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It is a pleasure and an honor to have been asked to address a few  infor-
mal remarks to you today on some of  the problems whiclı the history of  Byzan-
tine Anatolia presents to the seholar. Inasmuch as the disciplines of  Byzan-
tinology and Turkology overlap chronologically, geographieally, and topi-
cally, the seholars of  Turkish history and laııguage are in an excellent posi-
tion to offer  suggestions and methodologies towards solutions to many of 
the problems whieh the difficult  history of  Byzantine Anatolia presents. 
It is in this spirit that I would like to address my remarks to you. 

As you are well aware the chronological period of  Byzantine Asia Minör 
is quite an extensive one, beginning with the reforms  of  Diocletian and Cons-
tantine and continuing until the period of  the Seljuk invasions.. . in other 
words Byzantine Asia Minör existed for  at least eiglıt hundred years1. But 
in spite of  this longevity and in spite of  its great geographical extent, Byzan-
tine Asia Minör remains terra incognita. In sharp contrast, researeh on the 
history of  the Byzantine Balkans is more advanced and it is unlikely that 
there will be many majör changes or revisioııs in the account of  its history 
which Byzantinists have put together for  the period up to the eleventh 
eentury. The history of  Byzantine Asia Minör is not only less well investi-
gated than the history of  the Balkan regions during this period, but in com-
parison with practically any other period of  Anatolian history the history 
of  Byzantine Anatolia is stili shrouded by comparative darkness. The prog-
ress and activity in the field  of  Hetite studies at the hands of  K. Bittel and 
T. Özgüç, the monumental survey by Magie of  Roman Anatolia, the numerous 
monographs by K. Erdmann, Uzunçarşılı, O. Turan, 0 . Barkan, Wittek, 

* B u yazı, California  Üniversitesi, Los Angeles, Profesörlerinden  Dr. S. Vryonis'in 17 
Mayıs 1963 de Enst i tümüzde vermiş olduğu konferansın  metnidir. Kendisi notlar ilâve 
ederek Dergimizde yayınlanmasına müsaade etmek lûtfunda  bulunmuştur. 

1 The phrase, 'Byzantine Asia Minör' in this paper is restricted to the area west of  a 
line running through Trebizond-Caesareia-Tarsus, but excluding Cilicia. 
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Cahen, Köprülü and others on Seljuk and Ottoman Anatolia further  indicate 
the neglected state of  researclı on Byzantine Anatolia. 

This neglect of  Byzantine Asia Minör is strange when one considers the 
important and great role which the peninsula played in Byzantine history. 
After  the great territorial losses to the Germans and Slavs in Europe and 
to the Arabs in the east aııd south, Asia Minör becanıe the empire's principal 
reservoir of  spritual and physical strength. It eontained the greatest portion 
of  the empire's population and was the principal source of  its agricultural, pas-
toral, mineral, and other products. It furnished  the most important and most 
numerous levies froın  its free  peasantı-y for  the armies. The bulk of  the great 
landed aristocracy was located there. The number of  capable generals, adminis-
trators, patriarchs, hoîy men, and emperors who came from  Anatolia is stri-
king. In addition its urban centers remained comparatively sheltered from 
the periodic migrations of  new peoples which so disrupted Byzantine urban 
society in great areas to the Balkans. In spite of  this obviously great impor-
tance, its history is only poorly kııown. There have been, of  course, some 
very important contributions, suclı as the work of  William Ramsay and his 
school on the geograplıy and epigraphy of  Asia Minör. Equally monuınental 
is the work of  Jerphanion for  the art history of  this area. Thouglı there have 
been significant  contributions in some of  the broad scctors of  ethnography, 
demography, religious, urban, rural, economic, and administrative history, 
they have not been completely and thorouglıly investigated. 

Let us turn first  to the field  of  ethnography. In antiquity Asia Minör 
was, ethnographically speaking, comparable to the Caucausus regions 2 . It 
possessed a great variety of  linguistic — cultural or ethnic groups. . . Lydians, 
Lycians, Mysians, Lycaonians, Phrygians, Cappadocians, Isauriaııs, Armeııi-
ans, Greeks, and others 3 . From the point of  view of  Byzantine history, the 
critical phenomenon was the proeess of  Hellnizatioıı amongst these gıoups, 
this proeess having occured in three phases . . . that of  classical Greek anti-
quity, that of  the Hellenistic aııd Roman era and finally  that of  the Byzantine 

2 A. H. Sayce, :<Languages of  Asia Minör," Anatolian  Sludics  Prescnted  to  Sir  William 
Ramsay,  ed. W. H. Buckler and W. M. Calder (London, 1923), 396. 

3 On this vast, confusing  subject one raay consult the following:  A. Goetze, Kulturges-
chichte  des  alten  Orienls.  Kleinasien.  2nd ed. (Munich, 1957), 180-3, 193-4, 201-9. D. C. Swanson, 
" A Seleet Bibliography of  the Anatolian Languages," Bulletin  of  the  Nem  York  Public  Library 
(May-June, 1948), 3-26. O. Masson, "Epigraplıie asianique", Orientalia,  nov. ser., 23 (1954), 
439-42. J . Friederieh, Kleinasiatische  Sprachdcnkmaler  (Berlin, 1932). M. B. Sakellariou, La 
migration  grecque  en  Jctıie  (Athens, 1958), 414-37. 
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period. This process of  Hellenization has as yet not received a definitive  treat-
ment, though the works of  A. Jones and L. Robert have furnished  us with 
exemplary works of  synthesis and systematic collection of  materials respec-
tively *. The collection of  ali the factual  material has not yet reached a point 
whereby a clear outline of  the whole process emerges. 

In the study of  the fortleben  of  the pre-Greek Anatolian languages one 
of  the basic problems is to trace the evolution in meaning of  such older ethnic 
designations as Phrygian, Lycian, Cappadocian, Mysian, Paphlagonian, 
ete. When in 1870 Rambaud wrote his pioneering work on the history of  the 
Byzantine Empire in the tenth century, he interpreted these terms as rep-
resenting liııguistic groups surviving in Anatolia during the tenth century5. 
Since then the German philologist Holl, in 1908, showed that some of  these 
languages survived as late as the sixth century, but he suggested that they 
may have become moribund by that time 6 . However even Holl, it would 
seem, did not interpret ali of  his texts correctly, and över half  century has 
1 apsed since his work appeared. What is needed is a series of  studies such 
as those of  Neumann and then Cate who have studied the fortleben  of 
Hetite and Luwian respectively 1 . In addition a semantological study should 
be made of  the process by which older ethnic designations such as Lydian, 
Lycian, Cappadocian, ete, were transformed  into purely geographical epit-
hets, epithets which merely distinguished a particular portion of  Asia Minör. 
One example of  error arising from  the misinterpretation of  these ethnic-geog-
raphical terms will be sufficient  to illustrate the necessity of  such a study. 
Holl, and a \vhole host of  authors following  him, concluded as a result of  a 
passage from  the fifth  century ecclesiastical historian Socrates that Phrygian 
was spoken and understood in the fifth  century of  the Christian era 8. Soc-

4 A. H. M. Jorıcs, The  Greek  City  from  Alcxander  to  Justinian  (Oxford,  1940). L. Robert, 
La  Carie.  Histoire  et  geographie  historique  avec  le  recueil  des  inseriptions  antiques.  Vol. II , Le  pla-
teau  de  Tabai  et  ses  environs  (Paris, 1954); also, Villes  d'Asie  Mineure;  etudes  de  geographie  an-
cienne,  2nd ed. (Paris, 1962). 

