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Summary :

Byzantine Amisos was a coastal city of the Helenopontos province, between Trebizond and Sinope. It was an episcopal see, an important harbour
and market, afortress and the seat of military and administrative officials of the theme of Armeniakon. It was sacked by the Arabsin the 9" century.
It was taken over by the Seljuk Turks (1194-1204), succesively by the Grand Komneni (1204-1214), the Seljuk Turks again, the Mongols and the
Turkmen. The Genovese settled there in 1285. It was under Ottomans rule after 1419.

Other Names

Misso, Aminsos, Simisso, Samsun
Geographical Location

Northeast Asia Minor, modern north-central Turkey
Historical Region

Pontus

Administrative Dependence

Province of Helenopontos, theme of Armeniakon

1. Topography

In the Synecdemus of Hierocles (official list of the Byzantine cities of the first half of the 6th century AD) the coastdl city of Amisosis
registered! among the seven cities of the province of Helenopontos in the diocese of Pontica. Amisos was situated to the east of
Sinope, which secured the communication between north-east Asia Minor and Crimea, as well as the communication between the
ports of the Pontos Polemoniakos and the Helenopontos; and to the west of Trebizond, the gateway into Persia. The city was known

in Antiquity as Amisus and from the Roman period onwards as Missos. By the 10t century it is usually mentioned in the sources as
Aminsos. During the Middle Byzantine period Amisos formed the northern border between the theme of Paphlagonia and the theme
of Armeniakon. The fertile hinterland yielded abundant harvests of olives (the plains of Phazemonitis and Chiliokomon and the valley
of the river Lycus), providing ample supplies to Amisos, and rendered it an ‘intermediate harbour’ towards Constantinople and
Crimea. The outskirts of the city were cultivated, as mentioned in the sources and confirmed by modern surveys. Furthermore,
Amisos controlled the routes of the caravans to and from Sebasteia (mod. Sivas),2 Aleppo and Baghdad. These cities played a key
economic role during the Middle Ages, irrespective of their political masters or the particul arities of the historical conditions.

2. Military and political history

During the reign of Diocletian (284-305), the city of Amisos belonged to the province of Diospontos, which was renamed
Helenopontos by Constantine | (324-337). In around 860 it was a in the of Armeniakon. In 863 the Arab of
Melitene Omar (Amr) ibn Abdallah ibn Marwan a-Aqta invaded Amisos, sacked it and caused great devastation.® The city,
however, managed to recover. In the 10t" and towards the 11t century it was the seat of atourma as indicated by the seal of
Christophoros, and of Amisos.* Presumably in the mid-1070s, Armenians originating from Amaseia (mod.
Amasya) settled in the city.? Between 1194 and 1204 the city came under the rule of the future Seljuk sultan Rukn al Din (1197-
1204), afriend and ally of Alexios Angelos, the future Alexios |11 (1195-1203), probably without afight.6 But the settlements of the
Turkmen in the lower city are dated a few decades before 1194. In 1204 Alexios | Grand Komenos (1204-1222) recaptured the
city. Amisos was probably definitively captured by the Seljuk Turksin 1214.”Genovese traders active in the Black Sea had settled in

the city before 1285. George Scholares, the former of the Empire of Trebizond, sought refuge among the city’s Genoese
in 1363; in 1354 he had initiated an unsuccessful rebellion against Alexios |11 Grand Komnenos (1349-1390). In 1419 Amisos was
annexed by the Muslim and subsequently the city became a possession of the Ottoman Turks.
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3. Amisos importance
3.1. Early- and Middle Byzantine periods

