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ANASTASIA KONTOGIANNOPOULOU

THE NOTION OF AHMOS AND ITS ROLE IN BYZANTIUM
DURING THE LasT CENTURIES (13T1H-15TH C.)*

The notion of é7juog/dfjuot (people/circus factions) has been a favorite subject
in modern research and various opinions have been formulated regarding
its organization and the role it played in political developments, especially
during the early Byzantine period (4th-6th c.)'. It is generally accepted
in modern bibliography that the demos of Constantinople, successor of
the populus romanus, the people of Rome, was organized at the space of
Hippodrome, which was at the centre of the political and administrative
life of the city% The dfjuot, that is, the factions formed in the Hippodrome
of Constantinople, the most important of which were the Greens and the
Blues, had organically integrated members and many supporters. The
Sfuapyor were at the head of dfuor’. The leaders of the éfjuot could come
from the senatorial aristocracy, from wealthy representatives of the middle

*An earlier version of this paper was presented at the 22th International Congress of
Byzantine Studies, Sofia 22-27 August 2011.

1. See G. DAGRON, Naissance d’'une capitale. Constantinople et ses institutions de 330
a 451, Paris 1974, 299, n. 3, where the earlier bibliography is found; A. CaMERON, Circus
Factions, Blues and Greens at Rome and Byzantium, Oxford, 1976; J. Gascou, Les institutions
de I'hippodrome en Egypte byzantine, Bulletin de I'Institut Francais d’ Archéologie Orientale
76 (1976), 185-212; C. ZUCKERMAN, Le cirque, 'argent et le peuple. A propos d’une inscription
du Bas-empire, REB 58 (2000), 69-96.

2. DAGRON, Naissance, 317.

3. About the «dijuapyor» who are also referred as «dnuoxodtar» and their subordinates
see N. OIKONOMIDES, Les listes de préséance byzantines des 1X et X siécles, Paris, 1972,
326-327. Cf. K.-P. MATSCHKE, Das spdtbyzantinische Konstantinopel. Alte und neue Beitrige
zur Stadtgeschichte zwischen 126 1 und 1453, Hamburg 2008, 156.
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102 ANASTASIA KONTOGIANNOPOULOU

social stratum and state officials, while their members could belong to the
palace personnel or be small merchants, artisans and laborers. The Sfjuot
were primarily in charge of the conduct of horse racing or other games in
the capital or other provincial cities. On extraordinary occasions they took
on other duties, such as the guarding of the walls. Also, they participated in
imperial ceremonial, particularly in the proclamation of the new emperor
and gradually emerged into a major political force*.

After the suppression of the Nika revolt in 532, when the factions
received a serious blow, their involvement in political life was gradually
reduced. In the years that followed the dfjuot seem mainly to participate
in court ceremonies, expressing in general terms the official political
ideology?.

The perception of dfjuoc in the early centuries as described above
was disputed by a new interpretation of the sources material, according
to which the 67fjuoc and the dnuotat were not connected exclusively
to the Hippodrome and they comprised a distinct social stratum,
probably the middle social stratum. This citizen body was defined by
the entitlement to free daily rations of bread and eventually of other
products and probably undertook various municipal responsabilities®.
From the 11th century the 6fjuot are rarely found in the sources’, while

4. See DacroN, Naissance, 319 ff. and 358 for the existence of hippodromes and
Ofjuor in other cities except Constantinople. Cf. I. Karaciannorouros, To puviavtivo
xodtog, Athens, 1983, 29, 31-32; A. CHRISTOFILOPOULOU, TO moAiTevua xal oi Osouol tig
Pulavnviic avtoxpatooias 324-1204, Athens, 2004, 39-41; CameroN, Circus Factions,
24-44, 309-310.

5. CHRISTOFILOPOULOU, ToAiTeuua, 44, 212-213; R. GuiLLanp, Etude sur 'Hippodrome
de Byzance, BSI 27 (1966) 296, 299, 300; S. IvaNov, Slavic Jesters and the Byzantine
Hippodrome, DOP 46 (1992) 129-132, here p.131-132.

6. Gascou, Institutions, 200-212 ; ZuckerMAN, Cirque, 78-94.

7. See Théophylacte d’Achrida Lettres, ed. P. Gautier, [CFHB 16/2], Thessalonica,
1986, n. 127) «Ei toivuv uéler oot xai Gouatnidtnyv todtov iSelv Soxudtatov xal 1oic
TOV YOWUATWV Exwviuols Ofuols meouudyntov Oéaua xal mwdor QIAITTOIS eU@nuov
AdAnua, unxétt Toravtny dyye @uowy év Tj] Ths éyovons Nuas Maxedovias oTevoxmwoiq,
aAda Atoov éml thv Adpiooav». Cf. CHrisToFILOPOULOU, [ToAltevua, 360-361. According
to S. Vryonis, “the guilds of eleventh-century Constantinople exercised some of the political
functions of the old demes and circus factions” as they were at the heart of the rebellions
which broke out in the capital particularly in the second half of the century. See S. VRYoNIs,
Byzantine dnuoxpatio and the Guilds in the Eleventh Century, DOP 17 (1963) 287-314 (=
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THE NOTION OF AHMOX AND ITS ROLE IN BYZANTIUM 103

it has been argued that the dfjuog denotes all the citizens without any
clear social distinction®,

In modern bibliography referred to the period with which we are
concerned (13th-15th ¢.) the term d7juoc denotes generally the lower strata
of the urban population, that is, small merchants, artisans and various
laborers®. However, through the systematic study of that period’s sources
certain nuances can be detected in the meaning of the term S7juog, which,
apart from the lower social stratum, also seems to include the middle social
class and moreover to denote a larger group that contains both the lower
and the middle social stratum. This paper intends to examine the concept of
demos and similar expressions, the social composition of this body and its
role in the political life of the era, based on the sources of the late Byzantine
period (13th-15th c.).

The sources” material for the definition of the urban population and
its action is fragmentary and comes mainly from Byzantine historians
and chroniclers of that period, who are not very consistent when they refer
to social stratification. Moreover, the differences in the socio-political
views and the style of the authors of the 13th, 14th and 15th century, as

Idem, Byzantium: its Internal History and Relations with the Muslim World, London, 1971,
no III), here 309-314. See opposite CaMerON, Circus Factions, 310-311.

8. See Michaelis Attaliatae Historia, ed. E. TsoLakgs, [CFHB 50], Athens, 2011, 46,
55, 58, Annae Comnenae. Alexias, ed. D. R. ReEinscH - A. KawmsyLis., [CFHB 40], Berlin,
2001, 15, 167; Nicetae Choniatae historia, ed. J. A. van Dieten, [CFHB 11/1], Berlin, 1975,
235, 270. Cf. CuristoriLorouLou, [ToAitevua, 360-363; MAaTscHKE, Konstantinopel, 157.
Other terms, however, such as the dnuotixoi, to dnuotixov, the aotixor, oi Tic Gyopas
denoted, according to N. Svoronos, the members of a still indefinite middle class, which
had arisen thanks to the growth of trade and handicraft from the end of the 10th century.
See N. Svoronos, Société et organisation intérieure dans 'empire byzantin au XI siecle: les
principaux problemes, in: Proceedings of the Thirteenth International Congress of Byzantine
Studies. Main Papers XII, Oxford 1966, 371-389 (= Idem, Etudes sur l'organisation intérieure,
la société et 'économie de ’Empire Byzantin, London, 1973, no. IX), 8-10.

9. G. Weiss, Joannes Kantakuzenos-Aristokrat, Staatsmann, Kaiser und Monch-in
der Gesellschaftsentwicklung von Byzanz im 14. Jahrhundert, Wiesbaden 1969, 70-72; K. P.
MATsCHKE - F. TINNEFELD, Die Gesellschaft im spdten Byzanz, Wien 2001, 62-82; P. CHARANTS,
A Note on the Population and Cities of the Byzantine Empire in the Thirteenth Century, in:
The Joshua Starr Memorial Volume, New York 1953, 135-148; Idem, The Role of the People
in the Political Life of the Byzantine Empire: The Period of the Comneni and the Palaeologi,
ByzSt 5/ 1-2 (1978) 69-79, mainly p. 70.
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104 ANASTASIA KONTOGIANNOPOULOU

well as the interval between their works should be taken into account for
a more accurate elaboration of the data, which come from these sources.
The fragmentary material of the narrative sources is complemented by the
monastery archives, the lives of saints, the correspondence and other literary
works of the era.

