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ANNA BALLIAN

Dedications and donors of 17th to 19th century church silver

A CHARACTERISTIC FEATURE of church silver of the 17th
to 19th centuries is the dedicatory inscription. These
inscriptions are usually lengthy, but even when more
concise, they provide us with a wealth of information
concerning donors and places of dedication, the
mechanisms of donation and the motivating factors
underlying it. The typology of the inscriptions and the
attitudes which they reflect are comparable to their
counterparts in late antiquity and the Byzantine
middle ages. However the variations in the sphere of
language, ecclesiastical and political geography, and the
terminology of rank display evidence of an evolution
which results from the historical conditions of the era
which produced them.

This discussion is based mainly on material in the
Benaki Museum, a major part of which consists of relics
brought by refugees from Asia Minor, the Pontos and
Eastern Thrace. The inscriptions, a large number of
which were published in 1959 by Eugenia Chatzidaki
and Eugene Dalleggio, are in Greek or Karamanli —
i.e. in Turkish or a mixture of Turkish and Greek, but
written in Greek characters.! However, silverware from
churches or monasteries in Greece displays similar
types of inscription, which can indeed be found in all
form of religious objects dedicated by Greek Orthodox
Christians throughout the Ottoman empire, both in
the Balkans and in Asia Minor.?

A religious dedication commemorates both the act of
a pious donation and the donor, with the explicit or
implicit intention of receiving a spiritual reward. While
the key elements in the inscriptions are based on this
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requirement, they are often extended to include a wider,
though related, range of information. In their fullest
form they can be classified into six main categories: 1)
the dedicated object, 2) the donor or contributor, 3) the
place of dedication, 4) the motivation, 5) the date and
6) the craftsman. Thus the inscription on the flabella
from the Pontos (fig. 1) gives us nearly all the possible
information:

Object: TATIAPONTA EEAIITEPYTA ACIEPQOHIAN
(The present flabella were dedicated).

Donor: TTAPA TOY ITANIEPQTATOY APXIEITI-
YKOITOY XAAAIAY KYPIOY II'NATIOY (By the
most holy Archbishop of Chaldia Lord Ignatios).

Place: EN TQ NAQ THX YIIEPATIAY @EOTOKOY
THX KANHQTHZAZ (In the church of the supremely
holy Virgin of Kaniotissa).

Motivation: YITEP WYXHKIYX YQTHPIAY TON TI'O-
NEON AYTOY AHMHTPIOY TIPOZXKYNHTOY KE
EYTENIAZX (For the salvation of the souls of his parents
Demetrios the pilgrim and Eugenia).

Date: EN ETI ZOTIPIQ AWME KATA MINA MAPTION
(In the year of our Saviour 1745, in the month of
March).

Craftsman: ITIONOX AE IQANNOY YOY KONXTATA.
TEOPTIOY? (The work of Ioannis the son of Constata.
Of Georgios).

In their shorter form they mention only the date and/or
the donor: YABA OYATAN 1801 (Sava Sultan 1801).
In the case of the diskos or ecclesiastical dish (fig. 2)
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Dedications and Donors of 17th to 19th century church silver

Fig. 1. Parcel-gilt silver flabellum inscribed on the handle. From the church of the Virgin in Argyroupolis, Pontos, 1745.
Athens, Benaki Museum 33892 (photo: K. Manolis).

Fig. 2. Silver dish with the dedication inscribed in cartouches on the rim. From the church of the Five Martyrs of Sevastea in
Bor, Asia Minor, 1752. Athens, Benaki Museum 34328 (photo: M. Skiadaresis).
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Fig. 3. Parcel-gilt silver dish inscribed around the rim and the omphalos. From the church of the Virgin Kolykarya in
Adrianoupolis, 1668. Athens, Benaki Museum 34326 (photo: M. Skiadaresis).
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the inscription, although lengthy, omits one class of
information and gives emphasis to another:

Object: AIZKOX APTHPOYZ ITE®YKA (I am the silver
dish).

Donors: TENOMENOZX AIA AATTANHYE THX MONHZX.
TON EYZEBON XPISTIANON (Made at the expense
of the monastery of the pious Christians).

Place: EN TH MONH TON ENAOZON MAPTHPON
EYZTPATHOY AYEENTHOY EYTENHOY MAPAA-
PHOY KAI PQEXTOY EINTAPXIA YKONHOY HZX [1OP
(In the monastery of the glorious martyrs, Eustratios,
Auxentios, Eugenios, Mardarios and Orestis in the
province of Iconion in Bor).

Contibutor: EITTHXTAXIA TEOPTIOY (With the super-
vision of Georgios).

Date: AWNB AEKEBPHOY (December 1752).°

Omission or emphasis of a particular category of
information can be very informative as it guides us to
the intentions and attitudes that underlie the specific
act of donation.

The formulas of the inscriptions reproduce the
standard Byzantine dedicatory patterns: Yzép poxixng
owrnpiag (For the salvation of the soul) or 4énoi¢ rov
dovdov 1ov Oeov (The supplication of the servant of
God) or Aid ovvdpouns «ai dandvng rov dovlov rov
Ocov (Through the contribution and expenditure of
the servant of God) or Mviodnz: Kipze (Remember
O Lord) are stereotyped devotional phrases met on
Byzantine silverware or in founders’ inscriptions.® It
was basically the same spiritual need which motivated
the act of a religious donation, be it in the 7th or the
17th century. The salvation of the donor’s soul, the
forgiveness of his sins and his commemoration on the
day of Judgement were the critical issues.

The purpose of donation was to act as a visible proof
of repentance and to create a moral obligation between
the giver and the recipient. The symbolic and extended
nature of transactions as interpreted in a traditional
society seems to be at the core of this religious behaviour.
All forms of philanthropic activity, whether expressed in
money, lands or goods, were in fact offered in exchange
for spiritual benefits. God, the ultimate recipient, was
bound to remember the giver when the time came
and to reciprocate with equal generosity.” Dedicatory
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Fig. 4. Detail of a parcel-gilt silver dish showing the

inscription around the omphalos. From the monastery of
St John the Forerunner near Caesarea, mid 18th century.

Athens, Benaki Museum 34035 (photo: M. Skiadaresis).

inscriptions strengthened the ties between the two
parties and constituted the eternal reminder of a moral
obligation. This is apparent in Metropolitan Neophytos’
inscription on the rim of his dish where, with poetic
eloquence, he reminded his King-God to write in
his sacred books the names of all the pious donors
who contributed to the manufacture of the gift:
AIXKON EME XPYXEON NEO®YTOY APXIEPEOXZ EN
KAIPOIZ TTANTEX TEYEAN EHX AATIANHX XOIX
IEPOIZ ANAE ITPAWON KAAON OYNOMA BIBAOIX
YWIMEAON TTIANTON EYXEBEQN MAKAPOI EN
ETH AITO XPIZTOY 1668 (I the golden dish created
in the times of the arch-priest Neophytos by all people
at his expense. O King write in your sacred books
his beautiful name, the most illustrous of all pious
[Christians]. May all be blessed. In the year of our
Saviour 1668) (fig. 3).}

Midway between the donor and God or the Saints
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stood the Church. It bridged the gap by undertaking
intercession for the salvation of the soul of believers
through prayer. The presumed efficacy of monks’ or
priests’ prayers sprang from the belief that holy men
were closer and more akin to an angelic state, and thus
better suited to intervene with God.” Commemoration
services were part of the Eastern ritual and constituted a
source of revenue for the Church. They were purchased
by believers as a means of obtaining the forgiveness of
their sins and the improvement of the state of their
souls after death. The formulas used in the dedicatory
inscriptions are ¢i¢ uvnudovvoy (in memory) or vd
puvnpoveverar (to be remembered). Commemoration
services could be held for the salvation of the soul
of a deceased person, AGIEPQOEN ITAPA TOY KYP
MANOAH EIX MNHMOZYNON TOY YOY TOY
HXAIOY 1865 (Dedicated by Kyr Manolis to the
memory of his son Isaiah 1865)" or ¢z¢ 74 {wvravi (to the
living)" for people expecting to be commemorated before
and after their death, AOHEPOMA TOY EXNA®H TON
TOYAKEPHAQN AIA TO MNHMOZXHNON (Dedica-
tion of the guild of masons for the memorial service)."