5 A. Rambaud, L'Empire  grec  au  dixieme  siecle  (Paris, 1870), 241-2, 252. 
9 K . Holl, " D a s Fortleben der Volksprachen in Kleinasien in nachchristlicher Zeit", Hermes, 

43 (1908), 240-54. 
7 C. Neumann, Untersuchungen  zum  Weiterlebcn  hethitisehen  und  lulüischen  Sprachgutes 

in  hellenistiseher  und  römiseher  Zeit  (1962). Ph. H. J . Howink ten Cate, The  Luıvian  Population 
Groups  of  Lycia  and  Cilicia  Aspera  during  the  Hellenistic  Period  (1961). 

8 Holl, loc, cit., 247-8. W. M. Calder, Monuments  from  Eastern  Phrygia,  in  Monumenta 
Asiae  Minoris  Antiquae,  7 (Manchester, 1956), xv, xxxii. Friederieh, "Phrygia" , Pauly-W'is-
sowa,  868-9. 
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rates relates that the bishop of  the Goths in fifth  century Asia Minör, a cer-
tain Selinas, was the son of  a mixed marriage. 

"He was a Goth on his father's  side and a Phrygian through his mother. 
And beeause of  this he taught readily in both languages in the chureh." 9 

This passage has been interpreted as meaning that Selinas addressed his 
congregation in both Gothie and Phrygian. But the real question is the mean-
ing of  the phrase "d|iq>0T£pcuç V(üç  8ıa/.ezTOlç"  in both languages. Does 
this mean that he really spoke both Gothie and Phrygian, or is the word Phry-
gian here simply a reference  to the faet  that his mother was from  the district 
of  Phrygia ? Byzantine authors generally refer  to individuals by plaeing geog-
raphical epithets next to their names, intending thus to show their place 
of  origin (as is stili the case in modern Greece). Thus the sources will refer 
to an individual as Thettalos, Helladikos, Makedon, Tharx, Cappadox, ete. 
That the epithet Phryx in the text of  Socrates is geographical rather than 
linguistic is implied in a parallel passage of  another eeclesiastieal historian, 
Sozomenus. Sozomenus relates that Süenus was able to deliver sermons 

" . .not only in their national language (Gothie) but also in that of  the 
Greeks." 1 0 

This example from  the texts of  Socrates and Sozomenus shows that 
a study of  the semantological transformation  of  these ethnic-geographical 
epithets is very much needed. 

We are better informed  on the later ethnic groups introduced by the 
Byzantines into their Anatolian possessions. . the Armenians, Syrians, Slavs, 
and others. The investigations of  P. Charanis have been particularly impor-
tant on these ethnic groups and on the Byzantine policy of  transplanting 
of  populations 1 1 . But there is stili need for  a detailed study of  the effect 
of  Byzantine culture on these transplanted groups. 

9 Socrates, Hisloreia  Ecclesiastica,  Patrologia  Graecn,  67 (1864), 648 : ÛÇ 

ö  tcöv  FozOdjv  ijıınyjmoç,  âvfjp  ğm/j,'xzov  ty(ûv  to  yevoç.  rövOoç  /uev 

fjv  ex  Tiavpöç.  0pvs  de  xavâ  jurjTepa.  xaiÖıa  vovto  â/Mpotepaıç  valç 

<)ıalhxToıq  evoi/ucoç  y.avd  xard  %>)v  ixxhf]aiav  ediöaaxe." 
1 0 Sozomenus, Kirchengeschichte,  ed. J . Bidez and G. Hansen (Berlin, 1960) 236: 

"...  xai  eni  ixxA?]crdıç  ixavq>  öıddoneıv,  ov  fiövov  xarâ  vijv  ndtpıov 

avvüûv  0mvr/v,  aV.â  yap  xai  rr)v  'EXXı)vwv." 
1 1 P. Charanis, "Ethnic Changes in the Byzantine Empire during the Seventh Century" 

"Dıımbarton  Oaks  Papers,  13 (1959), 25-44; "Slavic Settlements in Byzantine Asia Minör" By-
zantion,  18 (1948), 69-83; "The Armenians in the Byzantine Empire," Byzantinoslavica,  22 (1961), 
196-240. 
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The field  of  Anatolian demography has hardly been touched in regards 
to the Byzantine period. There have been important studies of  Anatolian 
demography for  the late classical period by Broughton and Beloch 1 2 and 
for  Ottoman times by Barkan 1 3 . But aside from  the study of  Russell 1 4 (which 
though useful,  has not really martialled ali the evidence) there is very little 
which one can consult on this important subject 1 5 . Secondary works have 
tended to depict Asia Minör as depopulated to the point of  semi-desolation. 
These works fail  into two categories: 1. The studies of  Islamicists, 2. the 
studies of  Marxist historians. 

Islamicists have often  tended to state that the population of  Asia Minör 
became very sparse as a result of  the Arab razias and that the largest propor-
tion of  the Anatolian population simply disappeared16. This conclusion 
would, however, seem to be exaggerated and we must reserve judgement 
on this matter until the history of  Byzantine-Arab warfare  has been thorou-
ghly investigated in the exemplary manner which M. Canard has done it for 

1 2 J . Beloch, Die  Bevölkerung  der  griechisch-römischen  Welt  (Leipzig, 1886). 227 ff.  T. R. S. 
Broughton, Roman  Asia  Minör,  vol. VII in An  Economic  Survey  of  Ancient  Rome  (Baltimore, 
1938), 812-16. For more recent remarks on the ancient period, H. Bengtson, Griechische  Ges-
chichte  von  den  Anfângen  bis  in  die  römisehe  Kaiserzeit,  2nd. ed. (Munich, 1960), 421. C. Roe-
buck, Ionian  Trade  and  Colonization  (New York, 1959), 21-3. 

1 3 ö . Barkan, "Türkiyede imparatorluk devirlerinin büyük nüfus  ve arazi tahrirleri ve 
hakana mahsus istatistik defterleri,"  İktisat  Fakültesi  Mecmuası,  II. I. (1949), 1-10; "Es sa i 
sur les donnees statistiques des registres de recensement dans Tempire ottoman aux XV. et XVIe 
siecles," Journal  of  the  Economic  and  Social  History  of  the  Orient,  1. (1957), 9-35. 

1 4 J . C. Russel, Late  Ancient  and  Medieval  Population,  Transactions  of  the  American  Phil-
osophical  Society,  43, no. 3 (Philadelphia, 1958), 81-100; "La te Medieval Balkan and Asia Minör 
Population," Journal  of  the  Economic  and  Social  History  of  the  Orient,  3 (1960). The works of 
A. Andreades may stili be consulted with some profit,  " L a population de l'empire byzantin," 
Actes  du  IVe  Congres  International  des  fitudes  byzantines  (Sofia,  1935), 117-26; "jıgpl  TOV 

nXr\Qvo[j,ov  y.m  vov  nkovtov  vrjç  Ktûvavtavvbvovnö^coç  xavâ  vovç  rie-
aoVÇ  Xât')VOVÇ,"  İn "Epya,  I (Athens, 1938), 417-21. 

