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ANDREAS GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS

Seals of Byzantine officials connected with the administration
of justice”

Abstract: The present study examines the evidence of seals for officials connected with the administration of justice, such as
the Beopodpvrag, the kévowp, the E€dktwp, the mpwropvotikde, the Emi TGV kpioewv, the kpitrg Tod PrAov and the kpitr¢g mi TOL
inmodpouov.

Byzantine seals comprise one of the most important primary sources for the reconstruction of the
administrative machine of the Byzantine Empire. This paper attempts to analyse the evidence of
seals for known and less known officials connected with the administration of justice, but whose real
duties have not always been correctly interpreted or remain problematic.

There are offices whose function is revealed by sigillary material but not by the primary narrative
or legal sources, as in the case of the rarely mentioned office of 6copopvrag. According to N. Oikono-
mides and other scholars, the Oeopodpvra was one of the lesser judicial officers', a member of the
hippodrome court and a subordinate of the dpovyydpiog tfic BiyAng, who presided over this tribunal.
This opinion is based on the testimony of the Peira (61.6), according to which Eustathios Romaios,
who was dpovyydpioc ¢ BiyAng at that time, was informed in his kellion about a quarrel outside the
covered hippodrome, which ended in violence, between Leon, mpwrtoomaddpioc koi mpwTovoTdplog
ToD yevikoD, and a kavdiddrog. The dpovyyapiog sent the BeopodpOraf to take eyewitness statements?.

The 6eouodpora€ was the guardian of the law during antiquity?, but the Byzantine office that
appeared in the 10th century (Escorial Taktikon)* had, of course, a different role and activity. The

* This paper was presented as a Round Table Communication to the 22nd International Congress of Byzantine Studies, Sofia,
22-27 August 2011. I would like to express my special thanks to the reviewers for their remarks and corrections, especially
for the dating of certain seals.

A. CHRISTOPHILOPOULOS, Zntipata Tivae €k 100 Emapyikod Bifaiov. Hell 11 (1939) 125136, here 134, n. 3 (= Ipem, Aikaiov
kai Totopio. Mikpa Mehetuara. Athens 1973, 127-128, n. 30); N. OkonomiDEs, Les listes de préséance byzantines des
IXe et Xe siecles. Paris 1972, 326; Ipem, L’évolution de I’organisation administrative de I’empire byzantin au Xle siecle
(1025-1118). TM 6 (1976) 125—152, here 134, n. 54 (= Ipem, Byzantium from the Ninth Century to the Fourth Crusade.
Studies, Texts, Monuments. Aldershot 1992, X); Ipem, The “Peira” of Eustathios Romaios: an Abortive Attempt to Innovate
in Byzantine Law. FM 7 (1986) 162—192, here 187 (= IpEm, Byzantium XII); V. LAURENT, Le corpus des sceaux de 1I’empire
byzantin, II: L’administration centrale. Paris 1981, 485; P. MaGDALINO, Justice and Finance in the Byzantine State, ninth to
twelfth Centuries, in: Law and Society in Byzantium: Ninth-Twelfth Centuries, ed. Angeliki E. Laiou — D. Simon. Washing-
ton, D.C. 1994, 93—115, here 104.

Peira of Eustathios Romaios 61.6 (ed. C. E. ZACHARIAE v. LINGENTHAL = J. ZEPOS et P. ZEpos, Jus Graeco-Romanum, IV. Ath-
ens 1931, 233): “O1 év TQ inmodpopiw ioTduevog TIc kavddATNS Adyoug URPIOTIKOVG ... EPPIMTEL KATA TOD TPWwTooTadNpiov
AEOVTOG KOl TTPWTOVOTPIOL TOD YeVIKOD. O O UPpLoe TOV KavddATy ... 0 d& dvOumédepe ... koi wpyiodn 6 mpwrooTadipiog
Kot ETUPE TOV KavddATNY Kai Euddioey. O O& Aokemng eioADev €i¢ TO keEAiov ToD uayioTpov, émpowuevoc v fondetav koi
dimyovuevog 10 ovuPav. 6 8¢ dpovyyapiog mpocétate TH OeouodOrakt EEENDETV Kai EpWTHONN HAPTLPOG TOVE AKODOOVTAG THV
BBpewv kai idovTag TOV dapuodv, koi 6 BeouodOrag fke Aéywv OC oML papTupodoty i TPdTOS 6 Kavdidarog BPPILe TOV
npwroonaddpiov, gita 6 Tpwtoomadiptog avOLPpioe Tpaxéwe, kai avOvPpiodeic. G. WEerss, Hohe Richter in Konstantinopel.
JOB 22 (1973) 117-143, here 119, considers the thesmophylax a policeman.