Closely connected to the organization and the life of the imperial capital
the term S7juoc is not found in the sources of the so-called “Empire of Nicaea”
(1204-1261). The term 67juoc is not found in the work of George Akropolites,
the main narrative source for the years that followed the conquest of
Constantinople by the crusaders in 1204'°. It appears, however, as a currently
used term in the narrative sources after the recapture of Constantinople by
Michael VIII Palaeologus (1259-1282) in 1261. George Pachymeres uses the
term Ofjuoc only sporadically!!. The historians of the 14th century, however,
such as Nicephorus Gregoras and John Cantacuzenus refer quite often to the

10. Thereferenceto the 67juog in the chronicle of his contemporary Theodore Skoutariotes
is found principally in the parts of his work copied from earlier sources; consequently, the
term &fjuog in Skoutariotes’ work should not be taken as a currently used term. See Avwviuov
ovvoyic yoovirt (Theodore Skoutariotes), ed. K. SatHAs, in: Meoatwvixy BiBAioOnxn, vol.
7, Venice - Paris 1894, 1-556, here 22, 237, 312), where the transfer of quotations from the
historical work of Nicetas Choniates is obvious. See mainly Scutariotes 508 and Choniates
235 respectively. Also, in a later Life of the saint King John the Merciful is referred that the
emperor had been chosen for the throne by everybody «BaciAéws 100 10TE, OTOQATNYDYV,
NYEUOVWYV, OTOATOTEOOV TAVTOS, TWV EV TEAEL, TOV €IS SNUOV TEAOUVTWYV, [EQQXIOS AVTTS,
0U0eVOs avtelmovtos». The Life was written between 1365 and 1370 and there is obviously
used the current terminology of the time. See A. HEISENBERG, Kaiser Johannes Batatzes der
Barmherzige. Eine mittelgriechische Legende, BZ 14 (1905) 160-233, here 162, 197.

11. Georges Pachyméres, Relations historiques, 2 vols., ed. A. FAILLER - V. LAURENT,
[CFHB 24/1-2], Paris 1984 and Georges Pachyméres, Relations historiques, 2 vols., ed. A.
FaILLER, [CFHB 24/3-4], Paris 1999, III, 221-223 «xal oUtwg éxeibev xai éc Blayovag
TOOEOXOUEVOV TOV Pacidéwy, E00LTTOTVTO HEV xnal avbic Tolc Sfuolc amddsouot,
oAV & €5 amaviwv xpotog xatl ovuuryns fioeto evgnuiox; Idem IV, 321 «xai 6 Sfjuog
drag dinuepevoags mi moAU, oo 1€ Pouaixodc xai ooc dALog EE dAAwY yevav Te xal
YAWOO®V, ®ol uaAAov Tradixog, oUV T() TEQLQAVEL UEQEL THE TOAEWS ®al XAROW TAVTL XAl
GOXLEQEDOL, UETEWOOS [0TATO GO0V OUM®W TOVS PBaCIAEIS @LAOTIUWS Vmode50uevos», 581
«TOTTO YVOUS 6 TaTOLAQYNS, GRAQOC (S EIYE THC HATOLRIOC 1) TOV HATGHEL, EQYOV EYWV TO
onovdaioTatoy mepl TOV SOV OmovSaLoTOIBETY ... xal Evyxalel Tovg Edyxlvdag xal oic
ovvins 6 0pvPog ... 6 Evyxivg & GxAog €ic TAVTOV YEYOVOTES ... EYVOAY TOIS EVTOS THS

TOAews KATeEAAVOLS ETLYELQETV>.
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THE NOTION OF AHMOX AND ITS ROLE IN BYZANTIUM 105

ofjuoc and its action!? Finally, references to the d7juoc are also found in the
15th century authors, although they are quite rare'®. The references to the
ofjuoc concern primarily the imperial capital'* and some provincial cities,
such as Thessalonica'®, Adrianople'®, Didymoteichon'’, Gallipoli'$, Heracleia
Pontica'’, Bizye®, Berroia®! and Edessa in Macedonia?, and Arta®.

Let us first see what the social composition of the d7juoc was. Generally,
the 6fjuog is distinguished from the senate and the nobility, the clergy and
the army?%. According to our literary sources the term denotes above all the

12. Nicephori Gregorae, Byzantina Historia, 3 vols., ed. L. Schopen, [CSHB 19],
Bonn 1829-1855, 1, 252 «tijc Aéews Um0 100 Suov diagpbapeions», 397, 429 «Siuog
‘HoaxAetwtne», 500, 531, 11, 791, 977; loannis Cantacuzeni eximperatoris Historiarum libri
IV: graece et latine, ed. L. ScHopeN, [CSHB 20], Bonn 1828-1832, 1, 274, 518 «&¢’ ¢ avtoi
1€ 0l dvvaTol €ixeTe TOALUS TEOOOSOVS *al O STjU0S APOOVWY ATEAQVE TV EMITNOE(WV»;
Idem II, 297, 491, 579; Idem III, 120, 235 «xat 6 6fjuog éxiéCeto EvOeia TOAAT) TOT OiTOUV,
278 «KQAALOUTOMLS ... TEXTWHE UEV Xl AVTI) TOV EAAWY udALOV, O 6Tjuog O& dras Steowln
év 10ic mAoloig, & noav éxel TOALG>.

13. Laonici Chalcocandylae Historiarum demonstrationes, 2 vols., ed. E. DARKO,
Budapest 1922-1927, 1, 178, 182; Idem II, 39, 40, 93; Doukas. Istoria Turco-Bizantind
(1341-1462), ed. V. Grecu, Bucharest 1958, 69, 83, 111.

14. See mainly George Pachymeres, I1I, 221-223; Nicephorus Gregoras I, 531; John
Cantacuzenus II, 297; Doukas, 83.

15. See mainly Nicephorus Gregoras I, 500; John Cantacuzenus I, 271.

16. See mainly John Cantacuzenus II, 176, 179.

17. John Cantacuzenus II, 287.

18. John Cantacuzenus III, 278.

19. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 429.

20. John Cantacuzenus II, 491.

21. John Cantacuzenus II, 351-353.

22. John Cantacuzenus I, 274.

23. John Cantacuzenus I, 518. According to the evidence of the sources similar references
also concern other provincial cities such as Serres, Melnik, Philippopolis, Patra, the island of
Tenedos (see below notes 68-73).

24. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 68 «xal wdvrag oading épeiixeto, taSidoyovs, Aoxayouvs,
aToatov, otoatnyols, tovs 6oot ToD 6fjuov, xal oot Tis ovyxAftov», 191, 397; Idem II,
634 «vmomtevOnoav & oi mepl aUTOV ATAVTES OTOATIDTAL, Xl 00V TS Oc00alovixng
10 ExnoLrov, xal xweltar xat avtdv O O6fjuos paydaimwe», 846 (Sometimes the dfuog
denotes one part of the soldiers, see Nicephorus Gregoras I, 65 «6oot @V €v a&iduatt kol
Soot 100 Sfjuov 10T oTPaTIWTIXOD»); John Cantacuzenus 11, 297 «xabdra& yao eic Svo
Statpebeioal, oToatia uev xal oi dAAor dototor 1@V moltwv ta Kavrtaxovinvod tov
PaoiAéws nootivro, éxeivov oiouevor Suvioechal Tas xataoyovoas OTNOEY CUUPOQUS
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106 ANASTASIA KONTOGIANNOPOULOU

citizens of the middle social stratum, who were distinguished socially and
economically.

In the 14th century Nicephorus Gregoras distinguishes a category of
citizens as «Tivi¢ éx Tot Sijuov maideiac v Egovreo» (those from the people
who were well educated)®, «Soot 100 Sfuov 1@V Bulavtiov érvyyavov
&xoitors (those from the people of Constantinople who were prominent)?®,
«8oot Tod Bulavriov Sjuov ovvetdtepor eivar §50xovv» (those from the
people of Constantinople who were the wisest)?”. These were representatives of
the people, who thanks to their education and their socio-economic position
participated in political affairs. In the first case they were delegates of the
people who participated in an embassy sent by Andronicus II Palaeologus
(1282-1328) to his grandson Andronicus during the first civil conflict of the
14th century. In the second case these were representatives of the dfjuog of
Constantinople who took part in a trial in 1339, while in the third case they
were the representatives of the people of the capital who participated in an
assembly called in 1348 by the Empress Irene.

This category of citizens must be identical to the «xpeitrovs dAAwg
@V oixnTopwv» (those who were in a better position than the others) of
George Akropolites®, to the «tiic moteiac Soov v mepLpavic®, Soov

ol Ofjuot O, TOV OTACLAOTAOV EVayovVTwY ... »; Doukas, 83. See also Georgios Sphrantzes.
Memorii 1401-1477, ed. V. Grecu, Bucharest 1966, 536, where the dfjuog is discriminated
from the nobles.

25. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 397 «xaxeifev moeofevetal mpos TOV faciAéa xal adxmov
Svoiv Intnudtwv OomoTeQOY ouyywefoat oi, 7 v mos tO0 Buldvtiov vmoomovéov
gioovoov, i TV éx Bulavtiov Tivav €ig éxeivoy dpi&uv €x te TV TiiS OVYXANTOV €X TE TOV
i éxnAnoiac Goxoviwv, xal €i TIves éx To0 Siuov madeiog €U Eyovies siev, oiTive ixavol
goovtar o O éxeivov AeyOnodueva arayyeiial 1@ 1€ Pactiel xal SAw @ Bviavtip».
These are mentioned below (p. 398) as «T€TTQQAS TOV TOD SHUOV TEOXOITWV».

26. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 531 «uett 6& tavta ovvnlooLx s TAodY T TV OUYXANTOV
xal tovs v Bulavtio tvixatta Emidnuotvtas Emiox0mOVs OUV Y€ T() TATOLAOX], XAl
doot ToT S1uov TV Bulavtimv ETUyyavov éxxQLtot, i UECOV TIVEYXE TOVUS TE OTATLATTAS
T0US TE OTAOLHTAS, XAl GO0 ETUYYAVOV UAQTUQES».

27. Nicephorus Gregoras 11, 846.

28. Georgii Acropolitae Opera, ed. A. HEISENBERG, Leipzig 1903 (Stuttgart 1978), 77
«xal ol UeT 0V TOAV OuoOUVUASOV TAVTES CUVELAEYUEVOL, BOOL TE TOV TQOUYXOVIWYV, G00L
TOV €V OTOATEIQ HATELAEYUEVDV Xl OO0l XKQETTOVS HAAWS TMV 0iXNTOQWV, TEOS TOV
PaoiAéa apirovTor.

29. George Pachymeres 11, 341; Idem III, 211.
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THE NOTION OF AHMOX AND ITS ROLE IN BYZANTIUM 107

nv tiic moMreiag xabaodv te xal Exxoitov» (the most prominent of the
citizens) of George Pachymeres® and to the «év Adyw 1@v molitd@v» (the
prominent among the citizens) of John Cantacuzenus®. Similar might be
the expression «7f¢ moAtteiag doxovTes» Or «mwoALTIXOl dEYOVTES», Which
is found mainly in documentary sources of the 14th and 15th centuries®
These citizens and archontes were also distinguished from the senate and
the nobles and represented the people in various collective bodies (provincial

30. George Pachymeres 1V, 401, 445. Also see George Pachymeres 1V, 561 «t@®v tijg
molteiag yonoiuwvs, 597 «10 mowTevov Tis moAiteiac». Moreover, in the 15th century,
Gennadios Scholarios called at the palace an assembly of the three orders of citizens, the
senate, the church and the molitelo for discussing the issue of the Churches’ union. See
Oeuvres complétes de Gennade Scholarios, vol. 3, ed. L. PETIT - X. SIDERIDES - M. JUGIE,
Paris 1930, 169. Cf. T. KiousopourLou, Emperor or Manager. Power and Political Ideology in
Byzantium before 1453, Geneva 2011 p. 93-94.

31. John Cantacuzenus II, 573 «xal aUt0¢ éxxAnoiav pavep®s ovvayaywv €x t€ TV
GOlOTOV XAl TiS OTOATLAS XAl TAV EAA®Y TOMTOV TOV UAALOTA €V AOYW».

32. For Constantinople see mainly Das Register des Patriarchats von Konstantinopel,
vol. 2, ed. Herbert HUNGER - Otto KRresTEN - Ewald KisLINGER, Carolina Curang, [CFHB 19/2],
Wien 1995, no. 111 (1337-1338); Acta et Diplomata graeca medii aevi sacra et profana,
eds. FRANCISCUS MIKLOSICH - I0sEPHUS MULLER, vols. 1-6, Bonn 1860-1890, here v.2, 472, 493,
495; Critobuli Imbriotae historiae, ed. D. R. ReiNnscH, [CFHB 22], Berlin 1983, 41 «tiuatar
maod 1€ 100 PactAéws xal TV v TéAel xal tis moliteias». For Thessalonica see Actes
de Vatopédi I. Des origines a 1329, ed. J. BoMPAIRE - J. LEFORT - V. Kravari, C. Giros, Paris
2001, no. 48 (1313) «t@v éxxoltwv ths avTéL Oc00doTOoV TOAEWS, TOV TE SNAOVOTL
gxxAnolaotix®v xal T@V Tiic molteiag», no. 49 (1317), where they are referred as «tfjc
moltelag Goyovtwv», among whom is found the mpooxaOnjuevos and the xaotpo@vrag of
Thessalonica and also other dpyovtes without offices and titles, who obviously belong to
the social category, about which we are talking; Actes de Vatopédi II, no. 144 (1375). For
Serres see Lisa Benou, Le codex B du monastére Saint-Jean-Prodrome (Serreés), ©. 1 (XIII-
XV siecles ), Paris 1998, no. 23, no. 127. Cf. A. KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, A0Tixd cuuPoviio 010
BuCavtio. Zupporn otn pehétn g ovALOYIXOTNTOS RaTA TOVS TeEdevTaiovs PulavTivoug
awdvee (130¢-150¢ o), Meoaiwvixd xat Néa EAAnvixd 10 (in press, 16-18). For the notion
of politeia, which is traditionally related to the participation of the dfjuog in the public life
(see for example in the 10th century Leonis Diaconi Historiae, ed. C. B. Hase [CSHB 11],
Bonn 1828, 100, where the senate is distinguished by the prominent of the citizens; in the
11th century see Michael Attaliates, 244), in the 15th century see mainly KiousorouLou,
Emperor or Manager, 91-95; see also H.-G. BEck, Konstantinopel. Zur Socialgeschichte einer
frith-mittelalterlichen Hauptstadt, BZ 58 (1965) 11-45.
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108 ANASTASIA KONTOGIANNOPOULOU

councils, synods, assemblies, trials) as well as in the entrance of the emperor
in the capital®,

But who belonged to this category of citizens? According to the afore-
mentioned sources they were educated people of a prominent social and
economic status. Apparently they did not belong to the high aristocracy of
the state, they did not hold an honorific title or office, but most probably
came from the upper class of the middle social stratum*. G. Weiss has
suggested that the representatives of the dfjuog, who participated in a synod
against Palamas in the 14th century, were the é1jucpyot of Constantinople®.
The SAquapyor, who along with the dfjuog had gradually lost their power
during the middle Byzantine period, appear to have specific duties in the
Palaeologan period®. According to their appointments’ letter, the Suapyot
were responsible for the security and maintenance of the urban fortification
in their region and also for the keeping of order?. In the early 14th century

33. See the notes above and also KoNToGianNorouLOU, Aotwxd ovufouvha, 17-18,
25-26.

34. The middle social stratum was a broad social category, which included heterogeneous
elements, i.e both wealthy merchants and professionals, also owners of large urban and rural
property and of medium-size holdings. See mainly G. LITAVRIN, Sovety [ rasskazy Kekavmena,
Moskau 1972, 332; H. BEck, Das byzantinische Jahrtausend, Miinchen 1978, 253; E. DE VRIES
- VAN DER VELDEN, L’élite byzantine devant I'avance turque a I'époque de la guerre civile
de 1341 & 1354, Amsterdam 1987, 58; P. SCHREINER, Byzanz [Oldenbourg Grundriss der
Geschichte 22], Miinchen? 1994, 38; MATscHKE — TINNEFELD, Gesellschaft, 100.

35. Werss, Kantakuzenus, 135-136.

36. MATSCHKE, Konstantinopel, 157-158, where all the former bibliography about the
Siuapyou is listed.

37. K. SATHAS, Meoatwvixi) BifAioOnxn, vol. 6, Venice - Paris, 1877, 643-4. Cf. K.-P.
MATscHKE, Bemerkungen zu den Mikro- und Makrostrukturen der spitbyzantinischen
Gesellschaft, in: Acts X VIIIth International Congress of Byzantine Studies, Selected Papers,
Main and Communications, Moscow 1991, I, History, ed. I. SEvCENKO - G. G. LITAVRIN - W.
K. Hanak, Shepherdstown 1996, 394-424, here 411ff.; MATSCHKE - TINNEFELD, Gesellschaft,
74; A. KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, H eowteQix1] moltixi] tov Avdpovixrov B IlalaioAoyov
(1282-1328). Awoixnon - Owxovouio [Bulavtivd Keluevo nar Melétar 36], Thessalonica
2004, 130. During the siege of Constantinople by the Turks in 1453 the emperor Constantine
XTI (1449-1453) ordered the dMuapyol to register how many forces each one could line up
at the castle. See George Sphrantzes, 386. About the mayors see also Démétrius Cydonés,
Correspondance, vol. 2, ed. R.-J. LOENERTZ, Vatican 1960, no. 268; Nicephorus Gregoras II,
608, 982 «GAA’ dye SN, UETQTEUYAUEVOS TAVTAS GYOQAVOUOUS OUOT %Al SNUAQYOVS, HEAEVE
uaotyiog éxeivovs dravtog amodei&al ToyEme».
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two of them had been chosen to assist with the control of Constantinople’s
provision in cereals®, It is possible that the most prominent of the S7uapyot
could participate in public affairs, although our knowledge about their social
position does not allow us to place them with certainty in the middle social
stratum?’,

Other prominent members of the organizations who were active in
the city’s districts under the leadership of the é7fjuaoyot could probably
participate in the public affairs. Demetrius Cydones in his correspondence
mentions the social rise of a man who was a servant and gradually acquired
wealth and rose to the middle social stratum. Furthermore, the d1juaoyogs of
his district praised him for his participation in the public affairs*,

This category may also have included wealthy merchants and bankers*,
educated officials*?, who were participated in the civic councils and also
representatives of the professional societies and associations and ship-
owners*,

38. See A. M. MarrrY TaLBot, The Correspondence of Athanasius I Patriarch of
Constantinople [CFHB 7], Washington 1975, no. 100. Cf. KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, AVSQOVIXOG,
130-131; MATScHKE, Konstantinopel, 176-177.

