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1 Nikephoros Gregoras, Byzantinae Historiae, ed. I. Bekker and L. Schopen, vol.1 (CSHB;
Bonn, 1829) Gregoras , VII, pp. 261-2: Bn ti monon edloce twibasileissumbouleusein
xrhston kai_touto d' ou)ton oikeion efdeiknumenoj tropon: a) la_thn tou-basilewj e touto
diapuron cunnenohkwj ogmhn sunergoj edocen e§ to bouleuma kai_aukoj. sunhrghse gar twjtou~
basilew] dogmati e to decasgai touj Brseniataj apac th§ kagqolikhj tou-geou-ekklhsiaj
aporyagentaj dia_kenodocian, iBa mh_aukoi te ton yuxikon kata diadoxhn kinduneuswsi ganaton
kai_afa allouj ebapatwntej ef ton auton sunelaunwsin oleqron. tou-h basilewj eitantoj taifF
patriarxikaiF sumboulaiF ougwsi, a®' ek pol loukai_autou-touti boulomenou, sunagroizontai
polloi_pollaxogen w8per ek petrwr kai_batwn aujjhmeroi blastanontej Gigantej, rakh men
perikeimenoi dierygvgota, pleiston d' e0 toiF th§ kardiaj muxoiF ton thj kenodociaj kaluptontej
ofykon. kai_dh_barea tina_kai_thn akohn ou)metriwj knizonta proballontai ta_zhthmata, i e
touj pollouj e@Faniswsi dheen ouk apaitiwj eQutouj sxizomenouj. prwon men, iBa dhladh to
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toupatriarxeusantoj @rseniou leiyanon ek th§ tou-agiou Bindreou monhg eftimwj aheilhfotej
ed twimegistw|thj tou-geou-Sofiaj newjmetaqwsi. deuteron, iBa kagartikwitini kagupoblhgwsin
epitimiw|ta_genh twr i@rewn, aygian dhlonoti thj i®rourgiaj eF hferaij tessarakonta. triton,
iBa nhsteiaij kai gonuklisiaij ePi rbtoif kai o(koinoj apaj laoj kagarqwsi: kai ePi toutoij
eBera thj oficiaj aponoiaj eRomena, afpanta dia_to_thj eibhnhj kai ofionoiaj kalon speusaj
o(basileuj eRperainei. Eiq' e6h§ o8oi mh_atiwmasin ahalogoij tetimhntai twr apo_tou-sxismatoj
ajroisgentwn, prostasiaij dhladh mhtropolewn, prostasiaij monasthriwn, paryfsiaij ed
basileioij, porismoiF prosodwn e@hsiwn, outoi dh_pantej meta braxu thj toiauthj
aperyaghsan ofionoiaj kai eii taif proteraij auqij efimenontej iiotropiaij kai_sxismasin. o(de_
patriarxhj protrapeij par' aurwn dh twr sunelgontwn Arseniatwe ahhdgen ePi tou-adbwnoj,
efdedumenoj thn i@ratikhn stolhn, kai_staj pro_tou-deiyanou tou~Arseniou eBefwnhsen w ek
tou~ Arseniou dhegen sugxwrhsin apanti twHaw}-

2 I. Sykoutris, ‘Peri_to sxisma twr Brseniatwr,
Ellhnika 2 (1929), 267-332; V. Laurent, ‘Les grandes crises religieuses & Byzance : La fin du
schisme arsénite’, Academie Roumaine. Bulletin de la section historique 26 (1945), 252-84; P.
Gounarides, 7o kinema twr Arseniatws (1261-1310) (Athens, 1991)
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3 R.E. Sinkewicz, ‘A critical edition of

the anti-Arsenite discourse of Theoleptos of Philadelphia’, Mediaeval Studies 50 (1988), 46-95;

1idem, ‘Church and society in Asia Minor in the late thirteenth century: The case of Theoleptos

of Philadelphia’, in: M. Gervers and R.J. Bikhazi (eds.), Conversion and Continuity (Toronto,

1990), 355-64

4 Georgios Pachymeres, Relations historiques- edition, introduction et notes, by A. Failler;

Traduction francaise, by V. Laurent, vols. 1 and 2 (Paris, 1984); Edition, traduction frangaise

et notes, by A. Failler, vols. 3 and 4 (Paris, 1999) Pachymeres . 1302
Pachymeres, X, 33.

