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Summary :

Manuel Maurozomes' rebellion broke out after Constantinoplefell to the Latins (April 1204). Maurozomes, with the military support of the Sultanate
of Ikonion, attempted to establish an independent rule in the region of Phrygia In February/March 1206 his control over the areas of Laodikeiaand
Chonal was recognised by the emperor of Nicaea, Theodore | Laskaris.

Date
1204-1206

Geographical Location
Phrygia

1. Historical framework

The rebellion of Manuel Maurozomes was staged as soon as the Latin crusaders captured Constantinople for a second time (April
13, 1204) during the Fourth Crusade, and established Latin administration. Because the Latin rule was unwelcome to the citizens
some members of the aristocracy escaped to free regions and created new states supported by the local populations. Theodore |
Laskaris, the son-in-law of Alexios 11 Angelus (1195-1203), was at the time struggling to create in Asia Minor a new state in the
area of Nicaea, aiming to continue the Byzantine Empire. As aresult of the political instability in the free regions of the empire, severa
independent states were formed in the Byzantine provinces of Asia Minor. Theodore Mangaphas had imposed himself upon

Philadel phia as an independent ruler, Sabas Asidenos in Samson, near Miletus, while in the same period Manuel Maurozomes was
attempting to establish an independent rule in the region of Phrygia. The rebellion of the latter was al so favoured by the restoration of
Kaykhusraw | (1192-1196, 1204/5-1211) to the throne of the Sultanate of Ikonion. Manuel, who was arelative of the Seljuk sultan,
found aloyal dly in his attempt to impose himself as an independent ruler in the area.

2. Manuel Maurozomes' rebellion

After Constantinople fell to the Latins (April 1204), Manuel Maurozomes (who had escaped from the city shortly before the fall) fled
to AsiaMinor, where he was arrested by the Byzantines of Nicaea. Maurozomes managed to get away and sought shelter in his son-
in-law, Kaykhusraw |, who had just been restored to the throne of the sultanate of Ikonion.! With his support the rebel tried to
establish an independent rule in the region of Phrygia and the Meander River. In 1204/5, helped by Tirkmen nomads and Seljuk
mercenaries of the sultan, Maurozomes looted and raided the valley of Meander, aiming to consolidate his position in Phrygia.

Maurozomes with his troops was a serious threat to Emperor Theodore |, who wanted to have absolute control over the Phrygian
provinces, thus eliminating a possible attack from the Sultanate of Ikonion. In early 1205 Laskaris, who had imposed himself on
Bithynia, turned against the revolter of Phrygia. At first he managed to restrict his activities, while towards the end of the same year he
had to confront him once again. In a battle fought somewhere in Phrygia, the mercenaries of Maurozomes were dispersed, the leading
were arrested and Maurozomes fled in disorder.2 However, in February/March 1206, Theodore |, fearing for a Seljuk attack
and having to deal with the invasion of David Komnenos (the brother of Alexios | Grand Komnenos, emperor of Trebizond) in
Paphlagonia, the rebellions of minor local rulers as well as the constant attacks of the Latins of Constantinople against the provinces
of western Asia Minor, was forced to come to terms with the Seljuk sultan. As part of that agreement, Laskaris recognised the
independence of Maurozomes and gave him the command of the cities of Laodikeia and Chonai near Hierapolis. However,
according to the conditions of the agreement, Manuel would be subjected to the sultan of Ikonion.3 The two cities remained under

Maurozomes until his death, when they were incorporated into the Seljuk possessions.*

3. Consequences

Manuel Maurozomes rebelled when Constantinople was captured by the Latins and his movement became one of the most serious
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concerns of the new emperor of Nicaea, Theodore | Laskaris. As it happened with the rest of the separationist movements of the
time, Maurozomes' rebellion caused problems for Theodore | in his attempt to establish a powerful statein NW AsiaMinor. Things
changed in the years of John Il Vatatzes, when the latter adopted strict measures in order to reinforce the state power and control
court aristocracy and provincia rulers, two of the major factors responsible for the emergence of separationist movements.

1. Thethrone of Kaykhusraw | was usurped in 1196 by his brother, Rukn ad-Din Suleiman Shah. See Zapfidng, A., Bolavriva stactactixd ko
avtovouiatikd kivijuate oto Awdekavnoo kor t Mikpa Aoia, 1189-1240 p X.: Zvuflors; oty uelétn e varepofvlovtiviic mpoowmoypopiog kol
tomoypopiag v emoyn Twv Ayyélav, twv Aackapidwy e Nikaiog kar twv Meyalokouvnvav tov Ilévrov (Athens 1987), p. 232.

2. Van Dieten, JA. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin — New York 1975), p. 626.47-73.
3. Inthis capacity Manuel Maurozomes took part in the campaign of the Seljuks of Ikonion against ArmeniaMinor in 1215.

4. According to Langdon, J., Byzantium'slast imperial offensive in Asia Minor. The documentary evidence for and hagiographical lore about John
Il Ducas Vatatzes crusade against the Turks, 1222 or 1225 to 1231 (New York 1992), p. 49, n. 22, the city of Laodikeia came temporarily under the
rule of John 111 Vatatzes around 1226/7.
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Glossary :

bey
The title of bey means actally "chieftain,” and was traditionally applied to leaders of Turkish tribal groups, in the Ottoman Empire also to
administration or military officials. The regions or provinces where beys ruled or which they administered by them were called beylik.

Sources
Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin — New York 1975), p. 626.47-73.