The Church and religious writers encouraged and
institutionalized philanthropic activity, which took
on the attribute of a highly regarded act of social
behaviour.” Bequests and donations were channeled and
administered by the Church which was the immediate
beneficiary.

Silverware gave splendour to the liturgical ceremonies of
a church or monastery, a crucial factor in the Eastern rite,
and constituted an important investment. This had the
twofold function of increasing the prestige and influence
of the church and of elevating the status of donors and
contributors. However, the social and economic aspects of
donation did not diminish the fundamental importance
of religious and spiritual motivation. They rather pointed
to a system of interconnected values and relationships,
an exchange of services and obligations in return for
goods or money."*

Dedicatory inscriptions may or may not express
religious feeling and motivation. In the case of a
silver chalice the supplication of the donor was clear
and insistent. On the rim is inscribed: TMNHXTITI
KHPIE TON AOYAON 20Y TON EYZEBON XOY
NHKOAAKIY TTPOXKHNHTIEZ 1788 (Remember O
Lord your pious servants, Nikolakis the pilgrim
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1788) and this is elaborated further on the base:
MNHZETITI KIPIE SHNXOPEXON KE XOXON KE
AHAQIAAEON AEOMENOZXZ TOY O@EOY NHKOAA-
OY TTPOZKHNITOY KE TON T'ONEON KE TEK-
NON 1788 (Remember O Lord, forgive and save and
protect the God-praying Nikolakis the pilgrim and his
parents and children 1788).” On another chalice the
motivation is completely lacking: 1809 ZINAPOMI TON
EITITPOITON MIXAAAKI K(at) I'TANI (The contribution
of the churchwardens Mihalakis and Yannis)."® This
omission is not at all unusual. From the 120 Greek and
66 Karamanli inscriptions published by E. Chatzidaki
and E. Dalleggio, only 27 Greek and 9 Karamanli
explicitly mention the reason for dedication. About half
of the remaining inscriptions simply mention the act of
the sacred donation or consecration by using the word
dpiépwpa or dpiepddn. The remainder stress ownership
by a church or person, for example the formula xz7pua
700 (the property of) or expound on the mechanism
of donation - who precisely gave the money and who
otherwise helped in the execution of the order Al
ETTIMEAEIAY, SYNAPOMHY KAI AATTANHY (with
the care, contribution and expenditure).

Salvation of the soul was not the sole purpose of a gift
to a church; donations were also practised for the sake
of communal and local interests and pride. Sometimes
the phraseology and formulas echo acts of munificence
in antiquity or have a parallel in Byzantine founders’
inscriptions. The most straightforward inscription is
on a silver-gilt dish: TAIA AATTANH XPIZTOAOYAOY
TOY TZA®OY EN TI EKAEXIA TIX KHIOY TOY
ATTOY ITNATIOY (At the expense of Christodoulos the
son of Tzafos in the church of St Ignatios in Kios).”
It seems that the donor was less anxious for spiritual
reward than for recognition of his civic benevolence.
This inscription would have better suited a public
fountain than a church dish.

In the Ottoman empire Christians were defined by
their religion, and cultural survival was realised through
religious affiliation. Communal integrity and regional
distinctiveness were sustained by religion and were
identified with it."” Christians were a second-class group
of people identified in the macrocosm of the empire
by their religion and in the microcosm of the Christian
community by their regional diversity. Both religious

identity and regional diversity were jealously safeguarded
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Fig. 5. Detail of a parcel-gilt silver flabellum showing the

inscription on the knob. From the church of St John of
the Chians in Galata, Constantinople, 1690. Athens, Benaki
Museum 33891 (photo: M. Skiadaresis).

by oral tradition and by written ecclesiastical records
and they account for two attitudes that permeate the
dedications. The first is a strong feeling of localism
and the second a constant preoccupation with keeping
records. Viewed from a distance, dedications without
explicit spiritual motivation seem to aim at a meticulous
documentation of significant or insignificant events of
local ecclesiastical history.

The exact regional provenance of the gift is attested
to by the origin of the donor or the place of dedication.
The standard formula refers to the locality of the church
where the gift was offered, as on a processional cross:
TTEQPIIOX ITPOXKINITHY TOY KYPIAZI AQIEPO-
2E HX THN EKA(H)XIA THX AITIPAY TOY AI'TOY
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TEQPTIOY 1682 (Georgios the pilgrim, the son of
Kyriazis, dedicated to the church of St George in Ankara
1682) and elsewhere on the handle XOYPMOYZIX
XPYXOXOZX (Hormouzis the goldsmith).* Less often
the donation is actually offered directly to a saint, in
the same way as property might be transferred to an
individual: AEIZIZ TOY AOYAOY ZOY NHKOAAOY
AOQIEPOMA XTO MIXAIA APXANKEAO EIX TIN KE-
YAPIA 1820 (The supplication of your servant Nikolaos,
a dedication to the Archangel Michael in Caesarea
1820).* The formula was also used in the Byzantine
period when the saint was by law recognised as having
the status of a legal person and thus the right to acquire
property.” It is not clear whether this idea persisted
in the post-Byzantine period or it simply expressed a
more naive and fervent religious feeling. In most cases,
however, the formula “to the church of the Saint” was
preferred, and thus the interest smoothly shifted from
the Saint to his church, the precise institution that
represented him — and in which village, town or
quarter of the town it was situated: EIZ XOPION
KOYPTOT'AOY (In the village of Kourtoglou), EIX
[TAAOYK TTAZAPI (In Balik Pazar, the fish market of
Adrianople), I THN KOMA THY KAIZAPYAY HX
TO KEPMHPN (In Kermira near the town of Caesarea
in (fig, 4), or IIAHXZION XEPPAX (Near Serres).”
Sometimes the province was also specified, either
by geographical/ecclesiastical designation EIX XOPAN
MEXOITOTAMHAN ON HNONOMAZE THAPIIE-
KHPH (In the province of Mesopotamia, called Tiar-
pekiri [Diyarbekir]),** or strictly ecclesiastically THX
APXIETTIZKOTTHY. XAAAIAY (Of the see of Chaldia),
or even following the Ottoman administrative division
EITAPXIA YKONHOY (The province of Iconion).”
Strong localism is also expressed in the choice of the
church where the gift was dedicated. Local patriotism
directed the donor to give his gift to the church of
his parish, home village or town. The effects of his
act resounded on him and the rest of the community,
enhancing both its property and its self-esteem.
Thus, KEPMIPAI NAPINOTAOY ANANIA BE IQANI
MANAXTHPA BAKI® EIAMISTIP (1)75(0) (Donated
by Ananias Narinoglou from Kermir to the monastery
of [St] John);* the Karamanli Ananias Narinoglu from
Kermira made a donation to the monastery of St John
the Forerunner in the village of Zincidere near Caesarea.
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Fig. 6. Drawing of the inscription on a parcel-gilt silver oil-lamp. From the monastery of Christ the Saviour, called Zaborda,
in Grevena, western Macedonia, 1600. Athens, Benaki Museum 13989 (drawing: K. Mavragani).

