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Summary :

Theodore Mangaphas’ rebellion broke out in 1188-1189, when the rebel unsuccessfully tried to establish an independent rule in Philadelphia. In
1204-1205, after Constantinople fell to the Latins, Mangaphas appeared again laying claimsto the area. Hisrebellion failed and, after hisforces were
defeated by the Latins, hisland was incorporated into the newly established State of Nicaea.

Date
first phase: ca.1188-1189 / second phase: 1204-1205

Geographical Location
Philadelphia

1. Historical framework

During the reign of the Angelid dynasty the internal corruption and economic distress of the Byzantine Empire, which had started to
appear after the death of Emperor Basil |1 (976-1025), became clear. The inhabitants of Asia Minor, due to heavy taxes imposed by
the central administration as well as arbitrary confiscations of properties and misappropriations by state officials and tax collectors,
were living in squalor, which made them distance themselves from Constantinople.

In the same period, the local administration was clearly more powerful than the relatively weak central administration, as the
administrative system of the provinces became increasingly dependent on local landowners. Therefore, Theodore Mangaphas, the
governor of Philadelphia, started to assume power and be supported by the inhabitants of the area. The latter hoping that they would
be relieved from tax burdens encouraged Mangaphas to establish an independent rule in their area.

2. Therebellions of Theodore Mangaphas
2.1. Therebellion of 1188-1189

Around 1188 the local officia and landowner Theodore Mangaphas (also known as "Morotheodoros’, mean. Simple Theodore) from

Philadel phia attempted for the first time to establish an independent rule in the region of Philadelphia.l With the support of the
inhabitants of the city and the largest part of Lydia as well as with the military help from a great number of Armenian colonists of the

Troad and the Skamandros (Scamander) river he proclaimed himself emperor and minted silver coins depicting his figure.2

Emperor Isaac Il Angelus (1185-1195, 1203-1204) campaigned in June 1189 against the rebel. Isaac besieged Mangaphasin
Philadel phia, but not before long the critical circumstances prevailing in the Balkan provinces due to the arrival of the crusaders of the
third Crusade led the emperor to come to terms with the revolter. Pressed by the imperial forces, Mangaphas was forced to decline
the imperial title and give his children hostages to Isaac I1. However, he continued staying in Philadelphia. Around 1193 the newly
appointed of the theme of Thrakesion and , Basil Vatatzes, turned against the former rebel by striking at the
heart of his political power base and disrupting his movement. Some of Mangaphas' followers were bribed and others were arrested
by Vatatzes, who in this way made Mad Theodore abandon the region of Philadelphia and seek shelter among the Seljuks in order to

avoid being arrested.3

The new sultan of [konion, Kaykhusraw | (1192-1197, 1204/5-1211), refused to offer him army, but allowed him to recruit Tirkmen
nomads as mercenaries in order to claim again the territories he had been forced to abandon. So, in 1195-1196 Mangaphas returned
to the Byzantine lands and raided the valley of the Skamandros in Phrygia, Chonai and Caria, thus causing extensive damages. What
ismore, in Chonai he permitted the Tlrkmen mercenaries to sack the renowned church of Archangel Michael and destroy its mosaics.
Towards the late 1196 the new emperor, Alexios I11 Angelus (1195-1203), bribed Kaykhusraw in order to get Mangaphas, on

condition that the latter would not be harmed. The rebel was imprisoned.*




IAPYMA MEIZONOX EAAHNIZMOY

Authoring :
Translation :

For citation :

<http://www.ehw.gr/l.aspx?id=8889>

2.2. Therebellion of 1204-1205

Mangaphas came again to the forefront in 1204, after Constantinople fell to the Latins, and attempted once again to establish an
independent rule in Philadelphia.® Those attempts were prevented by Theodore | Laskaris, the emperor of Nicaea, who was trying to
impose himself as the legal heir in western Asia Minor. However, the mercenaries of the Asia Minor revolter were not decisively
defeated by the Byzantine troops but by the forces of Henry of Flandres (Henri de Flandres et Hainault, 1206-1216), the subsequent
Latin emperor of Constantinople. In a battle near Adramyttion (March 19, 1205), the ill-disciplined troops of Mangaphas were
dispersed by the expeditionary corps of the Western knights, while Mangaphas had to retreat again. When Theodore | Laskaris was
informed about Mangaphas' defeat, he incorporated the rebel’ s possessions into the state of Nicaea. That was the end of the
rebellious movement of Theodore Mangaphas.

