the 
dead was great.50 One chronicler states that on that day Isaac Comnenus 
plunged the whole Greek nation into mourning,51 and another remarks 
that Isaac’s revolt brought misfortune to Armenia.52 Both were correct, 
for not only did the slaughter further exhaust the already depleted armies,53 
but the borders were left unguarded. This battle, in 1057, marked the 
departure of the traditional Byzantine armies from the Anatolian scene. 
On October 3, 1057, just one month after the entry of Isaac into Con
stantinople, a Turkish army under the emir Dinar, finding the east 
undefended, approached Camacha where it spread out. One column 
marched against Coloneia, the home of Catacolon Cecaumenus who had 
just raised the armies of that area for the civil war and had left his 
province undefended; the second column besieged Melitene, one of the 
great commercial centers of the eastern Anatolian regions.54 Melitene and 
its population of wealthy Syrian, Armenian, and Greek merchants 
suffered the fate of Artze, as great numbers of the inhabitants were 
either killed or enslaved, and the booty the Turks took—gold, silver, and 
other loot—was great.55

In the twelve years between the death of Isaac Comnenus and the battle 
of Manzikert, the internal crisis of the empire became further aggravated 
and the Turkish tribesmen continued to saturate the border lands. Thus 
the financial, administrative, and military collapse of the Anatolian 
provinces characterized this period of slightly more than a decade. The 
bureaucratic fear of the armies and financial difficulties of the state caused 
the final disappearance of the locally levied troops as effective military 
units. The ethnic groups of Byzantine Anatolia—Greeks, Syrians, and 
Armenians—were at the throats of one another as separatist movements 
among the Armenians commenced, and open warfare broke out between 
Greeks and Armenians, Armenians and Syrians, and Greeks and Syrians. 
In such a situation the mercenary units began to disregard the commands 
of the government and to act as free agents. It was during this time of 
military, administrative, and fiscal anarchy that the Turks began to raid

50 Attaliates, 55, 69. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 103-104.
51 Attaliates, 69. On Isaac’s death (1059) it was noticed that his corpse swelled with 

liquid. Many saw in this a divine punishment for his responsibility in the great slaughter of 
I 0 5 7 -

52 Aristaces, passim.
53 The armies had been previously subject to extensive decimation at the hands of the 

Patzinaks in the Balkans, Br^hier, Vie et mort, p. 257.
54 Honigmann, Ostgrenze, p. 184. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 107-108.
55 Matthew of Edessa, p. 108. Bar Hebraeus, I, 212-213. Michael the Syrian, III,

158-159-
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Anatolia almost without hindrance, and started the systematic pillaging 
of the urban hearths of Anatolian Hellenism.

For this twelve-year period, we have a firsthand witness to the military 
deterioration in the Byzantine armies, the historian Michael Attaliates 
who served as an official in the armies during many of the Anatolian 
campaigns and who was present at the battle of Manzikert.56 The dis
mantling and demoralization of the military, well on the way in the time 
of Constantine IX, was largely consummated by the end of the reign of 
Constantine X (1067). The temporary interregnum of the generals 
under Isaac I had not lasted long enough to effect any significant change 
in this demilitarization, and when Constantine X ascended the throne 
in 1059 the government was once more completely in the hands of the 
bureaucrats. Their antimilitary sentiment set the fashion for the society of 
the day.

The very soldiers themselves abandoned their weapons and military service 
and became advocates and devotees of legal problems and questions.57

The military catalogs were no longer fully maintained, the bravest and 
most able troops being completely withdrawn from service because of 
expense and fear of the generals. Even Psellus, the archbureaucrat, 
felt constrained to protest at the extremity of the emperor’s cuts in the 
military budget.58 With the appearance of the Turkish chief Samuh and 
the Khurasan Salar and their raiding Turks in Anatolia, Constantine X 
was finally obliged to send an army to halt their ravages. But, Attaliates 
remarks, this army was not satisfactory,
because [it was] unarmed and uneager as a result of the deprivation of its provisions; 
So to speak it was the worst section [of the army], for the better soldiers were 
removed from military service by reason of the greater rank and salary [involved]. 
That which occurred was blameworthy, for nothing brave or in keeping with the 
former Rhomaic magnificence and strength was accomplished [by the army].59

The same emperor virtually handed over Ani to the Turks because the 
Armenian Pancratius promised to defend it without spending money on 
military forces. This left Ani without military defenders and caused it to

56 Cedrenus’ account follows that of Attaliates faithfully.
57 Cedrenus, II, 652. Attaliates, 76-77, “ to 8e 96t8coAov Kai ayav TropioriKov tcov

Srmoaicov eotiv ols Kai ouk ev EUTrpoacoTTOts arrlas, Kai to kot* e^ouofav
SiKacrriKOV, Kai to KaratppovriTiKOV Tfjs aTpcmcoTiKqs eurrpaytas Kai OTpcnrjyiKfjs 
Kai aKpiTiKrjs eurrafieias ttoAAgov Kai ayeSov orn-avTcov tcov Otto Tcouaiois tsAoOvtcov 
Avijocvtikov e»4/r)<pi£ovTO. riyelpeTO yap rroAus yoyyvanos . . . tcov KccTaSponas 
ucpiaranevcov (3ap(3apu<as Sia to nq kotcc Aoyov t6v CTTpomcoTiKov KaTaAoyov 
yiveadai.”

58 Zonaras, III, 677. Psellus-Renauld, II, 146-147.
59 Attaliates, 78-79, 85. He refused to send an army to halt the Uze depredations in the 

regions of Hellas, Macedonia, and Thrace. When the pressure of “public opinion” 
became too great to withstand, Constantine finally mustered a tiny force of 150 men to 
march out against a horde which the contemporary sources, exaggeratedly, estimate to 
have numbered 60,000! “Upon which everyone was amazed that the emperor should have 
left the capital with such a small army against such a powerful force . . . and it was like 
the mythological expedition of Dionysus, when he marched against the Indians, with the 
maenads and silenoi.”

89



PO LITICA L AND M ILITARY COLLAPSE

fall to the Turks.60 Shortly after Constantine Ducas’s death in 1067 and 
during the brief regency of Eudocia, the state of the armies had become 
chaotic. On many occasions these tattered remnants of the military forces 
simply retired to the safety of walls and refused to march out and oppose 
the Turks.

The Turks, who were raiding the east again came against the Rhomaic armies 
encamped in Mesopotamia, but especially against those around Melitene. These, 
being in want of their salary and deprived of the provisions usually supplied them, 
were in an abased and deprived state.61

Because of this condition they refused to go out against the invaders, with 
the consequence that the Turks sacked the city of Caesareia.

When, to the southeast, combined Turkish and Arab forces raided the 
regions about Antioch, Nicephorus Botaniates tried to muster an army, 
but again the miserliness of the administration paralyzed these efforts. 
As only a portion of the salary was paid, the soldiers took it and then 
scattered to their homes leaving the enemy forces free to ravage the 
neighborhood of the city. So this time an attempt was made to levy a 
few raw youths.

But they were without military experience and without horses, and more or 
less without armour, naked and not even [provided] with daily bread.62

Having temporarily overthrown the bureaucrats, the general Romanus 
Diogenes found the armies in an even more dreadful state. Cedrenus, in 
pages filled with Gibbonian melancholy, describes the mustering of the 
armies by Romanus for his first great campaign against the Turks in 1068.

The emperor, leading an army such as did not befit the emperor of the 
Rhomaioi but one which the times furnished, of Macedonians and Bulgars 
and Cappadocians and Uzes and the other foreigners who happened to be about, 
in addition also of Franks and Varangians, set out hastily. All were mustered by 
imperial command in Phrygia, that is in the theme of the Anatolicoi, where 
there was to be seen the incredible [viz.] the famous champions of the Rhomaioi 
who had enslaved all the east and west [now] consisted of a few men. These were 
bent over by poverty and distress and were deprived of armour. Instead of swords 
and other military weapons . . . they were bearing hunting spears and scythes 
[and this] not during a period of peace, and they were without war horse and 
other equipment. Inasmuch as no emperor had taken the field for many years, 
they were for this reason unprofitable and useless, and their salary and the 
customary provisions had been stripped away. They were cowardly and unwarlike 
and appeared to be unserviceable for anything brave. The very standards spoke 
out taciturnly, having a squalid appearance as if darkened by thick smoke, and 
they had few and poor followers. These things being observed by those present, 
they were filled with despondency as they reckoned how low the armies of the 
Rhomaioi had fallen, and by what manner and from what moneys and how long 
it would take to bring them back to their former condition. For the older and 
experienced were without horse and without armour, and the fresh detachments

60 Attaliates, 79-82. M. Canard, “La campagne armenienne du sultan salgukide Alp 
Arslan et la prise d*Ani en 1064,” Revue des etudes armeniennes, II (1965), 239-259.

61 Cedrenus, II, 660. Attaliates, 93.
62 Cedrenus, II, 661-663. Attaliates, 94-96.
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were without military experience and unaccustomed to the military struggles. 
Whereas the enemy was very bold in warfare, persevering, experienced, and 
suitable.63

This is the military instrument that Romanus inherited from a quarter 
century of bureaucrat policies. The conditions of the armies were obvious 
to the Byzantine contemporary observers, and their great inferiority in 
terms of equipment, experience, and morale to the Turkish troops clearly 
noted. Romanus, however, did the best he could with the poor material 
at hand. He collected youths from all the regions and cities,64 but as they 
were completely inexperienced, he mixed them with what veterans were 
at hand, expecially from the Balkan tagmata. Though this energetic 
emperor was a capable soldier, his armies were not equal to the enormous 
task before them and their nervousness and cowardice in the face of the 
Turkish enemy had by now become an almost ingrained characteristic.

The mercenaries, upon whom the Byzantines were forced to rely, 
began to demonstrate clearly that their loyalty depended directly on, and 
was proportionate to, the strength of the central and provincial govern
ments and their pay. When the central and provincial administration 
became weak in this period, and as the government no longer had 
sufficient funds to live up to its terms of hire, the mercenaries showed 
themselves to be independent agents. This twelve-year period, then, 
witnessed an intensification of the unruly conduct of the foreign soldiery. 
The Muslim military leader, Amertices, who had served Byzantium, 
deserted to the Turks because his pay had been witheld, and then played 
a major role in the raids in Anatolia and around Antioch.65 The Armen
ian troops had an old tradition of instability,66 and when the Turks 
appeared before Sebasteia in 1059 the Armenian princes and their 
troops abandoned the city to its fate.67 A decade later (1068) while 
Romanus Diogenes’ army was before Syrian Hierapolis, the Armenian 
infantry caused a major crisis by threatening to rebel.68 The rebellion 
of the Frankish leader Crispin in 1069 was of a major dimension. Having 
considered his reward from the emperor as unsatisfactory, he returned 
to the Armeniac theme and there raised the.Latins in revolt. The tax 
collectors and the land were plundered, and when Samuel Alusianus 
(the general of the five western tagmata encamped in that area) took the 
field, Crispin defeated him and inflicted severe losses on these western 
forces. All this having occurred as Romanus was setting out on his second 
Turkish campaign, it seemed as if the whole military expedition against 
the Turks would have to be redirected to stay the rapacity of the Franks

63 Cedrenus, II, 668-669.
64 Attaliates, 104, ee Kai ek Trdarjs x^PaS ttoAecos veoTr|Ta o■uÂ e5d̂ JiEvos.>,
65 Ibid., 94-95. Scylitzes, II, 661. He had previously attempted to assassinate the emperor 

Constantine X Ducas.
66 Zepos, J.G.R., I, 247.
67 Matthew of Edessa, pp. m-117.
68 Attaliates, 113. Scylitzes, II, 674.
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who were ravishing the very provinces they had been hired to defend. 
Crispin finally made his submission, but in the end had to be imprisoned. 
As retaliation, the Latins then proceeded to ravage the regions of Byzan
tine Mesopotamia at the same time that the emperor was forced to 
proceed to Caesareia to meet a serious Turkish raid.69

On the eve of the battle of Manzikert itself, when the emperor was 
encamped at Cryapege, the mercenaries were busy ravaging the environs. 
As Romanus attempted to halt their depredations, the Germans attacked 
the emperor in force and the remainder of the army had to be mustered 
in order to put down the Germans.70 The shortsightedness of the 
bureaucrats in hiring such large numbers of mercenaries at the expense 
of the local soldiery was dramatically manifested during this period, and 
their disloyalty severely hampered the defense of Anatolia against the 
Turks and contributed to the chaos and disruption of provincial 
administration.

With this paralysis of the provincial governmental structure, the 
hostilities of the three principal ethnic groups in eastern Byzantine 
Anatolia came into full play. There had been tense moments in the 
relations of Greeks, Syrians, and Armenians in he first hal of the 
eleventh century, but at that time Byzantine authority was effective in 
these eastern provinces and a semblance of order and regularity prevailed. 
The disruption of provincial administration in the reign of Constantine 
X, and the latter’s ill-conceived religious policies, unleashed the specter 
of ethnic and sectarian strife from Antioch to Sebasteia and Caesareia. 
The state, in a policy recalling events of the sixth and seventh centuries, 
attempted to force ecclesiastical union and the Chalcedonian creed on 
both Syrians and Armenians. In 1063 all who did not accept the 
Chalcedonian creed in Melitene were to be expelled from the city, and 
one year later the Syrian patriarch was arrested and the leading Syrian 
clergymen were brought to Constantinople. Charged with spreading their 
own religious doctrines and having refused to accept Chalcedon, the 
Syrian ecclesiastical leader (the metropolitan of Melitene) was exiled to 
Macedonia. The Armenians similarly experienced considerable imperial 
pressure in this matter, as the Armenian catholicus and many of his 
bishops were summoned to Constantinople and held virtual prisoners 
(1060-63). Two years later (1065) they were once more ordered to appear 
in Constantinople, but this time the Bagratid and Ardzrouni princes 
were also summoned. The Armenians, like the Syrians, refused to give 
in at the religious discussions that followed, but unlike the Syrians they 
obtained permission to return to their domains in Anatolia. When Kakig, 
the Bagratid prince, returned to his lands in the province of Cappadocia 
he instigated what amounted to open warfare against the Greeks in his

69 Attaliates, 122-125. Scylitzes, II, 678-680.
70 Attaliates, 146-147.
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vicinity. That these regions of Anatolia were thrown into a state of 
ethnic war seems to be confirmed by a number of incidental facts. The 
outrage of the Armenians was such, Matthew remarks, that Kakig intended 
to desert to the Turks, but he was eventually slain by the Greeks in the 
Taurus before he could do so.71 Romanus had considerable trouble with 
the Armenians and considered the areas in which they were settled as a 
no-man’s land that was not safe for his armies. During his eastern cam
paign of 1069 Romanus was obliged to halt to receive the stragglers from 
his army lest they perish at the hands of the Armenians in the regions of 
Celtzene.72 When he made his appearance at Sebasteia, the Greek 
inhabitants complained to him that when Sebasteia had been sacked by 
the Turks (1059), the Armenians had been more violent and unpitying 
toward the Greeks than had the Turks themselves! So it was that Romanus 
ordered his troops to attack Sebasteia, a Byzantine city, and then he 
swore that he would destroy the Armenian faith.73 In addition to the 
tension between Greeks and Armenians and between Greeks and 
Syrians, there was strife between the Syrians and Armenians in the region 
about Melitene where the Armenians raided the Syrian monasteries 
and roamed the countryside attacking the Syrian population. They even 
considered taking the famous Syrian monastery of Bar Mar Sauma.74 
The existence of these diverse ethnoreligous groups in the eastern 
provinces of Anatolia, and Constantine’s attempt to enforce the 
Chalcedonian creed upon them during this period, were among the factors 
leading to the breakdown of Byzantine authority in these critical areas.

Against this background of ghost armies, rampaging mercenaries, and 
ethnic warfare in the provinces, the Turkish invaders make their appear
ance with greater frequency, numbers, and effectiveness. The border 
warfare of the Turks was loosely controlled by the sultan, who for this 
purpose had entrusted command of the Anatolian borders to Yakuti 
Beg.75 The Turkish bands were considerably increased in number when

71 Vryonis, Social Basis,”. 169-172. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 95-98, 152-154. Michael 
the Syrian, III, 161, 166-168. There is further evidence for this phenomenon in which 
Georgian and Armenian princes and aristocrats joined the Turks and in some cases 
converted to Islam. This is clear not only from the Armenian and Georgian chronicles 
but especially in the Turkish epic, the Danishmendname. Religious discussions between 
Byzantines and Armenians resumed in the twelfth century when religious passions had 
somewhat subsided, P. P. Tekeyan, Controverses christologiques en Armeno-Cilicie dans la 
seconde moitie du XIIe sihle (1165-1198), Orientalia Christiana Analecta (Rome, 1939).

72 Attaliates, 135. Scylitzes, II, 683.
73 At least this is what Matthew of Edessa, pp. 166-167, reports.
74 Michael the Syrian, III, 162-164. Bar Hebraeus, I, 217. On religious polemic of the 

Syrians with Greeks and Armenians in the twelfth century, there is the contemporary 
tract of Dionysius bar Salibi (d. 1171), bishop of Amid, The Work of Dionysius Barsalibi 
against the Armenians, ed. and trans. A. Mingana (Cambridge, 1931); “Barsalibi’s Treatise 
against the Melchites,” in Woodbrooke Studies (Cambridge, 1927), I, 2-95; “The Work of 
Dionysius Barsalibi against the Armenians,” in Woodbrooke Studies, IV (Cambridge, 1931). 
E. Ter-Minassiantz, “Die armenische Kirche in ihren Beziehungen zu der syrischen 
Kirche,” Texte und Untersuchungen, Neue Folge} XI, 4 Heft, 1-212.

75 Yinanc, Fethi, p. 51.
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the Turkmens of the rebel Ibrahim Inal were moved westward by the 
Seljuks, and then again in 1063 when Kutlumush with 50,000 Turkmens 
revolted against Alp Arslan in Rayy. After the defeat and death of 
Kutlumush, his sons were pardoned and sent to fight on the Anatolian 
borders.76 The names of the raiding chiefs now begin to appear in greater 
numbers in the sources; Samuh in the regions of Sebasteia and else
where;77 the Khurasan Salar in the districts of Thelkum, Nisibis, and 
Seveverek;78 Amertices about southern Anatolia and Coelo-Syria.79 But 
perhaps the most active of these was the emir Afsinios (Afshin) who 
established himself on Mt. Amanaus in 1066-6780 and raided from 
Antioch81 and Melitene82 as far west as Chonae.83 The emir Kumush 
Tekin operated in the vicinity of Thelkum and Edessa,84 whereas 
Gedrigdj-Chrysoscule raided northern Anatolia before deserting to the 
emperor.85 In addition to the ever-present bands on the borders, the 
sultans themselves made occasional appearances there, strengthening 
the Turkish forces.

When Constantine X Ducas ascended the throne (1059), the Turkish 
raids had previously devastated Armenia, the Byzantine provinces of 
Iberia and Mesopotamia, the regions around Coloneia, Melitene, and 
Chaldia, and were now to threaten the more centrally located regions of 
Anatolia. At least eight major urban centers were to suffer pillaging at the 
hands of the Turks, and others were to experience difficult sieges in the 
next years. The first of the important cities to be plundered was 
the comparatively large and wealthy town of Sebasteia, the location of the 
famous shrine of the Forty Martyrs. In 1059 the emir Samuh and other 
emirs suddenly appeared before the unwalled city, but initially they 
hesitated to attack mistaking the domes of the many churches for the 
tents of the defending army. They soon realized that the city was defense
less, and so massacred pitilessly large numbers of the inhabitants. The 
Turks remained in Sebasteia for eight days, reducing it to ashes and taking 
a great booty and many prisoners.86 The sultan himself took the field in 
1064 with a large army and appeared in Armenia.

Proud of his success, the sultan, this dragon of Persia, that year pounced upon 
Armenia. Instrument of divine vengeance, his wrath spread over the oriental 
nation, which he forced to drink the vial of his malice. The fire of death enveloped

76 Ibid,, pp. 53, 57. Cahen, “Qutlumush et ses fils avant l’Asie Mineure,” Der Islam, 
XXXIX  (1964), 14-27.

77 Matthew of Edessa, pp. m-113. Attaliates, 78.
78 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 115-118.
79 Attaliates, 94-95.
80 Matthew of Edessa, p. 156.
81 Bar Hebraeus, I, 218.
82 Attaliates, 107.
83 Bar Hebraeus, I, 220., says as far as Constantinople! Yinanc, Fethi, p. 68.
84 Matthew of Edessa, p. 157. Bar Hebraeus, I, 217.
85 Matthew of Edessa, p. 162.
86 Ibid, pp. m-113.
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with its flames the faithful of Christ. The land was inundated with blood, and the 
sword and slavery spread their ravage here.87

The most important Byzantine city in Armenia, Ani, was taken and many 
of the inhabitants put to the sword or carried off into slavery.88

By reason of the weakened resistance at the end of Constantine’s reign, 
the Turks had become even bolder and so began to push their incursions 
farther to the west, where the larger towns which had been spared the 
rigors of siege for centuries now lay defenseless. The urban centers in 
central and western Anatolia were in a peculiar situation, for though 
protected from the invaders by a greater distance, they did not have even 
the protecting forces that the border cities possessed. With the dissolution 
of the larger part of the thematic armies, the more westerly provinces had 
little defense; the mercenaries and other available troops were kept on the 
eastern borders where they often let the Turks pass through unhindered, 
hoping to attack them in the mountain passes when they were returning 
from Anatolia in disarray and laden with booty. Thus once the Turks had 
overrun the border defenses they sacked the interior almost freely. The 
Turks reached the important Cappadocian city of Caesareia after having 
been let through by the recalcitrant troops guarding Melitene. They 
plundered, destroyed, and burned the city, singling out the famous 
shrine of St. Basil. This they looted, carrying away all the holy items of the 
church, and attempted to break into the structure housing the saint’s 
remains. The church was desecrated and the inhabitants massacred.89 
In the following year the Turkmens became bolder, daring to raid, sack, 
and lead-off captive, the inhabitants of Neocaesareia, even though 
Romanus was encamped in the eastern theme of Lycandus. The ability 
of the enemy to sack such an important Anatolian city indicates not only 
how completely the system of local defense had collapsed, but also the 
essentially different type of military procedure followed by the Byzan
tines and their foes. The numerous Turkish bands might strike at any time 
and in any place, but the Byzantine army was usually in one or two 
places at any given time.90 In the same year, while Romanus besieged 
the Syrian city of Hierapolis, the Turkish bands raided farther into 
Anatolia, and for the second time in the long history of the Christian- 
Muslim holy war, the famous city of Amorium was sacked by a Muslim 
army, and its citizens massacred.91 Hereafter, the raiders contemptuously 
disregarded the emperor and his armies in Anatolia. In 1069 while 
Romanus was in the district of Celtzene, the Turks passed through 
Cappadocia pillaging it en route and continued westward in the

87 Ibid.) p. i22.
88 Scylitzes, II, 653-654. Attaliates, 79-82. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 120-124.
89 Attaliates, 93-94. Scylitzes, II, 661. The sanctuary was so strongly built that the 

Turks contented themselves with stripping it of its gold, pearls, and precious stones.
90 Scylitzes, II, 684-685.
91 Ibid.y 678, “ . . .  Aacpupaycoyiav Kai 90VOV avSpcov ochuOt̂tov.”
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direction of Iconium, the emperor receiving news of this only after he had 
arrived in Sebasteia. So he set out in an effort to catch up with the 
marauders, but upon arriving at Heracleous Comopolis, he was informed 
that the Turks had already sacked the city.92

One year later it was the turn of Chonae, the city sacred to the Arch
angel Michael. In 1070 Romanus had been forced to remain in Con
stantinople to keep an eye on the bureaucrats and the Ducas family, 
so the armies were sent out under the command of Manuel Comnenus. 
As Hierapolis in Syria was under a severe siege, Comnenus was forced to 
divide his army and to send a large portion of it to relieve the besieged city. 
He himself encamped with the remainder of the army at Sebasteia where 
he was defeated and captured by the Turkish emir Chrysoscule. No sooner 
had the emperor received this news in Constantinople than an even greater 
disaster was reported to him, the city of Chonae had been savagely 
pillaged by the Turks. The famed shrine of the Archangel was profaned 
and turned into a stable for the Turkish horses, and the raiders “filled the 
region with murder.” The inhabitants, who were accustomed to flee to 
the caverns, where the river went underground in the vicinity of the 
sanctuary, were all drowned when the river suddenly flooded. The sack 
of Chonae, and especially the drowning of the fugitives in the under
ground caverns, were taken by Byzantine society to be an indication of 
God’s wrath. Cedrenus relates that formerly the Greeks had interpreted 
the devastations and incursions of the Turks in Iberia, Mesopotamia up 
to Lycandus, and Melitene to be a sign of God’s anger with the Armenian 
and Syrian heretics who inhabited this area. But when the ravages spread 
to the regions inhabited by the Greeks, they decided that henceforth 
“not only correct belief but also living the faith”93 were necessary.

Manzikert {1071)

Accidents, evil omens, and ugly spectacles studded the beginning of 
Romanus’ final campaign (1071) against the Turks as his armies journeyed 
to the eastern front. A gray dove alighted on Romanus’ ship and came to 
the emperor’s hand as the imperial vessel was crossing the Bosphorus to 
Asia, a sign interpreted by some to bode well, but felt by many others to be 
a forewarning of evils to come.94 Upon the pitching of the imperial 
pavilion at Helenopolis, instead of at Neocome, the soldiers remarked

92 Ibid., 683-684. Attaliates, 135-137.
93 Scylitzes, II, 686-687. Attaliates, 140-141.
94 Attaliates, 143. The prevalence of superstition at critical points in Byzantine history 

is striking. Liparites had refused to fight the Turks at the appropriate moment because it 
fell on a day not propitious to him. Nicephorus II Phocas on his way to the conquest of 
Crete stopped with the fleet on the Anatolian coast at one of the many port towns. He 
asked the name of the port, and on being told that it was Phygela, he ordered the fleet 
to avoid it as the name was not propitious to the expedition (pp. 223-224). Contrary to 
Gibbon, who severely criticized this supersititious behavior as Byzantine, this super
stitious behavior was not peculiarly Byzantine but was also characteristic of the fifth 
century Athenians, as witness the events surrounding the fateful Sicilian expedition.
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that inasmuch as the place was called Eleinopolis (miserable city) by the 
rustics, this was very definitely unlucky.95 Indeed, after the imperial tent 
had been raised, the central pole supporting it gave way and the tent 
collapsed,96 an event too obvious in its implications to pass unnoticed. The 
emperor himself seems not to have been perturbed by such superstitious 
signs and moved on to the important military station of Dorylaeum97 and 
to the theme of Anatolicon to muster the Anatolian armies. Here again 
the emperor’s coming misfortune seemed to be announced, for the 
structure built to house Romanus and his retinue caught fire, and his 
select horses, armor, bridles, and carriages were consumed by the flames. 
Though some of the animals were saved, others were to be seen running 
wildly through the camp, living torches.98 Romanus next crossed the 
Sangarius River at the Zompus Bridge in hopes of collecting the Anatolian 
levies. But as these had scattered to the mountaintops, caverns, and other 
places of refuge (because of the Turkish raids), Romanus took few of them. 
The expedition crossed the Halys, eventually making its way to the 
military station of Cryapege, and it was here that the German mercenaries 
attacked Romanus. The following station, Sebasteia, brought Romanus no 
respite, for the Greeks of the city complained against their Armenian 
neighbors. On the road from Sebasteia to Coloneia, Romanus and his 
troops were treated to the sight of the corpses of Manuel Comnenus’ 
army that had been handled so roughly by the Turks in 1070, and this in 
particular was interpreted as a bad omen. Upon arrival in Erzerum, 
rations for two months were passed out to the army as “they were about 
to march through uninhabited land which had been trampled underfoot 
by the foreigners.”99 The march to the eastern front must have had quite 
a demoralizing effect on the soldiery for they had seen many frightening 
signs. The mercenaries had rebelled, the Greeks had complained about 
Armenian cruelty, and just before reaching the borderlands they had 
seen the corpses of their former comrades, a sight that was morbidly 
suggestive.

The armies continued their march to the northwestern shores and the 
vicinity of Lake Van, intending to take Manzikert and Chliat. The 
decision to divide the armies on the eve of the fateful battle was due, per
haps, to the intelligence report of Leo Diabatenus who wrote that as soon 
as Alp Arslan had received news of the Byzantine advance, he broke off 
his march on Damascus and retired to the east with such haste that his 
army virutally disbanded and the animals were drowned in crossing the 
Euphrates. The sultan had not been interested in attacking the Byzantine

95 Ibid., 144.
86 Ibid,, 144. Scylitzes, II, 689.
97 Bryennius, 35.
98 Attaliates, 145.
99 Ibid; 148. Brosset, Georgie, I, 327-328, 346, comments upon the desertion of these 

areas.
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borders but was occupied with his schemes against the Fatimids, and for 
this reason the advance of Romanus had caught him by surprise.100

In dividing his forces, Romanus wished to reduce Manzikert (captured 
by the sultan in the previous year), and then to rejoin his forces before 
Ghliat. As the body of Turkish and Daylamite defenders in Manzikert 
was negligable, Romanus further weakened his army by sending the 
majority of it, and the very best troops, to Chliat under the leadership of 
Joseph Tarchaniotes.101 Manzikert fell almost without resistance.102 
The strategy of the emperor, which had called for the splitting of the armies 
and which had left him with the weaker portion, seemed justified on the 
basis of his intelligence reports. But Diabatenus failed to keep him 
informed of later developments, for on his way eastward Alp Arslan received 
the fugitives from Manzikert, who appealed to him to come to their aid. 
Sometime previous to Romanus’ final campaign, the Turkish emir 
Afsinios had raided central Anatolia with such ease that he reported to the 
sultan that Asia Minor was defenseless.103 Whatever the reason, the sultan 
hurriedly, but quietly, gathered his forces and marched on Manzikert. 
After having captured Manzikert, Romanus retired to his camp outside 
the city and planned to march to Chliat on the following day to rejoin the 
major portion of the army. It was at this time that the advance body of the 
sultan’s army came upon Byzantine forces that were foraging in 
the vicinity of Manzikert. As yet the emperor had not realized that the sultan 
was present, and he believed that this was just a raiding force of Turks 
under some emir. The emperor sent out Nicephorus Byrennius to oppose 
them, but as he was soon being hard pressed by the Turkish force he sent 
an urgent message for reinforcements. Romanus, still unaware of the 
true nature of the situation, first accused Bryennius of cowardice, but 
eventually sent another force under Basilacius to aid him. Basilacius and 
his troops charged the Turks, forced them to retreat, but, in the pursuit 
that followed, Basilacius was captured near the enemy defenses. Bryennius, 
though seriously wounded, returned to the side of the emperor.104 On the re
port of Basilacius’ capture, the Byzantines began to fear, and this suspence

100 Cahen, “La campagne de Mantzikert d’apres les sources musulmanes,” Byzantion, 
IX (1934), 627-628 (hereafter cited as Cahen, “Manzikert”).

101 Attaliates, 149. “ r^v 8e to eyyeipio^ev ekeivco orpaTiooTiKOV to  SKKpiTov te Kai 
SuapaxcoTcrrov, k&v Tai$ avpTrXoKais Kai tois aAAois ttoAepois TrpoKtvSiveuov Kai Trpoa- 
paxopEVOV, Kai eis 'irAfjdos ttoAu TrpOEXov tcov uTroKpaTrjdsvTcov tc£> paaiAsT.”

102 Ibid., 152-153, remarks that even in this moment of victory portents of impending 
disaster were present. A soldier, who had taken a donkey from a Turk, was punished most 
severely by Romanus. In spite of the man’s supplication before the icon of the Blacher- 
nitissa, the sacred vanguard of the army, the emperor disregarded his state of asylum and 
had his nose slit. This brought the fear of divine retribution upon many of the soldiers.

103 Bar Hebraeus, I, 220. Cahen, “Manzikert,” p. 628, does not indicate that this 
occurred prior to Romanus’ expedition. He implies also that Alp Arslan received news of 
this after Romanus was already in Armenia, which is not what Bar Hebraeus says.

104 Bryennius, 38-39, remarks that the sultan had prepared an ambush. The narrative 
of Bryennius, however, is not to be preferred to that of Attaliates in the details that follow. 
Attaliates, 154.
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and fear of the unknown were spread throughout the camp by the 
sound and sight of the many returning troops who had been wounded by 
Turkish arrows. Romanus immediately marshaled his force and set out 
to seek the enemy, but as they had retired before the charge of Basilacius, 
they were nowhere in sight so the emperor returned to camp.105

That night while the Uze mercenaries were outside the encampment 
buying goods from the merchants, the Turks attacked them by riding 
around the camp and raining arrows upon them from horseback. The 
mercenaries rushed back into the enclosed camp in such disorder that those 
inside feared the Turks would enter the camp simultaneously and then 
all would be lost. It was a moonless night, and the pursuers could not be 
distinguished from the pursued, Attaliates remarking that to the Byzantines 
the Turks and Uzes looked alike. The Turks, possibly for this v̂ ery same 
reason, did not attempt to enter but remained before the camp during the 
whole night, making noise and shooting their arrows. Attaliates graphically 
depicts the sleepless night passed by the terrorized troops in the encamp
ment. On the following day a portion of the Uze mercenaries, under their 
leader Tamis, deserted to the Turks. This increased the fear of the 
Byzantine generals and further undermined the morale of the troops, 
because they now feared the remainder of the Uzes would desert.106 The 
Byzantines achieved a temporary success when their archers marched 
out and drove the Turkish forces away from the encampment with heavy 
losses to the latter. Romanus himself wished to come to close quarters with 
the Turkish forces immediately and thus to determine the issue without 
further delay. He had hesitated, however, as the majority of his forces 
were still supposedly encamped before Chliat. Even though he sent 
messengers to summon them, the emperor felt that they might not arrive 
in time, so he decided to march out against the Turks on the next day. 
Unknown to him, Tarchaniotes and Roussel, with the Frank, Uze, and 
Byzantine troops under them, had dispersed upon hearing of the sultan’s 
arrival, and, without bothering to inform the emperor, they had fled 
across the regions of Byzantine Mesopotamia to Anatolia.107

Unexpectedly an embassy from the sultan arrived bringing proposals 
for peace. As Romanus was not disposed to accept the offer, he placed 
stiff conditions on the opening of such discussions. Before he would 
consider the proposition, he informed the envoys, the sultan would have 
to withdraw from his present camp and let Romanus occupy it. Reasoning 
that the sultan was afraid and his forces weak, the emperor’s counselors 
strengthened the emperor in his resolve and advised him to reject the 
sultan’s peace offer. The sultan was merely stalling for time, the counselors

105 Attaliates, 155-156.
106 Their unreliability had been dramatically displayed in the time of Constantine IX 

when, sent to Anatolia to fight the Seljuks, they simply deserted, recrossed the Bosphorus, 
and returned to the Balkans.

107 Attaliates, 158.
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argued, and as soon as his forces should be augmented he would return 
and attack the empire, and in this the counselors succeeded in persuading 
Romanus. There were other factors that must have helped persuade him. 
The military activities had been extremely expensive, and it was not 
likely that the emperor could muster another such force in the near 
future. Then it had been difficult to catch the Turks during his four year 
reign, for they were always on the move, split up into small but rapidly 
striking bodies. He now had before him the sultan himself. There were 
other issues as well to be considered. Psellus and the Ducas5 were 
constantly plotting against him in Constantinople and during the 
preceding year he had not been able to leave Constantinople because of 
this fact. So Romanus made what seemed to him the logical choice: 
force the issue with the enemy of the empire now, a similar opportunity 
would never present itself again.

On the day of battle Romanus drew up all his troops, leaving none to 
guard the camp. Most of his army, as mentioned above, had been sent to 
invest Chliat, and so the emperor needed everyone he could muster on 
the fighting line. Bryennius commanded the left wing, Romanus the 
center, Alyattes the right wing, and Andronicus Ducas was placed in the 
rear with a large body of hetairoi and archontes.108 When the emperor 
attacked, the sultan’s forces gave way and retreated, the emperor 
pursuing them until evening.109 Romanus halted the pursuit, deciding to

108 Bryennius, 41.
109 Such is the account of Attaliates, 160-161. “ t o  5 e ttAsicttov <puyf) Tts KOTElyev 

auTOus, (TWTETaynevas ISovtos t &s tcov ‘Pcopaicov cpaAAayyas ev toc^ei Kai koctuco kcxi 
TroAepiKcp napaoTT)|jKXTt.”  Bryennius, 41, also remarks that the Turks feared to oppose 
the Byzantines en masse. The accounts of the defeat given by Attaliates and Bryennius 
are quite different. Both are reliable, but as Attaliates was an eyewitness, his account 
must be preferred. When Bryennius’ account coincides with that of Attaliates, it can be 
accepted, but otherwise it must yield to the version of Attaliates. The battle of Manzikert 
has been thoroughly investigated from the point of view of the Muslim sources by Cahen, 
Manzikert,” but strangely it has not been critically examined from the side of the Greek 
sources. Cahen’s article, excellent in other respects, is confused and contains considerable 
error as a result of misuse of the Greek texts. His mistakes result from the mistranslation of 
Attaliates, and then following the mistranslation of the critical passage, he rejects 
Attaliates as a primary authority on the basis of this mistranslation, preferring the narra
tive of other historians.

Of those authors who have left us accounts of the events that took place at the fateful 
battle, Attaliates is the only one who was present, participated, and is, therefore, the only 
eyewitness whose record has survived. Although it may be true that later authors relied 
upon valuable archival material that is now lost, nevertheless they were removed from 
the events in time and place, and so did not see them. Nicephorus Bryennius, whose 
account Cahen prefers, was born in 1062 and therefore was only nine years of age when 
the battle occurred. He began writing his work probably in the latter years of the reign 
of Alexius Comnenus (1081-1118), so that perhaps as much as forty years had elapsed 
between the battle and his writing. He does give certain details that Attaliates omits, 
but by and large the narrative of Attaliates is longer and more detailed. Bryennius and 
Attaliates give two entirely different versions of the battle. Scylitzes, Zonaras, and Matthew 
of Edessa repeat the version of Attaliates, though Matthew is confused and adds a few 
details not in Attaliates. The oldest of the Muslim sources, Ibn al-Qalanisi, did not write 
his history of Damascus until sometime after 1145, and the remaining Muslim and 
Eastern Christian sources spread themselves from this time until the late thirteenth century
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return to the camp (now divested of guards) lest the Turks return at night 
and attack it, as they had done previously. So Romanus ordered the army 
to retire from the pursuit and to march back to camp. The imperial 
standard was turned from the direction of the enemy toward the camp and
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and even later. Thus the account of Attaliates has incontestable superiority on the basis of 
nearness to the event itself.

Gahen has rejected Attaliates’ account of the battle on the following grounds. At one 
point in the battle Attaliates records that one of Romanus’ personal enemies intentionally 
spread the false rumor that Romanus had been defeated, and that he then took his men 
and left the emperor on the field of action, thus precipitating the rout (Attaliates, 161-162).

“005 6’ ol ttoAAo! TrAr|pO(popou<7tv, oti tcov ^eSpevovrcov ccOtco tis, ££cc8eA90S 
gov tco toO pao-iAecos TTpoyovco MiyarjA, Trpop£pouAeupEVT|V Eycov TlSlv kcxt& tovtou 
em(3ouAr)v, auros tov Totourov Aoyov toIs OTporncoTais 8i£OTTEtpE, kocI Tayu tov$ 
oikeious avaAapcov (EpTTETnarEUTO yap Trapa Tfjs toO paatAkos KaAoKayaOias ou 
piKpov ti pEpos Aaou) 9vyas ds ttjv TTap£ppoAr)v ETravESpapE/’ Who was this ££c(8eA90S 
gov tco toO paorAkos TTpoyovco Miyaf|A? Cahen has taken the phrase to refer to 
the son of Constantine X Ducas, Michael Ducas, the future Michael VII. Gahen, then has 
interpreted this key passage as follows: Attaliates blamed Michael Ducas for the catas
trophe at Manzikert. But in so doing, he was really attempting to blacken the character 
of Michael VII whom Attaliates’ hero, Nicephorus III Botaniates, removed from the 
throne. “En fait, il est inutile de salir, avec le serviteur de Botaniate, la m&noire de Michel 
Dukas.” (Cahen, 635.) And with this, Gahen discredits the account of Attaliates.

Let us look at the text once more: E£dSsA90s wv tco toO paorAkos TTpoyovco MtyarjA. 
The correct translation is; “Being a cousin to Michael the emperor’s step-son.” Therefore 
the man who, according to Attaliates, betrayed Romanus was a cousin of Michael 
Ducas and not Michael Ducas himself. Michael Ducas, so far as we know, did not leave 
Constantinople at this time and so was not present at the battle. Who was this cousin of 
Michael Ducas? The other Greek texts tell us. Nicephorus Bryennius, 41, remarks that 
Andronicus, the son of the Caesar John Ducas (the brother of Constantine X Ducas; 
thus Andronicus was the cousin of Michael Ducas) had been put in charge of the rear 
guard with the archontes and the hetairoi: “oupayEiv Se et̂ tcckto 6 toO Kalaapos uio$ 
6 TTpOESpOS SAv5pOVlKO$ T&S TE TCOV ETOlpCOV TOĈEIS E/COV Kai T&S TCOV apyOVTCOV.” 
Bryennius adds, “ ou ttccvu 8e 91A1COS sycov Trpos paaiAkx/5 In other words, even Bryen
nius (Cahen’s primary authority) knew of the instability of Andronicus Ducas. Scylitzes, 
II, 698, repeats Attaliates’ charge that Andronicus Ducas betrayed the emperor by a 
premeditated plot.

“ pcxAAov 5g tis tcov £9eSpeu6vtgov aurco, ’AvSpovwos 6 toO Kalaapos pev ulos tcov 
8e (3aorAEcov e§&8eA9os, TTpop£pouA£vpevT)v eycov tt)v ETTipouAr̂ v avros St* eccutou tov 
toioOtov Aoyov SiEcrrrEipE, Kal tou$ TTEpi auTov oTpcmcoTas avaAapcov Tayus Trj 
TrapEpPoAf̂  ^oiTriaEV.” Zonaras, III, 701, remarks that the Caesar and his sons were 
constantly plotting against Romanus. “ ocei yap 6 ts KaTaap Kai oi tovtou vieis 
E9r)8pEUOV tco paaiAsi Kai a 9av65$ t̂tePouAevov.” The tradition of Andronicus’ 
desertion is echoed even in the chronicle of Michael the Syrian, III, 169, who records 
that Romanus and his nobles were divided and that most of them abandoned him on the 
field of battle. This is obviously a reference to the withdrawal of Andronicus who 
commanded the apyovTES. See also Sawirus ibn al-Mukaffa’, II, iii, 308—309.

The behavior of Andronicus during the battle is in consonance with the great tension 
between the Ducas family and Romanus before the battle, and their promptness in remov
ing him from the throne afterward. In 1070 it would seem that Romanus had remained in 
Constantinople because of the heightened tensions between himself and the Ducas family. 
He arrested the Caesar on several occasions and even considered putting him to death. 
But he had to satisfy himself with an oath that the Caesar and his sons would never be 
disloyal to him (Psellus-Renauld, II, 160-161). Sometime before departing for his final 
Anatolian compaign in 1071, he exiled the Caesar to Bithynia (Bryennius, 43).

When properly translated, the passage in Attaliates refers not to the future emperor 
Michael Ducas, but to Andronicus his cousin. Therefore we must not reject Attaliates on 
Cahen’s grounds that ostensibly the historian has distorted the facts in order to blacken 
the memory of Michael Ducas. Attaliates remains our most reliable source, and it is his 
account that deserves the greatest degree of credence. IOI
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the soldiers in the vicinity of the emperor evidently performed the move
ment correctly.110 But those who were far away, upon seeing the reversal 
of the imperial standard, thought that the emperor had been defeated. 
More specifically, Andronicus Ducas intentionally spread the false rumor 
that the emperor had been defeated and withdrew his men from the field 
in haste, bringing them to the camp. The Byzantine sources state 
categorically that Ducas was executing a premeditated plot, for he and his 
family had been waiting for an opportunity to do away with their hated 
enemy.111

One must recall in this conjunction that prior to his expedition in 1071, 
Romanus had arrested and exiled the Caesar John  Ducas, father of 
Andronicus. The whole episode is vaguely but definitely echoed in the 
later account of Michael the Syrian who remarks that Romanus and his 
nobles were at odds, and then that most of the nobles abandoned him in 
the battle.112 This is in complete accord with the accounts of Attaliates and 
Bryennius, the latter of whom tells us that the archontes or nobles were 
under the command of Ducas. Given the already nervous state of the 
soldiers, the anarchy in the armies thus begun by the activities of 
Andronicus Ducas spread rapidly and the emperor was unable to halt it. 
The Turks on the heights, by now becoming aware of this amazing 
development, informed the sultan and so they came out to attack the 
emperor who had been abandoned on the field by much of the army. 
Romanus and those about him defended themselves bravely and for a 
long time, but as the men fled toward the encampment, the rumors began 
to spread among the demoralized men. According to some the emperor 
had defeated the Turks, but according to the others he had been killed. 
The terrorization was finally completed by the gradual desertion of the 
Cappadocians and the appearance of the imperial horses in the camp.113 
By this time the Turkish horsemen were attacking the fleeing troops, 
slaying, capturing, and trampling them underfoot, Romanus fighting 
until he was wounded in the arm  and his horse shot out from under him.114

For the first time in the long history of the Byzantine empire, the 
supreme disgrace had occurred: the august and living person of the 
Basileus Rhomaion had fallen into the hands of barbarians.115 In

110 Attaliates, 161-162.
111 Ibid., 161-162. Even Bryennius, 41, remarks of Andronicus, “ou ttccvu 5e 91A1C0S 

eyeiv irpos pccoiAccc.” Though his account of the battle differs from that of Attaliates, he 
also remarks (42), that the rear guard immediately withdrew after the Turks made their 
first contact with the Greeks, “ euQus 8* dveycbpouv kcu ol Tiepi Tpv oupccyiccv.” In 
essence, then, Bryennius does not contradict Attaliates’ charge of the treachery and 
withdrawal of Andronicus. He confirms it.

112 Michael the Syrian, III, 169.
113 Attaliates, 162.
114 Ibid., 163.
115 In actual fact the treatment that Romanus Diogenes received at the hands of the 

magnanimous Alp Arslan is highly praised by all the sources, but especially by the Greek 
historians. On this interesting episode and the famous dialogue between the two sovereigns 
see Attaliates, 164-166; Cahen, “Manzikert,” pp. 636-637.
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reexamining the details of this most im portant battle, one is struck by a 
number of factors that, by 1071, had already enjoyed a considerable 
history in the empire’s evolution during the eleventh century. The 
treachery of Andronicus Ducas was purely and simply one of the more 
dramatic and consequential acts in the long and bitter strife between 
bureaucrats and militarists.116 Unfortunately for the empire, it was not to 
be the final act of this drama, and the struggle between administrators and 
soldiers was to have dire consequences in the decade to follow. The 
desertion of the Uze mercenaries under Tamis to the Turks is again another 
act from the same drama, that is, the demobilization of the local armies 
and use of hired foreigners, policy much employed by the bureaucrats as 
an antidote to the power of the generals.117 The Franks of Roussel and the 
Uzes who were sent to Chliat simply fled on news of the sultan’s approach, 
and Germans had attacked Romanus at Cryapege. All this was compli
cated by the enmity of Greeks and Armenians, so ominously forecast 
when Romanus had stopped at Sebasteia on his way to Manzikert. 
Michael the Syrian relates that the Armenian troops, as a result of 
religious persecution, were the first to flee and that all of them fled from 
the battlefield.118

The great victory of Alp Arslan in  1071 was due to a large degree, then, 
to these internal developments in the Byzantine Empire which had fused 
to produce the situation prevailing in the Byzantine ranks in 1071.

Initial Turkish Conquest and Occupation of Anatolia (1071-81)

Alp Arslan was apparently not interested in exploiting directly his 
great victory at Manzikert; it was instead the Turkm en tribes that 

consummated the military victory by swarming into Anatolia literally 
unopposed. There is no indication that they attem pted to found a state 
when they first came. R ather they came to raid and plunder in the vast 
expanses of Anatolia and thus disrupted what little was left of the Byzan
tine administrative and military apparatus. It is true that the defeat of the 
Byzantine armies in 1071 had opened Anatolia to the Turks,119 but their 
appearance, and finally their settlement, were greatly faciliated and

116 Michael VII rewarded his relative with gifts of land and immunities in the regions 
of Miletus in the year 1073, Dolger, Regesten, no. 992-994.

117 Attaliates, 158-159, who personally administered the oath to the remainder of the 
Uzes specifically states that they remained loyal throughout the battle. Thus Matthew 
of Edessa (p. 169), who asserts that all the Patzinaks andUzes deserted, has to be corrected. 
Only the followers of Tamis, a minority of the whole, deserted.

118 Michael the Syrian, IU, 169; “Les troupes des Armeniens, qu’ils voulaient con- 
traindre k adopter leur h r̂ ŝie, prirent la fuite des premieres et tournerent le dos dans la 
bataille.”

119 On this question and on the treaties between Byzantium and the Seljuks, J. Laurent, 
“Byzance et les Turcs seldjoucides en Asie Mineure. Leurs traites anterieurs a Alexius 
Comnene,” Bu£av*ris II (1911-1912), 101-126. G. Vismara, Bisanzio e VIslam. Per la 
storia dei trattati tra la Christianita orientate e le potenze musulmane (Milan, 1950), pp. 44-45, 
69-78, presents a sketch of diplomatic relations between Byzantium and the Seljuk- 
Ottoman Turks.
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accelerated by the continuation of those very factors that had brought 
Byzantium to the brink at Manzikert. The strife between the generals and 
bureaucrats not only did not abate, but the very appearance of the Turks 
in Anatolia seemed to add a certain zest to the struggle as each side 
strove to outdo the other in purchasing Turkish military aid in a quest for 
power. This graphically illustrates how narrow and selfish political 
considerations outweighed all other factors, the Turkish danger included. 
By this time the true nature of the Turkish menace was apparent to all, to 
both bureaucrats and generals, but the desire for the imperial crown was 
overpowering.

The mercenaries, creating ever greater difficulties, attempted to found 
a new Normandy in northern Asia Minor during the chaos that enveloped 
Anatolia following Manzikert. Farther to the south, the Armenian 
princes and adventurers, secure in their mountain strongholds in the 
craggy Taurus area, a t last had a good opportunity to throw off the hated 
Byantine authority and to give expression to their own separatist desires. 
Finally, out of all this chaos and upheaval, the Seljuk princes founded a 
new state in Nicaea, at the northwestern extremity of the peninsula. 
Simultaneously, other Muslim dynasties were arising in the political 
debris a t the end of the century in northeastern Anatolia. Manzikert 
resulted in the destruction of a comparatively stable political unity in 
Anatolia and substituted for it a relatively unstable system of smaller 
quarreling states which would keep Anatolia in a more or less constant 
state of war and unrest, enduring until the final O ttom an reunification 
and political conquest of the large peninsula. In  short, immediately 
following Manzikert, Byzantine administrative authority collapsed 

in Asia Minor, and in the vacuum Turks, Armenians, and Normans 
attempted to found states.

Alp Arslan, knowingly or unknowingly, contributed to the Turkish 
penetration of Rum when he released Romanus Diogenes after the latter’s 
defeat and capture. The captivity of Romanus had enabled the Caesar 
John Ducas to seize control of the government in Constantinople and to 
promote his nephew Michael V II to the throne. Upon receipt of the news 
of Romanus’ release, the Ducas family in the capital was faced with a 
serious problem and the result was a civil war in Anatolia which involved 
what was left of the Byzantine armies. Romanus tried vainly, first at 
Doceia, then in Cappadocia, and finally a t Adana to alter his evil fate, 
but without success. In  the end he was defeated and captured by the very 
man who had betrayed him at Manzikert, Andronicus Ducas.120 The 
description of his brutal blinding, on the very Anatolian soil that he had so 
valiantly but vainly fought to protect, is a fitting finale to this act in the 
political collapse of medieval Hellenism in its foyer. Consequently, the 
fragmentary Byzantine armies were used to fight one another at the very

120 Attaliates, 168- 175. Bryennius, 45- 55.
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moment when the borders were completely open to the Turkish tribes. 
Still more fateful was the precedent of Romanus in appealing to the Turks 
for aid in the civil war,121 a pattern that was to become firmly established 
in the internal strife of the next critical decade.

The bureaucrats, first under the leadership of the Caesar John and then 

under the notorious eunuch Nicephoritzes, were able to control the 
government for six years after the death of Romanus. But when the military 
reaction came, in 1077, it was violent and once more mobilized what was 
left of the armies in the west and the east in a suicidal war. At that time 
two generals, Nicephorus Bryennius and Nicephorus Botaniates rebelled 
in the Balkans and Anatolia respectively. Nicephorus Bryennius, as a 
reward for his suppression of the Bulgarian rebellion at Skopia which had 
previously broken out, was to be assassinated by the agents of Nice- 
phoritzes. Because his brother and Basilacius were likewise slighted by the 
bureaucrats in the capital, they also rebelled, declared Nicephorus 
Bryennius emperor, and marched the western armies on Constantinople. 
During this rebellion in the west, the Patzinaks, finding no armies before 
them, raided to the very walls of Adrianople unopposed. Simultaneously, 
Nicephorus Botaniates, supported by the Anatolian magnates Cabasilas, 
Synnadenus, Goudeles, Straboromanus, Palaeologus, and Melissenus, 
capitalized upon the provincial dissatisfaction with the government’s 
neglect and inability to halt the Turks, and so raised the standard of 
rebellion in the east.122 I t is significant that up until the time he reached 
Nicaea, Botaniates had been able to gather no more than 300 men with 
which to take Constantinople. Again one sees how complete was the 
breakdown that the provincial military system had suffered.123 When 

news of the outbreak reached the court, Michael V II immediately hired 
the services of Sulayman to halt the advance of the rebel, thereby causing 
Botaniates to abandon the regular roads and to travel by night in order 
to avoid his Turkish pursuers. Even so, the Turks caught up with him 
before he was able to reach Nicaea. Fortunately for Botaniates, the 
Turkish renegade Chrysoscule, who was with him, intervened with 
Sulayman and was able to bribe him to abandon the emperor and to 
support Botaniates. Thus Sulayman changed sides, and accompanied the 
insurgent to the shores of the Bosphorus,124 where he probably had his 
first sight of the city destined to become the center of Turkish might

121 Bryennius, 57, relates that it was after the Sultan heard of Romanus’ death that the 
Turks raided and plundered the whole of the east. The same author (99), speaks of the 
many Tapocyai, arrooraaioa, otoccteis in the east after Romanus’ death. Scylitzes II, 
707-709. _

122 Scylitzes. II, 726. Bryennius, 117-118.
123 Bryennius, 118, 120.
124 Ibid., 119. Scylitzes, II, 735. The emperor Michael had negotiated not only with 

Sulayman but with Malik Shah as well, 1073-1074; H. Antoniades-Bibicou, “Un aspect 
des relations byzantino-turques en 1073-1074,” Actes du XIP congres international deludes 
byzantines (Belgrade, 1964), II, 15-25.
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almost four centuries later. As Botaniates had been short of troops, even 
after incorporating the troops of Nicaea into his armies, he had embodied 
the Turks of Sulayman in his forces. Subsequently many of the Turks 
were posted as guards to hold the various cities through which Botaniates 
passed—Nicaea, Ghalcedon, Pylae, Chrysopolis, Praenetus, Nicomedia, 
Ruphinianae, and Cyzicus.125

The civil strife in the empire did not cease with Botaniates5 accession 
to the throne for he still had to deal with the rebellion of Bryennius in the 
west. Alexius Gomnenus was sent to face Bryennius, but as he was drasti
cally short of troops, he was in the end forced to rely upon 2,000 Turkish 
horsemen furnished by Sulayman and M ansur who at this time were 
still in Nicaea.126 Once the rebellion of Bryennius was stifled, another broke 
out, that of Basilacius.127 When Alexius rebelled (1081) the tattered 
armies of the east and west were mustered, were marched toward the 
Bosphorus, and for yet one more time the provinces were left unprotected. 
Alexius Comnenus, a t the head of the western armies, succeeded in 
removing Botaniates from the throne, bu t not before the rebellion of 
Alexius5 brother-in-law Nicephorus Melissenus complicated the chaos, 
now long ram pant, in Anatolia. As the Turks were the military masters, 
he sought and obtained their alliance, opening large numbers of towns of 
western Anatolia to them. These cities opened their gates to Melissenus 
when he appeared as emperor, and then he turned them over to his 

Turkish allies.128
In  the rapid disintegration that followed the battle of Manzikert and 

during the course of the subsequent civil war, separatist political move
ments began to crystallize in Asia Minor. The most spectacular of these 
attempts to found a state on Anatolian soil was that of the mercenary 
leader Roussel of Bailleul,129 who found conditions in the peninsula 
ripe for his attem pt to establish a new Normandy in southern climes. O f 
all the mercenaries in Byzantine service, the descendants of the Norsemen 
had the most highly developed political instinct, with traditions going 
back 200 years and extending to Russia, Sicily, and England. While the 
Turkish flood poured into the whole of Anatolia, Michael V II was forced 
to send Isaac Gomnenus with an army in an effort to halt their ravages 

(1073)3 but en route he had occasion to punish one of the Normans for

125 Attaliates, 263-268.
128 Bryennius, 130.
127 Ibid., 149 ff.
128 Ibid., 158.
129 L. Brehier, “Les aventures d’un chef normand en Orient au XIe siecle . . .  Roussel 

de Bailleul,” Revue des corns et conferences, XX (1911-1912). G. Schlumberger, “Deux chefs 
normands des armees byzantines au XIe siecle: sceaux de Herve et de Roussel de 
Bailleul,” R.H., XVI (1881), 289-303. K. Mekios, Der frankische Krieger Ursel de Bailleul 
(Athens, 1939). Marquis de la Force, “Les conseillers latins d’Alexius Comnene,” 
Byzantion, XI (1936), 153-165. R. Janin, “Les Francs au service des Byzantins,” E.O., 
XXIX (1930), 61-72.
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mistreating a local inhabitant. Roussel used this incident as a pretext to 
rebel, taking his 400 Normans and marching northward toward his estates 
in the Armeniacon. Actually the punishment of his soldier was only an 
excuse, for Roussel had no doubt been planning his rebellion for some 
time. He began to besiege, plunder, and subject the cities and towns of the 
regions of Galatia and Lycaonia, forcing them to pay him tribute.130 It 
soon became clear in Constantinople that this was not the customary 
mercenary rebellion, and the emperor with his advisers feared that given 
the state of imperial impotence in the province Roussel would succeed in 
establishing a new state. The Caesar John and Nicephorus Botaniates 
were dispatched with military forces to pu t down Roussel before he could 
consolidate his position, but in the battle fought at the Sangarius River, 
Roussel and his Franks were victorious; the Byzantine army suffered a 
crushing defeat and the Caesar was taken captive.131

There seemed to be no way to stop Roussel after this victory, The 
Franks, upon hearing of his rebellion, had flocked to his standards to the 
number of 2,700 to 3,000.132 Roussel, profiting from his victory over 
the Caesar, subjected all the towns in the region of the Sangarius River to 

his authority, and marched through Bithynia to the Bosphorus where he 
burned Chrysopolis. The rebellion took on even more serious overtones as 
Roussel proceeded to acclaim the Caesar John emperor, hoping thus to 
obtain the allegiance of the remaining Byzantine soldiery in Anatolia 
and also to collect the taxes from the cities.133 Defenseless before the 
victorious progress of Roussel, Michael V II enlisted the services of the 
emir Artuk who had appeared in the regions of the Bithynian fortress 
of Metabole with a large contingent of Turks. Roussel was defeated and 

both he and the Caesar were captured and held for ransom. But once more 
Roussel escaped the imperial authorities, having been ransomed from the 
Turks by his wife before the imperial envoys could reach the Turkish 
camp. 134 Nevertheless the court had moved hastily to ransom the Caesar 
for fear that the Turks would utilize him as Roussel had planned to do, 
and thus enter the towns and collect moneys.135 Having renounced his 
more grandiose scheme, Roussel withdrew to Armeniacon where he drove 
out the Turks, and raiding Amaseia, Neocaesareia, and other towns, 
forced the urban centers to pay their taxes to him. Here he hoped to 
found a more modest state.

The government in Constantinople was no nearer to the solution of its 
Norman dilemma, and so sent Nicephorus Palaeologus to the Caucasus 
to raise a new army of mercenaries. On his return to Pontus with a force

130 Bryennius, 73—74.
131 Ibid., 77. Attaliates, 196.
132 Attaliates, 188, 190.
133 Bryennius, 77-80. Attaliates, 189.
134 Bryennius, 81-83.
135 Ibid., 81-82. Attaliates, 190-192.
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of 6,000 Alans, Nicephorus was unable to pay their salaries and con
sequently most of the Alans simply abandoned him and returned to their 
homes. Roussel easily defeated and dispersed those few who remained. 
The desperation of the government in this situation is reflected in the 
final victory that it achieved over Roussel (1074). In  a last attem pt the 
government dispatched the future emperor Alexius Comnenus to Amaseia 

to cope with the rebel, and he arrived there without soldiers or money! 
Thanks to his cunning, energy, and above all to Turkish aid, he succeeded 
in purchasing his enemy from the Turks by bribing the latter to betray 
Roussel. Though Alexius once more brought the cities under imperial 
control, he had succeeded only because he had appealed to a Turkish 
emir in the area, in this case a certain Tutuch.136

The rebellion of Roussel illustrates how unreliable an arm y based so 
largely on mercenary loyalty could be. Because of its own military 
weakness, the government had to rely first on Alan soldiers, and finally 
upon the Turks. But both government and rebel did not hesitate to court 
the Turkish emirs, thus encouraging them, revealing the weaknesses of 
Constantinople, and accelerating the Turkish penetration of Anatolia 
and the ravaging of the towns. Bryennius states that of all the upheavals, 

rebellions, and revolutions that took place in Anatolia after the removal of 
the emperor Romanus IV, that of Roussel was the cause of the greatest 
of all evils to the empire.137 Bryennius has probably exaggerated very 
little if at all in his evaluation of the significance of this event. I t resulted 
in the calling in of large Turkish forces as far as Bithynia, and when 
Alexius returned from Amaseia with his captive Roussel, he was forced to 
take ship at Heracleia in order to reach the capital, for the roads were 

swarming with Turks.138
Less spectacular, but with a more durable effect, were the separatist 

movements of the Armenian princes in the regions of Mesopotamia, the 

Taurus, and Cilicia.139 The violent hatred of the Armenians for the 
Greeks, so vividly revealed in the vitriolic pages of Matthew of Edessa, 
found its satisfaction in the years immediately following Manzikert. 

The numerous Armenian chiefs and adventurers, taking advantage of the 
collapse of Byzantine authority (in which collapse they had already 
played an im portant role),140 began to assert themselves as independent 

political factors. They were aided by the mountainous topography of

136 Bryennius, 83-90. Attaliates, 199-206.
137 Bryennius, 99. " wO aa pev oOv ^vvepp kotoc Tpy eco peTa tt)v tou Aioyevovs tou 

paaiAecos KaOaipeaiv, Kal oaai Tapctycd Kai caroaTaatai Kai crraaeis ocvr)90r|<7&v T6 
Kai aO0is sapsaOrjaav, Kai ws f) peyiaTri Traacov TUpavvis, <prjpi 5fj toO OupaeAi'ov, 
p£ya apOeiaa Kai pgyiaTcov kockcov a m a  tt) ‘Pcopaicov yevopevp . . .**

138 Ibid., 93-95.
139 jror general remarks see J. Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs, pp. 81-89; S. Der Nersessian, 

“The Kingdom of Cilician Armenia,” in A History of the Crusades, II (Philadelphia, 1962), 
631-634.

140 Cecamenus, p. 18. Cedrenus, II, 571. Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs, p. 74.
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southeastern Anatolia and also by the presence there of a large Armenian 
population. The ethnic character of these regions had begun to change 
with the Byzantine reconquest of the tenth century when Armenians 
colonized Cilicia. This settlement was further reinforced by the trans
planting of the Armenians in the eleventh century, and finally by the 
flight of Armenians to Cilicia for security from the Turkish raids. 
In  Cappadocia, Adorn and Abucahl of Vaspuracan, and Kakig of Ani 
were now free of all Byzantine authority. Kakig carried on open warfare 
against the Greek inhabitants of Cappadocia, killing the Greek metro
politan of Caesareia, pillaging his rich estates, ordering his soldiers to 
violate the wives of the Greek aristocracy, and as a result eventually 
found his death at the hands of the Greek landed magnates.141

Independent Armenian princes were to be found in Tarsus, Lampron, 
Mudaresun, Andrioun, and elsewhere. I t was a Byzantine official, 
however, Armenian by birth and Greek in religious affiliation, who 
coalesced these centrifugal forces to found an extensive state in the 
Taurus, Cilicia, and Mesopotamia. Philaretus Brachamius had held 
im portant office under Romanus IV, but in the chaos following Manzikert 
he set out to make himself independent in the Taurus mountains.142 
Refusing to recognize the authority of Michael V II, he began to take over 
many of the Byzantine cities and fortresses that had been isolated and cut 
off from the capital as a result of the Turkish invasions.143 The basis of 
his army was a body of 8,000 Franks and various Armenians and Turks who 
served under him.144 His primary motive was to establish a state a t any 
cost and in this he did not hesitate to call in the aid of the Turkish emirs 
against recalcitrant Armenian princes145 or even to apostatize to Islam.146 

In  spite of the fact that both the Armenians and Greeks hated Philaretus 
violently,147 he succeeded in establishing himself for a number of years in 
these strategic regions of Anatolia. His domains eventually came to 
include the regions between Romanopolis, K harpert, and Melitene in 
Mesopotamia on the north; Mopsuestia, Anazarba, and Tarsus in Cilicia 
on the south; and Antioch in the east. Shortly after his capture of Antioch, 
Botaniates concluded a treaty with Philaretus by which the latter 
acknowledged the suzerainty of Constantinople, but in return he was 
officially given charge of the remnants of Byzantine forces in the southeast 
and received the title of couropalates. This was in fact to recognize his

141 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 152-154, 183. Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs, p. 78, who gives 
good reasons for dating these events after 1071.

142 On his career, Laurent, Byzance et les Turcs, pp. 81-89. Laurent, “Byzance et Antioche 
sous le curopalate Philarete,” Revue des Etudes Armeniennes, IX (1929), 61-68; “Des Grecs 
aux Crois6s,” Byzantion, I (1924), 367-449.

143 Attaliates, 301, “Kai ttoAeis (3aatAiKas sis sauTov oiKEioupevos, Kai gi$ pfjKOs 
ĝ aipcov Tpv iSiav KaTcon-rio-iv.”

144 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 173-174.
145 Ibid.., pp. 175-176.
146 Ibid., p. 196. Bar Hebraeus, I, 231.
147 Matthew of Edessa, p. 173. Attaliates, 301.
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actual independence and to treat him much in the same manner as 
Byzantium had treated the sovereigns of Armenia and Georgia. He was 
independent and did as he pleased.148 The Normans of Roussel had not 
succeeded in founding a state because they were small in number, but 
Philaretus and the Armenian princes had at the basis of their political 
separatism a whole nation, securely ensconced in the rocky heights of the 

Taurus. Thus the Armenians consummated the disruption of Byzantine 
authority in southeastern Asia Minor.

The Turks do not seem to have taken immediate advantage of Manzikert 
to occupy Asia Minor or to raid on any extensive scale. T hat this was so is 
clearly indicated by the course of events during the civil war between 
the Ducas’ and Romanus IV. In  the accounts of contemporaries, 

especially in that of Attaliates (who was in Anatolia a t the time), Byzan
tine authority was still recognized in Trebizond, Manzikert, Erzerum, 

Iberia, Coloneia, Amaseia, Melissopetrium, Doceia, Tyropaeum, Podan- 
tus, the Taurus, Cilicia, Adana, and Cotyaeum. This geographical range 
is considerable, stretching from the Black Sea to the M editerranean, and 
from Armenia to Bithynia.149 But it was to be the last time that Byzantine 
armies and officials would be able to cross the Taurus passes, collect 

soldiers in Iberia and Cappadocia, and m arch all the way from Cilicia 
to Cotyaeum in the west unhindered and unaccompanied by Turkmens.

Following the defeat of Romanus and as a result of the voiding of the 
treaty between the emperor and the sultan, Alp Arslan took the 
opportunity to send the tribes into Asia M inor on a major scale and even

tually to occupy the towns and cities. Henceforth, the Turkmens were to 
carry their raids into almost every corner of the vast peninsula.150 The 
last attem pt to halt their Anatolian inroads by meeting them in the east 
came early in the reign of the feeble Michael V II, when Isaac Comnenus 
was sent to Caesareia to halt the sacking of the towns and villages in 
Cappadocia. W ith the defection of Roussel and the Normans, Isaac was 
defeated and captured by the Turks near Caesareia. The victors followed 
up their success by scattering out to plunder; Alexius barely escaped 
capture at their hands while fleeing via Mt. Didymon toward the town of 
Gabadonia in Cappadocia.151 Alexius, wishing to ransom his brother, 

made his way to Constantinople, picked up the ransom money, and 
returned to Ankara. Upon his return to Ankara in late evening he found 
the gates locked, for the Turks, who had defeated and captured his

148 Attaliates, 301.
149 Ibid., 166-177. Bryennius, 46-50. Bar Hebraeus, I, 223, adds Melitene, and Matthew 

of Edessa, p. 170, adds Sebasteia.
150 Attaliates, 183, " . . . 6ef|Aorr6s tis opyf) tt\v Icoccv KOCTeXapev/* All the themes 

suffered, “Seivcog KorreXupaivovro Kai Karr[Ki£ov toOtoc Tai$ oWEyecnv ernSpouals/’ 
Bryennius, 57, tc . . . tt)V kbav Traaocv eSî ovvTO Kai eAr|̂ £ovTO.,, Matthew of Edessa, 
p. 170. Alp Arslan, upon hearing of Romanus* blinding, directed his troops to take the 
land of the Greeks and to shed the blood of the Christians. See n. 119 above.

161 Bryennius, 62-63.

I I O



POLITICAL AND MILITARY COLLAPSE

brother Isaac, were encamped nearby watching the city closely. Soon 
afterward this particular band left Asia Minor, but by now other Turks 
had come in, for the defeat of Isaac left the borders defenseless, and they 

began to take control of many of the key arterial routes stretching across 
Anatolia.152 Thus when Isaac and Alexius set out from Ankara for 
Constantinople via the highway leading through Nicomedia, they were 
surprised on the road by 200 Turks at Decte.153 This occupation of the 
roads and passes by the Turks, deep in Anatolia, was characteristic of the 
first phase of their occupation of the peninsula after Manzikert. Cities 
such as Ankara and Gabadonia had been bypassed, protected as they were 
by walls. In  this manner many of the towns in this early period remained 
in Byzantine hands, but they suffered isolation as the Turks swarmed 
about them occupying the countryside, cutting them off from one 
another and from Constantinople and its representatives.

The events of Roussel’s revolt brought the Turks into the northern 
regions of Armeniacon and Pontus as well as into Bithynia. Because of 
Roussel’s victory over the Caesar and his appearance at Chrysopolis, 
Michael secured the aid of a large Turkish army under Artuk who 
happened to be raiding the eastern regions at the time. This arm y154 
surprised Roussel at Metabole, defeated and captured him, and after 
receiving ransom money returned to eastern Anatolia. But it would seem 
that many of these Turks remained behind to raid and that others had 
occupied various regions which the sources do not mention. Attaliates 
relates that the “Turks had scattered out into all the Rhomaic themes.” 155 
When Roussel returned to the Armeniac theme he found it full of Turks 
and proceeded to remove them.156 Michael V II called in another Turkish 
army under the chieftain Tutuch157 and Roussel’s rebellion was ended. 
The cities of Pontus were brought under Byzantine authority again.158 
Though these towns were once more under Greek control, the countryside 
and the roads were no longer safe. The degree to which the Turks had 
penetrated can be ascertained from the narrative of Alexius’ experiences 
when he returned from Amaseia to Constantinople with his prisoner 
Roussel. En route he stopped at Castamon to see his ancestral estates,

152 Attaliates, 184, "ol 5e ToupKoi ttjv ISiav ektote Kon^Tpexov ocSecos.”
153 Bryennius, 66.
154 Attaliates, 190. “ . . . eISs to OT190S tcov TovpKcov aTTEipOTrAp0ES Kai 0aAdaor|S 

carAeTOV pipovnEvov KvpaTa. fja-av yap urtEp t&s ekotov x^ocSas ol |3ap|3apoi.” 
Bryennius, 81, “ . . . hetcc TrAEicrnis o n  SuvapECos . . A. Sevim, “Artuklularln soyu 
ve Artuk Bey’in siyasi faaliyetleri,” Belleten, XXVI (1962), 121-146: “Artukoglu 
Sokmen’in siyasi faaliyetleri,5’ Belleten, pp. 501-520; “Artukoglu Ilghazi,5 ’Belleten, pp. 
649-691. See below, n. 189.

155 Attaliates, 198. See the remarks of Melikoff, Danishmendname, I, 123-126. Anna 
Comnena, I, 10, remarks, “ tcov Se e1$ to kotottiv Cnrax0evTCOv coartEp yappou ttoScov 
UTroarracrOE i'otjs. s *

156 Attaliates, 199.
157 Bryennius, 86.
158 Attaliates, 206-207. Bryennius, 92.
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only to find them deserted, and he barely escaped capture at the hands of 
the Turks pillaging the area. On arriving at the Black Sea port of Heracleia 
the Turks attacked him once again. Consequently Alexius wished to stay 
in Heracleia and organize a  defense against these raiders, but an imperial 
ship arrived ordering him to proceed to Constantinople by sea as the 
Anatolian roads to the west were infested with Turks.158 159

In this disastrous reign of Michael V II, Chrysopolis, across the straits 
from the imperial capital, became a lair of Turkish raiders.160 The 
Turkmens had reached the sea in the west and north as well in the reign 
of Michael V II. By 1076 they had spread their ravages to the Aegean 
around Latrus,161 and Trebizond was temporarily captured by the Turks 
sometime between 1071 and 1075.162 Thus they spread out into the farther
most reaches of Asia Minor in the reign of Michael V II but without 
taking, apparently, many of the urban centers.163 The actual seizure of 
the towns of central and western Asia Minor became critical in the very 
last years of Michael V II and during the short reign of Nicephorus I I I  
Botaniates.164 When Botaniates revolted with the magnates of the Anatol- 
icon, Asia M inor was going up in flames, and the Turks were every
where.165 Botaniates managed to reach the military station of Cotyaeum 

with no more than 300 troops,166 but any further progress toward Nicaea 
and Constantinople seemed hopeless, as the Turks had flocked into these 
regions in considerable numbers.167 Thus the rebel was forced to avoid 
the regular road and to travel by night in order to avoid contact with the

158 Bryennius, 92-95.
160 Attaliates, 267. “ ypovos yccp TrapEAf|Au0£v Ikccvos d<f>s otou ‘Pcopaiovs ouk Eayev

6 tottos skeivos ETncpavEVTas to auvoAov. ToOpKcov yap  eiri tcov f||iEpoov toO Mixon^A 
iyivETO KaTaycoyiov . .

161 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 18—19.
162 Anna Comnena, II, 65—66.
163 Michael the Syrian, III, 172, records that during the reign of Michael VII the Greek 

cities and forts lived in fear and terror. The Arabs succeeded in retaking Menbij from the 
Greeks only in 1075. Bar Hebraeus, I, 225.

164 St. Christodoulos (Miklosich et Muller, VI, 19), relates that the “evil” reached its 
height in 1076 and following years. “oTT̂ viKa EKOpU(pcb0T| to kcckov Kai TravTayou 
£TT£T&a0r| toc 0f|paTpa tcov EX̂ pcov.” Attaliates 211, records after the revolt of Nestor, 
“ *EtteI 8£ Kai Tpv ecoov 01 ekeIcte KaTavaAioKOVTES fjaav pap(3apoi Kai Trop0ouvTEs Kai 
KaTa|3dAAovTES.” E. L. Vranouse, Ta ayioypaq>iKd KEipsva toO oaiov XpioroSouAou, 
ISpUToO Trjs ev FTaTpco povrjs. GhAoAoyiKT] TtapaSoais Kai ioropirai papTUpiai (Athens, 
1966).

165 Attaliates, 213-214. " Kai Trdaav tqv Ecoav ttoAepIois ocvdcrrarov . . . Kai Trjs 
ToupKcov ETi £eovar|s eTinpopas, Kai ttoAeucov TravTaxo0EV ocvappnn^opEvcov a^oSpc^.”

166 The last recorded levies of troops from the eastern themes were those in the ill-fated 
army of the Caesar John Ducas. The ease with which Roussel defeated them shows that 
already these corps had all but disappeared. The troops who finally joined Botaniates in 
Nicaea were all mercenaries. It was in the reign of Michael VII that the Immortals and 
Chomatenoi were formed in a desperate makeshift effort to compensate for the lost 
Anatolian levies. H. Gregoire, “De Marsile a Anderna, ou ITslam et Byzance dans 
l’epopee fran$aise,” in Miscellanea Giovanni Mercati (Vatican, 1956), III, 451-452. 
Skabalanovic, Gosudarstvo, pp. 327-328.

167 Attaliates, 269, “ . . . tcov ToupKcov tt̂ v cctto 0aAdaoris P̂ XP1 NiKaias vspo- 
pEVCov TTEpixcopov.” Attaliates, 272, ##. . .  01 tov ev pEoepx&pov ocyEArjSov TTEpiETpEXOV.”
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Turks of Sulayman and M ansur.168 In spite of these precautions the 
Turks caught Botaniates before he could reach Nicaea, but fortunately 
he was able to outbid Michael V II for Turkish services, and it was only 
then that the passageway to Constantinople was opened.169 Having 
occupied much of the rural area of northwestern Asia Minor, Sulayman’s 
Turks apparently had their first major introduction into the urban 
centers as garrisons of Botaniates. O f the towns that Botaniates so garri
soned were Pylae, Praenetus, Nicomedia, Ruphinianae, Cyzicus, Nicaea, 
Chalcedon, and Chrysopolis.170 But if the Turks were not definitively 
introduced into all these towns at this time, certainly the reign of the new 
emperor was the decisive step in their occupation. The rule of Nicephorus 
Botaniates spelled the end of Byzantine Asia Minor as the future major 
recruiting ground for the armies and as the principal source of tax 
revenues; in fact, by the end of his reign Asia Minor was with a few 
exceptions in foreign hands.171

By 1079 the Turks had reached Melanoudium on the western coast, 
and the fall of Strobilus was imminent,172 most of Ionia having been 
occupied.173 The revolt of Nicephorus Melissenus finally delivered more 
of the central and western Anatolian towns to Turkish hands. The rebel 
summoned the Turkish armies and their leaders, who by now were well 
versed in the intricacies of Byzantine civil strife, and with their support 
acquired the submission of the cities. He left the Turks as his represent
atives to garrison these towns so that with the failure of his revolt, many 
of the towns of Asia, Phrygia, and Galatia were in  the hands of the 
Turks.174

168 Bryennius, 119. Attaliates, 239-240.
169 Attaliates, 240. After the agreement with Botaniates, Sulayman’s Turks permitted 

all those coming from Constantinople, in order to join Botaniates, to pass through 
Bithynia.

170 Ibid.y 266, 268.
171 Anna Comnena, I, 18. ” Els yap to pipos touto f] (3aaiAEia' PcopaicovEisToOo-xaTOV 

eAt)Au0ei. toc te yap Ecoa tcov OTpaTEvpaTCor aAAo dAAayoO SieaKsSacrro tcov ToupKeov 
u<paTrAco0evTCOv Kai TravTa aysSov TTEpioyouvTcov, oaa Eu^eivou ttovtou ectti peto^u 
Kai 'EAAtiottovtov Kai Aiyaiov te Kai ZupiaKou mAayous (Kai) Zapou te Kai tcov 
aAAcov Kai paAiora oTroaoi TTapupuAiav te Kai KiAtKag TTapapEipovTEs £15 to TTEAayos 
EKTTiTTTOuai t6 Aiyurmov.” Bryennius, 129, "  Trjs yap tcov xP 'n^TCOV eTrEicrpofis tcov 
caro Tfjs ’Aafas x°PrIYoui-̂ vcov T°iS TapEiois dTro<puyouoT)S ek tou Trjs ’Aafas cardaris 
KOTCCKUpiEOo’ai tous ToupKOUs.”

172 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 62, 119-120. According to the anonymous Selcukname of 
the late thirteenth century, Anadolu Selcuklulari Devleti Tarihi, III, Historie des Seljoukides 
d'Asie Mineure par un anonyme, Turkish trans. by F. N. Uzluk (Ankara, 1952), p. 23, 
Sulayman took Iconium from the Byzantine commanders Marta and Kusta, and the 
neighboring fortress of Kavala from Romanus Macri. Thus he took the regions from 
Iconium to Nicaea. See Cahen, “Seljukides de Rum, Byzantins et Francs d’apres le 
Seljukname anonyme,” A.I.P.H.O.S., XI (1951), 97-98.

173 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 61.
174 Bryennius, 158. '*6 8e Kai okcov toTs ToupKOis svsxdpi^v, cos ovppfivai 81a 

ppayeos KatpoO, kcck tovtou tou Tpoirou Ttaacov tcov TtEpi tt)v ’Aaiav te Kai cbpuyiav 
Kai tt)v fccAaTiav ttoAecov KOCTOKUpiEUCTai tous ToupKous.”
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Byzantine Counterattack (1081-1143)

Alexius Comnenus ascended the throne at a time (1081) when it seemed 
that the whole of Byzantine Anatolia was lost forever,175 though in actuality 

the Turkish conquest seems to have bypassed a num ber of points. There 
were still Byzantine officials in Heracleia on the Black Sea, in parts of 
Paphlagonia and Cappadocia, in Choma, Trebizond, and in other 
unspecified176 regions. There were also the Armenians in the region of the 
Taurus and Anti-Taurus who, though actually independent, often posed 
as officials of the emperor. I f  to contemporaries the situation appeared 
completely hopeless in the beginning of Alexius’ reign, nevertheless the 
appearance of Alexius marks an im portant turning point in Byzantine 
Anatolian affairs. Things would improve, but they would do so only after 
further vicissitudes. The major problem on the emperor’s hands in the 
earlier years was in the west, where the ambitious Norman adventurer 
Robert Guiscard was planning the conquest of Constantinople. There 
were, in addition, the raids of the Patzinaks in the Balkans. Because of 
the Norman threat, Alexius was forced to summon the Byzantine military 
forces from the regions of Heracleia, Paphlagonia, Cappadocia, Choma, 
and from other regions in the east still in the possession of the Greeks, 
an act that enabled the Turks to advance in these areas. Closer to the 
capital in the regions of Bithynia and Thynia, where Alexius had been 
carrying on a limited war with Sulayman of Nicaea in an effort to remove 
the Turks from the environs of Nicomedia, he was forced to conclude a 
treaty setting the boundary at the Dracon River.177 But as Byzantium was 
in no position to enforce the treaty, the Turks violated it, pushing their 
incursions to the Propontis and Bosphorus.178 In northern Anatolia the 
emir Karatekin took the city of Sinope and the neighboring towns.179 A 
few years later, Anna Comnena remarks with some exaggeration, that 
the boundaries of the empire in the east and west were Adrianople and the 
Bosphorus respectively.180 In  1085 Sulayman captured the im portant 
eastern city of Antioch.

But in that year two im portant events occurred which enabled Alexius

175 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 183. “ "Ore tt v̂ pcccriAeiav tcov ‘Pcopaicov TrapsAapEV, 
eOpe tous ToupKous ov>s Kai TTEpaas KaAoupEv, Traaav tt̂ v ucp5 eco y^pccv KcrraSpapovTES 
Kai KorraTpexovTss Kai tcov pieyioroov 6e ’AvcctoAikgov ttoAegov KOTE^ovaid^ovTas . . 
Matthew of Edessa, p. 181. For general considerations of his situation at 
this time, M. Beck, “Alexios Komnenos zwischen Normanner und Tiirken,” Akten des 
XI Internationalen Byzantinistenkongresses 1958 (Munich, i960), pp. 43-47.

176 Anna Comnena, I, 131. When Alexius mustered the armies against Guiscard he 
summoned all the TOTrccpxoi of Anatolia, "  ottoctoi 9poupia te Kai ttoAeis kcctexovtes 
yEvvaicos toi$ ToupKOis avTiKaOiaravTO . . . tov Aia(3arr)v6v TOTtOTT]pr]Tf|v 
TT)viKaC/Ta Tfjs Kara TTovtov ‘HpccKAEias Kai rTa<pAayovias xPTllJiaT1,£OVTa Kai tov 
BoupT^rjv TOTtapyriv ovTa KaTrrraSoKias Kai Xcbpcrros Kai to0$ AonroOs AoyaSas . .

177 Anna Comnena, I, 136-138. Dolger, Regesten, no. 1065. Vismara, Bisanzio, p. 47.
178 Anna Comnena, II, 63.
179 Ibid., 64.
180 Ibid., 73.
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to begin a limited offensive in northwest Asia Minor to push back the 
Turks from the Propontis and Bosphorus where they threatened the very 
life of the empire itself. In  1085 Guiscard died, relieving Alexius of any 
immediate pressure in the west. The same year marked the death of 
Sulayman in his eastern campaigns which permitted the emirs, whom he 
had left in charge of his domains, to establish themselves as independent 
chieftains. Indeed the death of Sulayman seems to mark a proliferation 
of these independent emirs in Anatolia, especially in the westernmost 
regions.181 Abu’l-Kasim declared himself sultan in Nicaea; his brother 
was in control of Cappadocia;182 consequently, it is possible that the 
sultanate of Nicaea retained some sort of general control over the regions 
stretching from Nicaea to Konya and eastward to Cappadocia. But on the 
western littoral a large number of emirs emerged, the most im portant of 
whom was Tzachas (assisted by his brother Galavatzes-Yalavach), who 
established a maritime principality that at its height came to include 
Smyrna, Clazomenae, Phocaea, Samos, Mitylene, and Chios, and whose 
ambitions included the conquest of Constantinople.183 The emirs Tan- 
gripermes and Merak ruled Ephesus and the neighboring towns,184 while 
to the north along the Propontis coast were Elchanes (at Apollonias and 
Cyzicus), Scaliarius and others.185 The other major Turkish political 
force in Anatolia, aside from the sultanate of Nicaea, was the dynasty 
of the Danishmendids. Malik Danishmend, as the leader of the Holy W ar 
in northern Anatolia, succeeded in carving out a domain that threatened 
to eclipse the house of Kutlumush. I t came to include Sivas, regions of the 
Kizil Irmak, Yeshil Irm ak and Kelkit Su, Amasya, Comana, Tokat, 
Niksar, Chankiri, Ankara, and M alatya.186 Farther to the west, Karatekin 
conquered and held for a brief period Sinope and the neighboring towns, 
but by 1085 these were restored to the Byzantine emperor.187 The regions 
of Armenia, more accessible to the armies of Malik Shah, were governed

POLITICAL AND MILITARY COLLAPSE

181 The list of principalities in the list of Yinanc, Fethi, pp. 132—134 is not to be accepted 
without reservations, as a number of these emirates had nothing more than an ephemeral 
existence.

182 Anna Comnena, II, 67. By the time of the Crusades, Cappadocia was under Hasan. 
Anna Comnena, III, 144.

183 Zonaras, III, 736-737. Anna Comnena, II, 110-115, 158-161. For a detailed 
account of his interesting career, F. Chalandon, Essai sur le regne d'Alexis Ier Comnene 
(1081-1118) (Paris, 1900), 125-127, 147, 195-196 (hereafter cited as Chalandon, I). 
A. Kurat, Caka ortazamanda Izmir ve yakinindaki adalarin Turk hakimi (Istanbul, 1936). 
It is quite possible that the Tzachas mentioned in the Danishmendname refers to this 
particular chieftain, Danishmendname Melikoff, I, 73.

184 Anna Comnena, III, 23, 26.
185 Ibid., II, 79-81.
186 The most recent discussion of the complex history of the founder of the Danish- 

mendid dynasty and a complete bibliography are in Meliko ff-Danishmendname, I, passim. 
But as to Malik’s ethnic origin the report by Matthew of Edessa, p. 256, that he was an 
Armenian (an opinion shared by Yinanc, Fethi, p. 101), though plausible is improbable. 
Melikoff, “Danishmend,” EI2.

187 Anna Comnena, II, 64-66. Karatekin was directly obedient to Malik Shah, in 
contrast to many of the other emirs.
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by one of his officials, the emir Ismail.188 A certain Baldukh established 
himself as emir of Samosata;189 Alp Ilek temporarily occupied Edessa;190 
Sukman the son of Artuk also appeared in the regions of Edessa; 191 and 
Balas ruled Suruj in the same general area.192 O ther emirs directly under 
the authority of the sultans in  Persia frequently made their appearance in 
Anatolia in an effort to bring the recalcitrant emirs under control of the 
great sultans.193

For the next decade, up until the appearance of the Crusaders, Alexius 
was able to make slow but definite progress in Anatolia. Soon after the death 
of Sulayman, the emperor recovered Sinope and the neighboring coastal 
regions by bribing an official of the sultan.194 Nearer to home he destroyed 
(1092) the naval arsenal that the Turks were using at Cius,195 built 
Cibotus to command the regions of the Gulf of Nicomedia,196 and retook 
the im portant regions of Cyzicus, Poimamenum, and Apollonias.197 

Farther to the south Byzantine naval forces began to reduce the powerful 
Tzachas.198 Now free of the Normans and setting one Turkish emir 
against another, Alexius was preparing to deal with the Turkish problem 
in a more decisive manner when news arrived tha t Latin armies were 
setting out for the East.199 In  a sense, the timing of the Crusades fitted 
the Turkish plans of Alexius, for if the Latin troops could be controlled, 
they could be harnessed to his plans to reconquer the eastern provinces. 
It was the knights of the First Crusade who dealt the Seljuks of Anatolia 
their first major setback and enabled Alexius to reconquer western Ana
tolia and reintegrate it into the empire. In  1097 the Turks were defeated 
across the length of Anatolia, being forced to retire from Nicaea, Dory- 
laeum, Antioch of Pisidia, Iconium, Heracleia, the regions of Caesareia, 

Plastentza (Comana), Marash, Tarsus, Adana, and Mopsuestia 
(M amistra).200 The Crusade of 1101 brought the Byzantines into

188 Matthew of Edessa, p. 204. He is probably not to be confused with Ismail, brother 
of Malik Shah, who was active in the regions of Paipert. Anna Comnena, III, 29-30.

189 Matthew of Edessa, p. 210.
190 Ibid., p. 211.
191 Ibid., p. 210.
192 William of Tyre, IV, 6. He was an Ortokid. Cahen, “Balas,” EI2, and “Axtukids,” 

EI2.
193 Such were Monolycus, Kontogmen, Mahmud, and Buzan. Anna Comnena, III, 166. 

Matthew of Edessa, pp. 198, 203.
194 Anna Comnena, II, 65-66. Gabras had recovered Trebizond earlier.
195 Ibid., 69.
196 Ibid., 71. He builds the fortress called Iron. Anna Comnena, II, 205. H. Glykatzi- 

Ahrweiler, “Les fortresses construites en Asie Mineure face a l’invasion seldjoukide,” 
Akten des XI Internationalen Byzantinisten-kongresses Miinchen 1958 (Munich, i960), pp. 
182-185.

197 Anna Comnena, II, 80.
198 Ibid., 158-161.
199 Ibid., 205.
2°o por the details, H. Hagenmeyer, “Chronologie de la premiere Croisade (1094- 

1100),” R.O.L., VI (1898), 285-293, 495-510. Runciman, “The First Crusade: Con
stantinople to Antioch,” in A History of the Crusades, ed. K. Setton (Philadelphia, 1955)5 
pp. 280—304. Gesta Francorum et aliorum Hierosolimitanorum, ed. and trans. L. Brehier (Paris,
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possession once more of the im portant city of Ankara and a portion of the 
Anatolian plateau in the north.* 201 In  the more easterly regions of the 
Taurus and Anti-Taurus, the appearance of the Crusaders resulted in a 
further weakening of Turkish power, but in these areas this worked less 
to the advantage of the Byzantines than to the benefit of the Armenians 
and Latins. Taking advantage of the expulsion of the Turks from north
west Anatolia, Alexius sent jo in t naval and land forces to liberate the 
western coast. Smyrna surrendered without resistance, following which 
the Byzantines reoccupied Ephesus. The Byzantine forces pushed into the 
adjacent hinterland and onto the western edge of the plateau, driving the 
Turks from Sardes, Philadelpheia, Laodiceia, Lampe, and Polybotus. 
Thus when Alexius set out in  June of 1098 to jo in  the Crusaders at 
Antioch, he was able to advance as far as Philomelium with relative ease.202 
In  the years that followed, Byzantine land and naval expeditions even
tually reclaimed the southern Anatolian coastline from Turks and 
Crusaders, the defeat of Bohemund in Europe constituting the critical 
event in this phase of the Byzantine reconquest. In  the treaty of 1108, 
Alexius received the theme of Podandus, Tarsus, Adana, Mopsuestia 
(Mamistra), Anazarba, and all cities between the Cydnus and the Hermon 
rivers.203 By the end of his reign, Alexius had been able to make serious 
progress in  his efforts to reassert Byzantine authority in Asia Minor. The 
Anatolian provinces of the empire in 1118 included the province of 
Trebizond, all the land to the west of a line passing through Sinope, 
Gangra, Ankara, Amorium, Philomelium, and the whole of the southern 
coastline up to the duchy of Antioch.204

It is apparent that after a half century of uninterrupted warfare and 

disruption, the Turks had not succeeded in conquering the whole of the 
Anatolian peninsula. Rather they had secured the major portion of the 
central plateau and the eastern provinces leading into the regions of 
Adharbaydjan and the Euphrates. The Byzantine reconquest had succeeded 
in removing the Turks from all coastal regions and from the critical 
western edge of the plateau itself. This half century had, however, seen 
a warfare whose intensity had never been previously recorded in the annals 
of the peninsula. The Turkish invasions had brought an end to unified 
political control, and therefore an end to relatively stable political 
conditions, in Anatolia. These invasions resulted in the proliferation of 
independent political authorities on the Anatolian soil, a factor of prime

1924)5 pp. 37-65 (hereafter cited as GestaFrancorum). Anna Comnena, III, 8-19. Matthew 
of Edessa, pp. 214-215. See also the commentary of H. Hagenmeyer, Anonymi gesta 
Francorum et aliorum Hierosolymitanorum (Heidleberg, 1890), pp. 179-238.

201J. L. Cate, “The Crusade of 1101,” A History of the Crusades, pp. 354-355. Anna 
Comnena, III, 36.

202 Anna Comnena, III, 23-29. Chalandon, I, 195-198. Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” p. 5, 
proposes the date 1093-94 for the Byzantine reconquest of Smyrna.

203 Anna Comnena, III, 134. Chalandon, I, 248.
204 Chalandon, I, 271.
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importance in the Turkification and Islamization of Anatolia, as we shall 

see in the next chapter.
The events of the next century were instrumental in determining the 

collapse of Byzantium in the greater part of Asia M inor and in eroding 
the political basis of Hellenism in large parts of the peninsula, for in the 
twelfth century parts of Anatolia continued to be the chaotic scene of 
unabating and often savage warfare. In  the west on the mountainous 
edge of the Anatolian plateau, the Byzantines, Seljuks, and Turkmens 
waged a relentless and harsh struggle along a line stretching from the 
Sangarius and Dorylaeum to Cotyaeum, Choma, Philomelium, Sozopolis, 
and Laodiceia to Attaleia. In  a conflict that observed no hard and fixed 
boundaries, the Greeks raided as far as Iconium, the Turks and Turkmens 
as far as the Aegean coast. In  northern Asia Minor the Greeks, Turkmens, 
Seljuks, and Danishmendids fought along a similarly fluid border, a 
border that pivoted about the towns of Claudiopolis, Dadybra, Castamon, 
Gangra, Paura, Amaseia, Comana, and Oenoe. In eastern Anatolia 
(a region that though outside of the Greek portion of the peninsula, 
nevertheless would be the scene of events affecting the Byzantine position), 
Georgians, Saltukids of Erzerum, Menguchekids of Erzindjan-Coloneia- 
Tephrice, Artukids, Danishmendids, Shaddadids, Zangids, Crusaders, 
Ayyubids, Turkmens, Armenians, and Byzantines insured the same 
conditions—that the region would be one of considerable turmoil, 
upheaval, and desolation. In  southern Anatolia, Greeks, Armenians, 
Turkmens, Latins, Kurds, and Arabs made their military appearances 

with hypnotizing monotony.205
Such unsettled conditions encouraged intense dynastic and civil strife 

inasmuch as any potential rebel could usually rely upon support from 
one or more of the Anatolian states. Rebellion and dynastic strife plagued 
Greeks, Armenians, and Turks alike. Byzantine princes, Seljuk sultans, 
Danishmendids, and Armenians became familiar sights a t the various 
Anatolian courts where they passed their time in plotting the overthrow 
of their kinsmen with the aid of the forces of the enemy.

This proliferation of independent political authority and of dynastic

205 The complicated history of Anatolia in this critical period has not as yet been 
written. The major outlines, however, have been established. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, 
II. M. Bachmann, Die Rede des Johannes Syropoulos an dem Kaiser Isaak II Angelus {ii8y-g^) 
(Munich, 1935), pp. 55-64. F. Cognasso, “Un imperatore bizantino della decadenza: 
Isaaco II Angelo,” Bessarione XIX (1915), 250-253. P. Wittek, “Deux chapitres de 
l’histoire des Turcs de Rum,” Byzantion, XI (1936), 285-319; “Le sultanat de Roum,” 
AJ.P.H.O.SVI, 688-703. Cahen, “The Turks in Iran and Anatolia before the Mongol 
Invasions,” A History of the Crusades (Philadelphia, 1962) II, 661-692; “Selgukides Turco
mans et Allemands au temps de Ja troiesime croisade,” W.Z.K.M., LVI (i960), 21-31; 
“Le Diyar Bakar au temps des premiers Urtukids,” J.A., CCXXVII (1935), 219-272; 
“Artukids,” EI2. Sumer, “Mengiicukler,” IA. Melikoff, “Danishmendids,” EIa. Der 
Nersessian, “Cilician Armenia.” R. M. Bartikian, “K istorii vzaimootnoshenii mezhdu 
Vizantiei i kilikiiskim armianskim gosudarstvom v kontse XII v.,” V.V., XVII (i960), 
52-56. A. Heisenberg, “Zu den armenisch-byzantinisch Beziehungen am Anfang des 3. 
Jahrhunderts, Sitz. der bay. Akad. der Wiss. Phil.-hist. Kl. (1929), VI.
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strife a t first favored the Byzantine designs to push forward the reconquest 
of Anatolia, enabling the emperors to exploit the rivalry of the sons of 
sultan M aseud and the struggle between Danishmendids and Seljuks. 
John Comnenus ( 1118-43), because of the relative weakness of the sultan 
of Iconium, was free to concentrate his efforts on the Danishmendids in 
the north and against the Cilician Armenians in the south. In  1119, 
1120—2 i3 and again in 1124 he undertook operations in western Asia 
Minor against the Turkmens, who, in violating the treaty between 
Alexius I and the Turks, had occupied Laodiceia, Sozopolis, Hieracory- 
phites, and other regions in the vicinity of Attaleia. He was successful in 
driving the Turkmens from these towns and enrolled a number of them 
in his own armies.206 But his most im portant compaigns were those 
waged against the Danishmendids in the north at a time when relations 
between the Danishmendids and the sultan of Konya were inimical. A 
series of campaigns between 1130 and 1135 enabled John II  to recover 
Gangra, Castamon, and a num ber of other towns and to subjugate various 
emirs.207 During the years 1137 and 1138 he was busy restoring order in 
Cilicia where the Armenian Leo had taken many of the cities from the 
hands of the Greeks. Here he accomplished his goal with comparative 
ease as Mopsuestia, Tarsus, Adana, and Anazarba again recognized 
Byzantine authority.208 By the time of his expedition against Neocaesareia 
in  1139-40 Greek arms were once more feared throughout Anatolia. The 
fear of the Muslim rulers was such that

When the emperor began to attack Neocaesareia, the fury of the Turks against 
the Christians increased in all the lands which they held. Whosoever mentioned 
the name of the emperor, even by accident, received the sword, and his children 
and house were taken. In this manner many perished in Melitene and in other 
lands, up until the emperor suddenly departed.209

The expedition against Neocaesareia failed, but at the same time it 
represents the high tide of the attempted Byzantine reconquest of Asia 
Minor. This failure was, however, soon partially compensated by the 
death of the Danishmendid ruler Malik M uhamm ad in 1142. W ith his 
death the Danishmendid patrimony was divided into three mutually 
hostile and warring states, Yaghibasan ruling at Sebasteia, D hu5l-Nun at 
Caesareia, and cAyn al-Dawla a t Albistan and Melitene. This relieved the

208 Nicetas Choniates, 17—18, seems to imply this. Cinnamus, 5-6. Theodore Scutariotes- 
Sathas, 190—191. Theodore Prodromus, P.G., CXXXIII, 1382, speaks of a victory at 
Amorium. See also his poem in the edition of C. Welz, Analecta Byzantina. Carmina inedita 
Theodori Prodromi et Stephani Physopalamitae (Leipzig, 1910).

207 Cinnamus, 13-15. Nicetas Choniates, 25-29. Michael the Syrian, III, 232-234. 
Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 195-197, 199. Kurtz, B.Z. XVI (1907), 75-83, edited a 
poem on the second fall of Castamon. Theodore Prodromus, P.G., CXXXIII, 1373-1383, 
mentions among the towns and emirs that he subdued: Alamon, Alazan, Balzon; the 
emirs Toghrul of Amaseia, Alpsarous of Gangra, Prachinon, Elelden, Elbegkous, Tzykes, 
Inales, Kallinoglu, Aitougdin, Ausararis, Chalandon, II, 82-91.

208 Nicetas Choniates, 33—42. Cinnamus, 16-18. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 197-200. 
Michael the Syrian, III, 245. Gregory the Priest, p. 323.

209 Michael the Syrian, III, 249.
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Byzantines from the pressure of the most powerful Turkish state in 
Anatolia, but the disintegration of Danishmendid rule was soon to upset 
the balance of power in favor of the Seljuks of Iconium.210 In his last Ana
tolian campaign (i 142-43), the object of which was Antioch, John paused 
en route to drive out the Turkmens besieging Sozopolis and to make his 
appearance among the other Phrygian cities in an effort to strengthen 
Byzantine authority in the area. It is of interest to note that the Greek in 
habitants of the islands of Lake Pousgouse who recognized the sultan and 
who had established a satisfactory modus vivendi with the Turks refused to 
receive the emperor, and John was forced to take the islands by force.211

Byzantine Retreat (1143-1204)

W ith the division of the Danishmendid domains, the sultanate of 
Iconium gradually emerged as the major power in  Asia Minor. This 
ascendancy of the house of Kutlumush was accompanied by a corre
sponding decline in Byzantium’s Anatolian fortunes. The final failure of 
the Byzantine attempts to reconquer Anatolia and the establishment of 
the Seljuks as the dominant Anatolian power coincided with the reigns 
of Manuel Comnenus (1143-80) and Kilidj II  Arslan (1155-92).212 T hat 
this would be the final issue was not at all evident in the early years of the 
reigns of the two men, for with the death of Maseud and the accession 
of Kilidj Arslan, there was dynastic strife complicated by the intervention 
of the Danishmendid Yaghibasan.213 Manuel, inasmuch as he inherited 
the situation in Anatolia from his father John, was in a much stronger 
position, a state of affairs reflected in the successful character of M anuel’s 
campaigns and policies up until his distraction with and absorption in 
European affairs. This is brought out clearly by his early success in chasing 

the Turkmens from the regions of Melangeia and in the rebuilding of the 
fortifications with a view to making the Bithynian borders safe from their 
raids.214 M uch more spectacular was the campaign of 1146 when, as a 
result of the Turkish capture of Pracana in Cilicia and Turkish raids into 
the Thracesian theme, M anuel decided to attack Iconium itself. He 
defeated the forces of the sultan successively at Acrounos, Calograias 
Bounos, and Philomelium. M anuel burned the latter city and released the 
Greeks who had been held captive there for years. Then the imperial 
armies marched to the Seljuk capital itself where they desecrated the 
Muslim cemeteries outside the walls. The arrival of Muslim reinforcements 
from the Danishmendids, however, forced Manuel to lift the siege and to

210 Melikoff, “Danishmendids,” EI2. Nicetas Choniates, 45-49. Cinnamus, 21. Theodore 
Scutariotes-Sathas, 205-207. Michael the Syrian, III, 249.

211 Nicetas Choniates, 50-51. Cinnamus, 22. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 208.
212 F. Uspenskii, Istoriia Vizantiiskoi Imperii (Moscow-Leningrad, 1948), pp. 272 ff 

Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II.
213 O. Turan, “Kilic Arslan,” IA.
214 Cinnamus, 36. Nicetas Choniates, 71. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 247-248.
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retire to Choma via the road along Lake Pousgouse. As Choma was 
considered to be well within the Byzantine boundaries, Manuel was 
startled by the unannounced presence of the tents of the Turkmens of a 

certain Ram a. They were chased out and Manuel made his way to 
Bithynia, settled the Greeks from Philomelium and built the fortress of 
Pylae. Upon the approach of the Second Crusade, both Manuel and 
M as'ud concluded a treaty (1147) by which Pracana and other places 
were returned to the Byzantines.215

The Crusaders found Anatolia difficult terrain in spite of M anuel’s 
recent conquest of Melangeia. Even though Conrad and the Germans 
were able to advance as far as Melangeia without incident from the 
Turks, they were defeated at Bathys by the Turkish chief Mamplanes and 
eventually forced to retire to Nicaea. Louis V II led the French by a more 
westerly route toward Attaleia and thus avoided these more dangerous 
areas. Nevertheless, as they entered the M aeander valley and progressed 

toward Laodiceia, they were severely harassed by the Turks, and Attaleia 
itself had hostile Turkmens in  the environs.216

In another region the Armenian Thoros had begun to enter the cities 
held by the Byzantines in Cilicia, having succeeded at Tarsus and 
Mopsuestia by 1152. Mas‘ud, at the prompting of Manuel, invaded 
Cilicia and attacked Thoros in 1153 and again in 1154 but he was defeated, 
and with the death of Masffid in 1155, Thoros was freed from this quarter. 
Masffid’s successor, Kilidj Arslan, went so far as to take the cities of 
Pannoura and Sibyla from the Byzantines in 1157,217 but with the making 
of peace between Manuel and Kilidj Arslan in 1158, the emperor turned 
to Cilicia to settle accounts with Thoros. The emperor’s eastern march 

in  this year was highly successful. En route he defeated the Turkmens 
in Little Phrygia, and once in  Cilicia he took the cities of Cistramon, 
Anazarba, Longinias, Tarsus, and Tili.218

Despite the treaty of 1158, from 1159 to 1161 Manuel was on a cam
paign against the Turkmens in western Asia Minor. O n its return from the 
Cilician and Syrian campaign, M anuel’s army had been attacked by the 
Turkmens in the neighborhood of Dorylaeum and it is no doubt as a 
result of this that he appeared in the valleys of the Tembris and Bathys 
near Cotyaeum in 1159, driving out large numbers of the nomads with

215 Cinnamus, 38-46. Nicetas Choniates, 71-72. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 248-258. 
Vismara, Bisanzio, p. 50. Dolger, Regesten, no. 1352.

216 Nicetas Choniates, 89. Cinnamus, 81-84. William of Tyre, XVI-22, 26. Odo of 
Deuil, De profectione Ludovici VII in orienlem, ed. and trans. V. G. Berry (New York, 1948), 
pp. 109-113 (hereafter cited as Odo of Deuil), gives a graphic description of the desola
tion that prevailed in much of western Asia Minor. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 281- 
286, 300, 304, 310.

217 Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 430-434. Cinnamus, 176. At the same time Yaghi- 
basan took Oenoe and Baura on the Black Sea from the Greeks.

218 Cinnamus, 179-180. Nicetas Choniates, 134-135. Theodore Prodromus, R.H.C., 
H.G., II, 752, 766. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 441 ff. Dolger, Regesten, no. 1422. 
Vismara, Bisanzio, p. 51.
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their animals.219 In n 60-61 setting out from Philadelpheia he plundered 
the regions of Sarapata Mylonos, regions considered to be the domain 
of the emir Solymas. But his campaign must have been ineffectual, for 
when he retired the Turks came in the van of the withdrawing army, 
captured the town of Philetas and killed and enslaved large numbers of 
the inhabitants of Laodiceia.220 In late 1161, after suffering defeat a t the 
hands of another Byzantine army, Kilidj Arslan once more concluded a 
peace treaty with Manuel. Inasmuch as the Byzantines were actively 

supporting the intrigues of his enemies, and as Kilidj Arslan had suffered 
defeat at the hands of Yaghibasan in 1160 and had been forced to 
relinquish Albistan, the sultan did not feel sufficiently secure with the 
new Byzantine treaty of 1161. For this reason in 1162 he made his 
celebrated journey to Constantinople where he was lavishly received by 
Manuel and here he succeeded in putting an end to the Byzantine 
diplomatic intrigues.221 This date marks the turning point in the rise of the 
fortune of Kilidj Arslan and the reversal of Byzantine success on the Asia 
Minor front, for Manuel, given a false sense of security, became increas
ingly involved in western affairs with a consequent neglect of the Turkish 
problem. Kilidj Arslan was left free to deal with his brother Shahinshah 
and with the Danishmendids. The death of the last capable Danishmendid, 
Yaghibasan, in 1164, further eased his task and emboldened the sultan to 
conquer the regions of Albistan, Darende, Geduk, the Tohma River in 
1165; four years later he took Caesareia, Tzamandus, Ankara, and 
Gangra.222 Thanks to the intrigues of Nur al-Din, the Danishmendids were 
temporarily saved, but with the latter’s death in 1174, Kilidj Arslan was 
freed of his last powerful rival in the east. One year later, in 1175, most of 
the remainder of the Danishmendid lands, including Sebasteia, Neo- 
caesareia, Doceia, and Comana, fell to Kilidj Arslan,223 and he seized 
Melitene two years later. All this, of course, meant a formidable growth in 
Seljuk strength and a sensible shift in the Anatolian balance of power.

The sources do not say very much about the events on the Turco- 
Byzantine border during this period between 1162 and 1174. There is 
mention of the appearance of the Turkish nomads in the cities of the 
Phrygian Pentapolis in search of pasture for their livestock, but evidently 
the emperor drove them out.224 In the same period the Turks sacked

219 Cinnamus, 191. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 458-459.
220 Cinnamus, 194-198.
221 Nicetas Choniates, 155-156, has an interesting account of the Sultan’s stay in Con

stantinople, including an account of the games in the hippodrome which he witnessed 
and the ridicule to which the guildsmen subjected him. Michael the Syrian, R.H.C.y 
H.A.y I, 355. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, “ EOOupiov TopviKT) ovyypc^ca,’’ in Nodes 
Petropolitanae, (St. Petersburg, 1.913), pp. 165-187 (hereafter Euthymius Tornices- 
Papadopoulos-Kerameus). Dolger, Regesten, nos. 1444, 1446, 1447. Vismara, Bisanzio, 
P* 51*

222 Turan, “Kilic Arslan,” 691. Michael the Syrian, III, 332. Bar Hebraeus, I, 293.
223 Turan, “Kilic Arslan,” 692. Michael the Syrian, III, 357. Bar Hebraeus, I, 303.
224 Nicetas Choniates, 162-164. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 253-254. Chalandon, 

Les Comnenes, II, 499.
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Laodiceia and carried away many of the inhabitants and the livestock.225 
The most im portant action of the emperor during this interval was the 
fortification of the regions of Pergamum, Adramyttium, and Ghliara in 
order to keep out the Turkish raiders and to protect the villages and rural 
populations.226 But Manuel, once disengaged from his grandiose western 
schemes, soon realized that the political picture in  Anatolia had changed 
considerably and so he decided to make a definite effort to curb Kilidj 
Arslan. The latter, stalling for time, informed M anuel that he would hand 
over to him a number of cities if  the emperor would send an army to 
occupy them. The sultan, however, employed these troops for quite a 
different purpose, using them to subject cities that had previously resisted 
him. Simultaneously, the city of Amaseia, formerly held by Shahinshah 
and evidently ready to recognize the authority of the emperor, was forced 
to receive the garrison of Kilidj Arslan.227 Manuel had previously decided 
to drive the Turkmens from the regions of Dorylaeum because of their 
constant raids and devastation of Byzantine soil. Dorylaeum had in the 
tenth and eleventh centuries been one of the im portant and most 
prosperous urban centers of Anatolia, but the Turkmens had razed it to the 
ground and caused it to be abandoned and deserted. When Manuel 
appeared in the area he drove out the nomads and rebuilt the forti
fications and the town in 1175-76. Farther to the south he rebuilt the 
fortress town of Choma-Soublaion.228

In 1176 Manuel made the decision to put an end to the power of the 
sultanate by taking Iconium and capturing the sultan, and to this purpose 
he levied great numbers of troops, especially Latins and Uzes from the 
Danubian regions. He sent one force under his nephew Andronicus 

Vatatzes to take Neocaesareia and the emperor himself took the major 
portion of the army southward. He advanced on Iconium via Phrygia and 
Laodiceia, stopping at Chonae to visit the church of the Archangel 
Michael, and afterward moved on to Lampe and Celenae-Apameia 
where the M aeander River rises. Thence he proceeded to the recently 
rebuilt fortress of Choma-Soublaion and finally to the abandoned 
fortress of Myriocephalum. The emperor’s progress had been orderly

225 Nicetas Choniates, 163. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 253-254. Chalandon, Les 
Comnenes, II, 499.

226 Nicetas Choniates, 194-195. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 268. Chalandon, Les 
Comnenes, II, 500-504.

227 Cinnamus, 292-293, 296.
228 Nicetas Choniates, 227-229. Cinnamus, 297-298. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 283. 

Euthymius Malaces in K. Bones, “ EtiOupfou tou MccA6xr| priTpOTroAiTOU Necov TTarpcov 
(‘Yttcotis), 6uo eyKcopiaoriKol Aoyot, vuv to TrpcoTOv eKSiSopevoi, eis tov ccutok- 
pctTopa Mavouf]A A'Ko^vtiijiov (1143/80),” ©eoAoyia, XIX (1941-48), 526-529, 
538-539, 546-547. Bar Hebraeus, I, 306. Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 503-504. P. 
Wirth, “Kaiser Manuel I Komnenos und die Ostgrenze: Rtickeroberung und Aufbau 
der Festung Dorylaion,” B.Z., LV (1962), 21-29. Dolger, Regesten, no. 1520. According to 
Michael the Syrian, III, 369, he set out to attack the Turkmens, killing them by the 
thousands. In retaliation they entered Byzantine territory in the north and took away 
100,000 captives, selling them on the slave markets.
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but very slow, as there was a large contingent of unarmed men busy with 
the immense baggage train. The slowness had been enforced by the 
appearance of the Turkmens, “ numerous as the locusts/’229 who realized 
that the emperor had come to chase them from their habitats. The nomads 
harassed the army in groups of 5,000 to 1 o,ooo, and on the eve of the battle 
some 50,000 of them pillaged the emperor’s camp.230 The sultan had made 
considerable preparations for the conflict by recruiting large numbers of 

Turks from the regions ofMesopotamia and from the regions farther to the 
east.231 As the Byzantine army had advanced, the sultan had withdrawn 
and scorched the earth, burning the villages and grassy plains and 
destroying anything that might be of use to the advancing Byzantine 
army. All the wells, cisterns, and springs were contaminated with the 
bodies of dead asses and dogs, so that even before the battle took place 
dysentery had spread throughout the whole of the imperial arm y.232

In spite of the fact that the sultan appeared to be in a favorable position 
to deal with the invaders, he sent an embassy to the emperor asking for 
peace. M anuel, ignoring the difficulties of the army and the vigorous 
objections of his most experienced generals, rejected the offers of peace. 
Upon the refusal of the emperor, the sultan occupied the pass of 
Tzybritze, which the Greeks were about to enter as they left Myrio- 
cephalum. The battle that ensued in the difficult mountain pass was a 
disaster almost of the magnitude of Manzikert. Caught and surrounded 
by the Turks in the narrow defiles, the Byzantine army was subjected to a 
frightful slaughter. A fierce sandstorm so obscured events that Greeks and 
Turks were not able to distinguish friend from foe, with the result that they 
killed indiscriminately. By evening, with the subsiding of the storm, it 
became obvious that the Turks had had the upper hand. The Byzantine 
troops were further demoralized during the course of the night by the 
Turks who came into the vicinity of the camp and called out to the Chris
tian Turks to abandon the emperor before it was too late.233 The plight 
of the army was such that Manuel seriously considered secret flight and the 
abandoning of all his troops to the mercies of the enemy. It is quite strange

229 Nicetas Choniates, 230-231. Michael the Syrian, III, 371.
230 Michael the Syrian, III, 371.
231 Nicetas Choniates, 232, “  ^uppayiKOV Ikccvov octto te Tfjs peoT|s tcov TTOTapcov Kai 

tcov avco ovp<puAcov pappapcov.” Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 284.
232 Nicetas Choniates, 231-232. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 284. Michael the Syrian, 

III, 371. H. v. Kap-Herr, Die abendlandische Politik Kaiser Manuels mit besonderer Riicksicht 
auf Deutschland (Strassburg, 1881), p. 104. A. Vasiliev, “Manuel Comnenus and Henry 
Plantagenet,” B.Z,., XXIX (1929-30), 237-240, translates the letter of Manuel to Henry 
II, on the disaster, which is preserved in the chronicle of Roger of Hoveden. The Annals of 
Roger de Hoveden, trans. H. T. Riley (London, 1853), I, 419-423. F. Dirimtekin, Konya ve 
Duzbel 114&-11J6 (Istanbul, 1944).

233 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 290.ct 'Enel 8e vv£ eirfjAOe Kai tov TroAepov errauaev, 
aSripovcov fjv arras, *cri ou tois £cocti ouveTOTTev kaxrrov, ots t6v x&paKa irepiTpexovTes 
ol papPapoi 9covaIs aveKaAouv tous opoeOveis, oi TraAai irpos ‘Pcopaiovs Ttpoaetpuyov 
Kai tt]v op0o8o£ov mcmv eSe^avTO, TrapaivovvTes ê eAOeiv irpos auTOus, cos apa q>coTi 
orrroAovpevcov tcov ev tco yapccKi. Nicetas Choniates, 243.
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that under such circumstances Kilidj Arslan called a halt to the battle by 
sending one of his officials, Gabras, to offer peace terms to the emperor. 
The principal demands were tha t the newly constructed fortifications of 
Dorylaeum and Choma-Soublaion should be destroyed.234 Certainly the 
sultan’s behavior is incongruous with the nature of his victory, but Nicetas 
Chroniates mentions two facts that may have had something to do with 
the decision to offer the emperor terms. He relates that the advisers of the 
sultan had been in the pay of the emperor in peacetime and that they 
persuaded the sultan to propose peace terms.235 After the conclusion of 
the treaty when the Greeks began to withdraw, they saw the hosts of the 
slain, and even though the Turks had won the victory it was obvious that 
the numbers of the fallen on both sides had been great. As the emperor’s 
troops withdrew they noticed that the skin had been removed from the 
heads of the slain and that many of the slain had had the genitalia 
severed. The Turks had done this so that it would not be possible to 
distinguish the Christian from the Muslim corpses and thus the heavy 
losses of the Turks would be obscured.236 Finally, in spite of the cata
strophic nature of the Byzantine defeat, considerable portions of the army 
and their commanders had succeeded in regrouping about the emperor. 
I t  was perhaps a combination of these reasons, as well as others, which 
caused the sultan to offer peace, an action that he later regretted. When 
M anuel retreated, the Turkmens began to harass his army and to raid the 
countryside in small bands, taking booty and slaying the stragglers and 
the wounded. The emperor protested the violation of the treaty but 
Kilidj Arslan replied that the Turkmens were independent of him and he 
was in any case unable to control them. The defeated were not able to 
relax their vigilance until they arrived at Chonae, safely within Byzantine 
territory.237

This battle was the single most significant event to transpire on 
Anatolian soil since M anzikert (1071), and it meant the end of Byzantine 
plans to reconquer Asia Minor. The empire suffered a sharp defeat and 
severe losses in its fighting strength a t the time when it was on the verge of 
collapse. The events of 1176 must also have had a great demoralizing 
effect not only upon the emperor but, more im portant, upon the Greek

234 The fourteenth-century anonymous history of the Seljuks, Histoire des Seljoukides 
d’Asie Mineure par un anonyme, Turkish trans. F. N. Uzluk (Ankara, 1952), p. 25, also 
mentions that the emperor paid 100,000 gold and 100,000 silver pieces, horses, and cloth. 
Dolger, Regesten, nos. 1522, 1524. Vismara, Bisanzio, pp. 52-53.

235 Nicetas Choniates, 244- 245, “  Tiapaaupels yap oOtos Tats tcov nsyicrravcov auToO
urroOrinoCTuvais, oitrep caTf|VTAouv cciicpOT̂ pais Ik paarAecos koto tov Trjs eipfivrjs 
Kaipov Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 291.

236 Nicetas Choniates, 247. 11 al Te yap 9&payyes els iaoueSov dv£paivov, Kai 01 
KOiAaSes els koAcovous avriyeipovTO, Kai Ta aAap tois ©vriaipaiois eKeKdAuirro. 
airas 5e Kelpevos caroaupels rjv to 5ep|ia Trjs KE<paArjs, ttoAAoi 5e Kai tous lOucpaAAous 
careKauAiaOriCTav. eAeyeTo 8e tous TTepaas touto Texvaaaaflai, iva pf] tou aKpopuarou 
6 epTrepiTopos StaareAAoiTO Kai f) vikt) outcos etr) aiKpiTraAfis Kai d|i9f)piaTOS, cos £§ 
eKOCTEpoov tcov OTpaTOTTsScov KaTapArjdevTCov ttoAAcov.”

237 Nicetas Choniates, 248-249. Michael the Syrian, III, 372.
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inhabitants of the Anatolian regions still held by the empire. The last 
hope for the removal of the Turkish power had gone up in smoke. That 
this military action in 1176 took place so many hundreds of miles west of 
Manzikert was a clear demonstration of the great growth of Turkish 
strength in Asia Minor. Because of M anuel’s preoccupation in the west 
with its attendant neglect of Turkish affairs, Kilidj Arlsan had had the 
time and the opportunity to remove his rivals and to consolidate his 
kingdom. Though it is difficult to estimate the contribution of the Turk
men tribes to this victory in 1176, it seems safe to assume that the 
presence of large numbers of nomads in the border area served to absorb 
the shock of the Byzantine attack and to exhaust the Christian armies before 
their contact with the forces of the sultan.

The remaining three years of M anuel’s reign (1177-80) saw an inten
sification of the Turkish raids on Byzantine territory along the borders 
from northern Bithynia to the M aeander districts. As M anuel refused to 
destroy the fortifications of Dorylaeum, the sultan sent the Atabeg with an 
army of 24,000 to raid the Christian lands. The Turks appeared suddenly 
in the M aeander valley and sacked Tralles, Phrygian Antioch, Louma, 
Pentacheir, as well as other towns. Finding little resistance, the raiders 
turned to the coastal regions, which they also plundered. The imperial 
troops did arrive in time to attack the Turks as they were crossing the 
M aeander at Hyelion and Leimmocheir and destroyed most of them.238 
On two other occasions the emperor himself appeared with the army in 
unsuccessful efforts to drive the Turkmens out of the regions of Panasium, 
Lacerion, and Charax (between Lampe and Graos Gala).239 In 
northern Bithynia the emperor saved the city of Claudiopolis, besieged and 
suffering from famine, from almost certain capture at the hands of the 
Turkmens.240 These isolated incidents indicate that the nomadic tribes
men on the borders had taken advantage of the battle of Myriocephalum 
to push their movements and depredations deeper into Byzantine territory. 
The sultan himself, free from the Byzantine threat, turned to the east, took 
the last important vestige of the Danishmendid heritage (Melitene) in 
1177, and sometime later he destroyed the walls of Kaisum, carrying off 
its inhabitants into captivity.241

The quarter century elapsing between the death of Manuel in 1180 and 
the fall of Constantinople to the Latins in 1204 witnessed a rapid disinte
gration of central authority in the remaining Anatolian provinces and a 
correspondingly greater activity of the Turkish tribes. As the empire 
became inextricably drawn into the whirlpool of Balkan and Italian

238 Nicetas Choniates, 250-254.
239 Ibid., 254-257. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 296.
240 Nicetas Choniates, 257-259.
241 Michael the Syrian, III, 373-376, 388. Bar Hebraeus, I, 308. It was after these 

events that Kilidj Arslan revisited Melitene and had his interesting meeting with Michael 
the Syrian, Michael the Syrian, III, 390-391.
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affairs, control of the Anatolian districts slipped from the hands of the 
emperors. Rebellions mushroomed throughout the breadth and length 
of the area in question, and they were quite often supported by Turkmen 
troops who came in to plunder. Because of the Turkish support that the 
insurgents received and because they could readily seek refuge in enemy 
territory, the weak government in Constantinople was not able to protect 
its subjects in the area against these rebellious elements. The more 
frequent changes on the throne also enabled the sultans to exploit these 
critical moments to raid and to conquer bits of the borders.

Upon M anuel’s death (i 180), Kilidj Arslan’s armies captured Sozopolis, 
ravaging and subduing the surrounding villages; to the north Cotyaeum 
was sacked; and at the other extreme Attaleia was subject to a long 
arduous siege.242 When in 1182 Andronicus Comnenus set out from 
Oenoe on the Black Sea to claim the throne in  Constantinople, the 

military forces of Paphlagonia, Nicaea, and the Thracesian theme were 
withdrawn from the borders and employed in the civil war. The focal 
center of resistance to Andronicus was the city of Philadelpheia under the 
command of John Comnenus Vatatzes. Until the la tte r’s defeat, the cities 
of Byzantine Asia were caught up in a civil war that proved as destructive 
as the ravages of the enemy.243 After the accession of Andronicus, and as a 
result of his measures against the aristocracy, rebellion broke out once 
more in Asia Minor (1184) centering on the cities of Lopadium, Nicaea, 
and Prusa. The rebels put up a very determined struggle, calling in the 
Turks to aid them, so that after their defeat Andronicus subjected the 
cities to savage reprisals.244 The disobedience of the provincial officials 
took an alarming turn in the same year when Isaac, the governor of 
Tarsus, rebelled and established himself independently at Cyprus.245

The chaos in the Byzantine regions of Asia Minor increased markedly 
during the reign of Isaac II Angelus (1185-95). W ith the change in 
succession, and as the soldiers of much of the Thracesian theme had 
crossed to Europe, Kilidj Arslan sent the emir Same to invade the 
empire’s territory. The Turks, unopposed, entered the regions of Celbi- 
anum and carried off large numbers of the inhabitants and livestock.246 
A few years later (1188-89), Theodore Mangaphas of Philadelpheia

242 Nicetas Choniates, 340. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 327. He took other regions 
also, but the names are not given.

243 Nicetas Choniates, 340. “ 60ev gpcpuAicov otccctecov Kai ttoAepcov ai ’AcricmSes 
eyepov ttoAeis. Kai fjv toc evtsO0ev Spcopgva ttoAAco 8uaay0gaTgpa tcov e§ opopcov 
auppaivovTcov eOvcov, f| Kai outcos ehrelv, tip yeip ouk ETT£§fjA0Ev dAAoyco-rros, toOto 
r] gyxtopios E0£pi£g 8e§icc.” Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 327-329. The sons of Vatatzes 
fled to Iconium. Michael the Syrian, III, 395-396.

244 Nicetas Choniates, 359-375. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 337 ff. Br&iier, Vie et
Mort, p. 347. Dolger, Regesten, nos. 1558, 1559.

246 On the decline of Byzantine authority in Cilicia, Der Nersessian, “Cilician 
Armenia,” pp. 642-644. Nicetas Choniates, 376-379. C. Brand, Byzantium Confronts the 
West, 1180-1204 (Cambridge, 1968), pp. 51-55.

246 Nicetas Choniates, 480-481.
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revolted and raised the towns of Lydia with him,247 and though two 
expeditions finally succeeded in putting down the rebellion, Mangaphas 
was able to make his escape to the court of Ghiyath al-Din Kaykhusraw. 
The latter refused to furnish the rebel with an army but instead gave him 
permission to recruit followers from among those adventurous Turks (the 
Turkmens, no doubt) who were interested in booty and raiding. Having 
thus collected a sizable force, the Greek rebel returned to the environs of 
Philadelpheia, ravaging the rural populations and their livestock. 
Laodiceia and the districts of Caria were similarly pillaged, and at Chonae 
the threshing floors with the season’s harvest were consigned to the flames 
as was also the magnificent church of the Archangel Michael. Thence he 
retreated to Iconium, from which city the emperor was in the end forced to 
purchase the rebel.248 A new element of confusion appeared with the 
march of the German Crusaders under Frederick Barbarossa. Phila
delpheia became the scene of conflict between Germans and Greeks, and, 
once in Turkish territory, the Germans had to fight the Turkmens of the 
border regions and finally the forces of the sultan. The greater portion of the 
difficulties that Barbarossa encountered during his march from Laodiceia- 
Konya to Laranda and Cilicia was due largely to the Turkmen tribes.249

The defeat of the Turks at the hands of the Crusaders and the division 
of the sultan’s domains among his eleven heirs a few years before his death 
in 1192 permitted Isaac Angelus to undertake some modest actions against 
the enemy. He was able to drive them out of parts of northwestern 
Anatolia and then built the fortress of Angelocastrum to prevent further 
tribal instrusions. In  the south the monastic documents record that the 
emperor restored some order and prosperity to the monastic establish
ments on Mt. Latrus in the theme of Mylasa and Melanoudium after 
they had been destroyed again by the Turks.250 I f  the victories of Bar
barossa and the squabbles of Kilidj Arslans’s successors provided the 
Greeks a temporary respite from Turkish raids, there was no pause in the 
rebellions of the ambitious. The very year in which Kilidj Arslan died 
revolts broke out in the regions of the M aeander River, Paphlagonia, and

247 He coined silver with his own image. Nicetas Choniates, 522.
248 Nicetas Choniates, 521-524. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 387-389. Dolger, 

Regesten, no. 1581. Vismara, Bisanzio, p. 53. Bachmann, Die Rede, p. 64.
249 Nicetas Choniates, 539-542. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 395-397. Ibn al-Athir, 

R.H.C.f H.O., IIj, 22-24. Ansbert, p. 73. Salimbene, ed. O. Holder-Egger,
XXXII (Hannover-Leipzig, 1905-13), 11-12 (hereafter cited as Salimbene). Gesta 
Federici I. Imperatoris in expeditione sacra, ed. O. Holder-Egger, Scriptores Rerum Germanicarum 
in usum scholarum (Hannover, 1892), pp. 86-95 (hereafter cited as Gesta Federici), Bar 
Hebraeus, I, 333. Brehier, Vie et Mort, pp. pp. 353-354. Cahen, “Selgukides et Allemands 
au temps de la trosieme croisade,” W.Z.K.M., LVI (i960), 21-31. M. von Giesebricht, 
Geschichte der deutschen Kaiserzeit VI (Leipzig, 1895), 258-278. Turan, “Kilic Arslan,” 
IA, 698.

250 Miklosich et Muller, IV, 323-329. M. Bachmann, Die Rede, pp. 56-58. W. Regel, 
Fontes rerum byzantinarum (Petropolis, 1917), II, 258-262, 280. H. Ahrweiler, “Choma 
Agg£lokastron,” R.E.B., XXIV (1966), 278-283, distinguishes this Ghoma-Angelocastron 
from Choma-Soublaion.
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Bithynia. The most spectacular of these rebellions was that of the 
Pseudoalexius who received a letter from the sultan of Iconium enabling 
him, in company with a Latin from the M aeandrian town of Armala, to 

raise 8,000 Turkmens from the tribes under Arsanes. These nomads, 
accustomed to raiding the lands of the Christians, proceeded to raid 
almost the whole length of the M aeander after having sacked the regions of 
Chonae and having completed the destruction of its great church by 
smashing the mosaics and altar. A number of the towns of the M aeander 
valley surrendered to the invaders but others resisted and so were destroyed, 
and because of the destruction of the harvests and the threshing floors 
the Pseudoalexius was nicknamed KaucraAcbvr)s» The revolt was termi
nated by the death of the rebel a t the hands of a priest in the town of 
Pissa.251

The rebellion of a second Pseudoalexius threw the regions of Paphla- 
gonia into turmoil, and that of Basil Chortatzes a t Tarsia near Nicomedia 
once more immersed Bithynia in chaos. There were numerous other rebels 
who made their appearance a t this time bu t the chroniclers, weary from 
the recitation of such events, dispense with them in very few words.252 The 
Turkish progress must have been quite vigorous if  we are to believe a 
letter that Kilidj Arslan sent to Michael the Syrian. According to its 
contents, the sultan had taken seventy-two places from the Greeks since the 
beginning of Isaac’s reign (1185).253

This pattern of rebellions, Turkm en raids, and invasions by the sultans 
prevailed for the next decade. A third Pseudoalexius appeared by the 
side of the emir of Ankara and then proceeded to subject the fortresses 
in the regions north of that city. The emperor Alexius I I I  waged a two- 

month campaign, and as he was not able to apprehend the rebel, he 
burned and destroyed those fortresses that persisted in aiding Pseudo
alexius.254 The emir of Ankara, profiting from the confused state of affairs, 
besieged the city of Dadybra for four months and eventually forced it to 
surrender in 1196. By the terms of the surrender, the Greek inhabitants 
were forced to leave the city and were replaced by M uslim colonists.255

One year later relations between Iconium and Constantinople became 
so bad tha t Kaykhusraw invaded the M aeander River valley, sacked 
many of the towns, and took away captive the entire population of Caria 
and Tantalus (5,000 in all). He would have taken Phrygian Antioch 
as well, as he came upon it a t night. I t  so happened, however, that a 
notable of the city was celebrating the marriage of his daughter and the 
noises of the cymbals, drums, and singing made such a din that the sultan 
mistook it for the martial music of the defending army and so he withdrew

251 Nicetas Choniates, 549-553. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 399-400.
252 Nicetas Choniates, 553.
253 Michael the Syrian, III, 394-395.
254 Nicetas Choniates, 608-610. Dolger, Regesten, no. 1634. Vismara, Bisanzio, p. 53.
255 Nicetas Choniates, 624-626.
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to Philomelium where he resettled the 5,000 Greek captives.256 The 
emperor sent an army under Andronicus Ducas to attack the Turks, and 
he succeeded in falling upon the Turkmens of Arsanes and their herds, 
killing many of them. Simultaneously the emperor had gone to Nicaea 
and Prusa in order to protect them from the Turkmens of the Bathys 
area.257 Commercial difficulties once more led to a breakdown of relations 
with the sultan (Rukn al-Din) in 1201, because of which the sultan un 
leashed new attacks on Byzantine territory. Profiting from the state of 
affairs, a certain Michael, a tax official in the district of Mylasa, rebelled, 
and though defeated, he followed the well-established pattern of seeking 
refuge with the sultan, now a t war with the Greeks. The Turkish ruler 
gave him a Turkish army, which enabled the rebel to pillage the regions 
of the M aeander.258

The final collapse of Byzantine authority in western Anatolia seemed 
imminent. In  the twenty-five years that had elapsed since the death of 
Manuel, effective central authority in Asia Minor had been seriously 
threatened. The great internal weakening of the state and the successive 
blows it received from the Latins and Balkan peoples made it virtually 
impossible to halt the gradual Turkish westward infiltration, and this 
progress of the nomads on the borders was greatly aided by the Byzantine 
rebels who arose in western Anatolia. W hat remained of Byzantine 
military forces was consumed in civil strife, the rebels most often appealing 
to the sultans and Turkmen chiefs for aid, and these latter very gladly 
assisted in a process that could only benefit them. Byzantine political 
domination in these regions of Anatolia seemed doomed to extinction. 
Either the Turkmens and the sultan would overrun all of Anatolia, or 
some rebel would succeed in establishing a splinter state, as Isaac 
Comnenus had done in  Cyprus.

Political Stability and Polarization: Nicaea and Konya

The year 1204 would seem to mark the next step in the dissolution of 
Byzantine authority in the eastern provinces, for in this year a number of 
new principalities were established in what remained of Byzantine 
Anatolian territory. Following the conquest of Constantinople, the Latin 
emperor received, by the terms of the Partitio Romaniae, Byzantine Asia 
M inor.259 Here he awarded fiefs to his brother Henry at Adramyttium; 
to Peter of Bracieus lands, “ toward Iconium” ; to Louis of Blois, the duchy

256 Nicetas Choniates, 653-657. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 420-421. The difficulties 
began when the sultan detained two Arab stallions that the ruler of Egypt had sent to 
the emperor. The latter retaliated by jailing the Greek and Turkish merchants of Konya 
and confiscating their goods.

257 Nicetas Choniates, 657-658. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 421, 427-428. Rukn 
al-Din, son of Kilidj Arslan, inherited Amisus and Amasra. He chased Kaykhusraw 
from Konya and the latter fled to Constantinople.

258 Nicetas Choniates, 700-701. Dolger, Regesten, n. 1658.
259 Tafel and Thomas, Urkunden I, 464-501.
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of Nicaea; and to Stephen of Perche, a duchy of Philadelpheia.260 As 
Theodore Lascaris had succeeded in rallying Greek forces about him in 
Asia M inor, the Latins were forced to make good their claims on Anatolian 
soil by military force. Following the centrifugal pattern of the last few 
decades of the twelfth century, three Greek aristocrats established them 
selves as independent lords in  the river valleys of western Asia Minor. 
Theodore Mangaphas succeeded in taking control of the im portant urban 
center of Philadelpheia, whereas the father-in-law of the sultan, Manuel 
Maurozomes, was able to establish himself in the M aeander valley with 
the aid of Turkish troops, and the third, Sabbas Asidenus, carved out a 
small principality in the regions of Sampsun-Miletus.261 In  the south the 
Turks were infiltrating the districts of Lycia and Pamphylia, and in 
Cilicia Byzantine authority had disappeared with the emergence of the 
Armenian princes Rupen I I I  (1175-87) and Leo I I  (d. 1219), under whom 
Cilician Armenia attained its independence.262 Particularly significant in 

the fate of Byzantine civilization in Asia M inor was the capture of 
Trebizond by Alexius and David Comnenus in 1204 and the establishment 
of the Trebizond state.263 But contrary to the inauspicious developments of 
1204, Greek fortunes in  western Asia M inor were to improve considerably.

During the course of the next decade Greek Anatolia was caught up in 
warfare among Latins, sultans, and some half-dozen Greek aspirants. 
Theodore Lascaris was hard pressed to maintain himself against all these 
foes simultaneously, but because of the Bulgarian attacks and defeat of 
the Latins in Thrace, the latter were not able to concentrate all their 
forces in  Asia Minor. Thus Lascaris was able to push back the advance 
of the Comnenoi in the north and to put an end to the independence of 
the Greek lords in the river valleys. In  1211 he defeated and slew the 
sultan Ghiyath al-Din in the M aeander valley, and by so doing halted 
the further disintegration of Byzantine political control in Anatolia. Three 
years later (1214) Theodore concluded the treaty of Nymphaeum, which 
established a truce between Greeks and Latins. According to the terms of 
this treaty, the Latins were to keep northwest Mysia including the regions 
of Ciminas and Achyraous, and Theodore received the lands south of the 
Caicus valley and east of Lopadium. This included Neocastron (Chliara, 
Pergamum, Adramyttium), but Calamus was to be left uninhabited as a 
border region.264 The Trebizondine Comnenoi lost their lands west of

260 R. L. Wolff, “The Latin Empire of Constantinople, 1204-61,” A History of the 
Crusades, II, 191-192.

261 G. Ostrogorsky, Geschichte, p. 352. A. Gardner, The Lascarids of Nicaea, the Story of an 
Empire in Exile (London, 1912), p. 75. P. Orgels, “Sabas Asidenos, dynaste de Sampson,” 
Byzantion, X (1935), 67 ff.

262 Der Nersessian, “Cilician Armenia,” pp. 643-651.
283 Vasiliev, “The Foundation of the Empire of Trebizond, (1202-1222), Speculum, 

x i  (1936) > 3- 37-
264 Gardner, Lascarids, pp. 84-85. Ostrogorsky, Geschichte, p. 355. Dolger, Regesten, no. 

1684, dates it after 1212.



Sinope to the new state at-Nicaea, and eleven years later John Vatatzes 
further reduced the Latin holdings in Bithynia and eventually the Latins 
were removed from Asia Minor. The boundary between Konya and 
Nicaea remained fairly constant between 12 n  and the removal of the 
capital from Nicaea to Constantinople. The border ran from a point west 
of Sinope in an arc that left Castamon, Cotyaeum, and Laodiceia to the 
Seljuks, and continued to the Gulf of Macri (Fetiye) opposite Rhodes in 
southwest Asia M inor.265

The Latin conquest of Constantinople was undoubtedly responsible 
for the prolonged life of Byzantine authority in Asia Minor inasmuch as it 
forced the Greeks to focus their energies and numbers in Nicaea. The 
disintegration of the maritime provinces was well underway by the end of 
the twelfth century, and it is quite likely that the Turkish conquest of the 
coastal regions might have taken place one century earlier than it actually 
did had it not been for the events attendant upon the Fourth Crusade. 

By the marshaling of their forces in Anatolia, the Byzantines halted the 
Turkish penetration after it had attained Attaleia (1207) in the south and 
Sinope (1214) in the north.

The Nicaean state guarded its borders zealously, reorganizing its 
defense forces. As both Seljuks and Greeks were preoccupied with other 
foes, the history of relations between Konya and Nicaea is a relatively 
quiet one. The Seljuks were interested in events of the northern, southern, 
and eastern Anatolian regions; the Nicaeans, in the reconquest of 
Constantinople. W ith the cessation of active warfare between Byzantines 
and Seljuks for a half century, the borders remained comparatively 
stable and Anatolia once more began to experience the blessings of peace. 
The Lascarids did much to revive the economic prosperity of the western
most provinces, monastic and other ecclesiastical institutions once more 
bloomed, and cities were rebuilt and fortified.266 The sultanate of Konya
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265 Wittek, Das Fiirstentum Mentesche. Studie zur Geschichte Westkleinasiens im 13-15 Jahr. 
(Istanbul, 1934), p. 1.

266 A. Meliarakes, 'laTOpia tou  paaiAeiov Trjs Nixaiag Kai tou 5£ctttot&tou Tffc 
’Hneipou 1204-11261 (Athens, 1898). Uspensikii, Istoriia, pp. 536-606. Ahrweiler, 
“Smyrne”, passim. Gardner, Lascarids, pp. 182 ff. D. Xanalatos, “Wirtschaftliche Aufbau- 
und Autarkiemassnahmen im 13. Jahrhundert (Nikanisches Reich 1204-1261),” 
Leipziger Vierteljahrsschriftfur Sudosteuropa, Jah. 3, 1939, Heft 2, 129-139. Charanis, ‘The 
Monastic Properties and the State in the Byzantine Empire,” D.O.P., IV (1948), 98-109. 
W. Heyd, Histoire du commerce du Levant (Leipzig, 1923), I, 304-307, 309. On the fortifi
cations erected by the Lascarids to defend the towns and the roads, W. Muller-Wiener, 
“Mittelalterliche Befestigungen im siidlichen Jonien,” /.M., XI (1961), 5-122. .A. M. 
Schneider and W. Karnapp, Die Stadtmauer von Iznik (Berlin, 1938), pp. 16 ff. Schneider, 
Die romischen und byzantinischen Denkmaler von Iznik-Nicaea (Berlin, 1943), on building 
activity in Lascarid Nicaea. Glycatzi-Ahrweiler, “ La politique agraire des empereurs 
de Nicee,” Byzantion, XXVIII (1958), 51-66, 135-136. The basic history of the Empire of 
Trebizond has not yet been written. W. Miller, Trebizond (London, 1926), pp. 20-27. 
J. Fallmereyer, Geschichte des Kaiserthums von Trapezunt (Munich, 1827), pp. 101-125. The 
Greek journal ’Apyelov ITovtou is a veritable mine of primary and secondary material. 
See especially the studies of O. Lampsides in this periodical, and more particularly his 
article, " ’Anoipeis ini tou Kpajous tcov psyaAcov KopvrivaSv,” A. II., XXIV, (1961),
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underwent an even more lively development and expansion during this 
half century. Most im portant was the conquest of ports on the Black 
and M editerranean seas (Sinope, Antalya, Alaiya), the subjugation of the 
Saltukids and Menguchekids in  the northeast, and the consolidation of 
the Taurus and eastern frontiers. The unification of these areas under 
Konya, the acquisition of seaports for the first time, and comparative 
internal peace and stability enabled economic life in most of Anatolia to 
flourish for the first time since the eleventh century. A striking testimony 
to this development is the extensive number of caravansarays and khans 
that were built during the thirteenth century. Muslim and Christian 
merchants frequented Asia M inor in increasing numbers, and treaties 
between the Italian commercial cities and both Konya and Nicaea were 
concluded. Seljuk a rt likewise experienced its short but amazing essor 
at this time.267

Withdrawal of the Byzantines to Constantinople and the Decline of Konya;
Establishment of the Emirates and Emergence of the Ottomans.

The conditions responsible for the prosperity and comparative stability 
of life in Anatolia were not sufficiently long-lived. The centralization of 
authority a t Konya and the continued residence of imperial authority 
a t Nicaea were responsible for the seemingly calm state of affairs, but 
by 1261 both these circumstances had begun to change; once more much 
of Anatolia gradually lapsed into disorder and then anarchy. W ithin the 
Seljuk domains, it was the Udj Turkmens, concentrated along the 
Cilician, Trebizondine, and western borders, who destroyed the central
ization of power in Konya and who, throughout the twelfth and early 
thirteenth centuries, had not been overly amenable to the control of the 
sultans. They had lived a quasi-independent existence and, when not 
engaged in raids on Christians, had on occasion become embroiled in the 
dynastic strife of the Seljuk ruling house. These nomads, or seminomads, 
substantially increased in number with the arrival of new Turkish tribes 
fleeing the Mongol conquest in Transoxiana and Khurasan. The pressure 
from the new invaders out of the Altai was such that the Khwarazm- 
shah himself, Djalal al-Din M ankobirti, attempted to flee to Asia Minor

I4-34* Also A. Bryar, “The Littoral of the Empire of Trebizond in Two Fourteenth 
Century Portolano Maps,” AIL, XXIV (1961), 97-127, and his other studies. The 
Trebizondine manuscripts now in Ankara are cataloged by N. Bees, '* TTovticckcc 
Xeipoypcnpa ev tco poucteico tou Kaorpou Trjs *AyK\)pas,” AIL, IX (1939), 193-248.

267 Cahen, “The Turks in Iran and Anatolia before the Mongol Invasions,” A History 
of the Crusades, II, 661-692 (hereafter cited as Cahen, “ Anatolia before the Mongol”); 
“Le commerce anatolien au debut du XIIIe siecle,” Melanges d'histoire du moyen age 
dedies a la memoire de Louis Halphen (Paris, 1951), 91-101. “Alaeddin,” EI2. K. Erdmann, 
Der Orientalische Knupfteppich (Tubingen, 1955), 14-20; Das anatolische Karavansaray des 13. 
Jahrhunderts 2 vols. (Berlin, 1961). V. Gordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., I, 56-61. M. Koprulii, 
Les origines de Vempire ottoman (Paris, 1935), gives an overall survey of Seljuk Anatolia at 
this time in chapter 11. For conditions in Cilician Armenia, Der Nersessian, “Cilician 
Armenia,” passim. Canard, “Armenia,” EI2. The work of Z. Togan, Umumi Turk tarihine 
giri§ (Istanbul, 1946), I, 197-210, must be read with extreme caution and reservations.
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with his followers. Even though he was defeated at the battle of 

Yashichymen in 1230 by the Seljuks and Ayyubids, his group and other 
Turkmens no doubt continued to flock into Anatolia.268

Given the great differences in social and economic habits as well as in 
religious outlook of the Anatolian Turkmens and the Muslim sedentary 
society of Anatolia, one is not overly surprised at the course of events in the 
mid-thirteenth century. O ut of close contact with Konya, the hostility 
of the Turkmens was galvanized by the religious preaching of heterodox 

holy men flocking into Anatolia a t this time. The friction between 
sedentary and nomadic society came to a head for the first time in the 

explosive revolt of Baba Ishak c. 1239-40. He and his followers, through 
their preaching to the Turkmens of the regions between Amasya and the 
eastern Taurus, unleashed a revolt agaist Seljuk authority which attained 
considerable proportions before its suppression by armies with considerable 
numbers of Christian mercenaries. The nomads had not been sufficiently 
assimilated into the Seljuk system and would in the latter half of the 

century partition and destroy the Seljuk state.269 Greatly weakened by 
this spectacular Turkmen rebellion, the Seljuks were crushed shortly 

thereafter by the Mongols in the battle of Rose Dag (1243), and hence
forth the Anatolian sultanate became a vassal state of the Mongols.270 

Though there ensued a period of varying stability down to 1275 as a 
result of the appearance of capable Seljuk administrators, it was only with 

difficulty that the Turkmens of the Taurus and western Anatolia were 
subdued.271 Seljuk-Mongol armies were forced to repress Turkmen 
disorders in the regions of Laranda and in the west about the plain of 
Dalam an Chay in 1261-62. T he next great outbreak of Turkmen 
rebellion took place against the background of Mameluke intervention. 
The Mameluke sultan Baybars, encouraged by his victory over the 
Mongols at Ayn Djalut in 1260 and prodded on by certain Turkish 
Anatolian begs, invaded eastern Anatolia and defeated the Mongols at 
Kayseri (1277). As the position of the pervane was not clear, he was of

268 H. Gottschalk, “Der Bericht des Ibn Nazif al Hamawi uber die Schlacht von 
Jasycimen,” W.Z.K.M. LVI (i960), 55-67. Spuler, Die Mongolen in Iran, 2d ed. (Berlin, 
1955), PP* 33“34* Cahen, “Anatolia before the Mongol,” pp. 683-684, 690-691. J. A. 
Boyle, “Djalal al-Din Khwarazm-shah,” EI2.

269 Though the grave significance of the Babai rising has long been recognized, the 
paucity of the sources has obscured many of the important details. The Karamanids, 
Baba Ilyas, and Hadji Bektash, of considerable importance in Anatolian history, were all 
connected with the leader of the movement. The most recent opinion of scholarship on 
the movement is embodied in the article of Cahen, “Baba’i,” EIa. Bar Hebraeus, I, 405- 
406. Onder, “Eine neuentdeckte Quelle zur Geschichte der Seltschuken in Anatolien,” 
W.Z.K.M., LV (1959), 83-88.

270 Cahen, “Anatolia before the Mongol,” p. 692. Spuler, Die Mongolen, p. 43. Dolger, 
Regesten, no. 1776 on the treaty between Vatatzes and Ghiyath al-Din Kaykhursraw in 
I243-

271 For the details, Cahen, “The Mongols,” pp. 725 ff; Cahen, “Notes pour l’histoire des 
Turcomanes d’Asie Mineure au XIIIe siecle,” J.A., GCXXXIX (1951), 337-338, 
342-345 (hereafter cited as “Notes”). For the Byzantino-Turkish treaty of 1254-55, 
Dolger, Regesten, nos. 1824-1825.
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course compromised in the eyes of the Mongols, and when Baybars 
withdrew from Anatolia, the Mongols executed the pervane.272 Previously 
(1276) the Turkmens of the Taurus had revolted and under the leadership 
of the Karamanids attacked and captured Konya where they placed a 
certain Djimri on the throne. The Turkmens of the western borders also 
seem to have been actively disobedient to Konya. Though the Turkmen 
rebellion failed and the Seljuk-Mongol forces eventually reasserted 
authority over the towns of the plateau, Turkmen independence was 
henceforth an accomplished fact. The Mongols took over direct control 
of the Seljuk administration in Asia Minor imposing their own fiscal 
institutions on those of the Seljuks. But if they continued to hold eastern 
Asia M inor firmly, the western regions were far more difficult to control, 
and in fact began to slip from the hands of the sultans a t Konya. Even in 
central Anatolia the struggle of the Ilkhanids and Mamelukes made this a 
border region subject to considerable political fluctuation and military 
vicissitude.

The combined impact of Turkm en rebellions and Mongol conquest had 
destroyed the political unity of the Seljuk state and removed the possi
bility of a more peaceful development of the land in social and economic 
matters. The territorial disintegration of the state was further accelerated 
by the degeneration of Mongol rule in Anatolia during the late thirteenth 
and the early fourteenth century. The great movements of commerce 
across Anatolia were partially disrupted, and, henceforth, the caravans 
tended to touch on the easternmost fringes of Anatolia. The Mongol 
intrusion after 1277 was marked by the further settlement of Mongol and 
eastern Turkish tribes with their military chiefs in eastern Anatolia.273

In western Asia Minor, Byzantine rule collapsed in the half century 
following the recapture of Constantinople from the Latins. The shifting 
of the capital from Nicaea to the Bosphorus entailed neglect of what had 
remained of the empire’s possessions in Asia Minor. The utterance of the 
protoasecretis Sennacherim the Evil, upon receipt of the news that 
Constantinople had been retaken, was prophetic: “ Let no one hope for 
good, since the Greeks again dwell in the City.” 274 The conquest of 
Constantinople rekindled, as was to be expected, Latin crusading fervor, 
and henceforth the Greek rulers were forced to defend themselves, 
diplomatically and militarily, against the counterattack of the Latins. 
The corollary to the reconquest of Constantinople was the repossession 
of the empire’s former lands in  Europe, so that the emperors were caught 
up in  the politics and strife of Slav rulers, Greek despots, and Latin

272 G. Wiet, “Baybars I,” EI2.
273 Gahen, “The Mongols,” pp. 727-732; “Notes,” pp. 346 ff. Spuler, Die Mongolen, 

pp. 73 ff. Togan, Gtrif, I, 222-237. Gahen, “Sur les traces des premiers Akhis,” Faud 
Kopriilu Armagani (Istanbul, 1955), pp. 81-91. On the economic decline see chapter iii 
as also, Spuler, Die Mongolen, pp. 302, 321-322, 325-326.

274 Pachymeres, I, 149.
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princes. The occupation of Constantinople also brought the empire into 
the focal point of the Venetian-Genoese commercial fire. The manpower 
and finances of the state were not equal to the demands and tasks that the 

repossession of Constantinople had imposed. Thus the words of 
Sennacherim were ominously prophetic, though to contemporaries they 

were meaningless.
The removal from Nicaea coincided with the period of Seljuk decline 

and with the resurgence of Udj Turkmen aggressions. In  1261 and 1262 
the Turkmens had been temporarily defeated by Seljuk-Mongol armies 

and it is quite possible that rebuffed by Konya, they may have begun to 
infiltrate the Byzantine regions to the west. The withdrawal of the govern
ment and of considerable military forces to Constantinople were no doubt 
sufficient in themselves to consummate the necessary debilitation of Byzan
tine resistance in Asia Minor. Because of the actions and measures of the 
new Palaeologan dynasty, there resulted an outright alienation from Con

stantinople of large segments of Greek society in Bithynia and elsewhere. 
Michael V III  Palaeologus had usurped the imperial crown from the 

youth John IV  Lascaris and had blinded him. The Lascaris dynasty had, 
by its economic and political accomplishments, by its piety and charity, 
become endeared to the Christians of the Nicaean state and the ruthless 
treatm ent of John IV  produced a strong reaction, culminating in a 
rebellion that had to be repressed with cruelty. In  pursuing his dynastic 
and economic policies Michael abolished the tax immunities of the 
acrites and attacked the privileges of the large landowners. These elements 
were either removed from the armies or else, alienated, they deserted to 
the Turks, whereas others were reemployed in Europe. The government 

imposed heavy taxes on the inhabitants and installed rapacious merce
naries who treated the inhabitants as enemies. The measures of Michael 
V III made his dynasty unpopular in Byzantine Anatolia, and this 
unpopularity was manifested in religious controversies as well as in 
rebellions. In  the struggle between Josephites and Arsenites, and in the 
strife over the ecclesiastical union of Lyon with the Latins, the Asia M inor 
populace by and large sided with the antigovernment party. The rebellion 
of Alexius Philanthropenus in 1296 also received a certain support from 
the Anatolians. The emperors in Constantinople were always wary of the 
presence of a successful or popular general in Anatolia, such as Philan

thropenus, and were never content to leave him there for any long period.275
The dissolution of the local military defense and the alienation of the 

populace with the attendant rebellions and acts of disobedience brought 
anarchy and banditry to many parts of the Anatolian provinces. I t also 
permitted the Turkmens to increase the extent of their raids. By the end of

275 G. Arnakis, 01 TipcoTOt ’OOcopavoi (Athens, 1947), pp. 37-48. Wittek, Mentesche, 
pp. 9—11, 16-17, 42. Arnakis, “Byzantium’s Anatolian Provinces in the Reign of Michael 
Palaeologus/4 Actes du XIIe congres international des etudes byzantines (Belgrade, 1964), II, 
37-44. Dolger, Regesten, no. 2199.

136



POLITICAL AND MILITARY COLLAPSE

Michael’s reign (1282) only twenty years after his entry into Constan
tinople, Byzantine Anatolia was militarily defenseless and economically a 
shambles.276

The emperors made occasional efforts to halt or drive out the Turkish 
raiders who were beginning to settle down in Byzantine lands, but each 
military expedition failed for one reason or another to achieve its goal. 
The army, which succeeded in an extensive reassertion of imperial 
authority in parts of Caria in  1269, was soon recalled for service in 
Europe, and so the Turks reentered. Nine years later (1278) Byzantine 
generals attempted to clear the invaders from the M aeander valley, but 
the progress of the latter was such that Antioch and Caria were irretriev
ably lost. M ichael’s expedition was successful in driving the Turks across 
the Sangarius, but it was temporary and the land was already desolate 
and in ruins. The efforts of Alexius Philanthropenus in  the M aeander 
valley in  stemming the influx of the nomads were so successful that they 
aroused the envy and suspicion of the central authority. The result was 
his rebellion, supported by Greeks and Turks, and the donning of the 
purple. Soon after Philanthropenus was defeated, Andronicus I I  crossed 
to Asia Minor, but a frightful earthquake terminated the expedition 
before it made contact with the Turks.277 Consequently, with the collapse 
of the Nicaean and Seljuk states, there arose a considerable number of 
beyliks or emirates which competed with one another in conquering the 
lands of the sultan and the emperor. By the first decade of the fourteenth 
century, one-half century after the removal of the emperor from Nicaea to 
Constantinople, the Turkmens had carried practically everything before 
them along a line stretching from the Black Sea to the Aegean. Trachia 

Stadia and Strobilus on the Carian coast were already Turkish in 1269; 
Caria and Antioch on the M aeander had fallen in 1278; in 1282 Tralles 
and Nyssa fell. During the first decade of the fourteenth century various 
Turkish emirs reached the sea as Pergamum fell in 1302; Ephesus, Thy- 
raia, and Pyrgi were taken in 1304 despite the temporary relief brought 
by the appearance of the Catalans in Anatolia.278 The main cities of 
Bithynia resisted for another two decades, Prusa (1326), Nicaea (1331), 
Nicomedia (1337)- By default, the Turkmens had come in and within a 
half century Byzantine authority disappeared.279

276 Pachymeres, I, 502-505.
277 Wittek, Mentesche, pp. 26-34. Arnakis, ’OOcopavoi, pp. 44 ff. Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” 

PP* 9> 151* H.-G. Beck, “Belisar-Philanthropenos. Das Belisar-Lied der Palaiologenzeit,” 
Serta Monacensia, ed. H. J. Kissling and A. Schmaus (Leiden, 1952), pp. 46-52, discusses 
the episode of Philanthropenus and shows that he was probably the model of Belisarius in 
this late Byzantine epic, the poem of Belisarius. On the influx of Turkmens along the 
river valley, M. Treu, Maximi Monachi Planudis Epistulae (Amsterdam, i960), 
pp . 174-175.

278 Melikoff, “Aidinoglu,” EI2, says 1308, but see P. Lemerle, UEmirat d’Aydin, 
Byzance et V Occident (Paris, 1957), p. 20.

279 Wittek, Mentesche, pp. 24-60. Arnakes, ’OOcopovoi, passim. Lemerle, Aydin̂  pp. 
14-18.
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Anatolia was once more parceled into numerous independent princi
palities, and in the course of the two centuries between the collapse of the 
Seljuk-Nicaean equilibrium and the final Ottom an conquest of Asia 

Minor, over twenty principalities came into existence, approximately 
half of these taking form prior to the end of the thirteenth century. Some 
of these, such as the emirate ofiDenizli (c. 1261-1278), the Eshrefogullarl 
at Begshehir (second half of thirteenth century-1325), the Sahibogullari 
at Karahisar between Kutahya and Akshehir, and the Pervaneogullari 

about Sinope were comparatively short-lived.280 The remainder of the 
beyliks that had appeared prior to the end of the thirteenth century en
joyed a longer life-span. T ha t of the Karamanids in the Taurus region 
seems to have begun to take form by the mid-thirteenth century and after 
1277 was in effect independent.281 The Germiyanids, who had their 
center a t Kutahya, were perhaps independent by 1277.282 Farther to the 
west in the regions of Adramyttium and Balikesri, the descendants of the 
Danishmendids founded the emirate of KarasI a t the end of the thirteenth 
and beginning of the fourteenth century. The Djandarogullari, having 
received Castamon as a fief from the Ilkhanids in 1292, made this the core 
of an extended state in 1307. The Ottomans, if indeed they were in 
existence prior to the end of the century, were located on the borders of 
Bithynia.283 In the fourteenth century a number of new emirates appeared. 
At the turn of the century the dynasty of the Hamidogullari established 

itself in the districts of Egridir, U luburlu, Yalvach, and Anatalya. 
Sometime later the family holdings were split into two independent bey
liks, one containing the more northerly region, the other containing 
Anatalya and its environs.284 Aydinoglu M uhamm ad Beg, an official of 

the Germiyanids, founded an independent dynasty in the western riverine 
regions about Izm ir and Ephesus (Ayasoluk) in the very early years of the 
fourteenth century. This principality became so powerful that it intervened 
actively in the European affairs of the Byzantine Empire.285 The

280 Cahen, “Notes,” pp. 336-340. I. H. Uzun§arsill, Anadolu Beylikleri ve Akkoyunlu 
Devletleri (Ankara, 1937), pp. 13—14, 36-38. The Turkmens about Denizli seem to have 
formed an independent principality but were crushed after the rebellion of Djimri by 
the sultan. The emirate of the Eshrefogullarl was suppressed by the Mongol governor 
Timurtash in 1325. ‘Ali Bey, “Eshrefogullarlhakkinda bir kag soz,” Tarih i osmani enciimeni 
mecmuasi, no. 28 (1330), pp. 251-256. That of the Sahibogullari, which was originally a 
Seljuk fief on the Byzantine frontier, seems to have been absorbed by its larger neighbors, 
the Germiyanids. The Pervaneogullari, whose principality about Sinope dated from its 
reconquest (from the Greeks of Trebizond) c. 1264, was eventually absorbed by the 
Djandarogullari in the first half of the fourteenth century.

281 Cahen, “Notes,” pp. 340-349. Uzun^arsili, Beylikleri, pp. 3-8.
282 Melikoff, “Germiyan ogullarl,” EI2. Cahen, “Notes,” pp. 349-354. Uzungarsili, 

Beylikleri, pp. 9—11; Kutahya Sehri (Istanbul, 1932).
283 Uzun^arsili, Beylikleri, pp. 19-22, 23-26. Wittek, Mentesche, pp. 24-56. J. H. 

Kramers, “Karasi,” ET. Arnakis, J06co|jcxvoi, pp. 71 ff.
284 X. de Planhol, “Hamid,” EIa. B. Flemming, Landschaftsgeschichie von Pamphylien, 

Pisidien und Lykien im Spatmittelalter (Wiesbaden, 1964). Taeschner, “Anatalya,” EI2.
285 \ l elikoff, “Aidinoglu,” EI2. Lemerle, Aydin, passim. H. Akin, “Results of Studies in 

the History of the Aydin Ogullarl,” Ankara Oniversitesi DU ve Tarih-Cografya Fakiiltesi
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founder of Saruhan (late thirteenth or early fourteenth century), Saruhan 
Beg, was like Aydinoglu originally an emir of the Germiyanids. He 
proceeded to establish an independent state and dynasty that came to 
rule Magnesia on the Hermus along with Menemen, Gordes, Demirdji, 

Nif, and Turgutlu .286
In eastern Anatolia there was a thread of continuity in  Ilkhanid rule, 

but by the end of the fourteenth century, Mongol administration had 
given way to the rule of Turkmen tribal confederations. When the Mongol 
governor Timurtash fled to Egypt in 1327, he was replaced by Ghiyath 
al-Din Eretna (of Uighur origin) who succeeded in receiving official 
appointment from the Ilkhan Abu Sa’id. Profiting from the dynastic strife 
of the Ilkhanids, he eventually established himself as the independent 
ruler of much of central and eastern Anatolia, including Sivas, Kayseri, 
Nigde, Aksaray, Ankara, Develi Karahisar, Darende, Amasya, Tokat, 
Merzifon, Samsun, and Sharki Karahisar. The rule of his dynasty be
came so weak by the 1360’$ tha t his governors had usurped control of the 
main towns and in 1365-66 the beys revolted. In 1381-82 Burhan al-Din 
proclaimed himself sultan of the lands of Eretna, but was himself defeated 
and executed by the Akkoyunlu in 1398, the intervening eighteen years 
having been filled with the anarchy and strife of rebels, Ottomans, 
Karamanids, Mamelukes, and Akkoyunlus.287 O ther powerful Turkmen 
states appeared in  the east during the fourteenth century. The rise of the 
Akkoyunlu (fourteenth century to 1502), Karakoyunlu, Dhu ‘1-Kadr 
(1337—1522), and Ram azan was indicative of the density of the Turkmen 
penetration in the eastern provinces during this period.288

In destroying the Byzantine and Seljuk structure of Anatolia, the Turk

mens further intensified the politically disunified character of this region 
and brought the specter of tribal raids and the unceasing warfare of petty 
states, putting upon the Anatolian population the heavy burden of 
supporting numerous governments and armies.

As the period of these conquests receded into the historical past, how
ever, the capitals of the many emirates served as administrative, economic, 
and religious centers that gradually restored varying degrees of stability 
and prosperity, a process clearly discernible by the third and fourth 
decades of the fourteenth century. Nevertheless, the degree of recovery

Dergisi, V (1947-48), 103-108. See also E. Zachariadou,” “ lI<JTOptK& oroixefa creva 
Qocupa tou 'Ayiou Chavovpiou,” A.TT. XXVI, (1964), 309-318. F. Thiriet, “Les relations 
entre la Crete et les fimirats turcs d’Asie Mineure au XIVe si&cle (vers 1348-1360),” 
Actes du XIIe congres international des etudes byzantines (Belgrade, 1964), II, 213-221. M. J. 
Manusakas. “ ‘H TrpcoTrj IpTropiKTi TrapoiKia tcov Bevstcov crra TTaAcrna (Mi'Arp-o) Trjs 
M. *Aafas(eva eAArjvmo eyypcccpo tou 1355),” AeArfov Tf̂ s XpicmavtKfjs ’Apycct- 
oAoytKrjs ‘ETatpeias, III (1962), 231-240.

286 Uzun^arsili, Beylikleri, pp. 31-32.
287 Ibid., pp. 48-52. Cahen, “Eretna,” EI2. J. Rypka, “Burhan al-Din,” EIa.
288 Uzun$arsili, Beylikleri, pp. 42—57. The articles, “Ak-Koyunlu,” “Dhu’l Kadr,” EI2; 

“Akkoyunlar,” “Karakoyunlular,” I A.
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does not seem to have been uniform or to have attained the prosperity of 
the preceding era of stability in the thirteenth century, for the very 
existence of so many principalities in a constant state of war precluded such 
an attainment. By the middle of the century, the Ottomans had not only 
consolidated their position in Bithynia but had, significantly, absorbed 
the neighboring emirate of Karasi on the southwest borders of the 
O ttom an lands. Though the primary impetus of expansion for several 

decades thereafter carried the house of Osman into Europe, the sultans 
took an active interest in Anatolian politics in the reigns of both Orhan 
and M urad I. When a number of the Anatolian emirs, primarily Burhan 
al-Din and the princes of Germiyan and Karam an, sought to exploit 
Ottoman involvement in Europe (1389) by territorial aggression, Bayazid 
I rapidly marched to the east to confront his enemies. His appearance in 

Anatolia shortly after the battle of Kossovo Polye marks the next im
portant stage in the political development of Anatolia and indicates how 

far the Ottomans has outstripped the other Anatolian states. In his first 
Anatolian campaign (1389-90), Bayazid reduced the last independent 
Greek city in western Asia Minor, Philadelpheia (Alashehir), and 

annexed the principalities of Aydin, Saruhan, Menteshe, Hamid, and 
Germiyan. An alignment of Karamanids, Burhan al-Din, and the 
Djandarids temporarily halted Bayazid’s further expansion in central and 

eastern Anatolia, but by 1397 after having defeated the western Crusaders 
at Nicopolis, he beat Karamanoglu at Akchay, executed him, and 
annexed his lands with the city of Konya. One year later Bayazid’s 
victorious armies occupied the regions of Djanik, the domains of Burhan 
al-Din, and the towns of Albistan, M alatya, Behisna, Kahta, and 

Divrigi.289
It seemed that Anatolia, now largely (though not completely) in the 

possession of one ruler, would finally enjoy peace. But this was not yet 
to be the case because Bayazid’s expansion had been too rapid and the 
foundations of the empire were not set firmly. In  the east the last great 
world conqueror, Tim ur, had turned his eyes westward, and when the 
Turkish emirs so recently dispossessed by Bayazid looked about for possible 
support, they very naturally found it at T im ur’s court. The relations of the 

two rulers progressively worsened as Tim ur captured and sacked Sivas in 
1400, and two years later at the battle of Chubuk-ovas! near Ankara he 
scattered the armies of Bayazid and so thoroughly crippled the Ottomans 
that to contemporaries it appeared the O ttom an Empire had been forever

289 H. Inalcik, “Bayazid I,” EI2. Uzun^arsili, Anadolu Selcuklulari ve Anadolu beylikleri 
hakkinda bir mukaddime He Osmanli devletinin kurulusundan IstanbuVun fethine kadar, 2d ed. 
(Ankara, 1961), pp. 246-249, 260-268, 275-278, 295-301. Melikoff, “Germiyan- 
ogullari,” EI2. Flemming, Landschaftsgeschichte, passim. M. Berger de Xivrey, Memoire sur 
le vie et les ouvrages de Vempereur Manuel Paleologue (Paris, 1851), pp. 52-60, translates 
writings of Manuel II which have to do with a part of Bayazid’s campaign. The trans
lations, however, are not always accurate.
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destroyed.290 The effect of T im ur’s Anatolian campaign was to unsettle 
Anatolian political conditions for another half century as he restored 
many of the Turkish emirates to their former rulers and promoted 
division and strife within the domains of the sons of Bayazid. After the 
battle of Ankara, T im ur added his personal touch to the catastrophe, 
remaining in Anatolia for a considerable period of time and sending 
detachments of his army to reduce and plunder the regions of central and 
western Asia M inor.291

The reassertion of Ottom an authority in the peninsula following the 
Timurid holocaust was to stretch over the entire fifteenth century, 
though it was finally established in most of the regions by the end of the 
reign of M uham m ad II  (1481). M uham m ad I  laid the foundation for 
recovery from his base in Amasya as he removed his brother Isa from 
Bursa and united the European possessions with those in western Asia 
Minor. Some of the emirates, such as Saruhan, he annexed, while others 
he subjected to vassal status. His task in Anatolia was further complicated 
by the socioreligicus movement of Badr al-Din of Samavna, whose followers 
threw the regions of Aydin into a state of political and religious ferment in 
1416.292 His successor M urad I I  extended Ottom an possessions in the 
south and east with the annexation of Tekeili in 1424 and more importantly 
with the land of Germiyan which Yakub Chelebi ceded in  1428-29.293 
M uham m ad II conquered the Black Sea coastal region of Anatolia in 1460— 
61, taking Amastris from the Genoese, Sinope from the house of the 
Isfendiyarogullan, and putting an end to the empire of Trebizond.294 
The turn  of the Karamanids came next when from 1465 to 1468 
M uham m ad occupied Konya and their lands, though the dynasty con
tinued to be a factor in Anatolian affairs until the end of M uham m ad’s 
reign. U zun Hasan, ruler of the Akkoyunlu tribal confederation, having 
allowed himself to be isolated politically by M uham m ad II, eventually

290 M.-M. Alexandra-Dersca, La campagne de Timur en Anatolie (Bucharest, 1942). 
Inalcik, “Bayazid I,” EI2. G. Roloff, “Die Schlacht bei Angora,” Historische Zeitschrift, 
CLXI (1940), 244-262. Sharaf al-Din Ali-Yazdi, The History of Timur-Bec, Known by the 
Name of Tamerlain the Great, Emperor of the Mongols and Tatars; Being an Historical Journal 
of his Conquests in Asia and Europe, trans. Petis de la Croix (London, 1923), II, passim 
(hereafter cited as Sharaf al-Din Yazdi). Ashikpashazade, Vom Hirtenzelt zur hohen 
Pforte, trans. R. Kreutel (Graz, 1959), pp. 109-115 (hereafter cited as Ashikpashazade- 
Kreutel). E. Werner, Die Geburteiner Grossmacht-die Osmanen (1300-1481) (Berlin, 1966),
p p .170- 179*

291 Sharaf al-Din Ali Yazdi, II, 258-293. Uzungarsili Fethine Kadar, pp. 301-323.
282 H. J. Kissling, “Badr al-Din ibn Kadi Sam aw naEIa. Wittek, “De la defaite 

d’Ankara a la prise de Constantinople (un demi-siecle d’histoire ottomane),” R.EJ., XII 
(1938), 16-23. Ashikpshazade-Kreutel, pp. 130-132. Ashikpashazade, Tevarikh-i Ali 
Othman, ed. Ali Bey (Istanbul, 1332), pp. 91-93 (hereafter cited as Ashikpashazade-Ali).

293 Melikoff, “Germiyan-oghullari,” EI2. de Planhol, “Hamid,” EI2. Taeschner, 
“Antalya,” EIa.

294 Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, pp. 220-226. Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 155-160. Babinger, 
“La date de la prise de Trebizonde par les Turcs (1461),” R.E.B., VII (1950), 205-207; 
Mahomet II le Conquerant et son temps (1432-1481) (Paris, 1954), pp. 236 ff. Lampsides, 
“ TTcos f|Aco0ri f) Tpcarejous,” A.fT., XVII (1952), 15-54.
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suffered a decisive defeat at O tluq Beli in 1473.295 The reign of 
M uham m ad II was the decisive stage in the political reunification 
of Anatolia under the rule of a single state, yet the Turkmen dynasties of 
the Akkoyunlu (1502), D hu’l-K adr (1522), and Ram azan (1517) survived 
into the early years of the sixteenth century.296

Conclusions

The detailed analysis of Byzantine internal history prior to the battle of 
M anzikert (1071) and the narration of the critical political and military 
events in  Anatolia over four centuries have, it would seem, demonstrated 
two propositions:

1. The Byzantine defeat a t the hands of the Turks in 1071 and the 
subsequent penetration of the Turkmen tribes in the following decade 
were in large part the result of a half century of violent internal disorders.

2. The Turkish conquest, settlement, and political unification of 
Anatolia was a long process, the final completion of which occurred 
four hundred years after the battle of Manzikert.

295 Minorsky, “Akkoyunlu,” EI^ Babinger, Mahomet, pp. 373-374. Kramers, “Kara- 
man,” EI2. J. Aubin, “Notes sur quelques documents Aq Qoyunlu,” Melanges Louis 
Massignon (Damascus, 1956), I, 123-147.

296 Canard, “Cilicia,” El!. J, H. Mordtmann-V. L. Menage, “Dhu’l Kadr,” EI2. The 
unification of Anatolia did not bring a permanent end to upheaval and disruption of 
settled life. The rise of the Safavis as well as other internal disturbances had repercussions 
for the stability and security of parts of Anatolia. M. Akdag, Celali isyanlan (1550-1603), 
(Ankara, 1963); C. Orhonlu, Osmanli imparatorlugunda asiretleri iskan tê ebbiisu (Istanbul 
1963). By the seventeenth century, villages and agricultural activity had suffered from 
these rebellions, and the flight of some of the rural population from the land had followed. 
Because of this the government in Istanbul began to settle tribal groups in the deserted 
areas.
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III. The Beginnings o f Transformation

Nature of the Turkish Conquest in the Eleventh and Twelfth Centuries

Having established a general chronological structure and periodization 
of the Turkish conquests in the preceding chapter, the beginnings of the 
transformation by which Anatolia became Muslim must next be 
examined. This will entail discussion of three broad topics: the nature and 
effects of the Turkish conquests during the eleventh and twelfth centuries; 
the degree to which the Anatolian Christians had been integrated into 
Muslim society by the mid-thirteenth century; the character and results of 
the breakdown in the Konya-Nicaea equilibrium from the late thirteenth 
to the late fifteenth century.

Perhaps the single most fateful characteristic of the Turkish conquest 
in Anatolia was the longevity of the process, for this drawn-out period 
subjected Byzantine society to repeated shocks and dislocations. The 
Turks were not able to subdue Asia Minor quickly but achieved its com
plete conquest in a continuous process that lasted four centuries. Thus the 
conquest operated in piecemeal fashion. At certain periods it proceeded 
at an accelerated pace; a t other times it made little progress; and on rarer 

occasions it was even reversed. Consequently, a significant number of 
towns and extensive regions were besieged, conquered, or raided on more 
than one occasion. In  this, the Turkish subjugation of Asia Minor 
differed from the Arab conquest of the eastern Byzantine provinces in the 
seventh century wherein the regions of Syria, Palestine, and Egypt, 
disaffected because of religious persecutions on the part of the central 
government and weakened by the disbanding of the Arab client armies, 
fell rapidly and definitively to the Arabs in less that a decade, the issue 
having been decided by a few key battles. The striking difference between 
the rapidity of the Arab conquest and the slower progress of the Turks 
was due to geographic, ethnographic, and political factors. Anatolia is not 
only a large territory, but it is possessed of extensive mountainous areas 
that served as natural defenses against the invaders. In  addition, the factor 
of religious disaffection, though present among Armenians and Syrians 
in easternmost Anatolia, played no comparable role in central and western
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Asia Minor. Finally, Anatolia was much closer to the center of the Byzan
tine Empire than had been the provinces occupied by the Arabs and so 
was capable of greater resistance. As the state depended primarily on 
Anatolia for its resources and for much of its manpower, it could not and 
d id  not quietly acquiesce in  the Turkish occupation. The loss of Asia 
Minor was tantam ount to the destruction of the empire. The Byzantines, 
therefore, made serious efforts, in proportion to their sadly declining 
strength, first to reconquer and then to hold on to parts of Anatolia down 
to the period when Michael Palaeologus reconquered Constantinople in 
1261.

Related to the long-term, piecemeal nature of the Turkish conquest 
was the disappearance of political unity and stability from Anatolia for 
significant periods of time. Prior to the appearance of the Turks, the 
Anatolian peninsula had enjoyed a political unity under Constantinople 
which had ensured comparative stability (at least for the regions west of a 
line running through Trebizond, Caesareia, Tarsus; but also to a certain 
degree for the regions to the east as far as Antioch, Melitene, and A ni). 
Society was obliged to support only one ruler, one administration, and one 
army. The invasions and prolonged period of active subjugation by the 
newcomers changed this situation abruptly and radically as the invasions 
resulted in a bewildering proliferation of political entities on Anatolian 
soil. This generalization should, of course, be qualified. These conditions 
were not as exacerbated in the first half of the thirteenth century when 
there was stability for much of Anatolia as the result of developments at 
Konya and Nicaea. But this was an isolated situation in the period between 
the eleventh century and the Ottoman unification of Anatolia in  the 
fifteenth century. In  the period down to the mid-thirteenth century, there 
arose on Anatolian soil Greek states on the Aegean and Black Sea coasts, 
an Armenian state in Cilicia, and a number of Turkish principalities in the 
central and eastern regions— Seljuk, Danishmendid, Saltukid, Menguche- 
kid, Artukid. W ith the collapse in the relative and ephemeral stability 
of the Seljuks and Nicaea in the late thirteenth century, the appearance 
of the emirates throughout Anatolia brought a reversion to periods of 
anarchy and chaos until the emirates began to consolidate. The dis
appearance of political unity attendant upon the Turkish invasions not 
only brought considerable upheaval but often placed the Anatolian 
populations under the onerous burden of supporting a large array of 
courts, administrations, and armies.

The effects of the invasions down to the late twelfth century were most 
dramatically manifested in the pillaging and partial destruction of many 
urban and rural areas. Though no documentary materials survive which 
describe the process systematically, the existing chronicles give a clear 
overall picture of the upheaval. The most striking feature of this first 
period of Turkish conquest was the sacking of towns and villages in many
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regions of Anatolia, a num ber of these being pillaged on more than one 
occasion.1 In  some instances the sacking of a city or town entailed its 
complete destruction. But in the majority of cases the sacking of a city 
or town did not result in complete or immediate destruction, for these 
urban centers continued to exist, though often in a less prosperous state. 
The Turkish conquest was, however, accompanied by considerable 
destruction in terms of public buildings, houses, and churches. The Turkish 
epic, the Danishmendname, which gives a picture of the psychology of the 
conquerors, is replete with accounts of destruction of churches, mon
asteries, and places of habitation. The Byzantine sources characterize this 
period as one in which towns, churches, and buildings were destroyed by 
the Turks.2 Though the Greek historians have exaggerated in speaking of 
complete destruction, nevertheless this exaggeration was the result of the 
extensive destruction to urban and rural life resulting from this one and 
one-half century of warfare. T hat there is a substantial and significant 
truth in this exaggeration becomes evident upon examination of the 
circumstances of the conquest in the various regions of the peninsula. 
Prior to the battle of Manzikert, the im portant cities of Artze, Perkri, 
Melitene, Sebasteia, Ani, Caesareia, Neocaesareia, Amorium, Iconium, 
and Chonae had been sacked by the Turks.3

W ESTERN ANATOLIA

During the late eleventh and throughout the twelfth century, many 
parts of western Asia Minor were the scene of Turkish invasions, Byzantine 
counterattacks, and the ocasional appearance of Crusading armies. At 
the beginning of this period, as Alexius I  succeeded to the throne (1081), 
western Asia Minor was largely in the grip of the invaders. When the veil 
of historical silence covering the events of this first Turkish conquest is lifted 
two decades later, the sources reveal that the coastal towns of western 
Anatolia were in a destroyed state.4 The western Anatolian districts 
continued to experience the rigors of an unusually savage border warfare 
throughout much of the twelfth century.

A brief glance at the various regions of western Anatolia will clearly 
demonstrate the unrest that the Turkish invasions and settlement brought.

1 See the comment of Eustathius of Thessalonike in his address to Manuel I Comnenus, 
P.G., CXXXV, 944. ** "Q ttoAepikcov ekei'vcov cteictjjcov, o! tous GepeAious tcov TcopaiKoov 
ttoAecov fjv ote OrrovopEuaavTES avepprjyvuov.”

2 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, i6g. ** Kai ttocvtcov tcov oiKTm&rcov Kai tcov xwpkov 
Kai auTcov tcov ekkAt̂ o-icov tcov ev oAois toIs Tfjs ’AvaToArjs pepeaiv utt* ocutcov 
Epr) (JCO0EVTCOV Kai teAeov KaTOTpOTrcoSevTcov Kai els t6 ptjSev caroKaTaaravTCOv. Anna 
Comnena, III , 229. “ ’h^avi^ovTO pev ttoAeis, eAt̂ ovto 6£ x ^ P ai Kai Tracra ‘Pcopa- 
icov yfj Xpicmavcov aipaaiv EpiaivETo/*

3 For details see chapter ii.
4 Anna Comnena, III, 23. ct . . . f) tcov KCrra OaAaTTav 5iaK6ip6Vcov ttoAecov te Kai 

ycopcov AeriAaaia Kai TtavTEA'ns 6pEiTrcoais/> Ibid., 142, refers to this destitution all the way 
from Smyrna to Attaleia. “ . . . to koto ttjv TrapaAiccv Trjs 2 pi0pvr)s Kai peypiS auTfjs 
’ATTaAEfas 01 papPapoi teAeIcos f)pnrcoa-av.”
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The Bithynian regions were mostly in Turkish hands until the First 
Crusade. While the emperor was concerned with Robert Guiscard in the 
west, the Turks were ravaging all Bithynia and Thynia to the Bosphorus 
which was not as yet in  their possession.5 The second Byzantine-Norman 
war gave the Turks another opportunity, so that Abu’l-Kasim once more 
pillaged Bithynia all the way to the Bosphorus.6 Despite the reconquest of 
Nicaea following the First Crusade, Bithynia continued to suffer from heavy 
raiding throughout the reign of Alexius.7 In  1113 an army of between
40,000 and 50,000 from Persia devastated this and other neighboring 
regions (Prusa, Apollonias, Lopadium, Cyzicus, Lake Ascania),8 and 
such attacks continued from the direction of Iconium in 1115-16. There 
is some record of further Turkmen incursions into Bithynia in the last 
quarter of the twelfth century when the emperor Alexius I I I  entered the 
regions of Nicaea and Prusa to protect the cities from the attacks of the 
Turkmens encamped about the Bathys near Dorylaeum.9 But inasmuch 
as the Turkmens had been settled near Dorylaeum for most of the period, 
it is not unlikely that they had continued their raiding expeditions into 
Bithynia during the reigns of John II  and Manuel I.10 The breakdown of 
Byzantine administrative cpntrol, especially as a result of the rebellion 
against Andronicus I Comnenus in 1183-84, no doubt greatly hastened 
the process, as the revels utilized Turkmens in their armies.11 The 
appearance of the Latins in Bithynia immediately following the capture 
of Constantinople added to the confusion.12 Mysia and the Propontis bore 
the brunt of the invasions and raids of the emirs Tzachas and Elchanes at 
the end of the eleventh century,13 and though Alexius succeeded in remov
ing both from this district, the latter years of his reign witnessed severe 
raids, in 1113 and again in 1115-16, by the Turkish armies from Persia.14

The western river valleys of the Caicus, Hermus, Cayster, and M aean
der were frequently invaded and wasted. The Caicus as well as the regions 
north of Adramyttium were sorely vexed by incursions throughout the 
twelfth century, and large rural areas became depopulated.15 The Hermus

5 Anna Comnena, I, 136. Even before the accession of Alexius, Attaliates, 269, 
tcov ToupKcov tt)v otto 8ccAccCT<7r)s lieypi Nikcuocs vepopEvcov 'TTEpixcopov.”

6 Anna Comnena, II, 63.
7 The followers of Peter the Hermit also contributed by ravaging the area up to Nico- 

media. Anna Comnena, II, 210.
8 Ibid., Ill, 159-169, 187 ff, 193, reports the advance of another Turkish army on 

Nicaea.
9 Nicetas Choniates, 657-658.
10 This is specifically stated for the regions of Pithecas and Melangeia during the reign 

of Manuel. Nicetas Choniates, 71. Cinnamus, 36, remarks that Bithynia had been very 
accessible to the Turks.

11 Nicetas Choniates, 363-375. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 337-340. The reprisals of 
Andronicus against the cities were savage.

12 Nicetas Choniates, 796, reports that Henry “ EKeipe t&s troAeiSKai 6!ET̂8elKOCKcbs.,,
13 Anna Comnena, II, 79, 165-166.
™Ibid., Ill, 159-169, 187-188.
15 Nicetas Choniates 195, “ . . . tt̂ v Epquov . . . ttjv Trpcbnv ocoiktitov/ ’
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valley was in part conquered by Tzachas,16 and in  m o - i i  Hasan of 
Cappadocia pillaged the eastern reaches of the valley,17 and shortly 
thereafter the Seljuk prince Malik Shah threatened Philadelpheia and 

the coastal regions.18 The Cayster-Celbianum region was threatened by the 
armies of Hasan in  11 io- i i, again in the reign of M anuel I, and by the 
emir Same when Isaac I I  Angelus summoned the Byzantine troops of that 
area to Europe.19 The towns and countryside of the fertile M aeander 
valley in particular suffered from Turkish raids in the late eleventh and 
the twelfth century. Though Alexius was able to restore some order to the 
M aeandrian regions, soon after his death John I I  Comnenus was forced 
to move against the Turks who were once more pillaging the valley.20 By 
the reign of Manuel, the Turks seem to have raided the valley with 
regularity. Early in  his reign M anuel I  was forced to relieve the suffering 
towns,21 for the Turkmens had settled a t the source of the M aeander and 
were, apparently, raiding almost unhindered.22 More imposing from the 

point of view of size was the raid of the Atabeg, with an army of 24,000, 
down the M aeander to the sea, which ravaged many of the towns 
severely.23 Upon the death of Manuel the last semblance of vigorous defense 
disappeared and the Turks raided even more frequently, on occasion 
being brought in by Greek rebels. After his defeat in  1192, Pseudoalexius 
acquired 8,000 Turkmens from the emir Arsane (Arslan?) and pillaged 
the valley destroying the harvests.24 Kaykhusraw, falling unexpectedly 
upon the middle and upper regions of the M aeander, captured a num ber 
of towns and took away the inhabitants.25 A rebellious tax collector, 
Michael, obtained troops from the sultan Rukn al-Din and the towns of 
the M aeander were once more raided.26 In  the early thirteenth century 
Manuel Maurozomes, with the aid of Turkish troops, ravaged the valley 
towns but was driven out by Theodore Lascaris.27

M any of the districts and towns of Phrygia were in the center of the 
battleground between Muslim and Christian armies. After the defeat of 
the Turks by the First Crusades a t Dorylaeum, the Turks retreated

16 Anna Comnena, II, no; III, 143.
17 Ibid.a Ill, 144-145.
1BIbid., 154- 155*
19 Ibid., Ill, 144-145, 157. Cinnamus, 39-40. Nicetas Choniates, 481.
20 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 190.
21 Nicetas Choniates, 71.
22 On returning from the battle against the sultan, Manuel made his way to the source 

of the Maeander thinking himself to be safely out of Turkish territory there. But here he 
came upon a large encampment of Turkmens and their tents. These Turkmens, who were 
under a certain Rama, were in the habit of plundering the neighboring land of the Greeks. 
Cinnamus, 60, " Kai cos kot’ 1605 to avrcov tous ek ysiTovcov ‘Pcopaicov f)S*rj Kai vuv 
ArjcrreucjavTEs Aa<pupcov TrArjCT&HEvot fiKouai.”