5 V. Laurent, ‘Les grandes crises’, Annexe I (pp. 285-7).
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6 Ibid., Annexe I (p. 287): tetarton wy apekblhghithy Bkklhsiav tou-Qeou-to toukur 70vshf
mnhmosunon w{ aforismomenou kai_moixou=

7 H.-V. Beyer, ‘Eine chronologie der Lebensgeschichte des Nikephoros Gregoras’,
Jahrbuch der Osterreichischen Byzantinistik 27 (1978), 127-55, at 138
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8 V. Laurent, ‘Les grandes crises’, Annexe II ( : 285-7) 5 I1I (
:292-5) 5 IV ( : 295-302); V ( :302-4) 5 VI ( 1 305-311) ;
VII ( 1 311-3).

9 Ibid., Annexe II (p. 290), 11. 26-7 : Ba paughfto mnhmosunon tou-patriarxeusantov kue
OvshT apo_the sunarigmhsewv twr patriarxwe.

10 Tbid., Annexe II (p. 290), 11. 45-7 : Ba mhde_aukoi 0i9ro obigou patriarxeusantev, oxe kur
Aganasiov kai okur 0Owvannhv, ahaxqwsi pote ei0 to eche ei@ thn patriarxikhn augiv periwphn.
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A.-M. M. Talbot, The Correspondence
of Athanasius I Patriarch of Constantinople: Letters to the emperor Andronicus II, members of

the imperial family, and officials (Washington, D.C., 1975) Talbot, The Correspondence
12 206
2002 24-46 —13
49 2 2006 147-64 E—
115
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14 Cf. A. Failler, ‘La promotion du clerc et du moine a I'épiscopat et au patriarcat’, REB 59
(2001), 125-46.

15 Pachymeres, XI, 11: afdrov drasthriou kai_gnwsewv ephbolou kai_ outnat#lon pneumatikoiw h2
kosmikoiw tribwnov pragmasi.

16 2 A. Failler, ‘Le séjour d’Athanase II d’Alexandrie a
Constantinople’, REB 35 (1977), 43-71

17 Gregoras, IX, pp. 427-8.

18 Cf. I. Sevéenko, ‘Metochites and the intellectual trends of his time’, in: P. A. Underwood ed.,
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89 95 105 22 89 95 Prov ton au@iokrator
105 Prov tinav twr a)yxierewn
2
Codex Vaticanus Graecus 2219 89

23

The Kariye Djami, vol. 4: Studies in the art of the Kariye Djami and its intellectual background
(London, 1975), 19-91.
19
20 A.-M.M. Talbot, ‘The Patriarch Athanasius
(1289-93; 1303-09) and the Church’, DOP27 (1973), 7-33; J.L. Boojamra, Church Reform in the
Late Byzantine Empire: A study for the Patriarchate of Athanasios of Constantinople
(Thessaloniki, 1982), 91-128;

2006 105-50
21 Cf. Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 61.
22 N

6 2008

109-124

23 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 89, ad apparatum 1: gramma prov tov aukokratora peri_tou~
kurou-Nifwnov ofitov Kuzikou dia tav kathgoriav tav akousgentav peri_auou=
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24 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 95, ad apparatum 1: gramma prov tov aukokratora dia ta_
lalhgenta para_tou-monaxou-dia ton Kuzikou mh paradramwsin ajhecetasta.

25 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 105, ad apparatum 1: gramma prov tinav twr a)yxierewn
opwv gnwriousi twibasilei-o8i oPpatriarxhv bebarumenwyv eSti dia ton Kuzikou.

26 Talbot, The Correspondence, xxxvii.

27 K. Patedakis, Athanasios I Patriarch of Constantinople (1289-1293, 1303-1309): A critical
edition with introduction and commentary of selected unpublished works (D.Phil.Thesis, The
University of Oxford, 2004), 164-5.

28 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 89, 11. 28-9: ajaxwrhsai gar allwj ed thHaxoush|kakeinw|
asumForon kai_hfis.
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29 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 14, 11. 19-20: ahaxwrhsai gar allwj ef tht-

laxoush|kakeinw|asumForon kai_hfis.
30 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 95, 11. 34-6: o8i twr swthriaj eiemenwn, ou)monon to_
koinwneir, a) I' oulle to Filiazein, toif kata_twr a@iwn eikonwn luttwsin, ajecetai tij.
31 Nikephoros Choumnos, Elegxov kata toukakwwy ta panta patriarxeusantov Nifwnov, ed.
J.F. Boissonade, in: idem, Anecdota Graeca, vol. 5 (Paris, 1833), 255-83.