1 5 For the later period there is the work of  P. Charanis, " A Note on Population and Cities 
of  the Byzantine Empire in the Thirteenth Century," Joshua  Starr  Memorial  Volume;  Studies 
in  History  and  Philosophy  (New York, 1953), 135-48. 

1 6 C. Cahen, " L e probleme ethnique en Anatolie" Journal  of  World  History,  II , 2 (1954), 
352-3. M. H. Yinanç, Anadolunun  Fethi  (İstanbul, 1944), 21. F. Köprülü, Les  origines  de  l'em-
pire  ottoman  (Paris, 1935), 60. 
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the tenth century17. The Arab razzias were generally small booty operations, 
not nearly extensive enough to extirpate the population of  the whole peninsula. 

Marxist historians have also posited a general decline of  the Anatolian 
population, the conclusion not being based on any substantial source mater-
ial but rather upon the dictates of  Marxist dogma. But I shall reserve further 
discussion on the Marxist interpretation of  this period of  Anatolian history 
for  a later point in the lecture. 

The real difficulty  in the investigation of  Anatolian demography is the 
lack of  adequate source material for  the seventh-eleventh centuries. The 
Byzantine historical sources are ali Constantinople-centered and so they 
do not reflect  conditions and events in the provinces. We have nothing in 
the way of  local chronicles. Thus most historians have tended to argue ex-
silentio when speaking of  the history of  the provinces. What sources might 
be consulted for  information  on Anatolian demography during the Byzantine 
period ? There is the collection of  documents usually referred  to as the notitiae 
episcopatum.  These documents are indications of  the metropolitanates, arch-
bishoprics and bishoprics which were composed for  the purposes of  protocol 
and were used for  this purpose in synods, at the imperial court, and at other 
official  places18. For this purpose the notitiae  define  clearly the position 
and rank of  each participant. The position of  each metropolitanate depended 
upon a number of  things. . . the ancient tradition of  a particular city as a 
seat of  Christiantity, the size of  that particular city, and its importance in 
the provincial administration. A detailed study of  these notitiae  will reveal 
something as to the flux  of  population, as Jeraphanion has already demonst-
rated in the case of  the Cappadocian bishoprics 1 5 . These episcopal lists are 
supplemented by the açta  emanating from  the various synods of  the churclı 
in Constantinople. These açta  deal with specific  questions of  ecclesiastical 

1 7 M. Canard, Histoire  de  la  dynastie  des  Hamdanides  de  Jazîra  et  de  Syrie  I  (Paris, 1953). 
The recent study of  H. Ahrweiler, "L 'Asie Mineure et les invasions arabes V I I e - I X e siecles," 
Hevue  Historique,  227 (1962), 1-32, is unsatisfactory. 

I R H. G. Beck, Kirche  und  theologische  Litteratur  im  bysantinisches  Reich  (Munich 1959), 
148-56. H. Gelzer, Ungedruckte  und  ungenügend  veröffentlichte  Texte  der  Notitiae  Episcopatum, 
ein  Beitrag  zur  byzantinischen  Kirchen-und  Vergaltungsgeschichte,  Abhandlungen  der  bayeris-
chen  Akademie  der  W'issenschaft,  21 (1901), 529-641. W. Ramsay, "Phrygian Orthodox and 
Heretics 400-800 A. D . , " Byzantion,  6 (1931), 1-35. 

1 9 G. de Jerphanion, Une  nouvelle  province  de  Varı  byzantin:  Les  eglises  rupestres  de  Cap-
padoce,  I, 1 (Paris, 1925), li-lxii; I , 2 (Paris, 1932), 397-400. It is also exj>lieitly stated in a syno-
dal dccument of  the fourteenth  century, Miklosich et Müller, Açta  et  diplomata  graeca  medii 
aevi,  I I (1862) 103-6. 
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administration and discipline and often  reveal information  wlıich has a direct 
bearing on demography. Though these two groups of  documents give us no 
definite  population figures  they seem to indicate a general increase in the 
Anatolian population during the tenth-eleventh ceııturies 2 0 . 

There also oceur isolated references  in the historical narratives as to 
the nuınbers of  inhabitants in various towns and villages.. .these have not 
been collected systematically 2 1 . Furtlıer, these chronicles and lıistories often 
refer  to areas and towns as heavily populated. . . these references  must be 
collected and evaluated. The Byzantine policy of  transplanting populations 
to and from  Asia Minör must be re-examined in correlation with demography22. 
The numbers of  soldiers in the provincial levies fluctuated  from  time 
to time, but any effort  at a demographic estimate must take this factor  into 
account. Archaeology is as yet of  little value for  it has not progressed suf-
ficiently  in regards to Byzantine material 2 3 . But even so one must al\vays 
keep in mind the admonition of  Thucydides in regards to the lack of  archae-
ological remains. He remarked that should people in later generations judge 
Sparta by its physical remains, they would deem it to have been a city of 
no importance 2 4 . So here too, care must be exercized in accepting the negative 
evidence of  archaeology. 

It would seem that the demographic importance of  Byzantine Anatolia 
has been seriously underestimated. Without its peasant armies, farmers, 

2 0 This conclusion is supported by the ıesearch of  G. Ostrogorsky, " D a s Steuersystem 
im byzantinisclıen Altertum und Mittelalter," Byzanlium,  6 (193J), 233. 

2 1 Such a case is the city of  Edessa. According to Sawiras ibn al - Mukaffac,  History  of  the 
Patriarchs  of  the  Egyptian  Church,  tr. and ed. A. S. Atiya and Y. Abd al-Masih, II , iii (Cairo. 
1959), 305, the city had, in 1071-2, 20,000 Syrians, 8,000 Arınenians, 6,000 Greeks, and 1,000 
Latins, for  a total of  35, 000. Some tlıree-quarters of  a century later when the city was captu-
red by the Muslims, Bar Hebraeus, Chronography  of  Gregory  Abu'l  Faraj,  tr. E . W. Budge (Lon-
don, 1932), 273, reports that 30,0000 were killed, 16,000 enslaved, and 1,000 escaped. According 
to these figures  the population had risen to 47, 000, the increase haviug been caused by the 
influx  of  rural elements to the safety  of  the city walls. 

2 2 P. Charanis, "The Transfer  of  Populations as a Policy in the Byzantine Empire , " Com-
parative  Studies  in  Society  and  History,  III , 2 (1961). 

2 3 The general survey of  H. Rott , Kleinasiatische  Denkmaelcr  aus  Pisidien,  Pamphylien, 
Kappadokien  und  Lykicn,  Studien  über  christliclıe  Denkmaelcr,  2 vols. (Leipzig, 1908), though 
useful,  is badly out of  date. There have been, of  course, excavation reports on various sites, 
but there is no comprehensive survey. An examplary study restricted to a small arca is the 
recent one of  W. Müller-Wiener, „Mittelalterlicbe Befestigungen  im südlichen Jonien," Is-
tanbuler  Mitteilungen,  11 (1961), 5-122. 