23 Nicetas Choniates, 250-252.
24 Ibid., 550-551. He came to be called KCcvaaXcbvr)S. These Turkmens were habitually 

raiding Greek lands, ** . . . 01 Aî ctteueiv toc ‘Pcô aicov EicbOrjaav/*
25 Ibid., 655.
26 Ibid., 700-701.
27 Ibid., 827.
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toward Iconium, and in an effort to scorch the earth in the path of the 
Crusaders, they gained entrance into the Greek towns, pillaged the houses 
and churches, carried off the livestock, silver, gold, and other booty, and 
then burned and destroyed everything that they could not carry away and 
that might have been of some use to the Latins. Later in  his reign, the 
emperor Alexius I passed through the same areas and sought to destroy 
the Turkish encampments and to waste the area so tha t the Turks would 
not be able to use it to attack the empire. The sultan also scorched the 
earth about Iconium. As the region had become the border between 
Greek and Turkish possessions, it was slowly being turned to wasteland 
as a result of the frequent military campaigns and by express desire of 
both sides so that invaders might not find sustenance in these regions.28 
As Phrygia remained a critical frontier area in the reigns of John and 
Manuel, it suffered considerably from Turkish raiding,29 but with the 
battle of Myriocephalum it was largely lost to the Turks. Pamphylia and 
Pisidia had a fate similar to tha t of Phrygia. After the initial recovery of the 
area by Alexius and John, the Turks raided and expanded into the region, 
until by 1204 little outside Attaleia remained Byzantine.30 In the m id
twelfth century the fertile agricultural area of Attaleia was so unsafe 
because of the Turks that the inhabitants had to im port their grain by 
sea.31 There are indications tha t Lycia and Caria also saw repeated 
waves of incursions.32

Though the contemporary narratives give only a partial account of the 
events and situation in western Anatolia, these are sufficient to indicate 
that the invasions and warfare brought considerable upheaval to the 
western Anatolian districts of Bithynia, Mysia, Lydia, Caria, Ionia, 
Lycia, Phrygia, Pamphylia, and Pisidia. The majority of the raids have 
remained unchronicled, for the Seljuks a t this time had nothing in the way 
of chronicles (at least chronicles that have survived), and the Byzantine 
historians were too concerned with the capital to note the recurring 
raids. I t is to be assumed that the border raids of the Turkmens were 
constantly operative, and in fact the language of the Byzantine chronicles 
states this explicitly.33 The disruption and destruction often brought by 
the Turkish raids to Byzantine urban and rural society in western Asia 
M inor were extensive, and a number of authors refer to this phenomenon 
in very general terms. Anna Comnena speaks of the Turkish “satraps”

28 Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-55. Alexius burned Turkish settlements wherever he found 
them in order to protect his lands from the Turkmen raids, William of Tyre, VI, xii. 
Alexius had the villages of Bourtzes burned because of the Turks, and then removed all 
the Greeks, Anna Comnena, III, 200-203. Tudebodus, R.H.C., O.C., III, 29.

29 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 190. Nicetas Choniates* 71-72. Cinnamus, 179.
30 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 190-191, 208. Nicetas Choniates, 50, 689.
31 William of Tyre, XVI, xxvi.
32 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 17, 19, 84, 87; IV, 323—329, where it is implied that the 

destruction of Latrus at the end of the eleventh was repeated again in the twelfth century.
33 Cinnamus, 59-60. Nicetas Choniates, 551.
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/

who at the end of the eleventh century were “plundering all,”34 and of the 
“ plundering and complete ruin of the cities and lands situated on the sea 
coast.”35 After the second Norman crisis (1107-08), Alexius devoted his 

attention to the cities of western Asia Minor, “ reasoning that the bar
barians had completely destroyed the coast from Smyrna to Attaleia 
itself.” 36

W hen the Second Crusaders came to Anatolia almost half a century 
later the situation had changed very little. Odo of Deuil remarks that the 
Turks had expelled the Greeks from a great part of “ Rom ania,” and had 
devastated much of it. As the Crusaders advanced south of Adramyttium 
they found many cities along the coastal regions in ruins and they 
observed that the Greeks still inhabited only those towns that had been 
rebuilt and girded with walls and towers.37

The question arises, however, as to whether such general statements 
that Anna Comnena and Odo of Deuil have made are historically 
reliable. The account of Anna Comnena in regard to the destruction of the 
coastal towns and to the destruction in western Asia M inor seems to be 
corroborated by an examination of the fate of a num ber of towns, villages, 
and areas, as well as by certain archaeological evidence.

Cyzicus fell to the Turks in the reign of Nicephorus I I I  Botaniates, 
was taken a second time by the emir Elchanes in the reign of Alexius I, 
and then pillaged by a Turkish army from Persia in m 3 . 38 Elchanes 
took Apollonias, and though recaptured by the Byzantines, the Turks 
ravaged its environs in 1113.39 Anna Comnena relates that the environs of 
Lopadium suffered ravaging in  the reign of Alexius I, and that shortly 
afterward the Turks who had taken and pillaged Cyzicus in 1113 sacked 

Lopadium during the same campaign.40 The extent of the destruction of 
Lopadium, and perhaps by implication that of Cyzicus, Apollonias, and 
Cius, is indirectly revealed by the historian Cinnamus who remarks that 
the emperor John I I  had to rebuild the fort of Lopadium anew.41 It 
suffered severe chastisement after its unsuccessful rebellion against Andron
icus I Comnenus in 1184.42 Poimamenum must have experienced the same

34 Anna Comnena, III, 23.
35 Ibid.
36 Ibid., 142, “  . . . Aoyi£o|JEvos ocC/Ois ottcos tcc kot& tt v̂ uapaAiav Trjs Spupvris

Kai W6XPl$ 'AiraAdas oi (3ap|3apoi TsAeicos flp̂ T̂ coaav.,, That this destruction in
cludes the cities is specifically stated, “ ev Seivco erroieiTO, ei prq Kai Tas rrdAeis aO0is es 
tt|V TrpoTEpav BTravayayoi KaT&oracnv Kai tov rrpcpriv airoSorri Koopov Kai tous 
ocTravTaxfj aK£5aa6£vTas sttoikous aOTais sT̂ avaa■<JbCTÔ ■o.,,

37 Odo of Deuil, pp. 86-89, “Quam cum tota esset iuris Graecorum, hanc ex magna 
parte Turci possident, illis expulsis, aliam destruxerunt.” Pp. 106-107, “Ibi multas urbes 
destructas invenimus . . . .” The accounts of the Third Crusade also bear testimony to 
destroyed towns.

38 Anna Comnena, I, 69; II, 79—80; III, 165-166.
39 Ibid., II, 79-80; III, 165.
i0Ibid., Ill, 143, 165.
41 Cinnamus, 38, “ sv0a paaiAei ’Icoavvr) 9poupiov ti ek Kaivfjs dvcpKoSoprifiTp”
42 Nicetas Choniates, 374-375.
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fate as Apollonias, having fallen to Elchanes and its environs having been 
wasted in m 3 . 43 The environs of Abydus were devastated by Tzachas 
and by the Turkish invasion of 1113,44 but there is no indication tha t the 

town itself fell. The nature of the destruction the emir Tzachas wrought 
is most clearly depicted in the case of Adramyttium.

It was formerly a most populous city. At that time when Tzachas was plundering 
the regions of Smyrna, destroying, he also obliterated it [Adramyttium]. The sight 
of the obliteration of such a city [was such] that it seemed that man never dwelled 
in it.45

Shortly afterward in 1113 the Turks raided in the vicinity of Adramyttium. 
Indeed Adramyttium and its nearby villages suffered severely throughout 
the twelfth century from Turkish raids until M anuel walled the city and 
built fortresses in the depopulated countryside to protect the peasants.46 
Odo of Deuil remarks tha t the Crusaders immediately upon proceeding 
south of Adram yttiunf encountered ruined towns.47 Chliara and Perga- 

mum probably experienced much the same fate as Adramyttium, these 
regions having been devastated by at least three Turkish raids in the reign 
of Alexius I ,48 and they continued to be subject to pillaging in the reigns 
of John I I  and M anuel I. Before the latter fortified the cities and the 
countryside, the rural area had been abandoned by the inhabitants.49 
Calamus, one of the villages of the theme of Neocastron (Adramyttium, 
Pergamum, Chliara), was no longer inhabited by the time of the third 
Crusade,50 and Meleum (located between Calamus and Philadelpheia) 
was in a  destroyed state by the latter part of the twelfth century.51 Tzachas 
took Smyrna, Clazomenae, Phocaea, and reached the Propontid regions 
wasting their environs,52 and somewhat later Hasan raided Nymphaeum 

and the district of Smyrna.53 Ephesus had fallen to the emir Tangripermes 
but was reconquered in the reign of Alexius I. Located on the convenient 
river route of the Cayster, it was no doubt accessible to raiding parties

43 Anna Comnena, II, 80-81; III, 165.
44 Ibid., II, 165; III, 166.
43 Ibid., III, 14,3. “ ttoAt$ 6e TTpcor\v p.ev fjv TToXuavQpcoTroTocTT)' otr^vka 5e 6 

T^ofyas toc Korra tt|v Znupvrjv eArĵ ETO Kai auTrjv TravTEAcos EpiTtcbaas f|<j>avias. tov 
youv TravTEAq acpaviapov ti ŝ ToiauTris 0EaaapEvos ttoAecos, SokeIv nrj8£ avOpamov 
KOTOiKfjcrai ttote ev avrrrj.”

46 Nicetas Choniates, 194-195. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 268.
47 Odo of Deuil, p. 107. He adds that the Greeks inhabited only the fortified towns, no 

doubt a reference to the towns that Manuel and his predecessors had fortified.
48 Anna Comnena, III, 144-145, 155, 166. The expeditions of Hasan, 1109-n, Malik 

Shah, 1111, the Turks from Persia, 1113.
49 Nicetas Choniates, 194-195. Theodore Scutariotes, 268, " cx\ TTEpi aCrras x^Pal 

aokriTOi ts fjaav to TTpiv.”
50 W. Ramsay, The Historical Geography of Asia Minor (London, 1890), p. 130.
51 Historia Peregrinorum, ed. A. Chroust, S.R.G., nova series V (Berlin, 1928),

p. 154.
52 Anna Comnena, II, no; III, 25. Tzachas surrendered it peacefully, but when a 

Syrian killed the Byzantine admiral, the sailors are reported to have slain 10,000 
inhabitants.

53 Ibid., Ill, 145. Sardes, which had previously been in Turkish hands, would likewise 
have been exposed. Ibid., 27.
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such as those that had sought to enter the valley in 11 io- i i, again in the 
reign of Manuel Gomnenus, and during the rule of Isaac II .54 Odo of 
Deuil notes that in the mid-twelfth century the tomb of St. John at 

Ephesus was surrounded by walls to keep the “pagans” out, and that there 
were “ruins” in Ephesus.55 Philadelpheia was retaken from the Turks 
after the recapture of Ephesus, but because of its more easterly location it 
was under constant pressure from the neighboring Turkmens. In  11 io- i i 
Hasan besieged the city with 24,000 men, sending them out to plunder 
the villages about Celbianum, Smyrna, Nymphaeum, Chliara, and in 
111 r the armies of the prince Malik Shah raided the territory around 
Philadelpheia as well as about Pergamum, Chliara, and Celbianum.56 
I t  was the scene of two rebellions and of opposition to the Third Crusade 
in the latter part of the twelfth century.57 In  1176 the Atabeg and his 
troops took and sacked many of the M aeandrian towns including Tralles, 
Louma, Antioch, and Pentacheir.58 Farther to the south the coastal towns 
also received rough handling. Melanoudium and the mountain regions of 
Latmus were sacked prior to the accession of Alexius I ;59 Strobilus was 
destroyed by the Turks, as Saewulf reported when he visited the site in 
1103.60 The Turks sacked the numerous monastic establishments of these 
regions, destroying and desecrating them, and driving out the monks. 
The monasteries of Latrus were once more pillaged toward the end of the 
twelfth century. The town of M yra suffered the fate of Strobilus and the 
other coastal cities.61

The Turks sacked Attaleia in the eleventh century, and consequently

84 Ibid., 144-145, 157. Cinnamus, 39-40. Nicetas Choniates, 480-481.
55 Odo of Deuil, pp. 106-107. The abbot Daniel, who visited Ephesus in 1106-07, 

relates that Ephesus was located on a mountain four versts from the sea, P.P.T.S., IV, 
5-6. Al-Idrisi, II, 303, remarks that it was in ruins. The church was in such a dilapidated 
shape in the twelfth century that tessarae from the mosaic decoration were falling upon 
the head of the metropolitan during the liturgy, R. Browning, “The Speeches and Letters 
of Georgios Tornikes Metropolitan of Ephesos (XHth Century),” Actes du XIIe Congres 
international d'etudes byzantines (Belgrade, 1964), II, 424.

56 Anna Comnena, III, 27, 144, 154-157.
57 Nicetas Choniates, 340, 521-522. Ansbert, p. 73.
58 Nicetas Choniates, 251. " Tas MaiavSpwas smcov ttoAeis eSrjou okTpcos, eapoAas 

ccKrjpuKTOUS Kai eq>66ous aTtpooTrrovs TiOepevos. TrapecrrricraTO 5e Kai Tas TpaAAeis • • • 
66co TTpoicov Kai Tas Trapa0aAaTTi6ious eAupfjvaTO y^pas.”

59 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 16-19, 24, 30, 61-63, 87.
60 “Ad Strovilo civitatem pulcherimam, sed a Turcis omnino devastatam,” in W. 

Tomaschek, Zur historischen Topographie von Kleinasien im Mittelalter, Sitz. der kaiser. Akad. 
der Wiss. in Wien, Phil.-Hist. Kl., CXXIV (1891), 39. Saewulf, P.P.T.S., IV, 29.

61 The documents in Miklosich et Muller, VI, 17-19, 24—25, 61, 84, 87; IV, 323—325, 
329, give considerable information on the. fate of the monastic communities. What 
occurred here was doubtlessly repeated in many other parts of Anatolia, as is suggested in 
the Danishmendname. St. Christodoulus relates that only the chrysobulls without 
valuable ornamentations survived the sack. All others were carried off by the Turks. In 
the various accounts of the translation of St. Nicholas, it is recorded that Myra had been 
destroyed by the Turks, R.H.C., H.O., V1} xlvi. Though some of this data is not reliable, 
this particular feature of the narrative seems to be confirmed by Anna Comnena’s 
testimony of the destruction of these regions. Myra and Patara appear as destroyed 
towns in the fourteenth century, see below.
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it was one of the cities Alexius rebuilt.62 Because of its geographical location 
and Turkish pressure from the north, the city was largely isolated in terms 
of land communication. John Comnenus made two expeditions in the 

regions to the north of Attaleia in order to settle conditions there, but 
evidently he achieved only partial success.63 By the time of the Second 
Crusade (1147), Attaleia was so hard pressed by the Turks that the 
inhabitants could not cultivate their fields and as has already been 
mentioned they had to bring grain by sea.64 During the revolt of 
Andronicus Comnenus (1182) the sultan of Konya subjected the city to a 
severe siege.65

The mountainous regions to the east of the river valleys, which separate 
the Anatolian plateau from the coastal districts, constituted areas of 
almost continuous strife. This geographical district, stretching from 
Dorylaeum in the northwest to Iconium in the southeast came to be a 
no-man’s land which Greeks, Turks, and Crusaders repeatedly devastated. 
On the northern edge of this region the Bithynian towns and countryside 
experienced numerous raids immediately following the battle of Manzikert. 

Nicomedia, recaptured by the Byzantines in the late eleventh century, 
was still a “lofty ruins” set among thorns and bushes in the mid-twelfth 
century.66 Nicaea, while yet in the hands of the Turks, was besieged by the 
emir Burzuk for three months,67 and shortly thereafter by Buzan.68 The 
reconquest of the city by the Crusaders entailed some difficulties, for the 
unruly troops of Peter the H erm it pillaged the houses and churches en 
route to Nicomedia. In  the north the depredations begun by the Norman 
mercenary Roussel terminated in the destruction of both towns by the 
Turks who left them desolate ruins.69 The Turks once more laid siege to 
Nicaea in 1113, when they ravaged Bithynia and the Propontis.70 In  the 
latter half of the twelfth century the pressure of the Turks about the 
Bithynian region, as well as an abortive rebellion against Andronicus 
Comnenus, brought some hardship to Nicaea.71 Prusa experienced 
practically the same history as Nicaea down to the end of the twelfth 
century. The fate of eastern Bithynia, however, is not at all clear, with the 
solitary exception of Claudiopolis which almost fell to the Turks bu t was

62 Anna Comnena, III, 142. Al-Idrisi, II, 134, refers to it as the “Burnt/’ and remarks 
that it is built away from the old site, but this probably refers to Side. See A. M. Mansel, 
Die Ruinen von Side (Berlin, 1963); Mansel, “Side,” P.W., Supplementband, X (1965), 
879“9t8-

63 Nicetas Choniates, 17-19, 50. Cinnamus, 7, 22. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 
i90”i9ij 208.

64 William of Tyre, XVI, xxvi.
65 Nicetas Choniates, 340.
66 Odo of Deuil, pp. 88-89.
67 Anna Comnena, II, 72.
68 Ibid., II, 74. Matthew of Edessa, p. 203.
69 Anna Comnena, II, 210. Attaliates, 267-268. In the days of Michael VII this region 

had become “ . . . apripoj Kai dokriTOS Kai apcrros . . Gesta Francorum, pp. 6-9.
70 Anna Comnena, III, 164.
71 Nicetas Choniates, 363-371, 658.
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saved by the appearance of the emperor M anuel.72 The Turks had laid 
waste the towns of Pithecas and M alagina located on the westernmost 
bend of the Sangarius River so that M anuel was forced to rebuild and 

fortify them .73 Both Dorylaeum and Cotyaeum on the Tembris River 
were also sacked by the Turks, and they became areas of Turkish settle
ment. Dorylaeum had lain an uninhabited ruin for a century and, with 
the exception of a few stones, had completely disappeared.74 Before 
Manuel decided to rebuild Dorylaeum in 1175, it had been a pasturage 

for the flocks of the Turks.75

There was a time when this Dorylaeum was one of the great cities of Asia and 
very noteworthy. A gentle breeze blows upon the land, and it has about it very 
extensive level plains of extraordinary beauty [which are] so rich and fertile that 
they give forth rich grass and supply ripe ears of grain. A river sends its stream 
through it and it is beautiful to see and sweet to taste. There is such a quantity of 
fish swimming in it, that no matter how much those fishing take, fish are never 
lacking. Here, formerly, splendid mansions were built by the Caesar Melissenus, 
the villages were populous, and [there were] natural hot springs, stoas and baths, 
and all such things as bring pleasure to men. These things did the land provide 
in abundance. But the Persians [Turks], when the invasion of the land of the 
Rhomaioi was at its height, had razed the city to the ground and made it com
pletely destitute of people, and they obliterated everything in it, even the thin 
trace of its former dignity. It was such a city. Then about 2,000 Persian [Turkish] 
nomads were camped about it in tents as is their custom.76

While M anuel was rebuilding Dorylaeum, the nomads burned the area 
and their tents so that the Greeks would find no sustenance.77 But the 
emperor’s accomplishment was short-lived for Dorylaeum was evidently 
retaken by Kilidj Arslan and his son Mas‘ud took possession of it .78 After 

M anuel’s death the sultan sacked Cotyaeum79 and henceforth it seems to 
have remained in Turkish hands.80 Farther to the southeast the Turks 
sacked the city of Amorium in  the reign of Romanus IV ,81 and though 
there were Byzantine campaigns in the region of Amorium in the first 
half of the twelfth century,82 it was removed from the Byzantino-Turkish 
frontier. Greeks and Turks fought over Cedrea, Polybotus, and Philo
melium for long periods, and both M anuel Comnenus and Frederick

112 Ibid., 257-259.
73 Ibid., 71. Cinnamus, 36, 38.
74 Euthymius Malaces, ed. C. Bones, “  EuOupiou tou MoAokti pqTpoTroAiTOU Necov 

TTaTpcov ( ‘YttAttis), 8vo syKcopiaariKol Aoyoi, vvv to TrpcoTov £k5i56pevoi, ei$ tov 
auTOKpotTopa Mavouf|A A' Kopqvriov (1143/80),”  0EoAoyfa, X IX  ( 1941- 48), 529 
(hereafter cited as Euthymius Malaces-Bones).

75 Nicetas Choniates, 228. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 283.
76 Cinnamus, 294-295.
77 Nicetas Choniates, 228.
78 Ibid., 689
79 Ibid., 340. xai to KotuAeiov iEfiTropOricrE.”
80 Ibid., 689.
81 Scylitzes, II, 678.
82 Anna Comnena, III, 199-201. Theodore Prodromus, P.G., CXXXIII, 1382.
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Barbarossa burned Philomelium.83 By the latter half of the twelfth 
century, Myriocephalum was uninhabited.84 The towns between Limnai 
and the middle M aeander were especially exposed to raids by both the 

neighboring Turkmens and the forces of the sultan in Konya. Sozopolis, 
in the hands of the Turks for about half a century, was retaken by John 
Comnenus,85 but the Turks besieged it soon afterward.86 Relatively 
isolated, Sozopolis and the neighboring villages were taken and sacked by 
the sultan (during the revolution of Andronicus Comnenus when the 
cities of Byzantine Asia Minor were engulfed in civil strife)87 and hence
forth remained Turkish. The towns of the Pentapolis were in ruins by the 

end of the twelfth century ;88 M anuel found Choma-Soublaion a shambles,89 
and Lampe probably suffered extensively from the raiding of both sides.90 
Though Laodiceia and Chonae fared better than most of the cities between 
Limnai and the M aeander,91 the latter city was pillaged by the Turks in 
1070,92 and both cities were certainly in Turkish hands by 1081. 
Laodiceia and possibly Chonae as well were reoccupied by the Byzan
tines at the end of the eleventh century.93 The Turks retook Laodiceia, 

however, and so once more the Byzantine emperor John Comnenus had 
to remove them .94 During the reign of M anuel the armies of Kilidj Arslan 
sacked the city so thoroughly, that it eventually had to be restored.95 
The environs of both Laodiceia and Chonae were ravaged by the Greek 
rebel Theodore Mangaphas and his Turkish troops,96 and somewhat 
later the rebel Pseudoalexius ravaged the outskirts of Chonae with 8,000 
Turkish troops who destroyed the church of the Archangel Michael, 

its famous mosaics and the a ltar.97 The towns of the upper M aeander 
seem to have fared less well and when the Third Crusaders passed through

83 Anna Comnena, III, 27, 199-201, 203. Nicetas Choniates, 71-72, 540. Cinnamus, 
41-42. Salimbene, p. 11.

84 Nicetas Choniates, 231.
85 Cinnamus, 6-7. Nicetas Choniates, 18. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 190-191.
86 Cinnamus, 22.
87 Nicetas Choniates, 340, “ . . . Tr|v te I coJottoAiv iroAspou vopco kcctectxe, Kai tocs 

TTsptf kcopottoAeis ArpaapEvos O9* eccutov ETroifiaaTO.33
88 Manuel had previously driven the Turkmens out of the area but they must have 

returned soon after, Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 253.
89 Nicetas Choniates, 229. Cinnamus, 298.
90 Anna Comnena, III, 27. Nicetas Choniates, 231. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 296.
91 Michael Acominatus, MiyccriA *Akojjivcctou tou Xgovicctov to: oco^opEva, ed. 

S. Lampros (Athens, 1879), I, 52-53 (hereafter cited as Michael Acominatus-Lampros), 
speaks proudly of his patris, Chonae, as, "  f[ te tt6Ais aurots povr) ayeSov ti pepevtjke 
toi$ TTepaais avaAcoTos.”

92 Attaliates, 140-141. Cedrenus, II, 686-687.
93 Anna Comnena, III, 27.
94 Cinnamus, 5-6. Nicetas Choniates, 17-18. Theodore Prodromus, P.G., CXXXIII, 

1382. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 190-191.
95 Nicetas Choniates, 163, “ . . . Kcrra Cbpuyiocv gKTropdsI Aao5iKEiav, ouketi 

oC/ctccv CTUvotKOupEvr|v cos vuv Icopcrra!.33
96 Ibid., 523.
97 Ibid., 552-553. Chonae seems to have remained a vital economic and religious center 

as a result of its famed church and commercial fairs, Michael Acominatus-Lampros, I
56-57-
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the region, they found both Hierapolis and Tripolis destroyed (1190).98 
Kaykhusraw, in raiding the towns of the M aeander, carried away the 
populations of Tantalus and Caria.99 Caria had previously been sacked 

and part of the population enslaved by the Turkish troops under Theodore 
M angaphas,100 and Antioch ad M aeandrum was among the riverine 
towns that the Atabeg sacked in 1176.101

EASTERN ANATOLIA

Greater Armenia, the lower Pyramus district, the eastern regions 
of the Halys, and Cappadocia were partially convulsed by invasions and 
raids in this same period. The invasions were followed by struggles of 
Seljuks, Danishmendids, Saltukids, Menguchekids, Artukids, and 
Armenians, which kept eastern Anatolia in a state of war. Cappadocia 
was raided repeatedly in the eleventh century. In 1067 the Turks plun
dered and burned the city of Caesareia and sacked the celebrated shrine 

of St. Basil,102 and in 1069 they once more ravaged Cappadocia.103 Shortly 
after the battle of Manzikert the Turks again appeared before the remains 
of Caesareia and, spreading out, sacked the Cappadocian villages.104 
Though Cappadocia passed in  part under the control of the Danishmen
dids in the late eleventh century,105 Caesareia still lay in ruins when the 
First Crusaders came through the area106 and until 1134 when the 
Danishmendid M uhamm ad rebuilt the city.107 An eight-year period of 
ravages by Turkmens in Cappadocia and adjacent regions began in 1185 
(or 1186-87) 5 these raids were quite serious.108 According to the archaeol
ogical and epigraphical evidence, the famous Byzantine troglodyte mon
astic communities of Cappadocia declined in the late eleventh and twelfth 
centuries109 and were to revive only with the stability of the thirteenth 
century.

98 Ansbert, pp. 74-75. Historia Peregrinorum, p. 154, “. . . a Turcis dirutam . . .”
89 Nicetas Choniates, 655.
100 Ibid.} 523.
101 Ibid.s 251.
102 Attaliates, 93-94. Cedrenus, II, 661.
103 Attaliates, 135-137. Scylitzes, II, 683-684.
104 Attaliates, 184. Bryennius, 58—60. Alexius Comnenus had to keep to the mountains 

to avoid them.
105 Michael the Syrian, III, 173-
106 Baldricus, R.H.C,, H.O., IV, 39, “venerunt quoque ad Caesaream Cappadociae 

quae ad solum diruta erat: ruinae tamen utcumque subsistentes quanta fuerit ilia Caesarea 
testabantur.”

107 Bar Hebraeus, I, 258: “Then this Malik Mahammad restored Caesarea of Cappa
docia, which had been destroyed for a long time, and there he dwealt.” Michael the 
Syrian, III, 237: “II se mit k restaurer la ville de Cesar^e, en Cappadoce, qui etait 
ruinae depuis longtemps. II en retrancha une partie; et il y batit des Edifices avec les 
pierres de marbre qu’on arrachait des temples superbes. II y habitait constamment.” 
The city was finally incorporated into the Seljuk domains by Kilidj II Arslan in 1169. 
Michael the Syrian, III, 332. Nicetas Choniates, 159.

108 Michael the Syrian, III, 400-402. The chronicler remarks that he is not able to 
record all the massacres that took place in these eight years. Bar Hebraeus, I, 321-322.

109 De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, IIl5 395-400. N. and M. Thierry, Nouvelles iglises 
rupestres de Cappadoce (Paris, 1963), pp. 220-222.
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The regions of the upper Pyramus, or Gaihan, River likewise suffered. 
Al-Harawi, the Arab traveler of the late twelfth century, found the town 
of Arabissus in ruins110 whereas Albistan and the regions of the upper 

Pyramus were very seriously depopulated by the expedition of Yakub 
Arslan in 1155-56.111 M arash was able to resist the Turks in the early 
period but changed hands between Christians112 and was damaged 
severely by an earthquake either in 1114 or 1115.113 M uhammad the 
Danishmendid burned the environs of Marash and its villages in 1136—37114 
and Kilidj Arslan took it in 1148.115 The regions of the Euphrates in 
southeastern Anatolia were similarly exposed to the vicissitudes entailed 
in the competition of various Turkish dynasties and in the raid of Turkish 
tribes, the upheaval extending as far south as Antioch.116 Here the 
situation is somewhat clearer as the texts of M atthew of Edessa and 
Michael the Syrian take as their focal points Edessa and Melitene 
respectively. In  1120-21 the Artukid Ilghazi burned the villages, en
slaving and massacring the populations, from Tell Bashir northward to 
Kaisum.117 Shortly after 1134 Afshin pillaged the regions of Kaisum only 
to be followed by Mascud who in his first raid pillaged and took captives 
in the neighborhood. He returned a second time and reduced to ashes the 
nearby villages.118 In 1136—37 M uhammad the Danishmendid burned 
the villages and monasteries of the land about the town, including the 
monastery of Garmir Vank.119 In  1140-41 the inhabitants temporarily 
abandoned the town and so the Turks sacked and burned it.120 Finally 
in 1179 Kilidj Arslan destroyed its walls and carried the inhabitants off 
into captivity.121

Edessa resisted the Turks for a comparatively long time, though it had 
been besieged and its environs ravaged on numerous occasions by the 
end of the eleventh century.122 But the Turkish pressure on the regions of

110 Al-Harawi, trans. J. Sourdel-Thomine, Guide des lieux depelerinage (Damascus, 1957), 
P- 135-

111 Matthew of Edessa, p. 344.
112 Michael the Syrian, III, 173. Anna Comnena, III, 40-41.
113 William of Tyre, XI, xxiii. Bar Hebraeus, I, 247.
114 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 320-321.
115 Michael the Syrian, III, 290, at which time the church treasures were taken.
116 Sawirus ibn al-Mukaffa , II, iii, 320, speaks of disorders, captivity, and assassinations in 

1077 following the occupation of the land by the Turks.
117 Matthew of Edessa, p. 302. “From Tell Bashir to Kaisum he enslaved men and 

women, massacred without pity, and burned and roasted infants in great number with 
unparalleled barbarity. After crossing the Euphrates with considerable forces, he exter
minated the population of a great number of villages; priests and monks perished by iron 
and fire.”

118 Michael the Syrian, III, 245-246.
119 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 320-321.
120 Gregory the Priest, pp. 324-325.
121 Michael the Syrian, III, 388.
122 It was attacked by Gumushtekin in 1066. Bar Hebraeus, I, 217. The emir Khusraw 

raided the area between 1081 and 1083, Matthew of Edessa, p. 185. Buzan took the city 
after a long siege attended by famine in 1087-88. Matthew of Edessa, p. 198. Shortly 
thereafter it was taken by Tutuch who restored it to Thoros. Matthew of Edessa, p. 208.
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Edessa increased in the first half of the twelfth century. Kilidj I Arslan 
besieged the city in 1106-07,123 and one year later the Turks burned its 
nearby villages and fortresses.124 In  1112-13 the Turk M audud raided the 
same area, but in this year it was the Franks who broke into the city and 
sacked it.125 Ilghazi the Artukid raided the countryside prior to 1120-21, 
and Turkish forces carried out a vigorous siege of the city in 1134. In 
1144-45 Zangi captured the city.126 Shortly thereafter, however, the 
Armenian garrison turned the city over to the Franks, so the Turks under 
N ur al-Din recaptured and destroyed Edessa with the result that the 
inhabitants were completely removed from the city.127

Edessa remained a desert: a moving sight covered with a black garment, drunk 
with blood, infested by the very corpses of its sons and daughters! Vampires and 
other savage beasts ran and entered the city at night in order to feast on the flesh 
of the massacred, and it became the abode of jackals; for none entered there 
except those who dug to discover treasures. The people of Harran and the rest of 
its enemies excavated the churches and the houses of the nobles, saying, Bravo! 
Bravo! Our eye has contemplated it.128

The regions of Samosata, Hisn Mansur, and Nisibis are less well 
documented. In 1108-09 the Turks killed or enslaved the farmers about 
Hisn M ansur.129 Nur al-Din of Aleppo took Nisibis in 1171 and ordered 
all new churches as well as those built in the reign of his father to be 
destroyed. The treasure of the Nestorian church of M ar Jacob and its 
library of 1,000 volumes were pillaged and destroyed.130 Just to the north 
and east of Nisibis the Turks ravaged the regions of Gargar and Seveverek, 
and Balak took Gargar in 1122, deporting most of its population; he 

returned in 1123, burned the town, and enslaved the remainder of the

In 1095-96 Sukman the Artukid and Baldukh of Samosata laid siege to the city for sixty- 
five days, Matthew of Edessa, pp. 210-211. With the coming of the First Crusade, the 
inhabitants summoned Baldwin to give them relief from the steady Turkish pressure, 
William of Tyre, IV, ii.

123 Matthew of Edessa, p. 264.
124 William of Tyre, XI, vii.
123 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 279, 283-284.
12B Bar Hebraeus, I, 268-269. “The Turks pushed in with drawn swords, which drank 

the blood of old men and young men, of strong men and women, of priests and deacons, 
of monks and anchorites, of nuns and virgins, of children of tender years, and of bride
grooms and brides. O What a bitter history!” Michael the Syrian, III, 260—266. Chabot, 
“Un episode,” pp. 169-179

127 Michael the Syrian, III, 272; 30,000 were killed, 16,000 enslaved, and only 1,000 
escaped. Bar Hebraeus, I, 273. St. Narses, R.H.C,, D.A., I, 238, 245-246. William of 
Tyre, XVI, v. Matthew of Edessa, p. 326.

128 Michael the Syrian, III, 272. Though Edessa came to be inhabited by the latter 
half of the century, a considerable portion of the city remained in ruins. Ibid., 397-399, 
gives a cataloge of seventeen churches that were still in a ruined state in his time. He adds 
that there had been no priests in the town for a long time. Al-Harawi trans. Sourdel- 
Thomine, p. 143), a contemporary who visited Edessa, remarks that it contained old 
ruins.

129 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 265-266.
130 Michael the Syrian, III, 339-340.
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population.131 Sometime later Christian Armenians retook it and engaged 
in reciprocal, destructive raids with their enemies the Muslim Armenians 
of Seveverek.132 First Muslims and Christians, and then Seljuks and 
Danishmendids, contested the city of Melitene and its neighboring 
villages so that for over a century this land knew no peace. I t was one of 
the first large Byzantine towns that the Seljuks sacked when they appeared 
in eastern Anatolia.133 By 1071 the Turkish raids in the environs were 
endemic134 but the city held out until 1102 at which time the Danishmen

dids conquered it.135 Kilidj I Arslan took it in 1106, and though he was 
kind to the inhabitants,136 on his death the citizens were subjected to 
financial oppression by his successors.137 The environs of the city continued 
to be raided by Turks as well as by Franks.138 In 1124 the Danishmendid 
Ilghazi finally retook Melitene after a difficult six-month siege as a result 
of which the inhabitants perished in great numbers.139 In 1140-41 the 
Turks of Melitene pillaged the neighboring monastic establishment of 
Zabar.140 Shortly afterward, when John Comnenus appeared before 
Neocaesareia, hopes seem to have run high among the Christians of 
Melitene that he might succeed, with the result that the Turks put many 
inhabitants of Melitene to the sword.141 The struggle between Danishmen
did and Seljuk over Melitene was continuous and between 1141 and 1143 
M as'ud of Konya besieged the city.142 Raiding Turks pillaged and burned 
the monastic complex of Bar M ar Sauma a few years later.143 Kilidj II

131 Ibid.j 205—206, he did this to chastise the Armenians who were raiding his lands. In 
1062-63 the regions of Nisibis and Seveverek had been raided by the Khurasan Salar. 
Matthew of Edessa, pp. 115-118.

132 Michael the Syrian, III, 244, 247. Bar Hebraeus, I, 265. Matthew of Edessa, p. 313. 
The Armenian rulers of Seveverek had converted to Islam to keep their domains.

133 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 107-108. Bar Hebraeus, I, 212-213. Michael the Syrian, 
III, 165. Large numbers of its inhabitants were killed or enslaved. One source indicates 
that afterward some 15,000 prisoners were ransomed and returned to the city, Michael the 
Syrian, III, 146.

134 Gedrenus, II, 660. Attaliates, 93, 107. The attempt of Constantine X Ducas to 
enforce ecclesiastical union on the Monphysites of Melitene in 1063, and the fact that the 
Armenians raided the Syrian monasteries and attacked the Syrian populations of the 
countryside, added to the upheaval, Michael the Syrian, III, 161-164, 166-168. Bar 
Hebraeus, I, 217. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 95-96, 152-154.

135 Bar Hebraeus, I, 236. Matthew of Edessa, p. 230. In 1096-97 Kilidj I Arslan was 
besieging it when arrival of the Crusaders in Anatolia caused him to lift the siege. 
Michael the Syrian, III, 187. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 212-215. Danishmend wasted the 
countryside, destroying the crops, in 1099.

138 Bar Hebraeus, I, 239. Michael the Syrian, III, 192.
137 Michael the Syrian, III, 194.
138 Ibid., 205.
139 The inhabitants suffered from three things: (1) the sword outside the wall which 

massacred those who fled; (2) famine; (3) The prince, who tortured the inhabitants in order 
to get their gold. Michael the Syrian, III, 219. Matthew of Edessa, p. 315.

140 Michael the Syrian, III, 248. Bar Hebraeus, I, 266.
141 Michael the Syrian, III, 249. Bar Hebraeus, I, 266; “At that time every Christian 

who mentioned the name of the King of the Greeks or of the Franks, even unwittingly, the 
Turks slew. And because of this many of the people of Melitene perished.”

142 Michael the Syrian, III, 254. Bar Hebraeus, I, 267.
143 Michael the Syrian, III, 290-291.
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Arslan destroyed the environs of the city in 1152,144 while simultaneously 
on the inside of the city the inhabitants were being oppressed financially, 
a circumstance that was repeated in 1170.145 Kilidj Arslan returned and 
laid siege to the city unsuccessfully in 1171. He carried off 12,000 of the 
rural population, which would have constituted a further serious de
population for the area had he not been forced to return them.146 Six 
years later, 1177, he was successful, and Melitene once more became a 
Seljuk possession. During the siege many of the Christians had fled the 
city because of the severity of the famine, but those who remained suffered 
many afflictions from the ruler himself. W ith the success of Kilidj Arslan 
the lot of the Christians improved considerably.147 When Sulayman 
conquered Antioch in 1085 he too was comparatively lenient with the 
city; nevertheless there was a massacre, the treasures of the church of St. 
Cassianus were stolen, and the church converted into a mosque.148

The city of Sebasteia was first sacked and reduced to ashes in 1059 
when the Turks pillaged it for eight days,149 and it capitulated to the 
Danishmendids in the latter part of the century (1085 ?)150 Mascud, 
the sultan of Konya, destroyed it a second time in 1143,151 and it was 
once more sacked when Kilidj I f  Arslan took it in c. 1173.152 The Seljuk 
chieftain Ibrahim  Inal destroyed the im portant international commercial 
emporium of Artze to the east in  1049-50, and the inhabitants abandoned 
the site for Erzerum.153 The regions of Byzantine Armenia were partic
ularly savagely devastated in the latter half of the eleventh century. 
M atthew of Edessa speaks of this period as “ the beginning of the ruin and 
destruction of the Eastern Nation.”154 The Turks captured and sacked 
Ani in 1064155 and repeatedly raided the vicinity of Lake Van (Zorinak, 

Chliat, M anzikert).156 Because of these disturbances M atthew of Edessa

144 Michael the Syrian, III, 304-305. Bar Hebraeus, I, 279.
145 Michael the Syrian, III, 336-337,
146 Ibid,, 346. Bar Hebraeus, I, 296.
147 Michael the Syrian, III, 373. Bar Hebraeus, I, 308. This is illustrated by the testi

mony of Michael the Syrian, who remarks that when Kilidj II Arslan came to Melitene 
he was kind to Michael, a fact that caused great astonishment “to the whole world.”

148 Michael the Syrian, III, 173. Bar Hebraeus, I, 229. Sawirus ibn al-Mukaffa’, III,
iii, 320.

149 Matthew of Edessa, pp. m-113, 166-167. I1 too, like Melitene, was caught up in 
the strike between Greeks and Armenians at this time.

150 Michael the Syrian, III, 173. The Danishmendname, I, 198—200, relates that Danish- 
mend had to rebuild the city.

151 Bar Hebraeus, I, 267.
152 Nicetas Choniates, 159. Bar Hebraeus, I, 303. Michael the Syrian, III, 357, says 

1175, but perhaps this refers to a possible second capture by Kilidj II Arslan, for 
Abu’l-Feda, R.H.C., H.O., I, 43, says that in 1172-73 Nur al-Din forced Kilidj Arslan 
to return Sebasteia to Dhu’l-Nun, but that on the death of the latter Kilidj Arslan retook 
Sebasteia.

133 Cedrenus, II, 577-578. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 83-84. Attaliates, 148.
154 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 182-183, 204.
155 Attaliates, 79-82. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 121-124. Cedrenus, II, 653-654. It was 

retaken from the Muslims by the Georgians in 1124-25 and in 1161, Matthew of Edessa, 
pp. 313-314. Ibn al-Athir, R.H.C., H.O., I, 522.

156 Matthew of Edessa, p, 208. Abu’l-Feda, R.H.C., H.O., I, 5.
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described the early twelfth century as a period of tribulations and 
massacres.157 When Romanus IV  Diogenes arrived at Erzerum in 1071, 
prior to the battle of Manzikert, two months’ rations were distributed to 
the army as “ they were about to march through uninhabited land which 
had been trampled underfoot by the foreigners.”158

N O R TH ER N  ANATOLIA

The regions of northern Asia Minor lay similarly exposed to the up 
setting effects of the Turkish invasion during the latter half of the eleventh 
century. The critical period was the reign of Michael V II Ducas (1071— 
78). The whole of the coastal region from Heracleia to Trebizond as 
well as the hinterland about the Iris (Yeshil Irmak) and the lower Halys 
(Kizil Irmak) were turned into areas of frequent raiding and plundering, 
and were in many cases partially abandoned by the Christian population.159 
During this reign the Turks had come into northern Asia Minor in 

comparatively large numbers and the roads were no longer safe,160 so 
that by the reign of Nicephorus I I I  Botaniates (1078-81) most of the coastal 
regions were in Turkish hands.161 Though the Byzantines were able to 
recover the coastal regions by 1085162 and even some of the hinterland,163 
at least temporarily, northern Asia Minor remained a scene of continuous 
raiding and warfare throughout the twelfth century among Byzantines, 
Danishmendids, Seljuks, Georgians, Saltukids, and Menguchekids. There 
is very little specific information as to the fate of individual coastal 
areas. Both Sinope and Trebizond were taken by the Turks and retaken 
by the Byzantines in the late eleventh century,164 and many of the towns 
must have suffered, in varying degrees, from the upheaval. Joseph, the 
metropolitan of Trebizond, writing at a later date on the reinstatement of 

the great religious and commercial celebration of Trebizond, the pane- 
gyris of St. Eugenius, rem arks:

The Forgetting of the Celebration of the Birth of the Saint
At that time [eleventh century] there [were] massacres and captures of cities 

and collections of prisoners and there attended all those things which are grievous 
to life . . . .  From that time the memory of the celebration became the victim of 
deep oblivion, and again this annual celebration forgot the city, as the necessities 
were lacking.165

157 Matthew of Edessa, p. 239.
158 Attaliates, 148.
159 Michael the Syrian, III, 72. Attaliates, 199. The Greek forts and cities were in a 

state of terror, and Michael VII gathered people from Pontus and moved them across the 
sea. Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 112.

X60 Bryennius, 86-95.
161 Anna Comnena, I, 18. Michael the Syrian, III, 175. Heracleia, and possibly 

Sinope and Trebizond, were exceptions, though the latter two were occupied by the 
Turks for a short period.

162 Anna Comnena, II, 64, 151.
163 Ibid., Ill, 29-30.
164 Ibid., II, 64, 66, 151.
165 In Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap, imp., I, 59.
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This is strong testimony as to how the Turkish invasions affected the 
peace, security, and economic prosperity of this flourishing commercial 
emporium.166 The city of Sinope underwent a similar experience for there 
too the great panegyris of the local saint, St. Phocas, came to a halt and 
his church was destroyed as a result of the Turkish invasions.167 The 
formerly active maritime center of Amastris became an unim portant 
town in the twelfth century,168 and though the hinterland of other coastal 
cities—Heracleia, Paurae, Oenoe, and Sinope—was raided by the 
Danishmendids, there is no systematic account of the experiences of these 
cities during the twelfth century.169 By the end of the twelfth century the 
Turkish pressure and raids had brought the Turks into possession of the 
coastal town of Amisus just to the east of Paurae, presaging the fall of 
Sinope in the early thirteenth century.170

In many respects the hinterland of the Black Sea coastal regions re
sembled the regions of western Asia Minor between Dorylaeum-Cotyaeum 
and Loadiceia-Chonae. The hinterland of the northern coast consisted of 
rugged mountain country separating the Anatolian plateau from the 
seacoast. This difficult terrain is primarily accessible or traversable through 
the river valleys of the Halys, Iris, and Lycus, which penetrate the 
mountains from north to south and from west to east. I t was in these 
riverine corridors that the military forces of Islam and Christianity 
contested the possession of northern Asia Minor in  the eleventh and 
twelfth centuries, and the struggle must have been a constant one as the 
few tantalizing sources imply. This region remained a border area as late 
as the fifteenth century, and the Danishmendname gives an interesting 
insight into the mentality of the ghazi tribesmen who actively carried on 

the struggle against the Christians of northern Anatolia. Features of this 
poem, which reflect the general conditions of the conquest, include 
destruction of churches and monasteries, the repeated siege and capture of 
towns, proselytization, taking of booty, and so forth. Adding to the 
unsettled conditions was the fact that the Danishmendids, who ruled in

166 There was a partial recovery in the twelfth century, but the city did not regain its 
old prosperity until the late thirteenth century. Al-Idrisi, II, 393. Papadopoulos-Kera- 
meus, 1st. trap, imp., I, 65.

167 Van den Vorst, “Saint Phocas,” A.B., XXX (1911), 289. ec r\br\ yap aoi KavTaO0a 
Ttavriyupts tcov peyaAcov . . . Kai 6 vecos 5£ oC/ros ppeiTrcoTai Ttpiv Tais evyerrovcov 
Pappapcov a06cov eTnOsaeaiv cos ysveaOai koivov.” Alexius Megas Comnenus restored the 
church and the panegyris.

168 Al-Idrisi, II, 392, who also remarks that its inhabitants led a nomadic life.
169 Cinnamus, 176. Anna Comnena, II, 64. Bona was an embarkation point for war 

with the Muslims, and seems to have enjoyed some prosperity in the twelfth century. 
Al-Idrisi, II, 393. In the twelfth century the Turks frequently raided the coast (at one 
point a certain Gassianus delivered many of the forts of Pontus to the Danishmendids 
[Michael the Syrian, III, 227]), and Michael the Syrian, III, 232, remarks that John 
Comnenus massacred most of the Turks in the coastal region (it is not exactly clear as 
to which coastal region is meant). In 1139 Malik Muhammad pillaged regions of 
Gassianus on the Pontus and took off the population selling it into slavery, Michael the 
Syrian, III, 248. Bar Hebraeus, I, 266.

170 Nicetas Choniates, 689. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 427.
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this area until the latter half of the twelfth century, had to contest 
possession not only with the Greeks but with the Seljuks of the plateau. 
The valleys of the Lycus, Iris, Halys had been penetrated on numerous 
occasions and in considerable force by the Turks prior even to the 
appearance of Danishmend, as Paipert and Goloneia were raided in 1054 
and 1057 respectively,171 and Neocaesareia was sacked in 1068.172 
Amaseia and Castamon were surrounded by raiding Turkish bands when 
Alexius Comnenus left Amaseia with Roussel. He paused near Castamon 
to see the family estates but found them abandoned, the Turks pillaging, 
and he himself only narrowly escaped capture.173 By the time of the 
Crusade of 1101, the Danishmendids had conquered Paipert, Argyropolis, 
Coloneia, Neocaesareia, Doceia, Gomana, Amaseia, Euchaita, Pimolissa, 
Gangra, though Gabras of Trebizond had reconquered Paipert and 
Coloneia a t one point,174 and the Byzantine general Taronites continued 
to contest Danishmendid control in the area. The Crusaders of 1101 
found the regions about Gangra-Castamon east to Amaseia partly 
deserted, and the earth scorched.175 In  the warfare of the twelfth century, 
especially in the reign of John  Comnenus, the Greeks succeeded in 
retaking Gangra, Castamon, and numerous other fortresses for restricted 
periods, and so the area found itself in much the same state of continuous 
warfare and change of political domination as did western Anatolia.176 
In  the latter half of the century the Seljuks of Konya began, gradually, to 
absorb the holdings of the Danishmendids as well as those of the Greeks. 
In  1196 .the emir of Ankara besieged Dadybra for four months, bom bard
ing the houses, polluting the water and eventually reducing it by famine. 
The Greek inhabitants were expelled and the city recolonized by 
Muslims.177 Previously, rebellions ofByzantines had brought considerable 
destruction to Byzantine Paphlagonia in a manner strikingly reminiscent 
of the rebellions in western Asia Minor at this time.178

SOUTHERN ANATOLIA

Cilicia and the Taurus regions, especially, witnessed frequent political 
change and military occupation. As a result of the First Crusade, the

171 Honigmann, Ostgrenze, pp. 181, 184. Cedrenus, II, 606.
172 Cedrenus, II, 684-685. Attaliates, 105.
173 Bryennius, 88, 93.
174 Danishmendname-MelikofF, I, 71-72, 108-112, 251-258, 277-280, 315. Anna 

Comnena, III, 29-30, 76.
175 Anna Comnena, III, 37. Albert of Achen, R.H.C., H.O., IV, 564, says of the regions 

of Gangra, “segetes et omnia sata regionis depopulantes.” Danishmendname-Melikoff, 
l, 96.

176 See Chalandon, Les Comnenes, II, 46-47, 77—91. Nicetas Choniates, 25-26, 29, - 
45-48. Cinnamus, 13, 15, 21. Theodore Prodromus, P.G., CXXXIII, 1373-1383. 
Michael the Syrian, III. 249, 234. Malik Ghazi massacred the Greeks of Castamon. E. 
Kurtz, “Unedierte Texte aus der Zeit des Kaisers Johannes Komnenos,” XVI B.Z. 
(1907), 75-83-

177 Nicetas Choniates, 626.
178 Ibid., 553
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Turks relinquished most of Cilicia, and Byzantine garrisons reoccupied 
the area. Seleuceia and Corycus, however, were by then mere ruins and 
had to be rebuilt, and Mopsuestia-Mamistra was half destroyed.179 

Because of the conflict of interest among Byzantines, Latins, Armenians, 
and Muslims, the towns of the region changed hands frequently.180 
Turkish raiders carried off the population of Adana to Melitene in 1137?181 
and they sacked Pracana early in the reign of M anuel Comnenus.182 
Toward the end of the twelfth century, Turkmen groups began to follow 
the Pyramus valley in search of plunder and pastures. This brought a 
double danger to the Christians in the area, for the Turkmens were often 
supported by Muslim rulers such as Salah al-Din who in 1182 invaded and 
plundered Cilicia in support of Turkmens who had been defeated by the 
Armenians.183 The regions of Laranda, Heracleia, and Anazarba were 
infested by Turkmens and so must have been in difficult straits.184

CENTRAL ANATOLIA

The three principal urban centers of the central plateau, Konya, 
Ankara, and Archelais, must likewise have been enveloped in disorder, 
though the Turkish conquest of this region was definitive earlier, so that 
conditions were regularized much sooner here than in other areas. The 
Turks pillaged the regions of Ankara soon after Manzikert,185 and some
time later the city fell to them. A1 Idrisi, writing one-half century later, 
remarks that it had been destroyed during the “ time of troubles.” 186 
I t  continued to change hands in the twelfth century even after the 
Seljuks took it from the Danishmendids. Konya (Iconium) and its 
environs were sacked early in 1069. Though it was farther removed from 
the borders, the city and its suburbs and villages were attacked by both 
Greeks and Crusaders in the eleventh and twelfth centuries.187 The sultan

179 Anna Comnena, III , 45-46, 58. “ttoAis yap TtpoTEpov oOaa £pU|iVOTcnr| to 
KouptKov ev voTepots etpQacrev ipnrcodfjvat ypdvois.”

180 Runciman, A History of the Crusades, (Cambridge, 1952), II, passim.
181 The accounts of Michael the Syrian, III, 244, and Bar Hebraeus, I, 264, are con

tradictory in certain details.
182 Cinnamus, 38.
183 Bar Hebraeus, I, 310, 321, 328. Abu’l Feda, R.H.C., H.O., I, 49, and Ibn al-Athir, 

R.H.C., H.O., I, 644 say 1180-81. Sempad, R.H.C., H.O., I, 628-629.
184 This comes out clearly in some of the Latin accounts, as for example, Salimbene, 

p. 12, who remarks, “qui non sunt de potestate soldani.”
185 Bryennius, 64. The inhabitants feared to open the gates of the city to Alexius 

Comnenus because of the proximity of the Turkish encampments.
186 Al-Idrisi, II, 312. Wittek, “Zur Geschichte Angoras im Mittelalter,” Festschrift G. 

Jacob (Leipzig, 1932), p. 341. The oldest surviving Muslim inscription at Ankara is that 
of the mimbar of the so-called mosque of ‘Ala’ al-Din, 1197. This would seem to suggest a 
comparatively slow and late development.

187 Anna Comnena, III, 200-204. Alexius Comnenus raided the villages, and the 
Christian inhabitants voluntarily followed his army back to Byzantine territory. The 
sultan had previously scorched the regions before the Byzantine advance. See also 
William of Tyre, VI, xii. Greek forces again raided the Konya area under John Comnenus. 
Nicetas Choniates, 42. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 203. In 1155 Manuel encamped 
before Konya, destroying the suburbs and desecrating the Muslim cemetery, where
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Rukn al-Din burned the town of Laodiceia Combusta forty kilometers 
north of Konya at the end of the twelfth century for having mistreated a 
member of the dynasty.188 The fact that Kilidj I I  Arslan rebuilt Coloneia 
Archelais (Aksaray) would seem to imply, much in the same m anner as 
Gaesareia and Sebasteia, that it too had suffered devastation.189

This detailed, yet incomplete, survey of Anatolia during the latter 
part of the eleventh and the twelfth century indicates that violence, 
destruction, and upheaval accompanied the Turkish invasions and 
occupation of the peninsula. Consequently, the lament of Anna Comnena 
on the fate of Byzantine Anatolia constitutes something more than an 
empty rhetorical exercise:

And since the succession of Diogenes the barbarians tread upon the boundaries 
of the empire of the Rhomaioi . . . the barbarian hand was not restricted until the 
reign of my father. Swords and spears were whetted against the Christians, and 
also battles, wars, and massacres. Cities were obliterated, lands were plundered, 
and the whole land of the Rhomaioi was stained by blood of Christians. Some fell 
piteously [the victims] of arrows and spears, others being driven away from their 
homes were carried off captives to the cities of Persia. Terror reigned over all and 
they hastened to hide in the caves, forests, mountains, and hills. Among them 
some cried aloud in horror at those things which they suffered, being led off to 
Persia; and others who yet survived (if some did remain within the Rhomaic 
boundaries), lamenting, cried, the one for his son, the other for his daughter. 
One bewailed his brother, another his cousin who had died previously, and like 
women shed hot tears. And there was at that time not one relationship which 
was without tears and without sadness.190

Obviously in some areas the destruction was greater; in other areas, less 
severe. I t  cannot be maintained that the Turkish conquest operated with 
ease and without serious disturbance of Anatolian society. On the other 
hand, it would be just as erroneous to assert that the destruction was 
complete.

his army slew 7,000 Muslims. Cinnamus, 45. Histoire des Seljoukides d'Asie Mineure par un 
anonyme, trans. F. Uzluk (Ankara, 1952), pp. 24-25. Frederick Barbarossa also burned 
the city during the Third Crusade. Nicetas Choniates, 542.

188 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 22-23.
189 Uzluk, Histoire des Seljoukides, p. 25. The Geographical Part of the Nuzhat-al-Qulub 

composed by Hamd-allah Mustawji of Qazwin in 740 (1340), trans. G. Le Strange (London, 
1919), p. 96, relates that Kilidj II Arslan rebuilt it in 1171 (hereafter cited as Qazwini- 
Le Strange). The Td’rikh-i-guzida or “Select History” of Hamdujlah Mustawfi-i-Qazwini, 
E. G. Browne (Leiden-London, 1913), p. 108.

190 Anna Comnena, III, 229. The destructive nature of the conquest is repeated in 
most of the sources. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 169. “ ’Etti toutou tou paatAecos 6 
cvp-iras ayeSov Koapos Korra ye yfjv Kai OaAaaaav Otto tcov a8ecov j3appapcov KOTaa- 
yeQeis cnras f|<pavlCT0T|, Kai epqpos ohcqTopcov kot£ott|, ttccvtcov xptoriav&v urr’ outcov 
avaipeftevTcov, Kai TravTCov tcov oiKripdTcov Kai tcov ycopicov Kai aurcov tcov hacAqatcov 
tcov ev oAois TO15 Tffc ’AvaToArjs pepeaiv Cm* aCrrcov IpqpcoOevTcov Kai TeAeov Karcnrpo- 
ttco0£vtcov Kai els to prjSev onTOKaTaardvrcov.55 Fulcher of Chartres, R.H.C., 
H.O.f III, 336. “Nam Romaniam, quae terra est optima et valde fertilis bonorum omnium, 
invenimus nimis a Turcis vastatam et depopulatam.” Matthew of Edessa, pp. 181-183. 
Odo of Deuil, pp. 86-88.
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The cities in many areas suffered from the continuous state of warfare, 
for they underwent siege, capture, isolation from the countryside, a 
lessening of commercial activity, and often destruction. Though a great 
many of the cities continued to exist, as is indicated by the survival of the 
Byzantine urban toponymy, they survived in a sadly declined state. I t  
was rural society that often was more disrupted and displaced in many parts 
of Anatolia. Here too, the toponymical evidence would seem to lend 
weight to this supposition.191 Very often the village populations sought 
refuge from the invaders by going to the walled and fortified towns. This 
caused the population of some of the towns to experience a temporary 
rise. In  1071 the city of Edessa had a population of approximately 35,000, 
but 75 years later just prior to its destruction by N ur al-Din the city had
47,000 inhabitants.192 This formidable increase is to be explained pri
marily in terms of the population of the environs which had settled down 
within the safety of the walls in fleeing the unsafe countryside.193 At the 
western extreme of Anatolia the same phenomenon could be observed. 
The rural areas of Pergamum, Chliara, and Adramyttium suffered 
destruction and almost complete depopulation throughout a large portion 
of the late eleventh and the twelfth century, as a result of the Turkish 
raids. This was due to the fact that the rural population had previously 
lived scattered in small unprotected villages and so was an easy prey of the 
invaders. Until Manuel built forts throughout the rural area in which the 
agrarian inhabitants might seek refuge, the land was abandoned and no 
longer cultivated. When the emperor did build the fortifications, a rural 
society was re-formed and the land returned to cultivation.194 M any of the

191 Already in the twelfth century the Greek sources seem to refer to a very few rural 
areas by their Turkish names, Wittek, “Von der byzantinischen zur turkischen Toponymie, 
Byzantioriy X (1935), 53, for a discussion of these names. Nicetas Choniates, 689. By 
far, however, the greatest part of the datable Turkish toponymical evidence occurs later. 
A detailed study of late Byzantine and early Turkish toponymy remains one of the most 
important tasks for the students of Anatolian history.

192 Sawirus Ibnal-Mukaffa’, II, iii, 305. Bar Hebraeus, I, 273. William of Tyre, XI, 
vii, trans. Babock and Krey, records the following for the year 1108; “They [Turks] took 
certain fortresses by storm, burned villages, and captured farmers and others engaged in 
cultivating the fields. No place was safe outside the circuit of the walled cities; consequently 
the tilling of the fields ceased, and food began to fail entirely.”

193 See the remarks above for the state of perpetual siege which was the fate of Edessa 
during this seventy-five year period. The city was repeatedly besieged, its rural areas and 
population subjected almost uninterruptedly to the sword, fire, and captivity. Buzan 
besieged the city in 1087-88; Sukman the Artukid in 1095-96; the emir Khusraw in 
1083; Kilidj I Arslan in 1106-07. In 1108 the Turks burned the villages. Turkish armies 
raided the area until the city was finally sacked and destroyed.

194 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 268. '* ai eis tt]v ’Aodav ttoAeis, toc XAiapa, to 
TTIpyapov te, kcxi ’ATpapuriov kockcos erraoxov Otto tcov TTepo-cov ai yap Ttepl auras 
ycopai dcoiKr)Tot te fjaav to Tipiv, Kai Ik toO Kcrra Kconpv oiKEiafiai, sis TTpovopqv T0I5 
ttoAeijuois TrpOEKEivTO. Kai aCrros toivuv, KcrrcoxvpcoaE teixeci, Kai Tas 7rAr|aiov 61 
TrsSidSas (ppovpiois ctuvcokktev outco 8e nAf)9ovcnv oiKrjTopcov Kai toIs koto tov fMov 
TtAouToOai XPTICTTOIS.” Nicetas Choniates, 195, Manuel transformed the uninhabited 
to an inhabited area. “ . . . eis olKT|cnnov tt)v 7Tpcbr)V ccoiktitov.” The period of the 
Comnenoi and the Lascarids seems to have witnessed an extension of the fortifica
tion works not only in the urban centers but in the rural areas as well. The towns and
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Towns, Villages, Provinces Destroyed 
Pillaged, Enslaved, Massacred, or Besieged

WESTERN ASIA MINOR
TOWNS AND VILLAGES ENVIRONS OF TOWNS PROVINCES

Cyzicus—C, C, C, X AND VILLAGES West Anatolia—X
Apollonias—C, X Apollonias—P Dorylaeum-Iconium—P,
Lopadium—X Lopadium—P E, P, E
Cius—C Poimamenum—P Thynia-Bithynia—P, P,
Poimamenum—X Abydus—P, P P, P
Adramyttium—X Adramyttium—P, P, F Propontis and Mysia—P,
Calamus—X Chliara—~F, P P, P
Meleum—X Pergamum—F, P Caicus, Hermus, Cayster,
Smyrna—C, X Smyrna—P and Maeander, P, P, P
Clazomenae—C, X Clazomenae—P Phrygia—P
Phocaea—C, X Phocaea—P Paphlagonia—P
Sardes—C Ephesus—P, P Pisidia—P
Nymphaeum—C Philadelpheia—P Lycia—P
Ephesus—C, X Attaleia—P
Philadelpheia—C Dorylaeum—P
Tralles—X Cotyaeum—X
Louma—X Sozopolis—P
Pentacheir—X Lampe—P
Melanoudium—X Laodiceia—P
Latrus—X Chonae—P
Strobilus—X 
Attaleia—X, B 
Nicomedia—C, X 
Nicaea—C, X, B 
Prusa—C, X, B 
Claudiopolis—B 
Pithecas—X 
Malagina—X 
Dorylaeum—X, C 
Cotyaeum—X, X 
Amorium—X 
Cedrea—G 
Polybotus—C 
Philomelium—C, X, X 
Myriocephalum—X 
Sozopolis—C, B, X 
Chonae—X, C 
Laodiceia—C, C, X 
Hierapolis—X 
Tripolis—-X 
Tantalus—X, E 
Caria—X, E, X, E 
Antioch ad Maeandrum 

—X
Choma-Soublaion—X
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Caesareia—X 
Arabissus—X 
Albistan—E, X 
Kaisum—F, X, E, X 
Edessa—B, B, X, B, X, 

E, M, M 
Nisibis—-X 
Gargar—X, E, X, E 
Melitene—X, M, E, X, 

C, X, B
Bar Mar Sauma—B, B, 

B, C
Sebasteia—X, N, E, C,
x, X, c

Artze—-X, F

EASTERN ASIA MINOR
Marash—P, C 
Kaisum—S, M, E, P, 

X, X
Tell Bashir—S, M, E, P, 

X, X
Edessa—P, X, P, P 
Hisn Mansur—M, E 
Gargar—P 
Seveverek—P 
Melitene—P, P, P, X3 E 
Chliat—P 
Perkri—P

Cappadocia—P, P, P, F
Pyramus R, —E, P 
Armenia—M, E, F, P 
Lake Van—P, P

Ani—X. C
Zorinak—X, M

Sinope—X, C 
Trebizond—X, C 
Amisus—C 
Paipert—B, C 
Coloneia—B, C 
Neocaesareia—X3 C 
Amaseia—B, C 
Castamon—X, X 
Doceia—C 
Comana—C 
Euchaita—C 
Pimolissa—G 
Gangra—C5 X 
Dadybra—C, F

NORTHERN ASIA MINOR 
Gangra—X, F 
Castamon—X, F 
Amaseia—X, F

SOUTHERN ASIA MINOR
Seleuceia—X 
Mopsuestia—X 
Corycus—X 
Adana—X, E 
Pracana—X

Pyramus Valley—P

CENTRAL ASIA MINOR 
Iconium—X, M Ankara—P, P
Ankara—X, C, C Iconium—P, P, P
Coloneia Archelais—X 
Laodiceia Combusta—X

Key: P = pillaged, X = sacked or destroyed, E = enslaved, C = captured, 
M = massacred, B = besieged, F = flight.
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population centers were not compactly settled and centered in one urban 
area and so had no walls to protect the inhabitants. Laodiceia in Phrygia 
was made up of scattered settlements a t the foot of the mountains and was 
not defended by walls.* 195 But as a result of the invasions, the settlement 
was concentrated into a centralized synoecism and fortified with walls. 

The rural populations of the area then must have retreated to the safety 
of the new walls. Just to the east Chonae, Sozopolis, and Baris must have 
seen the flocking of rural elements to the safety of the city walls through

out the twelfth century.196 In  the east the commercial center of Artze was, 
like many other cities, without walls and the town was scattered about 

over a considerable area. Consequently, the Turks destroyed it and the 
inhabitants fled to the protection of the walled city of Erzerum.197 In 
the Georgian regions of Transcaucasia there was a similar devastation and 
consequent flight of local populations.198 In  the north the rural popu
lations largely abandoned the regions about Gangra, Castamon, and 
Amaseia, some of them no doubt seeking refuge in the larger towns.199 In 
the south the farmers deserted the Pamphylian plain and sought refuge in 

Attaleia (and elsewhere as well), and the countryside became the camping 
ground of the Turkmens who came to raid and to besiege Attaleia.200 
Thus the invasions and repeated raiding very markedly disrupted the 
rural society in  many parts of Anatolia. The most abrupt and serious dis
placement must have taken place in those areas that Muslims and 
Christians contested for the longest periods, namely, the region between 

Dorylaeum and Attaleia in the west, along the boundary between Danish
mendids and Greeks in the north, and in the border regions about the 
Taurus and the river valleys in the south and east.

countryside were thus defended by a coordinated group of forts and city walls. On this see 
the pioneering study of W. Muller-Wiener, “Mittelalterliche Befestigungen im siidlichen 
Jonien,” I.M.} XI (1961), 5-122.

195 Nicetas Choniates, 163; “ ouketi oOctccv owoiKovpEvrjv cos vuv Ecbpcrrai, ou6* 
guepKecn 9payvvp£vr)v Tgiyeat, Kcrra Se Kcopas ekkexvpevtiv trgpl Tas vTrcopelas tcov EKEtae 
Povvcov.” Ibid., 17. John Comnenus erected a wall about the city after retaking it 
from the Turks.

196 The ability of all three towns to survive the Turkish conquest so long was due above 
all to their strong defenses and strategic locations. Cinnamus, 6; “ Zcô ottoAis aOrn ttoAis 
PEv k<m tcov ev ’Acria TraAat ETnorjpcov, 6<p* OyqAoO 8e tivos Kai oaTOKpfjpvou i8pupevri 
Xcoplou tco pgv aAAcp toOttis p£p£i ttovtoxoOev apcrros y lv rra i, ptav 8e Tiva KopiSfj 
aTEvcoTonriv TrapexeTOO EiaoSov, £9* f|V oute prjxccvqv ov TlS eAKuaai Swf)<j£Tat oute 
ti tcov eis TEixopaxiccv ECrrpETTiaaaOar Kai ccvOpcoTrois y a p  oti pf] koct* oAiyous 
TTOpEUopEvois poAts etti Tqv ttoAiv etoT)yr|Td yivETCCi/* Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 36, remarks 
that Isparta (Baris) was one of the strongest fortified towns of the area.

197 Attaliates, 148. Cedrenus, II, 577. Zonaras, III, 638-639.
198 Brosset, Georgie, I, 330, 331, 346, 348. Also M. V. Tseretheli, “Das Leben des 

Koenigs der Koenige Dawith (Dawith II, 1089-1125),” B.K. (1957), pp. 45-73* P. M. 
Tarchnichvili, “La d^couverte d’une inscription g^orgienne de Tan 1066,” B.K. (1957), 
pp. 86-88. On the disarray and destruction attendant upon the Seljuk occupation of Adhar- 
baydjan, see R. Huseynov, “La conquete de l’Azerbaidjan par les Seldjoucides,” B.K.
(1965). pp- 99-108.

199 Anna Comnena, III, 37. Bryennius, 92-93. Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 96. 
Albert of Achen, R.H.C., H.O., IV, 564.

200 William of Tyre, XVI, xxvi.



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

DISPLACEM ENT OF POPULATION

W ith this violent displacement of Anatolian urban and rural society, 
what happened to the inhabitants of the towns and the countryside ? 

Their experiences in this period varied. As harsh as the Turkish invasions 
had been, they could not and did not destroy the indigenous population. 
O n the other hand, the violence and length of the conquest and occupation 
did bring a partial desolation and displacement of the inhabitants. I t is 
quite clear that a portion of the population in some areas of Anatolia 
simply fled in order to escape the raids. The chroniclers observed that this 
phenomenon occurred across the breadth and width of the peninsula. 

Obviously the majority of those who fled could not possibly have fled from 
the peninsula itself, but rather moved to the protection of the mountains, 
as in the regions of the Taurus, or else to the protection of strongly 
fortified towns such as Edessa, Melitene, Trebizond, and Tarsus, or into 
other lands held by Christians. But in western Anatolia, large numbers of 
the population fled to the islands and to Constantinople itself.201 In  the 
documents of the monastery of St. Christodoulus, we see the progressive 
withdrawal of the monks and inhabitants of Latrus to Strobilus and then 
to the islands in the face of the Turkish advance.202 When after the 
reconquest Alexius sought to rebuild the coastal cities of the Smyrna- 
Attaleia region, he had to seek out the former inhabitants as they had fled 
from their original homes.203 The Greek inhabitants, who had only to 
cross the Bosphorus to reach safety, soon evacuated the regions of 
Chalcedon and Chrysopolis.204 When Alexius evacuated the Greeks from 
the villages around Philomelium, Cedrea, and Konya, considerable 
numbers must have been involved, but again one must assume that they 

were a minority of the population.205 In the north there is evidence of a 
similar type, indicative of a partial withdrawal by the inhabitants from the 
districts of Castamon, Gangra, parts of Pontus, and from the area to the 

east of Erzerum.206

201 Attaliates, an , 267-268.
202 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 62, 84, 87, 88.
203 Anna Comnena, III, 142.
204 Attaliates, an , 267.
205 Anna Comnena, III, 29, 201, 203. Zonaras, III, 757. William of Tyre, VI, xii. Anna 

gives a detailed description of this mass transplanting of unprotected Greeks. The refugees 
were put in the center of the bodies of troops where they would be protected from Turkish 
attacks. The advance was halted each time that a birth, serious illness, or a death occurred.

206 Michael the Syrian, III, 72. Michael VII Ducas reportedly transferred people 
from Pontus “across the sea.” Albert of Achen, R.H.C., H.O., IV, 564. Bryennius, 93. 
All these refer to partial and not to total withdrawals. The Danishmendname-MelikofF, 
II, 178, describes such flights of populations from villages and undefended areas to the 
mountains and walled towns.

“Andan Rum igine avaz dusmisdikim Melik 
Danismend Nestorile Sattati gerii slkmis deyii bu ha6er 
kim Rum igine diisdi kanda kim sarb yerler varise,
Kafirler anda kagdilar. Andan kim koylerde 
tururdi, anlardahl yabana ve kimisi dahi 
kal’elere kagdilardi. Temamet Kafirler 
perakende olmislardi.”
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A similarly great displacement of the indigenous population took place 
in southeast Anatolia. M atthew of Edessa describes the situation as it 
existed in the first year of the reign of Alexius Comnenus.

Everywhere throughout Cilicia, up to Taurus, Marash, and Deluh and the 
environs, reigned agitation and trouble. For populations were precipitated into 
these regions en masse, coming by the thousands and crowding into them. They 
were like locusts, covering the surface of the land. They were more numerous, I 
might add seven times more numerous, than the people whom Moses led across 
the Red Sea; more numerous than the pebbles in the desert of Sinai. The land 
was inundated by these multitudes of people. Illustrious personages, nobles, chiefs, 
women of position, wandered in begging their bread. Our eyes witnessed this sad 
spectacle.207

The Turkish movements precipitated a veritable migration of Christians 
from the regions of Cappadocia, Lycandus, and elsewhere to the safety 
of the Taurus and Cilicia a t this time.

The Turkish invasions thus induced migrations among the indigenous 
Christian inhabitants in varying degrees. The migrations M atthew 

described, as well as those of the Greeks from the coastal regions, were of 
considerable extent. Others were probably on a smaller scale. The sum 
total, however, was to produce a movement of Christians away from the 
central plateau regions toward the coastal regions on the north, west, and 
south. But again, it is to be doubted that these Christians who fled were 
anything more than a minority of the indigenous Christian population.

I t  would seem quite likely that after this first half century of invasions, 
the native population had, for the most part, remained in Anatolia.208 
The Greek populace of the northern coast was relatively unaffected by 
virtue of the failure of the Turks to conquer this region permanently. 
Ankara appears to have had a very small Turkish garrison in i i o i  and 
was remitted to the Byzantines by the Crusaders, and to the east the 
Crusaders encountered Christians along their road (some of whom they 
massacred). In  western Asia Minor, Alexius resettled and rebuilt many 
of the coastal towns, such as Adramyttium, so tha t there was a recolon
ization of the partially destroyed areas, a work that his successors John 
and M anuel continued. Farther inland the establishment of officials in 
such cities as Sardes, Philadelpheia, Choma, Lampe, and others, indicates 
that Greek populations still inhabited these towns.209 The inhabitants of 
Laodiceia and Philadelpheia were still there when Alexius drove the 
Turks out,210 and at the time that the Crusaders advanced from Nicaea 

to Heracleia, they found Christians inhabiting the whole area. The 
towns between Dorylaeum and Konya, the cities of Philomelium, Konya,

207 Matthew of Edessa, p. 182.
208 On this see the judicious remarks of J. Laurent, “Des Grecs aux Crois^s,” 

Byzantion, I (1924), 442-445.
209 Anna Comnena, III, 27.
219 Ibid., Ill, 27, 29.
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and Heracleia, were all inhabited primarily by Christians.211 Tarsus had 
a largely Greek and Arm enian population, with only a small Turkish 
garrison.212 Marash, Antioch, Edessa, Melitene, Plastentza (Albistan), 
Coxon, were all inhabited by Christians.213 Though Alexius I  had removed 
considerable numbers of the inhabitants of the region between Philo- 
melium and Iconium, others remained, as is witnessed by the example of 
Tyriaeum. The latter was inhabited by Greeks and because of its 
walls was able to resist the Turks, having no Turkish garrison within the 
walls.214

The mortality rate among the indigenous populations must have reached 
new heights during this period. I t  has been customary to pass over this 
aspect of the Turkish invasions in  the period under discussion as being 
nothing more than an exaggeration on the part of contemporary and more 
recent Christian historians. There is no doubt that in all such similar histori
cal phenomena there exists the tendency to exaggerate and discolor. But a t 
the same time it must be kept in mind tha t the great Seljuk sultans of 
Persia made strenuous efforts to shunt the Turkmen tribes into Anatolia 
in order to spare their own domains from their ravages. Also, it was the 
Turkmen element, an element devoted to raiding and plundering, 
which effected a great portion of the conquests and occupation. The 
Muslim sources themselves testify to this characteristic of Turkish nomadic 
society within the domains of Islam.215 In  addition, Anatolia was now the 
scene of the djihad, and many of the Turks were imbued with the ghazi 
mentality which called for the destruction of the enemies of the faith.216 

Extensive massacre accompanied the sacking of the cities of Sebasteia, 
Ani, Caesareia, Neocaesareia, Amorium, Iconium, and Chonae prior to 

M anzikert,217 and this became widespread in the reign of Michael V II 
Ducas when the Turks were free to go about Anatolia almost a t will.218 
I t  is significant tha t the very chroniclers who praise individual Turkish 
and Arab rulers for their clemency to the Christians (such princes were 
Malik Danishmend, Malik Shah, Kilidj II Arslan) make them the

211 Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-57.
212 William of Tyre, III, xix. The Turks formed only the garrisons.
213 William ofTyre, IV, i; V, xi. Matthew of Edessa, p. 209, 211. Gesta Francorum, pp. 

60-65.
214 Anna Comnena, III, 211-212.
215 See for instance the account of Ibn al-Qalanisi, Damas de 1065- a 1154, trans. R. Le 

Tourneau (Damascus, 1952), p. 4, who describes the capture of Damascus by Atsiz in 
1076. Also Bar Hebraeus, I, 225-226. Brosset, Georgie, I, 330-331.

216 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 284, and passim, as well as the Kitab-i Dede Korkut, 
the Desturname of Umur Pasha, and the Battalname for illustrations of this psychology. 
The Arab traveler al-Harawi, who visited Anatolia in the latter half of the twelfth 
century, has left us an account that clearly illustrates the importance of this ghazi 
mentality. Al-Harawi, trans. Sourdel-Thomine, p. 131, mentions the important shrine 
and tomb of al-Battal on the Byzantino-Turkish borders in northwest Anatolia, as well as 
the shrine of the Muslim raiders who fell at Amorium in the ninth century. The ghazis 
named a river after their hero al-Battal in western Anatolia.

217 See above.
218 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 169. Attaliates, 183, 198.
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exceptions to the more general rule.219 M atthew remarks that the 
eleventh century was a period of great massacres and blood-shedding in 
Armenia.220 The prologue to part three of his history, which deals with 
the events of the early twelfth century, reads:

We begin here the narration of the massacres and the tribulations which have 
marked this unfortunate time.221

In  western Anatolia, Alexius Comnenus removed Greeks from the 
regions of Philomelium, Cedrea, and Konya precisely because he feared 
that they might perish a t the hands of the Turks.222 The Turkish raids 
into western Asia Minor, after the Byzantine reconquest, continued to 
be marked by mortality among the Christians.223 This character of the 
Turkish conquest aroused equal ferocity on the part of Greeks, Armenians, 
Georgians, and Syrians against the Turks, which, as we shall see, became 
particularly manifest after the arrival of the Crusaders.224 The most 
spectacular event to be recorded in this respect is the capture of Edessa 
in 1146, when the Turks pu t to the sword 30,000 out of a population of 
47,000.225

The growing incidence of famine and plague no doubt increased the 
mortality rate. The invasions caused a displacement of rural society in 
many areas and consequently food production was seriously, often 
disastrously, affected. As much of the population fled to the towns, and 
as these towns were often besieged, conditions favorable to both famine 
and plague appeared. By the beginning of the reign of Alexius I all these 
factors had begun to take a toll.226

Toward the beginning of the year 528 [1079-80] famine desolated . . . the lands 
of the worshippers of the Cross, already ravaged by the ferocious and sanguinary 
Turkish hordes. Not one province remained protected from their devastations. 
Everywhere the Christians had been delivered to the sword or into bondage, 
interrupting thus the cultivation of the fields, so that bread was lacking. The 
farmers and workers had been massacred or lead off into slavery, and famine

219 Some scholars who have based this claim of a peaceful Turkish conquest on Matthew 
of Edessa have noted only the passages where he praises these humane leaders. They fail 
to differentiate between the leaders and the Turkish tribes, as did Matthew.

220 Matthew of Edessa, p. 204.
221 Ibid., p. 239.
222 Anna Comnena, III, 29.
223 Ibid., 199-189. On the arrival of news of the raid of the Turks in the regions of Mt. 

Lentiana and of the plain of Cotoraicia, Alexius sped to the relief of the area, but came 
too late. When he arrived he found the region strewn with bodies, some of which were 
still breathing.

224 Ibid., 189. In western Anatolia the armies of Alexius massacred the Turkish raiders 
and their families whenever the opportunity presented itself. See also Matthew of Edessa, 
pp. 264-265; Brosset, Georgie, I, 359-360.

225 The sources give sufficient indication that the continuous process of conquest in 
large parts of Anatolia resulted in widespread death. Anna Comnena, III, 165-166; 
“toioutov yocp t6 pdppapov carocv rroipov Trpos o^ayas Kai 7^ô epous.s, Also Anna 
Comnena, III, 188-189, 229- Matthew of Edessa, pp. 181, 204, 208, 239, 265, 274, 302. 
Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 169. Michael the Syrian, III, 249, 401-402. Bar Hebraeus, 
I, 321. Cinnamus, 198.

226 Attaliates, 211-212.
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extended its rigours to all places. Many provinces were depopulated; the Oriental 
nation [Armenians] no longer existed, and the land of the Greeks was in ruins. 
Nowhere was one able to procure bread.227

This testimony to the partial uprooting of farming populations, and 
also the severe sieges of the towns and their reduction by famine is repeated 
throughout the twelfth century. Ibn Bibi, writing in the thirteenth 
century, describes the process in considerable detail. The sultan ‘Ala’ 
al-Din desired to take the strongly fortified town of Amid, but because 
of its defensive strength it would have to be reduced over a period of 
three years. In  the first year, according to his plans, its grain was to be 

burned, its livestock driven off, and the farmers and landowners were to 
be taken captive. During the second year the city was to be prevented 
from getting any supplies and provisions from the outside, and in the 
third year the town would be forced to surrender.228 This general pattern 
of a partial disruption of agricultural production in the rural areas clearly 

appears here and there in the few unsatisfactory sources. The best docu
mented area is that of Edessa, which down to its destruction in 1146, was 
frequently exposed to sieges and raids. The Turkish emir Buzan attacked 
the city in  1087-88 and subjected it to famine.229 In 1108 Turks burned 
the villages about Edessa and enslaved the farming population. By this 
time no place outside the walls of the city was safe, and, consequently, the 
tilling of the fields stopped and food supplies began to dwindle.230 Five 
years later Edessa experienced a severe famine as the Turks in the rural 
areas continued to disrupt agricultural activity, the inhabitants of Edessa 
now being forced to make bread from acorns and barley.231 About 
1120-21, Ilghazi the Artukid raided Edessa and destroyed what there was 
in the way of harvests.232 Incomplete as the information is about rural 
conditions around Edessa, it gives some idea as to the partial disruption of 
rural society and agricultural production. In the regions immediately 
to the north the Turks raided the rural areas of Hisn M ansur in 1108-09 
killing and enslaving the farmers.233 Emir Ghazi the Danishmendid 
captured Melitene in 1124-25 in  a severe siege, which produced a famine 
that brought death to the inhabitants “by the thousands.” 234 M uhammad

227 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 181-182. In 1108-09 Turkish invaders enslaved and mas
sacred the farmers around Hisn Mansur. Ibid., p. 265. In 1092-93 there was such a 
devastating plague that there were not enough priests to bury the dead. Ibid., p. 202. 
Brosset, Georgie, I, 348.

228 Ibn BIbi-Duda, pp. 191-192.
22fl Matthew of Edessa, p. 198.
230 william of Tyre, XI, vii.
231 Ibid., xxii.
232 Matthew of Edessa, p. 302. Michael the Syrian, III, 246; speaks of Edessa in 1449 

(c. 1137) as follows; “. . . quand Edesse etait comme dans une prison, a cause des Turcs 
qui l’entouraient en grande nombre, et ne laissaient pas facilement ses habitants entrer 
ou sortir.”

233 Matthew of Edessa, p. 265.
234 Ibid., p. 315. Michael the Syrian, III, 219-220. Before Kilidj II Arslan took the city, 

Melitene was in the grip of such a famine that most of the Christian population abandoned 
it.
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the Danishmendid burned the villages about Kaisum in 1136-37 during 
the period of the vintage, destroyed the gardens, and cut off the water 
supply.235

This condition prevailed in other parts of Anatolia as well, and 
William of Tyre remarks in regard to Attaleia:

It possesses very rich fields, which are, nevertheless, of no advantage to the 
townpeople, for they are surrounded by enemies on all sides who hinder their 
cultivation. Therefore, the fertile soil lies fallow, since there is no one to work 
i t . . . the grain supply is brought from overseas.236

The Crusaders were continuously perplexed by the difficulties of raising 
provisions in Anatolia, and they constantly reproached the Greeks with 
treachery in this respect. But the truth is that when agricultural pro
ductivity was so affected tha t on occasion there was not enough food for 
the inhabitants, it is hardly likely that these regions could easily support 
large foreign armies.237 O ther rural areas abandoned by the population 
in the face of incessant raids likewise ceased to be productive. Such were 
the regions of Pergamum, Adramyttium, Chliara (until Manuel recolonized 

them), Dorylaeum, Choma, Hierapolis, and Tripolis. Both sultans and 
emperors often resorted to the scorched earth policy in the border regions 
so tha t invading armies might find no sustenance.238 The disruption of 
agricultural productivity was, of course, never complete in the whole 
province. But one must assume that during the troubled periods, and 
these were frequent during the eleventh and twelfth centuries, the dis
ruption was so extensive that famine became a familiar condition. When 
agriculture declined there is no doubt it affected the density of population 
by the simple fact that there was not as much foodstuff to support the 
former numbers. This is, admittedly, a very general statement, but there 
is perhaps some truth in it for parts of Asia M inor in the eleventh and 
twelfth centuries.

A further contributing factor to the decline in the numbers of the 
Christian inhabitants was enslavement. Throughout antiquity and the 
Middle Ages, slaves constituted one of the most important items of wealth 
in the East. This was particularly true of Islamic society.239 Since the 
beginning of the Arab razzias into the land of Rum , human booty had 
come to constitute a very im portant portion of the spoils. There is ample 
testimony in the contemporary accounts that this situation did not change

235 Matthew of Edessa, p. 320.
238 William of Tyre, XVI, xxvi, trans. Babock and Krey. The Second Crusaders found 

a scarcity of food here. X. de Planhol, De la plaine pamphylienne aux lacs pisidiens. Nomadisms 
et vie paysanne (Paris, 1958), p. 87.

237 Fulcher of Chartres, R.H.C., H.O., III, 336. Ansbert, pp. 73, 79. De Planhol, 
Nomadisme, p. 87.

238 Anna Comnena, III, 200. Bar Hebraeus, I, 306. Michael the Syrian, III, 371. 
Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-55. Tudebodus, R.H.C., H.O., III, 29. Anna Comnena, III, 37. 
Albert of Achen, R.H.C., H.O., IV, 564.

238 See the Qabus Nama, trans. R. Levy, A Mirror for Princes (New York, 1951), pp. 
99-108, on the character of slaves of different ethnic origins.
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when the Turks took over the direction of the djihad in Anatolia. They 
enslaved men, women, and children from all major urban centers240 and 
from the countryside where the populations were defenseless.241 In  the 
earlier years before the Turkish settlements were permanently effected in 
Anatolia, the captives were sent to Persia and elsewhere,242 but after the 
establishment of the Anatolian Turkish principalities, a portion of the 
enslaved were retained in Anatolia for the service of the conquerors. They 
were employed in the duties traditionally assigned to slaves in  Islamic 
society: as domestic servants, as inmates of the harems, and of course many 
of the youths were set aside for special training for the gkulam bodies. 
These latter came to form one of the most im portant of the m ilitary groups 
of the Seljuk princes, and at the same time the sultans entrusted them 
with many of the highest government and military positions. I t  was for 
this purpose that the Turks, retiring from Dorylaeum in 1097, took with 
them the male Greek children from the towns between Dorylaeum and 
Konya.243 The emir Balak acted similarly in the regions of Samosata.244 
As has already been mentioned, a portion of these Anatolian Christian 
slaves were sent off to Persia, and this num ber deported from Anatolia 
would decrease the Christian population in Anatolia. But as time passed 
most of these slaves were no doubt retained in Asia Minor. A goodly 
portion of these, however, and certainly most of their offspring, must have 
become Muslim, so that again the total effect was to decrease slightly the 
number of Anatolian Christians.245 *

240 See above.
241 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 181-182, 204, 265. Attaliates, 198. Anna Comnena, III, 

166. Miklosich et Muller, VI, 61.
242 Anna Comnena, III, 229.
243 Gesta Francorum, p. 55.
244 William of Tyre, IV, iv.
245 The taking of Christians for the slave markets seems to have been quite extensive in 

the eleventh and twelfth centuries. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 181, 204, 265, 274, 302. Anna 
Comnena, III, 165-166, 229. William of Tyre, XI, vii. Attaliates, 198. Bar Hebraeus, I, 
266. When Edessa fell, 16,000 were enslaved. Bar Hebraeus, I, 268-273; Michael the 
Syrian, III, 260 fF. The Turks of Nur al-Din, brought into Cilicia by Mleh the Armenian, 
took off 16,000 Christians and sold them at Aleppo. Michael the Syrian, III, 331. In
1176 a large Turkmen raid in the Greek provinces of western Asia Minor enslaved Greeks 
by the thousands. Michael the Syrian (III, 369), exaggeratedly places the number of the 
enslaved at 100,000, and he adds that they were sold in the slave markets as far away as 
Persia. In the Turkmen raids of 1185 and the following years, 26,000 inhabitants of the 
regions of Cappadocia, Armenia, and Mesopotamia were taken off to the slave markets. 
Michael the Syrian, III, 401-402; Bar Hebraeus, I, 321. These few sources seem to indicate 
that the slave trade was a flourishing one. In fact Asia Minor continued to be a major 
source of slaves for the Islamic world through the fourteenth century. See Vryonis, 
“Seljuk Gulams and Ottoman Devshirmes,” Der Islam, XLI (1965), 224-252. Bert- 
randon de la Brocquiere, Le voyage d'outremer, ed. Ch. Schefer (Paris, 1892), p. 135, 
(hereafter Brocquiere-Schefer), describes the Ottoman slave mart in Bursa. Its extent and 
continuity in the Ottoman period emerge from the eyewitness account of Bartholomaeus 
Georgieuiz, The Offspring of the House of Ottomanno and Offices Pertaining to the Greate Turkes, 
etc.y trans. H. Goughe (London, 1570?) (hereafter Bartholomaeus Georgeuiz-Goughe), in 
the essay, “The Lamentable Affliction, as well of the captive Christians, as of them which 
live under the most grevous youke of tribute.” The slave merchant followed the armies, 
often leading off as many as 500 slaves in chains. He also comments on the activities of the
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The same outcome resulted from intermarriage between the Turks and 
the local population. This union between Turks and Christians had 
already produced a new generation of Anatolians by the early twelfth 
century, referred to in the Greek sources as mixovarvaroi, and their presence 
is attested to in various Turkish armies. When Alexius was campaigning 
against the Turks in the district of Polybotus, a num ber of the army 
of the emir Monolycus were mixovarvaroi who spoke Greek.246 They are 
also mentioned in the army of the sultan of Konya.247 Certainly the most 
celebrated instance of this intermarriage has to do with Danishmend and 
his marriage to a Christian woman.248 A further example is the case of 
Tsiaous (chavush?) the Turkish official who betrayed Sinope to Alexius. 
His mother was a Georgian Christian and his father, a Turk.249 The 
twelfth-century canonist Balsamon remarks, with disapproval, that though 
the Georgians were Orthodox, they were giving their daughters in 
marriage to Agarenes.250 The mixovarvaroi from Anatolia are mentioned 
in a very interesting document in which Balsamon comments on canon 
eighty-four of the Council in Trullo.251

Though this phenomenon of intermarriage and the appearance of a 
new generation of mixovarvaroi is only briefly mentioned by the sources, 
one must assume that it was no rare or isolated occurrence. These mixo
varvaroi suffered occasionally from a dichotomy of political sympathy 
and allegiance, but in the long run their appearance in Anatolia resulted 
in a process that favored the growth of the Muslim population at the 
expense of the Christian population, because Muslim society dominated 
politically and militarily. I t is interesting, but unprofitable, to speculate 
about what would have happened to the Anatolian mixovarvaroi under 

different political circumstances.
To the extent that it took place in the eleventh and twelfth centuries, 

conversion also had the effect of decreasing the number of Christians 
while increasing the Muslim population. There is little in the way of 
source material on the subject of conversions, but there seems to be some 
indication that in this period conversions to Islam were numerically 
significant, though not as extensive as they later were to become. The 
Danishmendname reflects one aspect of the spirit in which the conquest of 
much of Anatolia was made. I t  attributes a strong proselytizing zeal to

local Christians who assist the slaves in escaping. H. Kopstein, Zur Sklaverei im ausgehenden 
Byzanz (Berlin, 1966), pp. 91-94.

248 Anna Comnena, III, 205, ** fjaocv yap Kai Tives ev avrols pi^opdppapoi sAAr)-
vi£ovTes.”

247 Ibid., 207. Such, probably, were also the troops of Tzachas who beseeched the Lord 
(in Greek) to save them from their Greek besiegers in Chios in 1090, Ibid., II, 111.

248 Danishmnendname-Melikoff, I, 129. See also, I, 318, 361, for other examples. E. 
Rossi, II Kitab-i-Dede Qorqut (Vatican, 1952), pp. 32-33, 181 ff.

249 Anna Comnena, II, 65-66.
250 Rhalles and Potles, I, 271-272; II, 475.
251 Ibid., II, 498. For their adoption of Christian baptism see chapter vii, n. 165.
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the Muslims, and  conversion constitutes an ever-present and constantly 
repeated motif. There are conversions of individuals, bodies of soldiers, 
and whole towns,252 and the conversions that occur in the poem break 

down into two categories: voluntary and forced. Those who convert 
voluntarily do so as a result of a  religious vision, or for romantic reasons, or 
because of material advantage to be obtained.253 In  some instances the 
poem implies that the newly converted have apostitized to avoid paying 
the haradj, whereas in other cases they receive grants of land.254 Conversion 
by the sword also occupies a prominent place in the Danishmendname. In 
numerous instances individuals and bodies of captured troops are given 
as alternatives conversion or death by the sword.255 Among the most 
celebrated and detailed acts of conversion in the Danishmendname is that 
of the city of Sisiya-Comana. In  the course of his campaigns Malik 
Danishmend vowed to convert the inhabitants of this city,256 and upon 
capturing Sisiya-Comana, he forced the populace, a t the point of the 
sword, to become Muslim.257 But the new Muslims were not firm in their 
adopted faith, as they had been forcibly converted, and so the governor 
of Comana enforced Islamic practices on many who were recalcitrant in 
performing the ritual. He compelled the inhabitants to perform the five 
daily prayers, and all those who refused to go to the mosque were brought 
there by threat of physical violence. Those who continued to drink wine 
were flogged, and other violations of Islamic law similarly treated.258 
Evidently they were as lax in their political as they were in their religious 
duties, for upon the appearance of Christian armies, they betrayed the 
Turkish Muslims of the city and killed them along with the governor, 
destroying the mosques and replacing them with monasteries.259 The fate 

of Yankoniya-Euchaita (Chorum) was similar. Malik Danishmend offered 
its citizens the choice of death or conversion, and accordingly they chose to 
become Muslims.260 But these new Muslims too were disloyal, and soon 
after they plotted against Malik Danishmend.261

I t  would be extremely difficult and hazardous to insist upon the exact 
historicity of such details in the Danishmendname, inasmuch as it is a 
poetic compilation of the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries. But it is

252 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 128-131.
253 Ibid., 223, 273- 274* 370- 371* 396, 426-427.
254 Ibid., 367-368, 396, 428.
255 Ibid., 257, 270, 280, 204-205, 275, 380. In one incident, I, 384, 5,000 accept Islam,

5,000 are put to the sword.
256 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 278.
257 Ibid., 284, 380.
258 Ibid., 380.
259 Ibid., 381. They had to be brought back to the faith by show of arms as well as by 

miracles, ibid., 316, 428-429.
260 Ibid., 414-415.
261 Ibid., 421. The city of Gangra-Mankuriya underwent a slightly different fate 

according to the poet. The conquered were given a choice. Some became Muslims, while 
those who preferred to remain Christian were permitted to do so. They were to live out
side the walls and to pay the haradj, ibid., 367.

BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION
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quite possible, in fact probable, that the poet is here dealing with some 
actual historical events in the struggle between the Turks and Byzantines 
in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. I t  is true that the area was contested 
by both sides and towns frequently changed hands. As to religious con
versions, however, one must look at the contemporary sources. Raym ond 
of Aguliers testifies to the enforced Islamization of Greeks and Armenians 
living in  Antioch between the Turkish conquest in 1085 and the appear
ance of the Crusaders in 1098.262 Philaretus is reported to have become 
Muslim in order to save his domains, and members of the Comnenus and 
Gabras families apostatized and joined the court a t Konya.263 The 
Armenian rulers of Seveverek as well as some of the Georgian chieftains 
turned Muslim to save their lands.264 All these isolated references to con
version might very well have constituted the exception to the rule; but 
once more the comments on the canon law indicate that conversion, far 
from being an isolated phenomenon, was quite prominent in twelfth- 
century Anatolia. Balsamon refers to extensive forced conversion during 
the century in his commentary on canon three of the synod of Ankara.

And many others who were forcibly circumcised by the Agarenes, and had 
done other things or suffered impieties, were received by the church after sincere 
confession and suitable penitence.265

In  commenting upon canon eighty-one of St. Basil, which refers to those 
forced by foreigners to renounce Christianity, Balsamon again mentions 
extensive Islamization.

Some say that the contents of the present canon are at rest [not in use] because 
by the grace of God the faith has been firmly set in Orthodoxy, and the tyrants 
have, many years ago, been stoned by the engines of martyrdom. But today, once 
more, many are captured by the hands of the Agarenes, and being tortured some 
abjure the Orthodox faith and accept the godless faith of Muhammad. Others 
willingly throw themselves into the pit of unbelief. According to the present canon 
all these shall be healed after confession and fitting repentance.266

262 Raymund of Aguilers, R.H.C., H.O., III, 250-251; 288, “Sed insurgentibus, per 
Dei judicium, Sarracenis atque Turcis, in tanta oppressione servitutis isti Sudani fuerunt 
per quadrigentos et eo amplius annos, ut multi eorum compellerentur patriam et 
Ghristianam deserere legem.” See also the taking of children from the districts between 
Dorylaeum and Konya, and farther to the east by the emir Balak.

263 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 128, 286—287, 367, 380. Michael the Syrian, III, 
173. Converts seem to have played an important role in the conquests of Malik Danish- 
mend. William of Tyre, I, ix, remarks that the Turks intended to uproot Anatolian 
Christianity. This is certainly an exaggeration, but it is one of those exaggerations founded 
on a kernel of truth.

264 Bar Hebraeus, I, 265. Michael the Syrian, III, 247. Apparently there was a con
siderable Armenian element that assisted in the Turkish conquest, as is attested by 
Matthew of Edessa and also by the Armenian names in the Danishmendname. Many of 
these Armenians converted to Islam. See also Brosset, Georgie, I, 331, for Georgians.

265 Rhalles and Potles, III, 27-28; “ Kai aAAoi iroAAoi kcctcc (Mav TTEpiTpT)0evT£S Trapd 
’Ayapqvcov, xcri aAAa Tiva TTETrorqKOTES f| Kai TraQoirres daepp, petcc s£opoA6yr|<7iv, 
KaOapov Kai *rtpoaf)Kouaav peTavoiav, Trapa tt| eKKArjaia iSex̂ ncrcxv.’3

266 Ibid., IV, 247. “ . . . Aeyouai tives Ta tou mxpovTos kovovos ayoAdoai 5ia 
to Tqv ttIotiv rrj tou 0eou x&pm eiri TTETpav op0o6o£ias apapoTCOs arrjpi^eafiai, Kai 
tou$ Tupccvvous AiOoAeuorqOfjvai TreTpopoAois papTUptKOis irpo xpovcov ttoAAgov,
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Admittedly, the evidence is far from complete; nevertheless one must 
adm it tha t conversion to Islam was an im portant and not infrequent 
event in twelfth-century Anatolia. Conversion was no doubt motivated 
by a wide variety of factors which included material benefit and con
version by the sword. The picture that emerges from the Danishmendname 
is thus confirmed by the few scattered references to apostasy in con
temporary sources. Unfortunately, there is no way of ascertaining whether 
the dervish orders had begun to operate effectively and on a large scale 
in Asia Minor a t this time.* 267 It is only in the thirteenth and fourteenth 
centuries that the conversionary activities of these orders become manifest 
in the sources.

In  spite of migrations, displacement, massacres, plagues, famine, and 
enslavement, it is highly probable that the majority of the Anatolian 
Christian population remained in Asia M inor fifty years after Manzikert. 
What, however, was the numerical relation between Christians and Turks 

a t the end of this period? W hat was the density of the new Turkish pop
ulation? Unfortunately, the sources continue to be unsatisfactory on these 
basic questions of demography and ethnography. We do not even know 
with certainty which of the Turkish tribes participated in this early 
conquest and settlement of Anatolia.268 There has been a tendency to 
exaggerate the number of the original Turkish settlers,269 but the sources

aAAa Kai OTjpEpov ttoAAoi Tats tcov ccGecdv ’Ayapqvcov xePa *v aAcb^ipoi yivopevoi, 
Kai paaccvi^opevoi, irq pev, t^ v 6p665o£ov ttIotiv ££opvuvTai, irq 5s, Tijv aflsov 
GprjOKSiav tou McodjaeO 8iopvuvTat: aAAoi 8e Kai ekovti eovtous Ernpprmrouaiv els 
tov Tffc drncm'as pdflpov* oi Sr] ttccvtes kotoc tov TrapdvTa Kavova fl£pa7reu$f|0-ovTai 
p€Ta e^opoAoyriaiv Kai Trpoat|KOuaav petovoiov.”

267 The sultans in Persia took an interest in the establishment of Islam in these regions 
as is evidenced by the fact that the sultan sent fifty mimbars to Anatolia after its conquest, 
al-Bondari, Recueil de textes rttatifs a Vhistoire des Seldjoucidess ed. T. Houtsma, (Ledien, 
1889), II, 55. The Byzantines also took up the religious contest, seeking to convert the 
Turks, especially their chieftains, to Christianity and thus bring them under Byzantine 
control and influence. Anna Comnena, II, 81, remarks that Alexius wished to convert 
all the Muslims in Anatolia. Elchanes, Scaliarius, and other emirs of northwest Asia 
Minor went to Constantinople where they received baptism and became Christians. The 
Turko-Georgian Tsiaous was converted, as was also at an earlier period the emir Chry- 
soscule.

268 On the whole question, Cahen, “Les tribus turques d’Asie occidental pendant la 
p^riode seljukide,” W.Z.KM., LI (1948-52), 178, 182-186.

269 This is particularly true of the otherwise useful monograph of Yinanc, Fethi, pp. 
161-185. Utilizing the Siyasatname of Nizam al-MuIk, which mentions that an army of
400,000 riders drew pay under Malik Shah, Yinanc estimates that 150,000, of this army 
was in Anatolia. Then, allowing an average family of four for each of these riders, he 
arrives at the figure of 550-600,000. Then he adds another 500,000 for those who came to 
practice agriculture and animal husbandry, arriving at the sum total of 1,000,000 as the 
number of Turkish and Muslim settlers who came during this first stage. He proceeds to 
paint a picture of an earlier stratum of Turkish population in Anatolia which had 
existed as a linguistic and cultural unit for centuries prior to 1071. According to Yinanc 
these earlier “Turkish” inhabitants were:

1. A group of Bulgars brought in to the districts of Tsorokh, Euphrates, and Trebizond 
in 530 by Justin I.

2. Avars settled in eastern Anatolia by Justin II in 577.
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seem to suggest that quite to the contrary the Turks who came a t this time 
very definitely constituted a minority. As was previously mentioned, 
the historians of the Crusades note that though Turkish military forces 
were to be found along the routes from Nicaea to Dorylaeum, Philo
melium, Konya, Heracleia, Tarsus, Marash, Edessa, Plastentza, Coxon, 
and Antioch, the inhabitants most often were largely Christians. The 
figures given for Turkish armies tend to confirm the fact that the Turks 
were still a small minority. Undoubtedly these armies constituted a sub
stantial portion of the Turks in Anatolia a t this very early date. There is 
mention of large armies in Anatolia, but these were usually armies sent 
from Persia, which came to raid or to bring recalcitrant emirs under 
control. Once they finished their business in Anatolia, these armies 
usually left the peninsula and returned to Persia, Iraq, or Syria. Such 
was the army of Artuk called in by Michael V II against Roussel which is

3. Avars sent by Heraclius to the borders in 620.

4. Bulgars settled in Tohum and Gaihan to fight the Arabs in 755.

5. Khazars and Ferghanid Turks in the retinue of the Greek commander who presided 
over the exchange of prisoners at Tarsus in 946, and who were supposedly settled in 
Cappadocia.

6. Bulgarian troops under Bardas in 947.

7. Patzinak troops brought to Anatolia in 1048 to fight the Seljuks.

8. Patzinaks in the army of Romanus IV at Manzikert.

Unfortunately Yinanc has lumped together a few events spanning six centuries, and 
even if the cases of supposedly “Turkish” settlement were accurate, they would have made 
no noticeable alteration in the ethnography of Anatolia. As a matter of fact, this supposed 
Turkish penetration of Anatolia is the figment of the imagination of a school of histori
ography which sprang up in Kemalist Turkey and had to struggle with a powerful 
nationalist sentiment. The Bulgars settled by Justin in the Euphrates region were not of 
any considerable size and were no doubt soon assimilated. Yinanc refers to a settlement of 
Avars in eastern Anatolia by Justin II in 577, and he does this on the authority of Muralt 
(I, 235). But this section in Muralt merely refers to an expedition of the emperor with 
troops from the Balkans, there being no mention of their settlement in Anatolia (Theo- 
phanes, I, 246-247). Contrary again to Yinanc’s assertion, Muralt (I, 275), mentions no 
settlement of Avars on the eastern borders. As for the Bulgars settled in Anatolia by 
Constantine V in the eighth century, these were either Slavonized or fast on their way to 
becoming Slavs, and then once in Anatolia all evidence points to their rapid Hellenization 
(Vryonis, “St. Ioannicius,” pp. 245-248). As for the Khazars and Ferghanids who ap
peared in Tarsus with the Byzantine commander in 946 to preside over the exchange of 
prisoners, they were certainly not settled in Cappadocia as Yinanc asserts, and they were 
few in number. These were part of the imperial troops stationed in Constantinople and 
recruited abroad (Constantine Porphyrogennitus, De Caerimoniis, I, 576). The Bulgarian 
troops of Bardas in 947 were recruited from the Balkans, and as such were Slavic-speaking 
and not Turkophone. As for the Patzinaks who were sent to Anatolia by Constantine IX 
Monomachus, they stayed only for a few days and then returned to the Balkans 
(Cedrenus, II, 587). (Even if they had stayed in Anatolia they would not have made any 
impression on Anatolian ethnography as they were only 15,000 in number). Thus the 
proposition that the existence of a substantial Turkish ethnic bloc in Anatolia prior to 
1071 helped to pave the way for a smooth Turkish occupation is false. There is no 
evidence for it in historical sources. Yinanc’s book is also marred by certain other fallacious 
racial theories concerning the existence of Hetite and Thracian tribes in eleventh-century 
Anatolia.
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reported to have numbered, exaggeratedly, 100,000. The army of 50,000 
under Burzuk which Barkyaruk sent against the sultan of Nicaea also 
left Anatolia. But again the numbers are probably exaggerated, for the 
mere appearance of a small army under Alexius caused Burzuk to dis
continue the siege of Nicaea. Buzan was sent to Nicaea for similar reasons, 
but his army soon abandoned Asia Minor. Another such invasion of 
Turks from Khurasan which occurred in the later years of Alexius’ reign 
is reported to have numbered 50,000. But Anna Comnena, who reports 
this figure, states in another passage that the army numbered 40,000, and 
so it is obvious that we are dealing with vague, inexact figures. One thing 
is clear, however; the numbers in the armies of the Turkish princes settled 
in Anatolia were far smaller than those of the armies coming from Persia. 
Tzachas’ forces do not seem to have surpassed 8,000, and when Smyrna 
fell to the Byzantines there were only 2,000 Turks in the city. In  the Turk
ish raids in the regions of Taurus between 1107 and 1110, there appeared 
three armies of 12,000, 6,000, and 1,500 (or 15,000), all of which the more 
numerous local inhabitants either destroyed or defeated. When Sulayman 
entered Antioch in 1085 he did so with 3,000 men. Though the forces of 
Hasan of Cappadocia in the battle a t Heracleia against the Crusaders are 
said to have numbered 80,000, it is much more probable that this figure 
represents the total of the armies of Hasan and his allies Malik Danishmend 
and Kilidj I Arslan. T hat this is probably the case becomes evident from 
the fact that when Hasan invaded the regions of Philadelpheia, his army 
consisted of 24,000 troops. Thus the figures of the Turkish armies of 
Anatolia do not indicate that the Turks were particularly numerous.270

The Turks were, then, a small but powerful minority. They were in 
control of most of the crucial routes and roads so that they were in a 
position to block progress into and conquest of Asia Minor. During this 
first half century of occupation of Anatolia they formed a small governing 
and military caste and appear from time to time in the sources as the 
administrators and military garrisons of areas otherwise inhabited by 
Christians. Such was the case in Tarsus, Marash, Antioch, Smyrna, 
Laodiceia (in western Anatolia), Konya, Ankara, Nicaea, the regions 
between Dorylaeum-Konya-Heracleia, and elsewhere. There were many 
towns in Anatolia which, though technically under Turkish control, had 
no Turkish garrisons because there simply were not enough Turks to go 
around.271

270 For these figures on the armies: Attaliates, 190. Anna Comnena, II, 68, 74; III, 
18, 144, 159. Matthew ofEdessa, pp. 264, 269. Michael the Syrian, III, 173. The exagger
ated figures of Yazidjioglu, Histoire des Seldjoucides d'Asie Mineure d'aprfc Ibn Bibi. Texte 
turc publie d'apres les mss. de Leide et de Paris, M. Houtsma, in Recueil de textes relatifs a 
Vhistoire des Seldjoucides (Leiden, 1902) III, 2 (hereafter cited as Yazidjioglu)., are not at 
all reliable as the author was writing four centuries after the events. Thus in contrast to 
Yinanc, Fethi, pp. 174-175, the figures on the armies do not presuppose a large settlement

271 William of Tyre, III, xix; IV, i; V, xi. Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-55, 58-59, 60-61, 
64-65. When Smyrna fell to Constantine Ducas there were only 2,000 Turks there. Anna
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Because the conquerors were a minority, their position was often 
difficult. Anatolia was a vast territorial expanse, and with the appearance 
of the Crusaders and the Byzantine reconquest, the Turks were hard put 
to defend the conquest that as yet they had been unable to digest. For this 
reason they were forced to resort to a num ber of measures in an effort to 
safeguard their political supremacy in a land where their subjects far 
outnumbered them. In  some regions they simply disarmed the Christians 
and kept them from positions of power in the government. In  Tarsus, 
Marash, and Antioch, where the population was for the most part Christian, 
the latter were strictly forbidden to carry arms or to participate in 
government and were restricted to the exercise of agriculture and trade.* 272 
In  other regions the Turks were often forced to make use of Christian 
troops and militia. There were Armenian contingents in the army of the 
Turkish emir Buzan, and the Armenian troops of Tutuch of Damascus 
played a particularly important role.273 The Turkish garrison of Edessa at 
one point was largely Armenian. The mixovarvaroi came to play a 
significant role as a further source of military manpower for the ruling 
minority,274 and so did the converts.275 The Turks resorted to taking 
Christian children and converting them, acts specifically mentioned in 
Antioch, around Samosata, and in western Asia M inor.276

There are other indications that the Christian population of Asia 
Minor was still quite extensive in the twelfth century and even in the 
thirteenth century.277 The History o f the Patriarchs o f Alexandria asserts 
that the majority of the subjects of the sultan Maseud I (1116-56) were 
Greeks, and there is the testimony of the thirteenth- and fourteenth- 
century travelers. Marco Polo noted that Anatolia possessed a considerable 
Christian population.

In Turcomania there are three classes of people. First there are the Turcomans; 
these are worshippers of Mahommet, a rude people with an uncouth language of 
their own. They dwell among mountains and downs where they find good pasture 
for their occupation is cattlekeeping. Excellent horses, known as Turquans, are 
reared in their country, and also very valuable mules. The other two classes are the 
Armenians and Greeks, who live mixt with the former in the towns and villages, 
occupying themselves with trade and handicrafts. They weave the finest and

Comnena, III, 26. Tyriaeum, though in a region of warfare and within Turkish domains, 
had no Turkish garrison or commander. Laodiceia, when it was reconquered by John II 
in the beginning of his reign had only 800 Turks, and this was considered to be a large 
number of Turks, Cinnamus, 6.

272 William of Tyre, III, xix; IV, i; V, xi.
278 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 199, 205-206, 209-21 o. Danishmend himself was possibly an 

Armenian. Matthew of Edessa, p. 256.
274 Anna Comnena, III, 205; II, 66.
875 As reflected in the Danishmendname.
276 Raymund of Aguilers, R.H.C., H.O., III, 250-251. Tudebodus, R.H.C., H.O., III, 

29. Gesta Francorum, 55. William of Tyre, IV, iv.
277 o .  Turan, “Les souverains seldjoukides et leurs sujets non-musulmans,” S.I., I 

(1953)3 76 (hereafter cited as Turan, “Sujets non-musulmans.”).
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handsomest carpets in the world, and also great quantities of fine and rich silks of 
cramoisy and other colours, and plenty of other stuffs.278

Marco Polo implies that the urban classes contained a large Christian 

element. A contemporary of Marco Polo, and also a traveler in Anatolia, 
William of Rubruque, remarks rather exaggeratedly,

as for Turkey, I can inform you that not one man in ten there is a Saracen; 
rather are they all Armenians and Greeks.279

Both Sanuto and Ibn  Battuta noted the presence of considerable numbers 
of Christians in western Asia Minor as late as the early fourteenth 
century.280 The Christians were sufficiently numerous so that the single 
largest source of revenue in Muslim Anatolia during the latter half of the 
thirteenth century was the tax tha t they paid.281

The assumption of comparatively smaller numbers of Turks in twelfth- 
century Anatolia seems to underlie and to explain the Turkish policies 
of colonization. The invasions had caused a certain disruption and decline 
in the Christian population of the Anatolian plateau. As a result of the 
demographic decline, the various Turkish princes began to raid the land 
of one another and of the Christians and to carry away entire Christian 
towns and villages in  order to repopulate their own domains. This 
phenomenon makes it evident that as of the twelfth century the invading 
Turks were not sufficient numerically to take up the demographic slack 
that they had caused. In  addition the mass of the Turkmens was not yet 
sedentarized and therefore not productive of sufficient revenues for the 
state. In  1122 the emir Balak carried off the inhabitants of Gargar and

278 The Book of Ser Marco Polo the Venetian concerning the Kingdoms and Marvels of the East, 
tr. and ed. by H. Yule, 3rd ed. (New York, 1903) I, 43 (hereafter cited as Marco Polo- 
Yule). It is interesting that Marco Polo associates not only the textile industry with the 
towns but the rug industry as well with the Greek and Armenian Christians. A. C. 
Moule and P. Pelliot, Marco Polo, the Description of the World (London, 1938), I, 95 (here
after cited as Marco Polo, Moule-Pelliot).

279 In G. Dawson, The Mongol Mission (New York, 1955), p. 219. William of Rubriq- 
Wyngaert, p. 330.

280 Marino Sanuto, ed. G. Hopf in Chroniques Graeco-Romanes inedits oupeuconnuts (Berlin, 
1873), p. 143; “In l’Asia Minor, e ch’e maggior paese, che non e la Spagna della qual 
abbiamo detto esser quatro Regni, la qual per la maggior parte e sottoposta a Turchi, 
per il piu li Popoli seguono il Ritto Greco e sono per il piu Greci.” Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 
415. “Why it is called after the Rum is because it used to be their land in olden times, and 
from it came the ancient Rum and the Yunanis. Later on it was conquered by the 
Muslims, but in it there are still large numbers of Christians under the protection of the 
Muslims, the latter being Turkmens.”

281 Karim al-Din Mahmud of Aksaray, trans. M. N. Gengosman, in Selguki devletleri 
tarihi (Ankara, 1943), II, 230 (hereafter cited as Aksaray-Gengosman). Karim al-Din 
was an official in the Seljuk financial administration and so his statement merits attention. 
Passing reference to the tax of the dhimmis is made in Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 104, where 
the sultan makes a gift of 100,000 dirhems and 5,000 dinars from the haradj that the 
Christians and Armenians pay. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 425, the Christians of Laodiceia- 
Denizli pay the head tax. Eflaki, Les saints des derviches tourneurs, trans. C. Huart (Paris, 
1918-1922), II, 235 (hereafter cited as Eflaki-Huart), the emir Tadj al-Din Motazz sent
7,000 dirhems sultani, from the capitation of Aksaray, to the Muslim leaders.



settled them at Hanazit.282 The entire population of Adana was trans
ferred to Melitene in 1137.283 Shortly thereafter the ruler of Melitene 
took captive the inhabitants of the villages about Kaisum and M arash.284 
Yakub Arslan, the ruler of Cappadocia, took people from the Lycandus 
district in  1155-56, and then uprooted the whole Christian population of 
Albistan and Gaihan, 70,000 in number, and settled them on his lands.285 
Kilidj II  Arslan and his successors were also quite active in recolonizing the 
Seljuk kingdom. In  1171 Kilidj Arslan took off 12,000 inhabitants from 
the environs of Melitene, which city had successfully resisted him. But the 
sultan was attacked at Caesareia and his enemies demanded that he 
return not only the 12,000 from the environs of Melitene, but all those 
he had transported from the lands of his brother Shahinshah and those he 
had taken from the lands of D hu’l-Nun (emir of Caesareia and Sebasteia). 
Kilidj Arslan returned the 12,000 but retained all the others.286 Six years 
later he took away the inhabitants of Kaisum.287 The Seljuks also found a 
ready source of colonists in western Anatolia.288 The sultan Kaykhusraw 
took 5,000 Christians from Caria and Tantalus in 1197 and resettled them 
about Philomelium. The great care the sultan lavished upon these 
Christian colonists is illustrative of the importance the Muslim rulers 
attached to repopulating their domains with Christian farmers. He had 
them carefully guarded so none would escape en route, and on arrival at 
Philomelium he gave them land and seed to plant. He bestowed upon them 
a five-year tax immunity with the provision tha t afterward they should 
pay the customary taxes they had paid in Byzantine territory. As a result 
not one of them considered escaping, and indeed many who heard of the 
tax exemption migrated to the sultan’s domains because of the great 
disorder that had now enveloped the Byzantine M aeandrian regions.289

NOMADIZATION

I t is virtually impossible to estimate the extent of Muslim colonization 
in Anatolian towns during the period to the end of the twelfth and the 
early thirteenth century. Aside from scattered references to the coloni
zation of such towns as Dadybra, Aksaray-Coloneia, Sinope, Caesareia,

282 Michael the Syrian, III, 206. All those who returned to Gargar he enslaved, and he 
returned to burn the villages, the olive trees, and the vineyards.

283 Michael the Syrian, III, 245. Bar Hebraeus, I, 264.
284 Michael the Syrian, III, 246.
285 Matthew of Edessa, p. 344.
286 Michael the Syrian, III, 346. Bar Hebraeus, I, 296.
287 Michael the Syrian, III, 388.
288 Large numbers of prisoners were taken from Laodiceia, Celbianum, and Caria, 

though there is no specific reference to their resettlement on Turkish lands. Nicetas 
Choniates, 163, 481, 523. Cinnamus, 198.

289 Nicetas Choniates, 655-657. Philomelium and the environs had been severely 
depopulated as a result of a century of warfare. The city was burned by both Manuel 
Comnenus and Frederick Barbarossa, and a large number of Greeks had abandoned the 
area for safety on Byzantine territory. Anna Comnena, III, 29, 200-203, 213-214. 
Zonaras, III, 757. Cinnamus, 41-42, 63.

BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

1 8 4



and Sebasteia,290 one is reduced to hypothesis and conjecture. There is no 
doubt tha t alongside the ruling classes in the towns and villages there 
must have settled Islamic merchants, craftsmen, religious elements and, 
gradually, nomads. Thus the urban centers continued, by and large, to 
exist as centers of both Muslim and Christian society a t the end of the 
twelfth century. There were also towns, such as Dadybra, where the 
Christian element was entirely expelled and the city colonized exclusively 
by Muslims. Such policies of forces expulsion and colonization doubtlessly 
explain the rapid disappearance of Christianity from twelfth-century 
Ankara and perhaps from other cities as well.

Simultaneous with the partial Muslim settlement in the towns, there 
was an even more significant colonization of the rural areas by the Turk
men tribes. The influx of tribal groups is one of the most im portant 
phenomena in the transformation of Anatolia, bu t unfortunately the 
court historiography of both Muslims and Greeks (hostile to the nomads) 
has largely neglected this phenomenon. The Turkmens are very much in 
evidence along the entire edge of the Anatolian plateau in the west, north, 
east, and south during the eleventh and twelfth centuries, and also in the 
following centuries. Inasmuch as the armies of Byzantium, the Crusades, 
and the Armenians came into contact with them, the chronicles note 
their presence, their activities, and on occasion give figures as to their 
numbers and the names of their chieftains. Most all these chronicles 
comment on their nomadic way of life and on the disruptive effect they 
had on the live of the sedentary populations in the rural areas.291 The 
region in which the activities of the Turkmens appear most clearly is the 
Byzantine-Seljuk frontier along the western rim of the plateau.

The great Byzantine counterattack of 1097-98, following the defeat 
of the Turks by the First Crusaders, had the effect of pushing back the 
Turks from the Aegean coast and the river valleys into Phrygia and onto 
the Anatolian plateau. This m eant that whereas the Turks had been 
sparsely scattered throughout western Asia Minor, they were now pushed 
back into a more restricted area. Therefore their concentration in 
Phrygia was greatly intensified and they became a more formidable barrier 
to Byzantine armies. The greatest Byzantine advance to the east which 
occurred in the reign of Alexius I reached the towns of Dorylaeum, 
Santabaris, Amorium, Cedrea, Polybotus, and Philomelium. But because 
of the greater number of Turks now concentrated in  Phrygia, the Byzan
tines were able to go no farther in the reconquest. Though the Crusaders 
were able to capture Iconium and Ankara, the Turks shortly retook them,

29° Nicetas Choniates, 624. Qazwini-Le Strange, pp. 95-97. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 62, 
Bar Hebraeus, I, 258. Michael the Syrian, III, 237. Danishmendname-Melikoff, I. 
i97~I99s200, 202.

291 Gordlevsky, Izbrannye Soch.> I, 70-95, gives a sketch of the life and organization of 
the Turkmen tribes. For a detailed description and analysis of Turkmen nomadism in 
Asia Minor see below.
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and in spite of the fact that Alexius successfully raided the villages of 
Konya, he made no further attem pt to capture either of these two 
im portant cities. Another indication that the Turkish settlement was quite 
strong in Phrygia was that the emperor began to remove some of the 
Greek population and to resettle it on safer territory in western Asia Minor. 
The first expedition of Alexius into Phrygia (1098) brought him as far as 
Philomelium. But fearing the approach of a large Turkish army, he 
decided to take back with him many of the inhabitants of the regions of 
Philomelium lest they perish at the hands of the Turks.292 He carried 
out even more extensive transferrals of Greek population from these and 
more easterly regions in the campaigns of 1116. The emperor sent Bardas 
Bourtzes to sack the “Villages of Bourtzes” because of the great num ber 
of Turks in the area, and to bring the Greek inhabitants with him. After 
defeating the Turks, Bourtzes evacuated the Greeks and then rejoined the 
emperor. On taking the city of Philomelium, Alexius sent out many 
detachments to the villages of Konya to free the Greeks who were being 
held prisoners by the Turks. These were recovered and all the inhabitants 
of the villages voluntarily left their habitats en masse, preferring to move 
to Byzantine territory with the army of Alexius.

And the inhabitants of these regions who were Rhomaioi followed them of their 
own accord fleeing from servitude to the barbarians; there were women with 
babies, and children, all rushing to the Emperor as if to a place of refuge. He then 
drew up his lines in the new formation with all the captives, women, and children 
enclosed in the center, and returned by the same road as he had come, and what
ever places he approached, he passed through with perfect safety. And had you 
seen it, you would have said a living walled city was walking, when the army was 
marching in the new formation we have described.293

Anyone hearing the word “line of battle” and “phalanx” or “captives” and 
“booty” or again “general” and “captains,” will think he is hearing about the 
things which every historian and poet mentions in his writings. But this battle 
formation was new and seemed very strange to everybody and was such as had 
never been seen before or handed down to posterity by any historian. For while 
advancing along the road to Iconium, the army marched in regular order and 
moved forward in time to the music of a flute. And if you had seen the whole 
phalanx you would have said it was remaining motionless when in motion and 
when halting that it was moving. For thanks to the close formation of the shields 
and the men standing in serried lines it looked like the immoveable mountains, and 
when it changed its route it moved like a very great beast, for the whole phalanx 
walked and turned as if directed by one mind. But after it had reached Philomelium 
and rescued men on all sides from the hand of the barbarians, as we have related

292 Anna Comnena, III, 29; “ FTTorjdeis 5e \xr\ gTTiKaTaAappavovTCOV aCrrov f)8r)
TovpKtKcov apuflfjTcov Aacov oi eirotKoi tcov pepcov <t>iAopr|Aiov TrapavccAcopa pap- 
PapiKfjs ysvcovTca payoupas . . . Kai TTapavTiKa 8ieKT)puKeu6To Kai oti eKaaros f\ 
EKacnr) Ttpoaê sAdsTCO tt̂ s toOttcov gAeuagcos tcx CTcopaTa au ra  Kai Ta OTroaa
cpepeiv SuvavTai 5iaacb£ovTe$. eiAovro pev oOv eO0us aTtavTes auveyea0ai tco paaiAei, 
ouk av8pes povov, aAAa Kai avrai yuvakss . . .** Zonaras, III, 757. The inhabitants 
of Kataphygia returned with Alexius.

293 Anna Comnena, III, 203-204. The Alexiad of the Princess Anna Comnena, trans. 
E. A. S. Dawes (London, 1928) (hereafter cited as Anna Comnena-Dawes), p. 401.
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before somewhere, and enclosed all the captives and the women too and the 
children and the booty in the centre it marched slowly on its return and moved 
forward leisurely, as it were, and at an ant’s pace. Moreover since many of the 
women were with child and many of the men afflicted with disease, whenever a 
woman’s time for bringing forth came, a trumpet was sounded at a nod from the 
emperor and made all the men stop and the whole army halted on the instant. 
And when he knew the child was born, a different call, not the usual one, but 
provocative of motion, was sounded and stirred them all up to continue the journey. 
And if anyone died, the same procedure took place, and the Emperor would be at 
the side of the dying man, and the priests were summoned to sing the hymns for the 
dying and administer the sacraments to the dying. And after the rites for the dead 
had been duly performed and not until the dead had been put in the earth and 
buried, was the army allowed to move even a step. And when it was the Emperor’s 
time for lunch he invited the men and women who were labouring under illness 
or old age and placed the greater part of the victuals before them and invited 
those who lunched with him to do the same. And the meal was like a complete 
banquet of the gods for there were no instruments, not even flutes or drums or any 
disturbing music at all.294

The inability of the Byzantines to retake Konya and to retain Ankara, 
and the partial removal of the Greek population from southern Phrygia 
are not the only indications of the comparative density of the Turkmens 
in these regions. The sources refer specifically to the fact that the Turk
mens were present in large numbers,295 and in spite of the successes 
Alexius had obtained in pushing the Turks back onto the plateau, the 
Turks were still able to raid Lentiana farther to the west.296

The Turkmen pressure in this area was constant throughout the 
twelfth century. When John Comnenus succeeded his father in 1118, 
the cities of Phrygia, the upper Maeander, Pisidia, Pamphylia, and the 
Sangarius were being sorely pressed. John had to retake Laodiceia, 
Sozopolis, and Hieracoryphites from the Turks in Pisidia and Phrygia. 
Farther to the north he had to drive the nomads out of the regions of the 
Sangarius River, and was obliged to march into Pisidia and Paphlagonia 
to restore order.297 In spite of Jo h n ’s preoccupation with the regions of 
Castamon-Gangra-Neocaesareia in the north, and Cilicia-Antioch in the 
south, the Turkmen elements in western Asia Minor seem to have been 
largely, though not completely, contained. The force of the Turkmen 
pressure westward, however, became almost irresistible during the reign 
of M anuel (1143-80). No doubt this was in part due to M anuel’s pre
occupation with affairs in Europe and Antioch, but also it would seem 
that there were other factors independent of western involvement.

294 Anna Comnena, III, 213-214. Anna Gomnena-Dawes, p. 408.
205 Anna Comnena, III, 199-220.
296 Ibid,, 169, 188-189.
297 Nicetas Choniates, 17-18, 44, 50. He recruited many of the Turkmens for his own 

armies. Cinnamus, 9, describes their nomadic way of life thus; “oCnrco yap yeryiTOViKOis 
£vr)<TKT)iievot epyois yaAcncros te carEppocpow Kai Kpecov eottoOvto, Kara tous SkvOas, 
oce! OTTOpaSes te ava ti tteSiov evtioktiijevoi TauTq toTs pouAopevois ocutoIs syxeipeiv 
TTpOXeipOTOCTOl gy{vovTO.,>

is?
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Apparently, the numbers of Turkmens in Phrygia had increased, and there 
was a tremendous push for pasturage as well as for booty. During 
M anuel’s reign the Turkmens reappeared in Bithynia, Mysia, the Cayster 
valley, western Phrygia, Lydia, and Pamphylia. At the very onset of his 
reign, the nomads sorely vexed Bithynia and parts of Mysia. He had to 
drive them out of Malagina and Pithecas a t the westernmost bend of the 
Sangarius,298 and he rebuilt both towns as defense outposts. Similarly 

he refortified the area of Adramyttium-Pergamum-Chliara.299
The heaviest concentration of Turkmens in northwest Anatolia was 

in the region of the Bathys and Tembris rivers around the sites of Dory
laeum and Cotyaeum. I t  was from this base that the Turkmens would 
march to the north and west to raid the Sangarius valley, Poimamenum, 

and Adramyttium. I t was also here tha t the Turkish chief Mamplanes 
(Pamplanes, Balabanes, or Kaplanes?) defeated the army of the Second 
Crusade.300 W hen M anuel returned with his army from Cilicia in 1159, 
the Turkmens of Cotyaeum killed the stragglers.301 Consequently, when 

M anuel returned to Anatolia soon afterward to deal with the sultan, 
he passed before Dorylaeum to attack the Turkmens encamped there, 
temporarily driving them and their animals from the region.302 The 
undeterred nomads, however, soon reassembled with their flocks in the 
same area. This is quite characteristic of the struggle that the emperors 
had to wage against the Turkmens in western Asia Minor, for the latter 
were generally unable to face organized military expeditions and hence 
retreated before them. Rather it was in  times of peace or in periods of 
administrative disarray that the Turkmens were able to penetrate more 
easily into Byzantine territory. The solution M anuel had already utilized 
at Pithecas, Malagina, Adramyttium, Chliara, and Pergamum, was to 
build strongly fortified garrison towns. After M anuel withdrew from 
Dorylaeum, the Turkmens and their flocks reentered, so that M anuel 
decided to remove them permanently from this strategic area by re
building Dorylaeum. In  1175, while he rebuilt and recolonized the city 
(it had lain an uninhabited ruin for one century), the 2,000 Turkmens who 
lived in the plain with their tents and flocks attem pted to prevent the work 
of rebuilding as it meant that they would lose their pasturage. But the army 

of the emperor was too large; so in the end the nomads burned their tents 
and fled from the plain of Dorylaeum.303 The incident of the rebuilding 
of Dorylaeum is one of the clearest chapters in the long struggle between 

nomadism and sedentary society in Anatolia.

298 Nicetas Choniates, 71. Cinnamus, 39-40, 36.
299 Nicetas Choniates, 194-195. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 268.
300 Cinnamus, 81-84. William of Tyre, XVI, xxii.
301 Cinnamus, 190-191.
302 Ibid., 191, “tt)v TTspioiKiScc te Traaocv KaraSpapobv pupiav EK8108V avSpcov Kai 

£cocov aAAcov f|Aaas ttAt)6uv.s>
303 Nicetas Choniates, 227-228. Cinnamus, 295-296. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 283. 

Euthymius Malaces-Bones, pp. 526 ff.
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The densest concentration and greatest expansion of the nomads 
apparently took place in the southwestern regions of Phrygia, regions that, 
in the reigns of Alexius and John, seem to have been in Byzantine hands. 
When M anuel returned from his expedition against Konya, he labored 
under this impression and so retired to the region where the M aeander 
rises, around Choma-Soublaion, in order to rest the army.304 Since 
Alexius’ reconquest, this had been Byzantine territory, removed from the 
Seljuk domains.305 But the emperor was startled to come upon a numerous 
encampment of Turkmens in their tents,306 the Turkmens being under a 
certain chieftain Ram a who was continually raiding Greek lands.307 
Afte^. rebuilding Dorylaeum, M anuel rebuilt Choma-Soublaion at the 
head of the M aeander in order to have here, also, a strong outpost against 
nomad infiltration. But by this time the upper M aeander region had been 
so thoroughly penetrated by the tribesmen that Choma-Soublaion is 

described by a contemporary Greek author as being “in the midst of the 
Persian [Turkish] land.” 308

The nomads had also occupied the Phrygian Pentapolis to the north of 
Choma-Soublaion with their animals,309 where they were under the author
ity of a certain Solymas who seems to have had his center at Sarapata 
Mylonos. Manuel drove the nomads out temporarily, bu t on his with
drawal they returned to sack Laodiceia and Philetas,310 and there evidently 
followed a large migratory movement of Turkmens, “as many as are rich 
in flocks, and because of grassy meadows the whole race invades the 
borders of the Rhomaioi.”311 Thus Manuel was forced to send another 
expedition against the nomads. After the battle of Myriocephalum, he 
sent his armies to attack the Turkmens encamped in the plains of 
Panasium and Lacerion and a t Charax between Lampe and Graos Gala, 
but again the results were ephemeral.312 The concentration of Turkmens 
on the upper M aeander was such that they seem to have pushed farther 
down the M aeander. When the Second Crusaders went up the M aeander 
toward Laodiceia they found Turks on both banks of the river.313 The

304 Cinnamus, 59. “ ’Enel Se Trspi Tiva x <̂’P0V eysveTo o0 Srj MaiavSpos ttjv 
ek(3oAt]V TTOierrca.” Ibid., 298, remarks that the Maeander rises at Choma-Soublaion. 
"tppoOpiov ti TFEpl TTpcoTas ttou tou MaiavSpou iSpujjevov eKpoAas (loupAaiov 
ovopa aurco) . .

305 Ibid., 59.
306 Ibid., “ . . . aKT)vas pev evTaO0a f)6poia0ai TtoAAas fiKOuae.”
307 Ibid., 59-60. “tous te oOv TTepoas oitives eiev auTfoa ctuveTSev ek Trjs a^ETEpas 

auTOus ovopaaas cpuArjs, ‘Papav Tiva yevvEapyriv a\>roTs KaraAeycov Eivai, Kai ob$ 
kot’ e0os to aCrrcov tous ek yeiTovcov ‘Poopakov f|8r| Kai vuv Ar̂ aTEUCTavTSS Aa<pupcov 
TrAriaajiEvoi f)Kouai.”

308 Euthymius Malaces-Bones, 546. Cinnamus, 298.
309 Nicetas Choniates, 162; "  eviote Se tous &S Ttcbea TrAorrea SiEKKEyv̂ vous Tots 

‘Pconai'KOis oyoivianaai ToupKous avaorsAAcov toTs ’Trspi Tqv TrevTcnioAiv £TTiT{0ETai.s>
310 Ibid., 162-163. Cinnamus, 196-198.
311 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 254.
312 Nicetas Choniates, 254-255. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 296.
313 Odo of Deuil, pp. 109-m.
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Turkm en pressure continued farther to the south in  the Pamphylian 
district where Attaleia was closely blockaded, and where also the 
remnants of the Second Crusade were attacked when they attempted to 
cross the Eurymedon River.314 The reign of M anuel Comnenus bore 
witness to a marked progress of the nomadic westward advance. Though 
the nomads were temporarily halted in northwest Anatolia as a result of 
M anuel’s fortifications on the Sangarius, in Bathys-Tembris, and in the 
theme of Neocastron, they succeeded in occupying the remnants of 
Byzantine territory in western Phrygia and began to follow the course 
of the M aeander and Cayster into Lydia and Caria.

During the twenty-five years following the death of Manuel, the Turks 
pushed farther down the M aeander and once more threatened the cities of 
Bithynia from their bases on the Bathys and Tembris. The sultans, hence
forth comparatively free of involvement in  eastern Anatolia, took a more 
active part in these Turkish raids. Sozopolis was taken; Cotyaeum, 
Tantalus, and Caria sacked; Laodiceia, Chonae, Attaleia were besieged. 
The growing anarchy in the Byzantine empire and withdrawal of troops 
from Anatolia for service in Europe greatly facilitated the Turkmen raids.315 
As the political situation and the administration within the Byzantine 
provinces deteriorated, rebels appeared in Asia M inor who generally 
called in bands of Turkmens to support them. The Turkmens took these 
opportunities to pillage towns and villages and to take booty and captives. 
For all these reasons, the penetration of the Turkm en groups was con
siderably eased.316 By this time the Turkmen pressure was once more 
threatening Bithynia and the middle regions of the M aeander.

Though most of the details in the history of the nomads in western 
Anatolia at this time are lost, nevertheless many of the im portant features 
have survived in the sources. By looking at the map it is possible to see 
that the western push of the Turkmens really got under way only in the 
second half of the twelfth century. Alexius had managed to push them 
back to a line running roughly about Dorylaeum-Santabaris-Amorium- 
Cedrea-Polybotus-Philomelium. John had managed, to a large degree, to 
keep the Turkmens in the central and more easterly regions of Phrygia. 
But during the reign of Manuel, the Byzantines were less successful and the 
nomads pushed westward into the regions from Tripolis-Hierapolis- 
Laodiceia in the south, to Lacerion-Pentapolis-Panasium in the north. 
By the end of the century they were threatening the lower regions of 
the M aeander, Attaleia, and the towns of Bithynia in the north. This

314 William of Tyre, XVI, xxvi. Odo of Deuil, pp. 109-113.
315 Nicetas Choniates, 466, 480-481.
316 Ibid., 549-553. Pseudoalexius obtained 8,000 Turkmens (TroxpviTats Kai PoukoAiois) 

from the emir Arsanes. Ibid., 657-658. Theodore Mangaphas too recruited an army from 
the Turkmens with which he ravaged the districts of Chonae, Laodiceia, and Caria. 
Nicetas Choniates, 523. The Maeandrian towns were similarly wasted by Michael the 
tax collector and Maurozomes with the aid of Turkish armies. Ibid., 700-701, 827, 
842-843. Bithynian rebels called in Turkish troops against Andronicus Comnenus.
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expansion was due primarily to Byzantine internal decline and provincial 
chaos, bu t possibly also to an intensification in the numbers of Turkmens 
coming into western Anatolia.

Two factors seem to indicate that the numbers of Turkmens increased. 
First there is the successful expansion of the nomads in search of booty and 
pasture in  the latter half of the century. Then there is also the fact that the 
sources speak of the nomads as being present in large numbers. The 
Byzantine historians often refer to the nomads as being present in great 
numbers, as for example in the case of the chieftain Ram a who is said to 
have been encamped at the head of the M aeander with many tents.317 
In  two instances the Greek sources do mention numbers: there were
2.000 Turks with their tents and animals encamped around Dorylaeum,318 
and the rebel Pseudoalexius obtained 8,000 Turkmens from Arsanes when 
he raided the M aeandrian towns.319 But other sources indicate larger 
numbers.. Ibn  al-Athir notes tha t the Udj Turkmen in the west were 
present in great numbers.320 Michael the Syrian reveals that during 
M anuel’s march on Myriocephalum, the Turkmens, in groups of 5,000 
to 10,000, harassed the Byzantines, and when the army halted some
50.000 Turkmens pillaged the camp.321 The Latin authors who describe 
Barbarossa’s march through the district between Laodiceia-Sozopolis- 
Philomelium also indicate tha t the Turkmens were present in great 
numbers,322 one source putting their figure a t 100,000.323

The contemporary records say very little about Muslim urban centers 
in this border area during the twelfth century, and the Turks in these 
areas seem to be almost exclusively nomads. The Greek historians speak 
only of nomads and describe the salient features of nomadic society and 
life repeatedly.324 The historians of Barbarossa remarked that they were 
“ bedouins” and “ bandits” who lived in their tents. They lived under one 
chieftain, possessed livestock, bu t as they had not cities or lands, they 
moved about from one place to another in  search of pasturage and 
pillage.325

817 Cinnamus, 59—60.
318 Ibid., 295.
319 Nicetas Choniates, 551.
320 Ibn el-Athirichronicon quodperfectissimum inscribitur, ed. C. J. Tornberg (Upsala 1853), 

XII, 113 (hereafter cited as Ibn al-Athir, Tornberg).
321 Michael the Syrian, III, 371.
322 Historia Peregrinorum, p. 155, “Horum innumera multitudine . . .” Gesta Federici, 

86, “Qui maximum et infinitum exercitum congregaverant.” Gesta Federici, p. 87, “Et 
in maximo exercitu veniunt. .

323 Salimbene, p. 11, speaks of a large “army” of Turks after the Crusaders left Phila
delpheia, “infinitum et innumerabilem exercitum, plusquam centum milia, congregantes, 
exercitum Christianum die noctuque per IIII or ebdomadas impugnarunt.” 30,000 Turks 
were awaiting the Crusaders at Myriocephalum. Ansbert, p. 77.

824 Regel, II, 195, 261. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 253—254, 283, 296. Nicetas 
Choniates, 227-228, 254-255. Eustathius of Thessalonike, P.G., CXXXV, 938, 940. 
Cinnamus, 59-60, 191, 295.

325 Historia Peregrinorum, p. 155. “Est autem consuetudo incolarum illius terre qui 
silvestres Turci sive Bedewini dicuntur, carere domibus et omni tempore degendo in
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These nomads took up their abode in deserted or semideserted rural 
areas. As Byzantine power declined and the Turkmens pushed into new 
border regions, the population must often have fled the countryside to 
towns such as Sozopolis, Chonae, and Laodiceia, or to other more secure 
regions in the highlands. Thus many of the border towns were isolated by 
Turks who had occupied the plains and rural areas. W ith the destruction 
of Dorylaeum, they occupied the plains of Bathys with their tents and 
livestock, and no urban center existed on the spot of Dorylaeum for about 
one hundred years. Cotyaeum must have undergone a similar experience 
when the sultan sacked it after M anuel’s death, and the Turkmens moved 
in.* 326 Choma and the towns of the Pentapolis suffered the same fate. 
Hierapolis and Tripolis were both destroyed and deserted, and the 
nomads came into these regions also. Only Laodiceia and Chonae 
survived as Byzantine urban outposts, but they were isolated by the 
heavy nomadic settlements around them. I t is as a result of this process of 
nomadization that Byzantine place names have virtually disappeared in 
the region between Ushak on the north, Isparta and Uluburlu in the 
southeast, and Chonae in the southwest.327 The conquest of this area by the 
Turks was a long and destructive process that lasted for a century. 
The conquest involved a gradual settling down of the Turkmen bands and 
the withdrawal of the Byzantine populations. W ith the retreat of the latter 
and the settlement of the conquerors, new Turkish names replaced older 
Byzantine place names. The prolonged hostile relations of Byzantines and 
Turks in this part of Anatolia resulted in the destruction of Byzantine 
society328 and in  the nomadization of large areas. This process was 
repeated in parts of the northwest corner of the plateau about Cotyaeum- 
Dorylaeum, and in the Pamphylian plain.329

The appearance of the nomads on the borders is also connected with 
the fact that the sultans sent them there to carry on the djihad with the 
Christians. The role of these Udj Turkmens (Turkmens of the border as 
the contemporary Arab sources term them)330 in the holy war is quite

tabernaculis de pascuis ad pascua se transferre cum gregibus et armentis.” And, p. 156, 
“gens ista, gens odiosa silvestris indomita et effrena nullius est subdita ditioni; hii sunt 
predones qui soliti devastare terras finitimas ipsum eciam soldanum inquietare non 
verentur bellis frequentibus et rapinis.” Gesta Federici, p. 86, “Sunt enim agrestes 
Turchi, qui nullo detinentur imperio et nulla loca possident, sed morantur in agris.” 
And, p. 87, “Non habent civitates, sed morantur in agris; habent etiam caput unum, qui 
illos precedit, habent animalia, fructus et pugnant cum arcubus, lignis et lapidibus.” 
Also, 95, “qui sunt homines agrestes et sine lege et ratione.” See Brosset, Georgie, I, 
passim, especially pp. 358-359, on their habits.

326 Nicetas Choniates, 340.
327 Ramsay, The Cities and Bishoprics of Phrygia (Oxford, 1897), II, 373.
328 Regel, II, 1259; “ou povov S’outgo kockcos SiedevTO Kai qpqpcoaav oirocra toutois 

opopa Kai ayylOupa.” Historia Peregrinorum, p. 156.
329 On this latter see de Planhol, Nomadisme, pp. 102-103. Ramsay, Phrygia, I, 301, as 

to why the process was not as disruptive to the Byzantine populations of Pisidia.
330 Bar Hebraeus, I, 360, notes, “. . . TUG, a great country of the Turkomans which was 

on the border of the Greeks.”



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

clearly illustrated in the Danishmendname and other Turkish epics 
dealing with the conquest.331 The report of the twelfth-century Arab 
traveler al-Harawi also bears out the ghazi character of these nomadic 
groups. The two most im portant religious shrines he mentions in the 
Turkmen region of western Anatolia are the tomb of Abu M uhammad 
al-Battal located on a hill at the Byzantine-Turkish borders,332 and the 
tombs of the Muslims who fell, martyrs, during the famous Arab raid on 
Amorium in 838. The prominence of the cult of Battal and the special 
sanctity of the tombs at Amorium demonstrate quite clearly the ghazi 
mentality and spirit that prevailed among the Turkmen tribes.333 I t was 
also convenient for the sultans to send these tribes to the frontiers, 
for they were thus removed from the central regions of the Seljuk 
domains. The exact relations between these frontier tribes and the sultanate 
in Konya are somewhat hazy. Invariably the Turkmens sided with the 
sultans against the Christians, but there were often occasions when the 
sultans were not able to control the Turkmens. The events surrounding 
the battle of Myriocephalum and the march of Frederick Barbarossa 
illustrate effectively the absence of any complete control over the tribes 
on the borders. The latter opposed Kilidj Arslan’s peace treaty with 
Manuel and continued to raid Byzantine territory. Barbarossa, in spite 
of his friendly relations with the sultan, was harassed and attacked by 
Turkmens between Laodiceia and Konya, and then again after departing 
from Konya en route to Cilicia.334

The establishment of the nomads was of course not restricted to western 
Anatolia. This phenomenon is to be observed all along the edge of the 
Anatolian plateau. They settled along the Byzantine borders in the north 
where in the thirteenth century the tribe of the Chepni played an im por
tant role in the djihad with the Trebizondine Greeks.335 They are also in 
evidence, where the Agacheri are mentioned, in eastern Anatolia during 
the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. Their presence and activities are 
even better documented for the regions of the Taurus in the twelfth 
century. There are strong indications that their numbers and destructive 
behavior increased markedly a t this time in southeastern Anatolia as the 
result of the arrival of newcomers from the Middle East, attendant upon 
the strife in the domains of the Great Seljuks.336 The pattern of their

331 On this see A. Bombaci, Storia della letteratura turca (Milan, 1956), pp. 209-2525,
3 0 9 - 3 1 1 -

332 Al-Harawi, p. 131.
333 Ibid., p. 133, also mentions a mosque of al-Battal in Kayseri.
334 Gesta Federici, p. 95. The close relationship, however, of sultanate and tribes is 

illustrated by the fact that Pseudoalexius had to obtain a menshur from the sultan in 
order to recruit troops from among the tribes. Nicetas Choniates, 551.

335 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 321. Michael Panaretus, ed. O. Lampsides, MiycrnA tou TTav- 
apeTou m p l tcov psyaAcov Kouvrivcov,” ’ATT., XXII (1958), 68, 78-79 (hereafter cited as 
Panaretus-Lampsides). Sumer, “Cepni,” EI2.

336 C. Cahen, “Selgukides Turcomans et Allemands au temps de la troisieme croisade,” 
W.Z.K.M., LVI (i960), 21-31. Bar Hebraeus, I, 330, on their involvement in Seljuk
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establishment and raids was no doubt similar to what has been sketched 
for western Anatolia.337

The invasions, settlements, and raids of the Turkmens played a crucial 
role in the fate of the Anatolian peninsula. The impact of this nomadic- 
pastoral-warrior society, which was at the height of its heroic age, upon 
the stability of the highly developed sedentary society of the Byzantine 
Christians was one of the principal factors in the cultural transformation 
of Asia Minor. As of the late twelfth century, however, Byzantine society 
had managed to survive the initial shocks of these migration-invasions 
and conquests, and consequently the mechanics of this nomadic-sedentary 
encounter will be discussed at the end of the present chapter.

EFFECTS OF TH E TURKISH CONQUEST ON ECCLESIASTICAL 

ADMINISTRATION IN T H E  ELEV ENTH  AND T W ELFTH  CENTURIES

One of the most difficult problems is to ascertain what happened to the 
church in this period. Ecclesiastical documents on the problems of the 
church in  Asia Minor are sadly lacking until the period of the fourteenth 
century when they become comparatively plentiful. The Armenian and 
Syriac chronicles enable us to get a glimpse of restricted areas in eastern 
Anatolia, and isolated comments of Greek canon lawyers, synodal decrees, 
and histories give a few definite hints as to the problems that the church 
experienced elsewhere in Anatolia. This meager factual information must 
be understood and interpreted within the framework of general conditions. 
The first of these is the fact that large parts of Anatolia underwent a 
comparatively long period of upheaval. The history of the church at this 
time cannot be fully comprehended if this fact is not taken into account. 
Second, Asia Minor became, by virtue of the Turkish invasions and settle
ments, the dar al-harb between Islam and Christianity. Just as there was 
religious tension and antagonism between the two religions in Syria and 
Mesopotamia as a result of the Crusades, so frequently there was religious 
zeal and animosity in the relations between Christians and Muslims in
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dynastic strife in the regions of Sebasteia. On the Agacheri, Sumer, “Agag-Eriler,” 
Belleten, XXVI, (1962), 521-528. Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 335, seems to refer to the 
Agacheri. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 270, speaking of their invasions in 1254 says that the 
Agacheri originated in the steppe and forest about Marash. Here they roamed the high
ways, destroyed caravans, and plundered the regions of Rum, Syria, and Armenia. See 
also, on movements in the second half of the twelfth century, O. Turan, Selguklular tarihi 
ve turk-islam medeniyeti (Ankara, 1965), pp. 188-190.

337 The attempts of the Armenian princes in the late twelfth century to halt the Turk
men infiltration are parallel to the efforts of the Comnenoi in the west. The nomads 
appear in southeast Anatolia seeking pastures and booty. Ibn al-Athir, R H.C., //. 0 ., I, 
644-645. Bar Hebraeus, I, 310, 321, 328. Bahram of Edessa, R.H.C., D.A., I, 510-511. 
Constable Sempad, R.H.C., D.A., I, 628-629. The armies ofBarbarossa were harassed by 
the Turkmens when the former approached the Taurus regions after having left Konya. 
Gesta Federici, p. 95; “qui sunt homines agrestes et sine lege et ratione. Et isti fortiter nos 
impugnant et cum lignis et lapidibus et nocte et die, et viri et mulieres, et multos de illis 
occidimus, Et persequuntur nos, usque dum venimus in Armeniam.” Ibn al-Athir, 
R.H.C., H.O., II1? 23-24.
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Anatolia. Nevertheless, the invaders were, formally, Muslims and as such 
their political and cultural outlook included the formal toleration of 
Christian society, if in a definitely abased state. Also extremely im portant 
was the fact that religious affiliation was most often equivalent to and 
interchangeable with political affiliation or loyalty. Thus the Byzantine 
church was suspect because it was tightly centralized in Constantinople 
and under the direct control of the emperor. I t was, in a sense, a depart
ment of state.

There is some evidence in the sporadic chronicles that the disorders 
entailed considerable damage to ecclesiastical foundations throughout 
Anatolia. Even before the battle of Manzikert, the Turkish raids resulted 
in the pillaging of the famous churches of St. Basil at Caesareia and of the 
Archangel Michael a t Chonae.338 In the decade following 1071 the 
destruction of churches and the flight of the clergy became widespread.339 
Though there is no systematic account of this phenomenon, the chance 
references suffice to indicate that the churches were often pillaged and 
destroyed. The Danishmendname puts the following declaration in the 
mouth of the Muslim hero Danishmend: C<I am Malik Danishmend 
Ghazi . . . the destroyer of churches and towers.” 340 and the destruction 
and pillaging of churches and monasteries figure prominently in the poem. 
One might reasonably assume that this allusion to destruction of churches 
in the epic poem is due to the inflated imagination of the poet who is 
describing the holy war. But the incidental references to these phenomena 
in the chronicles indicate that there is some tru th  at the basis of the state
ment by the Turkish poet. The churches of St. Phocas in Sinope and St. 
Nicholas at Myra, both im portant centers of pilgrimage, were destroyed.341 

The monasteries of Mt. Latrus, Strobilus, and M elanoudium on the western 
coast were sacked and the monks driven out during the early invasions, 
so that the monastic foundations in this area were completely abandoned 
until the Byzantive reconquest and the extensive support of successive 
Byzantine emperors once more reconstituted them.342 Greeks were forced 
to surround the church of St. John  at Ephesus with walls to protect it from 
the Turks.343 The disruption of active religious life in the Cappadocian

338 The church of Chonae was ravaged on two more occasions in the latter half of the 
twelfth century when the Turkish troops of the rebels Theodore Mangaphas and Pseudo- 
alexius destroyed the mosaics, the altar, and then the church. Nicetas Choniates, 523—
524, 552“553-

339 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 169; “ . . . Kai aurcov tcov EKKArjaicov tcov ev oAois 
tois Trjs ’AvaToArjs pepeaiv utt* auTcov epp pcoOevtgov Kai TeAeov KorraTpoircoOevTCov Kai 
ei$ to pr)8£v caroKaracrrdvTCOV. Regel, II, 259, refers to the extensive destruction of 
churches in the latter half of the twelfth century, “ . . . Kai crraOpous ispovs eKKevcoaavTes 
fiprjpcbKaaiv . . .”

340 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 270; II, 84, “Benem Melik Danismend-i Gazi . . . 
Benem yikan kelise vu burgazi.”

341 Van den Vorst, “Saint Phocas,” XXX, 289; “ . . . Kai 6 vecbs 0OT05 rjpenrcoTai 
Trpiv Tais evyetTovcov |3ap(3dpcov aOecov euideaeaiv cos yeveaOai koivov.”

342 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 24-25, 62, 84, 87; IV, 323-324, 329.
343 Odo of Deuil, p. 107.
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cave-monastic communities is also indicated for the twelfth century.344 

Upon the taking of Antioch by Sulayman in 1085, many of the churches 
were desecrated, the priests were driven out, some of the churches were 
used as stables and for other unfitting purposes. William of Tyre gives one 
of the earliest descriptions of the destruction and defacing of religious 
pictures. In  Antioch, he remarks, the Turks removed or covered the 
pictures of the saints on the walls, gouging out the eyes and mutilating the 
noses.345 At the end of the eleventh century, the Turks pillaged the churches 

that they found on their path between Dorylaeum and Konya,346 and 
similar instances appear throughout southeastern Anatolia. In  1120-21 
the priests and monks of the regions between Tell-Bashir and Kaisum 
were put to the sword,347 and sixteen years later the monastery of Garmir 
Vank around Kaisum was burned.348 M uhamm ad of Caesareia is reported 
to have destroyed the churches c. 1134,349 and almost twenty years later 
c. 1153 the emir of Caesareia issued another decree calling for destruction 
of churches.350 Though the Armenians, and especially the Syrians, seem 
to have been treated with more consideration than were the Greek 
Christians, we see that both Armenian and Syrian religious foundations 
were subject to considerable strain and difficulty.351 In  1140-41 and again 
c. 1149 Turks pillaged the monasteries of Beth Zabar.352 Bar M ar Sauma, 
in the vicinity of Melitene, found itself in difficulties on more than one 
occasion. In  the middle of the twelfth century the buildings of the 
monastery were burned by Turks who carried off the livestock (they were

344 De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, II2 400. The monasteries of the eastern Christians in 
general suffered decline as a result of the eleventh century invasions of the Seljuks. D. 
Sourdel, “Dayr,” EI2.

345 William of Tyre, VI, xxiii. This is confirmed for the Syrian churches, Raymund of 
Aguilers, R.H.C., H.O., III, 288: “Quippe in tantum malitiam exarserant ilia hominum 
genera, ut ecclesias Dei everterent et sanctorum ejus, vel imagines delerent, et quas non 
poterant delere per moram, oculos eorum eruebant, et sagittabant; altaria vero omnia 
suffodiebant. In ecclesiis autem magnis, mahumarias faciebant.” The remarks of Ricoldo 
de Monte Crucis, “Lettres de Monte-Croce sur la prise d’Acre (1291),” ed. Rohricht in 
Archives de U Orient Latin, II (1884), 2 73, indicate that the situation was the same in the late 
thirteenth century: “Nonne in tota Turchia et Percide et usque ad Baldactum invenimus 
omnes ecclesias christianorum diruptas aut stabulatas aut mescitas factas Sarracenorum ? 
Et ubi non potueruent ecclesiam destruere vel stabulare, statim iuxta ecclesiam edificave- 
runt meschitam et menaram cum turri alta, ut super caput christianorum clament legem, 
ymmo perfidiam Machometi.” For further reference to the Turkish destruction of Greek 
icons and religious images see the following: I. Sevcenko, “Alexius Macrembolites and his 
‘Dialogue between the Rich and the Poor’,” Z.R.V.I., VI (i960), 196.

346 Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-55. Tudebodus, R.H.C., H.O., III, 29.
347 Matthew of Edessa, p. 302.
348 Ibid., p. 321.
349 Michael the Syrian, III, 237.
350 Ibid., Ill, 310.
351 On religious persecution of Syrian Christians and forced conversion see above n. 

261. On the preferred status of Armenians over the other non-Muslims, Chalcocondyles, 
123-124, “ ’Appevious 8s povous tcov aAAcov eQvcov Siacpspopsvcov acpioiv Is Tqv 
OpqaKsiav ouk av8pa7To8i£ea0ai, <05 ’Appevicov Tivi irpoetpqKOTt to (yap) kAIos 
auTOu Is tt \v otKoupevriv laopevov. 81a touto pq IrriTpETreiv av8pcnro8i£Eo-0at 
’Appevious.”

352 Michael the Syrian, III, 248, 286. Bar Hebraeus, I, 266.



afterward forced by the Turkish emir to return the livestock).353 The 
Muslim rulers of Melitene in the first half of the twelfth century subjected 
it to oppressive tribute,354 but its condition improved considerably in the 
latter half of the twelfth century thanks to the generosity of Kilidj II 
Arslan who completely freed it from paying tribute.355

Though the sources do not specifically indicate it, one must assume that 
in villages and towns destroyed or pillaged by the Turks the religious 
establishments were likewise despoiled. Such towns as Adramyttium, 
Attaleia, Dorylaeum, Cotyaeum, Caesareia, and Edessa were the objects 
of extensive destruction, and it is to be assumed that the religious foun
dations underwent the same fate (at least until they were, in some cases, 
recolonized). T hat this is so is indicated by the description of Edessa 
in 1186 by Michael the Syrian, who forty years after its savage 
destruction lists seventeen churches in the city which were still in a 
ruined state.356

Something is said, too, though very little, about conversion of churches 
into mosques.357 Sulayman upon the conquest of Antioch transformed the 
church of Cassianus into a mosque. The Armenian cathedral of Ani 
remained a mosque until the Georgians reconquered the city in 1124-25, 
removed the Muslims from the structure, and once more turned it into a 
Christian sanctuary.358 When the Seljuk sultan took Sinope in 1214 he 
converted its churches into mosques;359 but when the Greeks of Trebizond 
retook it they reconverted them. The Greek interregnum in Sinope, 
however, was short-lived, and when once more the Turkish forces
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353 Michael the Syrian, III, 2Q0-2Q1.
354 Ibid., 286.
355 Ibid., 390 ff. Previously, in 1175, when Muhammad had seized power he wished to 

reward the monastery for its support by completely remitting the tribute. But the monks so 
feared the hatred of the Muslims that they insisted on paying 300 dinars per year. The 
same occurred with the monastery of Mar Domitius {ibid.., 363-364). Farther to the east 
of Melitene, the Christians suffered from the Muslim reaction to the Crusades. In 1152 
an Armenian built an elaborate church at Hisn Ziad and so irritated the emir Kara 
Arslan that the latter had the church destroyed and the priest crucified. The emir then 
issued an edict that forbade the building of new churches or the repair of old ones in the 
whole region of Mesopotamia {ibid., 307-308). When Nur al-Din of Aleppo took Nisibis in 
1172 he ordered all new constructions in churches and monasteries to be destroyed. He 
pillaged the treasury of the Nestorian church of Mar Jacob and destroyed its library of 
some 1,000 volumes. He is said to have done the same thing elsewhere {ibid., 339-340). 
In 1174 the church of the Forty Martyrs in Mardin was plundered {ibid., 352), and the 
churches and patriarchal residence of the Jacobites at Amid were closed. Some of the 
churches were totally destroyed and others were used as storehouses for the prince’s 
cotton {ibid., 354-355). Nur al-Din of Mardin used the stones and columns of the churches 
to embellish his own residence {ibid., 396).

356 Ibid., 397-398. They were the following: St. John Baptist, Great Church, Holy 
Apostles, St. Thomas, St. Michael, St. Cosmas (church of the mendil of Edessa), St. 
George, Saviour, three churches dedicated to the Mother of God, two churches of the 
Forty Martyrs, the Confessors (Gouria, Semouna, Habib), St. Stephan, St. Theodore, etc.

857 Ibid., 173. Ricoldo speaks of the large scale conversion of churches into mosques, see 
above n. 345.

358 Matthew of Edessa, p. 313.
359 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 68.
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recovered the city, the churches again became mosques.360 The example 
of Sinope was no doubt a familiar pattern throughout Anatolia. When the 
Turks took the towns, they usually took over many of the churches for 
their own cult or for other purposes.361 Very frequently the Christians 
were forced to evacuate a town newly captured, as in the case of Dadybra, 
and one must assume that here too the churches passed into the hands of 
Muslims.362 On the other hand, the Christians continued in the possession 
of many of their churches throughout Asia Minor, but it seems likely that 
the Muslims appropriated the larger and better churches.363

It has been customary to assume that the invasions did not affect the 
administration of the church in Anatolia, and it is often stated that the 
ecclesiastical institution continued to function as it had in the past, un 
disturbed in the possession of its bishoprics, ecclesiastical property, and 
immunities. This difficult question is further complicated by the fact that 
there were three major churches in Anatolia. Aside from the Greek 

church, there were also the Armenian and Syrian ecclesiastical establish
ments in the more easterly regions. I t is quite possible that the Turkish 
attitude toward the ecclesiastical institutions of the latter two ethnic 
groups might have differed from their attitude toward the Greek church, 
inasmuch as the political institutions and attitudes of the Armenians and 
Syrians on occasion differed from those of the Greeks. O f these three 
groups, the Syrians possessed no political state and so the Syrian Chris
tians did not constitute any potential threat to the Muslim invaders. The 
Armenians had, for the most part, lost their independence in the eleventh 
century, and the Armenian population dispersed from Armenia to 
Cappadocia and Cilicia. Both the Armenian and Syrian churches had 
undergone persecution at the hands of the Byzantines in the eleventh 
century, a t which time the emperors had sought to impose ecclesiastical 
union upon them. As a result of this, the Syrian patriarchate had 
abandoned Melitene in Byzantine territory and sought refuge in Muslim 
lands a t the city of Amid. On the other hand, the Greek church was tightly 
centralized in Constantinople and under the control of the emperors, who 
supported it and often worked through it. By reason of historical circum
stances the identification of the ecclesiastical and political institutions in

360 Aksaray-Gen^osman, 168-169, remarks that in these places where formerly were 
read the Gospels, one now read the Koran, and the Muslim call to prayer replaced the 
church bells.

361 Le Destan d'Umur Pacha, ed. and trans. I. Melikoff-Sayar (Paris, 1954), p. 47 (here
after cited as Destan d'Umur). See n. 341 above. The process continued in the fourteenth 
century, Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, pp. 39, 63-64, 69, 85, 215-217. Ashikpashazade-Ali, 
pp. 18, 38, 42, 56, 154. F. Giese, Die altosmanischen anonymen Chroniken (Leipzig, 1925), p. 21 
(hereafter cited as Anonymous-Giese). In the early conquest the Ottomans converted the 
churches of Nicaea, Nicomedia, Biga, Amasra.

362 Nicetas Choniates, 626.
368 See the letters of Matthew of Ephesus, Treu, Matthaios Metropolit von Ephesos. Ueber 

sein Leben und seine Schrif ten (Potsdam, 1901) (hereafter cited as Matthew of Ephesus, Treu), 
p. 56.
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Byzantium was complete, and in  this the Greek church differed from the 
Syrian church. Because of these circumstances, it would be reasonable to 
assume that the Turks would have viewed the church of Constantinople 
in a somewhat different light. Inasmuch as the principal foe in Anatolia 
during the eleventh and twelfth centuries was the Byzantine Empire, its 
ecclesiastical establishment in Anatolia was ipso facto highly suspect. But 
above and beyond the association of religious and political institutions, 
there was the religious antagonism between Muslim and Christian which 

was fed by the flames of war.
In spite of the “ favored status55 that the Syrians and the Armenians 

enjoyed under the Turks, there are indications that the Turks did not favor 
or tolerate the ecclesiastical administration of the largely “nonpolitical55 
churches consistently and uninterruptedly. For in the latter half of the 
twelfth century, c. 1174, the Syrian patriarchal residence in Amid was 
closed, and many of the churches were either shut down or destroyed.364 
The Armenian church did not enjoy Turkish favor to the extent that the 
Syrian church did, probably because the Armenians continued to be 
factors in the political and military life of southeast Anatolia. By the end 
of the eleventh century, the Armenian church was undergoing such diffi
culties that the Armenian patriarch Basil appealed personally to the 
great sultan Malik Shah to ease the church’s plight.

In the year 539 [1090-91] the patriarch of the Armenians, the lord Basil, went 
to the master of the world, the sultan Malik Shah, in order to convey his grievances 
at the persecutions of the faithful of Christ excited in many places, at the tribute 
imposed upon churches and clergy, and at the exactions which weighed upon 
monasteries and bishops. As a witness of the evils afflicting the Church, Basil had 
conceived of the idea of going to find the good and clement ruler of the Persians 
and of all Christ’s faithful.

Having brought great sums of gold, silver, and brocade cloth as presents, he 
set out accompanied by the nobles of his house, bishops, priests, and doctors. 
Upon arriving in Persia at the court of the pious monarch, Basil presented himself 
before him and was received with the highest distinction. He obtained all which he 
desired. Malik Shah exempted the churches, the monasteries and priests of all 
payments, and having rendered as a result an edict, he bade farewell to the 
patriarch who was given official diplomas and covered with honors.365

The church had suffered for over twenty years before Malik Shah granted 
the charter of immunity. M atthew of Edessa also praised the emir Ismail 
who, as governor or Armenia, “ had protected the monsteries against the 
vexations which the ‘Persians’ [Turks] imposed.55366 But both Malik 
Shah and Ismail passed from the scene and the former vexing conditions 
once more prevailed over the Armenian church. At some undetermined 
time in the twelfth century, the catholicus of Armenia had to seek refuge in

364 Michael the Syrian, III, 354-355. The monks of Bar Mar Sauma seem to have been 
subject to oppressive taxation throughout the twelfth century down to the conquest of 
Melitene by Kilidj II Arslan, Ibid., passim.

365 Matthew of Edessa, p. 201.
366 Ibid., p. 204. It is for this reason that Matthew, p. 207, reports his death.
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Cilicia with the Armenian princes, as the Turks were oppressing him in 
Greater Armenia.367

The effect of the Turkish invasions and conquest on the administrative 
structure of the Greek church was often seriously detrimental and in 
some cases an unqualified disaster. The contemporary literature on this 
subject is sparse and consequently most of the details in the ecclesiastical 
administrative picture of eleventh- and twelfth-century Anatolia are 
lacking. Nevertheless, thanks to the commentaries on canon law by Bal- 
samon, the general situation prevailing in the realm of ecclesiastical 
administration of the Greek church in Anatolia is clearly discernible. 
Balsamon, writing in the latter half of the twelfth century, comments on 
the body of canon law in terms of the actual historical experiences of the 
period under discussion. Thus he differs from those commentators who 
consider the canons theoretically, and often without reference to contem
porary historical circumstances. I t is due, almost exclusively, to the writings 
of Balsamon that the historian can reconstruct the effects of the Turkish 
invasions on the ecclesiastical administration in Anatolia during this 
period. He not only interprets the canons in terms of historical events of 
his day, but he preserves im portant imperial documents (from the time of 
Alexius I Gomnenus to Isaac II  Angelus) on ecclesiastical matters which 
otherwise would have been completely lost. I t  is of no little interest that 
many of the canons Balsamon explains in his commentaries are cases 
tha t deal with barbarian invasions, conversion to Islam and heresy, 
flight of bishops from their seats, and other such matters. These were 
ever-recurrent situations in the history of the church since the third- 
century persecutions and the Persian-Arab invasions on Byzantine terri

tory. These canons, dealing with such circumstances, were no doubt 
long familiar to Byzantine ecclesiastics before the eleventh century, and 
so one must not be surprised that such commentators as Zonaras and 
Aristenus did not attem pt to explain them in terms of contemporary 
events. Rather it is exceptional that Balsamon illuminated them within 
the framework of the eleventh and twelfth centuries.

The disruption in the administration of the church in Asia Minor 
which the Turkish invasions caused is manifested primarily in that metro
politans and bishops often were not able to go to their churches in 
Anatolia, and these churches became economically impoverished. The 
irregularity in ecclesiastical administration of Anatolia is already 
evident during the reign of Alexius I Gomnenus, who legislated in an 
effort to deal with the crisis. His prostaxis (decree) has survived in Bal- 
samon’s comments on canon thirty-seven of the Council in Trullo, a canon 
concerned with bishops and metropolitans who are not able to take over

367 Michael the Syrian, III, 188. The Armenian monasteries of eastern Anatolia began 
to revive only in the late twelfth century. F. Macler, “Les couvents armeniens,” Revue 
de Vhistoire des religions, LXXIII (1916), 303.
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their church seats because of barbarian invasions and occupation.368 
According to the canon all such bishops and metropolitans are none the 
less validly ordained bishops and metropolitans and can ordain clerics 
and perform as they normally would. Balsamon then explains this canon 
in terms of the history of the eleventh and twelfth centuries.

The present canon decrees that the bishops who have not been able to go to their 
appointed thrones because of barbarian attack are equally to be honored, and are 
to carry out all the episcopal duties . . . and are plainly to be reckoned as if they 
had gone to their church and been enthroned. Just so the metropolitan of Iconium, 
and other Anatolian metropolitans who have no churches as they are held by the 
barbarians, validly ordain bishops. And they carry out all the metropolitan duties, 
even if they were not at all able to go to their appointed churches and to be 
enthroned.369

But the inability of the metropolitans and bishops to go to their Anatolian 
seats because of the Turkish occupation was nothing new in Balsamon’s 
time, for he refers the reader to an imperial prostaxis of 1094:

Read the prostaxis of the glorious emperor lord Alexius Comnenus delivered in 
the month of November of the second indiction, and which declares that those 
elected to Anatolian churches are hereafter to have again the egoumeneia and 
adelphata and officia belonging to them, which [prostaxis], word for word is as 
follows.

My majesty learned, my most holy lord and ecumenical patriarch, that [as] the 
appointments in the churches of God progress some chosen in the appointments

368 Rhalles and Potles, II, 388, the canon describes in detail this situation; 
ec ’EtteiSt) koctcc Sia<p6povs Kaipous pappaptxal yeyovaai 6 9 0 8 0 1 , Kal TrAeiaTat iroAsis 
Ivteu0ev Cnroysipioi toIs avopois KaTeorriaav co$ Ivteu06v pq 8uvq0qvai tov -Tqs 
TOiaCrrqs ttoAecos TTposSpov, peTa Tqv 6TT> outgo ystpoTOviav, tov oIkeTov 0povov 
KcrraAccpeiv, Kal lv auTco tepaTuerj KaTaoraaEt Ivt8pu0qvai, Kal outgo kotoc to Kporqaav 
600$ Tas x 6lP0T0V âS» Kal TravTa, a  tco ImaKOTrcp avqKEt, TTpcnreiv T6 Kal pETaxsipi^eo'- 
0ar q|i£is to Tipiov, Kal aEpdapiov Trj lEpcoauvq 9 uAcmovT6 S, Kal pqSapcos irpos 
Aupqv tcov eKKAaaiacmKcov Sucakov Tqv l0viKqv lirqpEiav lvcpyela0ai pouAopEvot, 
toI$ outgo X£ipOTOvr|0£lo-i, Kal 8 1 a  Tqv TrpoKEiialvqv a m a v  ev toT$ Iccutcov pq lyKcrraa- 
Tccat 0povois, to arroKpipaTOTiov Tqp£la0ai auvECOpaxapEV, coots Kal x 6 1POTOVtas 
KAqpiKcov 5ia90pcov KavoviKcos ttoieiv, Kal tt) Tqs TTposSpias au0evTia kotcc tov TSiov 
opov Kexpfja0ai, Kal pepaiav, Kal vEvopiapevqv elvai iraaav Crrr* ccutcov Trpo'fouaav 
Siofrcqaiv.”
The flight and expulsion of the Anatolian clergy is confirmed by the recently published 
documents in J. Darrouzes, Documents inedits d'ecclesiologie byzantine (Paris, 1966), pp. 40- 
41, 46-47, 226 (clergy of Pisidian Antioch and Ankara are mentioned). As the clergy 
cannot get to their seats they have gone to Constantinople.
ce Kal ti$ av eit| vuv cxAArj Zicov tcov ttoAecov trapa TauTqv ev f) auvTpIxouaiv Ik 
Traocov TroAecov Kal xwpaiw Kal I0vcov Kal Sta Tqv tcov ttoAepIcov e§co0ev I9 0 8 0 V Kal 
STepa ttoAAcc 8 1 a  to Kparos 0 1  T6 KaTaAet9 0 6 VTes Ik Trjs aixuceAcoaias Kal 0 1  ocSiokou- 
Pevoi;”
P.G., CXLVI, 1196-1197, in the reign of Alexius I Comnenus Nicephorus the metro
politan of Gangra was unable to go to his church (oyoAd^cov) because of the Turks 
and so he was given the metropolitanate of Amastris. Similarly the hierarch of Leonto- 
poleos in Asia Minor had to take over the church of Arcadiopolis in Europe.

369 Rhalles and Potles, II, 390. Zonaras, in ibid., 344-345, remarks that clerics are 
abandoning the churches because of barbarian invasions, harsh taxes, and famine. ** Tivls 
KAqpiKoi, 81a (3ap(3apcov I9080VS, q (popoAoycov caravApcoTrlas, f| Aipov Tacos Tfj X^P? 
a\!rrcbv eTnauppavTa, f| Kal 8f ETEpas arrias peTavaaTEuovTEs, eis x&pas aAAas 
cariaai.” This is quite possibly an exigesis of canon 28 of Trullo, rather than a comment 
on the twelfth century.
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who are abbots in monasteries and who administer or those who carry out some 
other services and those who are simply monks, others in the great church of God 
and in other [churches] obtaining the necessities of life from officia and some other 
functions [leitourgeia] find it difficult to undertake the rank [zygon] of priesthood 
[ierosyne, archierosyne, refers here to the positions of bishop, archbishop, metro
politan] and to watch over the churches to which they have been appointed. They 
fear that as such churches are located in the Anatolian regions they [the appointees] 
shall never have the necessities, for the churches to which they have been appointed 
are altogether poor [without resources] and entirely inaccessible to them; and 
because they undertake the administration of these [churches] they would them
selves be deprived of the egoumenia, oiconomiai, and other leitourgeai which 
belong to them, and of the simply called adelphata, or officia and certain other 
hyperesia.

Therefore my majesty arranging their affairs with a certain order, declares that 
no one of them shall be fastidious because of these things in undertaking the 
office [zugon] of archierosyne. For all these shall again enjoy the benefit of the 
egoumeneia and oiconomia belonging to them, and of other hyperesia and 
leitourgeia and officia and the adelphata belonging to them. Following the 
reason of teaching and submitting to perfect order they shall exercise authority 
over their incomes from these until they obtain relief and are transformed from 
their present ill fate to good fortune; For they are unable to enter the churches 
voted them, as has been said, because they (churches) are held by the most 
hateful enemy. However the things which my majesty has decreed are not to apply 
to the archonticium and to the priests and deacons and remaining clergy of the 
great church of God.370

By the reign of Alexius I Comnenus the upsetting effects of the Turkish 
invasions on the church’s administration are clearly visible. As the churches 
in Anatolia are held by the Turks, the metropolitans and bishops are 
not able to enter them, and in addition the churches are impoverished. 
Those clerics who are appointed to such churches are of course condemned 
to remain without churches in Constantinople, and also without income, 
for upon appointment to such Anatolian churches they are required to 
relinquish their previous ecclesiastical incomes and offices. The emperor 
Alexius, however, realized that it was important to preserve the hier
archical structure of the church in Asia Minor for a future time, when he 
hoped to reconquer much of Anatolia. When this occurred, the bishops 
and metropolitans would take their places again and the church would be 
reconstituted. This is of course what happened after he reconquered the 
northern, western, and southern coastal regions. The reluctance to abandon 
the metropolitanates and bishoprics in Asia Minor was much stronger 
among the emperors than among the clergy, for the clergy were very often 
willing to give up a bishopric or metropolitanate as no longer economically

370 Ibid., 390-391. Zepos, J.G.R., I, 325-326. See Rhalles and Potles, II, 322-323 on the 
eKKArjaiao-TiKCC apyovriKia. ’Ocptpfoia generally refer to the various clerical offices 
under the bishop, i.e., oiconomus, saccelion, sceuophylax, chartophylax, saccelou, etc. 
*A5eA9aTOV denotes a sum of money that an outsider is entitled to receive from a 
monastery; it also describes a gift made to a monastery to support a monk. ’ApyovTiKta 
refer to the pentades of officials which assisted in the administration of the patriarchate, 
H-G. Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, 98-120, 137.
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viable. But the emperors frequently prolonged the existence of bishoprics 
and metropolitanates beyond what was canonically or actually justifiable 
in order to minister to the remaining Christians and also as a possible 
basis of Byzantine administration and reconquest in certain areas. This 
policy is clearly manifested not only by Alexius but especially by Manuel 
Comnenus, as will appear later. In order that the metropolitan and 
episcopal structures of Asia Minor might be maintained, Alexius decreed 
that in most instances clerics ordained to Anatolian seats were to retain 

their incomes from previous offices so that they might have the necessities, 
until conditions improved and they should be enabled to proceed to their 
churches in Asia Minor.

Euthymius Tornices, in a florid eulogy addressed to Manuel Comnenus, 
refers to the removal of the hierarchs from the churches in Anatolia.

You persuade the barbarians to free the Christians from acts of violence, to 
give them extensive land to express freely their piety, and to receive the spiritual 
guardians [poliouchous] of each city. And it seemed [that] you escort the churches 
of God again and carefully select the grooms that they might not outrage the 
wedding ceremonies. You do not wed new widows, as the command of the apostles 
desires, but those who are long widowed and consumed by love for their grooms. 
Now the churches of the east are once more clad in white, having shed the darkness 
of their widow’s garments, and they embrace their grooms, sing the nuptial song, 
and the children are comforted.371

Thus the testimony of Tornices confirms what Balsamon says about the 
difficulties of the Anatolian churches. But as Alexius Comnenus had 
anticipated, there were times when bishops and metropolitans could take 
up residence in their churches, and Tornices refers to such an occasion 
when the Turks have yielded to the demands of Manuel Comnenus.372 
Though one is not to assume that these hierarchs were permanently and 
uninterruptedly barred from their churches in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries, it is fairly clear that because of conditions in Anatolia and the 
enmity between Byzantium and the Turks, the clerics were hindered more 
often than not. Thus the terminus technicus axoA&£cov begins to appear 
frequently in the ecclesiastical literature, and the commentators are called 
upon to define the term.

All agreed that the cryoAd̂ cov is he who is unable to go to the church over which 
he was appointed because the godless foreigners or heretics have taken it, per
haps destroyed it, and do not permit the bishop to put foot in it. 373

371 Euthymius Tornices-Papadopoulos-Kerameus, pp. 182-183.
372 Balsamon, in Rhalles and Potles, III, 156, confirms the fact that the twelfth- 

century sultans on occasion permitted some of the metropolitans and bishops to come to 
Anatolia to their churches.

373 Rhalles and Potles, III, 156; et Kal fipsae Tram, ayoAd^ovTa elvai tov pij Suvapsvov 
careAOsiv sis f|v STreKripuŷ fi iKKArjaiav, 81a to utto eOvcov aOsoov f| aipSTiKcov TauTTjv 
KaTexeo'̂ cxl» tacos 5s KOivco0fjvai, Kat pf) TrapaxcopsTo-Oai tov apyiepea Tr68a paAstv 
sv auTrj.s> It is thus defined elsewhere, ibid., II, 147: “ otovtis oyoAdJcov, StjAovoti \xr\ 
sytov mxpowiav, cos vrrro eOvcov KOTsyopevriv.”
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It is significant that the bishop who is without his church, the oxoAdĉ cov, 
is equated with the bishop who cannot enter his diocese because the enemy 
either possesses his church or has destroyed it.

The exclusion of such large numbers of bishops and metropolitans not 
only brought difficulties for the Christians in Anatolia, but it also caused 
administrative difficulties for the church in Constantinople inasmuch as 
the bishoprics and metropolitanates were not abolished.374 There were 
two alternatives open to hierarchs who found themselves unable to take 
over their churches in Anatolia. They either came to Constantinople or 
else they were transferred to seats that were vacant and were either in 
Byzantine territory or at least accessible. Evidently hierarchs from all the 
Byzantine provinces were wont to come to Constantinople and often 
without permission from the patriarch. Thus both Alexius I and Manuel I 
decreed that all such bishops and metropolitans were to stay in their 

dioceses and to leave Constantinople.375 But all the Anatolian churchmen 
were exempt from this prohibition, notes Balsamon in commenting on the 
relevant canon, seventeen, of Sardica.

Thus let it be noted, that the Anatolian bishops who do not have seats because 
their churches are held by foreigners are not to be ejected from the queen of 
cities.376

In Constantinople they received support until they or their successors 
were able to go on to Anatolia.377 The presence of a disproportionately 
large number of Anatolian metropolitans at the meetings of the patriarchal 
synod in Constantinople is due to the fact that so many of them were 
unable to get to their churches.378 A bishop or metropolitan who was 
cr)(oAd£cov, that is, without his church because of the Turkish occupation, 
did not necessarily remain in Constantinople. There were occasions when 
it was possible for a metropolitan who was not able to enter his church in 
Turkish territory to be permitted to take up residence in one of his 
bishoprics that was in Byzantine territory.

It seems to me that if such a metropolitan wishes to migrate to one of his bishop
rics because the foreigners occupy his original church, he must be appointed there 
by imperial prostaxis and synodal decision. This happened with the metropolitan 
of Neocaesareia, having instead of his seat his bishopric of Oenoe, and with the

374 Ibid., II, 390-391; III, 245-246. If a bishop is unable to go to a bishopric because 
the vacant bishopric is held by the foreigners, his ordination shall be delayed. Rhalles 
and Potles, II, 275: ei 5e, 9a<7i, 81a *nva Trepicrrao-n; crrrapamyrov KcoXueTca f| toO 
Ittutkottov TTpoyeipiais, (Tuyov yap f| xnp£uoucra imAis gTriaxoTtou urro eftvcov iaAco, 
Kal ouk Ictti £>aov carsAdeiv Ikeioe Tiva), TravTCog uTrepTsddrj xod r\ xeipoTovia.”

375 Ibid., I, 149-153; II, 157-
376 Ibid., Ill, 274-275; " "Qctte armetcoCTai, oti ouk o9siAoucnv caro Trjs paoiAevoucrns 

tcov TToAecov EKpccAAecjOai 01 avaToAiKoi ETnorcOTroi 01 nq exovt£S kccOi'cthcrra, cb$ tcov 
skkAtjcticov aurcov koctexohevcov Trapa tcov eQvcov* ,j

377 Ibid., II, 157; III, 245-246. Zepos, J.G.R., I, 361.
378 Grumel, Regestes, I, ni, passim.
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metropolitan of Pisidian Antioch who received Sozopolis as a seat. And [it 
happened] with many others.379

But transferral (|Jst6c0ecfis) of clerics most often was not restricted to 
churches within the same metropolitan jurisdiction, for many of the 
Anatolian metropolitanates were completely within the Turkish dominion. 
The metropolitan of Ankara was transferred to Cerasus; Nicephorus, 
metropolitan of Gangra, as a axoAa£cov received the metropolitanate of 
Amastris; the hierarch of Leontopolis, also ctxoAcc£cov, received Arcadi- 
opolis.380 The cleric Eustathius was elected by the Gonstantinopolitan 
synod as metropolitan of Myra, but before his actual ordination he was 
transferred to Thessalonike,381for Myra was in regions held by the Turks.382 
Balsamon implies that this condition applied throughout the districts of 
Helenopontus, Paphlagonia, and possibly also in Phrygia Capatiane and 
Second Cappadocia.383 Doubtless the transferral of bishops and metro
politans was a widespread phenomenon in the eleventh and twelfth 

centuries.
In his remarks on the thirty-fourth of the Apostolic canons, Balsamon 

confirms that the bishops and metropolitans had largely abandoned 
the towns. “Because of the foreign invasions many cities remain bishop
less.”384 The presence of so many vacant ecclesiastical seats (oxoA<5c£oi/oai, 
XTipsuoucai) in Anatolia required adjustments in the operation of the 
hierarchy. One such rearrangement involved the joining of a vacant seat 
to one occupied by another hierarch.

379 Rhalles and Potles, III, 486. This text illustrates very clearly the proposition that 
in the twelfth century the clergy were most frequently unable to take up their positions in 
churches within the domains of the Muslims. Pisidian Antioch was well within the limits 
of Turkish control, but Sozopolis was in Byzantine hands (though near the Turkish 
borders). So also Oenoe was in Byzantine hands, while across the border Neocaesareia 
was in the hands of the enemy. Balsamon relates that many other clerics had to flee the 
churches in towns held by the Turks and took up residence across the borders in bishoprics 
on Byzantine territory.

380 Ibid., V, 394-
381 Ibid., 428-429.
382 Ibid., II, 23-25* If a bishop was elected to a bishopric but was not able to go there 

because the occupation of the foreigners prevented him from so doing, his ordination was 
to be delayed. Thus Eustathius, elected to the church of Myra but unable to go there 
because of the Turkish occupation, was not ordained metropolitan of Myra. Evidently 
the throne of Thessalonike fell vacant and so he was transferred there.

383 Ibid., I, 57. Balsamon is commenting on chapter 20 of Photius’ Nomocanon con
cerning these regions. Chapter 20 of the Nomocanon reads: " cO ‘EAevottovtos Suo e'xei 
pqTpoTroArras, cos q Ktf. veccpa* Kai f) TTacpAayovia 8ia<popovs, cos q k6'. veapcr 
xai f) (Dpuyia KcnTcmavf), Kai q KaTmaSoKta. Oute Se 8uo ttoAecov Suva-rai tis 
eivai ETTiaKOTros, £?qpqTai 6 Topecos, avrds yap Kai tcov Aonrcov EKKAqcncov ZKuQias 
TrpovoeT* Kai q AeovtottoAis ’laaupias utto tov ethctkottov eoti MaavpoTroAecos, cos (3i(3. 
a '. toO KcoSiKos tit. y \  Sicct. Ae'. oute Se qyoupEvos yivETai 8O0 povaorqptcov, cos 
Sicct. AO', tou aurou titAou.” Balsamon’s scholion is most significant: #t ‘H Kq'. VEapa 
KEiTai eis pi(3Aiov tcov (3aaiAiKcbv s', tit. i(3'. KEcp. a ', tjtis EVTauOa ouk STE0q Trap* 
qpcov Sia to psyaAcos cicAAoicoflqvai Tqv tcov ev Taurq SqAoupEvcov xwP&v KaTaaTa- 
aiv urro tcov aflecov pappdcov, Kai Sia touto onTpaKTfjaai tcc Trjs veapas. Kai q K0'. 
VEapa eypcc9q sis pipAiov tcov paaiAiKcov s'* tit. ty'. KEcp. a '. svTauOa Se ouk ETeflq Sia 
Tqv auTqv aiTiav.”

384 Ibid., II, 46, . . -rroAAai ttoAeis SiaTqv tcov eOvcov EmSpopqv ccvETnoTcoTrqToi. .
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It has been permitted, it would seem, by the present canon [second canon of 
the second ecumenical council of Constantinople] . . . that there be joined to some 
churches other churches held by the foreigners. Presently the synod in Constanti
nople gave to the metropolitan of Nazianzus the church of Ankara, and to 
various other metropolitans other such churches.385

Again the language of Balsamon implies that this was a common phenom
enon. It is probable that the metropolitans were not able to call their 
synods of bishops frequently, a situation the eighth canon of the council 
in Trullo foresaw, and which decreed that in case of barbarian invasions 
the metropolitan need call only one synod per year.386 But there must have 
been many instances when even the modest demands of this canon could 

not be met.
The church in Asia Minor must have suffered the loss of much of its 

properties and revenues as a result of the Turkish occupation. This 
assumption is based on a very limited number of contemporary references 

to the loss of ecclesiastical possessions. But the reliability of these few 
references is in a sense strengthened by two considerations. First is the 
fact that when ecclesiastical documents begin to appear in significant 
numbers in the fourteenth century, the pattern of Turkish confiscation 
of church property is very clearly discernible. This by itself, of course, 
does not prove that the phenomenon occurred earlier, but it does 
strengthen the probability of such an assumption, and it is entirely 

consistent with the few scattered references to this phenomenon in the 
eleventh and twelfth centuries. Second, one must assume that the Turks 
on frequent occasions appropriated church property, as they had con
quered much of Anatolia, by the sword. This too appears in the 
documentation of the fourteenth century.

In his prostaxis of 1094, Alexius Comnenus had remarked that hierarchs 
appointed to Anatolian churches had been reluctant to accept such 

appointments.

They fear that as such churches are located in the Anatolian regions they [the 
appointees] shall never have the necessities, for the churches to which they have 
been appointed are altogether poor and entirely inaccessible to them.387

In 1173 Michael the metropolitan of Ankara petitioned the synod in 

Constantinople to transfer him to the metropolitanate of Cerasus in 
Byzantine territory. The reasons that he gave to the synod are interesting 
indeed.

II ait herite du siege d’Ancyre, il est destitue de tout moyen de vivre, du fait 
que les Perses (Turcs) occupent depuis longtemps cette metropole.388

385 Ibid, 172.
386 Ibid., 324.
387 Zepos, J.G.R., I, 326. Rhalles and Potles, II, 390-391.
388 Grumel, Regestes, I, iii, 156: “L6on metropolite d’Amas^e (XII siecle),” Etudes 

Byzantines, III (1945), 168. On the text edited by Msgr. Athenagoras, ’OpOoSo îa, V 
(1930), 543-545, see the remarks of Grumel. There is some difficulty as to whether
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A further reflection of the church’s poverty is the decision of the synod 
(between 1170 and 1178)389 justifying the transferral of bishops and the 
grants of epidosis on the basis of penury. Bishops who are in possession of 
impoverished churches may, with the assent of their ecclesiastical 
superior, be transferred to another bishopric. A bishop in economic 
difficulties may receive from his metropolitan certain rights over a second 
bishopric. This grant is an epidosis, which empowers the bishop to enjoy 
all episcopal rights over the second bishopric save that of sitting in the 
synthronon of the sanctuary. In other words when there are two poor 
bishoprics within a metropolitan jurisdiction, the metropolitan may 
unite these temporarily under one bishop (provided that one of the seats 
is vacant), thus attempting to make one stable economic unit out of two 
destitute bishoprics.390

One must conclude, then, that the loss of church property to the con
querors, which was so clearly discernible a phenomenon throughout 
the fourteenth century, was equally important in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries. Though one cannot assume that this amounted to a general and 
complete confiscation, nevertheless it was so serious that many churches 
could no longer support their hierarchs.391 This pauperization of the 
church was a great blow to the social fabric of Byzantine life in Anatolia, 
for the church provided most of the charitable and educational services 
for the Christians. In addition, the inability of the metropolitans and 
bishops to sit in their churches regularly, either because of poverty or 
because of Turkish interference, meant that the Christian communities 
were often deprived of their Christian leadership.