39. For example we know nothing about the social position of the two Srquapyot
(Antiocheites and Ploumes) of the early 14th c. mentioned above (n. 37). See also M ATSCHKE,
Konstantinopel, 158ff.

40. Démétrius Cydones, n. 268 (1380). Cf. MaTscHKE - TINNEFELD, Gesellschaft, 74.

41. Acta et diplomata graeca medii aevi sacra et profana, ed. F. MIKLOSICH - 1. MULLER,
v. 2 Vindobonae 1862, p. 472, 493, 495 (15" c.). Cf. Kiousorourou, Emperor or Manager,
91-92.

42. S. KucEas, Notizbuch eines Beamten der Metropolis in Thessalonike aus dem
Anfang des XV. Jahrhunderts, BZ 23 (1914-19) 148-150. Cf. KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, A0Txd,
ovupoviia, 18.

43. John Cantacuzenus II, 334 «ouoiwg 6¢ xal yelpotéxval xat dAlot, doots 6 fiog
nv éx TV yelodv, movoiviee nal éoyalouevol, SIEEwv T@V dvayxaiwv eDmoQOTVIES.
Oi uéootr 6¢ TOV TOMTOV TAVY %Q0TOULDS EMECOVTO UmO €vieiag undeuiay ovdauddey
evmopiay &xovtes», 544-545, 575; Idem 111, 34 «xowvinv éxxinoiav éx mdons idéas fiov
ovvabpoioags éx tv Buiavtiov moAt@v- oUTe Yo §umoogs UmeAe(eTO, OUTE OTOATLHTNG,
GALO %l YELQOTEY VL TaPTIoAY, XAl TOD OUOV 0UX OALYOL Al T@V [EQDV PEOVTLOTNOLWY
oi é&nyotuevor xai T@V éxxAnol@v oi mpootdrtar». See also Alexios Makrembolites (1.
SEvcenko, Alexios Makrembolites and his ‘Dialogue between the Rich and the Poor’, ZRVI
6 (1960) 187-228 [= Idem, Society and Intellectual Life in Late Byzantium, London 1981,
no VII]), 207 «§ y&o €€ émotijuns émhovtnoé tic i) € dumopiag, dAlol & €€ éyxoateiag
xal €& aomayudtwv Erepot, xal éx SuvaoTeiag mOAAOL, 1) xal éx TATEMOU XAJOOU XAl
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In thesources of the period with which we are concerned the middle social
grouping is also denoted by other expressions, which identify more precisely
this social category. John Cantacuzenus in the 14th century mentions the
ugoou of citizens, who are distinguished from the dototot (aristocracy) and
the ofjuoc, which denotes here the lower strata of the urban population*.
Other sources mention the ueootns®, the second and uéon uoipa®, terms
which also denote the middle social class®’. It is possible that the use of these
terms is connected with the growth of commercial and banking activities
in Byzantium, especially in the 14th century, which made the middle social
stratum more distinct in certain authors of that period*.

The fact that the term uéoo: is not found in the sources in the 15th
century has led to the theory that the middle social stratum disappears from
the sources because it coincides with the aristocracy®’. The present analysis,

T@V TotoUtwVv»; George Sphrantzes, 536-538, where among the dfjuog of Monembasia are
mentioned persons «&v i) Qaddoon uev ixavomAoiol te xai Oalartovoyoi, xai vioag
éumopixas mieiotas &yovres». Cf. CHaranis, People, 70, 76-78. About the economic
activities of the middle social class see N. OkoNnomIDES, Hommes d’affaires grecs et Latins
a Constantinople (XIII-XV siécle), Paris 1979, 53 ff. For those who were occupied with
maritime professions see also below n. 54. For the late Byzantine professional societies see
G. ManiaTis, The Domain of Private Guilds in the Byzantine Economy, Tenth to Fifteenth
Centuries, DOP 55 (2001) 339-369.

44. John Cantacuzenus I1, 177-179 «oi u&v yop dotorot avtixa StepOeipovTo... 0i uéoot
8¢ TV ToMTdV, 1) 6TL 0V CVVNYWVILOoVTO T0IS oTaTLdlovoLy, i} pBove ToD megLeivar», 351,
393 «lafalav Se Tiva éx TV HECOY TOMTDV TO DT TEOTEQOV ExTENOVTES (0L ZNAWTES >,
490 . Cf. P. CHARANIS, On the Social Structure and Economic Organization of the Byzantine
Empire in the Thirteenth Century and Later, BSI 12-13 (1951-53) 94-153 (= Idem, Social,
Economic and Political Life in the Byzantine Empire, London 1973, no IV), here 148.

45. Alexios Makrembolites, 210.

46. dirobéov Kwvotavrivovaolews tov Koxxivov Aytoloyixd ‘Egoya vol. 1, ed.
D. Tsames, Thessalonica 1979, 164 «o06¢ ti)c PovAflc tadTta xal T@OV GEIOTOYV, OVOE ye
T1) SEVTEQUS XAl UEONS, WS AV €imOoL TS, Holpags, ALY TOU TOALOT Ol CUQPETHOOVS
GvOQDITOU».

47. MATSCHKE - TINNEFELD, Gesellschaft, 99.

48. For the growth of commercial and banking activities in the 14th century see
mainly OikoNoMIDEs, Hommes d’affaires, 53 ff.; A. Lalou, The Byzantine economy in the
mediterranean trade system; thirteenth-fifteenth centuries, DOP 34-45 (1980-1981) 177-222
(= Idem, Gender, Society and Economic Life in Byzantium, Hampshire 1992, no. VII),
mainly pages 190-210.

49. O1koNoMIDES, Hommes d’affaires, 115-123.
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however, makes it clear that the middle social stratum does not disappear in
the 15th century, but as in the 13th, the 14th and the 15th century one part
of it is determined with expressions such as «&xxpitot T0U Sfjuov» and «Tfjc
moMteiag» mentioned above. These representatives of the popular classes
could participate in the provincial council of the archontes, in assemblies, in
trials and embassies and claim, through their involvement in public affairs,
a share in power>’,

Another notion of the 6fjuog in the period under study is that of the
lower social stratum of the urban populations. Alexios Makrembolites in
his “Dialogue between the rich and the poor” includes in the category of the
poor (évntec), «tovs v YNy éoyalouévove, Tov¢ Tac oixiag, TOVS TOC
OAnddag, Tolc xetoemotiuovas, St wv ai noAelS maool ovvioTavia .
Also, John Cantacuzenus in his work denotes with the term “demos” the
lower stratum of the urban populations, which is distinguished from the
nobles and the middle stratum of citizens (uéoovc)* and elsewhere from the
merchants, the soldiers, the artisans and the clergymen. John Cantacuzenus
mentions that at the beginning of the great civil conflict in 1347 one of the
instigators of the revolt against him in Adrianople was «Bodvo¢ tic Totvoua
100 Sfuov €ic, onamdvy mOOOEXWY xal YEQOL %al YALOXOWS €% TOUTWY
moptLouevos Tov Biov», Tt is obvious that according to Cantacuzenus the
ofjuog had included the economically and socially lower members of the
merchants and the artisans, who did not belong to the middle class. The
same historian, however, mentions the «vavtixov» as part of the dfjuog,

50. KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, A0Tird ovufovita, 17-18, 25-26.

51. Alexios Makrembolites, 210.

52. John Cantacuzenus II, 177-179, 352, 490.

53. John Cantacuzenus III, 34, 227. Also the «dnuadng dyrog» (111, 120) is distinguished
from the soldiers and the senators.

54. John Cantacuzenus II, 176. However, as Michael Angold has pointed out,
Cantacuzenus wanted to underestimate his opponents and Branos probably belonged to
a higher social grouping than the emperor was willing to describe. He possessed a house
and was still prominent in the city’s affairs even after it had returned to the Cantacuzenus
allegiance. See John Cantacuzenus II, 485, 557. Cf. M. ANGoLDp, Archons and dynasts: Local
aristocracies and the cities of the later byzantine empire, in: The Byzantine Aristocracy 1X
to XIII Centuries, ed. M. ANGoLD, Oxford 1984, 236-253, here p. 248.
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that is seamen in general, who could come from both the middle and the
lower social stratum®.