3. Consequences

Mangaphas' movements, within the general framework of the separationist movements that broke out in the 11th and 12th centuries,
deteriorated the problems connected with the internal structure of the state and the defence against externd threats. Exhausted due to
those internal separationist movements and the continuous external attacks, the Byzantine Empire fell to the Latinsin 1204.

Nevertheless, even after Constantinople fell to the West, the movement of Theodore Mangaphas continued to create problems for
Theodore Laskaris. As it happened with other separationist and rebellious movements that broke out in the provincesin that period,
the emperor of Nicaea found difficulty in consolidating his power in western Asia Minor. This situation remained the same until the
reign of John 111 Vatatzes, who adopted strict measures in order to increase the state power and the control of court aristocracy and
provincial rulers, two of the main factors responsible for the emergence of separationist and rebellious movements.

1. Zappidne, A.I' K., Bolavuvd oraciactikd ko owtovouiotikd kiviuata oto Awdekavioo kai ty Mixpd Aoior, 1189-1240 u.X.: Soufoli oty ueléty me
vatepofulavtiviig TpoowToypopiac kai ToToypopios Ty exoxh Twv Ayyéiwv, twv Aockopidwv e Nikaiag koi twv Meyal.okouvyvav tov I1éviov
(Athens 1987), p. 174, claims that the first attempt of Theodore M angaphas to establish himself as an independent ruler of Philadelphiawas madein
1189-1190.

2. A large number of silver coinsfound in Aphrodisias of Cariais attributed by Hendy, M.F., Studies in the Byzantine Monetary Economy c. 300-
1450 (Cambridge 1985), p. 438, n. 302, to Theodore Mangaphas, while Pochitonov, E., “ Théodore-Pierre Aséne ou Théodore Mancaphas?’,
Byzantinoslavica 42 (1981), pp. 52-57, attributes them to the Bulgarian ruler Peter Asen.

3. ZapBidng, AT K., Bulavniva oraciooticd kai avtovouiotikd kivijuate ota Awdskdvyoa kar m) Mikpd Aoia, 1189-1240 u.X.: Soufolri oty uelétn e
0oTEPOPVLAVTIVIIG TPOTWTOYPOPIOS KAl TOTOYPOPLAS TV EXOYN TV Ayyélav, Twv Aackapidwy e Nikoiog kai twv Meyodokouvnvay tov TIévrov
(Athens 1987), p. 175, claims that Basil Vatatzes was sent against the revolter in the early 1190. The same view is expressed by Cheynet, J.-C.,

“Philadel phie, un quart de siécle de dissidence, 1182-1206", in Philadel phie et autres études (Byzantina Sorbonensia 4, Paris 1984), p. 47.

4. According to Cheynet, J.-C., Pouvoir et contestations & Byzance (963-1210) (Byzantina Sorbonensia 9, Paris 1990), p. 135, Theodore Mangaphas
was imprisoned in that period and was released in 1200. The same view about the imprisonment of the rebel is shared by Brand, C.M., “Mankaphas,
Theodore”, in Kazhdan, A. (ed.), The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium 2 (New Y ork — Oxford 1991), p. 1286.