What was the reaction in Constantinople to the upsetting of the 
ecclesiastical structure in Asia Minor arising from the new realities 
imposed by the Turkish conquest? Mention has already been made of the 
appearance of epidosis as well as the formal transferral (metathesis) of 
bishops to other churches. The continual appearance in the eleventh and

Michael ever went to Ankara; “Gar le dit prelat ni n’a et£ intronise dans la metropole 
d’Ancyre, ni n’y a eu dans les offices proclamation de son nom, puisque aucun chr£tien, 
dit-on, ne s’y trouve.”

389 The chronological attribution is that of Grumel, Regestes, I, iii, 168.
390 Rhalles and Potles, III, 223, comments that bishops are not to be appointed where

circumstances do not warrant it, especially when there is insufficient income, because 
*' . . . ouk eorca irpos Tipfiv rou ©sou to (3aSt£eiv apyispea Sia Trevtav Kai
orspelaOai tcov d:vayKâ cov.:,, And he comments specifically that this applies to the 
churches of Asia Minor.

391 In contrast to the churches within Turkish domains, the churches in Byzantine 
territory were rebuilt and the monastic communities flourished throughout the twelfth 
and thirteenth centuries. Miklosich et Muller, I and II, passim. Pachymeres, II, 642-650 
on impoverization of the church. For tax immunities given by the Byzantine government 
to clergy and monasteries, Zepos, J.G.R., I, 366, 427. It was because of this that Manuel I 
dispensed land and privileges to the church, Svoronos, “Les privileges de lTglise a 
l’epoque des Comnenes: un rescrit inedit de Manuel Ier Comnene,” Travaux et Memoires, 
I (Paris, 1965), 325-392.
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twelfth centuries of clergymen as official holders of Anatolian metro
politanates and bishoprics regardless of whether or not they could 
effectively administer these churches indicates that there was no general 
abandoning of these churches in the official administrative literature of 
the church. Some scholars have characterized this as merely a manifes
tation of the church’s fossilized archaism and its conservative attachment 
to forms of the past. The continuity of metropolitanates and bishoprics 
in the official literature, however, was due to something more than 
archaistic ecclesiastical practice and sentiment. The maintenance of the 
metropolitan skeletal structure as nearly intact as possible, even if the 
holder of the church had to sit idle most of the time in Constantinople, 
was a primary concern of the emperors. This is evident in the religious 
legislation of both Alexius I Comnenus and Manuel Comnenus. Alexius 
ruled that all these Anatolian positions should continue to be filled, 
regardless of the impossibility of the physical appearance of the clerics in 
Anatolia.392 Manuel also ruled that the appointment of the Anatolian 
clerics should continue in spite of the fact that the Muslims did not permit 
them to enter their churches.393 Manuel decreed this “so that the recovery 
of the Christians in these churches might not be forbidden.”394 It is 
interesting that during his reign Manuel finally obtained consent from the 
Turks that many of these clerics should be permitted to return to their 
churches.395 Thus the emperors made strenuous efforts to maintain the 
episcopal structure, and they did so for very good reasons. Given the 
central importance of religion in the society of that time, the hierarchical 
structure served as an important element of Byzantine administration and 
of Byzantine influence. In addition, the bishops and metropolitans were 
indispensable to the organized life of the Christian communities. It was 
they who maintained Christian discipline and the faith among the com
munities, not to mention their importance in education and charity. Thus 
their presence in Anatolia was of extreme importance to the emperors.

Behold! the souls of the Orthodox are in danger, especially of the more simple 
minded. The head of the Orthodox is the holy clergy. So long as the priesthood 
is in a sound state, its whole body and members are worthily directed. But if on 
the other hand this [clergy] falls ill, the whole body is disposed to complete 
destruction. Behold, accordingly, Christianity is endangered as the ecclesiastical 
situation declines daily; God is angry and the depraved, evil daemon, who con
tinually envies the good, rejoices . . . .  What excuse shall we emperors and arch
priests make on the day of judgment to God the demiourge and creator, if in 
receiving Christian people we hand them over to satan ?396

392 Zepos, J.G.R., I, 325, 326.
393 Rhalles and Potles, III, 246.
394 Ibid., 246, " cos HTjSe corayopeucov tt}v eis tocutccs dcTroKardaTCcaiv tcov

XpiffTiavcov.”
395 Euthymius Tornices Papadopoulos-Kerameus, pp. 182-183. This is perhaps to be 

dated between 1162 (date ofKIlidj Arslan’s stay in Constantinople) and 1176 (battle of 
Myriocephalum).

396 Zepos, J.G.R., I, 351-352.

2 0 8



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

Accordingly it is the duty of the Christian emperor and priests to care for 
the souls of the Christians. It is exactly for this reason that Alexius’ 
grandson Manuel ordered that the clergy were to take their places in 
Asia Minor whenever circumstances permitted. The clergy were to 
preside over the “recovery of the Christians.”397

The emperors insisted upon the maintenance of the elaborate adminis
trative structure of the church in Anatolia in spite of the fact that it was 
anachronistic for certain areas of Anatolia (^s for instance in Ankara 
where few Christians remained by the late twelfth century). The church, 
or at least the metropolitans, bishops, and even the canon lawyers, seems 
to have preferred to reform the ecclesiastical institution in conformity 
with a more conservative reality. Canon law specifically prescribed that 
bishops were to be ordained only in towns, and that no village was entitled 
to a bishop.398 Thus Balsamon relates that this canon was being applied 
in Anatolia during his own day.

It dishonors both God and the episcopate to appoint a bishop over a few 
people, as a result of which it [episcopate] becomes contemptible.399 Much less is 
it to the honor of God for a hierarch to walk on foot because of penury and 
deprivation of the necessities. As a result the appointment of bishops to 
Anatolian churches in which are found altogether moderate numbers of 
Christians, is not sound. Today those officials appointed by the bishops are 
periodeutai. These go about and watch over the mistakes of the soul and put the 
faithful in order.400

Balsamon acknowledges that the official episcopal structure has been 
affected and where the numbers of Christians are few, the bishops have 
been replaced by the periodeutai (itinerants). This was the customary 
practice of the church which, it is therefore evident, did attempt to adjust 
to the Anatolian realities. The principle was further elaborated and refined 
by Balsamon in his comments on the sixth canon of Sardica which states 
that bishops are not to be appointed to villages or in very small towns. 
The commentator reiterates that the basis for assigning a bishop or 
creating a bishopric is to TroAuccvQpcoTrov, the density of population, and 
not old tradition that formerly entitled it to possess a bishop.

397 The same sentiment is expressed in the more copious literature of the fourteenth 
century.

398 Canon 57 of the synod of Laodiceia, Rhalles and Potles, III, 222. “ "Oti ou Set 
ev Tats Kcopais Kai ev Tats x^P0̂  Ka61oTacr6ai eTriaxoTrous, aAAa ireptoSeUTas.” 
Canon 6 of the synod of Sardice, ibid., I ll ,  243: “ pr) e^eivai 5e octtAcos KaOiOTav 
ETriaKOTTov ev Kcbpq tivi r) ppaxeta ttoAei, rj Tivi xai els povos Trpeap\>repos eTrapxer 
ouk avayKatov yap emcrKOTrous eKetae KO0iaTaa0ai, iva pr) KCCTeuTeAi£r)Tai to tou 
ettiokottou ovopa Kai f) auOevTia.”

399 Density of population is the principal and only criterion for establishing a bishopric 
and for maintaining it. Rhalles and Potles, III, 246: “ enrov Ttves, pfi 6<peiAeiv touto 
yevea6at eis euTeAeis TrdvTT) Kcopas f[ TroAets, 5ia to Trpovprjcpî eaOai els Ta\>ras 
apyiepeiS otov fja-av Crrro Aaou eOOuvoupevai, aAAa ttiv am av  Tfjs TTpopAriaecos 
tou dcpxiepews eivai to TroAuav6pcoTrov Tfjs x&P0̂  °v)6 TraAatov Ttpovopiov.”

400 Rhalles and Potles, III, 223. On the periodeutai or itinerants, H-G. Beck, Kirche und 
theologische Literatur, pp. 103 ff.
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And they added the remark that a bishop was not to be appointed to a city 
which had declined from populous to a state of depopulation because of foreign 
invasions, or for some other turn of events; but (bishops are to be appointed) 
only in the populous cities, even if formerly they had not bishops. Moreover, 
our god-crowned, mighty and holy emperor was frequently asked if it was 
necessary to appoint [bishops] to those churches in Anatolia which were held by 
the Agarenes. He declared that they should be appointed to them and he bestowed 
by public ordinance, upon those who would be appointed, solemnia [gifts] for the 
necessities of life, until they should depart for their churches. But he did not in any 
manner consent that bishops be appointed to small villages, but rather he was 
angered with those so ordained.401

Balsamon seems to indicate that the ecclesiastical structure was in a 
state of flux and that though the emperor insisted upon the appointment 
of bishops to Anatolian towns, they were not to be appointed to villages 
or to towns that had declined as a result of the invasions. This reflects on 
both the decline of urban centers and the slow retrenchment of the struc
ture of bishoprics. This, then, was the solution of the emperors. The 
episcopal structure was to continue in those towns where Christians still 
remained. Even if they were small in number, such towns were to 
receive bishops. But if the town has been reduced to negligible size, then 
bishops were no longer to be appointed as it amounted to dishonoring 
God. In the towns that had declined because of the Turkish invasions, the 
itinerants or TrepioSsuTai were-to replace the bishops.

Of importance in any attempt to describe such a change as had 
occurred in Anatolia during the eleventh and twelfth centuries is the 
treatment of the conquered by the conquerors, and also the attitudes of 
the Christian subjects toward their Muslim rulers. Did the Christians, who 
possibly constituted a majority of the population in the Turkish-held 

lands, welcome the Turks, and was their status more or less favorable than 
it had been under Byzantium ?

One theory holds that the Christians largely welcomed the Turks. 
The adherents of this particular school maintain that the Turks were 
welcomed first of all because Byzantine taxation in Anatolia was oppres
sive.402 The population, they continue, had remained largely unhellen- 
ized, and so the Anatolian soil was the habitat of tribes “belonging” to the 
Hetites, Thracians, and Christian Turks.403 All these peoples, because 
they had preserved their linguistic and cultural identity and because of 
Byzantine taxation, welcomed the Turks and aided in the conquest.404 
In support of this theory, its adherents had been able to bring to bear 
some sources that undeniably attest to the magnanimity of individual 
Turkish princes and sultans toward the Christians. The generosity of Alp

401 Rhalles and Potles, III, 246-247. Ducange quotes Sudas in defining CToAepvicc. 
tl f| napa paaiAecos avatpcdpsTos Scoped 5iSopevr| Tats iKKArioIais.3*

402 Yinanc, Fethi, p. 174.
403 Ibid.} pp. 162-164.
404 Ramsay, Phrygia, I, 301.
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Arslan toward Romanus IV is unanimously attested not only by the 
Muslim historians but by the Christian historians as well. Michael the 
Syrian and Matthew of Edessa both praise Muslim rulers who intervened 
on behalf of the Christians. Sulayman treated Antioch kindly; Malik 
Shah granted certain exemptions to the Armenian church; the emir 
Ismail, governor of Armenia, made efforts to heal the ravages perpetrated 
upon Armenia; the Arab Sharif al-Dawla did everything he could to 
protect the Christians in his kingdom; Malik Danishmend seems to have 
displayed considerable concern for the Christians of Melitene and of 
other regions in his principality; both Danishmend and Kilidj Arslan 
were mourned at their deaths by the Christians who felt that they had 
lost their protectors.405 This theory, maintaining that the Christian attitude 
was favorable to the Turks, seems to receive further confirmation from 
the fact that Christians often participated in and cooperated with the 
Turkish conquest. Tzachas could never have built his fleet and sailed the 

Aegean without the aid of the anonymous Smyrniote who undertook 
the construction of the ships. The naval arsenal temporarily erected at Cius 
under the orders of Abu’l-Kasim must also have been the work of local 
Christians. Philaretus courted Turkish aid and approval, going so far as 
to apostatize in order to preserve his possessions. Reference has already 
been made to the presence of Christian, especially Armenian, contingents 
in the Turkish armies. In addition to these there were present bodies of 
Paulician soldiery in the armies opposing the Crusaders. There must have 
been numerous other incidents of such Christian participation in the 
Turkish conquest which have gone unrecorded.406

Thus the participation of a portion of the Anatolian Christians in the 
Turkish conquests is evident. Equally evident is the fact that a number of 
Muslim sultans and governors were considerate to the Christians and as 
a result Christian opinion was favorable to these individuals. But it is a 
gross exaggeration to maintain, as some have, that the entire Anatolian 
population, or even the majority of it, rejoiced, acquiesced, and joined in 
the Turkish conquest. The Greek, Armenian, and Georgian populations 
(and it is fantastic to speak of Hetites, Thracians, and other ancient ethnic 
entities long extinct) seem to have disliked and feared their Turkmen 
conquerors.407 The Syrian Christians about Melitene were not as ill

405 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 188, 190, 196, 201, 204, 207, 256.
406 Anna Comnena, II, 110, 69. Matthew ofEdessa, p. 195. Gesta Francorum, pp. 102-103. 

It is a pronounced theme in the Danishmendname.
407 Islamic society itself had considerable dislike for the Turkmens, and Nizam al-Mulk 

devoted a short chapter to this subject in his book on government. The Book of Government 
or Rules for Kings, trans. H. Darke (London, i960), p. 105; “Although there has arisen a 
certain amount of aversion to the Turkmens, and they are very numerous, still they have a 
longstanding claim upon the dynasty, because at its inception they served well and suffered 
much, and also they are attached by ties of kinship. So it is fitting that about a thousand 
of their sons should be enrolled and maintained in the same way as pages of the palace. 
When they are in continuous employment they will learn the use of arms and become 
trained in service. Then they will settle down with other people and with growing devotion
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disposed to the Turks for the reason that they had received ill-treatment 
at the hands of both Armenians and Greeks. But the pages of Michael the 
Syrian and Bar Hebraeus, as well as the history of Melitene up to its 
conquest by the benevolent Kflidj II Arslan, indicate that they, too, fre
quently found Turkish rule not to their liking.

An examination of the contemporary accounts of the conditions of the 
Christians in Anatolia will reveal that more frequently than not the 
disadvantages of Turkish rule far outweighed the advantages. There is 
mention of general oppression of the Christian Anatolians in various parts 
throughout the peninsula. They were largely, though not completely, 
excluded from government and the armies, in both of which the Anatolians 
had been complete masters under the Byzantine administration.408 Their 
children were taken away and converted on occasion.409 Churches were 
plundered, devastated,410 and frequently used as mosques.411 The pillag
ing, enslavement, and massacre that the Turkmen raids brought would have 
been unwelcome to sedentary society anywhere. It was just because of 
all this that Christian authors saw fit to praise those individual Turkish 
sultans and officials who made efforts to protect the inhabitants of Anatolia

serve as pages, and the dislike which is generally felt for them on account of their nature will 
disappear.” A. Lambton, Landlord and Peasant in Persia; A Story of Land Tenure and Land 
Revenues Administration (London-New York, 3953), p. 56. See V. Barthold, Turkestan 
down to the Mongol Invasion (London, 1928), pp. 309-310, for a commentary on the above 
and also on the difficulties that the Turkmens caused in sedentary Islamic society. Also 
the Qabus Nama, trans. Levy, p. 103; “Without any doubt, what is fine in the Turks is 
present in a superlative degree, but so also is what is ugly in them. Their faults in general 
are that they are blunt-witted, ignorant, boastful, turbulent, discontented and without a 
sense of justice. Without any excuse they will create trouble and utter foul language, 
and at night they are poor-hearted. Their merit is that they are brave, free from pretence, 
open in enmity and zealous in any task allotted them. For the [domestic] establishment 
there is no better race.” Also Hudud al-Alam-Minorsky, p. 100. The Muslim urban 
society of the Anatolia frequently expressed a dislike for and aversion to the Turkmen 
nomads. G. Cahen in von Gruenbaum, Unity and Variety in Muslim Civilization (Chicago- 
London, 1955), p. 330, on use of the word “Turk” for the barbarous and unbearable 
Turkmen frontier population. Aksaray-Gen^osman, p. 342, says of them that they are 
“bloodthirsty, dogs, hungry for booty, but that they immediately flee upon the appearance 
of a strong foe.” Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 308. Togan, Umumi Turk tarihine giris (Istanbul, 1946), 
P- 205.

408 William of Tyre, III, xix; IV, i; V, xi. J. Laurent, “Des Grecs aux Crois^s,” 
Byzantion, I (1924), 443.

409 William of Tyre, IV, iv. Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-55.
410 William of Tyre, VI, xxiii; trans. E. A. Babcock and A. G. Krey, I, 296, remarks 

on the state of the churches in Antioch when the Crusaders entered. “The sacriligious race 
of Turks had desecrated the venerable places; they had driven out the ministers of divine 
worship and put the churches to profane uses. Some of the sacred edifices had been used as 
stables for horses and other beasts of burden, and in other pursuits unbefitting the 
sanctuary. . . . The pictures of the revered saints had been erased from the very walls— 
symbols which supplied the place of books and reading to the humble worshippers of God 
and aroused devotion in the minds of the simple people, so praiseworthy for their devout 
piety. On these the Turks had spent their rage as if on living persons; they had gouged out 
eyes, mutilated noses, and daubed the pictures with mud and filth. They had thrown 
down the altars and defiled the sanctuary of God with their impious acts.” On the 
destruction of churches see also, Miklosich et Muller, VI, 87. Theodore Scutariotes- 
Sathas, 169. See above nn. 338-361.

411 Danishmendname-Melikoff, passim. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 68.
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from the violence of the Turkmens. Indeed one must be careful to dis
tinguish between the acts of benevolent rulers and the deeds of their 
Muslim subjects. As was previously mentioned, the Arab Sharif al-Dawla 

was praised for protecting the Christians of his domains, but he accom
plished this by punishing his own Muslim subjects.412 Similarly Kilidj I 
Arslan, who is lauded for his kindness to Christians,413 was succeeded in 
Melitene by the Turk II Arslan (early twelfth century); the latter oppressed 
the inhabitants of the city with financial exactions and thus reversed the 
policy of his predecessor.414 Even the matter of religious toleration has 
been somewhat exaggerated, for though the sultans seem to have been, 
on the whole, religiously tolerant, often this tolerance was not shared 
by all the Muslim subjects of the sultans and forced conversions and 
martyrdoms were not unknown. When Malik Shah granted the Armenian 
patriarch Basil diplomas of immunity for the Armenian church from 
Turkish exactions in 1090-91, it was because Basil had protested against the 
violence and heavy exactions of the Turks in these areas during the preced
ing twenty years.415 After the deaths of Malik Shah and Ismail, however, 
the former vexations once more reappeared and eventually the Armenian 
catholicus was constrained to flee to the Armenian princes of Cilicia.416 
It is clear that the very authors who praise Malik Shah and others as the 
clement protectors of the Christians make it quite obvious that the 
element against which the sultans had to protect the Christians was 
the Muslims themselves.

It is also evident that, in this period at least, the Christians continued 
to suffer at the hands of the conquerors in spite of the isolated measures of 
Malik Shah, Kilidj Arslan, and Malik Danishmend. The great hardship 

brought upon the Christian churches of Anatolia has already been de
scribed above.417 Certainly many of the Orthodox (Chalcedonian) churches 
no longer enjoyed the comparative prosperity and peace they had known 
under Byzantine authority.418

Given the nature of the Turkish conquest and rule during this period 
(eleventh and twelfth centuries) one would not expect the Christians to 
be well disposed to the Turks as a whole, though one should be careful to

412 Matthew of Edessa, p. 190.
413 Ibid., p. 1290.
414 Michael the Syrian, III, 194.
416 Matthew of Edessa, p. 201. The same happened in Georgia, Brosset, Georgie, I, 

348-349.
416 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 204, 207. Michael the Syrian, III, 188.
417 Zepos, J.G.R., I, pp. 325-326,“aTe tcov pev evens eTreyri9f<70r)aav eKKATjaicovTrdvT-r) 

TUyxocvouCTcav crrropcov Kai ccrrpoo'PdTcov aurois ttccvteAcos . . . tcov yr|<pia-0£ic7cbv 
carrots 6KKAr)aicov d>s eiprjTai dpcrrcov ouacov toutois cos Otto tcov eyfriorcov Korre- 
yopevcov kyfip&v.’3 Ddlger, Regesten, II, no. 1172.

418 The religious difficulties between Byzantines and Armenians had resulted in 
situations that were at times unfelicitous for these churches in eastern Anatolia. But 
conditions were not as oppressive as they became during the late eleventh and the twelfth 
centuries, during the Turkish invasions and occupations. Thus by contrast, Syrian monas
tic life flourished in Byzantine Anatolia, Michael the Syrian, III, 124 ffi, 135, 145 ff.
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distinguish between the rulers and sedentary Muslim society on the one 
hand, and the Turkmens on the other. There were exceptions, of course, 
and there were also the facts of reality. The Turks were military and 
political masters and one simply had to make the best of it. But by and 
large the Christians were not completely satisfied with their new rulers, a 
fact illuminated by the events of the late eleventh and the twelfth 
century. The march of the Crusaders across the whole length of Anatolia 
and the Byzantine reconquest of western Anatolia and of the northern 
and southern littorals would have been impossible had the populations 
favored the Turks. Both Latins and Byzantines were aided by a popu
lation that had suffered from the Turks. When the Crusaders passed 
through Anatolia they were aided and received by Christians at almost 
every step. The Christians about Konya gave them intelligence on the 
areas to the east;419 the Greeks and Armenians of Tarsus were glad to be 
rid of the Turks and welcomed the westerners into the city,420 as did the 
inhabitants of other towns. Plastentza, which had just repulsed a Turkish 
siege, voluntarily opened its gates to receive the Latins.421 Similarly the 
inhabitants of Coxon and Marash were relieved to see the Christian 
armies, as it meant a respite from the Turks.422 The situation at Antioch 
at this time is of particular interest. Because of the large Christian popu
lation in the city and because of its animosity toward the Turks, the 
latter began to fear that the inhabitants could not be trusted with the 
Crusading armies on the other side of the walls. The Turks planned, 
therefore, to massacre the Christians in order to be safe from their 
treachery. But as they did not do so quickly enough, a Christian of Antioch 
betrayed the city to the Crusaders.423 After the fall of the city, the local 
Christians helped the Crusaders to seek out and slay the Muslims within 
Antioch, and the Turkish emir Yaghi Siyan was recognized and slain by 
the Armenians as he fled.424 Previous to the fall of the city, the neighboring 
Armenians and Syrians set ambushes for relieving Turkish forces and did 
so again when the Turks fled Antioch.425

In the west of Anatolia, Alexius received the sympathy of much of the 
local population as he drove the Turks out. He too benefited from the 
intelligence activities of the population426 and when Ducas5 army appeared, 
the citizens of Laodiceia opened the gates of the town and came out to 
greet him. As Alexius retreated from Philomelium in 1098, many of the

419 Gesta Francorum, pp. 56-57.
420 Ibid., pp. 58-59.
421 Ibid., pp. 60-61.
422 Ibid., pp. 62-65. William of Tyre, IV, i. It is true, however, that the Christians of 

Anatolia also suffered from the Crusaders on occasion, as witness the massacre of Greeks 
by the Crusaders of 1101 in northern Anatolia. Anna Comnena, III, 19-22.

4 2 3 William of Tyre, V, xi. Anna Comnena, III, 19-22.
424 William of Tyre, V, xxii-xxiii.
425 Gesta Francorum, pp. 86-87, 156-159*
426 Anna Comnena, II, 68. A Greek inhabitant of the regions of Nicaea came to warn 

Taticius of the approach of the army of Burzuk.
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Greek inhabitants of the region left their homes, preferring to relocate 
within imperial territory.427 During the course of his last campaign in the 
regions, the Greek inhabitants of the villages about Cedrea and of the 
regions about Konya voluntarily abandoned their homes and preferred 
to follow Alexius to safer habitations within the Byzantine state.428 The 
general migration and flight of portions of the population before the prog
ress of the invaders further emphasizes this point. The sentiments of a 
significant portion of the Christian population, even in eastern Anatolia, 
were well disposed to Byzantium and so the Christians were suspect in 

the eyes of the Turks.

When the emperor [John II Comnenus] began to attack Neocaesareia, the 
fury of the Turks against the Christians was increased in all the lands which they 
held. Whosoever mentioned the name of the emperor, even by accident, en
countered the sword, and his children and house where taken. In this manner 
many perished in Melitene and in other lands, up until the emperor suddenly 
departed.429

It is sufficiently clear that a large portion of the Christians in Anatolia 
during the century after the battle of Manzikert saw a definite worsening 
of their conditions. As the Turkish conquest caused this upheaval, one 
would not expect to see the Christians favorably disposed to the conquerors. 
So when Christian armies appeared once more in Anatolia, the inhabitants 
often took the opportunity to express their dissatisfaction with Turkish 
rule. Indeed the hostility of Christians and Muslims in Anatolia is clear in 
the events of the thirteenth century when the Anatolina Christians sided 
with the Mongols (before their conversion to Islam), and often the Muslims 
sympathized with the Egyptian Mamelukes. It was for this reason that in 
1277 Baybars massacred the Christians of Caesareia but not the Muslims. 
The same polarity of religious tension is observable during Timur’s 
invasion of Asia Minor.430 But as time passed and the possibilities of 
Byzantine reconquest faded, some of the Christian populations began to 
find a place for themselves in the new arrangement. Thus the Greeks of the 
islands in the lake of Pousgouse resisted the armies of John Comnenus. 
The Greeks of Tantalus and Caria who had been resettled about 
Philomelium-Akshehir were very happy in the Seljuk domains. Though 
they had been taken away from their original homes by force, the

427 Ibid., Ill, 29.
428 Ibid., 203; te Zuv6(ttovto 6e to\>toi5 auOaipETcos Kai oi avToyOovES tcov toioutcov 

ycopcov 'PcopaToi (peOyovTES t&s tcov (3appapcov xê PaS» ywafaes te opou peTa tcov 
VEoyvcov Kai avSpes aCrroi Kai TraT5£s.,>

429 Michael the Syrian, III, 249.
430 The infidelity of Christians and newly converted Muslims is a very frequent theme 

in the Danishmendname. See also the taunt of the Turks to the Greek cities on the 
approach of the Crusaders. They spread the false information that they had destroyed 
the Christian army and that therefore the Greeks could never hope to see Christian armies 
before their walls again, Gesta Francorum, p. 55. See Spuler, Die Mongolen in Iran, 2d ed. 
(Berlin, 1955), pp. 204-224, on this Muslim-Christian hatred in Anatolia during the 
strife between Mamelukes and Mongols.
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generosity of the sultan in giving them lands and a five-year tax immunity 
contrasted so sharply with the anarchy enveloping Byzantine Anatolia 
in the late twelfth century that the Greeks were content to remain in 
their new homes.

Recolonization and Reconstruction

It is true that the war between Muslim and Christian did not cease in 
Anatolia during the thirteenth century, but the situation had by that time 
become much more stabilized. Commerce and agriculture again attained 
a satisfactory level of prosperity as merchants, craftsmen, and farmers 
found conditions favorable both in the Seljuk state of Konya and the 
Christian states of Nicaea, Trebizond, and Cilicia. But this stability did 
not come about abruptly and solely from the efforts of the Christian and 
Seljuk monarchs of the thirteenth century. The activities of these princes 
were extensive in the thirteenth century, but the process of recolonization 
and reconstruction of large areas of Anatolia had gone on throughout 
much of the twelfth century.

The course of reconstruction is more visible for western Anatolia prior 
to the thirteenth century as a result of the testimony of the Greek historians. 
When the Turks first appeared in Asia Minor during the eleventh century, 
the fortifications of many towns had long been neglected because they were 
no longer necessary. Accordingly, with the appearance of the new peril, 
the walls of Melitene were rebuilt during the reign of Constantine X  
Ducas (1059-67) ;431 Romanus IV Diogenes rebuilt the fortifications of 
Sozopolis in 1069-70 when the Turks had begun to penetrate Phrygia,432 
and he did the same at Erzerum,433 in the regions of the Halys River, and 
intended to rebuild the walls of Manzikert.434 The anarchy and civil 
strife that followed Manzikert no doubt so absorbed the Byzantines that 
the strengthening of the fortifications in Anatolia were probably neglected. 
When Alexius I ascended the throne, and particularly after the reconquest 
of the Aegean and Mediterranean littoral regions, he inaugurated a policy 
of recolonization in Byzantine Anatolia which was to be continued by 
John II, Manuel I, and Isaac II. Because the empire was once more 
consumed by internal strife and institutional decay toward the end of the 
twelfth century, this reconstruction of Anatolia was neglected, and the 
Greek provinces lapsed into anarchy, the populace suffering from tax 
oppression, rebellions, and Turkish raids. The Lascarids, however, re
newed the Comnenian policy and once more the provinces were relieved 
and experienced a revival of prosperity that lasted past the middle of the 
thirteenth century.

431 Michael the Syrian, III, 165-166.
432 IV, 57-58.
433 Attaliates, 148. Scylitzes, II, 691.
434 Attaliates, 153.
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The first measures that Alexius undertook were for defense against 
further Turkish encroachment in Bithynia. He built the fortresses of 
Cibotus and Sidera in order to protect what pitifully little remained of 
Byzantine territory on the Sea of Marmara.435 After the removal of the 
Turks from the Anatolian coasts, Alexius turned to the enormous task of 
once more raising the many towns that had been left in shambles. Adramyt- 
tium, Attaleia, and many of the coastal towns from Smyrna to Attaleia 
were rebuilt,436 and the cities of Corycus and Seleuceia in Cilicia were also 
reconstructed.437 Alexius5 successor John girded Laodiceia with walls,438 
rebuilt Lopadium in the area of the Rhyndacus439 and Achyraous farther 
to the south.440 The tempo of rebuilding seems to have increased markedly 
with the appearance of the energetic Manuel.441 In an effort to make 
Bithynia safe from the Turkish invaders, he rebuilt the towns and forts of 
Malagina (Melangeia), Pithecas, Pylae,442 and Arcla-Damalis.443 Farther 
south he fortified the regions of Pergamum-Chliara-Adramyttium,444 
and in Phrygia he reconstructed the towns of Dorylaeum and Choma- 
Soublaion.445 Though Isaac Angelus did build the town of Angelo- 
castrum,446 this was an exception and the disintegration of the Byzantine 
administration in the last quarter of the twelfth century entailed the neglect 
of the Comnenian policies in Asia Minor.

The rebuilding of destroyed and deserted towns meant of course that 
the emperors had to resettle them with inhabitants. In many cases the 
inhabitants had disappeared, either completely or partly, as a result of the 
Turkish invasions. Towns such as Dorylaeum, Choma-Soublaion, 
Malagina, Pithecas, Adramyttium, and in fact the towns of the whole 
littoral of the Aegean from Smyrna to Attaleia had been largely aban
doned by the Greeks, so Alexius and his successors had to bring in popu
lations. In the case of the Aegean coast, Alexius was able to recall many 
of the original inhabitants and to resettle them in this area. Very often 
the Greek refugees from lands still in Turkish hands were utilized to 
repopulate these areas. Such were the large numbers of Greeks who fled

435 Anna Comnena, II, 71, 205-206. Glycatzi-Ahrweiler, “Les fortresses construites en 
Asie Mineure face a 1’invasion seldjucide,” Akten des XL internationalen Byzantinisten- 
kongresses Miinchen 1958 (Munich, i960), pp. 182-189.

436 Anna Comnena, III, 142-143.
437 Ibid., 45-46.
438 Nicetas Choniates, 17. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 190.
439 Nicetas Choniates, 28. Cinnamus, 38.
440 Nicetas Choniates, 44.
441 Regel, I, 127. Cinnamus, 36, " . . . ttAeious ctvotKtaapevou TroAeis.” Eustathius of 

Thessalonike, P.G., CXXXV, 994; " ccAAd vuv fpJLiv hr' acrcpaAous at ttoAeis iSpuvTai, 
6<rai pev KaThreaov, dvaoTaaat sis aptOpov* oaai 5e (pô ov etyov tou TteaEiv, speta- 
Osiaai Kal KccTacrraaat els da^aAev pupiat 5e Kai ek Kaivfjs Trupycodelaat, ottou Kaipiov.”

442 Nicetas Choniates, 71. Cinnamus, 36, 38, 63. Pylae was still a strong fortification in 
the thirteenth century. Nicholas Mesarites-Heisenberg, II, 39.

443 Nicetas Choniates, 268.
444 Ibid., I94-I95-
445 Ibid., 227-229. Cinnamus, 294-295, 297-298.
446 Regel, II, 261.
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the regions of Philomelium, Bourtzes, Iconium, and Neocaesareia.447 
Foreign groups were also employed: John settled a number of Serbs 
around Nicomedia as farmers and soldiers;448 there were Armenians in 
the Troad;449 the town of Pegae was inhabited by Latins.450 By the thir
teenth century there were Greeks from Crete,451 Latins, and Cumans who 
were settled as soldiers and as holders of pronoias*52 As important as the 
military settlers were the farmers, and the colonization of the Serbs about 
Nicomedia was in part motivated by the desire to bring the land under 
cultivation again so that taxes would be produced for the treasury. 
Manuel undertook an even more extensive colonization of the rural 
districts in the theme of Neocastron (Adramyttium-Pergamum-Chliara), 
as a result of which the deserted land was recolonized, cultivated, and 
produced handsome revenues for the treasury.453 This recolonization, of 
course, extended into the ecclesiastical realm, as bishops and metro
politans once more returned to their churches in western Anatolia. The 

monastic communities of Mt. Latmus and of the Maeander district 
revived and by the twelfth and thirteenth centuries were once more 
flourishing centers of monastic life.454 The care the Gomnenoi lavished 
on the ecclesiastical establishment in Asia Minor has been described 

above.
The anarchy and rebellions that manifested themselves in the Byzantine 

Anatolian provinces during the last quarter of the twelfth and the early 
thirteenth century threatened to undo much of the Comnenian achieve
ment in Anatolia. Nicetas Choniates remarks that on occasion these rebels 
ravaged the countryside even worse than the Turkmen raiders.455 By 
contrast, the Greeks forcibly transplanted from Tantalus and Caria to the 

regions of Philomelium by the sultan were given such security that they 
preferred the Turkish rule to that of their own emperors. Indeed the 
situation around the Maeander had become unsafe because of the

447 Anna Comnena, III, 29, 199-204. Zonaras, 757. Cinnamus, 21, 63.
448 Nicetas Choniates, 23. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 193.
449 Nicetas Choniates, 795-796.
450 Ansbert, p. 72. Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 431. It is impossible to say with 

certainty whether these two settlements were the result of the recolonization of the 
Comnenoi, but it would seem highly probable.

451 Pachymeres, II, 209.
452 On these pronoia, Ostrogorsky, Pour Uhistoire de lafeodalite byzantine (Brussels, 1954), 

pp. 40-41. Glykatzi-Ahrweiler, “La politique agraire des empereurs de Nicee,” 
Byzantion, XXVIII (1958), 5i-66; “Note additionnelle sur la politique agraire des 
empereurs de Nicee,” Byzantion, XXVIII (1958), 135-136. Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 37.

453 Nicetas Choniates, 194-195*
454 Miklosich et Muller, IV, 323-325, 329. Pachymeres, I, 310-311; aXkr\ yap 

rTaAaiorivri 6 x&P°S ° ^ P ' MaiavSpov fjv, ou poaKiipcmov Kai povov au^qaat 
aygAas Kai Troipvia, ouS3 avSpoov cpopav svgyKglv ayaOos, aAAaKai povaycov oupavoTro- 
Aitcov eTnysicov avarqCTai -rrAr[0vas apioros, napa  tocoutov stt3 aAAoig Ta TrpcoTsIa 
(pepcov irpos naAaK7Tivr|v Trap3 oaov svi Kai pgyicrrcp t]ttoto, tco t&s 5iaTpi(3as 
eKsiae yeveafca tov Xpiorou Kai 0eoO.33

455 Nicetas Choniates, 701. When Michael the tax collector of Mylassa rebelled with 
an army of Turkish troops, “ tccs MaiavSpixas rroAeis TroAuTpoTicos eaivETO, ydpwv tcov 
aAAo<pvAcov Kai vqAeeaTSpos av8po<p6vos SeiKvvpsvos.33 Also ibid., 549-553, 827.
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empire’s inability to keep out the Turkish raids or to restrain the rebels 
and financial oppressors.456 The labor of the Comnenoi had been so 
effectively executed, however, that this quarter century of decline could 
not undo it. In fact the Lascarid revival in western Anatolia was possible 
precisely because the emperors had reconstructed a healthy society in 
western Asia Minor during the twelfth century. The Byzantine rulers, 
forced by political circumstances to flee to Anatolia, once more dedicated 
their energies and attentions to improving the conditions of urban and 
rural society in the western confines of the peninsula during much of the 
thirteenth century. This work, renewed by the Lascarids, once more 
reached an impressive climax in the reign of John Vatatzes as his eulo- 
gizers amply note.

Who shall enumerate all those things which he has provided in each city 
throughout the East and the western land, not only in those which are very great 
and famous but in those as well which by virtue of their smallness and obscurity 
are fittingly called fortresses and not cities. He acted in behalf of their care and 
safety, fortifying them with constructions; he built tower after tower, parapet after 
parapet, and erected wall after wall. In addition he stored away all sorts of 
weapons; bows, arrows, shields, armours, engines for hurling stones and as many 
other machines as there are for defence against attacking enemies. And in the big 
cities there were also salaried men, skilled in the [making] of the various weapons, 
who manufacture so many bows, arrows, and other weapons each year. These 
were stored in public buildings in great number in order that when there should be 
need of them the defenders would have them in plenty. And he set aside lands from 
which the produce should be collected and stored in granaries, or store-houses, by 
the thousands and tens of thousands of medimnoi not only of barley and wheat, but 
also of the other grains and necessities, saving them for a time of barrenness and 
need . . . .  And there were to be seen entire buildings filled in this manner, with 
grain, wine, oil, and with the other necessities from the earth, and in addition the 
towers of the cities were heavy with wheat, barley, and millet. In Lydian Magnesia, 
where most of the merchandizes were stored, what might not one have sought of 
those things which men desire and having found it enjoyed it? Not only of those 
things which are to be found in our lands, but also of as many things (as are to be 
found) anywhere in the oicumene, in Egypt, I say, and India and elsewhere? And 
he brought together in the cities libraries of books of all the arts and sciences.457

456 Ibid,, 657.
457 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 506-507. Pachymeres, I, 134. He fortified Tripolis 

and stocked it with grain and arms, Pachymeres, II, 433. Theodore Lascaris, N. Festa, 
Theodori Ducae Lascaris epistulae (Florence, 1898), pp. 107-108 (hereafter cited as Theodore 
Lascaris-Festa), speaks of the rebuilding of the walls of Pergamum in his day; c< t&s vuv 
ccvoiKoSopds. . . ccveyeipovTca Se Kai Ttiyr) xa^K<̂ v oupavcov TtoiKiAriv eyovTa. 
TTOTapos Se piaov SiepxeTai ayi6ecn irpopriKeorepois KaTays<pvpoOpevos.” A. Heisen
berg, “Kaiser Johannes Batatzes der Barmherzige. Eine mittelgriechische Legende,” 
B.Z., XIV (1905), 160-233. Theodore Lascaris mentions the presence of cylindrical 
towers on each side of the great theater. See further on the rebuilding of Theodore I 
Lascaris, Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 24, et trAEicrras 5* avcopOcoae ttoAeis KaAAicrrcas oiko- 
SopaTs Kai ttoAAois ccvaAcbpaaiv ” Festa, “A propos d’une biographie de St. Jean le 
Misericordieux,” V.V., XIII (1906), 1-35. Euthymius Malaces-Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 
pp. 106 ff. When Tralles was rebuilt in 1280 by Andronicus Palaeologus, an inscription 
was found during the actual work which indicated that it had been rebuilt on a previous 
occasion, possibly in the period of the Lascarids or of the Comnenoi, Pachymeres, I,
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The tax system was once more applied in a just manner, the land was 
freed from the raids of the enemy, and the provinces prospered. Not only 
did the produce of the soil and industry increase, but the raising of 
livestock—horses, cattle, sheep, and camels—thrived. By the end of the 
reign of Vatatzes, Christian society had so recovered that the emperor was 
able to extend his generosity from the cities, monasteries, and churches of 
his own domains to the churches in Constantinople, Mt. Athos, Athens, 
Thessalonike, Sinai, Jerusalem, Antioch, and Alexandria.458 The 
Lascarids continued the policy of recolonization which the Comnenoi 
had commenced, bringing in new populations from the Balkans and the 
islands.

A recent archaeological survey of the fortifications in the regions between 
Ephesus and Miletus confirms the evidence of the texts for this building 
activity in the period of the Comnenoi and Lascarids. Not only were the 
towns girded with new fortifications as a result of the Turkish invasions, 
but close networks of small defense outposts protected the roads connecting 
the towns.459 The town of Miletus and the Miletus-Mylasa road were 
fortified first in the early Comnenian period, a second time in the late 
twelfth century, and again in the period of the Lascarids.460 Priene and the 
regions of Mt. Mycale were similarly strengthened in the early Comnenian 
era and again under the Lascarids.461 The coastal regions of Anaia and 
Ephesus were also fortified.462 One may assume that an archaeological 
survey of other western Anatolian regions would bring similar results 
inasmuch as the texts indicate that the emperors were actively rebuilding 
and refortifying throughout their domains. This archaeological evidence 
is important proof not only of imperial activity but also of the danger 
and disruption that the Turkish invasions threatened.

The Seljuks and Danishmendids began similarly to rebuild and to 
recolonize their domains. But the height of Seljuk activity came only with 
the beginning of the thirteenth century, when it seems to burst forth 
brilliantly. In the earlier period building activity in Muslim Asia Minor 
seems to have been more extensive iij. the eastern section. Malik Danish
mend is said to have rebuilt Sebasteia soon after he conquered it,463

469-470. Though the sources are fragmentary, there is no doubt that cities such as Nicaea, 
Nicomedia, Prusa, etc., all were embellished. On the rebuilding of the walls of Smyrna see 
the hexametric inscriptions. Gregoire, Recueil des inscriptions grecques chretiennes d'Asie 
Mineure (Paris, 1922), pp. 22-23.

458 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 508-509. His coinage was also good.
459 This is the situation which Nicetas Choniates describes for the rural regions of 

Adramyttium, Pergamum, Chliara.
460 Muller-Wiener, “Mittelalterliche Befestigungen im sildlichen Jonien,” I.M., 

XI (1961), 29-36.
461 Ibid., pp. 46-65.
462 Ibid., pp. 67-77, 99 ff* See also his study, “Die Stadtbefestigungen von Izmir, 

Sigaclk und Qandarli,” I.M., XII (1962), 59-114.
463 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 198-202.
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and another Danishmendid emir rebuilt Caesareia, about 1134,464 
whereas the earliest surviving Muslim inscription of Neocaesareia dates 
from the mid-twelfth century,465 and those of Ankara from the late 
twelfth century.466 The Seljuks rebuilt Aksaray in 1155 (1171?)467 and 
colonized Dadybra in the latter part of the century.468 Konya had become 
so large and prosperous by the end of the same century that the historians 
of the Third Crusade remarked it to be as large as the German city of 
Cologne.469 The rebuilding and colonization (indicated above) was no 
doubt extensive by the end of the twelfth century,470 but the great period 
is the thirteenth century, from which time not only most of the in
scriptions but also most of the Seljuk mosques, medresses, fountains, and 
caravansarays survive.471 Indeed the art of Seljuk Anatolia constitutes one 
of the remarkable chapters in the annals of Muslim art. It is significant in 
this respect that the Greek monastic establishments in the troglodyte 
regions of Seljuk Cappadocia likewise experienced their final essor in the 
thirteenth century, after the drastic decline of the late eleventh and the 
twelfth century.472

By the last half of the twelfth century, conditions had become suffi
ciently stabilized so that Greek and Muslim merchants traveled between 
Constantinople and Konya,473 and commercial relations, though of a

464 Michael the Syrian, III, 237. Bar Hebraeus, I, 258.
465 UzungarsTli, Tokat, Niksar, Ziles Turhal, Pazar, Amasya vilayeti, kaza ve nahiye 

merkezlerindeki kitabeleri (Istanbul, 1927), pp. 59 ff.
466 M. Ghalib, Ankara (Istanbul, 1928)̂  p. 4. Wittek, “Zur Geschichte Angoras im 

Mittelalter,” Festschrift Georg Jacob, pp. 329-354.
467 Histoire des Seljoukides d'Asie Mineurepar un anonyme, trans. F. Uzluk (Ankara, 1952), 

p. 25. Qazwini-Le Strange, p. 96, says in 1171.
468 Nicetas Choniates, 626.
469 Ibn Bidi-Duda, pp. 110-in. Qazwini-Le Strange, p. 97.
470 Al-Harawi, trans. Sourdel-Thomine, pp. 131-134, 143, notes the presence of Muslim 

religious buildings in Amorium, Seyid Ghazi, Konya, Kayseri, Divrikgi, and Edessa. On 
colonization see above.

471 Qazwini-Le Strange, pp. 95-98, ‘Ala’ al-Din rebuilt Erzindjan, Amasya, parts of 
Konya; Ibn Bib-Duda, pp. 64-68, 106-109, 146-147, on walls of Sinope, sultan’s palace 
at Qubadabad, Alaiya; Aksaray Gensosman, pp. 155, 167-169, on walls of Sinope, the 
saray at Gargarum. K. Erdmann, Das anatolische Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts, vols. 
I—II (Berlin, 1961); Erdmann, “Zur turkischen Baukunst seldschukischer und osmani- 
scher Zeit, I.M., VIII (1958), 1-39; Erdmann, “Seraybauten des dreizehnten und vierzehn- 
ten Jahrhunderts in Anatolien,” Ars Orientalis, III (1959), 77-94. E. Akurgal, C. 
Mango, R. Ettinghausen, Treasures of Turkey (Geneva, 1966), pp. 133—171. M. K. Ozergin, 
“Anadolu’da kervansaraylari,” Tarih Dergisi, XV (1965), 141-170. Turan, “Seljuk 
Kervansaraylari,” Belleten, X (1946), 471-496. Z. Oral, “Kubad Abad cinileri,” 
Belleten, XVII (1953), 209-222. K. Otto-Dorn and M. Onder,” Bericht liber die Grabung 
in Kobadabad (Oktober 1965),” Archaologischer Anzeiger, Heft 2 (1966), pp. 170-183. 
S. Lloyd and D. Rice, Alanya (‘AlaHyya) (London, 1958). On colonization of farming 
populations in the twelfth century, see above in this chapter. This policy continued in the 
thirteenth century, see for example, Ibn Bib-Duda, pp. 179-180. ‘Ala’ al-Din gave seed 
and cattle in the area of Chliat and so the farmers returned to the land. See also K. Otto- 
Dorn, “Islamische Denkmaler Kilikiens,” Jahrbuch fur Kleinasiatische Forschung, II (1952), 
113-126. S. Ogel, Anadolu SelcuklularVnin tas tezyinati (Ankara, 1966). Turan, “Sel^uklular 
zamaninda Sivas sehri,” Ankara Universitesi DU ve Tarih-Cografya Fakiiltesi Dergisi, IX 
(1950 , 447-457* t

472 De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, II2, 396-397.
473 Nicetas Choniates, 653-654, speaks of objects sent by the sultan of Egypt to
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troubled sort, existed between the Greeks and Turks of Konya-Chonae 
and Lake Pousgouse-Konya. Muslim merchants from Konya visited the 
commercial panegyris of the Archangel Michael in Chonae, as did 
Greeks from various provinces.* 474 In the thirteenth century Anatolia once 
more attained the commercial prosperity that it had experienced in 
Byzantine times. The Lascarid state stimulated the growth of a national 
textile industry by favoring Greek clothes over those being brought by 
Italian merchants. Italian traders and vessels visited Greek ports,475 
goods from India, Egypt, and elsewhere came to the depots in Magnesia,476 
and agricultural produce found a ready market in the less prosperous 
agricultural domains of the Seljuks. In the north the great commercial 
fairs of St. Eugenius at Trebizond were renewed at the end of the thir
teenth or in the early fourteenth century and brought great prosperity.477 
The transformation of the Seljuk domains by the development of commerce 
is strikingly manifested in the appearance of the series of caravansarays 
across Anatolia in the thirteenth century. These khans were built, for the 
most part, along the trade routes starting in the regions of Malatya and 
Albistan and stretching westward through Gaesareia, Aksaray, Konya, 
Begshehir, then northwest in the general direction of Bithynia and 
Constantinople via Akshehir, Afyon Karahisar, Kutahya, and Eski- 
shehir.478 It is not insignificant that among the earliest of these khans 
wereArgit Khan (before 1201-02) between Konya and Akshehir; AltunA- 
baKhan (c. 1200) west of Konya; Kurucheshme Khan (between 1207-10) 
on the Konya-Begshehir road; Deve Khan at Seyid Ghazi (c. 1207-08); and

Constantinople via Konya. John Tzetzes remarks upon the presence of Turks in Con
stantinople. Vryonis, “Byzantine ArjpoKpaTia and the Guilds in the Eleventh Century,” 
D.O.P., XVII (1963), 291.

474 Michael Acominatus-Lampros, I, 56;te "EAkei yap, ou peya shrew, Tas TieptoiKiSas 
aTrdaas ttoAeis, aAA3 eti ye 613 Kai tous e£ irrrepopicov AuSous Te Kai *icovas Kai Kapas 
Kai ITapKpuAovs Kai Aukious, irpos 5e Kai (3appapou$ MkovieTs evEKa ye tou arroSouvai 
Kai TTplacrdai.” Commercial relations also existed between the Greeks of the islands 
in Lake Pousgousae and Iconium. Nicetas Choniates, 50; “ oi Kai Side Aep(3cov Kai 
ccKaTicov T0I5 Mkovieuoi ToupKois §7Tipiyvupevot ou povov xqv irpos dAAr|Aous cpiAiav 
evTeuOev eKpcrruvav, aAAa Kai tois ImTrjSsOpacnv aCrrcov ev ttAeiocti TTpoaeayriKaaiv.”

475 There is also evidence for the manufacture of and a lively trade in pottery. Nicholas 
Mesarites, Heisenberg, II, 44, “ ctkeOt| oaTpdKiva oivrjpa Kai uArjv eK cpopUTOU . . 
Ashipashazade-Ali, pp. n-12, notes that Christians of northwest Asia Minor made and 
sold beautiful pottery in the early fourteenth century. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 32. 
Neshri-Koymen, I, 89.

476 Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 507. The income of the treasury was abundant as a 
result of the state of agriculture and foreign commerce, and not as a result of financial 
oppression, Pachymeres, I, 68, te tov pev yap ek yecoTtovias ovvfjyov, tov 5j e§ aAAo- 
Scarfjs auveAeyov.” Pachymeres, I, 70, when he fell ill, Vatatzes ordered that 36 pure 
gold nomismata be given to each of the poor.

477 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, Trebizond, p. 65. Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 42-43, this 
reliance upon Nicaean grain caused Turkish cash to flow into western Asia Minor. S. 
Lampros, Brioaapicovos eyKcopiov eis TpaTie£ouvTa vuv to TTpcoTOv ekSiSopevov 
KaTa tov MapKiavov kcoSiko (Athens, 1916), pp. 20, 45 (hereafter cited as Bessarion- 
Lampros).

478 See the map in K. Erdmann, Das anatolische Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts, I 
(Berlin, 1961).
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Egret Khan (first decade of thirteenth century), for these were built along 
the routes leading from Konya to the Byzantine frontiers.479 This 
coincides chronologically with the notice in Nicetas Choniates that mer
chants of Konya were in Constantinople at the end of the twelfth century.480 
As the Seljuks conquered regions on the Black Sea and the Mediterranean, 
the caravansaray system stretched north toward Samsun and Sinope, and 
south toward Attaleia. After the fall of Chonae and Laodiceia, khans were 
eventually built almost to Laodiceia. Henceforth merchants and mer
chandise entered Turkish Anatolia from Egypt, the Middle East, the 
Crimea, and the Latin and Byzantine West in much the same manner 
goods had entered Anatolia in Byzantine times. The extent of this 
commerce is indicated by an incident of the late thirteenth century when 
the Turkmen tribes and bandits were already beginning to displace the 
lines of communication. In 1276, 300 Turkmen horsemen attacked a 
caravan of Christian merchants from Cilicia at Heracleia. Of the 
Christians, some eighty were killed, and one of them was robbed of 120,000 
Tyrian dinars.481

Integration of the Christians into Muslim Society f o j i —i2j6)

By the third quarter of the thirteenth century a large portion of 
Byzantine society in Anatolia had lived under Turkish rule for two 
centuries, with the consequence that the Greek Christian element had 
been integrated into a new Anatolian Islamic society. Further, within this 
Greek Christian element, a significant portion had been culturally trans
formed, but the process of this transformation was not, as of the thirteenth 
century, decisive. One must also keep in mind that the maritime regions 
of western and northern Anatolia were still largely in the hands of 
Christian political entities and this served to support and strengthen the 
Christian element in these regions. Nevertheless, a major geographical 
portion of Anatolia had been under the control of Konya for the better 
part of two centuries, or at least under Turkish control, and much of 
Christian society had been subjected to the vicissitudes of war and 
invasions and to political subjugation. This considerable^dislocation 
greatly facilitated the process of cultural transformation.(The Muslim 
religion had the undeniable prestige and advantage of being the religion 
of the conquerors, whereas Christianity became the religion of the 
defeated. It was the traditional Islamic administrative, religious, economic 
institutions and forms that received official sanction and financial support, 
and as the Seljuk administration, the Islamic mosques, medresses, 
zawiyas, and caravansarays spread throughout the Seljuk lands, these 
institutions began gradually to remodel Anatolian society on Islamic

479 Ibid,, passim.
480 Nicetas Choniates, 653-654. This further indicates that commerce began to revive 

in the late twelfth century.
481 Bar Hebraeus, I. 454. This was silver rather than gold, see below.
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patterns. The whole complex of these institutions was built, supported, 
and nourished by the wealth the conquerors had taken from the defeated 
Christians. |

The latter were integrated into Islamic society according to the tradi
tional patterns. As dhimmis they had to pay a tax on the produce of their 
land or on the profit from their shops, and also they had to pay the djizye 
or poll tax.482 There is some evidence that Christians on wakf lands were 
required to pay one-fifth of the produce of the land to the pious foun
dations, and they also had to perform corvee. This one-fifth would appear 
to be a heavy burden.483

It is very difficult to ascertain to what degree the restrictions that, 
according to tradition, the Umayyad caliph Umar had imposed on 
Christians and Jews, were applied by the Turks in Anatolia in the earlier 
period.484 There seems to be no doubt that from the beginning of the 
fourteenth century certain restrictions attributed to Umar were being 
applied to the Christians of Anatolia in regard to dress. Karim al-Din 
Mahmud, a contemporary of the event he describes, relates that the 
Mongol governor of Anatolia, Timurtash, found the clothing and hats 
of the Jews and Christians to be indistinguishable from those of the 
Muslims. He announced that the non-Muslims should wear conical hats 
with yellow turbans so that they could be distinguished from the faithful, 
for, he continued, it would exalt Islam and abase the infidel. Karim al- 
Din noted that the Mongol governor was thus conforming to the advice 
the great sheikh Ibn Arabi had given the sultan Kaykaus I (1211-20). 
IbncArabi has advised the sultan to remove the bells of the churches, to 
remove irreligiosity, and to glorify Islam and humble the kafirs. By way of 
pious example he related in his letter what the caliph Umar was purported 
to have ordained. In cities of a foreign religion the infidels were to build 
neither churches nor monasteries nor dwellings for celibate priests, nor 
were they to rebuild ruined churches. Every Muslim was to be entitled 
to three nights lodging and nourishment in the churches. The infidels 
should not harbor spies or bear hatred for the Muslims, but should show 
respect to Muslims and offer them a place to sit in their assemblies if they 
should so desire. Infidels were forbidden to resemble the Muslims in their

482 In general see Abel, “L’etranger dans Hslam classique,” Recueils de la Societe Jean 
Bodin, IX (1958), 331-351. Turan, “Subjets non-musulmans,” and A. Fattal, Le statut 
legal des non-musulmans en pays d'Islam (Beirut, 1958). A. Papadake, " Oi Trepir)yr|Tai Kai 
6 ‘EAAr|vtapds Trjs MiKpas ’Aofas kcctcc tov 140V Kai 15ov aicbva p. ’Atpispcopa sis 
K, I, "ApavTOV (Athens, 1940), pp, 381-392, An element of continuity of the Byzantine 
tradition in certain matters is implied in the following facts. The Greeks transplanted 
from Tantalus and Garia to Philomelium (Akshehir) were eventually to pay a tax to the 
treasury which should amount to no more than the tax which they had formerly paid 
to the treasury in Constantinople, Nicetas Choniates, 657, “. . . <popov ouy VTTEp(3a(vo- 
vra tov 6pov, cos eftharai 'Pcopaiois.”

483 Turan, “Celaleddin Karatay, vaklflarl ve vafkiyeleri,” Belleten, XII (1948), 67 
(hereafter cited as Turan, “Karatay”).

484 Ibid., “Sujets non-musulmans,” pp. 92-95, has conveniently collected the references 
to this subject.
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costumes and clothing, in their hats, turbans, shoes, and coiffures. They 
were not to teach the Koran to their children or to take Muslim names or 
patronymics. They were forbidden to ride saddled horses, to gird them
selves with swords, or to carry anything having to do with swords. They 
were not allowed to engrave seals in Arabic or to sell wine. Wherever they 
might go they were always to wear their peculiar clothing, their waists 
gird with a zunnar. In funerals they were not to lament in loud voice or to 
parade the corpse of the dead before Muslims, and the bells were to be 
struck very softly. Reading in the church service was also to be performed 
in a low voice. Such was the nature of the advice al-‘Arabi gave to the 
sultan Kaykaus I, and that many years later Timurtash applied, at least 
in part. Karim al-Din informs the reader that it is absolutely essential to 
follow the advice al-eArabi has given.485

When Ibn Battuta visited the city of Denizli (Laodiceia ad Maeandrum) 
in the first half of the fourteenth century, he noted that the distinguishing 
mark in Greek dress was a tall pointed hat, of either red or white cloth.486 
Toward the end of the fourteenth century Schiltberger narrates that the 
Christians of Anatolia wore a blue kerchief and the Jews a yellow one on 
the head.487 Thus it would seem plausible that many of the so-called 
Umaric restrictions were in force throughout the fourteenth century. 
That Timurtash enforced the law in the early years of the century would 
seem to imply that prior to his governorship the clothing provisions were 
not in force (or else had lapsed) for parts of Anatolia and for varying 
periods of time. The imposition of the “Umaric” restrictions prior to 
that time seems to have been lax and irregular in many respects. The letter 
of Ibn'Arabi might be interpreted in two ways. It might be construed to 

mean that inasmuch as Christians were not subjected to the Umaric 
restrictions, he wrote to the sultan advising him to apply them. Or, it 
might be a letter in which the traditional duties of the Muslim ruler were 
outlined by a Muslim theoretician without any specific reference to actual 
conditions. Or, there is still a third possibility. As a result of the con
siderable Christian element and influence in the court at times in the

485 Aksaray Gengosman, pp. 354-355. It was in 1212 that the sultan of Rum had 
written to al-‘Arabi (who after passing through Konya had gone to Baghdad) to ask 
him as to how he should treat his many Christian subjects. The harsh counsel that al- 
‘Arabi gave amounted to heavy oppression. The text is in Ibn'Arabi’s Futuhat, IV, 710, 
and M. Asin Palacios, El Islam cristianizado. Estudio del “Sufism” a traver de las obras de 
Abenarabi de Murcia (Madrid, 1931), pp. 93~94> gives a Spanish translation.

486 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 425. He says that the Greek women wore capacious turbans. 
But the turban was not peculiarly Turkish, as it was worn earlier in Byzantium. See for 
this the representations in the murals of the Cappadocian cave-churches, de Jerphanion, 
Cappadoce, passim.

487 Turan, “Sujets non-musulmans,” p. 95. J. Schiltberger, Reisen des Johannes Schilt
berger aus Miinchen in Europa, Asia und Afrika von 1394 bis 1427, ed. K. F. Neumann, mit 
Zusatzen von Fallmereyer und Hammer-Purgstall (Munich, 1859), p. 131 (hereafter cited as 
Schiltberger-Neumann). The Bondage and Travels of J . Schiltberger, a Native of Bavaria, in 
Europe, Asia and Africa 1396-1427, The Hakluyt Society (London, 1879), 74 (hereafter 
cited as Schiltberger-Hakluyt).
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twelfth and thirteenth centuries, the restrictions might have been removed 
during periods when these elements were influential. As far as the bearing 
of arms is concerned, the Christians seem to have been disarmed in many 
areas.488 But on the other hand, the presence of local, unconverted Greeks 
and Armenians in the Seljuk armies of the eleventh and thirteenth 
centuries indicates that this proscription against the carrying of arms was 
not uniformly applied.489 It is true that the sultan of the Great Seljuks, 
Malik Shah, issued a decree ordering the Christians to wear clothing that 
would distinguish them from the faithful.490 There are indications, also, 
that such laws were enforced in twelfth-century eastern Anatolia. Nur 
al-Din Mahmud made the Christians wear a zunnar and they were not to 
let their hair grow long; Jews were to attach a red cloth to the shoulder.491 
There are also incidents of the destruction of a newly built church at 
Bargahish in 1152, and the execution of the priest who built it (he was 
crucified on the day of the Feast of the Cross).492 The emir Kara Arslan 
then issued an edict forbidding the building of new churches or the repair 
of old ones.493 But as there are no contemporary local sources for central 
Anatolia during the twelfth century, and as the Muslim sources of the 
thirteenth century are not concerned with the Christian population, it is 
very difficult to say what the situation was here. In keeping with the idea 
of separating the Muslims and infidels, the practice of isolating them in 
distinct quarters of the towns is noticeable in the fourteenth century. 
Ibn Buttuta, when he visited the city of Antalya, found five major 
quarters in the town—those of the Jews, the foreign Christian merchants, 
the Greeks, the emir and his officials and mamelukes, and finally the

488 William of Tyre, III, xix.
489 Matthew of Edessa, pp. 199, 205-206, 209-210. Ibn Bibi-Duda, passim. The 

monastery of Bar Mar Sauma had fifty armed monks for protection against bandits in 
1273, Bar Hebraeus, I, 450. Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 58.

490 Turan, “Sujets non-musulmans,” p. 92.
491 Michael the Syrian, III, 342. Turan, “Sujets non-musulmans,” p. 93.
492 Michael the Syrian, III, 307-308.
493 In this period, c. 1135, the emir of Caesareia issued an edict for the destruction of the 

churches (Michael the Syrian, III, 310). When Nur al-Din took Nisibis (ibid., pp. 339— 
340), he ordered all new constructions in churches and monasteries to be destroyed. He 
pillaged the treasury of the Nestorian church of Mar Jacob destroying its library of 1,000 
volumes, and is said to have carried out similar measures elsewhere. He sent his agents to 
destroy all the constructions made in the reigns of his father and brother, and this they 
did except where the Christians were able to save the churches by paying bribes. This 
incident indicates the irregularity and lack of uniformity in the application of the regula
tions. In an effort to please his Muslim subjects, he wrote to the caliph proposing that all 
those who refused to convert should be destroyed, but the caliph refused his consent (ibid., 
pp. 343—344)- Though the church of Mar Thomas in Mardinwas converted into a mosque, 
the Christians of Melitene were allowed to rebuild a church (ibid., pp. 347, 348) .In  1147 
the churches of Amid and the patriarchal residence were closed. Some of the churches 
were totally destroyed, others used as storehouses (ibid., pp. 354-355)- Seventeen churches 
were still in a destroyed state as of 1186 in Edessa (ibid., pp. 397-398). There is an incident 
wherein a Seljuk official attempted to halt an Armenian religious festival in Erzindjan 
in the thirteenth century which involved the raising of crosses and the striking of church 
bells. But the Mongol envoy of Hulagu halted the intervention, Turan, “Sujets 
non-musulmans,” p. 94.
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Muslims. The same sort of arrangement existed in the town of Garadai 
Bolu.494 In other towns the Christians were sometimes completely expelled, 
as at Dadybra in the late twelfth century,495 and at Ephesus immediately 
after the conquest in the early fourteenth century.496 It is quite probable 
that the restriction of various religious groups to separate quarters was 
practiced throughout the whole period, and indeed the practice was 
customary among the Byzantines as well as among the Muslims. By the 
late twelfth and the thirteenth century, the principal institution of the 
Greek Christians, the Orthodox church, in parts of Asia Minor had become 
somewhat more stabilized and began to profit from the prosperity and 
regularity now prevalent in Seljuk society. This seems to explain the fact 
that the Cappadocian cave churches and monasteries experienced their 
final bloom in the thirteenth century.497

The absorptive process was symbolized at the highest level by inter
marriage between Greek Christian aristocracy and Seljuk Muslim 
royalty. Kilidj II Arslan had a Christian wife, the mother of the sultan 
Ghiyath al-Din I Kaykhusraw.498 The latter sultan himself married a 
Greek woman of the aristocratic family of Maurozomes,499 whereas ‘Alas 
al-Din I Kaykubad took the daughter of the Christian governor of 
Kalonoros-Alaiya, Kir Farid, into his harem.500 The Christian element 
in the family of the sultans was intensified in the middle of the thirteenth 
century when at least two of the sons of Ghiyath al-Din II Kaykhusraw 
had Christian mothers; Tzz al-Din’s mother was a Greek501 and the mother 
of £Ala5 al-Din Kaykubad was Georgian.502 Though the mother of their 
brother, Rukn al-Din Kilidj Arslan IV, seems to have been a Turk,503 he 
had a Christian wife.504 This history of intermarriage of the Seljuk sultans 
with Christian women is incomplete, but the process is discernible among

494 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 418, 460.
495 Nicetas Choniates, 626. Some were allowed to settle in the environs of the city, 

but outside the walls.
496 The surviving population was removed and transplanted elsewhere. The Christians 

seem to have been largly excluded from the refounded town of Alaiya in the thirteenth 
century and possibly at Aksaray in 1155, Turan, “Kilic Arslan,” I.A.

497 De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, II2, 400. The sporadic references to the presence of the 
metropolitans of Konya in their church indicate the same thing. Pachymeres, I, 26. 
Papadopoulos-Kerameus, A.I.U., I, 464-466. Reference also to the metropolitan of 
Melitene in 1226-1227. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, AJ.U., IV, 114-118. The hierarch of 
Pisidia helped Tzz al-Din escape to Greek lands. Pachymeres, I, 131.

498 Nicetas Choniates, 689-690.
499 ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 37-38.
500 Ibid., pp. 108, 330.
501 Ibid., p. 204, gives her name as Barduliya. William of Rubricq-Wyngaert, p. 330, 

refers to her as a concubine and gives the name of her son as Pacaster (possibly Tzz 
al-Din). On his Greek uncles Kir Kedid and Kir Hayi, Ibn Bidi-Duda, pp. 265, 284; 
Aksaray-Gen^sman, 136. Pachymeres, I, 131, describes his mother in the following 
words, " . . .  yqpcaa pqTpi, Xpicmavrj eis Ta paAtara oucrq.”

502 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 204, 278. William of Rubricq-Wyngaert, p. 330. Bar Hebraeus, 
I, 403, says she was converted to Islam.

5 0 3 William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, p. 330. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 204, would seem possibly to 
contradict this but the text is unclear.

504 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 313. Guzalia or Rozalia.
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the Ottoman sultans while they were still resident in Bithynia, as well as 
among the Karamanid and Dulgadirogullari dynasties and the Turkish 
princes who had close relation to the Greek state of Trebizond.505 There is 
occasional reference to intermarriage in the ranks of the Muslim and 
Christian aristocracy. Tadj al-Din Husayn, son of Sahib Fahr al-Din Ali, 
married a daughter of Kirhane (Kiryani ?) the Greek uncle of Tzz al-Din 
Kaykaus II;506 John Comnenus, the nephew of the emperor John II 
Comnenus, took to wife a daughter of the sultan and turned Muslim; 507 in 
the thirteenth century the Pervane’s son wed an illegitimate daughter of 
Hetum the king of Armenia.508 Presumably this phenomenon of inter
marriage among the upper classes was more widespread than the sources 
reveal. Reference has already been made to intermarriage among the lower 
classes of Anatolian society. There is every reason to suppose that inter
marriage took place rather extensively from the very beginning of the 
Turkish occupation of Anatolia and for several centuries thereafter. Anna 
Comnena speaks of the offspring of such unions as mixovarvaroi, and the 
twelfth-century Balsamon refers to their curious practices.509 When the 
Greek historian Nicephorus Gregoras passed through Bithynia en route to 
Nicaea in the middle of the fourteenth century, just one generation after 
the conquest of Nicaea, he observed that the population consisted of 
Greeks, mixovarvaroi (Graeco-Turks), and Turks.510 Thus intermarriage

505 By way 0f example Orhan contracted a marriage alliance for his son with the 
daughter of the Byzantine emperor. Nicephorus Gregoras, III, 504. On marriage alliances 
between the Comnenoi of Trebizond and the Turkish princes of northern Anatolia, see 
Panaretus-Lampsides, pp. 70, 72, 74. Rossi, II “Kitab-i Dede Qorqut” racconti epico-caval- 
lereschi dei Turchi Oguz tradotti e annotati con “facsimile” del ms. vat. turco 102 (Vatican, 1952), 
p. 32. Bombaci, Storia, p. 222. I. Melikoff, “Georgiens, Turcomans et Trebizonde: Notes 
sur le ‘Livre de Dede Korkut’,” B.K.t XVII-XVIII (1964), 21-22.

506 Aksaray-Gen^sman, pp. 167-168.
507 Nicetas Choniates, 48-49, 72.
508 Bar Hebraeus, I, 447, 450.
509 See above, and chapter vii.
510 Nicephorus Gregoras, III, 509, ** ev0a 5p ttovtes avvrjeCTav Bifluvot, oaoi te tcov 

pappapcov Kai opocpuAcov auTco, Kai oaoi pt£o(3appapoi, Kai TTpos ye oaous tcov opocp- 
uAcov ovTa$ fjplv . . Intermarriage between Christians and Turks was a very wide
spread phenomenon in both Asia Minor and the Balkans, a fact for which we have 
considerably testimony. The Muslim author Abu’l-Fida, R.H.C., H.0.> I, 180, was 
shocked to learn that Muslim women were marrying Christian men in the city of Melitene 
during the early fourteenth century. Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 41-42, further remarks 
on this intermarriage in fourteenth-century Bithynia. When Orhan took Nicaea he 
gave the Greek widows to the Turkish soldiery who took them to wife. Ashikpashazade- 
Kreutel, p. 68. The Catalan chronicler Ramon Muntaner, Chronique du ires magnifique 
seigneur Ramon Muntaner, trans. J. A. C. Buchon, in Chroniques Strangeres relatives aux 
expeditions frangaises, pendant le XIIIe siecle (Paris, 1841), p. 418 (hereafter cited as Muntaner- 
Buchon) remarks on a phenomenon not unknown in later centuries. If a Turk wishes to 
take for a wife a Christian woman, even if she be of the most notable family in the town, 
her relatives must give her to the Turk. When a male child is born of this union it must be 
raised as a Muslim and circumcised. If it is a daughter then she may eventually choose 
between the two religions. For a detailed case of a parallel situation in late-sixteenth 
century Macedonia, see I. Basdrabelles, MoropiKa ’ApyeTa MokeSovios, B' ’Apyeiov 
BEpoias-Naovaps, 1598-1886 (Thessalonike, 1954), pp. 2-3. When Evliya Ghelebi 
visited Tabriz in the seventeenth century, its Muslim leaders flung an interesting reproach 
at the Turks. “You take Infidel girls as women, because you say that the man plants the
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of Muslims and Christians at every level of society played a very important 
role in the integration and absorption of the Greek Christian element 
into Muslim society.

When the Seljuks occupied Anatolia they came into possession of a 
land that had been the habitat and principal base of the Byzantine 
(Greek and Armenian) landed aristocracy. Of critical importance for the 
fate of Byzantine society was the reaction of this landed aristocracy 
toward the new state of affairs. There would seem to be no doubt that 
many of the representatives of this class fled the Turkish conquests and 
were resettled in western Anatolia or in the European provinces of the 
Byzantine empire.* 511 The appearance, however, of a number of the 
representatives of these Anatolian aristocratic families in the services of 
the Turks during the centuries of Seljuk and Ottoman rule indicates that 
a significant portion of the Greek aristocracy came to a mutually profitable 
understanding with the Turks. The secular leaders of Greek Christian 
society either fled Muslim Anatolia or they accommodated themselves to 
the conquerors, thus setting an example for all classes of Byzantine 
society. O f the aristocrats who remained in Muslim Anatolia, many 
maintained their Christian faith for a considerable period of time, while

seed, and that is very well; but you also give your own daughters to Moslims, who were 
first infidels and afterwards converted; now if this new Moslim relapses into his former 
error, what then becomes of the children, who though their mother be a true descendant 
of the Prophet, may become Apostates and fly into the land of the Infidels?” Evliya 
Efendi, Narrative of Travels in Europe, Asia, and Africa, in the Seventeenth Century (London, 
1850), II, 140-141. The mixed ethnic origin of many fourteenth-century Turks was 
observed by the traveler Ludolph, Ludolphus de Sudheim, De itinere terre sancte, ed. G. A. 
Neumann, Archives de VOrient Latin, Vol. II (1884), Documents, pp. 375-376 (hereafter 
cited as Ludolph of Suchem-Neumann); “De ritu Turcorum. Turci eciam sunt homines 
fortes in armis et optimi sagittarii, quorum terra est Minor Asya, quam olim Grecis 
proelio abstulerunt. Et sunt christiani ad legem Magumeti se habentes ex parte. Isti bene 
dant filiam christiano et accipiunt mulieres de christianis, sed si filius nascitur, sequitur 
legem patris et si filia nascitur, sequitur legem matris.” These mixed marriages produced 
offspring in both Greek and Turkish societies which seem to have constituted special 
categories. V. Menage, “Some Notes on the Devshrime,” B.S.O.A.S., XXIX (1966), 
64-78, has indicated that this class of half-breeds received the name of igdish in Asia 
Minor. They were variously designated in Byzantine society. Raymund of Aguilers, 
R.H.C., H.O., III, 246, “Turcopoli enim dicuntur, qui vel nutriti apud Turcos, vel de 
matre Christiana patre Turco procreantur.” The pi£o(3dp|3apoi who were raised in Chris
tian lands were raised as good Byzantines. Among the most spectacular examples of these 
“half-breeds” on the Muslim side were Badr al-Din of Simavna and Balim Sultan. The 
former had a Greek mother, married a Christian slave in Egypt, and his son married an 
Armeno-Greek Christian woman. Balim Sultan, the second founder of the Bektashi order 
also had a Greek mother. See chapter v.

511 This is spelled out in detail in the case of the Georgio-Byzantine soldier magnate 
Gregory Pacurianus. Originally his estates were in eastern Anatolia in the regions of Ani, 
Taiq, and Tzourmere. But with the Seljuk invasions, he seems to have left the east and 
received extensive lands in the themes of Philippopolis, Serres, Boleron, and Thessalonike. 
L. Petit, “Typikon de Gregoire Pacourianos pour le monastere de Petritzos (Backovo) en 
Bulgarie,” V.V., vol. XI (1904), suppl. I, pp. 54-56. The Comnenoi abandoned their 
family estates at Castamon. Bryennius, 93. The family of Bourtzes left their land holdings 
at Laptocome near Cedrea. Anna Comnena, III, 200-202. The presence of many of 
these aristocrats in Constantinople, western Anatolia, and Europe indicates that large 
numbers of the aristocracy fled.
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others apostatized to Islam early. These Christians found their way into 
Seljuk service in a variety of ways. Some no doubt remained in Anatolia 
during the process of the conquest and came to terms with the 
conquerors.512 Others surrendered the towns or fortifications that they 
had been entrusted to defend, and in return received lands and posts 
under the Turks. Kir Farid, the governor of Kalonoros-Alaiya delivered 
the town to the sultan eAla’ al-Din Kaykubad I in return for which he was 
given the emirate of Akshehir and possession of several villages.513 
Cassianus, a Greek governor in the Pontine regions, similarly delivered 
his forts to the Danishmendids in return for a position within the domains 
of the latter.514 More frequently mentioned by the contemporary his
torians were the cases wherein Greeks fled the wrath of the emperors, or 
simply rebelled, and so sought refuge with the Turkish sultans and 
princes.515 Of these latter, some remained in Turkish service only 
temporarily,516 while others, such as John Comnenus and members of the 
Gabras family, settled permanently on Seljuk territory. The former, as 
mentioned above, deserted to the Turks as a result of a quarrel with his

512 References to such families are scattered in disparate sources. There is mention of the 
Xerus family in thirteenth-century Konya. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, A.1.2., 1,464-466. 
There is the sarcophagus (dated 1301) of a certain Avraam son of Nicholas in the Konya 
museum today. N. Bees, Die Inschriftenaufzeichnung des Kodex Sinaiticus Graecus 508 (976) 
und die Maria Spiladtissa Klosterkirche bei Sille (Lykaonien). Mil Exkursen zur Geschichte der 
Seldschukiden-Tiirken (Berlin, 1922), pp. 77-78. This phenomenon is prominently illumi
nated in the Danishmendname, where a large number of aristocrats siding with the Turks 
bear Armenian names. Armenian aristocrats appear in Turkish service elsewhere as well. 
Mekhitar the Patrician was in the armies of the sultan in 1095—96. Matthew of Edessa, p. 
210. Philaretus became a Muslim in order to save his domains in the eleventh century. 
Matthew of Edessa, pp. 195-196. Boghousag, the Armenian ruler of Sevevereg, apostatized 
and thus his family retained control of Seveverek in the twelfth century. Bar Hebraeus, I. 
265. Michael the Syrian, III, 247. The governor of Sinope after its conquest by the 
Seljuks was the Armenian Hetum. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 1st. trap. imp. pp. 117-118. 
The same occurred in Georgia. Brosset, Georgie, I, 331. The Georgian prince Aghsarthan 
apostatized, joined the Turks and was given lands.

513 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 107-108. There is mention of a village of Kir Farid in the wakf of 
Karatay. Turan, “Karatay,” p. 142.

514 Michael the Syrian, III, 227.
515 The same phenomenon, whereby the Turks sought refuge with the emperors, is also 

discernible. Ghiyath al-Din I Khaykhusraw had fled to Constantinople for a period. Acro- 
polites, I, 14. Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 128. Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 37-38, 43, 330-331. 
Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 454, relates that he was baptized and adopted by Alexius! 
‘Izz al-Din fled to the Greeks twice. Pachymeres, I, 131-132, 174, 237-238. Acropolites, 
I, 143-144. Aksaray-Gengosman, pp. 136-137, 145, 158-159, 162-164. On the fate of his 
family in Constantinople, see Pachymeres, II, 610-613. There was a steady stream of 
Turks to Constantinople from the eleventh century. See below chapter vi.

616 Such were—Isaac Comnenus brother of the emperor John II Comnenus: Nicetas 
Choniates, 42-43, 48-49, 72; Bar Hebraeus, I, 255; Michael the Syrian, III, 230-231. 
Michael Palaeologus: Acropolites, I, 134; Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 527. Theodore 
Cotys: Pachymeres, I, 485. Andronicus Comnenus: Nicetas Choniates, 185, 294; 
Cinnamus, 251. Andronicus Nestongus in the thirteenth century: Acropolites, I, 37; 
Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 470. Manuel and Alexius Vatatzes: Nicetas Choniates, 
341-342. The emperor Alexius III Angelus: Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 454-457; 
Acropolites, I, 14. Rebels had recourse to Turkish aid in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries, Nicephorus Botaniates, Nicephorus Melissenus, Theodore Mangaphas, the 
two Pseudoalexii, Maurzomes, etc.
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uncle the emperor John II Comnenus,517 turned Muslim, and married the 
daughter of the sultan.518 The Gabras family had a more interesting 
history, for members of this family were intimately associated with the 
defense of Trebizond and its environs against the Turkish invasions of the 
eleventh century. A Gabras was even martyred for his faith in this con
nection.519 But as the family became all powerful in Trebizond during the 
reign of Alexius I, the emperor held the clan in suspicion. Therefore it is 
not at all surprising to find that members of the family turn up in Seljuk 
service in the twelth century. Ginnamus relates that during one of Manuel 
Comnenus’ early Turkish campaigns a certain Gabras, who held a high 
position in the sultan’s armies, was slain. He was a Greek but had been 
raised among the Turks and had been promoted to an emirate.520 The 
family retained its prominence until the end of the reign of Kilidj II 
Arslan. It was a Gabras in the sultan’s court who arranged the terms of 
peace with Manuel Comnenus after the battle of Myriocephalum in 
1176.521 This Gabras was probably the sultan’s amir-i-hadjib, Ihtiyar 
al-Din Hasan ibn Gabras.522 As a result of the civil war Gabras had stirred 
up between Kilidj Arslan and the sultan’s son who was governing 
Sebasteia, the sultan dismissed Gabras from his service. The latter collected 
his sons, kinsmen, servants, and two hundred horsemen and retired to the 
plain of Kanyukh. The sultan’s son sent the Turkmens to attack him, and 
so they killed both Gabras and his sons. Bar Hebraeus has preserved some 
interesting details of this incident.

And they hacked him limb from limb, and hung him on the points of spears, 
and carried him round about Sebasteia on the day of the Festival of the Cross.523

Because of this combination of circumstances, a number of Greek 
Christians as well as Greek renegades appeared side by side with Turks,

517 The emperor had forced his nephew to give his horse to a Latin. Nicetas Choniates,
48-49.

318 The emperor Manuel saw his widow when he beseiged Konya. Ibid., p. 72.
519 On this see Papadopoulos-Kerameus, " Zup(3oAai sis tt]v lOTOpiav Tpatrs^oOrvos,55 

V.V., XII (1906), 132-137. Zonaras, III, 739.
620 Cinnamus, 56; tc f|v 6s tis ev Trj pappapcov OTpcrna eis ‘Pcopaious psv avacpspcov 

to yevos, sv 6s TTspaais Kai Tpa9sis kai au£r)0si$ Tuyti tivi aaTpaTisiav kot* ekeivo 
KaipoO trap5 auTois 8 ieitts- Tappas avTcp sttIkAtictis f)v* 55

521 Nicetas Choniates, 245; "6  5s ys oouAt&vos ttspttei Trpos (3aonAsa Tappav Ta 
TTparra Trap5 avTCp TSTipripevov Ta psyiora.55 246; He greeted Manuel in the Turkish 
manner, tc. . . Ta^pas (3a6s!av Kai Pappapneijv ccrrovepei Tiprjv Kai TTpoaKovnarv.55

522 ‘Imad ed-din el-katib el-isfahani, Conquete de la Syrie et de la Palestine de Saleh ed-Din, ed. 
C. de Landberg (Leiden, 1888), p. 451. For the history of the family’s Turkish service, 
Cahen, “Une famille byzantine au service des Seldjuqides d’Asie Mineure,” in Poly- 
chronion. Festschrift Franz Dolger zum 75. Geburtstag, ed. P. Wirth (Heidelberg, 1966), pp. 
145-149.

523 Bar Hebraeus, I, 330. The full name of Gabras indicates that he was a Muslim, but 
the outraging of his corpse on a Christian feast day might be taken to indicate that his 
conversion was recent or else that the children of renegades carried some odium in the 
eyes of the Muslims. On this point see also the reproach flung against Zahir al-Dawla, 
the Georgian renegade, by ibn Muzaffar al-Din on the eve of the battle of Kose Dagh. 
Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 226-227.
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Arabs, and Persians in the Turkish court, administration, and army. 
It is very difficult to evaluate their role and influence as the source material 
is far from adequate. There can be no doubt that this group of Greek 
Christians and renegades played an important role in bridging the gap 
between the conquerors and the conquered, and they may have had some 
role in initiating the conquerors into the customs and usages of Anatolian 
society. But here, again, it is very difficult to arrive at any detailed 
answers not only because of the nature of the sources but also in the course 
of time the imprint of Islamic society which came to predominate in 
Anatolian society has served to camouflage whatever might have existed 
in this respect.524

A number of Greeks appear with the title emir: a Gabras held this title 
in the early twelfth century,525 as did Maurozomes who was later elevated 
to the highest position of the realm in the thirteenth century;526 the latter’s 
son held an undetermined position at the Seljuk court.527 The presence 
of an emir Constantine in Iskilib and of an Asad al-Dawla Constantine in 
Kayseri are recorded in wakfs of the thirteenth century.528 The document 
concerning the pious foundation of Shams al-Din Altun Aba records the 
names of Greek aristocrats whose lands were in the district of Konya. Two 
of these, interestingly enough, carried Byzantine titles: the patricius 
Michael son of Maurus,529 and the son of the patricius Ioanes.530 There 
is reference in the same document to a Greek Christian emir.531 An emir 
Tornik of Tokat, who may be of the Byzantine family Tornices, is men
tioned in the thirteenth century;532 Kir Farid held the emirate of Akshe
hir.533 In the court itself Ihtiyar al-din Hasan ibn Gabras was amir-i-hadjib 
under Kilidj II Arlsan.534 In the following century Kir Kedid the Greek 

uncle of Tzz al-Din II Kaykaus was sharabsalar,535 and though his other

624 The same accommodation occurred during the Ottoman conquest. E. Frances, 
“La feodalite byzantine et la conquete turque,” Studia et acta orientalia, IV (1962), 69-90.

525 Cinnamus, 56, refers to aocrpcoreia, possibly an emirate.
526 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 117-120.
527 Ibid,, p. 38.
628 A. Temir, Kirsehir Emiri Caca Oglu Nur el-Din in 1272 tarihli Arapga-Mogolga 

vakfiyesi (Ankara, 1959), p. 123 (hereafter cited as Temir, Cacaoglu). Turan, “Karatay,” 
p. in .

5 2 9  Turan, “Semseddin Altun-Aba, vakfiyesi ve hayati,” Belleten XI (1947), 227 
(hereafter cited as Turan, “Semseddin,”). . L ^

530 Ibid., p. 227 . cO^ y  Jb */*=■“*• (Jl
531 Ibid., p. 233. 4j 1

There is also mention of the property of another Greek, oLii ^  ob ^
. >̂*-**11 l

532 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 36. According to Duda this is the name of the Byzantine family of 
Tornikes.

533 Ibid., pp. 107-108. The title Kir is the Greek KUp, but Farid suggests either the 
Armenian Vartan or its Byzantine form Bardas.

534 Bar Hebraues, I, 330.
535 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 284. Prominent Greeks of course joined the Ottoman court in the 

fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. Such were Maurozomes, Mikail Kose, Markos, etc. 
Arnakes, Oi TTpcoTOi ’Oficopocvoi (Athens, 1947), p. 89.
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uncle played a prominent role, there is no indication as to his official 
position. There was apparently a Greek bureau in the sultan’s chancellery 
as one might very well expect, given the importance of foreign and 
domestic relations with Greek-speaking elements. The officials in this 
secretariat were known by the Byzantine title of notaran, and it was this 
group who drew up the terms of treaty between the sultan and the ruler of 
Trebizond when Sinope was conquered in 1214.536 This Greek bureau, or 
at least Greek scribes, was maintained not only in the Seljuk administration 
but also among some of the emirates that succeeded to the Seljuk state.537 
A few examples of the documents emanating from this Greek bureau of 
the Seljuks have survived and are concerned with the regulation of 
commercial relations between Cyprus and Anatolia.538 Greeks also appear, 
on occasion, as ambassadors of the sultans. In commercial relations with 
Cyprus, the Seljuk ambassador was a certain Kyr Alexius,539 and pre
paratory to Kilidj Arslan’s famous visit to Constantinople in the twelfth 
century, he sent his Christian chancellor, Christopher, to arrange the 
matter.540 There is mention of a Greek tax official and lawyer, Papa 

Michael, at Melitene in 1190, who was responsible for levying of taxes,541 
and of two Greek musicians at the sultan’s court.542

536 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 67. The Tetrevangeiion in the Gennadius Library, MS Gr. 1.5, 
is signed by John Meleteniotes, prontonotarius, of Caesareia. The title protonotarius is 
yet another piece of evidence of the survival of Byzantine institutions within the Seljuk 
domains.

537 A Greek document from the emirate of Aydin has recently been published by E. A. 
Zachariadou, ,e Mia eAAr|v6yAG0C7aT| ctw0t|kt) tou Xr|5f|p ’AiSIvoyAou,” B.Z., LV. 
(1962), 254-265. For the Greek scribes of Muhammad II, and the early Ottomans, see S. 
Lampros, “ 'H 'EAAt)vikt) cos £rdor|pos yAcooaa tcov I ouAtccvcov,” N.E.y V (1908), 
39-78. A Bombaci, “Nuovi Firmani grecidi Maometi II,” B.Z., XLVII (1954), 298-319. 
Chalcocondyles, 501. Inalcik, “Ottoman Methods of Conquest,” S.I., II (1954), in .  
Greek was among the languages used in the Ottoman administration in the sixteenth 
century, Bartholomaeus Georgieuiz, Marshe, under “Iaziti.” “Iaziti are divers scribes 
in the courtes of the turkishe princes howbeit they use sondrye languages and letters. 
For in Turkeye they speake and writte withe their propre spech and letters. In Grece and 
Italye with the tounge and letters of the Grecians. But in Pannonia and Moldavia are 
accustomed in writing the language and letters of the Rascians.”

638 Lampros, “ *H 'EAAqviKrj,” passim. The documents are entirely in Greek save for 
the word sultan which is inscribed in Arabic at the beginning of the documents. For 
a commentary on these see also Turan, Tiirkiye Selguklulari hakkinda resmi vesikalar (Ankara, 
i958)> PP- 109-114.

538 Lampros, “ *H TAAtivikti,” p. 48.
540 Runciman, A History of the Crusades (Cambridge, 1952), II, 356-357'.
541 Bar Hebraeus, I, 334. The same author (p. 427), mentions the presence of prominent 

Greek “lawyers” in Melitene during the thirteenth century. Greek (as well as Armenian 
and Jewish) tax farmers appear prominently in the Ottoman documents of the fifteenth 
century. N. Beldiceanu, Les actes des premiers sultans dans les manuscrits turcs de la Biblio- 
theque Nationale a Paris (Paris, i960), pp. 113, 146. R. Anhegger, H. Inalcik, Kanunname-i 
sultanx her muceb-i (drf-i ‘osmani. II Mehmed ve II Bayezid devirlerine ait yasakname ve 
kanunnameler (Ankara, 1956), pp. 73-74. M. Gokbilgin, XV-XVI. asirlarda Edirne ve 
Pasa Livasi. Vakiflar-Mulkler-Mukataalar (Istanbul, 1952), passim. Greek tax farmers are 
mentioned in the Taurus passes in the first half of the fifteenth century, Brocquiere- 
Schefer, p. 104.

542 Pachymeres, I, 129-130, 454, gives their story. They were originally musicians from 
Rhodes who went to the court of the sultan. Here they seem to have functioned as court 
musicians for a while, but from this position they rose to great prominence as advisors
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Byzantines also make their appearance as military officers in the sultan’s 
armies.* 543 The emir Maurozomes played a significant role in the expedi
tions against Cilician Armenia in the early thirteenth century;544 Ibn Bibi 
reveals the presence of five brothers from the empire of Nicaea, the 
Awlad-i-Ferdahli, in a Syrian expedition of the sultan;545 the leader of the 
“Frankish” mercenaries defending Erzerum against the Mongol Baidju 
was a certain Istankus;546 Michael Palaeologus served as kondistabl in 
charge of Christian troops of the sultan after he had fled the kingdom of the 
Lascarids.547 There are also indications that the Seljuk rulers frequently 
employed Christian troops, those specifically mentioned being Greeks, 
Franks, Georgians, Armenians, Russians, and Germans.548 There was a 
body of 3,000 Franks and Greeks in the sultan’s army at Kose Dag in 
1243.549 The Greek troops were drawn from two principal sources: from 
the Byzantine lands and from the sultan’s domains. When Tzz al-Din II 
Kaykaus first fled the Mongol invasions he sought refuge in the lands of 
the Lascarids, but after the Mongol withdrawal he recruited an army of 
400 Greeks from the Byzantine ruler and retook Konya.550 Upon the 
worsening of conditions in Bithynia in the latter half of the thirteenth 
century, the acrites sought service with the Turks.551 On the other hand, 
it seems to have been customary to recruit military units for the Seljuk 
armies from among the Greek Christian subjects of the sultan, and it is 
quite possible these soldiers were eventually converted to Islam.552

to the sultan. With the Mongol difficulties of Tzz al-Din, the two musicians returned to 
Greek lands and served under the emperor. One became paracoimomenus and the other 
grand hetaireiarch. Ibid., p. 129; te oi BaaiAiKoi 6* oOtoi rjaav, avSpss ek 'PoSou 
PEV &VEKCX0EV OVTES, EK fiupsAlKrjs 8* ETTITT]8eUCEC0$ TCp CTOuAtCCV TtpOCTCOKEtcbpEVOl, 00 
pfiv 5e aAAa Kai cos et/ exovtes tou <ppovEiv Ta TipcoTa <p£povT£s ev ekeivco, ppvovTES 
5e Kai \p\j(jco ttoAAco, octos rjv ev eKTrcopaai Kai oaos KaTeipyaapevos eig XccAucpwov 
vopicrpa/’ Ibid., p. 454, states they had also learned to read Arab letters.

543 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 97, 329, speaks of Greek, Frankish, and Russian officers.
544 Ibid., p, 140.
545 Ibid., p. 123. It was a member of the Ferdahla family who finally put an end to the 

rebellion of the Babai. Ibid., p. 219.
546 Ibid., p. 223.
547 Acropolites, I, 137.
®48 Bar Hebraeus, I, 400, 402. Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 333-334. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 

199, 205—206, 209, mentions Armenians in the armies of Buzan, Tutuch, and in the 
Turkish garrison of Edessa, at the end of the eleventh century. Gesta Francorum, pp. 102- 
103, Armenians were to be found in the armies opposing the First Crusade.

549 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 227.
5 5 0  Acropolites, I, 143-145. In return for this aid, he turned Laodiceia over to the 

emperor. Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 145, remarks that Tzz al-Din went to Constantinople 
and obtained 3,000 “Firenk” troops. But he is guilty of several errors. First of all, he 
sought refuge at Sardes in Lascarid domains and not in Constantinople. Second, Aksaray 
seems to apply the term Frank to Greeks as well as to Latins. Thus he refers to Mauro
zomes as a Frank, and to the Nicaean realm as the land of the Franks, pp. 128-129.

551 Pachymeres, I, 19-20.
552 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 58; “ ettei yap fjaav utt* auTco TTaAai 8e8ovAoo|Jevoi 

‘Pcopaicov CTuyvoi, tovtous eis potpav KaTaAê as OTpaTOu .. .** Mention has already been 
made of the Graeco-Turks in the armies of the sultans, see above. The classic example of 
Greek soldiers converted to Islam is that of Mikail Kose. Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 11-16,
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Because Byzantine Anatolia had been a comparatively well-developed 
area where commerce, industry, and agriculture flourished, one is not 
surprised that the Greek, Syrian, and Armenian elements are occasionally 
and significantly mentioned in the economic life of Anatolia. As the Seljuk 
state developed and progressed in the later twelfth and the thirteenth 
century, those elements of Christian agrarian, commercial, and artisanal 
population which had remained in Anatolia took an increasingly active 
part in the expanding economic life of the Muslim portion of the penin
sula. It is this state of affairs that the account of Marco Polo reflects in the 
thirteenth century.

The other two classes are the Armenians and Greeks, who live mixt with the 
former (Turkmens) in towns and villages, occupying themselves with trades and 
handicrafts.553

In spite of the fact that sources for the economic life of Christians in 

Muslim Anatolia are lacking, there are scattered mentions that these 
elements were actively assimilated into the economic life of Seljuk 
Anatolia in the late twelfth, and the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, 
and indeed were among the basic elements in it. During the twelfth 
century the Greek merchants of Konya plied the roads from the Seljuk 
to the Byzantine capital;554 the Greek traders of Lake Pousgouse had close 
economic ties with Konya,555 and they were also probably active in the 
trade between Konya and Chonae during the great panegyris of the 
Archangel Michael.556 Christian caravans traveled between Konya and 
Cilicia as late as 1276.557

There is evidence that side by side with Muslim architects there were 
active certain Christian architects and architects who though Muslims 
were converts. Perhaps the best known of these Christian architects was 
the Greek from Konya, Kaloyan al-Qunewi, who worked on the Ilgin 
Khan in 1267-68 and who three years later built the Gok Medresse of 
Sivas (1271).558 In 1222 the Greek architect Thyrianus built the mosque

23-29; Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, pp. 31—37̂  46-53. The Danishmendname is full of such 
examples. At Gallipoli (Inalcik, “Gelibolu,” EI2), the classes of rowers, arbaletiers, and 
shipbuilders included many Greeks in the fifteenth century, but by 1519 they were all 
Muslims. Either these Greeks were removed, or more probably they were converted. 
On the Greek martolos in the Ottoman armies after the conquest of Trebizond in the 
fifteenth century, see Gdkbilgin, “XVI. yiizyil. baslarlnda Trabzon livasi ve dogu 
Karadeniz bolgesi,” Belleten, XXVI (1962), 293-338.

553 Marco Polo, Yule, I, 43. Marco Polo, Moule-Pelliot, I, 95.
554 Nicetas Choniates, 653-654.
555 Ibid.) p. 50.
556 Michael Acominatus, Lampros, I, 56.
557 Bar Hebraeus, I, 454. The wealthiest inhabitant of Divrigi in the thirteenth century 

was a Christian. Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 318. There is some architectural evidence for the 
activity of the Syrian and Armenian merchants in the Hekim Khan built at the expense of 
one of the Syrian inhabitants of Melitene in 1219. Erdmann, Karavansaray, I, 63-67. It 
has inscriptions in Arabic, Syriac, and Armenian.

558 Erdmann, Karavansary, I, 199. H. Edhem, Qayseri sehri (Istanbul, 1915), p. 105. 
Ferit-Mesut, Selguk veziri Sahip Ata He ogullari (Istanbul, 1934), pp. 82 ff. Uzuncarsili,
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in the village of Nidir Koy near Akshehir;559 a certain Sebastus took part 
in the rebuilding of the walls of Sinope in 1215 after its conquest from the 
Greeks;560 Djalal al-din Rumi employed a Greek architect to build a 
chimney in his house.561 A story in the semilegendary composition known as 
the Vilayetname of Hadji Bektash centers on the figure of a Greek 
architect, Nikomedianous, who supposedly was prominent in the court of 
the Ottoman sultan Orhan I.562 In the building inscriptions of many of the 
mosques, khans, turbes, and other such buildings, architects’ names 
appear which indicate that they were converts to Islam. Such was the 
famous Keluk ibn Abdullah (possibly of Armenian origin) who built the 
Indje Minare, the Nalindji Turbe, and the mosque near the gate of 
Laranda in Konya.563 Greek masons make their appearance in the anec
dotes told of Djalal al-din Rumi by Eflaki; Greek workers paved his

Sivas Sehri (Istanbul, 1928), p. 117. R.C.E.A., XII, 164-165. The inscription reads 
J^1. The name is the Greek name KaAo'favqs “Good John.”

A Gabriel, Monuments turcs d'Anatolie (Paris, 1934), identifies with KaAoTdcvqs, but
then hesitates as to the ethnic origin of this architect.

559 1. H. Konyali, Nasreddin Hocanin Sehri Aksehir (Istanbul, 1945), p. 549, implies that 
Thyrianus was the engraver of the inscription rather than the architect. But the text 
reads j  The word J^  is the usual one employed to indicate the architect who 
constructed a building. Had he been the engraver of the inscription one would have 
expected the word •

This village still had Christian inhabitants in the fifteenth century. Ibid., pp. 540 ff. 
It was in the area resettled with Greek colonists by the sultan at the end of the twelfth 
century.

560 Mayer, Islamic Architects and Their Works (Geneva 1956), p. 119, says that the original
inscription reads “Syqstus,” but Wittek suggested Sefastus-Sebastus. So Mayer has adopted 
the reading Sebastus. However, R.C.E.A., X, 116, reads or Siqetus of Caesareia.
Ismail Hakki Afyon Karahisar kitabeleri (Istanbul, 1929), p. 211, n. 3. Bees, Inschriften- 
aufzeichnung des todex sinaiticus Graecus, pp. 53-54, for the Greek inscription commemorating 
the rebuilding of the walls of Sinope in 1215 by the Turks. Christian architects from 
Edessa built certain gates in the Cairo walls in 1087-1091, Mayer, Architects, p. 133.

561 Eflaki-Huart, II, 2.
562 E. Gross, Das Vilayet-name des Haggi Bektash. Ein turkisches Derwischevangelium 

(Leipzig, 1927), pp. 151-152. There is a considerable element, it would seem, of anach
ronism in this account. But even so, the presence in the story of a prominent Greek 
architect in Turkish service is significant. He is said to have built the turbe of Hadji 
Bektash. See chapter v for references to Christian architects in dervish literature.

563 R.C.E.A., XII, 22-24. Mayer, Architects, p. 77, gives a full bibliography on this 
figure. Though of Armenian origin the name ibn Abdullah indicates that he was converted 
to Islam. See Mayer, Architects, 69, on another Armenian architect, of the late twelfth 
century. For other architects with the name ibn Abdullah, Erdmann, Karavansaray, I, 
73-74; Mayer, Architects, pp. 55, 56, 64, 73, 126, 132. The point as to the possibilities of 
Byzantine influence on Ottoman and Seljuk architecture has been discussed by various 
authors. Gabriel, “Bursa’da Murad I camii ve osmanll mimarisinin mensei meselesi,” 
V.D., II (1942), 37-43 (a French translation is appended on pp. 49-57); Une capitale 
turque Brousse, vol. I (Bursa, 1958); Monuments turcs d'Anatolie, vols. I—II (Paris, 1931, 1934) • 
Erdmann, “Zur tiirkischen Baukunst seldschukischer und osmanischer Zeit,” I.M., 
VIII (1958), 6-7, notes that the Seljuks of Rum broke with many of the older traditional, 
Muslim architectural forms. They created new types of medresses, imarets, caravansarays, 
sarays, and mosques. This was due, he says, to the fact that they settled in a non-Muslim 
area where they came into relations with Byzantium, lived in a symbiotic relationship 
with their Christian subjects, came into contact with a different art, etc. He points out 
that the court of ‘Ala’ al-Din I Kaykubad had many similarities with the court of
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terrace,564 and in another incident Rumi explains the desirability of using 
Greek rather than Turkish masons.565 566 Greek painters were still active, as 
is evident by the famous Kaloyani and eAyn al-Dawla Rumi, both of 
whom were intimates of the circle of Djalal al-Din Rumi, and of the royal 
court.566 £Ayn al-Dawla (converted to Islam by Rumi) was described by 
Eflaki as a second Manes. Gurdji Khatun, the sultan’s wife, had him 
paint several portraits of Djalal al-Din Rumi so that she might have his 
likeness even when she was journeying far from Konya. The tradition of

Frederick II in Palermo. Taeschner, “Beitrage zur fruhosmanischen Epigraphik und 
Archeologie,” Der Islam, XX (1932), 117. H. Wilde, Brusa eine Entwickelungsstadte 
turkischer Architektur in Kleinasien unter den ersten Osmanen (Berlin, 1909). On specific 
examples of Byzantine architectural influences: J. M. Rogers, “The Cifte Minare 
Medrese at Erzerum and the Gok Medrese at Sivas. A Contribution to the History of 
Style in the Seljuk Architecture of Thirteenth Century Turkey,” A.St., XV (1965), 76. 
“Annual Report,” A.St., XV (1965), 12, on the Byzantine round arch, masonry, and 
construction in Iznik and Bursa. D. Kuban, Anadolu-Turk mimarisinin kaynak ve sorunlari 
(Istanbul, 1965).

564 Eflaki-Huart, II, 275-276.
565 Ibid., 208. On the Christian masons in nineteenth-century Anatolia, W. Ramsay, 

The Cities and Bishoprics of Phrygia (Oxford, 1895), I, 302. No one has as yet undertaken a 
systematic study of the stone masons’ markings of the Seljuk buildings. Many of these 
marks are identical with Greek letters and might possibly suggest that Greek stone masons 
may have been employed in construction work along with the Muslim masons. Such 
seem to be the following: MTTAEANKX IBYZAXO, Erdmann, Karavansary, I, passim. 
Gabriel, Monuments, passim. R. Nour, “Tamga ou tag, marque au fer chaud sur les 
chevaux a Sinope,” J.A., CCXII (1928), 148-151, notes that some of these mason markings 
bear a resemblance to the horse brands, and he suggests that the horse brands are in 
some cases from central Asia, in other cases from the Christian population of Asia Minor. 
They are strikingly similar to Byzantine shorthand notation in some cases, E. Granstrem, 
“O nekotoroykh oformleniia vizantiiskikh rukopisei,” Trudy dvedzatipiatogo mezdunarodnogo 
kongresa vostokovedov (Moscow, i960), p. 526.

566 Eflaki-Huart, I, 333-334; II, 69. R. Ettinghausen, Turkish Miniatures (New York, 
1965), pp. 8-9, on the Byzantine affiliations of the miniatures in MS Bibliotheque 
Nationale Persan 174, executed in Aksaray in 1271 and dedicated to the Seljuk sultan. 
Also E. Blochet, Les enluminures des manuscrits orientaux de la Bibliotheque Nationale (Paris, 
1926), pis. 18, 19; Musulman Painting XIIth-XVHth Century (London, 1929), pi. xxxiv. 
Pis. lv and lvi from the MS of Rashid al-Din’s history have angels done'in the Byzantine 
manner. Bar Hebraeus mentions a Greek painter who went to Tabriz to decorate the 
chapel of a Byzantine princess who had married the local Muslim lord. Bar Hebraeus 
then hired the Greek painter to decorate Syriac churches. F. Babinger, “Mehmed’s II. 
Heiratmit Sitt-Chatun (1449),” Der Islam, XXIX (1950), 230-231, and plate 7 reproduces 
a portrait of Sitt Khatun (wife of Muhammad II) done by a Greek painter. It is in a Greek 
manuscript of Ptolemy’s Geography probably sent by Malik Arslan Dhu’l-Kadroglu 
(1454-1465) to his brother-in-law Muhammad II. The manuscript, which originally con
tained a picture of Malik Arslan as well, is Cod. Marc. Gr. 516. Timur, as a result of his 
Anatolian campaigns, transported numerous Greek, Armenian, and Turkish silver
smiths, masons, and gunsmiths from Anatolia to Samarqand, Gonzales de Clavijo, tr. 
Le Strange, Embassy to Tamerlane 1403-1406 (London, 1928), p. 288 (hereafter cited as 
de Clavijo-Le Strange). The vitality and influence of Byzantine painting during the 
twelfth and thirteenth centuries is perhaps best understood as a phenomenon that 
penetrated both Europe and parts of the Near East. On this artistic penetration of 
Byzantium see: R. Ettinghausen, Arab Painting (London, 1962), pp. 59-80. K. Weitzmann, 
“Various Aspects of Byzantine Influence on the Latin Countries from the Sixth to the 
Twelfth Centuries,” D.O.P., XX (1966), 1-24; “Icon Painting in the Crusader Kingdom,” 
D.O.P., XX (1966), 49-83. E. Kitzinger, “The Byzantine Contribution to Western Art 
of the Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuries,” D.O.P., XX (1966), 25-47.
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icon painting survived among the Greek Christians of Asia Minor until 
relatively recent times.567

The presence of Greek court musicians in thirteenth-century Konya 

has already been mentioned. Though Greeks do make their appearance 
as physicians to the sultans and aristocracy,568 the Syrians of Edessa and 
Melitene seem to have been more important in that field.569 The Greeks, 
Armenians, and Syrians continued to figure prominently in the Anatolian 
textile industry, much as they had done in Byzantine times, Marco Polo 
remarks that the Greeks and Armenians:

weave the finest and handsomest carpets in the world, and also a great quantity of 
fine and rich silks of cramoisy and other colours, and plenty of other stuffs.570

When Ibn Battuta visited Laodiceia-Denizli he observed:

And it has splendid gardens, perennial streams, and gushing springs. Its 
bazaars are very fine, and in them are manufactured cotton fabrics edged with 
gold embroidery, unequalled in their kind, and longlived on account of the 
excellence of their cotton and strength of their spun thread. Those fabrics are 
known from the name of the city [as ladhiqi]. Most of the artisans there are Greek 
women who are subject to the Muslims and who pay dues to the sultan, including 
the jizya, and other taxes.571

The Christian weavers of thirteenth-century Melitene figure in the pages 
of Bar Hebraeus.572 Byzantine Anatolia continued to be an important 
silk and textile region throughout the thirteenth and the early fourteenth 
century until the Turkish conquest, and its craftsmen may have had some

567 A number of Karamanli icons, with Turkish inscriptions in the Greek alphabet, 
were brought to Greece after the exchange of populations in 1923. For the continuity of 
painting in the Cappadocian cave churches, de Jerphanion, Cappadoce, passim.

568 Such was Taronites in the reign of Orhan I, Arnakes, ’OOcopccvoi, pp. 18, 89, and 
possibly Basil who lanced a dangerous boil on the neck of the sultan ‘Ala’ al-Din I Kay- 
kubad, Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 128.

569 Hasnon of Edessa treated various of the Seljuk emirs. Bar Hebraeus, I, 391-392. 
His disciple Isa left Melitene for Cilicia, ibid., 409-410. When another Syrian, Rabbon 
Simeon, became the physician of Hulagu, the lot of the Syrian Christians improved 
considerably, ibid., 437. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 443, mentions the presence of a Jewish 
physician at the court of the sultan of Birgi.

570 Marco Polo, Yule, I, 43. Also quoted in F. Sarre and H. Trenkwald, Altorientalische 
Teppiche (Vienna-Leipzig, 1928), II, 17, n. 17; ‘Taltre genti (in Turchomania) sono 
Armeni e Greci que stanno nelle citta e castelli e vivono dei mercantie e arte, e quivi si 
lavorano tapedi oltimi de li piu belli del mondo.” It would seem that the Christians, 
along with the Turkmens, were active in the famous rug industry of thirteenth-century 
Anatolia. The tradition of rug-making in Greek and Armenian Anatolia was well known 
to the pre-Turkish Muslim world, see Ettinghausen, ‘Kali,” Eli supplement. Greek 
textiles and Armenian carpets were known and highly esteemed in Turkic central Asia 
during the tenth century, Ibn Fadlan-Togan, p. 64. Manandian, Gorodakh, pp. 228-229.

571 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 425. On the ancient textile industry and guilds of Laodiceia, 
Broughton, Asia Minor, pp. 819-820. Ashlkpashazade-Ali, p. 56, during the ceremonies 
celebrating the marriage alliance of the Ottomans and Germiyanids linens were sent 
from Denizli (Laodiceia) and clothes from Philadelpheia. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 87.

572 Bar Hebraeus, I, 408, the Armenians of Erzindjan were famous for the fabrics that 
they made. For the Christian textile workers and silk merchants of twelfth-century 
Edessa, Chabot, “Un episode,” pp. 173-174.
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part in the textile industry that arose there under the Ottomans.573 The 
traditions of mining and metalwork seem to have continued among both 
the Armenians and Greeks as Anatolia had been a significant source of 
metals during the ancient and Byzantine periods, and continued to be so 
in Seljuk times. The Armenians of Erzindjan mined copper and manu
factured utensils from the metal.574 The Greek mining communities of 
Anatolia were quite active in Ottoman times,575 and according to one 
tradition, a Greek goldsmith of Trebizond taught the craft of jewelry 
making to the sultan Selim I.576 It was the Greeks who introduced the 
Turks to maritime life, an influence that was long-lived. It is everywhere 
discernible, from the first Turkish fleet that was built by Greek Smyrniotes 
in the eleventh century down to the establishment of the first Ottoman 
naval arsenal in Europe in the fourteenth century.577

A substantial element of the farming population, indeed the majority, 
in the Seljuk domains of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries consisted 
of Christians. The program of recolonization of the Turkish lands with 
Christian farmers was especially important in the twelfth century. In 
the thirteenth century the properties of large landowning as well as of 
peasant Christians are mentioned in the wakf documents where property 
boundaries are being defined, and it is interesting that these documents 
quite frequently refer to the vineyards of these Christians.578 In fact 
Cappadocian and Cilician wine enjoyed considerable renown in the 
latter half of the thirteenth century,579 as did evidently the wine produced 
by the Christian villagers of the Begshehir district in the fifteenth

673 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 43, Vatatzes stimulated the local textile industry by pro
hibiting imports of Latin textiles. Victoria and Albert Museum, Brief Guide to the Turkish 
Woven Fabrics (London, 1950), on the role of Christian textile workers. The tradition 
remained a lively one among the Anatolian Christians in modern times. For this see the 
signed and dated pieces on display in the Benaki Museum in Athens, as well as the 
Karamanli MS T671-1919 in the Victoria and Albert Museum, a handbook in Kara- 
manli for brocade workers. M. Schneider, Die romischen und byzantinischen Denkmaler von 
Iznik-Nicaea (Berlin, 1943), p. 5. The Turks in Anatolia manifested a definite taste for 
Byzantine luxury textiles from the very beginning (Attaliates, 277). The emirs of 
Kutlumush received Byzantine textiles from Nicephorus Botaniates. In the reign of 
Alexius III Angelus the emir of Ankara demanded as part of the terms of the treaty with 
Alexius 40 silk garments of those prepared in the Theban workshops for the emperor 
himself; e< . . . IripiKOts TSO-aapaKOVTa vripacnv, amp ek 0 -n(3cbv einairuXcov paaiAsT 
KEyoptirTFai” Nicetas Choniates, 608-609. The gold and silk tissue of the sultan Kay
kubad I in Lyon is done in a modified Byzantine style, see Van Falke, Kunstgeschichte der 
Seidenweberei (Berlin, 1922), I, fig. 162. Inalcik, “Hariri,” EI2.

574 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 437.
575 Vryonis, “The Question of the Byzantine Mines,” Speculum, XXXVII (1962), 10, 

R. M. Dawkins, Modern Greek in Asia Minor (Cambridge, 1916), pp. 6, 8.
576 Mayer, Isalamic Metalworkers and their Works (Geneva, 1959), p. 16, the sultan 

Sulayman is said to have learned the craft of the goldsmith in Trebizond from the Greek 
goldsmith Constantine. Evliya Chelebi-von Hammer, II, 48.

577 Inalcik, “Gelibolu,” EI2. Bar Hebraeus, I, 450, on the Greek sailors of Armenian 
Cilicia. See chapter vii for greater detail.

578 Temir, Cacaoglu, pp. 108, 109, 125. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 456, relates that the 
Christians of Kainuk produced saffron.

579 Burchard of Sion, A Description of the Holy Land, P.P.T.S. XII (London, 1896), 101 
(hereafter cited as Burchard of Sion, P.P.T.S.).

239



century.580 Greeks were extensively employed in domestic slavery and 
there is some indication of the use of Greeks in commercial slavery.581

In the sphere of government and the military, Christian elements were 

absorbed directly, though on a smaller numerical scale, by the institution 
first of the Seljuk gulams and later of the Ottoman devshirmes. This 
involved the employment of converted slaves in the armies, bureaucracy, 
and the court of the various Muslim states of Anatolia. The use of gulams- 
devshirmes by the Seljuks and Ottomans resulted from the fact that they 
inherited the traditional Islamic forms of government582 and, further, 
from the fact that Christian youths were plentifully available to them in 
Anatolia, whether from their own domains or from the neighboring lands 
of the Greeks and Armenians.583 There are indications that the Turks 
recruited male children and youths from the Anatolian Christians through
out the long period between the eleventh and seventeenth centuries. 
In the late eleventh century the Turks took the male children from the 
Greek towns between Dorylaeum-Konya,584 and in the same period 
Baldukh, the emir of Samosata, had also taken children of the Christian 
inhabitants of the city.585 After the conquest of Antioch (1085), the Turks 
were short of manpower and so made use of Armenian and Greek youths 
whom they forcibly converted to Islam.586 By the thirteenth century, the 
methods of recruitment for the system, which now appear more clearly in 
the contemporary accounts, were the traditional ones. The principal

580 Babinger, Mahomet, p. 399. See also the remarks of de Planhol, Nomadisme, p. 120, 
and the sixteenth-century traveler Hans Dernschwam.

681 Eflaki Huart, I, 286; II, 67. Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, p. 56, says they were present 
in great number among the Turks and Jews of Ephesus. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 425-426, 
comments on the use of Greek slave girls in prostitution at Laodicea. “They buy beautiful 
Greek slave-girls and put them out to prostitution, and each girl has to pay a regular 
due to her master. I heard it said there that the girls go into the bath-houses along 
with the men, and anyone who wishes to indulge in depravity does so in the bath-house 
and nobody tries to stop him. I was told that the qadi in the city himself owns slave-girls 
[employed] in this way.” For other evidences of the immorality of the Turkish cadis, 
Anonymous-Giese, pp. 35—36. Prisoners taken from the Greek army of Trebizond 
in 1214 were put to work in the Zaradhane, Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 65. Uzun^arsili, Osmanli 
devleti teskilatina medhal (Istanbul, 1941), p. 89 (hereafter cited as Uzungarsili Medhal) on 
the Zaradhane.

582 On the development of slave government and slave armies in the Islamic world, 
Uzun^arsili Medhal. B. Papoulia, Ursprung und Wesen der “Knabenlese” im osmanischen 
Reich (Munich, 1963), and my review in Balkan Studies, V (1964), 145-153.

583 This is not to say that the Seljuk gulams were raised exclusively from these groups, 
though in Ottoman times the devshirmes were taken originally only from Christians.

584 Gesta Francorum, pp. 54-55. Tudebodus, R.C.H., H.O., III, 29, “Adjuc quoque et 
Ghristianorum filios secum tolerabant. . . ” Tudebodus, p. 26, mentions “Angulani” 
in the armies of the Turks opposing the Crusaders in western Asia Minor.

585 William of Tyre, IV, iv.
586 Raymund of Aguilers, R.H.C., H.O., III, 250-251; “Quoniam Turci ante annos 

quatuordecim Antiochiae obtinuerant, atque Armenios juvenes et Graecos quasi pro 
penuria domesticorum turcaverant, et uxores eis dederant.” See also Turcare in Ducange, 
where he quotes again from Raymund; “Quidam de Turcatis, qui erat in civitate, per 
Boimundum principibus mandavit nostris etc.” Raymund, p. 288; “Si qui autem, per 
gratiam Dei, contempsissent, cogebantur tradere pulchros parvulos suos ad circumciden- 
dum vel ad Turcandum.”
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source of youths seems to have been the “domain of war”587 because the 
Seljuks were engaged in extensive war and raiding against the Greeks of 
Trebizond and Nicaea,588 against the Armenians of Cilicia,589 against the 
Georgians in the Caucasus,590 and against the inhabitants of the 
Crimea.591 The sultans exercised their right to claim one-fifth of the spoils 
according to the law of ghanimat during these raids and expeditions.592 
But gulams were also acquired through gift,593 possibly through purchase, 
through voluntary apostasy of renegades, and through the taking of 
hostages from other states. The latter was the case during the reign of 
eAla’ al-Din I Kaykubad when, after the capture of Sugdaia in the 
Crimea, the sons of the notables were taken as hostages.594 In the four
teenth century the Turkmen raiders on Byzantine territory in western 
Anatolia were taking away the children of the Greek Christians.595 
whereas in eastern Anatolia, Sivas served as an important slave market 
where youths could be purchased.596 A petition of 1456 addressed by the 
Greeks of western Anatolia to the Knights Hospitalers of Rhodes indicates 
that the Turks were still taking away the children of the Christians.

We, your poor slaves . . . who do dwell in Turcia . . . inform your lordship 
that we are heavily vexed by the Turk, and that they take away our children and 
make Muslims of them. . . . For this reason we beseech your lordship to take 
council that the most holy pope might send his ships to take us and our wives and 
children away from here, for we are suffering greatly from the Turk. [Do this] 
lest we lose our children, and let us come to your domains to live and die there as 
your subjects. But if you leave us here we shall lose our children and you shall 
answer to God for it.597

587 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 60.
588 Ibid., p. 63. After the fall of Antalya the sultan took off the families of the Christians 

as captives.
589 Ibid., p. 238.
590 Ibid., pp. 176-178.
591 Ibid., p. 139.
592 Ibid., p. 220. After the suppression of the Babai revolt, the wives, children, and pos

sessions of the rebels were distributed to the troops after one-fifth was set aside for the 
state treasury. This might imply that Turkmens were also taken into the ranks of the 
gulams. Ibid., p. 46, the sultan claimed one-fifth of the booty taken after the conquest 
of Antalya in 1207.

593 Ibid., p. 320. The begs of the borders sent slaves as gifts to the sultan. Also ibid., pp.
114, 121.

594 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 139. Turan, “L’Islamisation dans la Turquie du moyen age,” 
S.I., X (1959), 147—150 (hereafter cited as Turan, “Islamisation,”); Turkiye Selfuklulari 
hakkinda vesikalar (Ankara, 1958), p. 178; and Uzungarsili-Medhal, pp. 115-116, have 
suggested that there was even a form of child tribute in Seljuk Anatolia which was 
parallel to the Ottoman devshirme and that these igdish formed special corps. V. Menage, 
“Some Notes on the Devshirme,” B.S.O.A.S., XXIX (1966), 65, however, gives evidence 
for considering the igdish as sons of gulams. These igdish, as offspring of mixed marriages 
were not unlike the Tourkopouloi and mixovarvaroi of the Byzantine sources.

695 Taeschner, Al-UmarVs Bericht iiber Anatolien in seinem Werke masalik al-absar ft  mamalik 
al-amsar (Leipzig, 1929), p. 44 (hereafter cited as al-Umari Taeschner). Abul Fida, 
Geographie d’Aboulfida, trans. S. Guyard (Paris, 1840), pp. 379-381.

596 Uzunfarsili Medhal p. 442. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. jjp.
597 Miklosich et Muller, III, 291. John Cananus, P.G., CLVI, 73, on circumcision of 

children. Vryonis, “Isidore Glabas and the Turkish devshirme,” Speculum, XXXI
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With the conquest of Trebizond by Muhammad II in 1461 considerable 
numbers of Greek youths were taken for the Janissary corps and palace 
service,598 and in the same period a number of male children were taken 
from the town of New Phocaea in western Anatolia.599 By the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries, the Ottoman devshirme seems to have been 
levied rather extensively in Anatolia and the list of regions in which 
children were taken is impressive: Trebizond, Marash, Bursa, Lefke, 
Iznik, Kayseri, Tokat, Mihalich, Egirdir, Gemlik, Kodjaili, Bolu, 
Kastamonu, Chorum, Samsun, Sinope, Amasya, Malatya, Karahisar, 
Arapkir, Djemiskezek, Djizre, Sivas, Erzerum, Diyarbakir, Kemah, 
Bayburt, Nigde, Begshehir, Karaman, Zulkadriye, Biledjik, Batum, Sis, 
Kutahya, and Manyas.600

These youths were taken out of their familiar cultural and family 
environment, converted to Islam, often educated in special institutions, 
and then enrolled in special military bodies or else employed in the court 
and bureaucracy. This system of slave administration and slave soldiery 
apparently experienced an unbroken continuity in Anatolia from the 
first appearance of the Turks well into the Ottoman period itself.601 It is 
difficult to give the number of Christians who were taken into the system 
and thus Islamized. Obviously the number was comparatively small at 
any given time, but the system must have had some affect on the con
version of Christians over the period of several centuries.602 We are told 
that after the capture of the city of Chliat in about 1231 a troop of 1,000 
royal gulams was left to settle the affairs of the city,603 and in another 
instance there is mention of 500 serhenk.604 When Trebizond fell 800 
Greek youths were taken,605 and 100 were levied from New Phocaea.606

(*956), 441-442. For an interesting text demonstrating the fear of the devshirme, B. 
Papoulia, “Die Vita des Heiligen Philotheos vom Athos,” S.F.y XXII (1963), 259-280.

598 G. Zoras, “ *H aAcoais xfjs Kcovo-TavTivouTroAecos Kai f) (3aaiAe{a Mcoapefl B' tou 
KaTctKTTiToO, E.E.B.2., XXII (1952), 276.

599 Babinger, Mahomet, p. 164, Ducas, p. 334.
600 See the Ottoman documents in Uzungarsili, Osmanli devleti teskilatindan kapukulu 

ocaklari (Ankara, 1943), I, 20, 95-96, 102, 104, 106, 107, 115, 126, 127, 320, 438. Vryonis, 
“Seljuk Gulams and Ottoman Devshirmes,” Der Islam, XLI (1965), 224-252. Menage, 
“Devshirme,” EI2; “Sidelights on the Devshirme from Idris and Sa’ddudin,” B.S.O.A.S., 
XVIII (1956), 181-183. Inalcik, “Ghulam,” EI2. A. Vakalapoulos, “ TTpo|3Af]paTa Trjs 
icrropias tou Trai5opa£co|aaTOs,” 'EAAtjvikoc, XIII (1954), 274-293. Wittek, “Devshirme 
and Shari’a,” B.S.O.A.S., XVII (1955), 271-278. J. Palmer, “The Origin of the Janis
saries,” Bulletin of the John Rylands Library, XXXV (1953), 448-481. Papoulia, Knabenlese 
passim.

601 Vryonis, “Gulams,” passim.
602 Papoulia, “Vita,” 274; “ Oipoi! ttoq-oi ek tou f)[Ji£Tepou yevous eyevovTO TeKvaTOU 

avTiy picrrou.” Sa’d al-Din, writing in the late sixteenth century, remarks that the 
devshirme had brought 200,000 men to Islam, “not to speak of the salves brought from 
the dar-al-harb, whose number nobody knows.” Menage, “Sidelights on the devshirme,” 
p. 183.

603 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 180.
604 Uzun^arsili Medhal, p. 93.
605 Zoras, " "AAcoais,” p. 276.
606 Babinger, Mahomet, p. 164. Ducas, p. 334.
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Among the more famous of the thirteenth-century gulams of Greek origin 
were Djalai al-Din Karatay ibn Abdullah, Amin al-Din Mikail, and 
Shams al-Din Hass Oguz. The name of Karatay occupies a prominent 
place in the pages of Ibn Bibi, Karim al-Din Mahmud, and Eflaki, who 
relate that though he was a Greek page by origin he was gifted with 
extraordinary talents. He held, at various times throughout the reigns of 
‘Ala’ al-Din I Kaykubad and his successors, the important posts of nacib, 
amir-i davet, amir-i tasthane, and hizanedar-i hass. As one of the four 
pillars of the state, he played an important role in deciding upon the 
succession to the sultanate and appointment of viziers and other officials. 
His title, atabeg, indicates that he was a tutor to princes, and his closeness 
to and familiarity with the sultans comes out in certain incidental details. 
He was devoutly pious (the famed sheikh Suhrawardi initiated him as a 
murid, and he was an intimate of the circle of Djalal al-Din Rumi), 
an ascetic (he is said to have abstained from the eating of meat and from 
marital joys), and a liberal patron of Muslim institutions and architecture, 
having commissioned the building of the famed medresse in Konya and the 
caravansaray 50 kilometers east of Kayseri.607 Another important official 
of gulam origin was Amin al-Din Mikail, who functioned as na‘ib 
al-hadra under the sultan Rukn al-Din in the latter half of the thirteenth 
century. Though tantalizingly little has survived in contemporary 
accounts of his activities, it is sufficient to indicate that he played a very 
important role in Seljuk financial administration. He was of Greek 
origin, a Muslim, and a slave of Sa’d al-Din Abu Bakr al-Mustawfi 
al-Ardabili. Amin al-Din was responsible for reforming the financial 
apparatus of the Seljuk state in Anatolia by introducing the siyaqat 
system, and was famed generally for his great knowledge. As na‘ib he 
perished defending Konya against Djimri and the Karamanid Turkmens 
in 1278.608 Another product of the gulam system in the thirteenth 
century was Shams al-Din Hass Oguz. Ibn Bibi says of him that be was a 
slave of Greek descent, that he had a brilliant literary style, and that he 
was possessed of a calligraphic hand the product of which sparkled like a 
jeweled necklace.609

These gulams and devshirmes were fully integrated into the life of 
Muslim Anatolia, as is witnessed by their tremendous contribution to the 
military, 'administrative, religious, and cultural life of Anatolia. Though 
often of non-Muslim origin, they were fully absorbed; and over the period

607 The literature on his career, as well as that on the careers of his two brothers Kamal 
al-Din Rumtash ibn Abdullah and Sayf al-Din Karasunqur, is extensive. Ibn Bibi-Duda, 
pp. 103, 128, 197, 239, 269, 337, 341. Aksaray-Gen^osman, p. 133. Eflaki-Huart, I, 
94-95, 192, 199, 208, 209; II, 38, 203, 204. BarNebraeus, I, 413, 422. Turan, “Karatay,” 
pp. 17-172. Erdmann, Karavansaray, I, 117-125.

608 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 311-313, 345.
609 Ibid., 229, 239-244, 336-338. He composed a literary piece which had as subject 

the harp and wine.
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of many centuries, they contributed to the quantitative and qualitative 
strengthening of the Muslim element at the expense of the Christian 
element.

Equilibrium of Konya and Nicaea Destroyed

With the breakdown of stability in Konya and Nicaea during the second 
half of the thirteenth century, conditions in Anatolia once more 

deteriorated and Anatolia became a congeries of small successor states 
until the final reunification of Anatolia by the Ottomans in the fifteenth 
century.610 Conditions were similar to and in some areas perhaps as bad 
as those of the late eleventh and the early twelfth century. This general 
background is again significant for the understanding of the fate of the 
Greek Christian and in fact for all the Christian elements in Asia Minor.

After transferral of the Byzantine capital to Constantinople, Michael 
V m  Palaeologus first neglected and then penalized the Nicaean 
domains, with a consequent corrosion of the militarily and socially 
cohesive factors of the Greek state in Asia Minor. The church, the 
aristocracy, the army, and many of the inhabitants were in turn 
abandoned and alienated. The disintegration of the indigenous military 
forces, the rapacity of such mercenary bodies as the Catalans and Alans, 
and the rebellions and desertions of the troops laid bare to the Turkmen 
emirs the regions of western Asia Minor which the Lascarids had done so 
much to resuscitate.611

The sultanate of Konya, weakened by the Babai revolt and the defeat 
it suffered at the hands of the Mongols in 1243, underwent a decline that 
was gradual at first but accelerated toward the end of the thirteenth 
century. By then, ineffectual Mongol governors and a large number of 
Turkish emirs had destroyed the authority of this kingdom. These 
emirates, established on the lands of the Seljuk kingdom and on the 
Byzantine borders, gradually turned on the central Anatolian regions and 
on those of western, maritime Asia Minor. In this period, remarks Karim 
al-Din Mahmud, thorns replaced the rose in the gardens of excellence and 
prosperity, and the period of justice and security in the kindgom came to 
an end.612 The disintegration was manifested not only in dynastic strife 
and division of the kingdom into two realms,613 but also in the widespread

610 See chapter ii.
611 Arnakes, ’OGcopavoi, passim; “Byzantium’s Anatolian Provinces during the Reign 

of Michael Paleologus,” Actes du XII congres international d'etudes byzantines (Belgrade, 
1964), II, 37-44.

612 Aksaray-Gengosman, pp. 175—176. See Cahen, “Mongols,” for a clear dilineation of 
the process. He states that the Turkmen periphery turned, upon central Anatolia and 
destroyed it.

613 This was especially striking in the period of the two brothers, Tzz al-Din II Kaykaus 
and Rukn al-Din Killdj Arslan IV, Aksaray-Gengosman, pp. 135, 145. Ibn Bibi-Duda, 
pp. 264-268, 257, 276-278.
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rebellions of government officials.614 The appearance of Khwarazmian, 
Mongol, and Mameluke armies increased the disarray in the Seljuk realm, 
presenting the occasion for intrigues and further disorders. Beginning 
with the rebellion of the Babais, the Anatolian Turkmens exercised 
constant pressure on Seljuk control from all the border areas—from the 
Taurus in the south, Melitene and Marash in the east, Amasya in the 
north, and the regions of Laodiceia-Denizli in the west. The Turkmen 
element was strongly reinforced throughout the thirteenth century by 
other groups entering Anatolia, the newcomers including Turkmens, 
Mongols, and Khwarazmians.615

Though the combined forces of the sultans and Mongols were tem
porarily successful in suppressing the rebellions of the tribesmen in 
Denizli and Karaman in the mid-thirteenth century, the success in 1276 
of the Karamanids and Djimri in taking Konya demonstrated how far the 
power and authority of the Seljuks had declined.616 Henceforth, “the 
satans were unleashed,” remarked both Karim al-Din Mahmud and 
Ibn Bibi.617 The collapse of the fiscal apparatus of the Seljuks in the 
peninsula, the financial oppression of the inhabitants, and a partial but 
serious disruption of commercial activity characterized the last half of 
the century. Karim al-Din, who was a financial official and therefore 
well acquainted with the situation, gives ample detail of this aspect. 
He narrates that the tax system was disrupted and in such a state of 
confusion by 1285 that the treasury was exhausted of the revenues 
that had accumulated in the preceding fifty years.618 There was an 
increase in the number of needless officials and, he says, the people fell 
from one thief to another.619 He gives the case history of a certain Sahib 

Fahr al-Din of Kazwin who brought a whole host of adventurers hoping 
to make their fortunes to Anatolia620 and gave them positions and tax

614 These included, in the reign of Tzz al-Din II Kaykaus, the rebellions of Saraf al-Din 
Erzindjani about Niksar (Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 248-250); of the begs Zayn al-Hadj and 
Bunsuz in southern Anatolia (Aksaray-Gengosman, pp. 159-160). Following this latter 
rising there were disturbances in northern Anatolia from Ghankiri and Gastamon to 
Amasya (Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 162). The rebellion of the sons of Hatir in 1276 at 
Nigde caused considerable anarchy (Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 300-301). For other rebellions, 
both of Turks and Mongols, Aksaray-Gen^osman, pp. 291-293, 298, 300, 309, 328.

615 Togan, Giris, pp. 225-226, describes the settlement of Mongol groups in districts of 
Konya, Karaman, Diyarbekir, Amasya, Choruh, Niksar, Tokat, Ankara, Kayseri. 
Cahen, “Turks in Iran and Asia Minor before Mongol,” Crusades, II, 690-691; Cahen, 
“Mongols,” p. 729. On some of the Turkmen tribes in thirteenth-century Anatolia, 
Sumer, “Agag-eriler,” Belleten, XXVI (1962), 521-528; “Cepni,” EI2. Ibn Bibi-Duda, 
pp. 172, 333, 181-184, 201—202, 211—212, on the Khwarazmians. Aksaray-Gen$osman, 
pp. 280-281, on Mongols.

616 Cahen, “Notes pour l’histoire des Turcomans d’Asie Mineure au XIIIe siecle,” J.A., 
GGXXXIX (1951), 335- 354-

617 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 308. Aksaray-Gen^osman, pp. 197, 194, for the remarks of a 
contemporary that Anatolia was full of rebels.

618 Aksaray-Gen^osman, pp. 223—224.
619 Ibid., pp. 246-248.
620 He brought them from Tebriz, Hamadan, Iraq, Isfahan, Haskan, Khurasan, Kerch, 

Elan, Merand, Nahchivan, Tiflis.
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farms. In some cases the tax of a province was increased tenfold, and Fahr 
al-Din greatly proliferated the number of tax farms with disastrous 
results.621 As the extent of tax farming and the rate of taxation increased, 
the populations were crushed under the burden, and there are indications 
that in many areas an unsettling effect on both rural and urban society 
resulted. Karim al-Din states that such burdensome taxation occurred at 
Aksaray, Tokat, Devele Karahisar, Gastamon, Chankiri, Kayseri, in the 
regions between Amasya-Samsun, Nigde, Kirshehir, Sivas, Konya, 
Eyuphisar, Divrigi, and Niksar.622 In the districts between Amasya and 
Samsun the farmers were so ground down by the taxes and corvees that 
Kamal al-Din of Tiflis imposed, they simply fled their lands, the crops 
were not planted, and, consequently, it was impossible to fill the grain 
siloes.623 Kamal al-Din then went to Aksaray and burdened the citizens 
with such onerous taxes that the inhabitants took their possessions and fled 
the city.624 Another tax farmer, Mustawfi Sharaf al-Din Osman, went to 
Nigde to collect the taxes and set out to plunder the crops of the in
habitants with the result that the people “lost their peace and security.5’635 
From there he moved on to Kirshehir which he “pillaged” so extensively 
that the religious sheikhs had to pawn the tekkes in order to raise money to 
pay the taxes.626 As a consequence of the heavy exactions and the dis
ruption attendant upon the rebellions of both the tribes and officials, 
the tax system broke down and it was impossible to raise the revenues 
that were necessary for support of the armies by the end of the century. 
The wealth of certain regions had been destroyed, and the soil was no 
longer sown with seed. Also the destruction of villages in some areas 
further crippled the finances, for, as Karim al-Din apostrophized, “how 
could the haradj be collected from a destroyed village?”627 The sultan 
£Ala5 al-Din III Kaykubad enacted such fiscal oppression that finances 
were thrown into confusion and many villagers fled their homes.628

There are indications that not only agricultural and some urban activity 
were affected but also the international commerce coming into the 
peninsula. Though commerce and caravans no doubt continued to enter

621 Aksaray-Gengosman, pp. 227-230. Some were so ignorant, remarks Aksaray, that 
even though the largest revenue was the djizye, they did not know what the word meant.

622 Ibid., pp. 206, 252-257, 271-277, 293-297, 318-319, 328, 335- 33^  34°-
623 Ibid., p. 273.
624 Ibid., p. 275, he was so furious that he contemplated plundering the crops.
625 Ibid., p. 276, remarks that in order to improve his own clothing he denuded thousands.
626 Ibid., p. 276, the implications of this passage are important for the fate of the ecclesi

astical property of the Christians. It tends to corroborate the Greek sources, see chapter 
iv. F. Koprulii, “LTnstitution du vakouf. Sa nature juridique et son evolution historique,” 
V.D., vol. II (1942), partie frangaise, pp. 27, 30, on decline of Seljuk wakf foundations 
during the Mongol invasions.

627 Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 291.
628 Ibid., pp. 318-319, the property of both Muslims and Christians was confiscated. 

The richest man in Divrigi, a Christian, was beaten with a polo stick and was threatened 
with burning in an effort to obtain his wealth. The financial decline is reflected in the 
geographical work of Hamd-Allah Mustawfi of Kazwin (1340), see below.
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Anatolia, it would seem that displacement of the Mongol empire and the 
deteriorating conditions within Anatolia produced a significant decrease 
in the extent of this commercial activity.629 The Khwarazmian tribes 
halted the Syrian caravans in 1239-40.630 In 1256 the Agacheri of Marash 
roamed the highways plundering and destroying the caravans in Anatolia, 
Armenia, and Syria,631 and similarly the Karamanids began to interfere 
with the caravans in southern Anatolia.632 The Turkmens had become so 
bold around Melitene in 1256-57 that the city could not import anything. 
Because the countryside had become desolate, famine forced the inhabi
tants to sell their children to the Agacheri.633 In the strife between Rukn 
al-Din IV Kilidj Arslan and his brother, the former attacked and killed 
all the merchants he found in the eAla’ al-Din caravansaray outside of 
Aksaray.634 The Turkmen brigands from Aintab harassed and robbed the 
caravans from Claudia in southeast Anatolia as far north as Amaseia and 
Castamon.635 The period from 1276 to 1278 must also have been a par- 

\  ticularly severe one for the merchants. When the Karamanids revolted in 
1276, they once more cut the roads and preyed on commerce,636 and though 
the rebellion was defeated, the tribes continued to cut communication 
routes and did not cease to commit acts of brigandage on the highways.637

The rebels frequently utilized the merchant khans as fortresses because 
of their defensive strength. Thus about 1304 a Turkmen used the Alaiya 
Khan for such a purpose;638 in the same khan the rebel Memres had 
defended himself against the Karamanids who destroyed two of the 
structure’s towers. Consequently, the road between Konya and Aksaray 
was completely closed for two years until the towers were rebuilt.639 
Further to the south, in 1300, Turkmens had taken over the fort of Saraf 
Hisar and the road between Nigde and Eyuphisar was unsafe for a two- 
year interval.640 The bandit Ibn Budin in a similar manner rendered

629 Cahen, “Mongols,” pp. 720-731.
630 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 211.
631 Ibid., p. 270. M. Mellink, “Archaeology in Asia Minor: Addenda,” American Journal 

of Archaeology, LXX (1966), 280, on archaeological evidence suggesting destruction in the 
area of Samosata about the middle of the thirteenth century.

632 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 308.
633 Bar Hebraeus, I, 427. By way of illustrating this rapacity, ibid., p. 426, relates that 

from one village near Hisn Mansur the Turkmens took off 7,000 bulls, cows, asses, 
45,000 sheep and goats.

634 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 267.
635 Bar Hebraeus, I, 450. Eflaki-Huart, II, 380.
636 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 308-310. A Christian caravan departing from Cilicia was 

attacked and destroyed by three hundred mounted Turkmens near Heracleia, Bar 
Hebraeus, I, 454. Eflaki-Huart, II, 10, reports an incident where a merchant recently 
robbed by the Turkmens of the borders confronts Muhammad, their leader, in the 
presence of Djalal al-Din Rumi. See also the robbing of Michael Palaeologus, who, 
in process of fleeing to the sultan from Nicaea, fell into the hands of the Turkmens. 
Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 527. The Crusaders who encountered them between 
Laodiceia and Konya referred to them as “predones.”

637 Aksaray-Gen5osman, p. 211.
638 Ibid., p. 332.
639 Ibid., p. 336.
640 Ibid., p. 298.
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unsafe to travelers the district between Nigde and Sivas.641 The effects of 
rebellions and Turkmen banditry on commerce seem to have been abetted 
on occasion by government measures. When the vizier Saraf al-Din 
attempted to put into circulation a type of paper money or exchange 
that would replace metallic coin, buying and selling came to a halt in 
Anatolia and all the commercial caravans from Syria turned back.642 
Though the situation in Anatolia must have improved in the fourteenth 
century as the emirates crystallized, there are indications that in the first 
half of the century travel was not always free of such dangers in Turkmen 
country, and Ibn Buttuta’s journey is partly illustrative of this point. The 
emir of Gul Hisar furnished Ibn Battuta with an armed body to escort him 
to Denizli inasmuch as the region was infested with brigands. Once in 
Denizli, Ibn Battuta had to stay there for some time because of the unsafe 
roads. When a caravan was finally organized, he went with it to Tavas. 
Here they were not permitted to enter until morning and only after the 
commander of the castle had gone out with his troops to examine the 
countryside to see if it was safe. He adds that the local inhabitants brought 
their livestock into the fortress every night for fear that the Turkmens 
might steal their animals. Ibn Battuta remarks that once he and his 
party made their way north of Magnesia ad Sipylum, they were in 
constant fear of being robbed, inasmuch as they were in Turkmen 
country again.643

Though commerce and travel were not completely disrupted, obviously 
conditions were far less felicitous than they had been in the first half of the 
thirteenth century.644

This decline in the economic fortunes of Muslim Anatolia during the 
late thirteenth and early fourteenth century, set forth in such detail by a 

financial official of the Seljuk state (Karim al-Din Mahmud of Aksaray), 
is seemingly confirmed by another fiscal authority, Hamd-Allah 
Mustawfi al-Kazwini. Kazwini, an official in the government of the 
Ilkhanid Mongols, has reported the annual revenues of the various 
provinces of the empire toward the end of Abu Sa’id’s reign (c. 1335-36), 
and in many cases compares the sums with those the provinces paid in 
earlier times. His figures for Rum (eastern and central Anatolia with the 
western Udj districts), Greater Armenia, and Georgia are immediately 

relevant.

641 Ibid., p. 298.
642 Ibid., pp. 283-284. On the introduction of paper money, K. Jahn, “Das iranische 

Papiergeld,” Arckiv Orientalni, X (1938), 308-340. Spuler, Die Mongolen, pp. 301-302.
643 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 427-428, 448.
644 This state in the late thirteenth and the early fourteenth century of Anatolia is also 

reflected in the synodal acta of the Greek church, see chapter iv. With this period the 
brief revival of the Greek Cappadocian cave churches comes to an end, de Jerphanion, 
Cappadoce, II , 400. M. Akdag, “Osmanli imparatorlugunun kurulus ve inkisafi devrinde 
Tiirkiye’nin iktisadi vaziyeti,” Belleten, XIII (1949), 570, interprets the low prices as 
an indication of the scarcity of money and an economic crisis.
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Its [Rum’s] revenues at the present day amount to 3,300,000 dinars,645 as has 
been set down in the registers; but during the times of the Seljuks they were in 
excess of 15,000,000 dinars of the present currency . . . .646

Its [Greater Armenia’s] revenues in former days amounted to near 2,000,000 
dinars of the present currency; but now the total sum paid is only 390,000 
dinars. . . ,647

The revenues in the times of their native kings [of Georgia] amounted to near 
5,000,000 dinars of the present currency; but in our times the government only 
obtains 1,202,000 dinars.648

In each of the three districts the revenues in Kazwini’s day were less than 
25 percent of what they once had been.

Official inscriptions from Ankara, and Kirshehir, all of which 
seemingly date from the reign of the Ilkhanid Abu Sa’id (1316-35), bear 
further and undeniable testimony to Anatolian economic decline and to 
fiscal oppression that it brought the peasantry and the city dwellers.649 
These inscriptions, embodying the contents of imperial jw /z^ , declare that 
the inhabitants are to be freed from a variety of arbitrary and illegal 
taxes that had hitherto oppressed the people. The violence that had 
accompanied the enforcement of these illegal taxes, reads one inscription, 
had caused farmers to flee their villages and townsmen to abandon the 
cities. This is strongly reminiscent of the process Karim al-Din of Aksaray 
described for the late thirteenth century and indicates that the attrition 
of fiscal mismanagement was a long-term phenomenon. An inscription 
from Nigde (1469-70) in the lands of the Karamanids repeats the familiar 
prohibition of “illegal taxes,” a sure indication of the vitality of tax 
oppression.650

In western Anatolia the events of the thirteenth century had resulted in 

an increase in the number of Turkmens on the borders, and with the 
neglect of the Byzantine provinces after 1261, the Turkmen push became 
inexorable. They were to be found in large numbers in Paphlagonia,

645 These were silver, and not gold, dinars. On this point and their declining value, W. 
Barthold and W. Hinz, “Die persische Inschrift an der Mauer der Manucehr-Moschee 
zu Ani,” Z.D.M.G., Cl (1951), 1251-253.

646 Kazwini-Le Strange, p. 05.
647 Ibid., p. 100.
648 Ibid., p. 94. Also Hinz, “Das Rechnungswesen orientalischer Reichsfinanzamter im 

Mittelalter,” Der Islam, XXIX (1950), 131-134.
649 For the texts, translations of, and commentaries on these important inscriptions, 

Hinz, “Steuerinschriften aus dem mittelalterlichen vorderen Orient,” Belleten, XIII 
(!949)> 745-769 (hereafter cited as Hinz-Steuerinschriften,”). Barthold and Hinz, 
“Inschrift,” pp. 241-269. The study of Togan, “Mogollar devrinde Anadolu’nun iktisadi 
vaziyeti,” Turk hukuk ve iktisat tarihi mecmuasi, 1 (1931), 1-42, should be qualified by the 
conclusions of Hinz. See also, Togan, “Resideddin’in mektuplarinda Anadolu’nun 
iktisadi ve medeni hayatina ait kayltlar,” Iktisat fakiiltesi mecmuasi, XV (1953), 33—50. 
For the background to Mongol fiscal practices, Spuler, Die Mongolen, pp. 297-326, esp. 
p. 302 on the debasement of the silver coinage in Anatolia.

650 Hinz, “Steuerinschriften,” pp. 755-756. The inscriptions mention fifteen taxes 
illegally levied; sumare-i kobcur, hazr-i galle, sahnegi, tabkur, matrah-i sabun, taxes on 
flax seed, mohair, saltpeter, cook shops, building stone, sheep, qalan, namari, tarh, 
trnagir.
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Pamphylia,651 and Phrygia.652 When the defense of the Greeks had degen
erated sufficiently, the tribes under various chieftains overran most of 
Byzantine Anatolia in a quarter of a century. In fact to one Greek historian 
it seemed as if all the emirs had formed an alliance and then divided the 
spoils among themselves accordingly.653 The raiders came, in thebeginning, 
for booty. But as the Byzantine armies were disbanded or transferred to 
Europe, the raiders settled on the land until they finally reached the 
Aegean coastline.654 What was the nature of this final Turkish conquest 
and settlement and what effect did it have on the Christian population? 
An examination of the actual facts reveals that this second conquest of 
western Asia Minor was in many ways similar to the earlier conquest at 
the end of the eleventh century. That is to say, it was often accompanied 
by violent displacement of rural and urban populations, enslavement, and 
destruction.

Byzantine attempts to defend western Anatolia in the three-quarters of a 
century following their reoccupation of Constantinople were few and 
halfhearted. In 1269 the despot John was forced to clear the regions of the 
Maeander, Tralles, the Cayster, and Magedon. A few years later the 
emperor sent his son Andronicus to clear the Turks from Tralles, and in 
1296 Alexius Philanthropenus achieved a few temporary successes in the 
regions around Miletus. All these efforts were ephemeral at best, however, 
as the recurrent Turkish raids had by 1304 reached Ephesus and 
Caria, and most of the regions between the Maeander and Cayster were 
also in the hands of the Turkmens.655 The areas of the Cayster, Caicus, and 
Mysia experienced a similar history. Turkish infiltration and settlement of 
Bithynia took a little longer inasmuch as the region was closer to Con
stantinople and was possessed of large fortified towns. The Turkish occupa
tion took the form of repeated pillaging expeditions. On occasion the Turks 
remained in an area until they were forced to withdraw by expeditions 
such as that of the despot John in the Maeander-Cayster regions in 
1269.656 More dramatic perhaps was the retreat of the Turks before the 
Catalan forces or the successes of Philanthropenus near the mouth of the

651 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 138.
652 Abu’l-Fida quotes the thirteenth-century Arab author Ibn Said to the effect that in 

the thirteenth century there were 200,000 Turkmens with their tents in the regions of 
Laodiceia. Turan, Selcuklular tarihi ve turk-islam medeniyeti (Ankara, 1965), p. 215. 
This exaggerated figure is very difficult to evaluate, but that the tribsemen had 
settled there in great numbers is further confirmed in the letters of Planudes, Maximi 
Planudis epistulae, ed. M. Treu (Amsterdam, i960), passim (hereafter cited as Planudes- 
Treu).

653 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 214.
654 For the details see Wittek, Mentesche,passim. Lemerle, Aydin,passim. Arnakis, 306co[iavoi, 

passim. Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” passim. On the destructive aspects of the Ottoman con
quests, D. Angelov, “Certains aspects de la conquete des peuples balkaniques par les 
Turcs,” B.S. XVII (1956), 220-275.

655 Pachymeres, I, 219-220, 468-469; II, 210-212, 589.
656 Ibid., I, 219-220.

2 5 0



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

Maeander.657 But as such defensive armies were operative over short 
periods of time, the Turkmens pushed back in very quickly and resumed 
their conquests and settlement. The strongly fortified towns constituted a 
somewhat more serious challenge to the invaders, and here the Christians 
were in a better position to resist the invaders than they were in the open 
countryside. But these fortified centers of resistance also fell as a result of 
the Turkish blockades that cut off the towns from the agricultural 
countryside, and also as a result of the growing despair among the 

inhabitants who found that resistance was useless.
Extensive destruction in some areas once more characterized the 

conquest. The valleys of the Maeander, of the Cayster, and the regions of 
Magedon were repeatedly and savagely devastated,658 as were the towns 
of Priene, Miletus, Caria, Antiocheia, Melanoudium.659 Tralles had also 
been destroyed, so the emperor sent his son who decided to rebuild and 
recolonize the uninhabited town.660 When the city was finally finished, 
Andronicus brought together 36,000 colonists in order to repeople the 
city.661 But soon after, in 1282, Menteshe besieged the town and as a 
result o f the severe blockade the citizens were reduced to such famine 
that they began to drink horse blood. The besieged repeatedly offered to 
surrender the city but the Turks refused, and when the latter finally 
entered, the slaughter of the inhabitants and the destruction of the city were 
extensive.662 Nysa, just to the east of Tralles,663 Tripolis, farther to the 
east, and the surrounding forts had been similarly reduced by blockade 
and starvation.664 The Turkish advance and the siege of the fortified 
regions were so successful that by the end of the thirteenth and beginning 
of the fourteenth centuries, the Maeandrian and Caystrian regions were 
entirely in Turkish hands. The emir Sassan reduced Thyraia by starva
tion,665 and when in 1304 Ephesus fell, many of the inhabitants were

657 Ibid., II, 210—212. On this brief but brilliant episode see the letters of Maximus 
Planudes, Planudes-Treu, pp. 74-75, 96-99, 120, 125-129, 135-141, 144, 150-155* i 63> 
166, 169, 174-178.

658 Pachymeres, I, 219-220, 310-311.
659 Ibid., 468-469; “ to: yap kot& MaiavSpov Kai Kapfav Kai ’AvTioyeiocv f|Srj Kai 

tete Aeuttikei, Ta Se toOtcov Kai £v5oT£pco Seivcos Ê rjcOevst Kai tou iorrpEuvoTOS 
6XPTl£ov» kc^ tl îaKOVTo pev Ta Kcrra Kauorpov Kai FIpir|vr|v, pAiaKovTO S’ f)8r) Kai 
Ta Kara MiAryrov, Kai MaysScov Kai Ta Trpooycopa kotcc TroAfiv toO kcoAuoovtos 
£pr|p{av £^r)9avi^ovTo/>

660 Ibid., 469, cc . . . d 5e Kai ttoAiv psyiarriv t &s TpaAAeig . . . Kai o\ Aoyiapos 
£ttt)ei avEydpEiv TTECTOuaav Kai tous ê cpKriKOTas ekeiOev ctuv aAAois ttAeiotois ohdjetv.”

661 Ibid., 470.
662 Ibid., 470, “ eipapTO yap kccvteOOev Kai pupioaTuas oAas oAeaOat tcov eke! 

KaToiKpaavToov.” Ibid., 473-474. “ Kai tpv uplv ev yppaiiois KEipEvpv mp^avEOT Kai 
y* eAiriaiv dmr|copr|pevr)v xpT)OT°tB eB x°^v KaTapaAAouor, Kai TrAfjOos ekeivo ttccv 
ou paSicos apiOpriTovEpyov paxaipasTroiouvTai.” NicephorusGregoras, 1, 142. Thosewho 
surrendered were not less than 20,000. They were taken away and so harsh was their 
lot that they rejoiced for those who had been slain as they thereby escaped the hardships 
of enslavement.

663 Pacyhmeres, I, 474.
664 Ibid., II, 433-436*
665 Ibid., 589, " Aipco TToAvTjpepcp tou$ Ike! T^apaoTT]craJJ£vou.,,
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slaughtered; the remainder were transported to Thyraia out of fear that 
they might betray the city.666 The city of Magnesia on the Maeander 
was still, in the fifteenth century, a complete ruin.667

The lands north of the Cayster as far as Caicus experienced a com
parable fate, and by the end of the thirteenth century the regions of 
Neocastron and Abala lay desolate.668 The districts between Magnesia on 
the Hermus and Philadelpheia were subjected to repeated raids and 
sieges.669 In Mysia the Maryandian and Mossynian regions were so obliter
ated as to necessitate a “Maryandian lamentor” to bewail the destruction 
in a fitting manner.670 By the early fourteenth century only the towns 
and forts had survived the Turkish plundering forays in Mysia as well as 
in Bithynia.

The situation in the east constantly declined and worsened so that daily 
reports upon worse reports came to the emperor . . . .  There was between us and the 
enemies only this narrow sea. The enemies attacked without restraint, laying 
waste all the lands, the most beautiful churches and monasteries, and some of the 
fortresses, and they burned the most beautiful of these. They revelled daily in 
murdering and in dreadful enslavements such as had never been heard of. The 
inland regions of Bithynia, Mysia, Phrygia, Lydia, and enchanted Asia, except 
only for the fortified towns, came to an end.671

The invaders destroyed Croulla and Gatoicia and the inhabitants were put 
to the sword or enslaved.672The regions of Scamander, Ida, Assus, and Pegae 
were desolated,673 and Cenchrae was reduced by blockade. When the Turks 
entered the latter town they killed the majority of the inhabitants, pillaged 
the town, and then intentionally destroyed it by fire.674

The collapse of Byzantine rule in Bithynia and Paphlagonia was acceler
ated and facilitated by the religious and factional strife among the 
Byzantines there, some of whom went over to the side of the Turks.675

666 Ibid., “ (jetcokî ovto 81 Kal ol ttAeious tcov ttoAitcov etti to tcov Gvpaicov 
9poupiov, 8eei tou \xr\ ti ttoOeIv Ik SoAou tous m paas ayccpi IttiOepevcov ekeivcov, f|v 
Kaipos SiSoiti. aAAous 81 ttAeiotous ipyov payatpas Ittoiouv ccvoikti a■9dTT0VT£S.,,

667 Papadopoulos-Kerameus, cc MaynvaEia f) mro ZrrrOAcp Kai ai MrrrpoTToAEis 
*E9eaou Kai 2p0pvr|s ; ” A.I.E.E., II (1885), 653," Auo 81 ouacov Kai Tfjs pias 0C90CV- 
i<70eiaT|S TravTsAcos.”

668 Pachymeres, I, 311; II, 210; “ tcov youv ccKpcov KOKOupIvcov, cos PP povov tcov 
kcctcc MafavSpov Kai Ta tco £vy&> Ikeivco TTpoaf)KovTa aAA* f|8rj Kal tcov evtos 
l£a9avi£oplvcov l£ lTn8popcov avyvcov tcov TTEpacov.”

669 Ibid., II, 314-319, 421, 442, speaks of the slaughter of inhabitants. Ibid., 430-405, 
the inhabitants of Sardes were forced to divide the city with the Turks. The two groups 
lived in separate sections of the town, separated by walls. Eventually the Greeks sum
moned Byzantine troops, with the aid of which they ejected the Turks.

670 Ibid., I, 311 ;“ ocra te ev MapuavSrjvoTs te Kai M oowi . . .  ett'i toctoOtov 
f|9dviaro coote Kai MapuavSrjvou Gpr)vr|Tfjpos xpr)£Eiv c^icos tcckei OpTivnCTOvTosT

671 Ibid., II, 338.
672 Ibid., 413, 414: “ Kai tote 01 plv v/TroordvTEs la9<rrrovTo, yuvaia Se Kai 

mnSapia TrAfiOos pvpiov TTpos to 9poupiov 9EuyovTa aypa fjv etoiuti toIs TrpoKOTaAa- 
(3ouai . . . ETTEiTa Ttup EvaOaavTss oi lyQpoi Ta ekei KaAAri eis teAos ppaduvav.”

673 Ibid., 415, 437- 438.
674 Ibid., 444-445; “ svteOOev Ik TToAAfjs aSeias oi TTIpaai TiEpiKaOiaavTES IvSeioc OSotos 

aipoOcn to 9povpiov, Kai toOs plv oAiycov caroSpavTcov spyov payaipaS TTOiouai, 
Ta 8s IkeTcte aKuAEuaavTES TrOp Iviaai Kal to ttov cfrpavî ouCTi.”

675 Ibid., I, 221-223.
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The latter finally wasted and overran the countryside, eventually cutting 
off the cities and blockading them. Thus such towns as Cromna, Amastris, 
Tium, Heracleia, and Nicomedia were accessible only by sea.676 The 
Sangarius valley was left desolate.677 In 1301 Osman devastated the 
Bithynian regions of Nicomedia, Prusa, Nicaea, and these cities were 
soon isolated from the countryside so that for the next two or three 
decades they lived in a state of siege.678 Belocome, Angelocome, Ana- 
gourda, Platanea, Melangeia, Apameia, and their environs were left 
desolated.679

Just as in the late eleventh and the twelfth century, the Christian 
population had often sought refuge in the face of the Turkish invasions, 
so in the late thirteenth and the fourteenth century there is ample evidence 
that important segments of the populace fled before the Turks. Very 
often rural populations abandoned their unprotected villages for the 
temporary security of the walled towns and fortresses. But as safety was 
not assured even there, the Greeks frequently abandoned the towns for 
the islands off the western coast or for Constantinople and other 
European regions of the empire.680 Though this partial and forced with
drawal of an important segment of the Greek population from Anatolia 
is not documented in great detail, there is, nevertheless, sufficient testi
mony as to this displacement of population, indicating that it was impor
tant in some areas. It is impossible to say what portion of the indigenous 
population it affected. The Maeandrian districts were severely de
populated by the invasions.

Whence the Maeander was emptied not only of people in most of the extensive 
lands, but also of the very monks. For the land about the Maeander was another 
Palestine. It was very good not only for the increase of flocks and herds of animals, 
and for nourishing men, but excellent for assembling earthdwelling, heavenly 
citizen-monks . . . .  And thus after a little the Maeander regions became desolate as 
the inhabitants withdrew deeper because of the attacks of the foreigners.681

Evidently the city of Tralles had been completely deserted before 
Andronicus rebuilt it. With the second capture and destruction in 1282,

676 Ibid., 311-312.
677 Ibid., 311.
678 Ibid., II, 335“337> 597* 637- Arnakes, ’Oecopovoi, pp. 133 ff.
679 Pachymeres, II, 413. I. Sakellion, “ XuvoSmai SiayvcooEis Tffc IA' £KO(tovtccet- 

TipiSos,” A.I.E.E.E., III (1889), 413-424.
680 Pachymeres, II, 402: ** Kai 81atouto tcov |jev (povEUopevcov tcov 5* oaraviorapEvcov, 

tcov pev ei$ ttoAeis Kai 9poupia tcov 8’ eij vtiaouj, aAAcov 8s Kai si$ tcc kot5 avTiTrepaiav 
aacpaArj, ottou av Kai aooOeiev, PAettovtcov Kai oppcovTcov, tcov S’ svtos Kai Aiav svSecos 
eyovTCOv tcov avayKaicov 81a tt̂ v tcov ê coTspiKcov Ê otTrcoAstav.” For removal of 
military bodies to Europe, ibid., 407-408 On the flight of population to the isles, E. 
Zachariadou, “ ZvppoAf) aTt|V loropla tou voTioavaToAiKou Aiyalou (he cupoppf) 
Ta TTOTpiaKa <pippaviatcov etcov 1454- 1522,” ZuppEucra, BaCTiAiKov'ISpupa ’Epewcov,
I ( i966)> i92^ i93-

681 Pachymeres, I, 310-311. The implication is that the areas of Neocastron, Abala, 
Cayster, Magedon, and Caria were also affected by this depopulation. Halkin, “Manu- 
scrits galesiotes, Scriptorium, vol. XV, pt. 2 (1961), pp. 221-227, on sacking of the libraries 
in the early fourteenth century.
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its inhabitants who had survived, some 20,000, were taken off into 
slavery.682 The regions of Magedon were left desolate as well.683 When the 
expedition of 1302 against the Turks failed and the emperor withdrew 
to the walls of Magnesia on the Hermus, the Turks came in and began to 
put the inhabitants in the environs to the swords, those who survived 
fleeing to the isles and to the European shores.684 When the emperor 
decided to leave Magnesia, many of the inhabitants decided to flee. Those 
who survived the rigors of the flight made their way to Pergamum, 
Adramyttium and Lampsacus, and most crossed the Hellespont.685 A few 
years later the rural areas of Magnesia and the Hermus seem to have be
come largely deserted. A small portion of the population had sought refuge 
in the towns but the majority had crossed to the islands and Europe.686

Cyzicus, Pegae, Assus, and Cenchrae had also become points of refuge 
for the uprooted populations in Mysia.687 When the pressure of the con
querors became too great on Assus, the inhabitants and refugees com
pletely abandoned it and crossed over to the island of Mitylene.688 Many 
who fled the Scamandrian region had sought safety at Cenchrae, but 
here the Christians were less fortunate than at Assus for the Turks 
reduced the town and put most of the inhabitants to death.689 The

682 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 142.
683 Pachymeres, I, 311, 468.
684 Ibid., II, 314;“ Kai 6 Aaos pev Kcn’eâ &TreTO 6 5’ arraviaTaTO 96&VCOV, Kai 

oi psv Trpos vqaous tccs eyyt Jouaas oi 5e Trpos tt)v Suatv SiaTrepaioupevoi Sieaco£ovTo.5’
685 Ibid., 318-319; “ Kai to Trpaypa TtOTapcov e6o£ev pet/pa.” The parents of St. 

Philotheus fled Elateia opposite Lesbos and settled in Europe, “ 5ic( t6v <j>6(3ov tcov 
’Ayapqvcov . . .” Papoulia, “Die Vita des Heiligen Philotheos von Athos,” S.F., XXII 
(1963) 274.

686 Pachymeres, II, 441-442. “ouSeis oOv ev ycopaiS UTreAeiirETO, aAA5 oAiyot p£v 
Tais ttoAecti irapepuovTo, Kai oOtoi ek tou irapEiKOVTos, oi ttAeious 8e ao9cbTepov ti 
ttoiouvtes oi pev eis vqaous oi 5’ els avTiTrepaiav coppcov, Kai Ta aCrrcov pcncpoflev 
Ecopcov, TrpoaTreAa^etv ou toApcotes ouS’ es ppayu. oi 8e toApcotves 81a tt)v dvayKT)v 
Tfjs caropias auToOsv TraaxovTes to: Seivcc KaTepavOavov, Kai TTpopqOeis tou £rjv 
ETroiouv tous aAAous auToi ttitttovtes' ou yap cos ttoAepious 090$ oi TTepaai, aAA’ cos 
KAcoTias 5>v auToi 61a OTraflfjs ektt) a  a  vt o , ava ydpccs ’n’̂ o'ovTas mpcopoOvTO Kai 
avqAecos eorpaTTOV.” For other references to theflightof populationfrom Asia Minorto the 
islands and Europe, as well as to the relocation of Anatolian military bodies in Macedonia 
see the following. Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” p. 28. Dolger, Aus den Schatzkammern des Heiligen 
Berges (Munich, 1948), I, 57—58, and Lemerle, Actes de Kutlumus (Paris, 1945), pp. 89- 
91, on the lands of the soldiers from Clazomenae who were resettled around Serres. 
Also Pachymeres, II, 407-408; “ . . . orpaTiGOTas paaiAtKcov aAAayicov, oi 81s] Kai 
avaToAirjOev caroiKtaflevTes £? uTioyuou 61a Tpv Kara8popf|v tcov ITepacov auTals 
yuvai^i Kai tekvois qAuov KaTa Suaiv.” On the desertion of the land: Pachymeres, I, 
401; II, 314; William of Adam, R.H.C., D.A., II, 537; “Sunt eciam castra circumquaque 
pulcerrima et fortia, cum fossatis magnis et turribus, sed omni habitatore carentia.3’

687 Pachymeres, II, 390; 4tKai to TTepatKov TroAAaxoOev ETreiapaAovTes tous flev 
epyov Kafliaracn paxcupas» oaoi 8e ye Kai iayuaav £K9£uyeiv, tco Trjs KuJIkou eTreTei- 
yiapco apTi tote ctuot&vti Tiapa toO ev auTrj irposSpou Nipcovos . . . 9EpovTes eauTous 
Kai yuvalKas Kai tekvo Kai £coa Kai urrap^tv EyKaTEKAEiaav.” 415; “ . . . Kai TTriyai 
TrapaOaAaaaia ttoAis tcov Sucryepcov ETrsipaflq. tcov yap ê co TravTCOv auyAKEiaflevTcov 
evtos, oaoi Kai to §1905 £9uyov.” The inhabitants of Ida and Scamander fled 
to Assos. Ibid., 438; “cos Traaav tqv eke! x&pccv TrpOKaTaAapovTCov Tqv wi5qv ITepacov 
epqpouaflai tcov oiKqTopcov ^uvepaive.”

688 Ibid., 438, “Kai kevov EVTeuflev to 9po0piov KaTaA£Aŝ T̂0.1,
689 Ibid., 443-445-
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Sangarius valley experienced a considerable depopulation,690 as did 
Bithynia in the quarter-century following the battle of Baphaeum, 1301.

You saw at that time a pitiful sight, namely those who were carrying away their 
possessions and crossing over to the city [Constantinople], who had despaired of 
their salvation. And the straits received a throng of people and animals daily who 
had not been freed without the greatest of tragedies. Therewas noone who did not 
lament the privation of the members of his family, one recalling her husband, 
another her son or daughter, another a brother and sister, and another some name 
of a relation.691

Constantinople received such great numbers of these refugees that the 
city was soon oppressed by famine and attacked by the plague.692 The 
town of Pegae, similarly swollen by the refugees and suffering from 
blockade by the enemy, was also struck by famine and a devastating 

plague.693
Famine and plague must have been common occurrences in most of 

western Anatolia at this time. Consequently the Turkish conquest and 
occupation produced considerable upheaval in the late thirteenth and 
early fourteenth century. In many areas, towns and villages were 
destroyed or abandoned (or partially so), and often the inhabitants fled 
to the large towns, to the isles, to Constantinople, or were taken captive 
by the Turks. The partial diminution of the indigenous population plus 
the settlement of the Turks resulted in a drastic demographic change. In 
a passage that strikingly recalls the words that Anna Comnena used to 
describe the destruction of coastal Anatolia in the late eleventh century, 
George Pachymeres wrote of the late thirteenth century:

And thus in a short time the [Turks], attacking the land of the Rhomaioi, 
transformed it into another desert encompassing the length and width of the land 
from the Black Sea to the sea by Rhodes.694

Just what the proportion was between Greeks and Turks in early four
teenth-century Anatolia is difficult to say. The Arab traveler Ibn Battuta 
relates that Greeks were still to be found in large numbers in western 
Anatolia.695 The conditions of this troubled period, however, brought 
upheaval to a large portion of the towns and countryside.

6 9 0  Ib id ., I, 3 1 1 , "ctuv 0 I5  Kai In Ta evSov Zayyapscos, stt! tqcfoOtov rjtpavicrto . . .  55 

Ib id ., 3 1 3 , ", . . Tas tcov x^poav Trepav tou layyapscos ip-r^coa-sis.”
691 Ibid., II, 335.
692 Ibid., 412; “TreTfAriGEi 8e tcov aypopivcov 13 ttoAis, Kai ioTevoycopEiTO toT$ 

TravTayoO KEipevois eikt) te Kai uiraidpiois, ttvot) £fjv Kai pavq TnaTeuonEvois- Aipos 
yap evteuOev Kai ys Aoipos aOAious SienEpi^ETrjv/’ Muntaner-Buchon, p. 420, 
relates that the refugees in Constantinople were roaming the streets, destitute and 
starving. Of these Greeks, the Almugavares gave food to 2,000 with the result that this 
group followed the Almugavares throughout the city. Papadopoulos-Kerameus, “Zhitiia 
dvukK vselensikikti patriarkhov’ XIV v. Svv. Ahanasiia I i Isidora I  (St. Petersburg, 1905), 
pp. 33-34, the patriarch personally doled out wheat and wine to the destitute refugees.

693 Pachymeres, II, 415; “evtiktei voaov Aoinco5r| to ouvsuTuxOai Aipcp Kai 
KccKOTra0ei'ais. eti 8e Kai Trj voaco is EKaToaruas eth titov.

694 Ibid., 232.
695 Ibn Battuta Gibb, II, 415; “Why it is called after the Rum is because it used to 

be their land in older times, and from it came the ancient Rum and the Yunanis (Greeks).

255



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

In eastern Anatolia as early as 1235 Edessa had been sacked first by the 
sultan ‘Ala5 al-Din and then by Kamil of Egypt, the latter having taken 
off the artisan population to Egypt.* 696 A few years later, about 1241-42, 
the Mongols razed Erzerum, killed most of the population, and enslaved 
the youths.697 Both Kayseri and Erzindjan suffered the same fate in 1243— 
destruction, massacre, enslavement.698 The Mongol invasions and Turk
men raids of the next decades obliterated the villages and environs of 
Melitene and reduced the area to a desert, so that the inhabitants of the 
city perished like animals in the bazaars.699 In 1256-57 Baidju proceeded 
from Erzerum to Aksaray burning towns and devastating the provinces,700 
killing 7,000 of the inhabitants of Albistan and carrying off the young men 
and women.701 The Mameluke armies, often followed by pillaging Turk
men bands, wrought such destruction in Cilicia during the late thirteenth 
century that the Christians fortified the coastal islands and began to take 
refuge there. In 1266 they burned and despoiled Sis, Mopsuestia, Ayas, 
and Adana.702 A decade later Ayas, Mopsuestia, Tarsus, and Sis were 
once more burned, and the Greek and Armenian monasteries as far west 
as Corycus were reduced by fire.703 The Mongols plundered Aksaray c. 
1277, killing and enslaving 6,000 of the inhabitants,704 and the rebelDjimri 
ruthlessly plundered Konya and its environs in 1276.705 The sparse 
documentation from Trebizond indicates that plague and invasions also

Later on it was conquered by the Muslims, but in it there are still large numbers of 
Christians under the protection of the Muslims, these latter being Turkmens.” Marino 
Sanudo Torsello, Istoria del regno di Romania, ed. in C. Hopf, Chroniques Greco-Romanes 
inedites on pen connues (Berlin, 1873), p. 142; “In l’Asia Minor, e ch’e maggior Paese, che 
non a la Spagna, della qual abbiamo detto esser quarto Regni, la qual per la maggior 
parte a sottoposta a Turchi, per il piu li Popoli seguono il Ritto Greco e sono per il piu 
Greci. Anco PArmenia, che si chiamava anticamente Cilicia, e abitata da Greci. In la 
Mesopotamia e gran quantita di Greci e solevano esser molto piu al tempo del passaggio 
di Piero Eremita e Goffredo di Buglione, il cui fratello Balduino fu Conte in Mesopotamia, 
e si chiamva Conte de Roas.”

696 Bar Hebraeus, I, 401.
697 Ibid., 406. Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 223-224.
698 Bar Hebraeus, I, 406-409. Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 230-231.
699 Bar Hebraeus, I, 409, also 419-420, 426. Not only did the Turkmens carry away 

all the livestock from the rural area of Hisn Mansur, but they also sacked the Christian 
monasteries of Madik, Masye, and Mar Dimat.

700 Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 136.
701 Bar Hebraeus, I, 426.
702 Canard, “Cilicia,” EI2j lists devastating Mameluke raids in Cilicia for the years 

1266, 1275, 1283, 1297, 1303, 1315, 1320, 1322, 1335, 1337, etc. Brocquiere (Brocquiere- 
Schefer, passim), who traveled in Cilicia in the first half of the fifteenth century describes 
a region which has still not recovered from Mameluke and Turkmen depredations. 
The Turkmen nomads have settled on the land and the Christians have retreated to the 
fortresses, mountains, and to the islands. The decline of Genoese commerce in Cilicia 
dates from the later thirteenth century, C. Desimoni, “Actes passes en 12 71 ? 1274 et 
1279 a TAsias (Petite Armenie),” Archives de Vorient latin, I (1881), 435.

703 Bar Hebraeus, I, 456, 452-453. 60,000 were killed and many enslaved. The raids 
of Turkmens and Mamelukes continued throughout the century, ibid., 460, 465.

704 Aksaray-Gen^osman, p. 208. Mongol armies plundered the districts of Konya, 
Ermenak, and Laranda. Aksaray-Genyosman, p. 209.

705 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 312-316.
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caused a certain depopulation and movement of the inhabitants to more 
secure areas.706

This upheaval, however, was never complete, and many areas re
cuperated in the course of the fourteenth century, though one must 
assume that Anatolian conditions did not again attain the stability and 
prosperity of the early thirteenth century. Traces of this less fortunate 
period were still visible in the fourteenth century. Ibn Battuta remarked 
that in 1333 Erzerum was still mostly in ruins as a result of the feud 
between two groups of Turkmens;707 Izmir too was largely a ruined 
town;708 the site of Ephesus was abandoned for the neighboring heights, 
and the Christian population was removed. Pergamum was a shambles, 
as was Iznik which was uninhabited.709 The emperor Manuel Palaeologus, 
who had occasion to visit Anatolia while performing military service in 
the army of the sultan Bayazid, observed that many of the older Byzantine 
towns of northern Anatolia were uninhabited and destroyed.710 In the 
south Ludolph of Suchem observed about 1350 that both Patara and 
Myra were ruined as a result of the Turkish invasions and a century 
later Arnold von Harff found the same conditions at Laranda.711 One 
must conclude, then, that though the events of the late thirteenth and the 
early fourteenth century were not complete and unqualified disasters in 
the long run for many of the Anatolian towns, they were serious enough

706 Panaretus-Lampsides, pp. 63, 64, 66, 68, 74, 77. The plague, which seems to have 
visited the inhabitants regularly, is recorded in 1341, 1348, 1362, 1382. The monastic 
documents, though very fragmentary, illuminate the process by which the Turkmen 
raids and invasions, by enslavement, led to gradual depopulation in certain areas, 
T. Uspensky and V. Benesevic, Vazelonskie Akty (Leningrad, 1927), pp. 7, 17, 39, 40, 57- 
58, 76, 78. For further indications of the desolation that the Turks wrought, Bessarion- 
Lampros, pp. 35, 40.

707 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 437.
708 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 445. Ludolph of Suchem-Neumann, 332. F. Deycks, Ludolphi 

rectoris ecclesiaeparochialis in Suchem de itinere terrae sanctae liber (Stuttgart, 1851), pp. 24-25 
(hereafter cited as Ludolph of Suchem-Deycks).

709 jkn Battuta-Gibb, II, 448, 453.
710 Manuel Palaeologus, Lettres de Vempereur Manuel Paleologue ed. E. Legrand (Amster

dam, 1962), p. 22 (hereafter cited as Manuel Palaeologus-Legrand), “To Se tte8iov sv 
cb vuv &jp£v elys dev Ttva TTpoariyopiav TravTcos, ote euTvyei utto ‘Pcopakov ttcxtoO- 
pevov te Kai Seottô opevov’ vuv 8s £t|toutvi Taurr|v padsiv, Aukou uTEpa, 6 cpaaiv, 
aTEyvcos jjoi auppaivsi £t)teiv, Trj tou 8i8a§avTos Eprjpia. IToAeis 8e 18eiv pev eotiv 
EVTauOa TroAAas, oukouv 8’, ofs pctAicrra KoapouvTai ttoAeis Kai cbv x^pis ouk av 
Kupfcog KaAoivTO TroAeis, Trepiexovaas dv0pcb*rrous. Ai 5e ttAeiouj Kai keIvtoi 0£apa 
toutois ^ iv o v .” Ibid., p. 23, “ ’Akousis Tqv TTopTtritou, tt)V KaAfiv Kai Oaupacrrqv Kai 
peyaAriv, paAAov 8e Tpv ttote Toiaurriv oOaav (vuv yap poyis ttou Aetyava Taurrjs 
9aiv£Tai).,>

711 Ludolph of Suchem-Deycks, pp. 26—27. Ludolph of Suchem-Stewart, p. 33. Arnold 
von Harff, Die Pilgerfahrt des Ritters Arnold von Harff von Coin durch Italien, Syrien, Arabien, 
Aethiopien, Nubien, Palastina, die Tiirkei, Frankreich und Spanien, wie er sie in den Jahren 1496 
bis 1499 vollendet, beschrieben und durch zeichnungen erlautert hat, ed. E. von Groote (Cologne, 
i860), p. 202 (hereafter cited as Arnold von Harff-Groote), “Item van Kukro zo Larantaiij 
daichreyss, eyn zo brochen stat.” The Pilgrimage of Arnold von Harff Knight from Cologne, 
through Italy, Syria, Egypt, Arabia, Ethiopia, Nubia, Palestine, Turkey, France and Spain, which 
he accomplished in the years 1496 to 1499, trans. M. Letts (London, 1946), p. 237 (hereafter 
cited as von Harff-Letts), See also Kazwini-Le Strange, pp. 96-98, on decline of Ermenak, 
Bayburt, Avnik, Abashkir, Kir, and Baqih,
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to lessen the former prosperity and stability of Anatolia, to cause a 
marked displacement of the native Christian element in many areas, and 
to bring about the final decline or destruction of some towns and villages. 
This displacement of Christian population which arose from plague, 
famine, massacre, enslavement, and migration, along with the arrival 
of new Turkic and Mongol groups in Anatolia, resulted in an important 
demographic and ethnic alteration of the Anatolian population. But as 
has already been mentioned, it is very difficult to say anything about 
numbers or proportions. It is surely true that this late thirteenth- and 
fourteenth-century period is the period of final, critical change in the 
ethnic and religious configuration of Anatolia. The continuing process of 
conquest and reconquest had considerable effect on the indigenous 
population.712

The Nomads

Though the final conquest and reunification of Anatolia were the 
accomplishment of a complex and highly organized state, the principal 
cause of the upheavals from the late thirteenth through the fifteenth 
century (as of the eleventh and twelfth centuries) was the reactivation of 
the independence of the tribal groups. The very nature of their economy, 
society, and culture was such that tribal interests and conduct were 
frequently inimical to those of sedentary society. To be sure the periodic 
invasions of Mongols, Mamelukes, and others contributed to the un
settling of Anatolia, but the nomads often utilized these invasions to throw 
off tfie restraints to which one or another state had subjected them. Since 
the role of the Turkmens was important in the Anatolian cultural muta
tion, it is of the greatest interest to examine their polity in some detail and 
to understand how this peculiar polity might have had a disrupting effect 
on Byzantine society. It is true that eventually many of the nomads 
settled on the land, and that even those who did not settle on the land 
eventually came to a modus vivendi with the sedentary population. But 
until all this was regularized and Anatolia attained stability, the nomadic 
element contributed greatly to the attrition that Byzantine society under
went. In addition, as conditions in some Anatolian villages became

712 We have an eyewitness as to the effect of these conditions on the Christian churches 
in Anatolia by the end of the thirteenth century, Ricoldus de Monte Crucis, “Lettres 
de Monte-Croce sur la prise d’Acre (1291),” ed. R. Rohricht in Archives de L’Orient 
Latin, II (1884), 273 (hereafter cited as Ricoldus de Monte Crucis, Rohricht), “Certe, 
credo, quod nosti, quod presens eram in Sebaste, civitate Turchie, quando postquam 
receperunt nova de dolorosa captione Tripolitana, ligaverunt crucem cum ymagine 
crucifixi ad caudam equi et traxerunt per totam civitatem per cenum, incipientes a loco 
fratrum et christianorum et hoc in die dominica ad maiorem contumeliam christianorum 
et Christi . . . .  Nonne in tota Turchia et Percide et usque ad Baldactum invenimus 
omnes ecclesias christianorum diruptas aut stabulatas aut mescitas factas Sarracenorum ? 
Et ubi non potueruent ecclesiam destruere vel stabulare, statim iuxta ecclesiam edifi- 
caverunt meschitam et menaram cum turri alta, ut super caput christianorum clament 
legem, ymmo perfidiam Machometi.”
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Partial List of Towns and Villages 
Destroyed, Pillaged, Enslaved, or Massacred

WESTERN EASTERN

ASIA MINOR ASIA MINOR

Tralles Edessa
Priene Kayseri
Miletus Erzindjan
Caria Albistan
Antioch Aksaray
Melanoudium Erzerum
Nysa Sebasteia
Tripolis Alaskert
Thyraia Ani
Ephesus Malatya
Magnesia ad

Hermum
Croulla
Catoicia
Cenchrae
Belocome
Angelocome
Anagourda
Platanea
Melangeia
Assus
Bursa
Nicaea
Apameia
Smyrna
Uluburlu
Egridir
Konya
Koladna
Karahisar
Aynegol
Kopruhisar
Akhisar
Biga
Kevele

SOUTHERN NORTHERN

ASIA MINOR ASIA MINOR

Mopsuestia Pompeiopolis
Tarsus Tokat
Ayas Kemah
Adana
Corycus
Patara
Myra
Laranda
Eregli
Selefke
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marginal to their continued existence because of the economic crises and 
rebellions in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, a number of 
villages were abandoned. Consequently, the Ottoman government forced 
more tribal groups to settle and to abandon nomadism with the result 
that the older village population of the countryside underwent almost 
constant corrosion followed by the imposition of Turkmen groups on the 
soil.713 This continued the process of Turkification and Islamization by 
elements that were closer to the original Turkish culture than even the 

older Muslim villagers.
There is sufficient source material to attempt here a composite sketch 

of the nomadic society that entered Anatolia in an almost continuous 
process during the four or five centuries following the battle of Manzikert, 
and to illustrate those features that contributed to this upheaval. It is not 
at all surprising that the details of Anatolian tribal life which emerge 
here and there in the contemporary sources agree with the general 
descriptions of Turco-Mongol society in Central Asia, which such 
authorities as Ibn Fadlan, al-Marwazi, and William of Rubruque have 
preserved. Obviously, there were differences among the various Turkic 
groups in central Asia, but one should recall that the settlement of 
Anatolia was not exclusively the work of any one tribal group or subgroup. 
Beside the Oghuz or Turkmen followers of the Seljuks, there were also 
Kipchaks, Patzinaks, Mongols, Chagatays from Timur’s horde, Khwaraz- 
mians, and others.714

If any single feature can be said to characterize Turkmen institutions,

713 M. Akdag, Celali isyanlari (1550-1603) (Ankara, 1962). C. Orhonlu, Osmanli 
imparatorlugunda asiretleri iskan tesebbusii (i6gi-r6g6) (Istanbul, 1963).

714 A. von Gabain, “Steppe und Stadt im Leben der altesten Turken,” Der Islam, 
XXIX (1950), 30—62, points out the hostility of settled and nomad Turks in Central 
Asia. W. Konig, Die Achal-Teke. Zur Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft einer Turkmenen-Gruppe im 
XIX Jahrhundert (Berlin, 1962), studies the Teke, who belonged to the Salor, one of the 
twentyfour tribes mentioned by Kashgari. A branch of the Teke came to Asia Minor 
in the period of the conquests. The Teke that Konig has studied occupied the Achal- 
Tekin oasis of central Asia in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. For general 
considerations of nomads in the Islamic world, H. von Wissmann, “Bauer, Nomade 
und Stadt im islamischen Orient,” in Die Welt des Islam und die Gegenwart, ed. R. Paret 
(Stuttgart, 1961), pp. 22-63. Barkan, “Les deportations comme m£thode de peuplement 
et de colonisation dans l’empire ottoman,” Revue de la faculte des sciences economiques de 
VUniversite d* Istanbul, II (1949-50), 81, gives a list of Anatolian place names derived 
from Turkmen “boys” and which indicate that all twentyfour “boys” of the Oghuz 
Turks participated in the settlement of Anatolia.

Kayi 36 Charikli 20 Eymur 106 Yiiregir
Bayat 40 Begdili 10 Alayundlu 25 Bechenek
Yazir 44 Karkin 34 Igdish 17 Duger
Yaber *5 Bayindir 29 Bugduz 6 Alkaevli
Dodurga 13 Chavuldur 5i Ylva 35 Karaevli
Avshar 54 Sakir 28 Chepni

See also de Planhol, “Geography, Politics and Nomadism in Anatolia,” International 
Social Journal, XI (1959), 525-531*

2 6 0



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

one would have to say that it was mobility.715 Their military, social, and 
cultural institutions were formed on the common axis of mobility, for 
mobility was the key to survival. It was by virtue of this quality that the 

nomad fled or struck the enemy and obtained the economic wherewithal 
for existence, whether in the practice of transhumant pastoralism and 
marginal agriculture or in raids for booty. Movement, either between 
summer and winter quarters or to wage war, entailed a mass movement 
not only of the men but of their womenfolk, children, livestock, carts, 
and tents. One fourteenth-century observer remarked:

It is the habit of the Turks and Tartars to take their wives, their little ones, and all 
their property with them in their army whithersoever they march.716

Nomad armies on the move constituted a nation on the move with the 
consequence that their families, economy, and houses were all “portable,” 
that is to say that they had “movable” institutions. At first glance one 
might surmise that this mobile aspect of nomad institutional life implies 
a smallness of numbers in terms of the size of the nomad groups. Actually 
the numbers of various tribal groups both inside and outside Anatolia 
indicate that the amount of people involved in tribal movements could 
attain tens of thousands and on rare occasion even hundreds of thousands, 
though of course smaller numbers were more usual. Nevertheless, it is 
remarkable that such large movements could be carried out successfully. 
The most spectacular, in terms of numbers, of such tribal agglomerations 
(where figures have survived) are those of the Tatars about Tana in 
southern Russia said to have numbered 300,000 in the first half of the 
fifteenth century, and the Chagatay horde of Timur of 20,000 tents.717 
The numbers of the Anatolian groups seem to have been much smaller, 
though it is impossible to say anything about the size of the original 
invading groups.718 This is no doubt a reflection of the fact that when the 
tribes came in they broke up into smaller groups as they found pasturages 
or settled permanently on the land. But occasionally there is mention of 
large tribal groups, usually in Cilicia, eastern Anatolia, and the Udj land

715 Theodore Metochites, Miscellanea philosophica et historica ed. C. G. Muller and T. 
Kiessling (Leipzig, 1821), pp. 725 if (hereafter cited as Metochites-Miscellanea). It is 
to be seen in their nomenclature. In Danishmendname-Melikoff, II, 22, they are gokgiingi, 
and in later Turkish yuriik, gogebe. In Greek they are voh&5e$, and in Latin bedewini. 
Barkan, “Deportations,” passim., discusses their mobility as a factor in Ottoman policies 
of colonization in the Balkans.

