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Summary :

The battle of Mantzikert took place on the 26! of August 1071 and was the most decisive encounter of the clash between Byzantium and the
Seljuks. The defeat of the Byzantines meant the crush of Byzantine army and the captivity of the emperor Romanos IV Diogenes, whereas in the
long run it caused arange of economic and political problemsin the Byzantine provinces of AsiaMinor.

Date
26 August 1071

Geographical Location
Mantzikert, Armenia, modern eastern Turkey

1. General framework

During the second half of the 11th century the defense of the frontier regions on the eastern border of the Byzantine Empire had
aready begun to collapse. The reasons that led to this unfavorable evolution was the indifference of the central authority for the fate of
the eastern provinces and the continuous uprisings inside the empire that weakened even more the aready decaying administrative
and defense system of Byzantium. The internal tensions were caused by unsatisfied members of the military aristocracy, which were
trying to react against their neglect from the civil nobility of the capital.

The unfavorable situation inside the Empire was aggravated by great catastrophes caused by the Seljuks on the eastern frontier. In an
amazingly short period of time, this new enemy swept away the Arabic dominion in Persia, conquering even the city of Baghdad,
capital of the . In this way the Seljuks essentially undertook the political and military leadership of the Muslim world. Straight
after that, they began assaults against the eastern provinces of Byzantium and soon, even though the empire managed (although under
many hardships) to maintain the integrity of its borders, it became apparent that the problems had aready corrupted the whole state
machine. This weakness was the result of the misadministration during the last decades and it appeared to beirreversible. Thus,
through repeated attacks the Seljuks destroyed Iberia, plundered the regions of Mesopotamia, of Chaldia, of Melitene, of Koloneia,
of Vaspurakan and of Armeniakon. In 1064, Ani of Armenia was definitely seized, afact that shocked the inhabitants of the Empire.?

After the fall of Ani, the Byzantine dominion on the eastern borders became even more unsafe. At about 1067 the Seljuks succeeded
in penetrating westerly, sacking the large city of Cappadocia, and Caesarea. This new blow was a result of the failure of Melitene's
garrison to confront the raiders that had crossed the river Euphrates. The Byzantine government was not able to foresee such alarge
hostile expansion.

This was the situation of the state on May 1067, when emperor Constantine X Doukas died after an illness that lasted for months,
leaving the control of the empire to the Eudokia Makrembolitissa and her three under age children.

The fall of Caesareawas awarning of how easily the Seljuks could penetrate in the regions of the borders and pillage the territories of
eastern AsiaMinor, as the defense system, which had been planned earlier to confront the Arab invaiders, proved to be insufficient. It
was not strange, thus, that it was a general demand a military man to be put in charge of the empire. The choice was in the hands of
the empresses Eudokia, on which her dying husband had entrusted the regency in the name of their young children. The augusta soon
yielded to those demands that wanted the imperial office to be associated with the name of a man capable to restore the military fate

of the state.3

2. Romanos |V Diogenes and the campaigns against the Seljuks
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The choice of the empresses was Romanos Diogenes, which had a relatively outstanding military carrier in the Balkans and
was the son of the Cappadocian Constantine Diogenes, distinguished during the reigns of Basil |1 (976-1025) and Constantine

X (1025-1028). Romanos married Eudokia, he was crowned emperor in January 1068 and soon after he found himself occupied
with the overturning of his forbearers' policy.

The new emperor tried to restore the situation in Asia Minor by the sword, but soon he realized that to achieve this goal, he had to
reestablish the army and to put the state machine under a situation of a military readiness, an attempt, nevertheless, that was difficult to
be accomplished, because of the reactions of the members of the Doukas dynasty and of Michagl Psellos, of which the plots were
undermining Romanos IV’ s efforts.# Diogenes committed a major mistake - he kept in his court Michael Psellos, the John
Doukas and their followers, which were opposed to his policy, whether secretly or in an open way, causing the emperor’s efforts not
to produce what was expected from them.

Realizing that the existing Byzantine armies were not able to take the initiative against the Seljuks, as they were mainly composed of a
small number of foreign mercenaries, Romanos hoped to gather new forces with the reorganization of the army of the themes
(themata), which had been disorganized during the previous twenty years. But the sight he faced during the preparation for the
campaign of 1068 was disheartening. The mobilized soldiers were purely armed, undisciplined and untrained, unable to undertake a
serious effort for the recovery of the empire's eastern borders.® In addition, the Byzantine army did not have the required mobility to
confront the flexible Seljuks, whereas the emperor, athough with military experience, nevertheless he did not have the necessary staff
knowledge for the conception of the right plan and the organization of wide-scale operations in impassable territories.

Nevertheless, Romanos did not appear to be frightened. In March 1068, a few months after his enthronement, he started the
operations against the Seljuks. The first campaign had the aim to drive away the invaders from the central Asia Minor, whereas on
October the emperor moved towards Syria, where he liberated Hierapolis. From there Romanos penetrated in Cilicia and in
Cappadocia, and returned to Constantinople on January 1069. The Seljuks seized the opportunity of the Byzantine army’ s gathering
in Syria, to raid until the region of Amorion, which they pillaged. The spring of 1069 the Byzantine army carried out a new campaign,
which was delayed due to an insurrection of Frankish mercenaries. Romanos Diogenes proceeded to clean-up-operations around the
cities of Keltzene, Koloneia (modern Sebin Karahisar, Turkey), Sebasteia, Tyana as far as Cilicia. As a base for its attacks the
Byzantine army used Caesarea in Cappadocia. The most far-reaching plan of the emperor was to reaccupy Chliat (modern Ahlat,
Turkey), acity with strategic importance, north of the lake Van.® During the time the emperor was in northeastern Asia Minor, the
Seljuks destroyed Ikonion. For one more time the Byzantine armies were not able to accomplish a sweeping victory against the
Seljuks or to prevent the tribesmen from penetrating to the rear.

Tired and psychologically succumbed from the continuous and inefficient struggle against the Seljuks, Romanos decided not to
undertake a campaign in 1070 under his leadership, but to entrust the defense of Asia Minor to Manuel Komnenos, a nephew of the
former emperor Isaac | Komnenos. Manuel, athough very young, proved to be a capable general. He reorganized his army, restored
the discipline and accomplished heavy blows upon the enemy.” Nevertheless, the success and his popularity made the emperor worry
about him. He commanded his genera to split the armies and to send back the largest part of it in lerapolis, which was once morein
danger.8 This act proved to be a great strategical mistake, because, whereas a part of the army marched towards lerapolis, Manuel
with the rest of the army tried to withhold the Seljuks near Sebastea, but he was defeated and he was captured dive. This defeat had
as a consequence to encourage the Seljuksto raid until Chonai, even to sack the famous church of Archangel Michael.

These facts forced Romanos to decide for a new campaign against the Seljuks the following year. He was to lead the operations
himself, and the goal was again the reoccupation of the city of Chliat, which was situated on the main routes of invasion passing
through Armenia. The cause was the capture of the Byzantine fortress at Mantzikert (modern Maazgrit, Turkey) by the Seljuks at the
end of 1070. The councilors of Romanos supported that if Chliat and the surrounding fortress (that of Mantzikert included) were
reoccupied and garrisons were installed as soon as possible, the raids of the Seljuksin Asia Minor would be annihilated before even
started.