3 A. CHRISTOPHILOPOULOS, Nopopvhakeg kai Oeopodporakec. Platon 20 (1968) 134-143 (= Ipem, Aikouov kai Totopio 33—43).
4 OmoNomEs, Listes 271, 29.
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10 Andreas Gkoutzioukostas

Oeopodpvrag is also mentioned on seals from the 10th to the 12th century®. On these the office is at-
tached to judicial dignitaries such as the kpitn¢ émi oD immodpouov and the kpirrg Oéuaroc? as well
as to the office of Tpipodvog’, that is, a subordinate of the douéotikog TV vovuépwv and dOUEOTIKOG
OV Terxéwv®. These testimonies provide no clear information concerning his task, but certain others
do shed light on his function. There are two parallel seals of ['ewpytog, matpikiog, kpith¢ ToD frilov,
OeopodOrag ThV kpioewv kai odumovog, published and dated to the 11th century by V. Laurent®, and
an almost identical specimen edited by G. Zacos, who proposes a more precise date in the middle
of the 11th century'’. The phrase 6eouodpvra€ TV kpicewv (that is, the guardian'' of the judgments)
in combination with the testimony of the Peira denotes, in my opinion, that he could have been in
charge of keeping an archive of the judgments of the dpovyydpiog tfic BiyAng or even an archive of
the cases tried in the hippodrome, since his seat was, it seems, near the covered hippodrome where
the courts were situated. He was probably an official similar to that of instrumentarius mentioned
by loannes Lydos in the early Byzantine period, who was also responsible for an archive of judi-
cial decisions, in this case of the court of praefectus praetorio per Orientem or even of other high
courts. The archives were housed on the south side of the open Hippodrome from the Kathisma to
the Sphendone'.

But, the evidence of seals does not always lead researchers to solid conclusions. Cases in point are
those of the kévowp and the é€akTwp, which are often attached on seals to kpiTéc (e.g. kp1TEG €ml TOD
immodpouov, kpiteg ToD Pridov) and considered, taking other primary sources into account as well,
as respectively a lower judicial officer and a member of the imperial court of justice', although the

v

See Prosopography of the Byzantine World (= PBW): http://www.pbw.kcl.ac.uk/pbw/apps/ (2011) (thesmophylax). To
the four seals of Beouoypbdor mentioned in the database we should add that of Twavvng ‘E€akiovitng, mpwroomadapiog,
Oeopodpvra, aonkpiric kai kpitng (3rd quarter of the 11th c.), see Miinz-Zentrum Kéln, Sale 101 (15-18 December 1999)
574. Cf. SBS 8 (2003) 245.

J. NEesBITT — N. O1koNomiDEs, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art, I1I. Wash-

ington, D.C. 1996, no. 2.29: Anonymous, Bactitkoc mpwrtoomaddpiog, Oeopodpvrag kai kpitic @paknoiwy (10th/11th ¢.). See

also J.-Cl. CHEYNET, Les sceaux byzantins du musée de Selguk. Revue Numismatique 155 (1999) 317-352, no. 24 (11th c.). Cf.

SBS 8 (2003) 165; E. McGeer — J. NEsBITT — N. OkoNomiDEs, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the

Fogg Museum of Art, IV. Washington, D.C. 2001, no. 1.16: Anonymous, BaciAtkog TpwTtoomaddplog émi Tod XpuooTpikAivou,

Oeopodpvra, kpitig ém ToD immodpduov kol TV BovkeMapiwy (first half of the 11th c¢.). See also Miinz-Zentrum Kéln,

Sale 101 (15—18 December 1999) 574. Cf. SBS 8 (2003) 245: Twéavvng ‘E€akiovitng, mpwrtoonadipiog, OcouodpOrag, donkprtic

kot kpitng (3rd quarter of the 11th c.).