716 Ludolph of Suchem-Deycks, p. 29. Ludolph of Suchem-Steward, p. 37.
717 Travels of Joseph Barbara, in works issued by the Hakluyt Society (London, 1873), 

p. 16 (hereafter cited as Barbaro-Hakluyt). De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 233—234.
718 The following figures are reported in contemporary sources: 5,000 raiders in the 

Taurus, 1187 (Bar Habraeus, I, 328); 12,000 raiders, 1107-1108 (Matthew of Edessa, 
p. 264); 6,000 raiders, 1108-1109 (Matthew of Edessa, p. 265); 2,000 raiders in Dory- 
laeum, 1175 (Cinnamus, 295); 8,000 raiders of Pseudoalexius in western Anatolia 
(Nicetas Choniates, 551); 3,000 cavalry and 2,000 infantry killed by Catalans at Artake, 
1303 (Muntaner-Buchon, 419); 8,000 cavalry of Chindi in lesser Armenia. (Narrative 
of the Most Noble Vincento d'Allessandri, Ambassador to the King of Persia for the Most Illustrious 
Republic of Venice, Hakluyt Society (London, 1873), p. 228 (hereafter cited as Alessandri- 
Hakluy t).
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on the western rim of the Anatolian plateau between Dorylaeum and the 
hinterland of Antalya. In this latter district the tribal groups seem to have 
been quite densely settled and they retained their tribal structure in a 

vigorous state. In 1176, 50,000 of these tribesmen attacked Manuel I 
on his way to Myriocephalum719 and a few years later (1189) the 
Crusaders of Frederick Barbarossa were savagely attacked by what must 
have been a great tribal mustering, for according to one source the 
assembled tribesmen (with their families probably) numbered 100,000.720 
An Arab source of the thirteenth century lists the tribal population of this 
Udj at 200,000.721 Large tribal confederations also appeared in east and 
southeast Anatolia from the thirteenth through the fifteenth century. The 
Dhu’l-Kadroghlu could put 30,000 men and 30,000 women in the field 
in the first half of the fifteenth century.722 Brocquiere saw one chieftain in 
Cilicia who could furnish 2,000 horsemen for military service, and Kara 
Yusuf in eastern Anatolia could muster 10,000. 723 The size of these latter 

tribal confederations of easter Anatolia (Akkoyunlu, Karakoyunlu, Dhu’l- 
Kadroghlu) is perhaps indicated by the following incident. On one of 
his Anatolian campaigns, Timur came upon a large Akkoyunlu group 
(men, women, and children) which he took “captive” and forcibly 
transplanted to the regions of Samarqand. This group numbered between 
50,000 and 60,000 souls. 724 Though one cannot insist upon the reliability of 
such figures, nevertheless they are a consistent indication of the fact that 
tribal groups and confederations were occasionally quite large.725

719 Michael the Syrian, III, 371.
720 Salimbene, 11. They were all under one chief.
721 Turan, Selguklular tarihi ve Tiirk-Islam medeniyeti (Ankara, 1965), p. 215. It was this 

buildup of Turkmens on the plateau rim which resulted in the final Turkish conquest of 
western Asia Minor when the Byzantine defenses disintegrated from within. The figures 
reproduced by al-Umari are indicative of these large numbers, but the armies of the 
emirates by the second quarter of the fourteenth century were already the armies of 
sedentary princes and so their forces were no longer exclusively composed of tribesmen.

722 Brocquiere-Schefer, pp. 82, 118. In one place Brocquiere contradicts himself by 
saying that the number of women was 100,000!

723 Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 93. De Clavijo Le Strange, p. 320. The Karamanids mustered 
a force of 20,000 in the thirteenth century. Aksaray-Gen^osman, pp. 159-160.

724 De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 134, 173-174. When de Clavijo journeyed in the 
district of Samarqand he saw pyramids of their skulls. Inasmuch as the Akkoyunlu had 
decided to return to Anatolia, Timur had them massacred and then used their skulls 
interspersed with layers of brick to erect these pyramids.

725 For the numbers of nomads in the early Ottoman tax registers in the province of 
Anadolu, Barkan, “Essai sur les donnees statistiques des registres de recensement dans 
l’empire ottoman aux XVe et XVIe siecles,” J.E.S.H.O., I (1957), table no. 5 on p. 30. 
The province of Anadolu included Anatolia west of a line running from Sinope to Alaiya 
and had the following taxable hearths. (Column A represents 1520-35; column B repre
sents 1570-80)

Sedentary Muslims Nomads Christians Jews Total

A B A B A B A B A B
388,397 535.495 77, 268 116,219 8,511 20,264 271 534 474,447 672,512

Taxable nomad hearths were 16.29 percent of the total in 1520-35, and 17.28 percent
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This great mobility -in large numbers was a crucial factor in the dis
location of Byzantine rural society, for large foreign bodies were suddenly 
interposed in Anatolia. The mechanics of their mobility, autarky, and 
autonomy are not so clearly delineated, but certain details of this large 
ethnic invasion-migration nevertheless emerge. It was precisely this magni
tude that differentiated the Turkmens from the Arab invaders of Anatolia. 
The former constituted migratory conquests, the latter small-scale razzias 
for booty or else occasional military expeditions in the trains of which no 
settlers were brought. There are numerous references to the presence of 
women, children, and livestock in the Turkmen armies at war in 
Anatolia,726 but the most informative description of such a tribal-nation 
on the march is that of Uzun Hasan’s followers in the latter half of the 
fifteenth century. A Western ambassador, the Italian Barbaro, was 
present at the mustering of the Akkoyunlu leader’s host as it set out from 
Tabriz, and he has given a detailed account of it. A great area was covered 
by the assembled horses that, touching each other’s head, comprehended 
thirty “miles” in circuit. Order was insured not only by the discipline of 
each individual but also by agents of the ruler who made a reckoning of 
the captains and the host and made sure that all was arranged properly. 
The assembly plain contained the following bodies727 as shown on p. 264.

Uzun Hasan obviously had troops (slaves) who were traditional in 
Islamic statecraft and therefore not reflective of tribal practices. But 
the essentially tribal character of this mustering is evident in the presence 
of the livestock, women, and children. The women played an important 
role in the march, their faces covered with mufflers of horsehair to shield

of the total in 1570-80. On the proportion in the Balkans during the early sixteenth 
century, Barkan, “Deportations,” pp. 129-131.

Sedentary Muslims Nomads Christians Jews Total

156,565 37̂ 435 832,707 4>r34 c.1,031,799

Taxable nomad hearths were about 19.3 percent of the Muslim population and about 
3.6 percent of the total Balkan population.

726 Planudes-Treu, p. 175. Muntaner-Buchon, p. 419. Historia Peregrinorum, p. 155. 
Gesta Federici, pp. 87, 95. Brosset, Georgie, I, 358-359, for Georgia. Panaretus-Lampsides, 
pp. 78-79. Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 219—220. Obviously there were numerous occasions when 
the Turkmens raided unaccompanied by their families and flocks. Planudes-Treu, pp. 
166-167, states that they left them in a recently captured Byzantine fort; Turks and 
Tourkopouloi left their families in care of the Catalans. Muntaner-Buchon, p. 454. 
Muntaner-Buchon, p. 449, remarks that the Alans move and war like the Tatars, i.e., with 
all their belongings and families, and do not live in cities. The early Arabs warred and 
moved about similarly, Ibn Khaldun, The Muqaddimah. An Introduction to History, trans. F. 
Rosenthal (London, 1958) II, 67 (hereafter cited as Ibn Khaldun), “When they [Arab 
bedouins in Umayyad period] went on raids or went to war, they travelled with all their 
camels, their nomad households [hilal], and their dependent women and children, as 
is still the case with the Arabs [bedouins] at this time. Their armies, therefore, consisted 
of many nomad households, and the distance between the encampments was great . . . .  
This was why Abd al-Malik used to need drivers to keep the people together and make 
them follow him.”

727 Barbaro-Hakluyt, pp. 66-67.

263



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

6,000 pavillions 5,000 carriage horses
30,000 camels 2,000 asses
5,ooo cargo mules 20,000 service horses

2,000 mules 100 hunting leopards
20,000 cattle (small) 200 falcons
11,000 catde (great) 3,000 greyhounds

50 goshawks
15,000 soldiers of the sword
2,000 slaves, etc., with swords
1,000 archers

*
3,000 footmen of villeins and bows

25,000 good horsemen in all

10,000 women of the best and middle sort
5,ooo women servants
6,000 boys and girls under 12 yrs.
5,ooo children

their faces from the sun. The infants were carried at the pommel of the 
saddle on the horses the women rode. In what must have been an extra
ordinary feat of dexterity, the female rider with her left hand held the 
cradle of the baby in place and also the horse reins, while with the right 
hand she urged the horse on, with a whip attached to the little finger. 
She also had to give suckle to her infant during the course of her trips. 
Older children rode in covered litters carried atop the horses. In this long 
train of humanity were present tailors, shoemakers, smiths, saddlers, 
fletchers, victuallers, and apothecaries.728 Parallel, and equally spec
tacular, are the descriptions that de Clavijo, the Spanish ambassador, 
gave of the marshaling of the Turkic Chagatays in the early fifteenth 

century.

When Timur calls his people to war all assemble and march with him, surrounded 
by their flocks and herds, thus carrying along their possessions with them, in 
company with their wives and children. These last follow the host, and in the 
lands which they invade their flocks, namely and particularly the sheep camels and 
horses, serve to ration the horde. Thus marching at the head of his people Timur 
has accomplished great deeds and gained many victories, for the [Tartars] are a 
very valiant folk, fine horsemen, very skillful at shooting with the bow, and 
exceedingly hardy. In camp should they have victuals in plenty they eat their fill: 
if they have lack, milk and meat without baked bread suffices them, and for a 
long season they can thus march with or without halting to prepare bread stuffs, 
living on [the meat and milk of] their flocks and herds. They suffer cold and heat 
and hunger and thirst more patiently than any other nation in the whole world . . . .

You are to understand farther that none of these Chagatays, when on the march 
with the host, ever separate from their women and children or from their herds 
and flocks. These all march with them as they go to war, migrating from one place 
to the next. When thus on the way the women who have small children carry them

728 Ibid., pp. 64-68. A Short Narrative of the Life and Acts of the King Ussun Cassano by 
Giovan Maria Angiolello, Hakluyt Society (London, 1873), 94 (hereafter cited as Angiolello- 
Hakluyt), is a reworked and later version of this author.
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along in little craddles which, as the woman rides on horseback, she lays on the 
saddle bow in front. Such cradles are conveniently supported by broad straps 
which pass round the body, and thus the children are carried along. Indeed 
the women appear to ride as comfortably and lightly thus burdened with their 
offspring as though they were free of them. The poorer folk have to load their 
families, with their tents, on their camels, but the children then are worse off than 
those who travel with their mothers on horse-back, for the camel goes with a much 
rougher step than the horse.729

One must assume that the hosts of Timur and Uzun Hasan differed in 
some ways and in size from the tribes of Anatolia, but basically the type 
of organization was the same.

The weapons and military tactics of the Turkmens were well suited to 
the mobile character of their society. Though they utilized infantry, the 
sword, and the spear, the Turkmens preferred the mounted archer and the 
majority of their military forces usually must have consisted of archers on 
horseback. This made of the tribesmen difficult and dangerous foes who 
were nearby and yet far-off, enabling them to slay their foes from a 
distance, often without coming into close contact with them. Though the 
Greeks began to adjust to this type of hit and run warfare, which relied 
very heavily upon ruses and ambushes, the Franks, because of their heavy

729 De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 191, 196. The same orderly arrangement attended the 
assembly of the tribes on more peaceful occasions, as in preparation for a feast of cele
bration which de Clavijo witnessed.

“In the plain here Timur recently had ordered tents to be pitched for his accommodation, 
and where his wives might come, for he had commanded the assembling of the great 
Horde, which hitherto and until now had been out in camp in the pastures beyond the 
orchard lands round and about the city. The whole of the Horde was now to come in, 
each clan taking up its appointed place: and we now saw them here, pitching the tents, 
their women folk accompanying them. This was done in order that all [these Ghagatays] 
might have their share in the festivities which were going forward for the celebration of 
certain royal marriages now about to be declared. From their custom as soon as the 
camp of his Highness thus had been pitched all these folk of the Horde exactly knew 
where each clan had its place. From the greatest to the humblest each man knew his 
allotted position, and took it up, without confusion in most orderly fashion. Thus in the 
course of the next three or four days we saw near twenty-thousand tents pitched in regular 
streets to encircle the royal camp, and daily more clans came in from the outlying districts. 
Throughout the Horde thus encamped we saw the butchers and cooks who passed to 
and fro selling their roast and boiled meats, while others purveyed barley and fruit, 
while bakers with their ovens alight were kneading the dough and making bread for 
sale. Thus every craft and art needful for supply was to be found dispersed throughout 
the camp and each trade was in its appointed street of the great Horde. And more than 
this was to be found fully prepared; for there were baths and bathers established in the 
camp, who pitching their tents had built wooden cabins adjacent each with its iron bath 
that is supplied with hot water, heated in the caldrons which, with all the furniture 
necessary to their craft, they have there. Thus all was duly ordered and each man knew 
his place to go to beforehand.” Ibid., pp. 233-234.

Ibid., p. 290, also relates that when he departed for the campaign against Bayazid he 
planned to be away from Samarqand for seven years with the result that it was announced 
that all those who so desired might take their families with them to the war. For a de
scription of the Mongol army, The History of the World-Conqueror by ‘Ala-ad-Din Ata-Malik 
Juvaini, translated from the Text of Mir za Muhammad Qazvini by J. A. Boyle (Manchester, 
1958), I, 29—32 (hereafter cited as Juvaini-Boyle). See also Gordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., I, 
79, for further description of Timur’s army, and p. 88, for the tribal institutions such as 
the kurultai.
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armor and reliance upon shock combat, never did adapt to the nomadic 
military tactics730. The nomads were most effective, of course, when they 
were accompanied by the armies of the sultans, as at Manzikert and 
Myriocephalum, or when the military defenses of the enemy were in a 
decayed state. But more frequently they carried out military raids and 
banditry, on their own, for booty at the expense of their settled neighbors.731 
The total involvement of all adult tribal members in their migratory and 
military movements is also reflected in the military role of the Turkmen 
women. The fifteenth-century Ottoman historian Ashikpashazade 
speaks of the bahdjyan-i Rum, the women of Anatolia, as one of the four 
groups of travelers (along with Abdals, Akhis, and Ghazis) sojourning in 
Anatolia. This possibly refers to the Turkmen women, who assumed 
along with their maternal tasks, military duties. The Dulgadirogullari in 
east Anatolia are said to have had 30,000 such women-soldiers at their 
command,732 and the subject is so frequently mentioned by observers733 
and poets734 that one assumes it to have been a regular aspect of Turkmen 
organization and life.

The political thought and action of the tribesmen were characterized 
by a certain independence and insubordination, at least in Anatolia, 
during much of the Seljuk and early Ottoman periods. Though originally 
“loyal” to the princes of the ruling Seljuk tribe (Kinik), their rebellious

730 Chronique de la principaute frangaise d'Achaie, ed. J. A. C. Buchon (Paris, 1841), p. 24 
(hereafter cited as Chronique d’Achaie-Buchon). Varying opinions on Turkmen horses 
and archery may be seen in the following: Marco Polo-Yule, I, 43. Brocquiere-Schefer, 
p. 83, passim. For the influence of Turkish cavalry and archery on the Trebizondine 
Greeks, de Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 115, who relates that the Pontus Greeks used the 
Turkish short stirrups and also Turkish arms. Brocquiere, trans. T. Wright in Early 
Travels in Palestine (London, 1847), p. 339 (hereafter cited as Brocquiere-Wright), de
scribes a Turkish military exercise that the Greeks of Constantinople adopted. “In the 
front of St. Sophia is a large and handsome square, surrounded with walls like a palace, 
where games were performed in ancient times [the hippodrome]. I saw the brother of the 
emperor, the despot of the Morea, exercising himself there, with a score of other horsemen. 
Each had a bow, and they galloped along the inclosure, throwing their hats before them, 
which, when they had passed, they shot at; and he who with his arrow pierced his hat, 
or was nearest to it, was esteemed the most expert. This exercise they had adopted from 
the Turks, and it was one of which they were endeavouring to make themselves masters.” 
On the Turkish practice of branding horses, Riza Nur, “Tamga.” It is also quite probable 
that independent military developments among the Greeks influenced the arms and 
tactics of the Turks. Bodies of yoemen archers, T^ayypcrropes bad developed throughout 
Byzantine Anatolia from the twelfth century. On the probable Frankish origin of the 
T^ayypcc and its passage to the Turks via the Greeks, see below chapter vii. Gokbilgin, 
RumelVde Yiiriikler, Tatarlar ve Evlad-i Fatihan (Istanbul, 1957), p. 31, on the arms of the 
Yuriiks in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries.

731 See above, chapter ii. A Narrative of Travels in Persia by Caterino Zeno, Hakluyt 
Society (London, 1873), p. 22 (hereafter cited as Zeno-Hakluyt), for an example of 
these devastations.

732 Brocquiere-Schefer, pp. 82, 118.
733 Zeno-Hakluyt, p. 59. Ludolph of Suchem-Stewart, p. 37. De Clavijo-Le Strange, 

p. 297, reports the active participation of the soldiers’ wives in one of Timur’s campaigns.
734 F. Iz, “Dede Korkut,” EI2. The twelfth-century geographer al-Marwazi relates 

the Amazons to Turkmen women-soldiers. Minorsky, Sharaf al-Zaman Tahir Marwazi on 
China, the Turks and Arabs (London, 1942), pp. 38, 122 (hereafter cited as al-Marwazi- 
Minorksy).
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actions against the tribal chieftains who became monarchs are in evidence 
as early as the reigns of Toghrul Beg and Alp Arslan, and throughout the 
twelfth century in Iran.735 Once their leaders in Asia Minor settled down 

in the cities and became monarchs of sedentary society, the same splitting 
between the sultans and the tribesmen appears. The fickle character of 
their political loyalty was evident as late as the fifteenth century.

They live in the open plain, and have a chief whom they obey; but they 
frequently change their situation, when they carry their houses with them. In 
this case, they are accustomed to submit themselves to the lord on whose lands 
they fix, and even to assist him with their arms, should he be at war. But should 
they quit his domains, and pass over to those of his enemy, they serve him in his 
turn against the other; and they are not thought the worse of for this, as it is their 
custom, and they are wanderers.736

Their begs, though theoretically loyal, frequently acted independently 
of the sultans, on occasion rebelling, disregarding general policies of the 
sultans, and even momentarily joining the Byzantines.737 Their insub
ordination reached spectacular proportions in the rebellions of the 
Babai and of the Karamanids in the thirteenth century and culminated 
in the disappearance of the Seljuk state and the appearance of the 
emirates.738 Throughout the period one sees Turkmen groups joining the 
Byzantines—Alexius I, John 11, and Manuel I obtained the services of 
the Turkmens against the sultans—and in the late thirteenth century 
Turkmens joined the Greek general Philanthropenus.

The Turkmen tribal economy, as other phases of tribal life, was a 
“portable” one, consisting of pastoralism and raiding. The “means of 
production” in both cases, their animals and bows, were efficiently 

suited to their mobile existence. The primary Turkmen source of economic 
sustenance lay in their great herds of camels, horses, mules, asses, sheep, 
and goats.

Almost all the inhabitants [of Turcomania-Armenia] are Turcomans or Arabs, 
and their profession is breeding cattle, such as camels, goats, cows, and sheep. 
The goats are, for the most part, white, and the handsomest I have ever seen, not 
having, like those of Syria, hanging ears; and their hair is soft, of some length and 
curling. Their sheep have thick and broad tails. They also feed wild asses, which 
they tame; these much resemble stags in their hair, ears, and head, and have, like 
them, cloven feet. I know not if they have the same cry, for I never heard them. 
They are large, handsome, and go with other beasts, but I have never seen them

735 Turan, Selcuklular tarihi, p. 188.
736 Brocquiere-Wright, p. 316.
737 On this primary loyalty to their begs, rather than to the sultan, Brocquiere-Schefer, 

p, 92. GestaFederici, p. 87. Both Manuel I Comnenus and Frederick Barbarossa complained 
to Kilidj II Arslan that the Turkmens were not observing the treaties that the respective 
states had concluded with Konya. The Seljuk sultan replied that he was powerless to 
control the nomads. On the other hand when the' Greek rebel Pseudoalexius wanted to 
collect Turkmen troops he had to get a poucroupiov, or menshur, from the sultan to do so. 
Nicetas Choniates, 551.

738 The establishment of the emirates transformed the tribal begs into sedentary 
monarchs and so the process of sedentarization of a portion of the tribes was consummated.

2 6 7



BEGINNINGS OF TRANSFORMATION

mounted. For the carriage of merchandize they use the buffalo and ox, as we do the
horse.739

Their livestock, a primary food source that furnished the nomads with a 
constant year-round source of meat, yogurt, milk, butter, cheese (and 
therefore a high protein diet necessary for their strenuous life), wool, and 
leather, was also a source of fuel and income. They sold their livestock 
and its produce to townsmen in those areas where the two groups had 
attained a symbiotic relationship.740 Like many pastoral nomads, the 
Turks of Anatolia must occasionally have practiced some type of marginal 
agriculture though there is no detail forthcoming on this aspect of their 
economic activities.741

Warfare, pillage, and banditry were far more important in Anatolian 
nomadic economy than this marginal agriculture and, as a source of 
income, second only to their flocks. As brave and agile horsemen they 

“gave55 their services to the sultans in return for rights to pasture land, 
official positions, and subsidies, They sold such services to the Greeks and 
Catalans as well, and their campaigns, whether in the armies of sultans or 
emperors, or independent, were the opportunities for economic enrich
ment.742 These military actions were a principal source of slaves (taken 
from the Christian inhabitants of Anatolia) for the merchants who, in

739 Brocqui6re-Wright, p. 313.
740 Barbaro-Hakluyt, pp. 19-20, describes the commerce of the Tatar herders in South 

Russia. One transaction involved the sale of 4,000 horses to Persians. The individual who 
dealt with the herder picked out what he wanted from the herd and the owner brought 
each horse with an instrument still in use in Central Asia today. It was a long staff with a 
collar on it which the Tatar slipped over the horse’s head. For other references to their 
livestock, Schiltberger-Hakluyt, pp. 19, 123. Schiltberger-Neumann, p. 70. Ludolph of 
Suchem-Stewart, p. 30. Brosset, Georgie, I, 358-359. Ibn Fadlan-Togan, pp. 23-24, 
gives a very interesting description of Oghuz pastoral economy and its integration into 
the commercial life of central Asia in the tenth century. The large caravans going through 
the region toward China (Ibn Fadlan’s caravan consisted of 3,000 horses and 5,000 men!) 
hired horses and even borrowed money from the Oghuz nomads, and then on their trip 
back they returned the animals and money. The Oghuz were in turn housed by the 
recipients of these horses and money when the former went to the city of the latter 
[Gurgan] for business.

741 Cinnamus, 9, refers to nomads in western Asia Minor who in the twelfth century 
practiced no agriculture whatever. Also Marco Polo-Moule and Pelliot, I, 95. Agricultural 
economy seems to have played a greater role in the economic organization of both the 
Tatars in the Tana basin and Chagatays in Iran. According to Barbaro-Hakluyt, pp. 
21-22, all those of the Tana horde who wished to sow made their preparations in February 
and in the following month they took their carts, cattle, and seed and journeyed two days 
distance from the main camp of the horde. After they sowed they returned to the horde 
and did not return to their fields until harvest time. Inasmuch as the earth was very 
rich in these regions the Tatars had good crops. The farming of the Chagatays is very 
interesting indeed, de Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 190; “These Chagatays with whom we were 
thus guests are a nomad folk living in tents and booths, for indeed they possess no other 
more permanent habitations, both summer and winter living in the open. In summer they 
pass to the plains beside the river, where they sow their crops of corn and cotton, and 
tend the melon beds: and their melons I opine are the very best and biggest that may be 
found in the whole world. They also raise crops of millet, a grain which forms their chief 
food, and which they eat boiled in sour milk.”

742 One need only glance at the behavior of the Turkmen mercenaries utilized by Greek 
rebels in late twelfth-century Anatolia or by Cantacuzenus in the Balkans during the 
fourteenth century.
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purveying this commodity to much of the Middle East, were ever present 
on the Udj frontiers. A few incidents, from among a great host, will suffice 
to demonstrate the extent of this slave trade and its importance in 
nomad economy. In 1186 Turkmen raiders in Cilicia took away 26,000 
Armenians whom they sold on the slave market.743 After the fall of Tralles 
in 1282, the 20,000 who survived the massacre were taken off into 
slavery.744 Western Anatolia in the late thirteenth and the early fourteenth 
century was the center of a flourishing trade in Christian slaves. 
Matthew, metropolitan of Ephesus in this period, was depressed by the 
size of this commerce:

Also distressing is the multitude of prisoners, some of whom are miserably 
enslaved to the Ismaelites and others to the Jews . . . .  And the prisoners brought 
back to this new enslavement are numbered by the thousands; those [prisoners] 
arising from the enslavement of Rhomaioi through the capture of their lands and 
cities from all times by comparison would be found to be smaller or [at most] 
equal.745

The Arab historians and geographers relate that the Turkmens especially 
singled out the Greek children for enslavement, and further that the num
bers of slaves available were so great that, “one saw . . . arriving daily 
those merchants who indulged in this trade.” 746 Banditry remained a 
profitable source of revenue for the nomads throughout the Seljuk and 
well into the Ottoman period. In the late thirteenth and the early 
fourteenth century, the tribesmen were so bold as to seize even the 
caravansarays and thus the caravans suffered incessantly from their 
harassment. 747 Banditry was one of the principal bases in the rise of more 
than one nomadic chieftain (such was the case in the rise of the Karamanid 
dynasty748 and of the Timurids).749

Other economic activities that the tribesmen practised in their rural 
environment were hunting (usually with falcons or in large parties that 
encircled the wild beasts),750 woodcutting, and the making of charcoal.751

743 Bar Hebraeus, I, 321.
744 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 142.
743 Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, p. 56.
746 Al-Umari-Taeschner, p. 44. Abul-Fida, Geographie d'Aboulfeda (Paris, 1940), pp. 

379, 381. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 444, 445, 446, 449, acquired a number of young Greek 
slaves when he traveled through western Anatolia. For other references to this “slave” 
economy in different periods and places, Brosset, Georgie, I, 346, 348. Sharaf al-Din 
Yazdi, II, 282. Planudes-Treu, p. 137, refers to exchange of prisoners and slaves by 
Turks and Greeks. Anna Comnena, III, 203, remarks that Alexius I freed all the Greek 
prisoners held by the Turks in the vicinity of Iconium. See Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 135 
on the slave market of Bursa.

747 See chapters ii and iii above. W. Eberhard, “Nomads and Farmers in southeastern 
Turkey, Problems of Settlement,” Oriens) VI (1953), 33, 40-41, on the role of banditry 
in pastoral nomadism and on its existence in the later Ottoman period.

748 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 308-309.
749 De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 137, 210-211.
750 Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 93. Barbaro-Hakluyt, p. 19, Tana Tatars hunt with a falcon 

that they hold on the gloved hand, using a wooden crutch to support this hand. They 
shoot at geese flocks with an unfeathered arrow that turns about and breaks all in its
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Though certain of the crafts were exercised by the nomads, for example, 
that of the smith, the one craft they seem to have developed highly was 
rug-weaving.751 752 The character of nomad economy is further reflected in 
the fact that they frequently paid “taxes” to the Seljuks and early 
Ottomans in camels, horses, cows, sheep, and slaves,753 and with the 
imposition of the Mongol tax system in thirteenth-century Anatolia, they 

no doubt paid the kobcur or animal tax.754
The economy of the nomad, at least the productive part of it which was 

not related to banditry and warfare, could and did lend itself to symbiosis 
with the towns and villages755 in times of peace after Anatolia was 
stabilized. The flesh, milk products, hides, and wool of their flocks were 
marketable in the towns, as were also their rugs, though by the thirteenth 
century (and possibly even earlier), the manufacturing of the rugs was 
centered in the towns rather than in the countryside.756 But until this 
symbiotic equilibrium came into being, the nomadism of the Turkmens 
was disruptive, as the rural populations found themselves forced to 
abandon many of their fields in the plains to the nomads, and those of the 
local populace who themselves had large flocks were forced to abandon 
the pasturages that were too far from the security of town walls.757 The 
military sector of nomad economy was, of course, even more severe on the 
economic patterns of rural and urban society. It continued as an important

path of flight. G. Dawson, The Mongol Mission. Narratives and Letters of the Franciscan 
Missionaries in Mongolia and China in the Thirteenth and Fourteenth Century (New York, 1955), 
pp. ioo- ioi. “When they want to hunt wild animals they gather together in a great 
crowd and surround the district in which they know the animals to be, and gradually 
they close in until between them they shut in the animals in a circle and then they 
shoot at them with their arrows.” William of Rubricq-Wyngaert, p. 181. On this type 
of hunt as a “war exercise” among the Seljuk and Ottoman sultans, Gordlevski, Izbrannye 
Soch., I, 82-83.

751 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 308.
752 Cahen, “Le commerce anatolien au debut du XIIIe siecle,” Melanges d'histoire du 

moyen age dedies a la memoire de Louis Halphen (Paris, 1951), pp. 91-101. The Tatar and 
Chagatay hosts apparently possessed greater development and specialization in this 
respect for craftsmen and merchants in numbers were present in these hordes. But the 
highly specialized crafts, such as that of the armorers from Besh Koy, were practised not 
by the nomads themselves but by sedentary elements that lived in separate villages, 
Barbaro-Hakluyt, pp. 18, 66-67. For interesting comments on the economic habits of 
nomad Turks in nineteenth-century Lycia, and for pictures of their tools, see E. Petersen, 
F. von Luschan, Reisen in Lykien Milyas und Kibyratis (Vienna, 1889), II, 218-220.

753 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 97-98. Schiltberger-Neumann, p. 70. Schiltberger-Hakluyt, 
pp. 19, 123, the Turkmens of Adana (not Attaleia) paid 10,000 camels to Bayazid I. 
De Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 181, the Alavi Kurd nomads (400 tents) paid Timur 3,000 
camels annually.

754 On the kobcur see the literature in nn. 649-650.
755 Brosset, I, 359.
756 See above. The vitality of this Christian rug industry seems to be implied in Ibn 

Fadlan-Togan, p. 64. The royal pavilion of the king of the Volga Bulgars was strewn 
not with Turkmen rugs but with Armenian carpets and with Byzantine cloths in the 
tenth century.

757 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 428, in the early fourteenth century, the inhabitants of 
Tavas had been forced to keep their livestock within the town walls at night as a result 
of the occupation of the countryside by the Turkmens and because of their banditry.
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hindrance to local sedentary economy even after tribal and peasant 
societies had settled down according to the new rules imposed by the 
interposition of the nomads on the land.758 Inasmuch as the peasant 
economy was more productive, richer, and more important in the 
foundation of both the Seljuk and Ottoman kingdoms, the sultans tried 
to redress the economic balance between nomadism and farming in 
favor of the latter.759 The nomad economy was sufficient to sustain the 
sparse life of the errant Turkmens, but it was completely unsuitable for 
the sustenance of a complicated, civilized, world state.

The religious life and practices of the tribes were as complex and 
varied as the origins of the different tribes themselves.760 Though the 
Seljuk and Ottoman sultans were formally Sunni, the tribesmen retained 
the basic substructure of much of their shamanistic inheritance at the 
level of volksreligion. This seems to have been no less true of the Mongols 
and Tatars who settled in Asia Minor than of the Seljuk Turks.761 When

758 Even here, a change in agricultural patterns which called for winter cultivation of 
peasant land in the plains meant that the Turkmens were not free to quarter their flocks 
there in the winter. For specific examples of this, Eberhard, “Nomads and Farmers,” 
pp. 37-38, 41. In the Chukurova plain by late Ottoman times, the Armenians and other 
settled peoples were in a nomad-sedentary relationship with the Turkmens of the 
Aydinli group. The latter went with their flocks to the summer pastures on the Kayseri 
plateau, and descended the Taurus mountain passes in October to the Chukurova 
plain around Kozan (Sis) to winter there. Here, inasmuch as the crops had been har
vested and the trees were losing their leaves, the settled population were willing to 
allow the Turkmens to pasture their herds on the fields. Theoretically they would thus 
fertilize the fields, though one must remember that nomads very often gathered the 
manure to be used as winter fuel and so very often even here the nomad economy was 
at odds with that of the farmers. But, Eberhard suggests, this pattern was no longer 
viable when winter crops were introduced. For instance the introduction of extensive 
rice farming and of cotton meant that winter wheat would have to be planted and thus 
the farmer’s land would no longer be available to the flocks of the nomads.

J. R. Sterrett, “The Wolfe Expedition to Asia Minor,” Papers of the American School of 
Classical Studies at Athens, III (Boston, 1888), 280, describes an incident that he witnessed 
in southern Anatolia during the late nineteenth century and illustrates the fact that even 
in modern Anatolia the economic interests of pastoral nomads and sedentary agricultur
alists often clashed. “The plain of Ilan Ovasu was thickly studded with the tents of Yuruk 
nomads from the Pamphylian plain, and their flocks were overrunning all the fields to 
the intense disgust of the hardworking stationary villagers.”

759 See above the section on recolonization.
760 The accounts of Ibn Fadlan-Togan, pp. 20, 36, and of al-Marwazi-Minorsky, pp. 

29 ff., are particularly important for a picture of this variety among the Turco-Mongol 
peoples in Central Asia. They mention cults of tribal totems (serpent, fish, crane), as 
well as phallus worship.

761 The Tatars of Keul Khan, settled around Erzindjan, retained their idols after 
conversion to Islam, Viiayetname-Gross, pp. 71-73. According to E. Esin, Turkish 
Miniature Painting (Tokyo, i960), p. 5, a Buddha image was excavated at Afyon Karahisar 
but she gives no further details. Ricoldus de Monte Crucis in Peregrinatores medii aevi 
quatuor, J. C. M. Laurent (Leipzig, 1873), p. 117 (hereafter Ricoldus-Laurent), gives a 
description of the religion of the Mongols who settled in eastern Anatolia during the 
late thirteenth century; “Et sciendum, quod Tartari quosdam homines super omnes de 
mundo honorant: boxitas, scilicet quosdam pontifices ydolorum. Et sunt indiani 
homines, valde sapientes et bene ordinati et valde graues in moribus. Hii communiter 
sciunt artes magicas, et innituntur consilio et auxilio demonum, et ostendunt multa 
prestigia, et predicunt quedam futura. Nam et unus maior inter eos dicebatur volare, sed 
secundam veritatem repertum est, quod non volauit, sed ambulabat, iuxta terram et 
earn non tangebat, et quando videbatur sedere, nulla re solida sustenabatur. Aliqui
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the Turkmens adopted Islam, the folk character of tribal religion in 
Anatolia and its superstitious religiosity, the military instincts of the 
Turkmens, and, of course, their rural-transhumant orientation resulted 
in a religious transmutation that, in the beginning, changed only the 
external appearances of their religious life. The tribal babas or religious 
chiefs were the direct descendants of the older tribal shamans in Central 
Asia,762 representing a fusion of the tribal shaman with the itinerant, 
Kalandar-type Muslim dervish who wandered throughout Anatolia 
preaching unorthodox tenets to the tribesmen.763 If the folk character of

eorum dicunt esse trecentos sexaginta quinque deos. Aliqui dicunt esse centum comanos 
deorum. Est autem cumanus decern milia. Omnes tamen concordant, quod deus princi
palis est unus.” See the remarks of Ugo Monneret de Villard, Il libro della peregrinazione 
nelle parti d’Oriente di Frate Ricoldo da Montecroce (Rome, 1948), pp. 47-54. William of 
Rubruque-Dawson, pp. 95-96. “Over the head of the master there is always an idol 
like a doll or little image of felt which they call the master’s brother, and a similar 
one over the head of the mistress, and this they call the mistress’ brother; they are fastened 
on to the wall. Higher up between these two is a thin little one which is, as it were, the 
guardian of the whole house. The mistress of the house places on her right side, at the 
foot of the couch, in a prominent position, a goat-skin stuffed with wool or other material, 
and next to it a tiny image turned towards her attendants and the women. By the entrance 
on the women’s side is still another idol with a cow’s udder for the women who milk 
cows, for this is the women’s job. On the other side of the door towards the men is another 
image with a mare’s udder for the men who milk the mares.

When they have foregathered for a drink they first sprinkle with the drink the idol 
over the master’s head, then all the other idols in turn; after this an attendant goes out 
of the house with a cup and some drinks; he sprinkles thrice towards the south, genuflecting 
each time; this is in honour of fire; next towards the east in honour of the air, and after 
that to the west in honour of water; they cast it to the north for the dead. When the 
master is holding his cup in his hand and is about to drink, before he does so he first 
pours some out on the earth as its share. If he drinks while seated on a horse, before he 
drinks he pours some over the neck or mane of the horse.” William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, 
pp. 174- 175-

Barbaro-Hakluyt, pp. 8-9, also refers to the idols of the Mongols (of rag or wood, 
which they carried about on their carts with them) prior to their conversion to Islam.

?62 \yiUjam of Rubriq-Wyngaert, pp. 205-208; William of Rubriq-Dawson, pp. 182— 
186, gives a description of the role of these “cham” at the Mongol court. They were in 
charge of the idols kept in the chariots, told the future, and advised the Mongol leaders 
when to declare war, fight battles, and so forth. On the baba-shaman, see below chapter v, 
n. 40. The dede or baba of the Tahtadji which Lsuchan, Reisen, II, 199, describes must 
have been a descendant of this tradition.

763 Barbaro-Hakluyt, pp. 48-49. When in 1471 the Venetian ambassador to the court 
of Uzun Hasan traveled through southeast Anatolia (Cilicia) to Mardin there was a 
company of such dervishes who performed their religious dances and ceremonies at 
every station and lodge on the itinerary. Upon reaching Mardin, a Kalandar (Garandola) 
came and preached to Barbaro. He was clean shaven, dressed in a goat skin, and so forth. 
Very often these wandering dervishes founded villages near the Turkmens whence their 
religious preaching and influence spread quickly among the tribesmen. Such was the 
history of the spread of the religious propaganda of Baba Ishaq from the village that he 
founded near Amasya. Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 216-218. De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 139-140, 
visited such a village of dervishes in eastern Anatolia, “On Sunday we went on coming 
to a place called Delilarkent a name which signified the “Village of the Madmen,” for 
those who inhabit this place are all hermits of the Moslem creed (being Dervishes) who 
here have the name of Kashish (or priests). The Moslem peasants from all the country 
round come in pilgrimage hither to visit these holy men, and forsooth those who are 
sick regain their health. These Dervishes have a chief to whom all pay much respect 
for they hold him to be a saint. When Timur lately passed through this place he took up 
his lodging living with this chief Dervish while he stayed here. All the Moslem people 
of the country round give alms abundantly to these pious men and this their chief is
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Turkmen religion found its Muslim equivalent in the heterodox wandering 
Sufis, Turkmen martial ardor was well suited to the Ghazi life and the 
tradition of the holy war against the Christians. By association with the 

religious war on the boundaries against the Greeks and Armenians, 
the warlike practices and proclivities for plunder of the Turkmens were 
not only satisfactorily accommodated but even religiously justified, and 
this to the mutual benefit and satisfaction of tribal begs and sultans.764 
Thus the religious customs that they preserved from their pre-Islamic past, 
as well as the particular Islamic forms they adopted, contributed to the 
disruptive effect that the Turkmens had on Anatolian sedentary society. 
As tribal warriors dedicated to the djihad, the full brunt of their military 
activity was borne by the Greek and Armenian populations in the villages 
and to a lesser degree by those in the towns. A particularly striking element 
of religious continuity among the Turkmens in Anatolia and the Balkans 
was human sacrifice, a practice going back to the shamanist stage of their 
religious development in Central Asia.765 As heterodox Muslims, many
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the lord of that village, being too the master of those who embrace the religious life. 
The common people here consider all of them as saints. These dervishes shave their 
beards and their heads and go almost naked. They pass through the street, whether in 
the cold or the heat, eating as they go, and all the clothing they wear is bits of rag of the 
torn stuffs that they can pick up. As they walk along night and day with their tambourines 
they chant hymns. Over the gate of their hermitage is seen a banner of black woollen 
tassels with a moon-shaped ornament above: below this are arranged in a row the horns 
of deer and goats and rams, and further it is their custom to carry about with them these 
horns as trophies when they walk through the streets; and all the houses of the dervishes 
have these horns set over them for a sign.” See von der Osten, Discoveries in Anatolia 
I93°~3Ii The Oriental Institute of the University of Chicago, Oriental Institute Communications, 
XIV (1933), 97-98, for an example of the survival of this type of rural religious sanctuary 
in twentieth-century Anatolia at §isli.

764 This interpenetration and transformation of the warlike mentality of the tribes by 
Islamic mysticism is manifested literarily in the Turkish epics of the Danishmendname, 
Kitab-i Dede Korkut, and the Battalname, where the Turkish poets incorporate many 
of the themes of the older Ghazi-Acrites traditions, as for instance in the Danishmend
name where Malik Danishmend is made out to be a descendant of the Arab hero Seyid 
Battal. See Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 41 ff,; Rossi, Dede Qorqut, pp. 25-27, 31 ff., 
65-66, 74-75. The genre of epic poetry flourished during this heroic era of the tribes in 
Anatolia. Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 97, refers to the love that the Turks had for the recitations 
of this poetry by the ozan. The dervish order of the Kazaruni apparently played an 
important role in exciting the tribes to the djihad in Anatolia, Danishmendname-Melikoff, 
I, 140, 343. 344 on the 10,000 marabouts.

765 Ricoldo-Laurent, p. 114. The military character of these pre-Islamic practices 
survived in burial customs. The warrior’s horse was closely associated with the burial 
of the slain tribesman, Gordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., I, 86-87. William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, 
pp. 186-187; William of Rubriq-Dawson, p. 73, reports that the Gumans in the thirteenth 
century hung sixteen horsetails at the grave of the dead. Ibn Fadlan-Togan, pp. 27, 
138—140, notes that they decked the dead man with his bow, sacrificed horses at the 
grave and ate them, and that a horse was buried with him so that in the next world he 
would have a mount to ride and a mare to furnish milk.

The survival of human sacrifice in the cult of the dead is attested among Ottoman 
Turks from the fourteenth to the sixteenth centuries. The emperor John Cantacuzene 
reports in the fourteenth century a version of this practice wherein slain Turkish warriors 
are buried with those enemies whom they have slain. If none can be found, Christian 
slaves are purchased and sacrificed at the grave in the belief that they will be the servants 
of the dead warrior in the next world, John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 545. See also
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of the tribesmen were a constant source of difficulty for the sultans. 
The Turkmens of the Karamanids, Babai, and the Udj begs destroyed 
the Seljuk sultanate, while the Kizilbash of Anatolia openly supported the 

Safavids and forced the Ottoman sultans to adopt a policy of partial 
extermination.

Very little is known about the family life and practices of the Anatolian 
tribes between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries, and certainly nothing 
that would have a bearing on their impact upon contemporary society. 
One would assume that the family order remained under the influences of 
pre-Islamic traditions, but that Islamic practices would gradually assert 
themselves. Polygamy among the nomads was known, both in the steppe 
and in Anatolia, but it is not possible to say how extensive it was.766 The 
payment of the bride price was also characteristic of the tenth-century 
Oghuz and the thirteenth-century Mongols,767 and the marriage of the 

widows to their husband’s oldest son (the widows other than the mother 
of this eldest son) seems to have been a very widespread practice based on 
shamanistic beliefs.768

chapter vi. Murad II bought 600 Greek slaves in the Peloponnese and sacrificed them to 
his deceased father. Chalcocondyles, p. 348, “peto: 8e cbvr|(7dpevos av8pcaro8a is 
Ê OCKOCTtCC 0UCTICCV d v fjy E  TCp EOCUTOU TTOCTpl, E§lAEOUpEVOS TCp 9OVCO TCOV CCvSpCOV 

toutgov.” This custom seems to have survived in the sixteenth century, Bartholomaeus 
Georgieuiz-Goughe, in the chapter entitled “What is assigned to be done by the Testa- 
mentes of the Turkes, as welle of menne as women.” “But the women geve monye unto 
soultyers, for to kill a certaine number of Christians. They make account that by so 
doynge, it will greatlye profite the health of their soules.” Ibn Fadlan-Togan, pp. 24—25, 
236-237. In central Asia the Turks killed those near whom their comrade had died. 
Schiltberger-Neumann, p. 130. For human sacrifice among the Turks and. Mongols of 
Central Asia, J.-P. Roux, La mort chez lespeuples altaiques anciens et medievaux (Paris, 1963), 
pp. 62, 107-108, h i , 117-118, igi, 123, 169—172. M. Eliade, Le chamanisme et les techniques 
archaiques de Vextase (Paris, 1951), passim. A. Inan, Tarihte ve bugun §amanizm. Materyallan 
ve ara$tirmalar (Ankara, 1954), pp. 176-200. Mummification of the dead, another sham- 
anist practice from Central Asia, is attested in thirteenth-century Anatolia, Turan, 
“Semseddin,” pp. 208-211.

766 Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 206. L. Krader, Social Organization of the Mongol- 
Turkic Pastoral Nomads (The Hague, 1963), pp. 22—23, and passim. John of Pian de 
Garpini-Wyngaert, p. 50, notes the existence of polygamy among the thirteenth-century 
Mongols. Gordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., I, 85.

767 Ibn Fadlan-Togan, pp. 22, 128-129.
768 Ibid., pp. 22, 129-131. William of Rubriq-Dawson, p. 104. “As for their marriages, 

you must know that no one there has a wife unless he buys her, which means that 
sometimes girls are quite grown up before they marry, for their parents always keep 
them until they sell them. They observe the first and second degrees of consanguinity, 
but observe no degrees of affinity; they have two sisters at the same time or one after 
the other. No widow among them marries, the reason being that they believe that all 
those who serve them in this life will serve them in the next, and so of a widow they 
believe that she will always return after death to her first husband. This gives rise to a 
shameful custom among them whereby a son sometimes takes to wife all his father’s 
wives, except his own mother; for the “orda” of a father and mother always falls to the 
youngest son and so he himself has to provide for all his father’s wives who come to him 
with his father’s effects; and then, if he so wishes, he uses them as wives, for he does 
not consider an injury has been done to him if they return to his father after death.” 
William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, pp. 184-185. The marriage custom whereby the son 
takes the wives of the father (his own mother excepted) is the extension of the shaman 
belief that the man will be served in the next life by those who have served him in this
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The domicile, diet, and clothing of the Turkmens were all a function 
and reflection of their itinerant life and economy. The tents were usually 
of wool or felt, round or long in shape. If round they were supported by 
concentric staves of wood; if  they were oblong the wooden supports 
were of a different type.769 Some of the dwellings were collapsible and 
when the time came for the nomads to move on, the tents were simply 
dismantled and loaded upon the backs of the animals.770 Observers note, 
however, the existence of another type of dwelling (as for instance among 
the Tatars of Tana), not collapsible, carried about on a large cart drawn 
by oxen.771 Brocquiere saw large encampments of Turkmens, on the 
plain of the Gulf of Ayas, whose tents could each house fourteen to sixteen 
individuals.772 On occasion the nomads who had to winter in the severe 
climes of eastern Anatolia or Central Asia went underground “like 
moles.” 773 Their clothing was no doubt made of materials such as hides 
and wool, derived from their flocks, along with stuffs that they procured 
from merchants in the towns.774

The Turkmen diet consisted primarily of meat, milk, cream, yogurt, 
and butter, which were readily available from their flocks,775 but it was
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life. Ibn Fadlan-Togan, pp. 21, 25, 127-128, remarks upon Oghuz women that in spite 
of the fact that they do not veil themselves or hide their “shame,” they are chaste; well 
they might have been for the penalty in cases of adultery, as in cases of homosexuality, 
was ferocious.

769 See the plates in Petersen and von Luschan, Reisen, vols. I, II.
770 John of Pian de Carpini-Wyngaert, p. 35.
771 William of Rubriq-Dawson, p. 94. “They make these houses so large that sometimes 

they are thirty feet across; for I myself once measured the width between the wheel 
tracks of a cart, and it was twenty feet, and when the house was on the cart it stuck out 
at least five feet beyond the wheels on each side. I have counted to one cart twenty-two 
oxen drawing one house, eleven in a row across the width of the cart, and the other 
eleven in front of them. The axle of the cart was as big as the mast of a ship, and a man 
stood at the door of the house on the cart, driving the oxen.” William of Rubriq-Wyngaert,
pp. 172-173-

772 Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 89. For the palatial, luxurious tents of Timur and his 
nobles see the detailed description of de Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 237-242.

773 Ricoldus de Monte Crucis-Laurent, p. 114; “Armenian! autem transeuntes 
intrauimus in Turchiam, et inuenimus Thurchimanos, homines bestiales, qui sunt 
Sarraceni et habitant communiter sub terra ad modum talparum.” Al-Marwazi-Minorsky, 
p. 32, notes the same practice among the Kimak. He also describes, p. 33, an instance 
of portable defense walls among the Turkish tribes of Tulas and Lu’r, “It is their custom, 
when going forth in any direction, that every horseman carries with him twenty tamarisk 
pegs two cubits long. When they come to their encampment, they all plant their pegs 
in the ground surrounding the site, and lean their bucklers against them: in this way in 
less than an hour round the encampment a wall is made which cannot be pierced.”

774 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 311, describes the Karamanid Turks as clothed in red caps, 
black kilims and charuqa (shoes). Ibn Fadlan-Togan, p. 16, on heavy clothing worn 
in the steppe. William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, pp. 179-183. John of Pian de Carpini- 
Wyngaert, pp. 33-34; Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, passim. Anna Comnena, III, 143 on black 
as a color of mourning. Ibn Fadlan-Togan, p. 21. Zeno-Hakluyt, p. 13; Brocquiere- 
Schefer, p. 83; Von Luschan, Reisen, II, passim, on the question of the veiling of women.

775 Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 89. Cinnamus, 9. Ludolph of Suchem-Stewart, p. 30. 
De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 122, 223-224. On the idols and cult of milk production, 
William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, pp. 174-175.
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supplemented by millet or other grain (which they themselves planted or 
else procured from villagers),776 honey, fruit, and eggs.777 The making 
of bread was adapted to itinerant life, with rather infelicitous results, if 
one is to believe those Westerners who tasted it. The oven of the Greeks 
and Armenians is conspicuous by its absence, its replacement being a 
portable arrangement.

That day, accompanied by the Armenian, we once more lodged with the 
Turcomans, who again served us with milk. It was here I saw women make those 
thin cakes [of bread] I spoke of. This is their manner of making them; they have a 
small round table, very smooth, on which they throw some flour, and mix it with 
water to a paste, softer than that for bread. This paste they divide into round 
pieces, which they flatten as much as possible, with a wooden roller of a smaller 
diameter than an egg, until they make them as thin as I have mentioned. During 
this operation they have a convex plate of iron placed on a tripod, and heated 
by a gentle fire underneath, on which they spread the cake and instantly turn it, 
so that they make two of their cakes sooner than a waferman can make one 
wafer.778

The tablecloth upon which they spread their meal was likewise designed 
for mobility and convenience, and served as both a cloth and pantry 
within which remnants of the meal were stored until the next sitting.

I had, when eating, a table-cloth, like the rich men of the country. These 
cloths are four feet in diameter, and round, having strings attached to them, 
so that they may be drawn up like a purse. When they are used they are spread

776 William of Rubriq-Wyngaert, p. 175. De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 190-191, remarks 
that boiled millet in sour cream was a staple of the Chagatays. The diet of these latter 
included not only meat, milk, and sour cream, but rice, melons, and millet, the latter 
three of which they themselves cultivated in the summer.

777 De Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 122, describes a dish made of clotted cream, eggs, and 
honey in bowls of milk, eaten in eastern Anatolia. De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 190-191, 
and Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 89, on grapes. It is interesting that whenever wine is desired, 
the travelers invariably repaired to the houses or inns of Greeks. Also, the steady diet of 
flesh that travelers had to consume in Turkmen territory was a cause of dissatisfaction 
for these travelers. It was relieved only in towns and villages where the cuisine was not 
that of the nomads.

778 Brocquiere-Wright, p. 315. De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 121-122, noted the same 
method of preparing bread among the Turks who had settled down in the villages of 
eastern Anatolia by the fifteenth century. “Their bread in these villages was indeed 
of very bad quality, being made after a strange fashion. They take a little flour, knead 
it and make pan-cakes of the same. They then take a frying-pan set it on the fire and 
when it has got hot throw the thin cake of dough into it, which as soon as it is heated 
and baked through they remove. This was the only bread that they supplied to us in 
these villages.” On Greek loan words in Turkish having to do with baking, ovens, and 
bread, see chapter vii below. This nomadic method of making “bread” is described as 
late as the eighteenth century by the French traveler Lucas, Voyage du Sieur Paul Lucas 
fait par ordre du roi dans la Grece, VAsie Mineure, La Macedoine et VAfrique (Amsterdam,
1714), I, 257. “Us portent sur leurs chevaux quelques sacs de farine lorsq’ils veulent 
faire du pain, ils en delaient un peu dans de l’eau. Leur pate faite ainsi, ils l’applatissent 
fort mince, a peu pres comme une piece de quinze fols: ensuite ils font un trou dans la 
terre, y allument du feu, mettent dessus une plaque de fer ronde, de l’epaisseur d’une 
cuirasse; & enfin lorsque cette plaque est £chauf£e, ils y etendent leur pate, qui y cuit ou 
plutot s’y s£che.”
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out; and, when the meal is over, they are drawn up with all that remains within 
them, without their losing a crumb of bread or a raisin.779

Brocquiere gives a vivid description of the nomad, at his meal, which 
clearly underlines the complete dependence of the cuisine upon the 
presuppositions of the organization of their mobile life, complete with 
ruins in the background.

At the foot of the mountains, near the road and close to the sea-shore, are the 
ruins of a strong castle, defended on the land side by a marsh, so that it could only 
be approached by sea, or by a narrow causeway across the marsh. It was inhabited, 
but the Turcomans had posted themselves hard by. They occupied one hundred 
and twenty tents, some of felt, others of white and blue cotton, all very handsome, 
and capable of containing, with ease, from fifteen to sixteen persons. These are 
their houses, and, as we do in ours, they perform in them all their household 
business, except making fires. We halted among them; they placed before us one 
of the table-cloths before-mentioned, in which there remained fragments of bread, 
cheese, and grapes. They then brought us a dozen of thin cakes of bread, with a 
large jug of curdled milk, called by them yogort. The cakes are a foot broad, 
round, and thinner than wafers; they fold them up as grocers do their papers for 
spices, and eat them filled with the curdled milk.780

The physiognomy of the tribesmen evidently set them off as sharply 
from the indigenous population as did their peculiar society. Tt is quite 
probable that fusion with other groups such as the Kurds, or later with 
Christians and converts, gradually altered the physical type in many 
areas and introduced further physical variety among them.781 But

779 Brocquiere-Wright, p. 308. Variants of this “table-cloth” are to be observed 
among most of the Turco-Mongol peoples of the medieval period. De Glavijo-Le Strange, 
p. 121, describes it in eastern Anatolia: “Next they would produce a leather mat for a 
table-cloth, as might be with us a round of [Cordovan] leather such as we call Guadamcir, 
and this with them is known as a Sofra, and on this they would place bread.” It was 
also used by the Chagatays of Timur. De Clavijo-Le Strange, pp. 223-224. William of 
Rubriq-Dawson, p. 98, refers to captargac of the Mongols, “that is, a square bag 
which they carry to put all such things in: in this they also keep bones when they have 
not the time to give them a good gnaw, so that later they may gnaw them and no food 
be wasted.” Bartholomaeus Georgieuiz-Marshe, describes it as it was employed in the 
sixteenth-century Ottoman Empire, “The Maner of the turkische tables, and how they 
seat at meat. Their table having to name Tsophra is made of leather: it is spread abrode 
and drawn together in forme of a purse.”

780 Brocquiere-Wright, p. 314, See de Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 124, for a description 
of eating habits.

781 Such are the conclusions of von Luschan, Reisen, II, 198-226, on the basis of the 
examination and cranial measurement of settled Christians and Muslims on the one 
hand, and of nomads on the other. The dangers, however, of reliance upon anthropo
metric considerations alone are amply demonstrated by von Luschan’s conclusions in 
the case of the origin of the Tahtadjis. On the basis of their cranial measurements he 
concludes that they are descendants of a pre-Greek, pre-Turkish Semitic population 
(related to the Phoenicians). Their religious practices, however, their babas, and their 
life in tents are all evidence for Turkmen origin, as are also the partial survival among 
them of clearly discernible central Asiastic facial types (see especially the plates). Von 
Luschan’s study is nevertheless interesting and valuable, and has been repeated, without 
the fascinating plates, in “Die Tachtadschy und andere Ueberreste der alten Bevolkerung 
Lykiens,” Archiv fiir Anthropologie, XIX (1891), 31-53. I am not competent to enter the 
complexities of physical anthropology nor to attempt to evaluate the specific factors, 
aside from ethnic mixture, which effect change in cranial and other physical proportions. 
A considerable attention and effort have been expended on the anthropometry of the
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Byzantine historians of the eleventh and twelfth centuries imply that 
the facial configuration of the Turkmens differed greatly from that of 
the Greeks.* 782 The central Asiatic facial type, which must have been 
the dominant one, is clearly apparent in the description that Brocquiere 
gives of the Ottoman sultan Murad II, whom he saw in Adrianople.

In the first place, as I have seen him frequently, I shall say that he is a little, 
short, thick man, with the physiognomy of a Tartar. He has a broad and brown 
face, high cheek bones, a round beard, a great and crooked nose, with little 
eyes.783

Though they may not have been large in physical stature by the standards 
of northern Europe, their rigorous life and high protein diet preconditioned 
them to endure great hardships and physical distress, beyond those the 
farming and city populace could bear.784

ancient inhabitants of Anatolia by the Turkish scholars S. A. Kansu and M, S. Senytirek. 
For the period under consideration there is very little material available however. 
S. A. Kansu, “Selcuk Turkleri hakkmda antropolojik ilk bir tetkik ve neticeleri,” Ikinci 
Tiirk Tarih Kongresi (Istanbul, 1943), pp. 440-456. E. F. Schmidt, Anatolia through the 
Ages. Oriental Institute Communications, no. 11 (Chicago, 1931), p. 148. A. Inan published 
a study on the basis of examination of 64,000 modern Turks, VAnatolie, le pays de la irace’> 
turque. Recherches sur les caracteres anthropologiques des populations de la Turquie (Geneva 
1939). K. Giingur. Cenubi Anadolu tiirklerinin etno-anthropolojik tetkiki (Ankara, 1941).

782 Attaliates, 156-157. The Byzantine mercenary Uzes, from the Balkans, looked so 
much like the Seljuk Turks that the Byzantines could not distinguish the one from the 
other. Nicetas Choniates, 247, remarks that the Turks at the battle of Myriocephalum 
removed the facial skin of the fallen on both sides lest the Greeks learn how many Turks 
had been slain. This again, is an explicit testimonial to the fact that the facial types of 
Greek and Turks at this early period (as in contrast to later times) were sharply dis
tinguishable.

783 Brocquiere-Wright, p. 346. John of Pian de Carpini-Dawson, pp. 6-7. “In ap
pearance the Tartars are quite different from all other men, for they are broader than 
other people between the eyes and across the cheek-bones. Their cheeks also are rather 
prominent above their jaws; they have a flat and small nose, their eyes are little and 
their eyelids raised up to the eyebrows. For the most part, but with a few exceptions, they 
are slender above the waist; almost all are of medium height. Hardly any of them grow 
beards, although some have a little hair on the upper lip and chin and this they do not 
trim. On the top of the head they have a tonsure like clerics, and as a general rule all 
shave from one ear to the other to the breadth of three fingers, and this shaving joins 
on to the aforesaid tonsure. Above the forehead also they all likewise shave to two fingers’ 
breadth, but the hair between this shaving and the tonsure they allow to grow until it 
reaches their eyebrows, and, cutting more from each side of the forehead than in the 
middle, they make the hair in the middle long; the rest of their hair they allow to grow 
like women, and they make it into two braids which they bind, one behind each ear. 
They also have small feet.” John Pian de Carpini-Wyngaert, pp. 32-33. For a variation 
of this tonsorial arrangement among Anatolian Yuruks in the late nineteenth century, 
see Fig. 97 and PI. XXXVII in von Luschan, Reisen, II. Beauty being a matter of sub
jective evaluation one is not surprised to see widely varying reactions to this physical 
type. To Brocquiere-Wright, pp. 315-316, the Turkmens were handsome. To de Clavijo- 
Le Strange, p. 196, the Chagatays were ugly. See also the Qabus Name-Levy, p. 103, 
whose author says that the Turks were possessed of a facial appearance which, though 
unattractive in each individual feature, was nevertheless handsome in its totality. The 
Greeks used the epithet KUVOKEcpctAoi, dog-headed, to describe them. Pachymeres, I, 134. 
Miniatures in thirteenth-century Arab illuminated manuscripts show that the artists 
were sharply aware of the different facial type of the new Turko-Mongol ruling class. 
R. Ettinghausen, Arab Painting (Skira, 1962), p. 163.

784 Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 97. Ricoldus de Monte Crucis-Laurent, p. 114.
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The Turkmen groups who came into Anatolia thus constituted a nom
adic society with a particular blend of military, economic, and religious 
characteristics which made the Turkmen presence a source of misfortune 
to the sedentary populations. This is evident in the complex process by 
which the nomads settled in Anatolia, its effect, the dislike the sedentary 
populace had for the nomads, and finally in the measures governments 
took in the face of Turkmen unruliness. At the time of the conquests in 
Anatolia, northern Syria, and Georgia, the tribesmen “submitted lands 
by cruel destruction and pillage” according to one medieval source.785 
Thus they occupied lands they often ruined and that had been partially 
abandoned by the Christians, who either fled, were killed or enslaved, 
or retreated to the hills and towns. 786 The tribe succeeded in effecting a 
permanent settlement in Anatolia when and if it could secure a winter 
base after its summer raid. Until it could acquire and defend a winter 
base in Anatolia, the tribe usually left Asia Minor at the end of the 
summer raiding season.787 It is clear, however, that tribes acquired 
rights of settlement not only by conquest but often they obtained such 
rights from a ruler who “rented” the land to them in return for regular 
military service, or else settled them on the Udj (boundaries) as defenders 
of the state’s boundaries.788 Once located, the tribes usually established 
a semiannual transhumant pattern between their summer yayla in the 
mountains and their winter base in the plains. It is interesting that as

785 Michael the Syrian, III, 170-171.
786 Michael the Syrian, III, 170—171. Brosset, Georgie, I, 346. Brocquiere-Schefer, 

pp. 93-94, passim. During the invasion of Asia Minor the tribal chiefs of Timur’s Chagatays 
took an oath not to leave even a plant or shrub standing. Sharaf al-Din Yazdi, II, 243- 
244. To contemporaries, both Muslim and Christian, the ferocious Turkmens were 
thought to be the instrument by which God had punished the sinful Christians or Muslims. 
Eflaki-Huart, II, 208-209, reports a conversation of Djalal al-Din Rumi in which the 
constructive, sedentary qualities of Greek Christians are contrasted with those of the 
destructive Turkmens. “C’est une histoire bien connue qu’un jour le cheikh Calah-ed-din, 
pour batir (les murs de) son jardin, avait lou6 a gages des ouvriers turcs. ‘Efendi (c’est a 
dire Seigneur) Calah-ed-din, dit le Maitre, pour cette construction, ce sont des ouvriers 
grecs qu’il faut prendre; pour la demolition, au contraire, les ouvriers turcs sont neces- 
saires; car la construction du monde est speciale aux Grecs, et la demolition de ce meme 
monde est reservee aux Turcs. Dieu, quand il a cree l’univers, a tout d’abord cre6 les 
infideles insouciants; il leur a donne une longue vie et une force considerable, demaniere 
que, a la fa^on des ouvriers a gages, ils s’efforcent, sans le savoir, de construire le monde 
terrestre; ils ont eleve de nombreuses villes, fortresses sur les sommets des montagnes, 
locality sur les hauteurs des collines, de maniere qu’apres des siecles ecoules, ces con
structions servent de modeles aux hommes des derniers temps; or, la predestination 
divine a dispose les choses de telle sorte que petit a petit ces constructions deviennent des 
ruines; il a alors cree le peuple des Turcs pour d^molir, sans respect ni pitie, toutes les 
constructions qu’ils voyaient; ils l’ont fait et le font encore; ils le feront de jour en jour 
jusqu’a la resurrection. Finalement, la destruction de la ville de Qonya aura lieu par la 
main des Turcs injustes et impitoyables.’ Le fact est que cela arriva comme il l’avait dit.” 
The association of the Turks with destruction and the events announcing the end of the 
world are well-known themes in Islamic literature. Maqdisi, Livre de creation, ed. and trans. 
Huart, II, 154. Eflaki-Huart, II, 418-419. Gordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., I, 89.

787 Brosset, Georgie, I, 346-348.
788 Schiltberger-Neumann, p. 65. Schiltberger-Hakluyt, p. 14. De Clavijo-Le Strange, 

p. 181.
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Christian villages were abandoned or ruined the Turkmens often occupied 
them and made of them their camping ground in the winter.789 Of 
course the majority of these tribes eventually settled down and abandoned 
their nomadism. According to the Ottoman tax registers of the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries, there is an indication that the seden
tary and nomad population of western Anatolia was apparently about 
83 percent sedentary to 17 percent nomad, though it is impossible to 
say what proportion of this sedentary population was of nomadic 
origin, what proportion of converted Greeks and Armenians, and what 
proportion of original sedentary Muslim population. When the central 
government was sufficiently powerful, Turkmen groups were constrained 
to adopt sedentary life, and no doubt there were many instances of 
Turkmen voluntary settlements in towns and villages.790 The vast extent

789 Brosset, Georgie, I, 358-359. Hayton, R.H.C., D,A>, II, 133. Michael the Syrian, 
R.H.C., D.A., I, 321. De Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 108. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 417. Oriental 
Institute Communications, nos. 14, 52-54. Al-Marwazi-Minorksy, p. 33, notes this latter 
type of transhumance among certain Turks of Central Asia who go to deserts in the 
summer and to the cities in the winter. Gordlevki, Izbrannye Soch., I, 74, on the Turkmen 
dislike of the city.

790 For the proportion of sedentary to nomad see n. 725 above. On the sedentarization 
of nomads, a topic still in need of much investigation, see the following: Eberhard, 
“Nomads,” pp. 32-49, investigates the governmental policy of settling the nomads in 
the ninteenth century. G. Orhonlu, Osmanli imparatorlugun'un a$iretleri iskan te$ebbiisii 
(1691-1696) (Istanbul, 1963), describes the process by which the Ottoman government 
recolonized the abandoned villages in the regions of Belih Riv, Edessa, Menbj, Hama, 
Humus, Adana, Iskenderum in the east; the regions of Sungurlu and Yozgat east of 
Ankara; and the districts about Sandikli, Isparta, and Borlu west of Konya. See also 
W. Ruben, “Anadolu’nun yerlesme tarihi ile ilgili gdrusler. Kochisar’in Tuz Golti 
batlsindaki step koylerinde 1946 Eyliilunde yapilan bir arastirma gezisinin sonuclari,” 
Ankara Universitesi dil ve tarih-cografya fakiiltesi dergisi, V (1947), 353-391. B. Boran, 
“Toplumsal yapi arastirmalari,” Ankara Universitesi dil ve tarih-cografya fakiiltesi, felsefe 
enst., sosyoloji serisi, no. 3 (Ankara, 1945), studies villages resulting from recent settlement 
of tribes. For the settlement of Turkmen tribes in the Balkans as part of Ottoman policy, 
Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 84, m-112. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, pp. 108, 155. Gokbilgin, 
“Rumeli’nin iskaninda ve Turklesmesinde Yuriikler,” III, Turk Tarih Kurumu Kongresi, 
1943 (Ankara 1948), pp. 107-116; RumeWde Yuriikler ve Tatarlar ve Evlad-iFatihan (Istanbul, 
1957)-

Of interest for the yet unwritten history of the tribes in Ottoman Anatolia are the 
following: Wittek, Osmanli imparatorlugunda tiirk asiretlerinin rolu,” Istanbul Universitesi 
edebiyat fakiiltesi tarih dergisi, XIII (1963), 257-268 (trans. from Melanges Georges Smets, 
Les editions de la Libraire Encyclopidique, (Brussels, 1952). A. Refik, Anadoluda tiirk a§iretleri 
966-1200 (Istanbul, 1930). F. Demirtas, “Osmanli devrinde Anadolu’da Kayilar,” 
Belleten, XII (1948), 575-615 (On Kayi groups in districts of Konya, Ankara, and 
Mentese in the fifteenth- and sixteenth centuries); “Bozulus hakkinda,” Ankara Universitesi 
dil ve tarih-cografya fakiiltesi dergisi, VII (1949), 29-60 (describes tribal groups and life of 
the sixteenth century); “Osmanli devrinde Anadolu’da Kayilar,” Belleten, XII (1948), 
575-615; “Anadoluda oguz boylari,” Ankara Universitesi dil ve tarih-cografya fakiiltesi 
dergisi, VII (1949), 321-385. Sumer, “Yiva Oguz boyuna dair,” T.M., IX (1951), 
156-168; “Aga^eriler,” Belleten, XXVI (1962), 521-528; “XVI asirda Anadolu, 
Suriye ve Irak’ta yasayan Turk asiretlerine umumi bir bakis,” Iktisat fakiiltesi mecmuasi, 
XI (1952), 509-522; “Anadolu’da yasayan bazi Ugoklu Oguz boylarina mensup tesek- 
ktiller,” Iktisat fakiiltesi mecmuasi, XI (1949-50), 437-508. Ali Zira (Yalgin), Cenupta 
Turkmen oymaklari 4 vols. (Istanbul, 1931-37). A. A. Candar, “Kaylnln bdluntleri,” 
Hakimiyeti milliye (Ankara, 1934), no. 4473 (on the settlement of Kayi from Kars to 
(Janakkale and from Urfa to Manisa). M. Koyman, Konya (1963), no. 2, pp. 121—123, 
on tribes about Konya. Kopriilu, “Oguz etnolojisine ait tarihi notlar,” T.M., I (1925), 
185-211.
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of tribal settlement in Anatolia is apparent not only from the historical 
sources but from the very rural toponymy itself, which is largely Turkish.* 791

The very intrusion and physical presence of the tribesmen, their 
families and livestock in Anatolia, their status as pastoral military 
conquerors, and their continuing raids and banditry constituted a very 
serious disturbance to the sedentary, and especially to the Christian, 
groups.792 The two most important effects of the Turkmen settlements in 
Asia Minor between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries were first the 

' linguistic Turkification of Anatolia, and second, the partial nomadiza- 
tion of extensive areas. As they settled in the countryside, their language 
predominated in those areas where the Greeks and Armenians had 
withdrawn, and, even in those regions where the Christian groups re
mained, Turkish eventually prevailed as the language of the conquerors. 
In the cities where the Byzantino-Islamic urban traditions remained 
powerful, urban society survived. But when in 1276-78 the Turkmens of

More recently there has appeared an important and more comprehensive literature. 
Siirner, Oguzlar (Tiirkmenler). Tarihleri-boy tê kilati-destanlari (Ankara, 1967). de Planhol, 
“Nomadism,” 525-531. D. E. Eremeev, “Proizhozdenie Iuriukov i Turkmen Turtsii i 
osnovniie etapy ikh istorii. Etniceskie protsessy i sostav naseleniia v stranakh perednei 
Azii,” Trudy Inst. Etnogr., LXXXIII (Moscow-Leningrad, 1963), 24-70. W. D. Hutteroth, 
“Bergnomaden und Yaylabauern im mittleren kurdischen Taurus,” Marburger geogr. 
Schriften, XI (1959). A. D. Novicev, “Turetskie kocevniki v XV-XVIII vv.,” XXV 
Mezdunar. Kongr. Vostokoved., Doklady Delegatsii SSSR (Moscow, i960), pp. 1—11; “Les 
nomades turcs du XVe au XVIIIe siecle,” Trudy dvedtsati piatogo mezdunarodnogo kongressa 
vostokovedov (Moscow, 1963), II, 413-420, Istoriia Turtsii I. Epokha feodalizma (XI-XVIII 
v.) (Leningrad, 1963). S. E. Tolybekov, “O patriarkhal’no-feodafnykh otnoseniiakh u 
kocevnykh narodov,” Voprosy Istorii, I (1955), 75-83. Hutteroth, Landliche Siedlungen im 
siidlichen Inneranatolien in den letzten vierhundert Jahren (Gottingen, 1968).

791 Turkiye'de meskun yerler kilavuzu, vols. I—II (Ankara, 1946). Kdylerimiz. Koy kanun 
tatbik olunan ve olunmayan koy isimlerini alfabe sirasile gosterin (Istanbul, 1933). Gordlevski, 
Izbrannye Soch., I, 73. I. R. Isitman, “Koy adlar iizerinde bir inceleme,” Turk dili belleten, 
ser 3. no. 1/3 (Ankara, 1945), pp. 51-52. Nihal (Ahmed Naci), “Anadoluda Turklere 
ait yer isimleri,” T.M.S II (1928), 243-259. De Planhol, Nomadism passim.

For the eleventh through fifteenth centuries, the sources (Ashikpashazade, Anonymous 
Giese, Muntaner, Planudes, Mahmud of Aksaray, Bar Hebraeus, al-Athir, Nicetas 
Choniates, Vilayetname of Hadji Bektash, Brocquiere, Michael the Syrian, Panaretus, 
Ibn Bibi, de Clavijo, Barbaro), specifically record Turkmen settlements in the following 
places; Between Gill Hisar-Denizli and Denizli-Tavas, in the regions of Samsun, Menteshe, 
Magnesium ad Sipylum, Karahisar, Choma-Soublaion, Pentapolis, Karahisar, Artake, 
Menemen, Maeander, Udj borders of the west, Kutahya, Lacerion-Panasium, Dorylaeum, 
Lampe-Graos Gala, Bursa, Saruhan, Ghorum-Ankara, Sivas-Kayseri, Tao Khlarjeti, 
Georgia, the southern borders of Trebizond, Erzerum, Erzindjan, Amasya, Laranda, 
Nigde, Kufrusund, Marash, Antioch, Gulf of Ayas, Misse, Adana-Tarsus, Eregli, Pam- 
phylia, Pisidia. Among the tribes and confederations which they mention are the Agacheri, 
Chepni, Akkoyunlu, Karakoyunlu, Kara Agach, Ad?, Semud?, Chagatay, Khwarazm, 
Kipchak, Karaman, Dhu’l-kadroghlu, Ramazanoghlu, Qoinari, Chapanli (Chepni?), 
Kizil Kodjaoghullari. See also the list of Karayazidjioghlu reproduced and discussed in 
Gordlevski, Izbrannye, Soch., I, 80-82.

792 Brosset, Georgie, I, 346. Acropolites, I, 136. Michael the Syrian, III, 158-159, 
Bar Hebraeus, I, 212-213. Ricoldus de Monte Crucis-Laurent, p. 114. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, 
II, 424, 427-428, 448. Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 211. Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. m-112. 
Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 155. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 270. De Planhol, Nomadism, pp. 
115-118, and passim, on the severe nomad harassment of village life in the district of 
Pamphylia and Pisidia during the Ottoman period and on the gradual disappearance of 
sedentary settlement in many regions that in Byzantine times had been thickly settled.
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the Karamanids rebelled and entered the city of Konya one of their 
acts was to banish Persian and to proclaim the exclusive use of Turkish 
in the government and administration.793 It was only one event among 
many by which Greek, Armenian, and Persian began to recede before the 
triumphant advance of Turkish in the fourteenth century, and by the 
fifteenth century not only was Asia Minor largely Turkish-speaking 
(including many of the Greeks and Armenians who had remained 
Christian) but Turkish epic poetry and literature had undergone a 
considerable development. 794 When the Turks settled in towns and villages 
and intermarried with the converted Greeks and Armenians, their 
position as rulers and the official use of Turkish produced a gradual 
retreat of Greek and Armenian to isolated areas of non-Turkish settle
ment, or to a few areas in which Christians remained compact, as in the 
Trebizondine coastal district.

Extensive regions, though it is impossible to say how extensive, reverted 
from agriculture to nomadism, that is to say that pastoral nomadization 
occurred in Anatolia between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries. 
Raids for booty, enslavement of the farmers for the slave trade, and animal 
husbandry signified unfelicitous agricultural conditions.795 Many con
temporary sources reveal the insecurity of agricultural life in the frequently 
troubled periods between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries. Ricoldus 
de Monte Crucis observed that Greek farmers did not dare to go out from 
the towns and fortresses to till their fields or to gather wood without a 
caparisoned horse, for the Turkmens would slay them upon sight.796 
Thus farming, besides the rigors of cold and drought, was subjected to a 
further serious debility: the insecurity of the farmer’s person.

These rude nomads inspired both fear and intense dislike among the 
Muslims and Christians who lived in the Anatolian towns and villages.

793 Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 313, 345. See the remarks of Brocquiere-Schefer, pp. 100-101, 
on Turkish north of Antakya and in the regions of Cilicia. Arnold von Harff-von Groote, 
p. 201, reports that even the Armenian Christians in his day were Turkophone, reserving 
the use of Armenian for their religious services alone. “Item deser Armeniani spraichen 
gemeynlich sarrascheynische spraich. dan in yeren gotlichen ampten bruychen sy eyne 
eygen spraiche . . Arnold won HarfF-Letts, p. 235.

794 A. Bombaci, Storia, pp. 26*1-3 .̂ M. Mansuroglu, “The Rise and Development of 
Written Turkish of Anatolia,” O^rai-VH (1954), 250-264; “Anadolu metinleri (XIII. 
asir: 1. Seyyad Hamza, 2. Dehani, Ibtidaname),” T.M., VII-VIII (1940-42), 
95-104. Sultan Veled'in turkce manzumeleri (Istanbul, 1958). Taeschner, Der analolische 
Dichter Nasiri (1300) und seine Futuvvetname (Leipzig, 1944). A. Golpinarli, Yunus Emre 
hayati (Istanbul, 1936); Golpinarli, Yunus Emre ve tasavvuf (Istanbul, 1961). E. Rossi, 
Dedi Qorqut. Danishmendname-Melikoff, I.

7 9 5  Regel, II, 261. Ansbert, pp. 155-156. Gesta Federici, pp. 86-87.
796 Ricoldus de Monte Crucis-Laurent, p. 114; “Inuenimus autem firmiter per fide 

dignos, quod Greci iili ita timent Thurcimannos, quod non audent exire de ciuitatibus 
nec de castris eorum, nisi portent secum capistrum paratum, quo ligentur. Dicunt enim, 
quod Thurcimannus statim eum occidit, nisi inueniat ei capistrum paratum. Et ideo 
quando exeunt ad seminandum vel ad siluam vel ad huiusmodi opus, unusquisque portat 
suum capistrum, quo ligetur.” One sees the same retreat of the farming population 
before the Turkmens elsewhere as well, Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 428. Nicetas Choniates, 
194-195. Matthew of Edessa, pp. 181-182, and passim.
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The Greeks referred to the Turkmens by such epithets as dog-heads 
(KUVOKecpaXoi), cannibals (ccv0pcoTro9dyoi), and wolves. 797 Muslim 
administrative and court officials (such as Ibn Bibi and Karim al-Din of 
Aksaray), religious men in the towns (Djalal al-Din Rumi, Eflaki, 
Sultan Walad), and the town dwellers themselves have left indelible 
traces in contemporary literature and historical deed of the hatred they 
felt for the nomads. The Turkmens were “satans” who dissolved the 
security of the times—God’s vehicle of destruction for an errant and sinful 
society. When the tribes under the direction of the Karamanids attacked 
Konya in the mid-thirteenth century, they were defeated on the plain of 
Kavala. Their begs were then paraded through the streets of Konya, 
where they were exposed to the insults and tortures the inhabitants in
flicted upon them. Their bodies were placed on a tree before the gate to the 
citadel and archers from the towers of the saray used their bodies in 
displays of marksmanship. Some years later in a second attempt, the 
Karamanid Turkmens succeeded in entering and temporarily holding 
Konya. But upon news that a Mongol relief army was approaching, 
Djimri and the Turkmens hastily left Konya, because had the citizens, 
with the assistance of the Mongols, caught them, they would not have 
allowed a single tribesman to leave the city alive.798

It was for all these reasons that Turkish sultans and Christian rulers 
built walls around their towns, forts in the rural areas, strengthened 
frontier defenses, and recolonized their lands repeatedly. Against the 
nomads they undertook a variety of measures; expeditions and massacres, 
forced sedentarization, recruitment in state armies, transfer of sedentary 
populations from the scenes of nomad raids, and even transfer of the 

nomads themselves.799
The traumatic impact of Turkmen settlement is described in greatest 

detail for northeast Anatolia and Georgia during the last quarter of the 
eleventh and first quarter of the twelfth century. The nomads began to 
raid the region during the reign of the Iberian king George II (1072-89). 
The Turks streamed in, sacking and enslaving the regions of Asis-Phorni, 
Khlardjeti to the sea, Chawcheth, Adchara, Samtzhe, Karthli, Argoueth, 
Samokalako, and Dchqondid. In the beginning the Turks remained in 
these areas only until the first snows and then departed laden with 
booty and slaves. Only those Christians survived who succeeded in fleeing 
to the mountain forests and to secure fortresses. The following year the

797 Pachymeres, I, 134. Regel, II, 258-259. Theodore Prodromus, P.G., CXXXIII, 
1380. Eustathius of Thessalonike, P.G., CXXXV, 941. Euthymius Tornices-Papadop- 
oulos-Kerameus, pp. 182-183.

798 Eflaki-Huart, II, 208-209, 418-419. Aksaray-Gengosman, pp. 159-160, 197. 
Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 308, 317.

799 Planudes-Treu, pp. 97, 136, 141, 150-152, 163, 166, 174-176, 178. Brosset, Georgie, I, 
358-366, 370, 374. Ashipashazade-Ali, pp. m~ii2. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 155. 
For greater detail see the earlier part of this chapter. Eustathius of Thessalonike, P.G., 
CXXXV, 938.
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nomads appeared and terrorized the land from spring until the beginning 
of winter so that the farmers who remained neither sowed nor harvested. 
The Georgian chronicler relates that the land was no longer inhabited by 
men but only by animals and wild beasts. The churches suffered fire and 
became the stables for the Turkmen horses, priests were immolated, 
virgins violated, young men forcibly circumcised, and children enslaved. 
By the reign ofDavid II (1089-1125) the Turkmen raiders were no longer 
leaving Georgia and northeast Asia Minor at the onset of winter, but had 
effected settlements in those regions they had wasted. In the district of 
Somketh, for instance, the Turkmens had settled their tents, women and 
children, horses, sheep, mules, and camels. At the beginning of winter 
(October) they moved into the river valleys of the Gatchian district and 
setded along the banks of the Mtcouar and of the lor (all the way from 
Tiflis to Barda). Here they found ample water and forest and led a 
“sweet life” in hunting and giving themselves up to rest and to trade with 
the towns they had captured. But they also continued to raid their 
Christian neighbors from this winter camp, taking booty and prisoners. 
In the spring they began to ascend the mountains of Somketh and Ararat 
with their families and flocks. Henceforth they conducted their raids from 
the summeryayla. Thus the series of events leading from the first Turkmen 
raids upon a sedentary district to its disruption, and finally to the physical 
interposition of a Turkmen settlement in the disrupted province is 
complete. The Turkmen kernels thus inserted in these areas became 
centers for further disruption of life in the area.

The dynamics of such an arrangement could culminate in the complete 
conquest of an area if  a strong leader or state did not make systematic and 

long-term efforts to halt the process. The economic cohesion and strength 
of the sedentary society were sapped by the Turkmen settlements and raids, 
as agriculture and commerce were seriously crippled by the raids of the 
nomads. Conversely, the ruination of the countryside did not harm the 
nomads but quite to the contrary resulted in their economic enrichment— 
booty, prisoners for the slave markets, and the lands of the inhabitants. 
The reign of David II was a turning point in Turkmen successes in 
Georgia, fc?r he waged a relentless and cruel war against the Turkmens in 
Georgia and northeast Asia Minor. He gradually reconquered the towns, 
and in 1116 attacked the Turkmen tents in Khlarjeti and along the 
Tsorokh River where he massacred the Turkmen warriors, taking as 
booty their women, livestock, and baggage. By 1121 he had so decimated 

the Turkmens wintering on the banks of the Mtcouar that they appealed 
to the Seljuk sultan for aid. But the tide had turned against the Turkmens 
and by the time of his death, David had conquered Tiflis and Ani and 
extirpated the Turkmen settlements from most of his lands. The half 
century of warfare between sedentary society and nomadism, however, 
had left this part of Georgia a semiinhabited ruin. When Dimitri I
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(1125-54) succeeded to the throne there were inhabitants only in the 
citadels and towns of Hereth, Somkheth, Tachir, Djawakeheth, and 
Artahan. Thus both David and Dimitri had not only to rebuild the towns, 
villages, churches, roads, and bridges, but above all to repeople the deso
late regions. It is interesting that among the colonists whom David brought 
were 40,000 Kipchaks and their families, who contributed greatly to the 
repopulation of deserted areas, and who eventually received Christianity.800

What happened in Georgia and this eastern reach of Anatolia in regard 
to nomadization was repeated throughout Asia Minor at various times 
between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries. It is superfluous to say that 
the efforts of the Comnenoi and Lascarids to extirpate the nomads never 
attained the success the Georgian monarchs achieved.

Conclusions

Four centuries of Turkish conquest and settlement transpired between the 
battle of Manzikert and the death of Muhammad II and the ultimate 
reunification of much of Anatolia. From the late eleventh to the mid
twelfth century, the Turkish conquest was destructive and brought 
great upheaval. This was followed in the late twelfth century by a period 
of consolidation and stability which culminated in the remarkable economic 
prosperity and cultural bloom of the mid-thirteenth century. But in the 
late thirteenth century, Anatolia reverted to tribal anarchy with con
sequent renewal of the destructive patterns of upheaval that characterized 
the late eleventh and first half of the twelfth century. The emergence of the 
beyliks saw an improvement of conditions in Anatolia, especially in the 
Bithynian domains of the Ottomans, during the fourteenth century. Until 
the elimination of all these petty principalities by the Ottoman sultans, 
however, Anatolia remained a battleground of tribal confederations and 
sedentary Turkish governments.

With the exception of the felicitous period during which the Nicean 
empire and the Seljuk sultanate revived Anatolian society, the Turkish 
conquests and settlements subjected Byzantine institutions to a long series 
of severe shocks. These repeated blows fatally dislocated Byzantine,society 
in Asia Minor. Inasmuch as the state apparatus was Muslim, the 
Christian community could not at any given time recoup its previous 
losses. Once property, churches, and people were lost to Islam, they could 
never be reclaimed, for according to Islamic law and historical tradition 
“once Muslim always Muslim.” Since the state was Muslim, this principle 
was always enforced. Thus, in spite of the stability and prosperity that 
characterized Anatolia in the first half of the thirteenth century, the 
Christians could do little about recovering all the ground that had been

800 Brosset, Georgie, I, 346, 381. P. M. Tarchnichvili, “Inscription,” pp. 86-88. M. 
Tseretheli, “Das Leben des Konigs der Konige Davith (Davith II 1089-1125),” B.K., 
no. 26-27 (i957)> PP- 45- 73-
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lost consequent to the decimating events of the late eleventh and the early 
twelfth century. Similarly, the Ottoman unification of Anatolia brought 
greater security and uniformity of conditions for the Christians, but it 
was of no avail in restoring the Christian communities to that position 
they had occupied in the thirteenth century. These repeated shocks so 
corroded the unifying bonds of the Byzantine establishment that it was 
left defenseless and naked before the assimilating forces of Islam.

The destructive character of the Turkish conquest and settlement, 
which contributed so greatly to the violent dislocation of Byzantine 
society, was largely (though not exclusively) due to the nomadic Turkmen 
tribes. Entering Anatolia as unruly conquerors inspired by djihad and 
their instinct for plunder, and settling upon the land in compact groups, 
they were long a bane to the settled Christian populations.

The fourteenth-century author Demetrius Cydones gives a succinct 
account of the effects of the Turkish conquests in Anatolia at the moment 
when the conquerors were embarking upon their early European 
adventure.

They took from us all the lands which we enjoyed from the Hellespont eastward 
to the mountains of Armenia. The cities they rased to the ground, pillaged the 
religious sanctuaries, broke open the graves, and filled all with blood and corpses. 
They outraged the souls of the inhabitants, forcing them to deny God and giving 
to them their own [i.e., the Turks’] defiled mysteries. They [the Turks] abused 
their [Christians’] souls, alas, with wanton outrage! Denuding them of all 
property and their freedom, they left the [Christians as] weak images of slaves, 
exploiting the remaining strength of the wretched ones for their own prosperity.”801

801 Demetrius Cydones, P.G.} CLIV, 964-968. Reprinted in A. Vakalopoulos, rirjyes Trjs 
loropias tou veou sAAriviapou (Thessalonike, 1965), pp. 91-93. L. Petit, X. A. 
Siderides, M. Jugie, Oeuvres completes de Gennade Scholarios (Paris, 1928), I, 178-179 
(hereafter cited as Scholarius-O^uyrw). Scholarius relates that large numbers of Byzantine 
villages and towns in Asia and Europe were sacked and that mere ruins now indicated 
that they had once existed, even their names having disappeared. All this is the punish
ment that God has meted out to the Christians for having merely observed, and not 
lived, their Christianity. “ f) tto0ev aAAoOsv oisaOat xpiarica/oTs tocs TtiAiKauTocs 
IrreAdeTv ovpcpopas, Kal TroAets ev Aoia te Kal Eupcoirfl Tr| irpos f)pTv CrrrEp TpioyiAlas 
Kal Kcopas avapi0pr)TOUS urro tg3v aaepcov 7rop0r}0£iaas Ta eaxcrrcc TTETrovfievai Kai 
tcov p£v jjitjSs Touvopa pevsiv Aoittov, tccs 5e prjSev IpEnnco Stsvrjvoxsvai Aeivyavois 
povois yvcopi£opevas.” Also Alexius Macrembolites, I. Sevcenko, “Alexios Makrem- 
bolites and his ‘Dialogue between the Rich and the Poor,” Z.R.V.I., VI (i960), 195; 
“Have we not been delivered to the sons of Agar as sheep for the slaughter? Have they 
not invaded our whole land and laid it waste ? Do they not dwell in our illustrious and 
honored cities, do they not treat as slaves their inhabitants, refined and sheltered from 
misery in the past? Have we not been scattered all over the earth as captives; after 
innumerable slaughters, is its expanse not pitifully strewn with our bones? Have our 
bodies not been thrown out as food to the birds of the sky and to the animals of the 
earth ? Not long ago the survivors among us were routed by disorder and confusion and 
consumed. For this reason, have not our cities and our countryside been devastated and 
abandoned by their inhabitants?”
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IV. Decline o f  the Church in the Fourteenth Century

What effect did the Turkish invasions and settlement have on the 
structure of the church during the upheavals of the late thirteenth and the 
fourteenth century?

The two principal forces that had molded the formal cultural life of 
the Greek population in Byzantine Anatolia had been the Byzantine 
government and the Orthodox church. The Turkish conquests had 
removed the former from Asia Minor and thus one of the cultural forces 
at the base of Anatolian Hellenism was no longer present. This was at 
once the most apparent and dramatic effect of the Turkish settlement. 
Less apparent, but no less crucial, is the effect that the Turkish invasions 
had on the structure of the Greek church during this long period. For 
with the removal of the political forces that shaped and nurtured Byzan
tine society, the continuity and direction of this Greek Christian com
munity henceforth resided in the Greek church almost exclusively.

The history of the church in that portion of Anatolia conquered by 
the Turks in the late eleventh and the twelfth century was marked by 
decline. The Turkish conquerors deprived the various metropolitanates 
and bishoprics of their property and frequently of leadership. Thus the 
churches in Turkish Anatolia, in contrast to the churches of Byzantine 
Anatolia, suffered a sharp decline during this early period. The fate of the 
churches in the Anatolian domains of the Comnenoi was quite different. 
They were rebuilt, recolonized, and once more attained the flourishing 
state that had prevailed prior to the Turkish invasions. When the political 
tension between Greek and Turk was polarized and stabilized in Nicaea 
and Konya during the early thirteenth century, the Greek church in 
Turkish Anatolia was able to consolidate the portion that had remained 
after the troubles of the eleventh and twelfth centuries. The Greek church 
in the thirteenth century (in Anatolia) consisted, therefore, of two 
different but functioning parts: the revivified and flourishing ecclesiastical 
districts of northern and western Asia Minor; the greatly diminished 
but stabilized churches of central and eastern Anatolia. The reconquests of 
Alexius and John Comnenus had saved the church structure in northern 
and western Anatolia; the stability the sultans had imposed on the
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plateau had kept the church from completely disappearing in central and 
eastern Anatolia.

The question, and it is crucial, one must next examine is the effect on 

the church of the renewed Turkish invasions and upheavals during the 
late thirteenth and the fourteenth century which upset the stability 
and prosperity of thirteenth-century Asia Minor.

The Acta

One of the most important bodies of source material in examining the 
decline of Christian Hellenism in certain areas of Asia Minor and its 
replacement by Turkish Islam is that known as the patriarchal acta. 
These acta are, for the most part, decisions issued by the patriarch in 
session with the synod and are concerned with matters of ecclesiastical 
administration and discipline. Hence, these decisions are specific answers 
to pressing problems of the moment, and as such are a very reliable and 
valuable source for contemporary church history. Unfortunately, they 
have not come down intact (probably only a very small portion has 
survived), so that this body of documents is not numerically all-inclusive 
and comprehensive. Does this mean, then, that the picture they give is 
substantially lacking and incorrect, and further, that the validity of conclu
sions based on them is affected ? This question can definitely be answered in 
the negative if one makes certain limitations as to the chronological period 
to which they apply. Most of the documents fall in the fourteenth century, 
though they overlap both the thirteenth and fifteenth centuries, and within 
this period of the fourteenth century they are of such a quantity (140 acta 
covering almost every general area of Asia Minor and 50 metropolitan
ates), that it may be safely assumed these documents give an accurate 
overall picture of the conditions of the Orthodox church at this time. In 
establishing the general condition of the church during this period, one 
can ascertain the state and fate of Christian Hellenism in Asia Minor.1

Let us proceed to examine what this body of approximately 140 acta 
reveals as to the fate of 50 Anatolian metropolitanates in the fourteenth 
century. These acta frequently speak of the granting of one metropolitan
ate (or bishopric) to another one Kcrroc Aoyov euiSoctecos (by reason of 
sustenance).2 This occurred when a metropolitanate became vacant due to 
the death of the metropolitan, and instead of appointing a new metro
politan to succeed the defunct one, the vacant metropolitanate was 
merely turned over to another metropolitan who held it kcct& Aoyov 
ETTiSoaecos. This entitled him to all the rights and revenues of the metro
politan of that particular district, except that he could not be enthroned

1 These patriarchal documents were published by Mikolsich and Muller in 1860-62 
and have thus been known to the scholarly world for a rather long time. They were 
subsequently the basis of a most significant monograph by A. Waechter, Der Verfall des 
Griechentums in Kleinasien in XIV Jahrhunderts (Leipzig, 1903).

a For such grants in the twelfth century see chapter iii.

2 8 9



DECLINE OF THE CHURCH IN THE FOURTEENTH CENTURY

on the metropolitan throne. This grant kcxt& Aoyov ettiSoctegos was given 
quite frequently in Asia Minor (and to a much lesser extent in Europe) 
because, as the texts inform us, the great majority of the metropolitanates 
had suffered serious impoverization and hence needed financial and 
material assistance to continue to function. The church supplied this 
aid simply by turning over to a particular needy metropolitan an even 
more impoverished and decimated church whose metropolitan had died 
or whose seat could not be filled because of the troubled times in Asia 
Minor. In addition to indicating that a particular metropolitanate is 
having economic hard times, these grants often indicate (and specifically 
state) that there has been a decrease in the number of the faithful in the 
metropolitan district. It is important to note that this type of grant 
maintained the legal existence of a metropolitanate that had been 
severely reduced in wealth and numbers, but also it generally indicated 
that Christians in a given metropolitanate continued to exist, though 
often in reduced numbers. When, however, the metropolitan seat dis
appeared from the notitia episcopatum (the formal list or catalog of the 
ecclesiastical hierarchy) or was united to another metropolitanate 
permanently, it indicated a sharp decline and significant disappearance 
of Christians.3 In the section that follows, these grants will be considered 
as a source for the decline and disappearance of various churches in 
Asia Minor.

In eastern Asia Minor the metropolitan seat of Melitene found itself 
in great economic need

because his [the metropolitan’s] church has long ago passed under the barbarians 
and up to the present is surrounded and ruled by them.4

Hence in 1318-19 the synod bestowed upon the metropolitan Theodosius 
of Melitene, koctcx Aoyov ettiSoctegos, the metropolitan seat of Celtzene 
(Erzindjan) since the latter “had been deprived of the consecrated seat 
by the foreigners.”5 The document goes on to say that there is no property 
left in the region of Celtzene in which the metropolitan can reside except 
the monastery of Ci. Formerly, Celtzene, along with Cortzene and Taron, 
had twenty-two suffiragant bishoprics. Now it had only one significant 
possession left, the monastery of Ci. The last metropolitan of Melitene is 
mentioned in the year 1329,6 and though both Melitene and Celtzene are 
mentioned thereafter in the fourteenth century, the seats are vacant, and 
by the fifteenth century they disappear from the list of metropolitanates.7

3 Waechter, Verf all, pp. 2-4.
4 Miklosich et Muller, I, 82.
5 Ibid., 83.
6 Ibid., 146.
7 H. Gelzer, Ungedruckte und ungeniigend veroffentlichte Texte der Notitiae episcopatum, ein 

Beitrag zur byzantinischen Kirchen- und Verwaltungsgeschichte. Abhand. der phil. philolog. Cl. der 
Ron. buyer. Akad. der Wiss., XXI (1901), 628-629 (hereafter cited as Gelzer, Ungedruckte 
Texte).
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Therefore the complete decay and practical disappearance of the Greek 
Christian community of these two ecclesiastical seats seem to have been 
consummated in the course of the fourteenth century. It would be useful 
to consider in somewhat more detail the synodal decision of 1318-19 
by which Melitene received Celtzene kcctcc Aoyov sttiSocfecos, for this 
document is similar to the majority of the documents, and it also describes, 
simply but adequately, the factors underlying the nature of such a grant. 
The patriarch begins by saying that it is necessary to preserve the old 
order of bishoprics and metropolitanates, but

since the disorder of affairs [which has come about because of sin] has overturned 
and confused the ecclesiastical order in not a few cities and lands, the protectors . . . 
of the church . . . have decreed a second course, so to speak, in order that those 
who are for whatever reason without ecclesiastical seats . . .  or perhaps have only 
a small segment of their flock remaining so that they are not able to govern 
because of the lack of necessities or to give to others, [they] will receive as succour 
other churches.8

The avcopaAioc (disorder) and o\fyy\j<ji$ (confusion) of which he speaks are, 
of course, references to the disintegration of Seljuk and Byzantine rule in 
Asia Minor and the chaos that ensued in the late thirteenth and the 
fourteenth century. It is this that has overturned the order and arrange
ment of the church and caused its great poverty. These two points are 
of the first order of importance and they constantly recur in the 
administrative literature.

In Trebizond the Christian community lived under far more favorable 
conditions, for here it enjoyed the protection of the secular arm of the 
Trebizondine empire. The domains of the empire were comparatively 
secure against the Turkish invaders and thus its church was also secure. 
So much greater was the security of the church here than in the lands held 
by the Turks that on occasion the seat of the metropolitanate of Amaseia 
was shifted to its suffragant bishopric of Limnia,9 which, thpugh a 
subordinate of Amaseia, happened to be within the political boundaries 
of the Trebizondine state and hence enjoyed protection against the Turks. 
Thus in the face of a devastating Turkish invasion (1317) during which the 
metropolitan underwent great danger, the patriarch gave permission 
to the metropolitan to shift his seat to Limnia. In 1384 the bishop of 
Limnia temporarily took over the administration of Amaseia because the 
metropolitan could not enter the area.10 Though the church of Trebizond 
was considerably reduced as a result of the conquest of Muhammad II, 
it continued as a comparatively strong metropolitanate until the twentieth 
century.

Many of the Greek communities in the Byzantine provinces of Cappa
docia and Lycaonia on the Anatolian plateau had declined considerably

8 Miklosich et Muller, I, 81-82.
9 Ibid., 70.
10 Ibid., II, 66.
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by the beginning of the fourteenth century. Caesareia (1327) received 
the metropolitanates of Sebasteia, Iconium, Mocissus, and Euchaita 
kotcc Aoyov ettiSocfegos and in 1370 received Nazianzus.11 In the same 
year (1370), Caesareia was also to assume the administration of Tyana 
and Mocissus in case they became bereft of metropolitans.12 All these 
grants of EiriSocns are an indication of decline, and one must remember 
that Caesareia had been the first in rank, and glory (TTpcoToOpovos) of the 
Orthodox church prior to the Turkish invasions. Though it continued to 
function as a metropolitan seat until the twentieth century, it seems to have 
been considerably reduced by the end of the fourteenth century. The 
information from Cappadocia and Lycaonia is impressive evidence for 
the history of the Anatolian church when one considers that an area 
that had once included five powerful metropolitanates and twenty-nine 
bishoprics was now united in the hands of one cleric. This would not be 
so striking if the bestowal had been of a temporary nature, as the author 
of the document had hoped it might be. But when in 1365 a new metro
politan of Caesareia was named, he again received the administration of 
Mocissus, Sebasteia, Iconium, and Nazianzus, and in addition the 
metropolitanate of Tyana.13 Euchaita however is not mentioned, and it is 
probable that there were few Christians left there. As regards Sebasteia, 
Mocissus, and Tyana, their situation may have improved somewhat 
during the course of the fourteenth century before worsening again. 
Thus in 1384 and 1387 metropolitans of Sebasteia were again named, in 
1369 and 1370 a metropolitan of Mocissus, and in 1369 a metropolitan of 
Tyana.14 After this time Mocissus and Tyana fail to appear in the acta 
and their communities seem to have declined completely. Consequently 
they do not appear in the fifteenth-century list of the metropolitanates. 
Iconium, in contrast, continues to be mentioned in the acta of the last 
half of the fourteenth century, survives in the fifteenth century notitia, 
and indeed continued as the seat of a metropolitan until the twentieth 
century. But the acta reflect very unsettled conditions in the discipline 
of the church here.15 Nazianzus is not heard of after 1370 when it was 
placed under the administration of Caesareia.16 By this time the Greek 
community had fully declined, and Nazianzus does not reappear in the 
notitia of the fifteenth century.

Amaseia, farther to the north, managed somehow to survive the four
teenth century as the seat of a metropolitan. Nevertheless, the small 
community was surrounded by Muslims (|JEaov &AAo<puAcov oikoOuiv eOvwv) 
and was subjected to economic hard times, oppression, and periodic

11 Ibid., I, 143 ff., 536.
12 Ibid., I, 537.
13 Ibid., I, 468. Waechter, Verf all, p. 14.
14 Miklosich et Muller, I, 505, 537; II, 65, 78. Waechter, Verfall, pp. 14-15.
15 Miklosich et Muller, II, 1, 46, 48, 89, 160, 167, 175. This question will receive 

greater attention at another point.
16 Ibid., I, 536.
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absence of the metropolitan. The church appears in the notitia of the 
fifteenth century and still existed in the early twentieth century.17 A 
synodal decision of 1315 records that the bishop of Sinope (a suffragant of 
the metropolitan of Amaseia) has been driven out of the city.18 Gangra 
to the west of Amaseia was one of the cities which long resisted the Turks. 
There is, however, but one significant synodal decision (1400-01) which 
deals with Gangra, and according to this document the patriarch has 
appointed the presbyter George Contophe metropolitan of Gangra in 
answer to a petition of the inhabitants of Gangra asking for a new 
shepherd. They asked for a metropolitan because the “foreigners” were 
oppressing them on all sides, and they were in danger concerning their 
religion. In addition to all this, many had evidently become Muslims.19 
By the mid-fifteenth century, the community had either disappeared or 
become so insignificant that Gangra is dropped from the notitia.20

The two coastal metropolitanates of Amastris and Pontoheracleia 
were still under Byzantine control as late as 1340 and hence were partially 
shielded from the shock of Turkish occupation. But by 1387 a synodal 
decree reveals a picture of Amastris suffering economically and in a state 
of general decline.21 This shows that the community was dying out, and 
though a metropolitan is named in 1400, Amastris disappears from the 
notitia in the fifteenth century.22

Claudiopolis had ceased as a metropolitan seat even earlier. In the 
notitia of Andronicus II (end of the thirteenth century), it was replaced 
by its bishopric Pontoheracleia so that the community here must have been 
well on its way to disappearing by the early fourteenth century.23 Though 
Pontoheracleia was Byzantine in 1346, there were signs of its decline in the 
early fourteenth century. In 1360 it was finally captured by the Turks,24 
and in a synodal decision of 1387 Pontoheracleia is given to the metro
politan of Amastris, whose church is also declining rapidly, for the follow
ing Reason:

It is in no way just to leave without a metropolitan the remnant of the Christians 
captured by barbaric invasions in the most holy metropolitanate of Pontoheracleia. 
For such are in need of spiritual supervision and its consecration, since as human

17 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 17-20. Miklosich et Muller, I, 35.
18 Miklosich et Muller, I, 34-35. On the other hand, its position on the coast facilitated 

contact with the Greek cities of Constantinople and Trebizond, and Ibn Battuta-Gibb 
(II, 466), recorded that there were eleven villages of Greeks living just outside of the 
city. In the beginning of the fifteenth century a Greek merchant who had visited Sinope 
and Amisus in order to trade could find no commercial activity there because the whole 
area had been wasted by Timur’s troops, Miklosich et Muller, II, 547.

19 Miklosich et Muller, II, 491.
20 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 20-22.
21 Miklosich et Muller, II, 102-103.
22 Ibid., II, 370-372. Waechter, Verfall, pp. 22-23.
23 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte,p. 497; “ t0 6 novTorjpaKAeias* ccutt) ein<TKOTrf] fjv tou 

KActuSiov-rroAecos, Kai 5ia to Otto eOvcov eKeivr|v KaTaaxeftfjvai, STipfiOri aCrrr) x&piv 
£Kelvr}5 eis pT]TpoTroAtv Kai Opovov is, vuv 6e 10 yeyovev.” Waechter, Verfall, p. 23.

24 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 25-26.
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beings they are led astray by the deception of life and care little for the heavenly 
and immortal rewards. In addition, living in the midst of foreigners and associ
ation with them are the greatest hindrance to salvation. Since it seems impossible 
for them to have a valid metropolitan, for the church had previously disintegrated 
and the ones there are not sufficient for his aid and support . . ,25

By the fifteenth century Pontoheracleia has dropped from the notitia.
Though there is little in the patriarchal documents about Ankara, a 

metropolitan is named in 1400;26 it continues to appear in the fifteenth- 
century notitia (but its Greek Christian congregation must have been 
small), and Ankara was still the seat of a metropolitanate in the twentieth 
century.27 Pessinus and Amorium are not mentioned in the patriarchal 
documents of the fourteenth century, but they do appear in the ecthesis of 
Andronicus III as independent metropolitanates. Thus their ruin was 
probably consummated during the early fourteenth century, and so they 
are absent from the fifteenth-century notitia.28 The sources reveal very 
little about the metropolitanate of Pisidia, but what little they do say is in 
consonance with the overall picture of decline. Despite the diminution of 
the community, the district still possessed sufficient Christian population 
to warrant the continued existence of Pisidia as a metropolitanate in the 
fifteenth and later centuries.29

The information for the metropolitan seats of Side, Perge, and Attaleia 
in Pamphylia is somewhat more detailed for the period 1315-1400, and 
so one can trace the decline of the Greeks in this area. The documentation 
of this region presents exactly the same state of affairs as the less detailed 
information presents for the other metropolitanates described in the 
preceding paragraph.30 The uninterrupted decline of the Christian 
community is reflected in a synodal decision of 1397.

Since it [Side] was captured long ago there has been a scarcity of the faithful 
and poverty of the ecclesiastical things in it [property]. And because of these 
things it is not at all possible to ordain a legitimate metropolitan there.31

The patriarch has decided to unite it with the metropolitanate o f Attaleia, 
“for it also, because of the above reasons, has not been able to have a
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25 Miklosich et Muller, II, 102-103.
26 Ibid., 312.
27 Waechter, Verfall, p. 26. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 628. H-G. Beck, Kirche und 

theologische Literatur im byzantinischen Reich (Munich, 1959), pp. 162-163. For the un
favorable conditions of the Christians in twelfth-century Ankara, see chapter iii above. 
When Manuel II Palaeologus visited Ankara in the late fourteenth century, it was 
predominantly Muslim, E. Trapp, Manuel II. Palaeologos. Dialoge mit einern “Terser” 
(Vienna, 1966), p. 5; “ tote toivov Iv ’AyKopa, *rrj ttote pev Euyevel, vuv 6* ooketi 
ccaEpEiav 71X00x000x1.’*

28 Waechter, Verfall, p. 27.
29 Ibid., pp. 27-29. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, 628. Vakalopoulos, Toropia., II1} on 

decline in Pisidia.
30 Miklosich et Muller, I, 34, 182.
31 Ibid., II, 276, and also 285.
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legitimate shepherd.”32 The two seats were now united under the metro
politan Theophylactus whose title was metropolitan of Attaleia and 
proedrus of Side. But in a decision of 1400, Theophylactus of Attaleia- 
Perge and proedrus of Side, is awarded the rich metropolitanate of 
Sugdaia and Phyllon koctcc Aoyov ettiSooecos for he had had to leave his 
church in southern Anatolia.33 One may conclude that henceforth the 
church disappears, and in fact Side is absent from the fifteenth-century 
episcopal list. In this instance the texts once more speak of the oppression 
of the church and of the decline in the number of the faithful. The follow
ing details further emphasize the unsettled nature of conditions. There are 
mentions of metropolitans of Side in 1357, 1360, 1369, 1372,34 but in 
between these dates appear metropolitans of other cities as tov tottov 
£tt£xovt£s of Side (about 1365 the prelate of Pontoheracleia, in 1371 
that of Larissa.35 Now an ecclesiastical seat was held by another cleric as 
6 tottov ettexcov generally because that particular seat was vacant and 
inaccessible. The fact that it was held in the above cases by European 
clerics or by metropolitans ordained to the seat but who remained in 
Constantinople indicates quite clearly that it was impossible for anyone 
to go there, hence the synod did whatever little was possible to administer 
it from Europe. Finally, in the fourteenth-century ecthesis of Andronicus 
III, the metropolitanates of Athens and Monemvasia took the place of 
Side in the hierarchical rank.36

The metropolitanates of Perge and Attaleia suffered a fate similar to 
that of the church of Side, but unfortunately we are less well informed, 
as the sources concerning them come from the end of the fourteenth 
century. A decision of 1387 announces the appointment of a new 
metropolitanate and then proceeds to describe the sad conditions of the 
metropolitanate. The patriarch writes of the new metropolitan of Attaleia 
that he “suffers and is in difficulty.”37 and that the community has all but 
disappeared.38 As a result the patriarch attempted to give him, koctcc Aoyov 
ettiSooecos, the metropolitanate of Rhodes and the church of Cos. The 
situation of Attaleia was so bad that in 1394 it was given to the metro
politan of Myra koctcc Aoyov ettiSooecos, and in 1397, as we have seen, it 
was united with Side into one metropolitanate.39 By 1400 the situation 
had so worsened that the metropolitan of Attaleia-Perge and proedrus of 
Side was appointed to the metropolitanate of Sugdaia. Consequently, by 
1400 these three seats were completely desolate, and it would seem that 
Turkish oppression (OrjpicoSia and aypiOTqs) had played its role in this

32 Ibid., 277.
38 Ibid., 390.
34 Ibid., 1, 367, 399 ff., 511, 594.
35 Ibid., 471, 587.
36 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 30-31. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 607.
37 Miklosich et Muller, II, 94, ** Kai Traaxei K°u arevoxcopslTai.”
38 Ibid., 93.
39 Ibid., 205-206,
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respect. All this is confirmed by the notitia of the fifteenth century, from 
which these three churches vanish.40 The decline of Myra was somewhat 
less spectacular than that of its neighbors. In a decision of 1387 the patri
arch speaks of it as comparatively better off than Attaleia.

It is not at all good that one church grow and have many revenues, villages, and 
lands, and that another should be completely impoverished.41

But its greater prosperity was due to the fact that it held the islands of 
Rhodes and Cos kcctoc Aoyov ettiSoctecos, and indeed the metropolitanate 
of Myra vanished from the notitia of the fifteenth century.42

The acta mentioning Stauropolis (also called Caria and Aphrodisias) 
in Caria all come from the last half of the fourteenth century. Between 
1356 and 1361 Stauropolis lost its metropolitan,43 for in that latter year it 
was being temporarily administered by the metropolitan of Bizye as 
6 tottov 6*rrs)(cov.44 In 1365 and 1368 Stauropolis was still without a 
metropolitan and under the administration of the metropolitan of 
Bizye.45 Conditions were evidently so unpropitious that it had not been 
possible to send a prelate to the area, and certainly the community must 
have been declining steadily (if it existed at all). In 1369 a metropolitan 
of the community reappears in the acta as the recipient of the churches of 
Miletus and Antioch ad Maeandrum, K ara  Aoyov ettiSoctecos.46 This 
confirms the declining condition of Stauropolis. But Antioch and Miletus 
were probably in a worse state and therefore the patriarch had to provide 
the metropolitan of Stauropolis with further support. So in 1387 he con
ferred Rhodes, Cos, and the Cyclades on the metropolitan.47 The 
metropolitan of Myra, however, contested these islands and so the metro
politan of Stauropolis finally received them (kcctoc Aoyov ettiSocfegos)  

only on the death of the metropolitan of Myra in about 1394.48 This 
evidently delayed the final disappearance of the metropolitanate, for a 
metropolitan is again mentioned in 1399, but the church is completely 
abandoned in the notitia of the fifteenth century.49

The metropolitanates of Hierapolis, Laodiceia, and Chonae, separated 
from Stauropolis by the Salbakus and Cadmus mountains, were located 
in a restricted area. Therefore this region must have been thickly settled

40 Waechter, Verfall, p. 33. The Turkish traveler Evliya Chelebi makes interesting 
observations on the culture of the Attaliote Christians during the seventeenth century, 
see chapter vii below.

41 Miklosich et Muller, II, 95.
42 Waechter, Verfall, p. 34. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 639.
43 Miklosich et Muller, I, 362.
44 Ibid., 429.
45 Ibid., 471, 500.
46 Ibid., 511.
47 Ibid., II, 106-108.
48 Ibid., 197—199*
49 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 34-37. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 628-630. Miklosich et 

Muller, II, 469.
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and rich in pre-Turkish times in order to have been able to support three 
metropolitanates in such a comparatively small area. The decline of these 
communities occurred somewhat later than that of the communities in 
eastern Asia Minor. But in the latter half of the fourteenth century, the 
customary bestowals kcctoc Aoyov ETriSoaecos appear in the acta, indicating 
a diminution of the Christian communities. In 1370 the metropolitan of 
Cotyaeum received the churches of Hierapolis, Chonae, and Synnada;50 
in 1384 Chonae, Cotyaeum, and the patriarchal possessions of Coula and 
Colida were placed under Laodiceia.51 One year later (1385) Phila- 
delpheia received the churches of Synnada and Hierapolis,52 and in 1394 
Coula, Colida, Synnada, and the bishopric of Synnada.53 But the metropol
itan seats of Hierapolis, Laodiceia, Synnada, and Cotyaeum then disappear 
from the episcopal catalog in the fifteenth century.54 The church of 
Miletus is last mentioned in 136955 in which year it, along with Antioch ad 
Maeandrum, went to the church of Stauropolis Kcrra Aoyov emSoaecos. 
Both are missing from the notitia of the fifteenth century.56

In the days before the Seljuk invasions, Ephesus had been one of the 
largest, richest, and most powerful of the metropolitanates, hence its 
decline was very striking. As a result of its ancient prominence, the 
church in Constantinople made extraordinary efforts to keep it from 
vanishing completely. Consequently the church seems to have been occu
pied in an irregular manner up to 1393. In the years 1400 and 1401 the 
metropolitan of Gothia is mentioned as tov tottov tou Tcpeaou ETreycov.57 
A metropolitan was, however, reappointed to the seat and Ephesus 
retained its old place and rank in the notitia of the fifteenth century.

In spite of this conservatism, the Christian community was in a seriously 
depleted state, for when the Turks took Ephesus in 1304 all those whom 
they did not put to the sword were transplanted to another town.58 In a 
pronouncement of 1368 the patriarch united the metropolitanate of 
Pyrgion with that of Ephesus “forever.” The document states that 
actually Pyrgion had been given to the metropolitan of Ephesus kcctcc 

Aoyov ImSoaEcos three years previously. But as he had not been able, up 
to the present, to reenter his church, he had not been able to visit the 
church of Pyrgium.59 Even with the union of Pyrgion with Ephesus, the 
situation had so declined in Ephesus that by 1387 the small community 
could not even support a poor priest, for all had been destroyed by the

50 Miklosich et Muller, I, 539.
51 Ibid., II, 88.
52 Ibid., 87.
53 Ibid., 209-210.
54 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 37-38. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 628-629.
55 Miklosich et Muller, I, 510. It is previously mentioned in 1365, Ibid., 471, 476, 489.
56 Ibid., 510-511. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 628-629.
57 Miklosich et Muller, II, 312, 519, 514. Waechter, Verfall, p. 40. On the irregularity 

of occupancy in the first half of the fourteenth century see below.
58 Pachymeres, II, 589.
59 Miklosich et Muller, I, 498.
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Turks. So in addition to Pyrgion, Ephesus received Pergamum, Clazo- 
menae, New Phocaea

not only because it is not now possible to consecrate metropolitans there, but also 
because this is customary and has occurred often in many churches, which 
having been raised in prosperous times from bishoprics to archbishoprics or 
metropolitanates . . . again with the decline of affairs were demoted to bishoprics.60

Ephesus suffered at the time of the Timurid invasion, but nevertheless 
survived in the notitia of the fifteenth century.61 Pergamum and Pyrgion 

declined quickly in the fourteenth century and so are absent from the 
fifteenth-century catalog of the hierarchs.62

Sardes declined rapidly after the Turkish conquest in the early four
teenth century. In 1343 it was still the seat of a metropolitanate, and the 
seat continued to exist down to 1369.63 But in this year the metropolitan of 
Philadelpheia is bestowed forever with the rank and title of Sardes, for 
Sardes had long been nothing more than a field of ruins.

Time . . . alters and changes all and . . . causes prosperity to progress towards 
extinction . . . .  The great metropolis of Sardes . . . had for so long attained such 
glory and fame . . . and its most beautiful order and culture, so that it was num
bered among the first and the greatest metropolitanates . . . and at the tip of the 
tongues of all, as a pleasing delight and ornament of those many cities that are in 
Asia. But [time] brought her to such degradation, by consent of God that is, and 
so disposed her affairs as not to preserve even the outline or some small trace of a 
city, transferring it from a garden of luxury into a plain of destruction and 
extinction.64

Philadelpheia remained Byzantine until the Ottoman conquest in 1391 
and thus continued to be a strong ecclesiastical center. It continues in the 

notitia of the fifteenth century.65

Smyrna was conquered by Aydin early in the fourteenth century and 
when in 1318 a metropolitan was appointed to Smyrna he was given 

Chios66 and was instructed to

lead back to fear of God those who have been led astray and to take in hand those 
who have been perverted.67

In 1343 the Latins took Smyrna from the Turks and the position of the 
Christians seems to have been eased,68 for previously, between 1329—1339,

60 Ibid., II, 105.
61 Waechter, Verfall, p. 42. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 628.
62 Miklosich et Muller, II, 105. Waechter, Verfall, p. 44. Pyrgium is last mentioned as 

an independent metropolitanate in 1316 (Miklosich et Muller, I, 65), and then disappears 
from the acta until 1387, when along with Pergamum it is made a bishopric under 
Ephesus.

63 Miklosich et Muller, I, 237.
64 Ibid., 509.
65 Ibid., II, 209-210, it received Coula, Colida, and Synnada in 1394.
66 The latter is without leadership because of the ’avcopocAia and aOyyuCTis. 

Ibid., I, 93, reflects the spread of disorder to the islands following the erection of the 
emirates and the appearance of piracy.

67 Ibid., 92.
68 Nicephorus Gregoras, II, 689. Cantacuzene, II, 420.
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Matthew the metropolitan of Ephesus had been forced to remain in 
Europe. Though in 1347 the metropolitan of Philadelpheia was ordered 
to look after Smyrna and Phocaea,69 in 1363 a metropolitan of Smyrna 

appears in the acta.70 The decision states that the Christians in Smyrna 
are “many and without number.” That it was comparatively well-off is 
confirmed by a document of 1387 concerning a dispute between Smyrna 
and Ephesus over Pergamum, Phocaea, and Clazomenae. Pergamum, 
Clazomenae and New Phocaea were given to Ephesus because it was 
more impoverished, whereas the relatively more prosperous Smyrna was 
given only Old Phocaea.71 Though a metropolitan of Smyrna does not 
appear in the acta after 1389,72 the church survived the conquests of 
Timur and appears in the fifteenth-century catalog of metropolitans.73

Among the metropolitanates of Abydus, Pegae, and Cyzicus in the 
Hellespontine regions, only Cyzicus outlived the storm of the fourteenth 
century. Abydus, which is not mentioned in the acta, does occur as late 
as the so-called ecthesis of Andronicus III (mid-fourteenth century), 
but after this time, it is not heard of again. It had long since been filled 
with bellicose Turks preparing to attack Europe, and the Greeks, being 
close to Thrace, must have largely fled.74 The church of Parium was united 
to Pegae in the early fourteenth century because of the latter’s need, and 
in 1354 the metropolitan of Pegae received the metropolitanate of 
Sozopolis as further economic support. The document that grants this 
epidosis in 1354 gives a picture of Pegae as having all but vanished. It then 
disappears from the acta and notitia after being mentioned in the 

ecthesis of Andronicus III.75
Cyzicus, whose metropolitan was the s ôcpyos ttccot|s 'EAArjarrovTou, 

was more important because of its strategic commercial location. In 1324 
it was one of the three Anatolian ecclesiastical seats which was able to 
contribute a temporary annual subsidy to the needy patriarchate. This 
shows its comparative wealth, though it was soon to undergo hard times 
in the fourteenth century. After the Ottoman conquest, Cyzicus had so 
declined that in 1347 the metropolitan of Cyzicus was given Ganus 
koctcc Aoyov emSoaecos.76 In the years 1370 and 13 727 7 the seat was with
out a metropolitan, and it was not until 1381 that a metropolitan re
appeared.78 Possibly this was due to financial difficulties. With the

69 Miklosich et Muller, I, 256.
70 Ibid., 445. He is reprimanded for remaining in Thessalonike and not proceeding 

to Smyrna. The patriarch declares that if it is not possible to enter Smyrna he must 
take up his seat in the monastery of Croitzus in Phocaea.

71 Ibid., II, 103 ff.
72 Ibid., 138.
73 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 629. Ducas, pp. 72-76.
74 Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, p. 153. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 608. 

Waechter, Verfall, pp. 48-49.
75 Pachymeres, II, 415. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 607. Miklosich et Muller, I, 330.
76 Miklosich et Muller, I, 261.
11 Ibid., 531, 594.
78 Ibid., II, 24.
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appointment of a new metropolitan in 1387 it was necessary to bestow 
upon him, Kcrra Aoyov einSoaecos, the declining seat of Chalcedon, its 
possessions in Constantinople, and certain patriarchal possessions in 

Bithynia and Hellespont.79 In spite of this serious decline, Cyzicus 
survived and appears in the catalog of the fifteenth century.80

The period between 1261 and 1337 was a very turbulent one for the 
Christian inhabitants of Bithynia.81 Pachymeres and Gregoras give a 
vivid description of the wasting of the area and of the flight of its popu
lation behind the gates of the larger cities and across the sea to Thrace. 
But even inside the cities siege, famine, and slaughter all were experienced. 
With the completion and consolidation of the conquests in Bithynia by 
Orhan, the conditions of the Christians were stabilized, both in the cities 
and the countryside, and the clergy, upon the payments of money, 
eventually came to a modus vivendi with the conquerors.82 Apamaea 
declined early, passing to the administration of the metropolitan of Prusa 
in 1318.83 In the ecthesis of Andronicus III it was replaced by the 
churches of Litvon and Caucasion, and thus the church seems to have 
been abandoned.84

A synodal proceeding of 1318 describes Prusa as hard pressed,85 
a reflection of the growing Ottoman military pressure and sieges of the 
larger Bithynian cities. It was in response to this that the church of Prusa 
had received the administration of Apamaea and the patriarchal mon
astery of Hosius Eustratius within Prusa.86 Apparently, the plight of 
Prusa in the half century following its conquest was severe, as in 1327 and 
again in 1331 the metropolitan of the city appears as proedrus of the 
church of Bizye in Europe and a legitimate metropolitan appears only in 

1347-87 A further indication of the difficulties of the church is the fact 
that from 1347 to 1386 no metropolitan of Prusa is mentioned.88 Inasmuch 
as Prusa was close to Constantinople, it is highly probable that had there 
been a regular metropolitan he would have showed up at some of the 
meetings of the synod in Constantinople and would have signed the 
proceedings. In 1386 the metropolitan of Prusa administered the church 
of Cotyaeum;89 and in 1401, the church of Nicomedia.90 Though Prusa
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79 Ibid., 108-110.
80 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 628.
81 For a detailed description see Pachymeres, I, 311; II, 335-336. Nicephorus Gregoras,

I, 214.
82 Waechter, Verfall, p. 54.
83 Miklosich et Muller, I, 80-81.
84 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 608.
85 Miklosich et Muller, I, 80.
86 Ibid., 8o~8i.
87 Ibid., 144, 164, 270.
88 Ibid., II , 90.
89 Ibid.
90 Ibid., 561.
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survived the fourteenth-century crisis and appears in the fifteenth- 
century notitia, it suffered a great decline.91

Nicodemia, taken in 1337 by the Ottomans, also suffered the severe 
ordeals of continuous sieges.92 From 1327 to 1356 no metropolitan of 
Nicomedia appears in the acta. In 1356 the metropolitan of Selymbria 
held the church of Nicomedia as 6 tottov eirex1̂ 93 while it was thus held 
in  1381-83 and perhaps until 1385 by the metropolitan of Ungro- 
Vlachia.94 These facts demonstrate the uncertainty of the conditions under 
which the Christians of the area lived even after the early Ottoman 
conquest. Nicomedia continues, however, as the seat of a much reduced 
metropolitanate in the notitia of the fifteenth century.95

Nicaea finally fell in 1331. But the surrounding areas of Belocome, 
Angelocome, Anagourda, Platanea, and Melangeia had previously fallen 
to the Turks and had become semidesolate.96 Nicephorus Gregoras 
describes the effect of the conquest on the Christians.

The barbarians settled on the shores of Bithynia fearlessly and imposed the 
heaviest taxes on the remaining small towns. They did not, for a while, drive the 
people and towns to complete destruction, for they were able to pay them easily 
in the shortest time. However, they [TurksJ did not cease to make frequent 
attacks and to capture the majority of the miserable ones both on land and sea.97

An act of the Constantinopolitan synod (1381) explicitly states that 
Nicaea, the seat of the first ecumenical council and capital of the Lascarid 
empire, is to receive Prusa as an epidosis because of its declined state.98 The 
area suffered further devastation at the beginning of the fifteenth century, 
when T im ur’s general Sevindjik appeared plundering and destroying in 
the regions of Nicaea and Cius. Nicaea, however, survived as a metro
politanate in the notitia of the fifteenth century.99

In  the church of Chalcedon decline is apparent from the early fourteenth 
century, and it seems to have been largely destroyed through the raids of 
the Turks. About the year 1316 the metropolitan received the church of 
Maeroneia (in the Balkans), and he kept it until 1327.100 Then the
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91 Waechter, Verfall, pp. 54-55- Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 628.
92 Pachymeres, II, 412-413, the surrounding towns are emptied.
93 Miklosich et Muller, I, 362.
94 Ibid,., II, 37-38, 43, 46, 48, 51. Waechter, Verfall, p. 56.
95 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 628.
96 Pachymeres, II, 413.
97 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 458. This indicates a certain depopulation and confusion 

in certain areas of Bithynia and also fiscal oppression by the Turks. Both of these factors 
appear in the acta for other areas of Asia Minor. There were additional forces at 
work which resulted in a great diminution of the Christian population. See below, and 
chapter v.

98 Miklosich et Muller, II, 25. In 1386 we find an independant metropolitan of Prusa, 
Waechter, Verfall, p. 58, and a metropolitan is named for Nicaea in 1395, Miklosich et 
Muller, II, 237. The ruin and poverty of Nicaea are described by Ibn Battuta-Gibb, 
II, 452-453-

99 Waechter, Verfall, p. 58. Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 628. Ducas, p. 72.
100 Miklosich et Muller, I, 45.
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metropolitanate disappears from the acta for twenty-seven years until 
1354.101 In 1387 the metropolitan of Cyzicus received the metro
politanate of Chalcedon, the document mentioning that, “The city of 

Chalcedon was destroyed many years ago and has very few inhabitants 
so tha t they have no need of a bishop.”102

This is reiterated in a proceeding of 1389 which declares that though 
the previous patriarch (Philotheus) had ruled there should never again 
be a metropolitan of Chalcedon, a metropolitan is once more to be 
appointed. He is, however, to have none of the former rights in Chalcedon 
and is to remain in Constantinople “just as all the other metropolitans 
who come here because . . .  of necessity.”103

These administrative documents, emanating from the patriarchal synod, 
indicate that twenty-seven Anatolian metropolitanates ceased to exist at 
some time in the fourteenth or fifteenth century: Melitene, Celtzene, 

Mocissus, Tyana, Nazianzus, Gangra, Amastris, Pontoheracleia, Amo- 
rium, Pessinus, Side, Myra, Perge, Attaleia, Stauropolis, Hierapolis, 
Laodiceia, Synnada, Cotyaeum, Antioch ad M aeandrum, Miletus, 

Pergamum, Pyrgion, Sardes, Pegae, Abydus, and Apameia. A second 
group of documents, the notitiae episcopatum, not only corroborate the 
synodal acta but supplement them by recording the disappearance of 
still other Anatolian metropolitanates and bishoprics.

The Notitiae Episcopatum

The so-called notitiae episcopatum constitute a second source for 
reconstructing the number of metropolitanates and bishoprics and their 
position in the church hierarchy. These notitiae are lists of the metro
politanates, bishoprics, and archbishoprics, which were composed for 
purposes of protocol and were used in synods, court, and other official 
functions. The notitiae define clearly the positions and rank of the 
participant. The same sort of function was performed for the members of 
the Byzantine military and administrative organization by such a docu
ment as the Cleterologion of Philotheus. These lists reflect the formal 
changes in the makeup of the episcopacy. They give the alterations either 
through elevations or demotions of certain ecclesiastical seats, and also 
the disappearance of old and appearance of new metropolitanates or 
bishoprics as a result of political decline or expansion.

How are these notitiae to be used by the historian? There are three 
fundamental rules that must be observed: (1) these documents are, by 
nature, extremely conservative and tend to preserve the old order of 
metropolitanates and bishoprics (quite often they may mention a metro
politanate or bishopric tha t has either declined or disappeared); (2) we

101 Ibid.. 144, 338.
102 Ibid., II, 109.
103 Ibid., 133.
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find ecclesiastical sees that are not mentioned in the notitiae because of 
their short life;(3) when a metropolitanate is no longer mentioned in the 
notitiae, it is probably correct to assume either its disappearance or sharp 
decline as a Christian center. O f these three points, we must consider 
only the first and third for our purposes. We may proceed to evaluate 
the notitiae on this basis. If  metropolitanates cease to be mentioned in 
these documents, it means that they have ceased to function as im portant 
Christian centers in Asia M inor, and this disappearance from the lists is 
doubly significant inasmuch as traditional Byzantine conservatism was 
reluctant to abandon the established pattern. Second, if metropolitanates 
continue to be mentioned in Asia Minor in the notitiae of the twelfth 
through the fifteenth century, we must evaluate and control the notitiae 
by what we know of the actual history of the area and of the period.104

Notitiae 

Leo VI105

Total
metro

politans

Metro
politans

in
Anatolia

Metro
politans

in
Europe

Total
bishops

Bishops
in

Anatolia

Bishops
in

Europe

32 19 5 i5 373 142

Nea Tactica106 54 35 *9 5°3 37o 133

Tzimsces107 * 56 37 19

Skabalanovic108 81 46 35

Philippicus 1477109 82 47 35

Isaac II110 93 52 4 1

c. 1204111 85 48 37 611 421 190

Andronicus II112 f 112 56 56

Andronicus III113 108 54 54

Notitia of 15 th c114 72 17 54 118 3 i *5

104 Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, p. 148.
105 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 549-567. On the dates of the various parts see Grumel, 

Registre, 598.
106 Georgii Cyprii descriptio orbis Romani, ed. H. Gelzer (Leipzig, 1890), pp. 57—83 (here

after cited as Nea Tactica).
107 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 569-572.
108 Skabalanovic, Gosudarstvo, pp. 401-424.
109 Gelzer, “Ungedruckte und wenig bekannte Bistumerverzeichnisse der orientalischen 

Kirche,” B.Z., I (1892), 253-257.
110 Gelzer, Analecta Byzantina, Index lectionum Jenensis 1891 bis 1892 (Jena, 1892).
111 V. Benesevi£, “Monumenta Vaticana ad ius canonicum pertinentia,” Studi Bizantini 

II (1927), i3I“I55-
112 Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 505-606.
113 Ibid., pp. 606-610.
114 Ibid., pp. 613-637.
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The notitiae that are going to be considered are ten in number and they 
range, chronologically, from the tenth to the fifteenth century. In each 
one shall be noted, first, the total number of metropolitanates; second, 
the number in Asia M inor; third, the number in the European provinces; 
fourth, the total number of bishoprics (where given); fifth, the number in 
Asia M inor; sixth, the number in the European provinces.

W hat do the statistics from these notitiae say, and, more important, 
what can be elicited from them ? The basic notitia is that attributed to 
Leo V I for it is the model for those that followed. It lists 51 metropolitan
ates, of which 32 are in Asia Minor and 19 in the European provinces of 
the empire. O f the 515 bishoprics, 373 are in Asia Minor and only 142 
are in the European portion of the empire. The far larger numbers of 
metropolitanates and bishoprics in Asia Minor reflect the comparatively 
greater importance, size, and wealth of the church in Anatolia. This is 
further reflected by the order of precedence of the various metropolitan 
seats in  the notitia. In  the list that follows, the num ber of bishoprics in 
each is listed by the side of the metropolitanate.115

1. Caesareia—15 27. Corinth—7
2. Ephesus—34 28. Athens—10
3. Heracleia—15 29. Mocissus—4
4. Ankara—8 30. Seleuceia—22
5. Cyzicus—12 31. Calabria—12
6. Sardes—21 32. Patras—4
7. Nicomedia—10 33. Trebizond—7
8. Nicaea—6 34. Larissa—10
9. Chalcedon—0 35. Naupactus—8

10. Side—16 36. Philippopolis—10
11. Sebasteia—4 37. Trajanopolis—7
12. Amaseia—5 38. Rhodes—10
13. Sicily—13 39. Philippi—6
14. Tyana—3 40. Adrianople—11
15. Gangra—3 41. Hierapolis—9
16. Thessalonike—5 42. Dyrrachium—4
17. Claudiopolis—5 43. Smyrna—4
18. Neocaesareia—3 44. Catana—0
19. Pessinus—7 45. Amorium—5
20. Myra—33 46. Camachus—8
21. Stauroplis or Caria—26 47. Cotyaeum—3
22. Laodiceia—22 48. Hagia Severina—4
23. Synnada—22 49. Mitylene—5
24. Iconium—15 50. New Patras—1
25. Antioch (Maeander)—21
26. Perge or Sylaion—18

51. Euchaita—4

Not only are there more metropolitan seats in Asia Minor, but they 
are generally larger and their districts more heavily populated than the

115 Ibid., pp. 550-559-
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metropolitanates of Europe, as is indicated by the greater number of 
bishoprics subordinate to each. The largest metropolitanate in Europe is 
that of Heracleia with fifteen subordinate bishoprics. Adrianople has ten, 
and a city such as Thessalonike only five. On the other hand Ephesus 
boasts thirty-four; Myra, thirty-three; Seleuceia, twenty-two; Sardes, 
twenty-one; Antioch on the Maeander, twenty-one; Stauropolis, twenty- 
six, and so on. O f the first twenty-six metropolitan seats that appear in the 
list only three (Heracleia, Sicily, Thessalonike) are in Europe, while 
twenty-three out of the twenty-six are in Asia M inor! This raises the next 
problem. Is order of rank determined by size, by the tradition of prece
dence which was established a t an earlier date by the church, or by a 
combination of both ? In short, does order of rank tell us anything about 
the comparative size of the population ? I t would seem that the order of 
rank depended, originally, on the tradition of the forming church and 
the position of the city in the provincial administration of the empire. 
Thus it must often have happened that the traditions of the forming church 
were connected with urban centers of respectable size. These metropolitan 
seats would have had to retain a certain population in order to keep their 
ecclesiastical importance over the centuries. T hat the eccleciastical 
provinces of Asia Minor possessed a larger population than did the 
European ecclesiastical provinces is demonstrated by the greater number 
of bishoprics which the richer Asia Minor metropolitanates possessed. 
The Nea Tactica and the notitia attributed to the reign of John 
Tzimisces attest to much the same state of affairs. In  this last mentioned 
notitia, there are almost twice as many metropolitanates in Asia Minor 
(37) as in Europe (19). The notitiae of the eleventh century show a 

remarkable rise in the metropolitanates both in Asia Minor but especially 
in Europe. O f a total of eighty-two, forty-seven are in Asia M inor and 
thirty-five in Europe. Though there has been a trememdous increase in 
the number of European metropolitanates, the number in Europe does 
not attain that in Asia Minor. The increase in numbers, both in Europe 
and Asia Minor, is largely due to the expansion of the empire in the tenth 
and eleventh centuries in eastern Asia M inor, the Balkans, and Crete. 
Also, however, a number of new metropolitan sees appear in nonborder 
districts, both in Asia Minor and Europe. W hy is this so? Is it possibly 
due to an increase in population, or is it merely parallel to the cutting 
up of the provincial themes into a larger number of smaller districts? 
It is very difficult to say what the reason is for the increase in the number 
of this type of metropolitanate, but the remarks of the canon lawyer 
Balsamon suggest that this expansion is partially connected with pop
ulation expansion.

This trend, that is the increase in the num ber of metropolitanates 
both in Europe and Asia M inor, continues through the twelfth and th ir
teenth centuries and even into the fourteenth century; in fact it reaches a
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high point in the notitia tha t appeared in the reign of Andronicus II  and 
only begins to decline slightly in the notitia of the reign of Andronicus III. 
This is particularly disturbing, for we well know the bad state of con
ditions in the Asia M inor church from the twelfth century and in the 
European provinces from the time of the Fourth Crusade. We should 
expect to see a decrease in the number of metroplitanates in both areas, or 
at best that the number of these seats should remain the same in keeping 
with traditional Byzantine conservatism. Thus in  the notitia from the 
reign of Andronicus I I  there are 112 metropolitanates distributed 
evenly between Asia Minor (56) and Europe (56). But though the appear
ance of such a large number of metropolitanates in Asia Minor would 
tend to vitiate this list as an indicator of the church’s situation in Asia 
Minor, it is qualified by an interesting factor. M any of the old, prominent 
Anatolian metropolitanates begin to sink lower in the order of precedence. 
Thus Side, Sebasteia, Amaseia, Melitene, Tyana, and Gangra, for instance, 
slip down three places in the hierarchical order. Conversely, Thessalonike 
in Europe jumps from sixteenth to eleventh place.116 The trend is obvious. 
Certain European provinces now begin to rise in the order of honor, and 
many of the Anatolian churches begin to slip to lower ranks. This is, of 
course, what one would expect in Asia Minor. This is further reflected in 
the fact that for the first time the number of European metropolitanates 
equals the number in Asia Minor. The notitiae had continued to focus on 
that of Leo V I as the ideal form, and the Comnenoi and Angeloi had 
merely patched up the old diatyposis of Leo V I without altering it 
basically. Though by the time of the Palaeologoi, most of Asia Minor and 
much of Europe had been lost, the emperors still held on to the old 

forms, and concessions were still made to the past. But now one begins to 
see the impact of the losses of the church starting gradually to manifest 
themselves in the notitia of Andronicus II. The im portant cities of the 
empire such as Thessalonike, Adrianople, and Monemvasia in Europe, 
and Philadelpheia, Prusa, and Pergamum in northwest Anatolia (still 
Byzantine territory) maintain and improve their position in the hierarchy. 
On the other hand, many of the old Asia M inor seats, in some cases 
nothing more than a pile of stones and ruins, went down a few places in 
rank. Thus the old traditional form of the notitiae has begun to break 
down, and the formula of to ccpxcaa KporreiTCO begins to give ground 
slowly but perceptibly, before the great destruction that the church had 

suffered since the end of the eleventh century.117
W ith the fifteenth century, the crying dissonance between sacerdotal 

pretense and reality of the situation finally disappears from the notitiae. 
An episcopal list of the late fifteenth century lists seventy-one (or
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116 Ibid., pp. 507-601.
117 Ibid., p. 613.
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seventy-two?)118 metropolitanates under the patriarch of Constantinople 
of which only seventeen are in Anatolia and fifty-four are in Europe! 
There are seven archbishoprics in Europe, but merely one in Asia Minor. 

O f a very large number of bishoprics, only three are in Anatolia! This 
ecclesiastical document reflects with startling clarity and brevity uncommon 
in the long tradition of ecclesiastical literature the complete collapse of 
Hellenism in Asia Minor. The author of the notitia, after cataloging the 
existing metropolitanates and archbishoprics, includes a lament on the sad 
state of the church in Anatolia.

What a frightful decline! Read all [of the following] and you shall greatly 
lament.

There were also other metropolitanates, archbishoprics, and bishoprics as 
appears written in the diatyposis of the emperor lord Leo the Wise, and in that 
of the emperor lord Andronicus the second, of the Palaeologoi, which emperor 
honored and raised some of the thrones from lesser to greater [ones], and other 
great ones he demoted to lesser thrones, having authority as emperor [to do so]. 
Of these, many were made desolate and were completely obliterated by those 
who rule us.

And neither is a metropolitan to be found in the metropolitanates, nor an arch
bishop in the archbishoprics, nor a bishop in the bishoprics, nor priest in church, 
nor monk in monastery or pious foundation or cell, nor other Christian layman 
in castle or land . . . .

Fifty-one metropolitanates, eighteen archbishoprics, and four hundred and 
seventy-eight bishoprics are desolate. In the diatyposis of the said emperor lord 
Leo the Wise are ninety metropolitanates.

In the [diatyposis] of the above mentioned emperor lord Andronicus the 
second, of the Palaeologoi, are one hundred twelve [metropolitanates] and 
twenty-five archbishoprics.

And not only were those metropolitanates, archbishoprics, bishoprics, the 
monasteries and churches obliterated; But also the provinces of the three patri
archs of Alexandria, Antioch, and Jerusalem. Neither will you find a single 
metropolitan there, nor other Christian, layman or clergy.

But on the thrones of those patriarchates you will find barely a few priests, 
monks, and laymen. Because the churches of their provinces have been obliterated 
completely and Christ’s people, that is the Christians, have been utterly destroyed.119

118 Ibid., p. 629, the Greek text lists 71 metropolitan seats whereas the numbering 
erroneously lists 72.

119 Ibid., pp. 630-631. The following seats appear in this document as still existing in 
Asia Minor:

Metropolitanates
Neocaesareia
Trebizond
Caesareia
Iconium
Amaseia
Ankara

Pisidia
Ephesus
Philadelpheia
Smyrna
Gerasus
Cyzicus

Archbishoprics Bishoprics
Chalcedon Proiconnesus Apollonias (of Nicomedia) 
Prusa Kanin (of Trebizond)
Nicomedia Opheos (of Trebizond)
Nicaea 
Rizaion

The reference to 90 metropolitanates in the time of Leo VI is erroneous and it probably 
refers to the eleventh and twelfth centuries. A document of the seventeenth century 
(Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, pp. 637-641), records that at least 430 bishoprics had dis
appeared from Asia Minor in the past.
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I t is rather obvious that the notitiae have a number of interesting things 
to say about Asia Minor. First of all they make it possible to trace, in 
rough general lines, the decline of the church in Asia Minor through the 
changes in the order of precedence which occur by the time of Andronicus 
II, and also by the disappearance of many of the Anatolian metropolitan
ates from the notitia of the fifteenth century. In the time of the notitia 
attributed to Leo V I there were thirty-two metropolitan and three hundred 
seventy-three episcopal seats in Asia Minor. The notitia of the fifteenth 
century records only seventeen Anatolian metropolitanates in contrast 
to fifty-four for Europe, and only three Anatolian bishoprics. These 
statistics speak for themselves, indicating that up to the late eleventh 
century the metropolitanates of Asia Minor were far and away the most 
im portant of those under the church of Constantinople. This is obviously 
reflected in the greater number and superior rank of these metropolitanates 
in the notitiae. But to what is this superiority due? As has been indicated 
above, it is more than a mere m atter of conservative hierarchical tradition. 
I t is to a large extent the reflection of the fact that for a long time Asia 
Minor was the political, economic, as well as the ecclesiastical center of 
gravity of the Byzantine Empire.120 Actually the peninsula remained the 
most im portant province of the empire until the Seljuk conquests of the 
eleventh century. The large number of metropolitanates in Anatolia 
reflects more than certain pious traditions in the administrative structure 
of the church. I t reflects the fact that Asia Minor was, of the two major 
portions of the empire, the more heavily populated, and the more 
economically prosperous. This explains why it could support twice as 
many bishoprics as could the European provinces. One might, rather 

questionably, argue that Asia Minor had more metropolitanates because 
of its position in the early formation of the church. But the fact that there 
were in the time of John Tzimisces only 133 bishoprics in Europe and 
370 in Anatolia simply reflects the greater population and economic 
power of these eastern provinces to sustain the larger ecclesiastical 
structure such a number of bishoprics entailed. This general line of argu
ment is to a certain extent borne out and supported by a consideration of 
the thematic structure of the provinces.

The administrative hierarchy of the government also reflects the greater 
importance of Anatolia as a military recruiting ground and tax reservoir. 
Just as for the ecclesiastical hierarchy we have the notitiae that show the 
relative importance of the metropolitanates, so for the overall hierarchical 
structure of the empire’s institutions we have similar documents, the 
Cleterologium of Philotheus (c. 899-900)121 and the Tacticon Benesevic 
of the tenth century.122 These two documents list the order of appearance

120 Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, p. 173.
121J. B. Bury, Imperial Administrative System in the Ninth Century (London, 1911).
122 Benesevic, “Die byzantinischen Ranglisten,” B.N.J., V (1926), 97-167; VI (1928), 

H3-I45.
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in which the officials of the empire shall appear at official functions. In 
these documents the superiority of the eastern provinces over those of the 
west is clearly marked and displayed in a num ber of particulars. In  the 
Cleterologium of Philotheus the order and sequence of the generals is as 

follows:123

Anatolicon 
Armeniacon 
Thracesian 
Opsicion 
Bucellarion 
Cappadocia 
Charsianon 
Coloneia 
Paphlagonia 
Thrace 
J^cedonia 
Chaldia 
Peloponessus

Nicopolis
Cibyrrheote
Hellas
Sicily
Strymon
Cephallenia
Thessalonike
Dyrrachium
Samos
Aegean
Dalmatia
Cherson

The first nine thematic officials in order of rank are in charge of themes in 
Asia Minor. Their higher position is further illustrated by the fact that they 
received a fixed salary in gold paid directly from Constantinople, while the 
European thematic generals (Thrace and Macedonia excepted) had to 
raise their salaries in their own provinces. The salary scale for the eastern 
generals (including Thrace and Macedonia) was as follows.124

Class I
Class II 
Class III

Class IV
Chaldia
Mesopotamia

Anatolicon, Armeniacon, Thracesian 
Opsicion, Bucellarion, Macedonia 
Cappadocia, Charsianon, Paphlagonia, 

Thrace, Coloneia 
Cibyrrheote, Samos, Aegean 
received customs dues plus io lbs. gold 
received customs dues

40 lbs. gold 
30 lbs. gold

20 lbs. gold 
10 lbs. gold

Thus the details of the thematic structure seem to support the contention 
that Asia Minor was more im portant from the point of view of 
population.

Though it is not possible to say anything as to numbers when speaking 
of populations, nevertheless the conclusion that the Byzantine population 
of Asia Minor was substantially greater than tha t of the European 
provinces both in the tenth and the eleventh centuries is an im portant 
fact to which reference has already been made in chapter i.

This consideration of the episcopal lists and the fourteenth-century 
patriarchal decisions results, a t this point, in three im portant con
clusions : (1) the numerical and economic center of gravity of the Greek

133 Bury, Ninth Century, p. 40. The Tacticon Uspenski gives even greater importance to 
the Asiatic themes.

124 Ibid. For a slightly later period see the details in Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De 
Caerimoniis, 1,696-697. This also tends to emphasize the importance of the Asiatic themes.
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church in the tenth and eleventh centuries lay in Asia M inor; (2) by the 
early fourteenth century the ecclesiastical structure and communities of 
Anatolia are undergoing (or have already undergone) a fateful and 
decisive crisis; (3) when Anatolia is once more largely under one rule 
(Ottoman) in the late fifteenth century, the Greek communities and 
ecclesiastical structure have been largely obliterated. The vast extent of 
Greek Christianity in tenth- and eleventh-century Anatolia and the degree 
to which it was effaced by the fifteenth century indicate that there has 

occurred a transformation of vast proportions. In  contemplating the 
nature of the process by which Asia M inor was Islamized, one can no 
longer explain the phenomenon by positing a sparse, superficially Greek 
population suddenly overwhelmed by hordes of invaders who were in 
numbers greatly superior to the peninsula’s inhabitants.

Acta: Upheaval

The decisions of the patriarchal synod are im portant not only because 
they reveal clearly the decline and collapse of Greek Christianity through
out most of Asia Minor but also because they describe critical factors and 
details that caused and accompanied the disappearance of the church.

One of the first items that strikes the reader of the documents is the use 
of certain phrases describing the general situation in Anatolia during the 
fourteenth century. In  no less than twenty-six acta there is overwhelming 
reference to confusion, invasions, upheaval, turbulence, difficulties, straits, 
captivity, destruction, and attacks of foreigners, which have enveloped 
portions of Asia Minor and the church in that area.125 By way of example, 
during the years from 1315 to 1318 eleven documents refer to such times 
in Anatolia, very often giving specific references to the localities in such 
widely scattered areas as Sinope, Amaseia, Pontoheracleia, Melitene, 
Leontopolis, Sylaion, Myra, Side, Pisidia, Nymphaeum, Prusa, and 
Smyrna.126 These acta reflect a highly unsettled state of affairs and there 
is a very definite correlation of such documentary testimony with the 
emergence of the beyliks, their continuous warfate, and the raids and wars 
of wandering tribes.127 This period of upheaval was in large measure

125 On the meaning of G\ryy\J<J\sf P. Lemerle, Actes de Kutlumus (Paris, 1945), under 
CTuyxvcJis, in the index. For such terminology see the documents in Miklosich et Muller, 
I* 3~4* 34j 36-37* 37* 40* 69-70* 80, 88, 127, 143, 242, 330; II, 46, 61, 104, 133, 109, 197.

126 Though references to such troubled times occur less frequently during the middle 
of the century, by the end of the century they again appear frequently. The remainder 
of the documents speak of highly unsettled conditions in the areas of Euchaita, Iconium, 
Mocissus, Nazianzus, Pegae, Sardes, Attaleia, Perge, Pontoheracleia, Ephesus, Smyrna, 
Chalcedon, Stauropolis, Sinope, and Amisus.

127 This troubled and unsettled state is reflected by the fourteenth century traveler 
Ibn Battuta (Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, passim). The road to Laodiceia (Denizli) was infested 
with certain robbers whom he calls Germiyan and who possessed the town of Gotyaeum 
(Kutahya). To this Muslim traveler the Germiyanids (one of the most powerful of the 
Turkmen principalities) appear as little more than robbers who infest the roads of the 
countryside. The uncertain state of affairs is again reflected in the account of his journey 
to Tavas (Tabai). He and his companions were not allowed to pass through the city’s

31O
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responsible for the final destruction of the ecclesiastical structure in 
Anatolia.* 128 It would also seem, though this is admittedly a difficult 
subject upon which to generalize, that the various begs were frequently 
less tolerant toward the Christians than had been the Seljuk sultans. We 
have already seen the mixed cultural milieu of the court a t Konya, its 
strong Persian flavor, and its tolerance in all matters. The beyliks on the 
other hand were associated more with the ghazi traditions as interpreted 
by the Turkm en tribes.

The patriarchal acta therefore furnish further striking confirmation of 
the highly disruptive character of the Turkish conquest, a characteristic 
already established from chronicler and other contemporary literature in 
chapters ii and iii.

Acta: Impoverization

This cnlryxucns of the fourteenth century affected the church and 

Christians of Asia Minor in various ways. One of the more im portant 
effects was the church’s loss of property and income. This is a factor that, 
up to the present, has not been sufficiently appreciated in discussing the 
disappearance of Christianity in Anatolia. I t is one of the more im portant 
criteria by which the historian can measure the effects of the Turkish 
invasions and migrations into Anatolia vis-a-vis the church. This 
impoverization of the Greek church indicates the continuation, or at 
least the renewal, of a trend already clearly visible in the eleventh and 
twelfth centuries.

The poverty of the church is reflected in the quarrels that erupted 
between the patriarch Athanasius I  (1289-93, 1304-10) and his metro

politans and bishops in the reign of Andronicus II .129 Many of the 
hierarchs had left their churches and were to be found attending the 
synod in Constantinople. The patriarch made vigorous efforts to force 
them out of Constantinople and back to their churches.130 If, however,

gates until after a thorough investigation satisfied the local authorities that Ibn Battuta 
and his company were not bandits. Farther to the north he indicates that the beg of 
Balikesri, his host, was simply a robber baron. The famous Byzantine urban and ecclesi
astical centers of Nicaea, Smyrna, and Pergamum he describes as being nothing more 
than ruins. He reports that the formerly prosperous town of Erzerum in eastern Anatolia 
was largely in ruins as a result of warfare between two Turkish tribes. Incomplete though 
his report is, it gives one a partial picture of the disruption generally prevalent in parts 
of Asia Minor as a result of the turbulence of the Turkish beyliks and tribes. The letters 
of Manuel Palaeologus, ed. E. Legrand, Lettres de Vempereur Manuel Paleologue (Amsterdam, 
1962), passim, reflect the same conditions.

128 This state of affairs had already commenced in the latter half of the thirteenth 
century, when the power of the Rum Seljuks had declined.

129 Pachymeres, II, 518. On this remarkable figure see the life edited by Papadopoulos- 
Kerameus, Zhitiia dvukh vselenskikh patriarkhov XIV v Svv. Athanasiia I Isidora I  (St. Peters
burg, 1905). His unpublished correspondence (Cod. Vat. Gr. 2219) contains valuable 
material on the historical events of the day, and especially on the fate of the church and 
ecclesiastical administration.

130 Pachymeres, II, 643, **. . . psaov Tfjs ctuvoSou tcov fiyoupevcov (pgTa toutgov 
yap Tas avvoSous ETro(ei). Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 181-182. Athanasius disregarded, or
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it were possible for the metropolitans in the Balkans to return to their 
comparatively freer and more prosperous churches, it was literally 
impossible for many of the Anatolian churchmen.131 The basic causes of 
the quarrel between Athanasius and the metropolitans, which finally 
led to the patriarch’s abdication in 1310, were economic. The metro
politans had lost their incomes and staff of officials as a result of the 
Turkish conquest.132 Athanasius insisted, nevertheless, that they take 
part in all the various ecclesiastical celebrations of Constantinople in 
their official garments while a t the same time he made no economic 
provisions for their maintenance. Because of this they complained to the 
emperor Andronicus and beseeched him to intervene so that they might 
receive a subsidy. The patriarch consented to dole out six to eight 
nomismata per year for each of the metropolitans.133 Not only was this 
insufficient in terms of economic necessities, but Athanasius then refused 
to give the money. The dissatisfaction of the metropolitans with the 
austerities of the monk-patriarch led to the latter’s abdication.134 135

In 1315 the synod bestowed the revenues of certain metropolitan 
seats on the church of Constantinople because the patriarchate was having 
very difficult financial problems.

Formerly the mother of the church, that is the great church of God, had not a 
few revenues, and gave splendidly. . . . But the confusion and malaise of affairs 
and the alteration and transition of time and hostile movement have touched the 
incomes of the church and led to difficulties in and lessening of the revenues.133

rather regarded with suspicion the metropolitans. Pachymeres, 11,642 ; ”01 5e Tqs 
eKKAr)cias ttpootevtovtss, Kai cos “nSq Trposbropev, Otpopccpevoi, ol 8e ev ouSevi 
\oyi'£oiĴ voi.”

131 This parallels the conditions of the ayoAa£ovTSS from the Balkans and Anatolia 
in the eleventh and twelfth centuries, see chapter iii above. The Gomnenoi therefore 
differentiated between the two groups of clergymen, permitting the Anatolian metro
politans to remain in Constantinople but excluding the Balkan hierarchs from Con
stantinople.

132 Pachymeres, II, 647; *‘f) 5e ccyicoauvri oiSsv oti iroiel, oti Kai Eav Kai ti Eva- 
TroAeKpOev rj tcov ppETEpcov oiKOvopicov caro tcov EyOpcov, KCCl ccuto TTEpiauvayei 6 tcov 
cfcov SiKaicov gcpopos.” Ibid., 642; “ Kai oi exovtej olKOvopias TauTas anToaTEpovpsvoi 
Kai aurcov 0991K100V . . . aAAa Kai tcov TrpoaoScov caroaTEpoupEvot.” On the loss of 
their officials, ibid., 645.

133 The text refers to Oi 8e tfjs EKKAr|CTias TTpcoTsuovTes, which I take to refer to the 
metropolitans rather than to the officials of the patriarch, the peydAT] ttevt&s. Ibid., 
II, 644-645, also seems to refer to metropolitans. In either case, whether the document 
refers to the metropolitans or oqxptKta of the patriarch, it demonstrates the dire economic 
straits of the church attendant upon the Turkish conquest and the disruption of ecclesi
astical discipline therefrom. How meager, and therefore insufficient, the six nomismata 
would have been for the maintenance of the metropolitan and his administrative officials 
can be seen through a comparison with the dole of 36 nomismata that John IV Vatatzes 
gave to the poor in the thirteenth century, at a time when the nomisma had a higher 
gold content, ibid., I, 70.

134 Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 258-259. His enemies surreptitiously removed the patriarch’s 
footstool, and painted upon it a figure of Andronicus with a bridle in his mouth, being led 
by Athanasius as if the latter were a charioteer. Then they returned the stool and promptly 
accused the patriarch of slandering the emperor.

135 Miklosich et Muller, I, 3-4, and further reflected in 1384, ibid., II, 61-64.
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I t is true that hard times are mentioned specifically in connection with 
the patriarchate, but many of its revenues had formerly come from 
patriarchal property in Anatolia, which was now afflicted by the “ con
fusion and malaise of affairs.” A synodal act of 1318 describes again the 
overall poverty of the church.

Since the malaise of affairs, brought about through sins, upset and confused the 
church’s order . . .  in not a few cities and lands . . . those who for whatever 
manner of necessity are assembled in idleness [away] from the churches which 
they lead, or perhaps some small remnant of their flock having remained, they are 
not able to guide themselves because of the lack of necessities therein, such are they, 
nor to furnish others; they will receive aid by addition of another church.136

As the church became increasingly poorer, the archbishoprics were 
put under the metropolitanates, so that at least one viable economic 
entity would result. This situation is expressed in  a decision of 1368.

And this happened in other churches, the archbishoprics being united to the 
metropolitanates, because they were not able to be by themselves as a result of 
pressing need.137

Things had become very bad by the last quarter of the fourteenth century 
and a synodal proceeding of 1387 reports that,

not only was it impossible to support a metropolitan or bishop, but not even a 
priest of the needy and poor.138

The great poverty of the church in Asia Minor is clear in a pronounce
ment of 1324, some sixty-three years prior to the above-mentioned docu
ment. The partriarchate in Constantinople had appealed to the synod to 
provide it with revenue, as it had suffered the loss of its own. Again it 
speaks of the difficult and troubled times that had caused the church to be 
dispossessed of its formerly great income. The synod voted that those 
archbishoprics and metropolitanates that were prospering should help 
with annual contributions assessed as shown on table on following page. 
O f thirty-three contributing metropolitanates and archbishoprics only 
three (Cyzicus, Proiconessus, and Lopadium) were in Asia Minor. O f the 
3,208 hyperpera leveled annually, only 296, or slightly more than 9 
percent, came from Asia Minor. And this list was composed in 1324, 
before Cyzicus, and in all likelihood Proiconessus and Lopadium as well, 
had become completely poverty-stricken.139

A perusal of the synodal decisions regarding various Anatolian 
metropolitan seats establishes beyond doubt the grinding poverty of the 
church which has resulted from Turkish policies and, of course, confirms 
the impression that emerges from the more general statements about the 
economic conditions of the church at large.

199 Ibid., I, 81-82.
137 Ibid., 499.
138 Ibid., II, 104.
139 Ibid., I, 126-128. By 1347, therefore after the Turkish conquest, Cyzicus was in a 

dire economic state, ibid., 261.
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Heracleia 200 Methymna 50
Cyzicus 200 Brysis 50
Thessalonike 200 Rosion 36
Adrianople 100 Bizye 100
Berrhoia 100 Meroneia 36
Monemvasia 800 Proiconessus 72
Philipp opolis 150 Garelle 24
Trajanopolis 70 Dercus 24
Serres 150 Arcadiopolis 24
Philippi 100 Lemnus 50
Mitylene 100 Lopadium 24
Didymoteichus 100 Cypsela 16
Old Patras 40 Xantheia 36
Lacedaemon 60 Medeia 50
Melenicon 36 Drama 24
Ainus 100 Ganus 50
Madytus 36

ATTALEIA

A synodal act of 1387 states that the local Turks have greatly im 
poverished the church in the district of Attaleia.

The most holy metropolitan of Perge and Attaleia . . . found . . . that the dominion 
and authority of the ruling foreigners seized and possessed all the property of his 
church and in addition demanded from him the heaviest annual taxes.140

This district had already become so poor tha t it could not support two 
metropolitanates, and it had become necessary to unite the two seats into 
one. By 1387 the situation had become such that the newly sent metro
politan had to write to the patriarch that he needed financial assistance 
if he were to remain and to function properly.141 The circumstances there 

had already become pressing at least some thirty years earlier—about 
1357—so that it had been necessary to assign to it properties from another 
metropolitan seat,

because without these villages there is no church, and it is not at all possible for a 
metropolitan to inhabit it without them.142

This state of affairs continued, and in 1397 Attaleia was once more 
united to another metropolitan seat, this time to that of Side, for it was 
too poor to support its own metropolitan.

Since it had been captured long ago . . . there resulted a lack of ecclesiastical 
properties in it.143

STAUROPOLIS

The metropolitan seat of Stauropolis received a number of grants 
kcetoc Aoyov ettiSoctecos because of its poverty. In 1369 it acquired the

140 Ibid., II, 92.
141 Ibid., 93.
142 Ibid., 95.
143 Ibid., 276. This applies to both Side and Attaleia. In a slightly later document, 

ibid., 285, the two metropolitanates are described as aTropoi.
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metropolitanates of Miletus and Antioch ad M aeandrum  in the form of 
such a grant.144 But as these two seats had dwindled away, in 1387 the 
metropolitan of Stauropolis was to receive the metropolitanate of Rhodes 
with Cos and the Cyclades so that his “ despondency and sadness”145 
might be dispelled. Again in about 1393 he received the same grant, with 
certain reservations,

for his own church, as a result of the continuing and successive captivities, had 
arrived at a scarcity of provisions and was greatly impoverished.146

SIDE

W hen the newly appointed metropolitan arrived in Side (c. 1315) the 
church was in such bad economic state that he was given the vacant 
neighboring metropolitanate of Sylaion and the archbishopric of 
Leontopolis to administer, for these latter churches were also much 
reduced.147 In 1369 the metropolitan of Side received the seat of Rhodes 
and Cyclades as epidosis in order to bolster his economic status,148 but by 
the end of the century, Side’s situation was hopeless.

Its conquest long before . . . created a poverty of ecclesiastical properties, and 
because of these things it was impossible to ordain a legitimate metropolitan 
there.149

In 1397,

since this same Side alone and its dependencies were not judged by the synod to be 
sufficient for the support and administration of a metropolitan and his retinue . . . 
this Side and Attaleia, both churches being penniless, were united.150

PER G E

In  1387 Perge had been united with Attaleia in an effort to make one 
viable economic unit out of the two poor metropolitanates, for the Turks 
“ had taken and possessed all the property of his church, and in addition 
demanded the heaviest taxes of him .”151

PYRGION

The metropolitanate of Pyrgion also declined sharply and in 1365 
and 1368 was given first as epidosis and then united with Ephesus in an 
attem pt to bolster this more im portant seat.152 In  1387 it was finally

144 Ibid*, I, 511.
145 Ibid., II, 106.
146 Ibid., 197.
147 Ibid., I, 34 f'cos tcov Toiotrrcov ekkAtio-icov ev otev6tt|t i Kai oAiyoTqTi tou  

XpicrriaviKoO Aaou yeyovuiGov.”
148 Ibid., 511.
UsIbid., II, 276.
150 Ibid., 285.
151 Ibid., 92.
152 Ibid., I ,  497- 499-
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demoted to the status of bishopric and pu t under Ephesus because “ it is 
no longer possible to ordain a metropolitan there.”153

EPHESUS

In  1368, as we have seen above, the synod put the metropolitanate of 
Pyrgion under the administration of Ephesus,

caring for the church of Ephesus so that it might have partial administration and 
aid, since all of its properties were removed [having been captured by the bar
barians] and it is not able to provide for the necessities of its metropolitan. And 
this also happened in other churches, the archbishoprics being joined to the 
metropolitanates, as they were not able to exist by themselves, because of the 
poverty. . . . According to the practice in these matters and because of the fame 
of the metropolitan throne of Ephesus and the poverty and difficulty which con
fronted it, the church of Pyrgion was joined to it.154

By 1387 the economic decline of this ecclesiastical seat had become so 
pressing that the metropolitan asked to have all the old bishoprics that 
had formerly been under the jurisdiction of Ephesus returned to him.

He said [the metropolitan of Ephesus]: “His metropolitanate formerly boasted 
of much prosperity, when the affairs of the Rhomaioi were in bloom and great, 
and there was peace throughout the oicumene. And she had a host of lands and 
properties not easily numbered. She had a great synod of bishops under her,, 
superior alike to all the metropolitanates in the east and in the west by the great 
number of her bishoprics and the greatness of her jurisdiction. As a result of this 
some of the bishoprics were removed and raised to metropolitanates, and were 
promoted to independence to be under the patriarchal throne. And if the affairs of 
the Rhomaioi were well and prosperity was present in the cities so that each of the 
churches could have its own metropolitan, he [the metropolitan of Ephesus] was 
willing to agree with what had been formerly decided and not to seek to alter the 
decisions of the fathers. But since every city and land perished at the hands of the 
foreigners, and was completely obliterated, and some are not even recognizeable 
by some few remnants, having very few Christian inhabitants, and not only are 
they unable to support a metropolitan or bishop, but not even a priest of the 
impoverished and needy.155

So the synod awarded the metropolitan of Ephesus the cities of Pyrgion, 
Pergamum, New Phocaea, and Clazomenae, all of which had at one 
time been subordinate to Ephesus.

PRUSA

In  1318 the synod and patriarch bestowed upon the metropolitan of 
Prusa certain administrative rights over the metropolitanate of Cyzicus 
and the patriarchal monastery of Hosius Eustratius in Prusa “so that he 
might not be destitute of the necessities, having been driven to this [state] 
by the malaise of affairs.”156 In  1381 Prusa was temporarily turned over

u*Ibid.9 II, 105.
154 Ibid., I, 499.
155 Ibid., II, 104.
166 Ibid., I, 80.
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to Nicaea as an epidosis in an attem pt to bolster the latter’s economic 
predicament.157 Five years later (1386) the metropolitan of Prusa was 
made exarch of Cotyaeum in an attem pt to give further economic support 
to the former.158

COTYAEUM

Its record is again one of poverty. In 1370 it was given the churches of 
Synnada, Hierapolis, and Chonae as epidosis in an  effort to provide it 
with sustenance.159 But in 1384 it was placed under the metropolitan of 
Laodiceia,160 and in 1386 under Prusa,161 which shows that it had been 
given up as beyond redemption.

CHONAE

This church was so poor that no attempts were made to buttress it, 
rather it was given as epidosis to Cotyaeum in 1370,162 to the metro

politan of Laodiceia in 1385,163 and again in 1394.164

SMYRNA

About 1318 Smyrna, because of its subjugation by the Turks, had 
become impoverished, so the patriarch and the synod bestowed upon the 
titular holder of the seat the bishopric of Chios as epidosis “so that he 
might not be deprived of the necessities.” 165

CHALCEDON

The patriarch provides for all those metropolitans who have not a 
sufficiency of the necessities, reads a decision of about 1316. “ Such a 
one is the most holy metropolitan of Chalcedon . . .  for the sustenance 
belonging to him is lacking.”166 So he received as epidosis the archbishopric 
of Maeroneia. By 1387 there was little left of the church structure of 
Chalcedon. “The city of Chalcedon was obliterated many years before 
and there are few inhabitants so there is no need of a bishop.” 167 Con
sequently it was given as epidosis to the needy metropolitan of Cyzicus.

CYZICUS

Cyzicus, one of the richest of the Anatolian metropolitanates early in 
the fourteenth century, declined greatly during the course of the century.

Ibid., II, 25.
158 Ibid., 90.
159 Ibid., I, 539.
160 Ibid., II, 88.
161 Ibid., 90.
162 Ibid., I, 539.
163 Ibid., II, 88 .

164 Ibid., 210.
165 Ibid., I, 92.
166 Ibid., 45.
167 Ibid., II, 109.
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In 1324 it was one of the three metropolitan seats in all of Asia Minor 
which was able to give an annual contribution to the patriarchate. The 
sum that it was assessed for this purpose, 200 hyperpera, was far greater 
than that assessed upon Lopadium and Proiconessus, the other two 
Asiatic churches that contributed. Also, while not nearly as great as the 
800 hyperpera assessed on Monemvasia, yet it was equal to the 200 
assessed on Thessalonike.168 But by 1347, after the completion of the 
Ottom an conquest of Bithynia, this seat too was beset by hard times. 
As the metropolitan was “ toiling in lack of the necessities” the patriarch 
and synod bestowed upon him the epidosis of Ganus in Europe.169 In 
1387 the newly appointed metropolitan of Cyzicus received as economic 
sustenance the epidosis of the metropolitanate of Chalcedon, the patri
archal rights in Hyrtacium, and the possessions of the church of Chalcedon 
in Constantinople. He was also to have and administer all the patriarchal 
possession in the Hellespontine region and in all of Bithynia, “however 
many of them there might be.” 170

D E C L IN E  O F T H E  C H U R C H  IN  T H E  F O U R T E E N T H  C E N T U R Y

AMASEIA

Amaseia also suffered greatly from the beginning of this period.

Time, which always effects its work transforming and destroying that which 
exists everywhere, placed the most holy metropolitanate of Amaseia in an 
obliterated state, having found her famous and great. She was wholly wasted and 
destroyed by the invasion of the foreigners as a result of the sacred judgement of 
God. . . .  So that she is now poverty-stricken to those who observe or consider her, 
even if in the beginning she was illustrious as a metropolitanate.171

The newly appointed metropolitan of Amaseia is to sit, for the time 
being, a t his bishopric Limnia, rather than at Amaseia. One of the 
reasons for this is the fact that Amaseia is poverty-stricken, but also because 
the Turks will not permit the prelate to enter. In 1371 the metropolitan 
received the epidosis of Neocaesareia.172

PONTOHERACLEIA

By about 1317 Pontoheracleia was among those churches suffering 
economically.

It has happened that some of our most holy metropolitans have been brought 
to not the least penury and deprivation of the necessities and have been cut off 
from practically all revenues of their churches by the evil of the times. Our 
humility has decided to move a helping hand as is most proper. . . . And if great 
penury setting in violently restrains their wishes and affairs mortally, this is of 
no small harm to the flock.173

168 Ibid.., I , 127-128.
189 Ibid., 261.
170 Ibid., no—h i, implies that the situation was so bad that even the patriarch was 

not sure of what was left of patriarchal properties in Bithynia.
171 Ibid., I , 69.
172 Ibid., 551.
173 Ibid., 74.
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A certain economic minimum is necessary to the metropolitan,

for how shall he not be reckoned as of a brass voice, by those who hear, according 
to the holy apostle, him who only in words speaks the praises of charity?174

The answer is obvious—the people cannot be properly shepherded 
without economic means. By 1387 the situation in Pontoheracleia was 

hopeless.

It was not possible, it seems, for them [Christians] to have their own metro
politan since the church had previously been destroyed and they who survived 
were too few for his aid and support.175

As it was too poor to support a metropolitan, it was given as an epidosis to 
Amastris in an effort to salvage one of the two churches.

LAODICEIA

Gifts in the form of administrative rights and epidosis were employed 
in an effort to prop up the sagging economy of this metropolitan seat. In 
1384 it received administrative rights over the metropolitanates of Chonae 
and Cotyaeum, and over the patriarchal possessions of Coula and 
Colida.176 In  1394 it was deprived of all these save Chonae.177

HIERA PO LIS AND SYNNADA

By the second half of the century both of these metropolitanates were 
too poor to be independent, so they were given to other churches in an 
attem pt to bolster the latter. Thus in 1370 they were given as epidosis to 
Cotyaeum.178 Fifteen years later (1385) both Synnada and Hierapolis 
were given to the metropolitan of Philadelpheia to administer.179

PEGAE

The turmoil enveloping northwestern Asia Minor had not left Pegae 

unaffected.

Since the affairs of the most holy metropolitanate of Pegae have come to 
nothing as a result of the increasing malaise of affairs and the attack of the 
enemies (by permission of God because of the multitude of sins), and it is not 
recognizeable even from a few remnants, the metropolitan appointed to it hap
pened to be lacking the very necessities of livelihood.180

Consequently he is given the metropolitanate of Sozopolis as epidosis in

I354*

174 Ibid., 74-
175 Ibid., II, 103.
176 Ibid., 88.
177 Ibid., 209-210.
178 Ibid., I, 539.
179 Ibid., II, 87. In this general area Pisidia also underwent economic difficulties and 

so in 1369 received the archbishopric of Mystheum as an epidosis, ibid., I, 509.
180 Ibid., 330.
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DECLINE OF TH E CHURCH IN TH E FOURTEENTH CENTURY 

M ELITENE AND CELTZENE

By 1318 both the churches of Melitene and Celtzene (Celtzene more 
so than Melitene) were having great difficulties. Because of this, Theo
dosius, the metropolitan of Melitene, received the metropolitanate of 
Celtzene as epidosis, “for he was not rich in the necessities as his church 
had come under the barbarians long ago.” 181 Celtzene itself

had long ago been deprived of its metropolitan seat by the foreigners . . . and 
Celtzene did not have another property which was worthy for the habitation of a 
metropolitan. The said most holy metropolitan of Melitene shall have as his seat 
the subordinate monastery of the Immaculate Mistress and Mother of God . . .  of 
Ci.182

Additionally he received the right to administer the patriarchal 
properties in Neocaesareia, Camacha, Celtzene, and Melitene.183 
Obviously the properties of the church in eastern Anatolia were vanishing 
very rapidly by the early fourteenth century.

AMASTRIS

In 1387 the penurious metropolitan of Amastris received the wasted 
metropolitanate of Pontoheracleia as epidosis in hopes that it would 
provide him with sufficient revenues,

because of the breakdown and destruction of his church, which those coming from 
there report to us; and he is without the very necessities and asked aid from us 
many times.184

NICAEA

Nicaea, site of two ecumenical councils of the Christian Church and 
seat of the Byzantine Empire for better than half of the thirteenth century, 
was in a very bad state, a fact upon which Ibn Battuta had already 
remarked shortly after its conquest by the Ottomans. In 1381 the metro
politan of Nicaea received the church of Prusa as an epidosis

since the metropolitanate of Nicaea does not have enough to furnish him with the 
necessities because it had been captured and utterly destroyed by the foreigners 
many years previously.185

But the state of poverty is most humorously, if piteously, revealed in a 
letter of the patriarch Anthony IV  to the metropolitan of Nicaea dated 
1395. The metropolitan of Nicaea had asked to borrow a modius of grain 
and wine from the monastery of Rhomaniotissa. Then when the im 
poverished monks, themselves lacking supplies, asked the metropolitan to 
return them, he refused and in anger closed their church l186

181 Ibid., 82.
182 Ibid., 83.
183 Ibid., 83-84.
184 Ibid., II, 103.
185 Ibid., 25.
186 Ibid., 237.
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ADRIANO PLE

Even during the period of the early Ottom an conquests, the church 
suffered the loss of its property, as we have seen in Bithynia in the cases 
of Cyzicus, Nicaea, and Prusa. This is most clearly illustrated in their 
conquest and settlement of a European metropolitanate, that of Adri- 
anople, and consequently a detailed examination of what happened in 
Adrianople will shed light on what happened in Bithynia as well. The 
acta demonstrate that the effect of the Turkish conquest and settlement 
crushed the Church’s organization in that city. In a synodal document of 
1380, it is stated that the metropolitan seat of Adrianople

was seized years before by the hand of the barbarian, with God’s permission, and 
the greater portion of it, also, was taken away captive, especially the better class 
with its own shepherd and teacher; the remainder (of the populace) was kept 
there and has remained without a leader until the present. Nor was that 
protector of the church able to return to this queen of cities [Constantinople] so 
that he even passed away there [in captivity].187

A new metropolitan is finally appointed but the document does not say 
whether he was able to enter the city of Adrianople. Another of the 
synodal proceedings, issued in 1389, gives more specific details as to the 
difficulties that the church was experiencing in Adrianople. I t seems that 
as of 1389 the metropolitan had not yet been able to enter Adrianople. The 
document mentions that the metropolitan is in Constantinople taking 
part in the proceedings of the synod itself, as was the custom of many of 
the ecclesiastics who had been displaced from their seats because of the 
troubled times. He is actually presenting a petition to the patriarch in 
which he laments the condition of the church in Adrianople.

His most holy metropolitanate formerly boasted of many and great good things 
within the empire of the Rhomaioi, and it was so prosperous that it was able to 
provide for the many poor people and to furnish them generously with the 
necessities. But by permission of God, this city was also wasted by the Turks, as 
every city and land of ours was, and those inhabititing the city became captives. 
Shortly thereafter Christians returned and settled in the city, but the metropoli
tanate [here his residence in the city] and all the famous churches were taken by 
the foreigners, as were also all lands and properties and yearly revenues so that it 
is not [now] known if ever they existed. Not even cells remain for the dwelling 
and rest of the metropolitan. Now he asked of the synod for the most holy bishopric 
of Agathapolis, which is under him and which is without its own shepherd, so

187 Ibid., 18-19. E.. Amantos, “Zu den Bischofslisten als historischer Quellen,” Akten 
des XI. internationalen Byzantinisten-Kongress Miinchen 1958 (Munich, i960), pp. 21-23. 
V. Laurent, “La liste episcopale du synodicon de la metropole d’Adrinople,” E.O., 
XXXVIII (1939), 1-34. For the difficult chronology of the capture of Adrianople, I. 
Beldiceanu-Steinherr, “La conquete d’Adrinople par les Turcs: La penetration turque 
en Thrace et la valeur des chroniques ottomanes,” in Travaux et Memoires, I, 431-461. 
The author indicates that the initial conquest (between 1365 and 1369) was the ac
complishment of emirate (non-Ottoman) Turks. The first Ottoman to take possession of 
Adrianople was Murad I, in 1376-77 or 1377.
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that he might have for his own relief the said bishopric of Agathopolis which is 
under the Rhomaioi and near the sea.188

I t had already been decreed by the Patriarch Macarius, years before, 
that Agathopolis could not become a metropoiltanate in place of 
Adrianople, but was to be reserved for the temporary relief of the metro
politan of Adrianople for so long as Adrianople was held by the Turks. 
As soon as Adrianople should become Greek again, the metropolitan would 

proceed to Adrianople and a bishop would finally be reappointed to 

Agathopolis.
The conditions of the above twenty-three ecclesiastical seats in Asia 

Minor and of Adrianople enable us to make some very im portant 
generalizations. First of all, the invasions and attacks of the Turkish 
beyliks and tribes deprived the metropolitanates of much of their lands 
and incomes. This is an im portant factor in the decline of the Christian 
communities and population of Anatolia. I t becomes obvious from the 

synodal acta that a metropolitan could not perform his functions and 
services, and provide for his retinue and flock under such conditions as 
were imposed by the conquests. The hierarchical organization required 
money or income to function. Throughout the latter period of Byzantine 
history the church had begun to take over many of the functions of the 
state in the provinces, such as, for instance, judicial functions. I t had also 
to provide for the various charitable institutions, for which the church 
had been, it is true, largely responsible even before the Turkish conquests. 
This was the case with the orphanages, schools, care of the old, needy, 
sick, and so forth. As the Byzantine state was no longer present, the burden 
fell even more heavily upon the church, and it became the only source of 
such functions. The seizure of so much of its property by the Turks and 

the assessment of heavy taxes were disastrous to the church’s hierarchical 
structure and undermined, or a t least severely limited, many of its most 
im portant social duties. Thus it could no longer perform those strictly

188 Miklosich et Muller, II, 130. The fate of these properties is amply documented by 
M. T. Gokbilgin, XV—XVI. asirlarda Edirne ve Pa$a Livasx vakiflar-miilkler-mukataalar 
(Istanbul, 1952). They were given to Turkish religious and military foundations and 
institutions. This is paralleled by what happened to the churches in Constantinople 
after the fall of the city to the Turks in 1453.

In 1401 the patriarchal synod attempted to appoint the bishop of Melaneia as 
metropolitan of Adrianople, Miklosich et Muller, II, 561-562. As of about 1428, however, 
it would seem that a metropolitan had not entered Adrianople. Laurent, “Adrinople,” 
27. There are indications that the effects of the Turkish conquest and occupation of 
much of the Balkans in the late fourteenth and the fifteenth century were similarly very 
disruptive. In 1384 Isidore, metropolitan of Thessalonike, fled the city from fear of 
the Turks. Miklosich et Muller, II, 85-86. The metropolitan of Serres was enslaved and 
then ransomed by the Turks (between c. 1383 and 1387). Miklosich et Muller, II, 
77-78. Ostrogorsky, “La prise de Serres par les Turcs,” Byzantion, XXXV (1965), 
302-319. After the Turkish conquest of Trajanopolis the metropolitan had to be trans
ferred to Lacedaemon, c. 1365. Miklosich et Muller, I, 465-468. See also Miklosich et 
Muller, I, 558. The archbishop of Maeroneia can no longer go to his church because of 
the invasions of the Turks which have destroyed everything, so he is transferred to 
Messembria, Miklosich et Muller, I, 593-594.
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material functions upon which so many in the Christian community 
were dependent. Very often the metropolitanates and bishoprics were 
deprived of the actual leadership of the metropolitan and bishop because 
the poverty of the area could no longer support them and their retinues. 
This loss of leadership will be discussed next. But returning to the impact 
of poverty, in the words of the acta themselves:

How shall he not be reckoned as of a brass voice . . .  he who only in words 
speaks the praises of charity?189

Acta: Ecclesiastical Discipline

ABSENTEE METROPOLITANS AND ARCHBISHOPS

The Turkish conquest and occupation affected the church in other ways 
as well. One can judge the effect of this conquest in Anatolia in the 
general area of what might be called ecclesiastical discipline. The 

successful and efficient functioning of any social and religious institution 
depends upon a num ber of factors—the philosophy upon which the 
institution is founded, its environment, the allegiance and obedience of 
the members who constitute the institution, and their success in inspiring 
one another to allegiance and obedience. This latter factor is what is here 
meant by discipline, and for the immediate discussion it will be limited to 

the members of the clergy, from metropolitans to the lowly monks. 
Previous to the Turkish conquest in Asia Minor, the state had always 
closely supported the church in the enforcement of ecclesiastical discipline. 
This was true whether it was a m atter of applying the contents of canon 
law to a humble priest, the forceful deposition of a recalcitrant metro
politan, or the implementation of synodal decisions in matters of heresy. 

The examples of such behavior on the part of the state in Byzantine 
history are too numerous and too well known to need any detailed mention 
here. W ith the conquests, however, the supporting arm  of the state was, 
for the most part, removed from the enforcement of ecclesiastical 
discipline; in addition, certain other complicating features appeared to 
hinder and lessen the enforcement of ecclesiastical order. More specifically 
the maintenance of church order in the provinces centered on the metro
politans, archbishops, and bishops who now inherited all the allegiance 
of the Christian community (with certain exceptions that increased with 
time). Formerly these had been shared by the church with the Byzantine 
state, bu t under the new conditions it was the churchmen who furnished 
the leadership to the communities.

The removal, for one reason or another, of these prelates from their 
seats in Asia Minor constituted a serious blow to the church for it not only

189 Miklosich et Muller, I, 74. The poverty of many of the metropolitanates not dis
cussed above is reflected in the granting of these metropolitanates to other poor churches; 
Neocaesareia, Ankara, Gangra, Apameia, Prusa, Pergamum, Miletus, Antioch, Stauro- 
polis, Pisidia, Sebasteia. Ibid., I, 359; II, 88.
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deprived the communities of their leaders but also removed the principal 
enforcers of ecclesiastical order. The various communities deeply felt the 
loss of their leaders and repeatedly sent petitions to the patriarch in 
Constantinople asking that metropolitans and bishops be sent them. 
Generally speaking, the acta describe two categories of metropolitanates 
and archbishoprics; those whose holders were prevented by the Turks 
from actually entering their ecclesiastical seats or who were prevented 
from getting to their destination because the roads leading there were 
unsafe for travel; and in the second category were those who, already 
located in their provincial residences, were driven out by the Turks.190

The Christians of Amaseia were particularly hard hit as regards 
metropolitan absenteeism in  the first quarter of the fourteenth century. 
About 1315 they appealed to the patriarch for assistance and the patri
arch’s answer to this petition has been preserved in one of the synodal 
acta.

To those who have been chosen to lead a people and to be keepers of [their] 
souls let this be a manifest token that they shall give spiritual aid not only to those 
under them who are nearby, but especially to those living far away in the midst of 
foreign nations and who are menaced with spiritual danger there; because there 
is strong necessity to seek out the portion which is currently in danger of being 
destroyed and to work at and assure its salvation. Such happen to be they who are 
spiritually subordinate to the most holy metropolitanate of Amaseia. They sent 
a letter to our humility stating distinctly that their church had been deprived of a 
legitimate metropolitan for a long time . . . .  Thus they asked for a metropolitan, 
since the evil of the dominating Persian tyranny prevailed overwhelmingly so 
that he who would be metropolitan was not able to take his post there easily or 
in any way whatever.191

The situation was no better two years later (1317).

For quite some time the Christian community there . . . were without a metro
politan and deprived of a spiritual shepherd and his teaching and aid . . . .  [So] 
we ordained the most reverend holy monk Kyr Callistus, being possessed of virtue 
and the other attributes necessary in a metropolitan, metropolitan of Amaseia. 
But . . .  it is not now possible for him whom we have accepted by ordination to

190 I exclude from the discussion those churches that were too small and poor to warrant 
the presence of a higher ecclesiastical authority. Certainly a contributing factor to 
Turkish reluctance to receive the metropolitans and bishops was the Constantinopolitan- 
centered character of the ecclesiastical administration and its close association with the 
state. This intimate relationship of church and state was also characteristic of the Ottoman 
state. In addition there was the predisposition of some clerics to the more pleasant life 
in Constantinople. On this see the letters of the patriarch Athanasius, P.G., CXLII, 
473- 477? 516-528, and the unedited letters analyzed by R, Guillaume, “La corre- 
spondance inedite d’Athanase, patriarche de Constantinople (1289-1293, 1304-1310),” 
Melanges Charles Diehl (Paris, 1930), I, 131-132. Athanasius, while aware of the difficulties 
in the Anatolian church, was unrelenting in his efforts to send the hierarchs back to the 
Anatolian Christian communities. As has been indicated above, however, the synodal acta 
make it clear that it was impossible for many of these clergymen to return to their 
Anatolian seats. The patriarch was anxious to return these hierarchs to Asia Minor not 
only because of their idleness and intrigues in Constantinople, but also because of the 
great dangers to which the Anatolian Christians were exposed, P.G., CXLII, 518.

191 Miklosich et Muller, I, 35-36.
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go there and spiritually to look over his church there because of the mentioned 
invasion and attack of the godless ones.192

As the newly appointed metropolitan was not able to enter his seat in 
Amaseia because of the difficulties presented by the Turkish occupation, 
he was to take up residence in one of his subordinate bishoprics, Limnia. 
Since Limnia was within the boundaries of the empire of Trebizond, the 
synodal decree goes on to say, the church there was protected and ecclesi
astics could come, go, and remain without interference from the Turks. 
The metropolitan of Amaseia was to remain there until conditions 
improved and the Turks would permit him to enter Amaseia. This case is 
exactly parallel to the previously discussed affair of the metropolitan of 
Adrianople who had to reside in the subordinate bishopric of Agathopolis 
in Byzantine territory until such time as Adrianople should become 
Byzantine again and he would be able to enter the city.

The metropolitan seat of Side was vacant in 1315:

It has been a long time since there was a metropolitan in the metropolitanate of 
Side, and the reason is that the terrible [state of affairs] prevailed to such an extent, 
and the road leading there became unsafe as the result of the attacks of the foreign 
peoples.193

Pisidia was without a metropolitan for a period previous to 1315 and 
then again in 1345. A synodal decree dated 1345 describes the situation 
very clearly.

The most holy metropolitanate of Pisidia has been without the shepherding and 
visitation of a metropolitan for many years, and the most holy metropolitan who had 
received the [metropolitanate] was hindered from staying in his church by the 
supervening foreign rule. After his death, the members of that church asked for a 
legitimate metropolitan; they asked for this many times [even when he had been 
alive], but the times, because of the foreign violence prevailing in the area, did not 
permit that a legitimate metropolitan from another area should be placed in that 
church. For this had been permitted the metropolitan of Side, but he also was not 
able to make his way there, and to take the post.194

As a result the bishop of Sozopolis, a bishopric subordinate to Pisidia, was 
appointed to assume direction of affairs of the metropolitanate. Con
ditions were so difficult that not only could the appointed metropolitan 
not enter from Constantinople, but even the metropolitan of Side had 
been unable to go from his own provincial seat to assume care of the 
community because of the Turks.

In  1315 the metropolitanate of Syllaion and the archbishopric of 
Leontopolis

192 Ibid., 69-70. The document specifies that the Turks would not allow a metropolitan 
to enter, 4t . . . xai to toO KcrrapyovTOS efivous eke!ae udAiora SuarrapaSEKTOv.”

193 Ibid., 34. This is repeated, ibid., 39, in regard to Side and Syllaion; " ote 6f) 
yvr)oicov ccpyiepscov ek pccKpou x'np6uô cjaSJ d>S Trapa tcov ccOecov e6vcov KaTOKUpi- 
EuOsicras.”

194 Ibid., 242.
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had been without legitimate metropolitans [and archbishops] for a long time, as 
they had been conquered by the godless foreigner.185

The bishop of Sinope had been appointed to direct the affairs of Leon- 
topolis, but it was impossible for him to do this as he could not overcome 
the “ foreign vexations’5196 to make his way there.

The metropolitan of Smyrna (c. 1318) was unable to enter his newly 
conquered seat because of the Turks, so he was awarded the bishopric of 

Chios

for so long as the foreigners there [Smyrna] were not driven away and pushed out 
by the aid of God.195 196 197

He was given the bishopric of Chios as an epidosis

so that the enemy might not make the reproach that the disappearance of the 
throne from the catalogue of the metropolitans was like the amputation of a 
member and like some disorder.198

The metropolitan of Ephesus was unable to enter his metropolitanate 
from 1315 to 1339 and again from 1365 to 1368.199 At the eastern end of 
Anatolia the metropolitan of Caesareia received as epidosis (1327) the 
ecclesiastical seats of Sebasteia, Euchaita, Iconium, Mocissus, and Nazian- 
zus because

they have been without legitimate metropolitans [and archbishop] for a long time 
as a result of the . . . prevailing confusion and malaise arising from the attack of 
the godless enemies. And therefore the Christian community under them is 
deprived of visitation, care, and sanctification by a metropolitan.200

In  1387 the metropolitan of Attaleia and Perge had

to brave troubled seas and even such toil, as threatened him with death, on 
behalf of the command of Christ,201

to reach his congregation in Anatolia. The metropolitan of Attaleia and 
Perge received the rich metropolitanate of Sugdaia and Phyllon as an 
epidosis (1400),

because he had come here [Constantinople] having been driven out of his church 
as a result of the beastliness and savagery of the leaders there who are infidels.202

195 Ibid., 39.
196 Ibid., 40, “ Svayepdcas Te v̂iKais . .
197 Ibid., 92.
198 Ibid., 92.
199 Ibid., 498. Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, pp. 3-4. Miklosich et Muller, I, 50-51. 