The historians of the period, representatives of the upper social
class®, often use negative characterizations for the common people. In the
historical work of George Pachymeres the S7juog is equated to the vulgar
mob which, according to the author, demanded the creation of a fleet and
for that reason in 1305 erupted in bloody riots against the Catalans and
the Genoese in Constantinople, despite the intervention of the patriarch?.
In addition, Nicephorus Gregoras quite often identifies the mob with the
ofjuog, for whom he usually employes negative characterizations®. Also, John
Cantacuzenus uses negative expressions for the 67juog, which is motivated by
irrational impulse®, is at archontes’ and demagogues’ beck and call®®, while
for the rebels of the great civil conflict of the 14th century he mentions that
CETLTOAD TOV ATOQWTATWY %Ol AWTOSVTDV XAl TOYWOUXWY OVTES, AVTOL
1€ VO TiC meviac avayxalouevor ovdEV glaoay GToANTOV, XAl TOUS
Snuovg éviyov mpog 1@ ioa, TV mpos faciAéa tov [TalatoAddoyov elivoiay
vmoxotvouevol, S10 xal JTLOTOTATOUS EQUTOVS TOOONYOQEUXAOIY» S,

55. John Cantacuzenus 11, 544-545 «éc v votepaiav yao Tlepoaitis éx TV oixeTdV
UEYALOV SOVXOG ... UTEQ TOD OEOMOTOU GUUVOUEVOS, TOV OTUOV ExiVel, xal UAALOT
10 vavuTidV, £UvVOLOV TEOC EXEIVOV xexTnUEVOY 0D wixoQv, oia 81 meol avTods Gel
noyoinuévov». According to him the «vavzixov» in Thessalonica had its own organization,
which was different from that of «7ijgc dAAns moAews», see John Cantacuzenus II, 575. Cf.
ManiaTis, Guilds, 355, where the author remarks that it was about an association of seamen
independently of their social and economic status, like ship-owners, skippers, common
seamen and longshoremen.

56. For the social position of the late Byzantine historians see H. HUNGER, Bviavtivi
Aoyoteyvia, vol. 2, Athens 1992, p. 282ff.

57. George Pachymeres IV, 581 «to0ito yvolc 6 matoitdoyne, Grdoac i¢ eixe Tiic
xatouxiac f wov xatpuel, E0yov Ewv 10 omovSaLdTaTOV TEQL TOV STjoV OTOVSAULOTOLBETY
.. xal Evynalel tode EvyxAvdac xal oic ovviine 6 06oupoc ... 6 Evyxdvec & Syhoc gic
TAVTOV YEYOVOTES ... EYVWoaV T0IS EVTOS ThS mTOAews Kateddvoig Emiyeloeivy.

58 Nicephorus Gregoras I, 127 «6fjuog vteg xai dyopaios 6xAog», 171 «dfjuos yoo
Svtes 1O mAglotov Gyopaios xai avauaiog», 567; Idem II, 608 «&vaoesioatr tOv dyAov
St tv Snudoywvs. Cf. HUNGER, Bulavtiviy Aoyotexvia, 306; MATSCHKE - TINNEFELD,
Gesellschaft, 64, 66.

59. John Cantacuzenus III, 290 «6 87juoc av0ic GAGY@ @epdusvos 6ouip>, 304.

60. John Cantacuzenus I, 274; Idem II, 177; Idem III, 304.

61. John Cantacuzenus II, 177-178, 298.
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Moreover, Doukas identifies the demos with the vulgar people®, while he
also refers to the rabble®. The fact that references to Sfjuoc appear with
greater frequency in the work of John Cantacuzenus than in the work of
George Pachymeres and Nicephorus Gregoras is explained by the emphasis
given by the emperor-author on the description of the social conflicts of his
time®,

In the period with which we are concerned the é7juog also denotes a
wide social group, usually distinguished by the aristocracy, the army and
the clergy, which obviously included the middle and lower strata of the
urban population without clear social distinction. The éfjuog in this wider
sense participates in various court ceremonies, such as imperial investiture®
and the entrance of the emperor in the city® and in many cases, especially
during the turbulent period of civil wars, it undertakes political action®’. In
those cases, when the 67juog is not distinguished from other social groups,

62. Doukas, 83 «... 00@V 1OV dfjuov v diyootaciais ... 00®V TOV Yvdaiov Aaov».

63. Doukas, 43 «xal yoo 10 TAEIOTOV THS TOAEWS UEQOS, BOOV TH)S YEQOVOTUS GO0V TO
OVOQETOV, E0€feTo Kavtaxrovinvov.

64. HuNGER, Bulavtiviy Aoyoteyvia, 321.

65. Doukas, 111. See also George Pachymeres III, 221 (the promotion of Andronicus II
son, John to despote).

66. George Pachymeres IV, 321 «xai 0 o6fjuog dmas dinuepevoag i mwoAU, 600¢ T&
Pwuaixos xai 600¢ GALoS €S AAAWY YeV@V TE xal YAWOO®V, xal udArov Tralixog, oVV T
TEQLPAVETL UEQEL TNG TOAEMS XAl XATOW® TAVTL %Al GOYLEQEDOL, UETEMOOS [0TATO OOV OUTW
1005 Baotrelsc pilotiums vrodeSouevos»; John Cantacuzenus II, 297, 491; IalatoAdyeio
xat Iedomovvnoraxd, ed. S. LAMBROS, vol. 1, Athens 1912, 250. Cf. Kiousorourou, Emperor
or Manager, 112.

67. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 169 «xai éotar xatdt TV S0XOUVTWV GOLXETV €% TOD
onfuov Aotdopia paxod, vov ugv v’ édovra YiBvoitlouévn, uetd 6& xvxAovs €otiv ovic
EVIaUT@V avaneralvuuévn xol Uratoos», 319 «jjecav ént v faoidevovoay, wg avtixo
QiENO0VTES OTAOLALOVOAY TE XAl EXTETOAEUMUEVNY TOOS EQUTNY TAIS TOT SHUOV YVDULS
EATTIOL AnuudTwy, omoia Tais AdixOoLS XEQOIV EXTOQILOVOLY i TOLATTAL TV TEAYUATMV
xawvotouior», 501 «ameotaiugvor maopd to0 Ildama (1334-5), SiaieEousvor meoi e
gipRVNS nal SUOVOLaS TOV ExvANOL@V. nal v €00VC iSelv moALove TdV T0T Srjuov EfAov
uev Aoupdavovrag, ov xat EXiyvwoLy O, kol TOOXELOOV TIVA XAl ATAUIEVTOY TQOTEIVOVTAS
yAdooav xal mpoc ye €1t ovvwhoTvias xal avTov Y TOV TaTOLdOXNV €5 OLaAéSeic»;
Idem II, 682 «émeidn v oV avbddetav 6,1 SHUOS EUITEL XAl TO OQPIOLV AVTIXEUEVOV
TOV ATOAWAOTOV UEQOS €l TO dUvaoBhal 16N TEOUXWEEL, THV TOT SHUOV TEOS EXEIVOUS
anéybetav Exov»; Laonikos Chalkokondyles I, 57; Doukas, 83 «dnunyopnoas xatevimiov
TAVTOV TOV GOIOTOWV XAl TOV TOT SHUOU».
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it is possible that it indicates the entire urban population®, although, in our
opinion, the term in its wide sense addresses mainly the middle and lower
strata of the urban population.

Thenotion of &fjuogas defined in the afore-mentioned categories is also expressed
by other terms used in this period, such as «Aado»®, «oixqTo0ec»™, «mwoAiTaw™,

68. See for example, John Cantacuzenus III, 278 «KaAAt0UmOAS ... TEXTWHRE UEV *UL
avTh) TV ALY uaAdov, 6 Sinog S& dmac SteowOn v toic mAoiols, & Noav éxel TOMG».

69. George Akropolites, 6; George Pachymeres III, 97 «Aaog dmag tijc moAiteiagy;
Idem 1V, 321; Nicephorus Gregoras I, 252, 319; Doukas, 83 «tov yvdaiov Aadv» and 317
«6 yvdaioc oUv xai dyopaioc Aadg»; George Sphrantzes, 204, 292, where are mentioned
the «&yxottor» of the fortress of Patra who along with the people yielded the city to Thomas
Palaeologus (around 1429).

70. George Akropolites, 6-8, 10, 12 «i) xal ToQd T@V 0ixNTOQWV UETAKXANOEVTES €ig
™y Tic xwoas Sepeévdevotv», 22, 40 «amatnAoic 6& Aoyois tovs oixnropas UaeAOwv,
WS TAOVTIOELE TOUTOVS AXPWS ®al T@OV dAAwYV Pouaiwv vmeovypwoeievs, 77 «Soot T
TOV TEOUYOVIWV, OO0l TV €V OTOUTELY XATELAEYUEVWY KOl OO0l XQEITTOVS AAAWS TOV
0ixntépww»; Nicephorus Gregoras I, 457 «6 Baoidevc inavov émébeto Toic meol TOV Afuov
TOMYVIOLS Ol ELAE (100D TAVTA GIOVNTL, TOV OIXNTOOWY TOOCEGOUNKITWV EXOVTWV»;
Idem II, 676 «oixntopwv otdowv»; Idem 111, 150 «xal dua ot T@v OpaxixdVv 0iXHTOOES
nodewv ITTalaiodoyw 1@ Paoidel mpooeywoovy é0edovtai»; Critoboulos, 33 «tote uév
Yoo aitn OUVETWTEQOLS TE XAl OTOATNYIXWTEQOLS, TEOCETL OF XAl TOV TOAYUATOV
EUTELQOTEQOLS EXEYXONTO TO TE PAOIAET xal TOIS AOYXOVOLY 0iXNTOQOL TE TAELOOLV EQPOOU-
o¢€lto». According to Konstantinos Armenopoulos, a man who had lived in a city for ten
years was concerned as its habitant: «O wotjoag év moder Séxa €tn Soxel TV 0ixNoLY Exel
&ewv». See Konstantinos Harmenopoulos, Hexabiblos, ed. K. Prtsaxis, Athens 1971, p. 377.
Cf. E. PATLAGEAN, L’'immunité des Thessaloniciens, in: Evyvyia, Mélanges offerts a Hélene
Ahrweiler, v. 11, Paris 1998, 591-601, here p. 597.