LaurenT, Corpus II, no. 915: Twévvng mpwroomadapiog, Osopodpvrag kai Tpifodvoc (second third of the 11th c.) (two parallels).

OIKONOMIDES, Listes 336.

Laurent, Corpus 11, no. 1079 (Bruxelles. Coll. Kimps, no. 103 and DO.58.106, no. 3225 [B]).

10" G. Zacos, Byzantine Lead Seals, II. Compiled and edited by J. W. NessitT (Tetradia Archaiologias kai Technes 3). Berne

1984, no. 978.

See also Theodorus Prodromus, Rhodanthe et Dosicles 4 (ed. M. Marcovich. Stuttgart — Lipsiae 1992, 57, 47-48): "Eyw uev

oUTw TOV TOBOV Ppovpelv OEAw kai BeopodOAAE eipi oot Thg dydrng is mentioned by Theodoros Prodromos which shows that

the word Bgopo@vraé mean a person who guards something. See also Eustathii archiepiscopi Thessalonicensis commentarii
ad Homeri Iliadem pertinentes (ed. M. vaN DER VALK, 1. Leiden 1971, 145, 35-146, 3): Aikn 8¢ kai 0éuig Toavtov €0Ti. 810 KOl

6 momTi¢ édepunvedwy Pnoi ‘dikaomorol, ol OémoTtac mpog A1og duradocovot’. BeouodpOrakec odv oi dikaomoOrot. Gudw d¢

TadTaL ooy 0i BACIAELS, 0i¢ kot TO oKATTPOV oVUPOIOV AV dikng, Gomep &vdpiag TO dOpv. In this testimony the OeopodpOAAE is

used with its original meaning of ‘guardian of laws’.

12 Joannes Lydos I11.19 (ed. M. Duuisson — J. Scuamp, Jean Le Lydien, Des Magistratures de I’Etat Romain, I-I1. Paris 2006, IT
66—67): Kai ouvijirto 6XedOV TG OKPIviw TV KOUUEVTWV O KOAODUEVOG IVOTPOVUEVTAPLOG, AVTI TOD XOPTOGOAAE TV dpxeiwv TOD
dikaotnpiov, €ig 70 broypadev Ko TANPOLY TOG YAPOLE Kad XDPOG UEV adTH &v T¢) immodpopie o Td ThH¢ factieiog ot
€mi TOV vOTOV Gixpt ThHG koAovuévng Ldevdovog €€ apyaiov mapakexwpnTol, TovTa d¢ Ta &mmo The Paoireiog OvAAevVTOC v
TOIG TOTE UEYIOTOIC DIKAOTNPIOIG MEMPAYUEVO aOTOO GWCETAOL KO TOIG €mENToDoY OUTWG €0Tiv ETOIA, MG &l XOEG TLXOV
nenpayuéva. Cf. A. GKouTzioukosTas, H amovoun dikaitoovvng oto Buavtio (9oc—120¢ at.). Ta kooutkd dikotodoTtikd dpyo-
va ko T dikaothpio T mpwtebovoas (Byzantina keimena kai meletai 37). Thessaloniki 2004, 122—123 with bibliography.

13 OkoNoMIDES, Listes 323-326; Ipem, Evolution 134, n. 54; Ipem, Peira 187; MaGpALINO, Justice and Finance 104.
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Seals of Byzantine officials connected with the administration of justice 11

information supplied by the seals implies an additional functional role for these dignitaries, who had
probably fiscal duties as well.

The Roman censor was one of the archons of the State and among his tasks was to record the

Roman citizens and their fortunes on the tax registers'*. During the Byzantine era the kévowpeg are
mentioned for the first time in the Escorial Taktikon (971-973)" and on seals from, mainly, the 11th
century'®, On most of the seals the office is attached to judicial offices!’, and the Peira records a case

14 J. W. Kusitschek, Censor. RE I11/2, 1902-1908. See also CHr. Gizewski, Census. Brill’s Encyclopaedia of the Ancient World,

New Pauly, vol. 3, ed. Christina Salazar. Leiden — Boston 2003, 110—111.

15 OixonomiDEs, Listes 271, 9. The reference of kévowpec in the Taktikon Uspenskij (842—843) is probably a mistake of the
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copyist. See ibidem 62, n. 48.