3. The battle of Mantzikert
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3.1. Preparations

At the end of winter-beginnings of spring 1071, the Byzantine army of the West and other unites of mercenaries were gathered in
Constantinople to get ferried across Asia Minor, so as to be united with the Byzantine forces stationed there, in order to participate in
the planned military operation of the emperor against the Seljuks. It is hard to calculate the size of the expeditionary corps, but it is
certain that the largest part was composed by Byzantine armies, although there were numerous unites manned with foreign
mercenaries or allies; Pechenegs, Cumans, Uzes, Franks, Varangians and Armenians.® Simultaneously, Byzantine ambassadors were
sent to the Seljuk sultan Alp Ardlan, who by that time was besieging the city of Edessain Mesopotamia, aiming to ask for the renewal
of an old agreement with the Seljuks in relation to the restriction of the raids in the Byzantine territory of Asia Minor.

Inevitable is the question why Romanos was in such a rush to conduct the campaign, to lead himself the most numerous expeditionary
corps the Byzantines had summoned up for the last years, when the Seljuks were aready beyond the borders of the Empire and
contended themselves with surprise raids and plunder. The most plausible answer is that the emperor was hoping that an eventual

military success would have had a favorable impact in the consolidation of his own personal power.1? We should not forget that
Romanos had been chosen for the throne in order to accomplish the mission of confronting the attacks and, thus, his promises for a
military solution were running the danger to be proved false. The opposition party against him, rallied around John Doukas, had begun

to gain ground and if the emperor wanted to retain his power, he needed desperately a clear military victory. !

Thus, on 13 March 1071 (Sunday of Orthodoxy) Romanos departed from Constantinople, directed towards the Armenian provinces
of the Empire. Although better prepared than the previous ones, this campaign gave the impression from the beginning that it had not

started with the best omens.}2 The emperor adopted once more the strategy that he had enforced in 1069, aiming to secure the
control of Mantzikert near lake Van. The imperial forces were marching through Bithynia and Phrygia, crossed the river Ali and
camped in the location Cryapege (Cold Spring) in Cappadocia, where Romanos suppressed a rebellion of his German mercenaries.
Thereafter, he marched towards Sebastea. In contrast to the year 1069, this time he did not plan to approach the Armenian
provinces from the side of Melitene, but from Theodosioupolis (modern Erzurum), as this route was shorter and provided more
supplies for anumerous army.

3.3. Theclash and the defeat

Romanos reached Theodosioupolis on July 1071 and proceeded to renew his army’s supplies. Ignoring the approaching of Alp
Arslan (the sultan had abandoned the siege of Aleppo and the planned campaign against the Fatimids of Egypt and he advanced,
though with few forces, to the north) the emperor committed the fault to break his forces, by sending some of his unites against Chliat,
with Joseph in charge, amember of the family of Tarchaneiotes, as well as the Frank mercenary Roussel or Ursel de
Bailleul, 13 whereas himself with the rest of his army marched to the fall of Mantzikert, the real object of this campaign. Afterwards,
the main body of the army camped on the plain outside the fortress. At that time, the emperor was informed that the army of the
Seljuks was approaching and he notified right away Joseph Tarchaneiotes and Roussel to hasten to return to the imperial camp.
Nevertheless, Tarchaneiotes, upon hearing of the arrival of the sultan in the field and being a supporter of the party of Doukas, he

disobeyed the imperial order and withdraw his forces in the imperial territories through Mesopotamia 14

As August was approaching to his end, the situation of the Byzantine camp was getting worst, because of the attacks of the irregular
Seljuk horsemen. In his effort to confront them, Nikephoros Basilakes, one of the most important commanders of Romanos, was
ambushed near the camp and was captured aive, whereas his men were decimated. In addition, the sultan wanted to negotiate the
signing of a peace treaty, but the Byzantine emperor rejected his proposals. Romanos was afraid that Alp Arslan probably wanted to
delay until the arrival of reinforcements, whereas the danger that the mercenary armies of the Byzantines (especialy the Uzes) would
desert to the Seljuks because the former ones were of the same race with the last ones, was increasing. Thus, the collision between
the two armies, after the failure of the diplomatic efforts, was inevitable.

The initiative of the attack took the Byzantine leader. On August the 261", 107115 the Byzantines were arrayed for battle: in the front
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line the emperor himself governed the center, Alyates (probably the strategos of Cappadocia) the right wing and Nikephoros
Bryennios, in charge of the western armies, the left wing, whereas the second, reserve line was governed by Andronikos Doukas, the
€eldest son of Caesar John Doukas, whom Romanos took with him essentially as a hostage. The Byzantine army advanced carefully
and in battle array, whereas the Seljuks were retreating, refusing to fight. But, during the afternoon and as the Byzantine army was
about to gain this victory, Romanos, wisely thinking, he judged as purposeful to discharge his armies and to take care of their safe
return to the fortified camp. Obviously he did not want to pass the night out of the fortress, where the Byzantine army would have
been left vulnerable to the mercy of the hostile archers.

But the tactic of retreat is a hard maneuvering, even under the most favorable circumstances, and Romanos' men were mainly
inexperienced. As they were retreating, they had to bear the hostile arrows, without being able to react. In addition, among the lines
of the army a rumor was spread that the emperor had been defeated. The rumor became a certainty when the distant parts of the
array, ignoring the order for withdrawal, saw the imperial flag turning back. Most of them believed the intentional rumor by
Andronikos Doukas that this was an irregular retreat, especially when they saw him leading the reserve line away from the battlefield.

Alp Arslan took advantage without any delay of the panic that prevailed, as well as of the retreat of the second line, which under
normal conditions could have restrained his circular movements. Immediately the sultan threw his forces against the right wing of the
Byzantines and he repelled it, whereas the effort of the left wing to haste for help was futile. The result was that the Seljuks
surrounded the center of the Byzantine array and crushed it. Romanos fought bravely, even when he was on foot and wounded on his

arm, until the enemy captured him alive late in the evening.16
4. Estimates and results

The defeat in Mantzikert and the capture of Romanos |V were the result of the lack of experience, of military discipline and abilities,
of good information, of coordination between the different military commanders. Only because of the above-mentioned military

inefficiency, the treachery of Andronikos Doukas could have had the specific effect.1’

The battle of Mantzikert was not a military disaster at the end, as the contemporaneous Byzantine historians presented it. Certainly it
was amilitary defeat of the imperial army, and most of al for the capture of the emperor himself, but not for the total catastrophe. The
balance of powersin the East was not radically transformed and the civil struggle that followed the release of Romanos Diogenes
(beginnings of September 1071) caused much more damage in the area of Asia Minor than the defeat at Mantzikert itself.
Furthermore, after this defeat the Byzantine army did not seem to suffer substantial loses, as its commanders managed to escape with
the main body of the expeditionary corps.

What was more important was the meaning of the battle of Mantzikert in the political realm: on the one hand it inaugurated a decade
of civil war in the empire, on the other hand the treaty that Diogenes and the sultan Alp Ardan agreed in common, left almost the
whole of Asia Minor intact. An explicit mention was made for the maintaining of the existing territorial status quo, for the free
communication between the two states and for the abstaining of the Seljuks from the pillaging of Byzantine territories. In addition, it
was made provision for the exchange of prisoners of war, and finally the contracting of intermarriage between the children of the two
leaders. Thus, the Byzantines |ost few or no territories.

On the other side, equally important was the defeat of Mantzikert in the economic level, because the campaign itself was expensive
enough, and the ransom fallen to the hands of the enemy, when they sacked the camp of Romanos, was exceptionally rich.