Fig. 7. Blessing cross with carved wooden centre-piece, cast and gilt components, and corals. From the monastery of the
Annunciation of the Virgin in Ano Soudena, Epiros, 1757. Athens, Benaki Museum 14030 (photo: K. Manolis).

His choice of the monastery of St John was dictated
by the significance of the Prodromos monastery as the
focus of worship and pilgrimage of all Greek Orthodox
Christians of the Caesarea region, transcending the
importance of Ananias’ local church in Kermira. To
Karamanlis, the monastery of St John embodied their
sense of collective identity and local pride. The strong
attachment to their place of origin was not weakened
by time or distance, as with the Karamanli immigrants
of Bafra: OYTOX O AIZKOX A®IEPO®I ATIE TNI
[TA®PA HX KEXAPIAN XTON TIMION ITPOAPOMO
AIA XIPOX XATZH ZINAN (This dish was donated by
[the Christians of] Bafra to Caesarea to the venerable
[monastery of the ] Forerunner. [Made] by the hand of
Hatzi-Sinan) (fig. 4).”

The most complete and detailed picture of religious

94

gifts and donations is provided by the codices of
churches. The close correspondence between lists of
gifts in codices and dedicatory inscriptions on gifts to
the church seems to indicate that the latter were an
abbreviated form of the former and that their functions
were complementary. Donations were meticulously
listed in the books kept by churches, together with
the exact spiritual reward requested by the donors —the
salvation of their souls, or the soul of one or more
close relatives and their mention in the commemorative
services of the Church.?

This spirit of inventorial entry, a kind of abridged
official document, seems to permeate all dedicatory
inscriptions. It is most apparent in the regular inclusion
of the name of the vessel in the inscriptions, usually
accompanied by a demonstrative pronoun: OYTOX O
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Fig. 8. Drawing of the inscribed cartouche on a silver gospel cover. From the church of St Demetrios in Adrianoupolis, 1721.

Athens, Benaki Museum 34144 (drawing: K. Mavragani).

AIXKOZ, TAYTA TA OEIA K(a) IEPA EEATITEPI(I)A,
O ITAPON APTYPOXPYXOX AIZKOX (This dish, these
sacred and holy flabella, the present silver-gilt dish).”
The information is obviously quite redundant when
inscribed on the very vessel it concerns. In certain
cases, lack of space made impossible the inclusion
of the complete formula and a pronoun replaced
it: TA®IEPONH O X(attn) KOETANTHX (Hatzi-
Konstantis dedicated this).* The stereotyped repetition
of the name of the vessel seems to have resulted from
legal practice. It gives the dedication the appearance of
a legal document: a contract between the donor and the
recipient which duly mentions what is given, by whom,
where, when, to whom and for what reason.”

The legal value of a dedication becomes apparent
when accounting terminology is used: ETINAN TA
[TAPONTAATIO THX XINAEEOX TON XPIETIANON
(The present objects were made by the assembly of
the Christians)® (fig. 5), a phrase which normally con-
cludes a document and introduces the signatures of the
witnesses. The moral and spiritual character of gift-
giving was therefore enhanced and strengthened by
legal ties and by written records. The reference to the
actual vessel was the necessary evidence of the act of
donation and was listed by all interested parties. The
donor inscribed it on the vessel, God in His sacred
books and the Church in the inventories and codices of
local churches.
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What impelled the authorities of a church to compile
a codex Ei¢ nAeiova dopdlea xai pvdaéry 1av torovray
xrnpdrwy (For the greater security and protection of such
possessions and offerings)® and én’ dopaleia xpeirrovs...
napadidopeva rais xepot...twv Empdnawy 01’ Eyypdpov
Karagrixov éni vd) puddrrery avrd €v dogaleia (for greater
security...given into the hands...of the churchwardens
through a written register to keep them in safety).**
Safety, security and protection are the words consistently
repeated throughout the codices. For the church it
testified that its property was legitimately secured. On
the other hand, the psychological and spiritual needs
of the donors were satisfied by ensuring that their gifts
and memory would be everlasting. The penalty for the
abuser who would dare to appropriate a dedicated gift
was excommunication: the soul of the sinner would
never receive forgiveness and his body would never
decompose. This heavy curse was the major restraining
measure taken by the Church whenever discipline and
lawfulness were required.” Thus it is not surprising to
find the corresponding formula inscribed on a silver
oil-lamp: TO TTAPON KANAIAION YITAPXI TOY £Q-
TYPOZ X(PIZT)OY XTH @(EOTOK)QON ONOMAZO-
MENO ZAITO(P)A(A) KAI EI THE BOYAHOH ATI1O-
EENO(ZAI) AYTA NA EXH TAX APAY TON TIH (318)
OEOPOPON TTATEP(ON) KAI META GANATON
AAITOZ 2Q®PONIOY YE(POMONA)X(OY) KAYTOY
MEN OY KOITOZ EPTO XEIPON AE 'ANH TOY EK
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Fig. 9. Drawing of the inscription from the back of a silver paten, 1765. Athens, Benaki Museum 34557
(drawing: K. Mavragani).

BEPIAY EINI ETOYZ ZPH (This oil-lamp belongs to
Christ the Saviour [in the village] of the Virgin called
Zaporda and if anyone wishes to misappropriate it he
will bear the curse of the 318 divinely inspired fathers
and even after his death he will remain undecayed
[Donated] by Sophronios the priest-monk, though it
was not his work but that of the hands of Yannis from
Verroia in the year 7108 [7108 from the creation of the
world, 1600 A.D.]) (fig. 6).*

The close correspondence between dedicatory
inscriptions and lists of gifts in codices reflects the same
urgent need to secure and safeguard the donated objects.
The word poonidpara used to designate them is quite
revealing: it literally means riveted to the Treasury of
the church. Mere suspicions that donations were not
adequately protected or that they were misappropriated
directed donors to other more trustworthy religious
institutions. This is clearly the case with the synodical
lecter of 1688 from Patriarch Kallinikos II, who refutes
the charge that donations to the Patriarchal church
in Constantinople were spent on the personal needs
of Patriarchs and urges Christians to resume their
donations by providing more guarantees for their
security.”

Donors
The main purpose of the dedicatory inscription is to

commemorate the donor. Details of donors are therefore
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the best documented information inscribed on liturgical
gifts to the church. They reflect the society which pro-
duced them and help to put religious donations in their
appropriate historical context. Through donors we can
classify donations as individual or collective.