71. George Sphrantzes, 196. See also George Akropolites, 7; Nicephorus Gregoras I,
101 «éxoviwv t@v moltwvs; Idem II, 673 «otaocidlelv Adaumods t0l¢ mOA(TOAULS»; John
Cantacuzenus I, 104 «ol T é@peotnx0TeS TAIS TOAEOLY N)YEUOVES, VO TE TOV iSiWV EXQOTOS
moAT@V Exfralouevosy; Idem 11, 477 «méupas te 0 PaciAeVs TOOONYOQEVE TOVS TOATAS
%Al TAQNVEL TOOOXWEEIV», 573 «xal avTOS EXxANOiaY QaveEQDS ovvayaywyv éx Tte TOV
GoIloTWV ®Ol THS OTOATIAS Xl TV GAAWY TOMTOV TOV ndAiota év Adyw»; Idem III, 125
«0 Paoidets O¢ émel 1lOOeTO 10N *xATO #QATOS TNV TOMY EXOUEVNY, I ®al aDTOS TOOS TV
GxQOTOALY EVPNUOTUEVOS VO TDV TOMTOV», 244 «€v ASOLavoU ... TEUYAS TaQNVEL TOVS
TOAITAS TOOOYWEEV AVTH xal TNV TOMY ToQadLO0VaL», 276 «yevouevos év tf) Tevédw,
Eneloe xal T0U¢ dAAOVS moAitag amootiival Tol VEou factiéms»; Doukas, 63 «tovs O
moAitag gilotnoiais xal yéoa mAeiota dSwonoas». The same term is also employed for the
inhabitants of Constantinople, see «IToAitais», Theodore Skoutariotes, 216 «xal tf)g TOT
Paoiriéws Mavouvnd mapd toic IloAitais dvayopevoems»; Doukas, 57; 73; Idem 83; Idem
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«woMteion ™, «&moixor» ™. It is significant that in the 13th century George
Akropolites, who does not use the term 67juog as already mentioned, refers
«tob¢ Tiic AdpLavod oixfropac» (the inhabitants of Adrianople), while
John Cantacuzenus in the next century mentions «70v ASQLaVoOVTOALTOV
Ofjuov» (Adrianoples’ demos)’. Sometimes these terms are used alternatively
with éfjuog. For example, George Pachymeres in a passage of his history
writes that «Sfjuoc dmac ... §oo¢ 1€ Pouaixoc xai 60o¢ dAroc € GAAwvV
YEVDV TE XAl YAWOO®YV, xol udilov Tralixog» along with members of the
upper social class and the clergy were about to welcome the kings, while
elsewhere he mentions that «dua 8¢ xai Aadg, 6oot t@v Tooux®dv xal
doot 1wV Tral@dv» were participating in a church ceremony’. Moreover,
George Akropolites mentions that the oix1topes of Philippopolis refused
to welcome Alexius IIT (1195-1203) in 12037, George Pachymeres in 1268
mentions that the é&rotxot of Mesembria and Anchialos did not accept that
these cities were to be yielded to the king of Bulgaria Constantine Tich
(1257-1277)7", while George Sphrantzes in the early 15th century mentions
the denial of the d7juog of Sparta to welcome the despote Theodore 17,
According to the above it is evident that the éfjuoc in that period
denotes a broad social body, which includes both members of the middle
and lower strata of the population. Contemporary sources do not provide
much information about the organization of the éfjuoc. It is known that
there was a kind of organization in the districts of Constantinople under

91. A similar meaning seem to have the expression «oi &¢ tijsc moAews», Doukas, 51 and «oi
11 Kovotavtivov», idem, 139.

72. George Pachymeres II, 341; Idem III, 211, IV, 401, 445, 561 «t@v tijc moAiteiag
xonoiuwv», 597 «to mowtevov tijc moAiteiag»; Critoboulos, 41; Gennadios Scholarios, 169.

73. George Akropolites, 75 «émei 6¢ @Odool éc MeAEvixov, mdvia mEOTURATA TOIC
Emoin0oLs ToLETTAL ®al OQPAaS aUTOVS dLeyeipel mpodotval To doTv T@ faotrel». These terms,
however, could also denote all the urban population, as is shown in the footnotes referred to
them. Especially the é&rotxot and oix1jtopeg, who are usually found in the sources next to the
archontes and the clergy, seems that they were denoting the organized people and they were
receiving privileges from the byzantine emperors. See PATLAGEAN, L'immunité, 596-597.

74. George Akropolites, 21-22; John Cantacuzenus III, 243-244.

75. George Pachymeres IV, 321 and III, 31 respectively.

76. George Akropolites, 8.

77. George Pachymeres 11, 443.

78. George Sphrantzes, 204 «ovx 1j0edov dexOijvar avtov 6 Ofjuog GALL udiiota xal
Upoeoy EVETAVVOV».
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the supervision of the «Sfquapyow»™. This organization was formed after
the recapture of Constantinople in 1261 and was based on the form that
existed before the conquest of the city by the crusaders in 1204. As for
the leader of the 87juog in each district it seems that he used the old name
of the circus-factions’ leader. As we have already mentioned the druapyot
were responsible for the security and maintenance of order in the city®.
According to Pseudo-Kodinos, in court ceremonies the flag of the d1juapyotr
followed that of the despotes and the archontes®!. Doukas, also, mentions the
«Onuorpatodvrag» as leaders of the dfjuog. Specifically, when the Ottoman
sultan Bayezid (1389-1402) asked from the emperor John V (1341-1391)
to pay taxes and send one hundrend soldiers under the leadership of
John’s son, the emperor «ufn &wv ponbetav éx T1vos TV Onyddwv i) TV
GOLOTOXQATOUVTIWY 1) TOV SNUOXOATOUVTIWY, EIC TOTVTO XATEVEVOEY» S, Tt is
possible that there was a similar organization in the «yeiroviar» (districts)
of provincial cities®,

In the sources of the 14th and 15th century the «tijc mwoAitelog
doxovtes» or «molTixoi dpyovies» are found, as we have already
mentioned,in Constantinople, Thessalonica and Serres. They were mainly
members of the middle social grouping who participated in the public affairs
as representatives of the people so in Constantinople as in Thessalonica and
Serres and were usually distinguished by the senate or the «ovyxAntixovg
doyovteo»®. Tt is possible that these archontes, along with the dnuapyot,

79. Nicephorus Gregoras 11, 608; George Sphrantzes, 386.

80. See above n. 36.

81. Pseudo-Kodinos. Traité des offices, ed. J. VERPEAUX, Paris 1966, 196 «Omrto0ev 6&
TAOV TOLOUTWYV BACIAMXDY PAQUOTAWY [OTAVTAL TQ TOV SEOTOTOV %Al TOV GOXOVTWV, OV
uiy xol xotd taE- 10TV 8 al Smiobev i TV Snudoyw .

82. Doukas, 75.

83. See for example, A. GuiLLou, Les archives de Saint-Jean-Prodrome sur le mont
Meénécée, Paris 1955, no. 9 (1321) «ysitoviav v Aeyouévnv 100 &yiov Baoileiov» (in
Serres); Actes de Vatopédi II. De 1330 a 1376, ed. J. Lerort - V. Kravari - C. GIROS -
K. Smyruis, Paris 2006, no. 85 «yettovia tov Ayiov Mnva» (in Thessalonica). Cf. John
Cantacuzenus II, 287 «O 6¢ émi ti)c €5w Atdvuoteiyov ovvoixiag 6fuog ov ToA@ otepov
00% Gvextov fyoduevors (in Didymoteicho).