2 4 Thucydides, I , x. 
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and townsmen, Byzantium would have collapsed in Anatolia long before 
the appearanee of  the Seljuks. 

The domain of  religious history, and more specifically  the history of 
heresy, have been somewhat better investigated. But here also we are far 
from  satisfactory  solutions to many of  the difficulties  involved. Considerable 
material has been amassed in the studies of  Harnack, Ramsay, Anderson and 
others on the spread of  Christianity in Anatolia so' that a considerable 
amount is known about the early spread of  Christianity here 2 5 . Also, consid-
erable is our knowledge of  the early Christian heresies which were so numerous 
in Asia Minör 2 S . But as yet the cultural significance  of  this appearanee of 
heresy in Anatolia is not completely elear. Holl laid down the principle that 
where the pre-Greek Anatolian languages survived longest heresy was hardest 
to eradicate 2 7 . Though this principle has been accepted unreservedly, does 
it stand before  a more detailed investigation? Let us take the case of  Mon-
tanism, the most sensational of  the early indigenous heresies of  Anatolia. 
As it arose in Phrygia it came to be called the Phrygian heresy. According 
to Holl's reasoning Montanism was so hard to eradicate in Phrygia because 
of  the survival of  tenacious local culture and especially of  the Phrygian lan-
guage. The implication is that as the Montanists were Phrygian speaking, 
they resisted Orthodoxy and Hellenization. 

However, though a number of  pagan inseriptions in the area have sur-
vived from  the third century in Phrygian, the Montanist and other heretical 
inseriptions (and these are considerable) are inseribed in Greek28. If  Holl's 

2 5 A. Harnack, Die  Mission  und  Ausbreitung  des  Christentums  in  den  ersten  drei  Bishoprics 
of  Phrygia,  Being  an  Essay  on  the  Local  History  of  Phrygia  from  the  Earliest  Times  to  the  Turh-
ish  Conquest  (Oxford,  1895-7). J . H. Anderson, „Paganism and Christianity in the Upper Temb-
ris Valley, Studies  in  the  History  and  Art  of  the  Eastern  Provinces  of  the  Roman  Empire  (Aberdeen, 
1906), 183-227. 

2 6 Bardy, "Montanisme," Dictionnaire  de  la  theologie  catholique.  W. M. Calder, "The Epig-
raphy of  the Anatolian Heresies," Anatolian  Studies  Presented  to  Sir  William  Mitchell  Ramsay 
(London, 1923), 59-91. J . Starr, " A n Eastern Christian Sect, the Athınganoi," Harvard  Theolo-
gical  Revieıv,  29 (1936), 93-106. S. Runciman, The  Medieval  Manichee  (Cambridge, 1955). G. 
Ficker, Die  Plıundagiagaten  (Leipzıg, 1908). 

2 7 Holl, loc.  cit.,  253. 
2 8 W. M. Calder, "The Epigraphy of  the Anatolian Heresies," 59-91, publishes inseripti-

ons, in Greek, of  the heretic Sakkophoroi, Apostatitae, and Novatians. See also W. M. Calder, 
Monuments  from  Eastern  Phrygia,  Monumenta  Asiae  Minoris  Antiquae,  VI I (Manchester, 1956), 
xxvii xxxii 
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principle were inviolably true, we would have expected the Montanist and 
other heretieal inscriptions to be inscribed in Phrygian and other Anatolian lan-
guages rather than in Greek. Holl's pronouncement then is not inviolable 
and one must be eareful  in accepting it in an unqualified  manner. Religious ort-
hodoxy and heresy did not coincide completely and exactly with the linguis-
tic boundaries between Gıeek and the pre-Greek Anatolian languages. In the 
regions of  Cappadocia, where Cappadocian survived for  some- time, Orthod-
oxy took a firm  root comparatively early. In contrast, Constantine Porphy-
rogenitus relates that in the ninth century the Greeks of  the southernmost 
Peloponnesus were stili pagans 2 9 . 

One of  the important tasks then in the religious history of  Byzantine 
Anatolia is to attempt an analysis of  the cultural significance  of  heresy or 
of  religious non-conformity.  We must also re-study the spread of  Christianity 
itself  in Asia Minör. Of  the first  order of  importance here are the writings 
of  the churchmen of  the fourth-sixth  centuries (the Cappadocian fatlıers, 
Amphilochius of  Iconium, John of  Ephesus) and the inscriptions. Of  equal 
importance are the decisions of  the synods and councils, and above ali the 
rich hagiographical literatüre. The hagiographical literatüre is of  particular 
importance as much of  it is concerned with the provinces rather than withCons-
tantinople. The spread of  monasticism and monastic colonization are phen-
omena which also deserve more detailed attention.30 It is quite symbolic 
that in the tenth century it was a monk from  Asia Minör who went to Crete 
after  its reconquest by Nicephorus Phocas to convert the Muslims, and who 
then proceeded to Sparta to convert to Christianity the Slavs living nearby31. 

Of  critical importance and badly needed is an intensive survey of  Byzan-
tine urban society during the period of  seventh-eleventh centuries32. Asia 

2 9 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De  Administrando  Imperio,  ed. and tr. G. Moravcsik 
and R. J . H. Jenkins (Budapest, 1949), 236-7. "The inhabitants of  the city of  Maina are not 
of  the race of  the aforesaid  Slavs, but of  the ancient Romans (Greeks), and even to this day 
they are called 'Hellenes' by the local inhabitants, beeause in the very ancient times they were 
idolaters and worshippers of  images after  the fashion  of  the ancient Hellenes; and they were 
baptized and became Christians in the reign of  the glorious Basi l . " (867-886 A. D.) 

3 0 Ö. Barkan has done exactly such a study for  the Müslim dervish brotherhoods, „Les 
fondations  pieuses comme methode de peuplement et de colonisation. Les derviches colonisate-
urs de l'epoque des invasions et les couvents (Zaviyes)." Vakıflar  Dergisi,  2 (1942), 59-65. 

3 1 S. Lambros, "0  jiioC,  Nİyuol'OÇ  VOV  MeVaVOeUt,"  NeoÇ  'K/./.YjVO[J.-
Vl)[XWV,  3 (1906), 150-2, 194, 200-02. 
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Minör was, in classical antiquity, covered with towns and cities. . . a condi-
tion which prevailed it would seem especially in Hellenistic and Roman times. 
The physical remains of  these urban agglomerates stili testify  to the com-
parative intensity and importance of  this urban life.  This ancient life  was 
characterized by a certain autonomy, the divisioıı of  its inlıabitants into 
tribes, certain types of  education for  the youth, ete. Physically it was charac-
teriz by a theatre, an agora, temples, palaestra, baths, city walls, ete. Two 
questions arise: 1. Did this polis of  Graeco-Roman antiquity, which had 
spread through so much of  Anatolia, survive and continue in Byzantine times ? 
2. And, secondly, can we speek of  any type of  urban society in Byzantine 
Asia Minör? 