Ahrweiler, “Smyrne,” 43-44, 82.
200 Miklosich et Muller, I, 143. Such provisions were again made in 1370, ibid., I, 

537. This situation prevailed in the churches of eastern Anatolia much earlier. For 
example, the metropolitan of Mocissus received the church of Proiconessus, in western 
Asia Minor, as epidosis in the latter thirteenth century, Pachymeres, I, 286.

201 Miklosich et Muller, II, 92.
202 Ibid., 390; ct ek rrjs Aaxouaris aCrrov gKKAqaias tcc evTaO0cc KOToeXafkbv 81a rr\v 

eKglae tgov apyovrcov aaepcov ovtcov 0r)pico6iav Kcri aypioTriTa.”
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The Turks had thus forced the metropolitan out of his seat, and the 
prelate had been fortunate enough to receive another ecclesiastical seat. 
M any such clerics, however, were not so fortunate, and once they were 
forced to leave their metropolitan seats in the provinces, they were forced 
to remain in Constantinople with the patriarch, idle, taking part only in 
the meetings of the synod and waiting either for the opportunity to 
reenter their provincial churches or to receive some other church as an 
epidosis.203

In 1315 the bishop of Sinope was forced out of his allotted bishopric and 
appointed to administer the metropolitanate of Side which had likewise 
been without a spiritual leader for a long period of time because of 
“ troubled conditions.” So the patriarch attempted to settle two problems 
with the same solution. If  he could possibly seat the bishop of Sinope, who 
had been forced out of his bishopric, in the vacant seat of Side, the bishop 

would have employment and income, and the community of Side would 
have spiritual leadership. This was, of course, the customary solution.204 
But more often the displaced clergy were reseated in a European province, 
as this was much easier to effect. The num ber of acta dealing with these 
phenomena of petocOectis (transferral) and the axoAd£cov (the churchless 
hierarch) are quite numerous. Such was the case, for instance, of the 
archbishop of Nymphaeum who in 1316 as a result of

having sustained much suffering and having been banished from his allotted [seat] 
because of the spiteful abuse [of the Turks] arising from our sins, and is [now] 
idle . . . was appointed to administer the archbishopric of Dercus in Europe.205

Finally, the correspondence of the metropolitan Theophanes (d. 1381) 
reveals that he was not able to proceed to Nicaea to assume his pastoral 
duties there.206

DISPUTES OVER JU RISDICTION AND PR O PER TY

One of the effects of confusion and upheaval, as we saw, was the loss of 
property which resulted in a great economic decline of the church in 
Asia Minor. This further complicated the problem of order and discipline 
in the church, for the stricken metropolitans and bishops, now feeling the 
grave economic strain, began increasingly to enter into disputes with 
each other over possession of property, income, and titles. This general 
trend is best chronicled in the acta concerning the metropolitan seat of 
Ephesus, which date 1342, 1343, 1368, and 1387. All four documents 
attest to the desire and activities of the various metropolitans of Ephesus 
to extend their jurisdiction and so acquire greater income, and to avoid

203 See also ibid., I, 82, dated 1318.
204 Ibid., 34.
205 Ibid., 51.
206 Theophanes Nicaenus, P.G., CL, 321, 300-302. The three letters of Theophanes 

to his unshepherded flock are significant for the information that they give on the fate 
of Christianity in Bithynia. See also Theophanes Nicaenus (d. 1381). Sermo in Santissimam 
Deiparam (Rome, 1935).
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loss of property to other indigent metropolitans. In 1342 the patriarch 
intervened against the attem pt of the metropolitan of Ephesus to ordain a 
bishop in the metropolitanate of Pyrgion and thus bring it directly 

under his own jurisdiction.

The most holy church of Pyrgion was found promoted from bishopric to 
metropolitanate long ago . . . .  But recently, however, a bishop has been ordained 
over it by the metropolitan now administering the most holy metropolitanate of 
Ephesus. He should refrain from it [Pyrgion] and not attempt such a thing there 
because formerly it had been subordinate to his church, for it has been transferred 
under our most holy great church of God and has been put with her other metro
politanates. And if originally it had been part of his church [of Ephesus], if 
one would wish to examine [the matter], also most of the metropolitanates he 
would find [originally] subordinate to other churches. But, however, they remain 
in the rank and honor which they received afterwards by imperial order and 
synodal decree, for to promote lower churches to higher rank is an imperial 
prerogative.207

Thus the attem pt of the metropolitan of Ephesus to subordinate the metro
politanate of Pyrgion within his own jurisdiction by appointing his 
bishop there was momentarily thwarted by patriarchical intervention.

Nevertheless, the tension between the metropolitanates of Pyrgion and 
Ephesus continued. In  1343 the patriarch and synod tried a case brought 
by the metropolitan of Ephesus (Matthew) against the metropolitan of 
Pyrgion, in which the former accused the latter of homicide and of 
swearing a false oath. The accused metropolitan denied the charges and 
the patriarch appointed the metropolitan of Laodiceia to conduct an 
investigation. His findings were of interest to the synod and show very 
clearly what the motives of the metropolitan’s accusations were. The 
prelate of Laodiceia wrote a detailed report that cleared the metro
politan of Pyrgion of both charges. Included in his dispatch to the patri
arch were several letters written by the metropolitan of Ephesus himself. 
In  one of these the metropolitan of Ephesus had written, falsely, that the 
accused (metropolitan of Pyrgion) had been removed after an investi
gation by the synod and the patriarch, and he claimed the priests of 
Pyrgion as his own. But the investigation now carried out by the prelate 
of Laodiceia showed that the man, whom the metropolitan had been 
accused of flaying and hanging, had actually died of an illness. I t was 
further ascertained that though he had actually sworn the false oath, 
he had been forced to do so by Um ur Beg in order to save twenty-five 
Christians from death a t his hands.208 The metropolitan of Ephesus had 
merely manufactured and distorted the charges in an attem pt to subordi
nate the seat of Pyrgion as a bishopric under the jurisdiction of Ephesus.

In  1368 the metropolitan of Ephesus was finally successful in getting 
control of the church of Pyrgion. He had previously requested and

207 Miklosich et Muller, I, 228-229.
208 Ibid., 235-237.
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obtained it as his own bishopric, but Pyrgion was again raised to the 
status of metropolitan seat. In  1365 he was again given it, this time as an 
epidosis. But in 1368 the patriarch and synod, because of the poverty of 
Ephesus, invested the metropolitan of Ephesus and his successors with the 
two metropolitan seats forever.209 By 1387 the metropolitan of Ephesus 
was feeling the economic strain so acutely that he complained to the 
patriarch and petitioned that all the bishoprics that had originlly been 
subordinate to Ephesus should now be returned. This included former 
bishoprics which had in  past times been promoted to metropolitanates 
and also a number of bishoprics which were as of 1387 being held by other 
metropolitans. In  his petition he states that so long as the affairs of the 
empire had prospered, his ecclesiastical seat had not demanded the return 
of these seats. But with the great disaster and poverty besetting his church, 
he was now in pressing need of them. The synod then decreed that the 

metropolitanates of Pyrgion and Pergamum, formally bishoprics of 
Ephesus, should be demoted to the rank of bishopric and that they should 
again be subordinate to Ephesus. Also the two bishoprics of Clazomenae 
and New Phocaea held by Smyrna were to be returned to Ephesus, their 
original metropolitanate. In  short it was decreed that Ephesus should 
once more possess all the bishoprics that had at one time been subordinate 
to her.210

The metropolitan of M yra seems to have been no less vociferous in 
voicing his claims and rights to certain properties. In  1387 an extended 
dispute between him and the metropolitan of Attaleia-Perge came before 
the patriarch and synod for adjudication. When the newly appointed 
metropolitan of Attaleia-Perge had arrived in his province, he found 
that the few properties that the Turks had not taken were being held by 
the metropolitan of Myra. Though these properties had in the past belonged 
to Myra, they had been turned over some years past to the metropolitan 
of Attaleia so that the metropolitan could administer his church. The 
newly arrived metropolitan, finding the economic situation in Attaleia 
impossible, immediately wrote to the patriarch for assistance. Though the 
patriarch wrote to the metropolitan of Myra, the latter did nothing about 
the m atter and simply continued to hold these properties (i.e., Phoinix, 
Bathys Potamos, Oricante, and Stenon) as his own. Consequently, the 
metropolitan of Attaleia-Perge, yielding to his poverty, was forced to 
return to Constantinople, for

it was no longer at all possible for him or any other metropolitan to remain there . . . 
[as] he had no other church under him in this area.211

209 Ibid., 497-500. Also II, 96.
210 Ibid., II, 103-106. For further quarrels over property rights and revenues between 

Ephesus and Smyrna, ibid., 96, in the year 1387, and Papadopoulos-Kerameus, 
"  M ayvr|aia r) vtto ZiiruAcp Kat ai nrjTpoTroAEig ’ Ecpecrou Kai Inupvrjs ; ”  A.I.E.E.E., 
II (1885), 650-660.

211 Miklosich et Muller, II, 93.

329



The patriarch, desiring that both metropolitans should have some revenue, 
permitted M yra to keep the disputed properties since they originally 
belonged to this ecclesiastical seat. The metropolitanate of Rhodes, 
however, which the prelate of Myra held as an epidosis, was to be 
transferred to the metropolitan of Attaleia-Perge as an epidosis. 
In  the synodal decision the patriarch gives M yra the opportunity to 
chose between the properties that he has just reclaimed from Attaleia- 
Perge, or else the epidosis of Rhodes with Cos and the Cyclades.

For it will thus be possible for both churches to stand and to be shepherded and 
for their metropolitans to have the necessities of life. We have judged it to be 
unjust. . . for so much to have been bestowed on one and for the other to have 
been deprived of the very necessities so that he might not even have one [piece] 
of land there.212

The metropolitan of Myra seems to have been somewhat reluctant to 
relinquish either group of properties, and a letter from the patriarch 
admonishes him that he simply could not retain everything.213

About 1393-94 the metropolitan of Stauropolis addressed a petition 
to the patriarch Anthony, which shows how uncertain titles and claims 
to lands were and how hotly the various provincial ecclesiastics contested 
them. M any years previous to this petition, in the time of the patriarch 
Philotheus, the metropolitan of Stauropolis had received the metro
politan seat of Rhodes as an  epidosis because of the great poverty of his 
own ecclesiastical district. Some time later the metropolitan of Myra, 
M atthew, also received the same grant from the patriarch Neilus, so that 
the metropolitan of Stauropolis was then deprived of his income. The latter, 
justifiably outraged by this act (epidosis was generally given for the period 

of the holder’s life), retired to Constantinople and cried out against the 
injustice in strong language. Consequently, Neilus attempted to offer 
partial compensation in the form of a synodal letter that made the metro
politan of Stauropolis the next holder of the epidosis of Rhodes. His 
possession of Rhodes would be effected when any one of the following 
three conditions should previal; if the metropolitan of M yra should die 
before him; if the metropolitan of Myra were transferred to another seat; 
or if the said metropolitan should willingly turn  Rhodes over to him. 
Eventually, the metropolitan of Stauropolis received Rhodes by virtue of 
having outlived his rival. But he felt so uneasy and insecure in his tenure 
that he appealed to the new patriarch, Anthony, to confirm his possession 
of Rhodes.214 These documents give some idea of the great struggle and 
competition over property and income which had arisen from the 
difficulties and impoverishment of the church in southwest Anatolia.
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This indigence was reflected not only in the quarrels among the metro
politans over property, but also often within the metropolitanates between 
the metropolitan and his subordinate clergy. In  1394, by way of example, 
the patriarch threatened the metropolitan of Chalcedon with excom
munication if he did not return the property of Bollas, which he had un
justly acquired, to the monks of the monastery of Acapniotes (in 
Thessalonike).215 In  1395 the patriarch gave a decision on another such 
case between the metropolitan of Nicaea and the monks from the 
monastery of Rhomaniotissa (in Cius) in his jurisdiction. Two monks 
from the monastery came before the patriarch and the synod in 
Constantinople and charged that

Some time previously you [metropolitan of Nicaea] asked and received from 
their monastery a loan of the one modius of grain and wine, and that which you 
had borrowed now being demanded by them, since they were in need of them 
(being poor and impoverished monks and being in need of the necessities), not 
only have you not returned these things to them, but you sent and closed the church 
of the monastery and these things you did on great Thursday. You hindered them 
from the communion of blessings and their church remained closed even to the 
queen of days, the brilliant [day] of the resurrection of Christ.216

The fact that a dispute over such a trifling amount as one modius of grain 
and wine should have reached the patriarchal synod speaks fluently, if 
somewhat gloomily, to the indigent state of the metropolitans and their 
clergy.

Poverty had also struck the other Orthodox patriarchates, as is so 
vividly reflected in the lament included in the fifteenth-century notitia, 
and their metropolitans and bishops were also undergoing similar 
experiences.217 Thus in 1361 Philotheus, the patriarch of Constantinople, 
wrote a letter to the patriarch of Antioch complaining that the latter’s 

metropolitans were entering the domains of the church of Constantinople 
and collecting fees and claiming jurisdiction where in fact they had no right 
to do so.

We suffer greatly all the time, and the many and heavy afflictions which have 
occurred previously I set aside for the present. I now speak of those things which 
the metropolitan of Tyre did. He goes about within my territory [enoria] and 
functions as priest, ordaining, collecting money, and performing every illegality. 
It is necessary that you judge him there canonically, or if you are not able to do this, 
give leave and permission so that we might do it. And what of the [metropolitan] 
of Germanipolis ? He took over two of our churches, that of Attaleia and Syllaion, 
by the authority of the emir in the area, and he holds these as their l̂egitimate” 
metropolitan.218

215 Ibid., 200-202.
216 Ibid., 237.
217 Pachymeres, II, 123." etrei toc KCCT&Evpiav f|9&VK7TO.” Chrysostomus, Archbishop 

of Athens, “ *H KcrrccaTaais Tfjs ’Op0o5o£ou ‘EKKArioias ’AvTioyeias koctoc tov I A' Kai 
IE'alcova,” E.E.B.Z, XIII (1937), 123-142.

218 Miklosich et Muller, I, 412, also I, 511-512. It may be that the emirs preferred 
metropolitans from Antioch because those of Constantinople were still connected with a 
Christian state.
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In  both cases the patriarch asked that either the patriarch of Antioch 
intervene to halt the violations the latter’s metropolitans were committing 
in Anatolia or else to give him leave to do so himself. I t appears, however, 
that both patriarchs were powerless to act, and this was probably due to 
the fact that they were unable to enforce ecclesiastical discipline in 
Turkish lands where the Greek emperors had no authority, especially 
since the erring metropolitans had the support of the local Turkish 
authorities.

RECOURSE TO TURKS

This brings us to another aspect and reflection of the decline of ecclesi
astical discipline. As conditions worsened, poverty increased, and metro
politans and bishops came to occupy their seats less and less regularly, a 
new phenomenon entered into the decline of discipline. Clerics began, 
increasingly, to resort to the local Turkish authorities, an action severely 
proscribed and prohibited by the church under pain of excommunication. 
When things were not going their way in some dispute, particularly over 
property and jurisdiction, the clerics often made a mutually beneficial 
arrangement with the local Turkish begs. At other times the Turkish beg 
would force his will on the local clerics in a unilateral manner.

The dispute between the metropolitans of Ephesus and Pyrgion occur
ring in 1343 is an example of such behavior. The metropolitan of Ephesus, 
in his desire to reunite the seat of Pyrgion with his own, slandered that 
metropolitan to U m ur Beg. He sent him a letter in which he addressed 
the Turk as his good son and considered himself the “father” of the emir, 
and advised him to expel the metropolitan of Pyrgion from his seat.219 
Further, it would seem, the metropolitan of Pyrgion was forced to swear 
a false oath because of the violence and force which he had suffered from 
the emir.220

The case of Dorotheus, metropolitan of Peritheorium, is a striking 
example of this type of conduct (though his seat was in Europe). The 
details are interestingly set forth in a document of 1381. He was imprisoned 
by the emperor for some unknown reason, but managed to effect his 
escape from prison and then made his way to the Turks in Asia Minor.

He went to the Turks, received forces there and then asserted tyrannical 
authority over the church of Peritheorium. And previously we wrote of these 
things [to those] there, that the Christians should in no way receive him for he 
went to the Turks. We wrote him twice and thrice both in Anatolia and Peritheo
rium in order that he should come here and be judged by the synod, but he did not 
wish to do so in any way. He made an agreement with the Turks that as many 
prisoners as should flee to Peritheorium, he would turn them over to the Turks. 
And he did this often, in accordance with his agreement.221

219 Ibid., 236.
220 Ibid., 237.
221 Ibid., II, 38. For a similar case of returning prisoners to the Turks, Miklosich et 

Muller, I, 592-593. It would have been difficult, however, for the Christians to have
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The patriarch goes on to say that Dorotheus’ presence before the synod is 
not necessary for the final judgm ent because the holy canons rule that,

“if some bishop utilizes secular authorities and through these takes control of a 
church, let him be removed and exiled.55 And he did not simply have recourse to 
secular Christian authorities, but going over to the impious ones and receiving a 
force, he took over the church, as is known and agreed by all; so there is no 
necessity for [his] appearance or proof. For he said, openly and in front of every
one, that he had the Turks as his own emperors, patriarchs, and protectors.222

He is removed from his seat, and if he continues to err with the Turks, 
he will be excommunicated.

In  1387 when the metropolitan of Attaleia-Perge assumed his duties 
in his ecclesiastical district, he found that those properties the Turks had 
not seized they had given to the metropolitan of M yra on the latter’s 
petition. Here we would seem to have an example of both emir and 
metropolitan sharing in the spoliation of a second metropolitan seat.223 

In  the dispute of the two metropolitans, the patriarch beseeches the pre
lates not to take their disputes to the Turkish emir.224

The complaint of the monks of the monastery of Acapnius (1394) 
that the metropolitan of Chalcedon had taken their property of Bollas 
also bears on the problem of recourse to Turkish authority. The metro
politan wrote a letter to the patriarch answering the charge by stating 
that though the property had formerly belonged to these monks, the 
Turks had taken it away from them  and given it to the metropolitan. The 
patriarch then begins to explain that this is not a valid method of trans
ferring title to property.

I do not know how it escapes your holiness, a good man and teacher, as you say, 
of the politeia of God, that you do these same things to your own brothers which the 
Turks [do] . . . .  If you desire to learn how evilly you act in these affairs, read the 
canon “on greediness5’ of St. Gregory the Thaumaturge, which he expounded in 
the time of the barbarian invasion and captivity, so that you might learn what he 
says concerning those who take alien properties. He anathematizes such persons.225

The patriarch warns the metropolitan of Chalcedon:

If you ignore the present synodic admonition of our humility and you persevere 
in these things and wrong your brothers, we shall consider you and all your 
retinue as having recourse to foreign authority and [as] openly unjust, and as 
excommunicated and removed. . . .  If you ignore this they [the monks] shall 
have permission to consider you as publicans and foreigners.226
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done otherwise. On the severe punishments inflicted upon prisoners who attempted to 
escape, ibid.. I, 592-503, and Bartholomaeus Geurgieuitz-Kidric, passim.

232 Miklosich et Muller, II, 38.
223 Ibid., 92.
22i Ibid., 11 k<x\ EipT|VEUETE Trpos aAAf|Aous, cbs aS£A<poi xai apyiepei's kccI Tfjs 

eipT̂ vris SiSaaKaAoi, kou \xt\ts oxnos SievoxAeitco tt) ofj iepoTrjTi Trpos tov aprjpav, 
\xr\rB cn> aCrrcp, ava îa yap eior TOiaCrra tou kcc0’ rjuas Tayncrros xai Tfjs ocpyiepcoau- 
utisT

225 Ibid., 200-201.
226 Ibid., 200.
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The same question arose in 1389 when certain clerics from the church 

in Russia were summoned before the Constantinopolitan synod in an 
effort to settle a serious and complicated dispute. But these clerics, fearing 
the judgm ent of the synod, crossed into Anatolia and sought aid from the 
Turks. Thus the patriarchal agents sent after them were prevented from 

returning them to Constantinople.227

DISCIPLINE AND ORTHODOXY OF TH E CLERGY

On a general level the breakdown of discipline was reflected in other 
ways. Struggles and strife in matters of doctrine in Constantinople were 

likely to be reflected in some of the provinces. Thus the contest between the 
adherents of Barlaam and Palamas seems to have spread into some of the 
churches of Asia Minor. The metropolitan of Ephesus was condemned as 

a heretical Barlaamite in 1351, and it would seem that Cyril the metro
politan of Side (c. 1360) was strongly suspected of being tainted with this 
heresy.228 The church in northwest Asia M inor had suffered division and 
strife in the thirteenth century while it was still under Byzantine control, 

as a result of the pro-Latin policy of the emperor Michael Palaeologus 
and of the opposition between Josephites and Arsenites arising from 
dynastic politics.229

The synodal acta furnish a limited but significant num ber of cases that 

describe in great detail the decay of discipline in specific churches of 
Anatolia. One such case which is particularly intriguing involves the 
church of Iconium. The incident is of interest because it is in connection 
with the city of Iconium (Konya) that the activities of the proselytizing 
Mawlawi dervishes will be discussed. In  1379-80 the monks of a par
ticular monastery in this district brought charges against the metro

politan stating that he had blasphemed God, cursed the protectors and 
leaders of the church and also the holy fathers. As the canons state that 

clerics who see their bishop falling into heresy have the right to abstain 
from communion with him, the monks had closed their church. At the 
particular moment that the monks brought their complaints before the 
synod, the patriarchal seat was vacant and consequently the synod had 
no right to examine all the charges and the validity of his priesthood. 
Instead, the assembled metropolitans embarked upon a partial investi

gation, limiting it to three points. The first charge was that the metro
politan of Iconium had made light of the monks’ fasting and other 
spiritual accomplishments, adjudging these exercises false and valueless, 

and he also blasphemed St. Macarius. Second, he was charged with 
breaking a holy altar in order to use the wood for other purposes. Third,

227 Ibid., 125 and I, 356-363, for a detailed case in which the metropolitan of Alania 
appealed to the khan of the Crimean Tatars against an unfavorable decision of the 
patriarch.

228 Ibid., I, 408, 405-406. Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, p. 10.
a29 Arnakes, 'OOcopavof, pp. 43-45.
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he had, his accusers alleged, introduced a certain heretic (Niphon by 
name) into the church of the monks on Palm Sunday and had given him 
a palm leaf and candle. O n the feast day of Lights he permitted this 
enemy of the church to participate in the liturgy by allowing him to read 
a homily of St. Gregory the Theologian. At this point the monks were 
outraged and demanded that the metropolitan remove the heretic from 
the church, but the metropolitan refused. The synod found the metro
politan guilty and removed from his control all the monasteries, since he 
was permitting heretics to enter them. W hen, with the appointment of the 
new patriarch Neilus, the case was reopened, it was further ascertained 
that the metropolitan had struck the leader of the monks, Gregory, while 
the latter was assisting behind the altar in the services of Easter week. 
Finally, the patriarch removed the errant metropolitan from office. 
Unfortunately, this is one of the very few detailed cases concerning the 
church of Iconium in the fourteenth century which has survived; never
theless, it does present a glimpse into the declining state of ecclesiastical 
discipline there.230

The most illustrative and detailed instance of this disorder in the array 
of the church on a personalized and individual level is that concerning 
the monk Paul Tagaris, who first appears in the synodal acta in 1370. 
At this time the patriarch has ordered the metropolitans of Caesareia and 
Mocissus to proceed to Iconium where they are to investigate all priests, 
deacons, and readers ordained by that “ sinful monk, or rather that pseudo
monk and son of the devil Tagaris.”231 He had entered the seat of Iconium 
passing himself off as the metropolitan and consequently succeeded in 
deceiving many. The appointed metropolitans were to examine the clergy 

and were to remove from office all those ordained by Tagaris, even though 
they may have acted in good faith. They were not to be restored until 
a legitimate metropolitan of Iconium was appointed to office. In  the 
meantime the metropolitan of Mocissus was to appoint and ordain clerics 
if and when they should be needed.232

Tagaris next appears in a decision of the synod dated 1384, in which it 
appears that he has continued in his erring ways. The “ son of perdition,” 
finding the metropolitan seat o f Amaseia vacant, ordained the presbyter 
Joseph as bishop of Limnia (a suffragant bishopric of Amaseia). Con
sequently, Macarius, the metropolitan of Sebasteia, has been ordered by 
the patriarch and synod to go to these areas and examine and reordain 

those falsely ordained by Tagaris, including Joseph.233
Justice, however, finally catches up with the protagonist as does his 

conscience, very conveniently, sometime around 1391, and a considerable 
portion of his confession and repentance has survived. His confession

230 Miklosich et Muller, II, 1-7.
M1Ibid., I ,  537-
232 Ibid., 538.
233 Ibid., II, 64-65.

DECLINE OF THE CHURCH IN THE FOURTEENTH CENTURY

3 3 5



DECLINE OF THE CHURCH IN THE FOURTEENTH CENTURY

includes a number of fascinating details both as to his actual sins and his 
origins. He mentions that his father had won glory for himself in fighting 
the foes of the empire and as a result married a lady of the imperial 
family.234 At the age of fifteen, Tagaris had married, but soon after left 
his wife to go to Palestine and become a monk. Then he returned to 
Constantinople and was at first prone to settle in a monastery and 4‘be on 
the side of the good.” He says, however, that shortly after his arrival in 
the capital city he changed to the “side of hypocrisy.” He found an icon, 
and hoping to earn a livelihood from it, he announced to all that it was of 
the type that worked miracles. His family, however, was scandalized and 
soon other clergymen intervened and removed the icon from his possession. 
Tagaris was outraged and having no recourse against this confiscation, he 
set out for Palestine where he soon became a confidant of Lazarus the 
patriarch of Jerusalem. When, however, the latter was driven out by the 
Muslims, a new aspirant to the throne appeared who threatened Tagaris 
with death. As a result, Tagaris proceeded to Antioch where, he says,

Satan entered into me again and there was nothing illegal or unlawful which he 
did not force me to carry out for shameful gain. I trampled under foot the enoria 
of the ecumenical patriarch; bishops who had done no evil were thrust out of 
their own bishoprics, and in their places were brought in other dissolutes . . . [who] 
gave money and received bishoprics from a presbyter.235

The next step in his career of charlatanry was the assumption of the 
title of Patriarch of Jerusalem and the continuing false ordination of 
metropolitans and bishops. He did not bestow these offices on him worthy 
of them but on him who gave the most money,

no matter how full of evil he was, or how wealthy he was in illegality, and most 
unworthy of it, for to me he was the most fitting and holy of all. And if someone 
had become bishop under one of the patriarchs, I brought him down . . .  as he 
brought obstacles to my tyranny, by buying his office with money, or else I 
disposed myself evilly toward him and slandered him to the local emir . . . .  Who 
would be capable of enumerating the illegal and uncanonical ordinations of 
priests at my hands only so that I might make money ? For the love of money which 
had seized my soul and the desire for wealth moved me to work every evil. . . . 
So that he was deemed worthy [of office] who gave more or said he would give 
more.236

234 Ibid., 225. G antacuzene, I, 91, 343; II , 591, gives the history of the rise to pow er 
of the  Tagaris fam ily. O f  obscure origin, a m em ber of the fam ily gained fam e and  social 
prom inence in the wars against the Turks about Philadelpheia in the fourteenth century. 
A M anuel T agaris took p a rt in the disastrous battle  of Pelecanum  (1329). George Tagaris 
w ent on an  embassy to the Turks of Saruhan, c. 1346.

235 M iklosich et M uller, I I ,  226.
236 Ibid., 227. I t  is significant th a t he resorted to arrangem ents w ith M uslim  emirs 

to overcome the resistance of the validly ordained m etropolitans in any given district. 
H e thereby forced the local m etropolitan or bishop to split his jurisdiction in to  two 
parts, one for the  locum tenens and  one for Tagaris. "  e! irou  6e tis ETrioKOTTOS Trapcc twv 
TrcxTpiapxiKcov tivos yEyovcos . . . cbs ekeivov SvayspoavovTa Tpv i[XT\v TUpavviSa, 
XpT|Uao-iv E^covrio-aadai Tpv eauToO Tippy, f) Trpos tov tou tottou aprjpav  8ia(3- 
aAAcov auTov kcckcos SietiOouv, cos dvayxaaO£VTa Tfjv o u a iav  Sixcc SieAeIv kcu Tfjs pices 
pEpiBos Troifjo-ai KUplOV.”
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Feeling tha t the “office” of patriarch of Jerusalem was too restricted for 
his talents “ I decided to go through the whole ecumene, so that I  might 
amass more wealth.”237 Thereafter he set out for the “ Persian” borders 
and soon came to Georgia where he found that three men were disputing 
the royal throne. Having convinced them that only he could settle the 
dispute, he awarded the throne to the one who promised the most money, 
and he relates “ I obtained not a little wealth thus.” 238

Not unexpectedly he soon became bishop of Tabriz and was on the way 
to Trebizond when justice finally began to catch up with him. He was 
served with a patriarchal letter in which the patriarch referred to a certain 
evil metropolitan of Tyre as the forerunner of antichrist and to Tagaris 
as his violent follower, and in so doing left no doubt as to what he intended 
to do with them when the opportunity presented itself. Tagaris, now in 
fear of his personal safety, decided to seek refuge with the Roman pope. 
Consequently, he crossed over to the land of the Tatars and gave eleven 
pearls to the leader for guides and soldiers to escort him as far as 
Hungary.239 Once in Hungary he began to fear for his soul, he tells the 
patriarch in his confession, bu t dissuaded by the dangers of the road back 
through the land of the Tatars, he went on to Rome. Here he performed 
the Latin confession of faith to the pope who named him patriarch of 
Constantinople and dressed him in the appropriate garb. He compounded 
his sins, he tells the synod, by sitting down to meal with Latins and eating 
m eat.240 This is the end of the more interesting part of Tagaris’ con
fession. Its implications as to the state of ecclesiastical discipline, and its 
indications of the troubles of the church in Anatolia and the church’s 
inability to enforce discipline there are all too self-evident for any further 

comment.241
The difficulties and poverty that the Turkish occupation of Anatolia 

imposed were such that the metropolitans and bishops often refused to 
go to their appointed churches and take up their duties, or often they 
deserted their churches so that the patriarchs frequently forced the 
metropolitans to swear oaths not to abandon their seats because of the 
various difficulties and obstructions. It becomes apparent that service in 

partibus injidelium was not by any manner of means an ordinary or simple 
task. A num ber of the clerics often abandoned their metropolitanates and 
sought churches in less critical areas of Asia Minor, or more often they

237 Ibid.
238 Ibid.
239 Ibid., 228.
240 Ibid., 229.
241 G. Hill, A History of Cyprus (Cambridge, 1942), II, 435, has dismissed the “career” 

of Tagaris as a historical fabrication put forth by the monk himself. Hill did not know 
the synodal documents that dealt with the case but relied upon the account in Chronicum 
Karoli Sexti, ed. and trans. M. L. Bellaquet, Chronique du religieux de Saint-Denys contenant le 
regne de Charles VI, de 1380 a 1422 (Paris, 1839), I, 636-643. This Latin chronicle supple
ments the Greek accounts (which tell of Tagaris’ wanderings in the East) by recounting 
the monk’s exploits in France and Italy.
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sought to be transferred to Constantinople or some other church in the 
European provinces.242 This problem is clearly brought out in an oath 
signed about 1338 by Cyril the metropolitan of Side.

Those who are elected by the holy and universal church of God to be his 
metropolitans, and those others who are sent to the Christians dwelling under an 
impious foreign nation must turn this over in [their] minds; that they have taken 
up the apostolic struggle, and have been ordered to run the course of Christ’s 
revered disciples and apostles, to whom . . . was also said, “Behold, I send you 
out as sheep in the midst of the wolves.” And since I am by God’s judgment 
elected by the holy church of God, and I was chosen for the church of Side which 
the impious foreign hand has received to rule, there is suspicion that being 
ordained I shall not go there, or going there I might return again to this the queen 
of cities for comfort and relief from the hardships at hand; I make the present 
written promise in this to our most holy lord the ecumenical patriarch and to the 
most holy, sacred synod, and say and assure that I [shall] not have leave after my 
ordination . . .  to remain here and find an excuse for idleness and put off my 
departure; nor after having gone to that church to which I was elected, to return 
here having abandoned the flock which was entrusted to me, except [by reason] 
of great necessity and want.243

In  1363 the patriarch and synod order the metropolitan of Smyrna to 
leave Thessalonike and to proceed to Smyrna where he was to care for the 
“many and numberless Christians who are there.”244

Most holy metropolitan of Smyrna . . . grace and peace of God be with your 
holiness. Your holiness knew previously that not just once, but twice, and thrice, 
and many times we informed you that throwing off all and every type of excuse 
you should go to the church which you received . . . having been promoted to 
metropolitan, to the area and jurisdiction of your most holy metropolitanate, and 
according to canonical duty perform all those things in need of metropolitan super
vision and consecration there; for the Christians awaiting your presence in this 
area are many.245

The patriarch orders him to leave the city of Thessalonike where he has 
been seeking rest and to go occupy his seat in Asia Minor, for the 
Smyrniotes are continuously sending petitions to the patriarch for a 
metropolitan. I f  he does not conform with this order, he will be removed 
from office and replaced by another metropolitan.246

The newly appointed metropolitan of Mocissus, guilty of abandoning 
his previous seat, was forced in 1370 to swear an oath not to abandon his 
new church.

I the humble metropolitan of Mocissus, Ioannicius, swear in the presence of 
our most holy lord the ecumenical patriarch, and of the holy and sacred synod, 
that I shall not appear to abandon my church and go elsewhere, as I did this 
formerly [when] I was bishop of Nyssa. But I shall be found in my church teaching

242 Guilland, “Athanase,” pp. 130-132.
243 Miklosich et Muller, I, 182.
244 Ibid., 447.
245 Ibid., 445.
248 Ibid., 446.
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the flock of Christ entrusted to me with as much strength as I have. If I should 
ever appear to abandon my church and be found elsewhere, another metropolitan 
shall be ordained by my most holy lord the ecumenical patriarch and the great 
sacred synod in my church.247

In  1385 the metropolitan of Iconium, far from having proceeded to 
take up duties in his own church at Iconium, simply took over the church 
of Attaleia and left his own flock in Iconium without leadership. Con
sequently, the patriarch removed him from all metropolitan functions 
until he should present himself before the synod where he would be 
judged and removed in accordance with canon law.248 In  1394 we have 
an example of a metropolitan taking over another seat illegally. In  this 
case it is the metropolitan of Seleuceia, either unable or unwilling to 
enter his own church, who manufactured false letters from the Christian 
community of Attaleia saying that the latter were without leadership. 
His deception, however, was discovered only after he had set out to take 
over the church of Attaleia.249

T H E  CONGREGATIONS

U p to this point the examination of the synodal acta has proceeded 
from the point of view of the structure of the church, its property, and its 
clerics. But what, if anything, do the acta say about the congregations 
themselves ? Do they give any indication or hint on the fate of the Greek 
Christian populations in the various areas ? Generally speaking, they are 
not so specifically informative on the members of the communities as 
they are on the clergy. The acta, however, are indicative of the overall 
fate and general types of experiences among the Christians. The general 
impression they give is one o f a great decline in the numbers of the 
Christians of Asia Minor, though the information is scanty a t best. One 
of the acta dated 1387 and concerned with the metropolitan seat of 
Ephesus relates that

every city and every land were wasted by the foreigners and were entirely obliter
ated. And if some of these were ever cities it is not even ascertainable from names, 
while other are recognizable from some few traces, having very few Christian 
inhabitants.250

A synodal decision of about 1315 mentions the metropolitanate of Syllaion 
and the archbishopric of Leontopolis as inhabited by a “very few 
Christian folk.”251 Another document of 1387 relates that the metro
politan of Attaleia and Perge had a very small congregation,252 and a

247 Ibid., 536.
248 Ibid., II, 89.
249 Ibid., 205-206.
250 Ibid., 104. This is also reflected in a document of 1318 relative to Melitene and 

Celtzine. Ibid., I, 82.
251 Ibid., I, 34.
252 Ibid., II, 93, ". . .  tov oAiyov ekei tou Kupiou Aaov . .
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similar document of 1397 again reveals the smallness of the Christian 
community in Attaleia and in Side as well.

Since it had been captured long ago [there was] a scarcity of the faithful in 
[Side].253

Sizable congregations, however, remained in a number of cities through
out Anatolia. In  1315 the Christians of Amaseia wrote to the patriarch, 
petitioning for a metropolitan,

because they find themselves in the midst of foreigners . . . and most necessarily 
need a guide and leader in those matters pleasing to God.254

The reason they need a spiritual leader emerges from a decree of 1317, by 
which time the Amaseians had not yet received a metropolitan because of 
the enmity of their Turkish master. This document says:

The Christian congregation there, as many that is as remained and having 
remained were not seduced by the abusive and ruling foreigners, for a sufficient 
time was without a metropolitan and was deprived of a shepherd and of his 
teaching and aid. . . . But the Lord . . . sends shepherds to the greatest thrones, 
leaders of souls and affairs, so that thus what time has thrown down . . . He shall 
restore to the ancient form and honor by their aid and care.255

According to the text a number of the Christians who had remained in 
Amaseia were converted to Islam. The language of the document would 
seem to imply at least an active program of proselytization by the 
Muslims. The text emphasizes the importance of the leadership of the 
metropolitan in keeping the flock together and in restoring it to a healthy 
state.256 The community was sufficiently strong and articulate to petition 
the patriarch continuously for a spiritual leader during the period of 

upheaval.
Continued occupation and rule of the Turks and isolation from Con

stantinople subjected the Christians to temptations to abandon their 
faith for that of the rulers, and often also subjected them to overt pressure 
to do so. A proceeding of 1387 relates that there remained only a few 
Christians in the city of Pontoheracleia. But few though they were, they 
were to have shepherding.

Because as men, being seduced by the deception of life, they look out for only a 
few of those heavenly and immortal rewards. But also dwelling among the 
foreigners and associating with them constitute the greatest obstacle to salvation.257

The implications are obvious. The Christians, if left without leadership 
too long, will join the religion of their conquerors, as indeed many have 
already done. Thus, dwelling among the Turks and daily association with 
them eventually would lead to conversion. When the Christians of Gangra

253 Ibid., 276-277.
254 Ibid., I, 37.
255 Ibid., 6g.
256 Ibid., 69-71.
257 Ibid., II, 103.
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asked for a metropolitan in 1400-01, it was for similar reasons. As a result 
of the death of the metropolitan of Gangra,

all the Lord’s people who are found there beseeched our humility by their own 
letters that I send to them a metropolitan and protector, because the foreigners 
abuse and endanger them on all sides concerning the most crucial matters [i.e., 
religion]. They have not the teaching and spiritual leadership of a protector (for 
people are on the whole wont to fall easily into evil rather than to be elevated to 
virtue, and these things are so especially when they are under the barbarians) and 
our humility deemed it necessary that such a church no longer be found without a 
shepherd, as there should arise to it from this not a small harm and damage.258

Here the language implies both voluntary apostasy and conversion under 
a certain am ount of pressure, though the text is not very explicit. Similar 
disorders are implied by the acta for the churches of Sebasteia, Euchaita, 
Iconium, Mocissus, and Nazianzus in 1327.259

The most significant and informative of these documents in regard to 
the fate of the congregations of Anatolia, however, are two acta from about 
1338 and 1340 addressed to the inhabitants of Nicaea. The first of these is 
the longest and most explicit.

The church of God, the common clinic of souls, opens its doors of salvation to 
all those returning from sin, and, providing the appropriate medicines looks 
after the salvation of all. It is essential not to forbid anyone, nor to disdain the 
salvation of him falling into denial [apostasy] for there is not, there is generally no 
sin which triumphs over God’s philanthropia. And the Holy Scriptures bear many 
examples of those refraining from their former sins [and] showing a genuine 
return and repentance; among these [examples] is that of the prodigal, that of the 
whore, that of the robber, that of the Ninevites, that of Manasses who prepared the 
people to worship idols for forty years, rebelling from the Creator. He rejects none, 
nor does God turn away, for He has an unbounded sea of philanthropia, if only we 
should genuinely repent and fall at his feet, and weep, and beseech His goodness.

Since the attack of the Ismaelites prevailed over us by God’s permission as a 
result of the multitude of our sins, and they having captured and enslaved many 
of our own and violently forced them and dragged them along alas! so that they 
took up their evil and godlessness; and to those having fallen into such a depth of 
evil occurred a realization [that] they were evil and [this] aroused them to seek 
the ways of the Christians again. But another thought came to them, and they 
hesitate and wish to learn for certain whether they will not fail utterly or shall 
achieve their salvation. The church of God pledges itself to all such and gives 
definite information; that it [the church] will heal and cure and number among the 
side of the Christians again those taking up the true belief in God and [those] 
removing [themselves] from the evil of the Muslims into which they fell. Nor shall they 
find any obstacle to the salvation of their own souls because of the failure, as it is 
said, which occurred to them. But as many of these who will show their repentence 
openly and freely so that they choose to suffer for the faith in God, these will bind 
on the crown of martyrdom (an exact proof of this is the great martyr of Christ, 
Jacob the Persian). As many as wish to live in secret practicing and keeping in their 
heart the Christian way, because of the fear of punishments against them, these also

268 Ibid., 491.
250 Ibid., I, 143-144.
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shall attain salvation. Only, they shall try as much as possible to keep the com
mands of God. And this present letter of the church of God became an assurance 
concerning this.260

The second of the letters, though somewhat shorter, deals with the same 
subject.

[To] the clerics, the consecrated, the monks, and all the remaining Christian 
congregation being found in Nicaea, our . . . beloved Children in the Lord. We 
beseech, for all of you, the peace and compassion of God, freedom from troubles, 
and every other good and salvation from almighty God. We are unable to say 
how much we suffer and are grieved on your behalf and on behalf of all other 
Christians under the barbarians. Be informed, thence, that we do not intermit 
supplicating and beseeching God night and day so that He might transform the 
storm (brought against our race because of the multitude of sins) into a clear sky 
and turn back the evils upon the enemies, which we are confident, will not remain 
long. . . . Simply have care that you serve God by your good works and a life 
pleasing to God. For if the enemies rule you, be you the masters of your own souls 
and mind(s), and of your choice [which] is to guard over the good or not to guard 
[it]. But as we learned from the judge, you preserve and guard your Christian 
situation, in which I pray that you remain firm and unshakable, so that you may 
gain the promised good rewards God prepared for those who love him with their 
soul, and [that] you will observe his commands of salvation, the grace of which 
shall preserve you.261

The first of these pastoral letters is concerned with the Islamization of 
many of the inhabitants of Nicaea. I t says that the Turks forced them to 
convert to Islam,

And they [Turks] having captured and enslaved many of our own and violently 
forced them and dragged them along, alas! so that they took up their evil and 
godlessness.

This is also implied more generally in some of the documents described 
previously and seems to indicate that conversion under duress, far from 
being unknown during the Turkish conquests of the fourteenth century, 
was certainly one of the many factors working for the diminution of the 
Christian communities. These Christians, who have apostatized to Islam 
at the bidding of their conquerors, are concerned with their salvation and 
have referred the m atter to the patriarch in Constantinople. His solicitous 
and sympathetic reply offered the petitioners salvation if they would reject 
Islam. There were two possible roads to salvation from their apostasy; 
martyrdom or crypto-Christianity. To those who were brave enough to 
renounce Islam openly was to be awarded the m atryr’s crown, as had 
been the case of the Persian m artyr Jacob. The others, who were afraid 
to die, were to be accounted as within the fold of the church again if they 
practiced their Christiantity in secret and to the best of their ability in 
these conditions.

**°Ibid., 183-184.
261 Ibid., 197-198.
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As many as wish to live in secret practicing and keeping in their heart the 
Christian way, because of the fear of punishments against them, these shall also 
attain salvation.262

In  the second letter to the Nicaeans, dated about 1340, the patriarch 
commends the Nicaeans for successfully preserving their Christianity. 
Again there seems to be a hint a t crypto-Christianity in the sentence,

For if the enemies rule you, be you the masters of your souls and mind(s), and 
of your choice.

The religious pressure to convert is apparent in other accounts of the 
situation in fourteenth-century Bithynia, and crypto-Christianity and 
neo-martyrdom, though poorly known, nevertheless existed in the 
Ottom an period. The process of religious conversion in northwest Asia 
M inor which emerges from the synodal acta finds striking confirmation 
in the letters that the absentee metropolitan Theophanes (d. 1381) sent 
to his flock in Nicaea,263 and explicitly in the annals of the earliest 
Turkish chronicles.264

Matthew of Ephesus— A Case Study

Actual on-the-spot reports of the situation in Asia Minor by priests 
who had churches there are, unfortunately, rare. A notable exception is

262 O n  Jaco b , F. H alkin , Bibliotheca hagiographica graeca (Brussels, 1957), I, 252. T here
is a  considerable literature of unequal value on the phenom enon of C rypto-C hristianity . 
Arnakis, ’O fcopavoi, pp. 188-189. I . K . Voyiatzides, “  ’EKTOupKtapos koci fifioAapiapds 
tcov 'EAArjvcov,”  in 'IcrropiKai MeAETca (Thessalonike, 1933), pp- 3-60. N . E. M eliores, 
01 KpuTTToypiO'Ttctvoi (Athens, 1962). N . A ndriotes, K pu'rrroxpioriaviK q QiAoAoyia 
(Thessalonike, 1953). H asluck, “ T h e  Crypto-Christians of T reb izond ,” X L I
(1921), 199-202. R . M . Dawkins, “ T he C rypto-C hristians of T urkey ,” Byzantion, V II I  
(1933), 247-275. Gordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., I l l ,  37-44, 326-334. R . Ja n in , “ M usulm ans 
m algr£ eux: les S tavriotes,” E.O., no. 97 (1912), pp . 495-505. A. D . M ord tm ann , 
Anatolien. Skizzen und Reisebrie/e aus Kleinasien (1850-1859), ed. F. Babinger (H annover, 
1925), passim. M . Deffner, “  flevTe ipSopccSes i r a p a  toTs apvriai8pfiaKOis ev *0 <pEi,”  
T a r i a ,  no. 87 (1877), pp. 547 ff. K . Lam eras, CH Trept MiKpas ’A ofas Kai tcov sv ocvTrj 
KpUTTTOXpiaTtavcbv (Athens, 1921). S. Antonopoulos, MiKpa *Aafa (Athens, 1907), pp. 
57-72. Isto r Pontion, “  Ai e^iaAapiasis sv TIovtco Kai ol KAgootoi,”  17.0 ., I  (1936), 
3 -6 . Phikas, “  ’Atto Eva x £lP°ypa<P° tou 1886 ydpco ccrr’ tous KpuTTOTypicmavous,”  
TIE., X I  (i960), 5647. P. T riantaphyllides, “  O i KAcocjtoi,”  FT.E., I I  (1951), 967, 1032. 
P. Sallapasides, “  fTspi tcov cxAAote ev ToupKta KpuTTTOXpioriavcbv,”  17.0 ., I I  
(1937), 280 j “  ’ETTEiaoSia caro t r\v ^coqv tcov Kpu9cov Trjs *Apyupov7r6A£COs,”  17.0 ., 
I I  (1937)5 372-373. M . M etalleides, “  ’Atto Tpv £coqv tcov KAcootcov. M ia piKpq 
iaTOpia,”  n .O ., I I  (1937), 196-197. P. M elanophrydes a n d X . X enitas, “  01 KAgootoi,”  
17.E., I I  (1951), 1193. P. M elanophrudes, “  *0 X pfjorov (octto tt\ ^coq tcov Kpu<po- 
Xp’CTTiavoov KAcootcov) , ”  17.E., V  (1954), 2640. Ph. K tenides, “ 01 KpUTTTOXpicrnavol 
tou TTovtou,”  17.E., V  (1954), 2664-2666, 2710-2712, 2743-2745.

263 T heophanes N icaenus, P.G,, C L , 287-325.
264 Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 23 ff, 41-42, 43. A shikpashazade-K reutel, pp. 46, 48, 

67-70. Anonymous-Giese, pp. 18-19, 23. T hey  describe extensive conversions of Greeks 
in  N icaea, regions of Yalova, Tarakll-yenidjesi, Goynuk, and  M odreni. For the details 
of these conversions see chapter v below. H ere I  refer to them  only to confirm  the general 
reliability of the synodal ac ta  on the dim inution and  absorption of the C hristian com 
m unity  th roughou t Asia M inor. W hen T heodora, daugh ter o f  Cantacuzene, journeyed 
to B ithynia after her m arriage to O rh a n  (1345), she found m any  Greeks converted to 
Islam . She endeavored to dissuade them  and  she herself resisted the efforts of the Turks 
to convert her, C antacuzene, I I ,  588-589.
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the case of Matthew, metropolitan of Ephesus. Though less spectacular 
than the account Gregory Palamas, metropolitan of Thessalonike, left of 
his captivity in Bithynia and his visit to the Ottom an capital at Bursa, the 
information that M atthew records is of greater significance for the actual 
fate of the ecclesiastical establishment in Asia M inor. His account of 
personal experiences as metropolitan of Ephesus specifically confirms 
what the synodal acta imply more generally. First, it is interesting to note 
that the acta mention no metropolitan of Ephesus in the years 1315 
through 1329, and it is quite probable that this church seat was un 
occupied because of the conditions prevailing during the aftermath of the 
conquest.265 We have already noted the numerous references to troubled 
times and vacant seats particularly in the acta between 1315 and 1318. 
M atthew first appears as metropolitan of Ephesus in a synodal document 
dated December 2, 1329, and all the protocols of the Gonstantinopolitan 
synod thereafter (until June, 1339) mention a metropolitan of Ephesus.266 
This would indicate, almost certainly, that during these ten years he was 
not able to occupy the metropolitan seat of Ephesus but remained mostly 
in Constantinople, hence his presence at all the synods. Sometime between 
1331 and 1337 M atthew actually moved to the ecclesiastical seat of Brysis 
in Thrace, which he received as an epidosis. Though he retained his title 
of metropolitan of Ephesus, he still was unable to enter his legitimate 
church in Asia Minor, and as a result was cut off from his revenues.267 
I t  was not until sometime between June, 1339 and February, 1340268 that 
M atthew finally made his way to his church in Ephesus. Thus, it would 
seem that a metropolitan had not actually set foot in Ephesus from the 
time the city was taken (1304)-until the entrance of M atthew some thirty- 

five years later! This, as we have seen above, was a situation roughly 
parallel to that in many of the Anatolian metropolitanates in the first 
quarter of the fourteenth century, a t the time when the Turkish emirates 
were expanding and liquidating the last remains of Byzantine control in 
Asia Minor. M atthew held the metropolitanate of Ephesus until M ay or 
June, 1351, when he was removed as an adherent to the heresy of Barlaam 
and Acindynus.269 O f particular interest, for the status of the church and 
the Christians of Anatolia, among his writings are the “ Prayer Pronounced 
upon O ur Entrance into Ephesus” and three letters written from 
Ephesus to a friend or friends in Constantinople in which he narrates his 
experiences at Ephesus.

W ith his opening prayer (delivered upon arrival a t Ephesus) M atthew 
beseeches God to endow him with the same power tha t he gave to the Holy

285 Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, p. 3.
266 Ibid., p. 4. Miklosich et Muller, I, 149, 151, 155, 164, 170, 178, 179, 190, 193. It 

is not possible to say when he first occupied the throne.
267 Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, pp. 37-38, gives the contents of this unpublished letter.
268 Dolger, Regesten, no. 2837.
289 Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, pp. 8-10. He had previously been a Palamite.
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Apostles, “whom You sent to the foreign nations.” 270 He asks to be 
“arm ed” with the cross so tha t he “might trample these serpents and pass 
safely from their deadly harm .” 271 He calls upon God to halt His wrath, 
to free the Christians from the heavy yoke of slavery, and to repel their 
oppressive overseers. His trip from Constantinople had been strenous, 
studded with obstacles all along the way; fear of pirates on the seas 
between Chios and Clazomenae, dangerous itineraries through forests 
and mountains between Clazomenae and Ephesus, and recalcitrant 
Turkish authorities. Though he found Smyrna a large city, its harbor 
was filled with pirate ships and the city had undergone a drastic ethno

graphic change.

Accordingly we lamented, adding laments upon laments, and became as some 
Aristeides in calamity. But we did not cry simply over a city, as did he, hurled 
down by earthquake, nor over the sight of statues, but over the expulsion of Chris
tians and the colonization of foreign nations from the extremities of the earth.272

U m ur Beg, ruler of Smyrna, refused to grant M atthew an audience, 
declined to accept the correspondence that the Byzantine emperor had 
sent to him through M atthew  and, more importantly, refused to allow the 
metropolitan to continue his journey to Ephesus.273 Faced with the 
prospect of returning to Constantinople, M atthew decided that it would 
be the lesser of two evils to try and remain in Anatolia.

And to take the road back seemed suspect, lest we be ambushed along the road 
by our enemies, or [even] if we should overcome this ambush we would [only] 
escape to run into many accusations that we were not hindered by the barbarians 
but that we had it in mind to return home. And the affairs of the bishops whom 
we appointed there were also very distressing. The unfortunate ones found some 
[temporary] abode and will halt there for some time, for neither have they in the 
meanwhile been permitted to see their churches.274

Faced by these customary difficulties of the Anatolian clergy, M atthew 
heeded the advice of a Chiote, bribed U m ur Beg, and finally received 
permission to go to Ephesus.275 In  Ephesus he had an audience with 
Khidir Beg, brother of Um ur, presented him with gifts, and requested 
the return of the metropolitan church, house, and properties. But the 
request was unheeded, and M atthew received words rather than deeds 
for his efforts. W ith the onset of the summer heat and dust storms, 
M atthew fell violently ill and despaired of life, as there were no doctors to 
treat him. After a miraculous recovery, the undaunted metropolitan once 
more pursued the question of the metropolitan possessions with Khidir 

Beg. The Turkish prince refused to return anything; the metropolitan

270 Ibid., p. 51.
271 Ibid.
272 Ibid., p. 53.
273 Ibid., “ovSe ijevtoi ovyxcopcov ocmevai 5ia Tfjs aOrou x<&pas eis ye T-qv *E<pe<JOv>>
274 Ibid., pp. 53-54.
275 Ibid., p. 54.
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church had been converted to a mosque 276 and the metropolitan residence 
had also been given to the Muslim religious men. As for the metropolitan 
lands:

Concerning the fields and other property he made some very funny defence. 
That since he had seized them with his own sword it was not possible for any other 
to have them in preference to himself.277

The result was that M atthew had to persevere for a long time without 
receiving anything from Khidir in return for his gifts, not even “one day’s 
provisions.” At the end of these protracted negotiations and entreaties, 
M atthew had to relinquish all claim to the metropolitan cathedral, 
residence, and all properties, receiving instead a small house and a tiny 
piece of land.

And if this thing is funny, it also has the greatest charm, having appeared amid 
tragedy. For having removed some old woman, and she an Ismaelite, from her own 
house he put in there, o wonder! the exarch of Asia [metropolitan of Ephesus], 
and he gave such a gift, one might say, that if it were not worthy of the recipient, 
[at least] it was worthy of the giver (that I might say the opposite of what Diogenes 
said to Alexander). And he added to such a great benefaction a most small piece 
of land for cultivation, which being far from the city would constitute not a 
[source] of nourishment to its owner but [a source] of destruction.278

M atthew was thus reduced to a very meager economic existence aided 
by only six priests.279

M atthew describes, in his correspondence, the distressing plight of the 
Christians in Ephesus. His flock consisted mostly of prisoners and slaves 
(numbering in the thousands), among whom were many priests and monks. 
The house assigned to him served, he says, as a witness to his “ confinement 
and bonds” rather than as a “home.”

Thus are our affairs and thus do we enjoy this beautiful metropolitanate. But 
that which distresses us more than the other evils is that living nearby the great 
church [the great church of St. John now become a mosque] we see the Corybants 
leaping up on the roof, daily, shouting out aloud the utterances of their worship 
as loudly as they can. And upon whichever of the churches we happen, we are 
thrown aside like some hierarchs without cities and without metropolitanates.280

Through the relations between Orthodox prelate and Turkish prince 
were now regularized on the terms of the latter, the Muslim inhabitants 
of Ephesus were apparently not reconciled to the presence of a preaching 
hierarch and his priests.

276 Ibid., p. 55; ** 6 tov iiev vaov ou q>qcnv t\\x\v arroScbagiv cara£  ei$ tt|v aCrroO 
HeTaar&VTCC OprjcrKsiav.”  O n  p. 52, however, there is a  reference to the  fact th a t no t 
only was i t  used as a m osque, b u t also as a storehouse for grain.

277 Ibid., p. 55.
278 Ibid.
279 Ibid., “ stc\ 5e toutois Kai iepsis tows ovpnravTas oOs r| Tfjs ’Aaias nrjTpoTroAts 

Kai oO ttAeious aux6**” K hidir taxed them  as well.
280 Ibid., p. 56.
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For it was not sufficient for the lawless ones that they neither wish to turn over 
to us the authority over the great church and house and property belonging to it 
from the beginning, nor that authority which is considered [to belong] to 
authorities; nor are they sparing of curses and blasphemies against God and us, 
but they have plotted an evil scheme either to kill us or at any rate to make us flee 
and some such evil are they contriving. Attacking with rocks in the depth of the 
night when the first cocks are not yet crowing, they hurl stones against our roof, 
aiming at the bed where we lie. These rocks, smashing the roof tiles, often fall in
side. All of them would have fallen [in] one after another if they had not fallen 
upon the wooden boards which support the tiles and halt their rage and free us 
from such mutilation.281

The local Muslims were particularly aggravated by religious discussions 
and confrontations with the metropolitan, but they abstained from overt 
violence because of the realization that Khidir did not countenance 
such acts.

Seeing these things, the accursed ones are athirst for blood, always giving reign 
to their whole desire to taste flesh and blood, and they would not have abstained 
if they did not see that their chieftain was not exceedingly permissive to their 
madness, nor easily joining the assault. Accordingly what they are able to effect, 
this they do in the previously mentioned fashion with rocks, throwing them at 
night.282

I t is a t once apparent that the conditions of the church and of the 
Christians in Ephesus and in the jurisdiction of its metropolitanate were 
very unfavorable. The journey to Ephesus alone was a real trial to 
M atthew and his retinue, full of dangers of all kinds. There was danger 
from pirates on the sea and fear of Turkish ambushes on land, hence they 
often traveled by night and over obscure and difficult paths. The 
“ Prayer” of M atthew represents the general state of mind in which most of 
the clergy sent to Anatolia must have found themselves. Their “ con
demnation” or dispatch to Anatolia is compared to the sending out of the 
apostles among the pagans, a comparison that appears quite often in the 
synodal acta. U m ur Beg refused at first to see M atthew or to permit him 
to pass through his lands, and it was only by giving expensive bribes that 
M atthew was permitted to go on to Ephesus. M atthew found that all of 
his bishops were not permitted to go to their churches.

O n his arrival in Ephesus he found conditions there even more intoler
able. K hidir Beg, U m ur’s brother, refused to restore to the metropolitan 
his cathedral church, official residence, and property. He mentions 
that in addition to having to pay certain taxes, he and his priests were 
thrown out of their churches and forced to watch the imam calling the 
Muslims to prayer from atop the former cathedral church. By way of 
recompence they were permitted to keep a small chapel as their church, 
and the house of an old Turkish woman as the metropolitan residence. 
The Turkish inhabitants, however, were hostile and threw rocks a t their

281 Ibid., pp. 56-57.
282 Ibid., p. 57.
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house during the nights. Interesting is M atthew ’s assertion that if Khidir 
Beg had not intervened the Turks would have either killed or driven out 
the clerics. This would seem to indicate a difference in the attitudes of the 
Turkish begs and of the average Turks towards the Christian church. 
One was somewhat more tolerant, the other more fanatic. This fanaticism 
seems to have been further sharpened and honed in theological discussions 
between Muslims and Christians. The conversion of churches into 
mosques, along with the seizure of church property, were characteristic 
of the Turkish conquest throughout, as we have seen in the acta. The 
Dusturname-i Enveri says a propos of Ephesus:

The Aydinoglu coming to Ayasoluk [Ephesus], having conquered it and its 
dependencies, made many churches into mosques.283

The metropolitan found even the sending of letters to Constantinople 
restricted, and one of his letters had been confiscated by the Turks.

Finally, he draws a brief but dismal picture of the Christian com
munity. In Ephesus it consisted largely of Christian prisoners who had 
been taken as slaves by the Turks and Jews.284 These prisoners seem to 
have been great in number and probably were for the most part not 
originally inhabitants of Ephesus. For when the Turkish emir Sasan took 
Ephesus (on condition of sparing the inhabitants), he transplated the 
majority to Thyraeum, while large numbers were massacred.285 He also 
states that the Christians of Smyrna had been largely deported and 
replaced with Muslim colonists and that the city was in ruins.286

Conclusions

The Turkish conquests and settlement of Anatolia not only destroyed 
the effective political control of a Christian state, but they also effectively 
crushed the Orthodox church. The repetitive and destructive nature of 
the Turkish conquests seriously undermined the foundations of the church 
and corroded the superstructure. The conquerors reduced the church to 
extreme poverty by confiscating the vast majority of its properties, 
revenues, and church buildings. The spoils belonged to the victorious 
begs and sultans, who apportioned them to their followers and to the 
members of the Muslim “religious institution.” The episcopal institution, 
the structural heart of the church, survived in such a decimated state 
that it become a passive cultural vehicle. By the fifteenth century, there 
survived only seventeen metropolitanates, one archbishopric, and three

283 Le Destan d'Umur> p. 47. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 444, also remarks on the conversion 
of the cathedral church into a mosque. Lemerle, Aydin, pp. 31—32, for other references. 
Ludolph of Suchem-Neumann, p. 332; “Est eciam ibi pulchra ecclesia marmorea in 
modum crucis et bene plumbo tecta, in qua Turci vendunt mercimonia et locum sepulchri 
s. Iohannis in quandam crypta christianis ostendunt pro pecuniis.”

284 On Jews in western Asia Minor, see chapter i.
285 Pachymeres, II, 589. The treasures of the church were confiscated.
286 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 445.
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bishoprics in an area that had at one time possessed over fifty metro
politanates and more than four-hundred bishoprics! The episcopal 
structure had formerly constituted a vast ecclesiastical bureaucracy parallel 
to the Byzantine governmental bureaucracy, which like the latter was 
also centered in Constantinople. The conditions of the Turkish conquest 
were such that the vastness and the Constantinopolitan centripetality of 
the ecclesiastical institution became severe liabilities to the continued 
existence and functioning of the church. Every metropolitan or bishop 
was ipso facto a potential political agent of the emperor in Constantinople, 
for the emperor was the head of the church as well as the principal foe of 
Islam. The episcopate, parallel as it was to the Byzantine provincial 
government, possessed a highly developed administrative apparatus with 
numerous personnel and specialized functions, the so-called officia.287

These hierarchs provided not only spiritual ministration to the flocks 
but also furnished many of the material services that today are associated 
with the state, namely, care for the orphans, the poor, the sick, the way
faring stranger, and education. From early times the episcopate had been 
an integral part of the Byzantine juridical system, and with the passage of 
time and the Turkish conquests, the bishops’ courts became the principal 
juridical institution of the Christians. This highly developed ecclesiastical 
administration demanded extensive personnel and revenues in order to 
carry out its spiritual, social, and material functions. The conquests 
destroyed irrevocably the essential economic basis of the Anatolian church, 
depriving metropolitans and bishops of their administrative staffs, 
eleemosynary institutions, and reducing them to the state of indigent 
clerics with purely spiritual functions. They could no longer compete with

2 8 1  O n  the inseparability  o f church  and  state in contem porary  Byzantine m entality  
(late fourteenth  century), see the le tter of the p a tria rch  A nthony IV  to Basil the ru ler 
of M oscow, M iklosich et M uller, I I ,  190—191. T h e  em peror’s nam e is m entioned in 
every land , where there are Christians, by  the patriarchs, m etropolitans, and  bishops. 
61 Kai ev ttccvtI tottco Kai Trapa ttccvtcov iraT piapx& v Kai pqTpoiroAiTtov Kai ETnaKoircov 
pvrjpov£U£Tai t 6 ovopa to u  paaiA£cos ev0a ovopa^ovTO x P lo'Tlccvob ©mp ouSeis tcov 
aAAcov apxovTCov f| TOTrapycov lyei ttote.”

I t  is n o t possible, says A nthony, for Christians to have a church w ithout an  em peror. 
T hey  cannot be separated. “  ouk evi Buvotov els tous X piaTiavous, EKKA^aiav EyEiv 
Kai paaiA ea ouk eyEiv. t) y a p  paaiA ela Kai f] iKKArjaia TroAApv evcoaiv Kai Koivoovlav 
eyet, Kai ouk evi Suvarov, ott’ dAArjAcov SiaipeOrjvai . . .  6 Be K parnaros Kai ay io s  
POU aUTOKpOCTCOp, yCCpiTl 0EOU, £V1 6p0o5o§OTOTO5 Kai TTICTTOTOTOS Kai u p o p ay o s  t %  
EKKArjaias Kai 8£<p£vaTcop Kai £K8iKrjTr|s> Kai ouk evi SuvaTOV, apyiepsa elvai tov pij 
pvrjpovsuovTa auTou.**

Such m entality  would undoubtedly  render the church politically suspect in  the eyes 
of the Turks.

T he pentas constituted the heart of the episcopal offices and  adm inistration. I t  in 
cluded the  oiconomus (adm inistered the w ealth of the church), saccelarius, sceuophylax, 
chartophylax, sacceliou. I t  also included other offices such as those of the chartularioi of his 
bureau, his legal adviser the ecdicon, an d  others. Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, pp. 
98-120. A hrw eiler, “ Sm yrne,” 103, indicates th a t the adm inistrative system of the  m etro 
po litanate was sim ilar to and  nearly  as extensive as th a t of the p a tria rch a te  (at least in  the 
case of Sm yrna). In  the cartu lary  of Lem bus she has found m ention of 26 dignitaries 
who exercised th e ir  functions under the m etropolitan  o f Sm yrna, though only the first 
two pentades appear com plete in the Lem bus docum ents.
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their Islamic counterparts who boasted new and magnificantly endowed 
mosques, medresses (schools), imarets (soup kitchens), hospitals, and 
so forth. The Islamic institutions were not only endowed with lands, 
buildings, and properties formerly belonging to the Christian community 
(the church in  the fourteenth century was also subjected to a heavy tax 
burden), but also with large numbers of Christian serfs.288 The same 
economic wealth that had served as the foundation of the Byzantine 
religious institution was appropriated by the Turks and became the 

economic basis of a victorious, aggressive Anatolian Islam.
Though the economic factor in the decline of the church was exceed

ingly important, it was not the only factor. The periodic upheavals 
(especially those of the eleventh and twelfth, the late thirteenth and 
fourteenth centuries) seriously disrupted the administration of the 
Anatolian church. Given the highly centralized character of the ecclesi
astical bureaucracy and the lack of secular support from a Christian 
state, the repeated absence of metropolitans, bishops, and their adminis
trative staffs could not but have serious reprecussions for the Christian 
communities. The lack of political uniformity, of political stability, and 
of peaceful conditions frequently made it difficult or impossible for the 
Christian hierarchs to go to their churches. In  many instances the Turks 
expelled the clergy, at other times they prevented the metropolitans from 
entering their church seats. Consequently, the Greek communities were 
left leaderless for extensive periods of time. The fact that they were 
without the direction of their leaders (in some instances churches 
were without metropolitans or bishops for as long as thirty-five years) 
constituted a serious impairment to Christian esprit in the communities, 
hindered ordinations, and led to a general relaxation of their social co
hesion and cultural bonds. The churches of Anatolia were thus cut loose 
from Constantinople and were like so many pilotless and rudderless 
vessels adrift in a violent and stormy sea.

The successive blows of the Turkish conquests subjected Byzantine 
society in Anatolia to a series of shocks that so loosened its social bonds 
that it was prepared for cultural transformation.

288 On this see chapter v and Gokbilgin, Edirne, passim.
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V. Conversion to Islam

The purpose of this chapter is to describe the processes and institutions 
that effected the religious transformation of Greek Byzantine society, to 
show how a Greek-speaking Christian populace became Muslim (and 
eventually Turkish-speaking).1 The Turkish conquest and settlement of 
Anatolia had been a long and disruptive affair that had brought enslave
ment, flight, plague, and famine to much of the Christian populace, and 
the Byzantine state had suffered repeated catastrophes. The conquests 
reduced the church to a state of extreme penury, which in turn barred it 
from effective social and economic action. The crippling of the ecclesi
astical administrative apparatus left the demoralized Christian com
munities leaderless in a period of great psychological and economic crisis. 
All these constituted negative factors in the cultural transformation of 
Anatolia, factors, nevertheless, crucial to the process for they undermined 
the foundations of Byzantine society.

There were, however, institutions and a psychology tha t constituted 
the positive forces remolding Anatolian society on a Muslim pattern. The 
first and foremost of these institutions was the Islamic state (or more 
properly speaking the Islamic states). The maxim “cuius regio eius religio” 
very conveniently characterizes the outcome of Christiano-Islamic 
conflict throughout the M iddle Ages—in Syria, Egypt, North Africa, 
Spain, Sicily, and Crete. W here the Muslim political forces were vic
torious, Islam prevailed over Christianity. But in Spain, Sicily, and Crete, 
the political and military success of Christianity removed the Arabs, and 
Christianity once more replaced Islam. The religious developments of 
Anatolia are in consonance with this pattern of cuius regio eius religio. The 
Muslim state (or states) supported and favored Islam in every way, and 
Christianity was tolerated only as the religion of its second-class citizens. 
The sultans and officials built mosques, medresses, imarets, zawiyas, 
hospitals, caravansarays, and fountains for the Islamic associations and

1 Strictly speaking the subject of this book is the Islamization of Byzantine society, 
for the crucial phase of the cultural transformation is the change from Christianity to 
Islam. Turkification of course followed, and affected many of those who remained 
Christian, see chapter vii.
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endowed them with lands, serfs, and revenues.2 Consequently, the ulemas 
and dervishes had the economic wherewithal to perform their spiritual 
functions with elegance and their socioeconomic tasks with great efficiency. 
The key economic institution underlying the vitality and effectiveness of 
Muslim expression was the h a k f  (pi. awkaf), the economic endowment of 
religious and social foundations. Just as an economic institution reflected 
the decline of Christianity (the grant known as kcctcc Aoyov eTTiSooecos, 
bestowed upon declining churches), so the wakf constitutes the economic 
form par excellence which testifies to the spread of Islam : the histories of 
kcctcc Aoyov eiriSoaecos and wakf contain a substantial part of the history 
of Christian decline and Muslim expansion.3

A brief glance at the endowments of religious and social institutions in 
thirteenth-century Anatolia will amply illustrate the nature of the wakf 
and will demonstrate the implication of such an economic institution in 
the competition between Islam and Christianity. The great Seljuk emir 
Djalal al-Din K aratay, a Greek slave by origin, built and endowed a 
caravansaray forty kilometers east of Kayseri, a medresse (religious school) 
in Konya, and a dar as-suleha (rest home for the pious) in Antalya.4 The 
officials and personnel necessary for the functioning of the foundations, 
and the purposes that the caravansaray, medresse, and rest house served 
required a considerable financial ouday. The caravansaray, as we learn 
from the wakf register, was staffed by a mutevelli (administrator), miisrif,

9

nazir, imam (for the mosque in the caravansaray), muezzin, m uzif (looked 
after the travelers and their food), havayici (administered provisions and the 
storehouse), hard (looked after the animals), baytar (veterinarian), atli 

emini, and the cook. There were provisions for a hospital, for a hammam 

(bath) and attendant, for the shoeing of horses. Most important, each 
traveler, whether Muslim, Christian, or Jew, was to receive (free of charge) 
one okka of meat and one pot of food per day. The income necessary for

2 For the activities of Seljuk officials in endowing religious foundations, Vryonis, 
“Seljuk Gulams and Ottoman Devshirmes,” Der Islam, XLI (1965), 237-239.

3 The history of the wakf in early Islam is obscure. Many have compared it to and 
derived it from the Byzantine piae causae that existed in the Levant at the time of the 
Arab conquests. Heffening, “Waqf,” EIj. Kopriilu, “Vakif muessesesinin hukuki 
mahiyeti ve tarhi tekamulii,” F.D., II (1942), 1-36, with a French precis at the end 
of the volume. Schacht “Early Doctrines on Waqf,” Fuad Koprulii Armagani (Istanbul, 
1953), pp. 443-452. M. Granic, “L’Acte de fondation d’un monastere dans les provinces 
grecques du Bas-Empire au Ve et au VIe siecle,” Melanges Charles Diehl (Paris, 1930), I, 
101-106. Cahen, “Reflexions sur le waqf ancien,” S.I., XIV (1961), 37-56, argues for a 
non-Byzantine origin.

It is fortunate that a number of Anatolian wakf documents from the Seljuk, beylik, 
and Ottoman periods have survived. They contain material to complement the ecclesi
astical documents that describe the state of the church, for the wakf literature reveals 
flourishing Muslim religious and social life and institutions. Remarkable for the wealth 
of detail which they contain are the documents from the Seljuk and beylik eras. O. 
Turan, “Mubarizeddin”; “Semseddin” ; “Karatay.” Temir, Cacaoglu. Uzun̂ arsili, 
“Nigde’de Karamanoglu Ali Bey vakfiyesi,” V.D., II (1948), 45-69. H. A. Erzi, “Bursa’da 
Ishaki dervislerine mahsus zaviyenin vakfiyesi,” V.D., II (1942), 423—428.

4 For the texts and rich contents see the works of Turan cited above, n. 3.
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the support of the caravansaray came primarily from the Christian 
villages of Sarahor and Likandon, which were to pay one-fifth of their 
produce to the administration of the caravansaray.5

The Seljuk official Er-Tokush, also of gulam origin, endowed a 
medresse (1224) in the village of Agros in the region of Borlu, a caravan
saray in the same region at Dadil, and a mosque in Antalya. These 
foundations drew their financial sustenance from the Christian village of 
Agros (which had been conquered only two decades previously), and 
from the village of Pambuklu.6

The wakf of Shams al-Din Altun-Aba (of gulam origin), which 
provided for a medresse in Konya and a caravansaray at Arklt (between 
Ilgin and Akshehir), is the most instructive in regard to the functioning of 

Muslim religious schools. The expenditures included the following item s:

miitevelli
nazir
muderris
mu’it
15 students

10 dinars/month/student 
20 novices

5 dinars/month/student 
Hanefi imam to perform namaz 
muezzin
ferrash (custodian) 
books for library

400 silver dinars/year 
300 silver dinars/year 
800 silver dinars/year 
240 silver dinars/year

150 silver dinars/month

100 silver dinars/month 
200 silver dinars/year 
100 silver dinars/year 
60 silver dinars/year

100 silver dinars/year

(talebes who read in medresse—38?)

One-fifth of the income from an eighteen-room khan at Yenibagche 
(outside Konya) was set aside to defray the yearly expenses for converts to 
Islam. I t  was to provide for the teaching of the Koran and prayers, the 
performance of circumcision, provision of shoes, clothes, and food to 
Christians, Jews, and pagans who apostatized to Islam .7 The wakf’s 
revenues came from three villages (two of which, Saraydjik and Arkithani-
Arkit, were Christian), a number of shops, and a khan.8

5 Turan, “Karatay,” pp. 17-68. Salaries included the following:
miishrif 500 dirhems/yr. and 50 mudd grain
nazir 360 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
imam 200 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
muezzin 150 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
muzif 200 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
havayici 200 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
hani 200 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
baytar 100 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
hamamci 120 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain
atli emini 100 dirhems/yr. 24 mudd grain

6 Turan, “Mubarizeddin,” ;PP- 423"42̂ *
7 This important text is discussed below. 
8Turan, “Semseddin,” pp. 201-207, 211.
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More extensive than all these, however, were the arrangements that 
the Seljuk emir N ur al-Din Djadjaoglu of Kirshehir made in 1272. He 
endowed: in Kirshehir a medresse, mosque, kanekah (dervish cloister), 
zawiya, mekteb, dar as-suleha, a turbe for himself, and a turbe for his sister; 
in Kayseri, a mosque; in Iskilib, a medresse; in Talimegini, a medresse 
and mosque; in Sultanyugi (Eskishehir) he built a mosque and khan, and 

repaired seventeen mosques and one zawiya. The lands and villages of the 
wakf were very numerous and included Armenian, Greek, and Jewish 
inhabitants as well as converts.9

Most illustrative of the process by which Muslim institutions expropri
ated and exploited the lands, manpower, and revenues formerly belonging 
to Christian institutions is the situation in the district of Trebizond during 
the early sixteenth century. The district had the following registered 
population and revenues.

199 villages, Muslim Christian
13,730 hearths 1,094 12,632

1,543 hearths—hass of mirliva 200 G343
6,381 hearths—ziamet and timar 530 5,85!
2,453 hearths—timars for Trebizond 206 2,246
1,092 hearths—timars for Azebs 42 1,050
2,263 Sultan Selim Validesi awkaf 120 2,143

Incomes
Hass of the sultan 759)378 akches
Hass of the mirliva 188,245
Zeamet and timar 582,200
Timars of castle of Trebizond 196,400
Timars of Azebs of Trebizond 89,700
Yavuz Selim Validesi, Huseyn Aga, Mahmud Aga awkaf 342,938

2,158,861 akches10

The utilization of Christian manpower and revenues to support the 
provincial military and political structure in the district is obvious. But of 
immediate interest is the use of these resources to support the Muslim 
foundations. The documents mention four major awkaf in Trebizond:

Yavuz Sultan Selim Validesi Imaret—114,760 akches yearly (mostly local).
Fatih Sultan Muhammad awkaf-—Muhammad converted the church of Chryso- 
cephalus into a mosque (known as Ayasofya Manastiri), and it had a monthly 
revenue of 1,208 akches.
Hazinedar Huseyin Aga awkaf—yearly income of 2,660 akches, including moneys 
from a monastery.
Kapi agasi Mahmud Aga awkaf—yearly income of 9,310 akches, including revenue 
from a monastery.11

9 Temir, Cacaoglu, pp. 101-141, 287-299.
10 Gokbilgin, “XVI. Yiizyil baslarinda Trabzon livasi ve dogu Karadeniz bolgesi,” 

Belleten, XXVI (1962), 320-321.
11 Ibid., pp. 308-309.
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Most of the revenues and manpower upon which the foundations relied 
in Trebizond came from the Christian community. The foundations, 
however, drew very extensively upon the Christians from various regions 

within the general district of Trebizond:

In the nahiye of Akcheabad the imaret of Yavuz Sultan Selim Validesi drew 
i5°,997 akches and 1,830 souls from 1,655 hearths (80 Muslims and 1,575 
Christian) in 21 villages.

In the nahiye of Yomra the imaret of Gulbahar of Trebizond had the income 
from the village of Hodj (48 hearths, 18 bashtina).

In the village of Hortokop (31 hearths, 4 mucerred, 4 bive, 6 bashtina; all 
Christian) in the nahiye of Madjka, a portion of the income had formerly belonged 
to the monasteries of Chrysocephalus, Ayia Sophia, and Ayios Phocas. But the 
Turks converted the monastic revenues into timar incomes.

The village of Smarohsa (nahiye of Madjka) was previously in part a monastic 
property. But this too was converted into timar.

The revenues of the village of Mesarya (nahiye of Madjka) were formerly 
incomes for the monasteries of Sumela, Soskayastos, Ayokos, and Alabene. These 
were converted into timar.

In the village of Istilaho (nahiyet) former monastic properties became timar.
The incomes of the monasteries of Ayios Phocas, Ayios Yoryis, Isfelyar and the 

property of Despina Khatun in the village of Shira (nahiye of Madjka) were 
converted into timar by order of the sultan.

The imaret of Yavuz Sultan Selim Validesi in Trebizond drew 56,507 akches 
and 634 souls from five villages in the nahiye of Madjka (542 hearths: 40 Muslim 
and 502 Christian).

The sultan converted large numbers of monastic properties into timar in the 
nahiye of Surmene.12

These Ottom an documents thus demonstrate tha t not only were 
Christian population, lands, and incomes put to work for Islam by means 
of the wakf, but that ecclesiastical property was confiscated on a large 
scale and utilized to support the military institution.

The wakf, by harnessing much of the land, manpower, and revenues of 
Anatolia to Islamic institutions, enabled the latter to achieve preeminence 
at the expense of Christianity. The above examples of the burgeoning of 
mosques, medresses, caravansarays, and other institutions, in Konya, 
Kayseri, Antalya, Agros, Arkit, Kirshehir, Iskilib, and Trebizond 
contrast sharply with the economic decline of the metropolitanates and 
bishoprics in the same areas which is so obvious by the early fourteenth 
and fifteenth century. This parallel development is visible throughout 
Anatolia.13

Economic and political institutions alone, however, do not fully explain 
the success of Islam. The mentality of the men who created the institutions 
(as indeed of the whole of Muslim society) enters the picture, as does the 
psychology of the conquered Christians. To begin with the former, one 
must ask the question: Did there exist a missionizing zeal in the Muslim

12 Ibid., pp. 310-320.
13 V ryonis, “ G ulam s,” pp . 237-239.
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society of Anatolia ? A consideration of this question on purely legal and 
theoretical grounds, based on the traditional Muslim provision for the 
toleration of “ people with a revealed scripture,” can do no more than 
provide the broader context for examination of the problem. Generally 
the Seljuk, emirate, and O ttom an rulers observed this legal form and 
tolerated the non-Muslim religious institutions (at the same time one 
should realize that there were occasional violations, and that these were 
significant in terms of conversion). The letter of the law, however, did not 
ipso facto restrain the desire for conversion on the part of Muslims, whether 
dervishes, ulemas, laymen, or princes. Thus, theoretically, a Muslim 
could observe the tolerance of Christianity and yet also desire and work 
for the conversion of Christians. A second trend, which partly obscures the 
problem, is that some Islamists have often tended to argue by historical 
analogy from classical Islam. Since the Arabs of the seventh century were 
primarily interested in exploiting conquests for their own benefit, and 
because mass conversion would have threatened them with certain 
economic loss, they did not encourage conversion.

This argument from Islamic law (the toleration of the ahl al-kitab) and 
from classical Islamic history (the desire of the Arabs to enjoy, un 
disturbed and undiminished, the fruits of the conquest) has been adduced 
as proof that conversionary enthusiasm was absent from Turkish Islam. 
Usually, it is alleged, the Christians converted because of the material 
benefits, the higher civilization and culture of the Turks, and their 
greater moral virtues and justice. Arguments based on Islamic law, 
however, are frequently devoid of historical reality in the later period of 
Islamic history, and to apply the conditions of the first Islamic century 
to the Turkish period altogether ignores historical development. By the 
time of the arrival of the first Seljuks in Anatolia, the religious war between 
Byzantium and Islam had run  a course of four centuries. The appearance 
of the Turks heightened and extended this religious war for another four 
centuries in the very heartland of Byzantium. The fervor of the Turkish 
ghazi was in part sustained by religious inspiration. The development of 
religious institutions (such as the dervish brotherhoods), which were not 
present a t the time of the Arab conquests, added further religious ardor 
and conversionary motivation to Muslim society in Anatolia. Thus large 
numbers of Muslims must have felt that the conversion of Christians was 
highly desirable. This aggressive outlook on Greek Christianity subsided 
somewhat with the conquest of Constantinople in 1453, but it still colored 
the Muslim mentality as.is evident in the account tha t the sixteenth- 
century Ottoman historian Sa’d al-Din gives of the conquest of the 

Byzantine capital.

That wide region, that strong and lofty city, from being the land of hostility 
[dar-ul-harb], became the city where money is coined [dar-uz-zarb]; and from 
being the nest of the owl of errors, was turned into the capital of glory and honor.
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Through the noble efforts of the Mohammedan Sultan, for the evil-voiced clash 
of the bells of the shameless misbelievers was substituted the Moslem call to 
prayer, the sweet five-times-repeated chant of the Paracletic Faith of the glorious 
rites; and the ears of the people of the Djihad were filled with the melody of the 
ezan. The churches which were within the city were emptied of their vile idols, and 
cleansed from their filthy and idolatrous impurities; and by the defacement of 
their images, and the erection of the Islamic mihrabs and pulpits, many mon
asteries and chapels became the envy of the Gardens of Paradise. The temples 
of the misbelievers were turned into the mosques of the pious, and the rays of the 
light of Islam drove away the hosts of darkness from the place so long the abode of 
the despicable infidels, and the streaks of the dawn of the Faith dispelled the lurid 
darkness of oppression, for the word, irresistible as destiny, of the fortunate sultan 
became supreme in the governance of this new dominion. . . . On the first Friday 
[after the capture] prayers were recited in Aya-Sofia, and in the sultan’s glorious 
name was the Mohammedan Khutba [Friday prayer containing the name of the 
sovereign] read. Thus, that ancient edifice was illumined with the rays of the 
Orthodox Faith, and perfumed with the breath of the odours of the Noble Law; 
and as the hearts of the Muvahhidin [those who testify to the Unity of God] were 
filled with joy at the erection of the emblems of the Faith, so that most desirable of 
shrines, that lofty mosque, that heart-pleasing temple, was full of the people of 
Islam; and its delight-reflecting interior, by being burnished with the Declaration 
of the Unity, became brilliant as a polished mirror.14

There is no indication that the Muslim rulers attempted to halt the con
versions of Christians in Anatolia, and so it may be that satisfaction of a 
missionizing zeal may have outweighed losses from the head tax. Indeed, 
the conquests, commerce, and spoils of an entire empire may have served 
to soften the loss of such a considerable source of revenue as the djizye.

Contemporary observers report that the Turks anticipated and greatly 

rejoiced a t the conversions of Christian subjects and prisoners of war. 
Though they generally observed their subjects5 status, they did a great deal 
to make conversion attractive, as Schiltberger reports in the chapter 
entitled “ How a Christian becomes an Infidel.”

It is also to be noted how a Christian, from the beginning, becomes an Infidel. 
When a Christian wants to become in Infidel, he must before all men raise a finger, 
and say the words: “La il lach illallach”; Machmet is his true messenger. And 
when he says this, they take him to the high priest; then he must repeat the above 
written words before the priest, and must deny the Christian faith, and when he 
has done that, they put on him a new dress, and the priest binds a new kerchief 
on his head; and this they do that it may be seen he is an infidel, because Christians 
wear blue kerchiefs, and the Jews, yellow kerchiefs, on the head. Then the priest 
asks all the people to put on their armour, and who has to ride, rides; also all the 
priests who are in the neighborhood. And when the people come, they put him on 
a horse, and then the common people must ride before him, and the priests go 
behind him, with trumpets, cymbals and fifes, and two priests ride near him; and so 
they lead him about in the town; and the Infidels cry with a loud voice and praise 
Machmet, and the two priests say to him these words: “Thary wirdur, Messe

14 Reproduced in P. Sherrard, Constinantinople. Iconography of a Sacred City (London, 
1 9 6 5 ) ,  P . 1 3 0 .
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chulidur, Maria cara baschidur, Machmet kassuldur” : which is as much as to 
say; There is one God, and the Messiah his servant, Mary his maid, and Machmet 
his chief messenger. After they have led him everywhere in the city, from one 
street to another, then they lead him into the temple and circumcise him. If he 
is poor, they make a large collection and give it to him, and the great lords shew 
particular honor to him, and make him rich; this they do, that Christians may be 
more willing to be converted to their faith. If it is a woman who wants to change 
her religion, she is also taken to the high priest, and must say the above words. 
The priest than takes the woman’s girdle, cuts it in two, and makes of it a cross; 
on this, the woman must stamp three times, deny the Christian faith, and must 
say the other words above written.15

The great extent of religious syncretism in Anatolian volksreligion is in 
part to be explained by the desire of the dervishes to convert the Christians. 
This current of syncretism was so powerful that it served political ends in 
the case of the great socioreligi'ous rising unleashed by Badr al-Din, 
Burkliidje Mustafa, and Torlak Hu-Kemal in western Asia Minor (1416). 
Badr al-Din and his followers, preaching the communistic doctrine of the 
community of property, attracted the poor and the socially discontented 
to their standards, and also made a strong appeal to the Christians by 
preaching religious equality.16 Prior to the rebellion, Badr al-Din had 
visited Chios where he conversed with the Genoese ruler and the 
Christian religious men. Consequently, two priests and five monks became 
converts and the people received Badr al-Din as the second Messiah. 
Both he and Burkliidje Mustafa preached the toleration of Christianity 
and went even further by declaring the Christian and Muslim religions 
to be equally valid. Borkliidje, who was also in frequent contact with the 
Chiotes, sent to inform them of his belief that no one who was not in

15 Schiltberger-Neumann, pp. 130-132. Schiltberger-Hakluyt, pp. 74-75.
16 The family history of Badr al-Din is a concrete example of the symbiosis between 

Christians and Muslims, which intermarriage brought. The sheikh’s father, Israil, 
married the daughter of the Greek commander of a Thracian fort. She converted to 
Islam, received the name Meleke, and became the mother of Badr al-Din. Israil first 
settled in the Thracian town of Samavna where he confiscated a Christian church and 
converted it into his residence. Following Meleke’s conversion, 100 of her relatives 
became apostates to Islam and henceforth served Israil. Badr al-Din himself married a 
Christian slave, Gazila, in Egypt, who bore him a son, Ismail. Ismail in turn married the 
Christian Harmana (whose father was Armenian), the niece of a Christian priest from 
Ainus whom Badr al-Din had converted to Islam. Their son, Halil, composed the biog
raphy of his grandfather Badr al-Din, Kissling, “Das Menaqybname Scheich Bedr 
ed-Din’s, des Sohnes des Richters von Samavna,” Z.D.M.G., C (1950), 114-116, 140-164. 
See also Babinger, “Schejch Bedr ed-din, der Sohn des Richters von Simaw, ein Beitrag 
zur Geschichte des Sektenwesens im Altosmanischen Reich,” Der Islam, XI (1921), 
1-106; Die Vita (menaqybname) des Schejch Bedr ed-din Mahmud, gen. Ibn Qadi Samauna, von 
Chalil b. Isma'il b. Schejch Bedr ed-Din Mahmud, I. Teil: Urtext nach der einzig erhaltenen 
Handschrift im Revolutions-Museum zu Istanbul (Sammlung Muallim Cevdet Nr. 228) (Leipzig, 
1943). M. Serefeddin, “Simawne Kadisi oglu Seyh Bedreddine dair bir kitap,” T.M., 
III (1935), 233-256. Gblpinarli, Simavna Kadisioglu Seyh Bedreddin (Istanbul, 1966): 
Golpinarli and I. Sungurbey, Halil bin Ismail bin Seyh Bedruddin Mahmud Simavna Kadisioglu 
Seyh Bedreddin Manakibi (Istanbul, 1967). E. Werner, “Haresie, Klassenkampf und religiose 
Toleranz in einer islamisch-christlieben Kontaktzone, Bedr ed-din und Burkluce Mustafa,” 
Zeitschriftfiir Geschichtswissenschaft, XII (1964), 255-276.
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harmony with Christianity could attain salvation. Any Muslim who denied 
the efficacy of the Christian faith, he stated, was himself godless.17

The historical events indubitably exercised a profound influence on the 
psychology of the Christians. They had experienced and witnessed the 
defeat of Byzantium and they were now the subjects of military con
querors who professed an alien faith. Undoubtedly some saw in this fact 
a proof of Islam’s validity. Others were prepared for assimilation by the 
preaching of dervishes and ulemas, and by the religious syncretism that 
tended to equate Islamic practices and saints with those of the Christians. 
In-any case strong economic and social motivations were ever present. 
Converts would escape the onerous tax of the djizye, and their agricultural 
tax would be lightened. Others might hope for administrative positions and 
lands.18 Conversion entailed entrance to the favored religious group and 
removed the discriminatory status attributed to Christianity. There is also 
evidence that the hedonism, attendant upon polygamy and concubinage 
appealed to some converts.19\Thfough conversion seems to have occurred

17 Babinger, “Bedr ed-din,” pp. 53, 64-67. Ducas, pp. m-115. Kissling, “Badr al- 
Din ibn Kadi Samawna,” EI2. H. I. Cotsonis, “Aus der Endzeit von Byzanz: Burkludsche 
Mustafa, ein Marytrer fur die Koexistenz zwischen Islam und Christentum,” B.Z., h 
(I957)> 397—4°4* Bombaci, Storia, pp. 304, 306, describes Badr al-Din as one who at
tempted to harmonize Islam with Christianity. The translation of the Mevlud (recitation 
of the birth of Muhammad) into Serbian, Albanian, and Greek also points to the direction 
of syncretism. These “Christianizing’ * currents were evident in the city of Bursa during 
the latter half of the fourteenth century at which time a preacher declared Christ to be 
no less a prophet than Muhammad. The sermon aroused a tumult in which the people 
sided with the preacher. It was this event that inspired the Ottoman poet Sulayman 
Chelebi to compose his poem on the birth of Muhammud. Sulayman, scandalized by 
this doctrine of prophetic equality, gave preeminence to Muhammad in his poem. 
But even so the poem was imbued with a certain Christian spirit and was translated into 
the Balkan languages. Wittek, “De la defaite d’Ankara a la prise de Constantinople 
(un demi-siecle d’histoire ottomane),” R.E.I., XII (1938), 30-32. W. Bjorkman, “Sulai- 
man Celebi,” ET. I. Engelke, Suleyman Tschelebis Lobgedicht auf die Geburt des Propheten 
(Halle, 1926). The Mevlidi Sherif by Suleyman Chelebi, trans. F. Lyman (London, 1943). 
E. J. W. Gibb, History of Ottoman Poetry (London, 1900), I, 232 ff. Bartholomaeus 
Georgieuiz, Kidric, p. 15, recounts, the attempt of his Turkish master to convert him to 
Islam, and the argument of the Turkish master reveals a Turkish Islam heavily syncre- 
tized with Christianity. The Turk urges Bartholomaeus to convert and promises to 
reward him by putting the Christian in charge over all his horses when he goes to war. 
Bartholomaeus replies that he cannot deny God. The Turk attempts to overcome the 
austere religious scruples of his slave by remarking that the Turks believe in three books 
(Torah, Gospels, Koran) and in three prophets (Moses, Christ, Muhammad). Bartholo
maeus counters with the question, why then do you not believe in Christ as the true 
prophet? The Turk reaffirms the belief of Muslims in Christ as a true prophet. The 
rejoinder of Bartholomeus is, “how can one impose such an affliction as to circumcize a 
baptized Christian?” The Turk makes the reply that all his own coreligionists are 
baptized. The work of F. W. Hasluck, Christianity and Islam under the Sultans, vols. I-II 
(Oxford, 1929), is a veritable mine of information on this religious syncretism in both 
the Balkans and Anatolia.

18 Goitein, “Evidence on the Muslim Poll Tax from non-Muslim Sources. A Genizeh 
Study,” J.E.S.H.O., VI (1963), 278-295. This is graphically evident from the account 
that Bartholomaeus gives of the attempt of his Turkish master to convert him. For a 
specific case of mass conversion arising from oppressive taxation in the district of Erzerum, 
1643. F. Macler, “Erzereum ou topographie de la Haute Armenie,” J.A., nth ser.,
XII (1919), 177-

19 On all the motives see chapter vi.
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largely under these impulses, there is both Muslim and Christian evidence 
that forced conversion was far from insignificant.20 The letters of the 
fourteenth-century Calecas to the inhabitants of Nicaea reveal not only 
forced conversions and crypto-Christianity but also they refer to the 
phenomenon of neo-martyrdom. This latter phenomenon is mentioned 
one century later in the “ Pastoral Letter on the Fall of Constantinople55 
which Gennadius Scholarius delivered to the congregation in Constan
tinople after he had become the first patriarch of Turkish Constantinople.

No one may doubt [in regard to those who live in the midst of the barbarians 
and who suffer evil on behalf of the faith] that they are “new” Mercurioi, 
Procopioi, and Georges, if indeed they are not even greater than those pre
decessors inasmuch as they are also braver. . . . For these present confessors [of 
Christianity] bear with marvellous patience the unspeakable daily bitternesses 
from the barbarians which arise simply because of their Christian name. Nor do 
they hesitate to live with these [bitternesses] and they have no hope for escape . . . 
neither do they waver from the love of Jesus by the process of apostasy which God 
has reasonably allowed.21

This neo martyrology included no less a person than the famous 
Theodore Gabras, the virtual ruler of Trebizond, who, about 1098, was 
captured by the Turk Amir Ali (Amiralis) in the regions of Paipert- 
Erzerum. His captor tried, without success, to force the conversion of 
Gabras. Gabras was first layed out on the snow, face down, and beaten 
on the back. He remained steadfast, however, so his captors then pro
ceeded to dismember him alive, severing his tongue, plucking out his 
eyes, and then removing the scalp, limbs, and other parts. His remains 
were burned and the Amir Ali had a golden drinking cup fashioned from 
his skull.22

20 On this see the references (throughout the book) to the Danishmendname, Ashik- 
pashazade, Balsamon, Cantacuzene, Theophanes Nicaenus and to the patriarchal 
documents. In the sixteenth century forced conversion was still extensive, Hans Dern- 
schwams Tagebuch einer Reise nach Konstantinopel und Kleinasien {1553I55), ed. F. Babinger 
(Munich and Leipzig, 1923), pp. 69, 73-74, 140, 142-143, 107.

21 Oeuvres completes de Gennade Scholarios, L. Petit, X. A. Siderides, M. Jugie (Paris, 
1928—1936), IV, 219 (hereafter cited as Gennadius Scholarius). Further on the neo
martyrs, P. V. Paschoe, NiKo8f|pou tou ‘AyiopeiTOU, Neov MapTUpoAoyiov, 3d ed. 
(Athens, 1961). A. Vakalapoulos, TTriyes Trjs loropias tou Neov eEAAr)viCTpou (Thessa
lonike, 1965), pp. 281-286. Laurent, “Le pseudo-Michel d’Andrinople ou le 
neomartyr Michel Mavroeides,” E.O., XXXVIII (1939), 31-34; “Encore le neomartry 
Michel Mavroeides,” E.O., XXXVIII (1939), 37i~379- S. M. Vitti, “ ‘O VEopapTUpas 
MapKos KvpiccKOTrovAos ttou crrroKE(paAioTr)K6 ott]Zpvpvr)to 1643(p(a Autikt) 7rr)yr])/> 
M.X., X (1963), 89-103. S. Petrides, “Le neo-martyr Michael Mauroeides et son office,” 
E.O., XV (1911), 333-334. Demetrius Cydones in Vakalopoulos, TTTjyES, p. 92, also 
refers to forced conversion in the fourteenth century, “ Tcov 6* oitcryropcov Tal$ piEv vpi/yals 
sAvpfjvavTO, tov pev dAaftf) 6eov ccvayKdaavTES ayvorjcrai, tcov Se Trap1 ocurols 
p£Ta8E8coKOTES piap&v pucm̂ ptcov.”

22 Between 1115 and 1140 Constantine Gabras arranged for the formal return of the 
martyr’s skull to Trebizond where it became the focus of the neo-martyr’s cult. Papa- 
dopoulos-Kerameus, “ Zup|3oAai gig tf)v iaropiav Tpauê oOvTos,” V.V., XII (1906), 
132-137; IsL traP• *mP’> P* 59- Zonaras, III, 739.
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More detailed is the account that appears, in the synaxarion, of the 
neomartyr Nicetas the Young. He and two Christian merchants set out 
from Ankara for Nyssa and arrived at their destination during the 

Muslim fast of Ram adan. W hen the Turks observed the Christians taking 
their meal inside the city, they were so outraged tha t they brought the 
Greeks before the governor. During the course of interrogation the three 
young men defended their actions, vigorously affirmed their Christianity, 
and cast aspersions on the religion of the prophet. The governor ordered 
them beaten about the face, and the judge who was present condemned 
them to death. En route to the place of execution the mob gathered and 
attacked them with stones, sticks, and knives. The executioners prepared 
the fire, over which they were to be burned, and then offered them the 
choice of apostasy or death. The terror of the coming ordeal weakened the 
resolve o f the two merchants who at this point abjured Christianity and 
turned Muslim. Nicetas, however, loudly proclaimed his Christian faith 
and violently rejected Islam. The executioners next began the torture of 
the condemned man, beating him on the face, tearing out his hair, and 
wrenching out his limbs. Nicetas’ aunt, a witness to the horrible spectacle, 
cried out and urged her nephew to save himself. Nicetas, unweakened in 
his resolve, began to anathematize M uhamm ad and so enraged the mob 
that some now jum ped on the tormented victim while others urged the 
executioners to carry out the death sentence. Nicetas was hung by the 
feet, from a beam over the embers and roasted to death. His few remains 
were piously gathered by the Christians and eventually placed in the 
church of St. Gregory.23

These specific cases tend to confirm the assertion of Calecas, Scholarius,

23 Delehaye, “Le martyre de Saint Nicetas le Jeune,” Melanges offerts a M. Gustave 
Schlumberger (Paris, 1924), I, 205-211. The date of the martyrdom is set within the limits 
of the reign of Andronicus II, 1282-1328. The text relates that it occurred in the reign 
of the “caliph” Mas‘ud, the “Persian,” clearly a reference to the Seljuk sultan of Rum. 
There were two monarchs with this name during the reign of Andronicus II: Mas‘ud II, 
1282-1304, and Masud III, 1307-08. Therefore the martyrdom is to be dated sometime 
between 1282-1304 or 1307-08.

Of equal interest is the martyrdom of St. Michael, AS, Nov. IV, 671-676, captured 
at a young age by the Turks near Smyrna, sold as a slave in Egypt where he turned 
Muslim and became a soldier. He repented, professed Christianity publicly, was beheaded 
and burned. The martyrdom took place in the reign of Andronicus II. On forced con
version and the use of fire see Ducas, pp. 186-187 who recounts the apostasy of Michael 
Pylles. Pylles was a Greek from Ephesus who served as a secretary (he knew Greek and 
Turkish) in the palace of Murad II. Accused of intrigue he was bound, mercilessly 
tortured, placed before the fire and given the choice of apostasy or death by burning. 
Choosing the former, he denied Christianity, was circumcised, and was paraded through 
the streets. For the details of the martyrdom of a Chiote Catholic in Istanbul in 1465, 
E. Dalleggio, “Un neo-martyr a Constantinople, Andre de Chio (1465),” Memorial 
Louis Petit (Bucharest, 1948), pp. 64-77. Of historical interest is the martyrdom in 
Adrianople of the Neo-Martyr George (d. 1437), a Christian soldier in the Ottoman 
army, Ch. Patrinellis, “  Mia ocvekSotti SrriynCTTi yia t 6v dyvcooro NeopapTupa 
recopyio (1437),” JOp0o5o£os ITapouaia, I (1964), 65-74. For the neo-martyrs after. 
1453, Delehaye, “Greek Neo-martyrs,” The Constructive Quarterly, IX (1921), 701-712 
Dernschwam-Babinger, pp. 69, 111, on burning and neo-martyrs.
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and others that neomartyrdom was a significant feature in the religious 
history of Anatolia from the eleventh century onward.

The conversionary process, set in motion by this wide variety of factors 

and conditions, was overpowering, and it spread to every part of Anatolia 
between the eleventh and fifteenth centuries (and continued in operation 
even afterward). Sources specifically mention conversion in the following 
districts, towns, and villages:24

Altmtash Tokat
Susuz (Germiyan) Mihalich
Tavas (Menteshe) Egridir
Konya (Iconium) Gemlik
Sis Kocjaili
Meram Bolu/Samsun
Yalova Sinope
T arakli-y enidj esi Malatya
Goynuk Karahisar
Modreni Arapkir
Bursa Cemiskezek
Nicaea Gizre
Antioch Sivas
Castamon Erzerum
Sisiya-Comana Diyarbekir
Yankoniya-Euchaita (Chorum) Kemah
Seveverek Paipert
Georgia Nigde
Pontoheracleia Begshehir
Amaseia/Gangra Karaman
Sebasteia Zulkadiriye
Mocissus Kutahya
Nazianzus Manyas
Trebizond Biledjik
Marash Sarahor
Lefke Likandon
Kayseri Agros
Rize Saraydjik
Cikar Arkit
Mirokalo District of Kirshehir-Iskilip
Ksanos Menohort
Vanak Zavandos
Giresun

Scholarius’ writings bear extensive testimony to the large-scale con
versions that were emptying the Christian ranks. In  his fervent exhor
tation to conclude union with the Latins a t the Council of Florence, 
Scholarius described the . pitiful state and afflictions of the Greek 
Christians who were under Turkish rule or else threatened by imminent 
conquest: sieges, massacres, enslavement, famine, taking away of children, 
dishonoring of priests, and above all conversion to Islam, both voluntary 

24 For the references to these see chapter iii and chapter v.
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and involuntary. Because of all these, he continues, ecclesiastical union 
must be concluded or else the consequences will be fatal to Christianity in 
the East.

And these very things must happen to the Christians on whatever part of the 
earth they live and are under the rule of the barbarians; everywhere the reverence 
for Christ will be utterly destroyed. And I believe that in a few years there will 
arrive for all Christians that deluge, and impiety shall occupy all and all shall be 
enslaved to the barbarians.25

Muslim Institutions: Tasawwuf

M any scholars have pointed to the fact that the conquest of and immi
gration into Antolia by the Turkish tribes were accompanied by the 
entrance and appearance of a number_of im portant Islamic organizations 
and brotherhoods. Actually the Ottom an chronicler Ashikpashazade had 
made this observation as far back as the fifteenth century when he grouped 

them into four separate categories.

And also in this Rum [Anatolia] there are four bands who are among the 
strangers and travellers: One of them [are] the Ghaziyan-iRum,onethe Akhiyan-i 
Rum, one the Abdalan-i Rum and one the Bahdjiyan-i Rum. 26

Though these four associations have been the subject of a host of learned 
studies, scholars are in complete agreement on only one thing—namely, 
that our knowledge about them  far from being exact and precise is rather 
general, and the relations of the various groups to one another are even 
more vague and difficult to establish. I t is true, however, that they adhered 
to the futuwwa and tasawwuf ideals in one form or another. Adherence to 
the futuwwa distinguished the akhis whereas allegiance to sufi ideals 

characterized the abdals (dervishes). Both groups, however, shared to 
some extent in the tasawwuf and futuwwa ideologies respectively, and 
all four associations played an im portant role in establishing a Muslim 
society in Anatolia. The nature and character of, first, Anatolian sufism 
and, second, of the Anatolian futuwwa were highly complex and made up 
of many divergent elements.

Sufism (tasawwuf) had its origin in the ascetic movement of the 
Umayyad period when asceticism arose as a protest against the worldiness 
of the contemporary society. The element of mystical love transformed 
this asceticism from a withdrawal (in protest against worldliness) into 
mysticism, a transformation that marked the beginnings of sufism. 
Because of its emotional approach to religion and the fact that man could 
know God directly through mystical love, sufism became the most 
popular form of Islam, in contrast to the cold, learned, and seemingly

25 Gennadius Scholarius, I, 303. For other references to conversion in Scholarius’ works, 
I, 286, III, 250, 384. For the evolution in his attitudes on union with the Latin church, 
C. J. G. Turner, “George-Gennadius Scholarius and the Union of Florence,” The 
Journal of Theological Studies, XVIII (1967), 83-103.

26 Ashikpashazade-Ali, p. 201.
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incomprehensible orthodox form of sunni theology and religious law. 
This theosophical element, eventually compounded by pantheism, 
reached an extreme development in the figure of al-Halladj whom the 

Orthodox theologians condemned to be executed (921 or 922) for 
identifying himself with God. By the end of the tenth century, sufism had 
become a distinct way of religious life and thought and in the eleventh 
century spread throughout the Islamic lands. Because of its immense 
popularity and rapid spread, it incurred the suspicion and wrath of the 
ulemas and this in turn resulted in sufi apologetics. Im portant in sufi 
apologetics were Qushairi and especially al-Ghazzali who attempted to 
reconcile sufism with the more formal type of Islamic religious expression. 
Because of this successful attem pt a t apologetics, the less extreme elements 
or groups henceforth found a place within the framework of orthodox 

Islam .27
There was thus one development within sufism, centered in Baghdad, 

which stood in fairly close relationship to sunni Islam. But a second ten
dency within sufism, centering in Khurasan (and existing elsewhere as 
well), went in the direction of extreme attitudes. Three important elements 
in particular, which have been characterized as antinomian, penetrated the 
sufi movement in Khurasan, and all three appear in the sufi movement of 
Anatolia. The M alamatiyya (from the Arabic word malama meaning 
blame), were a group of nonconformists in the sense that they believed the 
mere discharge of duties entailed by the sharia was at very best hypocrisy 
and especially if done so ostentatiously. They avoided ostentation, even 
in their nonconformity, so as to evade the odium of insincerity. They 
were known as M alamatiyya because of the fact that they were willing to 
incur blame for nonobservance of the external aspects of Islamic ritual. 
A second feature that went against the grain of the orthodox sunni was 
the im portant role of al-Halladj in Khurasani sufism as the “m artyr of 
mystical love.” The sunnis could not countenance this as it was the 
orthodox ulema who had been responsible for his execution and also 
because of his extreme theosophical doctrines and claims. Halladji 
sufism attained important proportions among the Turks of Khurasan and 
affected the greatest of the eastern Turkish mystic poets Ahmad Yasawi. 
The third important antinomian element in Khurasani sufism was that of 
the Batiniyya which called for the allegorical interpretation of the Koran. 
The doctrine of the Batiniyya and the links with the family of Ali were 

im portant points of similarity and agreement between the sufis and shiites, 
though these two groups were often hostile on other matters.28 All these 
factors are important, for it was in the region of Khurasan that the in 
vading and migrating Turks came into contact with Islam and many

27 A. J. Arberry, Sufism, an Account of the Mystics of Islam (London, 1950), passim. 
H. A. R. Gibb, Mohammedanism (New York, 1955), pp. 99-109.

28 Gibb and Bowen, Islamic Society and the West (Oxford, 1951), Ii, 2.
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became associated with the ghazi branch of the futuwwa and their 
religious leaders, the so-called babas, came under heavy Khurasani sufi 
influence.29

After the transformation of asceticism into mysticism and the elabo
ration of the latter into the sufism of the eleventh century, the next great 
development of sufism was the foundation and spread of the great dervish 
orders over the Islamic world. The great orders grew out of smaller 
independent groups of disciples who voluntarily formed around some 
prominent mystic personality. A simple initiation ceremony for the new 
disciples was added, and the disciples lived with the sheikh or pir until 
they in tu rn  went out to preach their master’s way (tariqa). Upon the 
master’s death his tomb became the object of special veneration on the 
part of his disciples, and it became the center of the new tariqa or order 
to which all the newly founded monasteries (:ribat, zawiya, or kanekah) 
paid allegiance. Though the various dervish orders that arose differed 
among themselves in many respects, the most significant external differ
ences were in the m atter of the ritual (dhikr) and in their attitudes toward 
the ordinary observances of orthodox Islam. There were also important 
variations, as will appear in Anatolia, between the orders that were 
essentially urban and those brotherhoods that were predominantly 
rural.30 The membership of the dervish associations generally included the 
dervishes themselves, who withdrew to the monasteries where they were 
entirely engaged in religious life, and the lay brethren who though they 
participated in the religious ceremonies of the monasteries were engaged 

in secular occupations by which they earned their daily bread. The 
growth and spread of these orders reflected the fact that men found an 
emotional religion more satisfying than the cold, prosaic, orthodox Islam. 
Further, the dervish orders spread at a time when the Islamic world was 
disintegrating politically, and the instability of conditions must have 
produced a certain anxiety among men. Finally, the latitudinarian 
character of dervish religiosity opened the gates of conversion to pagan 
Turks and Christians alike.

By the twelfth and thirteenth centuries a num ber of im portant orders 
had been founded in Asia, Egypt, and North Africa. These included the 
Qadiriyya (an urban association founded near Baghdad), the Suhrawar- 
diyya, the Badawiyya and Shadhiliyya (founded in Egypt), the Yasawiyya 
(the first Turkish mystical brotherhood), and the Kalandariyya in the 
eastern Islamic lands.31 The dervish orders which played so significant a

29 Ibid.
30 Gibb, Mohammedanism, pp. 117-119. Kopriilu, “Anadoluda Islamiyet,” Edebiyat 

Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi, II (1922), 388. For other general literature on the dervish orders: 
Kissling, “Das islamische Derwischenwesen,” Scientia, XCIV (Sept., 1955), 230-235; 
“Die Wunder der Derwische,” Z.D.M.G., GVII (1957), 348-361; “Die islamischen 
Derwischorden,” Zeitschrift fur Religions- und Geistesgeschichte, XII (i960), 1-16. V. 
Mirmiroglu, Oi Aeppicraeu (Athens, 1940).

31 Gibb, Mohammedanism, pp. 120-122. Arberry, Sufism} pp. 84-88.
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role in Anatolian developments from the thirteenth through fifteenth 
centuries were in part actually founded in Anatolia (Mawlawiyya and 
Bektashiyya), and in part founded and developed in other Islamic lands 
(Kazaruniyya, Kalandariyya, Rifa’iyya). In both cases the influx of holy 
men fleeing the Mongol invasions in Khurasan and seeking refuge in 
Anatolia greatly stimulated the founding and evolution of the dervish 
brotherhoods.

The Turks themselves, during their settlement and passage through 
K hurasan and the northern fringes of the Islamic lands, had been subject 
to strong currents of Sufi influence. Very important in this respect had 

been Ahmad Yasawi the founder of the first Turkish dervish tariqa. 
Though his life is obscured by much legend, it seems that Yasawi was 
born in Sairam, Chinese Turkestan, and, eventually com ing  west, studied 
with the famous mystic and jurist Yusuf Hamdani at Bukhara. Yasawi 
played a very important role, perhaps even a decisive one, in the Islam- 
ization of the Turks. Previously, the newcomers had been subject to a 
wide variety of religious influences, but Yasawi took the sufism that he 
found and adapted it for his people in a Turkish context and in the 
Turkish language. Various legends num ber his disciples from 12,000 to 
99,000, and his influence spread eastward to the Kirghiz in Turkestan, to 
the Turkish peoples in the north around the Volga, and to the west into 
Anatolia.32

Among the dervish orders that came into Anatolia in the thirteenth 
and fourteenth centuries was that of the Rifa’iyya, founded in Irak in the 
twelfth century. Originally, its founder seems to have preached doctrines 
of poverty, abstinence, nonresistance to injury, and the early adherents 
were generally unwilling to kill or give pain to any living creature, 
including even lice and locusts.33 But the beliefs and practices of the order 
seem to have undergone a drastic transformation following the Mongol 
invasions, probably due to the penetration of shaman influences. After 
this transformation, the fraternity, which later came to be known as that

32 Kopriilii, Turk edebiyatinda ilk mutassaviflar (Istanbul, 1919) (hereafter cited as 
Kopriilii, Mutassaviflar). There are two extensive precis of this fundamental work, in 
French: L. Bouvat, “Les premiers mystiques dans la litterature turque,” Revue du Monde 
musulman, XLIII (1921), 239-249; Th. Menzel, in Korosi Csoma Archivium, II4, 281-310. 
Togan, “Yesevilige dair bazi yeni malumat,” Fuad Kopriilii Armagani (Istanbul, 1953), 
pp. 523-529. Gordlevski, “Choga Ahmed Jasevi,” Festschrift Georg Jacob (Leipzig, 1932), 
pp. 57-67, on his shrine in the city of Turkestan (formerly Jasy). Kopriilii had formerly 
considered the Yasawis Orthodox, but in Les origines de Vempire ottoman (Paris, 1935), 
pp. rx8-i 19 (hereafter cited as Kopriilii, Origines), he altered his opinion and considered 
them quite heterodox. On the element of the Turkish shaman see Kopriilii, Influence du 
chamanisme turco-mongol (Istanbul, 1929), p. 16 (hereafter cited as Kopriilii, Chamanisme). 
Babinger, “Der Islam in Kleinasien,” Z.D.M.G., I (1922), 126-152. Menzel, “Die 
altesten tiirkischen Mystiker,” Z.D.M.GLXXIX (1925), 269-289.

33 By way of illustration, it is reported that al-Rifa’i permitted his wife to belabor 
him with a metal poker, though his friends and disciples collected 500 dinars to make it 
possible for him to divorce her by returning her marriage gift. New Shorter Encyclopedia of 
Islam, pp. 475-476.
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of the “ Howling Dervishes,” was characterized by marvelous and 
sensational feats such as riding lions, sitting in heated ovens, stabbing and 
burning themselves, fire-eating, and other such accomplishments.34 

Another tariqa, which came to Anatolia from Persia, was that of the 
Kazaruniyya or Ishakiyya. The association was founded in Kazarun, a 
province of Shiraz, by Shaikh Abu Ishak b. Shahsiyar Kazaruni (963- 
io 33), descendant of a family of fire-worshipers who had been converted 
to Islam only in the time of his father. Kazaruni was a fervent missionary 
who, according to his biography, converted 24,000 fire-worshipers and 
Jews to Islam, and his order eventually spread to India, Persia, China, 
and Anatolia. Though tradition says that Kazaruni himself sent disciples 
into Anatolia to fight the Christians, there is no contemporary evidence 
for the presence of the Kazaruniyya there until the fourteenth century. 
These Kazarunis were characterized above all by their militant missionary 
spirit and ghazi mentality, and by their role in the djihad. Accordingly, 
the Kazaruniyya played a very im portant role in Ottom an history in the 
fifteenth century. Though it was primarily urban-oriented, it evidently 

had great influence among the Turkmens and in the organization of the 
djihad.35

A great number, perhaps even the majority, of the dervishes fleeing 
Turkestan, Bukhara, and Khwarazm to Asia Minor were of the so-called 
Kalandariyya.36 This order, which seems to have originated in Central 
Asia and to have been under some Indian influence, first came into Arab 
lands in the eleventh century. The movement was inspired, to a certain 
degree, by the teachings of the Malamatiyya, but the Kalandars differed 
from the adherents of the latter in that they went out of their way to draw 
blame upon themselves for not conforming to the outward and customary 
practices of orthodox Islam. One could perhaps describe them as 
“ ostentatious” Malamatis. Thus they shaved their eyebrows and beards, 
wore strange clothing, led an errant life, living off the charity of the local

34 Gibb and Bowen, Islamic Society, I2, 196. Kopriilu, Mutassaviflar, pp. 228 ff. New 
Shorter Encyclopedia of Islam, pp. 475-476.

35 Kopriilii, “Abu Ishaq Kazerunl und die Ishaq! Derwische in Anatolien,” Der 
Islam, XIX (1930), 18—26. W. Caskel, Der Islam, XIX (1930), 284 ff. A. J. Arberry 
“The Biography of Shaikh Abu Ishaq al-Kazarunl,” Oriens, III (1950), 163. Wittek, 
“Kazeruni,” I.A. New Shorter Encyclopedia of Islam, “Kazerunl.” F. Meier, Die Vita des 
Scheich Abu Ishaq al-Kazaruni in Bibliotheca Islamica, XIV (Istanbul, 1943). Kopriilii, 
Origines, p. 116.

36 Kopriilii, “Anadoluda Islamiyet,” passim. Theodore Spandugino, De la origine deli 
imperatori ottomani, ordini de la corte, forma del guerreggiare loro, religione, rite, et costumi de la 
natione} ed. C. Sathas in Documents inedits relatifs a Vhistoire de la Grece au moyen age (Paris, 
1890), IX, 247 (hereafter cited as Spandugino-Sathas), describes them as follows in the 
sixteenth century: “Li Calenderi si lassano crescer la barba, et tengone etiamdio li 
capelli longi, vanno vestiti di sacco, overo alcuno di gabeniccio, et alcuni di pelle di 
castrato con le pelo di fuora; questi, intra li altri lore religiosi, usano manco la lussuria, 
et portano apiccati ale loro orecchie, che sono forate, certi anelli di ferro, et altri anelli 
de ferro alia pelle del membro genitale, per non lussuriare; portano etiam ferri intorno al 
cello et le braccie. Questi sono piu honorati et reputati, et tenuti in maggior existimation 
di santita che tutti li altri.”
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populations. They had no (or very few) zawiyas and wandered about in 
bands accompanied by flags, drums,- and strange music. Their greatest 
appeal, generally, was to members of the lower and uneducated classes. 
Their doctrine of disregard for formal religious observances led to great 
laxity and immorality in their behavior. They were of major importance in 
the historical development of Asia Minor, for it was the Kalandars, or 
dervishes like them but called by other names, who had such great 
influence among the Turkmen babas in causing them to rebel against the 
Seljuk government and also in exciting them to the djihad on the frontiers 
against the Christians. The penetration of the Kalandars into Asia Minor 
was accompanied by the appearance of another heterodox group, that of 
the Haydariyya, who likewise had their major appeal among the tribes
men in the villages and plains.37

The evolution of these tariqas and the continuous emergence of new 
branches by the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries were truly phenomenal. 
There were the Zayniyya and the Badraddiniyya;38 from the Chalvatiyya 
emerged the Shabaniyya, Rushaniyya and Gulshaniyya;39 from the 
Bayramiyya the Tsawiyya, Himmatiyya, Tannsuwiyya, and Sham- 

siyya.40
Though a number of the above groups played significant roles in the 

history of the period, certainly the most famous and widespread of the der
vish brotherhoods within the Ottoman Empire came to be those of the 
Bektashis and Mawlawis, the former originally a “ rural’5 order, the latter

37 Gibb and Bowen, Islamic Society, I2, 188. J. K. Birge, The Bektashi Order of Dervishes 
(London, 1937), p. 38. Kopriilii, Mutassaviflar, pp. 66-67; “Anadoluda Islamiyet,” 
290 ff. Babinger, “Kalandariya,” Shorter Encyclopedia of Islam, and also I.A.; Der Islam, 
XI (1921), 94-95. Kopriilii, Origines, pp. 118-119. Kopriilii had promised a systematic 
monograph on this important and interesting subject. In general the connections and 
relations of the Turkmen babas, Yasawiyya, Haydariyya, Kalandariyya, need to be 
clarified by further research. This need is brought out by the vagueness in the various 
scholarly treatments of that most important social and religious phenomenon, the revolt 
of Baba Ishaq of Amasya in 1239. Kopriilii, Origines, pp. 118, 122, maintains that the 
Babais originated in the Yasawiyya and Kalandariyya and that these Babais are the 
Abdal-i-Rum, representing a melange of heterodox brotherhoods such as those mentioned 
above and also the traditions of the Anatolian tribesmen. These dervishes, distinguished 
in the sources by the title abdal, accompanied the Ottoman sultans in their conquests 
and spread Islam far and wide. On the revolt of the Babais one may consult Kopriilii, 
“Anadoluda Islamiyet,” pp. 302-305; Mutassaviflar, pp. 232-234; Origines, pp. 58-59. 
Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 216 ff. Cahen, “Babai,” EI2.

38 Kissling, “Einiges fiber den Zejnije-Orden im Osmanischen Reich,5’ Der Islam, 
XXXIX (1964), 143-179; “Das Menaqybname Scheich Bedr ed-Din’s des Sohnes des 
Richters von Samavna,” Z.D.M.G., C (1950), 112-176; “Badr al-Din b. Kadi Samawna,” 
EI2. Babinger, “Schejch Bedr el-din, der Sohn des Richters von Simaw, ein Beitrag zur 
Geschichte des Sektenwesens im altosmanischen Reich,” Der Islam, XI (1921), 1-106. 
Spandugino-Sathas, pp. 247-248. Babinger, “Das Grabmal des Schejchs Bedr al-Din zu 
SerresDer Islam, XVII (1928), 100-102.

V V

39 Kissling, “Sa’ban Veil und die Sa’banijje,” Serta Monacensia. Franz Babinger zum 15. 
Januar 1951 als Festgruss dargebracht (Leiden, 1952), pp. 86-109.

40 Kissling, “Zum Geschichte des Derwischenordens der Bajramijje,” Siidost Forschungen, 
XV (1956), 237-267; “Aq Sems-ed-Din. Ein tfirkischer Heiligen aus der Endzeit von 
Byzanz,” B.Z., XLIV (1951), 322-333. B. Lewis, “Bayramiyya,” EIa. Golpinarli, 
“Bayramiye,” I.A.
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an urban one.41 The earliest written version of the life of Hadji Bektash, 
spiritual founder of the Bektashis, goes back only to the beginning of the 
fifteenth century and is very heavily encrusted with tradition and legends, 
added to enhance the origins of the order.42 Consequently, it is only with 
the aid of scattered references, from earlier sources, that the history or 
biography of Hadji Bektash can be controlled, though it is obvious that the 
Vilayetname contains a historical kernel going back to the thirteenth 
century. This early portion of the work is of greater interest for the insight 
into Bektashi mentality and outlook in the fifteenth century rather than 
for the facts ofBektash’s life.43 I t  is a colorful mixture of selections from the 
history and legends of the shiites, embellished with miracles of the 
Khurasani holy men and details from the background of Hadji Bektash 
himself. His silsile or genealogy is traced from M uham m ad the prophet, 
through Ali, as is fitting for the founder of a sufi order, and eventually he 
is made the son and heir of the ruler of Nishapur.44 According to the 
tradition, after being educated by Lokman Perende and initiated into 
dervish life by Ahmad Yasawi (an anachronism), the latter sent Hadji 
Bektash to Rum  (Anatolia).45 The Vilayetname relates that the 57,000 
dervishes of Rum  gathered to block his entrance, so Bektash changed into 
a dove,46 flew to heaven, and then landed at Suludja K ara Oyiik near 
Kirshehir.47 The remainder of his life in Anatolia was spent in wandering 
over various parts, winning disciples and converts, and performing 
spectacular miracles. He entered into contact with many sectors of Ana
tolian society, including the pagan nomads, Muslims, and Christians.

41 Still the best discussion of the dervish movement in Asia Minor during the period 
of the Seljuks and Beyliks is that of Gordlevskii, Izbrannye Soch., I, 197-214, and also,
219-225.

42 R. Tschudi, “Bektashiyya,” EI2. E. Gross, Das Vilayetname des Hadji Bektash, edited 
in Tiirkische Bibliotheque, XXV (1927), 204 (hereafter cited as Vilayetname-Gross). 
This latter includes translations of only a portion of the text. See Golpinarli, Vilayetname 
(Istanbul, 1958). Kopriilii, “Bektas,” I.A. G. Jacob, Beitrdge zur Kenntnis des Derwisch- 
Ordens der Bektaschis, in Tiirkische Bibliothek, vol. IX (1908). K. Samancigil, Bektâ ilik 
tarihi (Istanbul, 1945).

43 Vilayetname-Gross, p. 202. The composite nature of this part of the work is quite 
obvious, for the fifteenth-century compiler or editor has not bothered to integrate and 
unify this portion of the biography.

44 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 10-13. This latter detail is typical of the oriental holy man’s 
life, i.e., the young prince who gives up his throne for the religious life, and is as old or 
older than the story of Buddha. The Vilayetname, having manufactured the necessary 
genealogy, provides Hadji Bektash with desirable spiritual affiliations to famous Sufis. 
But this is done in a very confused fashion, as he is variously provided with the famous 
Ahmad Yasawi, who certainly died before Hadjii Bektash was born, and then with 
Lokman Perende (a disciple of Yasawi). This effort on the part of the biographers is 
understandable, and actually there is some truth in it if one takes the story symbolically. 
For Hadji Bektash, bom in Khurasan, must certainly have come under the influence of 
the mysticism preached earlier by Ahmad Yasawi.

45 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 15-33.
46 See Kopriilii, Chamanisme, passim, for this phenomenon of changing into the form of a 

bird, which he asserts to be of Shaman origin.
47 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 36-39.
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Among the more famous disciples that the Vilayetname claims for Hadji 
Bektash are the Turkish poet Yunus Emre48 and Akhi Evran.49

Actually much of the narrative in the Vilayetname is legendary, but one 
cannot fail to recognize the historical kernel in it nor to perceive in many 
of the fantastic stories a symbolic or cultural truth. Hadji Bektash did 
actually come to Anatolia from Khurasan in the thirteenth century,50 
where he came to be connected with the great movement of the Turkmen 
babas.51 He was a disciple of the famous Baba Ishaq who unleashed the 
bloody revolt of the Turkmen tribes which fatally weakened the Seljuk 
state of Konya on the eve of the Mongol invasion.52 More im portant for 
the fate of Byzantine civilization, Bektash was highly successful in winning 
followers and was eventually recognized as one of the principal holy men 
in Anatolia. Though he himself probably did not found an actual dervish 
fraternity, by the fourteenth century the Bektashi order had a formal 
existence.53 Subsequently, the brotherhood underwent two marked 
changes: first, in the early fifteenth century heavy Hurufi influence (the 
latter were spreading over all Anatolia and were extremely influential 
with M uham m ad I I ) ,54 and second, in the early sixteenth century Balim 
Sultan, known as the second founder of the order, introduced certain new 
practices (including celibacy).55

48 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 78-79. Birge, Bektashi, pp. 53-54, feels this to be correct 
historically.

49 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 82—89, this seems to be a fabrication. His link to the person 
of Osman and to the early Ottoman conquests in Bithynia is very probably mythical, 
ibid., p. 138. His miracles are many and varied. He causes stones to talk and raises the 
dead, ibid., p. 121; Predicts the execution of the beg of Kayseri, ibid., p. 124; Saves ships 
and men from sinking at sea, ibid., pp. 127-128. On his way to the Holy Places he turns 
lions into stone and is greeted by fish in the rivers, ibid., pp. 35-36. One of his spectacular 
feats is related in a story that further illustrates the competition and rivalry of the holy 
men for religious leadership among the dervishes of Anatolia. Seyid Muhammad 
Harran of Akshehir went forth to meet Hadji Bektash and to impress him with his own 
great religious powers. He rode astride a lion with a serpent as a whip and accompanied 
by 300 mollahs. Hadji Bektash, not to be outdone, spread his prayer rug over a stone, 
commanded the stone to walk and thus confronted his rival. He explained to the latter 
that while anyone could make an animal walk, it was not the same thing as causing a 
stone to move! Birge, Bektashi, p. 39.

50 Birge, Bektashi, pp. 41-43. He is mentioned as a contemporary and rival of Djalal 
al-Din Rumi, Eflaki-Huart, I, 296-297. He also appears in a wakf document of 1295 as 
already dead, and again in 1297. A wakf document of 1306 mentions the town of Hadji 
Bektash.

51 Eflaki-Huart, I, 296-297. Tschudi, “Bektashiyya,” EI2. Gahen, “Babai,” EI2. 
Koprulu, “Bektas,” I.A.

52 Birge, Bektashi, pp. 43-44. Koprulu, “Les origines du Bektachisme,” Actes du Congres 
international d’histoire des religions (Paris, 1925), II, 407 (hereafter cited as Koprulu, 
“Bektachisme,”) who corrects a translation of Huart in Eflaki-Huart, I, 296-297, that 
described Hadji Bektash as Rasul Allah, to read “the disciple of Rasul Allah.” Also 
Ashikpashazade-Ali, p. 201, records in the fifteenth century that when Hadji Bektash 
came to Anatolia he became a disciple of Baba Ilyas or Baba Ishaq.

53 Tschudi, “Bektashiya,” EI2. Birge, Bektashi, p. 50. Gibb and Bowen, Islamic Society, 
I2, 190 ff., however, maintain that it was not until the fifteenth century that it became a 
formally organized order.

54 Birge, Bektashi, pp. 58-62, 148 ff.
55 Ibid., p. 56. He was born at Dimotika of a Christian mother and a Bektashi father. 

This recalls the series of mixed marriages in the family of Badr al-Din.
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Bektashi doctrine is a -conglomeration of widely varying doctrines and 
influences, and hence it has been very difficult to give it a strict and clear- 
cut definition. Because of the influence of so many different religious 

groups from whom elements were absorbed into the order, its practices 
and beliefs were extremely disparate. Thirteenth-century Anatolia, the 
seed bed in which the Bektashis sprouted, was overrun by K alandar and 
Haydari dervishes (both of which were batini), and Baba Ishaq the pir of 
Hadji Bektash was probably himself a K alandar.56 Consequently, the Bek
tashis were markedly heterodox from the beginning, and this heterodoxy 
was greatly strengthened in the fifteenth century by Hurufi penetration. 
The Bektashis were strongly shiite in their tendencies, acknowledging the 
twelve imams, revering Ali and his sons during Muharrem. They 
observed the practice of tevella and teberra (friends of the friends of Ali, and 
enemies of his enemies). There were also definite traces of old shaman 
traditions that the Turkmen tribes conserved through their babas.57 
Perhaps the participation of unveiled women in the Bektashi ceremonial 
is a reflection of shaman holdovers. The sema, or ritual dance, and the 

hymns of the Bektashis have been compared to the ecstatic dances of the 
shamans and to their incantations, while the sacrifice of animals, 
especially oxen, is possibly another such old tradition.58 M any of the 
miracles of the Bektashi saints are formed on old traditions, especially the 
miracles in which the holy man takes the form of a flying bird. The shaving 
of the beard, while a t the same time allowing the mustache to grow long, 
was probably a holdover from such shaman practices.59 O n the other 
hand, there are many doctrines and practices that are similar to those of 
the Christians, though in some cases this would not necessarily imply a 
Christian origin. I t is difficult, however, to avoid the conclusion that similar 
practices and doctrines existed because of the entrance of Christians 
into the orders and because of close relations between Bektashis and 
Christians.60|Christian baptism is paralleled, as a cleansing of sins, by the

56 Kopriilii, “Bektachisme,” pp. 398, 404.
57 Kopriilii sees in these babas nothing more than the old Qazogan under a thin 

veneer of heretical Islam. A. Inan, “Miisliiman Tiirklerde Samanism kalintilari,” 
Ilahiyat Fakiiliesi Dergisi, I4 (1952), 19—30. P. N. Boratav, “Vestiges oguz dans la tradition 
bektasi,” Akten des XXIV internationalen Orientalisten-Kongresses (Munich, 1957), pp. 
382-385.

58 The Christians had also long practiced animal sacrifice, see chapter vii. Justinian 
is said to have performed animal sacrifice upon completion of St. Sophia, Th. Preger, 
Scriptores Originum Constantinopolitanarum (Leipzig, 1901), I, 104.

59 Birge, Bektashi, pp. 213-214.
60 Kopriilii, “Bektachisme,” p. 463, had been the most active opponent of this idea. 

He maintained that many of these elements, especially among the Bektashi Kizilbash, 
go back to pre-Christian practices in Anatolia. But this of course says nothing, for in 
effect most of Christian folk practice is itself pre-Christian. G. Jacob has emphasized 
the pre-Muslim elements, “Die Bektaschijje in ihrem Verhaltnis zu verwandten Erschein- 
ungen,” Abhand. der philos.-philolog. Kl. der Ron. Bayer. Akad. der Wiss., XXIV (Munich, 
1909), i- 53j Jacob, “Fortleben von antiken Mysterien und Altchristlichem im Islam,” 
Der Islam, II (1911), 232-234, He too is not always convincing. Kissling, “Eine bekta- 
sitische Version der Legende von den zwei Erzsundern,” Z.D.M.G., XCIX (1945/49),
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Bektashi practice of ablution with its accompanying formulas before the 
aynicem. Chrism is parallel to the Bektashi annointing with rose water 
and the accompanying ceremony. The Holy Eucharist of the Christians 

as a symbol of Christ’s death is similar to the use of wine and bread in the 
aynicem in memory of Huseyn’s death, in either case only the initiate 
partaking in the rite. Both among Bektashis and Christians there were 
celibate and married priests and babas. Christian confession and penitence 
were similar to the Bektashi practice of has okutmak, while Christian 
excommunication was not unlike the Bektashi duskunliik.ei O ther items 

are more obviously incidental or accidental parallels that the Bektashis 
employed to good propaganda advantage among the Christians. They 
equated the twelve imams with the twelve apostles; the virgin birth of 
Christ with that of Balim Sultan, the second founder of the order. They 
considered Hadji Bektash a reincarnation of St. Charalambus. As the 
Christians had a Trinity, so did the Bektashis, consisting of God, 
M uhammad, and Ali.* 61 62 And, of course, Bektashi mysticism as was true 
of most Islamic mystical orders, ultimately derived much of its mystical 
doctrine from Neoplatonism in which the Godhead created the world by 
emanating from itself: I t is obvious how ecletic and syncretistic Bektashism 
was, and how accommodating and latitudinarian it was. This syncretism, 
which so facilitated the conversion from Christianity to Islam, recalls the 
religious syncretism that had accelerated the transition from paganism to 
Christianity a thousand years earlier in Anatolia.

Because of the great variety of doctrines Bektashism embraced, one 
would expect to find a strong element of proselytization in the history of 
the brotherhood. This was certainly characteristic of many of the orders in 
Khurasan, particularly of the Kazaruniyya and the Yasawiyya, both of 
which are represented as having converted large numbers of Zoroastrians, 
Jews, and pagan Turks. The conditions of Anatolian society in the 
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries were similar, no doubt, to those of 
Khurassan in certain respects. Both areas were the scenes of upheaval 
brought on by continued strife, wars, destruction, and the entrance of new 
ethnic groups, the Turks, who were either pagan or superficially Islamized. 
Both regions also possessed considerable non-Muslim populations, 
Anatolia more so than Khurasan. The societies in Khurasan and 
Anatolia received severe external shocks, shocks that undermined the 
validity of the old religious and social values of the non-Muslims and 
prepared the way for the penetration of new ways. Obviously these were

181-210, traces the origins of certain motifs in Bektashi legends to Anatolian Byzantine 
cultural circles. On this syncretizing and popular character see K. E. Muller, Kultitr- 
historische Studien zur Genese Pseudo-islamischer Sektengebilde in Vorderasien (Wiesbaden, 1967)* 
E. Krohn, “Vorislamisches in einigen islamischen Sekten und Derwischerden,” Ethno- 
logische Studien, I (1931), 295-345.

61 Birge, Bektashi, p. 216.
62 Ibid,, pp. 217-218.
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areas in which conditions were rife for the work and activity of religious 
missionaries. It was the dynamic, though heterodox and often heretical, 
dervish orders rather than the conservative, static sunni ulema, who 
propagated most aggressively the new “values” in these areas in a language 
and form that readily communicated with the masses. This missionary 
spirit is to be found in the Vilayetname of Hadji Bektash, wherein he and 
his disciples are seen actively proselytizing: Muslims adhere to their 
“way” rather than to the other religious “ways” ; pagans are converted 
to Islam and enter their dervish order; finally, Christians are likewise 
converted by the Bektashis as adherents to their particular religious 
fraternity. The last part of the Vilayetname, in which the sending out of 
Hadji Bektash’s disciples is described, clearly illustrates this missionary 
aspect of Bektashism.

The most notable of the Muslims whom Hadji Bektash allegedly 
converts into a follower of his “way” in the Vilayetname is the famous 
poet Yunus Emre.63 Though he “ converted” other Muslims to the “way” 
(such as the “ robber” of Germiyan),64 his missionary activity, and that of 
his disciples, is more significant among the pagans and Christian infidels 
than among the Muslims. Indeed, the biography of Hadji Bektash 
attributes successful missionary activity to him even before he left 
Khurasan to come to Anatolia. This is elaborated in the comparatively 
long incident of the attempted conquest and conversion of the district of 
Bedakhshan.65 This Bedakhshan episode, occurring in the early period of

63 See Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 39-40, for the Bektashi view of Tapdik Emre’s adherence 
to Bektashism. See also A. Golpinarli, Yunus Emre ve tassavvuf (Istanbul, 1961). M. T. 
Agaroglu, “Yunus Emre igin bir bibliyografya denemesi,” Kitap Belleten, IV (Ekim, 
1963), 8-10. Yunus Emre is portrayed, in the Vilayetname, as a farmer in the village of 
Sarikoy to the north of Sivrihisar in the region of the Sakaria River. He comes to Hadji 
Bektash as a result of a great drought because of which the fields yielded no grain that 
particular year. So Yunus Emre decided to load up his oxen with wild plums, journey 
to Suludja Kara Oyiik, and attempt to trade the plums for wheat at the establishment of 
Hadji Bektash. On his arrival he presented the plums to Hadji Bektash and then remained 
with him for a few days, after which he decided to take leave of his host. Hadji Bektash 
offered his guest a certain amount of wheat or a blessing for each plum. Emre, inasmuch 
as he had a family, said he would prefer the wheat, whereupon Hadji Bektash raised his 
offer to two blessings per plum and finally to ten. But his guest persisted in collecting the 
wheat, which he loaded on the oxen and then set out for home. As soon as he had left 
Suludja Kara Oyiik, however, he repented his choice and returned to Hadji Bektash in an 
effort to exchange the wheat for the religious blessing. Bektash declared that it was too late 
and that if he still desired the blessing he would have to go to Tapdik Emre in order, 
finally, to attain it. For the next forty years Yunus Emre is said to have remained in 
the service of Tapdik Emre cutting and hauling wood. At the end of this period he 
received the religious blessing of Hadji Bektash and then became a great poet. Vilayet
name-Gross, pp. 78-80. Kopriilu, Mutasavviflar, passim, denies that Yunus Emre was a 
disciple of Hadji Bektash, asserting that it was later Bektashi legend that appropriated 
the poet. But Birge, Bektashi, pp. 53-55, and Golpinarli, Yunus Emre hayati (Istanbul,
193®)» PP* 11 argue for the genuineness of the tradition.

64 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 424, refers to the beg of Germiyan and his followers as nothing 
more than bandits who infest the roads. In another episode of the Vilayetname-Gross, 
pp. 94-95, occurs the conversion to Bektashism of the bandit of Germiyan, whose de
scendants came to be known as the Bostandji Babaogullari.

65 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 21-28.
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Hadji Bektash’s biography, is largely mythical and highly anachronistic. 
I t  is the spirit that the biography reflects, rather than the accuracy or 
inaccuracy of the factual content, which is significant, for it is a missionary 

and proselytizing zeal that incorporated this incident into the Vilayetname 
sometime between the thirteenth and the early fifteenth century. The 
incorporation of the Bedakhshan story into the body of the Vilayetname 
in this period reflects an im portant historical fact. At this time the Bektashi 
order was very much concerned with missionary activities and, con
sequently, in the telling and composition of Bektash’s early life, the 
compilers felt it imperative that he should have performed important 
conversions while still living in the province of Khurasan.

In  the next conversionary incident there are again anachronistic and 
legendary elements intertwined with historical fact. Inasmuch as the 
event occurred in the period after Hadji Bektash had come into Anatolia, 
there is less of the mythical and more of the historical than there was in 
the Bedakhshan narrative. In  this particular incident of the Vilayetname, 
Hadji Bektash decided to send his disciple Djan Baba to a large tribe of 
pagan Tatars under Kelii K han camping in the vicinity of Erzindjan in 
easternmost Asia Minor. The Tatars, finally convinced of the great 
religious power of Islam, began to discuss the possibility of becoming 
converts, and after a final demonstration of the true faith, they converted. 
The T atar begs held a council of war and decided that as they had now 
become Muslims, they could not war on their fellow Muslims in Anatolia. 
Desiring to convert other lands and people to the new religion by war and 
conquest, they invaded the land of Kelii K han’s father, but when he 
refused to accept the new religion they decided to petition the Seljuk 

sultan ‘Ala’ al-Din for lands. To this purpose Kelii Khan sent a letter 
to the sultan, informing him that as he had become a Muslim he could not 
return  to his father’s land, and, consequently, the sultan should give him 
land with both summer and winter pastures (the letter also informed 
‘Ala’ al-Din of Kelii K han’s conquest of Bagdad!). The sultan ceded to the 
Tatars the districts between Sivas and Kayseri (as summer pastures) and 
those between Chorum and Ankara (as winter grounds). The grant in
cluded the stipulations that the Tatars could never transgress these set 

boundaries, that they were to be obedient to the law of the land, and that 
they were to perform military service for the sultans.66

6S Ibid., pp. 66-69. These Tatars being pagan, Hadji Bektash had instructed Djan 
Baba to inform their leader Kelii Khan that they could not enter the land of Rum if 
they did not first accept Islam. The Tatar khan, on receiving Djan Baba and his message, 
had him boiled in a kettle for three days. But as the victim emerged unhurt the Tatars 
then ordered him to be burned alive. The dervish challenged the religious head of the 
Tatars to undergo the trial with him, and though the Tatar was afraid, yet he could 
not let the challenge go unheeded. So both were immersed in the fire and remained there 
for three days. At the end of this period Djan Baba emerged from the flames unharmed 
but all that had remained of the Tatar was a finger which Djan Baba had kept in his 
own hand. Upon showing the finger to Kelii Khan, the dervish remarked that had the 
unfortunate holy man entrusted him with his heart rather than with his finger he would
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The Vilayetname remarks that the sultan and the Seljuk nobles were 
overjoyed at Hadji Bektash’s success in settling such a difficult problem 
for them. So they presented him with many gifts and henceforth whenever 

‘Ala’ al-Din was in need or in  difficulty he sought the advice of Hadji 
Bektash. Not satisfied with the Herculean labors that the compilers of the 
Vilayetname had heaped upon the holy man, they add that it was through 
the la tter’s miracles that ‘A la5 al-Din was able to conquer western 
Anatolia.* 67 The relationship of the Tatars with Bektash and his establish
ment, after the former had entered and settled in Anatolia, continued to 
be a close one. Twice a year the T atar begs and people of rank, before 
their departure for the summer pastures and after their entrance into the 
winter quarters, went to the tekke of Hadji Bektash. They brought with 
them as offerings numerous livestock, remained in the tekke as guests for a 
few days, and then went on their way.68 Even though the Tatars had been 
converted to Islam they had persisted in many of their old religious 
practices and beliefs. The most flagrant example of this, and certainly 
the most offensive to the Islamic community, was the fact that the Tatars 
had not abandoned their idols. Consequently, after a num ber of years 
had passed (Kelii K han had died and been succeeded by another K han), 
Bektash sent Huva Ata, one of his disciples, to destroy the T atar idols. 
After overcoming initial difficulties and T atar reluctance, he succeeded in 
persuading the nomads to abandon their idols and messengers were then 
sent among the Tatars ordering them to burn their idols. Huva Ata 
remained among the Tatars instructing them in Islam and finally died 
among them. His grave, according to the Vilayetname, was in the town 
of Bali Sheikh at the foot of Denek Dag! to the east of Ankara.69

Certain anachronistic elements are immediately apparent in the 
narrative of the entrance into Anatolia and conversion to Islam of these

have still been alive. The khan’s wife devised a final plan by which the spiritual strength 
and powers of the dervish and hence of the new religion would be tested. He would be 
given poison, and if he survived they would all accept Islam. Djan Baba drank the 
poison without any ill effect and the Tatars accepted Islam.

67 Vilayetname-Gross, 70-71, an obvious anachronism.
68 Ibid., p. 71.
69 Ibid., pp. 71-73. The Tatars, unaware of Huva Ata’s mission, received him with 

great hospitality and kindness as a disciple of Hadji Bektash. The guest remained with 
them for a year, attempting at first to identify the house of their idols and then to burn it 
and the idols. After having identified the idol house he waited until the khan of the 
Tatars had gone out to hunt before putting his plan into effect. He built a funeral pyre, 
burned the idols and their housing and then jumped into the flame. When the khan 
returned and inquired as to the meaning of these actions, Huva Ata replied that Islam 
did not tolerate the worship of idols, and if the idols had possessed any efficacy, the fire 
would not have consumed them but would have left them untouched, as it had left Huva 
Ata unharmed. On idolatry among Mongols and Tatars, see chapter iii. The continued 
and close connections of the Bektashis and these new converts is illustrated by other 
incidents in the Vilayetname (ibid., p.121). Hadji Bektash settled a dispute between two 
Tatar fathers by bringing back to life the son of one killed by the son of the other. In 
ibid., pp. 122-126, he intervenes with the Seljuk authorities at Kayseri on behalf of the 
son of one of the Tatar nobles.
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T atar tribesmen. But even so, both of these events have in fact a solid 
historical background. We know that in the thirteenth century Turkmen 
and Mongol tribes were settled in the vicinity of Ankara in considerable 

numbers,70 and the disciples of Hadji Bektash had a very close and 
definite relationship with the emirates of western Asia Minor. I t is highly 
probable that they participated in the Turkish advance into these areas 
or else they appeared in the areas soon after their conquest.71 The great 
influence that Hadji Bektash and his followers enjoyed among the tribes
men is in keeping with the tradition of all that we know of the early 
history of the Bektashi order. All scholars have emphasized the “rural” 
character of the order and the fact that it exercised its influence pre
dominantly among the tribes rather than in the urban centers during this 
early period. O f Hadji Bektash’s five disciples mentioned at the end of the 
Vilayetname, only one is sent to an old established Muslim urban 
center—to Konya. The other four go to the Turkmen tribes on the western 

borders. Bektash was thus in  the direct tradition of his own spiritual 

master, Baba Ishaq, who had acquired preeminence among the Anatolian 
Turkmens. The story of the T atar conversion has an appreciable amount 
of highly probable and realistic detail. I t  represents the conversion of the 
Tatars as a gradual process in which the Tatars kept their idols for a 
considerable time and finally abandoned them with the greatest reluc
tance. The large number of specifics in the relationship between the dervish 
leader and his followers on the one hand, and the T a ta r tribesmen on the 
other, would seem to imply that we are dealing here with an actual 
historical fact, the conversion of a large tribe of Tatars by the Bektashis. 
The Seljuk leaders would naturally attem pt to maintain a friendly 

relationship with dervishes who had attained great influence among the 
troublesome tribes, for the lesson that Baba Ishaq had taught them was not 
forgotten. The prestige that Hadji Bektash is depicted as enjoying with 
‘Ala’ al-Din, though not factually correct, is nevertheless indicative of the 
prestige he and his followers enjoyed with later rulers.

Thus far Hadji Bektash and his followers appear as energetic mission
aries among Muslims and pagans in Central Asia and Anatolia. One 
would expect to see them in  a similar relationship with the Christians, 
especially in Anatolia during the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries.

70 Kopriilii, Origines, p. 53. For the nomadic settlements around Ankara see chapter iii. 
Anachronistic is the detail that these Tatars, having conquered Baghdad, petitioned the 
Seljuk sultan, ‘Ala’ al-Din, for lands in his kingdom. The death of this sultan (1237) 
took place some twenty years before the Mongol conquest of Baghdad in 1258. Similarly 
the assertion of the Vilayetname that Hadji Bektash played a major role in assisting 
‘Ala’ al-Din to conquer western Asia Minor, i.e. such places as Germiyan, Denizli, 
Kutahya, Menteshe, is anachronistic. Some of these were conquered at the end of 
the thirteenth and the beginning of the fourteenth century.

71 This is brought out in the short biographies of four of Hadji Bektash’s successors, 
and also by the fact that already in 1321 the ruler of Germiyan had dedicated property 
to the zawiya of Hadjim Sultan, the disciple of Hadji Bektash. See Birge, Bektashi, p. 42.
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Actually, incidents of contact with Christians do occur in the Vilayetname. 
The first of these took place during a journey of Hadji Bektash from 
Kayseri to Urgup. In  the town of Sinassus he m et a Christian woman 
who had just baked rye bread and was carrying it in a tray atop her head .72 
When she caught sight of Hadji Bektash she stopped and began to lament 
the poor quality of the bread and begged him to aid her. Bektash declared 
to her tha t henceforth the inhabitants of the town would continue to sow 
rye but tha t they would instead harvest wheat. He granted them a second 
miracle by which they would be able to make large loaves of small portions 
of flour. And that which he declared to them came true, says the 
Vilayetname, as a result of which the local inhabitants turned the site of 
the miracle into a pilgrimage shrine. There was an annual celebration 
held on the spot by the Christian inhabitants of Sinassus.73 Though this 
incident does not expressly mention any conversion, it does point to a 
close relationship between the Christians of Sinassus and the order of 
Bektashis. Possibly he became a local “ saint” to whom the Christians 
turned in time of need, and one whom they equated with a corresponding 
Christain saint.74

O f equal interest in the relations with the Christians is the case of the 
nameless monk in a Christian province not yet taken by the Turks, 
possibly in western Anatolia. This monk was allegedly a secret follower 
of Hadji Bektash. It so happened that the land in which the monk lived 
was visited by a severe drought and everyone was suffering from famine. 
The monk desired aid from Bektash—more specifically wheat. The latter 
was able to perceive the wish of the monk and so he ordered a disciple to 
load one of the pack animals with the grain and to take it to the monk.75

72 On the town of Sinassus, which was still predominantly Greek at the time of the 
exchange of populations between Greece and Turkey in the twentieth century, I. S. 
Arkhelaou, 'H Zivaooos (Athens, 1899). R. M. Dawkins, Modern Greek in Asia Minor 
(Cambridge, 1916), p. 27. The population in 1905 seems to have been roughly, 
3,000 Greeks and 1,000 Turks. The author visited Sinassus in the summer of 1959 and 
found that the abandoned Greek monastery (of the trogoldyte variety) of St. Nicholas 
had in its courtyard a tree to which were attached strips of clothing. These were placed 
there by families, whose members were ill, in the hope that the sick persons would be 
cured by the “Baba.”

73 Vilayetname-Gross, p. 43.
74 See, for example, Hasluck, Christanity and Islam, II, 571. This aspect of Bektashi- 

Christian relations will be dealt with at a later point.
75 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 95-97. On the way this dervish encountered many people 

who were also suffering from the famine and who offered him large sums of money for 
some of the wheat. So as he went the dervish gave in to the condition of these people, 
and to their attractive financial offers, selling much of the wheat and replacing it with 
straw and dust. Finally arriving at his destination, he turned the load over to the monk 
who entertained him very hospitably. Impressed by the hospitality that an infidel tendered 
him, the dervish thought to himself that this monk would actually make a good Muslim. 
The monk divined the dervish’s thought and informed him that he was already a Muslim, 
but he was afraid to be such a Muslim as the dervish, who had betrayed the trust of his 
master by selling some of the grain. The dervish suddenly realized that he was dealing 
with a holy man and became much distressed at his own conduct. By then it was time 
for church service and the Christians were entering the church. As soon as the service 
was over and the last Christian had left the church, the monk, accompanied by the
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In  another incident Hadji Bektash is said to visit a Christian monk on an 
island of “ Frenkistan” once every year.* 76 Yet another anecdote of the 
Vilayetname involves a certain Christian architect from the court of 
M urad I who was chosen by the sultan to build the turbe of Hadji 
Bektash, but while he was atop the new structure a sudden storm threw 
him down.77 In  desperation he appealed to the saint, was saved, converted 
to Islam, and entered the Bektashi tekke under the name of Sadik.78

These incidents of relations between Hadji Bektash and Christians are 
of interest not only because they indicate the existence of these relations 
and of conversions, but they illustrate another point. We have noted 
earlier the poverty of the Christian church in Anatolia as a result of the 
Turkish conquests. This poverty prevented the church from coming to the 
material aid and support of its congregations in times of great need. Now 
in two of the meetings between Christians and the dervish saint, the 

Christians are appealing for wheat, the staff of life, not for religious 
benefits (this was also the case with the poet Yunus Emre). The Bektashis, 
in the Vilayetname, appear as a group that dispenses charity and food 
to all the needy, with a guest house and kitchen by the side of the tekke at 
Suludja K ara Oyiik to accommodate all such needy people. It is certainly 
true that this dervish fraternity along with others were able to furnish to 
Christians, as well as to Muslims, the charity and sustenance that the 
Christian church was no longer able to provide.
. Aside from his personal contacts with Christians, Hadji Bektash alleg

edly dispatched a number of missionaries to Christian lands in order to 
convert them to Islam. The first of these was Sari Saltik, a shepherd, 
whom Bektash allegedly met on Mt. Arefat while on his way to the holy 

well of Zemzem. Sari Saltik joined Bektash and then went to Rum  after 
his new pir had bestowed upon him a wooden sword, bow, seven arrows,

dervish, entered the church and closed the door securely behind him. He then lifted a 
stone slab, opened a door underneath it, and there came into view a beautiful room 
which they entered. There lay a bundle of fine clothing, a tall dervish cap, and in the 
mihrab a reading stand with a Koran. The monk,'to the great amazement of the dervish, 
donned the clothing and dervish cap and prayed before the mihrab. Then he opened 
the Koran and began his recitation. Finally he prayed once more, passed his hand 
over his face, and informed the astonished dervish that he was himself a Bektashi dervish. 
The religious ceremony over, the monk-dervish removed the dervish garb and put on 
again his Christian garment. This curious anecdote is interesting from the point of view 
of culture, though it may have no basis in actual historical fact. The double religious 
sanctuary is well known in Anatolia, as are crypto-religious phenomena and the close 
relations of Muslim dervishes and Christian monks.

76 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 119-120. This probably refers to the Aegean isles. Firenk 
and Frenkistan are used frequently by Muslim authors of Anatolia to refer to Greeks and 
Greek territory.

77 Vilayetname-Gross, p. 151, no. 2.
78 Ibid., p. 152. On Christian architects and their connections with dervish orders 

and their conversions, see chapter iii. R.C.E.A., XII, 164-165. Eflaki-Huart, II, 3.
V V

Kissling, “Sa’ban Veli und die Sa’banijje,” Serta Monacensia (Leiden, 1952), p. 91.
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and prayer rug. Saltlk and his accomplices proceeded to missionize in 
Georgia and the Dobrudja.79

The sending out of Djamal Seyid, Sari Ismail, Hadjim Sultan, Rasul 
Baba, and Pirab Sultan, with which the Vilayetname closes, emphasizes 
above all the missionary activity of the order. Djamal Seyid went to the 
province of Altintash (western Asia Minor) where many of the inhabitants 
became his followers. Hadjim Sultan received from the Beg of Germiyan 
the place of Susuz in the neighborhood of Ushak (which he was to retain 
upon slaying the dragon that infested the vicinity).80 Sari Ismail, in 
setting out for the area that Bektash assigned to him, hurled his cane into 
the air (according to his pir he was to settle where the cane landed). 
It happened that the stick came down onto the cupola of a Christian 
church in Tavas81 in the province of Menteshe. The cane went through 
the dome, entered the church, and appeared in the form of a dragon to 
the monk who was inside the church reading the Gospels. The latter 
went out to greet the dervish, kissed his hand, and touched his face to 
Ismail’s foot. Thereupon Ismail entered the Christian temple, transformed 
it into a beautiful dervish monastery, and converted the monk to Islam. 
In a second miracle, even more wondrous than the first one, Sari Ismail 
took the form of a marvelous yellow falcon with a musical instrument 
around his neck and bells attached to his feet. The presence of such a 
strange bird did not long escape the notice of Zapun, the Christian prince 
of Tavas. In the meantime Ismail reverted to human form and appeared 
to the Christian inhabitants as Jesus. The Christian prince, his nobles 
and the people went to the dervish, greeted him and, a t the latter’s 

bidding, were converted to Islam. Thereafter Ismail settled in Tavas, 
took over the monastery of the monk (whom he had converted) as his 
tekke, and many of the town’s inhabitants became dervishes.82

Rasul Baba was also sent to western Asia M inor to the region of 
Altintash, a region ruled by a Christian prince and inhabited by 
Christians. No less resourceful and spectacular than his fellow dervish 
Sar! Ismail, he appeared as a golden deer to the Christian prince who was 
out on the hunt! The prince and his hunting party gave chase to the 
animal, which finally sought refuge under a church only recently built 
by the prince. Here Rasul Baba took the form of a dove, flew up and onto 
the church, came down once more and in a final transformation became a

79 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 73-77. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 499-500 notes on his travels 
through the Dobrudja that he stopped in a town by the name of Baba Saltlk, which, he 
says, was named after an unorthodox religious man. Birge, Bektashi, pp. 51-52. Evliya 
Chelebi, von Hammer, I, ii, 245. Evilya Chelebi, Seyahatname I, 659; III, 366. Babinger, 
“Sari Saltuk,” ET.

80 Vilayetname-Gross, p. 173. R. Tschudi, Das Vilayetname des Hadschim Sultan, in 
Tiirkische Bibliotheque'X.'VIII (Berlin, 1914), 30.

81 This is the former Greek bishopric of Tabai (plural accusative would be pronounced 
Tavas), Gelzer, Ungedruckte Texte, p. 555, and was a suffragant of the metropolitanate 
of Garia.

82 Vilayetname-Gross, pp. 163-168.
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human once again. The hunters, greatly astounded at this miracle, touched 
their faces to the feet of the dervish, who informed the Christians that he 
was Rasul Baba, sent hither by Hadji Bektash. He appropriated the new 

church as his residence and converted the Christians to Islam. He next 
journeyed to Hisardjik two days distant, and the inhabitants of that area 
also became his followers.83 The sending of the Bektashi disciples to 
western Asia M inor where the emirs were conquering the last of the Greek 
lands, and even into the Balkans, in contrast to the fact that only one 
disciple was sent south to Konya (a nonborder area), is not without 
significance. I t illustrates not only the missionary aspect of the order bu t 
also its “ghazi” associations.

Sari Saltik converted Christians not only in Georgia but in the Balkans 
as well. Djamal Seyid and Hadjim Sultan won followers in the districts 
of Altintash and Germiyan, though the Vilayetname does not specifically 
state tha t they converted Christians to Islam. Yet there can be no doubt 
that many of their converts must have been Christians. But the narrative 
is quite definite in respect to the activities of Sari Ismail and Rasul Baba, 
who converted large numbers of Christians to Islam in western Anatolia. 
Again there is much of the miraculous and fantastic in the stories of the 
conversions: nevertheless, they certainly represent what actually happened 
in the area. The town of Tavas, the center of Sari Ismail’s missionary 
activities, was formerly the Byzantine bishopric ofTabai, one of the many 
bishoprics that during this period disappeared from the episcopal lists. A 
chief characteristic of these miracles in the Vilayetname is the overt 
physical appropriation of Christian churches and monasteries, which are 
then turned into Muslim religious centers. This fact is supported not only 
by the testimony of the synodal acta, but also by a flood of contemporary 
sources (Pachymeres, Dusturname of Enver, Ibn  Bibi, Aksaray, 

Ashiqpashazade).
Despite its semilegendary and wondrous character, the Vilayetname 

provides the historian with a crucial insight into the problem of cultural 
change in medieval Anatolia. The Bektashi tradition in the fifteenth 
century was inspired by a powerful missionizing element, the most essential 
content of which was the desire to save the souls of others by converting 
them to “ the way.” Beneath the thick incrustations of miraculous yellow 
falcons, golden deer, dragons, flying rugs, and the like, one becomes 
aware of Baktashi missionaries actively converting Christians in the 
recently conquered Byzantine domains of western Anatolia. The appro
priation of monastic and other ecclesiastical buildings, and the conversions 
of monks, priests, and laymen, are all facts that we saw described by the 
Christian ecclesiastical sources. The only difference lies in the fact that 
the Byzantine description of the process emerges from administrative 
documents and is therefore couched in mundane, economic, and

83 Ibid., pp. 191-194.
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bureaucratic language, whereas the Muslim account is the product of a 
wondrous mystic imagination. But the events that the patriarchal synod 
and the dervish hagiographer describe are one and the sam e: the cultural 

transformation of Asia Minor.

T H E  MAWLAWIS

Though the sources for the history of the Bektashis during the thirteenth 
and fourteenth centuries are semilegendary and so must be interpreted 
symbolically, this is not the case with the order of the Mawlawi dervishes. 
The detailed history of the latter during this period fortunately survives in 
the writings of Djalal al-Din Rum i and his followers, and the personalities, 
doctrines, and history of the order during this im portant era emerge in a 
somewhat more nearly historical fashion.84 The Mawlawi writings and 
history parallel those of the Bektashis in a number of ways and so strengthen

84 There is a considerable body of literature on the person of Rumi and on the order. 
The most recent critical studies on Rumi himself are those of H. Ritter, “Celaleddin 
Rumi,” I.A., pp. 53-59; “Philologika, XI. Maulana Galaladdin Rumi und sein Kreis,” 
Der Islam, XXVI (1942), 116-158; “Mevlana Celaleddin Rumi ve etrafindakiler,” 
T.M., VII-VIII (1940-42), 268-281. A. J. Arberry, “Jalal al-Din Rumi,” Islamic 
Studies, I (1962), 89-105. A. Golpinarli, Mevlana Celaleddin (Istanbul, 1951). B. 
Fiiruzanfer, Mevlana Celaleddin, trans. by N. Uzluk into Turkish (Istanbul, 1963). A. 
Iqbal, The Life and Thought of Rumi (Lahore, 1956). A. Schimmel, “The Symbolical 
Language of Maulana Jalal al-Din Rumi,” Studies in Islam, I (1964), 26-40. Bausani, 
“Djalal al-Din Rumi,” EI2. H. Schaeder, “Die islamische Lehre vom Vollkommenen 
Menschen, ihre Herkunft und ihre dichterische Gestaltung,” Z.DM.G., LXXIX 
(1925)3 256, discusses the relation of Rumi to Ibn al-‘Arabi. R. Nicholson, Rumi, Poet 
and Mystic, 1207-1273 (London, 1950). A. Bausani, Persia religiosa da zaratustra a Baha’uHlal 
(Milan, 1959), pp. 251-286. M. Onder, Mevlana und seine Mausoleum (1959). Ritter, 
“Neue Literatur iiber Maulana Calaluddin Rumi und seinen Orden,” Oriens, XIII-XIV 
(1960-61), 342-353.

I have referred to the following translations of Rumi’s works; R. A. Nicholson, The 
Mathnawi of Jalalu'ddin Rumi, vols. I-VIII (London, 1925-1940), Arberry, Discourses of 
Rumi (London, 1961), a translation of the Fihi ma fihi. Nicholson, Selected Poems from the 
Divani Shamsi Tabriz (Cambridge, 1898). V. von Rosenzweig, Auswahl aus den Diwanen 
des... (Vienna, 1838). Golpinarli, Mevland Celaleddin. Mektuplar (Istanbul, 1963). The 
contents of the letters are summarized by S. Yaltakaya in T.M., VI (1939), 323-345. A 
special issue of Konya halkevi kultiir dergisi (Istanbul, 1943), is devoted to Rumi. On the 
interesting problem of the use of Greek and Turkish in Rumi’s poetry: R. Burguiere and 
R. Mantran, “Quelques vers grecs du XIIIe siecle en caracteres arabes,” Byzantion, 
XXII (1952), 63-80: S. Yaltakaya, “Mevlana’da turk̂ e kelimeler ve turk£e siirler,” 
T.M., IV (1934)3 m-168.

The works of Golpinarli are of especial value. The author was himself, forrperly, a 
dervish and so his writings have the added vitues that accrue from his personal circum
stances. His book, Mevlanddan sonra Mevlevilik (Istanbul, 1953), is a veritable mine of 
information on Mawlawi history, ritual, music, dress, etc. It is very conveniently sum
marized in his article, “Mevlevilik,” I.A , pp. 164-171. Further literature on the order 
and the writings of Sultan Walad include: Golpinarli, Mevlevi addb ve erkdn (Istanbul, 
1963). T. Yazici, “Mevlana devrinde serna’,” Sarkiyat Mecmuasi, V (1964), 135-159. 
Uzluk, Mevlevilikte resim, resimde Mevleviler (Ankara, 1957). D. Margouliath, “Maw- 
lawiya,” Shorter Encylcopedia of Islam, p. 364. Ritter, “Der Reigen der ‘Tanzenden Der- 
wische’, Zeitschriftfiir vergleichende Musikwissenschaft, I (1933), 5-32. C. Haurt, Les saints 
des derviches tourneurs (Paris, 1918-1922), I—II. Uzluk, Divani Sultan Veledin hayat ve eserleri 
(Istanbul, 1941). Huart, “De la valeur historique des memoires des derviches tourneurs,” 
J.A., XIX (1922), 308—317. G. Meyer, “Die griechische Verse im Rebabnama,” B.Z., 
IV (1895), 401-411. V. D. Smirnov, “Les vers dit ‘Seljdouk’ et le christianisme turc,” 
Actes du onzieme congres international des orientalistes a Paris 1897, troisieme section 
(Paris, 1899), pp. 142-157. M. Mansuroglu, Sultan Veled'in tiirkge manzumeleri (Istanbul
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certain conclusions that were stated in regard to the former brotherhood. 
Two of the more striking parallels between the two tariqats lie in their 
active colonization of large parts of Anatolia and their great missionary 
fervor.

Djalal al-Din Rumi, around whose image, literary production, and 
mystical practices the Mawlawi order later coalesced, was, like so many 
other Anatolian holy men, an  immigrant from the northeastern reaches 
of the Muslim world. During the thirteenth century the prosperity and 
patronage of the sultans in Konya served as powerful magnets in attracting 
religious men, especially after the Mongol conquests of Iran  had begun. 
Hadji Bektash himself had come from Khurasan, as did many of the 
disciples of Rumi and his successors.* 85 While still a young boy, Rumi 
left his native Balh in the company of his father Baha5 al-Din Walad 
(a distinguished and learned member of the ulema) shortly before the 
Mongols conquered the town in 617 (1220-1). After peregrinations that 
led them as far as Mecca, Baha’ al-Din and his son entered Anatolia 
(probably in 618), settling first in Erzindjan and Akshehir, and then 
moving south to Laranda within the Seljuk kingdom. Emir Musa, the 
governor of the town, built a medresse for Rum i’s father and the latter 
remained some seven years in this town. I t was at this time that the great 
Seljuk sultan ‘Ala5 al-Din invited the ulema from Balh to come to the 
Seljuk capital and to make it the permanent abode of his descendants. 
When Rum i accompanied his father to Konya, the city was just entering 
the period of its greatest splendor. In  the preceding half century the sultans 

had succeeded in consolidating their kingdom and had by their studied, 
efforts made Konya one of the commercial, artisanal, and, eventually 
cultural centers in the Islamic world. Mosques, medresses, zawiyas, 
bazaars, and walls had been, and were still being, built in an effort to 
embellish the growing city. W hen the father and son arrived in Konya 
the sultan invited them to stay in the royal tasthane (vestiarium) but 
Baha’ al-Din declined the ru ler’s hospitality on the grounds that,

Imams are lodged in the medresses, the zawiyas are suitable for the dervishes, 
the sarays for the emirs, the caravansarays for the merchants, the chamber 
corners for the runud, the streets for the strangers.86
Consequently he took his retinue to the medresse of A ltun Aba.

After the death of Baha5 al-Din, Rumi succeeded his father as a preacher
and deliverer of fatwas. But he also became the murid of a series of mystics,

1958). Gibb and Bowen, Islamic Society, I2, 193-195. Koprulu, “Anadoluda Islamiyet,” 
pp. 388 ff. S. Rymkiewicz, “Gazele Sultana Veleda,” Przeglad Orientalistyczny, Nr. i (41) 
(1962), pp. 3-17. Ritter, “Die Mevlanafeier in Konya vom 11.-17. Dezember i960,” 
Oriens, XV (1962), 249-270.

85 Eflaki-Huart, I, 1, 14, 45-46, 68-69, 03-114, 240-241; II, 3, 393, mentions that 
holy men and disciples of the Mawlawi Khalifs came from Balh, Tirmid, Tabriz, Merend, 
Bukhara, Turkestan, Djend, Khodjend, Samarqand. This phenomenon is also to be 
observed in connection with the Ottoman court in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries.

86 Ibid., 22. This is indicative of the Islamic institutional patterns after which Anatolia 
was molded.
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the most influential of whom was Shams al-Din, a dervish of Tabriz. The 
result was that Rum i developed into one of the greatest mystics in Islam 
and one of the most remarkable masters of poetic expression in the realm 
of religious mysticism. By the end of his life (1207-73) he had exercised a 
great influence upon the religious and cultural history of Konya, and the 
religious brotherhood that he inspired, the Mawlawi, was to have a 
profound effect on Anatolian society in the next few centuries. During 
Rum i’s lifetime the force of his personality was such that he attracted a 
considerable following both inside Konya and in the environs.

Despite the fact that the Mawlawi tariqa and ritual were not formally 
organized and regulated until after R um i’s death, many of the elements 
of the order were present in his practices. They had begun to take definite 
form under Rum i’s son and grandson, Sultan W alad (d. 1312) and Ulu 
Arif Chelebi (d. 1320?) at which time one of the salient characteristics 
of the Mawlawis came to be the sema’ or musical and dancing per
formance by which the adepts attained spiritual ecstasy. The sema’ was 
usually performed in the tekke after the Friday prayer. The dervishes 
gathered here with their guests for a common meal, the guests often 
including the leading members of the urban classes, after which the 
religious dance took place to the accompaniment of the flute, tambourine, 
rebab (a sort of guitar), and the keman (a crude violin-like instrument). 
Through this ritual, which the orthodox ulema violently attacked, the 
participants attained a spiritual union with God enabling them to see one 
of His attributes. The use of the dance and music, an aesthetic means of 
arousing human emotions, had great appeal to the individuals who 
were exposed to it.87 Indeed, it was this appeal to the emotions, so

87 The author had the occasion to hear a recorded performance of this type of music 
at the turbe of Rumi in Konya, July, 1959, and was indelibly impressed by its melancholy 
and beauty. The lines of Rumi (trans. A. Arberry, Sufism [London, 1950], p. 111) 

“Hearken to this Reed forlorn,
Breathing, ever since *twas torn 
From its rushy bed, a strain 
Of impassioned love and pain.
The secret of my song, though near,
None can see and none can hear.
Oh, for a friend to know the sign 
And mingle all his soul with mine!
’Tis the flame of Love that fired me,
’Tis the wine of Love inspired me.
Wouldst though learn how lovers bleed.
Hearken, hearken to the Reed!”

express this sensation quite aptly. The sema5 itself was prefaced by a reading before the 
assembly and by the performance of a flute solo. Then those of the dervishes and murids 
who were to participate actively arose and passed before the sheikh three times in saluting 
him. After the performance of the Sultan Walad devri, as this part of the ceremony was 
called, the leader of the dance (semazen bashi) came before the sheikh and then one 
by otie the dervishes kissed the hand of the latter. In the ceremonial dancing that followed, 
the dervishes moved through four cycles during which time they attained ecstasy. This 
ended with the taksim. After the reading of the Koran and Mathnawi, the ceremony was 
concluded. For a remarkable example of the dancing phase of the Mawlawi sema’ see 
plate on the fifth page of illustrations.
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characteristic of dervish spirituality, which enabled the dervishes to 
attain such remarkable successes throughout the Seljuk and Ottom an 
periods. There were other heterodox elements characteristic of the 
Mawlawis, but Rum i, Sultan Walad, A rif Chelebi, and others of the 
Mawlawis were able to influence the sultans, the begs, and even 
the Mongols, so that they were not only protected from the ulema but 
they also acquired prestige, respectability, and wealth.

Among the upper classes who became devotees of Rum i and the order 

were Seljuk sultans and governors, Mongol officials, and emirs of the 
principalities arising on the ruins of the Seljuk state.88 The fact tha t they 
were much more urban-oriented than many other orders strengthened 
their respectability in a period when there was considerable antagonism 
between certain groups within rural and urban societies. Aside from 
heterodox elements, the generally tolerant and eclectic attitudes of the 
order were no doubt critical factors in the spread of the Mawlawi way 
throughout the urban centers of Asia Minor. Socially the tariqa was very 
influential among the artisan and m erchant classes, and many of the 
incidents recounted by Eflaki take place in the bazaars of Konya. This 
middle-class coloration seems to have been repugnant to certain of the 
aristocracy, as is evident in an incident occurring during a sema5 which 
Rumi held in the presence of the pervane. The emir Kamal al-Din 
attempted to calumniate Rumi and his followers to the perwane as being 
common.

“The disciples of our Master are for the most part ordinary people and artisans; 
the learned men and people of merit frequent them rarely. Everywhere where 
there is a tailor, a cotton merchant, or a grocer, him does he accept as a disciple.” 
Suddenly in the middle of the concert our Master (Rumi) uttered such a roar that 
all swooned. He said: “Miserable one! Was not our Mansur a carder of cotton? 
Sheikh Abu Bakir Bukhari, was he not a weaver? And that other perfect man, was 
he not a merchant of glassware?” 89

Rumi very much resembled Socrates in that he constantly associated 
with the people of the bazaar, among his favorite haunts having been the 
caravansaray of the sugar merchants and the cotton bazaar.90 His 
followers included merchants, butchers, bakers, tailors, carpenters, 
painters, goldsmiths,91 and even prostitutes.92 The urban lower classes

88 Eflaki-Huart, I, 124, 80, 98, 167-168, 208, 299; II, 10-n, 14-15, 182-183, 195-197,
272-273, 312-313, 373, 384> 392-393-

89 Ibid., 117.
90 Ibid., 75; II, 118-119.
91 Ibid., 336-337. Rumi, in passing by a goldsmith’s shop, was inspired by the musical 

tic-tac of the workers’ hammers to perform his dance on the spot. Also, ibid., II, 198-199, 
for a similarly inspired sema’ in the quarter of the goldsmiths. See the plates in Uzluk, 
Mevlevilikte resim, resimde Mevleviler (Ankara, 1957).

92 Eflaki-Huart, I, 185—186. In the caravansaray of Diya al-Din there was a female 
harpist, Ta’ous, who on encountering Rumi became his disciple, and she became so 
eminent that all the huris of Konya became her followers. Prostitution seems to have 
been an integral part of life in the caravanasarays, if we may judge by this incident and
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similarly gravitated to the order.93 At times, however, the Mawlawi 
were a t odds with the Akhis, representatives of the ulema, and with some 
of the other dervish associations. Often the cadis attacked the use of the 
sema’ by the Mawlawis, or competed with them for the favor of the power
ful government officials and the sultans.94 O n a few occasions there were 
serious difficulties with certain of the akhis over the possession of 
property,95 and there was also rivalry of a sort with other dervish orders 
for the allegiance of the Konyiote populace. For example, when Tadj 
al-Din, the son of Ahmad al-Rifa’i, came to Konya with a band of Rifa’i 
dervishes, their remarkable feats soon attracted large numbers from all 
classes in the city, much to the annoyance of R um i.96 Nevertheless, the 
evidence suggests that the relations of the Mawlawis with cadis, akhis, 
and other dervishes were more often of an amicable nature and that many 
of the representatives of the first two groups became disciples of the 
Mawlawis. The cadis of Amaseia and Sivas became followers of Rumi. 
Large numbers of the akhi-runud in Konya, Paipert, Sivas, and Akshehir 
were disciples, and the Mawlawis established friendly connections with a 
K alandar tekke in Konya.97

Just as the tariqa of Mawlana spread among many classes of Anatolian 
society, so did if likewise penetrate Anatolia geographically. Though 
Rumi had a few followers in Amasya, Sivas, and M eram, his activities 
centered on Konya.98 I t was thanks to the efforts of his son, Sultan Walad, 
and his grandson, Amir Arif, that the order underwent a very rapid 
geographical expansion. Sultan Walad is said to have filled Anatolia with

the one that follows. Ibid., II, 70-71. In the caravansaray of Sahib Isfahani were a noto
rious prostitute and her female slaves. When Rumi passed through the khan she and her 
slaves prostrated themselves before the master, and the prostitute gave up her shameful 
life to become a disciple. One of the aristocrats of Konya reproached Rumi for his 
association with the prostitutes of the cabarets. The master justified the life of the pros
titutes in remarking that without the burden that the prostitutes bear, the purity and 
chastity of honest women would be vanquished by the concupiscence of men.

93 Ibid., I, 123-124; II, 14, 210. The people often turned to the order in times of 
calamity, drought, invasions, etc. Ibid., 270-271.

94 Ibid., I, 103, 119, 128; II, 86.
95 Ibid., II, 237-239, when the emir Tadj al-Din decided to give the tekke of Ziya al-Din 

to the Mawlawis, Akhi Ahmad the leader of the runud intervened and attempted to 
dislodge the brotherhood; also II, 293. Ibid., II, 307, Akhi Mustafa forbade the order 
to perform the sema’ in his house. For an analysis of the relations of the akhis and 
Mawlawis, Cahen, “Sur les traces des premiers Akhis,” Fuad Kopriilii Armagani (Istanbul, 
1953). PP- 81-91.

96 Eflaki-Huart, II, 203-205. Their marvelous feats were more than Rumi could 
offer to the sensation seekers of Konya. They walked in fire, put hot irons in the mouth, 
swallowed serpents, sweat blood, washed with boiling oil, practiced such legerdemain as 
making sugar, changing wax into laudanum, etc. When Rumi’s mother finally went to 
the medresse of Karatay to see the performance, Rumi was so beside himself with jealous 
outrage that he punished his mother by inflicting an illness upon her. Ibid., I, 296-297, 
also records the meeting between Rumi and a disciple of Hadji Bektash.

97 Ibid., I, 305-307; II, 61, 241, 309, 326-327, 346, 361. Most of the Akhis of Konya 
became disciples of Sultan Walad. This indicates that the Mawlawis and akhis were not 
such intractable foes as has been stated in the past. On the association of the two, 
Golpinarli, “Mevlevilik,” I.A.

98 Eflaki-Huart, I, 83, 107, 109.
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his lieutenants," while Arif, through his indefatigable travels and labors, 
founded zawiyas throughout the peninsula.100 By the mid-fourteenth 
century the order was a vital social factor, established in most of Muslim 
Anatolia and playing an im portant role among all classes in the towns. 
Here the influence of the Mawlawis spread not only among the Muslims 
but also among the dhimmis upon whom the combination of Muslim 
proselytizing ardor, religious tolerance, and syncretism had a marked 
effect. This missionizing spirit appears prominently in the biographies of 
the Mawlawi Khalifs which Eflaki compiled in the middle of the fourteenth 
century.101 Djalal al-Din evidently considered himself divinely ordained 
to missionize among the Christians of Anatolia.

The Most High reserved great favors for the inhabitants of Asia Minor, who by 
the prayer of the Great Veridique [Abu Bakir], and [by] those of the Muslim 
community are the object of the greatest mercy. The region of Asia Minor is the 
best of the climes, but its inhabitants are ignorant of mystical love. . . . He [Godj 
has withdrawn us [Rumi] from Khurasan to send us to Asia Minor, and has given 
our successors a domicile in this pure land so that we may spread generously the 
philosophical stone of our mysteries over the coinage of its inhabitants’ existence. 
[This] in such a manner that we may transform them alchemically and they will 
become confidants of the world of gnosis and companions of the entire world’s 
mystiques. . . . You [God] removed me from Khurasan in order to lead me to the 
land of the Greeks so that I might mingle with them and lead them to the good 
doctrine.102

His enthusiasm was such, remarks Eflaki, that Rum i converted 18,000 
infidels during his lifetime, and, the author continues, the dervishes 
persisted in their work of conversion right down to his own day.103 The 
tolerance toward, and the free association with, other religious groups were 
characteristics that also facilitated the conversionary efforts of the 
Mawlawis. Rum i and members of the order were in frequent contact and 
indulged in religious discussions with Christian priests, monks, and 
Jewish rabbis. Both Rumi and his grandson were close friends with the

"Ibid., II, 263.
100 For these see ibid., passim. Arif had followers and zawiyas in the vilayet of Danish- 

mend, Menteshe, Sivas, Ladik, Tavas, Afyon Karahisar, Tokat, Akshehir, Erzerum, 
Kavala, Nigde, Amasya, Alaiya, Antalya, Begshehir, Kayseri, Castamon, Egridir, 
Kutahya, Birgi, Laranda, and Paipert. He had close ties with the Germiyan, Ashraf, 
Aydin, and even Karaman dynasties. There were disciples in such distant regions as 
Tabriz, Sultaniyya, and Merend.

101 The missionary spirit discernible in the writings of Eflaki parallels that found in 
the Vilayetname of Hadji Bektash and in the Danishmendname. But the Menaqib 
al-Arifin, in sharp contrast to the Vilayetname, was the composition of a fourteenth- 
century contemporary and was based on observed historical events, many of which are 
independently confirmed by inscriptions, chronicles, and other sources.

102 Eflaki-Huart, I, 190. Rumi remarks that he had to utilize music and the dance to 
appeal to the Anatolians. “Lorsque nous vimes qu’ils n’inclinaient en aucune maniere 
vers la voie de Dieu, et qu’ils restaient prives des mysteres divins, nous insinuames ces 
idees par la voie gracieuse du concert spirituel et de la poesie cadencee, choses conformes 
au gout des humains; car les habitants de l’Asie Mineure sont des gens de plaisir et 
soumis a l’influence de la planete V£nus.”

103 Ibid., II, 111-112.
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learned abbot of the Greek monastery of “ Plato” (St. Chariton) in 
the district of Konya, and very often they retired there for meditation and 
conversation with the monks.104 Disciples of the order visited Christian 
monks as far away as Constantinople,105 and, conversely, Christians 
frequently sought out the leader of the order in Konya.106 Thus the rela
tions of the dervishes and Christians were friendly and relaxed.107

The missionary spirit of the M enaqib al-Arifm, as indeed of the 
Mawlawi order, emerges most clearly in individual cases of converted 
dhimmis recounted therein. One is not surprised that the Mawlawis 
attained such a marked success among the Christians of the towns, for the 
Christians formed a numerous element, and the brotherhood concentrated 
its efforts in these areas. Furthermore the dervishes worked under favor
able political, social, and economic circumstances, whereas the moral and 
emotional bonds connecting the Greek Christians with emperor and 
patriarch in Constantinople had been destroyed or largely corroded. 
Thus the dervishes often found these Christians quite receptive to their 
preaching.108 The most striking and detailed written account of a con
version which has survived is that of Thiryanus ‘Ala5 al-Din. The reason

104 Ibid., I, 261; II, 67-68, 358. The close association of the abbot with Rumi recalls 
the relations of Badr al-Din with the monks of Chios. It was also the sight (the Christian 
monastery) of some of the miracles that Rumi worked. In the nineteenth and twentieth 
centuries there were three churches and a small mosque within the monastic complex. 
The Christians of the monastery reported a legend according to which the mosque was 
built by the Muslims in honor of St. Chariton when he saved Rumi’s son from a death 
fall in the hills surrounding the monastery. This miracle was celebrated, prior to World 
War I, by an annual gift of oil from the dervishes to the monastery. The leader of the 
Mawlawis spent one night each year in prayer at this mosque. See Hasluck, Christianity 
and Islam, II, 373-374. There is a photograph of the monastery in Hasluck, “Christianity 
and Islam under the Sultans at Konia,” Annual of the British School at Athens, vol. XIX 
(1912-1913). The church of Sille seems to have had a similar relation with the Mawlawis. 
For the monastery of St. Chariton, see the recent archaeological study of Eyice, “Konya 
ile Sille araslnda Ak manastir, Menakib al-'Arifin’deki Deyr-i Eflatun,” Sarkiyat Mecmuasi, 
vol. VI (1966), 135-160.

103 Eflaki-Huart, I, 105-106. One devotee was ordered to seek forgiveness from a 
“Frankish” holy man in the “West,” I, 78.

106 Ibid., I, 107-108, 184.
107 See A. J. Arberry, Discourses of Rumi (London, 1961), pp. 134-136 (hereafter 

cited as Arberry, Discourses), for a discussion between Rumi and a Christian on the 
divinity of Christ. Rumi always prostrated himself before those who greeted him, even 
if they were infidels, remarks Eflaki-Haurt, I, 119. He did so seven times before the 
Armenian butcher Tenik. Eflaki-Huart, I, 194, he bowed his head thirty-three times in 
greeting a Christian monk from Constantinople who came to visit him. In keeping with 
this broad-mindedness, Rumi criticizes a Muslim preacher who in one of his sermons 
praised God for not having created him and his congregation infidels. Rumi sarcastically 
remarked that indeed the preacher was of greater worth than an infidel, by one-sixth 
of a dram! Eflaki-Huart, I, 108. In Arberry, Discourses, p. 214, he states that “love for 
the Creator is latent in all the world and in all men, be they Magians, Jews, or Christians.” 
This again recalls the preachings of Badr al-Din.

108 Eflaki-Huart, I, 262-263. Rumi remarks that it was easier to convert seventy 
infidel Greeks than to purify a certain muderris in the medresse of the cotton merchants. 
Though perhaps this story is more indicative of the obstinacy of the muderris, this 
receptivity is reflected in other anecdotes. Arberry, Discourses, pp. 108-109.

“The Master said: I must go to Toqat, for that region is warm. Although the climate 
of Antalya is warm, there the majority of the people are Rumis and do not understand
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that Elfaki has gone to some trouble to record the particulars is that 
Thiryanus became one of the more im portant members of the order.109 
One day the Master, accompanied by his followers, was on his way from 
the gate of the Horse Bazaar to the tomb of his father when he perceived 
a crowd of excited people. Upon catching sight of Rum i a few of the 
spectators hurriedly appealed to him to intercede on behalf of a young 
Greek who had just slain someone. As Rum i advanced, the police 
retreated and he spread his mantle about the young dhimmi indicating 
that the latter was henceforth under his personal protection. When the 
police prefect reported the affair to the sultan, the latter gave in to 
Mawlana. He justified his acquiescence as follows: because Rumi had 
intervened (with the Mongols) on behalf of the whole town he could also 
intervene on behalf of one individual, even though he was a Greek and a 
murderer. The companions led Thiryanus to the bath and then brought 
him to the medresse to pronounce the act of faith before the Master. He 
was circumcised and so became a Muslim. The ceremony was followed 
by the performance of a sema5, and it is interesting to note that Rumi 
gave him a new name.

“What is your name?” asked the Master. “Thiryanus,” replied the young man. 
“Henceforth,” said Djalal al-Din Rumi, “you shall be called ‘Ala’ al-Din 
Thiryanus.55110

our language; though even amongst the Rumis there are people who do understand it. 
I was speaking one day amongst a group of people, and a party of non-Muslims was 
present. In the middle of my address they began to weep and to register emotion and 
ecstasy.

“Someone asked: What do they understand and what do they know? Only one Muslim 
in a thousand understands this kind of talk. What did they understand, that they should 
weep?

“The Master answered: It is not necessary that they should understand the inner 
spirit of these words. The root of the matter is the words themselves, and that they do 
understand. After all, every one acknowledges the Oneness of God, and He is the Creator 
and Provider, that He controls every thing, that to Him all things shall return, and 
that it is He who punishes and forgives. When anyone hears these words, which are a 
description and commemoration of God, a universal commotion and ecstatic passion 
supervenes, since out of these words comes the scent of their Beloved and their Quest.

“Though the ways are various, the goal is one. Do you not see that there are many 
roads to the Kaaba? For some the road is from Rum, for some from Syria, for some from 
Persia, for some from China, for some by sea from India and Yemen. So if you consider 
the roads, the variety is great and the divergence infinite; but when you consider the 
goal, they are all of one accord and one . . . .  Once they have arrived there, that dis
putation and war and diversity touching the roads—this man saying to that man, ‘You 
are false, you are an infidel,’ and the other replying in kind—once they have arrived 
at the Kaaba, it is realized that that warfare was concerning the roads only, and that 
their goal was one.”

Also in R. A. Nicholson, The Mathnawi of JalaWddin Rumi (London, 1937), VII, 
202-203. Nicholson maintains that Rumi here does not refer to the Greeks but to Ana
tolians. Though it is true that the epithet Rumi is occasionally employed to designate 
people of Anatolia, most frequently it means Greeks. It is thus used in Eflaki, Ibn Bibi, 
Marwazi, Evliya Chelebi, etc. The Armenian is usually called Armen, and the Turk 
either Turk or Muslim.

109 Eflaki-Huart, I, 206, 244-247, 325, 365.
110 Ibid., 245. According to ibid., 365, Rumi had appeared to Thiryanus in a dream 

even before this confrontation.
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This convert became so renowned for his “knowledge” that the cadis and 
muderris’ of Konya were reduced to silence in his presence. The story 
of Thiryanus is doubly significant for not only is it the most detailed case 

of conversion in the Menaqib al-Arifin, bu t it demonstrates how the 
Mawlawis helped construct a Muslim society in Anatolia. An individual 
who had committed a crime was rehabilitated and transformed into a 
useful member of the Muslim community.