5. According to Angold, M., A Byzantine Government in Exile: Government and Society under the Lascarids of Nicaea (1204-1261) (Oxford 1975),
p. 61, Mangaphas took control of Philadelphiain the spring of 1205 and was joined by Constantine Laskaris, the brother of Theodore I, in his military
operations against the Latins. On the other hand, Owovopidng, N., “H A’ Zravpogopia ko1 Adlwon g Kevotavivovndremg, 1204”, in Iotopia tov
ElAnvikod EBvoug 9 (Athens 1980), p. 39, suggests that Theodore Mangaphas managed to proclaim himself an independent monarch for a second time
in 1203 with the help of the inhabitants of Philadelphia.
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Glossary :
doukas (lat. dux)

Antiquity: Roman military commander who, in some provinces, combined military and civil functions.
Buzantium: a higher military officer. From the second half of the 10th c. the title indicates the military comander of alarger district. After the 12th c.,
doukes were called the governors of small themes.
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megas domestikos
Supreme military commander of the imperial army. High-ranking title which was generally given to close relatives of the emperor.

Sources

Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin - New York 1975), pp. 399.54-401.2-10;
603.31-604.48.

Heisenberg, A. — Wirth, P. (eds), Georgii Acropolitae Opera 1 (Stuttgart 1978), pp. 12.4-21.

Quotations
The first rebellion of Theodore Mangaphas in Philadelphia related by the historian Niketas Choniates

Kato d¢ tov katgov to0Ttov tugavvidt émkexeipnkev 0 PAdadeAdebs Oeddwog 6 Maykadas. Kal Tot HEV TEATA TO TG TTOAEWS
TavTNG dyeAaiov, TOALAVIQOVHEVOV OV Boa0V Te kKal AVALdES, EAVTQ) MEOOWKEIWOE Kal OQKOLS TV &L AVTOV TOTLY
KATEVEMEdWOEV: OOQ dE TEOIWV Kal PactAeiag éavte meQLEONKeV dvoua ToLUG AVDOVG TAVTAS LG ATIOOTACIAV ETUOTACKLEVOS
EmeLta 0& KAl TV MROCOIKWY ATIOTIEIQATAL XWOWV Kol &AQYVQEOV kKékode VOHLoUA TNV oikelav Eyxapafag v avte otANV. we dé
TIEOVKOTITE TA THG ATOOTACIAG KAl O €Tl TOIG OQWHEVOLE TROTEQOV YEAWG €lg MANYTNV Yevvaiav peBiotato mEog fmag xweovoav Tov
BaoAéwg, ur péAAewy o0tog Eyvaket, AAAX kat adToD T OmtAa didpav. kai d1 kata Ty PAadéAdeiav yeyovag éudoovoov avtn
tov Maykadav amelyaoato, 0 kal v 1o MweoBeodweov mpoowvupiay EKTRHOATO, TWV KATX OKOTIOV EKEIVEW dATETOVTWY
Eoémerta. Kat ikavov xo0Vov T1) ToALoQkia éYKaQTeQrioag ovk loxvoe tovg PdadeAdeic mtagaotioacdat 60ev meog opoAoyiag
Kal OVUPACELS ETOATIETO, WOTE TOV HEV BeddwoVv & ¢ Pacideiag anoBéoBatl magdonpa kat kad’ éxvTov we mMEATEQOV
moALTeveo0atL, TO 8¢ TNC MOAew keivng TAToWUA PaciAebeoBatl TaALY O’ 00 Kal RNV ¢BaoiAeveTo. Kal Sunoa éxelfev
deEApEVOC WV 1)QELTO TOVG TG EMAVELEVEEV €1G TNV HEYAAOTIOALY. OUK OALYOL dE KAV TT) EMavaoTaoeL TaVTn dyadot katl
Yevvaiot avdges AmwAovTo.

Van Dieten, ].A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin - New York 1975), pp. 399.54-400.73.
Niketas Choniates's account of Mangaphas's activity in the service of the Seljuks