During the Late Antiquity and throughout the Byzantine era, Amisos was a significant city. By the Middle Byzantine period the
settlement on the city’s citadel had been abandoned. Contrary to the norm for this period, when the unfortified cities and markets fall
into decline and new settlements on citadels or castles are created instead, the city of Amisos was transferred from the naturally
fortified citadel towards the coast, where it developed inside a castle. Amisos played a key role in Byzantine economy, closely related
to the state’s externd policy. Constantine V11 Porphyrogennitos (913-959) argues that, if the agricultural production is not
transported via the port of *Aminsos’ and (the themes) of Paphlagonia, Boukellarion and the (borderline areas) of the theme of
Armeniakon, the inhabitants of the (Crimean city of) Cherson will not be able to survive® The provisioning of the Greek city in
Crimea depended on the security of the trading activities in the Pontus and on the agriculture of north-central Asia Minor. Amisos had
been long established as the principal harbour of this region. It also functioned as a centre for imported goods from Lazica, Bosporus
and Cherson.? Amisos was a in the theme of Armeniakon, as attested by the sedl of the Kyrillos!® and it
was the fifth official city of the theme. In the second half of the 9" and throughout the 10th century it was a kommerkion and an
export centre for cereals, as attested by the lead seals of Moschos, the of Amisosin the 9" century, and Paul, the

and horrearius of Amisosin the 101-11t" century, as well as the seat of 1 During this period fiscal officias
were stationed in the city. The seals of the John (8t-9" century) and the dioiketes Alexander (9t"-10' century) are
preserved. ™

3.2. Late Byzantine Period

In 1200 the Seljuk governor of Amisos Rukn al Din took measures that undermined the interests of the Turkmen merchants of the

city, in an obvious attempt to promote the interests of merchants in the rival city of Sebasteia. Later, in the early 13t century, Amisos
was a kommerkion in the Empire of Trebizond. During this period, Sebasteia, the commercia centre of the Sultanate of Rum, was
greatly affected; actually the Seljuk Turks are considered to have altogether been excluded from commercial activitiesin the Black

Sea® Subsequently, since Amisos came again under the control of the Seljuk Turks, the community of the Turkmen in the city, as

well as that of the Genovese, developped after 1214 and after 1285 respectively. In the 14t century Amisos, cut off from the inland,
was the most important import centre for Crimean cereal. The commerce conducted through the port of Amisos depended on
products destined for Constantinople originating from the Pontus, as well as from the Middle and Far East via Trebizond. The city
was also connected to the commerce destined for the Crimean market which involved Byzantine products, and to the transactions of
the Eastern merchants maintained in the currency of the Byzantine Empire in genera 1% The harbour and the kommerkion of Amisos,
located between Sinope and Trebizond, was the destination of all western and eastern roads, and for this reason it was an obvious
locus of exchanges between the two worlds.

4, Monuments

The citadel of Amisos was constructed on a natural highland plateau’® to survey the sea. The site of Aghia Annais very close to the
coast, according to the Greek . Itisunlikely that a pier ever existed there. The temple of St Peter on the south side of the

citadel and the ‘Manasteri’ (probably the temple of St John the Baptist) on the west have been preszerved;16 in the second one, some
traces of the frescoes are till discernible. Two marble columns have been preserved in an Early Byzantine . Other, less
impressive, cisterns have been preserved as well, moreover a circular and a number of semi-circular towers, extremities of buildings,
the ruins of the temple of St Theodore incorporated into a mosque, marble scul pture fragments and architectural members of an
unidentified temple a.0. Before 1194 the settlement was rel ocated to the coast southeast, and a castle was constructed on the
seashore. The older building phase of the city’swall dates to the Middle Byzantine period, the year 1194, and the
latest one to the Seljuk or Ottoman period, after 1214 or 1419; this work clearly strengthened the defensive capabilities of the

fortifications. A possible Genovese restoration after 1285 is not easily attested in the masonry.’
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In 1404, Ruy Gonzales Clavijo saw two castles. ' In fact Amisos devel oped into two independent settlements with separate
defensive walls, one of the Genoese (Samsun) and the other, featuring a port, of the Seljuk Turks (Samsun). The settlements faced
each other, being an arrow’ s flight away from each other (c. 300 m). Today one can no longer clearly discern which ruins belong to
the castle of the Genoese and which to that of the Seljuk Turks. The modern city of Samsun spreads for 3 km along the shore,
divided into four main building complexes. During the 19t century the two of them, the ones on the slopes of the hill south and east of
the citadel, formed the Greek and the Armenian quarters respectively. The other two, those laying close to the sea, were the Ottoman
quarters. The oldest quarter must correspond to Late Byzantine Amisos and early Samsun. Here the old bazaar of the 13th century
and the Mongolian Pazar CamiJ survive.