Van Dieten, ].A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Orationes et Epistulae (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 3, Berlin — New York 1972), pp.
136.33-137.13.

Quotations

Byzantine historian Niketas Choniates describes the clash of the nicaean state against Manuel Maurozomes:

O pev yao Mavgolwpung MavounA tov Kaixooponv 0mtodig, ov mavu meo moAAoD 1) odpetépa Ouyatol cvvadBévta katl g
Tkoviagylag avBic AaPopevov, )G elxe TMEOTEQOV EKTIETWV, TAVTA TV UIXAVWHEVOS, £l TWS AVTOD CLVALROUEVOV TOD PadtAelov
X1 OVOUATOG, Kal v 6onv motiCet Matavdgog émiwv peta Tovokwv EPBeloé te kat ékelgev. O d¢ Adokais @eddwOog, W Yével
drampeméoTatog kal kfdeL Pacideiw meidofog, Amokgovaduevos Eketvov TO E£€QuBoov édIAOV DTTodVETAL Kal PactAeng
Popaiov 0’ AWV TtV v avayopevetal moAewv. O ¥ ¢k Kopvnvav Aavid otpatoAoynroag ITadAayovag kat ot t)v ITovtuenv
otkovowv HodkAetav kat poigav piobwodpevos IB1owv tov mivoviwy 1o PAodog KOUAg kal mOAELS VTTEMOLEITO Kol TOV OlKEIOV
peyaAvvwy kaotyvntov, @ 1 kANowg AAEEL0g, TEOdEOMOG Ekelvou Kail TEOKNELE éyiveTo. 0 d¢ EpueAdev el xooviCwv &v Tolg ThG
ToameCobvTog péQeot kail TaQOLLAKOG EdelkvuTo “YAag, PawvoUuevog kal T omtavopevoe. Emet 8¢ kal ) Nucoundovg 6 Aavid
00T0G MEOOEMEANOTE DLA TIVOG AVTQ OTOATIYODUVTOG Helpakog, Zuvadnvo v EnikAnoty, otodtevpa Evvayeigag 6 Adokaglc kat’
aVUTOD ETELOL Dl HEV TNG TETOLUIEVNS Kal Aelag Epdaoty dovg mopeveobat, éxmepte ABwV 8¢ Toaxelav AAANV kal dVoPatov kait
MEOOTEOWYV APWOATOS TG Luvadnve. 60eV KATAOTOATYOAS 0UTW TOV Veaviav adTOV Te OLVEIATPE Kkal TO €KelVOL OTOATELUA
dleokédaoe kal TOV Aavid pn megattéow meotléval g ITovtikne HoaxAeiac magéneioe. Met ov moAD d¢ kai 1o Mavgolwun
ovuTAaKels PuyAda delikvuoL TOUTOV.

Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Historia (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 11, Berlin — New York 1975), p. 626.47-73.
A panegyric of Niketas Choniates to Theodore I Lascaris, where he refers to his struggle agains Murozomes as well:

'Emti 8¢ 1 Oegung Tavtnol vikng émi oV vEov wounKwe AXITopeA doa kal madiwv Emi Ppappov ddvopata T TovToL diaAvELg
OLOTQEUHATO O LEV YAQ KATX YEVOG TIULV OUVATITOLEVOG, TALS OE YVWUALS AAA0EOVNS TG £aVTOD MATEIDOG AKQATIC TTOAELOG Kol
WV KAl dELKVOLEVOS, GETO POEVATIATWILEVOG, O €T{QENTOG KAl TTROG 0P EWIN TTAVOLEY IV IKOVNLLEVOGS, AQXTV LT HvToTevoaoBat
Kal xwowv Kat moAewv ‘Pwuaikov Empritwo opOnoecOal, i T kndeoti) ITéoon ovvepiBp xorjoetat kal xelpa oux VIV ékelev
Aetat. apédetkai peta duvapewy ITegokv Emuwv 6 Kata POVWV TOV olkelwv edws avdpileoBat éxelQe TO Ut ovudEOVOLY
OUOYAWTTOV WG AAAGDULAOV: 0V ' €lg dKOT)V WTIOL TaAvTL DeEAUEVOG TQ TOAUNTT) TV ADeplTwV €€ AVTIOTATEWS avTika Pavels woel
KAl KOAOLOV EEVOTITEQOV HAAN EVXEQWS ATTEANAAKAG: TV OE OLV ékelvew TOAEIWV 0DG eV EKKEVTIOAG £IG VTTVOV KATELVATAG
X&Akeov, ob¢ d¢ Moot kai (mmoig TodwKeoL mEloOaL TNV cwtneiav Nvayraoag, ovg d¢ oLAAAPBWY, kat TovTWV, GooL UEV TO YEVOg
moAA0L TOV & mMAovTOV Babeic pndé TdAAa xapailnAot, deopoic éwe toaxnAov DméPaAec.
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Van Dieten, J.A. (ed.), Nicetae Choniatae Orationes et Epistulae (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 3, Berlin - New York 1972), pp.
136.33-137.13.

Chronological Table

ca. summer 1204: Manuel Maurozomes establishes an independent rule in the region of Phrygia and the Meander river.
1205: The forces of Manuel Maurozomes raid the valley of the Meander.
1205/6: Manuel Maurozomes is defeated by the forces of the emperor of Nicaea, Theodore I Laskaris.

February/March 1206: Theodore I Laskaris cedes the areas of Laodikeia and Chonai to Manuel Maurozomes, who becomes a vasal to
the Seljuks of Ikonion.