Furthermore, the financia hardship that appeared during the reign of Michael VII Doukas (1071-1078) was a consequence of the
unfavorable outcome of the battle as well. Finally, we must take into consideration the psychological factor of the defest, as for the

first time the Byzantine emperor was captured alive by the enemy.18

Nevertheless, beside all theses above-mentioned consequences of the defeat at Mantzikert, a satisfactory explanation cannot be given
for the amazingly swift conquest of Anatolia (eastern Asia Minor) by the Seljuks. Possibly they profited from the political weaknesses
that this particular defeat brought about, in relation to the fact that the attention of the Byzantines had been already turned towards the
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West, where a new and dangerous enemy, the Normans, made their menacing appearance.®
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Glossary :

augusta
A formal title bestowed by an emperor on hiswife, the empress, frequently after the birth of ason and heir. Rarely and extraordinary the title was
bestowed on distinguished personages who belong to the emperor’s family.

caesar
In the Roman Empire thetitle of Caesar was given to the Emperor. From the reign of Diocletian (284-305) on thistitle was conferred on the young co-
emperor. Thiswas also the highest title on the hierarchy of the Byzantine court. In the 8th c. thetitle of Caesar was usually given to the successor of
thethrone. Inthelate 11th c. this office was downgraded and from the 14th c. on it was mainly conferred on foreign princes.

caliph
The supreme religious and political authority of Muslims, considered successor of Muhammad (Arabic: khalifa= deputy). He was the head of the
Caliphate, thereligious state of the Arabs.

katepano
(from "epano”,"above") Governor of a katepania. Title that from the end of the 10th century characterized the commanders of large
provinces as Italy or Mesopotamia and from the 11th century, it was used aso in the regions of Bulgaria, Antioch etc.

magistros
Higher office that Philotheos in his Kletorologion places above the anthypatos. This title lost its importance from the 10th century and
gradually disappeared - most probably in the middle of the 12th century.

strategos (“general")

During the Roman period his duties were mainly political. Office of the Byzantine state’s provincial administration. At first the title was given to the
military and political administrator of the themes, namely of the big geographic and administrative unities of the Byzantine empire. Gradually the title
lost its power and, already in the 11th century, strategoi were turned to simple commanders of military units, responsible for the defence of aregion.
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Quotations

loannes Scylitzes Continuatus describes the first phase of the campaign in 1071:

KataAoyov 8¢ TV 0ToATIWTOV TTONOAUEVOS, AQTL TOD éxQog UTtavolyovtog diamegatwOelg eic ta twv Holwv maAatia katayetatl
Kkal el avtnv v fuégav tg Opbodoing, T TEO avTAG QA TNV ETNoiav QOYAV TQ) TE OTEATE KAL T OUYKANTQW
OLAVELUALLEVOG, OV DLt XQUOTOL ATV, AAAX TO €VOEOV ONELKOIC VPATUATLY AVATIATIQWOAHEVOS. ALATIEQALOVLLEVOL O’ AVTOD
TLEQLOTEQA TLG OV TAVL AgVKT), TTROG TO UéAV O& TO mMAeioTov av TG Umodatvovoa, mobév imtapévn v pégovoav tov BaoctAéa
TOU]OT) MEQLETIETETO, €S ELG AVTOV EkelvOV KatBeoOeloa XeQol Tals avTob mEooeEEUN. Kakelvog tavtnyv 1) BactAidL dvémeppev év
TOLG AVAKTOQOLS TTapa TO elwB0OG Amopelvaot dud tvag Bpvels yuvatkelag kat dxkktopovs. Edofev ovv 1] meplotepa oVLBOAOV OV
XONOTAGS ATOPACEWS VTR Te TQ AaBOvVTL KAl TEOG TV E0TaATo. AAA” éxeivn meQumeT@s oxovoa Thg OQUYews, petapeAneion MEOg
OV BaoAéa APikeTo TOV CLVTAKTIIOOV ATIODWTOLOA Kal aUTOV EmL TV ékotoateiav moorméppovoa. ExetBev ovv andaoag 6
Baoevg ovk év Neakdun ovdé v Omatiols xwelolg tot <> BactAkoic meooweuioato, AAA” év EAevomoAey v ot €y xdotot
AYQOLKIKWTEQOV KikANjokovo v EAgetvOmoALy, 0 Kat adTo 0lwvog ov XENoTog £doEe. LuvEPN ¢ kal Tt £TeQoV: TO YOO CLVEXOV THV
BaoAknv oknvnv péytotov EOAOV kateayEv Teoelv avTnv alPpvndov mageokevacev. Opwg d 00V 00dE MEOS €V TOVTWV 1) TWV
avOomwVv apeAtnoia kai olov elmely kKaxe&ia Kal TO €V 1) doKoVON TioTEL ATOTOV KAl AoVUPANTOV daBAédat 0éAnoe, Tov
X0eWV EUTOdILOVTOG MAVTAX0D Kal UNd’ avt® mapeXopévov ovvaioOnot meog ov arooknntewy EépeAdov. Iporjet totvuv 6
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BaoAebe kal TS £Qag TEOOWTEQW TEONOXETO, WG Th) TV AvatoAk@v émagyia meooéfale GedwAlq maQd TO elKOS TIEOS TAVTAG
oLVEXOUEVOG. ZUVELG O, G €0LKE, TO OLVEXES TV TIROYEYOVOTWY OTNHEIWV EIG AVTOV ATTOOKTPOV, OVK €V OKNVT) 00D’ év mediotg, AAA’
€V YNAOPOoLS kal dwpatiols TV kataokvwotv émomjoato. EvOa d1) Tt kat ouvéPn ovk EAattov eig kakodatpoviav olwviopa. ITog
Yao moBev évexB&v ToLg dOLOVG, €V 01G O PATIAEDG EOKIVWTO, KATEVEUNOATO, OIS Kal ovyKatekavOnoav (Mot te kat Eépeotoideg
Baodual kal xaAva t@v dAAwV TOAD dladégovta Kat ToL mMvEOg d' OALYoL Yeyovaot magavaiwua. OLde (nmoL uidAertot
KatB0QWHEVOL TQ OTEATOTEDW €Agevov diledaivovTo Oéapa.

Scylitzes Continuatus, TooAdxng, E. (ed.), H Zvvéxeia tnc Xpovoypagiac tov lwdvvov ZxvAitCn (Ioannes Scylitzes Continuatus) (Idoupa
MeAetdbv Xegoovrioov tov Atpov 105, Thessaloniki 1968), pp. 142.3-143.8.

The Byzantine historian Michael Attaleiates describes the rebellion of the German mercenaries of Romanos IV in Cappadocia:

0 0¢ BaciAels dlamegatwOels TOV ZayyAQnV mOTapov dita Mg To0 Zoumov kaAovpévng yedoag, Hofato tag DmoAeimopévag
ovvaBollely DUVAUELS oAV YXQ OL TG OTEATLAG DleTKedAOTEVOL KaTa AODOUG Kal 01y Yas Kal KQNOoPUYEeTd Tiva Kal dvToa
ot v mEodednAwévny twv BagPaowyv Entitaotv. kataAéag ' ovv 6ooug avT@ PovAopévw vy, mAeloTouvg O AmomePAEVOG,
TG €lg T MEOOoW TOQEIAG VOVUOTEQOV ElXETO, DAPOQWS ATOEEVWV £AVTOV TOD OTEATOD LG TAG OlKELAG EMAVAELS KAl KTNUATWV
erudel&els olkeiwv kal MTOAVTEAEOTEQWYV OLKODOUWV DATAEELS. dDATIEQA WO EVTOG OVV TOD 0TEATOD TOV AAUV AeYOUEVOV TOTAHOV
avTOC 0V CLVILETEQALWON TNVIKADTA VT, AAA” €l¢ VeomaryEc Gpoovlov, Ek MEOOTAEEWS aTOL oLVOLKOdOUNOEV, émipeivag
&icel0év Tivac Muéoac diétoupev. elta damegatwbels Kal avTOg, KAV 1) ToD XaQowavoD Emagxiq, TV daigeov €k ToD 0TEATOD £ig
KTNOELS oikelag ovvdleypapato: kal to an’ ékelvov adwaipetog v, ) Kawoagéwv pr mpooutéag 10 ovvoov, éwg elg v Aeyopévnyv
KovVav mnytv évnuAioato. €0t Yo 0 TOTI0G 0VDEVOS TV XONOTAV TO TAQATAV ATIOAELTOUEVOG, TO T¢ [T0] DOWOE dLedes dpa kKai
noTov Kat Puxedtatov, dévdoa te auvneedn HeTa daPtAovg TN mong ekteédpov Kat EvAicaoBat eDTTOOG, TavTolols Te POHdOLS
KATAKOMOG KAl KQLVWVLALS, AOPoLS Te Noéna EOS £aXVTOUG AvAYoLTLY £VDOETOG, Kol 0lOV ELTTELV AOTUKWT KAl AyQOTOALS dx TG
OUHULYOUS TTOQIHOTNTOS YVWELLOLLEVOG. £keloe O O PACIAEDS TUEQAC TIVAG OTQATOTEDEVOAHEVOS, WG EIDE THV XAV APEdWDS
KATAKELQOUEVTV €K TV OTOATIWTAWV KAl HAAAOV €k ToU pioBodpogko kat dAA0YEeVOUG, kKat amav ANov €é£0QWS ATOTEUVOUEVOV
Kkal toig fookruact Aapuoaywyovuevov, dnxOeig v Puxnv annvéotegov meoonvéxOn tol twv NepitCwv Aeyouévwy, odg 0
maAaog Adyog LavQopAtas kat avtovg éyivwoiev. ’AA” otye Bpaoet kal Ouue Céovteg kal dmovoia PagPagiki) mEog ékdiknoty
TOV BRIV ITAR®S dlavEoTnoay, Kol TV (Mnwv megl TV TV AQloTwV EMBAVTES OQAV TG TOL BacAéws OKNVAG KAl avTOD
Baoéwe kateEavaotival ovvéDevTo. YvwoBelong d¢ s avT@V émbéoews Bor) Te eQL TO OTOATOTEDOV YEYOVE, KAl TAXV
dtaon0évtog ToD MEAYHATOS CLVEDTN HEV O BATIAEDS kal diNUTEETIOOT Tot TEOG TOV TMOAEHOV, ETUPRAS D€ TOD (MTOL KAl TV
OTOATIAV WG EIG HAXTV OUVAQUOCAHEVOS KATETATEE TOUG OLOEEVOUG, €lg TO TTEDIOV EDOVVTAKTWS YEVOUEVOS: Kal DTTOOTIOVOOUG
avTOVE TTOMOTAHEVOG, TNV ETXATNV TOVTOLC XWQAY €K TNS OwHATOGLAXKIAGS KAl TAS TEWNV &y yVTNTOg Admeveluato, &V TovTw Kol
HUOV@ TO TEOOTLHOV AVTOLG TOD TOLOVTOV EYKATUATOC £ykateBépevog.

Bekker, I. (ed.), Michaelis Attaliotae Historia (CSHB, Bonn 1853), pp. 145.19-147.15.

The Byzantine historian Nikephoros Bryennios refers to deferent opinions, expressed during the war council in front of the
emperor:

T'evopevog d¢ mept v Kanmmadok@v, To0g apiotous dua TV ateatny@v € ekkAnoiav ékAAet kal BOVAT|V TTeQL TOD TOAEHOL
npoLTiBeL, MuVOavVOUEVOG el Xo1) TV ITepodog EAavvery kakeloe Toig Tovokolg ovumAékeoBat ) pévovta émi g Wiag v ékelvwv
EAevoy avapévev: yyEAAETo Yo 101 kal 6 covAtavog é£eABetv ¢ TTepaidog kai oxoAT) kai fadny kata Pwuaiwv xwoetv. Tolg
HEV 0OV €00KeL 6001 BQATVTEQOV TIWG DLEKELVTO KAL KOAAKLKWOTEQOV, PN HEVELWY, AAA” amiéval kal CVpTIAékeoOatL TQ TOVATAVQ
eloovtL év Batavoic g Mndiac. To payiotow 8¢ Twond 1@ Tagxavew T KATAQXOVTL TOTE TAYUATWV TOAADV KAl T dovki
naonc dvoews Nikndoow 1@ Bovevvip mavianaoty édokel tx TolxdTa fovAevpata opaAdeobat kal éEeAtmagovy tov PaoiAéa,
el olov Te &in, MEOoUEVELY Kal TOUG TOAEUIOVG EAKELY TTOOG EAVTOV TAG TIEQLE TTOAELS KATOXVEWOAVTA Kol TAG TEDLADAG
umonoavta, wote onaviCely Tolg MoAepiols ta Emutdela el O& Ur) TOUTO, KAV YOOV kataAafetv th)v @eodooiov mOALY Kdkeloe
OTOATOTIEDEVOAVTA TIQOOUEVELY TOVG TMOAELIOVG, WOT ATOQIY TWV AvVAYKALWV TOV 0OVATAVOV avaykaoOnivat toig "Pwpaiotg
ovunAékeoBat EvBa Pwpalovg EvpPaieiv moog moAepov cvpdpégov €o0tiv. AAA’ €dOKOVV TTapa KWP@ GDELV KAL TX TWV KOAKKWY
&vika kal déov &vdQAOL TV olkeiay AQETIV TAQAOTHOXTLY VTIAKOVELY, O D& TOIG KOAXEL UAAAOV TTQOCETXEV T) TOIC 000X
OLUBOVAEVOLOLY, EMNEUEVOS TOIG TEOAABODOL TEOTALOLS Kol Héya €Tl TOUTOLG PQOVAY, Kat ya 1o te Méumet Gpoovolov eile kai
TovKWV ATOCTIACL TEOVOHEVOVTWV EVIUXWV E£TEEPATO Te TOUTOUG KAl TTOAAOUG HEV aveidev, 0Uk 0Alyovug d¢ kal éCayonoe. Tovtolg
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o0V €TaQopEVos kail OaEroag méQa ToL déovTtog &te kal mAelova TV MEOTEQWV Eémaydpevog EVppayiay Kal dvvauy, dgag obv
mavTi T oTeatevpaTL TV VOV ITepoidoc HAavve kat TEOS TOLG EvavTiovg EXwoEL.

Gautier, P. (ed.), Nicéphore Bryennios, Histoire (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 9, Bruxelles 1975), pp. 105.22-107.21.
The effort of loannes Scylitzes Continuatus to justify the strategy of Romanos Diogenes:

‘ExetOev xwoel eic Lefdotetav v Ipnolav katadafelv €meryopevog, 6te kal twv oLV ¢ kovomaAdt MavounA o Kopvnvo
MeodvTwv Oeatrg TV MTwHdTwy Eyéveto. Kakelbev oxoAn kai Badny iwv kataAauBdavel v @0doo1o0TOALY, TEWNV (EV
aupeAnBeioav, €€ 6tov d& émoAlogkn)O1) t0 Agtle dvoikodounBeioav kat katoxvowbeioav. EvtevBev dipurvov toodnv Ekaotw
bEQELV ETUKTQUKEVOAUEVOS, WGE DU AOIKNTOV KAl NONHWUEVNS XWEac Badiletv péAAovol, mavtwv d& 10 meootax0Ev momoapuévay
0 HoBodookov Tav OUlwV kai Tovg Podykovs oLV ‘Povoedi, avdol yevvaio kal ToAe k@, dadinot kata tov XAlat eig
nipovoprv. Tovto d¢ kat mEdtegov émomjoato. Exelvog d¢ katomy EAavvwy eig 10 Mavtlikieot maQey£EVeTo, TOALY QWUAIKNV HEV,
XepwOetoav d¢ mEd ToL T covATAVE Kat Tovekovs eykadnuévoug éxovoav. Katadoviioag d¢ TovTwv wg 0Atyoot@v, étégav
poteay oUK EAXX(OTNV AMOTEUOLEVOS TOV 0TEATOL TwoT)dp paylotow @ Toaxaveldtn nagaddwot, meooemdovs kat atidog melwov
OUK £0KATAPEOVITOV, HAAAOV DE TV IMTMOT@V TO EKKQOLTOV TE Kol HAXHUATATOV KAV TOIG TOAEOLS TTQOKLVOLVEDOV AEL Kl
meopaxopevov. Agag d¢ 0 Toaxavelwtng dmetow eig 10 XAiat fonnowv toic Ovloic kat toic PodyKoLs kal mavTl Te
poBodopik@” NnkoeL yap 0 facidevg mAN00g pugiavdgov kat’ avtawv pégecOat. Ateide ya 6 factAevg ToV otoatov EATCwy
avToG TarxL 0 Mavtlikiegt magaotioacOol -6 dn katl yéyove— kal émdnunoat toig év 1 XAlat el 0€ Tig dvaykn katemeifel,
Tax€ws avToLG TEOOKAAéoaoOal, MANOIOV ETKNVWHEVWY TV OTQATEVUATWV' TIKOVE YOQ TOV 0OVATAVOV émelyeoBal kat avtoD.
Kaiye v ook dAoyog 1) dla(Qe0ois TV OTQATEVUATWV Kl AOYLOH@Y OUK ATO OTQATYIKWTATWY, €L U1 TETQEWHEVT] LAAAOV D&
Belog XOA0G 1) AGYOG 1)ULV ATTOEENTOTEQOG THV EKPAOLY EIC TOLVAVTIOV TTEQLETEEPE KAl TTOOS TQ TEAEL TOD €0YOU KAl T avONUEQLVT)
TV OTQATEVHATWY EVWOEL KAl TOV 0OVATAVOV AknovkTi Toig Tovekols éméotnoe Kal té doknOévta TeAeoOn VoL dlakeKWAVKE.

Scylitzes Continuatus, TooAdxng, E. (ed.), H Zvvéyxeia tnc Xpovoypagiac tov lwavvov ZxvAitCn (Ioannes Scylitzes Continuatus) (Tdoupa
MeAetdbv Xepgoovrjoov tov Atpov 105, Thessaloniki 1968), pp. 144.6-145.7.

Siege and fall of Mantzikert:

IMagapaiwv ¥’ 6 BacAelg eig 10 MavtlikieQT TV pHEV TAQEUBOATV HETX TN GATG MAQAOKEVTIG AY X0V TTov Betvat kat x&oaka
Betvat kata 10 elOTUEVOV TaQEKEAEVOATO, AVTOG D¢ TO EKKOLTOV AVAAXPWV TOD 0TEATOV TEQINADE TO AOTVL, KATAOKOTWV O] TTeQ
€VXEQEC TAC MOEOOPOAAS KATK TOV TelXOUs momjoaofat kal TG EAETOAELS MOOTAYAYELV. £lxe YOO TAVTAG €K MAQAOKEVNG EVAOLG
MAvToloLg KAl HEYIOTOS KATWQEYAVWHEVAC, kal PeQOUEVAS DU AHAEDV TV XAV U] ATTOdEOVLOWV. HAAVVE D¢ KAl TV dAAWV
Booknuatwy €ig dATAVNV TOL OTEATOD HUQLOUETOOUG AYEAAGS. TV D& ToAelwV EVOOV AAAAALOVTWYV TO EVLAALOV Kkal T Eidn
TAQAYVUVOUVTWV KAl O1tAoLg EkNPOAOLS XQWHEVWY, LETAX TG AOTUOOC O PATIAEDS TTEQUTTEVOAC TO TELXOG EMaviADev el TV
ntaQeBoA V. ol d¢ meCol Twv Agueviwy MEOOBAAGVTEC TQ €KTOG THS AKQOTOAEWS TELXEL Kal TOAAAS MEOOPBOAAC Mo odpLevoL,
avToPOoEL AlpODOLY avTO, TOD NALOL TTEOG DLOUAG ATIOTEEXOVTOG. 1|00 £VTOG dE TOL BACIAEWS TQ YEYOVOTL, KATEAXPOV ATIO TWV
gvavtiowv kal meéofels, ovpmabdeiag TuXely €EALTOVUEVOL KAL TOV WiV TEAYUATWY CLYXWENOLY, Kal TolavTalg OpoAoyiatg
naadovVAL TV TTOALY 1@ PaciAel. cuVOEuEVOG DE TTEOG TOUTO, KAl TOVUG TTRECPELS DWQOLS TLUNOAGS, ATIEOTEIAE TOV TTAQAATPOLLEVOV
avTiKA TO KAOTOOV. 0L d" EVvOOV PEovEAY éV TOLOVTW KA elodEEacDal ur) katadeEdpevort, tva Ut KAakOV TLOLX TG VUKTOG TOIg
évavtiolg Emtex 01, €dofav nAoynrévat kal katapevoacdaL TV oTOVIWV. dLdt TODTO Kol TaXV CaATioas O PactAevs 1O
moAeikdv, €ENAOe mavoTeaTIX TS e UPOATS, Kal TOIS TeiyeoL moooeméAaoe. KatamAayévteg d¢ ol TovEKOL Kal TTEOG
ATOAOYIAG TOATIOUEVOL, KAl TTAElOVA TUOTLV THG £AVTAV ATOAVTOWOEWS ALTNOAREVOL Kol AXPOVTEG, EElXTL eV €k TG MOAEWS HETA
TG OlKEIXG ATIOOKEVNG, KAl TQ PACIAEL YOVUKALVODOLY, OV KeEVALG O& XEQULV AAAa tavTeg ELPTiQELS, Kal T BaTiAel yOUVQ
navomAiag ot mAeloveg mpooeyyilovtec.

Bekker, I. (ed.), Michaelis Attaliotae Historia (CSHB, Bonn 1853), pp. 151.8-152.17.
Nikephoros Bryennios describes the defeat and the capture of Nikephoros Vasilakis a little before the battle:

T'evopéve d¢ ToVTw Tept 10 Mavtlikeptov 0 Baotddkiog vmnvtiale, 0ToaTOV EMAyOReVOS 0VK OALYOV ék Lvolag kat Agpeviag, 0g
OWUAAEOG HEV WV KAL TNV XEIQA YEVVAIOG, B0aovg 8¢ AAAWG Kol duoKADeKTOG TALS OQUALS KAl TOV PaciAéa kKoAakevewy
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BovAduevog ovdev VyLEg Eowtwuevog anedpOéyEato. Tov yao feotagyov Aéovtog tob AlaBatnvod yoapuata t@ BactAel
memopdOToS, WG 0 0OVATAVOG, dNoi, TNV ekoTeatelay MuOOEVOS Kal deioag v duvapy, v [Tepoda kataAinwy adnelot pevywv
eic BapuAwva, tovtolg 0 factAevg toigc Adyols avameloOels, duxn TO OTOATEVHA DLEAWY TNV HEV TWV DUVAHEWV AUTOOL KATETXE, TNV
0 mEOG T0 XAéat éEamooTéAAel, 0TEATYOV EMLOTONS AVTOLS TOV pAYLoTEov Twor)d tov Tapxavewdtny, avdoa detvov pév
OTQATIWTIKOLG BOVAEVHAOL TE KAl OTOATNYHAOLY, ATIEOOVHOV dE TOTE MAVTATAOLY GVIQ, KAL TQ BACIAEL TagavoDvIa elow Tag
OUVAELS ATIATAG KATEXELY KAl UT) pLeQICELV TO OTOATEVUA, AYXOD TV EVAVTIWV 0TOATOTEDEVOVTWV: OC, WG TADTA AéYwV OVK
Eme10¢, tag duvapelg davadafwv mEog 0 XAéat nmelyetor moALg 8¢ 0 XAéat Vo Tovg Toverovg TeAoboa kai pooveay éxov
amoxowoav évdoBev Tovpkwv. AAA" oUTiw Tolitng dreABovong NHéQac Toig Emi X0pTOoL CLAAOYNV éElovoty érutiBevtat Tovokot kal
TWVAG HUEV AVALQOVOLY, EVioug d¢ kail Lwypovat. Tov EvuBavtog yoov anayyeABévtog t@ Pactdet, eDOVE 6 BaolAakng petekékAnTo
Kot et twv TovEkwV EMOAVTIQAYHOVELTO, TIVEG T elev ol Tag émBéoels molovpevol kat 60ev YN ficovtes. O d¢ ) ovvBet
BoacVTNTL KAl TAALY XQNOAUEVOGS TOUGS €k TOL XAéat fjkey €’ apmay) diteviotato. EAabBev o0v oUtw tOvV PaciAéa 1) Tov
0OVATAVOL €0dOG OV HAKQAY TOL OTEATOTIEDOV GVTOG Katl Tt TOL ToA£pov €0 diatiBepévov. BovAdpevog yao Tov BaciAéa
vmayayetv eig ta EumpooOev Kat Evtog agkVwV mooacOal, TEOdEOOVGS EEETeTEY, Ol TEOETQEXOV TE TOLG (MTTIOLS TTEQL TOV TV
Powpalov xagaka kat av0ig avOLTEVOOTOUV (DOTIEQ DPATHOV TTOLOVHEVOL KAl TOUTO TOAAAKLS TTOLODVTEG €VIOUE TV OTOATI YWV
OLVNETAKACLY, @V O TEWTOG O BagA&kNG V. LmetdwV Yy o0Tog toV factAéa mAngodognoat we ovk ék tov ITepotkov
OTOATEVUATOC £leV OL TAG EKDQOUAG TTOLOVHEVOL, AAA” £k TV EvolkovVTwV T XAéart, )TeL ovyxwenOnval ol Tod xdoakog é£eAbetv
KL TOV AKLVAKNV OTTACAILEVOS Kol LUWTILOAS TOV (MTTOV ACVVTAKTWG €XWEEL KATH TWV TMOAEUIWV Kal ol TteQL avToV elmtoVTOo 0V
Kato Ty, AAA” DomeQ ETuxev EkaoTos. ApEAEL KAl TNV ATAKTOV TOUTWV GOEAV Ol TOAEHLOL OEATAILEVOL TQOTETO|TAVTO
devyeLy €mel dE MOPEW TOL XAQAKOG €100V aUTOVG EEeAdoavTag, TOUG XaAALVOUG DTTOOTREPAVTES KAl DLEOKEDATLEVOLS AVTOLS
MEOOPAAOVTEG VIKOOLV A0TOVG KATA KQATOG KAl TUTITOVOL (lEV TOAAOL TWV OTOATIWTAY, WG HLKQEOD delv Und’ dyyeAov, O dn Aéyetat,
draowBnvaL TG oLUPoEAC, EdAw dE Kal 6 BaotAdkng.

Gautier, P. (ed.), Nicéphore Bryennios, Histoire (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 9, Bruxelles 1975), pp. 107.22-111.17.
Nikephoros Bryennios describes the array of the Byzantine army before the battle:

Q¢ d¢ BovAT) TEOETEON 1) TTOAEHELY 1) £l0W TAG DUVAUELS KATEXELVY, TOIG HEV EDOKEL CUVETWG YAV El0W HEVELY TOD XAQAKOG KAl TAG
duvapels €k To0 XAéat petaméuneadat, toig d¢ kOAa&L tavavtia. El pév kat o0tw $poovodoty, ovk éxw Aéyetv: téwg O €doke kal
avOc évika T xeoetova. EEayetv odv tag duvapels éyéveto. Ot dé ye TovgKkoL kgaTadTeQOoL aOIS KAl peTda MAe(OVOG EMNEXOVTO
NG XEQOG" Kt 1) MEOTPBAAAOLOL TAVTALS KAl LAXNG OLOTACTG THiMTOVOL HEV TV TovEkwV cuxvol, Timtovot 8¢ kal Twv Pouaiwv
mAgloTol €TEwO d¢ Kal avTOg O Bovévviog MTOAAAXOD TOD CWOUATOS, AAAX DELVOG WV TEQL TA OTEATI VLKA TO MAEIOTOV TG
bdAayyog doweg dieowoato. Ogav &' émidvtag tovg Tovkroug 6 BactAeds EENYe kal avTOG TAG DVVALELS WG €Tt TTOAEOV Kal
TILQETATTETO TOO TOD XAQOKOG' 1]YELTO D& TOL uev de€lov képatog 0 AAvattng, avre Kanmadokng kai ouviiOng 1@ PaoctAet, oo &
£DWVLHOL aVTOG O Bouévviog, T0 d¢ péoov g paAayyog eixev 0 BaciAeve ovEayely d¢ ETETAKTO O TOD KAloAOG LIOG O TTEOEDEOG
AVdQOVLKOG, TAG TE TV ETARWYV TAEELS EXWV KAL TAG TOV AQXOVTWY, AV Kal YEVOUS AaUTQOD Kal MO KOUWV TOLS KaAolg:
booVNoEL YOO TOV NAIKWY ATIAVTWY VTTEQTEQOG KAL AVOQLKWTATOG EITIEQ TIG AAAOG KAl TALS OTEATNYIKALS EVTOadELS HEAETALS, OV
TavL 8¢ PLAicg Exwv mMEog PactAéa.

Gautier, P. (ed.), Nicéphore Bryennios, Histoire (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 9, Bruxelles 1975), pp. 113.21-115.14.
Description of the battle and the crush of the Byzantines according to the historical work of Michael Attaleiates:

kat ot pév ToveroL kKatd opag avTOVG Ta TNG EIRTVIG ETOAYUATEVOVTO, 0 0¢ PATINEVG OAATIOAS TO EVUAALOV TOV pdOoV
MaQaAdywe ékpatnoe. kataAaBovoa d' 1) Gripn Tovg Evavtiovg EEEMANEe. Téwg d 00V KABOTALOGLEVOL Kal aUTOL TO HEV & XQNOTOV
MANO0¢ €l TOVTHOW TEONAAVVOV, AVTOL D€ KATOTILV PavTaciay €DIDOVV MOAEULKNG AVTITAQATAEEWG. TO D¢ MAEIoTOV HUYN TIG
KATEIXEV AVTOVG, CUVTETAYUEVAG WDOVTAS TG TOV Pwpaiowv paAayyag v tdéel Kal KOOTUW Kal TOAEUIKGQ) TARQACTIUATL KAl Ol
HEV TTROTjECAV EIG TOVTOW, O 8¢ PATIAEDS KATOTIY AVTWV TTAVOTQATLA €TtediwkeV, éwg doa deiAn oia katéAafev. émeld’ 0
BaoiAebe Tovg AvTiTeETAYUEVOUS KAl AVTITIOAELODVTAG OVK £ixE, TV 0¢ MaQeUBOANV EPIAWHEVNV OTRATIWTOV Kal TeCoPLALKWY
&ylvwoke, dx TO UnNd’ evmoEetv tikavod AN 00vg Wote kat magatalels éviavba kataAtmely, 1)dn mooeEavtAnOéviwy twv
nAelotwv, wg EodLeiAnTital, Eyvw pn mAgiov Emtetval v dlwity, tva ur Adxov memomkoteg ol Tovgkot dPpuvAdkTw TavTn
EniBwvTtal, kal Apa dLaoKOTWV WG el MAeloV éxpakQuvOein, kataAfpetatl TovTOV &V TH) EMavodw 1) VUE, kat tnvikavta ot Todgkot
naAivrgomov Orjoovot v Puynyv, EknPoOAoL TLYXAVOVTEG, DL TaDTA Kal TV PAoIAKT|V onuatay émoteéac vootov
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ruuvnoOfvaL dujyyeAAev. ol d¢ mOEOW TASC PAAXYYAS EXOVTES TTEATIWTAL TNV £TLOTEOPNV TNG PATIAKNG onuaiag dovTeg,
wnonoav 1ty tov PactAéa meQLecely. e O’ ot ToAAoL TATR0POEOVOLY, OTL TV EdedQEVOVTWY VT TIG, EEADdEAPOS WV TG TOD
Baoréwe mpoyovaw MixanA, meoBeBovAevpévny Exwv TV Kato ToOVToL EMBOVATV, ADTOG TOV TOLODTOV AGYOV TOIG OTQATLWTALS
dLEOTELQE, KAl TAXV TOVG OLKELOVG AvaAAPwV (EUTETIOTEVTO YXQ TAQA TG TOL BacAéws kalokayaBing ov HikQov Tt HéQOg AaoD)
dLYAG elg TNV TAQEUBOAT)V EMAVEDQAUE. LLLUNOA&LLEVOL DE TOVTOV Ol TATNOLE0TEQOL AOXOL €16 K’ Evar TV UYT)V dpaxn Tl
dLedéEavto, kakeivoug €TeQoL KAt oUTWG O PACIAEDS WV TO TAQAAOYOV TG EEaYWVIOL GUYNG, 0T LETA TV TTEQL AVTHV, TNV TV
olieiwv Gpuyny, wg €0og, avaraAovuevos. v 8¢ 6 EmakovwVv oLdE(S. TV & évavtiwv ol émt Addwv toTduevol, 10 TV Pwuaiwv
WovTeg EEaiPvne ATOXNHA, TG COVATAVQ KATAYYEAAOVOL TO YEVOUEVOV, KAl TV ETLOTEOPTV AVTH KATETELyoLOLY. EVOVG OV
EMaveABOVTOG aVTOD LA™ TG ABOOV T PaciAel MEOTENYVLTAL KAl KEAEVOAS TOUG AU’ ALTOV UT) EVOODVAL UNdE HAAAKOV TL
MaOelv, UUVATO HEV EQQWUEVWS HEXOL TTOAAOD. €V D¢ TG HETW TNG TOV AAAWV GUYNE TEQLAVTATIOAOTG EEW TOV XAQAKA, CUUMULYTIS
TIC )V €K TAVTWYV BOT) KAl ATAKTOG dEOHOG Kot AGY0G 0UDELS AT YYEAAETO KAIQLOG, TV HEV AeYOVTWYV LOXLOWS avTimagataaodat
OV Pacidéa petd twv DMoAeAelupévov abT@ Kol Tovg BagPagovs toéhacdal, tav 8¢ adaynyv 1 dAAwawv katayyeAAOVTwVY avToD,
Kol AAAWV AAAQ OLVELROVTWYV KAl TAALVTOOTIOV EKATEQOL HEQOVG TNV VIKNV KATAAEYOVTWY, €wg foEavTo kal TV oLV avTQ
Kannmadok@v moAAol kata poloag Tvag éxeloe amoPoltav. el Oé TLxal avTog Tolg pevyovTLV AVTIEOUS YeYOoVws TOAAOUG
NHUVAUNYV, TNV AVAKANOWY ETUTEEMWY TNG TTNG, €TEQOL AeYETWOoay. TO OE LETA TOUTO KAl TWV PACIAKOV (MTwWV MTOAAOL peTd TV
(nnwv énavaotoédovteg ur) idetv Tov PaciAéa, Tl yéyovev, EQWTWOUEVOL ATEKQLVAVTO. KAL TV OELOUOG 010G Kol 0dVEUOG Kol TOVOG
kal Popog axixntog, kal 1 kOvic albéLog, kal téAog ot TovpKoL tavtaxoOev MUty egpeéovtes. 60eV kKal wg elxev ékaoTog OQUNG 1)
omovdn¢ 1) loxvog, puyn TV EéavTod cwtneiav émiotevoev. ol O évavtiol katoTLy duwkovTeS 00G LEV dvetdov obg d¢ Cwyoia eirov,
£TEQOVGC D€ OUVETATOLV. KAL)V TO TMEAY A Alav ETdLvoVv katl mavta 0onvov UTTEQRAAAOV Kol KOTLETOV. TL YA EAgeLvOTEQOV TOD
oTEATOTEDOV dmtay BactAtkov uYR kat Tt maga PagPiowv AMavOW WV Kol ATOTOpWY EAavvesBal, kal Tov PaciAéa
BaoPaoucoic 6mAoic aBoriOntov megleotorxioBat, kal Tag PaciAeiove OKNVAS KAl TAG 1Y EHOVIKAC KA KAL OTQATIWTIKAG VTTO
TOLOVTWYV AVIR@YV KLELEVECO AL, kal Amav avaotatov 10 Popaikov kabopaoBal, kal BactAelary €V AKAQEL KATAVOELY
OUUTIECOVOAV.

Bekker, I. (ed.), Michaelis Attaliotae Historia (Bonn 1853), pp. 160.16-163.15.
Nikephoros Bryennios provides a deferent narration of the Byzantines’ defeat:

O1 d¢ TovEkoL TOV PaciAéa PAETOVTES TAQRATATTOVTA TOV OTOATOV, OV KATA GAAayyac ovdE kata Adxoug —ovdE Yo €BovAovTo
Pwpaliolg eic xeloag EABelv—Novxacav: aAA” O pév COVATAVOG MOEOW TIOL LOTAIEVOS T TTQOG TTOAEUOV DLETATTETO, AVIQL DE TVL
EkTopia T péylota ma’ avt@ duvapévw, Tapdyyns TovTw O dvopa, Tag TAeloTag dLVAELS TAQADOVS KUOLOV TOD TTOAEOV
TovTOV ATtédel&ev. O d¢ eig MOAAX UEQT TO OTEATEVHA DLEAWV TTOOAOXLOUOUG Te EToleL Katl £VEDQAC OLVIOTA KAl TTEQUEVAL TAG
taeg Popaiwv émétatte kal toig tofevpaot xonoOat avtobev. Ot d¢ Pwpaiot, t@v (nmwv avt@v failouévoyv, nvaykalovto
€neoOat kal dn elmovTto, pevyelv doKOLVTWY EkelvwV: €lg D€ TOUG AGXOUG Kal TAG £VEDQAGS TEQLTIMTOVTEG UeYAAwS EBAAmTOoVTO. TOD
Baoréwe d¢ TOV UTER TV BAwWV BovAopévou kivduvov avadéEaoDat, fadnv émopévou kait meoodokwvtog PaAayya Tovokwv
eVEELV Kal avTT) ovEaynval kal oUTw kELONvatL T To oAépov, ot TovgkoL mavtaxdOev dLleokedavvLVTo DTTOOTEEPAVTES DE peTX
OUHUNG 0PodOAG Kal Koavyng EémeABdvTes "Pwualols toémovot 1o defov képag. EvBUG & avexwoouv Kal ol mept v ovpaylav kat
oV BaciAéa ol Tovgkol kKukAwoavtes EBaAlov mavtoBev. Oguroavtog d¢ ToL evwVVLOL Képatog émagnyety ol Tovgrot ékAvov:
KATX VOTOL YXQ OVTOL YEVOHUEVOL KAL TODTO KUKAWOoavTeg Ppuyelv katnvaykaoav. O 8¢ facidebe mavtanaoty €Qnuog
amoAewdOeig pondelag 10 ElPog EyVpvwoev Emi Tovg £XOP0UG Kat TOAAOVS HEV aVELAEg, TOVUG D& KAl PUYELV KATNVAYKAOE
KUKAwBOelg O’ VO TV MoAgUiwV TOD TAIB0UE TV XEIQA TITEWOKETAL Kal YVWOOELS UTT avt@v G0TIg 0Tl kKUKA@ meglotoLyiCeTat
mavtoBev, kat tofevetal pev 0 (Mmog avTov Kat 0ALCON oA MUMTEL CLYKATABAAAELOE KAl TOV ETUPBATNV, KAl TOUTOV TOV TQOTIOV
d0QUAAWTOG 6 PaciAels Pwuaiwy yivetat kal oG TOV COVATAVOV AmokouileTat déTLog, oK 0id’ oloTiol Adyols TovTo ¢ Oeing
meovolag oikovounoaonc. EaAw d¢ kat AoLmov Holpa TV aQXOVTWV 0UK OALYN) TV d& AOLTI@WV Ol HEV paxaioag £gyov yeydvaoy,
oL d¢ dleowBnoav: édAw d¢ Kal TO Te 0TEATOTEDOV ATtay KAl 1) oKknVvT) 1] BAciAelog Kal T XQNUaTa Kol TV PATIAKOV QAo UwV
T KAAALOTA, €V 0lG Kat 6 TOAVOQVUAANTOG HaQyYaQog 1V, 6V Oodavov katwvopalov. OLd’ ék e Haxns dixowOévteg &AAog
AAAoxoL dleomagnoay, TV Wiav ékaotoc kataAafelv omevdovTE.

Gautier, P. (ed.), Nicéphore Bryennios, Histoire (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 9, Bruxelles 1975), pp. 115.15-119.6.

loannes Scylitzes Continuatus describes the capture of Romanos Diogenes:
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o

Tov 8¢ BaoiAéa megloTotyioavTeg ol TOAELLOL OVK eVXElQWTOV E0XOV eVOVG, AAA" ATE OTQATIWTIKWV KAL TTOAEUIKOV DUV Kal
KLVOUVOLG TROOOAT|OAG TTOAAOIS KAQTEQWS JHUVATO, Kol TOAAOVS aveAwv TéAog EmMAT YN daoydvw TV X€lQa, TOD Te (mmov
KatakovTlo0évtog ék modog totapevog depaxeto. Kapwv 8 Spwe meog é0mépav AAwonog —ped ToL mabous— kat atyuAAwTog O
meQLWVLLOG Baoidevs Popaiwy yivetar Kat ) pév vukrti ékelvr €’ tong toig moAAoIG €mi yNG ATipwe katl meQLwdvvwg
katédapBe, pupiots megueAvlopevos Avmnowv kvpaot T O émavolov ayyeABelong @ covATavw kat TG ToD PacAéws AAWDTEwWS
XAQA TIC ATATOTOG KAl ATUOTIX KATEOXEV AVTOV OLOUEVOV <G AANOWG Héya TLkal UTtepuéyeBeg elvar>, MOTEQ KAL)V, LETX VIKNV
TOCOUTOV Kol TNAIKOVTOL 0TEATOD KAl avTOV TOV BaciAéa dAwotpov Aafety kal moxelgov. AvOowmivwg 8¢ Spws T yeyovog
AOYLOAUEVOG KAl TV VIKNV UETELOPEOVWS EVEYKWYV KoL TO YEYOVOG EDTUXTUAX OVOTOATV HAAAOV Kkal PUXTG dyaBOng Evdelty katl
TEOTWV kaAokayadiag peotwv Bépuevog, Oe@ O mav avetiBel, wg PLellov 1] KT TV EXVTOD oYUV ATOTEAL0AG TOOTIALOV. AL
TOUTO k&l MEooaX0€vTog 16 ToLATAVEW Afav T0D Pacréws Pwpaiwv €v eDTeAel kal OTOATWTIKT AUTTEXOVT) DIATIOQWV 1)V KAl TteQt
tovTov pagtveiav {ntav. Qg d' émAngodoonOn mapa T@v mMEéoBewv kat Tob Baotlakiov, megdvVTog HEV TEO TWV TODWV AVTOD,
OLKTEOV 0€ TL KAl YOEQOV AVOLUWEAVTOG, eVOVG Womep Eppavng dvéDope Tob Opovou katl €0t 0000¢. TeOévTa TovV WS TEO TV
TOdWV AVTOV, MATHOoAS, WOTEQ £00C, KAl AvaoToAs KAl TEQLMTLEAUEVOC «uT) DEdLOL €N «@ BaoiAeD, AAA” ebeATig €00 TIEO
TAVTWYV, WG 0VdEVL TROTOMIATOELS KIVOUVW CWUATIKG, TLUNOron 8’ &&iwe g ToL kdToug UtegoxNs. Adowv yaQ éuol Aoyiletat
£KKETVOG, O UT) TAS ATIQOOTITOVG TUXAG €& AvTETIPOEAS AOYILOUEVOS TE Kal eVAaBovuevoc». Emitalag odv avt® oknviv
anotaxOnvat kat Oegameiav aguélovoav, CUVIELTVOV AUTOV TNVIKADTA KAl OHOdIXITOV ATELQYAOATO, L) TAQX HéQOg kabioag,
AAAX oUVOQOVOV &V eVOVTNTL TG EKKEITOV TAEEWS KAl OLODOEOV KATX TNV TLUTV TTONOAIEVOG. AlS TG T)HUEQAS TUVEQXOHUEVOS AVTQ
Kol OVAAQAQV KAl TAQAKAT|TETLY AVAKTWUEVOG, HEXQLS T)LEQDV OKTM TV OLOIWV EKOLVWOVEL AVTH AOYWV TE Kat AA@v pund’ axot
Kat POAYUTATOL AGYOL TIROG TOVTOV MEMAQWVNKWGS, TEQL TLV@WYV d€ dOKOUVTWV OPAAUATWY €V Th) EAGOEL TG OTEATLAG VTTOUVIOAG.

Scylitzes Continuatus, TooAdxng, E. (ed.), H Zvvéxeia tnc Xpovoypagiac tov Iwavvov ZxvAitCn (Ioannes Scylitzes Continuatus) (Tdoupa
MeAetdhv Xepgoovrjoov tov Aipov 105, Thessaloniki 1968), pp. 150.6-151.13.

Chronological Table

January 1068: Enthroning of Romanos IV Diogenes

March 1068 — January 1069: First campaign of Romanos Diogenes in Anatolia

Spring-summer 1069: Second camapaign of the emperor against the Seljuks

End of 1070: The Seljuks capture Mantzikert

13 March 1071: Commencement of the third campaign of Romanos IV against the sultan Alp Arslan

July 1071: The Byzantine army reaches Theodosioupolis. Romanos sends a large part of his army against Chliat

Beginnings of August 1071: Fall of Mantzikert by the Byzantines. Alp Arslan reaches the region. Defeat of a part of the Byzantine
army under Nikephoros Vasilakis

26 August 1071: Battle of Mantzikert. Defeat of the Byzantine army and capture of emperor Romanos Diogenes

Beginnings of September 1071: Release of Romanos Diogenes