See PBW (kensor). To the 23 persons mentioned in this database we should add five more: (1) Nikéraog Xpvoofépyng,
Kkévowp kai €k mpoowmov ‘Avrioxeiag (first half of the 11th c.) who later became mpwrokévowp (see below) (J.-Cl. CHEYNET —
D. THEODORIDIS, Sceaux byzantins de la collection D. Theodoridis. Le sceaux patronymiques [ Monographies 33]. Paris 2010,
no. 55), (2) Tewpyrog Inyovitng (?): ‘Ouwvopodvt onv xéptv, uéptug, vépoig iovotpiw Te kévowpt @ Inyovity (3rd quarter
of the 11th c.) (see the review of Claudia Sopk, Byzantinische Bleisiegel in Berlin, II [Poikila Byzantina 14]. Bonn 1997, by
W. SEBT IN JOB 48 [1998] 316-317; Alexandra-Kyriake WassiLiou-SEIBT, Der Familienname Pegonites auf byzantinischen
Siegeln und in anderen schriftlichen Quellen, in: Realia Byzantina, ed. Sofia Kotzabassi — G. Mavromatis [Byzantinisches
Archiv 22]. Berlin — New York 2009, 303-319, Appendix no. I), (3) Ebotdbioc, iN\oboTpiog, kévowp kai dikaomorog (A.-K.
WassiLiou-SEBT, Corpus der byzantinischen Siegel mit metrischen Legenden, Teil 1: Einleitung, Siegellegenden von Alpha
bis inklusive My [WBS XXVIII/1]. Wien 2011, no. 818), (4) an Anonymous kévowp (late 11th c.) (WassiLiou-SEisT, Corpus
no. 1099) and (5) Nikdraog MatloOkng, kévowp, kpiThc Tod Pridov kai uéyag oikovopog Tiv edaydv oikwv (1060—1080) (see
G. SCHLUMBERGER, Sigillographie de I’empire byzantin. Paris 1884 [reprint Torino 1963], 395 no. 2 and 460 no. 2). For an-
other parallel presented in Gorny, Sale 71 (3 May 1995) no. 961, see SBS 6 (1999) 120. A Matzoukes, who was mepifiAentog
TaTPIKIOC Kol UEYOG 0IKOVOLOG TRV evay®v oikwy, is mentioned in document (1073) (see Era BRaNOUSE, BuCavtiva Eyypada
Thc poviic [atpov, I: Avtokparopikd. Athens 1980, nos. 50, 68—69 and p. 25, n. 2). He was probably the same person with
the previous one according to W. SEIBT — Marie-Luise ZarNiTZ, Das byzantinische Bleisiegel als Kunstwerk. Katalog zur
Ausstellung. Vienna 1997, no. 2.2.9, p. 89. For Nworoog Matlovkng, é€dxktwp and Baoidikdg voTapiog TOV eday®dV ofkwy
with whom the kévowp Nucdraog Moatlovkng is probably identified see below n. 44. SCHLUMBERGER, Sigillographie 460
no. 1, published a seal of Emdaviov kfqvoopoc (sic) (8th c.), but the reading is not correct, since according to a parallel
specimen published by G. Zacos — A. VEGLERY, Byzantine Lead Seals, I/1-3. Basel 1972, no. 3017 (650—750), it should be
read Emaviov knvapiov. Cf. W. Sest, Uber das Verhiltnis von knvépiog bzw. dopéotikog Thg Tparrélne zu den anderen
Funktiondren der Boowukn TpdmeCa in mittelbyzantinischer Zeit. BZ 72 (1979) 3438, here 35. Besides, the office of kévowp
is first attested in the 10th century. SCHLUMBERGER, Sigillographie 460 no. 3, mentioned also that M. MorpT™MANN had in his
possession a seal of a xapTovhdpiog ToD kfjvoov. A seal of xapTovhapiwv ToD kfjvoov was published by Zacos — VEGLERY,
Seals no. 2868 (7th—early 8th c.).