84. For Constantinople see mainly Das Register des Patriarchats von Konstantinopel,
vol. 2, ed. HERBERT HUNGER - OTTO KRESTEN — EWALD KISLINGER - CaroOLINA CUPANE, [CFHB
19/2], Wien 1995, no. 111 (1337-1338); Acta et Diplomata graeca medii aevi sacra et profana,
eds. FrRaNCISCUS MIKLOSICH - I0SEPHUS MULLER, vols. 1-6, Bonn 1860-1890, here v.2, 472, 493,
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participated in the demos’ organization as its representatives in the council
of archontes in the provincial cities, like Thessalonica and Serres, or in
assemblies, synods, trials and other public events so in the capital as in
other cities®. The process of selecting the representatives of the people
and the function of its organization it is not known. The evidence of the
sources permit us to suggest that the 87juog or its representatives did not
act as an independent political authority, except perhaps from the period
of civil conflicts, but participated in the exercise of power mainly through
the institutional collective bodies, such as the council of archontes in the
provincial cities and assemblies®.

The members of the &fjuoc acted collectively and participated in
various public events, such as the entrance of the emperor in the capital
or other cities®” and in court ceremonies®. The demos, usually through
its representatives, participated also in church synods, assemblies, trials
and embassies®. In addition, it could display its discontent on several

495. For Thessalonica see Actes de Vatopédi II, no. 144 (1375). For Serres see Lisa BENou,
Le codex B du monastere Saint-Jean-Prodrome (Serres), t. 1 (XIII-XV siécles), Paris 1998,
no. 23, no. 127. Cf. Kiousopourou, Emperor or Manager, 91-95; KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, AOGTI®A
ovupoviia, 16-18, 25-26.

85. See above n. 31, 32.

86. It seems that the distinction between the «ovyxAnmixoi» and «ti)s moAiteiag
doxovtes» was primarily social and denoted the members of the high aristocracy that
participated along with the members of the middle social stratum in the council of archontes
in the provincial cities or in various public affairs in the capital.

The people’s organization in the Byzantine cities was never ceased to exist and the people
undertook political action (see for example in the 10th century Leonis Diaconi Historiae, ed.
C. B. Hase [CSHB 11], Bonn 1828, 100, where the senate is distinguished by the prominent
citizens; in the 11th century see Michael Attaliates, 244). But its participation in decision-
making passed normally through the official institutions of the state, as mentioned above.
Only in the 15th century is the politeia treated in the sources as an independent political
power, when asked its opinion in crucial matters, like the choice of an emperor (see below n.
93-95). But even then it does not seem to influence substantially political developments.

87. See John Cantacuzenus I, 426; Idem II, 491; Doukas, 139. See also George Pachymeres
111, 97, 261; Idem 1V, 321, 401, 413, 445.

88. George Pachymeres I11, 221; Doukas, 111. See also George Akropolites, 6 (faotieds
TaEA TAVTOS AvayopeveTal T00 AaoD).

89. George Pachymeres 111, 103 (trial of Bekkos, «t@v Aaix@v oi éAAdyor), 211 (trial
of Strategopoulos in 1294 «t@v ti)c moriteiag Soov meQLpavis 1e xal Exxpitovw); Idem 1V,
449 (trial of despote Michael Angelos in 1304 «T@v tfic moAteiag»), 595-597 (harangue);
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occasions” by taking part in uprisings® thus affecting in many cases
political developments, especially during the civil wars of the 14th century®2
Moreover, from the second half of the 14th century, when the Byzantine
State became gradually tributary of the Ottoman sultan, it seems that the
citizens were taken into account, at least formally, in decision making. Both
Laonikos Chalkokondyles and George Sphrantzes mention the question
addressed by Bayezid to the citizens of Constantinople (BuZdvtior), during
the conflict between Manuel IT (1391-1425) and Andronicus IV (1376-1379)
for the occupation of the throne, about their preference for the succession
of the byzantine throne®. The «woAiteia»®, that is the representatives of
the 6fjuog, appears in this political context as a third pole of power next

Nicephorus Gregoras I, 70, 169-170 (trial of Bekkos, «§oot t@v éALoyiuwv»), 395-398
(embassy), 531 (trial of conspirators in 1336), 557 (trial of Barlaam in 1341 «O0¢v éxvpotto
ovyxeotnOivoL SixaoTioLoV v TM UEYIOTE VED ThHS TOD B0l Sogiag, mAQOVTOS %Al
Baoidéws avToU uettt TOV TiiS OVYRAGTOU AoYddwy, xal 001 TV COPWTEQWY AVEQDV»);
Idem III, 538 «xal dua Ep tf] voTEQAit OVYNOEOIXWS (EQEWY ExxAnoiav xal ool TOD
#A1OOV xal o0V TOU SNUOV TANCLOYXWOEOV TE %Al TOOOOLXOV UTTIOXE TG TEQLWVIU® THS
100 Oe0® oo@iac vew»; John Cantacuzenus I, 385-388 (assembly in Chios), 522 (assembly
in Arta); Idem 1II, 217 (assembly), 351 (assembly), 420 (assembly), 490 (assembly); Laonikos
Chalkokondyles I, 57; George Sphrantzes, 196.

90. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 169 «xai éotat xatt TV S0x0UVTWV GOLXETY Ex TOD SjuoV
Aotdopia uaxod, vov uev O 660vra YiOvoilouévn, uetd 6& xuxAovs oty ol EViaUTdV
avaxexalvuuévn xat mat6oos».

91. HEISENBERG, Johannes Batatzes, 230 «&AAa xal 1005 SUOVS ExAOTNG TOAEWS
TETOQAYUEVOVS 1OV €V GAAGAOIS xal oTaotdlovTas @xTelpe»; Nicephorus Gregoras I, 408
<T@V TOT TOMTIXOD ONUOV OTACLWOTAV», 413 «Sedtwvs ™V 10T SHjUuov oTAoLY™, 426 «TOT
Snjuov TV oty avexaitioe»; Idem II, 180 «oi Sfjuotr 8¢ Va0 TOV OTACLAOTOV GYOUEVOL
%al TV Aropmv, 1l PaoctAidoc jootvto udriov», 681 «otdoic éyeyover tod drjuov» (in
Trebizond); John Cantacuzenus II, 176-179, 287, 545.

92. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 501 (where many of the people prompted the patriarch
to negotiations for the union with the Latin Church); John Cantacuzenus I, 104 «.. of T’
EQETTNHOTES TATS TOAETLY NYEUOVES, VO TE TAOV IOIWV EXAOTOS TOMTOV ExPLalouevos xal
v adnliav SedotxdTeS THS TUYNG, 0V EIOOTES TOOS OTOTEQOY TMV PACIAEWY TO XQATOS
AXWONOEL, TM SUVATWTEQW TO VDV EXOV QAVOUEV® %Al AVTOIS EMIXELUEVQ TAOASDOOVTL TAS
moAeig». Also in 1347 the money-changers were strong enough to prevent the imposition of
economic measures by John Cantacuzenus (I11, 34-42). Cf. OikoNnomipEs, Hommes d’affaires,
64.

93. Laonikos Chalkokondyles I, 57. See also George Sphrantzes, 196.

94. Critoboulos, 41.
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to the senate and the emperor, although they do not seem to substantially
influence political developments®.

Through its collective action, 6fjuoc was trying to make its own
demands, which were first of all the protection of the empire’s territory
and the reinforcement of its defense. When the ruler was indifferent or
detrimental to the state’s territorial integrity, the people of the cities took its
fate in their own hands exercising in this way pressure on the governor for
a more rational foreign policy. The sources give us many examples. George
Pachymeres, for example, mentions the discontent of the people, because of
the reduction of maritime forces by Andronicus II and the popular outburst
against the Catalans and the Genoese of the capital in 1305 after the attack
led by the first against the Byzantines®.

Also, in many cases the citizens of provincial cities decided whether
to permit the entrance of a specific individual in their city®” as well as to
support one or another potential ruler®®. We only mention the case of despote
Theodore I of Peloponnese®”, who between 1397 and 1404 had decided,
before the Ottoman threat, to yield most of his territory to the Knights of
St John of Rhodes. The inhabitants of Sparta, however, refused to welcome
the Knights and «wolAeueiv Podioic gavepows tjoEavto, xoal yYhigioua
YEYOVE x01VOV, 6px0LS TO PERaLoV Eoxnxrog, ij Tovs Poepiovs éSeddoal Tig
avt@v 7 tefvavar»', With the bishop of the city at their head, they rose
in revolt'®, The despote Theodore I regained his territory, and in 1404 the
treaty of Vassilopotamos forced the Knights withdrawn from the towns they
had seized!%

95. See also Kiousorourou, Emperor or Manager, 169-170.

96. George Pachymeres IV, 581 «xai Opo0s )yelpeto maumxAnoig...xal thv tov Pouaixov

VEDV ROTNTLOVTO XATAAVOLY, WS 0Ux AV mdboilev tolatta, €0 6 OUVRONS OTOAOS TEQLDV
E§notueTo, nal mOAAL xal moEd TO €ix0s SteAdAovy» and 595. Cf. KONTOGIANNOPOULOU,

AvSp0vixog, 55; MATSCHKE - TINNEFELD, Gesellschaft, 78-81.

97. George Akropolites, 8, 10 (the citizens of Nicaea); Doukas, 89.

98. George Akropolites, 21 (the citizens of Adrianople), 75, 149, 172; George Pachymeres
I, 443; Nicephorus Gregoras I, 16, 457; Doukas, 81-83; D. BALFOUR, Politico-historical Works
of Symeon archbishop of Thessalonica (1416/17 to 1429) [WBS 13], Wien 1979, 57.