Gregoras, VII, pp.
269-70.
32 Choumnos, Elegxov, 271: kat @ikonov Xristoukai_thv mhtrov aukfoukai twr septwr
ofoiwv eikonwn lusswrta...
33 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 95, 1. 40: luphv, wy oide Qeov, thn yuxhn sou
sumplhrwsashv kaj toutw]|

-10-
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34 Gregoras, VII, p. 259: twibasilikwigelhmati twr a)xierewn eibantwn kai_ metasthsantwn
auron ek Kuzikou proj thn th§ patriarxeiaj periwphn.

35 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 89, 11. 2-5: Blnika tina_twr e dikaij sunexomenwn para_
megalwn sumbhfproj hfiag stalhrai proswpwn akousghrai thn dikhn eReinwn sunodikwj

-11-
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agiountwn, ou)proj ahabolaj xwroumen kai upergeseij twr pemyantwn xarin, taxew]
epimeloumenoi kai_w§ deon Frontizontej.

36 Cf. J. Hajjar, Le Synod permanent dans I'Eglise byzantine des origines au Xle siécle (Rome,
1962).

37 9

20
38 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 89, 11. 13-28: dia_touto ta fgasanta hfeteraij peseir akoaif
mh_w$ ti twr eukatafronhtwn eBswmen ahenerghta, mhde kairou-upergesei, oBwj epilhsqwmen, h2
e0 allwn frontidwn.....efigen wf aB kai Frontidoj kai_afartiaj eRlutrwqwmen (twr gar lian
barewn ta akousgenta), aper kai_prwhn apeferon, zhtwkai ta nur: thrhghrai twr duo to eB, h2
thrhghrai para_thy ek Qeou-basileiaj sou, twr apfoterwn sunoyisgentwn, toukathgorou kai_
kag' ou{h(kathgoria, h2@pisteusasgai touto hfiir oJigwn tinwnr parousial katakousai twr
anfoterwn.

-12-
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106 (107) 42

39 1290 2
Pachymeres, IX, 16 ; P. Lemerle, ‘Le juge

général des Grecs et la réforme judiciaire d’Andronic IIT, in : Mémorial Louis Petit (Paris,
1948), 292-316, at 294.
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oikonomew
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40 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 95, 11. 28-34: efiqen ajptibolw;-mh w§ etuxe kai_ta proj tou~
monaxou~lalhgenta, pollhn apeilourta thn blabhn, paradramoimen apecetasta, mhde bradunhj ei0
gar auron katalhyetai ganatoj hZxuxon kai_ metanasteusei, polun distagmon suneidhsesin
e@baleiztwr akribazomenwn, a) la_dh kai twr Culwtwn kai_twr allwj oyegomenwn zhtein
a¥ormaj, einh_thn ebetasin akribasamenwn e®eugeriwj kai_filalhgwj hfwr
h@diki aetfracei to_stoma au)thy.
Culwtai
Zhlwtai culon chlwnw

Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 19, commentary (p. 326)

41 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 105, 11. 2-9: To oikonomeir touj logouj ef krisei th§
teleiothtoj idion: hfieiF de ou)monon mh pefgakotej to teleion, allakai twr akelwn atelesteron
diakeimenoi, iBa mh_twr oikonomountwn kataginwskwmen, haikonomeir gnwmateuontwn, palin
hiwrgeinai to_stoma fTulakhn beboulhmega, e®/j al toiF oikonomousi dokei= oikonomeir
gar aufouj ta hfiir mh ayeskonta, eite e akeleiaj hfiwn, eite kai allwj pwg, akgenoumen
akolougeir— allwj te iBa mh kai tinaj twr eftauega oikountwn paraluphswmen.
42

A.P. Kazhdan et al. (eds.), Oxford Dictionary of
Byzantium (Oxford, 1991), s.v. ‘Oikonomia’ (A. Papadakis); G. Dagron. ‘La régle et I'exception:
Analyse de la notion d’economie’, in: D. Simon (ed.), Religidse Devianz : Untersuchungen zu
sozialen, rechtlichen und theologischen Reaktionen auf religiose Abweichung im westlichen

-14-
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und ostlichen Mittelalter (Frankfurt-am-Main, 1990), 1-18

43 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 105, 11. 13-7: ei®un mhde_leitourgeir hfiaj ahexontai alloi, ei0
mh kai_tw}- Bwmhj doch|kai w§ eReinw|dokei=deon hfiaf logizomega kagezesqai oikoi tou-frontizein
ta eQutwe. ei@ar apelqwmen ed thiekkIhsia] toig pugomenoij ti to th§ aleitourghsiaj ouk exomen

ti apokrinasgai.
44 Gregoras, VII, pp. 259-61.