Met' 00 mMoAL 8¢ 6 Batatlng BaoiAelog, Yévoug pév aompov BAaoT@V, dux d€ T €lg yuvalkd ol Yapetnv cuvadOnvat tv tod
Baoiréwg mEodg matEog EEavePiay dOUETTIKOG TG AVATOANG TLUNOELS KAl TV dDOVKLIKTV &QXNV TV @paknoilwv avalwoapevog,
xonpaoL VépBeloe mAeloToUg TV TOD Maykadda OLOT@OV: kKal aVTOV LEV 0UK E0XE CVAAXPBELY Kol dDeOUOLS TteQLPAAELY, ThG dE
noAews PAadeAdeiag puyadevoag €dofe kal 0UTws péya Tt katopOwkévat Kal aoTdoov €gyov 1@ BaotAel. AAA’ o0tog T@ ToD
Tkoviov covAtav mEoogvels, @ 1 kANog Kaixoopdng, ovppoayxucov pév altioag kata Pwpaiowv ovk EAafev, éveddOn dé ot
nEocAapPaveoBat dvemeykANTws 0tdoot v TovekwVv keEdaAeO(PQEOVES KATL TG YWEULTE Kal T@ Toéw TV menoldnowv éxovteg
‘Pwpatovg Anjotevovoty. ovk OALYNV 00V T TEOTIW TOUTW TLVITYNOXELDVVALLY KAl ETWV TOUG TE TATOLOTAS EAVTOD G TOV
YEWQOYLKOV OXA0V Katl TV CwwV EAvpaiveto T DO Cuyov kal Tovg Aaodikeic 0& PoUYas HUQLAXWG EKAKWOEV, MOTEQ KAl TOUG TV
Xwvav TV €UV OIKNTORAS, TAS AAWVAS KATA TOV B€0€L0V KALQOV TTUETOAQYV KAl TO TQOTTUXOV WG TOAEHLOG XELQIOTWS
daTOEpevoc: € Yap Aéyey wg GLAaVOQWTEVOUEVOUS €VIOTE TTEOG TO XQLOTWVUUOV KAKQWGS EPaoie kat EMETMANTTEV. EUPaiwv & T
Kaota kot moAAOUG MEOVOREVOAG TV EKELTOIG BAQPAQOLS EKDEDWKEV EIG ATIAYWYTV. AAAX KAL TOV VEQWV TOD AQXLOTOXTI)YOU
MuixomA 6 avooiog o0Tog dadrikev EUmonoat, €Qyov HEYLOTOV Kol MeQimuoTov Ovia kat UTtegPaivovta ég KAAAOG KAl TNV &lg UTKOG
Extaov o v 1) BaocAidt ToAeL ToD kaAApdoTUEOG Mwkiov Tépevog.

Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin — New York 1975), p. 400.74

The Seljuk sultan hands Mangaphas over to the Byzantines

Q¢ d¢ mote MEOG TOV COVATAV EMaVELEVEE TOLOVTWV TAQAVOULDV TTAT)ONG Kol mVOoLto PaciAevgs ovk eig ayabag évvoiag kat
npaéels tov Tkovidoxnv évayewv Kaixoopomnv, agtt meog matog ékAeAoLntotog to v v apx1nV tov Tkoviov deEapevov, meéoPels

£0TelAe Kl XONHATA TAQXOXWV TG COVATAV KATATQOD0BEVTA elxe Kal AVATEUTTOV AVTE YeVOUEVOV TOV Mayrkadav, Ay ye dn
pned’ opoAoylag kai mMioTewg, U WOTE TOVTUTIULOV AT TG amootaciag keloeoOat Oavatov 1 HéQog TeQIKOTRVAL Kal
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dtAwPwON VAL TOD 0WUATOG 00 XAQLV ATtatO1)G £TEQOL AVTOG 0OPOELS KAKOD dETHA KATAKEKQLTO XQOVLAL.
Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin — New York 1975), p. 401.2-10.
Choniates relates Mangaphas's failure to face the Latins (March 1205)