Did tlıe polis of  antiquity survive? This question has been framed  in 
terms of  the classical polis, i. e. an agglomerate consisting of  a quantity 
of  population but organized according to the classical pattern. .with annu-
ally eleeted magistrates, independent coinage, internal and exterııal indepen-
dence, and with its cultural life  centering about the pagan theatre, temples 
and cults. Suclı a polis, as an institution, had of  course begun to disappear 
when the Hellenistic monarch instituted his epistates within the city to pre-
side över its foreign  affairs.  By Byzantine times such a polis, institutionally 
speaking, had virtually disappeared. . . everything came to be rigidly cent-
ralized in Constantinople. 

But does this mean that the polis as an important centcr of  population 
witlı a relatively vital economic life  and organization and as an administra-
tive ceııter had disappeared? There have been two answers to this question: 
a. that which is based on the disappearance of  the institutions of  the anci-
ent polis, b. and that of  the Marxist historians. Let us turn first  to the argu-
ment based on the disappearance of  the institutions of  the classical polis. 
It is obvious that the classical municipal forms  and institutions had disap-
peared or declined. However it is quite within the realm of  possibility that 
though the classical forms  might have disappeared, urban life  continued. 

3 2 See E . Kirşten, "Die byzantinisehe S tadt , " Bericht  zum  XI.  Iııternatioııalen  Byzanlinis-
ten  Kongresses  (Munich 1958). F. Dölger ,,Die frühbyzantinische  nnd byzantinisch beeinf-
hısste S tadt " , Atti  de  3 congresso  internazionale  de  studi  sulV  alto  medioevo  (Spoleto, 1958). G. 
Ostrogorsky, ' 'Byzantine Cities in the Early Middle Ages" , Dumbarton  Oaks  Papers,  X I I I (1959), 
47-66. important for  references  to the sources on Byzantine urbaıı history is A. Rudikov, Oc-
herki  vızantiiskoi  kuVtury  po  dannym  greeheskoi  agiografii  (Moscow, 1917). 
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As we shall see, the Byzantine polis or castron was an important center of 
population, with an organized economic life  and a cash economy which em-
ployed gold and bronze coinage. The magistrates aıınually elected by lot 
had of  course disappeared, as did possibly much of  the classical nomenc-
lature of  municipal officialdom.  But even here the process was not complete for 
we hear of  the existence of  agoranomoi in the towns. But as an urban center 
the Byzantine town was characterized by different  military, fiscal,  and reli-
gious institutions. 

The archaeological evidence has not been sufficiently  well studied so 
as to supply us with detailed information  on the Byzantine town. In any 
comparative evaluation of  the archaeological evidence from  the period of  late 
antiquity and of  Byzantium a number of  items should be kept in mind. The 
life  of  towns in classical antiquity revolved about the temple palaestra, gym-
nasium, theatre, city walls, ete. The advence of  Christianity however did 
away with the necessity for  the palaestra, gymnasium, theatre, temples, 
ete. The Christian church henceforth  fulfilled  the funetions  of  many of  these 
institutions. It became the religious center, and what there was of  drama 
was religious and took place in the church. Ali the rest was discarded as it 
was of  pagan or ig in . . . . only the hippodrome survived but even here the 
church fought  it as it was pagan in origin. Thus the Byzantine town did not 
need the physical apparatus which the classical city needed. The basic nucleus 
of  the Byzantine town consisted of  its walls, agora, and church which served 
as the bishop's residence. In addition there were grain siloes, storehouses, 
and public baths. The use of  brick, a material far  more perishable than stone, 
meant of  course that the buildings would be less able to survive the ravages 
of  time and man. The use of  brick, rather than of  stone, does imply that this 
period in Anatolia might not have been as prosperous as the first  and second 
centuries of  the Christian era, but it does not imply the disappearance 
of  urban life  from  the peninsula. 

Let us turn to the Marxist argument on the disappearance of  urban cen-
ters in Anatolia during the period under discussion. A very great concent-
ration on the urban history, as well as on the whole socio-economic history 
of  Byzantium, has taken place in the hands of  the Soviet Byzantinists. This 
concentration on socio-economic history by Soviet seholarship has had a 
very salutary effect,  for  it has caused Byzantinists to re-examine the basic 
questions and problems of  Byzantine socio-economic history. The conclusion 
of  the Soviet school in regards to Byzantine urban history is that Byzantine 
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urban society disappeared virtually completely during the period from  the 
late seventh to the mid-ninth century. This conclusion has been set forth 
in the most detailed fashion  by the decanus of  Russian Byzantinists Kajdan, 
first  in his article, '"Byzantine Cities in the 7-11 th Centuries," and in a much 
more detailed fashion  in his monograph Country  aııd  Town  in  Byzantium  in 
the  9-10th  Centuries,33  Subsequently there has been a tendency for  scholars 
to accept this coclusion. Kajdan's theory on the disappearance of  urban 
centers revolves very closely about Marxist dialectic. According to the well-
known Marxist theory, human societies evolve through four  stages: a. Slave 
-based society, such as that of  Graeco-Roman antiqutiy, b. feudal  society, 
in>which slavery disappears, c. capitalist society, d. and socialist society. 
Kajdan thus argues that the ancient polis was based on slavery, but that 
during the feudal  period slavery disappeared. Therefore,  as the ancient city 
was based on slavery, the ancient city disappeard in feudal  times because 
slavery disappeared. The transition between ancient and feudal  society, he 
continues, occurred during the 7-9th centuries. Therefore  Kajdan concludes 
it was during this period of  transition, when slavery disappeared, that the 
urban centers also disappeared. He attempts to buttress his theory with evi-
dence from  the chronicles and through the use of  numismatic evidence. 

Kajdan maintains that the chronicles do not describe an urban society 
for  this period of  two centuries. But in effect  he is arguing ex silentio, for 
we have no contemporary chronicles for  the greater part of  the period under 
discussion. But even the little that does exist in the way of  literary source 
material reveals that between the late seventh and ninth century Asia Minör 
continued to be the scene of  a lively urban society with an active economic 
life,  a society which paid a portion of  its taxes in gold and in which even a 
lowly shepherd received a daily wage in bronze coin which amounted to about 
two gold solidi per month. In short Kajdan has attempted to argue from 
the comparative silence of  the sources that urban society had disappeared 
from  Anatolia in the 7-9th centuries. But the few  existing references  do not 
support him. 

More ingenious and interesting is Kajdan's use of  the numismatic eviden-
ce. He has studied the coins unearthed in excavations and hoards and tabu-
lated the totals for  each emperor. By so doing he has provided a tabulation 

3 3 A. P. Kajdan, "Vizantiiskie gorod v VI I -XI v v , " Sovetshaia  Arkheologia,  21 (1954), 
164-88; Derevnia  i  gorod  v  Vizantii  / Y - X vv  (Moscow, 1960). Adherence to this theory has not 
been complete. See M. T. Sjuzumov in Voprosy  Istorii,  3 (1959), 98-117, who maintains that 
the prosperity of  the towns was not interrupted in the 7-9th centuries. 
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which shows taht the total number of  coins for  the period between 668 and 
842 is smaller than that for  the preeeeding period. And, he continues, as an 
abundance of  money indicates propserity and its paucity economic hard 
times, one must conclude that the period between 668 and 842 was one in 
which active commercial and economic life,  and so urban life,  disappeared. 