1. Honigmann, E., (ed.) Le Synekdémos d'Hiéroklés et I’ opuscul e géographique de Georges de Chypre, (Bruxelles 1939) p. 374, col. 702.

2. Sebasteia especially became acommercial centre of the Sultanate of Rum, while the other ports of the Pontus fell into decline, since the roads were

no longer safe in the 11™ century; the cities connected with Sebasteia however found themselvesin an advantageous position, see Belke, K, Mersich,
N., (eds) Paphlagonien und Honorias. Tabulalmperii Byzanini 9 (Wien 1996) s.v. ‘Kromna p. 241.

3. Omar (Amr) ibn Abdallah ibn Marwan al-Agta reached Amisos by crossing Cappadocia. The Byzantines, under the general Petronas, could not
reach the city in time. See Theophanis Continuatus, ed. C. De Boor (Bonn 1838), pp. 179, 14-16. See aso Blvcidov, B. et d., H Mixpd Acia twv
OcldTOV: EPEVVES TAVW TTY YEWYPAPIKI] PVOLOYVWUIO. Kal TpocwToypapio twv foloviivdy Osudtamv e Mixpdg Agiag (7og - 11o¢ a1.), (IBE/EIE,
Epgovnrucr Bifiobrkn 1, Adnva 1998) p. 151, it ismost likely that it was Amisos and its outskirts that were sacked, not two homonym cities, one of
which would be completely unknown.

4. Mc Geer, Er. — Neshitt, J. — Oikonomidgs, N. (+) (eds.) Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art, 7. 4: the
East, (Washington D.C. 2001) p. 74.

5. The Armenians were driven out of their homeland Amaseia after 1070, when the city fell to the Seljuk Turks. The Armenians of Amisos spoke the
dialect of Dokeia (mod. Tokat). It is possible that they settled in Amisos following the capture of Amaseia by the Seljuk Turks, or after the capture of
Sebasteia by the Mongol khan Tamerlane, i.e. after 1400.

6. The circumstances remain uncertain. The available information on the policy of the Seljuksin Amisos forced scholars to suggest that the city was
probably ceded, and not captured. It is aso suggested that the two communities, Greek and Turkish, coexisted harmoniously.

7. During 1233-1248 amint operated in the city of Amisos. In the late 13™ century, the Seljuk sultan Kaikubad 111 (1284-1307), tributary vassal to the
Mongols, entrusted the administration of Amisos and the income from the imposed taxes to his grandson Masud Beg. In 1392 or 1394, the city was
successfully claimed by the Ottoman sultan Bayezid | (1389-1402). The Mongols reacted effectively in favour of their tributaries. In 1404, Mir Suleyman
Celebi, great-grandson of the Seljuk sultan Kaikubad I11, became the city’s governor. After 1400, Armenians from Amaseia, which was captured by the
Mongols, may have settled in Amisos.

8. Inhis“IIpd ¢ 16 vi Siovvi & v Popave v’ («To hisson Romanos»), see Moravesik, G. — Jenkins, R.J.H.(ed.-transl) Constantine Porphyrogenitus,
De Administrando Imperio, (Washington, D.C. 1967) p. 286.

9. Thetestimony dates to the late 61 century; see Zepos, |., Zepos, P.(eds.), Jus Graeco-Romanum |: Novellae et aur ae Bullae post lustiniam (A0fva
1931), pp. 18,19: the novellaof Tiberius || Constantine no. 11, of the year 575, «nepi  kKovQIoUG v dnpocimv».

10. Zacos, G. - Neshitt, J. (eds.), Byzantine Lead Seals |1 (Bern 1984), no. 200: the seal of kommerkiarios Kyrillos, ¢.860.

11. Mc Geer, Er. — Nesbitt, J. — Oikonomides, N. (+) (eds), Catal ogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art 4: the
East (DORLC, Washington D.C. 2001), p. 74. According to Laurent it was the seat of abydikos, Laurent, V., Le Corpus des sceaux de |'Empire byzantin
(Paris 1965-1981) p. 284.compare Zacos, G. - Neshitt, J. (eds), .Byzantine Lead Seals || (Bern 1984), no. 200.
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12. Mc Geer, Er. — Nesbitt, J. — Oikonomides, N. (+) (eds.), Catal ogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art 4: the
East (DORLC, Washington D.C. 2001), p. 74.