Kwvotavtivog mpwtoomaddpiog, kévowp, kpitng €mi Tod inmmodpouov, Xardiog kai Korwveiog (10th/11th ¢.) (McGEER — NEs-
BITT — O1koNOMIDES, Catalogue IV, no. 48.2). Nikndopoc, kévowp kai kpitig Tod frov (early 11th—1204) (Zacos, Seals 11, no.
633). Mixanh, kévowp, kpitng €mi Tod inmodpopov kai The Kepodrnviog (early 10th—second half of the 11th c.) (Zacos, Seals
11, no. 580). Zvuewv Ovpavog, Beotdpyne, kévowp kai kprtnc Kamrmadokiag (1060—-1070) (McGEER — NESBITT — OIKONOMIDES,
Catalogue IV, no. 43.4 [11th c.]; A.-K. WassiLiou, [Ipoowmoypadia kar Zdpoayiotikn: Kprrai Kamrmadokiag (10th—11th c.).
YKEWPEIG OXETIKGL UE TNV EMOTNUOVIKN TPOGEYYION TOL odpayloTikod vAikov, in: Praktika tou ektou synedriou gia ton Elle-
nismo tes Mikras Asias. Thessaloniki 2002, 41-54, no. 12 [1060—-1070]. Cf. SBS 10 [2010] 151). MixonA ‘E€auritng, kévowp
kot kpitig Hadrayoviag (two parallel specimens) (middle 11th century) (McGEeEr — NESBITT — O1koNoMIDES, Catalogue
IV, no. 11.13; A.-K. WassiLiou, Die Familie Hexamilites. Ein Beitrag zur byzantinischen Prosopographie. Hell 52 [2002]
243-261, no. 11). Baoiketog Xkpipac, kévowp, kpitig kai okpifog (3rd quarter of the 11th c.) (Ch. Stavrakos, Die byzantini-
schen Bleisiegel mit Familiennamen aus der Sammlung des Numismatischen Museums Athen [ Mainzer Verdffentlichungen
zur Byzantinistik 4]. Wiesbaden 2000, no. 239; WassiLiou-SEBT, Corpus no. 1098, who mentions eight parallel specimens).
Evotpdriog (?) Mavépetog, kévowp kai kprtng TV Apuevik®v Bepdrov (3rd quarter of the 11th c.) (three specimens: Here-
mitage M—6850, DO 58.106.5582, Bibliothéque nationale de France Zacos 1103, the last two from the same boulloterion.
See McGeer — NEsBITT — OkoNomiDEs, Catalogue IV, no. 56.9; W. SEBT, ‘Apuevika 0épota als terminus technicus der
byzantinischen Verwaltungsgeschichte des 11. Jahrhunderts. BS/ 54/1 [1993] 134-141, no. 15; J.-Cl. CHEYNET, Sceaux de la
collection Zacos [Bibliotheque nationale de France] se rapportant aux provinces orientales de 1’empire byzantin. Paris 2001,
no. 19; Valentina S. SANDROVSKAJA, Pegati s izobraZeniem armjanskih mucenikov. Istorikophilologiceskij zurnal 2 [157] [Ere-
van 2001] 44-49, no. 2. Cf. SBS 8 [2003] 194; Victoria BuLGakova, Byzantinische Bleisiegel in Osteuropa. Die Funde auf
dem Territorium Altrullands [Mainzer Verdffentlichungen zur Byzantinistik 6]. Wiesbaden 2004, 61, n. 50). Kwvotavtivog
(...) mpwTooma®apIOg, kpITNG &Ml TOD immodpouov, Tod Pridov kot kévowp (second half of the 11th—12th c.) (J.-Cl. CHEYNET,
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as having been tried by a kévowp'®. This, however, does not prove that the kévowp was a judicial
officer, as has been argued, since the office also accompanies other financial dignities such as the
uéyog oikovouog T@v edoy®@v oikwv'?, the oikovouog 1@V duTik®V émoképewy, the mpwTOVOTAPIOC
Th¢ caxéAnc®, the mpwrtovoTdpiog TV Apueviak®dv?!, the avaypadedg TV Opaknoiwv??, the uéyag
kovparwp TV EAevbepiov?, and the office of mapabodaooitng, who combined financial and judicial
duties?*. Besides, the terms kfjvooc is used even during the Byzantine era to denote the record of land
holdings and land tax or the tax registers®.