99. PLP, no. 21460.

100. ITaratoAoyera xai [Tedomovvnoiaxd, ed. S. LamBros, vol. 3, Athens 1926, 90.

101. George Sphrantzes, 204.

102. D. ZakyTHINOS, Le Despotat grec de Morée. Vie et institutions, London 1975, 95.
See also George Sphrantzes, 204, where the dfjuog of Sparta refused to welcome the despote
Theodore I in the city.
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Moreover, the people demanded that economic pressures and social
injustices affecting mainly the middle and lower strata be reduced. According
to Nicephorus Gregoras, Andronicus III gained the sympathy of the people
of the Thrace and the capital in his fight against his grandfather Andronicus
II, with promises for reduction of taxes and deliverance from the political
inaction of the old emperor, which had enabled the state enemies to prey
upon its lands and occupy its cities'®. Also, in 1347 the money-changers
of Constantinople put political pressure on John Cantacuzenus and thus

104

prevented the imposition of economic measures by the emperor'®™. In

addition, Symeon, archbishop of Thessalonica in the early 15th century,
reproached, the archontes of the city because they perpetrated injustices!%.
We also mention the protests of both the patriarch Athanasius and

196 and the social contradictions

Nicolaus Cabasilas against the speculators
highlighted by Alexios Makrembolites!””. Especially during the second
civil war of the 14th century the social rivalries, which were smoldering
mainly in the urban centers, manifested in violence. The regime of Zealots
in Thessalonica that prevailed for almost a decade was the culmination of
those rivalries'®,

The people also defended the preservation of the Orthodox doctrine and

expressed their opposition to the Union with the Latin Church!?”’, although

103. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 392, 397, 399.

104. John Cantacuzenus III, 34-42. Cf. OikoNoMmIDES, Hommes d affaires, 64.

105. BALFOUR, Symeon, 47 «Kal doyoVTes ueév xataonataldot, Onoaveilovoi te xal
VTEQQIQOVTAL XATQ TOV VIO Xeloa, AV Gdixiasc E0yov AvEONV SLATOATTOUEVOL, OV HOVOV
01068V Gmodidovrec Oed, dAAl xal & 100 OO0 dpapmdlovrec xal 10010 eival Goynv
NYOUUEVOL EQVTAOV XAl TO TOVS TEVOUEVOUS xal U QUTOVS undé Quoews avOowmivng
oxedOv eival vouiteiv».

106. George Pachymeres IV, 509; Marrry TavrBot, Correspondence, no. 106; R.
GUILLAND, Le traité inédit ‘Sur I'usure’ de Nicolas Cabasilas, in: Ei¢ uvijunv Xmx. Adumoouv,
Athens 1935, 269-277.

107.Alexios Makrembolites, 203-215.

108. See mainly Nicephorus Gregoras 11, 674-675, 796; John Cantacuzenus II, 176-179,
233-235, 287, 568 ff.; Idem III, 108, 117. Cf. J. BArRKER, Late Byzantine Thessalonike: A
Second City’s Challenges and Responses, DOP 57 (2003) 5-33, mainly p. 16-21.

109. Doukas, 317 «O yvdaioc oOv xal Gyooaioc Aadg EEeMOOVTES €x Tiic AbATC TOT
UOVaOoTNEIOU, €V XATNAEIOIS HOATMDVTES €V YEQOL TAS QLAAaS TANOELS GxpdTOV Gvale-

udatifov Tovs Evatixous, TIVOVTES €ig TEEOPElQY THiG EixOVOS TiG OEOUNTOQOS.
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in some cases representatives of the people proposed the reconciliation of
the two Churches''.

The expression of popular discontent in combination with the general
weakening of the Byzantine State led the emperors to come into frequent
contact with the &fjuog or its representatives, through the convocation of
assemblies or harangues!!! that they addressed to it in various circumstances
soas to justify or impose their policy. We mention indicatively two cases where
the emperors appealed to popular approval for economic or defence issues.
First, the assembly called in 1347 by John Cantacuzenus for the ratification
of tax measures!''2. Second, the assembly called in 1348 by the Empress
Irene in order to respond appropriately to the embassy of the Genoese, who
demanded the disarmament of the Byzantine fleet. The senators and «8oot
100 Bvlavtiowv dijuov ovvetdtepor ival é50xovv» attended this assembly
and the Empress inquired «thv éxdotov yvaunv» 115,

Moreover, the concession of privileges to the cities especially from
the early 13th century onwards, as also the judicial reforms by the first
Palaeologoi are illustrative examples of the emperors’ efforts to fulfill the
demands of the Sfjuog, in its wide sense!'.

To summarize, the presence of the éfjuog in the sources of the period
under study is not simply a re-use of the classical term derived from ancient
literature but is related to the reorganization of the capital after its recapture
in 1261, and more precisely to the organization of the city’s districts under
the leadership of d7uapyot. The people in the provincial cities were also
expressed in the sources after the reconquest of Constantinople with the
term O6fjuog. The dfjuog is also connected to the rise of the middle social
class, which is subsumed in its notion. During these years the éfjuog was a

110. Nicephorus Gregoras I, 501 «dreotaiugvor mapa 100 [Ndxma (1334-5), Stare&o-
uevouL weol Te €ipRVNS #al GUOVOLaS TV ExxANoLdY. xal v e0VOVC ISeIV TOALOVS THV TOD
onuov EfAov uev Aaupdvovrag, ot xat Exlyvaory O&, xal TQOXELQOY TIVA XAl ATAUIEVTOV
TOOTEVOVTOS YADOOQV %l TOOS YE €Tt OVVWOOTVTOS ®al AVTOV Y€ TOV TATOLAOXNY €C
Staré€eic».

111. George Pachymeres IV, 569, 595; Nicephorus Gregoras I, 532.

112. John Cantacuzenus III, 34-39.

113. Nicephorus Gregoras 11, 846.

114. See KONTOGIANNOPOULOU, AvO00Ovix0g, 125-127; PATLAGEAN, L’ immunité, 591-601;
D. Kyritses, The ‘Common Chrysobulls’ of Cities and the Notion of Property in Late
Byzantium, Jvuuetxto 13 (1999) 229-245.
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not homogeneous broad social body, which included members of both the
middle and the lower social stratum. It is obvious that, while representing
the dfjuog in collective bodies, the members of the middle social stratum
were making their own demands. General terms such as Aa0g, 0ix1]ToQEg,
moAltat, moAiteia, Eroixol seem to have in many cases a similar meaning
to that of 67juog. Until the fall of the empire the d7juog did not seem to act as
an independent political authority which was regularly taken into account
in decision making. Nevertheless, the organization and political action of
the dfjuog especially through assemblies and uprisings, related to the general
political developments of the era, indicate that its role in decision-making
policies was in certain cases decisive.
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THE NOTION OF AHMOX AND ITS ROLE IN BYZANTIUM
DURING THE LAsT CENTURIES (13TH-15TH C.)

The notion of demos/6fjuot (people/circus factions) has been a favorite
subject in modern research and various opinions have been formulated
regarding to its organization and the role it played in political developments.
In modern bibliography referred to the period with which we are concerned
(13th-15th ¢.) the term 6fjuoc denotes generally the lower strata of the urban
population, that is, small merchants, artisans and various laborers. However,
through the systematic study of that period’s sources certain nuances can
be detected in the meaning of the term 67juog, which, apart from the lower
social stratum, also seems to include the middle social class and moreover
denotes a larger group that contains both the lower and the middle social
stratum. This paper examines the concept of d7juos and similar expressions,
the social composition of this body and its role in the political life of the era,
based on the sources of the late Byzantine period (13th-15th ¢.).

The presence of the dfjuoc in the sources of the period under study
is not simply a re-use of the classical term derived from ancient literature
but is related to the reorganization of the capital after its recapture in
1261, and more precisely to the organization of the city’s districts under
the leadership of d7quapyot. The people in the provincial cities were also
expressed in the sources after the reconquest of Constantinople with the
term O6fjuog. The dfjuog is also connected to the rise of the middle social
class, which is subsumed in its notion. During these years the éfjuog was a
not homogeneous broad social body, which included members of both the
middle and the lower social stratum. It is obvious that, while representing
the é7juoc in the collective bodies, the members of the middle social stratum
were making their own demands. General terms such as Aa0g, oix1jtopeg,
moAltat, moAiteia, Emotxot seem to have in many cases a similar meaning
to that of 6fjuoc. Until the fall of the empire the d7juog did not seem to act as
an independent political authority which was regularly taken into account
in decision making. Nevertheless, the organization and political action of
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the dfjuog especially through assemblies and uprisings, which are related

to the general political developments of the era, indicate that its role in the
decision-making policies was in certain cases decisive.

BYZANTINA SYMMEIKTA 22 (2012) 101-124


http://www.tcpdf.org