13. Cahen, C., Pre-Ottoman Turkey. A General Survey of Material and Spiritual Culture and History c. 1071-1330, (London 1968) pp. 119, 164.

14. SeeHendy, M.F., Studies in the Byzantium Monetary Economy ¢.300-1450 (Cambridge Mass. 1985), pp. 257ff., 276, 470, regarding the control
over the gold coin’s circulation within the empire.

15. The citadel, modern Kara or Eski Samsun, lays at a height of 159m, and covers an areaof 2.7km by 1.5km with an N-S orientation. Amisosis
generally considered to have been an easily defensible settlement.

16. See Cumont, Fr. — Cumont, Eu., Voyage d’ exploration archéologique dans le Pont et |a Petite Arménie, Studia Pontica |1 (Brussels 1906), pp.
111-117.

17. Inthe 19th century, when the castle was still visible, there was alight construction over the basic fortifications. Was this the Genovese addition
or athird building phase? And was the Turkish phase constructed by the Seljuks?

18. Ruy Gonzales Clavijo was an ambassador of Henry |11 of Castile to the court of the Mongol khan Tamerlane in the early 15" century. He visited
and described many sites of the Pontusin the context of histravel to the Ilkhanate. He did not go ashore in Amisos but preferred to remain onboard,
because the port belonged to the Turkish city. The description of Amisos bringsto mind Smyrna, where the two castles, the Genovese and the
Turkish, faced each other.

Bibliography :
Belke K., Mersich N., Paphlagonien und Honorias, Wien 1996, Tabula Imperii Byzantini 9

Bryer A.A.M., Winfield D., The Byzantine Monuments and Topography of the Pontos, 1 (With Maps and
Plans by R. Anderson and Drawings by J. Winfield), Washington D.C. 1985, Dumbarton Oaks Studies 20

Hendy M .F., Sudiesin the Byzantine Monetary Economy c. 300-1450, Cambridge Mass. 1985

Cumont F., Cumont E., Sudia Pontica |l. Voyage d exploration archéologique dans e pont et |a petite
Arménie, Bruxelles 1906

Vasiliev A.A., Byzance et les Arabes 1. La dynastie d’ Amorium (820-867), Bruxelles 1968, Corpus
Bruxellense Historiae Byzantinae 1, Grégoire, H. — Canard, M. (trans.)

Cahen C., Pre-ottoman Turkey. A general survey of the material and spiritual culture and history c. 1071-
1330, London 1968

Blvoioov B., Aovyyng T., Aapmaxng X., Zafpiong A., Kovvrovpe-T'oraxn E., H Mixpa Aoia twv
Oeudrwv. Epeoveg movw ath yewypopiKy poloyVmuio, Kol Tpoommoypopio, twv folaviivay Gsudtwy e
Mixpac Asiog (Tog-11og a1.), ABva 1998, Epsvuvnrtikr Biiiobnkn 1

Grumel V., La chronologie, Paris 1958, Traité des Etudes Byzantines |

Kazhdan A., "Priene", Kazhdan, A., The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium |11, London, New Y ork, Melbourne
1991, 1717

Bryer A.A.M., "The Latinsin the Euxine", XV Congreés International des Etudes Byzantines Rapports |:



[APYMA MEIZONOX EAAHNIZMOY

Authoring : ,
Translation :

For citation :

<http://www.ehw.gr/l.aspx?id=7207>

Histoire, Abnva 1976, 6-9
Bryer A.A.M., "David Komnenos and Saint Eleutherios’, 42, 1988/1989, 161-187

Cheynet J.-C., "Un aspect du ravitaillement de Constantinople aux | Xe/Xe siecles d' aprés quelques sceaux d'
horreairioi”, Sudies in Byzantine Sgillography, 6, 1999, 1-26

de Jerphanion G., "Zapyov et Auicdg”, Orientalia Christiana Periodica, |, 1935, 127-257

Lopez R., "Market Expansion: the case of Genoa', Journal of Economic History, 24, 1964, 445-464