-15-
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47

45 R.
Janin, La géographie ecclésiastique de I'empire byzantin, p. 1, Le siege de Constantinople et le
Patriarcat oecuménique, t. 3° Les églises et monastéres, 2" ed. (Paris, 1969), 396-7 (Pertze),
and 510-1 (Krataiou) ; V. Kidonopoulos, Bauten in Konstantinopel 1204-1328 (Wiesbaden,
1994), 1.1.13 (Krataiou: pp. 36-7) and 1.1.28 (Pertze: pp. 61-2)

A.-M. Talbot, ‘Building activity in
Constantinople under Andronikos II: The role of women patrons in the construction and
restoration of monasteries’, in: N. Necipoglu ed., Byzantine Constantinople: Monuments,
Topography and Everyday Life (Leiden, 2001), 329-343, at 332
46
Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 69.
47 Gregoras, VII, p. 260.

-16-
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March 18, 2008 4
49 Talbot, The Correspondence, xxv.
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50 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 115, 121-8: auh ePpi_Qewjmarturi thj paraithsewj thy
prwthj kai th§ deuteraj h(suskeuh kai upogesij, eikai ta twr kathgoriwr poikila kai aflisa,
ePei_de ou)dhmosialkai_monon, a) la kai_oikoi, tou-ifrasgai kai eu)— logeir kai_didaskein toif
tuxousin apeirgein hfiag oi%) xiereif e@keleuontai (aPer oudle twidussebeitewrgiw| hx oij
fulassomenoiv ta _ma taia kai_yeudh~Culwtaif poswf ePetimhsan), mh eQutouj
akanonista prattein kai_afdesma thn krisin frittontej tou-Qeou;-hXal ahqrwpouj aifoumenoi,
all' hfirePitribein garrousi to akanonisto.
paraithsiv
H.-G. Liddell and
R. Scott, A Greek-English Lexicon, rev. and augm. Sir H.S. Jones (Oxford, 1996); E.A.
Sophocles, Greek Lexicon of the Roman and Byzantine Periods (Cambridge, 1914); W. Crighton,
Mega El1hno-Agglikon Lecikon (Athens, 1960)
51 2 6
V. Laurent, ‘Les grandes crises’,
Annexe VII.
52 Choumnos, Elegxov, 259-60; Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 65, commentary (p. 376).
53 Talbot, The Correspondence, no. 65, 11. 9-11: all' afiwj epitimasqw ePparatoj pag, eite
Qeofanhj, eite oipj eBtin o(xrwmenoj thtaidxrokerdeialkai_thidiabolhf-kai kata th§ alhgeiaj
XWrwh, kai_tauthj katayeudomenoj.
2

-18-
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English Summary

On the Background of the End of the Arsenite Schism
by
Hiroyuki HASHIKAWA
(Waseda University/WIAS)

On September 14 in the year 1310, on the feast day of the Holy Cross, the so-called Arsenite
Schism ended almost half a century after its occurrence. This ecclesiastical schism, the nucleus
of which was a group of monks and lower clergy who supported the legitimacy of Patriarch
Arsenios, deposed in 1265, is usually considered as one of the most crucial religious disputes
which took place in the late Byzantine period. For the movement of the Arsenites soon became
a grave internal threat to the political unity of the empire since it found many zealous
supporters among those discontented with the authoritarian governance of the emperor
Michael VIII Palaiologos, who induced the deposition of Arsenios. The schism was not brought
to an end during the reign of Michael, and its final solution was thus entrusted to his heir
Andronikos I Palaiologos.

The purpose of this paper is to illustrate the political background of the end of this schism.
One important clue to be investigated is the succession of the patriarchal throne of
Constantinople from Athanasios I to Niphon I, which occurred shortly before the end of the
schism. Although this has hardly been discussed in previous scholarship because of a paucity of
written sources, its historical inquiry is necessary for a further understanding of the various
effects the schism had on the society and the specific circumstance of the church. A careful
reading of the primary source, that is, the correspondence of Athanasios, and other relevant
contemporary documents will lead us to the following conclusions: first, probably in the last
stage of the second patriarchate of Athanasios, accommodation with the schismatics was being
sought against his staunch opposition, second, Niphon, metropolitan of Kyzikos, was
considered by the emperor Andronikos as a capable ecclesiastic who could contribute to the
resolution of the schism, third, the emperor not only defended Niphon from an accusation of
sacrilege by suspending the ecclesiastical trial, but also induced the fall of Athanasios by
resorting to a similar measure, and last, malfunction of the empire’s legal system as was
perceived by Athanasios and some of his contemporaries originated more or less from the

imperial authority itself.
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