Most of the gifts were offered by lay donors, normally
single but in some cases two or three, usually related by
family or professional ties. A lay donor is designated
by his key identifying trait: father’s name “YNAPOMH
TEQPIIOY TOY AHMHTPI (the contribution of
Georgios the son of Demetrios),” place of origin
ITE®ANOY TOY ®YTIANOY (Stephanos from Phy-
tiana),” surname TTANATIQTOY AHMHTPIOY KAP-
BONOTAH (Panagiotis son of Demetrios Karvonoglis),”
nickname KYPOY I'PHI'OPIOY KIOYTZOYK OYXTA
(Kyr Gregorios kiiciik wusta [the short master]),” title
[TAPA TOY KYP X(atl¥}) KHPIAKH KYP AITOXTOAH
K(at) KHP X(attq) ANAPIAAH (from Kyr Hatzi-
Kyriakis, Kyr Apostolis and Kyr Hatzi-Andriadis)*
or profession, such as with the money lender, saraf,
Mahales: TA®IEPOMA EK SYNAPOMHE TOY X(at(n)
SAPA® MAXAAEY EN ETEI 1856 MAPTIOY 8 (Donated
with the assistance of the money-lender Mahales, 8
March 1856).” An overwhelming majority of donors,
however, are categorised as pilgrims, Tpookvvntig in its
Greek form or yatlc in its Turkish form.

The journey to Jerusalem gave the pilgrim an especially
respected status in the Christian community, the aura
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Fig. 10. Drawing of the inscription from the back of a silver paten. From the church of St Nicholas in Caesarea, 1812.
Athens, Benaki Museum 34562 (drawing: K. Mavragani).

of having partaken of holiness. Although not strictly
part of Christian teaching, pilgrimage was very popular
among Christians throughout the ages. In the Ottoman
period, however, the cultural borrowings from the
Islamic hajj are obvious, especially in the addition of the
prefix xaz(¢ or the adjective mpooxvynriig to the name
of the pilgrim.* Thus, on a silver chalice: KTHMA TOY
YXAAK TIPOXKYNHTOY TOY MHXAHA YOY TOY
IOX1® I[TPOXKHNITOY A®IEPOMA IX TON NAON
TOY ATIOY ®EOAOPOY TOY TIPONOZX IX THN
KOMA THZX KAIXAPYAY TO KEPMHPN 1751 2[E]D[-
TEMBPIOY] A (1) AWNA (1751) (The property of Isaak
the pilgrim, the son of Mihail, the son of Joseph the
pilgrim, an offering to the church of St Theodore Tiron
in Kermira near the town of Caesarea, 1 September
1751).% Here the donor Isaac is designated by his
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venerable status of a pilgrim, by his father’s name and
unusually by his grandfather’s name, for no apparent
reason other than that the grandfather too had been on
a pilgrimage to the Holy Land. As in Turkish, the prefix
xar(ri¢ becomes an integral part of the name. It is never
omitted even when the donor has much higher credits
to his account: TIAPA YHNAPOMHN TOY APXON
XATZH AOANAXH (with assistance from the lord
Hatzi-Athanasis).“

Lay donors with important social status are
differentiated by their title, as is the case with the
above mentioned APXON XATZH A®ANAXH (Lord
Hatzi-Athanasis) or with KYP AAMIIPIANOY YOY
XAPITONOZX (Kyr Lambrianos the son of Chariton)”
and KIPITZI AAXKAPI KAI KIPITZI MAYPOYAH
(Kyritzis Laskaris and Kyritzis Mavroudis).” K7 or the
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diminutive xvpizon are a manner of polite or respectful
address to a lay or clerical person, always accompanied
by a name, office or profession.” Both Zpxwy and xdp
are not strictly speaking hereditary titles but rather
distinctions acquired through wealth and prestige. The
case is, however, different with NIKOAAOY AP-
XONTOX TON MONAZTHPION (Nikolaos lord of
the monasteries) inscribed on a rosewater sprinkler. It
is an ecclesiastical title bestowed upon clerical or lay
officials by the Church, normally associated with the
officia of the patriarchate of Constantinople but in the
post-Byzantine period used also in the administration
of Metropolitan sees.”

Most of the objects donated by title-bearers or other
distinguished donors are of very fine quality and
workmanship. The close association of patronage and
style is particularly felt in gifts made by the higher
clergy. Clerical donations may of course take a variety
of forms. There are simple undistinguished gifts with
inscriptions that follow the standard formulas, with
the addition of the office of the donor: TA®IEPOMA
AHMHTPIOY IEPEQY (The offering of Demetrios
the priest) or TO XAAAIAY SIABEXTPOY ANEOETO
MNHXZ®HTI KYPIE TOY AOYAQY X0Y AQKZ (1827)
(Silvester [Metropolitan] of Chaldia donated this O
Lord remember your servant 1827).°" A special class
of gifts however, made by Metropolitans or other-high
ranking hierarchs, directly projects the social status,
wealth and prestige of both the donor and the Church.
These gifts were the personal property of hierarchs
bequeathed after death to the treasury of a church or
monastery: a crozier, a mitre, sacerdotal jewellery and
various types of embroidered vestment, all accessories
and insignia of religious rank and authority. The
character of these gifts explains the absence of any
spiritual motivation in the inscriptions. The standard
formula is xz7ipa 700 as in KTHMA APXIOYTOY
KAIZAPEIAY KAITAAOKIAY OY KAHZXIX TIAP-
OENIOZX ITATPIX A’ H ZANTOPINH AQAH (1735)
(The property of the arch-sacrificer of Caesarea in
Cappadocia, whose name is Parthenios and homeland
Santorini, 1735).7

In this latter group of inscriptions the idea of
ownership is emphatically stressed, and the donation
was therefore essentially a gift of second-hand property.
It was not however, considered as such. In church
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codices the property of Metropolitans was specially
valued and was naturally expected to end up in the
treasury of the church.”® One could of course argue that
a Metropolitan’s adornment arose from the generosity
of his flock, but there are several instances where
exactly the opposite occured. The costly and bejewelled
items donated by Parthenios of Caesarea or Dionysios
ex-Patriarch of Constantinople were financed by their
inherited family wealth; in Dionysios’ case this property
was accumulated through banking and money-lending
to the Sultan and the Pashas.”

The relation between patronage and artistic style in
gifts made by the prelate can be also be extended to the
literary style of the inscriptions. They may be in archaic,
ecclesiastical or less pedantic Greek, in verse or in prose,
short or long, yet these inscriptions are in general the
most erudite, correctly spelled and finely inscribed and
chased.” It is not surprising, therefore, that Parthenios
of Caesarea seems to have commissioned the official
orator of the Patriarchal court to write the epigram
embroidered on his vestments.*

Property is referred to in several other cases, typically
those of clerical owners or monks and in cases of hand
crosses. Such inscriptions can be short TAEONTHOY
[EPOMONAXOY TOY ATTOYTA®ITI ETOX 1673 (Of
Leontios the priest-monk of the Holy Sepulchre, 1673)
or long O TI(A)P(O)N Z(TA)BPO(X) INE KAAINIKOY
[EP(O)MONAXOQY ATTO MANAXTIPI B(AT)I'EAIXTPIA
ANO XOYAENA 1757 (The present cross belongs to
Kallinikos the priest-monk from the monastery of
the Annunciation, Ano Soudena, 1757), but they
clearly indicate ownership®” (fig. 7). The formulas
KTHMA + genitive or YITAPXEI KTHMA, TTEQYKE,
KEIMHAION, are also used with church property:
TKTHMA THX EKKAHZXIAY ATIAY MAPINHX EN
TPAITEZOYNTI MAPTIOX 1871 (The property of the
church of Agia Marina in Trebizond, March 1871).%
The expression 7épvxa —I am or exist by natural laws—
as in AISKOX APTYPOYY ITE®YKA (I am a silver
dish)” (fig. 2) transforms a common, prosaic possession
into one entrusted by God and protected by natural or
rather supernatural laws.