The testimony of two seals probably excludes the possibility that the kévowp was a judicial of-
ficer. J. Nesbitt and N. Oikonomidés published a seal that belonged to Nikdroog XpvooBépyng,

Sceaux byzantins des Musées d’Antioche et de Tarse. TM 12 [1994] 391-478, no. 41). MixanA, mpwrtoomaddpiog €mi Tod
Xpuootpikiivov, kpitig Tod friov kol kévowp (11th) (J.-Cl. CHEYNET, Sceaux de plomb du musée d’Hatay [Antioche]. REB
54 [1996] 249-270, no. 18. Cf. SBS 6 [1999] 81). Nikdraog ‘Akdmvng, kévowp, kpitig Tapood kai Kihikiag (ca. third quarter
of the 11th c.) (CHEYNET — TrEODORIDIS, Collection no. 1 [middle of the 11th century]. Cf. V. S. SANDROVSKAIA — W. SEIBT,
unter Mitarbeit von Natascha SeiBT, Byzantinische Bleisiegel der Staatlichen Eremitage mit Familiennamen, 1. Teil: Samm-
lung Licha¢ev—Namen von A bis I [Osterreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften, phil.-hist. K1., Denkschriften 331]. Vienna
2005, 30, n. 56, who remark that he had been pvotoréktng and kpitic ‘EAAGDOG in the third quarter of the 11th century, before
he had been kévowp).
Peira 63.5 (236—237 ZACHARIAE V. LINGENTHAL).
See n. 16 (no. 5).
2 See LAURENT, Corpus II, no. 808 and A.-K. WassiLiou — W. SEisT, Die byzantinischen Bleisiegel in Osterreich, 2. Teil: Zen-
tral- und Provinzialverwaltung (Verdffentlichungen der Kommission fiir Byzantinistik 11/2). Vienna 2004, no. 73: Twévvng
Xoahko0TCng, kévowp kol TpwTovoTaptog Thc cakéAAng (last 3rd of the 11th c.).
McGeer — NEsBITT — OikoNomiDEs, Catalogue 1V, no. 22.32: "Emdavioc ‘Aptéfoacdog, kévowp, POCIAKOG VOTAPIOG Kol
pwTOVOTApIog TWV ‘Apueviakdv (11th c.).
22 K. KoNsTANTOPOULOS, BuCavtioka MoAvBd6BovAAa Tob év ’Abnvaig 'EOvikod Noutopatikod Movoeiov. Athens 1917, no. 130;
Sobk, Bleisiegel no. 368; SEBT — ZArNITZ, Bleisiegel no. 2.2.10: Twdvvng, mpwtoomadipiog, kEvowp ko avoypadedg Tiv
Opaknoiwv (three parallel specimens) (between 1030 and 1055).
BA. Zacos, Seals 11, no. 1019 (turn of the 11th c.): NikdAaog, kévowp kai péyog kovpdrwp v Erevbepiov (second half of the
11th c. according to WassiLiou — SEIBT, Bleisiegel 64, n. 248).
Miuxoanh "Akpomohitng, kévowp kai mapadodracoitng (11th/12th c.) (LAURENT, Corpus II, no. 1133; SANDROVSKAIA — SEIBT,
Eremitage 33, n. 62. The kévowp is also attached to both judicial and financial offices. See for example N.(?) "Apyvpdc,
TPWTOOTTOOAPIOG, UEYAS XOUPTOVAGPLOC, KPITNG €Ml TOD Immodpdpov, kévowp Kol 0ikovopog Thc Avcewe (2nd third of the 11th
century) (J.-Cl. CHEYNET — Cécile MorrissoNn — W. SEIBT, Les sceaux byzantins de la collection Henri Seyrig. Paris 1991,
no. 81); SANDROVSKAJA — SEIBT, Eremitage 50, n. 172 (middle of the 11th c¢). Nikoraog LepPriog, kévowp, KpITnG Kail UEyag
kovpdrwp Tapood kai Xerevkeiog (1060—1070) (two parallel specimens): CHEYNET, Zacos collection no. 44; CHEYNET — THE-
ODORIDIS, Sceaux no. 187. One kévowp held the office of émi ToD ko1t®voc. See G. Ficker, Erldsse des Patriarchen von Kon-
stantinopel Alexios Studites (Festschrift der Universitit Kiel zur Feier des Geburtstages des Kaisers Wilhelm II). Kiel 1911,
20, 29: ‘Pwuavog, mpwtoomadidptog, €l ToD KOITMVOS KOl KEVOWP.
> See for example a Novel of Konstantinos VII Porphyrogennetos (947?) (ed. N. Svoronos. Les novelles des empereurs
Macédoniens concernant la terre et les stratiotes. Edition posthume et index établis par P. Gounaripis. Athens 1994, 123,
104-105): Ei 8¢ kai 0bTO1 00K €iev, AvAyKn Ko TOUG TTOMTIKOUG GLVTEAEOTAG Ei00koVEGON TTPOC TO ) DloTiTTTE TOV €K TOD
kfnvoov ¢popov; Basilicorum Libri LX, Series B, Volumen IX: Scholia in Librum LX, 17-69, LX.21.37 = D XLVII.10.37 (ed.
H. J. ScHELTEMA — D. HOLWERDA — N. VAN DER WAL. Groningen 1985, 3576, 25-26): "Ev dnuocioig kvooig fitot amoypadaic,
olov Toi¢ T0D AoyoBétov fj ToD €idikoD § GAlov oekpétov; Demetrii Chomateni Ponemata Diaphora 41 (ed. G. PRINZING
[CFHB 38]. Berlin — New York 2002, 150, 20-24): kata facihkny mpdotadty €v moon Tfi vijow amoypadiic kai Elokoews
TOV TOD dnuociov AEITOVPYIDY, EITOVY CUVTEAELDY, TTPOCEICL TY) EEIOWTH Kal €iC OIKEIOV OvoUa T UNTPRO TOVTWV €V TQ) KIVOW
vmouvnuortiCer axivnra. Cf. N. Okonomipes, Fiscalité et exemption fiscale a Byzance (IXe—XlIe s.). Athens 1996, 120; F.
DoLGEer, Beitridge zur Geschichte der byzantinischen Finanzverwaltung, besonders des 10. und 11. Jahrhunderts (Byzanti-
nisches Archiv 9). Leipzig — Berlin 1927 (reprint Hildesheim 1960) 143, observes that the kfjvoog is often identified with
the avaypadr. The kfjvoog is also connected with the knvoitwp (see Hesychii Alexandrini Lexicon 2518 [ed. K. LatTe, II.
Copenhagen 1966, 472]: knvontwp - 6 TV yijv petp®dv) and the knvoovdtot (Novellae Justiniani 17.8 [a. 535] and 128.13 [a.
545]). See also Die Gedichte des Christophoros Mitylenaios 72, ed. E. Kurtz, Leipzig 1903, 45, who wrote a poem Eig Tov
knvoeovoriov K@ovotavta kai voTapiov.
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Seals of Byzantine officials connected with the administration of justice 13