Webliography :
Le Synekdemos d'Hiéroclés et I'opuscule géographique de Georges de Chypre, Bruxelles 1939: charted are the
lands of: Europe, Asia Minor, Near East

http://soltdm.com/sources/mss/hierocl/hartal.htm

Glossary :

abydikos
Official of the kommerkion, equivelant to the komerkiarios. The name of the office is linked with the function of the kommerkion in the city
of Abydos, in the narrows of Helespontos, that served the purveyance of Constantinople. The abydikoi could be seated in the kommerkia of
certain cities. They exersised their power along with the kommerkiarioi.

chartoularios

Byzantine officer (from the word charta meaning the official document) with various duties

1. In the Early Byzantine period the chartoularii served the officia of high rank, like the prefecturae, being in charge of the archives. In the Middle
Byzantine period chartoulari served almost everywhere, being in charge of the archives; the office of megas chartoul arios administering the
homonymous sekreton appears as well. From the 12 th c. some chartoularii appear to undertake military duty and during the 13th c. the megas
chartoularios was an officer of high rank in the court. 2. Ecclesiastical officer, in charge of the archives (close to chartophylax).

cistern

A receptacle for holding rainwater, but also water transported from elsewhere, in order to keep it stored. The cisterns were either covered eiter open,
and they could have more than one compartements.

dioiketes

Middle - Late byzantine era: an official of the fiscal service, whose jurisdiction applied to a certain territory.
emir

(from Arabic amir) Emir meaning "commander" or "genera", later also "prince". Also a high title of nobility or office in some Turkic historical states.
horrearius

1. Rome: official in charge of the operation of the public storage spaces, that principally served the state but, occasionally, the private individuals as
well.

2. Byzantium: official of the fiscal service who wasin charge of the running of commodities heaped inside the horrea (storage spaces within the
borders of theimperial estates).

Isfendiyar Ogullari

A Turkmen dynasty, which established its dominion around Kastamone (Castamonu) in the late 13" ¢, under Mongol suzerainity. In the period of
1301-1340, they expanded their dominion as far as Sinope, as independent sovereigns. By 1460 they had passed under Ottoman suzerainity, and so
their territory was absorbed in the Ottoman Empire.

kommerkiarios (commerciarius)

An official of thefiscal service in charge of thelevying of the tax called commercion (8exdtn<, 10%), that was imposed over the portage and the
selling of articles. The jurisdinction of each commerciarius was exersised either over specific urban centers with vivid commercial activity or over
particular widespread territories of the empire. Since the official had been appointed by the emperor himself he used to be called "royal
commerciarius’.

In the Late Byzantine erathe commerciarius acted also as an individual entrepreneur who used to merchandise silk for his own interest.

kommerkion
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This name had two meaningsin Byzantium 1. Commercium (lat.), which in late Roman times designated the frontier cities where exchanges with
foreign merchants were authorised. 2. Kommerkion, which was a circulation and sales tax, paid at the customs, and collected on mercandise imported
into the empire and on merchandise reaching Constantinople by the sea. It appearsin the sources c. 800 and was also called dekate, its rate being 10
percent of the merchandise value.

megas doukas

The commander of the Byzantine fleet. In the Late Byzantine period, the title of the megas doukas was assigned to the highest officials
of the imperial administration.

paraphylax, castrophylax

In the Middle Byzantine period paraphylax was a sine actu official. In the Late Byzantine period the term designates alesser official responsible for
the guard of thefortified cities (castra); this official appears also under the title of «castrophylax».

portolan, portulan

(from latin word “portus”, port) a book with nautical instructions (today called “apilot book™) which gives adescription of the coastline and indicates
the sailing directions which were to be followed in order to reach a given point of orientation (a port, promontory, island, estuary etc.). It also depicts
the ports and anchorages with their navigational peculiarities and the possible approaches to them. The portulan is an achievement of the medieval
navigation and could be considered as a result from the application of the compass in seafaring during the 12th C.

terminus ante quem (lat.)
Technicality of historical studies for expressing the chonological line, before which an event took place.
theme