This use of  the numismatic evidence is interesting, but it raises more 
problems than it solves. To begin with, how reliable is the numismatic evi-
dence as an indication of  the extent of  the economic life  of  the times ? Is the 
number of  coins found  in a particuler period proportionately related to the 
amount struck at the mints ? Or, to phrase the question in a sligatly different 
manner, is the number of  coins found  for  a particular emperor directly related 
to the number struck, the latter number being determined by the compara-
tive prosperity or poverty of  his reign? In this connection one should also 
recall that periods of  economic chaos often  bear vvitness to a feverish  activity on 
the part of  the mints. . . one need only note the Roman Empire in the third 
century. 

Secondly, as has already been mentioned, rural and urban society paid 
much of  its taxes in gold during the 7-9th centuries. This means that there 
was some kind of  cash economy, without which cash economy urban society 
could hardly have existed. Thirdly, we know that in spite of  the relatively 
few  finds  of  coins from  the 7-9th centuries, there were comparatively large 
sums of  gold in circulation in the provinces during this time. Two chance 
references  in Theophanes record that the government spent perhaps as much 
1,000,000 gold solidi in a year on annual salaries for  the indigenous soldiery 
in Asia Minör about 800 A.D.34 Yet none of  this gold money has survived. 
What has become of  it? According to Kajdan's tabulations only 138 coins 
have survived from  the whole of  the empire for  the two centuries under dis-
cussion. Because of  this, then, we must conclude that the numismatic evi-
dence used by Kajdan as an indication of  the lack of  urban centers in 7-9tlı 
century Asia Minör is -vvorthless, for  it represents a very infinitesimal  seg-
ment of  ali that was minted35 . 

3 4 Theophanes, Chronographia,  ed. C. de Boor, I (Leipzig, 1883), 484, 489. 
3 5 For a detailed criticism of  Kajdan's numismatic theory, see G. Ostrogorsky, "Byzan-

tine Cities in the Early Middle Ages," 48 ff.  P. Grierson, "Coinage and Money in the Byzantine 
Empire 498-c. 1090," Settimane  di  studio  del  centro  di  studi  suW  Alto  Evo  VIII.  Moneta  e  scambi 
nelVAllo  Medioevo  (Spoleto, 1961), 445-6. S. Vryonis, " A n Attic Hoard of  Byzantine Gold Coins 
(668-741) from  the Thomas Whittemore Collection and the Numismatic Evidence for  the Urban 
History of  Byzantium." Sbornik  Radova  Srpski  Akademije  Naukai  Umetnostin  68. Vizantolojki 
Institut,  8 (1963), 291-300. 
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Since the numismatic evidence has been considered so extensively, it 
would be of  considerable interest to have a general tabulation of  Byzantine 
eoiııs lying in the various collections and museums of  Anatolia at the present. 

We are better informed  on the history of  rural Anatolia, largely as a 
result of  the studies on the agrarian legislation of  the 10-llth centuries. But 
there is stili no comprehensive survey of  the rural history of  Asia Minör whiclı 
attempts to answer the many difficult  questions which arise 3 6 . First of 
ali there is the complicated question as to the various legal categories into 
which the members of  rural society fell.  The arclıontes or nobility are the 
most easily distinguished. But as yet there has been no complete list drawn 
up of  the Anatolian aristocracy, the location and extent of  its landed esta-
tes and the system of  marriage alliances bound the aristocratic families  to-
gether 3 7 . We are far  lees advanced in the study of  the peasantry. There is 
not as yet any firm  agreement as to what constituted a free  peasant farmer 
or a serf,  or as to the extent to which slavery continued to exist. There is 
also need of  a study which would elucidate the comparative fluidity  and 
mobility of  this peasant class in the social structure. One hears of  numerous 
examples of  people of  insignificant  peasant origin who became wealthy lan-
dovvııers, merchants, slıipping ınagnates, powerful  bureaucrats, generals, 
and even emperors. 

In scholarly discussion one of  the central themes has centered about 
the question as to the degree and extent to which a 'free'  peasantry existed. 
One of  the restraining factors  in the geographical movement of  society was 
the tax structure and administration, for  each unit of  land carried a tax ob-

3 6 G. Ostrogorsky, " L a commune rurale byzantine," Byzantion,  32 (1962), 139-66; Quel-
ques  problemes  d'histoire  de  la  pavsannerie  byzantine  (Brussels, 1956); Pour  Vhistoire  de  la  feo-
dalite  byzantine  (Brussels, 1954); "Agrarian Conditions in the Byzantine Empire in the Middle 
Ages," Cambridge  Economic  History,  I (Cambridge, 1941), 194-223. A vigorous revievv of  the 
literatüre is to be found  in Lemerle, "Esquisse pour une histoire agraire de Byzance: Les sourees 
et les problemes," Revue  Historique,  219 (Jan.Mar. 1958), 32-74; (Avr.Juin. 1958), 254-84; (Juil-
let-Sept, 1958, 43-94. Lemerle has opposed many of  the views of  Ostrogorsky here, but he has 
in some. eases distorted the philological evidence, as for  instance on p. 274 he translates 
VÜKLCI  a s »lands*, wheraes on p. 72 he defines  TOKOt'Ç a s places or positions in the 
army. The terms probably refer  to land in both eases. Also his definition  of  nxp(lTlO)X1)Z 
is hypothetical and unconvincing. 

3 1 An unpublished study does exist on this subject in Widener Libraıy, Harvard Univeı-
sity, S. Vryonis, The  Internal  History  of  the  Byzantine  Empire  during  the  Time  of  Troubles  1057-
1081 (1956). 
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ligation. The vaeation of  the land threatened the administration with loss 
of  tax revenues. Thus a peasant eould not in theory abaııdon his land unless 
someone else assunıed the tax hurdan on that piece of  land. But peasants 
could and did often  seli tlıeir land and the buyer simply assumed the tax 
burden. Inasmuch as this class of  peasants was free  to seli its landlıoldings 
this class of  peasants was to that extent free.  To what degree the tax strucutre 
and administrative system were onerous to the Byzantine peasantry il 
is difficult  to say. Taxes have never been considered a blessing by those who 
have to pay them. It is quite possible that the supposed harslıness of  the 
Byzantine tax structure in tlıe period under discussion has been somewhat 
exaggerated. For had it been as harslı as is often  stated, the effect  would 
have been to destroy the comparative prosperity of  Anatolia. What is needed 
here is an evaluation of  the services which thje administration performed 
in Anatolia as opposed to the burdens which it imposed -,s. 