Short inscriptions with just a name may indicate
property or dedication or both. Thus we find inscribed
on a container used for consecrated water XA(t(#)
YINAN 1782 (Hatzi-Sinan 1782) and on a dish
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XATZH TIAPAXKEYA XATZH NIKOAA 1821 (Hatzi-
Paraskevas the son of Hatzi-Nikolas).® The history of
a l4th-century manuscript of a Gospel reveals that
both property and dedication may be meant. In the 16th
century it was in the hands of the family of the Kezoer(#,
a kind of palladium which they took with them when
they moved from Trebizond to Argyroupolis. It was
venerated both for its sacred content and for its value as
a relic of the period of the Grand Komnenoi. In 1728
it was covered with a silver revetment, inscribed with
the names of the owners TXATZHITANATIQTOY KE
XATZHOEOAQPOY KA(I'TZAITZH (Hatzi-Panayiotis
and Hatzi-Theodoros Ketzetzi) and offered to the
archiepiscopal church of the town.!

A wealth of professions is mentioned in the dedications
-fur-makers, grocers, oil-sellers, clock makers, flax-
sellers, house painters and demolishers. Thus the
inscription on a silver gospel cover from Adrianople
reads ETTHMEAEIAY. TE KAI STHNAPOMH TON EITI-
TPOITON TOY AI'IOY AHMITPHOY. AIMHTPA KAI
OPOAOT'AY ANAXTAZIY THATTZIE XAXTAAHMOZ
EN E(TEI) 1721 (Under the care and with the assistance
of the churchwardens of St Demetrios. Dimitra and
the clockmaker Anastasis, the oil-merchant Hastadimos
in the year 1721) (fig. 8); on a silver dish similarly
from Adrianople O ITAPON API'YPOXPYXOX AIZKOX
I'ETONE AI EEOAQN THX EKKAHZIAY TOY ATIOY
IQ(ANNOY) BAPEQX EITITPOTIEYONTOZ TOY AGA-
NAZI AINAPA ZA®IPI MITAKAAI KAAOYAH MITO-
[TATZH KONXTANTI MITOZMATZH AIIEAI T'OY-
NAPLAW4A (1791) (This silver-gilt dish was made at
the expense of the church of St John Varin under
the churchwardenship of Athanasios the linen-maker,
Zafiris the grocer, Kaloudis the painter, Konstantis
the demolisher, Apelis the furrier, 1791). Many of
the professions mentioned in the dedications refer to
craftsmen and people who possessed a special skill
or technique. It follows that silversmiths or jewellers
are cited many times since they could be makers as
well as donors: TA®IEPOMA TOY XPIZOXOY 1765
(Donation of the goldsmith).®

An important group of professions is related to
building activities and more often than not mention
is made of guilds or guild masters: KAIPEZTETZI
EXNA®I (Guild of timber-builders),* PAOAIAOTAOY
TOIPAMATZH OYXTA (Master carpenter Rapha-
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iloglou),” AOHEPOMA TOY EXNA®H TON TOYA-
KEPHAQON (Donation of the guild of masons),*
TOYBAPTZHAQN (Of the wall builders),” and vIKOAA
[TOYPI'OYTZHITAZI TO A®ITEPOvVI ZTO XPHXETO
1765 (Nicholas the master screw-maker donates this to
Christ 1765) (fig. 9).%

The dedication at TENEK MATENI ATIOX T'EQP-
I'IOX EKAHZAYINA by OYZTATITA(ot)N(1v) KOXTA-
NTINHN clearly refers to a madenci ustabasi, a master
miner by the name of Kostanti — who dedicated a gospel
cover to the church of St George at Denek Maden.”
There are also professions associated with textiles and
with items of costume such as the above mentioned
KA[I]TZETZH” or maker of felt (kece), and the
makers of the long robe of honour (kaftan) Al
EZEOAOY TON KAYTANTZHAQN.” There is a soap
maker in Helenoupolis-Yalova, EAENOYITOAEOX O
ZATIANTZHYE O MAXTOPHZX O TTATTANAPEAY ETOX
1815 (Papandreas the master soap-maker in Heleno-
upolis, 1815),”* and the guild of makers of ceramic
kitchen utensils, MNHZ®HTH KYPIE T(QN) AOYAON
20Y T(OY) POY®ETIOY TON TZOYKAAAAON 1780
(Remember, O Lord, your servants of the guild of
tzoukalades).” Familiar professions are often mentioned -
as surnames or father’s names: HPHNKOY XATZH
KOYMTZOY (Irene wife or daughter of the pilgrim
silversmith), KAXATIOTAOY @EOZOPOZOYN (Theo-
doros son of the butcher), and lastly TIETAHBANO-
I'AOY NHKOAANHN (Nicolas son of the wrestler).”
Quite unexpectedly, among these professions most
appropriate to urban centers there is also a donation
by shepherds: TAIA ZOINAPOMHZX KAI AATIANHZ
[TAPA TON AOYAON TOY ©EOY ITOIMENON TON
EN TZANAK KAAEXI (With the contribution and
expenditure of the servants of God, the shepherds in
Tzanak Kalesi).”

Lay or clerical donations described so far represent
an individual and personal religious act. Collective
donations involve a broader social range and evidence
generic attitudes and motivations. In collective donations
we can group gifts given by guilds and gifts given by
the entire congregation of a parish or town. In a
class by itself, however, are the Karamanli inscriptions
that specify the Christian religion of the donors and
thus point to the common practice of Karamanlis of
identifying themselves as Christians: TTAEIAPXHTE
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Fig. 11. Back cover of a gospel book with gilt plaquettes. From the church of St Stephen in Adrianoupolis, 1758.
Athens, Benaki Museum 34194 (photo: K. Manolis).
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Fig. 12. Silver dish inscribed on the bottom. From the church of the Annunciation of the Virgin in Sinopi, Pontos, 1743.
Athens, Benaki Museum 34330 (photo: M. Skiadaresis).

