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Tpagovtag TnVv totopia TG avtokpatopiag tng Nikatag oto Bu{avrio. Kataypagic,

Sraypa@és, emAoyég kat mapaxapalerg

IepiAnym: H avaxoivwor] pag enkevipwvel gtnv otdon twv Bulavtivov otopikwv kat
Xpovoypdgwyv évavtt tng avtokpatopiag Tng Nikatag. To kpdtog autd mpoikvye wg
anotéAeopa g dAwong g Pulaviviig avtokpatopiag and ta otpatedpata g Tétaptng
Ztavpogopiag, ovuykpothOnke kat edpatwbnke apyxtkd otov fopeloduTIKd PIKPAGLATIKO XWPO
Kat akohovBwe emektdBnke edagikd 1000 0TV Mikpd Acia 6co kat otnv Evpwnn (1204-
1261).

H mAelovOTNTA TV OXETIKWV KATAYPAPWY KAl ATOTIUCEWY yla TV Topela Kat TV GLUPOAN
™G avtokpatopiag TG Nikatag €lapav yxwpa otnv KwvotavrivovmoAn xatd Tnv
ITahatoAdyela mepiodo, SnA. LeTd v avaktnon g napadootakng Pulavtivig mpwtebovoag
and ta otpatedpata g Nikowag kat LETA To TEAOG TG vapEng auTig TG avTokpatopiac,
T0 oTrolo amoTeAovoE kat raison d étre Tng.

Méow PENETNG OXETIKWY KATAYpAPDV OTaA IOTOploypa@Lid épya tov NikAta Xwvidtn, Tov
Tewpyiov AkpomoAitn kat Tov Nikn@opov Ipnyopd, oto Avwvopo Xpoviid mov €xetl arodobei
otov ®eddwpo ZkovTaplwtn, kabwg kat oe dAAa épya, OTWG TL.X. TO EUUETPO XPOVLKO TOV
E@paip tov Awviov, emixetpeitan va 00ei pa mptn etkova yla TIG OXETIKEG EMAOYEG TWV
ouyypa@éwv Kat yua TiG 0e0NOYIKEG YpappEG TOV vTpETOLOAY, akolovBovoav n/kal
ouvilapopewvav. IIpog TovTo avadeikvbovtal Kot HEAETWVTAL CUYKPLTIKA OTOLXEIQ TNG
KATAYWYNG, TOL Piov, TwV TALTOTATWV Kal TNG TOALTIKAG Kal KOWWVIKAG évta&ng Twv
ovyypagéwv, o€ ouviuaopo e To ePUTEPO TOALTIKO KALLQ, (e TOV TVELUATIKO opilovTa Tng
neplodov TG eKAOTOTE cvyypagng, kabwg kal pe Ta deoloylkd mpoTaypata Ta omnoia
npoPérlovtav amd Toug Aoyioug kat cvyypageig ™G emoxns. Emonupaivovtal, emniong,
EMAOYEG TWV CLYYpa@éwv, oL omoieg ovuxvd vmepfaivouv To eminedo TNG TPOOWTIKNIG
TPOTIUNOTG Kat EMAOYNG KL TPOTPEPOLY EVIOTE eVOLAPEPOVOEG OYELG TNG LOEAOYLKNG XPIIONG
Tov Taper8OvTog L8iwg otnv Kwvatavtivovmodn tng npwung ITakatohdyelag mepiodov.

Eniong, n Pulavtivy wtoptoypagia kat xpovoypagia yia tnv avtokpatopia g Nikatag
embuoketan va eketaodel ovykpiTikd pe dANeg ypamtéc TNYEQ TNG EMOXNG, KE OTOXO TNV
KatdSelEn afloAoywv GLWNWV, EMAEKTIKDOV ANOTUTIWOEWV Kat VOBeDOEWV 1) Tapaxapd&ewv.

H avakoivwon olokAnpavetat pe pid GUVOAIKI) amOTiUNOn TNG OTOplOypa@iag Tng
avtokpatopiag ¢ Nikatag aTov Katakeppatiopévo Pulavtivo koopo mov kabopiobnie 1diwg
and Ta Spapatikd yeyovota Tov 1204, alAd emnpedodnke oe onpavTiko Babuo kot amd v
eEENEN TG avakataAnyng g Baoidevovoag ev €tet 1261.

Aékeis khadu: avtokparopia g Nikalag, ITaAaoddyeta mepiodog, Nikfrag Xwvidtng,
Tewpylog AxpomoAitng, Nikngopog I'pnyopdc.



Writing the history of the empire of Nicaea in Byzantium: Accounts, erasures, choices

and falsifications

Abstract: My announcement focuses on the attitude of Byzantine historians and chroniclers
towards the empire of Nicaea. That state arose as a result of the conquest of the Byzantine
empire by the troops of the Fourth Crusade, was formed and consolidated initially in the
north-western area of Asia Minor, and then expanded territorially both in Asia Minor and in
Europe (1204-1261).

The majority of relevant records and assessments of the course and contribution of the
Nicaean empire were made in Constantinople during the Palaeologan period, i.e. after the
recovery of the traditional Byzantine capital by the troops of Nicaea and after the end of the

existence of this empire, which was also its raison d'étre.

Through a study of relevant accounts in the historiographical works of Niketas Choniates,
Georgios Akropolites and Nikephoros Gregoras, in the Anonymous Chronicle attributed to
Theodoros Skoutariotes, as well as in other works, such as e.g. the verse Chronicle of Ephraim
of Aeneos, an attempt is made to provide a first insight into the relative choices of the writers
and the ideological lines they served, followed and/or co-shaped. To this end, comparative
elements of the origin, life, identities and political and social integration of the authors are
highlighted and studied, in combination with the wider political atmosphere, with the
intellectual horizon of the period of each writing, as well as with the ideological agendas which
were presented by the scholars and writers of the time. The authors’ choices are also
highlighted, which often go beyond the level of personal preferences and choices and
sometimes offer interesting aspects of the ideological use of the past, especially in

Constantinople of the early Palaeologan period.

Furthermore, the Byzantine historiography and chronology for the empire of Nicaea is sought
to be examined in comparison with other written sources of the time, with the aim of pointing

out points of remarkable silence, selective depictions of the past, and falsifications or forgeries.

My paper concludes with an overall assessment of the historiography of the empire of Nicaea
in the fragmented Byzantine world which was determined especially through the dramatic
events of 1204, but was also significantly influenced through the recapture of Basileousa in
1261.

Key words: Empire of Nicaea, Palaeologan Era, Niketas Choniates, Georgios Akropolites,
Nikephoros Gregoras.