TPWTOKEVOWP Kal HEYaC oikovouog TV dvotk®dv émoképewv?. The term mpwtokévowp denotes that
there was a group of kévowpeg headed by a mp@tog, as J.-Cl. Cheynet has observed, who also con-
siders the kévowp a jurist?”’. It is true that the existence of a mp®Toc, not unusual in cases of oth-
er groups of dignitaries, such as the votépior and the mpwrovotdpiog, the a secretis (onkphTic)
and the mpwrooonkpfitic, the kovpdtwpeg and the mpwrtokovpdTwp, the kaykeAdpior and the
TPWTOKAYKEMAPLOG, presupposes the existence of a group of kévowpeg, which indeed is confirmed
by a seal of the Sale Catalogue of Spink on which a téyua of kévowpec is mentioned: Xdparyig
Turoboa To¢ ypadag Twavvov | ToD IMevraila téypotog TV kevowpwv. Moreover, the term kévowp
is not synonymous with that of kpitri¢c and no court of justice of a mpwrokévowp is mentioned in the
sources. The possibility that the kévowp was simply an honorary title should also be rejected, taking
into consideration the information of the seals and the career of certain persons who were kévowpeg,
such as Nikolaos Chrysoberges, as presented by J.-Cl. Cheynet (a. mpwTovoTépioc, UUOTOAEKTNG Kol
TTPWTOVOTAPIOG TMV OIKEINKODV, b. KEVowp KAl €K TPOOWTTOL AVTIOXEING, C. TTPWTOKEVOWP Kol UEYAG
01KOVOUOC TV SVOIKDV EMIOKEPEWV)?.