APXAITEAOXZA BAKOY® ETEN KEPMHP XPIXTIAN-
AAPI 1799 (The Christians of Kermira dedicated this
to the Archangel Taxiarchis) or 11812 IANNOYAPIOY
1 KATIZEPI ZEXEPHNTE OAAN AT'IOX NHKO-
AAOZOYN EKAHXZEZHNE XPIZTIANAHITNHN BA-
KI®ITHP AAAAAX KATIOYA ETTAEZHN (1 January
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1812. Dedication of the Christians to the church of St
Nicholas in the town of Caesarea. May God bless it)
(fig. 10).7

Many of the various professions mentioned above
relate to collective donations of guilds. Collective
guild donations should be viewed in association with

MOYZEIO MITENAKH



Dedications and Donors of 17th to 19th century church silver

the important economic, administrative and social
role played by guilds in the Ottoman empire and in
particular in the so-called Christian milles.”” Guilds
protected their co-religionists, financed the Church and
founded pious and charitable institutions. Thus, by
virtue of economic power and philanthropic activities,
guilds played a leading part in the Christian community.
This is especially true in Constantinople where masters
of the guilds were among the important personages
who elected the Patriarch, and in several instances
guild interests were imposed on Patriarchal decisions.”
Their power, however, never challenged the Church’s
prime authority; on the contrary guild activities and
benefactions were channeled and directed by the
Church.” One more example of a dedication by a guild
—the influential guild of grocers- is found on both sides
of a silver gospel cover from Adrianople: A@PHEPO®I
TO AI(ON) K(AI) IEPON EYAITEAION EN TQ NAQ
TOY A(DIOY ITPOTOMAPTYP(OX) KAI APXIAIAKO-
NOY ETOYZ 1758 T STEQANOY AHA AATIAN(HX)
de K(ar) EEQAOY TOY THMHOTATOY POY®ETIOY
MITAKAAHAQON (This holy and sacred gospel is dedic-
ated to the church of the proto-martyr and archdeacon
Stephen in the year 1780 at the expense and cost of the
most honourable guild of grocers) (fig. 11).%

In collective donations there are often many people
who contributed in various ways and the empbhasis shifts
from the act of the religious donation to the persons or
groups of persons who made the expenditure, instigated
and coordinated the donation. Such is the inscription
on a dish: TANEKENIZ®H O ITAPON AHXKOZX Al
ETTIZTAXIAY TON TIMIOTATQON EINTITPOTTION THX
EKKAHZIAY TOY AITOY NIKOAAOY OTE IIAPA
TOY KYP X(atlr}) KHPIAKH KYP ATIOZTOAH K(at)
KHP X(atc) ANAPIAAH EEOAON THS AYTHE
EKKAHZIAY AWIIXT (1786) NOEMBPIOY KE (25)
(This dish was restored under the supervision of the
honourable wardens of the church of St Nicholas by
Kyr Hatzi-Kiriakis and Kyr Apostolis and Kyr Hatzi-
Andreadis at the expense of the church, 25 November
1786).*" The amount of work and money spent to
renovate a building might justify the detailed reference
to supervisors, committees and sources of financing, but
when used on a silver dish it strikes one as excessive.

The standard formulas express the various respon-
sibilities and contribution of each person or group of
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persons. Thus, d2° é§ddov, é&ddwv or damdvng means
the total grant of money. 47’ émoraciag or émpueleiag
normally refers to churchwardens who supervised and
looked after the manufacture and consecration of
the gift. Aud ovvdpoung means with the assistance
or contribution which, however, could have been
either financial or moral: O TTAPON APTYPOXPYXOZX
AIXKOX TEI'ONE Al EEQAON THX EKKAHXIAX
TOY AITOY TEQPITIOY EIIIMEAEIAY TE K(ay)
ZYNAPOMHZX TON TIMIOTATON ETTITPOITON EIZ
MNHMOZXYNON AYTON K(at) ENOPITON EN ETH
1778 (The present gilt dish was made at the expense of
the church of St George under the supervision and with
the assistance of the most honourable churchwardens to
the memory of them and their parishioners in the
year 1778).% It is probable that the churchwardens
pointed out the needs of the church to their fellow
parishioners and suggested the manufacture of the
dish from the common budget of the church. In
KOINH ZYNAPOMH TQON EYXEBQON XPIZTIANQN
ANAPONTE KAI I'YNAIKON THX TTOAEQY MIIA-
®PAX (The joint contribution of the Christians, men
and women, of the town of Bafra)®® the collective
contribution is evidently in money. Nevertheless, the
meaning of the word is not always obvious as in
YIN@B)POMI TOY EIITPOIIOY IIE(y)HOY IIPO-
SKIN()TOY 1816 (The contribution of the church-
warden Pegios the pilgrim 1816)* where the kind of
contribution made by the churchwarden is not explained.
Moreover, the same word may be confusingly used
to mean the total or part of the expenditure instead
of dandvn: TOYTOX O AIZKOX YIIAPXEI (1)0Y
NAOY THZX YTIEPAI'TAY AEZITOINHX HMON TOY
EYAITEAIZMOY EIX THN ZINOIIH 1743 KAI XYN-
APOMH TI'EQPI'TOY TOY AHMHTPI 1743 EN MHNI
NOEMBPIOY 1 (This dish belongs to the church of the
Annunciation of our supremely holy Lady in Sinopi
1743, and with the contribution of Georgios the son of
Demetrios 1743, November 1) (fig. 12).*

The significance of this group of inscriptions is that
it reveals the mechanism of donation and the various
people involved. Most eloquent are the inscriptions
on the silver dish of Metropolitan Neophytos (fig.
3). On the rim is the already mentioned inscription:
AIX KON EME XPYXEON NEO®YTOY APXIEPEQY EN
KAIPOIZ TTANTEX TEYEAN EHX AATTANHX XOIX
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IEPOIX ANAE TPAWON KAAON OYNOMA BIBAOIZ
YWIMEAON TTANTON EYZEBEON MAKAPOI EN
ETH AIIO XPIZTOY 1668 (I the golden dish created
in the times of the arch-priest Neophytos by all people
at his expense. O King write in your sacred books
his beautiful name, the most illustrous of all pious
[Christians]. May all be blessed. In the year of our
Saviour 1668). Around the omphalos: O AHEIKOZ
TOYTOZ YNE TIX TTANAITAY TA KOAYKPATHA
TON I'OYNAPAAQN (This dish belongs to the [church
of the] Virgin Kolykarya [donated] by the fur-makers).
At the back coarsely engraved: "Eoxaye 16 dioxo rovro
©0v KEPD mov nrav emzponts 6 Kapauaviic o Kaparlic
100 Avyyedi xai rov Mixov ¢ o0 Kavoravia (The
Karamanli Karatzas engraved this dish at the time when
Angelis, Mihos and Kostantis were churchwardens).®
Four parties are thus involved, the Metropolitan of
Adrianople Neophytos, the guild of fur-makers, the
churchwardens Angelis, Mihos and Kostantas, and the
Karamanli craftsman Karatzas. In other words, in the
time of Neophytos and following his wish, the dish was
made through the contribution of all the people. It is,
however, specified that all the people meant the fur-
makers, who had under their protection the church
of the Panagia Kolykarya. They evidently paid the
cash for the dish and had their patron saint, St Elias,
engraved on the omphalos. The people who took the
responsibility for and supervised the execution of the
order were the three churchwardens; the craftsman
Karatzas humbly engraves that he made the dish at the
time of their churchwardenship. The dish was therefore
made under the influence of Neophytos, whose strong
personality is known from ecclesiastical sources.” The
inscription referring to him, in archaic Greek and
in verse, dominates the dish in the way he himself
dominated his flock.