Aside from  the administration there were other channels by whiclı rural 
elasses were integrated into Byzantine society, channels of  a primarily econo-
mic and religious nature. The relatioııship of  the country-side to the towns 
is the critical aspect which needs investigation 3 9 . The towns, as the centers 
of  the provincial administration, were the foci  through which the ceııtral 
government reached the rural areas. But this in of  itself  would not be suffi-
cient to produce any kind of  integrated society. Other factors  came into play. 
İn the realm of  economic activity, the peasantry of  Anatolia produced a vari-
ety of  agricultural and pastoral produets, the principal markets for  whiclı 
were the towns. The towns, in possession of  small local industry and com-
mcrcial emporia, became the sceııe of  a considerable provincial business life. 
The peasantry came to the towns to seli their produce and to buy the goods 
of  the local craftsmen  and merclıants. The most importaııt manifestation 
of  this strong economic bond between town and country were the panegyria 
or feast-market  days held in conjunction with the celebration of  the feast 
days of  various saints. . .such as the panegyria of  St. Eugenius at Trebizond, 
the Archangel Michael at Chonae, St. John at Ephesus, ete 4 0 . 

3 8 The moııograph of  J .Karayannopoulos, Das  Finanzıveserı  des  frühbyzantinischen  Staates 
(Munich, 1958), 259 ff,  has undertaken such an effort. 

3 9 On the coınparatively closer bonds hctween town and country in Byzantium, as com-
parcd to the situation in the West, see S. Runcinıan, "Byzantine Trade and industry," Camb-
ridge  Economic  History  (Cambridge, 1952), 86-7 

4 9 Ph. Koukoules, Bv  ÇaVTlVÖ)V  $LOÇ  KOLİ  nO/.ia/lOÇ,  I I I (Athens, 1949), 270-83. 
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Equally in need of  further  investigation is the role of  the clıurch in the 
integration of  rural society. As has been established, the rural areas were 
converted to Christianity by the bishops who operated from  the towns. Each 
Anatolian town had its speeial patron saint, and there arose early throughout 
Anatolia a whole host of  cults centering about these saints 4 I . These cults 
were essentially local in origin and character and came to have great meaning 
and influence  on not only the urban populace but also on the rural populace 
as well. The sick and needy, as well as the rich and powerful,  ali appealed 
to the local saint in times of  ııecessity, and of  course ali contributed economi-
cally for  the services which they believed the saint rendered. Thus the local 
saints entered into every aspect of  life  of  the rural as well as of  the urban 
inhabitants of  Anatolia. The central church structure simply absorbed ali 
these local cults and by so doing further  integrated rural and urban classes 
of  Byzantine Anatolia into Byzantine society. 

An attempt has been made to indicate that there is a whole host of  impor-
tant problems in the history of  Byzantine rural society which awaits study 
and clarification:  a. First there is the problem of  diffierentiating  the various 
social and legal groups in the countryside. b. Secondly, an evaluation of 
the Byzantine administration in the rural areas could be made. e. Finally, 
the relationship of  the countryside to the town in the economic and religious 
spheres should be described. 

The economic history of  Byzantine Anatolia has been almost entirely 
neglected, tough there exists an excellent economic survey of  Anatolia in 
Boman times, and there are also a number of  important studies on Seljuk 
and Ottoman Anatolia by Cahen, İnalcık, Barkan, and others 4 2 . Again the 
main difficulty  is the lack of  source material. For Roman times there is the 

4 1 H. Delehaye, Les  legendes  grecques  des  saints  militaires  (Paris, 1909); Les  origines  du 
culte  des  martyres  (Brussels, 1933). That the time is ripe for  a series of  new studies oıı the cults 
of  individual saints in Anatolia is indicated by the voluminous contents of  F . Halkiıı, Bibliot-
heca  Hagiographica  Graeca,  3rd. ed. (Brussels, 1959). Such a study is the work of  A. Hadjini-
colaou-Morava, ' O UflOÇ  MlİflUÇ  (Athens, 1953). 

4 2 Broughton, op.  cit.  C. Cahen, " L e commerce anatolien au ılt'lmt du X I I I e siecle,"Melan-
ges  d'histoire  du  moyen  ûge  dedies  a la  memoire  de  Louis  Halphen  (Paris,1951),91-101. H. İnalcık 
" B u r s a ; X V . asır sanayi ve ticaret tarihine dair vesikalar," Belleten,  24 (1960), 45-102. ö . Barkan, 
"Türhiyede  İmparatorluk  devirlerinin  büyük  nüfus  ve  arazi  tahrirleri  ve  hakana  mahsus  ista-
tistik  defterleri,"  İktisat  Fakültesi  Mecmuası,  I I , 1. (1949), 1-19; XV.  ve  XVI.  asırlarda  Osmanlı 
İmparatorluğunda  zirâi  ekonominin  hukûki  ve  malî  esasları  (İstanbul, 1945). 
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great quantity of  inscriptions as well as the important geograplıical descrip-
tion of  Strabo, lıimself  a native of  Amaseia. In Seljuk aııd Ottoman times 
we have the geographical works of  ibn Batuta and al-'Umari, the commerci-
al handbooks of  Pegolotti and Badoer as well as the important collections 
of  Turkish documents. Unfortunately  the corresponding Byzantine documents 
(which were as detailed as tlıose of  the Ottoman period) have disappeared, 
and the historieal narratives are eentered on Constantinople 4 3 . 

Nevertheless this diffieulty  need not completely bloek research into 
the economic history of  Byzantine Asia Minör. One may have recourse to 
other procedures. A method which has recently been employed in investi-
gation on the Byzantine mining industry may be applied to the whole of 
the economic history of  Anatolia during Byzantine times. By examining 
the economic history of  Anatolia in Roman times and in the Ottoman period, 
where the documentation is more plentiful,  one can shed a certain light on 
the economic history of  Byzantine Anatolia, especailly since the Byzantines 
were extremely conservative and tended to preserve rather than to innovate 
and discard. This method of  proceeding is illustrated by its application to 
the question of  whether or not a Byzantine mining industry existed 4 4 . It 
has been customary in the Standard treatments of  Byzantine economic his-
tory to assume that after  the loss of  much of  the Balkans to the Slavs and 
of  the Near East to the Arabs, the Byzantines lost the metal producing regi-
ons and so produced no metals 4 5 . But an examination of  the mining industry 
in Roman times shows that gold, silver, copper, iron, and lead were mined 
in Asia Minör 4 6 . The sources of  the Seljuk and early Ottoman period indi-
cate that many of  these metals were mined in the same areas of  Anatolia 4 7 . 
Therefore  one would not be surprised if  the mines continued to function 
in Byzantine times. But the diffieulty  is that there are few  sources. Neverthe-
less the Armenian and Arab sources mention the existence of  mines in Anatolia 

4 3 The detailed nature of  this lost Byzantine material is easily ascertained from  some of 
the surviving fragments.  N. Svoronos, Recherches  sur  le  cadastre  byzantin  et  la  fiscalite  aux  XIe 
et  XIIe  siecles:  Le  cadastre  de  Thebes  (Paris, 1959). Miklosich et Müller, Açta  et  diplomata  graeca 
medii  aevi,  VI (1890), 4-15. 

4 4 S. Vryonis, "The Question  of  the Byzantine Mines," Speculum,  37 (1962), 1-17. 
4 5 M. Lombard, " L e s bases monetaires d'une suprematie eeonomique: VOr  musulman 

du  Vlle  siecle  au  XIe  siecle,"  Annales,  2 (1947), 146-60. 
4 6 Broughton, op.  cit. 
4 7 V. Gordlevski, "Eksploatats ia nedr zemli v Turtsii", Sovetskoie  Vostokovedenie,  3 (1945), 

109-145 
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during the Byzantine period, as do also Procopius, Theophanes and some 
hagiographical sources. 