Toa d¢ tovTolg kat 6 PAadeAPels BeddwEog mEoBEeVos dlampaaoBat dux paxns xwoet 1@ EQor) meol 10 Atoapvttiov
dLatoiPovTL. ApéAEL Kal pT) TTQOODOKLUOG ETILWV TG AVOQL TX HEV TRWTA TIROG TO MATNO0C ATOKVALoAL TODTOV TEMOINKEV* WG O&
dratvdvvevtéa 1@ EQor) €dokel, 1) immag € magdataliv datiBetal. 1) & 000& T dopata avateivaoa v ano twv Pwuaiwv
&yxelonow émépevev. mel de 0aOVUwWE eixov Pwuaiol meog TV TG HAXNS TEWTOVEYNOLY, KATA (EV dRAKOVTA PAOYwTOV OAKOIG
A0QdOVHEVOL OTRATEVUATWV KAl GOAloLy EmipoiooovTes OTAWVY Kal WG eig XATHUO DLXVOLYOEVOL OTOUATOS TAIS EKATEQWY TV
KEQATWV AVATITUEETL, TOOG O TAG ETMEARTELS ATOVAWTEQOV EXOVTES Kl VWBOEOTTEQOV, WG ATO €VOS CLVONUATOS 0DTOL T EVoTQ
amevOvvavteg kal kata 10 ovvnOeg aAladalavteg, avto o1 ToL Egon TV dAAwV mpoekBo0dvTog Kal dix péowv TV TaEewv TOV
{nnov éAdoavtog, daokedalovot Pwpaiovs kal odlow émikeipevot pedyovat pOvov mapepyov Aeiotovg €0evto, ol TV
mnéwv Popaiowv kat meog Ty M@y EUNTWoLY TOV AATIVOV KAl TV TV d0QATWV &YKWVLOLY GAOLE ATTODOAVTWY QUTHEOL Katl
Tac elIkag TAEEIC MAQEKOTWYV €IS KEQAIOLY TOIG AVTLUAXOLS KL TTQOVOUT|V.

Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin — New York 1975), pp. 603.31-604.48.
George Akropolites on Theodore Mangaphas and his rule

ovdeV d¢ flTTov Kat mEog TV Pwpalwv katefraleto. €v yag t) ovyxvoel s Kwvotavtivov dAdoews dAAoBev dAA0G 1yepoveg
elvat TuXOVTES 1) Kal oL TV AAAWV TTEOVXOVTEG WG Olkelay AQXNV TNV VP’ EaVTOVS ETTOLOVVTO XAV, T} €€ AUTV €IG TOUTO
OQUNOAVTEG T) KL MK TV OKNTOQWV HETAKANOEVTES £l TNV TG XWOAS DePEVIELTLY. avTikA BeddWEOS T€, OV MwEoBeddwoov
ATEKAAOLY, aoXwV NV TS PAadéAdov moAews: €TeQog D¢ LAPPAg TOUTUKANV TOD AoTe0g €dE0mOLE TOL LapPwyv HETX Kol TV
nAnoiov tvyxavoviwyv avtqr ITapAayoviag d¢ maong éykoatne NV Aavid, adeAdpoc wv AAe&iov tov g Toamelovvtog
Kkoatoavtog, 6¢ kat Méyac wvoualeto Kopvnvoc: ot tod aciAéwe Avdgovikov Dmrjoxov éyyovotr, MavounA t¢ tovtov tex0évteg
L. dx TavTA €V MOAAT) oTevoxwola T medypata VTNEEe 1@ Paoidel Oe0dwow. AAAX TOV péEv MwpoBeddwov kai tov ZapBav

eUXEQWE UETNAOE KAVTEDOEV £déoTolev ddews KeABlavod te mavtog, Matdvdgov PidadeAdeiag kat Neokaotowv.

Heisenberg, A. — Wirth, P. (eds), Georgii Acropolitae Opera 1 (Stuttgart 1978), p. 12.4-21.

Chronological Table
ca. 1188: Theodore Mangaphas establishes an independent rule in the region of Philadelphia.

summer 1189: Emperor Isaac I Angelus campaigns against Theodore Mangaphas and compromises with him.

ca. 1193: Basil Vatatzes forces Mangaphas to abandon Philadelphia and find shelter in the sultanate of Ikonion.

1195-1196: Theodore Mangaphas invades against Byzantine territories in the valley of the Meander River, Caria and Chonai.
1196: The Seljuk sultan gives Mangaphas to the Byzantines, who imprison him.

1204: Mangaphas tries again to establish an independent rule in the region of Philadelphia.

19 March 1205: Mangaphas is defeated by Henry of Flanders. His land is incorporated into the state of Theodore I Laskaris.