By contrast, in Ankara, where most probably a
Metropolitan rarely resided, the role of advisor and
coordinator of the donation was played by an important
member of the community, the churchwarden: TAYTQ
TQ EBANKEAIQ E®OIAXOI EIX TON KEPON T(ov)
EITITPOIIOY TOY XHMEON X(atir) ZINAN 1754
AEKEMBPIOY (This gospel book was made during
the churchwardenship of Symeon Hatzi-Sinan 1754).%
The same applies to Constantinople where, although
Metropolitans resided for long periods, it was mostly
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for the affairs of the Holy Synod; the many parish
churches had to rely on their own resources. Thus on the
knob of a pair of silver flabella from Constantinople (fig.
11) is inscribed: ETINAN TA TTAPONTA ATIO THX
ZINAEEOX TON XPIXTIANON KATAIA XYNAPOMHX
TON EINITPOTION TON TE KYPITZH AAYXKAPI KAI
KYPITZH MAYPOYAH KAT AAEEANAPH ATTEPTI TOY
EK XHOY KAT ETOZX ETH 1690 (These were made by
the assembly of the Christians and with the help
of the churchwardens Kyritsis Laskaris and Kiyritsis
Mavroudis and Alexandris Apergis from Chios in the
year 1690).¥ The assembly of the Christians decided on
the manufacture of a pair of flabella, and this decision
was executed with the help of the churchwardens.

The importance of churchwardens was not accidental
but it can be parallelled with the growing influence of lay
officials and wealthy commoners in the administration
of the Church and the Patriarchate. The tone was set by
Patriarch Kallinikos II in his synodical letter of 1688,
in which he laid down the duties of churchwardens.
They were responsible for the administration of the
church, the balance of its income and expenditure,
the management of the grants, bequests and donations
including the Treasury, e.g. the control, good use and
conservation of all liturgical items. In the Great Church
the wardens were elected from the assembly of the
Patriarch, the Holy Synod, the priests and parishioners
of the Patriarchal church, the nobles of the city of
Constantinople and the chief masters of the guilds.
They were to be chosen for their honesty, piety and
usefulness in the community, and the penalty for any
irregularity or violation of the laws would have been
excommunication.”

The recurrent reference to churchwardens in the
dedications results, therefore, from their prominent
status in the community or parish. Gifts given to
the church at their instigation or contribution added
to the communal prestige, which they did their best
to promote. Spiritual reward was submerged or only
hinted at, and what comes to the fore is the civic
importance of the wardens, a clearly discernible change
of accent from the religious and spiritual to the
communal and secular.

The oldest reference to churchwardens mentioned so
far is concealed at the back of Metropolitan Neophytos’
dish (fig. 3) and shows their still secondary role in 1668.
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They depended on and were essentially in the service
of the ecclesiastical authorities, and the same clearly
applies to the fur-makers, despite their newly acquired
wealth and social prestige. This situation had changed by
1785. Thus, the inscription on the rim of a dish says: TO
[TAPON AIZXKOX YITAPXEI THXY EKKAHXIAY TOY
ATTIOY TEQPITOY METOXION TOY ATIOY TA®OY
(IETONE AE Al EEOAOY TON KAYTANTZHAON
AIA AE XYNAPOMHX TON EITITPOITON X(attr)
XPIZTOAOYAOY T'EQPTAKH NIKOAAKH TTANAKH
TZANTH AAYXKAPAKH AHMHTPAKH BAXIAEI
MHXAAAKH ETEI AITIO X(pwotod) AWTIIE (1785)
IANNOYAPIOY (This dish belongs to the church
of St George, the metochi of the Holy Sepulchre,
and was made at the expense of the guild of kaftan-
makers and with the help of the churchwardens
Hatzi-Christodoulos, Georgakis, Nikolakis, Yannakis,
Tzantis, Laskarakis, Dimirtrakis, Vasili, Mihalakis in the
year of Christ 1785, January). Around the omphalos:
KAI HTOYMENEYONTOZX TOY TTANOZIQTATOY
KYPIOY KYPIOY BAXIAEIOY AI'TOY KAGITOYMENOY
TOY ATIOY TA®OY (When the venerable lord Basil
was in office as Prior of the Holy Sepulchre).” The
help of the churchwardens ranks as equal with the grant
given by the guild of xavravi{ndeg, while the reference
to the Prior of the Holy Sepulchre is an honorary
addition at the end of the inscription.

By the 19th century, the office of the churchwarden
was not solely of an ecclesiastical character but had gained
in political importance. The trend can be traced in
the earlier period but it took its definitive form with
the municipal reforms of the Tanzimat era and the
ensuing “General Ordinances”, the new organic law of
the Patriarchate, whereby the Church handed over to the
laity part of its secular authority.” The reforms mobilized
social forces which looked toward a different set of
values cultivated by the national Greek state. The newly
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founded local societies and in particular the Greek
Literary Society of Constantinople were responsible for
propagating the national ideology whose main objectives
were philanthropic activities and the spread of Greek
education freed from religious preconceptions.”” The
social role of the guilds slowly but surely diminished; they
are no longer mentioned as donors in the inscriptions,
and their communal activities were taken over by the
educational and literary societies.

The change in the ideological framework is reflected in
the content of dedicatory inscriptions. Churchwardens,
along with the dnpoyépovieg and égopot, the three
bodies of local autonomous administration, became
responsible not only for the upkeep of churches but also
for raising funds for schools and hospitals.” One of the
responsibilities of churchwardens was to carry dishes
around the congregation, in order to collect alms
and contributions for the educational and charitable
institutions of the community. The scope of gift-giving
to the church had thus acquired a secular dimension and
a different social and ideological content. This change
is expressed most vividly on the dedicatory inscriptions
of three dishs: AIA THN BOH®EIAN TOY KOINOY
EXOAIOY EN ETEI 1850 IANOYAPIOY 5 (For the
benefit of the communal school, 5 January 1850) or
AIZKOZX TOY NOZOKOMEIOY 1852 MAIOY 15 (The
dish of the hospital, 15 May 1852) or A®IEPQTE EIX
TONOZQKOMOION ITAPA TOY X(at(r}) BAXZIAEIOY
X(attq) TEQPTIOY MOYTA®I 1854 (Dedicated to the
hospital by Hatzi-Vasileios the son of Hatzi-Georgios
Moutafi 1854).”

Anna Ballian
Curator, Post-Byzantine and Islamic Collection
Benaki Museum

e-mail: ballian@benaki.gr
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ANNA MITAAAIAN

A@iepopatikés emypagés kat dwpntéc ota ekkAnotaotikd acnpikd 170v-190v atdva

To dpBpo Paciletar ot cvAloyr] eKKANOLATTIKGOV
aonukdv tov Movoeiov Mmevdkn, éva onpaviiké
pépog g omolag mpoépyetal and ta Kelpfila Tev
npoa@lywv ™G Mikpdg Aoiag, tov ITévrov kat g
Avatorric Opdxrnc. Ot emypagpéc éxovv dnpootevbei
an6 v Evyevia Xatinddxn kat tov Eugene Dalleggio
1o 1959 kat eivar eEAANVIKEC 1) kapapavAa{dikeg, dnA.
ota Tovpkikd 1] o€ éva pPElYpa TOUPKIKGV Kkat EAANVL-
KOV, ypappuéves dpmg pe eAdnviky ypagy. Ot emypa-
péc og aonpkd ané ekkAnoieg tov eAdadikod x@dpov
napovotdGouvv tov {dlo thmo emypapdy ov eivat yevi-
KOTEPA KOWVOG OTA APLEPAOUATA TOV KPLOTIAVAV THG
Obopavikic Avtokpatopiag.