This methodology then, of  comparing the eeonomic life  of  Roman with 
Seljuk-Ottoman Anatolia has some value for  the history of  Byzantine Anato-
lia, and especially if  there can be found  a few  Byzantine sources whiclı cor-
roborate the results of  this approach. But the type of  results will be of  a general 
nature and they will tend to be qualitative rather than quantitative. Thus it 
has been possible to ascertain by this method that certain types of  eeonomic 
endeavor existed in Byzantine Anatolia, viz. mining, textile making, dying, 
pottery and glass making, ship building, fishing,  lumber, production of  mastic, 
sponges, sheep's wool, ete48. But we need not be entirely dependant on 
such a methodology, for  the hagiographical texts are particularly rich on 
the economic life  of  Asia Minör. Unfortunately  the number of  inscriptions 
from  the Byzantine period is not nearly so extensive as that from  the Roman 
period, but what little has survived is of  value49. The Byzantine historical 
narratives will also yield a certain amount of  information  if  they are combed 
thoroughly. 

The single most important source, the Arab geographers, has remained 
unexploited. This body of  material will increase our knowledge of  the economic 
history of  Byzantine Anatolia considerably. However, the difficulty  of  langu-
age and the lack of  satisfactory  texts in some eases have prevented their 
systematic utilization. The Arabs were much more the successors to the tra-
ditions of  ancient Greek geography than were the Byzantines, and their works 
contain considerable information  on the cities of  Asia Minör, the road systems, 
and the produets of  the crafts  and of  agriculture. But there are two basic 
problems in the use of  these texts. No one has yet worked out in detail the 
relation which exists amongst the various accounts of  Anatolia in these aut-
hors. The Arab practice of  copying and lifting  information  from  older authors 
thus presents a substantial obstacle to any evaluation of  the material whielı 
they furnish  on the economic history of  Anatolia. Secondly, one of  the most 
important of  these texts, that of  al-Idrîsî, has not yet been critically edited, 
so that we are forced  to rely upon the very poor French translation. Once 
this Arabic material has been presented to us completely edited, and once 

4 8 J . Teali has made a study of  grain, "The Grain Supply of  the Byzantine Empire, 330-
1025," Dumbarton  Oaks  Papers,  13 (1959), 87-139. 

4 9 H. Gregoire, Recueil  des  inscriptions  grecques  ehretiennes  d'Asie  Mineure,  I (Paris), 1922, 
91, 127, passim. 
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the interdependence and relations of  the various aeeounts have been studied, 
we shall gather new information  on the economic life  of  Byzantine Anatolia. 

The Armenian and Syriac sources have been effectively  martialled and 
utilized by Manandian 5 0 , but the western travellers have been utilized only 
for  the Seljuk and Ottoman periods. 

Enough has been said about the sources and tlıeir problems. Perhaps 
a few  words on the general lines of  research would be in order here. 

a. A general tabulation is needed of  the industries, crafts,  agricultural 
and pastoral products characterized the economic life  of  the peninsula. Such 
a list should follow  the lines set out by Waltzing for  the Roman Empire and 
which Goitein is preparing for  the medieval Islamic world on the basis of  the 
Genizeh materials. 5 1 

b. Secondly there is needed a description of  the internal economic life 
of  Anatolia, a localization of  the various crafts  and agricultural specialities, 
and a quantitative and qualitative sketch of  the local commerce which took 
place between towns and between urban and rural areas. 

c. Thirdly, there is need of  a similar description of  the commercial rela-
tions of  Byzantine Anatolia with the Crimea, Constantinople, the Aegean 
worled and Greece, with Crete, Egypt and Cyprus in the south, and with 
the Islamic and Caucausian world in the east. My own researches have indi-
cated that trade was considerable52. 

The phase of  administrative history of  Byzantine Anatolia has received 
considerable scholarly treatment in regards to the administrative reforms 
of  Diocletian and Constantine and the introduction and fate  of  the thematic 
system. Thus the general outline of  the administrative history of  Byzantine 
Anatolia is more or less clear53. But a more detailed description and analy-

5 0 Y. Manandian, O  torgovle  i  gorodakh  Armenii  v  sviazi  s  mirovoi  torgovle  i  drevnikh  vremen 
(Erevan, 1954). 

5 1 J . ^a l t z ing , Etüde  historique  sur  les  corporations  professionnelles  chez  les  Romins,  4 vols. 
(Louvain, 1895-1900). Goitein, "The Main industries of  the Mediterranean Area as Refleeted 
in the Records of  the Cairo Genizeh," Journal  of  the  Economic  and  Social  History  of  the  Orient. 
4 (1961). 

5 2 In ehapter one of  a study in preparation on "The Deeline of  Medieval Hellenism in 
Asia Minör and the Process of  Islamization, l l -15th Centuries." 

5 3 For bibliography see G. Ostrogorsky, History  of  the  Byzantine  State  (New Brunswick, 
1956). 
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sis of  the actual mechanics is desirable. What services did the provincial 
administration perform,  what obligations did it exaet, and what was the 
total effect  on the inhabitants? Of  special importance would be careful  study 
of  the Byzantine administrative system of  the ll-15th centuries so as to as-
certain the effect  of  the Turkish conquest on the administrative system and 
also to ascertain to what degree the Byzantine administrative structure was 
inducive or not inducive to the conquest54. Of  equal importance would be 
an investigation of  the relation between the Byzantine administrative pat-
terns and those which arose in Turkisch Anatolia. The studies of  Professors 
Köprülü and inalcık constitute valuable beginnings in this respect55. 

Ladies and gentlemen, in the above remarks I lıave attempted to sketch 
for  you in the briefest  and broadest manner the vast gaps in our konw-
ledge of  Anatolia during the Byzantine period and also some of  the difficul-
ties which must be solved before  this history becomes better known. I thank 
you for  your kind attention and patience. 

5 4 H. Glycatzi-Ahrweiler, " L e s fortresses  construits en Asie Mineure face  â l'invasion seld-
jucide," Akten  des  XI  internationales  Byzantinistenkongreeses,  München 1958 (Munich, 1960), 
182-9; "Recherches sur l'administration de l'empire byzantin aux IXe-XIe siecles." Bulletin 
de  Correspondance  Hellenique,  84 (1960), 1-111. G. Arnakis, ()[  yçpcOTOL  OQCO]UC17'Oİ, 
(Athens, 1947), is a masterful  study of  the interaction between Byzantine administrative 
decline and the Turkish advance. 

5 5 M. Köprülü, "Bizans müesseselerinin Osmanlı müesseselerine te'siri hakkında bazı 
mülâhazalar, "Türk  hukuk  ve  iktisat  tarihi  mecmuası,  1 (İstanbul, 1932), 165-313. H. İnalcık, 
"The Problem of  the Relationship between Byzantine and Ottoman Taxat ion," Akten  des  XI 
internationalen  Byzantinistenkongresses,  München 1958 (Munich, 1960), 237-42. 