The conversion of the Greek painter ‘Ayn al-Dawla Rum i111 was, in 
contrast to tha t of Thiryanus, accomplished by intellectual persuasion.

Kalo-Yani the painter and ‘Ayn al-Dawla were two Greek painters who were 
beyond compare in this art and in that of representing figures. They became 
disciples of the Master.112 One day Kalo-Yani said: “In Constantinople a picture 
of Jesus has been painted that is beyond compare. The painters from throughout 
the world have gone there but have not been able to reproduce similar figures.’9 
‘Ayn al-Dawla, moved by an intense desire to see this painting, set out and for one 
year remained in the great monastery of Constantinople (where it was kept) in 
the service of the monks. One night, when he found a favorable opportunity, he 
took the painting under his arm and left. After arriving in Konya he went to visit 
the Master: “Where were you?” asked the latter. He told of the adventures of 
the painting. “Let us see this charming painting,” said the Master. “It must be 
very beautiful and gracious.” After having contemplated it for some time, he 
continued: “These two beautiful figures complain bitterly of you. They say: 
‘He is not proper in his love for us. He is a false lover.9 ” “How is that?” replied 
the painter. “They say: ‘We never sleep or eat, we are awake at night and fast 
during the day, while ‘Ayn al-Dawla has abandoned us.9 ” “It is absolutely 
impossible,” said the painter, “for them to sleep and eat. They are not able to 
speak, for they are figures without soul.” “You, who are a figure with a soul,9 99 
replied the Master, “you who are so richly talented in the arts, you who have been 
created by a Creator whose work includes the universe, Adam, and everything 
on the earth and in the skies, are you allowed to abandon Him and to fall enamored 
of a painting without soul and mind? What can result from these non-conscious 
figures? What profit can you derive from them?” Immediately the painter 
repented and . . . was converted to Islam.113

Rum i’s conversion of a Greek architect reflects on other factors and 
motives tha t often facilitated the abandoning of the old religion and the 
acceptance of the new.

One day . . .  a Greek architect constructed a chimney in the house of the 
Master. The friends, by way of joking, said to him: “Since Islam is the best 
religion, why do you not become a Muslim . . .  ?” He replied: “I have been a 
follower of Christ for fifty years. I fear Him and would be ashamed to abandon His 
religion.” The Master suddenly entered and spoke: “The mystery of faith is fear. 
Whosoever fears God, even though he be a Christian, is religious not irreligious.” 
After having pronounced these words, he disappeared. The Christian architect 
was converted, and become a disciple and sincere friend as well.114

111 Ibid., 333, describes him as a second Manes in the art of painting; a painter who 
would have been able to say to Manes, “You remain powerless before my talents.”

112 This passage implies that though Kalo Yani remained a Christian he became a 
disciple of Rumi.

113 Eflaki-Huart, II, 69-70.
114 Ibid., 2̂ 3.
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Perhaps the explanation for the architect’s conversion is to be found in his 
frequent association with the members of the order and a certain economic 
motivation.115

The significance of dervish activity among the Christian artisans and 
laborers of the towns is further illustrated by another incident from the 
pages of the M enaqib al-Arifin. After a sema5 that Rumi had conducted 
before the notables of Konya, he made his way through the streets of the 
city with his companions when he heard music issuing from a tavern. He 
halted and began once more to perform his dance and gyrations. The 
runud came out of the tavern and fell at the feet of the M aster who then 
removed his clothing and donated it to his audience. O n the next day, 
adds Eflaki, these Armenians came to the medresse of Rumi, converted to 
Islam, and became disciples who henceforth held performances of the 
mystical dance.116 The Greek laborers of Konya were no doubt also 
responsive to the charms ofM awlana. The conversion of monks and priests 
was of critical importance, as they were the very bulwark of the Christian 
element against the eroding process of Islamization. Eflaki speaks of the 
conversion of monks in the districts of Sis, M eram, Konya, and other 

areas,117 and of Jewish rabbis.118
The most eloquent testimonial to the great influence Rumi and his 

successors obtained over the Anatolian Christians, however, is the 
account Eflaki gives of R um i’s funeral.

After they had brought forth the body on the litter, all the grandees and 
people bared their heads. Men, women, and children were present, and such a 
tumult arose that it resembled the great resurrection. Everyone wept, and most of 
the men marched, crying out, tearing their clothes and the body denuded. The 
members of the different communities and nations were present, Christians, Jews, 
Greeks, Arabs, Turks, etc. They marched ahead, each holding aloft their sacred 
books. Conforming to their customs, they read verses from the Psalms, Pentateuch, 
and Gospel, and uttered funereal lamentations. The Muslims were not able to 
push them back with blows of the cudgel and the flat of the sword. It was impossible 
to halt this gathering. An immense tumult arose, the news of which came to the 
great sultan and to the pervane, his minister. They summoned the chiefs of the 
monks and priests and demanded of them what connection this event might have 
with them, since this sovereign of religion was the director and obeyed imam of 
the Muslims. They answered: “In seeing him we have comprehended the true 
nature of Jesus, of Moses, and of all the prophets. In him we have found the same 
guidance as that of the perfect prophets about which we have read in our books. 
If you Muslims say that our Master is the Muhammad of his epoch, we recognize

115 There are other cases, ibid., II, 208, 275-276, of association between Greek builders 
and workers with the Mawlawi order. Ibid., I, 23-24, the anonymous butcher and 
baker who were commissioned to furnish provisions for the dervishes became disciples, 
no doubt, because of economic factors. The Greek domestics of the order were probably 
similarly converted.

116 Ibid., II, 13-14. Ibid., I, 289, a drunk Christian enters the dance of Rumi.
117 Ibid., I, 65, 84, 106-108. In some cases a type of religious syncretism rather than 

true conversion took place.
118 Ibid., II, 9, 111-112.
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him similarly as the Moses and Jesus of our times. Just as you are his sincere 
friends, we also are one thousand times over his servers and disciples. It is thus that 
he has said: ‘Seventy-two sects hear their own mysteries from us. We are like unto 
a flute which, in a sole mode, is in accord with two-hundred religions.’

“Our master is the sun of truth who has shone upon mortals and has accorded 
them his favors. All the world loves the sun, which illumines the abodes of all.” 
Another Greek priest remarked: “Our master is as bread, which is indispensable 
to all the world. Has a hungry man ever been seen to flee far from bread? And 
you, do you know who he was?” All the grandees were silent, not articulating one 
word. However, on the other side the readers of the Koran softly read wondrous 
verses. There arose a mournful and woeful murmur. The pleasant-voiced muezzins 
called out the prayer of the resurrection. Twenty groups of excellent chanters 
recited the funeral chants which our Master had himself previously composed.119

This indicates quite clearly that a powerful process of religious syn
cretism was in dynamic motion by which Christians and Jews were 
accommodating themselves to this particular Muslim religious fraternity. 
This very syncretism and m utual accommodation of dervishes and Chris
tians would eventually result in the absorption of a great many 
Christians through conversion. H aifa  century later (c. 1320) at the funeral 
of R um i’s grandson, Amir Arif, the same great commotion took place and 
many Christians “ rent the girdle of negation . . and became 
Muslims.120

The Mawlawi Menaqib al-Arifin, in contrast to the Bektashi Vilayetname, 
records specific historical acts in  the cultural transformation of the Greek 
Christian population and supplies a further and most im portant con
firmation of the ecclesiastical acta from the fourteenth-century patriarchal 

synod.
By the time of Seljuk decline in the second half of the thirteenth century, 

large numbers of dervishes had come into Anatolia and had become firmly 
established, thanks to the support of both government and populace. 
The rise of the independent beyliks and their expansion against the Greeks 
in the west and north provided the dervishes with new horizons, as they 
joined in close association with the various emirs during or just after the 
conquests. The emirs welcomed them as im portant colonizing elements in 
the newly conquered Christian lands for a variety of reasons.121 The 
newly conquered lands were in an unsettled state as a result of the raids 
and conquest. Portions of the indigenous population had perished or

119 Ibid., 96-97. B. Fiiruzanfer, Mevlana Celaleddin, trans. F. Uzluk (Istanbul, 1963), 
PP- I53_I54-

120 Eflaki-Huart, II, 410. A miracle occurred at the coffin which was instrumental in 
the conversions. The miracle, which had to do with the feet of the defunct, was of a type 
which one would expect to find in Christian hagiography.

121 The importance of the dervishes as colonizing elements in Asia Minor is treated 
in great detail by O. Barkan, “Osmanll imparatorlugunda bir iskan ve kolonizasyon 
metodu olarak vaklflar ve temlikler. I Istila devirlerinin kolonizator tiirk dervsileri ve 
zaviyeler,” V.D., II (1942), 279-386. There is a French precis at the end of the volume, 
pp. 59-65. The study is based primarily on the early Ottoman chronicles and, more im
portantly, on the wakf registers of the Ottoman period. These latter contain considerable 
information on the period of the Beyliks prior to their absorption by the Ottomans.
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fled and cultivation of the land in many cases was interrupted. A large 
proportion of the new settlers were nomadic tribesmen who often pre
sented problems of administrative control. Then there were the indigenous 
Christians who had remained in the conquered lands. W hen the dervishes 
came the emirs bestowed upon them lands, tax exemptions, Christian 
serfs, and often built tekkes for them. The dervishes, as a result, were 
instrumental in bringing large areas of land under cultivation once more. 
They built mills, planted fruit trees, performed police functions, and 
assured the safety of roads and communications. They also acquired 
great influence over many of the recalcitrant tribesmen, and by their 
aggressive policies of spreading Islam converted the majority of the 
Christian villagers and townsmen.

It is not mere coincidence tha t the first great expansion of the Mawlawis 
manifested itself during the leadership of Sultan W alad (d. 1312) and 
Amir A rif (1312-20), for this was the period in which many of the 
beyliks were firmly established. A rif gave his personal blessing to the 
conquests that the dynasty of Aydin undertook,122 and there was close 
contact with the dynasts and lands of Menteshe, Germiyan, Ashraf, 
Djandarogullari, Saruhan, Alaiya, Antalya, Ladik, Afyon, Karahisar, 
Kiitahya, and many others.123 The emirs made grants of land and 
revenues and built zawiyas for the Mawlawis in  these regions. In  the 
towns they soon attracted the ruling class and the akhi-rind groups, but 
even though they were primarily an urban order, they also had im portant 
connections with the tribal groups on the borders.124 Because of the con
cern with the Ottomans in the pages of the early O ttom an chroniclers, this 
phenomenon of dervish colonization in northwestern Anatolia is some

what more visible. The sultans were intimately associated with these holy 
men throughout the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. One of Osman’s 
personal advisers, and simultaneously his father-in-law, was the dervish 
sheikh Edebali; the dervish Kum ral Dede, a m urid of the latter, was like
wise within the immediate circle of Osman.125 In  the reign of O rhan the 
dynasty became closely affiliated with the dervish order of the Ebulfeva 
when Geyikli Baba blessed the dynasty.126 According to the traditional

122 Eflaki-Huart, II, 391-393.
123 Ibid., II, 316-317, 327, 33i> 343-344, 35<>, 367, 373“374> 381, 384, 389 3̂93, 396, 

380. Babinger, “Sarukhan,” Eli.
124 Both the Karamanids and the ghazis of the western Udj under Muhammad Beg 

were in close relations with the Mawlawis, Eflaki-Huart, II, 10, 11, 373-374.
125 Ashikpashazade-AIi, pp. 6-8. Ashlkpashazad-Kreutal, pp. 25-26. Neshri-Koymen,

I, 80-83.
126 The dervish, allegedly a murid of Baba Ilyas (Barkan says he was a Yasawi), 

planted a poplar by the door of Orhan’s court and stated that so long as the tree should 
stand, the family of Osman would enjoy the benedictions of the dervishes. Orhan built 
a turbe over the grave of Geyikli Baba, a teke and a Friday mosque. In the fifteenth 
century it was still known as the Geyikli Baba Zaviyesi and five times daily the blessings 
of the dervishes for the dynasty were recited therein. Ashikpashazade-AIi, pp. 46-47. 
Ashipashazade-Kreutel, pp. 72-74.
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accounts a close tie developed between the Bektashi order and the 
O ttom an military forces under O rhan and M urad I,127 and if this is 
legendary for so early a period, the close connections of the order with the 
Janissaries in later times is an established fact. M urad I I  apparently 
joined a  dervish fraternity, and certain dervishes were very im portant 
in the intim ate circlesof M uham m ad II .128As the conquestof northwestern 
Anatolia progressed, dervishes settled down in  the new Ottom an domains 
in large numbers. W hen Balikesri and Karasi were taken, “ the district of 
Karasi was filled with holy m en.”129 Subsequent to his conquest of 
Bursa, O rhan sought out dervish colonists and soon discovered that 
many of them  had already settled in the villages of Keshish Dagi in the 
district of Aynegol.130 During his reign many dervishes from Khurasan, 
Balh, and Bukhara settled in and around Bursa.131 Following this settle
ment of holy men, one can observe the customary relations between sultan 
and dervishes wherein the latter received lands, tekkes, and villages. 
Osman bestowed a village upon the dervish Kum ral Dede; O rhan offered 
Geyikli Baba the town of Aynegol, but interestingly enough the dervish 
requested instead some unoccupied hills; M urad I built a tekke for the 
dervish Postinpush in Yenishehir; Bayazid erected a zawiya for the 
Ishaki or Kazaruni fraternity in Bursa.132 These isolated instances are 
representative of a much more widespread phenomenon of dervish 
colonization which becomes fully evident only in the wakf registers of the 
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. According to the documents of the reign 
of Sulayman I, the zawiyas of Asia M inor were distributed in the following 

m anner,133 see top of p. 394.

127 Ashikpashazade-AIi, pp. 201-202. Anonymous-Giese, p. 22.
128 Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 148-149. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 209. In the very 

attack on Constantinople, it was the counsel of a dervish which prevailed over that of 
Djandarli and so led to the final capture of the city. See Kissling, “Aq Sems-ed-Din. 
Ein turkischer Heiliger aus der Endzeit von Byzanz,” B.Z., XXXXIV (1951), 322-333. 
On the anti-dervish stand of Muhammad I, Kissling, “Einiges fiber den Zejnije-Orden im 
Osmanischen Reich,” Der Islam, XXXIX (1964), 164—165.

129 Ashipkashazade-Ali, pp. 46. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 72.
130 Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 46-47. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, pp. 72-74. It was from 

this group that Geyikli Baba came.
131 Barkan, “Turk dervisleri,” 290. In some cases the dervishes seem to have founded 

the zawiyas in the border regions that, though deserted by the Christians, had not yet 
been assimilated by the Ottomans. Such was the dervish zawiya that Osman encountered 
near the Sangarius en route to attack Tarakli-yenidjesi. Neshri-Koymen, I, 91. Of 
interest is the fact that Sheikh Muhammad Kushteri, who is said to have introduced the 
Chinese shadow theater (Karagoz) into Asia Minor emigrated from Iran to Bursa. 
He died in the latter city in 1399-1400, R. Mantran, “Les inscriptions turques de 
Brousse,” Oriens, XII (1959), 158-159.

132 Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 4-8, 47, 64. Ashikpashazade-Kretuel, pp. 25-26, 74, 86, 
96. The Karamanids, at the other end of Asia Minor, were doing the same thing, M. Z. 
Oral, “Konyada Ebu Ishak Kazeruni Zaviyesi,” Anit, vol. I, no. 7 (August, 1949), 
pp. 3-8; no. 8 Eylul (i949)> PP- 12-14-

133 Barkan, “Turk dervisleri,” 301. These figures include a considerable number of 
akhi zawiyas. For the establishment of Bayramiyya, Chalvatiyya, Shabaniyya, Zayniyya 
tekkes in Amasya, Gastamon, Balikesri, Kutahya, Bursa, Konya, Egridir, see the various 
works of Kissling cited above, especially nn. 36, 37, 38. The study of Gokbilgin,” XVI.
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Vilayet of Anadolu 622
Vilayet of Karaman 272
Vilayet of Rum 205
Diyarbekir 57
Zulkadiriye 14.

1 , 1 7 0

The continuous activities of the dervishes in the newly conquered 
regions of western Anatolia had a marked effect on the Christian com
munities. Just as they had accomplished extensive conversions in central 
Anatolia, so the dervishes now attained considerable success throughout 
western Asia M inor as champions of Islam. In  fact so successful were 
they tha t when the western traveler Ludolph von Suchem passed through 
these regions in the mid-fourteenth century, he remarked that the Turks 
as a people were in part Christian renegades.* 134 At times the dervishes were 

able to convert entire villages in a relatively short time. Such was the 
case with Yalova and the surrounding districts during Osman’s reign, 
where the populace was persuaded to accept Islam as a result of a miracle 
that a dervish performed.135 Similarly the Christians in the regions of 
Tarakli-yenidjesi, Goynuk, and Modreni apostatized at sometime in 
the reign of O rhan.136 Dervish missionaries are said to have converted the 
Christians of Tabai (Tavas) and Altintash,137 and it was probably the 
dervishes who were responsible for the apostasy of extensive Christian 
elements in Pontoheracleia, Amaseia, Gangra, Sebasteia, Euchaita, 
Iconium, Mocissus, Nazianzus, Nicaea, and Castamon.138 But even in 
those areas where the Christians retained their religion for longer periods, 
the establishment of the numerous dervish zawiyas constituted important 
centers from which religious propaganda constantly radiated. This in 
turn, gradually had its effect on many of the local Christians.139 As has

yiizyil baslarinda Trabzon livasl ve dogu Karadeniz bolgesi,” Belleten, XXVI (1962), 
295, indicates that the dervish establishments must have been far more numerous. 
The documents that he has here studied show that there were 1,275 dervish houses in 
the eyalet of Rum (northeastern Asia Minor) in the early sixteenth century. There were 
only 93 djamii and 216 mesdjids (smaller mosques).

134 Ludolph of Suchem-Neumann, pp. 375-376. “Et sunt christiani ad legem Magumeti 
se habentes ex parte.” A variant reads, “non tamen de genere Sarracenorum, sed potius 
chrisdanorum renegatorum.”

135 Anonymous-Giese, pp. 18—19. The turbe of the dervish was still to be seen near 
the warm baths of Yalova in the late fifteenth century.

136 Ibid., p. 23.
137 Vilayetname-Gross, passim.
138 Miklosich et Muller, I, 69, 103, 143, 183-184; II, 491. A sixteenth-century author 

refers to the mass Islamization of the majority of the villages in southwest Anatolia which 
occurred at an earlier time, Vakalopoulos, Moropfa, Hi, 47s no. 1, c< . . . ŝ ekAivccv Kai 
f|Xp£iw0r|CTOcv €K ttoAAoO,” On the word ccxpetos (and variants) denoting apostate, see 
the following: Tietze, Orierts, X (1957), 378. Vakalopoulos, Moropfa, IIi, 45, no. 1. 
Koprulu, “Din tarihimize ait notlar: I: Ahiryan kelimesi hakkinda. XVII inci asirda 
Trakyada hiristiyan Turkler,” Hayat Mecmuasi, VI (1929), 42-43.

139 Gokbilgin, “Trabzon,” pp. 321-324, 331-332. A slow process of Islamization is
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already been mentioned, most of the zawiyas received grants of Christian 
serfs along with the lands the beys and sultans gave them. These 
Christians, or gilman-i vakfi as they were called in Ottom an times,140 
were in constant association with the dervishes, a circumstance that 
eventually brought about the Islamization of many, as is clearly illustrated 
in the case of the zawiya of Sheih Ak Biyik Dede on Karis Dagi in the 
district of Bursa.141 In  a document from the Bursa awkaf defter of the 
sixteenth century, the kullar of the zawiya are listed on p. 396.142 

Three of the individuals who appear in this list, Mustafa, Davud, and 
Yusuf, are converts to Islam, as the kunya veled-i ‘Abdullah shows, and 
Nusuh is possibly the son of the convert Yusuf.143 I t is quite probable that

discernible during the early sixteenth century in the districts of Rize, Hemsin, and 
Giresun, which had compact Christian populations.

Christian hearths Hearths of Converts
Rize 215 2
Cikar 8 2
Mirokalo 36 3
Ksanos 67 8
Menohort 40 30
Vanak 49 2
Zavandos 30 7
Giresun 5

140 Barkan, “Turk dervisleri,” p. 303. For examples of these Greek serfs, ibid., pp. 327, 
352, 353, in the wakfs of Umur Pasha of Aydin and of certain zawiyas in the district of 
Bursa. P. 352, gives the names of the Christians attached to the wakf.

Yani veled-i Kosta
Kodja Kosh
veled-i Yorgi
Mihal veled-i O
Yorgi birader-i O
Yakub veled-i Yusuf
Manol birader-i O
Korsh veled-i Yorgi Makri
Kiryako birader-i O
Burak veled-i Mihal
Mihal veled-i Somuncu Kosta
Yorgi birader-i O
Atranos veled-i Todor

Ibid., p. 327, Kiryazi ve Yani evladindan Bazarlu ve ‘Aleksi ve Kosta ve Yani veled-i 
Bazarlu ve Kara Goz birader-i ‘Aleksi veled-i Yani ve Hosh veled-i O. Of interest is 
the use of Turkish names by Greek Christians. On these serfs, or ortakcilar, see the studies 
of Barkan, “XV ve XVIinci asirlarda osmanli imparatorlugunda toprak isgiliginin 
organizasiyonu sekilleri. A. Kulluklar ve ortakgi kullar. B. Bursa ve Biga civarindaki 
kulluklar. C. Rumelindeki kulluklar ve ortakgi kullar,” Iktisat Fakiiltesi Mecmuasi, I 
(1939), 29-74, 198-245, 397-447.

141 Ak Biyik Dede lived near Yenishehir in the reign of Murad I and preached against 
the unchastity and pederasty that prevailed among the Muslim religious leaders of 
Bursa. Anonymous-Giese, pp. 35-36. Murad I apparently endowed his zawiya with 
lands. Barkan, “Turk dervisler,” p. 351.

142 Barkan, “Turk dervisler,” p. 351.
143 Ibid., pp. 303-304, on the fact that many dervishes had the kunya veled-i ‘Abdullah. 

The kunyas veled-i ‘Abdulhalik and veled-i ‘Abdiilkerim might also indicate conversion 
in the case of the document concerning the zawiya of Sheikh Ak Biyik. Some of the 
dervish zawiyas were founded on the ruins of Christian churches, ibid., p. 335. See also 
Turan, “Semseddin,” p. 205.
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(Gulam-i vakf) 
(Gulam-i vakf)

(Atik)
(Dervish)
(Dervish)
(Dervish)
(Dervish)
(Dervish)
(Dervish)

Yusuf veled-i ‘Abdullah
Davud veled-i ‘Abdallah
Nasuh veled-i Yusuf
Mustafa veled-i ‘Abdullah
‘Abdiilkerim veled-i ‘Abdulhalik
Salih bir&der O
Haydar birader O
Mehmed birader O
Ismail ‘Abdullah
Ahmed veled-i Isa
Piri veled-i O
Seydi ‘Ali birader O
Sa’ban veled-i Abdiilkerim
Ca’fer veled-i Sinan
Omer veled-i O

among the remaining individuals there are some who are descendants of 
Christians who at some time in the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries 
were converted. This document illustrates not only the process by which 
the Greek serfs attached to the zawiyas were converted but also how 
many, eventually, became dervishes in the convents. This is similar to the 
fate of the two villages of Saraydjik and Arkit which were attached to 
the medresse of Altun Aba in Konya. During the thirteenth century the 
villages were inhabited by Christians, bu t by the sixteenth century the 
inhabitants were Muslim.144 It is highly likely that Christian serfs attached 
to wakf lands of other institutions (mosques, hospitals, and so forth) were 
similarly absorbed in the course of time.

Muslim Institutions: Futuwwa

In his description of the “ travelers” in Anatolia Ashikpashazade 
makes mention not only of the abdalan-i Rum  (dervishes) but also of the 
akhiyan-i Rum  (the akhis and rinds).145 The akhi groups, which came 
to play an extraordinarily im portant role in the economic and political life 
of Anatolia in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, were organizations 
that paid allegiance to the concept of the futuwwa, an ideal which by 
this period had undergone a long and rather obscure development.146 
As an ideology, futuwwa seems to go back in its origins to certain early

144 Mantran, “Brousse,” pp. 118-121. Umur Beg specified that the revenues for the 
awkaf are to be collected by his (white) slave Khoskadem ibn ‘Abdullah and then by 
his sons and descendants. Umur Beg, on his death in 1461, left an extensive wakf donation 
in support of the mosque which he built in Bursa. Among the items which he left were 
his fields, below Bursa, with their infidels; his villages in the district of Bursa with their 
infidels; his mill and gardens with their infidels at Isa Viran near Inegol; his lands, 
gardens, and infidels at Tekfur Pinar. When Muhammad I took the Byzantine village of 
Daridjalar he gave it in wakf to an imaret (soup kitchen for the poor), AshJkpashazade- 
Ali, pp. 93-94. Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, p. 133.

145 See above in this chapter.
146 The literature on this difficult subject is extensive. The most important studies 

are those ofTaeschner, “Futuwwa-Studien,” Islamica, V (1932), 285-333; “Dieislamischen 
Futuwwabiinde. Das Problem ihrer Entstehung und die Grundlinien ihrer Geschichte,” 
Z.D.M .GLXXXVII (1939), 6-49; “Der Anteil des Sufismus an der Formung des
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Arab ideals centering on the concept of the young man (fata, pi. fityan) 
and the virtues of nobility, generosity, bravery, and so on, which were 
expected of him. After the great Arab conquests, this concept was 
received by the Persian aristocracy who found it similar to their ideal of 
virtue, and sufism likewise took over the futuwwa ideal from the Arab 
ghazis. The mystics, however, transformed it by establishing as the ideal 
of hum an virtue altruism—putting one’s fellow m an over one’s self. 
More im portant than the origin and spread of futuwwa as an ethical 
ideal was the social and historical development of futuwwa in the form of 
associations of young men in the Islamic towns. In contrast to the evolu
tion of the ethical concept that possibly goes back to early Arab traditions, 
the history of the futuwwa associations very probably originates in the 
institutional forms of the pre-Islamic Near East.* 147 When the Arabs 
expanded into these areas, they found in existence urban corporations of 
various sorts, and these associations seem to have adopted, at least in 
theory if not in practice, the Arab moral concept of the fata-futuwwa. 
These organizations, however, did not always follow the altruistic 
interpretation of the futuwwa which the sufis enjoined and gave themselves 
up to a loose life characterized by eating, drinking, sexual immorality, 
stealing. In  the period between the ninth and twelfth centuries these 
associations of fityan became very unruly in the towns and frequently 
attempted to assert themselves as political factors in opposition to central 
authority. The chronicles of the period, seemingly unfavorable to them, 
brand them ayyarun (robbers, vagabonds). Inasmuch as they were spread 
throughout the lands of the caliphate and their power was great, the 
Caliph Nasir (1180-1225) made efforts to reform the futuwwa and to 
bring it under his immediate control so as to strengthen his own power.148

Futuwwaideals,” Der Islam, XXIX (1937), 43-74; “Futuwwa, eine gemeinschaftbildende 
Idee im mittelalterlichen Orient und ihre verschiedenen Erscheinungsformen,” Schweizer- 
isches Archiv fiir Volkskunde, LII (1956), 122-158. An informative study of the futuwwa 
literature is the work of Golpinarli, “Islam ve Turk ellerinde Futiivvet teskilatl ve 
kaynaklari,” Istanbul iiniversitesi Iktisat Mecmuasi, vol. II (1948-50). There is a shorter 
French version in the French edition of the periodical, “Les organisations de la Futuvvet 
dans les pays musulmans et turcs et ses origines,” pp. 5-49. Taeschner, “Akhi,” EI2.

147 L. Massignon, “La ‘Futuwwa’, ou pacte d’honneur artisanal’ entre les travailleurs 
musulmans au Moyen Age,” La nouvelle Clio, IV (1952), 171 ff., derives them from the 
guilds of the Sassanid capital at Ctesiphon. Taeschner traces their origins to the societies 
of the Greek and Persian cities. Cahen suggests the possible connections between these 
futuwwa groups and the Byzantine demes and circus factions, “Ahdath,” EI2; “Mouve- 
ments et organisations populaires dans les villes de l’Asie musulmane au Moyen Age: 
milices et associations de Foutouwwa,” Recueils de la Societe Jean Bodin, VII (1955), 285, 
288; “Zur Geschichte der stadtischen Gesellschaft im islamischen Orient des Mittelalters,” 
Saeculum, IX (1958), 59-67. It is very probable that the Byzantine neaniai (youths), 
that is to say the members of the circus factions, are at the base of the fityan and ahdath 
groups of the Islamic towns. Vryonis, “Byzantine Circus Factions and Islamic Futuwwa 
Organizations (neaniai, fityan, ahdath),” B.Z., LVIII (1965), 46-59.

148 G. Salinger, “Was the Futuwa an Oriental Form of Chivalry?” Proceedings of the 
American Philosophical Society, vol. XCIV, no. 5 (Oct., 1950), pp. 481-493. P. Kahle, 
“Die Futuwwa-Bundnisse des Kalifen en-Nasir,” Festschrift Georg Jacob (Leipzig, 1932), 
pp. 112-127.
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In  his reform, and even before, there is an indication that the influence of 
the sufis in the futuwwa increased considerably, a factor of some signifi
cance inasmuch as it foreshadows the close association of futuwwa 
associations and dervish orders in Asia Minor.

The futuwwa in Anatolia was represented among at least three groups: 
the association of ghazis engaged in fighting the Christians; the Seljuk 
court; The urban groups often referred to as akhis or runud. W ith the 
first of these, the ghazis, we are not concerned here. As for the second, the 
Seljuk court, Ibn Bibi relates that the caliph Nasir in 1215-16 invested 
the sultan Kaykaus with the symbols of the futuwwa, but it is not possible 
to determine whether the akhis developed from the court futuwwa or 
whether they developed independently. I t is this akhi form of the futuwwa 
which was most im portant for the history of the towns in Asia Minor, 
the ghazis having been concerned more with the border regions.149 The 
term  akhi in thirteenth- and fourteenth-century Anatolia is frequently 
used to designate a prominent individual150 in the affairs of a town, who 
is also the leader of the rinds (runud). These runud consisted largely of 
unmarried young men from the artisan classes151 as well as idle youth. 
By extension of the term, akhi seems to have been used to denote not only 
the head of this group but the group itself.152 In  the period between the 
decline of the Seljuk state and the establishment of the Ottomans, the akhi- 
runud appear as important factors in the political life of the Anatolian

149 Again it is the works of Taeschner which are at the basis of the study of the Futuwwa 
in Asia Minor, “Akhi,” EI2; “Zwei Gazels von Giilsehri,” in Fuad Kopriilii Armagani 
(Istanbul, 1953), pp. 479-485; “Futuwwa, eine gemeinschaftbildende Idee im mittel- 
alterlichen Orient und ihre verschiedenen Erscheinungformen,” Schweizerisch.es Archivfiir 
Volkskunde, LII (1956), 144-151; Giilschechris Mesnevi auf Achi Evran den Heiligen von 
Kirschehir und Patron der tiirkischen Ziinfte (Wiesbaden, 1955), Abhandlungen fiir die Kunde 
des Abendlanades, XXXI, 3; Der anatolische Dichter Nasiri {1300) und sein Futuvvetname

V

(Leipzig, 1944); “Legendbildung um Achi Evran, dem Heiligen von Kirsehir,” Festschrift 
Friedrich Giese (Leipzig, 1941), pp. 61-71; “Das anatolische Achitum des 13.-14. Jahr- 
hunderts und seine Beziehung zu Mevlana Celaleddin Rumi,” VI. Tiirk tarih kongresi. 
Ankara 20-26 Ekim ig6i (Ankara, 1967), pp. 230-234; “Das Futuvvetkapitel in Giilsehris 
altosmanischer Bearbeitung von Attars Mantiq ut-tair,” Sitz. der Preus. Akad. der Wiss. 
vol. XXVI (1932); “Beitrage zur Geschichte der Achis in Anatolien (14-15 Jht.),” 
Islamica, IV (1929), 1-47. Cahen, “Sur les traces des premiers achis,” Fuad Kopriilii 
Armagani (Istanbul, 1953), pp. 81—91. N. Cagatay, “Futuvvet-Ahi muessessesinin mensei 
meselesi,” Ilahiyat Fakiiltesi Dergisi, Ix (1952), 59-69; I2, 61-84.

150 He is often, but not always, well off financially from his economic endeavors either 
in commerce, the crafts, or agriculture. Akhi Ahmad Shah of Tabriz was a silk merchant, 
Eflaki-Huart, II, 350-351. Akhi Amir Ahmad was one of the wealthy of Paipert, Eflaki- 
Huart, I, 305-307. Akhi Muzaffar al-Din of Ab-i Garm became prosperous from farming, 
Eflaki-Huart, II, 349. Akhi Ahmad Shah of Konya was one of the wealthiest men of 
the city and gave gifts to the Mongol Djaitu in 1291, Eflaki-Huart, II, 112—114. Cahen, 
“Achis,” pp. 81-91.

161 The associations in the early fourteenth century seem to have cut across guilds, 
so that members of more than one guild might be members of a given akhi group, Ibn 
Battuta-Gibb, II, 420.

152 According to Deny, “Futiiwwet-name et romans de chevalerie turcs,” J.A., XI 
(1920), 182 ff., the term akhi is of Turkish rather than Arab origin, and means noble, 
generous. The akhis existed in Iran before their appearance in Asia Minor according to 
TaescKher, “Futuwwa,” p. 145. But see Cahen, “Achis,” passim.
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towns. In  this they are strongly reminiscent of the Islamic ahdath and 
ayyarun, and of the sixth-century Byzantine circus factions-neaniai and 
eleventh-century guilds.153 T he akhis and runud were armed, very often 
even in ceremonies that took place in their hospices, and government 
officials frequently employed them as troops.154 They took an active, 
sometimes decisive, part not only in internal political intrigues,155 but 
also in “ foreign” affairs.156 As conditions progressively degenerated in 
Asia Minor in the latter half of the thirteenth and in the early fourteenth 
century, there are indications that the akhis took over political control 
in a num ber of towns. Ibn Battuta was conscious of this development 
and so commented.

It is one of the customs in this land that in any part of it where there is no sultan, 
it is the Akhi who acts as governor; it is he who gives horses and robes to the 
visitors and shows hospitality to him in the measure of his means, and his manner 
of command and prohibition and riding out [with a retinue] is the same as that of 
the prince.157

Their hospices and organized life resembled, somewhat, the exterior 
aspect of dervish practices and life. Again it is Ibn  Battuta who is the 
keenest observer of the tekke organization of the akhis.

Account of the Young Akhis (Akhlyya). The singular akhiyya is akhi, pro
nounced like the word akh [brother] with the possessive pronoun of the first person 
singular. They exist in all the lands of the Turkmens of al-Rum, in every district, 
city, and village. Nowhere in the world are there to be found any to compare with 
them in solicitude for strangers, and in ardour to serve food and satisfy wants, to 
restrain the hands of the tyrannous, and to kill the agents of police and those 
ruffians who join with them. An Akhi, in their idiom, is a man whom the assembled 
members of his trade, together with others of the young unmarried men and those 
who have adopted the celibate life, choose to be their leader. That is [what is 
called] al-futuwwa also. The Akhi builds a hospice and furnishes it with rugs, 
lamps, and what other equipment it requires. His associates work during the day

153 On the Byzantine guilds and their political activities, Vryonis, “Byzantine 
AripoKpaTia and the Guilds in the Eleventh Century,” D.O.P., XVII (1963), 289-314.

154 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 427, remarks that all of the akhis of Ladik (Denizli) appeared 
in arms during the parade that he witnessed. In Attaleia, II, 421, when he first entered 
an akhi hostel, Ibn Battuta noticed that many of the young men carried knives. When 
the runud of Sivas drew their swords in a social disturbance, the governor had to restore 
order by recourse not only to government troops but he also employed the armed runud 
of Konya and Kayseri, Eflaki-Huart, II, 317-320.

155 The runud leaders of Akshehir and Ab-i Germ were promised fiefs (iqtas) and 
other gifts by the Pervane Abu Bakir in return for their armed support, Ibn Bibi-Duda, 
pp. 241-243; 247-

156 The akhis and runud of Konya assisted Djimri and the Karamanids in the capture 
of Konya andjoined their armies, Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 311, 313. The akhi Ahmad Shah 
undertook to negotiate with the Mongol Djaitu when he appeared before Konya in 
1291, Eflaki-Huart, II, 112-114.

157 Ibn Battuta-Gibb II, 434. Such seems to have been the case, at one time or 
another, in Konya, Paipert, Aksaray, Nigde, Kayseri, Ankara, and no doubt elsewhere 
as well. Eflaki-Huart, I, 305-307; II, 306-309. Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 433, 434. Neshri- 
Koymen, I, 190. On Ankara see Taeschner, “War Murad I Grossmeister oder Mitglied 
des Achibunds?” Oriens, VI (1952), 23-31.
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to gain their livelihood, and after the afternoon prayer they bring him their 
collective earnings; with this they buy fruit, food, and the other things needed for 
consumption of the hospice. If, during that day, a traveller alights at the town, 
they give him lodging with them; what they have purchased serves for their 
hospitality to him and he remains with them until his departure. If no newcomer 
arrives, they assemble themselves to partake of the food, and after eating they 
sing and dance. On the morrow they disperse to their occupations, and after the 
afternoon prayer they bring their collective earning to their leader. The members 
are called fityan, and their leader, as we have said, is the Akhi. Nowhere in the 
world have I seen men more chivalrous in conduct than they are. The people of 
Shiraz and of Isfahan can compare with them in their conduct, but these are 
more affectionate to the wayfarer and show him more honor and kindness.158

When Ibn  Battuta journeyed through Anatolia he found free and 
generous hospitality at these akhi convents throughout the length and 
breadth of the peninsula, and it is obvious from this alone that the akhi 
brotherhood was at the height of its political and economic existence.159 
According to the futuwwa literature that appeared in Anatolia during the 
late thirteenth and the fourteenth century, there was a twofold division 
of the akhis. According to the one they were divided into kavli and sayfi— 
akhis of the word and those of the sword. Only the latter were full members, 
the former being attached in some less rigid form.160 The second division, 
separated according to yigit (novice), akhi, and sheikh, is of interest 
because it probably indicates the association of dervishes with the akhis. 
Prior to their appearance in Asia Minor the futuwwa organizations had 
come increasingly under sufi influence. In  some cases they modeled 
themselves after the dervish orders in corporations, and dervish sheikhs 
appeared as members of futuwwa groups, on occasion taking over their 
direction. In  Anatolia, too, the sufis had a great effect on the akhi brother
hood. In  the anecdotes that Eflaki relates one learns that the akhis in 
Konya, Ab-i Germ (Ilgin), Laranda, Seyid Abad, Akshehir, Paipert, 
Sivas, and in the Udj regions had an intimate relationship with the 
Mawlawi order. Very often this was ceremonially manifested by the 
Mawlawi leaders who journeyed to these towns and performed the dervish 
ritual in the abodes of the leading akhis and was no doubt rein
forced by the presence of Mawlawi tekkes in these towns.161 The influence

158 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 418-420.
159 Ibid., 420-465, mentions them in Antalya, Burdur, Gill Hisar, Ladik (Denizli),

Tavas, Milas (Mylasa), Barjin, Konya, Aksaray, Nigde, Kayseri, Sivas, Gumiishhane, 
Erzindjan, Erzerum, Birgi, Tire, Manisa (ad Sipylum), Balikesri, Bursa, Kurluk, Kawiye 
(Geyve), Yaniya (Tarakli-yenidjesi), Mudurnu, Bolu, outside of Castamon. Eflaki-Huart, 
I, 3°5- 3°7J 61-62, 323, 350-351, 370-371, 402, adds Seyid Abad, Laranda, Paipert,
Tabriz, and the border regions (Udj). Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 241-243, mentions them in 
Akshehir and Abi-Germ (Ilgin), and Neshri-Koymen, I, 190, in Ankara.

160 Taeschner, “Futuwwa,” pp. 147-148. Ibn Battuta’s repeated reference to the fact 
that they were armed with knives and swords seems to explain the description of sayfi.

161 Eflaki-Huart, I, 305-307; II, 61-62, 112-114, 323, 326-327* 349* 37o~37i* The 
governor of Akshehir attempted to expel the Mawlawi Amir Arif from the city because 
the emirs, Akhi Musa, and the runud supported him. This indicates that Amir Arif was 
a real political force. There are also instances of enmity between some of the akhis of
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of the dervishes was no doubt responsible for the altruistic aspect of Ana
tolian futuwwa and for some of the semireligious mentality that the akhi 
ritual displayed. On the other hand their antinomian tendencies are 
reminiscent of the ayyarun in Mesopotamia.

W hat effect, if any, did these akhi corporations have on the indigenous 
Christian populations of the Anatolian towns? The importance of the 
Greek and Armenian elements in the towns, in the commerce, and in the 
crafts of Asia Minor is apparent from the incidental remarks of Marco 
Polo and Ibn  Battuta. Thus one may assume that in such a city as Ladik 
(Denizli), where most of the artisans were Greeks and where there was an 
extensive guild organization, the akhi association probably had a strong 
effect on the Ghristians.162 Again, in a city such as Erzindjan, which in 
Ibn  Battuta’s time was mostly Armenian, there was an association of the 
fityan under an akhi,163 which likewise must have influenced the Armenian 
artisans. The critical question is, however, whether there is any detailed 
evidence that definitely states that the akhi-runud corporations cut 
across denominational lines. Their urban character and the strong 
dervish influence would certainly suggest the probability that these 
corporations were not rigid and denominationally exclusive. Three 
incidental bits of information would tend to confirm the proposition that 
these Anatolian associations included Greeks and Armenians. First 
there is a Greek inscription from the district of Konya which mentions a 
Greek akhi.164 Second, Eflaki records that among the runud of Konya and 
Sivas there were Armenians.165 It is true that this is very meager evidence, 
but nevertheless it is significant and would indicate tha t these associations 
definitely penetrated all regligious groups. Thus one can assume that the 
akhi-runud played an im portant role in the absorption of the Christian 
urban populace of Anatolia into the Islamic world by penetrating the 
economic organizations and proletariat of the towns. I t is probable that 
for a while Greek and Armenian runud166 maintained their original

Konya and the Mawlawis. Such was the case when Akhi Ahmad disputed the possession 
of a tekke with the Mawlawi leader Husam al-Din (Eflaki-Huart, II, 237-241). But in 
this case it is significant that many of the akhis took the side of the Mawlawis against 
Akhi Ahmad, and after the death of the latter, his son and the runud became devotees 
of the Mawlawis. There was a similarly hostile encounter between Akhi Mustafa, who 
obtained control of Konya, and the Mawlawi Sultan Walad who was supported by the 
aristocrats of Konya, Eflaki-Huart, II, 306-309. Taeschner, “Turk ahiligi ve ahilik 
muessesenin Mevlevilikle miinasebetine dair,” Mevlana Giildestesi (Istanbul, 1964), 
PP- 5“7-

162 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 425, 427. He describes the prominence of the Greeks in the 
textile manufactures and a procession of the town guilds. For similar economic activity 
and organization in Ladik (Laodiceia) during late antiquity, T. Broughton, Asia Minor, 
passim.

168 Ibn Battuta-Gibb, II, 437-438. The craftsmen here were probably largely Armenian.
164 Taeschner, “Beitrage,” Islamica> IV, 20. Hasluck, Christianity and Islam, II, 383.
165 Eflaki-Huart, II, 14, 317-320.
166 There is perhaps some difficulty in distinguishing between the specific and generic 

uses of runud.
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religious affiliations to Christianity, but with the passage of time they 
were converted to Islam. The Islamic environment made it inevitable, a 
fact accelerated by the influence of the dervishes in the organization. In 
the first incident recounted by Eflaki (above), it was Djalal al-Din Rumi 
himself who converted to Islam the Armenian runud who were enjoying 
themselves in the tavern. The influence of the Mawlawis in converting 
Greek craftesmen in Konya has already been discussed.

Conclusions

With the removal of Byzantine control from Anatolia, Christian society 
had to readapt itself to a Muslim government and culture. Traditionally 
this reorientation should have taken place within its ecclesiastical 
institutions. But these latter were reduced to impotence by the nature of 
the Turkish conquest and so the Christian communities succumbed to the 
forces of Islam. The various Turkish states and society that arose on Ana
tolian soil were imitations of those in the older Islamic lands, and various 
historical circumstances caused a continuous migration of Muslim ulemas 
and dervishes to settle in Anatolia. The sultans confiscated the vast 
majority of Christian lands, revenues, and buildings and bestowed them 
upon their Muslim secular and religious followers. Consequently, mosques, 
medresses, tekkes, hospitals, and the like spread across Anatolia, often 
in the very buildings and on the same lands formerly belonging to the 
Greek church. These institutions (staffed by zealous missionaries) and 
Muslim society (itself religiously aggressive) easily absorbed the dejected 
and abandoned Christians.
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VI. The Loss of Byzantine Asia Minor 
and the Byzantine World

Causes and Effects of the Loss

The loss of Anatolia to the Turks was an unmitigated disaster for the 
empire because, with the consummation of the Turkish conquest, the 
process by which Islam had begun to devour Byzantium in the seventh 
century was once more set in motion. In  any consideration purporting 
to deal with Byzantine decline in Asia Minor, it is necessary to consider 
the reasons for the loss of this great peninsula and the effects this loss 
produced. Throughout most of the four centuries in which the Turks 
were actively conquering the area, it was a combination of internal and 
external factors which resulted in the defeat of the Byzantines. In the 
eleventh century the strife of the Byzantine bureaucratic class with the 
magnate-military aristocrats of the provinces (especially in Anatolia) 
was the critical development. Not only did it paralyze Byzantine political 

life with its endless intrigues and rebellions but it destroyed the Anatolian 
armies and brought in the Turkmens as mercenary troops. Simultaneously, 
the transplanting of Armenian populations to the eastern themes of 
Byzantine Anatolia in the face of the Seljuk invasions caused further 
difficulties. These Armenians were frequently hostile to the Byzantine 
government and to their Greek and Syrian neighbors in the new homeland. 
Political resentment was compounded by religious antagonism. The 
Armenian church had not subscribed to the council of Chalcedon and so 
was in the same category with the Coptic and Jacobite churches. Byzantium 
faced a situation in eleventh-century Anatolia which resembled somewhat 
the situation of the Syro-Egyptian provinces on the eve of the Arab 
conquest in the seventh century. Throughout the eleventh century, the 
Byzantine government and church attempted to force ecclesiastical union 
upon Armenians and Syrians. This religious and political animosity of 
Greeks, Armenians, and Syrians in the districts of eastern Asia Minor 
completed the disorganization of the Byzantine regions just at the crucial 
moment when the Turkish pressure was building to a climax. Greek 
troops occasionally had as much to fear from the Armenian soldiery as
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they had to dread from the Turks themselves, and many Armenians 
joined the invading Turks. Something approaching an undeclared state 
of war had come to prevail between the two groups.

The internal disintegration coincided with an increasing complication 
of Byzantine foreign relations. I t is true tha t the Normans who established 
themselves in Sicily and southern Italy were not as numerous as the 
Turkmens who poured into Anatolia, but their political expectations and 
desires were far more ambitious in the beginning. Guiscard’s followers 
were not nomadic tribesmen in search merely of booty and pasture lands, 
rather they hoped to capture Constantinople itself and to take over the 
empire. They were a much more dangerous threat to the seat of the empire 
than were the Turkish invaders in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. The 
Balkan provinces were similarly consumed by the devastating raids of 
Patzinaks and Uzes and then splintered by the foundation and growth of 
Balkan states.

Henceforth foreign pressures on the empire from these three directions 
would be unrelenting. The Byzantines found themselves burdened with the 
maintenance of a three-front defense which demanded larger military 
forces and expenditures than previously had been the case. As the need 
for manpower and money suddenly expanded, the human and financial 
resources drastically contracted. The emperors of the twelfth century had 
to develop their policies against this background of increasing foreign 
pressure and decreasing internal stamina. The fate of Byzantine Anatolia 
in the twelfth century was partially determined by this situation. So long 
as Alexius Comnenus had to confront the nomads of the Balkans and 
especially the Norman danger in western Greece, there was nothing that 
he could do against the Turks of Anatolia. When, however, the Normans 
were defeated, Alexius turned his attention to the Anatolian situation 
and with the aid of the First Crusaders managed to rescue important 
provinces in Anatolia from the Turks. John II in particular concentrated 
his attention on the Turkish wars and so was able to stabilize the recon
quest that his father had effected. M anuel I, however, became so involved 
with western affairs that he relaxed the Greek efforts in Asia Minor much 
to the great advantage of the sultan of Konya. When he died, the 
Byzantine provinces in Anatolia rapidly disintegrated in a bewildering 
succession of rebellions, Turkish raids, and Armenian separatism. I t was, 
paradoxically, the success of the Westerners in taking Constantinople 
which prolonged Greek rule in western Asia Minor throughout the thir
teenth century, because with their expulsion from Constantinople, the 
Greeks were forced to devote more attention to Anatolian affairs. But the 
concept of the empire was inseparably associated with Constantinople 
and so the efforts of the Lascarids in Bithynia had as their ultimate goal 
the reconquest of the city. This in turn necessitated increasing involve
ment with Balkan reconquests and Latin crusades. W ith the reentry of
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Michael V III in Constantinople, Byzantine Anatolia was once more 
relegated to a position of secondary consideration. Not only was it ne
glected but its ability and will to resist the Turks were systematically under
mined in a fashion recalling the events of the eleventh century.

While Byzantine efforts oscillated between Asia Minor and the 
Balkans, the Turkish invaders concentrated their efforts on Asia Minor, 
first consolidating their gains, and then expelling Greek authority from 
the coastal regions. At the same time, the numbers of Turkmen tribes 
increased steadily as they wandered into Anatolia where they frequently 
settled on the borders. The numbers of the Muslim population were 
increased by the emigration of Arabs, Persians, and Turks from the 
Middle East, but especially by the steadily mounting tide of religious 
conversions.

Given the geographical extent of Byzantine political interests and 
pretensions, it becomes clear that Byzantine resources were not sufficient 
to maintain the empire’s former pride; the loss of Anatolia made it 

impossible.
Byzantium was first reduced to a power of the second order by this loss. 

Though the magnificent ceremonies of the past were frequently observed 
at the court and in the capital, they were meaningless forms which in 
no way obscured the newer and grimmer reality: the empire was simply 
one of a num ber of smaller Balkan states. This loss of Anatolia ultimately 
resulted in the fall of Constantinople and the destruction of the Byzantine 
Empire.

The Turkish conquest of Asia Minor deprived the empire of the major 
sources of its manpower. As the most populous eastern province of first 
the Rom an and then the Byzantine Empire, it became the principal 

military recruiting ground after the loss of much of the Balkans to the 
Slavs in the seventh century. The Anatolian Greek and Armenian soldiery 
had formed the basis of those armies that had halted the Arab advances 
in the seventh and eighth centuries and then had carried the struggle into 
Syria. The martial pride and glory of these Anatolians are reflected in the 
history of the Anatolian aristocratic families, in the legends perpetuated 
in the Digenes Acritas, and in other popular literature. The naval levies of 
the Anatolian maritime districts were also of considerable importance, 
and it is perhaps no accident that Byzantium became dependent upon 
Venetian naval power only after the battle of Manzikert.

The events of the eleventh century would have resulted in the degrada
tion of Byzantium to inferior political status on economic grounds alone. 
The Turkish raids and occupation had, by the reign of Nicephorus II I  
(1078-81), completely deprived Constantinople of the rich Anatolian 
tax incomes.1 Following the partial reconquests of the Comnenoi, strenuous

1 Bryennius, 129. “ tt ŝ yap tcov xp'nud'rcov sTreiapofjs twv ccrro tt\s ’Aafas yopHYou" 
jjivcov toTs tccheiois cmotpvyouaTis Ik tou Trjs ’Acrias oaraorjs Kcrrcna/pieuaca tous ToOp- 
kous.”
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efforts to recolonize western Anatolia were undertaken in order that 
revenues for the treasury might be forthcoming. But the constant Turkish 
raids seriously hampered both the^ recolonization and tax production. 
The disturbance and then the loss of Anatolia in the eleventh century 
coincide with the further and precipitous debasement of the Byzantine 
gold coinage in the reigns of Michael V II and Nicephorus I I I .2 This 
numismatic decline is, no doubt, partially a reflection of the economic 
loss that Byzantium sustained as a result of the Turkish occupation of the 
peninsula. Anatolia had also constituted the richest agricultural and 
pastoral domain of the empire prior to its loss. Its grain, fruit, and live
stock were im portant not only for the provisioning of the capital but also 
essential to the Crimean Chersonese, and occasionally to Egypt. The 
mines, local crafts, commerce, and industries were also productive, and 
the economic wealth of Anatolia was the essential basis that underlay the 
temporary eclat of thirteenth-century Nicaea and Konya. O f all the 
Byzantine provinces, none could compare with Anatolia as a source of 
economic wealth. Politically and militarily Anatolia had served as an 
immense buffer protecting Constantinople from militant Islam. The 
defeat a t Manzikert at once removed the buffer and brought the traditional 
foe to the doorstep of the capital. The Turkish conquest was almost as 
disastrous for the Greek church as it was for the empire. The church lost 
a great portion of its flock and witnessed the reduction of its most im por
tant metropolitanates and bishoprics. The great Anatolian monastic 
centers largely disappeared, and the church was pauperized, losing most 
of its revenues and properties to the Turks.

The Turkish domination was equally fateful for the Greek population 

of the peninsula, which was in large part Islamized and Turkified. The 
Arab historian Ibn  Khaldun, who pondered the complex questions of 
cultural change, extrapolated certain “laws” from historical events that 
would seem to be relevant. One should not imply that the events in 
Anatolia are here being established by this “law” of Ibn  Khaldun, but the 
events do seem to coincide with Ibn K haldun’s generalizations. “The 
vanquished,” he stated, “always want to imitate the victor in his distinctive 
mark(s), his dress, his occupation, and all his other conditions and 
customs.”3 Further, “a nation that has been defeated and comes under 
the rule of another nation will quickly perish.”4 Ibn Khaldun observed 
that conquered peoples frequently imitated the religion, language, dress, 
weapons, mounts, and customs of the conquerors. The conquered are 
motivated by a variety of factors in so doing, for they assume that the 
victors have conquered because of their perfection, because of the 
superiority of their customs and manners. Thus the fact of military and

2 See chapter ii.
3 Ibn Khaldun-Rosenthal, I, 2QQ.
*2bid., I, 300.
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political victory imbues the social and cultural forms of the conquerors 
with a charisma and an appeal that are taken away from the comparable 
forms of the vanquished. The Arab historian clearly perceived the validity 
of the familiar maxim, cuius regio eius religio, “The common people follow 
the religion of the ruler.”5 Ib n  K haldun’s law of religious change was 
closely paralleled by those of linguistic change.

The dialects of the urban population follow the language of the nation or race 
that has control of [the cities in question] or has founded them.6

This apathy and dejection are illustrated by the conversation that 
supposedly transpired between O rhan and the Christian representative of 
Bursa after the city had capitulated and when the sultan inquired why 
it was that the Greeks had finally surrendered. The answer of the Greek 
was a combination of historical specifics and philosophical generalities. 
He remarked that whereas the Turkish power increased daily that of the 

Greeks declined. In  addition Osman had constructed forts in the environs, 
had taken over the villages, and so the Greeks could not provision them 
selves, and even though the Greek governor had money for supplies and 
troops, he refused to spend it. Consequently, the walls of Bursa had become 
a prison for the starving and dying Christians. Finally, the Greek reflected, 
the world is full of changes and it was such a change that overtook the 
Greeks.7 Thus the Greeks were assimilated largely by Islamization which 
was accompanied by Turkification, and even those of the urban Christians 
who were not converted were Turkified linguistically according to the 
“law” of Ibn K haldun.8 Those of the Greek Christians who remained in 
isolated villages seem to have been more successful in preserving the 

Greek language.
The historical memories of the Christians often died hard. For example 

the Christians of Melitene and other cities anxiously awaited the arrival 
of John II  and his armies;9 the monks of the troglodyte monastic com
munities appear to have preserved the memory of the Greek emperors;10 
the memory of John IV  Vatatzes remained alive among the Greek peasants

h Ibid., I, 300. It is much the same thing that Ricolde-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1105, 
states, " npcoTov eoti to tov MayoupET Ikeivois eitteiv ettI toooOtov SiapEVEtv tov 
vopov auTou, e<j>’ oaov av aurols Siapsivfl Kai rj ev toI$ ottAois ioyus, teal f] TTpoa- 
Kaipos SwaoTEia.55

6 Ibn Khaldun-Rosenthal, II, 305.
7 Ashikpashazade-Kreutel, pp. 54—55. Ashikpashazade-Ali, pp. 29-30.
8 Here I refer to the so-called Karamanli Christians who spoke Turkish rather than 

Greek, but who wrote it in the Greek alphabet. For a more detailed discussion of the 
Karamanlidhes, see chapter vii. The change of customs and manners of dress are also 
noted among the Armenians by Nerses in the twelfth century, Nerses, R.H.C., D.A., I, 
597-599. There existed among the Armenians the equivalent of the Orthodox Karaman
lidhes, that is to say Turkish-speaking Christians who wrote Turkish in the Armenian 
alphabet and belonged to the Armenian church.

9 Michael the Syrian, III, 249.
10 Bees, Die Inschriftenaufzeichnung des Kodex Sinaiticus Graecus 508 {976) und die Maria- 

Spilaotissa-Klosterkirche bei Sille (Lykaonien), mit Exkursen zur Geschichte der Seldschuken-Tiirken 
(Berlin, 1922)9 passim.
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of the M aeandrian regions as late as the nineteenth century.11 Finally, it is 
interesting that the first manuscript of the epic Digenes Acritas was dis
covered in Anatolia during the nineteenth century, and that much of 

Byzantine folklore survived there.12 But Turkish Islam, by virtue of its 
political and social superiority, gradually corroded these sentiments. The 
conquest had not only created a respect for Turkish customs among the 
inhabitants, but it induced an apathy that, Ibn K haldun says,

comes over people when they lose control of their own affairs and, through 
enslavement, become the instruments of others and dependent upon them. Hope 
diminishes and weakens.13

The Anatolian Christians were isolated from the heartbeat and m ain
stream of their culture, and as time passed historical memories became 
increasingly dimmer. Thus the Greek Christians succumbed to cultural 

change.
One other effect of the Anatolian loss on the Byzantines was that hence

forth more consideration was given to the European domains. By the time 
of George Gemisthus Pletho, the JPeloponese was so important that he 
made it the center of his proposed reforms.14 I t now became the center 
of Greek feeling, and the pendulum of history swung back to its starting 
point. The long historical process that had spread Hellenism eastward 
to Asia Minor, Egypt, and Syria, and had then begun to recede with the 
Arab conquests, was now completely reversed.

Byzantine Reflections on and Reactions to the Loss of Anatolia

Contemporary Byzantine literature partially reflects the traum a that 
the loss of Anatolia inflicted on Byzantine civilization. This literature was 
largely the product of historians and chroniclers, though more revealing 
as to the extent of the traum a are the writings of belle-lettristes and 
theologians whose professional aim was not that of recording the empire’s 
history. Literary reflection on the loss of Anatolia was very often subsumed 
under the literature of decay and decline, so that frequently this body of

11 A. Heisenberg, “Kaiser Johannes Batatzes der Barmherzige. Eine mittelgriechische 
Legende,” B.Z. (1905), pp. 160-233.

12 Ioannides, wEttos pEcraicoviKov ek tou x£lPoypo:9ou Tpcare^oOvTOs 6 BccctiAeios 
Aiysvris ’AKprrris 6 KaTmaSoieris (Constantinople, 1889).

13 Ibn Khaldun-Rosenthal, I, 300-301. Apostasy and desertion to the enemy for 
personal gain and betterment are phenomena that led to the same result. Metochites, 
Miscellanea philosophica et historica, ed. Ch. G. Muller and Th. Kiessling (Leipzig, 1821), 
pp. 405-412 (hereafter cited as Metochites, Miscellanea). Metochites blames men for 
believing in providence only when affairs prosper. If, however, this arrangement of 
events is upset by tyche, then the naive belief in providence is overturned and the belief 
in God collapses. Metochites, along with Ibn Khaldun, remarks that political misfortune 
seriously undermines religious belief and affiliation. For a graphic illustration of this 
dispondency in Asia Minor see the anecdote that Pachymeres, II, 596, relates about the 
inhabitants of the Greek village of Eligmoi.

14 Lampros, 17.17., I l l ,  246 ff.
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literature referred to Asia Minor as well as to the empire in general.15 
Genres of literature that became increasingly frequent were the Opfjvoi 
(laments) and Aoyoi (discourses purporting to explain the origin of the 
many evils plaguing the em pire). In  many ways the most striking reflection 
of the disturbance that the loss of Asia M inor caused in the Byzantine 
world is presented by the writings of the Byzantine official and intellectual 
Theodore Metochites.16 Though he was not born an Anatolian, M eto
chites spent a portion of the formative years of his life in Anatolia and 
retained a strong attachm ent to these eastern regions. As an im portant 
official, Metochites was keenly aware of the disasters afflicting the empire, 
and his writings are frequently concerned with the causes and effects of 
decay. He often integrates his thoughts about the loss of Asia Minor with 
his more general considerations on Byzantine bad times. Thus the reasons 
that he assigns to Byzantine decline are valid also for western Anatolia.

Though Metochites sees certain immediate causes for the fall from 
greatness, such as dissension, envy, stupidity, luxury, abuse of religious 
life, and the like,17 his writings are permeated by the concept of tyche. 
It is tyche, rather than the Christian God, who guides the affairs of men 
and this tyche is blind and arbitrary. The lives of men, nations, and lands, 
are governed by inconstancy, uncertainty, oscillations, and the only 
certainty in life is this very uncertainty.18 Metochites soliloquizes upon 
the inconstancy of the history of various states in chapter n o  which,

15 There is now a substantial literature that deals with Byzantine reflections on decline. 
For a general orientation see G. J. G. Turner, “Pages from the Byzantine Philosophy of 
History,” B.Z., LVII (1964), 346—373, who separates the Byzantine authors into two 
camps: first, those who explain Byzantine decline within the traditional framework of 
the Byzantine Weltanschaung. This “monastic” interpretation relates prosperity to 
virtue and decline to sin. Thus ecclesiastical authors and the historians Ducas and 
Sphrantzes belong to this first group. Second the authors such as Chalcocondyles, 
Critobulus, and Metochites, who were indifferent to dogmatic Christianity and believed 
that an arbitrary, impersonal force, Tyche, governed history. Beck, Vorsehung und Vorher- 
bestimmung in der theologischen Litertur der Byzantinern, vol. CXIV of Orientalia Christiana 
Analecta (Rome, 1937), and Theodores Metochites, die Krise des byzantinischen Weltbildes im 14. 
Jahrhundert (Munich, 1952), discusses both types of historical interpretation in great

V

detail. Other literature on the subject includes: I. Sevcenko, “The Decline of Byzantium 
Seen through the Eyes of its Intellectuals,” D.O.P., XV (1961), 167-186; Zoras, “Orien
tations ideologiques et politiques avant et apres la chute de Constantinople,” in Le 
cinq-centieme anniversaire de la prise de Constantinople, VHellenisme contemporaine (Athens, 1953), 
103-124; E. von Ivanka, “Der Fall Konstantinopels und das byzantinische Geschichts- 
denken,” J.O.B.G., III (1954), 19—34; Dolger, “Politische und geistige Stromungen im 
sterbenden Byzanz,” J.O.B.G., I l l  (1954), 3-18.

16 Beck, Metochites, passim, presents an interesting analysis of Metochites’ writings as 
they reflect the crisis of the “Byzantine Soul” during the decline. For further bibliography 
on the life and writings of Metochites, Sevcenko, La vie intellectuelle et politique d Byzance 
sous les premiers Paleologues. Etudes sur la polemique entre Theodore Metochite et Nicephore Choumnos 
(Brussels, 1962). Also H. Hunger, “Der ’HOikos des Theodores Metochites,” neTTpaypevoc 
toO 0 ' Siefivoug |3v£avTivoAoyiKoO aweSptov, III (Athens, 1958), 141-158.

17 Metochites, Miscellanea, p. 231. All virtues, wisdom, nobility, harmony, civil grace, 
noble outlook, law-abiding men, great men, have departed from the empire.

18 Beck, Metochites, pp. 100 ff. The historical and aetiological mentality of Metochites 
is often more akin to that of the pagan Greeks than to that of the Christian Byzantines. 
See his description of the undulating curves of human prosperity and misfortune, Mis
cellanea, pp. 184-195, 570-574,
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appropriately, deals with the “ Scythians.” Nations that formerly ruled 
over others were then enslaved in their tu rn :

This was formerly the case with the Assyrians who, having failed, passed under 
the Persians, the Persians and all their subjects under the Macedonians, and the 
Macedonians under the Romans. And these events constantly occur in an alternat
ing fashion according to chance of both time and tyche. Nor is there anything 
constant in human affairs nor unchangingly eternal. Just as there is in an 
individual man, or in whatever animal, birth, progress toward the prime, 
the prime, afterward decay, and finally destruction and death, thus is it also 
in human affairs, politics, and despotisms. These are to be seen in constant 
flux and change, in no way remaining constant, but coming into being, advancing, 
little by little decaying and changing into the opposite state, coming to an end 
and dying.19

It is this reversal of fortune common to all states which has overtaken 
Byzantium in the east and west.20 Among the more immediate causes for 
the defeat of Byzantium and the victory of the Turks, Metochites lists the 
superior virtue of the latter. The Scythians, Metochites relates, were from 
time immemorial a great and unsubjugated race. T ha t is not to say tha t 
some of them were never at any time under foreign rule, rather the entire 
race was never under one rule. They are a numerous and bellicose people, 
prone to wars with foreigners and with one another. In ancient times they 
crossed the Danube, plundered Thrace, and passing through the Ionian 
regions they overran Italy, the Celtic lands, Spain, and crossed over into 
Libya. In  more recent times these Scythians have enslaved most of Asia, 
Babylon, Assyria, and the lands as far as India.

Methochites explains why the Scythians throughout their history have 
remained unconquered (both Alexander and Xerxes, and all those down 

to M etochites5 day who attempted to subjugate them failed). It is because 
they have lived a type of life entirely different from that of the rest of 
mankind, a manner of existence that foreign peoples cannot assail and 
destroy. Though the Scythians live together in a society as do all other 
men, they live a beastly life, unpracticed in any contrivance and 
productivity. The Scythians neither dwell in cities, nor safeguard their 
lives with walled enclosures, nor do they live in rural villages. They know 
not the care of crafts, commerce, the cultivation of fields and gardens, 
and they are not familiar with the customs of men from normal societies. 
They wander constantly, not merely to one land in summer and to another 
in winter, but to other lands as well. They move about in search of water, 
and pasture, remaining largely under the open skies. If they need pro
tection against winter, they erect felt huts on a circular framework of little 
sticks, and these huts, which they carry about on wagons, satisfy their

19 Metochites, Miscellanea, pp. 725-726. Beck, Metochites, p. 86, though the empire is 
approaching its end it is not to be a cosmic, eschatological catastrophe.

20 Metochites, Miscellanea, p. 792. E. Trapp, Manuel II. Palaiologos. Dialoge mit einem 
“Perser” (Vienna, 1966), pp. 56-57 ff. (hereafter cited as Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp).
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needs for housing. Their cuisine is simple and devoid of lavish gastro- 
nomical preparations. They eat the flesh and milk from their flocks and 
also wild animals and fowl that they hunt. They warm a little meat over 
the flames and without any further preparation eat it, doing so only to 
discharge the inescapable demands of the body. I t is in this manner, M eto

chites relates, that the Scythians were from the beginning accustomed to a 
light, simple, unburdened life, naturally avoiding twisted reasoning, 
knavery, trials, arguments, contradictions of speech, court pleadings, 
slander, and so on. They have no elected judges, orators, assessors of laws, 
interpreters of dogmas, distorters, professors and perverters of speech in 
advocacies and accusations, contests of wordiness, such as are customary 
among Greeks and other barbarians. Because of the simplicity of their life 
and its freedom from material concern, the Scythians have led a more just 
life than many other peoples. As support for his assertion, Metochites 

refers to the poet Homer, who also alludes to these qualities and 

virtues.21
The TTepi £ku0cov of Metochites is of considerable interest inasmuch as it 

appears, on first glance, to be an objective evaluation of the superior 
qualities of the Turks, their moral virtues arising from the simplicity of 
their life. In  fact, however, Metochites is praising the tenoble savage” 
(so familiar in the literature of more modern times), who living close to 
nature is free of the artificialities of urban life which so pervert human 
character. An even closer look at the TTepi ZkuOcov indicates that it is a 
stereotype piece that goes back to classical Greek and Roman literature, 
the best known of this genre, Tacitus’ Germania, immediately coming to 
mind. Tacitus idealized the low state of development among the Germanic 

barbarians in order to hurl his literary shafts at conditions in Rom an 
society which he found disagreeable and undesirable. Methochites 
similarly converted Scythian barbarity into a state of moral purity  
so that using it as a foil he might attack the shortcomings of his 
own society. He admits tha t he has “ lifted” the material for this 
chapter on the Scythians from Herodotus, Diodorus, Dionysius, Aelian, 
and Homer.22 The chapter is, accordingly, a “scissors and paste” 
product taken from ancient authors and then applied to the Turks. 
The terms “ Scythian,” as Metochites employs it, refers to all the 
Germanic peoples of the early medieval period as well as to the 
Turks and Mongols. In  short it is synonymous with “nom ad” and there
fore with a way of life, rather than with any ethnic group. His observations 
on nomadic life are vastly oversimplified and ignore the fact that nomadic 
groups are possessed of certain crafts, do indulge in commerce and m ar
ginal agriculture, often live in close symbiotic relationship with sedentary 
groups. I t further oversimplifies the phenomenon of the Turkish conquest,

21 Metochites, Miscellanea, pp. 732-733.
22 Ibid., pp. 733- 734-
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which was after all not exclusively a nomadic affair. H ad the Seljuks and 
Ottomans never developed beyond the nomadic state, they could never 
have erected the political structures that were the Seljuk sultanate and the 
Ottom an Empire. In  addition, these states had all the trappings of 
society—cities, guilds, elaborate court ceremonial, teachers and students 
of law, judges, theologians, and so forth. The parallel between Metochites 
and Tacitus on this one point is striking. They are both moralizing and use 
the noble savage as a literary device to this end. One can hardly imagine 

Tacitus, the arbiter elegantiae, or Metochites, a leading intellectual and 
commissioner of the most splendid monument of art in the Palaeologan 
period, adopting the crude life that each pretended to admire.23

It is in chapters 37 to 40 of the Miscellanea that Methochites laments the 
separation by the Turks24 of Anatolia from the empire. Chapter 37 
introduces the theme of the general disaster that has overtaken the 
empire. The affliction is so great, says Metochites, that it is beyond his 
ability to describe it. The old days were a golden age in which the empire 
stretched from Britain to the Euphrates and from the Danube to Ethiopia. 
Now it is reduced to very slight proportions in both east and west, and 
lies a helpless victim of the malignity and beastliness of neighbors. The 
empire is like a large oak that has fallen, and enemies are gathering its 
wood almost effortlessly. I t has been humiliated, and the dogmas and 
mysteries of Christ are being extinguished by the impious enemies who 
have defiled and trampled them underfoot. Those peoples who were 
formerly contemptible, and who were permitted to exist by Roman 
generosity, now have become arrogant and violent and prevail over the 
Byzantines. Because of the extent to which the Byzantines have exchanged 
that former glory for dishonor, they are objects of reproach and laughter 
not only to the Muslims but to the Christians as well. Metochites expresses 
the belief that his contemporaries would find a happier existence if only 

they were unaware of the great national prosperity of past times, but who 
could be ignorant of such a thing, he rejoins. Who could be so unperceiving 
as to fail to notice the ancient remains tha t time amasses ? He concludes,

23 One generation later Alexius Macrembolites transposed the theme of the noble 
savage into the familiar monastic idiom when he explained Turkish success and Byzantine 
failure by the greater moral virtue of the former, Sevcenko, “Alexios Makrembolites and 
his ‘Dialgoue between the Rich and the Poor’, Z.R.V.I., VI (i960), 196-197 (hereafter 
cited as Sevcenko, “Markembolites,”). The patriarch Athanasius had adumbrated the 
same theme, R. Guilland, “La correspondance in6dite d’Athanase, patriarche de Con
stantinople (1289-1293, 1304-1310),” Melanges Charles Diehl (Paris, 1930), I, 121-140. 
In both cases the Turks serve as moral strawmen, for the primary theme is the sinful 
state of the Greeks.

24 Metochites, Miscellanea, pp. 230-258. These four chapters have the following titles: 
No. 37 “Laments on the Diminution of the Affairs of the Romans and on the Transfor
mation of that Great Prosperity.” No. 38 “Laments on the Evils of the Roman Empire 
in the East.” No. 39 “Additional Laments on these same things; It is not Possible to 
Compare all those (Lands) in (Asia Minor) with the Roman (Lands) Elsewhere.” No. 40 
“Additional Laments on these same Things, and Because the Estate of the Monks Pros
pered more (in the East) than anywhere else.”
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accordingly, that the Byzantines are left only with the contemplation of 
their ancient glory.25

In  Methochites’ eyes the loss of Anatolia was not only a disaster for the 
state, bu t it was a tearing personal tragedy. The sadness it inspired he 
compared to the grief one experiences at the death of a close relative, for 
to Metochites Anatolia was his “nourishing” mother.

O most beautiful Ionia, most beautiful Lydia, Aeolia, Phrygia, and Hellespont, 
[lands] with which I became familiar and in which I dwelt most pleasantly and in 
every manner from a tender age! I have now been left a mournful exile, pouring 
out tears and lamentations at great length in the manner of sepulchral sacrifices. 
O my dearly beloved cities, plains, mountains, glens, river streams, groves, 
meadows, [who are the] origins of every pleasantness to those acquainted with 
you, to those who view you, and to those who in any way experience you, as I did 
miserable one! I who tarried so long among you, and having been vitally endowed 
by residence and training among you (residence and training which produce 
every mild and upright disposition in the soul), now am I greatly pained in my 
recollection of you, my heart melts instantly as do [my] very thoughts, and I am 
unable to breathe, and live only with difficulty . . . . O my most beloved concord 
and administration of that life and of human institutions, [which arrange] public 
affairs, private business and [provide] men with social grace, noble customs, and 
all things of value . . . . O subtleties of manifold arts! O careful professions of 
every type which bring fulfillment to all that comes into being! O cultivations of 
earth, valued crafts, and origins of all livelihoods, which best effect prosperity and 
all cultivation of natural fertility! O churches and monasteries, and communities 
of all piety and customs of faith, priestliness, and people . . . .  There is no other 
[land] like it [Asia Minor] to be contemplated anywhere else. I do not speak here 
of other nations and states, but not even in our own lands, [lands] of the Roman 
Empire]. From the beginning of time and throughout time it was the most 
beautiful [land], the most perfect in the virtues and happiness of human life, and 
the noblest in these very Christian matters, the most beautiful and magnificent in 
our Roman Empire . . . .  Woe to us who now remain! It [Anatolia] has departed 
from the Roman state! O this destitution! O this loss! We live in a few remnants and 
members of life and body (formerly so great and beautiful), as though the majority 
and most vital members have been severed. And we continue to live in shame and 
derision, wholly incapable in the means of existence and life.26

In  the following chapter (39), Methochites continues the lament, repeating 
the theme of his “orphaned” state and the mental and spiritual despond
ency that it has effected within him. Though he has traveled throughout 
the empire’s domains and to more foreign lands than  most of his con
temporaries, he has seen no region so fair as Asia Minor. In  this chapter 
Metochites extols the economic vitality and prosperity of Anatolia by 
comparing its wealth and natural resources with those of the empire’s 

European provinces.

And what are all of these others . . .  I mean those lands of this empire which are 
in the other, western regions, [in comparison] with all those [of the east] ? Or how 
can the former be akin to the latter . . . .  I speak of luxuries and ornaments,

25 Ibid., pp. 230-237.
26 Ibid., pp. 238-241.
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provisions from all types of arts, indeed professions of all sorts, every commercial 
necessity arising from all points for those generally desiring them and for those who 
especially use them, or [necessarily] all those things which are by nature indispens
able, or freely beyond necessity, as is fitting to those who prosper in every well
being, success, and luxury of life. These are in no way lacking, neither those 
things which are produced entirely locally, nor all those items which come from 
all points through commerce [and which are] customary for human life and use, 
both necessities and luxuries. And all these were no less available to those in the 
fields and villages who live by agriculture than they were to those who live grace
fully in city buildings. For there [Asia Minor] rather do the countrymen live 
comfortably, prospering greatly in farming, gardening, and animal husbandry. 
They prosper more than do other races of men, or rather, I should say, than do the 
others of our race [in the west], or than do some city dwellers to whom it was 
allotted to have houses in the west, and who have a better fate than do the many. 
It is not possible to compare the affairs of one [east] with those of the other [west], 
neither their houses, nor possessions, nor their type of life, nor their pursuits, nor 
their customs.27

Metochites’ life (1269-70/1332) was virtually coterminous with that 
process and period in which the Turks expelled Greek rule from practically 
all of western Anatolia (Nicomedia fell to the Turks in 1337 and 
Philadelpheia in 1390). The miserable efforts of Byzantine arms against 
the Turks had gravely depressed the Christians of Ionia. The flight of 
numerous Anatolian refugees to Constantinople and Thrace no doubt 
intensified the demoralization of the inhabitants in the capital itself with 
the result that the laments of Metochites on the loss of Anatolia were 
probably in keeping with the emotional state of a large segment of 
Constantinopolitan society itself. Hence these dirges represent something 
more than an individual reaction. They display the state of mind that 
prevailed among the defeat-weary Greeks on the eve of the Turkish in
vasions of Europe. Metochites realized that without Anatolia, Constan
tinople had come to be an enormous head without the body that was 
necessary to sustain it.

Almost sixty years after the death of Metochites, an imperial prince 
was forced to help Sultan Bayazid I to capture the last independent 
Byzantine city in western Anatolia, Philadelpheia. As a Turkish vassal, 
Manuel Palaeologus was also summoned by his Turkish overlord to 
participate in the campaigns against the Turkish principalities of north- 
central Asia Minor. This experience left an indelible impression on 
Manuel and is gloomily reflected in his writings. Aside from the lengthy 
religious discourses that he composed (the product of debate with the 
Muslim muderris of Ankara), M anuel wrote a number of letters to friends 
about what he saw and experienced in Anatolia. These letters describe the 
desolation of a formerly prosperous land. The inhabitants who had 

managed to survive death at the hands of the invading armies have fled 
to the safety of mountain peaks, caves, and forests; food is scarce; roads are 

27 Ibid., pp. 246-248.
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unsafe and infested with bandits.28 More impressive, however, is that the 
country M anuel traversed was entirely foreign to him, though it had at 
one time been Greek and Christian.

The plain in which we are now [encamped] had some name when it prospered 
and was inhabited and ruled by Rhomaioi. Now that I seek to learn that name, I 
am ignorantly inquiring after wolf’s wings, as the saying goes, for there is no one 
to teach it to me. There are many cities to be seen here, but they have no inhabi
tants, by which inhabitants towns are ornamented and without which 
[inhabitants] one could not call them cities. The majority of the cities remain a 
miserable sight to those whose ancestors formerly inhabited them. Not even their 
names survive as a result of their previous ruin. Upon inquiring as to the names of 
the cities, whenever those to whom I addressed the inquiry would reply, “we call 
them by those names” (for time obliterated their names) I am instantly distressed, 
but I lament in silence still being in control of my senses.29

M anuel had seen, and recorded, the devastation and the cultural 
transformation that occurred in these as well as in other parts of Anatolia.30 
The change was so drastic that even the place names had largely changed.31 
When M anuel journeyed through Anatolia, the process of Turkification 
and Islamization had been going on for three centuries and was largely 
complete. His lament is inspired by these facts.

Metochites and M anuel Palaeologus were, of course, not the only 
literary figures to express themselves on the related subjects of the loss of 
Anatolia and the empire’s decline. The bulk of this material may be 
conveniently divided into two artificial categories: the category in which 
the explanation for the misfortune is primarily religious; that in which the 
authors speak in terms predominantly historical and philosophical. Often 
the historians and belle lettristes, while not disavowing the role of providence 
in their historical analyses, are nevertheless much concerned with 
manmade causes or laws of history that are not immediately inspired by 
Christian doctrine. Conversely, the religious documents and the writings

28 Legrand, Lettres de Vempereur Manuel Paleologue (Amsterdam, 1962), pp. 22, 28, 
30-31 (hereafter cited as Manuel Palaeologus, Lettres). In a letter to Gydones, Manuel 
describes a formerly inhabited area that is now deserted. All have fled or perished. In 
addition, the Christian soldiers in the sultan’s army have taken the opportunity to 
settle all old scores with the Turks by slaying the Muslim religious leaders whenever 
they come upon them, p. 22. ** Kai, to 5f) ayETAtcbTEpov, os ev toTs tcov TTepcJcov 
iepeucn aepvos, sipfioOco 5e kcci ETnTprrrros, pauAcovas ovopa^ETai. OIs oOv f) 
CTepvoTcnri auTq TTpoariyopfa ovSev ttAeov irapa tcov opo<puAcov syeveTo f| uapa tgov 
TpipaAcov Kai Muacov Kai ’lAAvpioov, oi, 8{kt\v av0’ &v TroppcoOev Otto tou eOvous 
TTSTTovOaaiv oiopsvoi Aap(3avetv Kai tov Xpurrov (3ocovtes ettekSikeTv, kteivouoi p£v 
TOUS TrapaTVyoVTas TT&VTas e^qs-” On Manuel’s Anatolian sojurn, Hunger, Byzantinisehe 
Geisteswelt von Konstantin dem Grossen bis zum Fall Konstantinopels (Baden-Baden, 1958), pp. 
282-286.

29 Manuel Palaeologus, Lettres, pp. 22-23.
30 Ibid., p. 23, he describes the runied state of Pompeiopolis. " ’Akoueis tfjv TTopTrrpov, 

Tpv KaAqv Kai flaupaorqv Kai pEyaAqv, paAAov 5e Tqv ttote TOtaurr|v oOaav (vuv 
yap poyis Asi'pava TauTps <pâ VETal).,, The lands of the “satrap” Peitzas south 
of Sinope and Aminsus are also relatively uninhabited, p. 24, “ opopov 5Ecm6£ovTa yrjs 
te Zivcottq Kai ’Apivaco cos 5e Kai TtoAiyvicov Kai Euapi0pf|TCOv avSpcov.”

31 Ibid.,'

415



LOSS OF BYZANTINE ASIA MINOR AND WORLD

of the churchmen and of the other historians and chroniclers are oriented 
much more toward religious explanation.

In  spite of the Gonstantinopolitan orientation of much of the former 
type of literature, the loss of Anatolia was such a severe blow that the 
historians devoted considerable attention to it. Indeed many of these 
authors were either born in Asia M inor or else spent considerable time 
there.32 It is largely because of their concern with events in Anatolia that 
the modern historian can dare to attempt a reconstruction of the decline 
of Byzantine civilization. The historians of the eleventh century were 
aware that the strife of the bureaucrats and generals had caused the loss 
of Asia M inor to the Turks. One century later Nicetas Choniates described 
at length the civil wars in western Asia M inor which destroyed the law, 
order, and prosperity that Alexius and John Comnenus had created by 
their Herculean efforts. He noted also the complications of Byzantium’s 
“ two-front” war in the east and west.33 Pachymeres composed a history 
that is modern in its social, economic, religious, and political analyses of 
the events that prepared Bithynia for the final Ottoman conquest.34 
These authors realized that the political conquest of the Turks insured the 
cultural triumph of Islam and the decline of Byzantine civilization.35 
M anuel Palaeologus chose, appropriately, the funeral oration he delivered 
over the bier of his brother Theodore as an opportunity to explain that 
Islam was conquering not only the bodies but also the souls of many 
Greeks.

I say that those Christians who desert to our impious enemies are clearly mad, 
rather they do worse than those who have lost their wits. For the latter, even if 
they thrust the sword against themselves, neither harm  their souls nor receive the 
hatred of those who see them, but rather their mercy. However, sober men must 
have great hatred for the former because these willingly contaminate their souls 
through their perceptory senses. They desire to find that for which they originally 
went over to the enemies of the faith, namely wealth, glory, and all those things 
which are pleasant in this life. It is impossible for them to attain these things if 
they do not please those to whom they deserted. And they cannot please them 
[Turks] if they do not do all these things in which they [Turks] rejoice, viz. to live 
generally in the barbarian manner and willingly to defile their souls with lawless 
deeds . . . .  Those who think that they will obtain a very good place among the 
impious [Turks] are quickly puffed up like a bright bubble, and then they burst 
very quickly and their empty thought amounts to nothing in the end. Reasonably.

32 The family of Michael Attaliates was probably from Attaleia. Anna Comnena’s 
family was from Gastamon. Nicetas Choniates, whose history contains interesting details 
on the events in the environs of Chonae, was born and raised there. The Anatolian 
Cecaumenus, though not a historian, relates a number of interesting things about this 
eastern province. Pachymeres and Gregoras were born in Nicaea and Pontic Heracleia 
respectively. Though Metochites and Acropolites were not born in Asia Minor, they 
spent considerable time there in their youth.

33 Nicetas Choniates, pp. 340, 466, 657.
34 See chapter iii.
35 Anna Comnena, III, 205; Balsamon in Rhalles and Potles, II, 498, and Nicephorus 

Gregoras, I, 379, III, 509, were aware that a racial amalgamation was taking place 
between the Muslim and Christian populations in Anatolia.

416



LOSS OF BYZANTINE ASIA MINOR AND WORLD

If they should be sluggish in [executing] the desire [of the Turks], they become 
suspect and are soon despised . . . and they are disregarded, is it not so ? If they 
readily accede to those things which the barbarians might desire, and the bar
barians wish them to adopt the [Turkish] laws and customs and to destroy 
unsparingly the race [of the Greeks], they [the deserters] are justly despised 
because of the cruelty to the race, because of the change of character and life. 
They do not obtain praise from the [Turks] since they appear so unscrupulous in 
whatever one might wish. Because of this they are not trusted and remain in 
secondary positions. Suitably. How can he, who has easily trampled underfoot 
the customs with which he was raised, maintain strictly those which he has recently 
accepted ? And he who is also manifestly evil to his race and to himself. . . ? How 
shall he who is evil to himself be useful to another . . . ? If we consider this matter 
more carefully, such a person becomes hateful to his own conscience. How would 
he not be so to all ? But why do I talk about these things when I have not yet 
demonstrated the most important point? They do not preserve inviolate their 
confession and faith in Christ. Why ? Because in arraying themselves with Christ 
they promise their highest love to Him and enmity to the demons. Then they do 
the opposite. Rather, more accurately, it is necessary to describe and indicate 
the extent of the evil. Desiring to live with the Muslims who are the enemies of 
the faith, and sharing in their projects against us, they struggle against the Saviour 
who has given the faith and they clearly war against Him. . , .

Among those things which they do is to declare Muhammad a prophet. That 
abominable one has proclaimed, to those races which he had beguiled and con
strained, victory over us.36

For disillusioned Christians who bore witness to the defeat in Asia Minor, 
the Turkish conquest provided the impetus for socially and religiously 
motivated conversion.

Though these authors dealt in the facts and language of immediate 
and specific causation, they did not refrain from more comprehensive

36 Manuel Palaeologus, edited in Lampros, TT.TT., I ll , 46-49. Richldo-Cydones, 
P.G., CLIV, 1105, gives an interesting paragraph on this subject. “ ’ioreov 8e TETTapas 
elvai poipas tcov kotexovtcov Tf)V ttAc(vt|v tou McoapeO* TrpcoTr) polpa tcov tov 
2appaKr|vtapdv utteAGovtcov 81a tou §iq>ous, cos eipr|Tai' oi Kai vuv tt̂ v iaurcov 
yivcooKovTes nAavr)v, e^copoaavTO av aurov, et pf) to §1905 sSeiAtcov. *AAAt} polpa 
eon tcov Otto tou SiapoAou iyrraTr||ievoov, TrurreuovTcov aAr|0fj elvai tcc vyeuSfj. Tprrr) 
potpa tcov pf| pouAopevcov cnroorfjvai Tfjs uAdvris tcov upoyovcov aurcov, aAAa 
AeyovTGov Kparetv a  KOTelyov Kai ol Trcrrepes aCrrcov* dbv wpiaravTat paAAov, oi 
ccvrl Tfjs EtScoAoAaTpeias, rj TrpoTspov kccteixovto, Tf\v tou MooapeQ atpecrtv, cos 
av fyrrov Trovripav, dva^tpoAcos TtpoeiAovTo. TeTapTOV pepos eori Tcov.Sia to 
ovetov Tfjs o5ou, Kai to tcov yuvaiKtov TrArjdos, Kai Ta aAAa evSoorpa, paAAov tt|V ev 
toutois oKaOapCTiav Tfjs atStoTrjTOS tou peAAovtos atoovos. Kai toutois eiai au^oves 
01 trapd toTs ZappocKr)voTs aofcoTepot Aeyopevot, Kai ypapporrcov E7noTf||jioves ovtes. 
Ou yap Tnareuouai tov vopov ekeivcov aAT|0fj elvat, fj aya0ov ccttAgos* aAA* f\ 
CT9o8poTT)s tcov rjSovcov KOTOTrausi Tf)V Kpknv tou Aoyou, cos 9t)otv 6 o^os* cocrrrep 
Kai ttoAAoi ypappctTCOv ejjnrEipot Trapa tois XptcmavoTs ou 9uAottouot tov tou 
EuayyeAiou vopov, xatTOt ttioteuovtes aAT)6rj elvai Kai aya0ov* paAAov Ss tt̂ v 68ov 
pipouvTat tou ’AAKopavou, KaiTot ttioteuovtes ett* aAT|0eias ekeivov UETrAaa0at. Kai 
toutou arjpetov ev aj-upoTEpois* peTorn0E|jievcov yap tivcov SappccKrjvcov eis 
XptaTtavouSj Kai Xpiortavcov tivcov yivop£vcov SappaKTjvcov. 6 pev Xptcmavos 
ouSettot* av ev tco Oavcrrco yevoiTO ZappccKqvos, aAA* iv tt\ JcoiJ, 6 Zapponerivos ev 
tco 0avaTco paAAov ytveTai Xpiariavds rj ev TtJ £corj. ‘EKcrrepos apa Xptartavos 
aipelTai paAAov caTO0aveTv f) Zappcnerivos- ei pf| ttou tt] TrpOEiprjpevq pia ô A koito.” 
John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 552, touches upon the theme of sexual hedonism as a 
motive for conversion.
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speculation as to the reasons for the great reversal of fortune. Time, 
fortune, fate, bring both prosperity and disaster, situations that have been 
experienced by all peoples in a recurrent manner. Though it would be an 
easy m atter to stress unduly this non-Christian element in the attempts 
of the Byzantine historians and literary figures to explain the disastrous 
course of their history, one is nevertheless impressed by the presence of 
this classical element.

The more usual explanation for the Turkish conquest of Anatolia was a 

purely religious one, God had sent the Turks to chastise the Greeks for their 
sins. Attaliates relates that when the Turks first invaded the provinces 
inhabited by the Armenians and Syrians, the Greeks reasoned that the 
invasions were a punishment sent by God for the heresy of those peoples. 
When, however, the Turks entered the Greek portion of Anatolia the 
Greeks changed their minds and decided it was their own sins tha t had 
caused the invasions.37 Conversely, Michael the Syrian declared that God 
had sent the Turks to punish the Greeks for their religious persecution of 
the Monophysite Christians of eastern Anatolia.38 Even many Turks 
seem to have considered their victories over the Greeks as having been due 
to the wickedness of the latter and God’s desire to punish them.39 The 
monk Christodoulus (who along with the other monks had to flee the 
monasteries of Asia Minor), declared the invasions to be the ECTiA(3copi£vq 
popupodcc, the pa/a ipa  Kupiou, and that the sins of the Christians had 
created the prosperity of Agarenes.40 The synodal documents of the late 
thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth centuries, which refer to the sad 
condition of the Christian communities within the Turkish emirates, 
explain these conditions in a similar fashion. There were also ideas among 
some that the coming of the Turks foretold the days of antichrist and the 
end of the world.41

37 Attaliates, 140-141. Scylitzes, II, 686-687. Schiltberger-Neumann, p. 133.
38 Michael the Syrian, III, 154.
39 Schiltberger-Hakluyt, pp. 76-78. Schiltberger-Neumann, pp. 133-134.
40 Miklosich et Muller, VI, 61-62.
41 See chapter iv, and Pachymeres, II, 581-583. Also the unpublished discourse of 

Alexius Macrembolites in Sabbaiticus Gr. no. 417 which begins on fol. 14V. and is 
entitled, “ too auToO Aoyos (3'. jAtto6ei§is oti 81a t&s apapTias r)pcbv £15 irpo- 
vopf]v Kai aiyUccAcoaiccv toTs eAvectiv ê eSoAtipev ktA.”  Of similar interest is the discourse 
attributed by some to Manuel Palaeologus in Vaticanus Gr.no. 1107, “ Aoyot TTpos 
tous craKvSaAi£on£VOUS £Tri trj Eurrpayia tcov daEpcov.” B.D. Papoulia, Ursprung und 
Wesen der “Knabenlese” im osmanischen Reich (Munich, 1963), pp. 102-103. A. Argyriou, 
“ McooT̂ tp toO Bpusvviou petcc rivos ’laparjAiTov SiaAs^is,” E.E.B.Z.,XXXV, (1966/67), 
141-195. Macrembolites attributed the decline in part to the exploitation of the poor 
by the rich, Sevcenko, ‘‘Macrembolites,” pp. 189, 198. Scholarius blamed it on sin, 
especially simony, L. Petit, X. A. Siderides, M. Jugie, Oeuvres completes de Georges (Gennade) 
Scholarius (Paris, 1930), III, 250. “ ’Etti Tram dvaptpiapTyrfiTCOs TnaTevacrre pffav 
aAAcog tt)v pamAEiav T̂ pcov Kai tt)v EKKArjaiav ei$ Toaaurriv tteviov Kai aup<popcbv 
|3u06v EpTTEaEiv Kai Tag tcov Xptcmavcbv TroAeis Kai x^pas Kai acopcrra Kai yi/yas 
sis T13V McoapsO (JETaaTfjvai SuaaspEiav, ei pf] ti TTEpi tt)v iriaTiv E^ripapTccvopev.” 
Immediately relevant is the letter that Philotheus, metropolitan of Heracleia, wrote to 
his flock, S. Triantaphylies and A. Grappoutes, ZuAAoyrj EAArjvkcbv ccvskSotcov (Venice, 
1874)3 P- 43-
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One of the better known texts of religious causation is chapter 47 from 
the work Seven Times Seven Chapters of the Byzantine preacher Joseph 
Bryennius entitled, “ Some causes of the Pains which afflict us.”42 Bryen- 
nius, like so many moralizing preachers throughout history, bemoaned the 
fact that the morals of his own time were far below those of the “ olden 
days,” and so God had punished the Christians through the Turks.43

If  one who views the chastisements inflicted upon us by God is astonished and 
perplexed, let him consider not only these but our wickedness as well and then he 
will be amazed that we have not been struck by thunderbolts. For there is no form 
of evil which we do not anxiously pursue through all of life.44

Bryennius complains of violent irregularities in religious life. Some are 
baptized by single immersion, others by triple immersion. M any Christians 
do not know how, or simply refuse, to make the sign of the Cross. Priests 
perform ordinations, administer communion, and remit sins all for cash 
payment. They live with their wives before marriage, and the monks 
cohabit with the nuns. There is no blasphemy that Christians do not 
employ.

We grumble at God whenever it rains and whenever it does not rain; because 
he creates summer heat or cold weather; because he gives wealth to some and 
allows others to be poor; because the south wind rises; because a great north wind 
blows, and we simply appoint ourselves irreconcilable judges of God.45

S'
The mortality of the laity is not superior to that of the clergy.

Not only men, but the race of women also, are not ashamed to sleep as nakedly 
as when they were born. They give over immature daughters to corruption. They 
dress their wives in m en’s clothing. We are not ashamed to celebrate the holy days

“ KcxTavorjaov avOptoTte, el pouAei pafleiv to Sikcxiov Kai iaov ttJs tou Oeou Kpiaecos, 
Kai ttcos tovs apapTavovTas Ta auTa Kcci pp peTavoouvTas, opoicos KoAdJei. "15s ttov 
eicti ai Tiepupaveis Trjs Ku£ikou ttoAeis, iva arro tcov yeiTOvouvTCov pptv cfcp§copai. 
TTou a t Tfjs Br)0uvias p psyaAp cpppi NiKaia Kai TTpouaa, NiKopfjSeia Kai XaAxiScov, 
toc irdAai Tps EKKApcnas Kai Tps paaiAeias tcov Xpicmavcov eymAAcoTnapcrra ; TTou 
ai KaTa tov ’AoraKpvov KoAttov, Kai Ta eTrexeiva Tps TTpouovTiSos Kai tou Eu^eivou 
TTovtou, rTa9Aayovia Kai ’Appsvia, KaTnraSoKia, TTaAaicmvp Kai 2upia ; "OAai 
pupiaSes TroAecov Kai ytopcov, (hv oi ypiaTtavtov (BaoiAeis ttpo ypbvcov oAiycov EKpa- 
tovv, iva pp 5o§copev tcc uoppco Aeyeiv. Ouy ai aCrrai avopfai Kai to apETavopTov Ta 
pev TeAeicos pcpavpaav, Ta 5e tois occte|3£ctiv ^ydpois Trape8coKev ; ”

42 The text, translation, and commentary were published in L. Oeconomos, “L’etat 
intellectuel et moral des Byzantins vers le milieu du XIVe sielce d’apres une page de 
Joseph Bryennios,” Melanges Charles Diehl (Paris, 1930), I, 225-233. On Bryennius, N. 
Tomadakes, Mcoapcp Bpuevvios in ZuAAa(3os (3u£ccvtivcov peAetcov Kai Keipevcov (Athens, 
1961), pp. 489-611, especially pp. 527-545; " ’Icocrpcp tou Bpuevviou ccvacSoTa Epya 
KppTiKd,” E.E.B.X., XIX (1949), 130-154; te ‘AyiopnriKoi kco6ikes tcov epycov 9Icoap9 
Bpu£vviou,9> E.E.B.Z., XXXII (1963), 26-39.Beck, Kircheundtheologische Literatur, pp. 749- 
750. P. Meyer, “Des Joseph Bryennius Schriften, Leben und Bildung,” B.Z.} V (1896), 
74“IIT*

43Tomadakis, ZuAAa|3os, p. 536.
44 Oeconomos, “L’etat,” 227. Though Bryennius evidently composed the text with 

Crete in mind, the contents reflect conditions throughout the empire as well, Tomadakis, 
ZuAAapos, p. 527, no. 1.

45 Oeconomos, “L’etat,” p. 227.

419



LOSS OF BYZANTINE ASIA MINOR AND WORLD

of the feasts with flutes, dances, all satanic songs, carousels, drunkenesses, and 
other shameful customs.46

The low moral level is matched by widespread crass superstition. These 
superstitious practices are often remnants from the life of pagan antiquity: 
future events are predicted by the movements of icons; omens are taken 
from greetings and farewells, and in the taking of auguries the cries of 
domestic fowl and flights of ravens are observed; people deceive themselves 
in believing, like astrologers, that hours, fates, chances, the zodiac, 
planets, control life; they believe in the Nereids of the sea and spirits that 
inhabit the land. Some burn incense before fig trees, cucumber plants, and 
house plants; others greet the new moon and worship it; calends are 
celebrated, the amulets of March are worn, wreaths are placed on houses 
in May, and the jum ping over of fires is practiced.

Spells are our refuge in the fertility of fields, health, and increase of flocks, 
fortune in the hunts, fruitfulness of the vineyards. The pursuit of sin grows and the 
flight of virtue accelerates.47

Society has come apart at the seams and is disintegrating.

O ur rulers are unjust, those who oversee our affairs are rapacious, the judges 
accept gifts, the mediators are liars, the city dwellers are deceivers, the rustics are 
unintelligible, and all are useless. O ur virgins are more shameless than prostitutes, 
the widows more curious than they ought to be, the married women disdain and 
keep not faith, the young men are licentious and the aged drunkards. The nuns 
(have) insulted their calling, the priests have forgotten God, the monks have 
strayed from the straight road . . . .  Many of us live in gluttony, drunkenness, 
fornication, adultery, foulness, licentiousness, hatred, rivalry* jealousy, envy, and 
theft. We have become arrogant, braggart, avaricious, selfish, ungrateful, dis
obedient, irreconcilable. . . .  It is these things and others like them which bring 
down upon us the chastisements of God.48

Though the two categories of explanations or causes of the reversal of 
Byzantine affairs were diametrically opposed, they frequently had one 
element in common. The decline need not be final and irreversible. 
Pletho and Bessarion could still consider seriously the problem of saving 
the situation with new schemes. The former suggested the founding of a 
new Greek state along Platonic lines in the Peloponese, whereas the latter 
proposed that Byzantine youths should be sent to the West to study 
Western technology.49 Even for those who saw causation as completely

46 Ibid. On sexual immorality as the cause of the empire’s downfall, Koukoules, “ Ta ov 
<poovriT& tcov Bv£avTivcov , ~ ’AOrjva, LVI (1952), 90.

47 Oeconomos, “L’etat,” p. 228.
48 Ibid.
49 Lampros, TT.TT., I ll , 246-265; IV, 32-45. Bessarion’s plan calls to mind the efforts 

of the Balkan, Muslim, and Far Eastern peoples to westernize in the nineteenth and 
twentieth centuries. The Greeks who would go to the West were to study primarily 
Western mechanics, metallurgy, weapons-making, and shipbuilding, and secondarily the 
production of glass, silk, wool, and dyes. See A. G. Keller, “A Byzantine Admirer of 
‘Western’ Progress; Cardinal Bessarion,” The Cambridge Historical Journal, XI (1953—55)5 
343-348. See Cydenes’ exhoration to the Byzantines to shake off their apathy and to 
halt the Turkish advance by a greater display of vigor, A. Vakalopoules, ITrjyes tt\s tcrrop- 
(as tou veov ‘EXAriviopou (Thessalonike, 1965), I, 91-93.
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in the hands of God there was some hope. Charitonymus Ermonymus 
exhorted the “remnants of the Rhomaioi” not to despair over their 
misfortune, for such misfortune is experienced, has been experienced in 
the past, and will continue to be experienced in the future by many others. 
But by contemplating their errors and mistakes, by correcting them, and 
by coming closer to God, from whom the Greeks have strayed, their 
fortunes will be reversed and they shall once more prosper. “Thus it is 
that a small town becomes a large city, and a large city is preserved.” 50 
Ermonymus has simply extended one line of logic implicit in the religious 
category of causation. If  decline has been brought by sin, it could be 
reversed by abandoning sin and embracing the life of virtue. Thus the 
outlook of the Byzantines was not ultimately and irrevocably fatalistic.51 
This is remarkable when one considers the desperation of the state in the 
fifteenth century.

Religious Polemic

One genre of Greek literature which specifically concerned itself with 
these problems was religious polemic. Great disasters, especially those of a 
political and military nature, cause crises in the established order and 
frequently call into question the values of institutions of that order. The 
history of the ancient and medieval worlds is replete with such upheavals. 
The Roman conquest of Spain and Gaul resulted in the Latinization of 
these areas. The Spanish reconquest of the Iberian peninsula from the 
Arabs brought with it the obliteration of Islam and Arabic. In a similar 
fashion the Arab expansion was eventually followed by the practical 
extinction not only of Christianity in North Africa, Egypt, and the Levant, 

but of the Greek, Coptic, Syriac, and Berber tongues in those areas. As 
even the most cursory readings of Augustine and Orosius will reveal, the 
members of the defeated society nearly always found themselves faced 
with the perplexing problem of explaining the sudden change and reversal 
of fortune. If  their religion were indeed the one true religion, why did God 
abandon them? In the medieval world, where exclusive, monolithic 
religious systems dominated society, political disaster invariably stimu
lated religious explanation and rationalization, as has already been made 
clear. In  pagan times political defeat did not necessarily entail an eclipse 
of the religious values and systems of the defeated, and so for example, 
Greek paganism was not destroyed by the Roman conquest. But Christi
anity and Islam, though historically tolerant of each other (because of 
the facts of history and existence), were both conscious of their exclusive, 
“ true,” and unique nature. The political defeat of one or the other neces
sarily required a religious explanation, for political victory of a Muslim

50 Lampros, II.II., IV, 271-273.
51 See n. 108 below. A. Bryer, “The Great Idea,” History Today, XV (1965), 159-168. 

On p. 159 he translates part of a folk song from the regions of Trebizond on the fall of 
Constantinople, “If Romania is lost now, she will flower once more and bear fruit.”
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or Byzantine state would seem to imply the “ tru th” of Islam or 
Christianity.

Byzantium had come to feel the military force of Islam at a compara
tively early date. Though it had managed to survive the almost fatal 
onslaught of the seventh century, it had remained on the defense until the 
ninth century. This preoccupation with the advance of Islam was 
reflected in Byzantine society and in its international relations. Gradually 
the West was abandoned politically, and eventually Byzantine chroniclers 
and historians restricted their coverage of events in a manner that 
increasingly neglected the West and concentrated on the East. The genre 
of religious polemic between Christianity and Islam was directly stimul
ated by the Muslim conquest of Christian lands within which Muslims 
and Christians came to live side by side. It has been pointed out that Syria 
and the adjacent regions had, because of their mixed religious configura

tion, seen considerable religious polemic in Byzantine times prior to the 
Arab conquest. Not only was there religious controversy among such 
diverse religious groups as Orthodox, Monophysites, Nestorians, Jews, 
and pagans, but there was also a cultural polemic of a type as a result of 
the revival of local cultures.52

It was in these areas and under these circumstances that the intellectuals 
of the Byzantine church inaugurated the genre of religious polemic with 
Islam. At its origin this literature centers on the names of the Orthodox 
theologians John of Damascus and Theodore Abu Qurra, both born in 
Muslim lands and, as is well known, the family of the former was associ
ated with official service to the caliphs. Theodore was born in the polyglot 
city of Edessa, and wrote in Greek, Syriac, and Arabic. He was eventually 

appointed bishop of Harran in northern Mesopotamia, a city that included 
within its confines pagans (Sabaeans), Manichaeans, Jews, Muslims 
Melkites, Jacobites, and Nestorians. Though the authenticity of the 
chapter on Islam in John of Damascus’ Ttepi aipecrEcov is highly doubtful, 
the older traditional Byzantine polemic with the various Christian sects is 
first expanded to include Islam by John and his successor Theodore Abu 
Q urra.53 This early polemic, which was im portant not only in the general

52 A. Abel, “La polemique damascenienne et son influence sur les origines de la 
theologie musulmane,” Velaboration de VIslam (Paris, 1961), pp. 62-63 (hereafter cited as 
Abel, “Polemique damascenienne”).

53 Ibid., 64-73; Abel, “Le chapitre Cl du Livre des Heresies de Jean Damascene: 
son inauthenticite,” S.L, XIX (1963), 5-25. I. Dick, “Un continuateur arabe de saint 
Jean Damascene: Theodore Abuqara, ev£que melkite de Harran. La personne et son 
milieu,” Proche Orient Chretien, X II (1962), 209-223. G. Graff, Geschichte der christlichen 
arabischen Literatur (Vatican, 1947), II, 7-11, for further bibliography on Abu Qurra., 
J. Meyenderff, “Byzantine Views of Islam,” D.O.P., XVIII (1964), 113-132. W. Eichner, 
“Die Nachrichten uber den Islam bei den Byzantinern,” Der Islam, XXIII (1936), 
136-137. Dvornik, Les legendes de Constantin et de Methode vues de Byzance (Prague, 1933), 
pp. 104-108. Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, ii*-28*. C. Guterbock, Der Islam im Lichte 
der byzantinischen Palemik (Berlin, 1912), pp. 10-16. For polemic in Islamic lands, M. 
Steinschneider, Polemische und apologetische Literatur in Arabischer Sprache, zwischen Muslimen, 
Christen, und Juden, nebst Anhdngen verwandten Inhalts (Leipzig, 1877). M. Perlmann, Samau’al
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formation of Greek theological argument but also in the rise of Muslim 
polemic and theology, did not rest upon a detailed knowledge of the 
Koran. The Christians at this early date had to defend themselves against 
Muslim attacks on the dogmas of the incarnation and the Trinity, in 
which attacks the Arabs denied the divinity of Christ and alleged that the 
doctrine of the Trinity was proof that the Christians were polytheists. 
The Orthodox dealt with the charges by retorting tha t the Muslim God 
must, in consequence of the denial of Christ’s incarnation and of the 
Trinity, be lifeless and without reason.* 54 Then they proceeded to strike 
at the basis of Islam by the assertion that the Koran was not a revealed 
book and that M uhamm ad was a pseudoprophet. Neither, they contended, 
was predicted or mentioned in the Old or New Testament and therefore 
there was no prophecy as there had been in the case of Christ. To this 
charge they appended the “ immorality” of Muslim ethics. Thus this 

early religious debate was based on the more apparent aspects and 
characteristics of the two religions rather than upon any detailed and 
systematic knowledge arrived at through a careful study of the religious 
scriptures. Anti-Muslim religious disputation made its initial appearance 
within the empire in the writings of the ninth-century author Nicetas of 
Byzantium,55 who opened a new path to Greek authors by dealing with 
the Koran in some detail and by presenting numerous translated passages 
from the Arabic.56 As the most detailed analysis of the Koran, the writings 
of Nicetas became an im portant source for later Byzantine writings on 

the subject.57
The threat of a victorious and militant Islam reappeared at the end 

of the eleventh century when the Turks entered Anatolia. The political 
forces of Islam at that time entered Greek lands proper and began also 
to take away the “ flocks” of the church. As Islam moved westward so 
did the concern with religious polemic. The new social and political
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al-Maghribi. Ifham al-Yahud (New York, 1964). Cahen, “Note sur l’accueil des Chretiens 
d’Orient a rislam,” Revue de Vhistoire des religions, CLXVI (1964), 51-58. Abel, “La 
signification apologetique et politique des apocalypses islamo-chretiennes au Moyen 
Age,” Proceedings of the Twenty-Second Congress of Orientalists, II (Leiden, 1957), 533-536. 
D. Sourdel, “Un pamphlet musulman anonyme d’epoque ‘abbaside contre les chretiens,” 
R.E.I., XXXIV (1966), 1-34.

54 Abel, “Polemique damascenienne,” p. 65.
55 Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, pp. 530-531. Guterbock, Polemik, pp. 24-33. 

Eichner, “Nachrichten,” p. 138. Abel, “La lettre polemique d’Arethas’ a l’emir de 
Damas,” Byzantion, XXIV (1956), p. 354 (hereafter cited as Abel, “La lettre,”).

56 In his principal polemical work, ’AvocTpouq Tqs Tiapd tou "Apapos McoapET irAa- 
aToypatp'nOeiaris (3i(3Aou, P.G., CV, 669-806, Nicetas examined the Koran at length. In 
the first seventeen chapters, he dealt with suras 2-18; in chapter eighteen, with the 
remaining suras. In chapters nineteen through thirty, he took individual points of 
Islamic doctrine and placed them opposite their corresponding Christian doctrine. On 
pp. 808-841, are edited two further polemical works of Nicetas, letters composed in the 
name of Michael III in answer to Muslim correspondents.

57 Eichner, “Nachrichten,” pp. 133-134. For later polemic prior to the eleventh 
century, Abel, “La lettre,” 354 ff.
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realities facing Byzantium induced an efflorescence of religious explana
tion as the Orthodox Christians saw their empire devoured by the Turks. 
Not only lowly monks but even atticizing emperors turned their pens to 
the task of explaining the reasons for Christianity’s misfortune. The form 
and content of these literary efforts went back to the traditions of earlier 
times, and especially to the writings of the ninth-century Nicetas. There 
were, however, certain new elements that characterized their arguments, 
elements tha t had less to do with content than with the general tone. It 
should be noted, parenthetically, that one of the most im portant literary 
contributions to this renewed literary defense against Islam was of Latin 
origin, the Improbatio Alcorani of the Florentine Dominican Ricoldo da 
Monte Croce (d. 1320).58 Ricoldo, after a pilgrimage to Jerusalem, went 
onto Baghdad where he studied Arabic with a view to translating the 
Koran into Latin. During his stay in the Mesopotamian city he had the 
opportunity to hear and participate in religious discussions with prominent 
Muslim theologians with the result that Ricoldo acquired a comparatively 
detailed knowledge of the Islamic doctrines, the sects, and the Koran. 
When the prominent Byzantine Latinist Demetrius Cydones translated 
Ricoldo’s Improbatio Alcorani into Greek between 1354 and 1360, he 
provided Byzantine polemicists with a fresh arsenal of details and 
arguments. One decade later the emperor John VI Cantacuzene relied 
heavily on the Cydones translation of Ricoldo in composing his own 
defense of Christianity and attack upon Islam. M anuel II Palaeologus 
was in turn  partially influenced by the latter’s treatise and thereby 
indirectly by Ricoldo.

This second phase of Graeco-Islamic polemic (post-eleventh century) 
was often characterized by a tone of immediacy and realism. Though it 
continually involved the well-established categories of disputation, these 
were placed in realistic surroundings and were pursued at greater length. 

This literature was not primarily a theoretical intellectual exercise 
abstractly and disinterestedly composed in the isolation of monastic 
scriptorium and imperial library, because much of it arose as a result of 
immediate contact and debate between Muslims and Christians. Two of 
the texts are associated with the eastern Anatolian towns of Melitene and 
Edessa, both of which were early surrounded and conquered by the 
Turks.58 59 Cantauzene allegedly composed his treatise at the instigation of a

58 Eichner, “Nachrichten,” pp. 139-140. Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, pp. 732, 
734, 736. On Ricoldo, U. Monneret de Villard, Le studio deW Islam in Europe nel X IIe e nel 
XIII secolo (Vatican, 1944), passim. Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, 35*~44*.

59 The AaAe îs peTa EapccKrjvou <piAo<76<pou Trepl TnoTecos ev Trj MeAiTTjvfis ascribed to 
Euthymius Zigabenus in P.G., GXXXI, 19-38, seems to be of a later period, Beck, 
Kirche und theologische Literatur, p. 614. The "EAeyxos ’Ayocpr|vou of Bartholomaeus of 
Edessa,” P.G.S CIV, 1384-1448, has been variously dated to- the ninth, twelfth, and 
thirteenth centuries: Beck, Kirche und theologische Literatur, p. 531, dates it to the ninth 
century; Guterbock, Polemik, pp. 22 ff., says it is not before 1100 on the basis of late 
philological forms; Eichner, “Nachrichten,” p. 137, dates it to the thirteenth century
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Muslim converted to Christianity, Meletius by name. Meletius, formerly a 
member of the Ottoman court circles, had aroused considerable concern 
among the Turks as a result of his apostasy to Christianity. Consequently, 
one of the Muslims, Shams al-Din Isfahani, wrote to Meletius beseeching 
him to return to the sultan’s court and to Islam.60 The religious debate on 
the relative merits of the two religions and the reasons for Islam’s victory 
doubtlessly remained very lively in the period between the eleventh and 
fifteenth centuries and even afterward.61 We are told by a Muslim 
chronicle, for example, that the Greek beglerbeg of the Seljuk sultan Tzz 

al-Din took a perverse stand against the Muslim emirs because of his 
Christian fanaticism and attem pted to surround the sultan with his own 
men in order to remove him from the influence of his Muslim advisers. 
While at Filubad, the sultan’s pleasure palace, the Christian official is 
reported to have taunted the Muslim Badi al-Din with the remark, 
“ I understand tha t your caliph has been killed” (in reference to the fall 
of Baghdad to the Mongols). The Muslim promptly replied that this 
should not seem strange to one in whose religion God (Christ) was 
“ hanged” !62

Further incidentals in regard to this polemic that transpired between 
Christian priests and Muslim religious men emerge from the accounts of 
Eflaki and the synodal documents of the fourteenth century. Matthew, 
the fourteenth-Century metropolitan of Ephesus, complains that his 
religious discussions with the Muslims of Ephesus aroused the animosity 
of the Turks and resulted in his being stoned.

And they have no reason from us for such audacities [stoning] except that the 
heralds of [their] error who are considered to be their priests think that they have 
been deprived of their religion as we priests related to them the most holy worship 
and put forward the holy dogma and preached Christ the Son of God and true 
God. This appears exceedingly abominable to them, and we dispatch the cross as 
some frightful whip against the demons and those who are no less then demons.
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because the text mentions the use of hashish by dervishes. Certainly philological evidence 
would seem to preclude a ninth-century date. The author uses aAoyov, ctouAtccvov, 
Zckx̂ ths, <popcod5es-90UKapdSes, Mouo-ouApavoi, KapfjAi, nriydSi, eT^ccKiaav, otis 
for 6ti, etc. The title sultan came into widespread use during the eleventh 
century. (fcopcadSes would seem to be a metathesized form of <pouKapaSE$ the fakirs or 
dervishes, also a later religious phenemenon. The Byzantine authors generally referred 
to Muslims as Agarenes, not Mousoulmanoi. Also the forms KCcprjAt, TrriydSt, et âKicrav, 
etc. would possibly indicate a later date. The text would seem to be from the twelfth 
century for Bartholomaeus speaks of Mopcmvou- Nur al-Din of Aleppo. See the com
ments of Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, 32*-34*, who dates it prior to 1146, the date of 
the sack of Edessa by the Muslims.

fi0 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 372-377.
61 See for example the interesting disputation between Panayiotakis Mamonas and 

Vani Effendi which transpired in the seventeenth century, I. Sakkelion, “ TTavayicoTCCK'n 
tou Mapova tou xprmcrriaavTOS peyaAou spppv^cos, TrpcoTOu xPlcrriav°v, Tfjs 
tcov sO0copavc5v paaiAeias 8iaAe§is petcc tivos BavArj E<pEv8r| MouaouApavou, SiSocokcc- 
AoutcovT qupkcovTA.I.E .E .E ., I l l  (1889), 235-273. See also the exposition of the Christian 
faith which Gennadius made before the sultan, Petit, Siderides, Jugie, Oeuvres, III, 435 ff.

62 Aksaray-Gengosman, p. 145.
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And if we undertake to come to words, we refute them as silly concerning the 
prophet himself and in [their] laws and legislation. We freely declare that all 
their [religious beliefs] are of use only to the eternal fire and worm.

Seeing these things, the accursed ones always cry out, giving way to [their] 
entire desire, to taste flesh and blood, and they would not have abstained if they 
had not seen that their chieftain was not at all permissive to their madness, not 
easily joining [the assault]. Accordingly what they are able to do, this they dare 
to do in the previously mentioned manner with rocks, throwing them at night.63

The intensity with which both sides pursued questions and discussions 
appears most clearly, perhaps, in the account that Gregory Palamas, 
archbishop of Thessalonike, gives of his captivity by and sojurn among the 
Turks in Bithynia.64 The prelate was captured by a Turkish naval attack 
on the ship that was carrying him through the Hellespont in the year 
1354. The Turks held him and his companions for ransom and in the 
course of his captivity Palamas traveled through the towns of Lampsacus, 

Pegae, Bursa, and Iznik. He relates that during the course of his peregrina
tions he was constantly accompanied by Turkish guards except when the 
procession reached some town and then he was allowed to dwell among 
the local Christian population. But during the time when he was actually 
traveling, Palamas and his Turkish escort engaged in continuous dis
cussions of a very interesting sort.

If one had time to record the questions which they [the Turkish guards] 
addressed to us and the answers which we made to them and their agreement with 
them, and generally all the conversations on the road, it would be exceedingly 
sweet to Christian ears.65

This polemical curiosity was not restricted to the Turkish soldiers who 
accompanied the archbishop, for no sooner did the captives arrive at 
Lampsacus than the Turkish governor of the town arranged a religious 
debate.66 The Greeks also flocked to the archbishop to relate their problems 
and woes and especially, say Palamas, to ask why it was that God had so

63 Matthew of Ephesus-Treu, p. 57.
64 G. Georgiades-Arnakes, “Gregory Palamas among the Turks and Documents of 

his Captivity as Historical Sources,” Speculum, XXVI (1951), 104-118; “Gregory Pala
mas, theyiovesandtheFallofGallipoli,” By zantion,XXII (1952), 305-312. Wittek,“X(oves” 
Byzantion, XXI (1951), 421—423. Meyendorff, “Grecs, Turcs, et Juifs en Asie Mineure 
au XIVe siecle,” B.F., I (1966), 211-217. The texts are printed in the following studies. 
The most detailed account is that which Palamas recorded in his letter to the Thes- 
salonicans, Lampros-Dyobouniotes, "  rpqyopiou TTaAapa gmcrroAq Tipos ©eaaaAovt- 
K£is,” N.E., XVI (1922), 3-21 (hereafter cited as Palamas, “Thessalonicans”). A shorter 
version is to be found in his letter to David Monachus the Dishypatos, M. Treu, “ ’Ettio-- 
toAt) rpriyopiov tou TTaAapa TTpos AaviS povayov tov Aiowcctov,” A.I.E.E.E., III 
( i889), 227-234. The text of the controversy between Palamas and the Chiones which 
Taronites recorded is edited by Sakellion, ,e rprjyopiou ©EoaAovhcris tou TTaAapa 
ocvekSotos SiaAs^is,” ZcoTT|p, XV (1892), 236-246 (hereafter cited as Palamas-Taronites).

65 Lampros-Dyobouniotes, p. 14.
66 Ibid. p. 1 0 . The Greeks asserted that Palamas’ captivity, as indeed the subjugation of 

the Greeks, proved that the Turks enjoyed God’s favor. “ tt]v aiypaAcoaiav qpcov Ttpoq>6p- 
eiv, cos ti appetov Tps Tiepi to aEpas ouk cco^aAeias. MsyaAccuyouat yap to Suaaepss 
Kai 0£opiCT£s Kai irappiapov touto yEVOS, cos utto Trjs o-epcov 0Eo<piAEias ETnKpcrrouvTEs 
‘Pcopaicov.”
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completely abandoned the Christians.67 From Lampsacus, Palamas and 
his Turkish escort made their way to Pegae and Bursa where once more 
he ministered to the demoralized local Christians. En route from Bursa to 
Iznik the party halted at a mountain village where the sultan happened 
to be staying. Once more Islam and Christianity became the subject of 
special discussion when the sultan’s son, Ismail, invited the archbishop 
to break bread with him on the grass. Though the conversations were 
interrupted by rain and eventually by their departure from the village, 
they were renewed on a grander scale when the sultan’s Christian 
physician, Taronites, spoke of the archbishop’s learning and eloquence 
to the ruler. The sultan then set a debate between Palamas and his own 
theologians, a group of Jews known as Chiones who had apostatized to 
Islam. The course of the dispute seems to have excited the Turks and 
especially the Chiones who in the end struck Palamas in the eye, much to 
the displeasure of the Turks who had participated in the debate.68 The 
last polemical episode Palamas describes occurred in  Nicaea. Here the 
prelate happened to witness a Turkish funeral procession at the eastern 
gate of the city and picked this inappropriate moment to engage the 
Muslim danishmend, who was presiding over the funeral, in religious 
discussions. The conversations were terminated when, after a considerable 
crowd of Turks and Greeks had gathered, the Greek audience noticed 
that the Turks were angered at the turn of the debate and the aggressive
ness of Palamas. They motioned to the archbishop to put an end to the 
talks and so the assembly dispersed.

The experiences of Palamas in Bithynia one generation after its con
quest illuminate an im portant chapter in the history of the struggle 
between Islam and Christianity in Anatolia. Greeks and Turks incessantly 
discussed and disputed the meaning of the history that had unfolded in 
Anatolia. Both the Christians and Muslims of Bithynia plied Palamas 
with queries as to the religious significance of the Turkish conquest.

One must assume that this dispute between the Christian and Muslim 
points of view continued in Anatolia far beyond the departure of Palamas 
from his Turkish captivity. The last great polemic on Anatolian soil 
which has survived in written form took place between Manuel

67 Lampros-Dyobouniotes, p. n .  tcov 8e ttAeiovgov, tt )V amocv ccnarrouvTCOv Tfjs 
TiEpi t o  riHETEpov yEvos Trapa 0 eou ToaauTrjs  eyKcrraAEKf'Ecos.” On the anxiety of the 
Christians and their reliance upon the clergy for assurances, see the interesting incident 
from the Saltukname in Turan, “L’Islamisation dans la Turquie du moyen age,” S.I., 
X (1959), 145. A Greek priest of Amaseia, in projecting the reasons of the Turkish victories 
was asked if the Turks would enter Paradise. He replied that they would simply gaze 
at it from outside the gates. But a young Greek rejoined that he could not believe that 
the Turks, who had already chased the Greeks from their hearths, would remain content 
to gaze in through the gates and see the Greeks in possession of Paradise.

68 The treatment of Palamas at the hands of the Turks seems to have varied greatly. 
When he was first captured, he was cruelly treated by Orhan’s son, who also threw 
the prelate’s works into the sea and had him deprived of his clothing, R. Guilland, 
Essai sur Nicephore Gregoras. Vhomme et Voeuvre (Paris, 1926), pp. 46, 236.
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Palaeologus and the muderris of Ankara while M anuel was performing 
military service in the army of Bayazid in 1390—1391.69 The background 
of the principals in this debate, and the languages that they utilized, are 
of interest in that they symbolize the whole process of transformation in 
Asia Minor. The muderris and his sons were recent immigrants to 
Anatolia from the Islamic heartlands, and M anuel was of course from 
Constantinople. As the latter spoke only Greek, and the former spoke 
Persian, Arabic, and Turkish, the debate had to be carried on through an 
interpreter. Fittingly, the interpreter was a young Anatolian Greek, born 
of Christian parents, who had recently converted to Islam. As he was 
bilingual (speaking both Greek and Turkish), it was through his linguistic 
mediation that the debate progressed.70 But the muderris and his sons 
did not fully trust the new convert, who still felt some affection for the 
religion of his parents.71 So at difficult points in the debate the muderris 
would consult with his sons in a language other than Turkish, thus 
cutting off the interpreter. The three parties to the debate present the 
historian-spectator with, a still-shot, an isolated and microcosmic view, of 
the long complex process by which Anatolia was culturally transformed. 
Manuel represents the defeated and exhausted forces of Byzantine 
Hellenism which had previously Hellenized Asia Minor, and the muderris 
symbolizes the newly arrived and victorious forces of Islamic civilization 
which are assimilating Anatolia. The interpreter, a Greek Christian by 
birth and a Muslim by choice, individualizes in concrete form the process 
of change. He is in a sense not only bilingual but almost “ bireligious.55 
Only he is able to bring the two forces together in the debate by virtue 
of his split cultural personality. As time progresses, however, his descend

ants will forget Greek and become completely alienated from Christianity.
W hat was the nature of these debates and which were the favored 

themes? The polemical literature was remarkably consistent in its choice 
of topics. The authenticity of the revelations in the Bible or Koran was 
vigorously contested, but no less intensely debated were the contents of 
religious doctrine, ethical commands, and ritual practices. And, of course, 
the less spiritual fact of the Turkish conquest demanded explanation.72

In  discussing the revelations of the respective scriptures, the Christians 
enjoyed a certain forensic advantage because of the fact that the Muslims 
accepted in principle the validity of the Old and New Testaments, whereas 
the Christians did not accept the revealed character of the Koran. The 
most systematic effort to disprove the divine inspiration of the Koran, 
that of Ricoldo-Cydones, commences by asserting this very fact. The

69 Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, passim.
70 Ibid., p. 23.
71 Ibid., p. 79, “ . . . 6 TT̂ viKauTCt epprjveOs (Xpiortavcov 5e fjv PAoccjtq Kai Ta yovecov 

fjycara Kai Trj yvcopr) toutois irpoaeKeiTO, ei Kai nq ko66oov TrpoofjKe).”
72 Eichner, “Nachrichten,” pp. 144-162, 197-244, gives a convenient and detailed 

summary of these categories.
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Koran is not the law of God precisely because the Muslims accept both 
the Old and New Testaments, neither of which foretells M uham m ad’s 
revelation. And, the polemicist continues, this is proved by further 
considerations. The Koran differs in literary form, being written in verse, 
from other divinely revealed texts. Its contents too are at variance with the 
essentials of God’s law and even with the teachings of the philosophers on 
virtue, for M uhamm ad said noting of virtue but concerned himself with 
war and rapine. The Koran is not only self-contradictory, illogical, and 
devoid of proper order and arrangement, but it contains falsehoods. For 
these reasons, Ricoldo-Cydones concludes, the Koran is not truly arevealed 
book.73 The Christian theologians dwelt in particular upon the proposition 
that M uham m ad’s revelation was not satisfactorily witnessed, as had been 
that of Christ. The coming of Christ had been prophesied in the Old 
Testament and it had been witnessed by the numerous miracles of the 
New Testament and by the Evangelists. These miracles, as essentials to the 
witnessing of divine revelations, continued long after Christ’s sojurn on 
earth. The very spread of Christianity by the apostles and the gift of 
tongues, the miracles wrought at the graves of the martyrs, all present 
valid testimonial to Christian revelation.74 Contrastingly, M uham m ad’s 
mission was not only unmentioned in the Jewish and Christian scriptures, 
it was not reliably witnessed either by individuals or by miracles. Thus 
when Palamas engaged in controversy with the danishmend of Nicaea, 
the latter put to his Christian opponent a much repeated question. Since 
Muslims honor all the prophets (Christ included) and the four books 
that have come down from God, why do the Christians not accept 
M uhammad and the K oran?75 Palamas, and the other Greek polemicists 

as well, inevitably replied that nothing can be accepted without proof or 
witnesses, and this proof can be of two categories, proof from M uham m ad’s 
works and proof from reliable individuals. Both were lacking, M uhammad 
did not resurrect the dead, heal the sick, or halt the winds and waves, as 
Christ had. And the few miracles that the Muslims alleged were not 
satisfactorily witnessed. Who saw Gabriel convey God’s revelation to 
M uhamm ad as the latter slept ? Even if the angel had actually appeared 
to M uhamm ad with the revelation of God, it was the angel rather than 
M uhamm ad who was the real prophet. And was it not strange that 
though the Muslims required “ twelve” witnesses to the taking of a legal 
wife, yet they accepted M uham m ad’s miraculous leap to heaven on the 

sole testimony of Fatim a?76

73 P.G., CLIV, 1052-1112.
74 Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXXI, 33; John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 392- 

433) 5°°) 5l2- 5i3> 5i 7*
75 Lampros-Dyobouniotes, p. 16.
76 Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 108. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXXI, 333. 

Bartholomaeus of Edessa, P.G., CIV, 1389-1393, 1418, contains the most violent attack 
on the question of witnesses and miracles. The acerbity is sufficient to demonstrate that 
Bartholomaeus either did not compose this work in a Muslim-held city or else that he
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The danishmend, confronted with the argument that M uham m ad’s 
coming had not been prophesied in the Bible, resorted to the customary 
weapon of defense from the arsenal of traditional Islamic polemic. The 
prophecies relevant to M uham m ad in these earlier scriptures had been 
excised by the Christians and the Gospels corrupted, and finally why had 
M uhammad come, if not as the seal of prophecy?* 77 The Christian answer 
was the M uhammad had come to deceive. Christ had warned that though 
prophecy had come to an end with John, there would be pseudoprophets. 
The alleged corruption of the Gospels was disproved by the mere fact 
that though the Gospels exist in many tongues and among many heretics 
such as Nestorians and Jacobites, their contents are everywhere the same. 
They have not even deleted the hateful names of Judas and Pontius 
Pilate, therefore they would not have removed the name of M uhammad 
had it been in the text originally. Furthermore, how could Nestorians and 

Jacobites, who are enemies, have come to any kind of agreement, 
especially to corrupt the texts?78 The basic argument of the Christians 
in regard to M uhammad and the Koran was that they were both false 
because they were unprophesied and unwitnessed.

Doctrinally, the opponents were most absorbed by the concept of God, 
which involved the questions of Christological and Trinitarian theology. 
Here the Christians were most frequently defending their religion against 
the Muslim charges of polytheism. By the mystical doctrine of the 
Trinity, it was charged, the Christians had given God associates. And if 
they could associate two with God, why not three, four, or more ? More
over, the argument continued, Christ was a man and not divine, for how 
could God fit into and be born from the womb of woman? W hat does the 
incarnation avail Christians ? Could not God have saved man in some 
other fashion ? The Byzantine replies to these attacks were a curious mixture

kept the document private. Thus, on p. 1388, he describes the “pseudo-prophet” Muham
mad with excessive venom, “ Aoittov 5ta ti aCrrov 7Tpocpf)Tr|V Kai ccttootoAov ©sou 
KaAeis Aayvov ovra, Kai toioutov Trapptapov, Kai Apcrf)v, Kai aSiKOv, Kai cpovsa, Kai 
apTraya ; Opaaov pot, ti ippqveusTat TTpotpiyma, Kai arrooroAos.” His attempted 
miracles are ridiculous, Bartholomaeus, P.G., CIV, 1432-1433; Euthymius Zigabenus, 
P.G., CXXX, 1358. Finally, Muhammad attempts to cover up his lack of miracles 
and witnesses with the assertion that he has come to give the law not through miracles 
but by the sword, John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 544. “ sEyco ouk rjAOov 5tcc Oaupcrrcov 
Souvai tov vopov, aAAa 81a atraOps Kai îcpous. Kai oi pp urroKuyavTss tco ppsTspco 
vopco, 6s scm Tiapa 8eou, 0avaTco ccTroOaveTcoaav, p <popous SiSotcoctov.”

77 Lampros-Dyobouniotes, p. 17. In Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXXI, 33, and 
Bartholomaeus, P.G., CIV, 1384, the Muslims charge that the Christians hid the Gospel 
and wrote another one. In Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 117, the Saracen states that 
Daniel and Christ foretold the coming of Muhammad. John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 
540. A further extension of this argument was that the Old and New Testaments were 
no longer necessary as everything good in them had been incorporated into the Koran, 
Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1148.

78 Lampros-Dyobouniotes, pp. 17-18. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1344. 
Nicetas Choniates. P.G., CXL, 116. Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1053—1055. John 
Cantacuzene, P.G.} CLIV, 541-544.

430



LOSS OF BYZANTINE ASIA MINOR AND WORLD

of clever philological arguments and propositions attained as a result of 
faulty translation from the Arabic of the Koran. First, the prophets who 
spoke of Christ referred to H im  as the Son of God, as God, and as One 

who would be incarnate. Second, the Muslims themselves accepted the 
fact that Jesus is the Aoyos and TTveupa of God and tha t these are in God. 
For to argue the contrary is to say that God is aAoyos and corvous 
(thoughtless and breathless), and this would reduce God to dead matter. 
Therefore the spirit and the logos have always been with God. And 
Christ, as being born of the Virgin, is also man, as the prophets 
prophesied. How his birth came about is a mystery, but to deny God’s 
incarnation as an impossibility is to admit that God is not omnipotent. 
God became incarnate in order to save man, and it is useless to inquire 
why He did not seek to save man in some other manner for this is beyond 
the comprehension of m an.79 In  the process of upholding the incarnation 
and the Trinity, the Christian polemicists brought against the Muslims 
the countercharge that they worshiped a material God, a God who was 
aAoyos and cnrvous. Here it would seem they combined their conclusions 
from the arguments on the Trinity with a mistranslation of the epithet of 
Allah, samad, in Sura 112 to prove their point. Samad in this Koranic 
passage refers to God eternal, bu t inasmuch as the term also had the mean
ing of “ not hollow,” or “solid,” the Greek translator rendered it as 
6A6cF<pvpos, compact, solid.80 In  short, the Greeks argued that the denial 
of the Trinity and the incarnation reduced God to pure m atter and 
divested Him of His omnipotence.

O ther doctrines (free will, prophetic history, angels, demons, escha
tology,) exercised the theologians of both camps but perhaps not as 
extensively as matters concerning ethical and ritual commands. The 
outward manifestations of religious difference were more immediately 
obvious than were doctrinal subtleties. In  those regions where Muslims 
and Christians lived side by side, differences of this nature were constantly 
and saliently evident. The Christian argument fastened upon the ethical 
teachings of M uhamm ad and the Koran, charging the Muslims with 
following a religion that not only condoned the life of the “lascivious and 
m urderer,” but one that also purported to give divine sanction for such a 
life. How could a religion tha t permitted man to acquire four wives and

79Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1337. “ ’AAA* ette! Jaouv XpiorovAeyeTE Aoyov 
tov ©sou, Kai TtvEupa auTOu, avvopoAoyeiTe Kai cckovtes oti 6 Aoyos tou 0 eou Kai to 
TTvEupa aCrrov ev tw ©eco sicnv. cO yap Aoyos tou 0 eoO Kai to ITvEupa a\>rou 
&XcbpiOT& siai tou oO eictiv, iva \xr\ aAoyos Kai anvous uttoAê O^. EISe £v tco ©eco 
eotiv 6 Aoyos aCrrou, 6t)Aovoti Kai ©eos eoti. Kai Aorrrov 6 Xpiaros, cos psv Aoyos 
tou 0 £ou, ©eos eotiv, cos §£ ek TTocpGevou y£wr)0Eis, avOpcoTTos eoti.” John Cantacuzene, 
P.G., CLIV, 392, 440--492. For variations, Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXXI, 21-33. 
God could not have intervened directly to save man, for satan would have boasted 
of it. The incarnation is analogous to the rays of the sun which though they enter a deep 
well are no less rays of the sun.

80 See Eichner, “Nachrichten,” pp. 159-161.
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innumerable concubines be considered m oral?81 The unrestrained 
hedonism of Muslim life was, to the Christians, manifested in a variety 
of ways. Not only were “sodomic” practices allowed82 and the defloration 
of virgins and the custom of prostitution83 but wives were easily and fre
quently divorced. The immorality in such “ easy55 divorce was com
pounded, in the eyes of the Christians, by the fact that should the husband 
wish to remarry the wife, he could not do so until she had been taken in 
wedlock by another man. Thus the law of divorce and remarriage involved 
further and “ legalized” adultery.84 This was not to be wondered at, for 
M uhamm ad himself was a fornicator who used aphrodisiacs,85 a pseudo
prophet who. manufactured a revelation ordering his companion Zayd to 
relinquish his beautiful wife so that M uhamm ad could marry her.86 The 
very hedonistic and physical character of M uham m ad’s teaching was 
sufficient to indicate to Byzantines that it was a false teaching.87

In addition, there is no sin which is so unendurable among prophets as

LOSS OF BYZANTINE ASIA MINOR AND WORLD

81 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1065. John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 548, 549. 
How can he who preaches many wives be from God? Further on p. 552, if a man is to 
be given many women in paradise because of his good life on earth, then it follows that 
women should enjoy the same rewards because man and woman are of one nature and 
they shall be judged in the same manner. Therefore, according to the foolish preaching 
of Muhammad, it follows that a woman who has lived a good life should be rewarded 
with many men! But, Cantacuzene continues, this is obviously nonsense. For God’s 
reward to the righteous does not consist of banquets, baths, and women (which are the 
end-of sin and orgy), but of£U9pocuvr| and dyaAAiaais. Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 
140. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1349, ** Trjs ocvuTTEppAfjTOU Kai yotpcoSous 
f| kuvcoSous ccKoAacffas.” Bartholomaeus, P.G., CIV, 1388.
82 Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1349. " AI yvvakss up<ov vaETOS upcov. 

EioiAQrre £i$ Toug vaeTOus upcov, 60ev pouAEaOar Kai oweA0£te Tats ûyais upcov. 
tout£Oti, Traai £Tn6up(av tcov ̂ uycov upcov TrApTicbaaTE, Kai xp'facKrftai rats yuvat- 
§iv upcov ap<poT6pco0£v. Ti Tqs ocKa0apaias TauTqs actEAyEcrTEpov Kai piapcoTEpov ; 
Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1045. lt AokeT 8e auyxcopEiv Kai Ta croSopmKa ev te 
ccvSpacri Kai yuvat̂ iv, £v tco rrepi Trjs poos K£9aAâ cp.̂,
83 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 545.
84 Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 112. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1349. 

Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1081, “ Auvcrrat yap lappaKqvos EKpaAAEtv Trjv EaUTOU 
yvvalKa, Kai TraAtv auTrj KaTaAAaTECT0ai, octcckis av toutco apEOKiy oOtco pevtoi, 
6ti petcc tt)v TpiTTjv ekPoAtiv p-q 8uvaa0ai aCrrqv EiaSEXSÔ at, -rrAqv ei pf| tis ETEpos 
aapKiKcos auTqv yvoiq, pq oOaav ev toTs Ippqvois. Ei Se TauTqv yvolq pq kavcos 
EVTETapEvcp aiSoi'cp, avayKr) TTEpatTEpco yvcovai Taurqv, kavcos EVTETapEvco tco peAei. 
"O0ev OTav pouAcovrat K<rraAAaTECT0ai rats iaurcov yuvat̂ f, ripqpa SiSoaat TU9AC0 
Tivi, f| ETEpco euteAeI TTpoacoTTco, owECTopEVco ToiauTT] yuvatKf, Kai PETOC TaCrra papTU- 
pqaovn 8q poena, Kai Epouvn pouAsa0ai TaCrrrjv EKpaAsTv. 00 yEvovpEvou, 6 irpcoTOS 
Suvarai KaTccAAcrrEiv auTqv eccutco. ’Eviote 8e toooutov apEOKouaiv auTais oi Seutepoi, 
coctte AEyEtv auTas pf) 8uvacr0at ekeivcov xwpi£scrQ°T' Kai tote 6 irpcoTOs arropaAcov 
to T(pr)pa Kai Tfjv yuvaka, ekttitttei tt\s eccutou eAthSos.”
85 Bartholomaeus, P.G., CIV, 1388. ** Kai Taura 81a yuvakas, Kai 8f axparov p(£iv 

Ê covfjaaTO poTavia cruppaAAopeva Taura eig TropvEiav aoysTOV, cos PT] oAcos Kdpov 
lycov rfjs TOiauTqs I'Tr̂ pias.”
86 Nicetas Choniates, P.G.t CXL, 105-108. Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1077, m 3
87 Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1353. Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 112-113, 

128. The Jews and Christians will become fuel for the fires of hell and the Samaritans 
will be forced to remove the excrement of Muslims from paradise. Paradise, in which 
the Muslims are to enjoy women and the physical pleasures, is traversed by four rivers 
of water, milk, honey, and wine.

432



LOSS OF BYZANTINE ASIA MINOR AND WORLD

licentiousness and depravity, because, as says Hieronymus, the Holy Spirit will 
not touch the prophetic hearts during erotic acts.88

The philosophers had stated tha t man, when involved in carnal acts, 

cannot think. And so it was that many learned Muslims and Christians 
accepted Islam by reason of the hedonistic intensity of these acts that 
defeated their reason.89 Since M uham m ad pronounced his law as a man 
who was enslaved by the carnal knowledge of his wives, it followed that 
the K oran is entirely senseless.90

For as Aristotle said, in the fourth book of the Ethics and in the twelfth of the 
Metaphysics, life of the mind is the noblest. The gluttonous and aphrodisiacal 
[life] is the basest, for it becomes an obstacle to the good of the m ind.91

M uham m ad had cleverly utilized this hedonism in his teachings to convert 
men to Islam and to keep them in his religion despite their reason.92

M uhamm ad also preaches a religion of violence, not one of peace. He 
admonishes the Muslims to kill the Christians because God will reward 
them in heaven for this religious m urder.93 In  the Koran the Muslims are 
admonished to slay all those Christians who do not pay a tax to the 
Muslims. But is it possible, inquire the Christian theologians, that God 
would be pleased with the one-fifth of the booty and spoils taken in wars 
and in the slaying of men ? Obviously God who is just and merciful could 
never demand such a tribute .94 M uhammad, whose religion encourages 
conversion by the sword and the slaying of Christians, is obviously not 
preaching the commands of God but of Satan, who has armed him with 
the sword. Hence the false religion he has created has inaugurated the 
third great period of the persecution- of the Christian church. The first 
era was that between the Crucifixion and Constantine's conversion, and 
the second was coterminous with the Arian, Sabellian, Macedonian, and 
other heresies the Church Fathers successfully combatted.95 In  illustrating 
the “murderous” character of Islam, John Cantacuzene made a rather 
interesting but perhaps irrelevant observation.

W hat could be worse than such cruelty and misanthropy when they m urder 
the innocent ? For whenever the Muslims go to war and one of them falls in battle, 
they do not blame themselves, as causers of the war, but each one slaughters as 
many men as he can over the dead body. The more he slays the more does he

88 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1077.
89 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1105. *e aAA’ f\ a<po5poTr)s tcov r)5ovcov KorraTraust 

THV KplCTlV TOU A6yOU, OOS 9TJCTIV 6 cocpos.”
90 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1077.
91 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1084.
92 John Cantacuzene, P.Gt> CLIV, 552. “ *0 yap SriAcofeis Mooape0 t c c  irpds x^piv 

Kai Tspyiv tcov avOpcinrcov eottouScco-s Kai ISlSa^ev, iva 5ia Tfjs f|8ovrjs s7noTrdar|Tai 
to TrAfj0os tcov a9povcov.” Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1105. “ ’Ioteov SETETTapas 
polpas tcov koct£Xovtcov tt|v ttAccvtiv tou McoapE0 . . . TeTapTOv pEpos Icrn tcov 61a to 
ocvetov Tqs 080O, Kai to tcov yuvamcov TrAfjOos, Kai tcc aAAa EvSoatpa, paAAov tt)v ev 
toutois cn<a0apaiav Tfjs cci5i6tt)tos tou peAAovtos aicovos f)yoarr|aav.”

93 Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., CXXX, 1352. Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 17. 
Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1045, 1080.

94 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G.} CLIV, 1112.
95 Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1104-1105, 1037-1040..
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reckon it to be of aid to the soul of the dead man. If, however, he who wishes to aid 
the soul of the dead has no captives, he buys Christians if he can find any. And 
these he slays over the dead body or over the latter’s grave. How can he who 
preaches such things be of God?96

This would seem to be a reference not to Islamic practice but rather to a 
type of custom that may have been associated with nomadic peoples of 
the Asiatic steppe and a practice already described in the pages of 
Herodotus dealing with the Scythians. Perhaps Cantacuzene, who was 
intimately associated with the Turks throughout his career, had seen such 
ceremonies among the Turkish troops he had borrowed from the sultan 
during the civil wars of the fourteenth century.

In  the realm of cult and ritual, the Muslims most frequently attacked 
the Christian “worship” of the Holy Cross and icons as idolatrous, and 
also raised the question why the Christians did not practice circumcision 
inasmuch as Jesus was circumcised and the practice was enjoined by the 
Old Testament. As a result of the iconoclastic controversy, the Orthodox 
arsenal was well supplied with defenses against the charges of idolatry. 
Christians worshiped only Christ as God, and the Cross was honored, 
not as wood, but because it was graced by the passion of Christ. Having 
thus shared in divine grace because of the Crucifixion, the Cross has 
miraculous powers.97 John Cantacuzene used the argument by analogy: 
the Cross is comparable to the rod of Moses, which he used to rend 
asunder the Red Sea in order to save the Jews. Christ used the Cross to 
free man from the bitter slavery of the devil. When the Jews came to 
M arra and found the water bitter, God showed Moses a stick and he put 
it in the water and it became sweet. Similarly Jesus sweetened the bitter
ness, which the devil brought to the world, by means of the Cross.98

In  a similar manner the Christians do not worship the religious images 
but rather reverence them much as the ancients did the statues of the 
Roman emperors. By so reverencing the statues the Romans did honor to 
the emperors. In  addition the images brought to the mind of the beholder 
the sufferings of Christ and the deeds of the saints in general.99 The 
Christian disputants were not satisfied to remain on the defensive in the 
face of charges of idolatry. They seized upon the Muslim reverence for 
the K aaba as proof of the fact that it was the Saracens rather than the 
Christians who were guilty of idolatry. The Byzantines argued that the 
K aaba was a remnant of Arab paganism, indeed a head of Aphrodite, 
and that the Muslims performed ceremonies about the K aaba foolishly 
believing that either Abraham  had copulated with Agar on the stone or

96 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 545. For human sacrifice among the Turks see 
chapter iii.

97 Nicetas Choniates, P.G., CXL, 120-121.
98 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 525-529. Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, dialogue 

no. 10 defends reverence of the Cross.
99 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 529-532. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G.S CXXXI, 26. 

Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, chap. 20, defends the images.
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else that he had tied his camel there when he was about to sacrifice 
Isaac.100 As for the practice of circumcision, it had been enjoined upon 
the Jews so that they might be distinguished from the Egyptians during 

their stay in Egypt, and it was also a measure intended to abate their 
sexual lust. God did not order the circumcision of the Jews in order that 
they might attain Orthodox faith, for thus women would have been 
excluded. W hen Christ came, the law of circumcision was discarded, and 
He gave baptism as the means of attaining Orthodox belief and salvation. 
The proof of it is that both men and women are baptized whereas only 
the former had been circumcised. At any rate, the mere fact that the Jews 
practiced circumcision was not sufficient to prove that it was religiously 
obligatory, because if one accepted this proposition, then it would follow 
that one must subscribe to all religious practices and beliefs of the Jews and 
therefore to Judaism .101

Muslim ritual was considered to be legalistic and hypocritical and it was 
frequently, though often incorrectly, ridiculed. At Ram adan the Muslims 
are forbidden to eat or drink during the day, and yet at night they are 
free to stuff themselves and  to copulate with their wives* W hat kind of 
fasting is this? In  performing ablutions before the prayer, the “ believer5’ 
must wash his TtpcoKTov with finger and water, and then with the same 
finger he must wash his mouth. I f  he has drunk wine, he must be careful 
that none of the wine has spilled on his clothing. If  the clothing has been 
soiled by wine, it must be washed. Bartholomaeus of Edessa, the most 
virulent of the polemicists, jeers, “The pithos is full of wine, but on the 

outside it is washed!5’102
The most convincing argument of the superiority of Islam, a t least 

in the eyes of the Turkish advocates and of many of the Greeks in Anatolia, 
was the indisputable fact that the forces of Islam had triumphed over the 
Anatolian Christians militarily. Thus this historical event was repeatedly 
brought forward by the Turks whenever they engaged in polemic. The 
Christian reply was the obvious one: God had not favored the Turks 
because of His greater love for them. He had merely delivered the Chris
tians to chastisement at the hands of the Turks much as one punishes an 
errant but beloved son. Even from the point of view of military and politi
cal prowess, the Christians alleged, it was not strictly accurate to say that 
the Muslims were superior to the Christians, for the majority of the 
Christians had not taken up arms against Islam. I f  they should do such 
a thing, the webs of spiders would prove more effective a restraining force 

than Muslim arms.103
100 Nicetas Choniates, P.G.} CXL, 109. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G.S CXXX, 1340- 

I34I-
101 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, 533-537. Palamas-Taronites, p. 145.
102 Bartholomaeus, P.G., CIV, 1405, 1393, 1408-1409. Euthymius Zigabenus, P.G., 

CXXX, 1349.
103 John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV. 648-649. Lampros-Dyobouniotes, pp. 10-11, 19. 

Manuel Palaeologus-Trapp, passim.
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Clearly, the discussions carried on between the two sides in Anatolia 
were very lively, though often conducted on the basis of mistranslations 
and a poor knowledge of the details of the opponent’s religion. There has 

been no systematic attem pt here to disengage the fact from the fiction and 
error in  the debates, but the principal concern has been to indicate the 
views the Christians, primarily, and the Muslims, secondarily, had of one 
another. Seldom does it occur that opponents in strife attem pt to compre
hend or succeed in understanding the position of each other.104

The composition of these polemical treatises represents only one measure 
Byzantine society adopted in the face of the Muslim threat. I t  might 
appear that the composition of polemics and the spread of their contents 
among the Christians were insignificant in the struggle with Islam and 
simply represent another instance of Byzantine archaism and ineffective
ness. The mass conversions in Anatolia would apparently justify such an 
evaluation of polemic as a defense against the inroads of Islam. But this 
polemic did serve an im portant function in that it provided a simple and 
credible rationalization for Christian low fortunes, and thus furnished an 
im portant emotional basis for the partial survival of Christianity in Asia 
Minor, and for its mass survival in the Balkans.

Folklore

A rather sizable body of prophetic and astrological lore, which arose 
during the last centuries of Byzantium, served, as did religious polemic, 
to comfort the Greeks. It prophesied the fall of the Byzantine Empire but 
also the eventual liberation of the Greeks. Typical of this superstitious 
outlook is the development of legends associated with the great bronze 
equestrian statue of the emperor Justinian in the Augustaeum. The 
mounted emperor held in his left hand the globus crucifix and his right 
hand was outstretched in the direction of the east. Procopius not only 
describes the statue but reports the interpretation of its symbolism, 
current in the sixth century: the orb signified the world, the cross symbol
ized the faith by which Justinian held world dominion, and his right hand 
was raised to stay the advance of the barbarians from the east.105 After the 
disappearance of the Sassanid state the symbolism of the outstretched 
hand was reinterpreted to refer to the Muslim empire.106 By the fourteenth

104 For an analysis of the Byzantine errors see Eichner, “Nachrichten,” passim. The 
exhortation of Ricoldo-Cydones, P.G., CLIV, 1048, is particularly revealing in this 
respect. Chap. 2 is devoted to the tactic that is to be followed in controversy with a 
Muslim. The Muslims are curious to hear something about the faith of the Christians, 
but the Christians must avoid supplying them with information. It is always easier to 
start by attacking the falseness of the Muslim faith than to begin by proving the truth of 
Christianity.

105 Procopius, Buildings, I. ii. 1-12, see also the comments in Procopius of Caesareia, 
Buildings, H. B. Dewing and G. Downey (London and Cambridge, 1954), pp. 395-398. 
In a later version, T. Preger, Scriptores originum Constantinopolilarum (Leipzig, 1907), II, 
159, his hand is raised against the Persians.

106 Vasiliev, “Quelques remarques sur les voyageurs du Moyen Age k Constantinople,”
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century, a t a time when the Turks had crossed from Asia into Europe, 
the fall of the globe (or apple as it came to be called) from the statue’s 
hand was interpreted as an unmistakable sign that the Greeks had lost 

their political power to the Turks.* 107
In  the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries this lore had become centered 

on the Turkish conquest of Constantinople and the future expulsion of the 
Turks for which the Greeks fervently hoped.108 The most popular element
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Melanges Charles Diehl (Paris, 1930), I, 295, in the account of the twelfth-century al- 
Harawi, the globe is a talisman that prevents Greeks and Arabs from invading the lands 
of one another. On books of predictions relating to military success of Greeks and Arabs 
in the tenth century, Liudprand of Cremona, Legatio, xxxix. In the eighth century the 
statue was thought to protect the city against the plague, Michael the Syrian, III, 7. 
Khitrovo, Itineraires russes, I, 228. De Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 72.

107 Mandeville's Travels, ed. and trans. M. Letts (London, 1953), II, 232-233. “E, 
deutant celle eglyse est lymage Iustinien P empereur, et est ycelui ymage de cuyure doret 
et est a cheual couronne. Et souloit tenir une pomme doree en sa main, mais elle est 
piece a cheute hors. Et dist on que ce signifie se que empereur a perdu grand partie 
de sa terre et de sa seigneurie. Car il souloit estre empereur des Romains, de Gresce, de 
toute Asia la meilleur, de toute la terre de Surie, de la terre de Iudee, en la quelle est 
Iherusalem, et de la terre degypte, darabie et de Persie. Mais il a tout perdu fors Gresce 
et le pays qui se dent seulement. Et aucuns ont cuidie pluseurs foiz a remectre la pomme 
en sa main, mais elle ne se voult tenir. Celle pomme signifie la seigneurie que il auoit sur 
le monde, qui est ront. Et lautre main il tient leuee contre orient en signe de mancier 
les malfaiteurs.” Schiltberger-Neumann, p. 137, “Das pild hat vor zeiten einen guldin 
apffel in der hand gehapt und hat bedut, daz er ein gewaltiger kaiser ist gewesen uber 
cristen und liber heiden. Aber nun hat er des gewalts nit mer, so ist och der apffel fuder.” 
On the damage that the statue suffered and the repairs in 1317 which may have had 
something to do with the fall of the “apple,” Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 275-277. The 
legend of the red apple, qizil elma, was adopted by the Turks for whom it symbolized 
political dominion of the infidel. See the following literature: W. Heffening, Die tiirkischen 
transkriptionstexte des Bartholomaeus Georgievits aus den Jahren 1544-1548. Ein Beitrag zur 
historischen Grammatik des Osmanisch-turkischen, Abhandlungen fiir die Kunde des Morgenlandes, 
vol. XXVII, no. 2 (Leipzig, 1942), pp. 22-37. Dawkins, “The Red Apple,’’’Apyefav tou 
OpccKiKoO AaoypcKpiKOu Kai yAcoacnKoO Orjoaupou, empETpov IT ' Topou (1941), pp. 
401-406. E. Rossi, “La leggenda turco-bizantina del Porno Rosso,” Studi bizantini e 
neoellenici, V (1937), 542-553. P. E. Schramm, Sphaira Globus Reischsapfel. Wanderung und 
Wandlung eines Herrschaftszeichens von Cesar bis zu Elisebeth II. Ein Beitrag zum “Nachleben” 
der Antike (Stuttgart, 1958). Turan, “The Idea ofWorld Domination among the Medieval 
Turks,” S.I., IV (1955), 89. J . Deny, “Les pseudo-propheties concernant les Turcs au 
XVIe siecle,” R .E . I X (1936), 201-220. A. Fischer, “Qyzyl elma die Stadt (das Land) 
der Sehnsucht der Osmanen,” Z.D.M.G., LXXIV (1920), 170-175. Babinger, “Qizil 
Elma,” Der Islam, XII (1922), 109-111. C. Brockelmann, Die Welt des Islams, V (1917), 
283-285. N. Polites, TtapaSoCTeis, I, 22; II, 658-674.

108 G. Megas, La prise de Constantinople dans la po6sie et la tradition populaire,”
Le cinq-centieme anniversaire de la prise de Constantinople, VHellenisme Contemporain (Athens, 
X953), pp. 125-133. C. Mango, “The Legend of Leo the Wise,” Z.R.V.I., VI (i960), 
59-94. B. Knos, “Les oracles de Leon le Sage. D’apr^s un livre d’oracles byzantins illustres 
r^cemment decouvert,” ’A^epcopa M. TpiavTa<puAAi6r) (Thessalonike, i960), pp. 155- 
188. A. Komines, “ITapaTripficrEis eis tous Aeovtos tou Io<pou/’ E.E.B.X,
XXX (1960—61), 398-412. E. Trapp, “Vulgarorackel aus wiener Handschriften,”
’ AKpoQivxcx H. Hunger (Vienna, 1964), pp. 83-120.J . Nicolaides, Les livres de divination (Paris, 
1884), published a Karamanlidhiko version of some of this prophetic literature. Lampros, 
“ MovcoSiai Kai Opfjvoi srri tt) aAcbasi Tfjs KcovaravTivouTroAECos,” N.E., XIX (1925), 
93-123. Bees 4# ’AvaKoivcoais TtEpi tou iaToprjpEvou xpr\o-\xoKoyio\j Tfjs KpaTiKrjs 
PipAio8r)Kqs tou BepoAlvou (Codex Graecusfol. 62-297) Ka  ̂ tou 0puAou tou 
Mappapcopsvou BaatAia,” B.N.J., X III (1937), 203-244 As'. I. Dujcjev, “La conquete 
turque et al prise de Constantinople dans la litterature slave contemporaine,” B.S., XVII 
(!956), 304-309. Vacalopoules, Moropia I IX, 156, and H. Carney and J. Nicolaides, Folkore
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in these legends, an element common to the whole Greek world, was the 
story of the petrified emperor, 6 pappapcoiievos paaiAias. According to 
versions of this legend an angel intervened during the final battle of May 

29, 1453? to save the emperor Constantine as he was fighting the Turks 
who had surrounded him. T he angel took him from the battle to an under
ground cavern near the Golden Gate in the western regions of Con
stantinople. Here he would remain in a petrified state (or asleep) until 
God should again send the angel. At this time God’s messenger would 
arouse the emperor, return his sword to him, and the emperor would then 
issue forth with his army. He would enter Constantinople through the 
Golden Gate and give chase to the Turks as far as the Red Apple Tree 
where he would massacre them. The legend of the final mass in St. 
Sophia and the fate of the great altar was similarly widespread. In this 
story the Turks broke into St. Sophia just prior to the consecration during 
the divine liturgy, at which point the priest disappeared into the walls of 
the church. The interrupted liturgy will, however, be completed when the 
Greeks retake the city, at which time the priest will emerge from his 
hiding place to consummate the liturgy. The altar, which sank into the 
sea of M arm ara, will also return  to the church at this time.

These legends, though they gave no immediate impetus to historical 
action, became a vital part of the Greek “world of ideas” that, along with 
the religious polemics, helped to sustain the subjugated Greeks. I t is 
interesting that much of this lore passed into Turkish popular beliefs, 
including the element that provided for a Greek reconquest and expulsion 
of the Turks from Constantinople. The reappearance of the last emperor 
and the reconquest of Constantinople were central themes in what was to 
become the pEyaAq iSsa, for these particular legends invariably ended with 
the positive avowal that possession of the empire would return to the 
Greeks. Romania would once more bloom!

Governmental Measures

Faced with the mass conversions of the Anatolian Greeks and also with 
the entrance of large numbers of Turkish Muslims into Anatolia, the 
Byzantine state and church undertook various acts to hold the religious 
allegiance of the Greeks and even partially to alter that of the Turks. 
In  spite of the fact that the issue of religious affiliation was basically 
decided by political and military realities, the emperors and churchmen 
resorted to various measures to salvage Christianity. They did not 
passively acquiesce in the cultural transformation that the Turkish

de Constantinople (Paris, 1894), pp. 47-49, on the interpretation of an inscription supposedly 
by Genadius Scholarius, which predicted the defeat of the Turks and liberation of 
Constantinople by the EccvOov Tevo?, the Blond Race. For the ideas on the end of the 
world, Vasiliev, “Medieval Ideas of the End of the World,” Byzantion, XVI (1942-43), 
462-502. P. Alexander, “Historiens byzantins et croyances eschatologiques,” Actes du 
XIIe Congres d'Etudes byznatins (Belgrade, 1964), II, 1-8.
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conquest of the peninsula had set into motion. Some measures that they 
undertook were far more im portant than the mere literature of polemics. 
Inasmuch as religion was the most pervasive and cohesive force in the 

life of society, the emperors made every effort to preserve the structure 
of the church in Asia Minor, because now that Byzantine political 
authority had been largely removed, only the church could maintain 
the Christian society of Asia Minor. Hence the emperors, beginning with 
Alexius Comnenus, made every effort to save the ecclesiastical structure 
in the eastern provinces. Often this involved the maintenance of a large 
portion of the episcopal administration in Constantinople over long periods 
of time until conditions were such that metropolitans and bishops might 
be able to reenter their Anatolian seats. At other times, a M anuel 
Comnenus could force the Turks to allow the reentry of the bishops.109

The hierarchs thereafter became the leaders of the Christian commun
ities, not only maintaining the connections of the subject Christians with 
the cultural center of the Greek world, but also serving as mediators 
between the new Turkish rulers and the Christians. I t was the bishops 
and metropolitans who endeavored to boost the morale of the conquered 
Christians and to lead them. In  the letters of M atthew of Ephesus and 
Gregory Palamas, one sees the anxiety with which the Greeks appealed 
to these clergymen for comfort and explanations. A possible explanation, 
though one that I hesitate to offer here, for the rather strange pro
liferation of Anatolian metropolitanates in the notitiae episcopatum of 
Isaac Angelus, Andronicus II  Palaeologus, Andronicus I I I  Palaeologus, 
and the others, is that it was a governmental measure partly intended to 
strengthen the Anatolian church when it began to decline. As the Muslim 
conversionary inroads commenced, the emperors possibly felt that more 
hierarchs were needed to halt the conversion of the Christians.110 But 
by the late fourteenth and the fifteenth century, it was obvious that 
Christianity had lost the struggle, as the majority of the Christians had 
apostatized and Constantinople as well fell to the Turks; in any case, 
fiscal poverty made such a policy unfeasible. Thus in the fifteenth century 
the church gave up an extensive number of Anatolian metropolitanates 
and bishoprics, retaining only seventeen metropolitanates and three 

bishoprics.111
W ithin the Christian communities there were certain factors that helped 

to strengthen the resistance to assimilation. There was, throughout the 
whole period, a certain Christian element in the Seljuk and Ottoman 
courts which in one way or another alleviated the position of the Greeks. 
Christian wives and mothers of Seljuk sultans are in evidence, as are

109 Rhalles and Potles, II, 388-391; III, 156. Euthymius Tornices, Papadopoulos- 
Kerameus, pp. 182-183. For details see chapters iii and iv.

110 On the notitiae see chapter iv.
111 See chapter iv.
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Christian women in the Ottoman household.112 Also, Greek Christians 
often played a significant role in the administration and on many 
occasions exercised influence on behalf of their coreligionists. The reign of 
Tzz al-Din, the half-Greek sultan, seems to represent a period of Seljuk 
history wherein the Christian elements had gained extensive political 
influence. As the maternal uncles of the sutan seemed to be running the 
political affairs of the state, the Turkmens plotted to kill the sultan and to 
replace him with his brother who had been born of a Turkish mother.113 
Other influential Greeks in Seljuk court circles were evident during the 
thirteenth century. A recently published inscription from the Cappa
docian cave church of St. George is of particular interest. The church 
was dedicated at the expense of the emir kyr Basil Yiakoupes and the lady 
Thamar. Basil was obviously a court official and Tham ar possibly a 
Georgian lady of the sultan’s harem. Because of their position and wealth 
they undertook the expenses of the dedication of the church.114 The Greek 
hetaereiarch Maurozomes and the Christian physician of Orhan, Taron- 
ites, extended their hospitality and influence on behalf of the captive 
Palamas, and other Anatolian Christians helped to pay the ransoms of 
Palamas’ retinue.115 Theodora, the daughter of John Cantacuzene given in 
marriage to O rhan, not only resisted religious conversion but exercised 
her power and wealth on behalf of the Greek poor and ransomed the 
captured Greeks. I t is interesting that the Byzantine princess made 
successful efforts in persuading Greeks converted to Islam to return 
to Christianity. It may be that she was dealing with the phenomenon 
of crypto-Christianity inasmuch as relapse from Islam was punishable 
by death. This likelihood is strengthened when one notes that the Greek 
patriarch, only a few years earlier, wrote to the Greeks of Bithynia 
justifying their crypto-Christiantiy as a practice by which they could retain 
their Christianity and their lives, and Theophanes the metropolitan of 

Nicaea refers to the same situation at the end of the fourteenth century.116

112 Nicetas Choniates, 690. Pachymeres, I, 130-132. See chapter iii.
113 Aksaray-Gen^osman, p. 145. Ibn Bibi-Duda, p. 265. William of Rubruque- 

Wyngaert, p. 330-331. When he fled to Constantinople he was brought by the metro
politan of Pisidia. He took part in the patriarchal liturgy of St. Sophia, was an intimate 
of the patriarch, embraced the icons, etc. Pachymeres, I, 130—132, 174, 263-268; 
Nicephorus Gregoras, I, 95. The killing of the vizier Gabras in the late twelfth century 
and the parading of his head on a lance during the feast of the Cross in Sebasteia, seems 
to indicate the same type of animosity over the presence of Greeks in the administration, 
Bar Hebraeus, I, 330, and chapter iii above.

114 N. and M. Thierry, Nouvelles eglises rupestres de Cappadoce (Paris, 1963), p. 202. Basil 
wears the garb of a Muslim official. The fresco that produces the figures of both Basil 
and Thamar thus presents us with an example of contemporary Seljuk court costume.

115 Lampros-Dyobouniotes, pp. 11, 13, passim.
116 John Cantacuzene, II, 588-589. "aAAa Kai ttoAAovs tcov TTpos tt)v aaepeiav 

urrayfievTcov ccvaKaAgaocTO Aoyois TTEifiouaa Tipos tt)v aipeaiv Trjs dAr)0Eias. outgo 
6e TTEpi TT)V 7TIOTIV aO âAcOS TTOAlTEUaaiJEVTl Kai TOyE EIS aUTT)V T)KOV UTTEp CCUTqS 
'TTpoKivSvvEuaaaa ttoAAcckis, ou8e tcov aAAcov ayaOcov t)PeAei, aAAa Traaq Tpvcpij Kai 
iroAuTEAEia ycdpeiv siiroC/CTa, Ta ovra toTs TTEvqai 5ie8i6ou, Kai ttoAAous tcov ett! 
SouAeicc Trapa tcov (3appdpcov caro6i5op£vcov gppVETO, XPU°I°V aurn TrapEyoua-a,
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Another measure to which the emperors resorted in their desire to 
safeguard the allegiance of the Christian population was simply physical 
removal of the populace of certain areas to Byzantine territory. The 
practice seems to have been of significant extent in the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries when the Comnenoi transplanted Greeks from the Turkish-held 
regions of Philomelium, Bourtzes, Iconium, and Neocaesareia.* 117 This, 
of course, meant the weakening of the Byzantine character of these 
particular areas, and even though the transferred population would not 
succumb to Islamization, the regions they had abandoned would be 

more easily Islamized.
As early as the twelfth century, and continuing throughout the centuries 

until the fall of Constantinople, considerable numbers of Christianized 
Turks served in the Byzantine armies. Their military qualities made of 
them highly desirable additions to the empire’s military strength, and we 

see them  in the armies of Alexius I, John II, and M anuel I, and, by the 
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, the Tourkopouloi had become 
standard contingents of the Byzantine armies.118 The Tourkopouloi, sons 
of those Turks who had sought service with the emperors and had 
em braced Christianity, were generally settled in the European provinces 
and especially in the regions of the V ardar River. The emperors made 
efforts, thus, to convert at least that segment of the Anatolian Turks who 
had sought service with the Byzantines. After his Anatolian reconquests, 
Alexius Comnenus received Scaliarius, Elchanes, and most of the other 
Turkish emirs of the western Anatolian coast in Constantinople and had 
them  baptized. He is reported to have entertained the desire of converting 
all the Turks of Anatolia.119 The concept of converting the barbarians was 

an old imperial idea tha t now became a necessity. W hen John Comnenus 
captured the Muslim city of Biza’a near Aleppo the cadi and 400 of the 
inhabitants were induced to convert to Christianity.120 At a later date the 
sultans Ghiyath al-Din and Tzz al-Din were baptized, as were also the 
son and granddaughter of the latter.121 By the last half of the twelfth 
century, the extent of apostasy from Islam was sufficient to be reflected

Kai Traat acoTripias rjv Atppv toIs $\j<rvjyoO<y\ 'Pcopaicov Kai 8e8ouAcopsvois Otto tcov 
pappapcov KaTa auyx“ PTl0'lv 6eoO.”Miklosich et Muller, II, 394-395, a patri
archal document of 1400 refers to the death (sometime previously) of Theodore after she 
had returned to Constantinople and donned the monastic habit. “ *H dofSipos Kai paKa- 
pm$ EKeivr) Kai ay ia pou (3acnAis, f| Seorroiva Tfjs AvaroAfjs, Kupa ©eoSoaia povayfi 
p KavTcn<ou£tvf|, eis Tpv Tfjs ’AvoToArjs apyriv te Kai auGEVTEiav eti EuplaKopEVTl.,,

117 Anna Comnena, III, 29, 200-203. Cinnamus, 21, 41-42, 63.
118 Anna Comnena, II, 30, 202. John Comnenus captured large numbers of them at 

Castamon, and Turks of Gangra joined his army, Nicetas Choniates, 27, 33-34; Cinnamus 
9, 15; Theodore Ptochoprodromus, P.G.} CXXXIII, 1376. Manuel I also had Christian
ized Turks in his army at the battle of Myriocephalum. The sultan’s troops continually 
called out to them to desert. Nicetas Choniates, 243; Cinnamus, 272.

119 Anna Comnena, II, 81.
120 Abu’l-Feda, H.O., I, 24.
121 Goerge Acropolites, I, 14. George Pachymeres, I, 263-268; II, 591, 609-613.
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in the synodal proceedings and in the commentaries on canon law 
regarding baptism. During the ceremony of official conversion, the newly 
converted were required to recite a formula of abjuration of Islam which 
rejected the Muslim God as being oAonipupos.122 The converts found this 
rejection of God oAoacpupos a stumbling block and Manuel Comnenus 
intervened vigorously with the ecclesiastical authorities in an effort to 
remove the word from the formula of abjuration.123 Balsamon relates that 
numerous Agarenes came to Constantinople who alleged that they did 
not need to be baptized as they had already received baptism in 
Anatolia.124
The Turks who were Christianized were undoubtedly much smaller in 
number than the Christians who were Islamized, and they were primarily 
soldiers who were eventually settled in Europe.125 H ad the political for
tunes of Anatolia been otherwise, it is highly probable that Byzantine 
missionaries would have had the success the dervishes enjoyed.126

122 This formula is edited in P.G., CXL, 123-136, after the Thesaurus Orthodoxae Fidei 
attributed to Nicetas Choniates. The convert is to repeat the abjuration through an 
interpreter, p. 123. See also E. Montet, “Un riteul d’abjuration des musulmans dans 
l’figlise grecque,” Revue de Vhistoire des religions, LIII (1906), 145-163, who gives text 
and translation of such a formula probably of the ninth century. The earliest manuscript 
came from the regions of Trebizond in the latter half of the thirteenth century.

123 Nicetas Choniates, 278-284. Bones, ** 'O 0 ECTCTaAovfcr)S EvcttocOios Kai ol 5uo 
Vopof toO auTOKpcrropos MavouqA A' Kopvrjvou (1143/80) UTrep tcov ets Tqv 
XpiaTiaviKqv ’OpOoSo^iav peOicttopevcov McoapE0avcbv.” E.E.B.Z., X IX  (1949), 
162-169.

124 For his comments, Rhalles and Potles, II, 498. Also chapter iii.
125 Some of the more prominent Turks converted to Christianity were the following 

John Axouchus, a Turk taken at Nicaea by the Crusaders, who rose to power under 
John Comnenus (Nicetas Choniates, 14; Cinnamus, 6; Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, 
p, 188-189). Poupakes, a “Rhomaios” of “Persian” origin (Cinnamus, 48). Prosuh, 
though a Turk by birth, was a Greek by education and rearing (Cinnamus, 73). John 
Ises was 'TTeparis Hev to ysvos Tpocprjs 6e Kai 5iarrr|s pETaAax&v Tconaix-fis” (Cin
namus, 238). There were many others, Cinnamus, 129, 298; Nicetas Choniates, 542; 
Theodore Scutariotes-Sathas, p. 545; Pachymeres, I, 329; Cantacuzene, II, 488. Manuel 
Palaeologus-Trapp, p. 247, mentions that conversions of Turks were still frequent in his 
day, “e!8ov yap eycb ttoAAous Tfjs upETEpas Oprioxsias, ci tco qpETEpcp TTpoaEArjA-. 
u0aai Soypan Crrrep p£v toutou Tas vpuyas TrpoeaSai TrpoSvpovpEvous.”

126 On the converted Turks and Turkopouloi in Byzantium and the Balkans see the 
following. G. Moravcsik, Byzantinoturcica, 2d ed (Berlin, 1958). Janin, “Les Turcs Var- 
dariotes,” E.O., no. 160 (i960), pp. 437-439. Laurent, “Perses, Turcs asiatiques ou 
Turcs hongrois,” Sbornik v’ pamet na Petr Nikov (Sofia, 1940), pp. 275—279; “Une famille 
turque au service de Byzance, les Melkites,” B.Z., XLIX (1956), 349-368; “Les bulles 
metriques dans la sigillographie byzantine,” 'EAAqviKCC, V (1932), 142-143, on the body 
of povpTOCTOi in the imperial guard which consisted of Turkish converts to Christianity, 
hence the name murtatoi. Gr6goire, “De Marsile a Andernas ou ITslam et Byzance 
dans I’epopee fran^aise,” in Miscellanea Giovanni Mercati (Vatican, 1956), III, 452-456, 
on the orr^ou7Ta665. Wittek, “La descendance chr^tienne de la dynastie Seldjuk en 
Macedoine,” E.O., XXXIII (1934), 409-412. G. Konidares, " ‘H TrpcoTq pveia Trjs 
ETnCTKOTrqs BapSaptcoTcov TovpKcov Otto tov ©EaaaAoviKqs,” ©EoAoyia, XXIII (1952), 
87-94> 236-238.

On the origins of the Gagaus in the eastern Balkans: W. Zajaczkowksi, “Gagauz,” 
EI2. Wittek, “Les Gagaouzes-Les gens de Kaykaus,” Rocznik Orientalny, XVII (1951-52), 
12-24; t£Yazicioglu Ali on the Christian Turks of the Dobrudja,” B.S.O.A.S., XIV, 
(1952), 639-668. G. Balascev, “ ‘O auTOKparcop MiyccqA H' 6 FTaAaioAoyos Kai to 
lSpu0Ev Tp crvvSpopg auTOu KpaTOs tcov ’Oyou^cov trapa Tqv SuTtKqv aKTqv tou
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Despite the various' measures, systematic and otherwise, which the 
Byzantines undertook to preserve Anatolian Christianity, Islam’s political 
victory was the ultimate and decisive factor. The charge of Muslim 
Polemicists that the Turks had trium phed because of the superiority of 
Islam over Christianity as a religion had a pragmatic veracity that was 
far more powerful than any purely theological or philosophical argument.

Eu^eivoi//* III Congres international (Titudes byzantines (Sofia, 1930). P. Mutafciev,“ Die 
angebliche Einwanderung von Seldschuk-Tiirken in die Dobrudscha im X III Jahr- 
hundert,” Spisanie na Bulgarskata Akademiia na Naukite i Izkustva, LXVI, Kloni istor.- 
philolog. (1943), 1—129. H. Duda, “Zeitgenossische islamische Quellen und das Oguzname 
des Jazygyoglu All zur angeblichen Besiedlung der Dobrudscha im 13. Jhd. n. Chr.,’* 
pp. 131-145, in the same journal. R. Tschudi, “Die Bekehrung des Kaighusuz,” Sch- 
weizerisches Archiv fur Volkeskunde, XLVII (1951), 203-207.

According to the apocryphal literature, when the Greeks retake Constantinople and 
destroy the Turkish empire, one-third of the Turks will be slain, one-third driven out, 
and one-third converted to Christianity. V. Istrin, Otkrovenie Mefodiia Patarskago i apokrifi- 
cheskiia videniia Daniila v vizantiiskoi i slaviano-russkoi literaturakh (Moscow, 1897), II, 141.
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VII. The Byzantine Residue in Turkish Anatolia

The process by which Turkish Islam had absorbed the majority of the 
Christian population in Asia Minor effaced the Byzantine exterior of 
Anatolian society. But as this process had not been complete, there 

survived a significant and visible Byzantine residue in Turkish Anatolia. 
Beyond the direct survival of this manifestly Byzantine element, there was 
a less visible Byzantine ingredient that went into the constitution of the 
new Turkish society. As with all historical cases of assimilation, the 
Islamized Byzantine population brought with it a great part of its popular 
culture and consequently “Byzantinized,” partially, the emerging society 
on the folk level. Inasmuch as the formal culture was Islamic and the 
language Turkish, this Byzantine ingredient is not immediately apparent, 
but a detailed examination of Anatolian society reveals its presence in all 
major aspects of life. There will be no attempt to investigate the absorption 

of Byzantine culture in all its details, for such an effort is not yet possible. 
Scholarship still lacks the necessary studies on each aspect of this phenome
non, and the body of folklore, language, economic, and religious history is 
indeed vast. This final chapter, however, will explore, cursorily, all these 
in order to point out the nature of the Byzantine residue, both visible and 
invisible.

The Physical Residue

Approximately four centuries after the battle of Manzikert, a Greek 
monk lamented the stark decline of the Byzantine church in Anatolia.

And neither is a metropolitan to be found in the metropolitanates, nor an 
archbishop in the archbishoprics, nor a bishop in the bishoprics, nor priest in 
church, nor monk in monastery or pious foundation or cell, nor other Christian 
layman in castle or land.

Fifty-one metropolitanates and eighteen archbishoprics and four hundred 
seventy-eight bishoprics are desolate.1

This statement, with the notitia episcopatum to which it was appended, 
illustrates most clearly the colossal scale of the cultural transformation in 
Asia M inor. O f a total of seventy-two metropolitanates subordinate to the

1 Gelzer, Notitiae Episcopatum, pp. 630-631; chapter v above for the complete quote.
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Constantinopolitan patriarchate, only seventeen survived in Anatolia, 
and there remained but three bishoprics. In  the eleventh century, before 
the cultural change had begun, there had been approximately forty- 
seven Anatolian metropolitan seats, and in the diatyposis attributed to 
Leo VI there had been 374 bishoprics.2 Only a fragment of the Greek 
Christian population survived in the fifteenth century.

This Greek ecclesiastical document strongly corroborates the early 
Ottoman tax registers from Anatolia. These registers, of a comprehensive 
nature, were compiled for the collection of the hearth tax. Though 
these statistics are not completely accurate (slaves are not mentioned), 
nevertheless they are an im portant index as to the relative proportion of 
Christians and Muslims in early sixteenth-century Anatolia.3

RESIDUE IN TURKISH ANATOLIA

Number of Hearths4

Provinces Muslims Christians Jews
Hearth

total x 5

Anadolu 5 i 7>8 i 3 8,5” 271 526,595 2,632,975
Karaman I34T 52 3.172 . . . 137.579 687,895
Zulkadriye 64,102 2,631 . . . 66,733 333,665
Diyarbekir 70,858 ” ,938 288 83,084 4 I5.420
Rum I l 6,772 51,662 168,434 842,170

Hearths 903.997 77,869 559 982,425
Population 4.5 i 9>985 389,345 2.795

O f the total registered hearths (982,425), 903,997 or 92 percent were 
Muslim, 77,869 or 7.9 percent were Christian, and 559 were Jewish. 
Though these figures are not exact, they give a good idea of the over
whelming Muslim nature of Anatolia in the early sixteenth century. 
It is significant that the region in which the proportion and number of 
Christian hearths were highest was that of Rum , containing 116,772 
(69.3 percent) Muslim hearths and 51,662 (30.7 percent) Christian 
hearths. A sampling of tax registers of some of the Anatolian towns will 
perhaps illustrate this im portant fact somewhat more adequately (p. 446). 
Sivas was still a predominantly Christian town (Armenian and Greek), 
and Tokat was almost evenly divided, whereas in the towns of central 
and western Anatolia the Muslim element was preponderant.

The evidence as to the extent of remaining Christian populations in

2 Ibid., pp. 549- 559*
3 On the importance and limitation of early Ottoman tax figures as indices of popu

lation, O. L. Barkan, “Essai,” pp. 9-36, which repeats the findings in his earlier works 
on the subject: “Tarihi demografi arastirmalari ve osmanli tarihi,” T.M., X (1951-53), 
1-26 (hereafter cited as Barkan, “Arastirmalari”) ; “Tiirkiyede imparatorluk devirlerinin 
biiyuk niifus ve arazi tahrirleri ve hakana mahsus istatistik defterleri,” Iktisat Fakultesi 
MecmuasiIIX (1940), 1-19; “Quelques observations sur ^organisation economique et 
sociale des villes ottomans des XVIe et XVIIe siecles,” Recueils de la societeJean Bodin, VII 
(1955). 289-311.

4 Barkan, “Essai,” table i.
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RESIDUE IN TURKISH ANATOLIA

Hearths: 1520-305

Towns Muslim Christian Jewish Total
Bursa 6,165 69 117 6,351
Ankara 2,399 279 28 2,706
Tokat 818 701 G5 i9
Konya 1,092 22 1,114
Sivas 261 750 1,011

the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries contrasts greatly with the testimony 
of the twelfth- and thirteenth-century sources which indicated that the 
Christians were probably still the majority. The continuing upheaval, 
conquest, tribal migrations, and conversions attained a climactic intensity 
in the two hundred years separating these two groups of documents of the 
mid-thirteenth and mid-fifteenth centuries.6 The critical transformation 
of the population, prepared by the events of the eleventh and twelfth 
centuries was consummated in the late thirteenth, the fourteenth, and the 
early fifteenth century. But the absorptive process had been a long one, 
stretching over four hundred years. In the course of this interaction both 
groups influenced each other and both bore the marks of the experience.

But important numbers of Christians did survive throughout the cen
turies of Ottoman rule and in the ninteenth century constituted a minority 
of considerable importance. Though there are no exact census reports 
for the ninteenth century, again there are sets of figures that give some 
idea as to the number and proportion of Christians, Muslims, and Jews 
(see chart on opposite page). O f the estimated 12,254,459 inhabitants, 
9,676,714 (78.96 percent) were Muslim, and 2,350,272 (19.2 percent) 
were Christian.7 The Greek Orthodox element amounted to 1,016,722 or 
8.3 percent. In these statistics the Muslim element again appears pre
ponderant,8 but the percentage of Christians has almost tripled when

5 Ibid., tables 4 and 7. There are some discrepancies in the tables, as for instance in 
the population of Ankara. But for the correct figures see the Turkish version of this 
work, “Arastirmalari,” table 4. This overwhelming Muslim proportion in many of the 
Anatolian towns is also suggested by the comments of Evilya Chelebi on the number of 
Muslim and Christian quarters in the towns that he visited. See below for the causes 
that led to the survival of a higher proportion of Greek-speakers in Pontus.

6 That tribal migration into Anatolia continued in the sixteenth century seems to be 
suggested by the statistics in ibid., table 5. The tax hearths of the province of Anadolu 
in 1520-35 (A) and 1570 (B) show marked increase in nomads:

1520-30 1570-80
72,268 116,219

It is possible that this increase is due not only to arrival of new tribal groups, or to more 
efficient tax registers, but also to a general and natural increase of population. At the 
same time, there is evidence for the transplanting of Greeks and Armenians from Anatolia 
to the Balkans, G. D. Galabov and H. W. Duda, Die Protokollbiicher des Kadiamtes Sofia 
(Munich, i960), p. 144, a firman dated 1618-19 fixes the djizye of Greeks and Armenians 
from Anatolia settled in the district of Sofia.

7 Reproduced in Taeschner, “Anadolu,” EI2, who has taken it from the monumental 
collection of V. Cuinet, Turquie d'Asie. Geographie administrative. Statistique descriptive et 
raisonnee de VAsie Mineure, vols. I-IV  (Paris, 1890-95).

8 The 9,676,714 Muslims includes not only Turks but also a sizable Kurdish minority 
and lesser groups of Arabs and Circassians.
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RESIDUE IN TURKISH ANATOLIA

compared to the figures of the early sixteenth century (when the ratio 
was 92 percent to 7.9 percent). How is this rather significant change to be 
explained? The Ottom an sultans practiced the policy of transplanting 
populations, and Balkan Greeks and other Christians were on occasion 
settled in Asia M inor, but there was also an im portant migratory current 
of Greeks from the Aegean isles as well as from other regions. The lush 
riverine valleys of western Anatolia offered greater economic opportunity 
for many of these islanders, and as they were only a few miles away many 
Greeks emigrated to Asia M inor during the centuries of Ottoman rule. 
In  this manner began a movement that reversed the exodus of Greeks 
from western Anatolia occasioned by the Turkish invasion of the eleventh 
and fourteenth centuries. M any of these Christians gradually made their 
way inland as merchants, a movement that received considerable impetus 
with the building of the railroads in the latter half of the nineteenth 
century.9 Aside from these external factors, the O ttom an unification and 
pacification of Anatolia, and M uhamm ad the Conqueror’s regularization 
of the church’s status after the destruction of the Byzantine Empire, 
brought more felicitous conditions for the remaining Christian communities 
in Anatolia. Not only did Asia Minor benefit from unified political rule 
but the Christians, protected (by the millet system) from further shrinkage 
of their communities, were henceforth effectively united with the spiritual 
and hierarchical head of the church in Constantinople. Accordingly, 
one sees an increase in the num ber of Christian hearths by the end of the 
sixteenth century.10 Because a large num ber of the Anatolian Orthodox 
Christians spoke Turkish rather than Greek in the nineteenth century 
when Cuinet gathered his statistics, many have declared these Orthodox 
Christians (the so-called Karamanlidhes) to be of Turkish rather than of 
Greek origin.11

The Greek-speaking Christians who lived in Anatolia prior to the ex
change of populations in 1923 were of two types. There were the Greek- 
speakers who were descended from the Byzantine population resident in 
Asia Minor prior to the Turkish conquest, and there was a second group 
of Greek-speakers who came to Asia Minor after the Ottom an conquest. 
These latter were heavily settled on the western coastal and riverine 
regions, their main center being Izmir (Smyrna).12 O f the regions in 
which Greek-speaking populations (descended from Byzantine times)

9 Ramsay, Geography, pp. 25-26. Cuinet, Turquie, passim. V. Sphyroaeras, “ MeTOvaa- 
TEuasis Kai ETtoiKiapoi KuKAaSrrcov 6i$ Ipupvpv kot& tt)v TovpKOKpcrnav,” M.X., X
(1963), 164-199.

10 Barkan, “Essai,” table 5, shows a marked increase of Christian hearths in the 
province of Anadolu (western Asia Minor) from 8,511 hearths in 1520-30 to 20,264 in 
1570-80. Again one must note that perhaps this rise is due to a variety of factors rather 
than to any single cause.

11 See below for a more detailed discussion of the origin of the Karamanli Christians.
12 Though there is no definitive account of the later Greek migrations and settlements, 

one may consult with profit the articles in the*following Greek periodicals: Zevoq>C(.vr)S, 
’Apyeiov TToVtov, MiKpaaiornKcc XpoviKa, TTovticckp ‘EaTia.
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survived into the nineteenth century, Pontus was the single most impor
tant. The Graecophone element survived in considerable numbers 
throughout the towns and villages located between Rize in the east and 
Cerasus in the west,33 Trebizond, Oenoe, Samsun (Amisus), and 
Giimushhane constituting the principal centers. The Greek mining 
communities of the Pontus region, especially Giimushhane, were actively 
colonizing other mining sites such as Ak Dag, Bulgar Maden, Bereketli 
Maden, farther to the south, and when the mining industry began to 
decline about 1870 in Gumiishhane, they colonized elsewhere as well. 
A second area in which Greek-speakers were to be found was the region 
south of Pontus and north of Cappadocia and centered in Shebin- 
K arahisar.34 A third group of Hellenophones were those Dawkins studied

13 The best survey of this second category of Greek-speaking “Byzantines” is the 
remarkable work of R. M. Dawkins, Modern Greek in Asia Minor (Cambridge, 1916); 
“Modern Greek in Asia Minor,” J.H.S., XXX (1910), 109-132, 267-291; “Notes on the 
Study of Modern Greek of Pontus,” Byzantion, VI (1931), 389-400. The work by Arch
bishop Chrysanthos, ‘H sKKApaiaTpaTrs£ouvTOS, A.TT., vols. IV-V (1936), is monumental. 
The Greek language and history of Pontus have attracted considerable attention. H. 
Kiepert, “Die Verbreitung der griechischen Sprache im pontischen Kustengebirge,” 
Zeitschrift der Gesellschaft fur Erdkunde, XXV (1890), 317-333- ^svocpavps, III (1906), 
470-481, lists 102 of these Greek-speaking villages. P. Triantaphylides, ‘H sv TTovtco sAAp- 
vikt} tpvAp, f|TOi tcc TTovTiocKd (Athens, 1866), gives, among other important data, a 
history of the Greek-speaking towns and villages and the approximate number of the 
Greeks. Papamichalopoulos, TTspipypais sis tov TTovtov (Athens, 1903). The collective 
enterprise of F. Cumont, J. Anderson, H. Gr6goire, Studia Pontica, vols. I—III (1903-10), 
is also valuable. Other philological studies include the following: G. N. Hatzidakis, 
“Analogien Bildungen im pontischen Dialect,” Indogermanische Forschungen, XXXI 
(1912-13), 245-250; D. E. Oeconomides, Lautlehre des Pontischen (Leipzig, 1908); Hatzi
dakis, “TTspi Trjs FlovTiKps SicxAsktou Kai 16ia Ttspl tcov ev auTp ccvaAoyiKcov axpuorna- 
pcov,” in his (DiAoAoyiKal ’EpsOvai (Athens, 1911), 1-35; A. A. Papadopoulos, “Zup|3- 
oAp sis Tpv speuvav Tps ttovtikps SioAsktou,” ’Aflpva, XLV (1934), 15 ff. More 
detailed studies on towns and villages in the Pontus area include; N. E. Lampadarios, 
TTepi ’ApiaoO Kai Trspi tou TTovtou ev ysvsi,” levc>9avps, I (1896), 172-190, 218- 
240, 264-272, who discusses, among other things, the reasons for the longevity of Greek 
in Pontus; Anonymous, “TTepi ZavTas,” Eevo9&vps, V (1908), 363-364; “TTepi Kotu- 
copcov (’Op6oO) ” EevotpccvriSj II (1905), 561-565; “ 'H Kpcbpva,” Egvo9avps, V 
C1908), 341-348; K. Spyrantes, “TTepi Trjs rrapd Tpv TpaTte£ouvTa Keipivps kcohottoA- 
ecos ZavTas,” Eevocpdvps, I (1897), 446-453; “ 'O "Ayios Tecbpyios 6 TTspiaTepecoTas,” 
Eevotpdvrjs, HI (1906), 568—569. On the decline of the Greek Christian population of 
Cerasus as a result of periodic raids and devastations, K, Paulides, “ ’OAiya Tivd rrspi 
Tps iroAecos KepaaoOvTOS,” EevotpocvpSi IV (1906), 10-28. Cerasus was the seat of a 
Greek metropolitan until 1703, at which time the metropolitanate of Cerasus was aban
doned and the church was placed under the metropolitan of Trebizond. In the early 
twentieth century, with a population of 14,000, it was said to have about 1,200 Greek, 
1,000 Turkish, and 300 Armenian families.