O1 emypagés oe Bpnokevtkd agiepdpata vrevho-
piCovv v mpdén ¢ dwpeds pe ™ pny 1 Aavld-
vovoa npéBeon va anokopioel 0 aPlEpOTNG ©C avti-
dopo, mvevpatikd o@éAn. [lpdkertar yia pa ovp-
Boiiky avrailayq émov n cotnpia g Yuyng Tov
dopntd, 1 dgeon apapudv kat 1 pvnuévevor tov
mv nuépa g Kplogwg eivar to {ntodpevo avtitipo.
H tunoroyia tov emypapdv avamapdyet v @paoe-
oloyia tov Pulavuvdv ktntopikdv emypagav: Yrzén
yoxikng owrnpias, Aénois rov dovdov rov Ocov, Mrii-
odnrr Kvpre. To dwpotpevo aviikeipevo Aertovpyel wg
opaty vmépvnon katr dnprovpyel v Moy} voypé-
®on otov napaifjrey —to Oed— va avianoddoet. Avd-
peoa oto O¢d kat tov petavoolvia dwpnty Pploketat
1 Exkinoia v omola éyet Beopobetiijoer tig mokireg
popeéc evoéfetag kar @ravBpemiac kar 1 TomKy
ekkAnoia mov efvat o anodéktng kat dtayelplotic TeV
dwpedv.

Ze pla amhy] poper) avaypdgetal oG eMypaQés
pévo éva bvopa pe 1) yopic xpovoroyia. Xe mo odv-
Oty mepthapPdvoviar kar dAra otoryeia mov kara-
tdooovtat oe ¢&t katnyopies: a) to dwpolpevo avukel-
pevo' B) o dwpntig Y o ovppetéxwv oty dwped y) o
6106 S dwpedc ) N attia g dwpedc &) 1 xpovo-
Aoyia, kat oT) 0 TEYViTNG.

2y OBopaviky) Avtokpatopia ot yptotavof opifo-
vtat and ) Bpnokeia kat tov témo karaywyrg Toug,
otoryeia mov mpoadiopifouv Tig Pactkéc mapapétpoug
™G ovALoyikig Toug ouveidnong. Zto enimedo g
evoptag, Tov Yoptov N TG gvpUTePNG TTEPLOYNG, OL XPL-
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otiavol kataypdgovtat pe Pdon v TPOEAELOT] TOVG.
Ot emypagéc Sraxpivovtar and éviovo mvedpa TomiKL-
opob. H mpdén e depedc oty tomky ekxkAnoia
N oto peydro povaotipl-mpookivinpa G TePloxng
éxel Beticd avtiktumo, téoo otov (dlo tov aPlepoT,
600 Kat oty TomiKY Kowvdtnta g onolag avEdvel to
KGpog kat emPePardvet ) Béom.

Ot agiepopartiéc emypagpés Agitovpyolbv Kat oG
vopky Tpdén katoypwong g dwpede. I'a to Adyo
avtd, 6mwg ta cupférata, meptlapPdvovy ovyvd kat
10 GVOPA TOL dOPOVREVOL AVTIKEWPEVOL: 0UT0¢ 6 biokogs
W vd napdvia éanrépvya. H miypogopia avty efvat
nepttty] 6tav ypdgetal dve oto dio to avtikeipevo,
aArd eivar onpavuky dtav kataypdgeetar 1 dwped
0toug kOOIKeG —ta katdotya— tov ekkAnotdv. H avi-
otoryia avdpeoa oTC APLEPOUATIKEG ETYPAPEG KAl
OTG KATAYPAPES TV OWPEDY 0TOLG KMOOLKES Aettovp-
yotoe o¢ duthdtumo anédeibng, kat eEao@diiie vopkd
v avtaAiayd ya v ekkAnofa kat yia tov agie-
poty. ITio ondvia oug emypagés avaypdgetar kat
1 mowy ya toxdv abétmon e ovvarrayic f katd-
xpnom, dmrady o agopiopde, o onoiog anotelovoe 1o
povadiké ardd woyvpétato emrtipo oty Sudbeon g
ExxAnotac.

O dwpntég mpoadiopilovtal and to TATPOVLHO, TO
eniBeto, Vv kataywyt], To TAPATGOVKAL, TOV TIUNTIKG
TitAo —dpxwy, kip W kvpiron— 1| 10 EMAYYEAUA TOULG.
O mAéov ouvvnBiopévog, Spoc, xapaktnplopdg efva
avtég tov mpookvvnT 1 xatly, avtod édnAadh mov
éxel exmAnpdoet To dypago kabijkov Tov TPOCKLVI|-
patog otovg Aywovg Témove. Ta agiepdpatra dowv
enovipov €xovy tavtiotel Eexmpifovy ya v mots-
mra G éyvne tovs. Avtd toydet wraftepa yra Tig
Sdwpéec Tav LEpapydv, ot emypapéc tev onolev dtakpi-
VOVTAL Yla T1 YAQOOIKY] endpKela Kat To ouvyvd apydi-
Cov momn Tk B@og.

Mia minBdpa enmayyelpdrov avagépetal otg emt-
ypagéc: yovvapddec, pmakdindeg, Aadddec, Avapd-
deg, pnoyatlndec, poroyddec, xpvooydot, vpaopaté-
pmopot, Evhovpyol, petarropiyotl. g nepLooSTEPES
TEPINTOOELS TA aglepdpata eivat cLALOYIKG, Tpoep-
x6peva and g ovvieyviec TV oMolwV 0 OIKOVOULKOG
KAl KOWOVIKGG pOAOG TNV 0pydAvecT] TGV YPLOTLAVEAY
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me OBopavikiic Avtokpatopiag vimple kabBoplott-
k6. Ta ovAloyikd agiepdpata, elte TV oLVTEXVIGY
elte g TomiKNG KowvdTTag 1 evoplag, yivovtal ouvij-
B¢ pe ™ ovvdpopr| tov emtpdoV TG ekKANoiag Tov
avarapfdvouvy to ouvtoviopd kat TV empEAELa THG
dopeds. O pdrog tov empdnov ftav katapyac ekte-
Aeotkég kat draelplotikds, arld mpoodevtikd amé-
kmoe puBuotky kat moAttiky wyd. H ovyvi ava-
YPa@tj t@v ovopdtov Tovg oTig emypagéc, and o B
ptoé tov 18ov atdva kat petd, voypappilet g yevi-
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KkdtEPES alhayég ov ouvvieAolvTal, KAt To otadlakd
petaoynuatiopd e dwpeds and cupPoiiky Kat TveL-
pattic] avraAiayr] o€ KOV@VIKY kat KOoTiky Agttovp-
yia. Ot oBopavikéc petappuBuioeic tov 190v atdva
Beopobetoty tig arlhayég avtée, anodeapebouvy Tig Kot-
voTikég Aettovpyiec and v mpoaotacia g ExkAnotag
Kat ETTPEMOLY T1) dloyevTeon TOV Swpedv yia tnv avé-
Yepom voookopeiov 1 oxoAelov, okomovs, dniadn, pe
Sagopetié 1deoroyikéd mraioo mov kabopiletar and
10 £Bvid Kévrpo tne ABrvac.

MOYZXZEIO MITENAKH


http://www.tcpdf.org