A Byzantine term that signifies wide military and administrative units under the administration of a strategos (general). Theinstitution was
consolidated in the 7th century and was characteristic for the organization and the division of Byzantine Empire at the Middle Byzantine period. The
term applies also to the army unit that resided in each administrative unit and was staffed by farmer-soldiers. The thematic system was maintained
until the end of Byzantine period. However, in the Later Byzantine period it was used in order to declare mostly tax units.

tourma

(lat. turma, meaning squadron) Administrative division of a theme in the Middle Byzantine period. A tourma was further subdivised into
droungoi and banda.

tourmarch
Civilian and military commander of atourma, subdivision of atheme.
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Quotations
The importance of Amisos for the economy of Cherson in Crimea

OTL €av pn amo Apwvoov kat amno IadAayoviag kat t@wv BovkeAAagiowv kKat ATo TV MAAYIWV TOV AQUEVIAKWY TTEQROWTL
Yevvripata, ov dvvavtat (oat ot Xepowvitat

Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Administrando Imperio, ed. Moravcsik, G., Jenkins, R.J.H. (Washington, D.C., 1967), p. 268.

Directions in the portulans for Amisos

Ao 10 Ayyiot éwg TV Apoov pida Ad' og tov ebov. Eyvaotois g Apood elvat obtwg dtav katefaivels ano 1o méAayog,
BéAeic DeL amdvw TG Pouvi Léya TO OTOIOV Eval OTEOYYVAOV kai O€Aelg IdeL TNV kKaoTéav ANV kai dtav (dNc otV oA BoAnv
MEWTOV AKQWTHOL ATAWTOV KAl XapUNAdV, €ketvo T0 akpwtrot évatt Ayia Avva g Apoov

Dellate, A., e, Les Portulans grecs I (Liege - Paris 1947), p. 31.13-19.

The sea as an obstacle to the Arab invaders

0 ApeQ 0LV TEOOAQAKOVTA XIALAOL 0TEATOL GHOL UEV TNV AQUEVELAKIV OOV ¢ kal TNV MEOS OdAacoav Apoov é£emopBet te Kal

KATEDOLAXYWYEL TQ TOL KWAVOVTOG €Qnia, OTe d1) kal TaVTOV ékelve T@ dPovt EEQEn Aéyetan mobeiov, kal keAevaat &Bdotlg
tomTely TV OdAaocoav, Tt Ur) TOQEWTEQW TIROKATEOTOREOTO AAA” £y yUG aUTOV AeNAATODVTA KATAAXUBAVOLEVT) KEKWAVKEV

Theophanis Chronographia, ed. C. de Boor (Leipzig 1883), pp. 179.14-19.

Chronologica Table

Early and Middle Byzantine Periods: Amisos is the centre of exports of cereal to Crimea

863 (most possible): The emir of Melitene sacks Amisos

1070: The Seljuk Turks conquer Amaseia

Middle of the decade 1070: Possible settlement of Armenians from Amaseia to Amisos

11th century: Amisos is transferred from the acropolis to the coast. Peaceful co-existence between Byzantines and Turkmen
1194: Amisos becomes property of the Seljuk sultan Rukn al Din

1204: Amisos becomes a city of the Empire of Trebizond

1214: Possible occupation of Amisos by the Seljuk Turks

1233-1248: A mint begins to operate in Amisos

1285: Genoeses settle in Amisos

end of the 13th century: Amisos becomes a source of income for the Seljuk Masud Beg, subject to the Mongolians
1363: Georgios Scholares finds shelter in Amisos

1392 or 1394: Bayezid I in Amisos. The Mongols react
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1400 and later: Amisos becomes the centre of the imports of cereal from Crimea
1400: The Mongols occupy Sebasteia. Possibly Armenians settle in Amisos

A little after 1400: Possible settlement of Armenians from Sebasteia in Amisos
1404: Amisos becomes a source of income for the Seljuk Mir Suleyman Celebi
1419: Amisos becomes part of the principality of Castamone

a little after 1419: Amisos becomes property of the Ottomans

1421: Three Venetian ships at the harbor of Amisos

1421: Fire destroys the city

1424: Final mention of the Genoese colony Simisso

1449: Georgios Sfrantzis shipwrecked in Samsun

1452 onwards: Decline of Amisos/ Samsun