14 Identified by Ramsay, Geography, pp. 57, 267, with Coloneia. Dawkins, Greeks 
pp. 9-10. Cumont, Pontica, I, 794. Triantaphylides, TTovTiccKa, pp. 117-119, lists the 
villages of Anastos, Kamishli, in the regions of Ali Yara with 35 houses. In the regions 
of Nicopolis, Paltzana, 50 houses; Karakereviz, 30; Feilere, Esola and Kalatzouk, 50; 
(Ispahan-melesi, 40 and Hahavla, 30, were the only two villages that were Turkish
speaking, whereas Alisher had both Greek and Turkish-speaking Christians), Kahya 
Tepe, 8; Eski Koy and Keltzana, 30; Katochorion, 35; Litzasa and Asartzoukh, 130; 
Litzasan, Koinuk, 45; Agadjik, 40; Kegilik, 70; Hatzi Koy, 50; Aloutcha and Abu 
Deresi, 25; Eskidje, 30; Supah, 60; Kok Koy, 20. In the regions of Coloneia (Koilisari) 
there were 4 villages; Mouseli and Ameli, 30; Hasantamih and Havzul, 40. On the 
following page Triataphylides lists villages in Chaldia, Neocaesareia, Erzerum, Kars, 
and Paipert. See also S. Zumpulides, "  ‘H ’ETrapyict KoAcovias,” EgvopavpS; VII (1910), 
273 ff-
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in the twenty Cappadocian villages located about the regions of Nigde and 
Kayseri.15 These villages, in the area of the famous troglodyte ecclesiastical 
and monastic communities of the Byzantine empire, retained lively 
memories of and associations with the Byzantine past.16 Slightly to the 
southeast was a fourth area consisting of six villages, the most important 
of which was Pharasa.17 The three remaining regions wherein Byzantine 
Greek-speaking populations had survived as late as the nineteenth century 
were Sille (a small town very near Konya), Livisi (on the Lycian coast), 
and Golde (near Coula and Philadelpheia).18

Unfortunately, the systematic study of the Anatolian Greek dialects 
began comparatively late, so that we do not know whether the above list 
is satisfactory. The facts indicate that the Byzantine Greek-speaking 
element that survived to the nineteenth century was most numerous in the 
Pontic or north Asia Minor regions. This coincides with the general 
information from the Ottoman tax registers showing the spread of the 
Christian population, which was most numerous in this area. W hy did

13 Dawkins, Greek, pp. 10-30. See I. S. Archelaos, 'H Ztvaaaos (Athens, 1899). I. 
Sarantides, Ztvaaaos (Athens, 1899). A. M. Levides, At iv povoAiOois povai Tfjs Kcrrmr- 
aSoKias Kai AuKaovias (Constantinople, 1899). B. A. Moustakides, “KarTTraSoKiKa,” 
rTapvaaaos, XV (1892), 368-379, 445-458, 600-615. S. Krinopoulos, Ta OepTEKaiva 
octto sOvoAoyiKrjv Kai cpiAoAoyiKf]V cdroyiv E§ETa£opEva (Athens, 1899). S. Pharaso- 
poulos, ZuAara, ktA (Athens, 1895). N. S. Rizos, KaTrrraSoKiKd, f|TOi ktA (Constantin
ople, 1865). de Lagarde, Neugriechisches aus Kleinasien, Abh. der kon. Gesell. der Wiss. zu 
Gottingen, XXXIII (Gottingen, 1886). Kyrillos (as Kyrillos VI patriarch from 1813-18), 
MoTopiKT) Trepiypayf) tou ev Bisvq ttpoekBoOevtos thvokos Tfjs pEyaAr̂ s
ccpyio-ccTpaTrias ’Ikoviou (1815). S. Kholopoulos, “ 'laropia Zf)Ar)S f\ ZuAaTas,” Eevo- 
tpavris II (1905)9 322 ff. S. Basileiadou, “ZuAAoyf] Aê egov Aaixcov ev Zf)A  ̂ ’Ikoviou Tfjs 
MiKpas ’Actios,” EEVOqxxvrjs, I (1896), 190, 285, 382, 430, 479; continued by S. Kholo
poulos in E£V09avr|S IV (1907), 469-480. P. Karolides, rAcoacrdpiov cruyKpmKOV 
‘EAAr|voKaTTTra8oKtKcov Aê egov f|Toi f| ev KariTTaSoKia AaAoupEVT] lEAAr|viKf) BiaAeK- 
tos Kai Ta ev auTfj aco^opEva i'xvt) Tfjs apycaas KaTnraSoKiKijs yAcbaaris (Smyrna, 
1885). N. Levides, “FTEpi tcov ovopacncov Kcopcov, ttoAegov Kai kcopottoAegov Trjs 
KaTTTiaSoKias,” SEVOcpavris, V (1908), 182-188. Anonymous, “Ta f|0r| Kai Ta e0ipa to 
ETnrdyyEApa f) evSupaaia tcov ev caroKEVTpois Kaiaapeias KamraBoKtas oikouvtcov 
’OpOoBo ĉov Xpicrnavcov,” Eevo(pdvT]s, I (1897), 365-382. S. Panteleimonides, “ITEpi 
tcov K£AAi(3apG0v (KsApEpt),” Esvo(pdvr|s, I (1904), 511-513.1. Balabanes, “ ‘H KapTrdva 
tou x^ptov pou,” TTapvacrcros, XI (1888), 316-334, on Aravanion. S. Cholopoulos, 
“ Movoypaq)iKf] ioropia ZrjArjs f| ZuAaTas,” Eevo9avris, II 0905), 92-96, 205-210, 284- 
288, 322-327, 342-344. O. Makroas, “ ‘H MaAccKOTny” Esvo9dvT^s, IV (1907), 408-431. 
C. Felekes, “70770x909(0 petoAAeiou BouAyap Tfjs ETrapyiccs XaASfas,” SEvo9dvr|s, 
IV (1907)9 344- 351-

16 The estimated populations of these villages are collected in Dawkins, Greek, pp. 10 ff.
17 Ibid., pp. 30-35, again for the population figures. Gregoire, “Rapport sur un voyage 

d’exploration dans le Pont et en Gappadoce,” Bulletin de Correspondance Hellenique, XXXIII 
(I9°9)> 142 If- on the dialect of Pharasa. N. P. Andriotes, To yAcoctaiKO iSicopa tcov 
Qapdacov (Athens, 1948). B. Phebes, “ ZuvTCCKTiKai TrapaTr]pf)CT£is eis to yAcoaamov 
tBicopa cbapdacov,” E.E.B.Z., XVIII (1948), 173-191.

18 Dawkins, Greek, pp. 35-38. The “Byzantine” pedigree of the Greek-speakers of the 
environs of Bursa and Nicomedia is debated by I. C. Charitonides, “TTepi Tfjs Ai(3iCTia- 
vfjs BioAektou ** (Trebizond, 1911). M. I. Mousaios, BoTTapiapoi, f]To( Ae|iAoyiov 
Tfjs Aei(3r|CTiavfjs BioAektou (Athens, 1880), written by a local schoolmaster with the 
object of “correcting” barbarisms of the local Greek. I. Koukoules, “Ta Nea MuAaCTa,” 
SEV09dvris, HI (1906), 448-459; “Ta MuAaaa,” EEvo9avr)s, II (1905), 234-240, 
456-464. Anonymous (Eis Aukios), “ITepi AuKias Kai Aukicov. ITspi MaKpr ŝ Kai 
AeipiCTiou,” E£V09dvrjS91 (1904)586-93.
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both the Greek language and Greek Christianity put up a stronger 
resistance to Islamization and Turkification in Pontus than elsewhere? 
I t has often been “explained” by the reason that the Hellenic colonization 

and settlement in classical times were more intensive there than elsewhere 
in Asia Minor. But certainly ancient Greek emigration and colonization 
were no more intense in Pontus than in western Anatolia, and the twenty 
Greek-speaking villages of Cappadocia were far removed from this 
ancient coastal Hellenism. One must search for another explanation.

The Turks did not conquer the Empire of Trebizond until 1461, and 
so in contrast with most of Anatolia it remained free of Muslim domination 
for a much longer period. It was spared the disruption and social up 
heaval attendant upon so much of the Turkish conquest throughout 
Anatolia. Its church remained protected by a Christian ruler, enjoyed 
the possession of wealth and estates, and was regularly administered and 
maintained at a time when the church in the rest of Asia Minor had been 
dispossessed of its land, deprived of its administration, and generally 
crushed. When the Turkish conquest did come to Trebizond it was a 
relatively rapid affair, and though the Greek ruler and many of the aristo
crats were taken away, the inhabitants of the kingdom were incorporated 
into the already well-developed Ottoman system with far less upheaval 
than had been the case in many other Anatolian areas. Consequently, the 
conquest of Trebizond was a simple, unprolonged event. The conquest 
did not destroy the bonds of cultural and social unity of the region,19 
and the Christians to the south of the Trebizondine empire had, though 
under Muslim domination, almost continuous contact with and access 
to a thriving Christian and Greek society. The city of Philadelpheia 
(where Greek was still evidently spoken in Ottom an times) and Golde 
similarly represent a small isolated enclave that managed to defend itself 
against Turkish domination until 1390. Perhaps the reason for the rela
tively long survival of Greek here is also explicable on similar historical 
grounds. Sille (a rallying point for Greeks in the Seljuk period) and 
Livisi represent isolated cases for* which there seems to be no apparent 
explanation. The twenty-six villages of Cappadocia and Pharasa possibly 
maintained their dialects because of partial isolation (the former were 
separated from Kayseri by Mt. Argaeus) and the absence of significant 
Turkish settlements at an early date. This is, of course, a hypothetical 
explanation. I t has been noted, however, that Greek began to decline in 
those Cappadocian villages tha t were near large Muslim towns, such as 
Nigde, or where Turks began to settle in the villages in number, or, 
finally, where the men of the villages began to abandon this isolation to 
seek work in the *towns. I t would seem, then, the existence of a large 
number of Greek-speaking Christians in Pontus during Ottoman times is

19 This theory was advanced as early as 1896 by N. E. Lampadarios, “ ’Apiaov,”
pp. 236-237.
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in large part due to political facts, and in Cappadocia to geographical 
isolation.

A large proportion of the Greek Orthodox population of nineteenth- 

century Anatolia (the so-called Karamanlidhes) was Turkophone. These 
Christians very often knew no Greek (save those who had relearned it as a 
result of the new Greek schools founded in many of the communities)20 
but wrote Turkish with the Greek alphabet. They were comparatively 
numerous in many parts of the peninsula and the term <e Karamanlidhes” 
evidently came to be applied to them because so many of them were from 
the domains that formerly belonged to the Turkmen dynasty of the 
Karamanids. They were to be found in the regions of Adana, Ankara, 
Aydin, Kayseri, Khudavendigiar, Castamon, Konya, Sivas, as well as in 
other localities.21 The origins of this group of Christians came to be the

20 S. B. Zervoudakis, “AiavoTyriKT) avayevvqcns iv Kaiaapla Tfjs KcanraSoKias,” 
Eevo<pdvr)S, I (1904), 74-85, on the founding of the gymnasium at the monastery of 
Timos TTpoBponos at Zendjidere in the last quarter of the nineteenth century. Also, 
ltZunpoAai ets tt)v loTOpiccv Tqs£K'Trai88uaecos ev MiKpa ,Act(oc,,;’ Sevo9&vr)s, II (1905), 
120-124, 181-187, 211-216, 304-310, 345-351, 421-424* 465~472-

21 Material on the Turkophone communities of Asia Minor is widely scattered in 
periodical literature that is not easily accessible. The bibliography that follows does not 
pretend to completeness, but will serve as a useful guide. For the Turkophone Christians 
ofBithynia, G. Pachtikos, “ TvTUTrcbaeis,55 Eevo<pavr|s, III  (1905), 134-141, 150-163, 
212-225. For the central Anatolian plateau, I. P., “ ‘H errapyta ’AyKUpas,” Eevocpavris, 
IV (1907), 157-161; M. M. Moyseides, “Zvp|3oAai et$ Tqv icTOpiav Tfjs av0UTraTiKfjs 
TaAcrrias, Movoypa9i'a 'rrgpi WyKupas,” Eevotpavris, II (1905), 158-172, 241-253, 270- 
279, 294-304, 369-379, 414-420, 433-437. For Kars and the Caucasus, E. Muratchanides, 
"Ot ev Keeps "EAAtives,” Eevo9avr|sf V (1908), 364-365.

The accounts of various Anatolian Greeks and European travelers testify to the pre
valence of the Turkish language among large numbers of Greek Orthodox Christians; 
A. A. Gabrielides, “TTepi Trjs eixapyiocs NeoKcucrapias 15ia 5e Trjs GeoScopouTroAecos 
(ZacppavTroAecos) Kai tou TTapOevlou,” Eevo<pdyns, I (1904), 130-131, the Orthodox 
Christians (3,000) of Castamon, Tosia, Gangra (1,000), Tuht (500), Karata (Kerede) 
(200), Djai Djuna (250) were largely Turkophones. P. Paulides, €€ lH eirapyioc NeoKaia- 
apeias,” Eevo<pdvr)S, IV (1906), 94-96, 125-136, for Orthodox Turkophone communities 
in northern Asia Minor. In the mid-nineteenth century, prior to the foundation of the 
Greek schools in Isparta, the Greek Orthodox Christians (some 1,000 families) spoke 
Turkish, G. Sakkares, “ CH ZirapTr) Tps TTiaiBias,” Eevocpavris, I (1897), 356-362; 
lTTlo■l6tKC(,,, Esvo9avris, V (1908), 348-351. K. Iatrides, “ "H0r| Kai 80ipa ev ’AvorroAf], 
TraiSiai ev BoupSoupi'co Tfjs TTiaiSias,” Eevocpavris, IV (1906), 68-79, 362-374, 
503-510, 433-464. De Planhol, Nomadisme, passim. The 1,600 families of Orthodox 
Christians in Nevshehir were Turkish-speaking and the 600 families of Indje Su had as 
their mother tongue Turkish, A. Ioannides, “ *06onropiKcd armeicoaeis,” Eevocpavris, I 
(1897), 323-324. But there were Greek-speakers in both places, Eevocpavris, II (1905), 
230-233. Probably there were numerous cases of bilingualism, especially after the 
revival of the schools. The Orthodox inhabitants (about 1,000 in number) of the island 
Nis in the lake by Egridir were entirely Turkophone at the end of the nineteenth century, 
F. Sarre, Reise in Kleinasien (Berlin, 1896), pp. 149-150. Similarly Turkophone in large 
part were the Orthodox Christian inhabitants of Chonae, Denizli, Philadelpheia (Alashe- 
hir), Zafranbolu, Amasra, and Caesareia, R. Chandler, Travels in Asia Minor and Greece 
(Oxford, 1825), I» 277, 299, 311—312; A. D. Mordtmann, Anatolien, ed. F. Babinger 
(Hannover, 1925), pp. 95, 255, 4p2. B. A. Moustakides, “ KaiTTraSoKiKa,” p. 455, re
marked that in traveling from Nicomedia via Ankara to Kayseri one usually encountered 
Turkophone, rather than Greekophone, Christians. The 900 Orthodox families of Kutahya 
in 1905 were Turkophone, Ch. Simeonides, “To KoTuaiov/* Eevo9dvr|S, III (1905), 121, 
123. On the Turkophone Orthodox in Bithynia, G. Iosephides, “TTepi tivcov TroAecov 
Kai Kcopcov Tfjs Bifluvlas,” Eevotpavrjs, II (1905), 509-513; III (1906), 236-237; IV
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subject of debate after World W ar I not only in historical but even in 
diplomatic and political circles as well. According to some the Kara- 
manlidhes were of Greek origin but had in the course of their existence in 
Ottoman Anatolia been linguistically TurkifiecL* 22 Others asserted that 
the K aram anli Christians were descendants of Turkish soldiers whom the 
Byzantine emperors had settled in Anatolia throughout the period of 
Byzantine history preceding the great invasions of the eleventh 
century.23 There were also those who supported this latter theory on the 
basis of the allegedly “ pure” character of the Turkish spoken by the 
Karamanlidhes.24

The Turkish-speaking Greek Christians appear for the first time in a 
Latin report presented to the council of Basle in 1437 on the state of the 
Eastern church. The author of this text remarks that in many parts of 
Anatolia some of the clergy, including bishops and archbishops, not only 
wear the garments of the Turkish infidels but also speak their language. 
Only the liturgy, gospels, and epistles were read in Greek: the sermons, 
however, were delivered in Turkish.25 Shortly thereafter Gennadius 
Scholarius, the first patriarch in Ottom an Constantinople, drew up the 
Greek confession of faith in Greek, which was then translated into 
Turkish (but written in the Greek alphabet).26 Gian-M aria Angiolello

(1907), 535-544; V (1902), 206-209; VII (1910), 15-19. M. Moesides, “BiduviocKcd 
asAiSes,” EevocpavriS, III (1906), 421-422. For the district of Philadelpheia (Alashehir), 
G. Iosephides, "TTspi tivcov ttoAecov Kai Kcopcov Tfjs sTrapyias CHAaSeAtpeias,” Eevo- 
<pavr)S, III (1906), 424. For Orthodox Christians in Cilicia, M. Georgiades, <eTTepl Tfjs 
KiAiKias KocOoAov Kai ’ASavcov,” Eevcxpavris, I (1896), 273-281. ''ITepi tou vopou 
sA6avcov,” Eevo<pavnS, IV (1907), 496-499. See the remarks of William of Tyre, III, 19; 
Bar Hebraeus, I, 280, 449-450, Michael the Syrian, III, 319, the Armenian Thoros slew 
10,000 of these Greeks. Wilbrandus de Oldenborg, 'Peregrination ed. J. C. M. Laurent in 
Peregrinatores medii aevi quatuor (Leipzig, 1873), p. 174. Nerses of Lampron, R.H.C., D.A., 
I, 596. On Attaleia, " ‘H TrupKaiaTfjs ’ATTaAdas,” Sevocpavris, I (1904), 566-567; 
“ITeptypacpfi Tfjs ttoAecos'ATTaAgias,” E£vo<pavns> V (1908), 244-259..

22Taeschner, “Anadolu,” EI2.
23 J. Eckmann, “Einige gerundiale Konstruktionen im Karamanischen,” Jean Deny 

Armagani (Ankara, 1958), 77. For further bibliography, G. Jaeschke, “Die Tiirkisch- 
Orthodoxe Kirche,” Der Islam, XXXIX (1964), 95-129.

24 Jaeschke, “Kirche,” pp. 96-98. Hamdullah Subhi asserts that he learned many 
such old Turkish words from the Turkophone Orthodox women of Attaleia in 1923. 
Cami Baykurt, who first proposed the Turkish origin of the Karamanlidhes, Osmanli 
iilkesinde Hiristiyan Tiirkler, 2d ed. (Istanbul, 1932), was an organizer of the Turkish 
League for the defense of Izmir against Greek claims.

25 S. Lampros, “ 'Yiropv'niJia Ttepi tcov 'EAAtivikcov ycopoov Kai ekkAtjcticov kotcx t6v 
SgKaTOV TTsp'TTTOv aicova,” N.E., VII (1910), 366, “Notandum est, quod in multis partibus 
Turcie reperiuntur clerici, episcopi et arciepiscopi, qui portant vestimenta infidelium et 
Iocuntur linguam ipsorum et nihil aliud sciunt in grece proferre nisi missam cantare et 
evangelium et epistolas. Alias autem orationes multi dicunt in linguam Turcorum.” On 
the liturgy among the Karamanlidhes see now the interesting article of R. Clogg, “The 
Publication and Distribution of Karamanli Texts by the British and Foreign Bible Society 
before 1850, I,” The Journal of Ecclesiastical History, XIX (1968), 57-81.

26 S. A. Chudaverdoglu-Theodotus, “ ‘H TOvpKc^covos eAAqviKf) (piAoAoyia 1453- 
1924,” E.E.B.Z., VII (1930), 299-300. Among the versions of the text is that published 
in P.G., CLX, 333-352. In a sense this does not belong to the later phenomenon of 
Karamanli literature.
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remarked that the fifteenth-century Greek inhabitants of Meram 
(outskirts of Konya) spoke Turkish (with some exceptions), and that their 
liturgical books were written in Turkish and Arabic script.27 These 
Turkophone Christians of the Greek church are first referred to as 
“ Karamanos” in the travel account of Hans Dernschwamm (1553-55) 
who encountered them in the Yedikule quarter of Istanbul and described 
them  as a Christian folk of the Greek faith whom Selim I had transplanted 
from Karam an. He noted that they were a numerous people, that they 
knew no Greek, but he did not know whether their original language was 
Turkish.28 O ther travelers observed and commented on their presence 
thereafter, including the famous Turkish traveler Evliya Chelebi.29 
These Orthodox Christians of Anatolia began to found Greek schools in 
the nineteenth century in an effort to revive a knowledge of Greek.30 I t is 
interesting that with the Graeco-Turkish war of 1919—1921, the com
plexities of the minority problem brought the question of the origin of 
the Turkish-speaking Anatolian Orthodox Christians into the political 
and diplomatic spheres, and that at this time the Kemalist government 
momentarily considered a project for a Turkish Orthodox church under 
the direction of the Anatolian priest Papa Eftim Karahisaridhes.31

By the early eighteenth century, there had come into existence a printed 
Karam anli literature that, though Turkish, was written in the Greek 
alphabet. This literature consisted largely of translations into Turkish 
of the Old and New Testaments, the Apostles, Apodeipnon, various other 
liturgical texts, hagiography, and other religious writings. There were in 
addition books of a nonreligious nature concerning such subjects as

27 Babinger, Mahomet II  le conquerant et son temps 1432-1481 (Paris, 1954), p. 401.
28 Hans Dernschwam’s Tagebuck einer Reise nach Konstantinopel und Kleinasien (1553/55)} 

ed. F. Babinger (Munich-Leipzig, 1923), p. 52. “Nicht weit von abstander burg, so 
Giedicula genant, an einem oeden orth der stadt, wont ein cristen volkh, nent man 
Caramanos, aus dem landt Caramania, an Persia gelegen, seind cristen, haben den 
krichischen glauben. Und ire mes haltten sy auff krikisch und vorstehen doch nicht 
krikisch. Ir sprach ist turkisch. Nit weiss ich, ab sy anfenglisch turkische sprach gehapt 
haben. Des jeczigen turkischen kaysers vatter Slinua sol dis volkh her gen Constantinapol 
gefurt haben, als er die selbigen lender bekriegt. Scheint ein gros stark volkh sein. Die 
Weyber haben lange, spiczige, weysse und auch von farben huthe auff, also ungerarlich 
gestaltt wie ein bapstkron. Und wan sy ausgehen, so decken sy ein dunn durchsichtigs 
thuch daruber bis uber die bruste.”

29 Evliya Chelebi, Seyahatnamesi, Anadolu, Suriye, Hicaz (1671—1672) (Istanbul, 1935), 
IX, 288.

30 G. Sakkares, <e eH IirapTr) Trjs TTiCTiSias,” Eevo<pavr)S, I (1897), 362. S. B. 
Zervoudakes, “AtavoT]TiKf| avayevvrjCTis iv Kaiaapfa Trjs KamraSoKfas,” 5 evo<pccvT)s, 
I (1904), 74-85, describes the founding and functioning of the gymnasium in the monastery 
of Timios Prodromos in Zendjidere, Cappadocia, during the last quarter of the nineteenth 
century. See also the general remarks of Dawkins, Greek, passim.

31 For the confusing details and motives, Jaeschke, “Kirche,” pp. 95-129; H. J. 
Psomaides, “The Ecumenical Patriarchate under the Turkish Republic: The First Ten 
Years,” Balkan Studies, II, (1961), 50 ff.; The Eastern Question: The Last Phrase, a Study 
in Greek-Turkish Diplomacy (Thessalonike, 1968), pp. 91-92 and passim. T. Ergene, Istiklal 
harbinde Turk Ortodokslan (Istanbul, 1951), is, according to Psomiades, the work of Papa 
Eftim himself.
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mathematics, geography, astronomy, physics, and Greek chrestomathies 
and lexica. The Karamanlidhes also printed a newspaper in Istanbul.32

Inasmuch as the question of the historical origins of the Karamanlidhes 
is intimately related to the subject of the “Byzantine Residue” in Anatolia, 
a brief investigation of the problem is necessary. The theory of their 
Turkish origin appeared in a developed form immediately after World 
W ar I when the partition of Turkey seemed imminent. The connection of 
this theory with the political circumstances that so threatened Turkey at 
that time, especially from Greek claims in Asia Minor, is unmistakably 
clear. The author of this explanation, Cami Baykurt, was general 
secretary of the League for the Defence of Ottom an Rights in Izmir in 
1918-1919. In  his writings Cami Baykurt, as did certain other Turkish 
authors,33 expounded the Turkish origins of the Karamanlidhes on 
historical, linguistic, and other grounds. Baykurt alleged that the Turkish 
language (and it was, he said, purer Turkish than tha t spoken by many 
Muslim Turks)34 and the Turkish customs of the Turkophone Christians 
were due to the fact that they were descendants of Turkish soldiers whom 
the Byzantine emperors had settled in Anatolia prior to the Seljuk 
invasions. Here they were converted to Christianity, and because of 
Seljuk and Ottom an religious tolerance, they were perm itted to retain the 
Christian religion.35

Neither the alleged historical nor linguistico-cultural arguments 
advanced by this theory provide satisfactory explanations of the K ara 
manlidhes phenomenon, a phenomenon, incidentally, which is by no 
means unique and restricted to the history of Turkish Anatolia. Though 
the linguistic problem must be solved by the philologists and there is no 

attem pt to pronounce judgm ent on this specialized question here, still

RESIDUE IN  TURKISH ANATOLIA

32 On their literature and language see the following works: Jaeschke, “Kirche,” 
pp. 99-101 gives a short but succinct sketch of this literature with useful bibliography, 
Chudaverdoglu-Theodotos, “TovpKocpoovos,”pp. 306-307; S. Salaville and E. Dalleggio. 
Kararmnlidika 1584-1850, vol. I (Athens, 1958), is the first volume of a comprehensive 
descriptive catalog of printed Karamanli literature. See the review of Eyice, Belleten, 
XXVI (1962), 369-374. F. Halkin, “Accolouthies greco-turques a I’usage des grecs 
turcophones d’Asie Mineure,” in Memorial Louis Petit (Bucharest, 1948), pp. 194-202. E. 
Photiades, “ ToupKotpcova eAAr|viKa pipAia,” TAAtivikoc, IV (1931), 493-495. G. 
Arbanitakes, Les reliques Pun monde disparu (Athens, 1930), is a catalog of Karamanli 
manuscripts to be found in Athens. Eckmann, “Die karamanische Literatur,” in Philo- 
logiae Turcicae Fundamenta (Wiesbaden, 1964), II, 819-834. Huart, “Notice sur trois 
ouvrages en turc d’Anqara imprimis en caracteres grecs,” J.A., ge ser., XVI (1900), 
459-477. G. Hazai, “Uber den osmanisch-tiirkischen Abschnitt des dreisprachigen 
Sprachfuhrers von Saloniki,” UraLaltaische Jahrbucher, XXXIII (1961), 66-72.

33 The arguments of Cami were repeated in a series of articles by Izzet Ulvi, which 
appeared in the journal Hakimiyet-i Milliye, under the title “Anadolu’da Hiristiyan 
Ttirkler,” For translated excerpts, Jaeschke, “Kriche,” pp. i io - m .

34 “Jaschke, “ Kirche,” p. 96, n. 9a.
35 Ibid., pp. i io- i i i , Izzet Ulvi gave a variant explanation. These Karamanlidhes 

were descendants of the indigenous “Turanian” inhabitants of Anatolia who had lived 
in the peninsula at least as early as 4,000 years ago. Under Byzantine rule, he says, they 
adopted Christianity but retained their language. Cami Baykurt developed his thesis 
at length in Osmanli Ulkesinde Hiristiyan Tiirkler, 2d ed. (Istanbul, 1932).
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one is struck by the comments of the seventeenth-century traveler Evliya 
Chelebi who also noticed the cultural peculiarities of the Karamanlidhes. 
When he visited Antalya he recorded the fact that the Christians spoke 
only Turkish.

And there are four quarters of Greek infidels. But the infidels know absolutely 
no Greek. They speak erroneous Turkish.36

Soon after Antalya, Evliya’s itinerary brought him to the coastal town of 
Alaiya where he observed the same condition.

There was, from olden times, an infidel Greek quarter. There are altogether 
300 [who pay] the haradj. They know absolutely no Greek but know erroneous 
Turkish.37

To Evliya these Turkish-speaking Christians appeared as Greeks who 
spoke no Greek.38 I t  is interesting to note his observation that they spoke 
an “ erroneous” form of Turkish, a form that evidently distinguished them 
linguistically from their Turkish Muslim neighbors.39 Evliya, in contrast 
to Baykurt, considered the Turkish of the Karamanlidhes in seventeenth- 
century Antalya and Alaiya to be anything but “pure.”

More important is that the sources do not indicate that Turks were 
settled as military colonists on any significant scale in Byzantine Anatolia 
prior to the battle of Manzikert. I t  is remarkable how often articles and

36 Evliya Chelebi, IX, 288, “ . . . ve dordii Urum keferesi mahallesidir Amma keferesi 
asla ilrumca bilmezler Batil Turk lisani iizre kelimat iderler.”

37 Ibid., p. 297, “Amma kadim eyyamdan beru Urum keferesi bir mahalledir Ciimle 
u$ ytiz haracdir Amma asla Urum lisani bilmiyiib batil Turk lisani biliirler.”

38 We have an affirmation of the Greek origin of these Karamanlidhes from a Greek
traveler of the late sixteenth century. Jacob Meloites, from the Dodecanesian island of 
Patmos, composed in 1588 an account of his journeys throughout the Middle East and 
Europe, and in so doing left us some precious notes on south and west Anatolia. He 
specifically mentions three Turkophone Christian communities, in Isparta, Attaleia, and 
Kula. S. Papageorgiou, "  ‘OSomopiKov 9lccKcb(3ou MpAorrp,” TTapvaaaos (1882), 
635, "Kai sis Tpv Tf]v ’AraAia ecm ttoAAo! xpioriavoi "EAApvES, aAAa ouyivco-
oxouai yAcoaaa eAAiviKfjv- povov TOUpKiKp yAcoaaa* Kai uTtapyouai KaAoi ypicmcxvoi 
Kai ypappanapEvoi, ypappara EAApviKa, TUTroypa<p(a ek Trjs BEVETpas. Kai ek 
Tps ’ATaAtas iaco Tps aTEpEas Suo Kai ppiau pp£pa$ Eig y^P13 ovopa^ETai ZirapTcc 
Kai sis t a  ZirapTa ttoAAo'i xPlcrTiav°l "EAApvEg- ou yivcbcrKOuai yAcoaaa EAAqviKp.” 
Isparta still had many Christians when Lucas visited it in the early eithteenth century. 
Voyage du Sieur Paul Lucas, fait par ordre du roi dans la Grece, VAsie Mineure, la Macedoine et 
VAfrique (Amsterdam, 1714), I, 247-248 (hereafter cited as Lucas, 1714). P. 636, " . . .  
els KouAa. TToAAoi xP1(TTiavoi "EAApves* ou ytvcbaKow yAcoaaa EAApviKp* ttccvtes 
texvites, Troiouai TaTTeSiKa* ” Meloites, like Evliya, considers these Christians to be of 
Greek origin, for he refers to them not only as Christians but as Greeks (the use of 
Hellenes is most interesting). The testimony of the Greek and Turkish sources thus 
corroborate each other and both consider these Turkophone Christians as Greeks (Rum, 
Ellenes). As of the seventeenth century, there were no Jews or Armenians in Mugla, 
only Turks and Greeks. Evliya Chelebi, IX, 202.

39 My colleague Prof. Janos Eckmann kindly informed me that even today the Turkish 
of the Karamanlidhes differs from that of the ordinary Turkish-speaker. On peculiarities 
and characteristics, Eckmann, “Einige gerundiale Konstrukionen in Karamanischen,” 
Jean Deny Armagani (Ankara, 1958), pp. 77-83; "Anadolu Karamanli agizlarlna ait 
arastirmalar I. Phonetica.” DU ve tarih-cograjya fakiiltesi dergisi, VIII (Ankara, 1950), 
165—200. J. Deny, “Le gerondif en-(y)isin, d’apres les ecrits du moine Ioanni Hierotheos 
en turc des Grecs-orthodoxes turcophones d’Anatolie,” K.C.A., III (1941), 119-128.
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books refer to this supposed large-scale “Turkish colonization” by the 
emperors. I f  there was such a colonization of Turks, the contemporary 
histories, chronicles, and other documents certainly passed over it in 
silence. There was large-scale colonization in Anatolia prior to the eleventh 
century, but mostly of Slavs. The Turks were most often settled in Europe, 
especially in the V ardar regions.40 If  indeed Turks had been settled in 
Anatolia during this earlier period, they would probably not have 
survived the process of Hellenization and Christianization. This is what 
happened to the Slavs and other smaller groups settled in Anatolia by the 
Byzantines. There is no indication that Slavic-speakers from the Byzantine 
period survived in Ottoman Anatolia, rather they had been Hellenized. 
The basic languages that survived into the Ottom an period were Greek 
and Armenian. One must assume that in this Hellenic Christian environ
ment most ethnic groups would have been largely assimilated.

I t would seem more likely that the Karamanlidhes were in origin largely 
Greek-speaking Christians of Byzantine Anatolia, who in the course of 
Seljuk and Ottom an rule were Turkified linguistically, abandoned the 
use of Greek, and adopted a num ber of Turkish customs and practices. 
There are many parallel cases that would support such an assertion. T hat 
the vanquished very often abandoned their language for that of the con
queror and also imitated many of the victor’s customs were already 
apparent to Ibn  Khaldun in the fifteenth century.41 The process by which 
Turkish replaced Greek as the spoken language of these Christian com
munities was still alive in the late nineteenth and the early twentieth 
century, so that the philologists turned their attention to it, described it, 
and thus we have some knowledge of it. Social, political, and economic 

reasons most frequently require the conquered to acquire some knowledge 
of the language of their rulers. They must do this in order to carry on and 
facilitate the business of everyday existence. The language of government, 
administration, courts, tax collection, and commerce was most often, 
though not exclusively, Turkish. Conversion to Islam led to Turkification, 
and since the majority converted to the new religion, they also became 
Turkophone. There is also some evidence that the Turks occasionally 
insisted upon the use of Turkish in the thirteenth century.42 The cities, as 
the political and religious centers of the Turks, no doubt became principal 
centers from which the process of Turkification radiated. Those villages 
that were geographically nearby or else closely bound economically to the 
cities were strongly affected in matters of language. In  those villages where

40 This is repeated in the useless study of L. Vrooman, “The Pre-Ottoman Conquest 
of Asia Minor,” Muslim World, XXI (1941), 249-256. Yinanc, Fethi, passim, makes 
similar assertions, all of them based on misquoted and misunderstood sources, most of 
these sources being quoted from other secondary works.

41 See chapter vi.
42 Ibn Bibi-Duda, pp. 313, 345.
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the ruling Turks settled, the same phenomenon was to be observed. Even 
in villages that had no Turkish settlers and were geographically isolated 
Turkish was often introduced by Christians who, emigrating to Istanbul, 
Kayseri, and other towns, in order to find work, returned to their pro
vincial homes to retire. The change was usually manifested in the local 
Greek speech by a saturation of Turkish lexicographical material and 
syntactical forms. The villagers might become bilingual for varying 
periods of time until at some critical point Turkish would replace Greek 
as the language of the house and family. Then a generation would appear 
for which the mother tongue would be Turkish and Greek would be 
relegated to a secondary position. Finally, the process would be con
summated when the last old men and women of the village who remem
bered a few words and phrases of Greek would pass away.

All these conditions for and stages of the decline of Greek and the victory 
of Turkish have been recorded in nineteenth- and twentieth-century 
Anatolia. In  the Cappadocian villages of Andaval (an all Christian 
village of about 2,000 inhabitants in the early twentieth century) and 
Lim na (about 2,000 Christians and 650 Turks), the Christians had spoken 
Greek up to the latter part of the last century by which time Turkish had 
almost completely replaced Greek (by 1884 in Andaval, and by 1880 in 
Lim na).43 Similarly the Greek-speaking miners from Pontus who colon
ized Bereketli M aden in the Taurus eventually abandoned Greek for 
Turkish.44 By 1891 all tha t remained of Greek in the village of Golde 
was a scant fifteen words, and these were recited by an old woman to the 
German philologist K. Buresch.45 At Isparta, before the founding of the 
Greek schools, the number of Greek-speakers could be counted on the 
fingers.46 Even in the regions of Pontus, where the Greek-speaking 
tradition had been strongest, Turkisms in the language were frequent, and 
the closer the villages were to the periphery of the area, the more readily 
did they succumb to Turkish.47 There were other areas in which the 
retreat of Greek, though not at the final stage of disappearance, was well 
along the way. In  the Cappadocian villages of Semendere, Ulagadj, 
Fertek, as a result of increases in the number of Turks or of contacts with 
the outside world, Greek had been, lexicographically and syntactically, 
heavily permeated by Turkish, and linguistic Turkification of the in 
habitants was far advanced.48 In  other Cappadocian Graecophone

43 Dawkins, Greek, p. 11. Rizos, KarmaSoKiKd (Constantinople, 1856). Archelaos, 
Sivaaaos, p. 126. Karolides, rXcocro-dpiov, p. 37. Moustakides, KcnrrraSoKiKd, pp. 455- 
456.

44 Balabanes, MiKpacriaTiKa (Athens, 1891), pp. 134-139.
45 Dawkins, Greek, p. 38. K. Buresch in WochenschriftfiirPhilologie, IX (1892), 1387.
46 Sakkares, ct eH SirdpTr] Tfjs TTiaiSias,” Eevocpav'ns, I (1897), 362.
47 Triantaphylides, rTovTiccKa, pp. 142-143. Dawkins, “Notes on the Study of the 

Modern Greek of Pontus,” Byzantion, VI (1931), 396.
48 Dawkins, Greek, pp. 13-18. Moustakides, KaTrrraSoKiKd, pp. 455-457.
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villages such as Ghurzono and Aravanion, which had no Turkish popu
lation, the existence of the language was secure. But because of proximity 
to Nigde, the main arteries of communication and the movements of 
trade, Greek experienced a certain corruption, ensuing from Turkish 
linguistic borrowings.49 Pharasa, where previously Turkish had not been 
understood, became bilingual as a result of the influx of some Turkish 
settlers, but Greek remained the principal language of the Christians.50 
In  Sille, outside of Konya, Turkish had also been unknown, but with the 
appearance of a sizable Turkish population in the nineteenth century, the 
position of Greek became precarious.51 As far west as Bithynia, the same 
process was observable in the village of Saridagounion where the Greek 
of the 1,500 Christians was heavily contaminated.52

The process by which Greek-speaking communities could abandon 
their language for Turkish is amply illustrated by these recorded instances 
from the last century of O ttom an history.53 No doubt the process was one 
that did not suddenly begin in the nineteenth century, that very period of 
extraordinary awakening and consciousness when strenuous efforts were 
made to teach the Karamanlidhes Greek anew through the extensive 
program of founding schools. The retreat of Greek before the progress of 
Turkish was constant throughout the long centuries of Seljuk and 
Ottom an rule in Asia M inor.54

The actual process of linguistic Turkification, so apparent to observers 
in the nineteenth century, is not the only evidence indicative of a Greek 
origin for the Karamanlidhes. There are many parallels among other 
cultural groups in which their language was replaced by the language of 
the ruling class. In  Anatolia itself large numbers of Armenian Christians 

became Turkophone and often wrote Turkish in the Armenian script.55 
In  Syria, where Arabic replaced Syriac at an earlier date, the former 
Syriac-speaking population utilized the Syriac alphabet to write Arabic 
(Karshuni). The Copts of Egypt too were Arabized in language so that 
they eventually retained Coptic only as a liturgical language, and on occa
sion used the Coptic alphabet to write Arabic. Moving to the northern

49 Dawkins, Greek, pp. 17—18.
50 Ibid., pp. 30-34.
51 Ibid., p. 36; G. Niebuhr, Reisebeschreibung (1837), III, 126 ff.
52 G. Paschalides, “ ’AvocKoivcoois 'TTepi tt6Aecov tivcov Tfjs BiOuvias,” Eevo9avris, I

(1896), 284.
53 The ancient geographer Strabo gives a parallel description of the victory of Greek 

over the Anatolian languages, see chapter i.
54 Perhaps the earliest example is that in Nicetas Choniates, 50, in which the Greek 

Christians of the isles in the lakes began to associate intimately with the neighboring 
Turks.“ cokouv [xkv oOv TauTas TqviKdSE Koupou Xpioriavcov £opoi, oi Kai 81a Asp(3 cov Kai 
ccKaTicov T015 slKovi£uai ToupKOis g-rriiiiyvunEvoi ou povov tt v̂ Tipos aAApAous cpiAiav 
evteuOev EKparuvav aAAa Kai tois ETTiTpSEupaoiv auTcov ev ttAeiocti TTpoaEayfiKaCTiv. 
dpsAsi Kai cos opopouai auTois Trpocrn0 £p£voi 'Pcopaious cos ex^P0^  uttePAettovto* 
outgo ypovcp KpanruvOEv £0 os yEvous Kai dppoKEias eotiv iayupoTEpovT

55 Von Harff, von Groote, p. 201, and n. 793, chapter iii above.
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shore of the M editerranean, once more, the Greek populations were 
subjected to the same cultural transformation in southern Italy. Here they 
were absorbed by the Latin element and the Greek language underwent 
the same obliteration that it did in Asia M inor. M any of these Greeks in 
southern Italy eventually wrote Italian utilizing the Greek alphabet.56 
In  many ways the history of medieval Spain, as a border region where the 
forces of Christianity and Islam clashed, presents an interesting parallel 
with Anatolia. By the reign of the Umayyad £Abd al-Rahm an II  (822- 
852) extensive numbers of the population had apostatized to Islam, and a 
significant portion that had not become Muslim had been Arabized 
culturally. This latter class, known as the Mozarabs (Arabic, musta’rib, 
he who adopts the language and customs of the Arabs), accommodated 
itself to Arab language, literature, and manner of life. They seemed to 
prefer Arabic literature to the Latin writings of the Church Fathers, had 
the Bible translated into Arabic, often bore Muslim names, maintained 
harems, practiced circumcision, and so forth.57 The many parallels 
between the Mozarabs and Karamanlidhes in matters of imitation of 
language and customs of the conqueror further reinforces the probability 
that the Karamanlidhes were Greek in origin. H ad events in Anatolia 
followed the pattern of a Christian reconquista as occurred in Spain, the 
phenomenon of linguistic change from Greek to Turkish would probably 
have reversed itself. The Spanish reconquista terminated the process of 
linguistic Arabization before it could remove Spanish. The Karamanlidhes, 
like the Mozarabs who imitated the Arabs, often had Turkish names,58

56 G. N. Sola, “Spigolature di Codici Greci Siciliani,” Archivio Storico per la Sicilia 
orientali, XXV (1929), 408-412. G. Schiro,e* ‘H pu ĉxvTivf) AoyoTgxvia Tps ZiraAias Kai 
Trjs kcctgo MTaAias,” *EAAtivik&, XVII (1962), 182. On the state of the Greek com
munities in the fourteenth century, J. Gay, “Notes sur la conservation du rite grec dans 
la Calabre et dans la terre d’Otrante au XIVe siecle; listes de monasteres basiliens 
(d’apres les archives du Vatican),” B.Z., IV (1895), 59-66. G. Rohlfs, Neue Beitrage zur 
Kenntnis der unteritalienischen Gratzitat, Bay. Akad. d. Wiss. Phil.-Hist. Kl. Sitz. (1962). 
G. Morosi. “L’elemento Greco nei dialetti dell’ Italia meridionale,” Archivio Glottologico 
Italiano. XII, (1890—92), 76-96. A. Guillou, “La Lucanie byzantine,” Byzantion, XXXV 
(1965), 119—149; “Inchiesta sulla popolazione greca della Sicilia e della Calabria nel 
Medio Evo,” Rivista Storica Italiana, LXXV (1963), 53-68. M.-H. Laurent and J. Guillou, 
L e‘Liber Visitationis'd’Athanase Chalkeopoulos (1457-1458) (Vatican, i960).

57 P. Hitti, History of the Arabs (New York, 1951), pp. 515, 530, 545, 551. E. Levi- 
Provencal and L. P. Harvey, “Aljamia,” EI2. G. Levi Della Vida, “I Mozarabi tra 
Occidente e Islam,” VOccidente e VIslam nelValto medicevo (Spoleto, 1965), II, 667-695, 
with a good bibliography. Levi-Provencal, Histoire de VEspagne musulmane, (Paris, 1950- 
53), I, 233; III, 214-226, 233—240. F. J. Simonet, Historia de los Mozarabes de Espana 
(Madrid, 1897-1903). A. G. Palencia, Los Mozarabes de Toledo en los siglos X IIy  XIII 
(Madrid, 1926-30). I. de la Cagigas, Los Mozarabes (Madrid, 1947-48). H. Peres, 
“Les elements ethniques de l’Espagne musulmane et la langue arabe, au V—XI siecle,” 
in Etudes d'orientalisme dediees a la memoire de Levi-Provengal (Paris, 1962), II, 717-731, 
especially 725 on Islamization and Arabization of Christians.

58 Anatolian Greeks with Turkish names appear as early as the thirteenth century. 
Thierry, Nouvelles Eglises, pp. 202—206, published dedicatory inscriptions from the 
church of St. George not far from Gelveri which included the name Georgios Yiag(oupes). 
Turkish names, titles, and double Greek-Turkish names were in use in the empire of 
Trebizond. The emperor Andronicus’ two brothers had Greek and Turkish names, and
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^nd imitated Turkish customs in dress, in amusements, and in other 
ways.59

The scant historical sources and evidence from the period of the eleventh 
through the fifteenth centuries would also support the probability that the 
K aram anli Christians were formerly Graceophone and that Greek was the 
principal language of the peninsula on the eve of the invasions. The cities 
of Ankara, Neocaesareia, Attaleia, Iconium, and Amaseia, whose 
Orthodox Christian population in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries 

was largely Turkophone, were inhabited by Greek-speaking Christians in 
the earlier periods. In  1391 the translator for the religious debate between 
Manuel Palaeologus and the Ancyrene muderris was a bilingual inhabi
tan t who had been converted to Islam. At the time Neocaesareia was 
besieged by the emperor John II  Comnenus, the Turkish defenders had 
the inhabitants of the city compose a letter to the attackers in Greek. Many 
of the inhabitants of Attaleia in the thirteenth century also spoke Greek, 
and the Danishmendname refers to Greek-speakers in Amaseia and 
Comana Pontica.60 Also indicative of the fact that Greek was the principal 
language of Anatolia prior to Turkification is the phenomenon that the 
children of mixed marriages, as well as converts to Islam, were very 
frequently Greek-speaking or bilingual. Thus large numbers of mixo- 
varvaroi in the Seljuk armies of the twelfth century were both Greek
speaking and Turkish-speaking. The Turkish troops who attempted to 
defend Chios against the counteroffensive of Alexius I also knew Greek.61 
The geographical spread of Greek in this early Turkish period is often 
reflected in the administration of the various Turkish principalities. The 
Danishmendids minted a coinage that often utilized Greek inscriptions. 

The Seljuks, Ottomans, and house of Aydin, who ruled over large numbers 
of Greeks and had to deal with Greek states, all had Greek chanceries in 
their administration. John Cantacuzene remarks that the Ottomans

there was even a partial Turkification of court titles. Panaretus-Lampsides, pp. 64-66,. 
72, 75-76. Greek Christians with Turkish or Turko-Greek names also appear in the 
monastic documents of Vazelon, T. Uspenski and V. Benesevic, Vazelonskie Akty (Lenin
grad, 1927), pp. 10, 17. The spread of Turkish names among the Greek Christians of 
both Anatolia and the Balkans was extensive. See 'the following for references to them in 
Turkish documents: M. Koman, “Anadolu Hiristiyanlarda Islam ve Turk adlari,” 
Konya, III, 180-183; Konyali, Aksehir, pp. 540 ff.

59 Nicephorus Gregoras, III, 555, reports that even in fourteenth-century Constan
tinople, the Greek youths were adopting “Perisan” and Latin dress. The adoption of 
Muslim clothing, customs, and titles (as well as those of the Latins) was apparently 
strong among the Armenians of eastern Anatolia and Cilicia in the twelfth century, 
Nerses of Lampron, RM.C., D.A., I, 597 ff. De Clavijo-Le Strange, p. 115, for Turkish 
influence on Trebizondine cavalry and weapons. For the adoption of Turkish style 
archery contests in Constantinople see the traveler, Brocquiere-Schefer, p. 158.

60 Bar Hebraeus, I, 306. Manuel Palaeologus, P.G., CLVI, 121-122. A. J. Arberry, 
Discourses of Rumi (London, 1961), pp. 108-109. Danishmendname-Melikoff, I, 212, 
315; II, 26, 129.

61 Anna Comnena, II, 111-112; III, 205. Gesta Francorum, pp. 101, 107. The converted 
Greeks in parts of Pontus continued to speak Greek, as did the converts of Crete.
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themselves were familiar with the Greek language.62 Greek religious and 
funerary inscriptions are frequent in Anatolia as late as the end of the 
thirteenth century and continue in many regions, sporadically, until the 
fifteenth century. But by the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries these 
inscriptions are often in Turkish inscribed with Greek characters.63 In 
many ways one of the most striking testimonials to the importance of Greek 
in part of thirteenth-century Anatolia are the Greek verses in the Rebab- 
name of Sultan Walad, the son of Djalal al-Din Rumi. He obviously 
composed these verses for the benefit of Greek-speakers and these Graeco
phones must still have been comparatively numerous in thirteenth- and 
early fourteenth-century Konya. Again, this would indicate that although 
Konya was Turkish-speaking in the nineteenth century, it had been 
Greek-speaking prior to the twelfth century.64 Finally, Greek has left 
im portant philological traces, via loan words, in both the Turkish 
Hochsprache and the Turkish dialects of Anatolia.65

62 See chapter hi, nn. 536-538. To the bibliography there, one may consult further,
Lampros, te 'EAAr|viKa 6T]p6aia ypappcnra tou I ouAtccvou Bayia£rr B', N.E. V 
(1908), 155-189; “"OpKos tcov MouaouApavcov Trpos Xpiariavous,” N.E., XV
(1921), 363-366. A. Bombaci, “II liber graecus, un cartolario veneziano comprendente 
inediti documenti ottomani in greco (1481-1504),” Westostliche Abhandlungen (Wiesbaden, 
1954), PP- 301-302. John Cantacuzene, P.G., CLIV, “ |3ap|3dpous ovtccs, Kai Tfjs tcov 
‘EAAqvcov aocpias, ou pqv yap yAcoTTrjs apoipous aysSov . .

63 Bees, Die Inschriftenaufzeichnung des Kodex Sinaiticus Graecus, 508 (976) und die Maria 
Spilaotissa Klosterkirche bei Sille (Lykaonien), mil Exkursen zur Geschichte der Seldschuken-Tiirken 
(Berlin, 1922), passim. Thierry, Eglises nouvelles, passim. De Jerphanion, Cappadoce, passim. 
On Karamanli inscriptions the recent article of E. Hatzidake is most interesting, ** Xpi<7- 
TiavtKss sTnypacpes MiKpas ’Aaias Kai ITovtou,” M.X, VIII (1959), 1-48.

64 For the phenomenon of the Greek verses, written in the Arabic script, G. Meyer, 
“Die griechischen Verse im Rababnama,” B.Z., IV (1895), 401-411. “Divan-i Sultan 
Veled’den,” Konya, VI, 376-378. P. Burguiere and R. Mantran, “Quelques vers grecs du 
X IIP si&cle en caracteres arabes,” Byzantion, XXII (1952), 63-80.

65 This question will be examined in somewhat more detail in relation to Turkish 
cultural borrowings from the Greek Christians in Anatolia. The most important contri
bution is that of A. Tietze, “Griechische Lehnworter im anatolischen Turkischen,” 
Oriens, VIII (1955), 204-257 (hereafter cited as Tietze, “Anat. Tiirkisch). In this 
study Tietze was the first to isolate the loan words in the spoken dialects of Anatolia (in 
contradistinction to loan words in the Hochsprache). He based his study on the lexico
graphical material collected in Anatolia by the Linguistic Society from the spoken 
language, which material evidently excluded recognizable Greek words. Therefore the 
study of Tietze represents those words that were absorbed and Turkified in appearance. 
This is of great significance for the study of the Byzantine cultural influence in Turkish 
Anatolia. The 303 words that Tietze has here compiled exclude, however, loan words 
that were also in the Hochsprache, as well as'certain other categories. For the nautical 
terms borrowed by Turkish from the Greek, H. and R. Kahane and A. Tietze, The 
Lingua Franca in the Levant (Urbana, 1958) (hereafter cited as Kahane and Tietze, Lingua 
Franca). Other works include Tietze, “Griechischen Lehnworter im anatolischen Tiirkisch, 
Actes du X e Congres inernational dyetudes Byzantines (Istanbul, 1957), pp. 295-296 (hereafter 
cited as Tietze, “Griech. Lehnworter”), of the 32,000 words in the Turkish Dialectical 
Dictionary Tietze found about 1,000 that had passed into Turkish via Greek. Also his 
“Einige weitere greichische Lehnworter,” Nemeth Armagni (Ankara, 1962), pp. 373-388 
(hereafter cited as “Einige weitere”). E. Mpoga, “ Ta eis tqv TOUpKiKriv, TrepaiKqv Kai 
apa|3iKf|V SavgiaTfjs ‘EAAriviKrjs,3’ 3A0r|va, LV (1951), 67-113. Andriotes, “ Oi apoi(3aiss 
yAcoacriKes imSpaaeis ‘EAArivcov Kai ToupKcov,” Mopcpss IV (1950), 558 ff. 
A. A. Papadopoulos, “Ta ek Tfjs EAAqviKfjs 6aveia Tfjs ToupKiKrjs,” ’AOrjva, XLIV 
(1933)> 3“27- Meyer, Turkische Studien, I. Die griechischen und romanischen Bestandtheile im 
Wortschatze des Osmanische-Turkischen. Sitz. derkon. Akad. der Wiss., Phil.-Hist. Cl., GXXVIII 
(Vienna, 1893) (hereafter cited as Meyer, Turk. Studien).
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Interior view of Sultan Khan caravansaray, K. Erdmann, Das anatolische 
Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts (Berlin, 1961), pi. 119 (courtesy Verlag Gebr.

Mann).



Exterior view of Saad al-Din Khan caravansaray, K. Erdmann, Das anatolische 
Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts (Berlin, 1961), pi. 184 (courtesy Verlag Gebr.

Mann).

View of Seyid Ghazi Tekke from the south showing the use of a formerly Christian 
basilica (left) alongside the turbe (center) and the mosque (right). Monumenta 
Asiae Minoris Antiqua, vol. V, C. W. M. Cox and A. Cameron, pi. 10 (courtesy 

The Manchester University Press).



Tahtadji women from Chibuk Khan, E. Petersen and F. von Luschan, Reisen im 
siidwestlichen Kleinasien, vol. II, Reisen in Lykien Mityas und Kibyratis (Vienna, 1889), 

pp. 200-201 (Druck und Verlag von Carl Gerold’s Sohn).

A Bektashi sheikh with disciple, C. E. Arseven, Vart turc (Istanbul, 
1 939)j fig- 448 (Devlet Basimevi).



* ■

Mawlawi dervishes participating in a sema’, V. Minorsky, The Chester Beatty 
Library. A Catalogue of the Turkish Manuscripts and Miniatures (Dublin, 1958), pi. 42 

(courtesy The Chester Beatty Library, Hodges Figgis and Co., Ltd.).



Danishmendid coinage (courtesy Dr. George Miles, Chief Curator, The American 
Numismatic Society).
1. Malik Muhammad 1084-1136 4. Muhammad ibn Dhu’l Karnain 1161-1169
2. Dhu’l Nun 1143-1174 5. Muhammad ibn Dhu’l Karnain 1161-1169
3. Dhu’l Karnain 1152-1161 6. Malik Ismail 1164-1173



The former church of St. Amphilochius at Konya as a mosque, The Annual of the 
British School at Athens, XIX (1912-13), 123, fig. 1 (courtesy Macmillan and Co., 

Ltd., and British School at Athens).

Equestrian statue of Justinian I. Jahrbuch des deutschen archaologiskes Instituts, 
XLVI (1931), 334, fig. 12 (courtesy Walter de Gruyter and Co.).
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The threshing sledge, Voyage du Sieur Paul Lucas (Amsterdam, i7i4)j P* i 2̂.



If  the surviving Christians of nineteenth- and early twentieth-century 
Anatolia represent the visible physical Byzantine residue, a significant 
portion of the Muslim population in Anatolia, as the product of ethnic 

mixture, represents the “invisible” physical residue of this Byzantine past. 
The mass conversions, intermarriage, gulam-devshirme, and slave 
systems resulted in the fusion of the majority of the Byzantine population 
with the Turks and, consequently, made of the Turks a people with 
origins as mixed as those of the Greeks, Serbs, Armenians, and Bulgars.

Formal Institutions

Any attem pt to estimate the Byzantine residue in the administrative, 
military, and fiscal institutions and practices of the Seljuks, Anatolian 
beyliks, and Ottomans is fraught with incredible difficulties. There is a 
paucity of source material, and the Byzantine and Turkish institutions of 

the period are still incompletely investigated even on the basis of this little 
material. The problem of institutional origins and influence is compli
cated by the very fact that the Byzantine and Ottom an Empires were 
similar in many respects. They were both polyglot, multisectarian, 
bureaucratic theocracies whose core consisted of Anatolia and the 
Balkans. Accordingly, the emperors and sultans faced many of the 
identical political, social, and economic problems and cultural phenom
ena. These problems, common to both empires, could not help but be 
reflected in the institutional and administrative apparatus, hence some 
of these institutions might, theoretically at any rate, have been independ
ently inspired by the prevailing conditions without any question of 
direct influence or inheritance of institutions. In addition the Balkans, 

Asia Minor, the Levant, and Egypt had, since the conquests of Alexander, 
formed a common cultural area that, though it possessed strong local 
cultural variety, had nevertheless many common characteristics. 
When the Arabs conquered these areas they incorporated and adapted 
many of the political, economic, social, and cultural forms they found and 
which were common to the Balkans and Anatolia. The political and social 
structure they erected resembled that of the Byzantines in many respects. 
As the Arab conquest preserved much of Syrian and Egyptian society 
intact, the Byzantine forms were adopted. M any of the urban institutions 
of the Muslim cities developed from Byzantine models: the public baths,66 
marketplace and guild organization,67 urban military and sportive 
organizations.68 The Umayyad caliphs adopted or adapted items from the

66 V o n  G ru n e b au m , “ D ie islam ische S tack ,” Saeculum, V I  (1955), 138-139. I n  g enera l, 
V ryonis, “ B y zan tiu m  a n d  Islam , S even th -S even teen th  C e n tu ry ,” East European Quarterly, 
I I  (1968), 205-240 .

67 V o n  G ru n e b au m , “ S ta d t ,”  pp . 139, 144. G . M a r a i s ,  “ C onsidera tions su r les villes 
m usu lm anes e t n o ta m m e n t su r le ro le  d u  M o h ta s ib ,”  Recueils de la Societe Jean Bodin, V I j  
(1954), 260-261 .

es V ryon is, “ B yzan tine  C ircus F ac tio n s a n d  Is lam ic  F u tu w w a  O rg a n iz a tio n s  (N ean iai, 
F ity a n , A h d a th ) ,” B .Z . ,  L V I I I  (1965), 4 6 -5 9 .
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policies and administrative practices of the Byzantine emperors, in par
ticular from the tax system and bureaucracy,69 the concepts of monu
mental architecture,70 and legislation by imperial rescript. Similarly, the 
Arabs copied the gold and copper coinage of the Byzantines, in the 
beginning imitating not only the weight standard but even the figures and 
inscriptions on the coins. The Byzantine standards of weight and volume, 
too, influenced those of the Arabs. I t  is of some interest that the Muslims 
acquired the Byzantine m anner of sealing their documents with lead 

seals.71
In the field of religion the practice of endowing economically religious 
foundations, the wakf, may have been inspired by Christian practice,72 
and the development of Muslim theology was connected with Christian 
polemic.73 In  such everyday items as cuisine, domestic architecture, and 
dress, the Arabs absorbed a number of practices, perhaps even the custom 

of veiling women.74 Most conspicuous of all were the intellectual borrow
ings, for Arab science, geography, grammar, medicine, philosophy, and 
musical theory were indebted to the Byzantines in varying degrees.75

As a result of the erection of the caliphate partially on Byzantine soil, 
the developing Islamic society incorporated many elements that were 
Byzantine. Thus when the Turks passed into the Muslim lands and were 
Islamized, they too were influenced by many of these institutions and 
practices Islam had absorbed from Byzantium. W hen they conquered the 
Byzantine Empire they brought many of these institutions (in a trans
formed state) with them, and they were often similar to the Byzantine 
institutions they encountered. The fourteenth-century tax official and 
chronicler Karim  al-Din M ahm ud of Aksaray illustrates his awareness of 
this phenomenon in his comment on the fiscal establishment in Seljuk 
Anatolia. He remarks that the tax books, which in the old days had been

69 A . G ro h m an n , Einfiihrung und Chrestomathie zur arabischen Papyruskunde (P rague , 
1954); “ G riech ische u n d  la te in ische  V erw a ltu n g ste rm in i im  a rab isch en  A eg y p ten ,”  
Chronique d ’Egypt, nos. 13-14 (1932), p p . 275-284.

70 G ib b , “ A rab -B y zan tin e  R e la tio n s  u n d e r  th e  U m a y y a d  C a lip h a te ,” D .O .P ., X I I  
(1958), 223-233.

71J .  W alke r, A  Catalogue o f  the Arab-Byzantine and Post-Reform Umaiyad Coins (L ondon , 
1956). G . M iles, “ A  B yzan tine  B ronze W eig h t in  th e  N am e o f Bisr b . M a rw a n ,” Arabica, 

I X  (1962), 113-118 ; A  Byzantine Weight Validated by a l-W alid  (N ew  Y ork, 1939).
72 K op riilii, “ V ak if  m uessesesin in  h u k u k i m ah iy e ti ve ta r ih i  tek am u lu ,”  V .D ., I I  

(1942), i - 36.
73 A bel, “ P o lem ique d am ascen ien n e ,”  pp . 61 -85 .
74 D ozy , Dictionnaire detaille des noms des vetements chez les Arabes (A m sterdam , 1845), 

p p . 327 ff., derives feredje from  (popecrid. See also P rocop ius, History o f  the Wars, I I ,  
8. 35, on  th e  veiling  o f  w om en  in  six th  ce n tu ry  A ntioch . O n  th e  co n tin u ity  o f  cuisine, 
K oukoules, Bios V , 1-205.

75 F . R osen th a l, D as Fortleben der Antike im Islam  (Z u rich , 1965). V o n  G ru n e b au m , 
“ P ara lle lism , C onvergence , a n d  In flu en ce  in  th e  R e la tio n s o f  A rab  a n d  B y zan tine  
P h ilosophy , L ite ra tu re , a n d  P ie ty ,”  D .O .P ., X V I I I  (1964), 9 1 - m  ; “ Is lam  a n d  H e lle n 
ism ,” in  Islam. Essays in the Nature and Growth o f  a Cultural Tradition (M enasha , 1955), 
159—167; “ G reek  F o rm  E lem en ts  in  th e  A ra b ia n  N ig h ts ,” J .A .O .S . , L X II  (1942), 
286-292 . M . M eyerhoff, Von Alexandrien nach Baghdad, S itz . der Preus. Akad. der W iss., 
Phil.-hist. K l. (1930).
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translated from Greek and Persian into Arabic, were in his own day 
retranslated into Persian.76 The consequence of all this was that the 
Turks brought a number of institutions into Anatolia and the Balkans 
which were in some way already familiar to the inhabitants.

Finally, there were certain customs and usages of the Byzantine 
Christians the Turks adopted outright in Anatolia and in the Balkans. The 
route by which the Turks might theoretically have adopted or imitated 
Byzantine practices is therefore a threefold one: by direct adoption from 
the Christian subject populations; by adoption of older Islamic practices 
the Arabs themselves adopted when they conquered Syria and Egypt; 
by reason of the fact that the Turks found similar problems in ruling the 
Balkans and Anatolia, and therefore their solutions had to be similar to 
those of the Byzantines. This last route might have therefore produced 
similar institutions.

The Seljuks and Ottomans derived their political and military 
establishments primarily from the Islamic world. Such institutions as the 
sultanate, vezirate, iqta, gulam, and others, were part of the state 
accoutrement the Turks acquired when they entered the Muslim world 
in the tenth and eleventh centuries.77 Yet the Seljuk and Ottoman 
apparatus differed in many ways from contemporary Muslim states in 
Egypt, Syria, and Persia,78 because the Seljuks and Ottomans, in bringing 
the traditional Muslim institutions with them (and combining therein 
their own Turkish traditions), had to apply them to a Byzantine milieu, a 
milieu in which the conquerors preserved certain local practices and often 
absorbed portions of the local aristocracy and their modus operandi. 
Though these Christians were culturally absorbed into Turkish Muslim 
society, they left a distinct coloration in the new society as a result of the 
absorptive process.79 The Turkish institutions therefore represent a new 
synthesis of these elements, Islamic, Turkish, and Byzantine.

76 A ksaray -G en^osm an , p . 154. T h is  process is c learly  reflec ted  in  th e  R iick w an d eru n g  
o f ce r ta in  G reek  a n d  L a tin  term s in to  P ers ian  a n d  A rab ic , th e n  in to  T u rk ish  a n d  fina lly  
back  in to  G reek. M eyer, Turk. Studien, passim. A . M aidhofF, “ R u c k w an d e re r  aus d en  
islam itischen  S p rach en  im  N eugriech ischen  (S m yrna u n d  U m g e b u n g ) ,”  G lotta^Zeitschrift 

fu r  griechische und lateinische Sprache X , (1920), 1-21.
77 K o p ru lii took a n  essentially  n eg a tiv e  v iew  on th e  question  o f  B y zan tin e  in fluences: 

“ Bizans m uesseselerin in  O sm an li m uesseseierine te ’siri h a k k in d a  b az i m u la h a z a la r ,” 
Turk hukuk ve iktisat tarihimecmuasi, I  (1931), 165-313 (hereafter c ited  as K o p ru lii, “ B izans.” 
Alcune osservazioni intorno all* influenza delle istituzioni bizantine sulle istituzioni ottomane (R om e, 
1953); “ Les in stitu tions b y zan tines  ont-elles jo u e  u n  ro le dans la  fo rm a tio n  des in stitu tions 
o tto m a n e s? ” Resumes des communications presentees au Congres de Varsovie, 1933 (W arsaw , 
1933)» b  297~302 - F o r com m ents on  this view, T aesch n e r, “ E in e  n eu e  tu rk ische  P u b li-  
k a tio n  z u r  W irtschaftsgesch ich te ,”  Orientalistische Literaturzeitung, X X X V I  (1933), 4 8 5 -  
486. Also A rnakes, ’O flcopavol pp . 101-107. B ab inger, “ B yzantin isch-osm anische G renz- 
s tu d ien ,”  B.Z.>  X X X  (1929-30), 414 -4 1 5 . T h e  w o rk  o f  U zu n ^ars ili, Osmanli devleti 
teskilatina medhal ( Is tan b u l, 1941), is a  p a r tic u la r ly  useful w ork on  th e  tra d itio n a l Islam ic  
elem ents in  O tto m a n  institu tions. M y  study , “ T h e  'B y zan tin e  L egacy  a n d  O tto m a n  
F o rm s,”  w ill soon a p p e a r  in  D .O .P ., X X I I I .

78 T aesch n e r, “ P u b lik a tio n ,” p p . 486 -487 .
79 F o r G reek , A rm en ian , a n d  G eo rg ian  nobles w ho passed to  th e  side o f  th e  T u rk s : 

M a tth e w  o f  Edessa, pp . 195, 199, 205 -206 , 2 0 9 -2 1 0 ; D an ishm endnam e-M eliko ff, I ,
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The Seljuk and Ottoman courts were, theoretically, open to Byzantine 
influence through four channels. There were occasionally sultans and 
princes who spent time by the side of Byzantine rulers in Constantinople 
and Nicaea.80 Such, by way of example, were Kilidj II  Arslan, his son 
Ghiyath al-Din Kaykhusraw, and Tzz al-Din II  Kaykaus, the latter two 
being half-Greeks, or mixovarvaroi. A second channel through which such 
influence might have penetrated into Turkish court life was marriage 
alliance. Numerous were the Seljuk, Danishmendid, emirate, and 
O ttom an rulers who took Christian wives: Kilidj II Arslan, Ghiyath al- 
Din I Kaykhusraw, 6Ala* al-Din Kaykubad. Ghiyath al-Din II K ay
khusraw had Greek, Georgian, and Turkmen wives. The Turkmen princes 
of northern Anatolia took Trebizondine princesses as wives, as did the 
dynasty of Uzun Hasan. The Ram azan and K aram an princes took Greek 
wives, and the Ottomans in particular satisfied their diplomatic and 
personal needs with Byzantine and Serbian princesses. Did and could 
women of the harem exercise influence on court life ? They obviously did 
in terms of its everyday content, but it is harder to answer in regard to 
form. Tzz al-Din II, whose mother was the daughter of a Greek priest, 
held a court that was run by his maternal uncles and their influence and 
Christian orientation were such that there was a sharp and dangerous 
split between Muslims and Christians in the dynastic politics of Konya. 
The Byzantine influence was quite strong at this court. He was not only 
baptized (Ramazan and K aram an princes were also baptized) but 
revered the holy icons and had close relations with the Greek hierarchy. 
When Orhan married the daughter of Cantacuzene, the Byzantine 
imperial ceremony of prokypsis was lavishly performed before the mixed 

Greek and Turkish party attending the celebrations. She herself refused 
to convert to Islam and actively aided the Chri-stian community of 
Bithynia which was undergoing strong proselytizing pressures.

The presence of Christian aristocrats at the court (some of whom con
verted) certainly constituted natural links between Byzantine practices 
and Turkish courts. The three Gabras5 who served as Seljuk vizirs, the 
nephew of John II Comnenus who married the daughter of Kilidj II

126, 1 28 -129 ; Jhosset-Georgie, I ,  331 ; B ar H eb raeu s , I , 130, 265 ; M ich ae l th e  S y rian  
I I I ,  2 47 ; N icetas C hon ia tes, 4 8 -4 9 , 72, 24 5 -2 4 6 ; C in n am u s , 56 ; Ib n  B ib i-D u d a  p p . 
38 -4 1 , 117-120, 3 3 0 -3 3 1 ; A sh ik p ash azad e-K reu te l, p p . 31, 32, 4 6 -4 8 , 6 7 -6 9 . A shik- 
p asbazade-A li, p p . 11-12 , 2 3 -2 4 , 4 3 -4 4 .

F o r th e  O tto m a n  p e r io d : M . T . G okbilg in , X V - X V I  asirlarda Edirne ve Pa§a livasi 
vakiflar-mulkler-mukataalar (Is tan b u l, 1952), p p . 89, 93, 106-107, 151-152. R . A nh eg g er 
a n d  H . Inalc ik , KdnTinname-i sultani ber muceb-i orf-i osmanl. I I  Alehmed ve IIB a yez id  devirlerine 
aityasakname ve kanunnameler (A nkara , 1956), pp . 73 -74 . B ab inger, “ B eitrage zu r  G eschichte 
des M a lq o c -O g lu s ,” p p . 355-369 , a n d  “ E in e  V er fu g u n g  des P alao logen  C hass M u ra d -  
P asa ,” p p . 344-354 , b o th  rep rin te d  in  A ufza tze  und Abhandlungen zur Geschichte Siidosteuropas 
und der Levante, vol. I  (M u n ich , 1962).

See also ch a p te r  iii above for g re a te r  d e ta il. A  n u m b e r  o f  titles w ere th e reb y  in c o rp o 
ra te d  in to  T u rk ish : effendi, desp ina , p a trik , k ira , a rch o n , k n ez , voyvod, tekfur, etc,

80 F o r  g rea te r  de ta ils  a n d  sources on  w h a t follows see c h a p te r  iii.
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Arslan and turned Muslim, the great emir Maurozomes in the thirteenth 
century (whose relative had married a sultan), the two uncles of cIzz al- 
Din, Michael Palaeologus who waxed so powerful in his brief stay at 
Konya, and others too numerous to mention could have been instrumental 
in Seljuk contact with Byzantine forms and influences.

Finally there were the gulams or royal slaves, usually of Christian 
origin, who staffed the court, administration, and select military bodies. 
The question arises whether these gulams, usually taken at a young age 
and converted within a rigidly Islamic institution, really had a sufficiently 
Christian character to exercise any Byzantine influence on the empire’s 
life. Undoubtedly most did not. Yet information from the fifteenth and 
sixteenth centuries indicates tha t some of these gulams had strong 
memories of their Christian past and often behaved in a manner that 
would be incomprehensible without taking this into account.81

The visits of Turkish sultans to the Byzantine court, intermarriage with 
Christian princesses, Christians or converts in high offices, and the gulam 
institution brought a very definite Christian atmosphere and element 
into the most intimate aspects of court life, but all this tells us nothing 
specific. Here and there one detects examples of a definite Turkish taste 
for the Byzantine court style. The sultan Tzz al-Din I I  wore as symbols of 
the sultanic authority the epuffpopacpEs tteSiAov, the scarlet boot.82 
Turkish emirs of the realm had a special preference for Byzantine 
ceremonial robes in the eleventh and twelfth centuries, and the emir of 
Ankara, in a treaty with Alexius I I I  Angelus, demanded as part of the 
terms forty silk garments of the type manufactured in  Theban workshops 
for the emperor himself.83 The gold and silk tissue of the sultan £AlaJ 
al-Din I Kaykubad in the museum of Lyon is according to some art 
historians done in a modified Byzantine style. A rare Seljuk coin of the 
twelfth century depicts the sultan in Byzantine imperial garb. Linguisti
cally the Turkish terms avlu and kiler used to designate the sultan’s court 
and pantries are of Byzantine origin.84

The evidence for Turkish military life, though uneven, is more con
siderable. Byzantine military practices had a certain influence on Turkish 
military life both in Anatolia and the Balkans. This influence arose from

81 V ryon is, “ B yzan tine  L eg acy ,”  D .O .P ., X X I I I .  B arth o lo m aeu s G eo rg ieu iz-G oughe, 
ch a p te r  en titled  “ O f  th e  U n m erc ifu l T r ib u te  E x ac ted  a t  th e  C h ris tian  H a n d e s .”  V aca- 
lopoulos, M arop fa , I l9 163-164 . U zu n sa rs ili, Osmanli devleti te$kilatindan kapukulu ocaklari 
(A nkara , 1943), I ,  19. L . H adrov ics, Le peuple serbe et son eglise sous la domination turque 

(Paris , 1947), p p . 48-50*
82 P ach y m eres, I ,  131-132.
83 N ice tas  C hon ia tes , 608 -6 0 9 . A tta lia tes , 277.

- 84 V o n  F alke , Kunstgeschichte der Seidenweberei, I ,  F ig. 162.' In a lc ik , “ H a r ir ,”  E I 2, r e 
p roduces th e  silk o f L yon . Victoria and Albert Museum , B r ie f Guide to Turkish woven Fabrics 
(L ondon , 1950), pp . 1 -3 . E ffendi a n d  d esp ina  a p p e a r  as ea rly  as th e  th ir te e n th  a n d  
fo u rteen th  cen tu ries, E flak i-H u art, I I ,  430. T ie tze , “ A n a t. T u rk isch .,”  p . 224. M ey er, 
Turk. Studien, p p . 37, 44. I b n  B a ttu ta -G ib b , I I ,  463. D ilger, Untersuchungen zur Geschichte 
des osmanischen Hofzeremoniells im 15. und 16. Jahrhundert (M u n ich , 1967), concen tra tes on  
those aspects o f  O tto m a n  c o u r t ce rem o n y  w h ich  h av e  a  specifically  Is lam ic  b ackg round .
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the large num ber of renegades and Christians who a t different times served 
in Turkish armies, and especially from the incorporation of sizable 
Christian contingents into the Turkish military apparatus. The Seljuk 
armies were, from early times in their Anatolian experience, of a highly 
diverse ethnic character. They included Turks, Arabs, Persians, Georgians, 
Armenians, Russians, Franks, and Greeks.85 In  short they were similar to 
the multinational armies of the caliphate and Byzantium. Armenian 
military contingents, led by Armenian patricians, served the Seljuks in 
the late eleventh and the early twelfth century in eastern Anatolia.86 
Nicephorus Gregoras relates tha t the sultans recruited military corps of 
Greek Christians from among the Greeks inhabiting the Seljuk domains 
and that these served under their own generals with their own uniforms. 
I t was over these troops that Michael Palaeologus was appointed 
kondistabl when he fled to Konya.87 The survival of Christian military 
groups and their incorporation into the Ottom an war machine are 
phenomena that have received considerable attention and have been 
correctly stressed as elements that helped make possible the rapid military 
conquests of the Ottomans who, without auxiliary manpower, would not 
have been sufficiently numerous to take and hold their vast empire. The 
body of Ottoman soldiers known as martolos was very probably of 
Byzantine provenance as is indicated not only by the word itself but by 
the fact that the first-mentioned martolos were Christians and Christians 
figured prominently in the body of martolos thereafter.88 Early in the 
Bithynian conquests of Osman, Byzantine feudal lords joined the O tto
man armies, the most famous of them, Mikail Beg, forming one of the 
longest-lived Muslim aristocratic dynasties.89

The incorporation of large numbers of Christian soldiery (pronoiarioi) 
raises the complicated question of the relationship between the Ottom an 
and Byzantine military fiefs, the timar and pronoia. In the fourteenth and 
fifteenth centuries the Turks established the tim ar as a basic military, 
fiscal, and administrative institution. In  its essentials the Ottom an timar

85 I b n  B ib i-D uda , p p . 97, 219 -2 2 0 , 223, 227-230 , 333-334 .
86 M a tth e w  o f E dessa, pp . 199, 205—206, 209-210 . T h e y  w ere  still ac tive in  th e  O tto m a n  

s trugg le  aga in st T im u r  in  th e  fo u rte e n th  cen tu ry . T im u r  rec ru ite d  C ap p ad o c ia n  A rm en-
ans, D ucas, p . 62.

87 N icep h o ru s G regoras, I ,  58. T hese  troops w ere n o t on ly  to  w ear G reek  un iform s 
b u t  w ere  also to  be a rm e d  in  th e  G reek  m an n er.

88 A nhegger, “ M arto lo s la r  h a k k in d a ,”  T .M . , V I I - V I I I  (1940-42), 282-320 . M . 
V asic , “ D ie M arto lo zen  im  osm an ischen  R e ic h ,”  Zeitschrift f u r  Balkanologie, I I  (1964), 
172-189. See th e  tre a tm en ts  for th e  som ew hat la te r  p e rio d : In a lc ik , “ S tefan  D u san ’d a n  
o sm an li im p era to rlu g u n a . X V  as irda  R u m e li’de  h ir is tiy an  s ipah lie r ve m enseleri,”  in  
Fatih devri iizerinde tetkikler ve vesikalar (A nkara , 1954), T , 137—209 (hereafter c ited  as 
In a lc ik , “ S tefan  D u san ’d a n ) ; “ T im ario tes  chre tiens en  A lb an ie  au  X V e siecle,” M itteil- 
ungen des osterre ich ischen  S taa tsa rch iv s, I V  (1952), 118-138 ; H icri 835 tarihli suret-i 
defter-i sancak-i Arvanid (A n k ara , 1954). C vetkova, “ N ovye d an n y e  o kh irs tian ak h - 
sp ak h iia  n a  balkanskom  po luostrove v p erio d  tu re tskova gospodstvo ,” V .V ., X I I I  (1958), 
184-197.

89 In a lc ik , “ D u san ’d a n ,” p p . 141-142. A sh ik p ash azad e -K reu te l, p p . 31-37? 46, 48 ff., 

52 ff. A sikpashazade-A li, p p . 11 ff., 24  ff.
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was identical with the Byzantine pronoia. I t was a revenue-producing 
grant, usually but not exclusively of land, the recipient of which, the 
spahi, was entitled to hold it in usufruct in return for military service. 
The basic difference between tim ar and pronoia was merely a function 
of the reverse fortunes of centralized authority in the Byzantine and O tto
man states. The sultan exercised strict control over these fiefs, whereas in 
Byzantium decentralization of imperial authority was reflected in the 
increasing passage of pronoia from the category of usufruct to that of 
dominium. I t  is of further interest that the Ottomans incorporated a 
number of the old Greek and Serbian pronoiarioi as Christian spahis, 
converting their pronoias into tim ars.90 The Byzantine magnate-soldiers 
of Bithynia who joined the Ottomans were frequently allowed to retain 
their lands and castles, and the same seems to have occurred in certain 
other Anatolian regions (Paipert, Kutahya, Trebizond).91 A number of 
tax practices associated with the old pronoia system were apparently 
incorporated when the Ottomans absorbed the Christian spahis into the 
tim ar establishment.92

It is very difficult to say whether all these facts are anything more than 
coincidence and that the tim ar somehow derives from the Byzantine 
pronoia. A  brief glance at the Islamic nomenclature for such military 
grants, however, is not without importance. “ Tim ar,” of Persian origin, 
and “ pronoia” have very similar meanings and underwent parallel 
semantological developments. They signify “ care, providence, and finally 
a revenue granted by the ruler to the military and administrative officials 
for services rendered to the state.” I t seems that the Ottomans were the 
first of the Islamic peoples to employ the term with this last meaning. The 
Persians had previously used the Arabic term iqta, as did the Seljuks of 
Anatolia. W ith the appearance of the Mongols and rise of the Turkmen 
tribal confederations in eastern Anatolia, new terms, tiyul and siyurgal, 
appeared, but not tim ar.93 Now this fact is of some interest if one keeps in 
mind the following. The Seljuks encountered Byzantine society at one 
stage of its development in the eleventh century, whereas the Ottomans of 
the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries encountered the same society at a 
later stage of development, The pronoia system was still in its infancy in 
the eleventh century, and the Seljuks did not encounter it within their 
Anatolian domains. The Ottomans expanded into Bithynia in the early 
fourteenth century, and then into the Balkans, by which time the pronoia 
system had spread over the entire Byzantine domains and over those of the

90 In a lc ik , “ D u san ’d a n ,” passim. O strogorsky , Pour la feodalite byzantine (Brussels, 1954,)

P- 257-
91 In a lc ik , “ D u san ’d a n ,”  passim.

92 B. C vetkova, “ In fluence  exercee p a r  certa ines in stitu tions d e  B yzance et des pays 
balk an iq u es d u  M o y en  A ge su r le system e feodal o tto m a n ,”  Byzantino-Bulgarica, I  (1962), 
237-257  (h ereafter c ited  as C vetkova, “ In flu en ce” ).

93 W . H in z , Irons Aufstieg zum Nationalstaat im fiinfzehnten Jahrhundert (B erlin-L eipzig , 
1936), p . 107.

469



South Slavs. This coincidence between the geographical diffusion of the 
pronoia institution and of the term “ tim ar” is indeed striking and would 
reinforce the evidence for a hypothesis of the tim ar’s Byzantine origin.94

Inasmuch as the various Turkish states had to deal with other Greek 
states and with a substantial Greek element within their own domains, 
they employed Greek scribes both in the provinces and the capital. 
Under the Seljuks these scribes constituted the notaran-i divan-i saltanat 
and a number of their documents have survived. These Christian 
secretaries continued in the palace service of the Ottom an sultans, and in 
the provinces played a prominent role in dressing the cadastral surveys 
for the fisc.95

The twelfth-century Danishmendid princes adopted the Byzantine 
m anner of sealing official documents with lead seals. A seal of D hu’l 
Karnain, Danishmendid prince of Melitene (i 152-1161), which has 
survived, is a faithful imitation of Byzantine sigillographic patterns and 
traditions. On the obverse is the nimbate bust of St. Basil, rendered in the 
Byzantine fashion and with the Greek inscription [OA (yios) B] A [CIJAIOZ 

and on the reverse the Arab inscription

RESIDUE IN TURKISH ANATOLIA

The saints were a common device on the Byzantine seals of eastern 
Anatolia, and Basil was particularly appropriate as he was the patron of 
Caesareia, over which the Danishmendids ruled.96

94 D eny , “ T im a r ,”  E I 1? d erived  th e  tim a r  from  th e  B yzan tine  p ro n o ia , as does A rnak is, 
’OOcopccvoi pp . 103-104. G ordlevski, Izbrannye Soch., p p . io r -1 0 3 ,  a n d  K o p riilu ,“  B izans,”  
pp . 219-240 , in  d eriv ing  th e  O tto m a n  tim a r  from  th e  Seljuk  iq ta , re ly  on  th e  fifteen th- 
c e n tu ry  T u rk ish  tex t o f Y az id jiog lu  A li r a th e r  th a n  on  th e  th irte en th -c en tu ry  P ers ian  
tex t o f  I b n  Bibi. H en ce  th e ir  conclusion is far from  satisfactory , for w here  Ib n  B ibi uses 
iq ta , Y az id jiog lu  has an ach ro n istica lly  used th e  te rm  “ t im a r”  w h ich  w as cu rre n t in  th e  
f ifteen th  cen tu ry . I n  ad d itio n , th e  P ersian  texts o f  C h a h a r  M a q a la , N erch ak y , a n d  Ib n  
B ibi to  w h ich  K o p ru lii referred  in  th e  n o te  on  p . 239 do n o t use “ tim a r”  as a  te rm in u s 
techn icus to  designate  an  iq ta . M y  colleague Prof. A m in  B anan i, w ho  very  k ind ly  exam ined  
th e  P e rs ian  texts, inform s m e th a t  co n tra ry  to  K o p riilu ’s assertion , th e  w o rd  “ t im a r”  in  
these texts has th e  generic  m ean in g  o f “ su rveillance, c a re .” U zungarsili, Osmanli devleti 

te$kilatina medhal ( Is tan b u l, 1941), pp . 123-124, also concludes, on  th e  basis o f a  s tu d y  o f 
th e  tex ts, th a t  th e  Seljuks o f  R u m  used  th e  te rm  iq ta , b u t  n o t th e  te rm  “ tim a r ,”  to  
d es ignate  a  fief. V . P . M u ta fc ie v a , “ S u r le ca rac te re  d u  t im a r  o tto m a n ,”  Acta Orientalia, 
I X  (1959), 55 -61 . C vetkova, “ In flu en ce ,” p . 243. F o r  th e  iq ta , A . K . L am b to n , “ T h e  
E v o lu tio n  o f th e  I q ta ’ in  M ed ieva l I r a n ,”  Iran , V  (1967), 4 1 -5 0 . C ah en , “ I n v o lu t io n  de 
l ’iq ta  d u  I X e a u  X I I e siecle,” Annales, V I I I  (1953), 25 -52 .

95 See ch a p te r  ii for th e  details a n d  b ib lio g rap h y . T h e  th ir te e n th -c e n tu ry  te trev an g e lio n  
in  th e  G ennad iu s L ib ra ry , M S  G r. 1.5, is signed b y  a  p ro to n o ta riu s  o f  C aesareia . In a lc ik , 
“ O tto m a n  M eth o d s o f  C o n q u est,”  S .I . , I I  (1954), h i . T h e  p resence  o f C h ris tian  scribes 
recalls  th e  ac tiv ity  o f  G reek, C op tic , a n d  P ersian  scribes in  th e  U m ay y a d  a d m in is tra tio n .

96 P . C asanova, “ N u m ism atiq u e  des D an ich m en d ite s ,”  Revue Numismatique, X IV  
(1896), 309-310 . A  p h o to g rap h  o f th e  seal is to  be  seen in  p la te  iii, 11, opposite  p . 264. 
T h e  O tto m a n  te rm  sidjil, co llec tion  o f  ju d g m en ts  passed in  co u rt, is d erived  v ia  A rab ic  
from  th e  B yzan tine  ciyiA Aiov w h ich  in  tu rn  com es fro m  th e  L a tin  sig illum , M eyer,
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There is considerable evidence that the Byzantine fiscal traditions had 
considerable influence on the Turkish tax system both under the Seljuks 
and the Ottomans. The fiscal policies of the Seljuk and Ottom an sultans 

in newly conquered lands were largely motivated by the desire to restore 
order to these lands so the conquerors could enjoy their economic 
exploitation. Inasmuch as both Anatolia and the Balkans had possessed 
socioeconomic structures that were convenient for such exploitation, the 
conservative sultans adjusted these to their own needs. The tax forms that 
evolved in Anatolia, as also in the Balkans, were extremely varied and 
complex, including elements from the Islamic, Mongol, Byzantine, 
Armenian, and Slav tax systems. The Seljuks and Ottomans often 
preserved and continued tax practices they found, and consequently the 
early Ottom an Empire had no rigidly uniform tax structure. This 
conservative fiscal policy emerges from an incident Nicetas Choniates 
relates of the late twelfth century. At that time the sultan raided the two 
Greek comopoleis of Tantalus and Caria located on tributaries of the 
M aeander, kidnapped their population (about 5,000) and resettled them 
in the depopulated regions of Philomelium. He had them carefully 
guarded en route so that none might escape; he had a detailed register 
drawn up recording their number, possessions, livestock, and then gave 
them land and seed to plant. He bestowed upon these Greeks a five-year 
tax immunity with the provision that afterward they should pay exactly 
those taxes they had previously been accustomed to pay to the Byzantine 
emperors in their Byzantine hab ita t.97

The Ottom an tax system for western Anatolia and parts of the Balkans 
was very much influenced by the Byzantine model, and recent studies of 
the early Ottoman tahrir defters demonstrate the generally conservative 
Ottoman stance vis-a-vis the older tax structure and practices (adet-i 
kadimiyye), revealing a Turkish tax apparatus permeated with taxes of 
non-Turkish origin. When, after the conquest of a given area, an economic 
survey or tahrir was drawn up, the Turkish emin who supervised this 
im portant survey had the scribes (frequently Christians or renegades) 
note local tax practices and differences in tax rates. Then, after approval 
and adjustment by the sultan, these were included on the front page of the 
defter as the kannunname or fiscal law of the province.98 The Ottoman 
absorption of Christian spahis and askers, as well as of the peasant

Turk. Studien, p . 70, T h e  T u rk ish  w o rd  “ to m a r ,”  ro ll o r ro ll o f p a p e r , com es u ltim a te ly  
from  th e  B yzan tine  T opap iov  w ith  th e  sense o f  Topos (yocpTOu), sk in  covering, p a rc h 
m en t, M ey er, Turk. Studien, p . 39.

97 N icetas C hon iates, 655-657 . W h e n  M u h a m m a d  I I  first a p p e a re d  before th e  im p o rta n t 
S erb ian  c ity  o f N ovobrdo  he  offered te rm s to  the  in h a b ita n ts  w h ich  in c lu d ed  th e  follow ing 
provision, te e<p’ o la rrep  kcu npoT spov , Kai <popou$ cnrocpepeiv ous kcu tco acpcov P a a i -  
AeT, toTs aAAois caracriv siprjveuovTes.”  Critobuli Imbriotae de rebus per annos 1451-1467 a 
Mechemete I I  gestis, ed . B. G re cu  (B ucharest, 1963), 185 (h erea fte r  c ited  as C rito b u lu s- 
G re cu ) .

98 In a lc ik , “ C o n q u est,”  p p . n o - m .
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communities subject to their exploitation, resulted in the simultaneous 
absorption of many of their tax practices."

Halil Inalcik, in a daring study, has suggested that the basic agrarian 
tax structure of the Ottomans in western Anatolia and much of the 
Balkans was directly modeled on that of Byzantium. He sees this in the 
rates of taxation, in the m anner the tax was assessed, in the categories of 
taxation, and finally in the termini technici themselves. The basic land tax 
in these regions centered about the chift (yoke). Chift was variously defined 
as the yoke of oxen that pulled the plow, a farm of the size that could be 
serviced by a yoke of oxen, or a plot of land that could be sown by four 
mud of seed. A nim-chift was a half-yoke or equivalent of land, a chiftlu 
bennak was less than half, and a mujerred included widows and agricultural 
workers. The taxes paid by these different categories were (in akches) 
22, 11,6 (or 9), 3 (or 6). The Byzantine tax units were quite similar. There 
was the ^euyapiov or iugum (yoke), usually defined as a yoke of oxen, or a 
piece of land that could be cultivated by a yoke. Below it was the poiSarov, 
(one ox or half a ^Euyocpiov), and the aKTrjiJicov or landless peasant. The 

zeugaratos paid one nomisma tax, the boidatos paid one half a nomisma, and 
the aktemon paid between one half and one sixth of a nomisma. In  1350 the 
Ottom an tax on a chift was 22 akches or approximately the equivalent of 
a nomisma or hyperperon.99 100 The feudal rent included payments in kind 
and corvees that are frequently identical with their Byzantine equivalents 
and less frequently bear non-Turkish names. Particularly strong was the 
Byzantine influence in the domain of the Ottom an taxes known under the. 
collective title of avariz-i divaniye ve tekalif-i orfiye, taxes the subjects paid 
to the state rather than to the feudal spahis.101 A fleeting glance at the 
termini technici, which passed into Ottoman fiscal parlance from the 
various subject peoples, reinforces these other sources: Angarya, vrgadiyya, 
sinir, parik (Greek); Bennak, trngir (Arm enian); Bashtina, gornina, pogaca 
(Slavic).102 The tax on maritime commerce, which the sultans of the

99 G ahen , “ L e reg im e de  la  te rre  e t l ’occu p a tio n  tu rq u e  en  A n a to lie ,”  Cahiers d ’histoire 
mondiale, I I  (1955), 95. C vetkova, “ In f lu e n c e /’ passim. H in z , “ D as S teuerw esen  O stan - 
a to lien s,”  Z .D .M .G . , C  (1950), 177-201.

100 In a lc ik , “ T h e  P ro b lem  o f  th e  R e la tio n sh ip  betw een  B yzan tine  a n d  O tto m a n  
T a x a tio n ,” Akten des X I .  Internationalen Byzantinistenkongresses. Miinchen 1958  (M u n ich , 
i9 6 0 ), p p . 237-242 .

101 C vetkova, “ In flu en ce ,” pp* 243 -2 5 7 ; Izvunredni danutsi i durzavni povinnosti v bulgar- 
skite zem ipod turska vlast (Sofia, 1958); “ C o n tr ib u tio n  a  l ’e tu d e  des im po ts ex trao rd in a ire s  
(avariz -i d ivan iye ve tekalif-i orfiye) en  B u lgarie  sous la  d o m in a tio n  tu rq u e . L ’im p o t 
n u z u l,”  Rocznik Orientalistyczny, X X I I I  (1959), 57-65*

102 B a rth o ld  a n d  H in z , “ D ie persische In sch rift a n  d e r  M a u e r  d e r  M an u ceh r-M o sch ee  
zu  A n i,” Z .D .M .G ., C l  (1951), 268. H in z , “ D as S teuerw esen  O stan a to lien s im  15. u n d  
16. J a h rh u n d e r t ,”  Z .D .M .G ., G (1950), 199-201, on  lrg ad iy y a  in  easte rn  A n ato lia . 
M eyer, Turk. Studien, p p . 9, 39. K a h a n e  a n d  T ie tze , Lingua Franca^ p . 476. T u ra n , Tiirkiye 
Selguklulari hakkinda resmi vesikalar, metin, tercume ve ara$tirmalari (A nkara , 1958). B arkan , 
X V  ve X V I  inci asirlarda osmanli imparatorlugunda zirai ekonominin hukuki ve malt esaslari 
( Is tan b u l, 1945), I ,  348. In a lc ik , “ S tefan  D u sa n ’d a n ,”  p p . 171-177; “ O sm a n lila r ’d a n  

ra iy y e t ru su m u ,”  Belleten, X X I I I  (1959), 588, 604. C vetkova, “ In flu en ce ,”  p p . 245, 254.
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thirteenth and fifteenth centuries levied, was called, as in Byzantine 
times, “commercium.”103

An irrefutable, physical testimonial to the presence of influence from 
Byzantine political and economic institutions appears in the coinage of the 
Danishmendids, Mengfichekids, Saltukids, Ortokids, Seljuks, and 
Ottomans. The numismatic types and systems the mints of these various 
states employed often display a dual character, Byzantine and Muslim. 
The Byzantine influence on a portion of this Anatolian coinage is the last 
sign of vitality in a monetary system that would decline almost un 
interruptedly until the fall of Constantinople. The numismatic borrowings 
from the Byzantine system had been frequent and significant from the 
time that the Germanic princes had imitated the solidus in the early 
medieval West. The gold and copper Islamic monetary arrangement had 
been modeled closely on the Byzantine solidus and folis. The Hungarians, 
South Slavs, and the Normans of Sicily and Antioch had also imitated 
the Byzantines in this respect.104

The Danishmendid princes issued series of coins that symbolized in a 
remarkable fashion the fusion of two different traditions. In  a manner 
recalling the earliest hybrid Muslim coinage of the seventh century, the 
Danishmendids imitated the Byzantine bronze money of the tenth 
through twelfth centuries. The first type attributed to Malik Ghazi 
(1084-1136?) was a very obvious imitation of the so-called Anonymous 
bronze the Byzantine mints struck in such profuse quantity at the end of 
the tenth and in the eleventh century. The Turkish dynast issued similar 
bronzes with the frontal, cruciform-nimbate bust of Christ. The reverse, 
however, instead of reproducing the pious Christian formula, presented 

the following Greek inscription.

OMErAD
AMNPA which is, O MErAC AMHPAC AMHP TAZH 
AMPf 
-Z-

The second bronze type attributed to this prince was again exclusively 
inscribed in  Greek.

0  MMEAHKIC riACHS PGOMANIAC (O MErAC MEAHKIC ITACHC
PGOMANIAC)

KAIANATOAHC MAXAMATHC (KAI ANATOAHC MAXAMATHC)

This type has no figure of Christ, but often has a cross a t the beginning of

103 L am p ro s , "  ‘H eAAtivikt) erriar)pos yAcocraa tw v  lo u A rc tv c o v /’ N .E ., V  (1908), 
51. B rocqu iere-Schefer, p . 104,

104 A . E ngel, Recherches sur la numismatique et la sigillographie des Normands de S id le  et 
d 'lta lie  (Paris , 1882). G . S ch lu m b erg er, Numismatique de VOrient latin  (Paris , 1878).
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the inscription.105 D hu’l N un (1143-74) introduced a truly bilingual 
coinage for his dominions the obverse of which bore the circular Greek 
inscription OMEMPAC AANOUNHC and in the center in Arabic

The reverse was likewise bilingual. OVIC T(5 MEAHK MAXAMATH.106 107
dill *

Ju*

D hu’l K arnain (1152-61) not only maintained the bilingual inscriptions 
but also added a portrait tha t may have been copied from coins of ancient 
Parthia or Characene which were still circulating. The bearded portrait 
on the obverse carried the circular Greek inscription INAIKTICONOC 
AEYTEPIC (a .d . 1154) whereas the reverse was bilingual. O MEFAC 

AMHPAC AOVAXAPNAIN

O ther coins with purely Arabic inscriptions nevertheless display Byzantine 
religious and numismatic iconographic influence. The coinage of Malik 
Ismail (1164-73?) reproduced from Byzantine models depicts Christ 
seated on the throne. M uhamm ad (1161-69) employed the figure of 
Christ with his hand on the head of the ruler (the latter a Byzantine 
imperial type), and also the equestrian figure of St. George slaying the 

dragon.108
The Turkish dynasties of the Ortokids, Zangids, and Saltukids of 

eastern Anatolia and northern Syria also imitated the regal and religious 
motifs on Byzantine coins. The Seljuk coinage of the twelfth century 
included certain Byzantine types, though these seem to disappear from 
the coinage of the thirteenth century.109 Finally the Ottom an silver coin,

105 C asanova , “ N u m ism a tiq u e ,” p p . 211-221 , p i. iii, 1-4 . H e  a ttr ib u te s  exam ples o f 
th e  second  type  to  M a lik  M u h a m m a d  (1134-42) on  th e  basis o f  a n  A ra b  co u n te rm ark  

th a t  h e  re a d  as j j , a  n am e  supposed ly  ad o p ted  by  M a lik  M u h a m m a d  to  d istingu ish  

h im  from  his fa th e r. F o r  com parisons o f  type  one w ith  the  B y zan tin e  anonym ous b ronze , 
consu lt, A . B ellinger, The Anonymous Byzantine Bronze Coinage (N ew  Y ork, 1928).

106 C asanova , “ N u m ism a tiq u e ,”  p p . 219-224 , p i. iii, 6.
107 Ibid., p p . 306-309 , p i. iii, 10.
108 Ibid., pp . 229-230 , 310, p i. iv , 4 , 6, 1, 2, 3 ; X I I  (1894), 311-314 . T h e  b u st on  th e  

co inage  o f Y ag i B asan  (1142—64) w ith  th e  d iad em  is v ery  rem in iscen t o f th e  d iad em ed  
profiles o f  th e  trem issus a n d  sem issus o f  ea rlie r B y zan tine  coinage.

109 I  exam ined  a  n u m b e r o f  these O rto k id , Z an g id , S altu k id , a n d  Seljuk p ieces in  th e  
co llec tion  o f th e  A m erican  N u m ism atic  Society th ro u g h  th e  cou rtesy  o f  D r. G eorge M iles. 
O f  th e  Seljuk pieces, one o f  th e  re ig n  o f  K ay k h u sraw  I  ( 1 1 9 2 O - 9 6 ,  1204-11) dep icts a 
b u s t o f  a  ru le r  w ith  B yzan tine  cross a n d  crow n, w hereas th e  reverse bears a n  A rab ic  
in sc rip tion . A  second piece, also o f  copper, d isplays a  s tan d in g  ru le r, ag a in  a t tire d  in 
B yzan tine  fashion a n d  ho ld in g  a  ta ll cross in  his left h a n d . O n  th e  ex trem e r ig h t is an o th e r  
figure h o ld in g  th e  cross. A  th ird  exam ple  p o rtray s a  B y zan tin e  ty p e  on  th e  obverse w ith  
an  A rab ic  in scrip tion  on  th e  reverse . T h is  p iece, how ever, m ig h t be  a  T u rk ish  restrike of 
an  e lev en th -cen tu ry  B y zan tin e  co in  a lread y  in  c ircu la tio n  in  A n a to lia  w hen  th e  T u rk s  
cam e. F o r  a  M en g u ch ek id  coin o f  the  B yzan tine  type , C asanova , “ N u m ism atiq u e ,” 
X IV  (1896), 312, p i. iv, 10, 11. I n  genera l see I . G h a lib  E d h em , Catalogue des monnaies
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the akche, apparently bears some relation to the Byzantine silver aspron, 
in regard to both weight and nomenclature.110

Economic Life

The economic life of the Seljuks and Ottomans, except for the nomadic 
sector, was very heavily indebted to the economic forces and forms of the 
Christian populations. The influence of the Christians is everywhere 
obvious in agriculture, crafts, commerce, and maritime life. The impor
tance of these Christians in the agricultural domain arises from the very 
obvious fact that the bulk of the Turks who came to Anatolia in the early 
years were nomads and as such they practiced a marginal agriculture or in 
some cases no agriculture whatever. The basic farming stock of Seljuk 
Anatolia up to the mid-thirteenth century consisted of Greek, Armenian, 
and Syrian peasants.111 After the thirteenth century* the majority of these 

farmers converted to Islam and these converts, with the sedentarized 
nomads, came to constitute the Turkish farming population of most of 
Anatolia. The policies of colonization which the sultans pursued in the 
twelfth century clearly indicate the almost exclusive predominance of 
Christians in the category of peasant farmers. W ithout going into all the 
details of this colonization, one sees the various Seljuk and Danishmendid 
rulers kidnapping large masses of Christian farmers not only from the 
Byzantine and Armenian held domains, but even from one another’s 
kingdoms. There were numerous military campaigns between the 
Seljuks and Danishmendids in which the one attempted to coerce the other 
to relinquish these kidnapped Christian farming populations. We have 
already examined one specific instance in which the sultan took away 
5,000 Greek farmers and brought them to Philomelium. Frequently,

turcomanes, Beni Ortok. Beni Zengui, Frou5 Atabeqyeh et M eliks ayoubites de M aiyafarikin  
(C o n stan tin o p le , 1894), PP- 7> 3°> 31* ph  i> 6> p i. ii, 32. T h e  fo rm er dep icts C h ris t seated  
on  a  th ro n e , th e  la tte r  dep icts th e  V irg in  s tan d in g  a n d  blessing th e  em p ero r w ith  h e r  
r ig h t h a n d . A . T ev h id , M eskukat-i kadime islamiye katalogu, vol. IV  (Is tan b u l, 1321), 
p i. ii, 9 2 ; p i. iii, 120; p i. v ii, 90. T h e  first shows th e  em p ero r s tan d in g  a n d  ho ld in g  a 
d o ub le  cross in  th e  left h a n d , w hile to  th e  r ig h t is a  figure also h o ld in g  a  cross. T h e  la tte r  
tw o  coins p o r tra y  im p eria l busts.

110 T h e  q u es tion  o f  th e  orig in  o f  th e  akche s ta n d a rd  is, how ever, n o t en tire ly  c lear. 
O n  th e  s im ila rity , H in z , “ H y p e rp e r  u n d  A sper. Z u r  vo rosm an ischen  W a h ru n g sk u n d e ,” 
Der Islam , X X X I X  (1964), 79 -89 . I t  is q u ite  possible th a t  akche is thus a d irec t tra n s 
la tio n  o f  th e  G reek  ccoTTpov, A rnak is, ’Oficopavoi, p . 107. T h e  O tto m an s  first s truck  
im ita tions o f  V en e tian  go ld  duca ts a n d  th e n  s tru ck  th e ir  first Is lam ic  go ld  on th e  sam e 
w eigh t s ta n d a rd , B ab inger, Reliquienschacher am Osmanenhof im X V . Jahrhundert. Zugleich 
ein Beitrag zur Geschichte der osmanischen Goldpragung unter Mehmed I I .  dem Eroberer. Bay. 
Akad. der hiss., Phil.-hist. K l. S itz . Ja h r ., 1964, H eft 2 (M u n ich , 1956). O th e r  num ism atic  
term s th a t  passed in to  T u rk ish  from  G reek  a re  opoA os a n d  (pAoupf from  th e  I ta l ia n  
fio rina, M ey er, Turk, Studien, p . 63. N esh ri-K o y m en , I ,  132. T h e  dynasts o f the  em ira tes 
in  w estern  A n a to lia  also im ita ted  I ta l ia n  co inage, J .  K a rab a ce k , “ G ig lia to  des jon ischen  
T u rk o m an en fiirs ten  O m ar-b eg ,”  Numismatische Zeitschrift, I I  (1870), 5 25 -538 ; “ G ig lia to  
des k arischen  T u rk o m an en fiirs ten  U rc h a n -b e j,”  Numismatische Zeitschrift, I X  (1877), 
200-215 .

111 See c h a p te r  iii for w h a t follows.
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however, the numbers involved were much larger. The importance of the 
more highly developed Byzantine agriculture is obvious in the occasional 
reliance of the thirteenth-century Seljuks upon grain imports from the 
kingdom of Nicaea.112

As the tribesmen settled down on the land, or even established a sym
biotic relationship with the agrarian populations, and as the Muslim urban 
elements took up estates and farming (as a result of iqta grants or other
wise), they came into contact with a milieu whose agricultural forms were 
Byzantine. Beside the few specific references to this Greek farming 
population in contemporary accounts and the general historical assump
tions, the Greek influence becomes readily apparent in the significant 
substratum of Greek loan words in the spoken Anatolian of modern 
Turkey. In  a series of remarkable philological studies, Andreas Tietze 
has uncovered a very important Greek lexicographical stratum in the 
Turkish kaba dil of Anatolia which deals with agricultural and rural 

life.113 This philological evidence indicating a strong Byzantine influence 
on Turkish rural life, and which consequently corrects the earlier assump
tion of the philologist Gustave Meyer that Byzantine influence on the 
Turks was restricted to urban and commercial li'fe, reinforces the 
evidence of the historical texts. Tietze includes over 200 such loan 
words (without exhausting the subject) in the following categories: house, 
household furniture and items, food, bread, eating utensils, containers, 
farm tools, the wagon and its parts, earth and field, plants and parts of the 
plant, irrigation, birds, bees, and animals.114 One may, therefore, conclude

112 N icep h o ru s G regoras, I , 4 2 -4 3 .
113 T ie tze , “ A n a t. T iirk isch .,”  passim. F o r  th e  B yzan tine  usage o f som e o f  these, K ouk- 

oules, B ios, V , 256, 264. Also th e  tex ts in  S. E u s tr a t ia d o u ,te *H iv  <I>iAa6eA9eia povr) T qs 
'Y T repay ias Geotokou Tfj$ Kot£ivt)s,”  ‘EAAqvixa, I I I  (1930), 317-339 .

114 T ie tze , “ A n a t. T iirk isch .,”  passim. O f  these, fo rty -n in e  h av e  to  do  w ith  p lan ts , 
fo rty -e igh t w ith  con ta iners a n d  tools. Som e o f  this lex icog raph ica l m a te r ia l is d e ta iled  
a n d  h ig h ly  specialized  as in  th e  w ords h av in g  to  do  w ith  th e  fa rm er’s w ag o n : akson, 
ap s it, avsit, z ivgar, k irav a t, irem as ; o r w ith  ag ric u ltu re : v a lta , vol, gangel, engebe, 
longoz, m elank , evlek, endem e, tem en , k iip ren , g iip iir, p ra s it , servele, koraf, h o ry a t, 

an a v a li, b o cu rg a t, an a d o t, dikel, d ik ran , d iigen , g irifteri, korep i, m ekel, iskelit. T h e  
d iigen , 8ouk&vt|, TUK&vq, is p a r tic u la r ly  ch a rac teris tic . I t  w as th e  p r im a ry  th resh in g  
tool in  th e  B alkans a n d  A sia M in o r. L ucas, 1714, I ,  181-182. “ L eu r m a n u re  de  b a t tre  
le b led  est aussi to u te  d iffe ren te  d e  la  n o tre . Us p re n n e n t d eu x  grosses p lanches ^paisses 
de  q u a tre  doigts, g arn ies  de p ie rres  a  fusil tran c h an tes . Us les fon t passer p a r  dessus le 
b led  en  gerbes, ce q u i separe en  u n  m o m en t les epics d ’avec la  paille . Ge son t o rd in a ire - 
m e n t des boeufs q u i t i re n t ces sortes de m ach ines: & l ’on v o it le  p lus souvent dessus des 
hom m es & des enfans p o u r  les re n d re  p lus p esan tes .” T h e  sam e in s tru m en t, a long  w ith  
th e  p low  is described  by o th e r  observers. D ernschw am -B ab inger, p p . 27, 182-183 , 184, 
198, 253, w ho refers to  th e  d iigen  as ikyna  (tukovt| ) .  P lan h o l. Nomadisme, p i. xxiii. 
T h e  a u th o r  w itnessed th e  th resh in g  a t  S inassus in  1959 in  w h ich  th e  T u rk ish  farm ers 
u tilized  this very  sam e in s tru m en t. O n  the  te rm  d iigen  a n d  th e  in s tru m en t in  m o d ern  
T u rk e y , H . Z . K osay , “ T u rk iy e  h a lk ln in  m a d d i k iiltu riin e  d a ir  a ra s tirm a la r ,”  Turk  
elnografya dergisi, I  (1956), 25—26, a n d  pis. iv -v . E u sta th iu s , K oukou les , E uo raO iou  tcc 
Aao y p aq n K a  (A thens, 1950), I , 260-261 , refers to  th e  TUKavr| as an  ag ric u ltu ra l in s tru m en t 
th a t  w as used b o th  in  his ow n d a y  a n d  in  an tiq u ity . Eustathii archiepiscopi thessalonicensis 
commentarii ad Homeri Iliadem  (L eipzig , 1829), I I I ,  198, “  Kod f| T rapa  tois TraAoaots Kai 
eicrsTi §£ vuv tukocvt), ij 9 a a iv  aAococnv.”

T h e  tu k6cvt| w as also know n as Tpi(3oAos a n d  as tr ib u lu m  in  th e  an c ien t G reek  a n d
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that Byzantine agrarian practices and techniques determined Turkish 
agricultural life in Anatolia.

In  many areas the Byzantine urban population lived on as Christians 
or as converts to Islam and so had a considerable effect on the economic 
life of the Seljuk and Ottom an towns. The incidental appearance of 
Christian craftsmen and laborers in the sources coincides with the 
survival of a Greek lexicographical stratum in the Turkish language which 
has to do with this economic activity. Indicative of this is that Greek 
terms denoting weights, measures, and dates have survived in Turkish.* 115 
Both the texts and the loan words strongly affirm the importance of the 
Greeks in the making of textiles. The importance of Anatolian textiles 
in Rom an and Byzantine times was considerable. The Greek weavers, 
spinners, and tailors of Bithynia, Denizli, Konya, Kayseri, Sivas, and 
other areas, in the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries and even later 
were famous for their silks, carpets, cottons, and other fine fabrics.116 
Accordingly, the Turks often borrowed Greek words for the tools, instru
ments, materials, and finished products.117 The same types of borrowings 
are to be seen for the crafts and arts of the caulkers,118 jewelers, potters,119

R o m a n  au th o rs . T h e  ed ic t o f  D iocle tian  uses th e  te rm  TpipoA os §uAiv°s, T . M om m sen  
a n d  H . B lu m n er, Der M axim altarif des Diocletian (B erlin, 1958), p p . 33, 141. T h e  Palatine 
Anthology, V I ,  104, speaks m ore  specifically, . . . Kcd TpipoAoug 6§eTs dyupO T pipas * • ♦ 
V arro , De lingua latina, V , 21, “ H in c  in  messi tr i tu ra ,  q u o d  tu rn  f ru m e n tu m  te r i tu r , e t 
tr ib u lu m , q u i te r i tu r .”  T h e  L a tin  d ic tio n a ry  defines tr ib u lu m  in  th e  follow ing m a n n e r : 
“ A  th resh in g  sledge, consisting  o f  a  w ooden  p la tfo rm  s tu d d e d  u n d e rn e a th  w ith  sh a rp  
pieces o f  f lin t o r w ith  iron  te e th .” O n  th e  tr ib o lu m  in  an tiq u ity , K . D . W hite , Agricultural 
Implements o f  the Roman W orld (C am b rid g e , 1967), p p . 152-156, 191. M y  co lleague Prof. 
G regory  Sifakis inform s m e th a t  in  C re te  this th resh in g  sledge is ca lled  poA oovpos.

115 o v y y ta -o n g e , o u n ce ; Tuficcurj-pitemi, m easu rem en t o f e ith e r  25 cm  o r  50 cm ; 
KvAivSpos-kelender, a b o u t tw o okes; AiTpoc-litra, p o u n d ; yow iK i-sin ik , 1/8 o f  a  kile o f 

g ra in ; o(3oAos-obolos, w eigh t o f  th re e  ca ra ts . O n g e  seem s to  h a v e  a t ta in e d  v ery  w id e 
sp read  usage th ro u g h o u t A n a to lia , T ie tze , “ A n a t. T iirk isch .,”  p .  234. D esignations o f 
season a n d  tim e inc lude  ap ril , y a n a r  ( J a n u a ry ) ,  iinus (Ju n e ) , g ireg i (S u n d ay ), kalendeas 
(first o f  m o n th ). I n  w h a t follows th e  lex icog raph ica l m a te r ia l is ta k en  p r im a rily  from  
th e  w orks o f  T ie tze  a n d  M eyer, a n d  secondarily  from  th e  collections o f  M pogas a n d  
P apadopou los.

116 F o r  th e  m ed ieva l references to  th is tex tile  in d u stry , see n n . 570-573  in  ch a p te r  iii.
117 H an s  D ernschw am -B ab inger, p . 186, observed  th a t  G reeks w ere th e  p rin c ip a l 

w orkers in  th e  m ak in g  o f  th e  fam ous A n g o ra  w ool clo th , cam le t. “ D ie zam lo t, w ie 
obsta t, se in d t von  o b stan d e ten  g aisheren  gespunnen . H a b e n  n u r  k r ich n  (G reeks) gesehen, 
d ie  sy w yrkhen , w aschen , syeden u n d  w asser d rik eh n  u n d e r  a in e r  p re s .”  G reek  w ords 
for th e  tools, m a te ria ls , a n d  fin ished p ro d u c ts  passed in to  T u rk ish , T ie tze , “ A n at. 
T iirk isch .,” passim. T hese  inc lude , a ra h ti ,  an d i, is tar, ko le ter, g u g u la , roka , iiskiile, 
tu lu p , iiskiil, p enev renk , m enevrek , e rp ed en , d im i, k avad i, kepe , h a b a , kuku la , kekiile, 
bo lka, sav an , ferm ene, alefi, a lafa , a l^a , tilp itiri, galik , pod im e, tak u n y a .

118 F o r  th e  crafts in  B yzan tiu m , K oukou les , Blo$ I I I 1? passim . T u rk ish  lo a n  w ords 
in c lu d e  k a la fa t, kofter.

119 A shikpashazade-A li, p p . n - 1 2 .  A sh ik p ash azad e-K reu te l, p . 32, th e  C hris tian s o f 
B iledjik  specialized  in  th e  m a n u fa c tu re  o f  cups th a t  th e y  sold  a t  th e  w eekly fairs o f 
E skishehir. T h e re  is a  reference to  a  lively  com m erce in  p o tte ry  in  th is a rea  a lre a d y  in  
B yzan tine tim es, N icho las M esarites-H eisenberg , I I ,  44. See also O tto -D o rn , Das islamisch 
Izn ik  (B erlin , 1941); Turkische Keramik (A nkara , 1961); E rd m a n n , “ N eu e  A rb e iten  zu r  
T u rk isch en  K e ram ik ,”  Ars Orientalia, V  (1963), 191-219. T h e  C hris tian s co n tin u ed  to 
p a r tic ip a te  in  th e  m a n u fa c tu re  o f th e  fam ous O tto m a n  tiles, E v liya  C heleb i, Seyahatnamesi, 
IX , 19, “ Q inici kefereler m a h a lle s i . . .”  C . N om ikos, XpioTiocvwa K6papoupyf|paT0C
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metalworkers, miners,120 painters,121 musicians,122 and doctors.123 The 
indigenous traditions and elements were prominent in the crafts of the 
architect, carpenter, stonemason, and painter.124 Dervish literature, 
Arab inscriptions, even stone markings of the masons reveal the activity 
of these Christians. The traces they have left in Turkish include the names 
of tools, of building materials, and of the various parts of the building.125

(A lexand ria , 1924); 'H  Aeyopsvri 'PoSicocf) ccyyeiOTrAaoriKf) (A lex an d ria , 1919). T h e re  
a re  exam ples o f specifically  A rm en ia n  tiles in  th e  A rm en ian  p a tr ia rc h a te  o f  Je ru sa le m , 
th e  B enaki M u seu m  in  A thens, a n d  th e  V ic to ria  a n d  A lb e rt M u seu m . T h o u g h  th e  style 
o f  O tto m a n  tiles does n o t seem  to  b e tra y  an y  C h ris tian  stylistic in fluence , th e re  seems 
to  have  b een  som e co n tin u ity  in  techn ique , H . H . von  d en  O sten , The A lisar Hiiyiik 
Seasons o f  1930-32) Part I I I  (C h icago , 1937), p . 205. T . O z, Turkish Ceramics (A nkara , 
1954), P* 44- F ° r  Is lam ic  in fluence on B y zan tine  p o tte ry , D . T . R ice , “ L a te  B y zan tine  
P o tte ry  a t  D u m b a rto n  O ak s ,” D .O .P ., X X  (1966), 207-233 .

T u rk ish  lo an  w ords from  th e  G reek  inc lude , f ik a , k av a ta , gavanoz, k a n a ta , k ilinder, 
p a tir ,  $ukala .

120 See n n . 574-576  in  ch a p te r  iii. A lso, R . E ttin g h au se n , E . A kurga l, C . M an g o , 
Treasures o f  Turkey, p p . 167-168. M . von  B erchem  a n d  J .  S trzygow ski, Amida (H e id e lb u rg , 
1910), PP- 120—128, 348-354* H . B u ch th a l, “ A  N o te  o n  Is lam ic  E n am eled  M e ta lw o rk  
a n d  its In flu en ce  on th e  L a tin  W e st,”  Ars Islamica, X I - X I I I  (1946), 198. O . v on  F alke , 
“ K upferzellenschm elz im  O rie n t u n d  in  B yzanz ,” Monatshefte f i ir  Kunstwissenschaft, I I  
(1909), 32 ff. L . A . M eyer, Saracenic Heraldry (O xfo rd , 1933), p . 102. T im u r  ca rried  off 
m a n y  o f  these C h ris tian  m eta lw orkers to  S am a rc an d , d e  C lav ijo -L e S trange, p . 288.

L o an  w ords from  G reek  in c lu d e , se rm a, helkek, h a lk in , helk i, m e rm er, u sk u ru n , 
su m p a ra , m agn itis , is tubedz , m u h a n .

121 See n n . 566-567  in  ch a p te r  iii. T h e  w ord  in d a l (p ic tu re ) passed in to  T u rk ish  
from  G reek .

122 See n . 542, ch a p te r  iii. L o a n  w ords a re  d u m b a n , ^ am b u n a , horos, sirto  ( type  o f 
c ircu la r d an ce). T h e  c ircu la r fo rm  o f  d an ce  in  th e  B alkans is very  an c ien t, being  m e n 
tio n ed  b y  H o m er, I lliad  E ' 593 ff., a n d  appears  in  G reek  vase p a in tin g  a n d  in  th e  g en re  
o f te rra  co tta  (see pis. iii a n d  iv in  K oukou les , Bios, IV ) . T h e  syrtos is described  as an  
an c ien t relig ious d an ce  in  a n  in sc rip tio n  a t  th e  tem p le  o f  A pollo  a t  P to o n  in  B oeotia in  
th e  yea rs  37 -41 . R e p re se n ta tio n  o f  th e  d an ce  also ap p ears  on  th e  obelisk o f T heodosiu s 
I I  in  th e  C o n s tan tin o p o litan  H ip p o d ro m e , K oukoules, Bios, V , 207-222 .

123 See nn . 568-569  in  ch a p te r  iii. L o an  w ords from  G reek  a re  p an u k la , ku len d z , 
sekires, ispazm os, tifos, h ir lz m a , sa lya, iskelet, m ed ire , h u ly a .

124 T h e  G reek  epycaT |S-irgat b ecam e w idesp read  in  T u rk ish .
125 See nn . 558—565 o f  ch a p te r  iii. V ay ra , tirp a n e , c im b it, saku r, p a d a r , p e d a v ra , p u r , 

halik , k erem it, tu g la , d u g er, tolos, falak , p a la te r , b o d ru m , tem el. F o r  th e  B y zan tin e  
usage o f  m a n y  o f  these term s, K oukoules, Bios1, IV , 261, 272, 285. O n e  o f  th e  m ost p ro m i
n en t ex te rn a l fea tures o f  th e  o ld  T u rk ish  houses, m a n y  o f w h ich  a re  still to  be  seen in  
c e rta in  o f  th e  o lder q u a rte rs  o f I s ta n b u l to d ay , n o tab ly  a ro u n d  A gh ia  Sophia , is th e  ex 
tension  o f  a  p o rtio n  o f  th e  second story so th a t  it  w ill p ro tru d e  o u t a n d  over th e  first 
floor. T h is  is a fea tu re  to  be seen in  a  n u m b e r o f  tow ns a n d  th e  m ore  p ro m in e n t ru ra l  
es tab lishm ents in  th e  B alkans a n d  A n ato lia . T h is  fea tu re  w as know n  in  la te  R o m a n  
tim es, a n d  p erh ap s ea rlie r, as th e  so la riu m  a n d  in  th e  B y zan tine  p e rio d  as th e  h e liak o n  
o r  ta b la to n  o r  exostes. I t  w as in ten d ed  to  give th e  in h a b ita n ts  o f  th e  house  m ore  su n lig h t 
a n d  a  b e tte r  view. I t  w as such a  p ro m in e n t ch a rac te ris tic  in  B y zan tin e  dom estic  a rc h ite c 
tu re  th a t  v ery  often th e  sun ligh t w as b locked from  th e  streets o f  th e  tow ns by  th e  so la ria  
p ro jec tin g  from  e ith e r side o f th e  s tree t. As a  resu lt B y zan tin e  leg isla tion  is rep le te  w ith  
laws govern ing  this aspec t o f b u ild in g  a n d  “ civic p la n n in g .”  T h e  h e liak a  a re  m en tio n e d  
in  th e  T h eo d o sian  code, in  th e  leg isla tion  o f  Leo V I , a n d  in  th e  H exab ib lo s o f  H a rm e n -  
opoulos, etc. K oukoules, Bios, IV , 290-292 . T h e  su rv ival o f  G reek  w ords th a t  d en o te  
h ouseho ld  item s co rresponds to  th e  fac t th a t  in  th e  b eg in n in g  th e  n o m a d  T u rk s  h a d  a 
very  sim ple “ househo ld .”  D ernschw am -B ab inger, p p . 181-182. “ I tem , w ie m a n  in  
T u rk h e j sehen  m ag  an  d en  zersch la ifften  v e rp ren tten  k rich ischen  do rfe rn , seind  d ie  bej 
d e r  c ris ten  ze itten  all von  s ta inen  u n d  k h o t gem aw ert gew est, je c z u n d t ist es alles s ta in - 
h au ffen  u b e re in an d e r. So b au e n  d ie  t(u rk en ) n ichs, h ab e n  k h a in  ho lcz, behelffen  sich
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The commercial life of the Anatolian Greeks, Armenians, and Syrians 
suffered temporary disruptions in periods of turmoil, bu t with the 
reestablishment of order the Christians returned to their enterprises. With 
the gradual stabilization of conditions in the twelfth century, the Greek 
merchants of Konya and Pousgousae reappear in  the caravan trade 
between Konya and Constantinople, between Konya and Cilicia-Cyprus, 
and between northern Anatolia and Cappadocia.126 In  the east 
Armenians and Syrians reacted similarly to stabilized conditions, and 
there exists an archaeological monument testifying to their activity, a 
caravansaray built by a Christian merchant with inscriptions in Syriac, 
Armenian, and Arabic.127 W hat of Byzantine commercial institutions as 
distinct from merchants? One of the most im portant Byzantine com
mercial institutions to be absorbed in the economic life of Seljuks and 
Ottomans was the Byzantine commercial-religious panegyris, which M artin 
Nilsson has convincingly derived from the Greek panegyris of pagan times. 
At the onset of the Seljuk invasions, the panegyris was a widespread and 
deeply rooted institution in both the Balkans and Anatolia. These fairs 
were discontinued in many areas because of the destruction of the initial 
conquests, but they eventually revived and by the late twelfth century, 
Turkish merchants were participating in the great commercial fair of the 
Archangel Michael at Chonae. From this time, and especially in the 
Ottom an Empire somewhat later, the panegyris remained a very impor
tant commercial institution.128 The very word, as panayir, passed into 
Turkish with numerous other commercial loan words. One of these was 
the term  “ commercium,” in Turkish gumriik or komerk. In  a commercial 
treaty between the ruler of Cyprus and the sultan of Konya in the 
thirteenth century (negotiated by a Greek of Konya), there is the 
provision that the old Byzantine tax, commercium, shall be paid on goods

in  d en  gem ew ern  u n d e r  d e r  e rd en , o b en  m it e rd en  u b ersch u t, also n id e r, das m a n  
d a ru b e r  g eh n  m ag , u n d  d ie  th u re n  also n id e r, das ein  ros n ic h t h in e in  m ag , w elche th u r  
ein  w enig  h och  ist. 1st fw r das v iech u n d  d ie  tu rk h en  selbs, d o ru m b  ire  h euser la u tte r  
stelle sein , h a b e n  k h a in  keller, s tu b en , kh am er, glassen fenster n o ch  sch le jm en  fenster, 
k h a in en  h au s ro th , w id e r schussel, te lle r, k h an d e l, glesser, trinkgesch ir, b e th g ew an d t, 
tisch  n o ch  benkhe , d o ru m b  sy a u f f  d e r  e rd en  siczen u n d  ligen , w ie das v iech v o n  a rm u t 
w egen. D as n u  ir  h o ffa rt in  s te tten  au c h  ist; w an  e r m ir  ein  a ltte n  te b ic h v e rm a g  u n d e r  zu  
b ra it te n  d u n g t e r sich e in  h e rn  sein. Z w  d em  essen bedarfF  e r  khain s tisch tuchs n och  
h a n d tu ch s , d a n  ir  essen das m aiste  v on  zo rb a  a d e r  su p p en d en  d in g  ist, saw er geso tten  
u n d  gesalczen, g eru n n en  m ilich , d ie  m a n  in  a lien  d o rffern  f in d t. D o ru m b  das krigsvolkh 
alles loffel a n  dem  g u rtte l tre g t .”

126L am p ro s , ‘T A c o c a a /’p . 51 .D eleb.aye, “ Le m a rty re d e  S t. N ice tas  le J e u n e ,”  Melanges 
G. Schlumberger (Paris, 1924), I , 208. F o r  o th e r  texts see n n . 473 -474 , ch a p te r  iii a n d  
passim.

121 E rd m a n n , D as anatolische Karavansaray des 13. Jahrhunderts (B erlin , 1961), I ,  6 3 -6 7 . 
B ar H eb rae u s , I ,  4 5 4 / '

128 M ich ae l A co m in a tu s-L am p ro s , I ,  56. P ap ad o p o u lo s-K eram eu s, Ist. trap, imp., 
p . 65. R .  B rundschvig , “ C o u p  d ’oeil su r  l ’h is to ire  des foires a  trave rs  I’ls la m ,” Recueils 

de la Societe Jean Bodin, V  (1953), 65 -7 2 .
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coming into Anatolia. Bertrandon de la Brocquiere commented that the 
Ottomans levied “komerk55 on traffic passing through the Dardanelles 
in the early fifteenth century.129

The guild system of fourteenth-century Anatolia, and of a later period 
in the Balkans, included guilds that were exclusively Muslim, those that 
were exclusively Christian, and those that were interdenominational. To 
what degree Christian guild regulations were preserved and passed on to 
the Turkish system it is difficult to say. But the existence of purely 
Christian and mixed guilds, as well as of guilds the chiefs of which were 
Christians or converts, were conditions strongly favoring continuity in 
guild regulations and organization.130 In  the Anatolian towns, during 
the thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, the craftsmen had associations 
that were in addition penetrated by the Islamic ideology of futuwwa. 
These futuwwa groups (akhis) were probably an Islamic elaboration and 
version of the older Byzantine faction—neaniai—that dominated urban 
life in the sixth-century Levantine towns. Consequently, the Anatolian 
guild-futuwwa complex possibly reflects both a direct and an indirect 
Byzantine influence. All this points to strong similarities in Byzantine 
and Seljuk-Ottoman urban life and towns.131

The influence of the Greeks (and later of the Italians) on maritime life 
is relatively better attested in the written sources, though the early 
period is very inadequately documented. The Turks, coming from a 
landbound central Asiatic region and engaged primarily in pastoral 
life, had had very little experience with the sea. When between the 
eleventh and fifteenth centuries their migrations and conquests had made 
them masters of the Anatolian and Balkan peninsulas, they became 
exposed to the Black, Aegean, and M editerranean seas, areas where 
their Greek subjects had enjoyed a long, unbroken tradition of seafaring, 
already celebrated in the Homeric epic and continuing to the present day. 
In  Byzantine times Anatolia with its Pontic, Aegean, and M editerranean 
harbors had figured very prominently in the history of overseas commerce 
and naval warfare. The thematic organization of the seventh through 
eleventh centuries had created a class of sailors who were not only respon
sible for manning the Byzantine provincial fleets, but also for building 
them. I t  was from the Anatolian Greeks that the Turks first learned the 
crafts of the shipbuilder, sailor, navigator, and fisherman. Apparently the

129 See n . 102 above. M eyer, Turk. Studien, p p . 6 2 -6 3 . D arro u zes , “ L ettres de  1453,”  
R .E .B .,  X X I I  (1964), 72-127 , for p rec ious m a teria ls  in d ica tin g  th e  co n tin u ity  o f  G reek  
m erch an ts  a n d  officials a n d  th e ir  p rac tices.

130 I b n  B a ttu ta -G ib b , I I ,  425, 427, 437-438 . E flak i-H u a rt, I I ,  14, 317-320 . H aslu ck , 
Christianity and Islam, I I ,  383. See ch a p te r  v.

131J .  C vijic , La peninsule balkanique (Paris, 1918), p p . 191-206 . M a n tra n , Istanbul dans 
la seconde moitie du X V I I e siecle. Essai d'histoire institutionelle, economique et sociale (Paris, 1962), 
passim, b u t  especially  pp . 419, 449, 497 -4 9 8 . G rego ire , “ Les veilleurs de n u it a  T reb izo n d e , 
B .Z .,  X V I I I  (1909), 490 ff. T ae sch n e r, “ D as bosnische Z unftw esen  zu r T u rk e n z e it 
(1463 bs 1878),”  B .Z . ,  X L IV  (1951), 557“ 559-
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Italian influence did not make itself directly felt before the fifteenth 
century.132

W ithin two decades of the battle of Manzikert (1071) a formidable 
Turkish maritime principality under the leadership of a certain Tzachas 
had appeared at Smyrna. But his ships were built and probably manned 
by Smyrniote Christians. A contemporary of his, Abu’l-Kasim, also had 
ships built in the old Byzantine shipyards, upon the capture of Cius, by 
the local Christians.133 More specific information on Christian partici
pation in Turkish maritime life comes only from Ottom an documents of 
the fifteenth century. A tahrir for Gallipoli, 1474, records that there 
were three djemaats of Greeks at this important O ttom an naval base: 
one of rowers, one of arbaletiers, and one of 95 Greeks for the repair and 
building of ships. Christians and renegades remained important through
out the long history of Ottom an naval enterprise.134 Byzantine naval 
life has left an indelible impression in the Turkish language by virtue 
of the large number of termini technici which passed from Greek (and 
Italian) into Turkish. As the Byzantines managed to hold most of the 
Anatolian littoral through much of the twelfth century, and because 
Turkish exposure to the sea remained comparatively restricted for much 
of the thirteenth century, these loan words are limited at this early time.135 
By the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, when the sources became 
more plentiful, the number of Greek loan words became more numerous, 
though it is to be supposed that many of these words were already 
employed in Turkish at an earlier time. The terminology includes words 
referring to the winds, seas, coastal geography, port, dockyard, types of 
boats, ropes, provisions, fishing, instruments, signals, rigging, and other 

words referring to naval life.136

Folk Culture

In  matters of cuisine the conquerors undoubtedly absorbed some items 
from the conquered, but the problem is again obscured by a similarity 
in Byzantine and Islamic cuisine which probably existed before the 
appearance of the Turks. The Danishmendname gives descriptions of 
Christian feasts but unfortunately they are not complete.137 Turkmen

132 F o r  a n  excellen t a n d  co nven ien t survey  o f  th e  d ev e lo p m en t o f  n av a l p ow er a n d  
life see K a h a n e  a n d  T ie tze , Lingua Franca, pp . 1 -45. O n  B y zan tin e  m a ritim e  life, K ou- 
koules, m o s , V , 331-386 . A hrw eiler, Byzance et la met (Paris, 1966).

133 A n n a  C o m n en a , I I ,  68 -6 9 , 110-114. T zach as  h im self h a d  b een  raised  a t  th e  
B yzan tine co u rt, a  fac t th a t  w ou ld  fu rth e r  his know ledge o f  B yzan tine  trad itions. In  
fac t th e re  is m u ch  a b o u t T zach as w h ich  p u ts  h im  in  line w ith  B yzan tine  ra th e r  th a n  
w ith  S eljuk  trad itio n s.

134 In a lc ik , “ G elib o lu ,”  E I 2. M a n tra n , Istanbul, p p . 487 ff.
135 K a h a n e  a n d  T ie tze , Lingua Franca, nos. 750, 791, 801, 841. I b n  B ib i-D uda , p . 283. 

L am pros, “ D uoc'O 'a,”  p . 51.
136 K a h a n e  a n d  T ie tze , Lingua Franca, p p . 16, 20 -22 , 32 -35 . T h e  co m pila tion  lists 

over 150 w ords b u t excludes by  a n d  la rge ich thy lo log ica l m a te r ia l. F o r  m a ritim e  loan  
w ords in  th e  A n a to lian  d ialects, T ie tze , “ A n at. T iirk isch ,” passim.

137 D an ishm endnam e-M elikofF , I ,  30.
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cuisine, as described by Brocquiere, was a very simple affair consisting 
primarily of the produce of their flocks—meat, milk, yogurt, butter, cheese 
supplemented by millet or other grains, fruit, honey, eggs, and a type of 
unleavened wafer (prepared on a portable hot iron in the manner of our 
own pancakes) in place of bread.138 The preparation of the unleavened 
cake was quite different from the baking of bread, and indeed the oven 
(furnus) of the Armenians and Greeks was conspicuously absent. It is 
significant that the Anatolian Turkish terminology for bread and its 
preparation has many words of Byzantine origin.139

M uch of the later elaborate Turkish cuisine was foreign to the Turkmen 
nomads and belonged to a sedentary cuisine already common to the eastern 
M editerranean world since Rom an times if not earlier. A brief perusal 
of the pages o f Athenaeus5 Deipnosophistae will confirm the assertion, and 
therein the gastronomer will notice not only stuffed leaves but also the 
various oriental sweets. There is great similarity between Turkish sweets 
and those enjoyed by the Byzantines. The basic ingredients for these 
deserts were usually dough, sesame, wheat, nuts, honey, and various 
fruits. Thus the equivalents of the Turks borek, halva, baklava, and other 
delicacies are to be found in various Byzantine and classical texts. The 
Byzantine TracrriAAa seems to have covered a variety of sweets, usually 
made of boiled wheat and honey, or crushed nuts and honey, or sesame 
and honey, or similar mixtures.140 Another Byzantine favorite was the 
so-called kotttt) or kotttov (KoiTTOTrAaKoOs) that was the same as the 
Turkish baklava. This delicacy was known to Athenaeus who gives us 
the recipe. I t  was, he says, made of leaves of dough, between which were 
placed crushed nuts with honey, sesame, pepper, and poppy seed.141 
The borek are paralleled as early as the second century of the Christian

138 B rocquiere-Schefer, p p . 89 , 91 -92 .
139 T ie tze , “ A nat. T iirk isch .,”  passim. L o an  w ords th a t  d ea l w ith  bak ing  o f  b re a d  

in c lu d e , z im ari, ku liir, m eze, m eleksi, sisre, p in a v u t, senedi. O n  fu rth e r  lex icog raph ica l 
m a te r ia l th a t  has to  do  w ith  b read  a n d  bak ing  in  m o d e rn  T u rk ish , H . Z . K osay , “ T iirk iy e  
h a lk im n  m a d d i k iiltu ru n e  d a ir  a ra s tlrm a la r  I I , ”  Turk etnografya dergisi, I I  (1957), 7 -28 , 

an d  pis. ii- ii i. F o r  th e  u n leav en ed  b rea d  in  Seljuk  tim es, M . Z . O ra l, “ S e lju k  d ev ri 
yem ek leri ve ekm ekleri,”  Turk etnografya dergisi, I  (1956), 74 -75 . T ravelers  observed  
specifically  C h ris tian  prac tices a t te n d a n t  u p o n  m ak in g  o f  b re a d  in  m o d ern  A n a to lia  
am o n g  T u rk ish  w om en , m ost s trik ing  o f  w h ich  w as th e  m ark in g  o f  th e  cross on  th e  
u n b ak e d  loaf, see n . 173.

140 J o h n  C hrysostom  w as a tta c k e d  by  his enem ies fo r ea tin g  i t  a fte r  receiv ing  com 
m u n io n . B yzantines a te  it  a t  w edd ings to  increase fertility . I t  seem s to  be  th e  eq u iv a len t 
o f th e  T u rk ish  susam  h a lv a . K oukoules, Bios, V , 114-116.

141 A thenaeus , X IV , 647-648 . K oukou les , Biog, V , 116. T ie tze , “ E in ige  W e ite re ,”  
p p . 373-388 , on  TracrriAAa, TTacrnAos, w h ich  passed in to  T u rk ish  as a  lo an  w ord . 
V on  H am m er, Geschichte des osmanischen Reiches (Pest, 1827), I ,  220, n o ted  th a t  P h ilad e l-  
p h e ia  (A lasheh ir), fam ous in  his ow n  d ay  for its h a lv a  (H on iggebacke), h a d  specia lized  
in  h o n ey  cakes w h en  th e  P ersian  em p ero r  X erxes passed th ro u g h  th e  c ity  in  th e  fifth 
cen tu ry . H ero d o tu s , V I I ,  31, " . . .  Trapa KaAAcnT||3ov ttoAiv ev Trj avSpes 5r |n io ep y o i 
jjiAi ek pvpiteqs T6 Kcd m /p o u  Troieuar.”  O n  th e  id en tif ica tio n  o f  K alla teb o s w ith  th e  
la tte r  P h i la d e lp h ia ,  see th e  artic le  o n  “ K a lla teb o s”  in  P .W .  F o r th e  rec ipe  o f  th is ty p e  
o f h a lv a  in  th e  s ix teen th  cen tu ry , D ernschw am -B ab inger, p . 125. ‘T n d e r  a n d e rn  ist ein  
solch w eys confect, so m a n  h a lw a  n e n t, v on  m a n d e ln , h on ig  u n d  ay  w eys.”
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era and throughout the Byzantine world by the ttAockoOvtccs evTupiTOts 
which Artemidorus and the medieval lexicographers mention.142 Such 
dishes as the cheese pu£ri6poc (mizitra in Turkish), cured meat Tracrrov 
(pasdirma in Turkish) were known to the Byzantines, and the roasting of 
meat on the spit, or shishkebab, was ancient in the M editerranean 
area.143

As might be expected, the preparation of seafood and the art of wine
making were Christian specialities.144 The Danishmendname illustrates 
the difficulty Muslim rulers had in suppressing the use of wine among the 
new converts,145 and in the thirteenth century, Cappadocia, thanks to 
the Christian vineyards, was famous for its wines. M uham m ad I I  paused 
long enough in Begshehir, in the course of his Anatolian compaigns, to 
taste the wines of the Greek and Armenian inhabitants. Dernschwam 
in his journey through Anatolia during the sixteenth century constantly 
had recourse to the Greeks for his supply of wine.146 Anatolian Turkish 
has, as a result of the Greek influence, borrowed a num ber of Greek words 
that are concerned with the cultivation of the vine.147

Christian religious and family practices left im portant traces in the 
Muslim society that emerged in Anatolia. The extensive intermarriage 
that took place not only between Christian women and Muslims but even 
between male converts or Christian men and Muslim women resulted 
in the introduction of many Christian features in Muslim family life and 

popular religious usage.148 The large-scale conversions had very much the 
same effect with the result tha t the new Islam of Anatolia bore witness 
to the incomplete Islamization of the Christians.149 The Anatolia in which

142 K oukou les , Bfos, V , 118.
143 H . O m o n t, Evangiles avec peintures byzantines du X I e siecle (Paris , n .d .) , I ,  p i. 82 

dep icts th e  roasting  o f m e a t on  th e  sp it. K oukoules, Bios, I ,  50, 62, 65. M eyer, Turk. 
Studien, p . 57.

144 T ie tze , “ A n a t. T iirk isch .,” passim. M eyer, Turk. Studien, passim.
145 D an ishm endnam e-M eliko ff, I ,  380.
146 B ab inger, Mahomet, p . 399. H a n s  D ernschw am -B ab inger, p p . 164, 166, 167, 191, 

196, 213, 236. “ N in d e r t in  kh a in em  tu rk isch en  d o rff  h o t m an  w ein  gefunden , a lle in  von  
d e r  strossen  in  k rich ischen  dorffern  h o t m a n  in  1, 2 m eilen  d a rn a c h  g esan d t u n d  b es te lt.” 
I n  N icaea  th e  G reeks a n d  A rm en ian s  h a d  to  h id e  th e ir  w in e  b arre ls  in  th e  g ro u n d  o u t 
o f  fea r o f th e  T u rk ish  soldiers.

147 T ie tze , “ A n at. T i i r k i s c h .p a s s i m .  T h e  lo a n  w ords in c lu d e  o m b a l, cingU, gevle, 
gilim e, g ilav ad a r, k ilim a^, c am b it, c u b u r , fitye, herek . B rocqu iere-Schefer, p p . 125-126, 
describes th e  m ak in g  o f  a  confection  from  nu ts  a n d  g rap e , th e  B yzan tine  a n d  m o d e rn  
G reek  m o usta lev ria .

148 See nns. 246-251 , 49 8 -5 1 0  in  c h a p te r  iii. B alsam on , R h a lle s  a n d  Potles, I ,  27 1 -2 7 2 ; 
I I ,  473, refers to  G eo rg ian  w om en  m a rrie d  to  T u rk s , a n d  in  I I ,  498, h e  specifically  
connects th e  ad o p tio n  o f  C h ris tian  p rac tices  by  th e  T u rk s  to  th e ir  C h ris tian  w ives. H e  
also refers to  th e  fac t th a t  th e  tw e lfth -cen tu ry  p a tr ia rc h  o f  A lex a n d ria  w as co m p la in in g  
because O rth o d o x  w om en  w ere m a rry in g  M uslim s. T h e  p rac tic e  w as w idesp read  in  th e  
O tto m a n  B alkans, w here  w estern  trave le rs  referred  to  it  as k ab in  (kep in -lease). See 
N . J .  P an tazopou lo s , Church and Law  in the Balkan Peninsula during the Ottoman Rule (T hes
saloniki, 1967), pp . 94-102 .

149 T h e  D an ishm endnam e-M eliko ff, I ,  380 gives a  classic illu s tra tio n . T h is  sam e 
p a t te rn  is il lu s tra ted  b y  th e  G reeks co n v e rted  to  Is la m  in  M a ce d o n ia  w ho w ere know n 
as V allah ad es. T h e y  p rese rv ed  som e o f  th e ir  ch u rch es; th ey  ce le b ra te d  feast days such
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the Turks had settled had been one of the first regions to be Christianized 
and by the eleventh century every aspect of life was cast within a 
Christian mold and framework. Inasmuch as the economic and social 
life with which the Turks came into contact bore the Christian stamp, 
it was inevitable that this too would leave Christian coloration. As 
Islam vouchsafed both Christ and the Virgin a special place, this no 
doubt facilitated religious borrowing and syncretism at a popular level.

One would look in vain for any widespread Byzantine influence on 
the formal religious life of the Seljuk and Ottom an Turks because Islam 
had long since evolved into a highly structured, articulate, and unbending 
religious system. I t is rather in the more vibrant aspect of Islam, popular 
Islam or volksreligion, that one must seek out this Christian influence. 
Hasluck opened the door to this intriguing subject in a memorable 
work that, unfortunately, has seen no systematic continuation. The 
persistence of popular religiosity within all formal religious structures is, 
of course, a well-known phenomenon, and yet, when one pauses to 
examine the details, he is invariably amazed by their freshness and 
vitality as well as by their grotesqueness. Such is the power of folk religion 
that the formal religious institution either acknowledges it openly or 
pretends to ignore it and thus absorbs it because it cannot eliminate it. 
This was characteristic of both the Christian church and Islam. Christian 
practices, beliefs, and forms, which are at the basis of a rather substantial 
portion of popular Turkish Islam, entered Islam as a result of conversions, 
intermarriage, everyday contact of Muslim and Christian in a cycle of 
life regulated by ancient custom, and through the religious syncretism 
of the popular dervish orders.

This borrowing was physically manifested and symbolized by the large 
scale appropriation of the church and monastic buildings themselves. 
The process was a widespread one, both geographically and chronologic
ally. The history of the churches of Constantinople is better documented 
than that of perhaps any other region that came under Turkish domin
ation. Only one church (St. M ary of the Mongols) from the myriad that 
existed in the Byzantine period remained in the hands of the Orthodox 
in modern times. The conquerors confiscated or otherwise removed all 
others from the possession of the Christians during the course of their 
centuries-long rule. So it was throughout Anatolia that they converted

as th a t  o f  th e  h ea lin g  sain ts C osm as a n d  D am ianos, ca lling  in  O rth o d o x  priests to  ce le 
b ra te  in  th e  ch u rch  a n d  to  cross th e  w o m en ’s heads w ith  oil from  th e  sa in ts’ lam p , H aslu ck , 
Christianity and Islam under the Sultans (O xford , 1929), I ,  8. T h e  sam e p h en o n e n o n  w as 
observed  am o n g  A rm en ian  converts in  1776 in  easte rn  A n a to lia , H . B arsegh  a n d  V . 
S arg isian , Vijakagrakan nor tesutiun me i nbast Ankakh Hayastani (V enice, 1919). T h e  A rm en 
ia n  p rie s t Boghos M h e ria n  trav e led  am o n g  villages o f  Is lam ized  a n d  T u rk ified  A rm en ian s 
w ho  o p en ed  a  c h u rc h  to  h im  a n d  a ll a b o u t cam e to  a tte n d  th e  service, w h ich  caused  the  
frig h ten e d  p riest to  flee. I  am  in d e b ted  for this reference to  th e  kindness o f  m y  colleague 
P rof. R ic h a rd  H ovan issian . F o r s im ila r beh av io r on  the  p a r t  o f  B u lg arian  M uslim s, 
C . V ak are lsk i, “ A lte rtu m lich  E le m en te  in  L ebensw eise u n d  K u ltu r  d e r  b u lgarischen  
M o h a m m e d a n e r ,”  Z eitschriftfiir Balkanologie, IV  (1966), 149-172.
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churches into mosques, turbes, dervish tekkes, or sometimes into store
houses and into other secular buildings.150 151 O f course, the mere borrowing 
of these physical structures does not necessarily mean that the Muslims 
took over anything more than the buildings. But in many instances the 
Muslims appropriated characteristics and peculiarities attendant upon 
a particular Christian sanctuary along with the building itself. This 
resulted, not infrequently, in a syncretization of the old and new elements, 
particularly at the lower levels of society. This transferral of Christian 
practice, associated with a church converted to a mosque, was usually 
intensified or facilitated whenever conversion and intermarriage occurred.

This is apparent in the Muslim and Christian practice of equating 
saints o f one religion with those of the other religion.152 The best known 
equation of a Muslim with a Christian saint revolves about the figure of 
Khidr. As early as the fourteenth century, John Cantacuzene noted that 
the Turks worshiped St. George in the figure of K hidir Elias,153 and at 
Elvan Chelebi, east of Chorum, he was associated with St. Theodore. 
In both cases he has been identified with equestrian, military, dragon 
slayers.153 In  Konya the Muslims reverenced St. Amphilochius under the 
guise of Plato or Eflatun, and elsewhere they identified Sari Saltik with 
St. Nicholas, and St. Charalambos with Hadji Bektash.154 A religious 
ceremony held in honor of Hadji Bektash by the Greek Christians of 
Sinassus is recorded in the fifteenth century,155 and in the nineteenth 
century local Christians believed that the tomb of Hadji Bektash near 
Kirshehir was the tomb of St. Charalambos.156 Often the sanctuaries that 
were relinquished to Islam retained a certain Christian holiness.157 The 
Muslims of fifteenth-century Konya attributed miracles to the tomb of 

St. Amphilochius. At the extremes of Anatolia—at Edessa in the east 
and at Yalova in the west—the survival of the holy went back through 
the Byzantine era to pagan times; the famous hot springs of Yalova 
were in antiquity dedicated to Apollo, in the Byzantine days to St. 
Michael, and under the Turks they were resanctified by the burial of a 
dervish; at Edessa the sacred fish in the fountain of the mosque of 
Abraham continue a pre-Turkish tradition.158

150 See n n . 357-363 in  ch a p te r  iii, a n d  see ch a p te r  iv, passim. H asluck , Christianity and 
Islam , I ,  3 -118 .

151 H aslu ck , Christianity and Islam, I ,  17, 4 8 -5 3 ; I I ,  363-367 , 432 -4 3 3 , 568-586 . G o rd -  
levski, Izbrannye Sock., I ,  321-361 .

152 J o h n  C an ta cu z en e , P .G ., C L IV , 512. H a n s  D ern sch w am -B ab in g er, p . 205.
153 H aslu ck , Christianity and Islam , I ,  4 8 -4 9 , 320-336 .
154 Ibid., I , 17; I I ,  364, 432 -433 , 571-572 . B ab inger, “ B yzantin isch-osm anisch  G renz- 

s tu d ien ,”  Z .D .M .G .,  L X X V I  (1922), 126 ff.
155 V ilayetnam e-G ross, p . 43.
156 H aslu ck , Christianity and Islam, I I ,  572.
157 I n  C o n stan tin o p le , th e  doors o f  S t. S oph ia , sa id  by  th e  C hris tian s to  h av e  b een  

c o n s tru c te d  from  th e  w ood  o f  N o a h ’s a rk , w ere objects o f M u slim  ven era tio n . T h e  sacred  
well was believed  b y  th e  T u rks to  cu re  h e a r t  a ilm en ts, a n d  th e  sw eating  co lu m n  w as 
also believed  to  h av e  cu ra tiv e  pow ers, H asluck , Christianity and Islam, I ,  10.

158 Ibid., 207, 244-245 .
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The belief in the efficacy of Christian religions power was apparently 
rather widespread in Muslim Anatolia, and Christian saints and 
sanctuaries were thought to be possessed of both evil and beneficial 
magic. Certain Christian churches, converted to mosques, were found to 
be hostile to the Muslims, and their hostility was variously manifested. 
In  St. John (Kizil Avl!) of Pergamum, it was said, the doorway contin
uously turned northward and the minaret fell. O n the church of St. 
Sophia in the same town a cross appeared after its conversion into a 
Muslim sanctuary. In Thyateira (Akhisar) the Muslims attributed the 
collapse of a minaret to the “ anti-Muslim influence” resident in the 
Turkified church. The Turks abandoned the church of St. Amphilochius 
in Konya and the Friday Mosque of Anatalya (both Turkified edifices) 
when it was discovered tha t Muslims died upon entering them.159 But 
other Christian sanctuaries and saints were possessed of beneficial powers 
that Muslims could utilize. The cults of the saints which developed 
so profusely throughout Byzantine Anatolia constituted the truly vital 
element in Anatolian Christianity, and it was to the saints that the local 
Christian populations had appealed in times of distress. It would seem 
that the influence of these local saints was particularly strong among the 
Turks in the “medicinal” realm. In the thirteenth century the emir of 
Sivas sent his wife, who was possessed by demons, to be cured by the 
prayers of the Christians. Upon her arrival in Trebizond she went to the 
monastery of St. Phocas and to the tomb of St. Athanasius where she was 
healed.160 Schiltberger records in the late fourteenth century that Turks 
participated in a pilgrimage to a church in Ankara because of a stone 
inscribed with a cross which had healing powers.161 The visitation of 

Christian shrines famed for their cures was a living tradition among 
Anatolian Muslims even in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Turks 
went to the church of St. Michael of Tepedjik of Bithynia for the cure of 
madness, to St. Photine of Izmir for ailments of the eyes, and to the 
Virgin of Sumela of Trebizond for relief from a wide assortment of 
misfortunes. In 1908 with the incidence of cholera the Turks of Urgiip 
requested that the Christians parade the body of St. John Roussos through 
the Turkish quarter. During the course of the procession the Turkish 
women are reported to have deposited costly kerchiefs on the bier of 
the saint as a propitiatory offering.162

159 Ibid., 20 -23 . M u ra d  sacrificed  a  ra m  before St. D em etriu s  o f  T hessalon ike, D ucas, 
p . 201.

160 P apad o lp o u lo s-K eram eu s, ** 2un |3oAori ei$ TfjV ioropiccv Tpcare^oOvTOS,** V.V. 
X I I  (1906), 141.

161 S ch iltb erg er-N eu m an n , p . 95. “ In  d e r  s ta t s in t vil cristen , d ie  h a lten  erm en isch en  
g loben . U n d  h ab e n  in  ir  k irchen  e in  criitz , daz schait ta g  u n d  n a c h t. D a r  in  gond  h a id en  
k irch  fe rten  u n d  das c ru tz  ha issen t sie d en  liech ten  stein . Es w o llten  och  d ie  h e id en  
e in v a rt g en u m en  h ab e n  u n d  w oltens in  iren  tem p el g efu rt h ab e n , u n d  w elcher das 
a n g riff  d e r  e rk ru m e t a n  d en  h e n d e n .”

162 H asluck , Christianity and Islam, I ,  65 -69 .
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The partial survival of Christian cults in Anatolian Islam is reflected 
in the appearance of double sanctuaries, sanctuaries that Christians and 
Muslims either formally shared or else visited. Such an ambiguous 
shrine was Ziyaret Kilise a t Mamasun Tekke near Nevshehir in the 
nineteenth century. In  this sanctuary, at which both Greeks and Turks 
worshiped St. Mamas, there were nine icons and a holy altar in the east 
end at which an itinerant Christian priest officiated. In  the south wall was 
a mihrab for the benefit of the Muslims. The relics of St. Mamas in the 
possession of this sanctuary, of which the custodian was a dervish, are 
said to have effected miracles for both Christians and Muslims.163 
Similar was the Muslim turbe of Ghazi Shehid Mustafa and his son at 
Arapli near Benderegli (Heracleia Pontica). The Christians considered 
it to be the tomb of St. Theodore Stratelates and one of his associates, and 
made the pilgrimage to the shrine bringing offerings of money and candles. 
One of the earliest of these mixed sanctuaries was the monastic complex 
around the church of St. Chariton near Konya. There existed a mosque, 
side by side with the churches of St. Chariton, St. Amphilochius, St. 
Sabbas, and the Virgin, which according to tradition was founded on 
the spot where St. Chariton interceded to save the son of Djalal al-Din 
Rumi from a fall. This is very probably the “monastery of St. Plato” 
that Rum i and his followers visited in the thirteenth century in order to 
meditate and to converse with the Greek monks.164 In  the fifteenth century 
the church of St. Amphilochius, converted into a mosque, was the object 
of pilgrimage for both Greeks and Turks.165

O f the important Christian practices that Muslims appropriated, the 
sources frequently mention that of baptism (in Turkish vaftiz). The 

Muslims of Anatolia had adopted baptism as early as the twelfth century, 
at which time the Byzantine canon lawyer Balsamon commented on the 
invalidity of such baptism.

In the days of the most holy patriarch, lord Loukas, Agarenes appeared 
before the synod. Upon being requested to receive baptism they replied that they 
had already been baptized in their own lands. On their being asked how, they 
answered that it is the custom for all the infants of the Agarenes to be baptized by 
Orthodox priests. But they [and their explanation] were not accepted. For they 
heard that the baptism which the unbelievers demanded from the Christians was 
not demanded by reason of good disposition and Orthodox purpose but for 
healing of the body. For the Agarenes suppose that their children will be possessed 
of demons and will smell like dogs if they do not receive Christian baptism. 
Accordingly they do not invoke baptism as a cathartic of all spiritual sordidness 
and as the provider of holy light and sanctification, but rather as a remedy or 
magical charm. Some of these [Agarenes] said they had Orthodox mothers and

163 F o r deta ils  a n d  b ib lio g rap h y , ibid., 4 3 -4 4 ; I I ,  759-761 .
164 Ibid., F  56. E flak i-H u art, I , 261 ; I I ,  67, 358.
165 H asluck , Christianity and Islam , I ,  i 7.
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it was as a result of their [mothers’] care that they were baptized by Orthodox 
priests.166

Balsamon’s testimony is particularly valuable as it gives the historian a 
brief but incisive view of the process of cultural and religious syncretism. 
Baptism is declared to have been widely accepted by the Turks of 
Anatolia, and in some cases it was obviously due to the cultural influence 
Greek mothers brought into the Muslim household. The Turks valued 
the physical rather than the spiritual efficacy of the sacrament, a fact 
that probably reflects in part upon the manner in which the Christians 
also viewed baptism. No doubt the Christians themselves believed in the 
therapeutical effects of this particular sacrament. The case of the Seljuk 
sultan Tzz al-Din in the mid-thirteenth century seems to have been quite 
similar to what Balsamon describes. Born of a Christian mother, the young 
sultan was baptized before he attained the throne.167 Brocqueire observed 
the same phenomenon in southern Anatolia among the Turkm en princes 

of Ram azan and Karam an, who were baptized in order to remove “ the 
bad smell.”168 Baptism is also mentioned in relation to the syncretistic 
religious movement associated with the name of Badr al-Din in the fifteenth 
century.169 De Busbecq indicates that the Muslims continued to baptize 
their children a century later,170 and the practice was so common that

166 R h a lle s  a n d  Potles, I I ,  498. T h is  is re p e a te d  b y  th e  fo u rte en th -c en tu ry  law yer 
C o n s tan tin e  H arm enopou los, P .G ., C L , 125, “  01 t w v ’ A y ap q v w v  TralSes (3a T rn £ 6pev- 
01 i r a p a  6p8o8o£cov igpecov ockovtcov, ouk euoePeI S ta v o ia  tcov TrpoaayovTcov aC/TOis, 
aAA* cos 9 a p n a i< d q f i sT raotS ia xp«n£vcov, d  irpoo-eAOoiev aAr)8cos Trj ttIo tei, ava(3car- 
t {£ovtcci. T a u T a  y a p  ctuvoSikgos &rre<pav0q , cos 6 B aA aapcov A syet.”

167 P achym eres, I , 131, 263-268 . N icephorus G regoras, I ,  95. P.G ., C X L , 956. In  
C o n s tan tin o p le  h e  took  a n  ac tive  p a r t  in  th e  litu rg y , kissed th e  icons, etc. B o th  I b n  B ibi 
a n d  K a r im  a l-D in  reflec t th e  tension  betw een  th e  C h ris tian s a n d  M uslim s a t  K o n y a , as 
does also W illiam  o f  R u b ru q u e . F o r  th e  supposed  b ap tism  o f  M u ra d  I I I  as a  p rev en tiv e  
o f  epilepsy, H asluck , Christianity and Islam , I , 34.

168 B rocquiere-Schefer, p . 90, “ R a m a d a n  . . .  av o it est filz d ’u n e  fem m e crestienne 
laq u e lle  l ’avo it fa it b ap tise r a  la  loy  greg iesque p o u r  luy  en lever le fla ir e t le sen teu r 
q u ’o n t ceulx qu i ne  so n t p o in t b ap tis ie z ,” p . 115, “ C ’esto it u n  tresb eau  p rin ce  (K a ra m a n ) 
de  tre n te  d eux  ans, e t esto it b ien  o bey  en  son pays. II av o it este b ap tise  en  la  loy g regesque 
p o u r  o te r  le flair, aussy d u q u e l la  m e re  avo it este crestienne, com m e on  m e d is t.”  I t  is 
also m en tio n e d  b y  Jo se p h  B ryennius, T a  eupsflevTa (L eipzig , 1768), I I ,  34 ; “  oflsv Kai 
tcov McyparjAtTcov o t ZcrrpcnTai, Kai o i ttAeious tw v  ’A pyovroov outcov, |3aT rri£ovT ai 
TupavvouvTes T0O5 ev T ats  y ^ p a i s  aCrrcov lepels.”

169 B artho lom aeus G eorg ieu iz, th e  s ix teen th -cen tu ry  C h ris tian  cap tive  w ho  lived for a 
n u m b e r  o f  years as a  slave in  A n a to lia , recoun ts th a t  am o n g  th e  b lan d ish m en ts  th a t  his 
T u rk ish  m aste r p ro ffered  so as to  in d u ce  h im  to  co n v ert w as th e  s im ila rity  o f  relig ious 
p rac tices  be tw een  Is lam  a n d  C h ris tian ity . T h is  in c lu d ed  b ap tism  by  th e  T u rk s . F . 
K id ric , Bartholomaeus Gjorgevic: Biographische und bibliographische Zusammenfassung (V ienna- 
P rag u e-L eip z ig , 1920), p . 15. “ T u rn  ille, nos saepius b ap tiz a m u r , h aec  v e rb a  rec itan tes , 
b isem  a lla h  a lra h  m a n  e lrah im : id  est, in  n om ine D ei e t m iserco rd iae  e t m iserico rd ia rum , 
nec  h a c  p a r te  a  C h ris tian is  d ifferim us, sed q u ia  eos ido la tro s cred im us se rv itiem  in  eos 
exercem us, u t  a c e rb ita te  m a lo ru m  a  ta li relig ione av o c en tu r.”  M y  colleague, A n d reas 
T ie tze , has suggested  th a t  this v e ry  p ro b ab ly  refers to  M uslim  ab lu tions r a th e r  th a n  to  
b ap tism . See nn . 16-17  ch a p te r  v.

170 H asluck , Christianity and Islam , I ,  32. I n  can o n  law  o f th e  seven teen th  cen tu ry  it  is 
re la te d  th a t  M uslim s b ap tize d  th e ir  ch ild ren  as p ro p h y lac tic  m easures aga in st y e lp a , 
fau lty  circum cision , a n d  body  sm ell. K oukoules, Bios, IV , 55, “ S ta  v a  pt|8 ev yE ip ta - 
Jouv Kai v a  \xr\bkv kokottccOouv eIs ttiv TrEptTOpqv Kai 81a vet pqSe ppcoprj t o  KOppi 
CCUTGOV.”
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Greek canon law forbade priests to baptize the children of the Turks 
under pain of defrocking.171 The potency of immersion in the Christian 
manner survived among the Turkish inhabitants of Ladik (Laodiceia 
Combusta) in an Islamized version. These Muslims, who according to 
their own traditions were descended from the ancient Christian population, 
bathed their children in an ‘ay iaapa just outside of the town in order to 
prevent their offspring from becoming Christians.172

Among other Christian objects to which Turks frequently had recourse 
were the cross and the icons. To a stone decorated with the cross in 
Eldjik of Galatia they attributed curative powers. Cases have been recorded 
wherein the cross was used as a prophylactic device on buildings that were 
being built, and on bread dough before it was placed in the oven.173 
A K aram anid prince made offerings to an icon of the Virgin of Corycus 
and was cured of blindness by rubbing, on his eyes, cotton that had been 
passed across the icon.174 Muslims visited the icon of the Virgin a t the 
monastery of Sumela (said to have been painted by St. Luke) in order to 
obtain relief from locusts and other vexations.175 In  the thirteenth century 
the sultan Tzz al-Din demonstrated his affection for the icons openly in 
Constantinople.176 De Busbecq observed that the Turks did not go to sea 
until the Christian blessing of the waters had taken place at Epiphany.177

The performance of animal sacrifice, thysia or kurban, was common to 
both popular Islam and Christianity in Anatolia, but it is not absolutely 
clear whether they arose independently or the one derived from the other.

171 K oukou les , Bios, IV , 54, “  tEpEus eav SexOrj 0u a ia v  alpeTiKoO f\ parrrna-Q ToupK ou 
TraiSiov . . . Ka0aipEiCT0c o />

172 C a ld e r, M .A .M .A . , I ,  x v ; “ A J o u rn e y  ro u n d  th e  P ro se ilem m en e ,”  Klio, X  (1910), 
233 f f  O n  T u rk ish  reverence  for th e  ag iasm a, V . D elig ianes, “  lH Aa'iKT) A aT psia tcov 

KoupouKAicov,”  M.X., V I (1955), 200-201.
173 H asluck , Christianity and Islam., I ,  30 -31 , 206. E . P ears, Turkey and its People (L o n d o n  

1911), p . 79. V akalopou los, “  ‘loropiKES TTapaSooeis tcov 'EAAt̂ vcov T tpoo^uycov to v  
S o y io u r ,”  TTpooxpopa eis iT iA ircova IT. KupiaKiSriv (T hessalon ike, 1953), p . 79. 
M a tth e w  o f  E phesus-T reu , p . 57, in d ica tes  th a t th e  C hris tian s used  it  in  an  ap o tro p a ic  
m a n n e r  ag a in s t th e  M uslim s.

174 M ach a ira s , Chronique de Chypre, ed. E . M ille r  a n d  C . S a th as (Paris , 1882), I I ,  6o, 
“  Kcri 0eAei eIcttoci papETov sis ekeivous ottou ’ypiKOumv v a  ’£ r |y ri0co K a ra A ^ -ro o s  tcc 
KO0rjpepiv& 0au p c c ra  T a  TToAopa f\ auTT] E kova, Kai ttcos els t ' o p o p av  to u  K ap a p a v o u  
to u  pEyaAou to u  Kupou t o u  M ctyopeT MTtaxlcc, Kai etu9Acoctev tov  kou epsivev c n p a p d s  
T)pepais TToAAats Kal EpoAoyrjaEv ttcos p ta  d p x o v T ia a a  a r r a i  t o  Koupucos e8 cokev tov 
KOTCcppaT a Kai ETUepAcoaev t o v , Kai ^ tov  TrAripocpopia Trjs ek o v o s  T a  9 o p E p a0 a u p aT a *  
EafjKcoCTEv t o  90uaaT O v t o u  Kai ettoikev TToAAas A apT ra8as KEpevas x ovTPa Ŝ Kai y '  
KavTfjAais a p y u p a ls  ottou kpep o u v T av  op irpos ttis, Kai TroAAats y ep v a is  A a8iv Kai 
ettoikev A u x v a ^ fa v  Kai syaA A av oAr] vukto* Kai ’T n a a u p io u  sauvaA sT ^av TravTrdKiv 
a n a i  t r\v eikovo Kai epaA av to  eis tcc ' p a n a  to u  Kai T ta p a u ra  EyiavEV. K ai TroAAa 
aAAa 0a u p a T a . :” F o r  exam ples o f th e  sam e p rac tic e  am o n g  th e  G reek  C h ris tian s o f  
w estern  A n a to lia  in  th e  n in e tee n th  a n d  tw en tie th  cen tu ries , N . E . M eliores, #* 'lo ro p iK a  
Kai A ao y p a 9 iK a  tcov BoupAcov aupp iK T a,”  M .X .  V I  (1955), 226-227 . D u rin g  th e  
panegyris o f  A ugust 15, th e  believers p assed  u n d e r  th e  icons a n d  ru b b e d  b its o f  co tto n  on  
th e ir  eyes.

173 H aslu ck , Christianity and Islam , I ,  66. J .  F allm ereyer, Fragmente aus dem Orient (S tu tt
g a r t, 1877), p . 121.

176 N icepho rus G regoras, I ,  95. F o r  o th e r exam ples o f  the  ac cep tan ce  o f icons a n d  
th e ir  pow ers by  T u rk s , H asluck , Christianity and Islam , I ,  41, 53—54.

177 H asluck , Christianity and Islam , I I ,  384-386 .
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RESIDUE IN  TURKISH ANATOLIA

The sacrifice of animals is of course a very obvious phenomenon in Islam, 
but it has also been observed among Greek and Armenian Christians. 
R ycaut noted it to be widespread in the seventeenth century.

When they [Greeks] lay the Foundation of a new Building, the Priest comes and 
blesses the Work and Workmen with Prayer, for which they have an Office in the 
Liturgy, which is very laudable and becoming Christians. But when the Priest is 
departed, the Workmen have another piece of their own Devotion to perform, 
which they do by killing a Cock, or a Sheep, the blood of which they bury under 
the first stone they lay: It is not always, but very frequently practised, in which they 
imagine that there is some lucky Magick or some spell to attract good fortune to 
the Threshold; they call it, Quote, or Sacrifice, and therefore I believe that this 
is a piece of ancient Heathenism.178

In  the late nineteenth century, Greek Christians of the village of Zele 
(Sylata) in Cappadocia sacrificed animals to St. Charalambos especially 

in time of illness.179 Though the Greeks frequently referred to these 
sacrifices by the Turkish term “kurban,” the sacrificial practices went 
back to Byzantine and pagan times as is evident from several factors. 
They frequently referred to these sacrifices by the ancient Greek terms 
Quote and QccAi. The question of Christian borrowing from the Muslim 
kurban sacrifice is probably restricted to the philological aspect for the 
pagan sacrifice seems to have remained very lively and widespread in 
Byzantine times. One of the most spectacular examples of its existence in 
Byzantine Anatolia was the sacrifice of the fawn to St. Athenogenes at 
Pedachthoe on July 17. O n that day the young animal and its mother 
passed before the altar of the monastery church of St. Athenogenes while 

the Gospels were being read. The fawn was sacrificed, cooked, and 
eaten by the congregation and thus the faithful celebrated the glory 
of the martyred saint.180 In  the miracula of St. Theodore Teron there is 
mention of oxen offered as sacrifices to the saint.181 The pagan usage of 
animal sacrifice survived also in the Byzantine practice of slaughtering 
and roasting animals after the celebration of ecclesiastical festivals. The 
sixteenth canon of the synod of Carthage asked the emperor to put an 
end to this hab it; the commentary of Balsamon indicates that it was wide
spread in the twelfth century, and it has survived to the present day.182

178 P„ R y c au t, The Present State o f  the Greek and Armenian Churches Anno Christi 1678  
(L o n d o n , 1679), p p . 371-372 .

179 T h e  p h en o m en o n  w as rec o rd e d  by  S. H o lopou los, '* MovoypacpiKr) l a r o p ia  ZfjAqs 

f| Z vA aT as,”  levoqj&vris, I I  (1905), 206.
180 C u m o n t, “ L ’archevech6  d e  P ed ach to e  e t le sacrifice d u  fao n ,”  Byzantion, V I  

( 1931)5 521-533 . K yriak ides, ** G uana  sAacpou gv v£OgAAr|ViKOis o v v a ^ a p io is ,”  
Accoypa<pte, V I  (1917), 189-215.

381 S igalas, "  A iaarceuf),”  pp . 333“ 334-
182 K oukoules, Bios H u  8- R h a lle s  a n d  P otles, I I I ,  4 6 5 -4 6 6 . H asluck , Christianity and 

Islam, I ,  261, for fu rth e r  references to  th e  sacrifice o f  cocks to  th e  m ine  sp irits b y  G reek  
m iners , etc.
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The liturgical sacrifice-in the Armenian church, known as madag, is also 
a survival from antiquity.183

Not only was animal sacrifice (of pagan origin) a widespread practice 
among the Anatolian Christians in the Byzantine period, but there is 
evidence that it passed, in its Byzantine form, into popular Islamic 
usage. Bartholomaeus Georgieuiz gives the following account of animal 
sacrifice as the Turks practised it in sixteenth-century Anatolia.

The manner of their sacrifice.
In the time of anye disease or peril, they promise in certaine places to sacrifice 

either a Shepe or Oxe; after that the vowed offering is not burned, like unto a 
beast killed and layed on the aulter, as the custome was among the Jewes, but 
after that the beast is slaine, the skinne, head feete, and fourthe parte of the flesh 
are geven unto the prest, an other part to poore people, and the thirde unto their 
neighbours. The killers of the sacrifice doe make readye the other fragments for 
the selves and their compaynions to feede on. Neyther are they bound to performe 
the vow, if they have not bene delivered from the possessed disease or peril. For 
all things with them are done condytionallye I will geve if thou willte graunt. 
The lyke worshyppinge of God is observed among the Gretians, Armenians, and 
other realms in Asia imitating yet y Christian religio.184

Bartholomaeus identifies this sacrificial custom as something specifically 
Christian, which Greeks and Armenians (as well as Turks) practised. 
More convincing than Bartholomaeus’ opinion as to the Christian origin 
is the description he gives of the apportioning of the sacrificed beast’s 
parts. The “priest” receives the skin, extremities, and a portion of the meat, 
an arrangement that follows very closely the practice of pagan Greek 
sacrifice. The priest’s share (in Bartholomaeus’ account) clearly matches 
the pagan SeppaTiKOV as Greek sacrificial inscriptions of the fourth and 

third centuries of the pre-Christian era depict it. The priest who presided 
over pagan sacrifices was entitled to the skin, extremities, and portion of 
the flesh. I t would seem highly probable, therefore, that the Turkish custom 
derived from the Byzantine, which in turn originated in pagan sacrifice.185

183 J .  K a rs t, Sempadischer Kodex aus dem 13. Jahrhundert oder mittelarmenisches Rechtsbuch 
nach der venediger und der etschmiadziner Version unter Zuruckfiihrung a u f seine Quellen (S trassburg  

1905), I ,  59 : n ,  38~39-
184 B arth o lo m aeu s G eo rg ieu iz-G oughe u n d e r  “ T h e  m a n n e r  o f  th e ir  sacrifice .”
185 F o r  th e  p rie s t’s share , th e  SeppomKOV, in  p a g a n  an tiq u ity  see th e  G reek  in scrip tions 

o f  th e  p re -C h ris tian  e ra , E . S chw yzer, Dialectorum Graecarum exempla epigraphica potiora 
(Leipzig , 1923), nos. 168, 366, 695, 721, 728, 729, 808, 811. I n  a ll these cases th e  p r ie s t’s 
p o rtio n  gen era lly  co rresponds to  th a t  w h ich  B artho lom aeus describes for th e  T u rk ish  
“ priests” . See especially  th e  artic les “ D e rm a tik o n ,”  a n d  “ O p fe r,”  in  P .W .  T h e  G reeks o f 
P h a ra sa  in  easte rn  A sia M in o r still p e rfo rm ed  these sacrifices (k u rb an ia )  in  th e  ea rly  
tw en tie th  cen tu ry , D . L oucopoulos a n d  D . P etropou lo s, CH Acukt| AccTpeia tcov (Dapaaxov 
(A thens, 1949), p p . 21, 4 4 -4 9 . T h e y  observed  th e  exact a p p o rtio n in g  o f  th e  p a r ts  o f  
th e  sacrificed  beast as is observed  am o n g  th e  T u rk s  b y  B artho lom aeus, i.e ., p o rtions w ere 
g iven  to  th e  poo r, th e  p r ie s t rece ived  th e  skin, h e a d , feet a n d  th e  r ig h t p a r t ,  etc . I n  
P h a ra sa  th e y  used th e  an c ie n t G reek  w o rd  0aAi (from  OaAeia, b an q u e t o f th e  G ods), 
a n d  em p lo y ed  candles, incense, a n d  a  crow n  o f  vines for th e  an im a l, w h ich  w as also 
p e lted  w ith  flowers. F o r sacrifice o f  an im als  b y  th e  G reek  C h ris tian s o f  T h ra c e  in  the  
ea rly  p a r t  o f  th e  cen tu ry , G . M egas, “  © u a ia  Tocupcov Kai Kpicov ev Trj popeioavaToAiKrj 
© pcacq,”  A aoypacp fa , I I I  (1911), 148-171; ZtyrqiJiaTa cAAriviKfjs A aoypatp fas 

(A thens, 1950)* H I ,  27 -29 .
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The belief in tree spirits and the religious association of trees in general 
were also common to both religious groups. The groves of cypress trees 
in the graveyards outside the great land walls of Istanbul are indications 
of Turkish reverence for these trees, and numerous Turkish superstitious 
beliefs have been associated with the funereal cypress. The same tree is 
inextricably associated with Greek cemeteries today. The association of 
the cypress with the cemetery and with the regions outside the Con- 
stantinopolitan walls was prevalent in Byzantine times.186

A definite case of pagan survival, which passed through the Christains 
to the Muslims, was the use of “medicinal” earth. The use of such earth 
from Chios, Cimolus, Eretreia, Lemnus, Melus, Samos, and Sinope was 
attested as early as Pliny and continued into the nineteenth century.187 
At each stage new users associated their own religious practices with the 
digging of the earth. Galen records that the excavation of the earth in 
Lemnus was preceded by a religious ceremony of the priestess of Artemis 
in which she sprinkled barley on the “ excavation” site and executed other 
ceremonies, after which she sealed the earth with a likeness of the goddess. 

In  the fifteenth century the terra Lemnia was stamped with the seal of 
Christ, and in the sixteenth century with Turkish letters. In  this later 
period the earth’s excavation proceeded on the feast day of the M eta
morphosis (August 6) after a religious celebration in the church of the 
Saviour. Both Greeks and Turks participated in the celebration and the 
Turks sacrificed a sheep.

Turkish customs attendant upon marriage and birth, because of the 
long history of intermarriage in Anatolia, quite probably reflect the ab
sorption of some Christian practice. In  Byzantium, and among the 
Greek Christians of Chile (Pontus) and Burdur (Pisidia) in the nineteenth 
century, the bride was accompanied to the baths and special festivities 
took place on the night preceding the wedding night.188 It is thus perhaps 
significant that in the Turkish of Chankiri the bridal bath prior to the 
wedding is referred to by the word hirizma which derives from the Greek 
Xpiopa.189 The invitations to the wedding, among Byzantines and 
Anatolian Greeks of later times, were entrusted to the KaAe<TTf|S, whose duty 
it was to go from house to house and to indicate the invitation by leaving

186 I n  th e  A rchaeo log ical M u seu m  o f  Is ta n b u l is a n  in scrip tion , d a te d  860 w h ich  
records th e  p la n tin g  o f  cypress trees a t  th e  g rav e  o f  an  im p o rta n t B yzan tine  official, C . 
M an g o . “ T h e  F u n e ra l T re e .”  Archaeology, I I I  (1950), 140-141. P rocopius, Buildings, I , 
iii, 6. T h u cy d id es  re la tes, in  th e  P eric le ian  fu n era l o ra tio n , th a t  th e  w ood o f  the  cypress 
w as used  fo r th e  coffin o f  th e  u n k n o w n  dead .

187 P liny , Natural History, X X X V , 6. O n  th e  sub ject, H asluck , Christianity and Islam, 
I I  671-687 .

188 K oukou les , Bfo$ IV , 105. O n  B yzan tine  custom s a t te n d a n t u p o n  b ir th , bap tism , 
m a rr iag e , G . Spyridak is, Tcc Karra Trjv yevvr|CTtv, Tpv (3&tttictiv Kai tov y d p o v  eOipa 
tcov (3u£avTtvcbv &  tcov ayioAoytKcbv 7TT}ycov (A thens, 1953). K . Ia tr id es, ee 4 H p v q a -  
T8ia  ev B ovpSovptcp aAAoTe Kai vuv ,”  levoqjavrjs I I I  (1905)) 72 -82 , 165-171, 201-211 , 
272-278 , 335- 342.

189 T ie tze , “ A n a t. T u rk isch .,”  p . 244, “ das B ad  d e r  B rau t in  d e r  N a c h t vo r d e r  H o ch - 
ze itsn ac h t.”
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a piece of fruit, usually an apple or lemon. The practice and the word 
survived in the Turkish of the regions of Konya, Isparta, and Nigde, as 
gelis, kelisci, and in the verb kelis gezmek, and so forth.190 Common to 
both Christians and Muslims is the association of fruit with love, engage
ment, and marriage. From the time Paris awarded the apple to Aphrodite 
in the divine concourse of beauty, the connection between fruit and the 
fair sex has been constant in Greek custom.191 The emperors of the 
eighth and ninth centuries chose their brides in a beauty contest by pre
senting an apple to the future imperial consort;192 golden apples or pome
granates were part of the ceremonial connected with the empress5 
procession to and from the bath after the wedding.193 As early as the 
fourth century and into the medieval epoch the groom was “showered55 
with apples when he came to take the bride from her parents5 house.194 
Mention is also made of the presentation of the peach by the youth to the 
object of his affection.195 In the Danishmendname, the Turkish epic, an 
episode occurs which bears on the role of fruit in such cases. Efromiya, the 
daughter of the Greek governor of Amasya, becomes enamored of the 
warrior Artuhi, a Greek convert to Islam, and to indicate her love she 
tossed an orange at his feet. I t is possible that this is a Persian matrimonial 
practice, and yet the author of the poem attributes it to a Christian woman. 
Perhaps it is merely an example of cultural “ confusion55 and syncretism 
of two similar practices.196

John Cantacuzene describes a case of Turkish exposure to Byzantine 
court matrimonial ceremony, the prokypsis, at the wedding celebration 
that took place at Selymbria in the marriage of his daughter to O rhan.197

He ordered that a wooden prokypsis [stage] be built in the plain before the city 
of Selymbria, so that the emperor’s daughter who was to be married, standing 
upon it, might be clearly seen by all. For it is thus the custom of emperors to do 
when their daughters are given in marriage . . . .  On the next day the empress 
remained on the scenium with her other two daughters, while Theodora, who was 
to be married, ascended the prokypsis. Only the emperor was mounted on horse,

190 K oukou les , Bios IV , 92 -93 . T ie tze , “ A n at. T iirk isch .,”  p p . 221-222 , “ h e ru m z ieh en  
u n d  z u r  H o ch ze it e in lad en .”  T ie tze  also records th e  use o f  th e  G reek  w ord  oKQucpia in  
th e  fo rm  o f  uskuf, in  th e  d istricts o f  B u rd u r  an d  K irsh eh ir  as signify ing th e  h ea d  o rn am e n t 
o f  th e  b r id e ; also koukouAcx as k u k u l a t  G u m u sh h an e  to  m e an  b r id a l cap , 239-240 , 227.

191 K oukou les , Bios IV , passim . -
192B reh ier, Les institutions de Vempire byzantin (Paris , 1949), p p . 30 -31 .
193 K oukoules, B ios IV , 146. C o n s tan tin e  P o rphy rogen itu s , D e Caerimoniis, I , 214-215 .
194 K oukoules, Bios IV , 146.
195 N ice tas  C hon iates, 192.
196 F o r o th e r  such associations o f love w ith  th e  app le , th e  rose, a n d  w ith  fru it in  g e n e ra l : 

D an ishm endnam e-M eliko ff, I , 169, 208 ; I I ,  101, 129. E flak i-H u art, I I ,  7, 14-15. N ice tas 
C hon ia tes, 183. Psellus-Sathas, M .B .,  V , 321. K oukoules, Bios, IV , 104. E flak i-H u art, 
I , 353, m en tions th e  custom  o f p re p a rin g  sugared  a lm onds for w eddings, a  p rac tic e  also 
com m on  a t  G reek  w eddings.

197 F o r details on  this cerem ony , K oukoules, Bios, IV , 134-136. H eisenberg , Aus der 
Geschichte und Literatur der Palaeologenzeit, Sitz. der bayer. Akad. Phil-hist. K l. Abhand., X  
(1920), 90 , 92 -93 , 109. A n d reev a , “ S u r la  cerem onie de la  p rokypsis,” Seminarium Kon- 
dakovianum, I  (1927), 157 ff.
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and all the others were on foot. As the curtains were raised [the prokypsis was 
covered on all sides by silk clothes and gold brocades], the bride was displayed 
and lighted torches surrounded her which were held by eunuchs who, as they 
were on bended knee, were not visible. Trumpets, flutes, pipes, and all instru
ments invented for the pleasure of men played loudly. When these were silent the 
chanters sang encomia which had been composed for the bride by some learned 
men. When all these ceremonies, which it is incumbent upon the emperors to 
perform for marrying daughters, were completed, the emperor entertained for 
many days the army and all the officials of the Greeks and barbarians.198

This ceremony of prokypsis is an interesting example of Ottoman contact 
with Byzantine ceremonial which may have occurred in other areas of 
contact as well. But once again mere contact does not tell us anything 
specific about influence, and more study and research are necessary before 
the question will adm it of precise statement.

Common practices that have to do with the birth and early care of the 
infant are to be found in the customs of the Greeks and Turks of Anatolia. 
I t is quite possible that in this domain one does perceive holdovers from 
the Byzantine period as a result of the large-scale intermarriage with 
Christian women. The wet nurse of Sultan W alad, the son of Djalal al- 
Din Rumi, was referred to asyeramana. This would seem to come from the 
Greek “old mother” (in modern Greek mxpapdvva).199 The daughter 
of Rum i was named Meleke H atun, but Eflaki reports that she was better 
known as Effendi-poulo, which in Greek signifies “child of the master.”200 
In  the district of Isparta the Greek word signifying womb has passed into 
the local Turkish vocabulary as medire; and vr\vi, meaning a small child, 
has become nini, ninni, in the Turkish spoken about Malatya, Isparta, 
and M ugla,201 Both Christians and Muslims in Anatolia practised the 
“ salting” of the new-born child during the early twentieth century.202 
Salt was also employed in the rites attendant upon the birth of a child 
in Byzantine times, and it is mentioned as early as Galen. The first 
bathing of the infant took place in water containing salt because, it was 
believed, the salt water would repel evil spirits, and the belief arose that 
this would make the child beautiful as well. After the bath, salt was 
sprinkled on the body. It would seem that salt was put into the baptismal 
font as late as the sixteenth century because of its power to turn away 
malevolent spirits.203

198 C an ta cu z en e , I I ,  587-588 .
199 E flak i-H u a rt, I I ,  291.
200 Ibid., I ,  429, “ p o u lo ”  being  th e  suffix d en o tin g  “ offspring”  o r “ ch ild .”
201 T ie tze , “ A n at. T iirk isch .,” 233. F o r th e  la tte r  w o rd  in  B y zan tin e  tim es, K oukoules, 

Bios, IV , 29.
202 P . E leu th erio u , “  n p a y p c r re ia  irsp i tcov f |0cov Kai eflipcov Tfjs KCopoiroAecos 

A ip ia io u  kotcc t o u $ TraA aious y p o v o u s ,”  2zvoq>6ivr\s, IV  (1907), 178. F o r th e  prac tices 
o f  tu z lam ak  a n d  su lam ak, O . A c ip ay an li, Turkiyede dogumla ilgili adet ve inanmalann 
e tno lo jik  etiid ii (E rzeru m , 1961), p p . 56 -57 . I  am  in d e b ted  to  th e  kindness o f  m y  co l
league  A n d reas  T ie tze  for this la t te r  reference.

203 K oukou les , Bios IV , 28 -29 , 50.

RESIDUE IN TURKISH ANATOLIA

494



RESIDUE IN TURKISH ANATOLIA

Studies of the folklore and popular literature of the Anatolian Christians 
have indicated that a remembrance of the distant Byzantine past remained 
alive among these people in the twentieth century. This literature and 
lore narrate the heroic deeds of such historic individuals as Gabras 
(eleventh century), the piety of the emperor John Vatatzes (thirteenth 
century), the fall of Trebizond and Constantinople, and, of course, the 
exploits of the Byzantine hero Digenes Akrites.204 It is somewhat symbolic 
of this lively memory that the first manuscript of the poem of Digenes to 
be found was the copy the Greek scholar Ioannides discovered in the 
Trebizondine monastery of Sumela in 1873, and that Greek songs from 
the Acritic cycle were alive among the Cappadocian Greeks in the nine
teenth and twentieth centuries.205 The question arises as to whether any 
of this epic material was assimilated into the folk literature of the con
quering Turks. Ioannides noticed that in a Karamanlidhiko edition of 

the Turkish epic of Kor-oglu one sees many of the same loves, struggles, 
and adventures that are to be found in the story of Digenes.206 Though 
there seems to be no other reference to this Karamanlidhiko edition of 
Kor-oglu (in Turkish but with the Greek script), it is of interest that the 
Christians read and were exposed to the Turkish epic. The research of 
Kyriakides seems to indicate tha t this Turkish epic was possibly influenced 
in certain parts by the Byzantine epic. The second part of the Anatolian 
version of the epic of Kor-oglu includes the tale of his abduction of the 
beloved and his defense against the girl’s powerful family. The details 
are very close to that part of the Digenes Acritas in which the Byzantine 
hero first abducts his beloved and then repulses the furious attack of her 
relatives. Kyriakides has pointed out that this episode in the second part 

of the Kor-oglu epic is present in the Anatolian version of the poem but 
does not exist in the versions to be found in Adharbaydjan. Thus, on these 
two grounds, he has argued that the Turkish has been influenced by the 
Byzantine epic.207 I f  more detailed research in the future should prove

204 T h e  l i te ra tu re  on  th is sub jec t is considerab le  a n d  no  a t te m p t is m ad e  h e re  to  
inc lude  a n y th in g  b u t  a  sam pling  o f  it. A . S. A lek torides, "  " ^ c p c c ra  KcnrtrcxSoKiKo:,”  

A .I.E .E .E . I  (1883), 712-7128. M egas, “  TTaAaia icrropiK a T p a y o u b ia  tou TTovtou,”  
A aoypa< pla, X V II  (1957-58), 373-382 . L am psides, “  T o  ccKpmKov etros Kai to cx<j]sa tou 
T a p p a ,”  A.TT., X X I I I  (1959), 33 -38 . D . K . P ap ad o p o u lo s, “  TToiKiAa cto -para  tou 
yooplou ^ T a u p iv ,”  A.TT., X I  (1941), 29, no . 4.

205 A lek torides, “  " /^ a p c r ra ,”  passim. S. Ioan n id es, *0 BaofAeios A iyevris *AKprrr|S 
(C o n stan tin o p le , 1887).

206 Io an n id e s , B aaiA eios, p . 26.
207 K yriak ides, “ T o  Ittos to u  A iy svq  Kai t o  ToupKiKov Aa'iKOV pufhoropT ipa to u  

KtopoyA ou ,”  ‘EAAtivikoc, X V I I  (1962), 252-260 . “ E lem en ts  h isto riques by zan tin s  
dans le ro m a n  ep iq u e  tu rc  de  Seyyid  B a tta l,” Byzantion , X I  (1936), 563-570- G rego ire , 
“ L ’epopee  b y za n tin e  e t ses rap p o rts  avec 1’epopee tu rq u e ,”  Bulletin de la classe des lettres 
et des sciences morales et politiques de VAcademie Royale de Belgique 1931, vol. X V I I  (1932)5 
no. 12, 5e ser., pp . 463 ff. T . A lan g u , “ Bizans ve T u rk  k a h ra m an llk  ep oslarim n  cikisi 

u ze rin e ,”  Turk D ili, I I  (1953), 541-557 . A . B om baci, Storia della letteratura turca dalVantico 
impero alVodierna Turchia (M ilan , 1956), p p . 209-225 . F . Iz , “ D ede K o rk u t,”  E I 2. E . 
Rossi, II “ Kitab-i D edi Qorqut’\  Racconti epico-cavallereschi dei Turchi Oguz tradetti e annotati 
con “facsim ile” del ms. vat. turco 102, Studi i Testi, C L IX  (V a tic an , 1952)* P- N . B o ra tav ,
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this assertion to be valid, it would indicate that in  the symbiosis of Turks 
and Greeks which followed the Turkish conquest of Anatolia both groups 
would have borrowed elements in each other’s folk epics.

Conclusions

Turkish formal society in Anatolia bore essentially Islamic character
istics. The inseparable union of church and state, and their determination 
of all formal aspects of society, resulted in a state structure and cultural 
life that were Muslim. The sultanate, bureaucracy, Islamic church, 
literature, and much of art were Islamic. Byzantine society, on the other 
hand, had been intimately connected with the basileia and Orthodoxy, 
and the large-scale adoption of Byzantine formal institutions could only 
follow the adoption of the Byzantine style of theocracy, as was the case in 
Bulgaria and Serbia, or else it might occur when the neighboring society 
was still unformed and not affiliated with another developed church- 
state apparatus. W hatever elements of this Byzantine formal culture 
appear in Ottoman society must have entered indirectly via the culture of 
Islamic civilization.

This Turkish society, though Muslim in its formal expression, or 
Hochkultur, nevertheless was strongly Byzantine in its Tiefkultur or folk 
culture. This was the result o f the fact that in the beginning the conquered 
subjects of the Turks were the Christian inhabitants of Anatolia. The 
economic life of the Seljuks and Ottomans was heavily determined by 
these Christian peasants and city dwellers. The Byzantine influence was 
particularly strong in agricultural and village life, but also in the cities 
with their craft and commercial traditions. In these urban traditions, 

however, there was a significant admixture of Islamic urban elements. 
The economic continuity of Byzantium had im portant repercussions as 
well in the Turkish tax structure and administration. Finally, this wide
spread absorption and partial survival of Christian populations had a 
marked effect in the spheres of Turkish family life, popular religious 
beliefs and practices.

W hat was the effect of Turkish conquests and institutions on this 
Byzantine society and culture? The demands of the Turkish political, 
fiscal, feudal, and religious institutions destroyed the economic as well 
as the political and social bases of Byzantine Hochkultur in Anatolia (and 
in the Balkans as well), and in so doing reduced this culture to an almost 
exclusively Volkskultur. Thus, in contrast to the Ottoman Turks who 
developed a rich formal literature, a classical music, and an impressive 
architecture, the formal literary production of their Christian subjects

“ D ede K o rk u t h ikayele rindek i ta r ih i o la y la r  ve k itab in  te ’lif  ta r ih i ,”  T .M . , X I I I  (1958), 
31—62; “ K o r-o g lu ,”  I .A .,  V I ;  H alk hikayeleri ve halk hikayegiligi (A n k ara , 1946); Koroglu 
destani ( Is tan b u l, 1931) • A- C hodzko , Specimens o f  the Popular Poetry o f  Persia as Found in the 
Adventures and Improvisations o f  Kurroglou, and in the Songs o f  the People Inhabiting the Shores 
o f  the Caspian Sea. Orally Collected with Notes (L o n d o n , 1842). M elikoff, “ a l-B a tta i,”  E I 2.
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was penurious by comparison; their secular music was largely of a folk 
character, as was much of their art. The survival of the greatly weakened 
church and rise of the Phanariot class would provide a diluted version of 
the old Byzantine Hachkultur on a limited scale (more so in the Balkans 
than in Anatolia), but essentially the church was a strong crutch upon 
which the Christian folk culture partly rested. Most important, the 
Turkish conquests resulted in the absorption of the major portion of this 
Byzantine population via religious conversion and linguistic Turkification.

Consequently, the old Byzantine society played both an active and 
passive part in the history of Anatolia. Its absorption, on the plain of 
Hochkultur (language and formal religious affiliation) constituted its 
passive role. But this assimilated Byzantine society was a basic constitutive 
element in the popular culture of Turkish Anatolia and in those aspects 
of society that Islam did not rigidly control. In  this respect Byzantine 
society exercised an active force in the historical process that unfolded 
in Asia Minor.
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Recapitulation

The Turkish conquest of Asia M inor and the Islamization of the area’s 
inhabitants constitute the last major stage in the history of Hellenism 
outside the Greek peninsula. The expansion of Greek cultural boundaries 
beyond Greece proper began at any early date, engulfed the Levant in 
Hellenistic times, and became deeply rooted during three centuries of 
Rom an imperial rule. Consequently, the process of Hellenization, though 
superficial outside the major urban centers in Syria and Egypt, was 
thorough in much of urban and rural Anatolia by the sixth century of the 
Christian era. The geographical boundaries of this medieval Greek 
cultural world in the Levant were, thereafter, determined by military 

struggles with the various Islamic states. The Umayyad Empire caused 
the first major contraction of Byzantine political and cultural boundaries 
by the conquests of the seventh century, but after the loss of Syria and 
Egypt, the Byzantine and Islamic empires attained an equilibrium within 

which a substantial portion of Anatolia remained Greek in language and 
religion. The invasions of the Muslim Turks in the eleventh century 
renewed the process of Muslim aggrandizement at the expense of the Greek 
Christian society, a process that was consummated in the fifteenth 
century. By this time the Turks had destroyed the empire of Constantinople 
and the Byzantinized Slavic states of the Balkans, and by the Islamization- 
Turkification of Anatolia had restricted the Greek world largely to the 
southern Balkans. The cycle of expansion and contraction, which had 
endured for more than two millennia, finally returned to the original 
point of departure.

This book, which focuses on this late phase of Greek retrenchment, 
attempts to describe the critical factors in the decline of medieval Hellen
ism and the concomitant process of Islamization in Anatolia. The basic 
conclusions may be stated in terms of seven interrelated theses:

x. Anatolian Hellenism, or the medieval Greek cultural element of 
Anatolia, was quantitatively and qualitatively significant during the 
Byzantine period. Thus, the Turkish conquest and Islamization of Asia 
M inor represent something more than a negative historical event, for the 
invaders had to subdue and absorb a vital society.
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2. The Turks did not completely subdue the peninsula and subject it 
to political unification until the latter half of the fifteenth century.

3. The nature of the conquest and settlement caused major dislocation 
and destruction to Byzantine society. The Turkish conquest lasted almost 
four centuries; during which time the one unified, stable Byzantine 
administration was replaced by countless, smaller unstable political 
entities that were in an almost constant state of war with one another. 
Thus much of Anatolia was transformed into the scene of continuous 
military strife. This condition and Muslim hegemony exercised a corrosive 
action upon the bonds and sentiments that held the Christian communities 
together, thus preparing the members for religious conversion. Though 
there is evidence for extensive conversion of Christians in the earlier period, 
as of the mid-thirteenth century the Christians of Anatolia still constituted 

a large bulk of the populace, perhaps even the majority.
4. The political and historical events of the Turkish conquests in Asia 

Minor destroyed the Greek church as an effective social, economic, and 
religious institution. Given the fact that religion permeated and formed 
practically every aspect of medieval society, the sharp decline of the 
church was an unqualified disaster in the disappearance of the Byzantine 
character of Asia Minor.

5. Christian society, which had been subjected to such disruption and 
dislocation in the wake of the Turkish invasions, was isolated from the 
heartbeat of its own culture in Constantinople and deprived of ecclesiastical 
leadership in the provinces. Thus it was ripe for absorption into the new 
Islamic society. This was largely the work of Islamic institutions supported 
by the political and economic favor of the various Turkish principalities. 
These Muslim institutions (based securely on the economic possessions 
and revenues formerly belonging to the Christian church), most important 
of which were the dervish orders, consummated the cultural trans
formation by converting the Christians to Islam.

6. The great military disasters induced a considerable variety of 
aetiological rationalization among the Anatolian Christians. To some the 
military conquests of the Turks proved the religious superiority of Islam 
over Christianity. Others saw in the Byzantine defeats either divine 
chastisement of an errant society, the chiliasitic end of human history, or 
an impersonal tyche that arbitrarily raised and abased empires. Many, 
whether of religious or secular historical persuasion, contented themselves 
with the prospect that the enslavement of the Greeks would, after a 
passage of time, be followed by the resurrection of the Greek Christian 

empire.
7. Byzantine culture in Anatolia, though effaced on the level of formal 

culture by Islamic Hochkultur, exercised a determinant role in much of 
Turkish folk culture or Tiefkultur.

At this point one must note an apparent paradox. Though both Anatolia
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and the Balkans were conquered and subjected to centuries of Turkish 
rule, the Balkans, unlike Anatolia, remained predominantly Christian. 
O n first glance, one sees that the Turkish presence in the Balkans lasted 
approximately four centuries whereas in Anatolia it endured for nine 
centuries. Thus one might suppose that Islamization in Anatolia was more 
extensive because the transforming forces were at work for a much longer 
period. But this does not seem to be the real explanation because the mass 
Islamization of the Anatolian Christians had already transpired by the 
fifteenth century, and the proportion of the Christian population to that 
of the Muslims in Anatolia remained relatively constant thereafter 
(though by the nineteenth century the proportion of Christians had 
increased). The answer to the question lies in a combination of factors. 
The Turkish conquest of the Balkans, beginning in 1354 and culminating 
in the reign of M uham m ad II, was not nearly so prolonged or repeated a 
process as it was in Anatolia, and Turkish colonization (particularly of 
Turkmens) was not as heavy as it had been in Anatolia. The conquests 
and colonization were effected by one strongly centralized government 
that made every effort to restore order in the conquered provinces and to 
enforce obedience among the Turkmens, so that the state might reap the 
maximum fruits of an economically productive empire. O f great signifi
cance was the fact that the Balkan Christian communities were not cut 
off from the leadership and discipline of their ecclesiastical institution for 
a prolonged period. M uhammad, shortly after the conquest of Constanti
nople reconstituted the Greek patriarchate as the head of all the Orthodox 
Christians within the Balkan and Anatolian provinces of his empire. Thus 
the partriarchate, and therefore the Orthodox church, enjoyed a more 
regularized and uniform position in Turkish lands than had been the case 
prior to 1454. Up until M uham m ad destroyed the Byzantine Empire, the 
patriarch and the church were associated with the foes of the Turkish 
states, and hence the clerics and properties of the church in Turkish lands 
were a legitimate prey for the Turks. Despite all these more favorable 
circumstances, Balkan Christians did apostatize to Islam in large numbers, 
both before and after 1453.

The last great cultural transformations in the Mediterranean basin 
occurred, simultaneously, a t its western and eastern extremities, the two 
border regions between Christianity and Islam. In  each case political- 
military events determined the cultural evolution of the Iberian and 
Anatolian peninsulas. The Spanish reconquista not only removed the Islamic 
political state but resulted in the Christianization and Hispanization of the 
populace. The Turkish conquest led to the Islamization and Turkification 
of the Anatolian populations and to the destruction of the Byzantine 
Empire. The disappearance of Greek in Anatolia and of Arabic in Spain 
was accompanied by the effort to write Spanish in the Arabic script and 
Turkish in the Greek alphabet. The role of refugees from both areas was
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particularly important in the struggle between Islam and Christianity in 
the Mediterranean during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. Greek 
refugees fled the Turkish conquests and established themselves in Italy 

and the West where they often spurred Western rulers to institute crusades 
for the purpose of destroying the Ottoman Empire. Spanish Muslims and 
Jews, embittered by their fate in Spain, migrated to the Ottoman Empire 
where they heightened the anti-Christian tenor of Ottom an expansion into 
central Europe.
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G reek  u n d e r  increasing  T u rk ish  in f lu 
ence), 459

A rb a le tie rs , 235n 
A rcad iopo lis , 2 0 m , 205, 314 
A rch an g e l M ic h a e l: c h u rc h  a t  P ru sa , 12; 
ch u rc h , p an eg y ris  a t  C h o n ae , 20, 33n, 

3411, 38, 40, 4 m ,  96, 123, 128, 154, 195 
a n d  n , 222, 253, 479 

A rch b ish o p , 35, 37 , 444 
A rchb ishop ric , 26n , 34, 445 
A rchelais G oloneia, 19, 32, 163, 164, 167 
A rch ite c ts : A rm e n ia n , 236 ; G reek , 235 ff., 

378 a n d  n , 389, 390 a n d  n , 4 7 8 ; M uslim , 

235
A rchon tes , 100-102 
A rc la -D am alis , 217 
A rd jish , 53 
A rd z fo u n i, 92 
A refa t, M o u n t, 378 
A rgaeus, M o u n t, 34n , 451 
A rgaous, 28n  
A rg it K h a n , 222 
A rg o u e th , 283
A rgyropo lis  (G u m iish h an e) , 22 a n d  n , 162 
A rgyrus, 25n, 73 
A rians, 6 in ,  433
A rif  C he leb i, U lu  (g ran d so n  o f  D ja la l al- 

D in  R u m i) ,  383 f f ,  391, 392, 40on 
A riste ides, 345 
A ristenus, 200 
A ristero i, 6 in  
A ristocracy . See M ag n a te s  
A risto tle  (q u o ted  in  relig ious p o lem ic ), 433 
A rk lth an i-A rk it, 353, 355, 396 
A rm ala , 129
A rm en ia , 47n , 49 , 60 a n d  n , 80 ff., n o ,  

115, 155 ff-, i 6 7, 175*1, 199, 200, 244 ff., 
2 6 m , 27on, 286

A rm en iaco n , 30 , 4 , 5 , 16, 17, 25n , 32, 50,

5 1, 53n , 54, 55, 83, 68, 76, 91, 107, i i i , 
143 ff., 309

A rm en ian s , vii, 4, 13, 16-18 , 43, 45 , 4 8 -5 0 ,
52, 53 a n d  n , 55 , 60 a n d  n , 63, 65, 66, 
68 a n d  n , 75, 76, 80 a n d  n , 103 ff., 114, 
117 f f ,  131, 155 ff-, r 78, 182, 183, 185, 
194 f f ,  211 f f ,  218, 234 f f ,  269, 2 7 m , 
276, 35& i, 3870, 388n , 389, 401, 4 0 7 ^  
418, 446n , 4 63 ; in  Seljuk  arm ies, 4 68 ; 
in  T im u r ’s a rm y , 468n

A rm en o -G reek , 229n  
A rn asac io u , 54 
A rn o ld  von  H arff , 257 
A rsanes (T u rk m e n  ch ie fta in ), 129, 130, 

147, ig o n , 191 
A rsenites, 136, 334 
A rs lan , 82, 83 
A rta h a n , 285 
A rtak e , 2gn, 2 6 m , 2 8 m  
A rtem id o ru s , 483 
A rtu k , 107, i i i , 180 
A rtu k id , 118, 144, 155, 156, I57n , 165 
A rtze , 17, 26, 27n, 28n , 8 6 -8 8 , 145, 159, 

167, 168 
A rv a n itik a , 45n  
A san , 86 , 87
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A sa rtz o u k h  (G reek-speak ing  v illag e  in  
reg io n  o f  N icopo lis), 449n 

A scan ia , L ake , 146
A sh ik p ash azad e , 266, 2 8 m , 36on , 363,

38°: 396
A shraf, 386n, 392
A sia, 17, 43, 286n, 365 , 410, 4 3 7 ; cen tra l, 

15, 23n , 49 , 238n. 260, 2 6 m , 268, 2 7 m , 
272 ff .; w estern  A sia  M in o r, 65, 113, 

252, 346
A sia tic , 1, 82 , 277n, 278, 318, 434 , 480 
A sidenus, S abbas , 131 
Asis P h o rn i, 283 
Ass, 13
A ssus, 252, 254, 259 
A ssyria , 410
A tab e g  (genera l o f  K ilid j  I I  A rs lan ) , 126, 

147, 148, 155
Atabeg (tutor to the prince), 243 
Atarnas River, 51
A th an a s iu s  I ,  (1289-1293 , 1304-1310 ; 

p a t r ia r c h  o f  C o n s tan tin o p le ), 3 r  1 a n d  n, 
312 a n d  n , 324n, 4 i2 n  

A th en aeu s  (a u th o r  o f  D eipnosoph istae , 
sou rce  for B y zan tin e  cu isine), 482 

A th en s , 37, so n , $6n, 220, 295, 304 
A th in g a n o i, 60, 6 in  
A th o n ite , 36
A thos, M o u n t, i i , 41, 220 
A  til em in i, 352, 353n 
A tta le ia  (A n ta ly a ), 4 , 13, 14 a n d  n ,  22, 23, 

26n , 28n, 33, 3511, 3pn, 49 , so n , 66n, 
118, 119, 121, 127, 132, 148, 149 a n d  n, 
i 5 L  152, ib 6 , 168, 169, 174, 190, 197, 
217, 223, 294 ff., 302, 31 on , 314 a n d  n , 
326, 329, 330, 331, 333, 339, 340, 4 i6 n ;  
K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 453n , 456n , 461 

A tta le ia te s , 21, 55, 63, 89 , 98 ff., n o ,  i i i , 
4 i6 n ,  418 

A tta lid s , 44 
A tzo u p ad es , 67n 
A u g u stin e , 421 
A u sa ra ris , 11 gn  
A ux en tiu s , M o u n t, 42
A variz -i d ivan iye  ve tekalif-i orfiye (taxes 

p a id  to  th e  O tto m a n  s ta te ) : B y zan tin e  
in fluence  on, 472 

A vars, i7 9 n , i8 o n  
A vnik , 257
A v ra a m  (son o f  N icho las), 23on 
A v sh ar (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
A w lad -i F e rd a h li (B yzantines in  Seljuk  

m ilita ry  serv ice), 234 a n d  n 
A xouchus, J o h n  (T u rk  co n v e rted  to 

C h ris t ia n ity ) , 442n 
A yas, 256, 259, 275, 2 8 m  
A yaso luk  (E phesus), 138, 348 
A y d in , 140, 141, 233n, 298, 386, 392, 395n, 

452
A y d in li (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p  in  C ilic ia ) , 

271
A yd in o g lu , 348
A yd in o g lu  M u h a m m a d  B eg, 138, 139

5°6

A yios P hocas (m o n aste ry ), 355 
A yios Y oryis, 355
A yn  a l-D aw la  R u m i (G reek  p a in te r  a t 

K o n y a ) , 237 , 389 
‘A yn D ja lu t, b a t tle , 1260, 134 
A ynego l, 259, 393 
A yn icem , 372 
A yokos (m o n aste ry ), 355 
A y y aru n , 397, 3 9 9 ^  401 
A yy u b id , 118, 134 
A zeb , 354

B aba, 272, 277n , 368, 370, 372 
B ab a i, i3 4 n , 2340 , 244, 245, 267, 274, 3680 
B ab a  Ilyas, i3 4 n , 37on, 392n 
B ab a  Ishak , 134 a n d  n , 272n, 368n , 370 

a n d  n , 371, 376
B ab a  Saltik , 379. See also S ari Saltik  
B aby lon , 410
B adaw iyya (m ystica l o rd e r) , 365 
B ad i a l-D in , 425
B a d ra d d in iy y a  (m ystical o rd e r) , 368 
B ad r a l-D in  o f  S am av n a , 141, 229n, 358 

a n d  n , 359 a n d  n , 37on , 387n 
B ag h d ad , i8 n , 23n , 71, 84, 364-366 , 374, 

376n, 424, 425 
B ag ra tid , 92
B a h a ’ a l-D in  W a la d  (fa ther o f  D ja la l  al- 

D in  R u m i) ,  382 
B ah d jiy an -i R u m , 266 
B aid ju , 28n, 234, 256 
B aker, 39on
B alak , 157, 175, 1780, 183 
B alas o f  S u ru j, 116
B a ld u k h  (em ir o f  S am o sa ta ), 116, 1570,

248
B aldw in , I5 7 n
B alh , 382 a n d  n , 393
B alikesri, 138, 31 in ,  393 a n d  n , 40on
B alim  S u lta n , 229n, 370 a n d  n , 372
B ali S heikh , 375
B alkans, 1, 7, 26, 38, 48, 51, 62, 68, 72, 

74, 80, 85, 87 , 88n , 9 1 ,9 9 , 105, 114, 126, 
130, i8 o n , 220, 228n, 263, 268, 274, 
278n, 28on , 301, 305, 312 a n d  n , 322n, 

359n) 38o> 4°4> 4°5; 42on, 442n, 4460, 
463, 479 ff.

B a lkhan , 83
B alsam on , 176, 178, 200 ff., 228, 305, 

36on, 442 
B alzon, i i g n  
B a n d o n ,3 n  
B a n u  H a b ib , 5on , 67 
B a p h a e u m , b a t t le  of, 1301, 255 
B ap tism : o f  co n v e rted  T u rk s , 441 ; g en 

e ra lly  p ra c tic e d  am o n g  T u rk s , 4 8 7 -4 8 9 ; 
o f  T zz  a l-D in  I I ,  4 88 ; o f M u slim  T u rk s , 
3 5 9 n ; o f  R a m a z a n  a n d  K a ra m a n  
p rinces, 4 66 ; in  relig ious po lem ic , 435 

B aq ih , 257n
B arb a ro  (w este rn  am b assad o r to  co u rt o f 

U z u n  H a sa n ) , 263, 272n , 2 8 m
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B ard a , 284 
B ardas, i8 o n  
B a rd u liy a , 22711 
B argah ish , 226
B ar H e b ra e u s , 212, 231, 23711, 238, 2 8 m  
Baris, 168 
B arjin , 40011 
B ark y aru k , 181 
B a rlaam , 334, 344 
B arley , 6n , 11, 1411, 173, 219 
B ar M a r  S au m a , 93, 158, 167, 196, ig g n , 

22611
B arth o lo m aeu s G eorg ieu iz , 35911 
B arth o lo m aeu s o f  E dessa (1 2 th -cen tu ry  

p o lem ic is t), 4 2 9 ^  435 
B asean, 54 
B ash tin a , 355
Basil (h ead  o f  A rm en ia n  c h u rc h ) ,  199, 213 
Basil (M uscov ite  ru le r) , 249n 
B asil (physic ian  o f ‘A la ’ a l-D in  I ) ,  238n  
Basil I  (8 6 7 -8 8 6 ), 15, 60 
Basil I I  (976 -1025 ), 2, i8 n , 54, 72, 74, 76, 

79, 80 , 81
B asilacius, 98 , 9 9 /1 0 5 , 106 
B asila ion , 28n , 35n
B aths (h a m m a m ): A rabs im ita te , 4 6 3 ; 

p ro s titu tio n  in , 2 4on ; p u b lic , 13, i9 n ;  
th e rm a l, 12 a n d  n , 13 a n d  n , 32, 24on 

B athys P o tam o n , 329 
B athys R h y a x , 32
B athys R iv e r , 21, 121, 130, 146, 188, 190,

191
B atin iyya , 364, 471
B a tta ln a m e  (T u rk ish  ep ic), 1 7 m , 273n 
B a tu m , 242 
B ayat, 26on
B ayaz id  I  (138 9 -1 4 0 2 ), 140 a n d  n , 141, 

257, 2650, 27on , 393, 414, 428 
B aybars (M am e lu k e  su ltan ) , 134, 135, 215 
B a y b u rt (P a ip e r t) , 242, 257 
B ay in d ir  (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
B ay ram iyya (m ystica l o rd e r) , 368 393n 
B ay  ta r  (v e te rin a ria n  in  ca rav a n sa ray ) , 

352, 353n
B echenek  (P a tz in ak ) , 26on 
B edak h sh an , 373, 374 
B edew ini (n o m ad s), 2 6 m  
B egdili (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
B egshehir, 138, 222, 239, 242, 386 
B ehisna, 140
B ektash , H a d ji , 1340, 236 a n d  n , 369-381 , 

382, 3 8 6 n ; associated  w ith  S t. C h a ra -  
lam b u s, 4 8 5 ; to m b  a t  K irsh e h ir , 485 

B ektash iyya (B ektash i; derv ish  o rd e r) , 
369 -381 , 391, 393 

B elih  R iv , 28on 
B elocom e, 253, 259, 301 
B erber, 421
B ereketli M a d e n  (G reek  m iners  of, 

a b a n d o n  G reek  for T u rk ish  lan g u ag e ), 

449 _
B errho iu , 314 
Besh K oy , 27on

B essarion, 420 a n d  n
Beylik (em ira te ), 70 , 133 ff., 285, 310, 

3 1 m , 36pn, 391, 392 a n d  n  
B ible, 428 ff.
B iga (P eg ae? ) , 19811, 259 
B iledjik , 242
B ilingua l, b ilin g u a lism , 45n , 46n , 48n , 68n, 

3 6 m , 428 ; in  O tto m a n  A n a to lia , 452n, 
4 5 8 -4 5 9 ; in scrip tions on  coins, 470 

B irgi (P y rg i) , 2380, 386n, 400n 
B ishop, 8 , 9 a n d  n , 27 a n d  n , 35, 37, 41, 

46, 199 ff., 218, 2 8 7 -3 5 0 , 439, 444, 445 
B ishopric , i m ,  26 , 32, 34, 35, 56, 61, 

198 ff., 287 -3 5 0 , 355, 406, 439, 444, 

445
B ith y n ia , 12, i3 n , 25n, 33n , 36, so n , 56, 

62n , i o i n , 107 ,108 , 110, i i i , i i 3 n ,  114, 
120 ff., 146 ff., 166, 188, 190, 217, 222, 
228, 234, 250 f f ,  285, 300, 301, 318 a n d  
n , 321, 327, 343 a n d  n , 344, 37on, 404, 
416, 426, 427, 440, 467 f f ,  477 

Bive, 355 
B iza’ a , 441 
Bizye, 296, 300, 314
B lack Sea, 14, 15, 22 , 23 , 33, 34n, 36, 43, 

53, 71, n o ,  i i i , 114, 127, 133, 137, 141, 
144, 161, 223, 255 , 480 

B oghousag , 23on 
Bogom il, 61 -63  
B o h em u n d , 117 
Boilas, 25n
B okh t-Isho  B ar G ab rie l, 23n 
B oleron , 22911
Boilas, 331, 333 
B olu, 242, 40on 
B ona, 16, i 6 i n  
B orlu , i8 o n , 353
B osphorus, 16, 51, 76, 87 , 99, 105-107, 

114, 115, 135, 146, 169 
B ostand ji B ab ao g u ila ri, 373n 
B o tan ia te s , 25n, 73
B o tan ia tes , N icep h o ru s, 90, i o i n ,  105, 106, 

107, 109, 112 a n d  n , 113 a n d  n , 149, 
160, 23on, 239n, 405, 476 

B ourtzes, 25n, 229n 
B ourtzes, B ardas, 73, 186 
B ourtzes (villages o f ) ,  i4 8 n , 186, 218, 441 
B read , 276 a n d  n , 277, 377 
B rita in , 412
B rocade, 16, i8 n , ig n , 22n , 23 a n d  n , 199,

239n
B rocqu iere , B e rtra n d o n  d e  la  (15th- 

ce n tu ry  B u rg u n d ia n  trav e le r) , 262, 275, 
28 m ,  480

B ryenn ius, Jo se p h  (reflections on  dec line), 
419 -420

B ryennius, N icep h o ru s, 76, 87 a n d  n ,  98, 
roon , 105, 106, 108 

Brysis, 314, 344
B ucellarion , 3n , 5, 16, 17, 32, 33n, 309 
B u d d h a , 2 7 m , 36911 
B ugduz (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
B u k h a ra , 83, 367, 3820 , 393
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B ulgar, i ,  51, 53, 7011, 17911, i8 o n , 463 
B u lg a ria , 6211
B u lg a rian , 62n , 90, 105, 131, i8 o n  
B u lgar M a d e n , 449 
B ulgars (V o lga), 27on 
B u rd u r, 4oon
B u reau cracy , 71 -77 , 104 ff., 403 
B u rh a n  a l-D in , 139, 140 
B iirk lud je  M u sta fa , 358 
B ursa (P ru sa ) , 141, 1750, 237n , 242, 259, 

269a, 2 8 m , 344, 359, 362, 393 a n d  n , 

395 ff., 407. 426, 427, 445 
B u rzu k , 152, 181, 2 i4 n  
B u tch e r, 23n , 384, 39on 
B uzan  ( n th - c e n tu r y  em ir), n 6 n ,  152, 

i5 6 n , i6 5 n , 173,1 181, 182, 2 3 4 a  
B yzan tin e , passim
B y zan tin e  influences o n  a n d  re s id u e  in  
T u rk ish  A n a to lia : on  econom ic  life, 4 7 5 -  

480 ; o n  fo lk  cu ltu re , 4 8 1 -4 9 7 ; o n  fo rm al 
in s titu tio n s , 4 6 3 -4 7 5 ; physica l residue  
of, 444 -462

B y zan tin e  li te ra tu re ,  its re flec tion  o f  a n d  
re a c tio n  to 'd e c lin e : genres of, 4 0 8 -4 0 9 ; 
re lig ious exp lan a tio n s of, 4 1 8 -4 2 1 ; 
re lig ious p o lem ic  of, 4 2 1 -4 3 6 ; secu la r 
ex p lan a tio n s  of, 409 -416  

B y zan tiu m , passim

G abasilas, 105 
C ab o rc io n , 20
C a d i, 24on , 385, 389 
C a d m u s , m o u n ta in , 296 
C a esa re ia  (K ayseri), 19, 20, 24n , 26n , 

28n , 3 1 -3 6 , 41 , 45n , so n , 53, 54 , 90, 92, 
95, 109, n o ,  116, 122, 134, 143, 144, 
145, 155 a n d  n , 164, 167, 171, 184, 196, 
197, 215, 221, 226n, 292, 304, 3 0 7 ^  
326, 335

C a g h ri , 82, 83
C a h en , io o n , i o i n
G aicus R iv e r , 131, 146, 166, 250 ff.
C a iro , 236n 
C a la b ria , 35, 304 
C a lam u s, 131, 150, 166 
C a ld e r , 48 a n d  n  
C a lip h , 52, 84, 224, 422, 425 
C a lip h a te , 4 9 , 71, 397 
C a llis tu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  A m ase ia ), 324 
C a llisu ra , 53 
C alocyres, 2 5a  
C a lo g ra ia s  B ounos, 120 
C a m a c h a  (C am ach u s), 35n , 88 , 304, 320 
C am el, 220, 264, 270 a n d  n , 284 
C am i B ay k u rt ( th eo ry  on  o rig ins o f 

K a ra m a n lid h e s ) , 455, 456 
C an tacu zen u s , J o h n  V I  (1347-1354), 268n, 

27311, 36on ; com poser o f an ti-Is lam ic  
p o lem ic , 424, 433, 434 

C a p p a d o c ia ,  x iii, 3n , 5, 19, 24, 250 , 31, 
32, 33n , 42, 48 , 52, 54- 56 , 58 , 63 , 81, 
92, 95 , 104, 109, n o ,  114, 115, 155 a n d
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n , 167, 170, i7 5 n , i8 o n , 184, 198, 221, 
291, 292, 309 , 440 , 4 79 ; G reek -speak ing  
C h ris tian s  in ,  u n d e r  T u rk s , 449 , 450 
a n d  n , 451, 452

C a p p ad o c ia n , 43 , 45 , 5on , 56, 5gn , 64 , 90 , 
102, 195, 225n , 227, 238n, 239, 248n 

C a ra v a n , ig n , 23n , 30 , 53, 135, 194J1, 223, 
235, 247 a n d  n , 248, 268n , 269, 479 

C a ra v an sa ray , 221 ff., 236n , 243, 247, 
269, 351 f f ,  382, 384 a n d  n , 385m  
See also K h a n .

C a ria  (A p h ro d isias , S tau ro p o lis ), 23n , 29, 
44 , 128, 129, 137, 155, 166, 184 a n d  n , 
190 a n d  n , 215, 218, 224, 250, 251, 253, 
259, 296, 471

C a ria  (p ro v in ce), 20, 38, 39, 65, 137, 148, 
190

C a ria n , 43 , 44  a n d  n  
C a rp e n te rs  (C h ris tian ) , 384, 478 
C a rp e t,  23 a n d  n , 183 a n d  n , 238 a n d  n , 

270 a n d  n , 37on, 380, 3 98 ; C h r is t ia n  
w eavers of, 477 

C asp ian  Sea, 82 , 83
C assianus (1 2 th -c en tu ry  B y zan tin e  o ffic ia l), 

i 6 i n ,  230
C astam o n , 21, 28n , i i i , 118, 119 a n d  n , 

132, 138, 162, 167-169 , 187, 22gn, 
246, 247, 362, 386n , 393n, 394, 4oon , 
416 n , 42 m ;  K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452 

C a ta la n , 137, 244, 259, 2 6 m , 263n , 268 
C a ta n a , 304 
C a ta p h ry g ia n , 56 
C a te p an a te s , 2 
C a th a rio i , 58 
C a th o lic , 36 m  
C ath o licu s, 92 
C a to ic ia , 252, 259 
C a ttle , 13, 264, 270 
C au ca s ia n , 16 
G aucasion , 300
C aucasus, 15, 22, 34n , 43 , 76, 107, 241 
C ay ste r R iv e r , 146, 147, 150, 166, 188, 

190, 2 5 0 ff.
C ecau m en u s, C a taco lo n , 25n , 67, 73,

75, 86 a n d  n ,  88, 4 i6 n  
C e d re a , 153, 166, 169, 172, 185, 190, 215, 

229n
C ed ren u s , 90 
C e lb ia n u m , 127, 147, 151 
C e len ae -A p am eia , 123 
C elesine (C eltzen e , E rz in d jia n ) , 35n 
C elts , 47n , 410
C e ltzen e  (C elesine, E rz in d jian ) , 35n , 54 , 

933 953 290, 291, 302, 320, 339n 
C en ch rae , 252, 254, 259 
C ep h a llen ia , 309
C erasus, 15, 35n , 205, 206, 3 0 7 ^  449  a n d  

n
C h a g a tay , 260, 261, 264, 2 6 5 ^  268n , 

27on , 276n, 277n, 27gn , 2 8 m  
C h a lced o n , 13, 26n, 28n, 34n, 36, 42, 106, 

113, 169, 300 f f ,  307n , 31 o n , 331, 333, 

403
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C h a lced o n , C ounc il of, 451, 8 , 92, 317?
318

C h a lc ed o n ia n , 63 , 65 , 66 a n d  n ,  67, 92 , 93,
213

C halcocondy les (on  d ec lin e ), 409n 
C h a ld ia , 3n , 5 , 15, 25n, 54, 94, 309, 

449n
C h a ld ia n , 75
C h a lv a tiy y a  (m ystical o rd e r) , 368, 393n  
C h a n k ir i (G a n g ra ) , 115, 246 
C h a ra x , 126, 189
C h a rik li (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
C h a rs ian o n , 3n , 5, 25n, 26n , 32, 54, 88,

309
C h a rto p h y lax , 202n, 349 
C h a rtu la r io i , 349n
C h a v u ld u r  (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
C h aw ch e th , 283n 
C h e lid o n iu m , 28n
C h e p n i (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 193, 26on, 

2 8 m
C herson , 14, 15, 16, 22, 309
C hersonese, 15, 406
C herson ite , 16, 17
C h ib u k  K h a n ,  xiii
C h in a , 268n , 367, 388n
C h in d i (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 2 6 m
C hinese , 230 , 3930
C h iones (M uslim  theo lg ian s; converts 

from  Ju d a ism ) a t  co u rt o f  O rh a n , 427 
C hios, 115, I7 6 n , 298, 317, 326, 345, 358, 

386n, 492
C h io te , 345, 358, 36 m  
C h lia ra , 123, 131, 150, 151, 165, 174, 188, 

217, 218, 220n
C h lia t , 24n, 28n , 53, 97 ff., 159, 167, 2 2 m , 

242
C h o m a, 114, 118, 121, 170, 192 
C h o m a-S o u b la io n , 123, 125, 154 a n d  n , 

166, 174, 189, 217, 2 8 m  
C h o m a te n o i, i i 2 n
C h o n ae , 20 , 28n, 33n, 34n , 35n, 36, 37, 

4 m ,  52, 94, 95, 123, 125, 128, 129, 145, 
154, 161, 167, 171, 190 a n d  n , 222, 223, 

235, 296, 297, 317, 3*9, 4 !6 n ,  4 79 ;
K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452n 

C h o rep isco p a te , 56 
C h o rta tze s , B asil, 129 
C h o rto c o p ae u m , 61 
C h o ru m  (E u c h a ita ) , 242, 28 m  
C h o u d io n  (S a rad j U s tu ) , 66n  
C h ris t, 34n, 35gn, 372, 3 8 7 ^  in  re lig ious 

p o lem ic , 423 , 429, 430 ff.
C h ris tian , v iii, 23n, 36, 38, 41 , 49, 5 7 ^  64, 

67, 80 , 85 , 119, 133, 143 f f ,  156, 158 f f ,  
176 f f ,  185, 192 ff., 223 f f ,  262n, 263n, 
269, 2 7 0 a , 277 , 279 f f ,  286n , 287 -359 , 
407 f f ,  445  f f

C h ris tian ity , 7, io n , 39, 55, 56, 64 , 67, 
161, i7 g n , 185, 194 f f ,  286n , 361 ff. 

C h r is tian iza tio n , C h ris tian ized , 1, 49 , 52, 

55, 64 , 69 , 4575 o f  T u rk s , 425 
C h ris to lo g ica l, 58n, 430, 431

C h ris to p h er , 233 
C hry sip p u s , 45n  
C hry so b u ll, 79
C hrysocepha lu s (A yasofya M a n a s tir i ;

ch u rc h  in  T re b iz o n d ), 354, 355 
C hrysopolis, 26n, 28n , 106, 107, i i i , 112,

113, 169
C hrysoscu le, em ir  (G ed rigd j-C hrysoscu le),

179n
C h ubuk-ovasi, b a t t le  of, 1402, 140 
C h u k u ro v a , 2 7 m
C h u rc h , x iii, 17, 34  a n d  n , 36, 37, 41 , 42, 

48 , 5 5 -8 9 , 74, 75, 78? 194 ff-, 218, 220, 
238n , 244, 248n , 2 8 7 -3 5 0 ; ad m in is tra 
tio n  o f  G reek  ch u rc h  u n d e r  Seljuks, 
em irs, O tto m an s , 194-216 , 227, 2 8 7 - 
3 5 0 ,4 0 6 , 4 4 4 ,4 4 5 ;  A rm en ia n , 6 0 ,1 9 6  ff., 
211, 403, 4 0 7 n ; cond itions of, b e t te r  in  
T re b iz o n d , 4 51 ; confiscation  o f  p ro p e r ty  
of, a n d  im p o v eriza tio n  of, 285, 2 8 7 -3 0 2 , 
311 -3 2 3 , 345, 346 , 348, 351, 354, 355, 
378, 380, 402, 4 06 ; cong regations of, 
3 3 9 -3 4 5 ; conversion  of, to  m osque , e tc .,  

159, 197, J98 , 212, 226 a n d  n , 346, 348 
a n d  n , 354, 357, 484, 485 , 4 86 ; C o p tic , 
4 03 ; d ec lin e  o f  d isc ip line  in , 3 2 3 -3 3 9 ; 
d e p r iv a tio n  o f  ecclesiastical leadersh ip  of, 
287 ff., 323 -3 2 7 , 350 ; d es tru c tio n  of, 
145, 1 5 m , 155, 157 a n d  n , 158, 195 f f ,  
212 a n d  n , 226 a n d  n , 2 5 2 , 253n , 256, 
286 ; d ispu tes  o ver ju r isd ic tio n  a n d  
p ro p e r ty  of, 3 2 7 -3 3 2 ; J a c o b ite  (S y r ia n ) , 
17, 18 a n d  n , 196 ff., 403 ; M onop h y site , 
60 , 63, 67 , 69, I5 8 n , 4 18 ; recourse  of, 
to  T u rk s , 33 2 -3 3 4  

C i (m o n aste ry ), 290 , 320 
C ib o tu s , 116, 217 
C ib y ra ta e , 44
C ib y rrh eo te , 3n , 4 , 5, 25n , 61, 309 
C ik a r , 362, 395n
C ilic ia , 3 2 -3 4 , 54, 55, 58, 63 , 67, 108-110 , 

121, 128, 131, 144, 162, 163, 170, 1750, 
187, 188, 193, 198, 200, 213, 216, 217, 
223, 234 , 235, 238n , 247n , 256 a n d  n , 
261, 262, 269, 272n , 479 

C ilic ian , 44 , 53 , 119, 120, 133 
C ilic ian  G ates , 23, 32, 239 
C im in as, 131 
C im m e rian , 43
C im olus (m ed ic in a l e a r th  a t) ,  492 
C in n am u s , 29, 149, 231 
C ircassian , 16, 43n , 446n 
C is tram o n , 121
C ius, 13, 28n , 35n , 116, 149, 166, 211, 

301, 3 3 1 i sh ip y a rd s a t , 481 
C lau d ia , 53 , 247
C laud iopo lis , 34n, 118, 126, 152, 166, 293 

a n d  n , 304
C lav ijo , d e , 262n, 264, 2 6 5 ^  2 8 m  
C lazo m en ae , 11 a n d  n , 115, 150, 166, 

254n , 299, 316, 329, 345 
C lem e n t o f  Sasim a, 62 
C le te ro log ion  o f P h ilo th eu s , 302, 308, 309
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INDEX

G oelo -S yria , 94
C o in ag e , x iii, 4 , 6 a n d  n ,  7, i8 n ;  akche, 

354, 472 ; A ra b  im ita tio n  o f  B yzan tin e , 
4 6 4 ; B y zan tin e  in fluence  on , o f  D a n ish 
m e n d id s , M enguchek id s, S altu k id s, 
A rtu k id s , Z an g id s, Seljuks, O tto m a n s , 
4 7 3 -4 7 5 ; d eb a se m en t o f  B y zan tin e , 406 ; 
d in a r ,  i8 3 n , 249 a n d  n , 3 6 6 n ; d irh em  
su ltan i, 1830 , 353 ; h y p e rp e ra , 313, 314, 
3 18 ; I ta l ia n  in fluence on , o f  em ira te s , 
4 7 5 n ; nom ism a, 67 , 222n, 3 i2 n ,  472; 
O tto m a n  go ld , 475n , re la tio n  o f  akche 
to  a sp ro n , 475 a n d  n ;  solidus, 5 , a n d  n , 
78 ; T y r ia n  d in a r  (s ilv e r) , 223 a n d  n ,  

353
C o lch ian , 16 
C o lid a , 297, 319 
C o logne, 221
C o lo n e ia , 5, 22, 25n, 28n , 31, 32, 33n , 49, 

50 n , 60, 88, 94, 9 7 , n o ,  118, 162, 167, 
309 ; G reek-speak ing  v illages of, 449n 

C o lo n e ian , 75 
C olossae, 56
C o m a n a , 3gn , 55, 56, 115, 118, 128, 162, 

167, 177, 461
C o m m erce , 4 , 6, 9 -1 9 , 22, 23, 30 , 41 , 52, 

53) 7 1; 79> 130 a n d n ,  1 8 2 ,2 1 6 ,2 2 2 ,2 2 3 , 
235, 245 ff., 256n , 268n, 269, 284, 293n, 
382, 398n , 400 , 406 , 414 , 475 ff., 479 

C o m m erc ia riu s , I5 n , 16 
C o m m erc iu m , 5, 472, 4 7 3 ; as lo an w o rd  in  

T u rk ish , 479, 480
C o m n en a , A n n a , 114, 148, 1 5 m , 164, 181, 

228, 255, 4 i6 n
C o m n en u s , 25n, 72, i6 5 n , 178, i9 4 n , 

217 f f ,  228, 229n , 285, 405, 406 
C om n en u s, A lexius I  ( i o 8 r - m 8 ) ,  11, 

ig n , 2 in ,  22n , 76, 78, 79, 106, 108,
110 ff., 145, 146, 151 ff., 162, i6 3 n , 
169 f f ,  i7 9 n , 181, 186 ff., 200 f f ,  215 ff., 
231, 26gn , 287, 404, 416 , 439 , 441 

C o m n en u s , A lexius ( ru le r  o f  T re b iz o n d ), 

I 3 I
C om n en u s, A n d ro n icu s  I  (1183—1185), 

127, 146, 149 ff., i9 o n , 23on 
C om n en u s, D av id  (ru le r o f  T re b iz o n d ),

131
C om n en u s, Isaac  I  (1057-1059), 73, 74, 75, 

78n , 87 ff., 106, 109
C o m n en u s , Isaa c  (b ro th e r  o f  A lex ius I ) ,

110, i i i

C o m n en u s , Isaac  (b ro th e r  o f  J o h n  I I ) ,  
23on

C o m n en u s , Isaac  (u su rp e r o f  p o w er in
C y p ru s) , 127, 130

C om n en u s, J o h n  I I  (1118-1143), H 9 f f . ,  
146 ff., 158, 162, i6 3 n , i6 8 n , 187, 189, 
190, 215 f f ,  228, 404, 407, 416 , 441, 
442n, 461

C om n en u s, J o h n  (nephew  o f  J o h n  I I ,  w ho 
co n v erts  to  Is lam ), 228, 230, 231, 466, 
467

C o m n en u s , M a n u e l ( n t h  c e n tu ry ) , 90, 97

C om n en u s, M a n u e l I  (1143-1180), 120 ff., 
130, 146, 147, 150, 163, 165 a n d  n, 
i8 4 n , 187 ft*, 203 f f ,  231, 262, 267, 404, 
439 , 441 a n d  n , 442

Confessors (G o u ria , S em ouna , H a b ib ;
c h u rc h  o f  in  E dessa), I97n  

C o n ra d  (G e rm an  ru le r  a n d  C ru sa d e r), 12r 
C o n s tan tin e , A sad  al-D aw Ia , 232 
C o n s tan tin e , em ir  (of Isk ilib ), 232 
C o n s tan tin e , m ag is tru s , 86 
C o n s tan tin e  I (324-337)5 63, 64, 433 
C o n s tan tin e  V  (741—775)  ̂ 16, 495 5 ^  57^ , 

i8 o n
C o n s tan tin e  V I  (780 -797 ), 10 
C o n s tan tin e  V I I  P o rp h y ro g en itu s  (9 1 3 - 

959)5 16, 27n , 31, 48n , 50, 51 a n d  n , 66 
C o n s tan tin e  V I I I  (1025-1028), 73 
C o n s tan tin e  I X  M o n o m ach u s  (1042— 

1055)5 715 72, 745 75> 80, 85 , 87, 89, i8 o n  
C o n s tan tin e  X I  (1449-1453), 438 
C o n s tan tin o p le , 2, 8 -1 8 , 2 2 -2 4 , 3°5 33 

a n d  n , 35, 36, 43, 52, 53, 64 , 68, 69, 
7 1 -7 4 , 76, 80  a n d  n , 85, 8 6 , 88, 92, 96, 
100, 104-115 , 122, 126, 127, 129, 130 
a n d  n , 132, 135, 136, 144, 146, 169, 
i 7 9 n , i8 o n ,  195, 198 f f , 2 2 0 ,2 2 1 , 22gn, 
23011, 234n, 244, 250, 253, 255 a n d  n , 
266, 2930, 295 , 297, 300 f f ,  338, 344, 

3455 3 48 f f ,  3565 36o5 387 a n d  n , 389, 
393, 404  ff, 428 , 437 f f ,  479, 4 96 ; 
churches in , ap p ro p r ia te d  by  T u rk s , 
4 84 ; T u rk ish  p rinces in  B yzan tine , 466 

C o n to p h e , G eo rge  (m e tro p o litian  o f  G an - 
g ra ) ,  293 

C o p p e r, 239 
C o p tic , 403, 421 , 459 
C o ras iu m , 7n 
C o rin th , 304 
C o rtzen e , 290 
C orvee , 224
C orycus, 163, 167, 217, 256, 259 
C os, 295, 296, 315, 330^
C o to ra ic ia  (G o th o g raec ia ), i7 2 n  
C o tto n , 23, 238, 268n, 2 7 m , 3370, 384;

C h ris tian  w orkers of, 479 
C o ty ae u m  (K u ta h y a ) , 20, 32, 33, 35n , 450 , 

58, n o ,  112, 118, 121, 127, 132, 153, 
161, 188, 190 f f ,  297, 300, 302, 304, 
3 io n

C o u la , 297, 319, 4 50 ; K a ram an lid h es  in , 
456n

C oxon , 171, 180, 214
C raftsm en , 5, 6 a n d  n , 9 , 10, 16 a n d  n , 

i8 n , 23 a n d  n , 41, 182, 183, 185, 216, 
238, 256, 27on , 384 a n d  n , 390 a n d  n , 
398 f f ;  C h ris tian , in  Seljuk  a n d  O tto 
m a n  tow ns, 477 ff.

C ra tes , 45n  
C re ta n , 50
C re te , 3n , n ,  36, 39, 50 , 51, g6n , 218, 305,

35I s 4 ! 9n  
C rim ea , 223, 241 
C risp in , 91, 92
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INDEX

C rites , 1511
C rito b u lu s  (on d ec line), 4ogn 
C ro itzus, 299n 
C ro m n a , 253 
C ro u lla , 252, 259
C ru sad e , H 5 n , n 8 n ,  145 ff., 163, 172, 

174, 185, 194, 197, 214 ; F irs t, 116, 117,

i 45> I 52> *55. J57n . i 58 n > l6 2 , 17°> l 7s > 
180, 181, 182, 185, 211, 2140, 2 i5 n ,  
2340, 24on , 404 ; S econd , 121, 149, 150, 
151, 1 88 -190 ; T h ird , 20, 128, i4 9 n , 
154, i6 4 n , 221, 247n , 262 ; F o u rth , 126, 
132; N icopolis (1396), 140 

C ry ap eg e , 24n, 92, 97, 103 
C ry p to -C h ris tian , 57n , 342, 343 a n d  n, 

360, 440 
C tesip h o n , 397 
C uisine. See F o lk  cu ltu re  
C u ltu ra l change, relig ious a n d  linguistic , 

e tc ., 1, 2, 34^ , 36, 39, 4 3 -4 5 , 55 -68 , 
109, 1 r8 , 143 f f ,  i5 8 n , 176 f f ,  194 f f ,  
223 -2 4 4 , 258, 270 f f ,  286 f f ,  340 ff., 
343n, 406  f f ,  4 21 ; am o n g  A rm en ian s, 
46 m ;  o f  B u lg a rian  M uslim s, 4 8 4 ^  
B y zan tin e  g o v ern m en ta l m easu res in  
face of, 438 -4 4 6 , 4 6 5 -4 9 7 ; circum cision  
a  sym bol of, 353, 3590, 3 6 m , 388, 460; 
conversion  to  Is lam , 351-402 , 416 , 417, 
428, 440, 441, 4 8 4 0 ; ev idenced  in  
T u rk ish  nam es o f G reek  C hris tian s , 460 
a n d  n , 4 6 m ;  Ib n  K h a ld u n  a n d  M a n u e l 
I I  P alaeo logus on, 406, 407, 408 , 415; 
im ita tio n  o f  T u rk ish  custom s, dress, 
am usem en ts  by  G reeks, 461 a n d  n ;  in  
in te rd e n o m in a tio n a l gu ilds, 480 ; m a n i
fested  in  lingu istic  T u rk ifica tio n , 448, 
4 5 2 -4 6 0 ; p a r tia l ,  o f  G reek  converts in  
P on tu s a n d  C re te , 4 6 m ;  reflec ted  in  
sta tis tics, 4 4 4 -4 4 8 ; am o n g  renegades in  
T u rk ish  arm ies, 4 6 8 ; o f  V a llah ad es , 
4830. See also A ra b iz a tio n ; C h ris t ian iza 
tio n ; H e llen iz a tio n ; Is lam iza tio n ; T u rk 
ifica tion

C u m an , 71, 218, 273n 
C u rcu as, 25n  
C ybele , 56
C yclades, 296, 315, 330 
C ydnus R iv e r , 117
C ydones, D em etriu s , 286, 36on, 415n , 424 
C y p rio t, 49
C yprus, 13, 22, 127, 130, 232, 479 
C ypsela , 314
C yril (m e tro p o litan  o f  S ide), 334, 338 
C yzicus, 12, 13, 26n, 28n , 2gn , 34n, 49 , 58, 

106, 113, 115, 116, 146, 149, 166, 254, 
299 ff., 304, 307n, 313, 314, 316, 317, 
318, 321

D ad il, 353
D a d y b ra , 118, 129, 162, 167, 185, 198, 221, 

227
D a la m a n  C h ay , 134

D alassenus, 25n 
D a lm a tia , 309 
D am ascus, 97, io o n , 182 
D a n d a n a q a n , b a ttle  of, 1040, 83 
D an ish m en d , 386n
D an ish m en d id , x iii, 22n, 115, 118 ff., 138, 

144, 155 ff,, 176 f f ,  220 f f ,  230 
A yn  a l-D aw la  o f  A lb istan  a n d  M eliten e , 

119
D h u ’ 1 K a rn a in  o f  M e liten e  (1152 - 

1161), 470, 474
D h u ’ 1-N u n  o f  C aesa re ia  (1143-1174), 

i t 9) i 59n > i 84> 474 a n d  n  
E m ir  G haz i, 173
M a lik  D an ish m en d , 115, 162, 171, 177, 

181, 195 a n d  n , 211, 213, 220, 273n, 

472,473
M a lik  Ism ail (11 6 4 -1 1 7 3 ?), 474 
M alik  M u h a m m a d  (d . 1142), 119, 155 

a n d  n , 156, i 6 i n ,  173, 174, 196, ig 7 n  
Y ag h ib asan  o f  S ebaste ia , 119, 120, 122 

D an ish m en d n am e , H 5 n , 145, 1 5 m , 161, 
176 f f ,  193, 195 ,21  i n , 215, 23on, 235n, 
27311, 36on, 3 86n ; on  B y zan tine  cuisine, 
481 ; on  G raecophones, 461 

D an u b e  R iv er, 71, 80, 85, 123, 410, 412 
D a r  a l-h a rb , 194, 242n , 356 
D a r  as-su leha , 352, 354 
D aren d e , 122, 139 
D a rid ja la r , 396 
D av id , 54
D av id  I I ,  (1089 -1125 ; k ing o f  G eo rg ia ), 

284, 285
D aw kins, 449, 450 a n d  n  
D ay lam ite , 98 
D az im o n , 32 
D ch q o n d id , 283 
D ecte , 111 
D elila rk en t, 272n 
D elu h , 170 
D em es, 8 , 397n 
D em ird ji, 139
D em o g rap h y , 2, 2 5 -3 0 , 165, 166, 179 ff., 

305 f f ,  4 4 5 -4 4 8 ; d isp lacem en t in , 169- 
184, 251 f f ,  257, 258, 3 0 m  

D enek  D ag i, 375 ^
D en iz li (L aod iceia , L ad ik ), 138, a n d  n , 

225, 238n, 245, 248, 2 8 m , 376n;
C hris tian s in , tex tile  in d u stry , 477; 
K aram an lid h es  in , 452n 

D erb e , 56 
D ercus, 314, 32 7 
D erira , 65
D ernschw am m , H an s  (on K a ram an lid h es  

o f  Y ed iku le), 454  a n d  n , 483 a n d  n  
D erv ish , xiii, 179, 2360 , 272n, 273n, 334,

356, 358 , 359. 363- 402 
D esp ina  K h a tu n ,  355 
D eve K h a n , 222 
D eveli K a ra h isa r , 139, 246 
D evsh irm e, 240 ff.
D h ik r  (dervish r i tu a l) ,  365 
D h im m i, i8 3 n , 224 , 387, 388
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D h u ’ 1-K a d r , 139, 142 
D h u ’ 1 K a d ro g h lu , 227, 262, 266. See also 

Z u lk a d riy e
D h u ’ 1-K a d ro g h lu , M a lik  A rslan , 237n
D ia b a te n u s , L eo, 97, 98
D iasp o ra , 52
D id y m o n , M o u n t, n o
D id y m o te ich u s , 314
D igenes A crita s , 405 , 408
D ih is tan , 83
D im itr i I  (1125 -1154 ; k in g  o f  G eo rg ia ), 

284, 285 
D im o tik a , 37on 
D in a r , em ir, 88 
D io c le tian , 8 
D iogenes, 25n
D iogenes (p ag a n  p h ilo so p h er), 346 
D iogenes, R o m an u s  IV  (1067 -1071 ), 

74 ff., 9 0 -1 0 4 , 105 a n d  n , 108-110 , 153, 
160, 164, i8 o n , 211, 216 

D ionysides, 45n 
D ioscurides, 45n
D iv rig i (T e p h rice ), 140, 22 in ,  235x1, 236 

a n d  n
D iy a  a l-D in  ca rav a n sa ray , 384n 
D iy a rb e k ir  (A m id a), 53, 242, 394, 445 
D ja i D ju n a , K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452n 
D ja itu , 3g8n , 3990
D ja la l a l-D in  K a ra ta y  ib n  A b d u lla h ,

23on, 243, 252
D ja la l a l-D in  M a n k o b irt i, 133 
D ja la l a l-D in  R u m i, 23, 37n , 236, 237, 

243, 2 4 7 a , 2 7 9 n ,2 8 3 ,3 7 o n ,381 -392 , 487 
D jam a l S ey id  (discip le o f  H a d ji  B ek tash ), 

379> 380
D ja n  B a b a , 374 a n d  n  
D ja n d a r id , 140
D ja n d a r li  (vizier o f  M u h a m m a d  I I ) ,  393
D ja n d a ro g u lla r l,  138 a n d  n , 392
D jan ik , 140
D jaw a k e th , 285
D jem iskezek , 242
D je n d ,3 8 2 n
D jih a d , 84 , 95, 115, 171, i 75> 192, 193, 

273 a n d  n , 286, 357, 367, 368 
D jim ri, 135, 1380, 243, 245, 256, 283, 399n 
D jiz re , 242
D jizye (po ll ta x ), 224, 238, 246, 357, 359, 

446n
D o b ru d ja , 379 a n d  n
D o ce ia  (T o k a t) , 22 a n d  n , 104, n o ,  122, 

162, 167 
D oce ianus , 25n 
D o d u rg a , 26on  
D o m estic  o f  th e  Scholes, 32 
D o rian , 43
D o ro th eu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f P e r ith e o riu m ),

332, 333
D o ry lae u m  (E sk isheh ir), 20, 21, 26n , 28n, 

29, 3 i ,  32, 97, 116, n 8 ,  121, 123, 125, 
126, 146, 147, 152, 153, 161, 166, 168, 
170, 174, 175, 1780, 180, 181, 185, 
188 ff., 196 ff., 217, 240, 2 6 m , 262, 2 8 m

D ra co n  R iv e r , 114 
D ra m a , 314 
D ru n g u s , 3n
D ucas, 25n , 71, 73, 96, 100, n o ,  214 
D ucas, A n d ro n icu s , 100, 101-104 
D u cas, A n d ro n icu s  (g en era l o f  I2 th - i3 th  
c e n tu ry ), 130
D ucas, C o n s tan tin e  X  (1059 -1067 ), i8 n , 

73, 75, 89 a n d  n , 9 0 -9 5 , 1 0 m , 1 5 8 0 ,2 1 6  
D ucas, C o n s tan tin e  (genera l w ho  re takes 

S m y rn a  in  la te  n t h  c e n tu ry ), 181 
D u cas  (h is to rian , ex p lo ra tio n  o f  dec lin e ), 

4° 9n
D ucas, J o h n ,  th e  C aesa r, 74, i o i n ,  102, 

104, 105, 107, i n ,  H 2 n  
D ucas, M ic h ae l V I I  (1071-1078), 75, 76, 

i o i n ,  104-106 , 110-113 , 160 a n d  n , 171, 
180, 406

D uch ies , 2, 117, 131 
D u d a k , 82
D iig e r (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 2600 
D u lg ad iro g u lla r i, 266. See also D h u ’ 1 

K a d ro g h lu
D u stu rn m ae -i E n v e r i, 348, 380 
D y rra c h iu m , 304, 309

E b u lfev a  (derv ish  o rd e r) , 392 
E cd ico n , 349 
E cloga , 57n
E d e b a ll (derv ish  a n d  fa th e r-in -law  o f  

O sm a n ), 392
E dessa, 18 a n d  n , 26n , 28 a n d  n , 29 , 53 

a n d  n , 76, 94 , 116, 156 ff., 165 a n d  n , 
167, 169, 171—173, 180, 182, 197, 2 2 in ,  
226n, 2340, 2360 , 238 a n d  n , 256, 259, 
28on, 422, 424, 485

E flaki, 236, 237, 243, 283, 384, 386, 388n, 
390, 400-402  

E g in , 66n 
E gou m en eia , 201 
E g re t K h a n , 223
E g rid ir , 138, 142, 259, 386n, 3930 
E g y p t, 1, 130, 22, 39 a n d  n , 55, 59 , 68 , 

i3 o n > I 39> 219, 221-223 , 22gn, 256, 
35G  358 n > 365* 403, 40b, 408, 421, 435 , 
463

E la te ia , 254n
E lbegkous (1 2 th -cen tu ry  em ir), n g n  
E lchanes, 115, 146, 149, 150, i7 9 n , 441 
E le ld en  (1 2 th -cen tu ry  em ir), n g n  
E ligm o i, 4o8n
E lv a n  C h e leb i a t  C h o ru m , 485 
E m ira te , 133 ff., 248, 267n, a n d  418.

See also Beylik 
E n c ra t ita i,  58 
E ng lish , 53, 75
E phesus, 10 a n d  n , n ,  270 , 28n , 340 , 36, 

39, 42 , 500, 52, 5b, 620 , 115, 117, 137, 
151 a n d  n , 166 ,2 2 0 , 227, 2 4 o n ,250, 251, 
257, 259, 269, 297 ff., 304, 305, 3070, 
3 io n ,  316, 326 ff., 332, 339, 344 ff., 
3 6 m , 425

5 12



INDEX

E pidosis (g ra n tin g  o f  a  v a c a n t ep iscopal 
see to  a n o th e r  b ishop  as a  m eans o f  
econom ic su p p o rt) , 207, 2 8 9 -3 0 2 ,3 1 4  ff*., 

352
E p ig o n o i, 44
E reg li (H e ra c le ia ) , 259, 2 8 m  
E re tn a , G h iy a th  a l-D in , 139 
E re tre ia  (m ed ic ina l e a r th  o f), 492 
E rm en a k , 256n, 257n 
E rm o n y m u s, C h a rito n y m u s, 421 
E r-T o k u sh  (Seljuk g u la m  a n d  official), 353 
E rz e ru m  (T heodosiopo lis), 86, 97, n o ,  

118, 159, 160, 168, 169, 216, 234, 242, 
256, 257, 259, 2 8 m , 3 1 m , 3590, 386n 

E rz in d jia n  (C eltzene), 2§n, 53, 118, 2 2 in , 
226n, 2380 , 239, 259, 2 7 m , 2 8 m , 374, 
382, 400n , 410 

E sh refogu lla ri, 138 a n d  n  
E skidje (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  reg ion  

o f  N icopo lis), 449n
Eski K o y  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  

reg ion  o f  N icopolis), 44911 
E sk ishehir (D o ry laeu m ), 222 
E sola (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  reg ion  o f 

N icopo lis), 449n  
E th io p ia , 412
E th n ic , 4 , 4 2 -5 5 , 69 , 71, 75, 92, 93, 109, 

i7 4 n , 258, 263, 277n 
E th n o g rap h y , 4 2 -5 5 , 82, 143, 179 ff. 
E u b o ea , 6n
E u c h a ita  (C h o ru m ), 21, 240, 28n , 32, 

34n , 35n > 3 6 -4 0 , 61 a n d  n , 162, 167, 
242, 292, 304, 31 on , 326 

E u ch ita i, 58 
E u d o c ia , 90 
E u m e n ea , 56n 
E u n o m ia n , 6 in
E u p h ra te s  R iv er, 71, 80, 97, 117, 15611, 

i7 9 n , i8 o n , 412
E u ro p e , 5 , 24, 35, 43 , 50, 136, 137, 138, 

140, 147, 187, 190, 2 0 m , 229n, 237n, 
239, 250, 253, 254 a n d  n , 278, 286, 295, 
299s 300, 303 f f ,  333, 338, 408, 413, 
414, 427 , 441, 442 

E u ry m ed o n  R iv e r , 190 
E u s ta th ia n , 58n
E u s ta th iu s  (m e tro p o litan  e lec ted  to  M y ra , 

tran sfe rred  to  T hessa lon ike), 205 a n d  n  
E u th y m iu s  o n  “ B ogom ils,”  61, 62n  
E v liya  C h e leb i, 228n, 296, 388n, 4 4 6 ; on  

K a ram an lid h es , 454, 456 a n d  n  
E xcuseia , 71, 78
E y m u r (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
E y u p h isa r, 246^247

F a ta  (p lu ra l fity an ), 397 a n d  n , 398 ff. 
F a tim id s , 98,
F a tw a , 382
F eilere  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  reg ion  

o f  N icopo lis), 449n 
F e rg h a n id , i8 o n  
F e rra sh  (cu s to d ian ), 353

F e rtek  (C ap p a d o c ian  v il la g e ) : T u rk ish  
sy n ta c tic  a n d  lex icog raph ic  p en e tra tio n  
o f  spoken  G reek , 458 

F ilu b a d , 425
Fish , 11, i2 n , 170, 2on , q i , 24, 153, 2 7 m , 

480
F lax , 249n
F lo rence , C o u n c il of, 1438-1439, 362 
F olk  c u ltu re : in  cuisine, 481—483; d iffused 

b y  in te rm a rr ia g e  a n d  conversion , 4 8 3 ; in  
fam ily  life, 4 9 2 -4 9 4 ; in  re lig ion , 483-492  

F o lk lo re : b o d y  of, d u r in g  la st cen tu ries  o f 
B y zan tiu m , 4 3 6 -4 3 8 ; on  fall o f  C o n 
s tan tin o p le  a n d  rev iva l o f  th e  G reek  
em p ire , 4 2 m , 436 ff.; re la tio n  of, to 
p o p u la r  li te ra tu re , 4 9 5 -4 9 6 ; su rv iv a l o f 
B yzan tine , am o n g  C hris tian s o f  A n a to 
lia , 408, 409, 495

F o rty  M a rty rs  o f  S eb as te ia : ch u rc h  o f  a t  
E dessa, i9 7 n ; ch u rc h  o f  a t  M a rd in ;  
I9 7 n ; in  S ebaste ia , 36, 94 

F ra n ce , 337n
F ran k s, 53, 86, 90, 91, 99, 103, 107, 109, 

157, 158 a n d  n ,  234 a n d  n , 265 ; in  
Seljuk  arm ies, 468

F re d erick  B arba rossa , 128, 152-154 , i6 4 n , 
191 a n d  n , 193, I94n , 262, 267n 

F red e rick  I I ,  237 
F ren k is tan , 378 a n d  n  ,
F ru it ,  i2 n , ig n , 24 , 276 a n d  n , 392, 400, 

406
F u n d u k lu , 66n
F u tu w w a , 363, 365, 396 f f , 480

G ab a d o n ia , 54, n o ,  i n
G ab ras , 25n , 125, 162, 178, 230, 231 a n d  n , 

232, 466
G ab ras , Ih tiy a r  a l-D in  H a sa n  ib n  G ab ra s ,

2 3 1 ,2 3 2
G ab ra s , T h e o d o re  (n eo -m arty r) , 360, 3 6 m  
G agik-A bas o f  K a rs , 55 
G a ih a n , 28, 53, 156, i8 o n , 184 
G a la tia , 48n , 56, 107, 113 
G alav a tzes-Y a lav ach , 115 
G alesium , M o u n t, 10, 34n, 36, 42, 61 
G allipo li, 235n ; G reek  m a ritim e  personne l 

in  O tto m a n  ta h rirs  of, 481 
G allog raeco i, G a llo g raec ia , 47n 
G an d ja , 8 in
G a n g ra  (C h an k iri) , 21, 28n, 32, 34n , 4 m , 

52, 117—119, 122, 162 a n d  n , 167, 168, 
169, 1770, 187, 2 9 3 ,3 0 2 ,3 0 4 , 306, 3230, 
340, 341, 394, 44  m  

G an u s, 299, 314, 318 
G a ra d i B olu, 227 
G are lle , 314
G arg a r , 53, 157, 167, 183 
G a rm ir  V a n k  (m o n aste ry ), 156, 196 
G a tc h ia n , 284 
G au l, 421
G az ila  (C h ris tian  slave a n d  wife o f  B ad r 

a l-D in ) , 358n
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G edrigd j-C hrysoscu le , 94, 96 , 105, 17911
G ed u k , 122
G em lik j 242
G enesius, 68
G enoa , 136
G enoese, 141, 2560, 358
G eorge  I I ,  k ing  o f  G eorg ia  (1072-1089),

283
G eorg ia , 84, n o ,  178, 230, 248, 249, 263, 

279, 2 8 m , 283 ff., 337 , 362, 379, 380 
G eo rg ian , v ii, 10, 16 a n d  n , 17, 34n , 36, 

45 . 48 , 75. 86, 87, 93n , 118, 1590, 160, 
168, 172, 176, 178, 197, 211, 227, 23on, 
234, 241, 284, 440 ; in  Seljuk  a rm ies, 468 

G eorg io -B yzan tine , 229n 
G erm an , 53, 92, 97, 103, 128, 221, 234 
G e rm a n ia  (T ac itu s), 411 
G erm an ice ia  (M ara sh ) , 26n , 28n, 33 , 53 
G erm an ip o lis , 331 
G erm ia , 35n
G erm iy an , 138, 139, 140, 141, 238n , 3 io n , 

373 a n d  n , 376n, 379, 386n , 392 
G eyikli B ab a , 392 a n d  n , 393 a n d  n  
G h a n im a t, 241
G hazi, 82 , 171 a n d  n ,  266, 273, 356 , 363, 

365. 3^7) 380) 392n, 397 a n d  n , 398 
G h az i S h eh id  M u sta fa  (doub le  relig ious 

sa n c tu a ry  a t  A ra p li) , 487 
G h azn ev id , 82, 83
G h iy a th  a l-D in  I  K ay k h u sraw  (1192-1196 , 

1204-1211), 128-131 , 1470, 155, 184, 
227, 2 3 o n ; in  C o n stan tin o p le , 466 

G h iy a th  a l-D in  I I  K ay k h u sraw  (1237 - 
1245), 227

G h u rzo n o  (C ap p a d o c ian  village, spoken 
G reek  in , u n d e r  g row ing  in fluence  o f 
T u rk ish ), 459 

G ib b o n , 96n
G ilm an -i vakfi, 395 a n d  n , 396 a n d  n  
G iresun  (G erasus), 362, 395n 
G lassw are, 23, 42on 
G nostic ism , 56 
G ocebe (n o m ad ), 2 6 m  
G okciin^i (n o m ad ), 2 6 m  
G ok M edresse, S ivas, 235 
G o ld e : ex tin c tio n  o f  G reek  in , am o n g  

C h ris tian s by  la te  19th cen tu ry , 458 ; 
su rv ival o f  spoken G reek  in , 450, 451 

G o lden  G a te , 438 
G o ld sm ith , 239 a n d  n , 384 a n d  n  
G om p h y tis , 40n  
G o rb aeu s , 31 
G ordes, 139
G ospels, ig 8 n , 3 5 9 ^  379, 390, 428 ff.
G o th , 46 , 47, 49
G o th ia , 297
G o th ic , 45 , 46 , 47
G o th o g raeco i, 47n
G oubbos, 53
G oudeles, 25n, 105
G oynuk , 3430, 362, 394
G raec ia , 4 7n
G raeco -T u rk s , 228, 234n

G ra in , 11-17, 21, 24, 34n , 39n , 67, 152, 
173, 174, 219, 222n , 268n, 373, 377n , 
406

G ra n a d a , 29n 
G ra n a ry , 12, 219, 346n  
G raos G a la , 126, 189, 2 8 m  
G rap es , i2 n , 2on  
G re a t C h u rc h  (in  E dessa), I97n  
G reece , 238n, 337n , 404 
G reek , v iii, 2, 14H, 16, 18 a n d  n , 44, 49 , 61, 

64, 67, 79, 80  a n d  n , 85 , 88, 92, 93, 97, 
103, 108, 109, i i i , i i 2 n ,  114, n 8 f f . ,  
140, 143 ff., i5 8 n , i5 9 n , 162 ff., 175, 
178, i8 o n , 182, i8 3 n , 185 ff., 265 ff., 

276 ff., 287 ff., 3370, 339. 343n ? 35G 
352, 377n ) 378n , 380, 386 ff., 3 9 7 ^  
401 a n d  n , 402 ff., 421, 425 ff.; in  
chanceries o f Seljuks, O tto m an s , A y d in , 
4 61 ; g eo g rap h ica l ex ten t of, p r io r  to  
T u rk ish  invasions, 461 ; in scrip tions 
ev id en t as la te  as 15th  cen tu ry , 4 6 2 ; 
la n g u ag e  a n d  li te ra tu re ,  7, 4 2 -4 8 , 53, 
55) 57ii) 59 a n d  n , 65, 67, 68 a n d  n , 1750, 
3 8 m , 407, 411, 422 , 428, 4 5 7 ; lo a n 
w ords from , in  T u rk ish , 462 ff.; in  
P o n tu s, C a p p ad o c ia , P h a rasa , S ille , 
G o ld e , L ivisi, 4 4 6 -4 5 0 ; rep lacem en t of, 
in  in sc rip tions w ith  K a ra m a n lid h ik a , 
4 6 2 ; speakers of, in  A n a to lia  d u r in g  
post-B y zan tin e  tim es, o f  tw o types, 445, 
4 46 ; stages o f  re tr e a t  of, before T u rk ish , 
458 f f . ; use o f  b y  D ja la l a l-D in  R u m i, 
S u lta n  W a la d , a n d  in  Seljuk  arm ies, 
462, 468

G rego ras, N icep h o ras , 228, 300, 301, 4 i6 n ,
468

G reg o ry  M ag istru s  B ah lav o u n i, 54, 68 
G reg o ry  P acu ria n u s , Q29n 
G u ild s, 8, 73, 74, i2 2 n , 397n, 398 ff., 463, 

480
G u iscard , R o b e r t ,  114 a n d  n , 115, 146, 494 
G u lam , 8 in ,  175, 240 ff., 263, 264, 3 5 3 ,4 6 3  
G iilb a h a r  ( im a re t in  T re b iz o n d ), 355 
G u l H isa r, 248, 28 m ,  400n 
G u lsh an iy y a  (m ystica l o rd e r) , 368 
G u m u sh h a n e  (A rgyropolis) 4oon , 449 
G u m u sh tek in  (T u rk ish  em ir), i s 6 n  
G u rd ji K h a tu n , 237 
G u rg a n , 268n 
G u za lia  (R o z a lia ? ) , 227n 
G ypsy, 66n

H a d jim  S u ltan  (disciple o f  H a d ji  B ek tash ), 

376n , 379, 380 
H a g ia  S everina , 304 
H ag io s P rocop ius (O rg u p ) , 42 
H a h a v la  (T u rk o p h o n e  C h ris tian  v illage  in  

reg ion  o f  N icopo lis), 449n 
H a ik h ru m , 66n 
a l-H a k im , 52
H a lil  (g ran d so n  o f  B a d r a l-D in ; a u th o r  o f  

b io g rap h y  o f  B ad r a l-D in ) , 358n



INDEX

H alys R iv e r  (K izll I rm a k ) , 21, 31, 32 , 97, 
160, 161, 1 6 2 ,2 1 6  

H a m a , 28011
H am d -A lla h  M ustaw fi o f  K azw in , 24611, 

248, 249
H a m d a n i, Y u su f ( ju ris t) , 366 
H a m d a n id s , vii, i8 n , 67 
H a m id , 140 
H a m id o g u lla rl, 138 
H a m m a n , 352, 35311 
H a n a z it ,  53, 184 
H anefi, 353
H a n i (official w ho looks a fte r  an im a ls  in  

c a ra v a n sa ray ) , 352, 353n 
H a ra d j ,  177, i8 3 n , 246 
H a re m , 227, 440 ; C h ris tian s in , 466 
H a rm a n a  (C h ris tian  a n d  w ife o f  Ism ail, 

son o f  B a d r a l-D in ), 358 
H a r ra n ,  157, 422
H a sa n  o f  C ap p ad o c ia , i i 5 n ,  147, 150, 151, 

181
H a sa n ta m ih  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  o f 

C o lo n e ia ), 449n
H a sn o n  o f  E dessa (S y rian  p h y sic ian ), 238n 
H ass, 354
H a tz i  K o y  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  o f  

N icopo lis), 449n
H av a y ic i (official w ho  ad m in is te rs  p ro 

visions a n d  sto rehouse o f  th e  c a ra v a n 
sa ra y ), 352, 353n

H av z u l (G reek-speak ing  v illage o f  C o lo n 
e ia ) , 449n

H a y d a riy y a  (m ystical o rd e r) , 368 a n d  n , 

37i
H az r-i g a lle  ( tax ), 249n
H ek im  K h a n , 235n
H elenopo lis  (E leinopolis), 13, 96, 97
H e le n o p o n tu s , 205 a n d  n
H ellas , 6 n , Sgn, 309
H ellen e , 56
H ellen ic , 45 , 4 8 n , 64
H ellen ism , v ii , 1, 44 , 55, 56, 57n , 63 , 68, 

89 , 104, 118, 287, 428 , 4 51 ; g eo g ra p h 
ica l co n s tric tio n  of, 408, 498 ; ou tside  
G reece , 498

H ellen is tic , 8 , 44 , 45 a n d  n , 63 
H e llen iza tio n -H e llen ized , v ii, 1, 42 , 43 , 44 

a n d  n , 45 a n d  n , 47 a n d  n , 49 , 52, 56, 
57n > 59) 64) 65, 68 , 69 , i8 o n , 210, 428, 
457 j p ro fo u n d  in  A n a to lia , 4 9 8 ; su p e r 
ficial in  m u c h  o f  S y ria  a n d  E g y p t, 498 

H ellesp o n t, 254, 286, 299, 3 0 0 ,3 1 8 ,4 1 3 ,4 2 6  
H em sin , 395 
H e n ry , 130
H e ra c le ia  (T h ra c e ) , 304, 305, 314 
H e ra c le ia  C y b istra  (H eracleous C om o- 

polis, E reg li) , 19, 35n , 96, 116, 163, 170, 
180, 181, 223, 247

H e ra c le ia  P o n tic a  (P o n to h e rac le ia , B on- 
d e reg li) , 14, 33, 108, i i i , 114, 160 ff., 
253, 4*6n

H erac liu s  (610 -641 ), 38, i8 o n  
H eresy , 5 6 -6 8 , 200

H e re th , 285
H e re tic , h e te ro d o x , 39, 55, 56, 59, 67, 96, 

203, 335, 4 18 ; M uslim , 134 a n d  n , 274, 

2753 3733 384 
H e rm o n  R iv er, 117 
H e rm u s  R iv e r , 146, 166, 254 
H e ro d o tu s  (on th e  S cy th ians), 434 
H erv e , F rankopou lo s, 53, 76, 87n  
H e ta ire ia rc h , 234n, 440 
H e ta iro i, 100
H e tite , 42 , 43 a n d  n , 210, 211 
H e tu m  (A rm en ian  gov ern o r o f  Seljuk  

S inope), 23on
H e tu m  (A rm en ian  k ing ), 228 
H ides , 16, 17 
H ie raco ry p h ite s , 119, 187 
H ierap o lis , 28n , 56, 155, 166, 174, 190, 

191, 296, 297, 302, 304, 317, 319 
H ierap o lis  (S y ria), 91, 95, 96 
H ieropo lis , 56n
H im m atiy y a  (m ystica l o rd e r) , 368 
H isa rd jik , 380
H isn  M an su r, 53, 157, 167, 173 a n d  n , 

24711, 256n 
H isn  Z a id , 53, 197 
H isp a n iza tio n , 1 
H iz a n e d a r- i hass, 243 
H o d j, 355 
H o ll, 46 , 59, 60
H o ly  A postles (ch u rch  in  E dessa), I97n  
H o ly  L a n d , 33 a n d  n  
H o ly  V irg in , ico n  o f  (used to  re fu te  

N esto rius a t  E phesus), 34n 
H o m er , 411 
H o rd e , 265n
H orse , 13, 182, 220, 264, 268n, 270, 273n,

284
H o rto k o p , 355
H osius E u s tra tiu s  (p a tr ia rc h a l m o n aste ry  

in  P ru sa ) , 300, 316 
H u la g u , 226n, 238n  
H u m u s , 2800 
H u n g a ry , 337 
H u ru f i, 370, 371
H u sam  a l-D in  (M aw law i derv ish ), 4 0 m
H u say n  A g a , 354
H u sey n , 372
H u v a  A ta , 375 a n d  n
H y elio n , 126
H ypsistario i, 58
H y rta c iu m , 318

Ib e r ia  (G eo rg ia ), 283 
Ib e r ia  (S p a in ), 1, 421 
Ib e r ia  (th em e), 25n , 55, 63, 74, 86, 94, 96, 

110
I b n  a l-A th ir, 191, 28 m  
I b n  A ra b i, 224, 225 a n d  n  
I b n  B a ttu ta ,  20, 183, 225, 226, 238, 248, 

255, 257, 31 o n , 3 1 m , 320, 399 ff.
I b n  B ibi, 173, 234 , 243, 245, 28 m ,  2830, 

380, 388n , 398
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I b n  B u d in , 247 
Ib n  F a d la n , 260, 26811 
I b n  H a w k a l, 33
Ib n  K h a ld u n  (law s o f  c u l tu ra l  ch an g e), 

406 ff., 457
Ib n  K h u ra d a d h b ih , 32 
I b n  S a id , 25on  
Ib ra h im  In a l ,  86, 87 , 94, 159 
Ic o n iu m  (K o n y a ), 20, 2 4 -3 8 , 42, 56 , 96, 

i i 3 n ,  116, n 8 f f ,  143 f f ,  167, 185 f f ,  
218, 259 , 26gn, 282, 283, 292, 304, 307, 
B io n , 326, 334, 335, 339, 341, 394, 441 

Ico n o c las t, 69
Icons, 196 a n d  n , 4 34 ; M u slim  d e facem en t 

of, 3 5 7 ; rev e red  by  ‘Izz  a l-D in  I I ,  a n d  
b y  T u rk s , 489 

Id a , 252, 254n  
Ido ls, 375n , 376
Ig d ish , 22gn , 2 4 m . See also M ix o v a rv a ro i; 

M a rr ia g e
Ig d ish  (T u rk ish  tr ib a l  g ro u p ), 26011 
I la n  O v asi, 2 7 m  
II A rslan , 213
I lg h az i (A rtu k id ) , 156, 157, 158, 173 
H gin , 353 
I lg in  K h a n ,  235
I lk h a n id , 135, 138, 139, 248, 249 
Im a m , 352 , 353 a n d  n  
Im am s, T w elv e , 372 
Im a re t ,  236n , 350, 351, 354, 355, 3g6n  
Im m o rta ls , H 2 n  
In a les  (1 2 th -cen tu ry  e m ir) , n g n  
In d ia ,  17, 27n, 39n , 40 , 219, 222, 367, 

388n , 410 
In d je  M in a re ,  236 
In d je  S u , K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452n  
In d u s try , 4 , 9 , 12, 14 -16 , 23, 24, 4 0 n , 219 ;

C h ris tian s  in  T u rk ish , 477 ff.
In eg o l, 3g6n
In te rm a rr ia g e : 131, 176, 227 ff., 2 4 m , 

35811, 37on, 416n , 463 , 467, 483 ff., 
492 f f ,  o ffspring of, b ap tiz e d , 488 , 489 ; 
o ffsp ring  of, o ften  b ilin g u a l, 461 

Io an es  p a tric iu s  (son o f) , 232 a n d  n  
Io a n n ic iu s  (successively b ishop  o f  N yssa 

a n d  m e tro p o lita n  o f  M ocissus), 338 
Io n ia , 20 , 113, 148, 413 , 414 
Io n ia n , 43 , 410 
lo r  R iv e r , 284 

I q ta ,  399n J 469
I r a n ,  83 , 84 , 267, 268n, 382, 393n, 3g8n 
I ra n iz a tio n , 44n  
I ra q i ,  83 , 180, 366
Iris  R iv e r  (Y eshil I r m a k ) ,2 i ,  160, 161, 162 
I ro n  (fortress b u il t  by  A lexius I ) ,  116 n , 217.

See also S id era  
I sa  (son o f  B ay az id  I ) ,  141 
Isa  (S y rian  p h y sic ian ), 238n 
I s a u r ia n , 43 , 45 a n d  n  
Isa  V ira n , 396n 
Isaw iyya (m ystica l o rd e r) , 368 
Ises, J o h n  (T u rk ish  co n v e rt to  C h r is t ia n 

ity ), 442n
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Is fa h an , 83, 400 
Isfe lyar, 355 
Is fen d iy a ro g u lla rl, 141 
Is id o re  (m e tro p o lita n  o f  T h essa lo n ik e), 

322
Isk en d e ru m , 28on 
Isk ilib , 354, 355
Is lam , 18, ig n , 82 , 109, 161, 171, 178, 179

a n d  n , 194, 200, 215, 224, 230, 234, 236, 
240, 242, 272, 285, 289, 340, 349, 3 5 1 -  
402, 403, 406 , 408, 416, 421 ff.; apostasy  
from , 4 41 ; in  relig ious p o lem ic , 423 ff., 

440
Is lam ic : society  a n d  in stitu tions, v ii, 174, 

211, 223 ff., 232, 273, 280, 3 5 0 -4 0 2 ; 
w orld , 16, 40 , 71, 82 , 175n, 240, 356 f f ;  
au th o rs  a n d  li te ra tu re  in , i9 n , 2 7 g n ; 
law , 177, 285, 356 ; bo rrow ings from  
B y zan tin e  c iv iliza tion , 464 , 4 65 ; re la tio n  
o f  theo logy  to  B y zan tin e  po lem ic , 464 

Is lam iza tio n , Is lam ized , v ii, v iii, 2, 6 9 ,1 1 8 , 
178, 179, 215, 242, 260, 271 ff., 284, 286, 
298, 3 Jo> 340 351 -402 , 406 , 407, 415,
421, 441, 442, 444, 451, 463, 4 8 4 ^  in 
com p le te , o f  G reeks, 483 ; in  S p a in , 460 

Ism a il (em ir) , 116, 199, 211, 213 
Ism ail (son o f  O rh a n ;  relig ious d iscussions 

w ith  G reg o ry  P a la m as), 427 
Ism a ilite , 38, 269 , 346 
Isp ah an -m elesi (T u rk o p h o n e  C h ris tian  

v illage  in  reg io n  o f  N icopo lis), 449n  
I s p a r ta ,  192, 2 8 o n ; fo u n d a tio n  o f  G reek  

schools in , 4 5 2 n ; K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 
452n , 4 5 6 n ; recession o f  G reek  in , 458 

Is ra il (fa th er o f  B ad r a l-D in ) , 358n 
Is ta k h r i, 16 
Is ta n b u l , 3 6 m
Istan k u s  (Seljuk  C h ris tian  m e rc e n a ry ) , 

234
Is tilah o , 355
I ta l ia n , 14, 80, 126, 133, 263 
I ta ly , i ,  59, 71, 79, 33711, 404, 410 
Iz m ir  (S m y rn a ) , 138, 2 57 ; G reeks in  

O tto m a n , 448
Iz n ik  (N icaea ), 237n, 242, 257, 426, 427 
‘Izz  a l-D in  K ay k a u s  I I ,  227 a n d  n , 228, 

232, 234n, 2440 , 425, 440, 4 4 1 ; in  
N icaea , C o n s tan tin o p le , 4 6 6 ; w ears  
p u rp le  boots, 467

J a c o b ite ,  17, 53 , 6 in ,  63, i9 7 n , 403 , 422, 
430

Ja n is sa ry , 242, 393 
J a x a r te s  R iv e r , 82, 83 
J e ru sa le m , 220, 307, 336, 337, 424 
Je su s , 360, 379, 389, 390, 391 
J e w , 10, 14 a n d  n , 16 a n d  n , 21, 34n , 39, 

43 , 52 a n d  n , 57n , 66 , 67, 68, 224 f f ,  
24on , 262n, 263n , 269, 348 a n d  n , 

352 ff-, 357, 36 7, 372, 390, 391, 422, 427, 
432n , 434 , 435 , 446 

J e w e lry  m ak in g , 239, 477
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Jew ish , i in , I3 n , ig n , 55 , 63, 233, 238n, 
386, 399, 429, 445 

J o h n  (d esp o t) , 250 
J o h n  M a u ro p u s , 40
J o h n  M ele ten io tes  (p ro to n o ta riu s  o f  C ae 

sa re ia ) , 233n 
J o h n  o f  D am ascus, 422 
J o h n  o f  E phesus , 39, 65 
J o h n  O rp h a n o tro p h u s , 40 , 72, 73 
J o h n  T zim isces, 38, 40 , 60, 68, 72 
J o h n  T zu r illa s , 62n 
Jo se p h , 61
Jo se p h  (m e tro p o litan  o f  T re b iz o n d ), 160 
Jo se p h  (o rd a in ed  b ishop  o f  L im n ia  by 

T ag a ris ) , 335 
Jo sep h ite s , 136, 334 
J u d a is m , 55, 57n, 66, 435 
J u s t in  I  (51 8 -5 2 7 ), i7 9 n  
J u s t in  I I  (5 6 5 -5 7 8 ), i7 9 n , i8 o n  
J u s t in ia n  I  (527 -565 ), 9 , 13, i7 n , 27n, 

49n , 57, 58, 6 5 ; eq u estrian  s ta tu e  of, 
x iii, 436  ff.

J u s t in ia n  I I  (685 -695 , 705 -711 ), 4 , 49 , 50, 
51 a n d  n

K a a b a , 388n , 434 
K a c h ak , 16 
K a h ta ,  140
K a h y a  T e p e  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  

reg ion  o f  N icopo lis), 449n 
K a in u k , 239n
K aisu m , 53, 126, 156 a n d  n , 167, 174, 184, 

196
K ak ig  o f  A n i, 54, 92, 93, 109 
K a la n d a r ,  272 a n d  n , 273n, 367, 368, 371, 

385
K a la n d a r iy y a  (derv ish  o rd e r) , 365 ff. 
K a la tz o u k  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  

reg ion  o f  N icopolis), 449n  
K a llin o g h lu  (1 2 th -cen tu ry  em ir), n g n  
K a lo n o ro s  (A la iya), 227, 230 
K a lo y a n  a l-Q u n ew i (G reek  a rc h ite c t o f  

K o n y a ) , 235, 236 a n d  n  
K a lo  Y a n i (G reek  p a in te r  in  S eljuk  

K o n y a ) ,  389 a n d  n  
K a m a l a l -D in  (em ir), 384 
K a m a l a l-D in  o f  T iflis, 246 
K a m a l a l-D in  R u m ta s h  ib n  A b d u lla h ,

24311
K a m il o f  E g y p t, 256
K am ish li (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  P on-

tu s ) , 449n
K a n e k a h  (derv ish  clo iste r), 354, 365 
K a n in , 307n
K a n n u n n a m e  (O tto m a n  fiscal law  fo r a 

p ro v in ce ), 471 
K a n y u k h , 231 
K a p e tru , 86 
K a ra  A g ac h , 2 8 m  
K a ra  A rs lan  (em ir), I9 7 n , 226 
K a ra  D ag , 42
K a rae v li (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on

K arag o z , 393n 
K a ra h a n id , 82, 83 
K a ra h is a r , 138, 242, 259, 2 8 m  
K arak e rev iz  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  

reg ion  o f  N icopo lis), 449n 
K a rak o y u n lu , 139, 262, 2 8 m  
K a ra m a n , 140, 242, 245, 386n , 394, 445, 

4  66
K a ra m a n id , 134m 135, 138 ff., 228, 243, 

247, 249, 262m  267, 269, 274, 275m  282, 
283, 392, 393, 399m  452 

K a ra m a n li , 238m  239n 
K a ram an lid h es  (T u rk o p h o n e  G reek  C hris 

tian s), 4 5 2 -4 6 1 ; C a m i B ay k u rt a n d  
th eo ry  o f  T u rk ish  o rig in , 4 5 5 -4 5 7 ; 
d isp u ted  o rig ins of, 448 a n d  n ;  e a rlie r  
h is to ry  in  accoun ts  o f  C ouncil o f  Basle, 
A ngiollelo , D ern sch w am m , E v liya  C hel- 
eb i, 4 54 ; ev idence for lingu istic  T u rk ifi- 
ca tio n  of, 4 5 8 -4 5 9 ; h is to rica l para lle ls  
of, 4 5 9 -4 6 1 ; li te ra tu re  of, 454, 455 a n d  
n ;  a  p o litica l q u es tio n  in  20 th  cen tu ry , 

453
K a ra m a n o g lu , 140
K a ra s i , 138, 140, 393
K a ra ta  (K e re te ), K a ram an lid h es  in , 452n 
K a ra ta y , 230m  See also D ja la l a l-D in  

K a ra ta y  ib n  A b d u lla h  
K a ra te k in , 114, 115 a n d  n  
K aray a z id jlo g h lu , 2 8 m  
K a r a  Y usuf, 262
K a r im  a l-D in  M a h m u d  o f  A ksaray , 224, 

225, 234m  243, 244 ff., 2 8 m , 283, 380, 
464

K a r is  D ag i, 395
K a rk in  (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
K a rs , 28n , 54, 55 , 28on , 4 4 9 0 ; K a r a 

m an lid h es  in , 452
K a rsh u n i (A rab ic  w ritte n  in* S yriac 

c h a ra c te rs ) , 459 
K a r th li ,  283n 
K ash g a ri, 26on 
K a s ta m o n u  (C as tam o n ), 242 
K a ta p h y g ia , i8 6 n
K a to c h o r io n  (G reek -speak ing  v illage  in  

reg ion  o f  N icopo lis), 449n 
K a v a la  (K a b a lla ) , i i 3 n ,  283, 386n 
K av li, 400 a n d  n  
K aw iy e  (G eyve), 400n 
K a y i (T u rk ish  tr ib a l  g ro u p ), 26on, 28on 
K ay se ri (C aesa re ia ), 134, 139, 193m 2 2 m , 

232, 242, 243, 246, 256, 259, 2 7 m , 2 8 m , 

352, 354) 355) 362, 37on, 374) 375*b 377* 
386n, 39911, 400n , 451, 4 58 ; C hristians 
in  T u rk ish  tex tile  in d u s try  of, 477 ; 
G reek -sp eak in g  villages in  v ic in ity  of, 
450 a n d  n ;  K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452 a n d  n  

K a z a ru n i,  A b u  Is h a k  ib n  S hah siy a r (9 6 3 - 
1033; fo u n d er o f  K a z a ru n iy y a ) , 367 

K a z a ru n iy y a  (Ish ak iy y a ; derv ish  o rd e r) , 

2730, 3^7)393
K eg ilik  (G reek -speak ing  v illage  in  reg ion  

o f  N icopo lis), 449n
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K elk it Su , 115
K e ltz a n a  (G reek-speak ing  v illage in  reg ion  

o f  N icopo lis), 4 4gn  
K e lu  K h a n , 374 a n d  n , 375 
K e lu k  ib n  A b d u lla h  (a rch itec t) , 236 
K e m a h  (C a m a c h a ) , 242, 259 
K e m a n , 383 
K e ra ite , 63 
K esh ish  D a g i, 393 
K e u l K h a n ,  2 7 m  
K evele , 259
K h a n  (inn , c a ra v a n sa ra y ) , 12, 13, 3on, 

133, 222, 223, 236 a n d  n , 247, 353, 354 
K h a rp e r t ,  109 
K h a z a r ,  81, 82 , i8 o n
K h id ir  (M uslim  sa in t o ften  eq u a te d  w ith  

S t. G eorge  o r  S t. T h eo d o re ) , 485 
K h id ir  Beg (ru le r  o f E phesus a n d  b ro th e r  

o f  U m u r  B eg), 345 ff.
K h la rd je ti ,  283, 284 
K h o d je n d , 382n
K h o sh k ad em  ib n  A b d u lla h  (slave o f  U m u r  

B eg), 396n
K h u d a v e n d ig ia r , K a ram an lid h es  in , 452 
K h u ra sa n , 71, 82 , 83 a n d  n , 840 , 133, 

181, 364, 366, 369 a n d  n , 370, 372, 373, 
374, 382, 386, 393 

K h u ra sa n  S a la r, 89 , 94, I58n  
K h u sra w  (T u rk ish  em ir), i5 6 n , i6 5 n  
K h w a ra z m , 83, 245, 28 m ,  367 
K h w a ra z m ia n , 247 , 260 
K h w a raz m sh ah , 133
K llid j I  A rslan  (1092-1107), 1650, 181, 

213
K ilid j I I  A rs lan  (1155-1192), 120 ff., 

153 ff., 171, 184, 194, 197, i9 9 n , 2o8n, 
211, 212, 227, 231 ff., 2 67n ; in  C o n 
s ta n tin o p le , 466 

K im a k  ( trib e ), 275n 
K in ik  (Seljuk  tr ib e ) ,  82 a n d  n , 266 
K ip ch ak s , 83, 260, 2 8 m , 285 
K ir  (K y r) , 257n
K ir  F a r id , 227, 230 a n d  n , 232 a n d  n 
K irg h iz , 366
K ir  H ay i (uncle  o f  T zz a l-D in  I I ;  varie ties 

a re  K irh a n e , K iry a n e ) , 22 7n 
K ir  K ed id  (uncle  o f  T zz a l-D in  I I ) ,  Q27n 
K irm a n , 83
K irsh eh ir , 246, 249 , 354, 355, 3d9 
K ita b - i  D ed e  K o rk u t (T u rk ish  epic), 

273n
K iz il A v ra t (F a ra v a ) , 83 
K iz ilb ash , 274
K izil I rm a k  (H a ly s  R iv e r) , 115, 160 
K iz il K o d jao g h u lla r i, 2 8 m  
K n ig h ts  o f  R h o d es , 241 
K o b c u r  (tax  on  livestock), 249n , 270 
K o d ja ili, 242
K o in u k  (G reek-speak ing  v illage in  region 

o f  N icopo lis), 449n
K o k  K oy  (G reek -speak ing  v illage in  region 

o f  N icopo lis), 44911 
K o la d n a , 259

K o n d is ta b l (in  ch a rg e  o f  fo re ign  m e r 
cenarie s  in  S eljuk  arm ies), 234, 468 

K o n to g m e n  (T u rk ish  em ir), n 6 n  
K o n y a  ( Ic o n iu m ), 115, 119 ff., 163, 169 ff., 

178, 180, 181, 193 ff-, 214 ff., 244 ff., 256 
a n d  n , 28on, 283, 287, 311, 334, 352, 353, 
355) 362, 370) 376, 380, 382 ff., 393n, 
399n , 4 ° °  a n d  n , 401, 4 0 4 ,4 0 6 , 445, 459, 
4 7 9 ; C h ris tian s in  T u rk ish  tex tile  
in d u s try  in , 477, K a ram an lid h es  in , 452 

K o p ru h isa r , 259
K o ra n , ig 8 n , 225, 359n, 364, 3780, 3830 ,

39i) 423 and n) 428 ff.
K o r-o g lu , ed ito rs  of, in  K a ra m a n b d h ik a ,

495
K ose D ag , b a ttle , 1243, 134, 23 m ,  234
K ossovo P o lye , b a ttle , 1389, 140
K o z a n  (S is), 2 7 m
K san o s, 362, 395
K u fru su n d , 28 m
K u lla r ,  395
K u lp in g , 53
K u m ra l  D ed e  (derv ish ), 392, 393 
K u m u sh  T ek in , 94 
K u rd ,  43 , 53, 85n , 118, 277 
K u rd ish , 45 , 48, 446 
K u rd is ta n , 83, 85 
K u r lu k , 400n 
K u ru c h esh m e  K h a n , 222 
K u ru l ta i ,  265n 
K u s ta ,  H 3 n
K u ta h y a  (G o ty aeu m ), 138, 222, 242, 2 8 m , 

376n , 386n, 392, 3 930 ; C h ris tian
m agnate -so ld ie rs  a llow ed to  h o ld  lan d s  
u n d e r  O tto m an s  in , 4 6 9 ; K a ra m a n lid h e s
in , 4520

K u tlu m u sh , 94, 115, 120, 23gn
K y r  A lexius (Seljuk  am b assad o r to

C y p ru s) , 233

L a b a c a , 54
L a c ed a em o n , 3 , 14, 322n 
L ac e rio n , 126, 189, 190, 2 8 m  
L a d ik  (L aod iceia , D en iz li) , 392, 399n, 

400n , 401
L a m p e , 117, 123, 126, 154, 166, 170, 189, 

2 8 m
L a m p ro n , 109
L am p sacu s , 12, 13, 254, 426, 427 
L ao d ice ia  ad  M a e a n d ru m  (L a d ik ,D en iz li) , 

20, 27n, 32, 34n, 45n , 56, 117, 118, 119, 
121-123 , 128, 132, 154, 161, 167, 168, 
181, 1830, 187, 189 f f ,  214, 223, 2340, 
238 a n d  n , 24on, 245, 247n, 25on, 296, 
297, 302, 304, 31 on , 317, 3x9, 328, 386n  

L ao d ice ia  C ecau m en e  (C o m b u sta ), 20, 
164, 167, 170, 217 

L ap to co m e , 22gn 
L a q a b in , 53
L a ra n d a , 450 , 128, 134, 163, 236, 2560, 

257, 259, 2 8 m , 382, 386n, 400 a n d  n 
L arissa , 28n , 54, 55
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L arissa  (in  T h essa ly ), 295, 304 
L ascarid , i6 5 n , 216, 219, 220, 222, 234  

a n d  n ,  244, 285, 404 
L ascaris, J o h n  IV  (1258 -1261 ), 136 
L ascaris, T h e o d o re  I  (1204-1222), 131, 

147, 2 ig n
L a tin , i4 n , i8 n , 340, 36, 48, 53n, 91, 92, 

116-118, 123, 126, 129,130 ff., 148, 163, 
214, 218, 223, 2 3 m , 298, 334, 337, 362, 
404

L a tin iz a tio n : o f  G reeks in  Sicily a n d  
I ta ly , 460 a n d  n ;  o f S p a in  a n d  G au l, 421 

L a tm u s , 36, 42 , 151 
L a tm u s, M o u n t,  218
L atru s , 112, 146, I48n , 151, 166, 169, 191 
L a tru s , M o u n t, 112, 128, 195 
L az , 48n , 53
L aza ru s  (p a tr ia rc h  o f  Je ru sa le m ), 336 
L az ic , 48
L ecap en u s, 25n , 66 
L efke  (L eu cae), 242, 362 
L egum es, 24 
L eichudes, 25n 
L eim m ocheir, 126 
L em bus, 349n
L em nus, 314; m ed ic in a l e a r th  a t , 492 
L e n tia n a , M o u n t, i7 2 n , 187 
L eo, A rm en ia n , 119 
L eo I I I  (7 1 7 -7 4 1 ), 57 a n d  n 
L eo V I  (88 6 -9 1 2 ), 3 a n d  n , 4 , 8 , I3 n , 50, 

303 ff, 445
L eo  I I ,  R u p e n id  (d. 1219), 131 
L eon tius o f  Balbissa, 62 
L eon tocom e, 5
L eontopolis, 2 0 m , 205, 310, 315, 325, 326,

339
L esbos, 254n 
L eucae  (L efke), 21, 31 
L eu ca te , 51
L ev an t, v ii, 1, 421, 463 
L ibya , 410 
L ik an d o n , 353
L im n a  (C ap p a d o c ian  v il la g e ) : T u rk ish  

rep laces G reek  in , as spoken lan g u ag e  
in  n in e tee n th  cen tu ry , 458 

L im n a i, 154
L im n ia , 291, 318, 325, 335 
L in en , 15.a n d  n , 23, 238a 
L ip a rite s , 86 , 96 
L ittle  P h ry g ia , 121 
L itv o n , 300
L itzasa  (G reek-speak ing  v illage in  reg ion  

o f  N icopo lis), 449n
L ivestock , 12, 20 an d  n , 24, 38, 122, 123, 

127, 128, 130, 173, 191, 192, 196, 197, 
220, 2470, 248, 253, 256 a n d  n , 261, 
263 ff., 284, 375, 406 _

L ivisi, su rv ival o f  G reek  in , 450 a n d  n , 451 
Logistike, 6n
L o k m a n  P eren d e , 369 a n d  n 
L ong in ias, 121
L o p ad iu m , 127, 131, 146, 149, 166, 217,

3 r 3> 3H> 3 j 8

L ouis V I I ,  121 
L ou is o f  Blois, 130 
L o u m a , 126, 151, 166 
L u d o lp h  o f  S uchem , 257, 394 
L u m b e r, 24 
L u ’r , 275n
L y can d u s, 5, 25n , 28n , 54, 55, 57, 95, 96, 

170, 184
L ycaon ia , 46n , 58, 6 in ,  62n, 107, 291, 292 
L ycia , 58, 131, 148, 166, 27on, 450 
L y c ian , 43, 44 
L ycus R iv e r , 161, 162 
L yd ia , 2on , 44, 58, 65 , 128, 148, 188, 190, 

252, 4j3
L y d ian , 43 , 44  a n d  n , 219 
L yon , C ounc il o f  (1274), 136; m u seu m  of, 

239n
L y stra , 56

M a ca riu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  S ebaste ia), 335 
M a ca riu s  (p a tr ia rc h  o f  C o n s tan tin o p le ),

322
M a ce d o n ia , 5, 89n , 92, 2540, 309 
M a c e d o n ia n : dy n asty , 72; heresy , 6 in ,  

4 33 ; th em e a n d  soldiers, 87 a n d  n , 90 
M a c ri, 4 o n ; G u lf  o f  (F e tiye), 132 
M a c ri, R o m an u s , 113n 
M a d ik  (m o n aste ry ), 256n  
M a ’d in  an -N u h as , 33n 
M a d jk a , 355 
M a d y tu s , 314
M a e a n d e r  R iv e r , 20 , 52, 121, 123 ff., 

128 ff., 146, 147 a n d  n , 151, 154, 155, 
166, 184, 187, 189 ff., 218 a n d  n , 250 ff., 
2 8 m , 408

M aero n e ia , 301, 314, 317, 322n 
M ag ed o n , 250, 251, 253n, 254 
M a g ia n , 387n
M ag n a te s  (a r is to c ra c y ) : A rm en ia n , 229, 

2 3 o n ; as b earers  o f  B yzan tine  in fluence 
in  T u rk ish  society, 4 6 5 -4 6 7 ; B yzan tine, 
2 4 -2 6 , 71 -7 8 , 87 ff., 105, 109, 131, 
227 ff., 244, 403, 4 0 5 ; jo in  in  O tto m a n  
conquest o f  B ith y n ia , 4 68 ; M uslim , 228 
a n d  n , 375, 3850 ; P ersian , 397 ; T a ta r ,  

375n
M agnesia  a d  H e rm u m  (ad  S ipy lum ), 139, 

248, 252, 254, 259, 2 8 m  
M agnesia  ad  M a e a n d ru m , 56, 219, 222 252 
M a h m u d , T u rk ish  em ir, 1 i6 n  
M a h m u d  A g a , 354 
M a h m u d  o f  G h az n a , 8 in  
M a in a , 59n
M a la g in a  (M elan g e ia ), 21, 31, 32, 33, 153, 

166, 188, 217 
M a lag o , 2pn 
M a lam a tiy y a , 364, 367 
M a la ty a  (M eliten e ), 140, 242, 259 
M ale in u s, 25n , 72 
M a lik n a m e , 82
M alik  S h an  (A n a to lian  Seljuk  p rin ce ), 147, 

I5 0 n , 151

519



INDEX

M a lik  S h a h  (107 2 -1 0 9 2 ; su ltan  o f  G re a t 
S eljuks), io s n ,  171, i7 9 n , 199, 211, 213, 
226

M a llo rc a , 29n
M a m elu k e , 134, 135, 139, 215 a n d  n , 245, 

258
M a m elu k e  (n o n -E g y p tian ) , 226, 256 a n d  n  
M a m p la n e s  (P am p lan es, B a lab an es , K a -  

p la n e s? ;  T u rk ish  ch ie fta in ), 121, 188 
M a n es , 389n
M a n g ap h a s , T h eo d o re , 127, 128, 131, 154, 

155, ig o n ,2 3 o n  
M a n i,  58 
M an iaces , 25n 
M a n ic h a e a n , 59 , 61, 422 
M an ich e e , 57n, 58n , 61 a n d  n  
M a n isa  (M ag n esia  a d  M a e a n d ru m ) , 28on 
M 'an isa (M agnesia  a d  S ip y lu m ), 4oon  
M a n su r  (T u rk  o f  B ith u y ia , la te  n t h  

ce n tu ry ) , 106, 113 
M a n su r  (Is lam ic  m y stic ) , 384 
M a n y as , 242
M a n z ik e rt , 17 a n d  n , 27n , 33, 53 , 80, 87, 

159? i 63> 216, 266
M a n z ik e rt , b a ttle  of, 1071, 69 , 70 a n d  n, 

7 4 -7 6 , 8 5 ,8 8 , 89 , 9 6 -1 0 4 , 106, 108, 109- 
i i i , 124-126 , 142, 145, 152, 155, 160, 
171, 179, i8 o n , 195, 215, 216, 260, 285, 
405 , 406, 444, 456, 481 

M a ra b o u t,  273n
M a ra sh , 28n , 116, 156, 167, 170, 171, 181, 

182, 184, i9 4 n , 214, 242, 245, 247, 2 8 m , 
362

M a rc o  P olo , 182, 183, 235, 238, 401 
M a rd a ite ,  4  a n d  n , 49 , 52 
M a r  D im a t (m o n aste ry ), ,256 
M a rd in , 53, i9 7 n , 272n 
M a r  D om itiu s  (m o n aste ry ), I9 7 n  
M a rit im e  life : B y zan tin e  in fluence  on 

O tto m a n s , 480, 481 a n d n ;  G reek  lo a n 
w ords in  T u rk ish  u sed  in , 481 a n d  n ;  
I ta l ia n  in fluence on  O tto m an s , 480, 481 

M a r  J a c o b  (N esto rian  c h u rc h ), 157, I97n , 
236n

M ark o s , 232n 
M a rm a ra , Sea of, 217, 438 
M a rria g e , 129, 274 a n d  n ;  concu b in ag e , a 

fo rm  of, 3 5 9 ,4 3 2 ; kep in , a  fo rm  of, 4 830 ; 
po lygam ous, 274 a n d  n ;  a n d  prokypsis, 
4 6 6 ; o f  su ltans to  C h ris tian  w o m en , 466. 
See also Ig d ish ; M ix o v arv a ro i 

M a rta ,  H 3 n
M a r  T h o m a s  o f  M a rd in , 226
M a rtin ac e s , 66
M a rtisa p a o , 54
M arto lo s , 253n, 468
M a try r ,  36 a n d  n , 341, 342, 343
M a rty ro p o lis , 26n
M a ry a n d ia n , 252
M a ry  M ag d e len e  ( to m b  o f  a t  E phesus),

34n
M aso n s: G reek , 236, 237 a n d  n , 478 ; 

T u rk ish , 237

M a s ta u ra , 52
M a s 'u d  I  (1116-1156), 119, 120, 121, 153, 

156, 158, 159, 182 
M a s‘u d  I I  (1282 -1304 ), 3 6 m  
M a s ‘u d  I I I  (1307 -1308 ), 3 6 m  
M asy e  (m o n aste ry ), 256n 
M a th n a w i, 3830  
M a tia n a , 28n 
M a tra h - i  sa b u n  ( tax ), 249 
M a tth e w  (m etro p o litan  o f  E phesus), 269,

299) 328, 330) 344-348 
M a tth e w  o f E dessa, 93, 108, 156, 159, 170, 

172, 173) J99) 211 
M a u d u d , 157 
M a u rix , 14, 25n
M aurozom es, 131, 147, i9 o n , 227, 23on, 

232 a n d  n , 234 a n d  n , 461 
M aurozom es (h e ta e re ia rch  a t  c o u r t o f  

O rh a n ) ,  440 
M a u ru s , 25n
M aw law i, x iii, 334, 381-392 
M aw law iy y a  (derv ish  o rd e r) , 366, 368,

381-392
M ay afe rrik in , 33n , 53 
M ecca , 382 
M e d e ia , 314
M e d ite rra n e a n , 22, 110, 133, 216, 223, 480 
M edresse, 221, 223, 236n, 243, 350, 351 ff., 

382, 385n, 3870 , 389, 396, 402 
M e g a le  id ea , 438 
M e k h ita r  th e  P a tr ic ian , 230n 
M e k teb  (school), 354 
M e lan e ia , 322
M elan g e ia  (M a la g in a ), 120, 121, 146, 253, 

259) 301
M e lan o u d iu m , 113, 128, 151, 166, 195,

251) 259
M eleke (G reek  m o th e r  o f  B a d r a l-D in , 

co n v ert to  Is la m ), 358n 
M elen ico n , 314
M eletiu s  (T u rk  co n v erted  to  C h ris tian ity ) , 

425
M eleu m , 150, 166 
M elias , 25n , 54 
M elissenus, 25n , 72, 105 
M elissenus, N icep h o ru s , 106, 113, 153, 

23on
M elisso p e triu m , n o
M e lite n e  (M a la ty a ) , 17 a n d  n , i8 n , 26 

a n d  n , 28 a n d  n , 29, 31 -3 4 , 49) 5o n ) 53) 
54) 55) 60, 63 , 76, 88 , 90, 92, 9 4 -9 6 , 109, 
115, 119, 122, i2 6 n , 144, 145, 156, ff., 
163, 167, 169, 171, 173 a n d  n , 184, 196, 
197n , 198, ig g n , 211, 213, 215, 216, 
226n , 227n , 228n , 233 a n d  n , 238 a n d  n , 
245, 247, 256, 290, 291, 302, 306, 310, 

320, 339n) 4°7) 424 
M elk ite , 422
M elo ites, J a c o b  (on  th e  K a ra m a n lid h e s ) ,

456
M e lo n , 268n , 276n
M elus, m ed ic in a l e a r th  a t , 497
M em res , 247
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M e n a q ib  al-A rifin , 38611, 389, 390, 391 
M e n b ij, i i 2 n ,  28011 
M en em en , 139, 28 m  
M enguchek id s, 118, 133, 144, 155, 160 
M en o h o rt, 39511 
M en sh u r, 19311, 26711 
M en teshe , 140, 251, 28011, 2 8 m , 37611, 

379; 386n , 392 
M erak , 115
M e ra m , 362, 385, 3 90 ; K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 

454
M ercen a ries : B yzan tine , 4 , 74, 75, 76 ff., 

87n , 88, 91 ff., 104, 107, i i 2 n ,  152, 244, 
278n, 403 , 434 ; Seljuk , 134, 182, 234 
a n d  n , 403 , 404

M e rc h an ts , 5, 6n , 9 , 10, 11, 13 a n d  n , 14 
a n d  n , 15, 17, 18 a n d  n , 22, 23, 30, 40, 
41 a n d  n , 99 , 216, 247 a n d  n , 268, 269, 
270, 384, 387 ; A ra b , 33 ; A rm e n ia n , 22, 
88, 235n , 4 7 9 ; C herson ite , 22 ; C h ris tian , 
26, 133, 226, 238n, 361 ; C ircassian , 22; 
G reek , 16, 22, 88, i3 o n , 221, 222, 223, 
235* 293n , 448, 479, 4 8 o n ; I ta l ia n ,  22, 
222; Je w ish , 12, ig n , 22, 3 3 ; M u slim , 
io n , 22 a n d  n , 26, so n , 133, 185, 221, 
223, 382, 3 98n ; R ussian , 22 ; S y rian , 28, 
47, 88 , 2 3 5 n ; T u rk ish , i3 o n ; V en e tian ,

7 G 79
M e re n d , 382n , 386n 
M e rw an id , 53n 
M erz ifon , 139 
M esanactes , 25n 
M esary a , 355
M eso p o tam ia : B yzan tine , 5, 19 a n d  n , 

25n J 54s 55s 58, 63, 66, 86 , 90, 92, 94 , 96, 
99 , 108, 109; M uslim , 83, 84, 124, 175n, 
194, i9 7 n , 4 0 1 ,4 2 2  

M essalian , 58, 59, 62 a n d  n , 63 
M e tab o le , 107, i i i

M eta lw o rk , 239 a n d  n , 4 2 o n ; C h ris tian , 
u n d e r  T u rk s , 478 a n d  n  

M eta thesis  (tran sfe rra l o f  h ie ra rch s), 205, 
207, 327 

M e th y m n a , 314
M etoch ites , T h eo d o re  (reflections on  

B y zan tin e  d ec line), 408—414 
M e tro p o lita n , 8 , 9, 35, 37, 56, 61 a n d  n, 

109, 200 ff., 218, 227n, 287-350 , 439, 

444s 445
M e tro p o lita n a te , 26n , 34, 35, 201 ff., 

287“ 350s 355s 406, 439, 444, 445 
M ev lu d  (w ork  on  th e  b ir th  o f  M u h a m 

m a d ) , 359n
M ich ae l (m e tro p o litan  o f  A n k a ra ) , 206, 

297n
M ich ae l (son o f  M a u ru s , p a tric iu s ) , 232 

a n d  n
M ich ae l ( tax  co llec to r o f  M y la sa ) , 130 ,147, 

ig o n
M ic h ae l A co m in a tu s , 37 
M ich ae l I V  (1034 -1041 ), 78 
M ich ae l th e  S y rian , 55, 102, i2 6 n , 129, 

156, 191, a n ,  212, 2 8 m , 418

M id d le  E ast, 1, 15, 16, 69 , 82, 83, 84, 193, 
223, 269, 405 

M ih a lich , 242 
M ih ra b , 378n
M ik a il K ose, 232n, 2340, 468 
M ilas  (M y lasa), 4O0n 
M ile tu s , 11, 35n, 36 , 42, 61, 131, 220, 250, 

251, 259, 296, 297, 302, 315, 323n 
M ille t, 219, 268n , 276 a n d  n 
M in in g , 1 in ,  22 a n d  n , 23, 239 a n d  n , 406, 

478 ; com m un ities , G reek , 449 a n d  n  
M irliv a , 354 
M iro k a lo , 362, 395n 
M isse, 28 m
M isth e ia  (of L y cao n ia ), 35n 
M ity len e , 115, 254, 304, 314 
M 'ixovarvaro i, 176 a n d  n , 182, 228, 229, 

2 4 m , 440, 446. See also Ig d ish ; M a rr ia g e  
M le h  th e  A rm en ia n , 175n 
M ocissus, 31, 34n, 292, 302, 304, 3 io n ,  326 

a n d  n , 335, 338, 341, 362, 394 
M o d ren i, 343n, 362, 394 
M o h a ir , 2490 
M ollus, 45n
M onastic ism , m o n aste ry , 41, 42, 50n , 53, 

56, 61, 65, 93, 151 a n d  n , I55~i57> 
195 f f ,  2 i3 n ,  218, 220, 221, 224, 252, 
253 a n d  n , 256, 334, 335, 354, 355, 387 
a n d  n , 389, 407, 450 

M onem v asia , 295, 314, 318 
M ongo l, 37n, 133, 134 f f ,  215 a n d  n , 224, 

226n, 234, 244 f f ,  256 a n d  n , 258, 260, 
2 7 m , 272 a n d  n , 277n, 283, 366, 370, 
376, 382, 384, 388, 398n, 3 9 9 ^  411, 425, 
469

M on g o lia , 82
M onolycus (T u rk ish  em ir), n 6 n ,  176 
M onop h y site , 6 0 ,6 3 ,6 7 ,6 9 ,  I58n , 418, 422 
M o n tan ism , 56, 59 , 64 
M o n ta n is t, 56, 57 a n d  n , 6 in ,  67 
M o n ta n u s , 56
M opsuestia  (M a m is tra ) , 19, 26n, 28n, 109, 

116, 117, 119, 121, 163, 167, 256, 259 
M o rea , 36, 266n 
M oses, 35gn , 390, 391, 434, 435 
M osque , x iii, so n , 191-198 , 221, 223, 235, 

236 a n d  n , 346, 348, 350, 351, 353 f f ,  
382, 3870, 3940, 396n, 4 02 ; churches 
co n v e rted  to , 484 , 485 

M ossyn ian , 252
M o th e r  o f  G o d  (ch u rch  in  E dessa), i9 7 n  
M ouseli (G reek-speak ing  v illage in  reg ion  

o f  C o lo n e ia ), 4 49n  
M o z a ra b , 460 
M tc o u a r  R iv e r , 284 
M iice rred , 355 
M u d a re su n , 109
M u d e rr is , 353, 387, 389 , 414, 428 
M u d u rn u , 40on  
M u ezz in , 352, 353 a n d  n  
M u g la , 456n
M u h a m m a d  (A n a to lian  b a n d it) ,  247n 
M u h a m m a d  I  (1413 -1421 ), 141, 396n
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M u h a m m a d  I I  (1 4 5 1 -1 4 8 1 )/ 141, 142, 
23711, 242, 285, 291, 354, 370, 393, 448, 
483

M u h a m m a d  B eg, K a ra m a n id , 39211 
M u h a m m a d  K u sh te ri, 39311 
M u h a m m a d  th e  p ro p h e t, 178, 357, 358, 

359n > 369> 372, 390, 417 ; in  relig ious 
po lem ic , 423 ff., 429, 430  a n d  n, 
432 ff.

M u h a rre m , 371
M u ’it, 353
M u les, 182, 284
M u m m ifica tio n , 274n
M u n ta n e r  (C a ta la n  ch ro n ic le r) , 2 8 m
M u ra d  I  (1362-1389), 140, 378, 393
M u ra d  I I  (1421-1451), 141, 298, 3 6 m
M u ra lt ,  i8 o n
M u r id , 243, 382, 392 a n d  n  
M u sa  (em ir o f  L a ra n d a ) ,  382 
M u se le , 25n, 66
M u sic ian , 233 a n d  n , 237, 478 a n d  n  
M u slim , v ii, 12, I4 n , 19, 26, 28 , 33, 34n, 

36 > 37) 39) 50 a n d  n , 66 , 67, 8 in ,  85, 91, 
95, 104, 120, 129, 134, 143 f f ,  158, 1590, 
1 6 m , 163, 176 f f ,  193, 213 f f ,  221 f f ,  
236, 243, 244, 246n, 248, 256n , 260, 
262n, 263n, 272n, 273, 277n, 27gn, 282, 
283, 292 f f ,  336 a n d  n , 340, 341, 347, 
348, 351 f f ,  402, 404, 412, 414 , 417, 
420 , 422 ff., 445 ff.

M u srif , 352, 353n
M u staw fi S h a ra f  a l-D in  O sm an , 246 
M u ta w ak k il, 23n
M iitev e lli (ad m in is tra to r  o f  p ious founda- 

tio n ), 352, 353 
M u z a ffa r  a l-D in , 23 m  
M u z if  (official responsib le  fo r looking 

a f te r  trave le rs a n d  th e ir  food in  ca rav an - 
sa ra y ) , 352 

M y ca le , M o u n t, 220 
M y c en a ea n , 43 
M y la sa , 45n , 128, 220 
M y ra , 26n, 34n, 36, 3gn , 4on , 41 , 61, 15 m , 

205 a n d  n , 257, 259, 295, 296, 302, 304, 

305) 310) 329) 330, 333 
M y rio cep h a lu m , b a ttle , 1176, 123 f f ,  148, 

166, 189, 191, 193, 2o8n, 231, 262, 266, 
278n , 4 4 m ;  site  of, 154 

M ysia , 131, 146, 148, 166, 188, 250, 252, 

254
M y sian , 46n
M ystic ism , 273n, 363-402

N aco le ia , 20, 26n , 35n , 56n 
N ah iy e , 355 
N a ‘ib , 243 
N a ‘ib  a l-h a d ra , 243 
N a lin d ji T u rb e , 236 
N a m a r i,  tax , 249n 
N am a z , p ra y e r , 353 
N asir, ca liph , 397 
N a u p a c tu s , 304

N az ian z u z , 35n , 36, 206, 292, 302, 3 io n ,
326, 341, 362, 394 

N a z ir , 352, 3530  
N e a n ia i, 397n, 399, 480 
N eapo lis  (of P is id ia ), 35n 
N ea  T a c tic a , 303 ff.
N eilus (p a tr ia rc h  o f  C o n s tan tin o p le ), 330 
N eo caesare ia  (N iksar), 22, 28n , 32, 330, 

34n , 49) 5on , 52, 95, 107, 115, 119, 122, 
123, 145, 158, 162, 167, 171, 187, 204, 
2050, 215, 218, 221, 304, 307n, 318, 320, 
323n , 441, 4 4 9 n ; K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 461 

N eo castro n  (C h lia ra , P e rg am u m , A d ra -  
m y ttiu m ), 131, 150, 190, 218, 252, 253n 

N eocom e, 96
N eo -m a rty r , 343, 360 a n d  n , 361 a n d  n , 362 
N eo -P h ry g ia n , 46 , 47 , 48 
N eo p la to n ism , 372 
N ere id s , 420
N erses o f  L a m p ro n  (on  c u ltu ra l change 

am o n g  A rm en ian s) , 407n , 453n 
N esa , 83
N esto rian , 58n , i9 7 n , 226n, 422, 430 
N esto riu s , 34n
N evsheh ir, K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452n 
N ew  P a tra s , 304
N ew  P h o caea , 242, 299, 316, 329 
N ew  R o m e, 71
N icaea  (Iz n ik ) , v ii, 12 a n d  n , 26n, 28n , 31, 

34n ) 36, 42 , 45n ) 52, 58, 88, 104, 105, 
106, 112—116, 121, 127, 139, 143 ff., 166, 
170, 180, 181, I9 8 n , 214, 22on, 228 a n d  
n , 241, 244 f f ,  253, 287, 301 a n d  n , 304, 

3 °7 n ) 3 n n ) 3^7) 320, 321, 327, 331, 
341 ff., 360, 362, 394, 406, 4 i6 n ;  
T u rk ish  p rin ces  in , 466 

N ica ea n  E m p ire , 62n , 140 ff., 216, 234 a n d  
n , 244 f f ,  285 

N icep h o ritzes , 72, 105
N icep h o ru s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  G a n g ra ) , 

2 0 m , 205
N icep h o ru s (p a tr ia rc h ) , 51 
N icepho rus I  (8 0 2 -8 1 1 ), 61 
N ice tas  C ho n ia te s , 37, 125, 218, 220n, 223, 

2 8 m , 416 a n d  n ;  describes ta x  p la ce d  on 
G reek  colonists by  su ltan  a t  P h ilo - 
m e liu m , 471 

N ice tas  o f  A m n ia , 67
N ice tas  o f B y z an tiu m  (an ti-Is lam ic  p o le m 

ic is t), 423 a n d  n , 424 
N ice tas  th e  Y oung  (n eo -m arty r) , 361 
N ico m ed ia  (Iz m id ) , 11, 13, 24n, 26n , 28n, 

32, 33n ) 34n > 45*b 5o n ) 5 i)  106, i i i ,
113, 116, 129, 137, 146, 152, 166, I98n , 
22on , 253, 300, 301, 304, 3070, 414 

N icopo lis , A n a to lia , 22, 31 
N icopolis, G reece , 6n , 309 
N id ir  K oy , 236 
N if  (N y m p h ae u m ), 139
N ig , 81
N ig d e , 19, 139, 242, 246, 248, 249, 28 m , 

386n, 400n , 4 5 1 ; G reek -speak ing  villages 
in  reg ion  of, 450 a n d  n , 459
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N ik o m ed ian u s , 236 a n d  n  
N ik sa r (N icom edeia), 246 
N ip h o n , 62
N ip h o n  (h e re tic  o f Ico n iu m ), 335 
N is, K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452 
N ish a p u r, 369
N isibis, 18, 53, 94, 157, 1580, 167, 1 9 7 ^  

226n
N izam  a l-M u lk , i7 9 n , 21 in  
N o m ad , n o m ad ism , 8 in ,  83 , 84 a n d  n , 

184 ff., 258 -285 , 392, 404, 410 
ff., 4 34 ; d ie t, 268; d is ru p tio n  o f  a g r i 
cu ltu re , 2 70 ; dom icile  a n d  d ie t, 2 7 5 -  
277 ; econom y, 269, 270 ; m a rr ia g e  
am o n g , 274 ; physiognom y  of, 277, 
278 ; re lig ion  of, 271, 274. See also T u rk 
m en

N o m a d iz a tio n , 184-194 , 2 5 8 -2 8 5 ; a n d  
se d en ta ry  p o p u la tio n , 279—281 

N o n -C h a lc ed o n ian , 53 
N o rm an , 53 a n d  n , 71, 75, 76, 79, 8on , 104, 

106-108, n o ,  114, 116, 146, 148, 152, 
404

N o rth  A frica , 1, 59, 68, 351, 365, 421 
N o ta ra n , 233, 470
N o tit ia  ep isco p a tu m , 28n, 35, 290, 294, 

295> 2 9 9 -3 1 0 , 439, 444, 445 
N o v a tian , 58 a n d  n , 59 , 6 in  
N u r  a l-D in , 28, 122, 157, 1590, 165, 1750, 

I97n , 226 a n d  n , 425n 
N u r  a l-D in  D jad jao g lu  (Seljuk  em ir), 354 
N u ts , 24
N y m p h ae u m  (N if) , 150, 151, 166, 310, 327 
N y m p h ae u m , tre a ty  of, 1214, 131
N ysa, 2 5 r , 259
N yssa, 36, 4 5 n , 137, 338, 361

O d o  o f  D eu il, 149, 150, 151 
O en o e , 16, 28n, 118, 127, 161, 204, 449 
O ffic ia, 201, 202n, 3 i2 n ,  349 a n d  n  
O g h u z , 82, 260 a n d  n , 268n , 274, 275n 
O iconom us (clerica l official), 302n, 349n 
O live , i4 n , 1840, 219
O ly m p u s, M o u n t (Asia M in o r) , 3 6 ,4 2 , 58n 
O pheos, 3070
O psic ion , 3n , 4 , 32, 42 , 50, 51, 61, 62n , 309 
O p tim a to n , 3n , 31 
O re in e , i3 n , 42n  
O re n  K oy , 3 m
O rh a n , 140, 228n, 236, 300, 343, 392 ff., 

407, 427, 440 
O ric a n te , 329 
O rosius, 421 
O rta k c ila r , 395n 
O rta k o n , 66n
O rth o d o x  (G reek ), 55, 59, 6 in ,  64, 176, 

213, 227, 287, 289, 292, 346, 348, 422 f f ,  
435, 446  f f

O rth o d o x y , 33, 49, 65, 68, 178 
O rto k id , n 6 n
O sm an , 140, 253, 37on, 392 f f ,  407* 458 
O srhoene, 58

Otluq Beli, battle of, 1473, 142 
Otrus, 56n
O tto m a n , v iii, 1, 2gn , 3on , 52, 68, i0 3 n , 

104, 133, 138-141 , 144, 175n , i g 8 n ,228, 
22 9 ,2 3 2  ff., 250, 260, 266, 269 ff., 298 f f , 
310, 318, 320 f f ,  344, 355, 356, 363, 
367, 368 a n d  n , 3 7 o n ,3820, 384, 392 f f , 
412, 416, 425 f f ,  439 , 440, 445 f f ;  
ag r ic u ltu re  in fluenced  b y  B yzan tine , 
475 f f . ; C h ris tian s in  arm ies of, 468 ; 
tim a r, 468-470  

O xus R iv e r  (A m u D ary a ) , 83 
O z a n  (rec ite r  o f  ep ics), 273n

P acaste r, 227n
P achym eres, G eorge , 255, 300, 380, 416 

a n d  n
P acu ria n u s , 25n
P ag an ism , 55, 56, 59 , 65, 82, 421 
P a in te r , p a in tin g , G reek , 237 a n d  n , 238 

a n d  n , 384, 389 a n d  n , 478 a n d  n  
P a ip e rt (B ay b u rt) , 15, 87, n 6 n ,  162, 167, 

385, 386n, 399n , 400 a n d  n , 4490, 

469
P alaeo logus, 25n, 105, 136, 306, 307 
P alaeo logus, A n d ro n icu s I I  (1282-1328), 

2 ig n ,  250, 253, 293, 303 ff., 3 6 m , 434 
P alaeo logus, A n d ro n icu s I I I  (1328-1341), 

294, 295, 299, 300, 303 f f , 439 
P alaeo logus, M a n u e l I I  (1391-1425), 

I4 0 n , 2 940 ; reflec tion  o f  on  dec line , 
4 1 4 ; relig ious p o lem ic  of, 424, 427, 428, 
461

P alaeo logus, M ic h ae l V I I I  (1259—1282), 
136, 137, 144, 234, 244, 2470, 257, 334, 
405, 467 ; as k o n d is tab l a t  K o n y a , 468 

P alaeo logus, N icep h o ru s, 76, 107, 108 
P alaeo logus, T h e o d o re  (b ro th e r  o f  M a n u e l 

I I ) ,  416
P a lam as , G reg o ry , 334, 344, 426 a n d  n , 

427n j 429> 439> 44°
P a la m ite , 344n 
P a le rm o , 2370 
P alestine , 34n , 253, 336 
P a ltz a n a  (G reek-speak ing  v illage  in  reg ion  

o f  N icopo lis), 449n 
P a m b u k lu , 353
P am p h y lia , 45, 131, 148, 168, 187, 188, 

190, 192, 250, 2 7 m , 2 8 m , 294 
P an a re tu s  (T re b izo n d in e  ch ro n ic le r) , 2 8 m  
P an as iu m , 126, 189 190, 2 8 m  
P an cra tiu s , 89
P anegyris (religious fa ir), 24 a n d  n , 40, 

4 1 ; o f C h o n ae , 20  a n d  n , 40, i5 4 n , 222n, 
235 ; o f  E phesus, 10, 39 ; o f  E u c h a ita , 21, 
22, 4 0 ; p a g a n  G reek , 3 9n ; o f  S inope, 14, 
15, 40, 161; su rv iv a l of, in  T u rk ish  
p e rio d , 479 ; o f  T re b iz o n d , 15, 16, 40, 
160

P a n n o u ra , 121
P a p a  E ftim  K arah isa r id h e s , 454 a n d  n  
P a p a  M ic h ae l o f  M e liten e , 233
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INDEX

P a p h la g o n ia , 311, 5 , 14, 16, 17, 2 o n , 25n, 
32, 34n, 36, 38, 4 m ,  44, 58, 80 , 114, 
127-129 , 162, 166, 187, 205 a n d  n , 249, 

252, 309
P araco im o m en u s, 2340 
P a r iu m , 3511, 56n, 299 
P arnassus, 28n 
P aro ico i, 76, 78 
P a r titio  R o m an ia e , 130 
P a ta r a ,  1 5 m , 257, 259 
P a tm o s, 456n 
P a tra s , 304, 314
P a tr ia rc h :  o f  A n tio ch , 34n, 331, 332; o f 

C o n s tan tin o p le , 34, 35, 36, 73, 201, 2 8 9 - 
350, 440 a n d  n , 4 45 ; J a c o b ite , 92, I9 7 n ; 
o f  J e ru sa le m , 336, 337 

P a tz in ak s , 16, 17, 75, 80 a n d  n , 81 , 85, 87, 
88n , 103, 114, i8 o n , 269, 404 

P a u lic ia n , 39, 58, 6 0 -6 3 , 67, 211 
P au lin is ta i, 61 n  
P a u ra , 118, 161 
P e d a c h th o e , 35n
P eg ae  (B iga?), 218, 252, 254, 255, 299, 

302, 3 io n ,  319, 426, 427 
P e le ca n u m , b a ttle  o f ,  1329, 336n 
P eloponnesus, 6n , 309, 420 
P e n ta c h e ir , 126, 151, 166 
P en tap o lis , o f  P h ry g ia , 122, 154, 189, 190, 

191, 2 8 m
P en ta s , p en tad e s  (ranks o f  ecclesiastica l 

officials), 202, 3 i2 n ,  349n 
P e n ta te u c h , 390 
P ep u za , 56n  
P e rfu m e , 16
P e rg am u m , 12, 26n , 45n , 49 , 56, 122, 131, 

137, 150, 151, 167, 174, 188, 217, 218, 
2 i9 n ,  22on , 254, 257, 298 a n d  n , 299, 
302, 306, 31 in ,  316, 323n, 329 

P erg e , 26n , 34n, 45 , 56, 294* 295, 302, 304, 
3 io n ,  314, 315, 326, 329, 330, 333, 339 

P e r io d e u ta i ( itin e ra n ts ) , 209, 210 
P e rith e o riu m , 332 
P e rk ri, 28n , 87, 145
P ers ia , 17, 27n, 43, 84 , 116, 146, 164, 171, 

175, i7 g n , 180, 181, 367, 388n  
P e rs ian , 4 , 38, 44 , 4gn , 50 a n d  n , 52, 66, 

87n , 199, 200, 232, 282, 311, 337, 397 
a n d  n , 405, 4 6 9 ; lan g u ag e , 4 2 8 ; P e r 
sians in  Seljuk  a rm ies , 468 

P e rs ian  (arch a istic  e p ith e t for T u rk ) ,  189, 

i99> 324* 36m
P e rv an e , 134, 135, 228, 384, 390 
P e rv an e o g u lla ri, 138 a n d  n  
Pessinus, 20, 31, 32, 34n , 294, 302 , 304 
P e te r  o f  B racieus, 130 
P e te r  th e  H e rm it, 1460, 152 
P h a n a ro ia  (P o n tic ) , 60 
P h a ra sa , su rv ival o f  G reek  in , 450  a n d  n , 

4 51 ; becom es b ilin g u a l, 459 
P h a try n o n  (ch u rch  o f  St. G eo rg e  in  

P a p h la g o n ia ) , 4 m
P h ila d e lp h e ia  (A lasheh ir, K a lla te b o s ) , 56, 

117, 121, 127, 128, 131, 140, 147, 150,

151, l6 6 > l 7°> l 8 l > 238n, 252, 298, 299, 
306 , 3070, 319, 33611, 414,^ 450, 4 51 ; 
fam ous fo r sw eets in  a n t iq u ity  a n d  
O tto m a n  e ra , 4 8 2 0 ; K a ra m n a lid h e s  in , 
452n

P h ila n th ro p e n u s , A lexius, 136, 137, 250,
267

P h ila re tu s , B rac h am u s, 53n, 76, 109, 110, 
178, 211, 23on

P h ile tas  (P h ile tis? ) , 122, 189 
P h ile tis , 39, 61 
P h ilip p i, 304, 314 
P h ilip p icu s  (7 1 1 -7 1 3 ), 49 
P h ilipp icus 1477, 303 fF.
P h ilippopo lis , 229, 304, 314 
P h ilocales , 72
P h ilo m eliu m  (A ksheh ir), 20, 28n , 32, 56n, 

117, 118, 120, 121, 130, 153, 154, 166, 
169, 170-172 , 180, 184 ff., 190, 191, 214,
215, 218, 224n , 441, 471

P h ilo th eu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  E u c h a ita ) , 61 n 
P h ilo th eu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  H e ra c le ia ) , 

4 i8 n
P h ilo th eu s  (p a tr ia rc h ) , 302, 321 
P h o caea , n  a n d  n , 34n , 115, 150, 166, 

299 a n d  n 
P h o cas , 24, 25n , 72 
P hocas, N icep h o ru s , 53, 67, 72, 96n 
P hoen ic ians , 277n 
P h o in ix , 329 
P h o tiu s , 67
P h ry g ia , 11, i4 n , 2on , 46, 47 , 49 , 58, 61, 

65, 9°> n 3 >  123, H7> 148, 166, 184 ff*.,
216, 217, 250 , 252, 413 

P h ry g ia , C a p a tia n e , 205 a n d  n  
P h ry g ia n , 43 , 46 a n d  n , 47, 48 a n d  n , 56 ,

57, 120, 185
P h u n d a g ia g ita i, 61 , 62 a n d  n 
P h y g e la , 11 a n d  n , g6n  
P h y llo n , 295, 326
P hysic ians: C h r is t ia n , 238 a n d  n , 4 78 ; 

Je w ish , 238n
P ilg rim ag e , 19, 20 a n d  n , 30, 32, 33 a n d  n , 

34n, 36, 4 0 n , 195; T u rk ish , to  C h ris tian  
shrines, 486 , 487 

P im olissa , 162, 167 
P ir, 365
P ira b  S u lta n  (discip le o f  H a d ji B ek tash ), 

379
P isid ia , 34n , 58, 148, 166, 187, i9 2 n , 227n, 

2 8 m , 294, 307n, 310, 3230, 325 
P issa, 129
P ithecas , 21, 31, 1460, 153, 166, 188, 217 
P lan u d es , M ax im u s, 28 m  
P las ten tza  (A lb istan , C o m an a ), 116, 214 
P la ta n e a , 253, 259, 301 
P la ta n io n , 50
P la to , 68, 387 a n d  n , 4 20 ; associa ted  w ith  

S t. A m p h ilo ch iu s o f  Ic o n iu m  a n d  
rev e red  b y  M uslim s, 485 

P le th o , G eo rge  G em isthus, 408, 420 
P o d an d u s , 19, 24n , 28n , n o ,  117 
P o im a m en u m , 116, 149, 166, 188
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INDEX

P o lybo tus (B o lvad in ), 20, 32, 117, 153, 
166, 176, 185, 190 

P om peiopo lis , 35n, 259, 41511 
P o n tic , 16, 33n  
P o n tin e , 15, 230
P o n to h e rac le ia  (H e rac le ia  P o n tic a , B on- 

dereg li) , 293 ff., 302, 310 a n d  n , 318 ff., 
340, 362, 394

P o n tu s, 16, 56n , 58, 107, i i i , i6 o n , i 6 i n ,  
169, 2 6 6 n ; su rv ival o fG reek -sp eak ers  in , 
44>6n, 449 , 451, 4 58 ; T u rk ism s in  G reek  
of, 458 

P ope, 337
P o stin p u sh  (derv ish ), 393
P o tte ry  a n d  ceram ics, I3 n , i7 n , 23, 2 2 2 n ;

C h ris tian s  in  m a n u fa c tu re  of, 477 a n d  n  
P o u n o u ra , 28n
P oupakes (T u rk  co n v erted  to  C h ris tian ity ) , 

442n
Pousgouse, L ake , 120, 121, 215, 222, 235, 

479
P ra c a n a , 28n , 120, 121, 163, 167 
P ra c h in o n  (T u rk ish  em ir), n g n  
P raen e tu s , 28n , 106, 113 
P rien e , 50, 220, 251, 259 
P risc illian , 58n  
P rocop ius, 57, 436
P ro ed ru s  (ecclesiastical title ) , 295, 300 
P ro iconnesus, 35n , 307n, 313, 314, 318, 

326n
P ro n o ia , 71, 78, 218 a n d  n ;  re la tio n  o f  to  

tim a r , 468 , 469, 470
P ro p o n tid , 42 , 114, 115, 146, 150, 152, 166 
P rostax is, 200  ff.
P ro s titu te , 24on , 384, 385 a n d  n  
P ro su h  (T u rk  co n v e rted  to  Is lam ), 442n  
P ro to n o ta r iu s , 6n , 233n, 47on  
P ru sa  (B ursa), 12, 26n, 2gn , 42, 45n , 127, 

130* I 37? 146, 152, 166, 22on, 253, 300, 
301 a n d  n , 306, 3070 , 310 

Psalm s, 390
Psellus, M ich ae l, I3 n , 22, 71, 7 3 -7 5 , 89, 

100
P seudoalex ius, P seudoalex ii, 129, 147, 154, 

1915 23on, 2 6 m , 267n
P to lem y , 237n
P y lae , 12, 13, 26n, 28n, 33n , 52, 106, 113, 

121, 217 a n d  n
Pylles, M ic h ae l (G reek  sc ribe  o f  M u ra d  I I  

co n v e rted  to  Is lam ), 3 6 m  
P y ram u s R iv e r  (G a ih a n ), 155, 156, 163, 

167

Pyrgi, 137
Pyrgion (Pyrgi), 297, 298, 315, 3l6 , 328, 

329. 332
P y th ia  (Y a lo v a), 13

Q a d ir iy y a  (derv ish  o rd e r) , 365 
Q a la n ,  tax , 24gn 
Q a rg a q a ih  a n d  B ak ju r, ig n  
Q u b a d a b a d , 2 2 i n  
Q u sh a iri, 364

R a b b o n  Sym eon (S y rian  p h y sic ian ), 238n 
R a d en u s , 25n
R a m a  (T u rk m e n  ch ie fta in ), 121, I4 7 n , 189
R a m a d a n , 361, 435
R a m a z a n , 139, 142, 466
R a sh id  a l-D in , 237n
R a su l B ab a , 379, 380
R a w w a d id , 8 in
R a y m o n d  o f  A gu liers, 178
R ay y , 94
R a zz ia , 18, 174, 263 
R e b a b , 383
R e d  A p p le  (K iz il E tm a ), 437, 438 
R elig ious p o lem ic : C h ris to logy  a n d  T r in 

ity  in , 4 3 0 -4 3 1 ; cu lt a n d  r i tu a l  in , 

434“ 435 ; e th ics in > 431- 434 ; o rig ins a n d  
d ev e lo p m en t of, 4 2 1 -4 2 8 ; v a lid ity  o f  
sc rip tu res  in , 4 2 8 -4 3 0 ; v ic to ry  o f  Is lam  

in, 435-436 
R h aed estu s , 27n
R h o d es , 132, 2 3 3 ^  241, 255, 295, 296, 304, 

3 J5> 33°
R h o m aio s , 89 , 90, i i i , 153, 164, 186, 189, 

255, 269, 316, 320, 321, 415 
R h o m an io tissa  (m o n aste ry  in  C iu s), 320, 

33i
R h y n d a cu s , 217 
R ib a t,  365 
R ice , 2 7 m , 276n
R ico ld u s d e  M o n te  C rucis  (d . 1320; L a tin  

a u th o r  o f  a n ti-Is lam ic  po lem ic  tra n s 
la te d  in to  G reek ), 282, 424, 428 ff. 

R ifa ’iyya (m ystical o rd e r) , 366 
R in d  (ru n u d , ak h i) , 392, 396 ff.
R iza io n , 307
R ize  (R iza io n ), 362, 395n , 449 
R o g a , 4
R o m a n , 8 , 25, 30 a n d  n , 44 , 45 a n d  n , 46n , 

52, 63, 337, 405 , 411, 413, 4 2 L  43 i 
R o m a n ia  (B y zan tine  E m p ire ) , 149 
R o m an iz a tio n , 1 
R om anopo lis , 109
R o m an u s  I  (9 2 0 -9 4 4 ), 17, 53> 68, 76n 
R o m e, 44 , 57n , 58
R o u m a n ia  (B yzan tine  E m p ire ) , 17, 438 
R oussel o f  B ailleu l, 22n , 53, 76, 99 , 103, 

106-108 , n o ,  i i i , H 2 n , 152, 162, 180 
R ow ers, 2350 
R o za io n , 314
R u k n  a l-D in  K ilid j A rs lan  I V  (1 2 4 8 - 

1264), 227, 243, 244n, 247 
R u k n  a l-D in  S u lay m an  I I  (1196-1204), 

130 a n d  n , 147, 164
R u m  (p rov ince  o f  A n a to lia ) , io n , 23n , 71, 

104, 174, i94n, 2250, 236n, 248, 249, 
255n , 31 in ,  3 6 m , 363, 369, 378, 388n, 

394, 399
R u m , R u m i, U ru m  (as des ig n a tio n  for

G reek  C h ris tian ) , 255n , 3870 , 388n, 

445> 456n
R u n u d  ( r in d ) , 382, 3850, 392 
R u p e n  I I I  (1175 -1187 ), 131 
R u p h in ia n a e , 106, 113
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R u sh an iy y a  (m ystica l o rd e r) , 368 
R ussell, 25 a n d  n  
R u ssia , 261, 268n , 334 
R u ss ian , R uss, 10, 16, 38, 39, 4 3 n , 53, 71, 

75, 106, 234 a n d  n ;  in  Seljuk  arm ies, 468

S a b a e a n , 422 
S a b b a tia n , 61 n  
S ab e llian , 6 in ,  433 
S accelariu s, 349n
S accelion  (ecclesiastical office), 202n,

349n
S accelou , 202n 
S accopho ro i, 58, 62n
S acrifice: o f  A b ra h a m , 435 ; o f  an im a l, 

3711, 371 a n d  n , 4 8 9 -4 9 1 ; o f  ho rse , 27gn ; 
o f  h u m a n , am o n g  n o m ad s, 2 73n, 274n , 

433? 434
S a ’d  a l-D in , 242n , 356 
S a ’d  a l-D in  A b u  B ak r a l-M u staw fi al- 

A rd a b ili ,  243
S a ’d  a l-D in  K h a n  ca ra v a n sa ra y , xiii
S ad ik , 378
S aew u lf, 151
S afav i, I42n , 274
S affro n , 239n
S ah ib  F a h r  a l-D in  A li, 228
S ah ib  F a h r  a l-D in  o f  K azw in , 245, 246
S ah ib  Is fah an i c a rav a n sa ray , 385n
S ah ib o g u lla r i, 138
S ah n eg i (tax ), 249
S a in t (see b e lo w ) :

A lex a n d e r , to m b  a t  E phesus, 34n 
A m ph iloch iu s o f  Ic o n iu m : c h u rc h  of, 

x iii, 36, 38, 64, 4 87 ; c h u rc h  of, scene 
o f  T u rk ish  p ilg rim ag e , 4 8 7 ; c h u rc h  o f 
a t  K o n y a  co n v e rted  to  m o sq u e , th en  
ab a n d o n e d  as hostile  to  M uslim s, 386; 
rev e re d  b y  M uslim s a t  K o n y a  as 
E fla tu n  (P la to ), 485

A th an asiu s  o f  T re b iz o n d  a n d  M o u n t 
A thos, 36

A th en ag en es o f  P e d a c h th o e ; sacrifice o f 
faw n  to , 490

Basil o f  G aesareia , I9 n , 34n, 36 , 41 , 59n, 

95> *55> ! 78> 195 
B lasius o f  A m o riu m , 36 
C assianus, c h u rc h  in  A n tio ch , 159, 199 
C h a ra la m b u s : a n n u a l sacrifice  to  a t 

c h u rc h  in  Z e le , 490 ; associa ted  w ith  
H a d ji  B ektash , 485

C h a rito n  (m o n aste ry ), 387 a n d  n , 487 
C h ris to d o u lu s, 1 5 m , 169, 418 
C o n s tan tin e  th e  J e w , 39, 66 
C osm as, ch u rch  o f  th e  m en d il in  E dessa, 

i97n
C osm as a n d  D am ian u s , 484n 
E ugen iu s, 15, 16, 36, 37, 39n , 40, 4 m , 

42, 160, 222
G eorge , 36, 38, 39, 40 , 4 m ,  360; 

c h u rc h  o f  in  E dessa, I9 7 n ; c h u rc h  o f  
in  C ap p ad o c ia , 440 a n d  n ;  d ep ic ted

as d ra g o n  s layer on  D an ish m en d id  
co inage , 4 74 ; eq u a te d  w ith  K h id ir ,

485
G eorge  H a g io r ite , 34n 
G eo rge  o f  A d rian o p le  (d. 1437; n eo 

m a rty r) ,  3 6 m
G eorge  o f  A m astris , I4 n , 36, 38, 39 
G reg o ry  o f  N az ian zu s, 26, 333 
G reg o ry  o f  N yssa, 36 , 335, 361 
H y ac in th u s , 36 
Io an n ic iu s , 36 
J a c o b  th e  P e rs ian , 341, 342 
J o h n  B a p tis t: ch u rc h  o f  in  E dessa, i9 7 n ; 

c h u rc h  o f  (K iz il A vli) a t  P e rg am u m , 
co n v e rted  to  m osque a n d  a b a n d o n e d ,
486

J o h n  R oussos o f  C a p p a d o c ia : b o d y  
p a ra d e d  th ro u g h  C rg iip  a t  req u e s t o f  
T u rk s  to  c u rb  cho lera , 486 

J o h n  T h eo lo g ian , 34n , 36, 39 , 55, 151,

195.346
L azaru s  o f  M o u n t G alesium , 33n, 34n, 

36 , 40, 4 i n ,  61, 67 
L uke th e  S ty lite  o f  C h a lced o n , 36 
M a ca riu s , 334
M a m as  o f  C aesa re ia , 36 ; d o u b le  

sa n c tu a ry  for C h ris tian s a n d  M uslim s 
a t  Z iy a re t K ilise, 487 

M a r th a , 46n
M a ry  o f th e  M ongo ls , c h u rc h  o f  in  

C o n s tan tin o p le , 484 
M e rcu riu s  o f  C aesare ia , 36, 38, 360 
M ich ae l, n e o -m a rty r  in  E g y p t, 36 m  
M ic h ae l: ch u rc h  o f  in  E dessa , i9 7 n ; 

c h u rc h  o f  a t  T e p e d jik  in  B ithyn ia  
v is ited  b y  T u rk s  for cu re  o f  in san ity , 
486

M ic h ae l M a le in u s , 36 
M ocius, 2on
N icep h o ru s  o f  L a tm u s, 36 
N icho las  o f  M y ra , 36, 38, 39 a n d  n , 40, 

41, 1 5 m , 195; associa ted  w ith  S a ri 
S a ltik , 4 8 5 ; m o n aste ry  of, a t  S inassus, 

377n
N ico n  to u  M e tan o e ite , 36, 39 
P a u l th e  A postle , 36, 55 
P a u l th e  Y o u n g er  (d . 955), 36, 61 
P e te r  o f  A tro a , 5 m  
P h ila re tu s  th e  M erc ifu l, 36, 67 
P h ilo th eu s , 254n
P h o cas : c h u rc h  o f  in  S inope, 14, 36, 195; 

m o n a s te ry  o f  a t  T re b iz o n d , a  h ea lin g  
sh rin e , 4 8 6 ; p an eg y ris  of, 15, 40 , 161; 
p a tro n  sa in t o f  m e rch an ts  a n d  seam en , 
i4n

P h o tin e  o f  Iz m ir , ch u rc h  o f  v is ited  by 
T u rk s  fo r cu re  o f  eye a ilm en ts , 486 

P o ly ca rp , 36 
P rocop iu s, 360
S abbas , c h u rc h  o f  n e a r  K o n y a , 487 
S o p h ia , doors o f  v en e ra te d  b y  T u rk s ,

485*1
S o p h ia  o f  P e rg am u m , 486
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INDEX

S te p h a n , ch u rch  o f  in  E dessa, 197a 
T h e o d o re  T e ro n , 34*1, 36, 37, 38 a n d  n , 

40, 41 a n d  n ;  c h u rc h  o f  in  E dessa, 
197; o ften  eq u a te d  w ith  K h id ir , 485 

T h o m as, ch u rc h  o f  in  E dessa, I9 7 n  
T ry p h o n , 36 

S a iram , 366
S ak aria  R iv e r  (S an g ariu s), 373n 
S ak ir (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), s6on  
S a lah  a l-D in , 163 
S albakus, 296 
S alo r (T u rk ish  tr ib e ) , 26on 
S a ltp e te r, 2 ^g n
S altu k id  o f  E rz e ru m , 118, 133, 144, 155, 

160
S am ad  (e p ith e t o f  A lla h  in  S u ra ) , 112, 431, 

442
S am an id , 82 
S a m a rita n , 432n
S am a rq a n d , 237n , 262 a n d  n , 3820 
S am av n a , 358 
S am e (em ir) , 127 
Sam okalo , 283 
Sam os, 3n , 5, 115, 309, 492 
S am o sa ta , 26n , 28n , 3 3 ,45n , 53, 157 a n d  n , 

175, 182, 240, 2470 
S am p su n  (in  w estern  A n a to lia ) , 131 
S am sum  (A m isus), 139, 223, 242, 246, 

2 8 m , 449 
S am tzh e , 283 
S am uel A lusianus, 91 
S am u h , 76, 87, 89, 94 
S an d ik li, 28on
S angariu s  R iv e r , 30, 31, 32, 33n, 97 , 107, 

118, 137, 153, 187, 190, 253, 255, 343n 
S an ia n a , 21, 31, 32 
S a n ta b a ris , 20, 185, 190 
S an u to , M a rin o , 183
S aracen s, 10 a n d  n , 14, 39 , 5on , 53 , 67, 

183, 434
S a ra f  a l-D in , 248 
S a ra f  H isa r, 247 
S a rah o r, 353 
S arakhs, 83
S a ra p a ta  M ylonos, 122, 189 
S a ray , 236n, 382 
S aray d jik , 353, 396
Sardes, 230 , 260, 34n , 450 , 56, 117, 15011, 

166, 170, 234J1, 252, 298, 302, 304, 305, 
3 io n

S ard ica , canons of, 204, 209 
S a rid ag o u n io n , G reek  of, h eav ily  in flu 

en ced  b y  T u rk ish , 459 
S a r i Ism a il (discip le o f  H a d ji  B ek tash ), 

379, 380 
S arlkoy , 3730
S a ri S altik , 378 ff.; id en tified  w ith  St.

N icho las , 485 
S a ro u g , 53
S a ru h a n , 139, 140, 141, 2 8 m , 336n, 392 
Sassan  (T u rk ish  em ir), 251, 348 
S assan id , 49 , 397n, 436 
S a ta la , 32

S av io u r, ch u rc h  o f  in  E dessa, i9 7 n  
S a y f  a l-D in  K a ra su n q u r , 2430 
Sayfi, 400 a n d  n  
S caliarius, 115, i7 9 n , 441 
S cam an d e r (T ro a d ), 252, 254 a n d  n  
S can d in av ian , 53 
Scepidis, 25n
S ceuophy lax  (ecclesiastical office), 202n,

349n
S ch iltb erg er, 225, 357, 358
S cho larius, G en n ad iu s , 286, 360 ff., 453
Sclerus, 25n , 72, 73
Sclerus, B ardas, 190
S crenariu s , 25n
S cy th , 14, 15; as sty le  o f  life, 410 ff., 434 
Seals, D an ish m en d id s  im ita te  B yzan tin e , 

470 a n d  n
S ebaste ia  (S ivas), 5, 22, 26 a n d  n , 28n,

29n> 3 1, 32, 33, 34n , 38, 54, 55, 76, 9*- 
97, 103, 115, 122, 145, 159 a n d  n , 164, 
167, 171, 184, 185, 220, 231, 259, 292, 
304, 306, 3230, 326, 341, 362, 394 

Sebastopolis , 26n 
S ebastus, 236 a n d  n  
S econd  C a p p ad o c ia , 205 a n d  n  
Selefke (S eleuceia), 259 
S eleuceia, 3n , 5, 19 a n d  n , 28n , 32, 34n , 52, 

163, 167, 217, 304 , 339 
Selge, 35n
Selim  I  (1512” i 520), 239, 345, 355 
Selinus (b ishop o f  G o th s), 46, 47 
Seljuks, G re a t, 82 ff., 171, 193 
Seljuks o f  R u m , v ii, v iii, 1, n n ,  2on , 30n, 

37n , 42 , 54, 6 8 , 6 9 -1 4 2 , 412, 439, 440 
passim ; em p lo y  G reek  scribes, 4 70 ; 
e th n ic  d ive rsity  in  arm ies of, 468 

S elym bria , 301
Serna’ (m usical a n d  d an c in g  r i tu a l  o f 

M aw law is), x iii, 383 a n d  n , 384 a n d  n , 
385 a n d  n , 388, 389 a n d  n  

S em azen  bash ! ( lead er o f  M aw law i sem a), 

383n
S em endere  (C ap p a d o c ian  v illage), T u rk 

ish  p e n e tra tio n  o f  spoken  G reek  in , 458 
Sem itic , 277n
S en ech erim -H o h v an n es , 54, 55, 81 
S en n ach erim  the  E v il, 135, 136 
Serbs, 1, 218, 359n, 463 
S erhenk , 242
Serres, 22gn, 2540, 314, 322n 
Seven S leepers, 3 4 n
Seveverek , 94, 157, 158 a n d  n , 167, 178, 

23on, 362 
S evindjik , 301 
Seyid  A b d a l, 400 a n d  n  
Seyid  G h az i T ek k e , x iii, 2 2 m , 222, 273 
S ey id  M u h a m m a d  H a r r a n  o f  A ksheh ir, 

3 7 °n
S h a b an in y y a  (m ystical o rd e r) , 368, 393n 
S h a d d a d id , 8 in ,  86 , 188 
S h ad iliy y a  (m ystical o rd e r) , 365 
S h ah in sh a h  (b ro th e r  o f  K ilid j I I  A rlsan ), 

122, 123, 184
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S h am  a l-D in  A ltu n  A b a , 232, 353 
S h a m a n , sh am an ism , 271 ff., 366, 3 6 9 ^  

371 a n d  n
S ham s a l-D in  H ass O g u z , 243 
S ham s a l-D in  Is fa h an i, 425 
S ham s a l-D in  o f  T a b r iz  (m ystic), 383 
S h am siy y a  (m ystical o rd e r), 368 
S h a r ia , 364
S h a r if  a l-D aw la , 211, 213 
S h ark i K a ra h isa r , 139 
S h e b in -K a rah is a r , 449 
S heep , 220, 270, 284 
S h iite , 369
S h ip b u ild e rs , 235n, 42on , 480
S h ira , 355
S h iraz , 400
S h u rk h a n , 83
S iby la , 121
S icily , 35 , 71, 96n  106, 304, 305, 3 0 9 , 351 , 

404
S ide, i3 n , 1411, 28n, 33, 34n , 45n > 152, 294, 

295, 302, 304, 306, 310, 314 a n d  n , 315, 
325 a n d  n , 334, 340 

S id e ra  (Iro n )  (fortress), 217 
S ilk , i2 n ,  i3 n , i5 n , i8 n , i9 n , 23 a n d  n , 

183, 238 a n d  n , 3g8n, 42on, 467 a n d  n , 

477
Sille  (Sy llaion , S illy u m ?), 3 8 7 ^  r e tr e a t  o f  

G re ek  before T u rk ish  in , 4 59 ; su rv iv a l o f 
spoken  G reek  in , 450, 451 

S ilo , 17, 246
Silsile, o f  derv ishes, 369 a n d  n  
S ilv e rsm ith , 237n 
S ilm n a d u , 53 
S inai, 220
S inassus, 377 a n d  n ;  C h ris tian  ce rem o n y  

a t ,  in  h o n o r o f  H a d ji  B ek tash ’s m irac le ,

485
S inope, 14, 26n, 28n , 33, 36, 5 6 n , 114, 

115-117 , 130, 132, 138, 141, 160, 161, 
167, 176, 197, 198, 221, 223, 23on , 233, 
236, 242 , 246, 293, 310 a n d  n , 326, 327; 
m e d ic in a l e a r th  a t , 492 

Sis, 242, 256, 362, 390 
S is iya-G om ana (G o m an a  P o n tic a ) , 177, 

362
S itt  K h a tu n  (wife o f  M u h a m m a d  I I ) ,  237 
Sivas (S eb aste ia ), 139, 140, 241, 242, 246, 

248, 28 m ,  374, 385, 386n, 399n , 400 
a n d  n ,  401, 4 45 ; K a ra m a n lid h e s  in , 452 

S iv rih isa r, 373n 
S iy aq a t, 243
S iy asa tn am e  o f  N izam  a l-M u lk , 179n 
S iy u rg a l, 469 
S k ab a lan o v ic , 303 ff.
S k o p ia , 105
S lave , s lavery , I2 3 n , 174 ff., 182, 212, 

240 ff., 251 f f ,  268, 269, 273n , 27411, 
282, 284, 346 ; d om estic , 240, 241 , 3 9on ; 
co m m erc ia l (p ro s titu tio n ), 2 4 o n ; m ili
ta ry  a n d  adm in istra tive*  240 ff.

S lavs, 1, 4 , 7, 36, 5 0 -5 2 , 59n , 62n , 68, 135, 
i8 o n , 457 , 470
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S m aro h sa , 355
S m y rn a  ( Iz m ir) , n ,  23n, 26n , 28n , 35n , 

36, 56, 115, 117, a n d  n , i4 9 n , 150, 151, 
166, 169, 181 a n d  n , 217, 22on , 259, 
298, 299 a n d  n , 304, 3 0 7 ^  310 a n d  n , 
3 i m ,  317, 326, 329 a n d  n , 338, 348, 
349, 36 m , 481 

S m y rn io te , 239, 338 
S ocra tes, 46, 480 , 384 
Sofia, tran sfe r o f  G reeks a n d  A rm en ian s 

fro m  A n a to lia  to  by  O tto m an s , 446n  
Sofra (n o m ad ic  tab lec lo th ) , 277n 
S o lem nia , 21 o  a n d  n  
Soli, 45
Solym as (T u rk ish  em ir), 122, 189 
S om keth , 284, 285 
Soskayastos (m o n aste ry ), 355 
S ouan ites, 25n  
Sozom enus, 46 , 47
Sozopolis, 28n, 118, 119, 120, 127, 154, 

166, 168, 187, 190 f f ,  205, 216, 299, 

319, 325 
S p ah i, 469
S p ain , 2gn, 351, 410, 4 21 ; A ra b iz a tio n  in , 

4 60 ; Is lam iza tio n  in , 460 
S p a r ta , 39
S p h ran tzes , o n  d ec line , 409 
S tau ropo lis  (C a r ia ) ,  34n, 296, 302, 304, 

31 °n, 3 r4s 3 r5) 323n, 33°
S tenon , 329 
S tep h e n  o f  P erch e , 131 
S th lavesiano i, 51 a n d  n  
S trab o , 44
S tra b o ro m an u s , 25n , 105 
S tra teg u s, s tra teg e ia , 2 , 6n , 8, 9, 24 
S trob ilu s , 11 a n d n ,  28n, 33n, 52, 113, 137, 

151, 166, 169, 195 
S try m o n , 5, 309 
Sufi, sufism , 273, 363 f f ,  393n 
S u g ar, 384, 385n 
S u g d a ia , 241, 295, 326 
S u h ra w a rd i, 243
S u h ra w a rd iy y a  (m ystica l o rd e r) , 365 
S u k m an  (son o f  A rtu k ) , 116, i5 7 n , 165 
S u lay m an , 105 a n d  n , 106, 113 a n d  n, 

114 ff-, * 8 i, i 97 j 211
S u la y m a n  C h e leb i (O tto m a n  p o e t) , 359n 
S u lay m an  I  K a n u n i ( i5 2 0 - i5 6 5 ) ,2 3 9 ^ 3 9 3  
S u ltan iy y a , 386n 
S u lta n  K h a n  ca rav a n sa ray , x iii 
S u lta n  W a la d  (d . 1312; son o f  D ja la l a l-  

D in  R u m i) ,  283, 3 8 m , 382 a n d  n , 383, 
385 a n d  n ,  392, 4 0 m ;  S u lta n  W a la d  
d ev ri, 383n

S u ltan y iig i (E sk isheh ir), 354 
S u lu d ja  K a ra  O y iik , 369 
S u m are -i K o b c u r  ( tax ) , 2^gn  
S u m ela , 42, 355, 4 9 5 ; m o n a s te ry  o f

v isited  by  T u rk s  fo r cu re , 486 
S u n g u rlu , 28on  
S u n n i, 271
S u p ah  (G reek -speak ing  v illage in  reg io n  

o f  N icopo lis), 449n
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S u ra , 423 ff.
S u rm en e , 355 
S u ru j, 116 
Susuz, 362, 379 
Sw ine, 13
S y lla ion  (S illyum , S ille ?), 26n, 28n, 304, 

3 1 0 ,  315, 325 a n d  n , 331, 339 
S y n n ad a , I2n, i4 n , 20, 26n, 28n, 34n , 66, 

297> 302, 304, 317, 319 
S y n n ad en u s , 25n, 105 
S ynod , 35, 62, 194, 205 ff, 248n, 300 ff, 

380, 381, 391, 418, 442 
S y n th ro n o n , 207
S yria , 3n , 15, 18, 19, 23n , 38, 39 , 54, 55, 

59, 68 , 180, 194 a n d  n , 235 a n d  n , 247, 
248, 267, 279, 351, 405 , 408, 422 

S yriac, 2 3 7 n ; au th o rs , ig n , 8 in ;  la n g u ag e , 
48, 235n , 421, 4 2 2 ; r e tr e a t  o f  befo re  
A ra b ic , 459

S y rian , v ii, 17, l8 n , 39n , 53, 63, 69 , 88 , 92, 
93, 121, 143, i5 8 n , 172, 194 ff-, 211 ff., 
234) a 35s 238 a n d  n , 2 4 7 ,4 0 3 ,4 1 8 ,4 6 3 ,4 7 9

T a b a i (T a v a s ) , 380, 394 
T a b k u r  ( tax ) , 249
T a b r iz ,  8 in ,  86, 228n , 237n, 263, 337, 

' 3̂ 2n, 386, 398n, 40on 
T a c h ir , 285 
T ac itu s , 411 , 412 
T ac tic o n , 308  ff.
T a d j a l-D in  (son o f  A h m a d  a l-R ifa ’i) , 385, 

a n d  n
T a d j a l-D in  H u say n , 228 
T a d j a l-D in  M o tazz , i8 3 n  
T ag a ris , G eo rge , 336n 
T ag a ris , M a n u e l, 336n 
T ag a ris , P a u l, 335 f f  
T a g h la b ite , 67 
T a g m a ta , 4 , 50, 52, 75) 9 1 
T a h r i r  d efte r, 471 
T a h ta d ji ,  x iii, 272n, 277n 
T a ilo r , 384 
T a iq , 54, 229n 
T a is , 54 
T a le b e , 353 
T a lim e g in i, 354 
T am is , 99 , 103 
T a n a , 261, 268 
T a n g rip e rm es , 115, 150 
T a n ik  (A rm en ian  b u tc h e r ) , 387n 
T an n su w iy y a  (m ystical o rd e r ) , 368 
T a n ta lu s , 29 , 129, 155, 166, 184, 190, 215, 

218, 224n , 471 
T a o -K h la r je ti ,  66, 2 8 m  
T a ’ous, 384n 
T a p d ik  E m re , 373n
T arak li-y en id jes i (Y an iy a ), 343, 393n,

394, 4 00n
T a rch a n io te s , Jo se p h , 98, 99 
T a r h  (tax ) , 24pn 
T a r iq a , 365, 383 f f  
T a ro n , 54, 290

T a ro n ite s , 5 4 -6 6 , 162 
T aro n ite s  (C h ris tian  p hysic ian  o f  O rh a n ) ,  

2380, 427, 440 
T a rs ia , 129
T arsu s , 19 a n d  n , 26n , 28n , 31, 45n , 53, 

109, 116, 117, 119, 121, 127, 144, 169, 
171, 180 a n d  n ,  181, 182, 214, 256, 259, 
2 8 m

T asaw w uf, 363 
T a s th a n e  (v estia riu m ), 382 
T a ta r ,  261 f f , 3340, 337, 374 f f  
T a tia n o i, 58 
T a tic iu s , 2 i4 n
T a u ru s , 3 1 ,3 2 ,9 3 ,  104, 108, 109, n o ,  114,

I 16, I3 3 -* 3 5 , I3 8 ) i 6 2, 168-170, l 8 l ,  
193, i9 4 n , 2330 , 245) 2 6 m , 2 7 m  

T av as  (T a b a i) , 27on , 2 8 m , 3 io n ,  362, 379, 
380, 386n, 4oon

T a x , 2, 5, 10, i8 n ,  26 , 67, 75, 76, 79, 80 
a n d  n , 85 , 107, 113, 130, 136, 177, 183 
a n d  n , 184, 197, ig g n , QOin, 2 0 7 0 ,2 1 0 , 
213, 218 f f ,  224 a n d  n , 233 a n d  n , 
245 f f ,  270 a n d  n , 280, 314, 322, 346n, 

392 n , 350, 359) 405) 406, 433) 4^4 ; 
B y zan tin e  in fluence on  S eljuk  a n d  
O tto m a n  system s, 471 -473  

T e b e rra , 371
T ek e  (T u rk ish  tr ib a l g ro u p ), 26on 
T eke ili, 141 
T ek fu r  P in a r , 396n
T ekke  (derv ish  m o n a ste ry ) , x iii, 246, 375, 

378) 383, 385 a n d  " ,  393 ff., 4 02 ; 
ch u rch es co n v e rted  to , 484 -485  

T ek m o re ian  society, 48 
T e ll A rsan ias, 28n , 53 
T e ll B ash ir, 1^6 a n d  n , 167, iq6  
T e ll P a tr iq , 53
T em b ris  R iv e r , 21, 57n , 121, 188, 190
T e p h ric e  (D iv rig i), 28n , 31, 33, 54, 55, 60, 

76, 118
T essaresk a id ek a tita i, 6 in ,  67 
T ev e lla , 371
T ex tiles, 15, 16, i8 n ,  20 a n d  n , 23 a n d  n , 

183 a n d  n , 222, 238 a n d  n , 239 a n d  n , 
4 0 m ;  B y zan tin e  in fluence  o f  on  Seljuk  
ce rem o n ia l robes, 4 6 7 ; C h ris tian  w eav 
ers, sp inners , ta ilo rs  of, 477 a n d  n  

T h a m a r  (G u rd ji K h a tu n ? ;  d o n o r o f  
ch u rc h  o f  St. G eo rge  a t  B eliseram a), 
440 a n d  n  

T h e b a n , 239n 
T h e lk u m , 94
T h em e , 2 -5 , 8, I5 n , 22n, 24, 31, 32, 33n, 

54, 67, 74, 87, 88 , 91, 95, i n ,  117, 120, 
127, 229n, 3 0 9 ,3 1 0

T h e o d o ra  (d a u g h te r  o f  J o h n  C a n ta cu z en e  
a n d  w ife o f  O rh a n ) ,  343, 440 a n d  n 

T h e o d o ra  (wife o f  T h eo p h ilu s ) , 25n 
T h eo d o re  (m e tro p o litan  o f  N ica ea ) , 6 in  
T h e o d o re  A b u  Q u r ra ,  422 
T h eo d o sian a , 26n
T heodosiopo lis  (E rz e ru m ), 17, 26n, 28n, 

3 *) 33
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T h eo d o siu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  M e lite n e ) ,
290, 320

T h e o p h a n es , 16, 5 m
T h eo p h a n es  (d. 1381; m e tro p o lita n  o f 

N ic a e a ) , 327 a n d  n , 343, 36on , 440 
T h eo p h a n es  G o n tin u a tu s , 51 
T h eo p h ilu s  (829 -842 ), 4 , 25n, 66 
T h eo p h y lac tu s  (m e tro p o litan  o f  A tta le ia ) , 

295
T hessalon ike , 6n , 205n , 220, 229n , 299n, 

304 ff., 309, 314, 318, 331, 338, 344, 426 
T h iry a n u s  A la  a l-D in  (G reek  co n v e rt to  

Is lam  a n d  M aw law i derv ish ), 387  ff. 
T h o m a s  th e  S lave, 5 m  
T h o n d ra k i, 60, 63 
T h o ro s , 121, I56n , 453n  
T h ra c e , 5, 60, 62n, 8gn, 131, 299, 300, 309, 

344) 4 !0 ) 414
T h ra c e s ia n , 3n , 4 , 6n , 11, 32, 50, 120, 127,

309
T h ra c ia n , 210, 211, 358n
T h re sh in g  sledge (T y k an e), x iii, 476n,

477n
T h y a te ira ,  56, 486 
T h y n ia , 114, 146, 166 
T h y ra ia ,  137, 251, 252, 259 
T h y ria n u s  (G reek  a rc h ite c t) , 235, 236 

a n d  n
T ic in o  Z a c h a r ia  o f  P h o caea , 34n 
T ic iu m , 28n
T ie tz e  (studies o f  on  G reek  loan w o rd s in  

T u rk ish ) , 462 ff., 476 ff., 481 a n d  n  
T iflis, 284 
T ili ,  121
T im a r , 354, 355 ; re la tio n  to  p ro n o ia , 

4 6 8 -4 7 0
T im o th y , A postle , to m b  o f  a t  E phesus, 34n 
T im u r ,  140, 141, 215, 237n, 260 ff., 269, 

27on , 272n, 2750 , 277n, 27gn , 293n, 
298, 301

T im u r ta sh  (M ongo l g o v ern o r), i3 8 n , 139, 
224, 225

T ire  (T h y ra ia ) , 400n 
T irm id , 382n 
T iu m , 253 
T iy u l, 469
T o g h ru l (1054-1063), I7 n , 8 2 -8 4 , 87 an d  

n , 267
T o g h ru l (em ir o f  A m ase ia ), H 9 n  
T o h m a  R iv e r , 122 
T o h u m , i8 o n
T o k a t (D oceia), 29n , 115, 139, 232n , 242, 

246, 259, 386n, 387n , 445, 446 
T o le d o , 2gn 
T o ra h , 359n 
T o rb esk i, 62n 
T o rla k  H u -K e m a l, 358 
T o rn ices , 66, 74, 232n 
T o rn ice s , E u th y m iu s , 203 
T o rn ice s , G eorge , 62n 
T o rn ices , L eo , 86 
T o rn ik  (em ir o f  T o k a t) ,  232 
T osia , K aram an lid h es  in , 452n

T o u rk o p o u lo i, 229n, 2 4 m , 2 63n ; converts 
to  C h ris tian ity , 441, 4 4 2 n ; se ttled
a ro u n d  V a rd a r ,  441

T o w n s: B yzan tine , 6 -3 4 , 37, 41, 44, 45n , 

52, 53) 56, 57*1, 58, 64, 65, 107, 110-113, 
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Towns, Villages, Etc.
Abydus
Achyraous
Acmonia
Acroenus
Adana
Adramyttium (Edremit) 
Adranutzi
Adrianople (in Lycia) 
Albistan (Ablastha, Elbistan) 
Amara
Amaseia (Amasya)
Amastris (Amasra)
Amid (Diyarbakir)
Amisus (Samsun)
Amorium
Anastasiopolis
Anazarba
Andavalis
Anemurium
Angelocome (Ainegol)
Ani
Ankara
Annesoi
Antioch
Antiocheia (of Pisidia)
Antiocheia
Apameia
Apameia
Apollonias
Arabissus
Archelais (Aksaray)
Ardjish (Ercis)
Argaous
Arsamosata
Artze
Assus
Attaleia (Antalya)


Balbissa 
Baris (Isparta)
Basilaion (Gordou Gome) 
Basilica Therma 
Bathys Rhyax 
Belocome (Biledjik)
Binbir Kilise


Elegmoi Dc
Ephesus Bf
Erythrae Ae
Erzerum (Theodosiopolis) k
Euchaita (Qorum) Ic


Mt. Galesium Be


Key to Map Gallipoli 
Gangra (Qankiri)


Ac
He


Germaniceia Kf
Graos Gala Df


Haghios Procopius (Orgup) le
Helenopolis Dc
Gybistra Heraclcia (Eregli) kf
Heracleia (Pontica) Fb
Hierapolis Cf


Gaborcion Ed Hisn Mansur Mf
Ac Gaesareia (Kayseri) Je Hisn Zaid (Harput) Ne
Bd Calamus Bd Hypaipa Pe
De Gamacha Nd
Ee Garia (Aphrodisias) Gf Iconium (Konya) Gf
Jf Castamon Hb Kaballa Gf
Ad Gatoicia Be Kaisum Lf
Pb Gedrea Ee Kars Rc
Df Geltzene (Erzindjian) Nd
Le Cenchrae Ad Lacerion De
Ld Gerasus (Giresun) Me Lampe De
Jc Ghalcedon Dc Lampsacus (Lapseki) Ac
Gb Gharax Df Laodiceia (Ladik, Dcnizli) Dl-
Of Charsianon Kc Laodiceia (Cecaumene, Ladik) Ge
Kb Ghliara Bd Laqabin Me
Fe Ghliat (Ahlat) Qe Laranda Gf
Fc Choma Siblia (Soublaion) De Larissa Ke
J f Ghonae (Honas) Df Mt. Latmus Bf
If Ghrysopolis Db Lentiana Be
Gg Gilician Gates Jf Leucae Dc
Dc Gius Dc Livisi Dg
Rc Glaudia Me Lopadium Cc
Gd Claudiopolis Fc Lycandus (Lapara) Le
Kc Glazomenae Ae Lystra p f
Kg Goloneia Me
Fe Colophon Be Magnesia pf
Cf Gomana Ke Magnesia lie
Cc Gomana (Pontica) Kc Malagina Ec
Ee Gorasium fg Mamassos Le
Cc Gorycus Ig Manzikert (Malazgirt) Od
Ke Gotyaeum (Kutahya) Dd Mardin Of
Ie Gotyora Lc Mastaura Cf
Rd Gouboucleia Cc Matiane ke
Me Cromna Gb Mayaferrikin (Martyropolis) Oe
Ne Cyzicus Be Melitene (Malatya) Me
Pc Miletus Bf
Ad Dadybra Ic Mistheia Ff
Eg Dazimon Kc Mocissus (Kirsehir) Hd


Derbe Hf Modrene fc
Ie Doceia lb Mopsuestia Jf
Ef Dorylaeum (Eskisehir) Ed Mylasa


fFc Dvin Tc Myra Eg
Jd
Kd Edessa (Urfa) Mf Nacoleia Ed
Dc Elaea Be Nazianzus j f
Hf Elatea Ad Neapolis Fe


Ncocaesareia (Niksar) Kc
Nicara (Iznik) Dc
Nicomcdia (Izmid) Dc
Nicopolis Me
Nigdc If
Nisi bis (Nusaybin) Pf
Nymphaeum (Nif) Be
Nysa Bf
Nyssa Hd


Oenoe (Oinacum, Uniye) Lb


Paipcrt (Baybcrt) Oc
Panasion De
Pariutn Be
Parnassus He
Patara Dg
Paurae Jb
Pcdachlhoc Kc
Pcntapolis Ee
Pergamum (Bergama) Bd
Pcrgo Eg
Perkri Rd
Pcssinus Fd
Philadelpheia (Alasehir) Ce
Philomeliuin (Aksehir) Fe
Phocaea Ae
Phygela Bf
Pimolissa Ic
Pithecas Dc
Platanca Dc
Podandus (Pozanti) If
Poiimimenum Ac
Polybotus (Bolvadin) Ee
Pompeiopolis lb
Pracana Hg
Pracnctus Dc
Priene Bf
Pros tan na Ef
Prusa (Bursa) Dc
Pylac Dc
Pyrgion (Pyrgi) Ae
Pythia (Yalova) Dc


Rhizus Ob


Sagalassus Ef
Samosata (Samsat) Mf
Saniana Hd
Santabaris Ed
Sardes Be
Sasima Ie
Satala Nc
Scamander Ad
Sebasteia (Sivas) Ld
Scleuceia (Silifke) Hg
Beige Ff
Seveverek Nf
Side Eg
Sille Gf
Sillyum Eg
Sinope Jb
Sis Jf
Smyrna (Izmir) Be


Sozopolis Ec
Saruj (Serug) Mg
Synnada Ee


Tabae (Tavas) Cf
Tarsia Ec
Tarsus fg
'Pell Bashir Eg
Tcphrice (Divrigi) Md
Thyateira Be
Thyraia (Teira, Arcadiopolis) Be
Pi lion Ne
’Pralles Bf
Trebizond Nb
Tripolis Mb
Tripolis Ce
' Procnada Fd
Tyana If
Tyriaeum Fe
Tzamandus Ke


Zapetra Le
Zompus Bridge Gd


Seas, Islands
Aegean Sea


Black Sea


Galymnos Ag
Ghios Ae
Gonstantinople Cc
Gos Ag
Cyprus Gi


Icaria Af
Imbros Ac


Lesbos Ad


Mediterranean Sea


Patmos Af
Proiconnesus Be
Propontis Be


Rhodes Bg


Samos Af
Samothrace Ac


Tencdos Ad


Rivers, Lakes
Acampsis R. Dc
L. An an a Df
L. Aphnilis l ie
L. Artynia Cc
L. Ascania Ef
L. Ascania Dc


Gaicus R. Ad
Calycadnus R. Hg
L. Garalis Ff
Cayster R. Be


Euphrates R. Nf
Eurymedon R. Eg


Granicus R. Ac


Halys R. Jb
Hermus R. Ac


Indus R. Cg
Iris R. Kc


Lamus R. Hg
L. Limnae Ef


Macestus R. Bd
Macander R. Af
L. Forty Martyrs Fe
Melas R. Eg


Orontes R. Kg


Pyramus R. Jg


Sangarius R. Ed
Sarus R. Jg
L. Sophon Kc


L. Tatta He
Tembris R. Ed
Tigris R. 1’f
L. Trogitis Ff


L. Van Re








Maps of Asia Minor, the Caucasus, and Neighboring
Lands


in the 8th-15th Centuries


The following selected public domain maps are from the Historical Atlas by William R. Shepherd (New York,
1911), made available by The Perry-Castañeda Library Map Collection of the University of Texas at Austin. The
complete Atlas may be downloaded from that site. Available at the same site is a later, extended, composite
version of Shepherd's Atlas drawn from editions published in 1923 and 1926. All maps below are from the 1911
edition unless otherwise indicated.


Asia Minor, 8-15th Centuries


The Caliphate in 750 
The Byzantine Empire and the Caliphate about 814 
Europe and the Byzantine Empire about 1000 
Europe and the Mediterranean Lands about 1097 
Asia Minor and the Crusader States in Syria, about 1140 
Europe and the Mediterranean Lands about 1190, 1926 edition 
The Mediterranean Lands after 1204 
The Byzantine Empire, 1265-1355 
The Mongol Dominions, 1300-1405 
The Ottoman Empire, 1451-1481


Medieval Commerce, Europe 
Medieval Commerce, Asia 


The following selected maps are from Muir's Historical Atlas—Mediaeval and Modern by Ramsey Muir
(London, 1911, reprinted numerous times).


Europe, the Middle East, and Parts of Asia, 7th-13th Centuries


The Conquests of Islam 
Europe and Western Asia in the Time of Charlemagne, Western Lands 
Europe and Western Asia in the Time of Charlemagne, Eastern Lands 
Europe c. 900 A.D. 
Europe at the Time of the First Crusade, c. 1100 A.D. 
Second, Third, and Fourth Crusades. The Latin States in Syria 



http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/historical/history_shepherd_1911.html

http://www.lib.utexas.edu/maps/historical/history_shepherd_1923.html





Parts of Europe and Asia, 13th-14th Centuries


Eastern Europe and Asia Minor c. 1250 
Europe and Asia Minor c. 1360 
Asia under the Mongols, Commercial Routes, Western Lands 
Asia under the Mongols, Commercial Routes, Eastern Lands 
Asia under the Mongols, Commercial Routes, India 
Europe, Medieval Commerce 
Growth of the Ottoman Empire 


The following maps of Historical Armenia, made by C. Toumanoff, accompany his book [at Internet Archive:]
Studies in Christian Caucasian History (Georgetown, 1963), and his article "Armenia and Georgia" [Chapter
XIV in The Cambridge Medieval History vol. IV, The Byzantine Empire part I (Cambridge, 1966)].


Historical Armenia and Iberia/Georgia


Caucasia in the 8th-11th Centuries 
Caucasia in the 12th-15th Centuries 


The following maps of the Middle East appear in The History of the Crusades, vol. 1. The First Hundred Years
(Philadelphia, 1958), and vol. 2. The Later Crusades, 1189-1311 (Philadelphia, 1962), K. M. Setton, editor-in-
chief. All six volumes of The History of the Crusades are available for reading online courtesy of the University
of Wisconsin.


The Near/Middle East during the 11-12th Centuries


The Near East
Persia and Adjacent Regions
Northern Syria
Palestine
Near East during the First Crusade, 1097-1100
Near East during the Reign of Baldwin I, 1100-1118
The Latin States during the Reign of Baldwin II, 1118-1131
The Latin States during the Time of Zengi, 1131-1146
The Near East during the Second Crusade, 1146-1148



https://archive.org/details/ia_toumanoff_index/mode/2up

https://archive.org/details/ArmeniaAndGeorgia

http://digicoll.library.wisc.edu/cgi-bin/History/History-idx?type=browse&scope=History.HistCrusades





The Near/Middle East during the Late 12th-Early 14th Centuries


The Latin States in 1189
The Near East during the Third Crusade, 1189-1192
The Crusade of 1197
The Near East
The Fifth Crusade, 1218-1221
The Crusade of Louis IX, 1249-1250
Palestine
Syria
The Latin States, 1192-1243
The Latin States, 1243-1291
Cyprus
Persia and Adjacent Areas
The Mongols in the Near East (to 1291)
The Mamluks in the Near East (to 1291)


Compiled by Robert Bedrosian, 2020.


This material is presented solely for non-commercial educational/research purposes.
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