Consequently, according to our point of view, the meaning of the word kfjvoog, the evidence of
a mpwtokévowp and of a group of kévowpeg, and the financial offices that many of the kévowpeg as-
sumed suggest that the office may have been connected with the general tax registers in Constantino-
ple, although we have no other indication that he was member of the yevikov AoyoOéaiov.

As regards the é€axtwp, during the early Byzantine period he was in charge of collecting taxes®.
The term ceased to exist from the 7th to the 11th century, when the €€k twp is mentioned again (in the
Peira and on seals®'), but the duties of the office have yet to be clearly defined*. The term is also used
by loannes Tzetzes, who was proud of his grandfather’s having been a famous €€éktwp who acted
as a mpdktwp in many Oéuarta’. Although, as N. Oikonomidés pointed out, the use of the term could

26 J. NesBITT — N. O1koNoMIDES, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art, I. Washing-
ton, D.C. 1991, no. 1.30 (two specimens from the same boulloterion) (second half of the 11th c.).

27 CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux no. 55, p. 68 and 194.

2 Spink Auction 135, 6 October 1999 (Zacos III) no. 257, PBW (Boulloterion 3920). He may be the same person as the
npwtooraddaprog kai Brarog Twavvng Mevrairog (middle 11th ¢.). See I. Jorpanov, Corpus of Byzantine Seals from Bulgaria,
111/1. Sofia 2009, no. 612.

2 CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux no. 55 and p. 68.

3 Novellae Justiniani 128.5 (a. 545). Cf. O. SEeck, Exaktor. RE V1/2, 15421547, DOLGER, Finanzverwaltung 68.

31 To the 36 persons included in PBW (exaktor) we should add three more persons mentioned on seals: (1) Baoikeiog

npwTooTadaptog €mi 70D XpuooTpikAivov, EEGkTwp, KPITHG €l ToD inmodpduov Tleromovvijoov kai ‘EMGdog (11th—early 12th

c.) (see N.P. LicHACEV, Molivdovuly greceskogo Vostoka, ed. V.S. SANDROVSKAIA [Naucnoe nasledstvo 19]. Moscow 1991,

LXX 16. Cf. Elena Stepanova, The Image of St. Nicholas on Byzantine Seals. SBS 9 [2006] 185—195, here 189), (2) BAdotog,

€EakTwp (ca. last quarter of the 11th c.) (WassiLiou-SEBT, Corpus no. 203), (3) Ztédavog Lidepihtng, mpwtoomaddpiog, émt

Tob Xpuootpikhivov, EEakTwp kai Baotiikog votapiog (middle of the 11th ¢.) (CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux no. 188). Ac-

cording to CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux 13, Ioannes Helladikos was Béotng, €E0kTwp, KpITHG LEAEVKEIOG Ko KOLUPATWP

Tapood, but he was Béotng, kpitng Tob Pridov, Lehevkeiog kot kovparwp Tapood. See E. McGEER — J. NESBITT — N. OIKONO-

MIDEST, Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art, V. Washington, D.C. 2005, no. 5.3.

CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux 195.

3 Toannis Tzetzae Historiae V.17 (ed. P.A.M. LeonE, Naples 1968, 191, 609-611): 'Ed’ f} yauppov é€dktopa Tedpytov éoxnket,
TTOANOG APXAG AVOOAVTA TIPAKTOPIKAG BeudTwy, ol kai Oavovtog Svopa fodran vov o¢ (dvroc. Cf. P. GAUTIER, La curieuse as-
cendance de Jean Tzetzes. REB 28 (1970) 211 and 218-219; OkoNomiDEs, Listes 325, according to whom, since the éEbkTwp
is mentioned in the sense of tax collector only in the above text of Tzetzes, the use of the term is probably anachronistic (“em-
ploi archaique?”). Cf. Ipem, Evolution 134, n. 54: “I’emploi du mot exaktdr dans Tzetzes ... je crois qu’il désigne un juriste
avec attributions fiscales”; MaGbaLINo, Justice and Finance 104: “The institution of the exaktor is particurarly interesting
because (as John Tzetzes later recognised) the word implies some duty of fiscal competence”; Aikaterine CHRISTOPHILOPOU-
Lou, To mohitevpa kot ot Becpoi g Bulavtivig Avtokpatopioc. Athens 2004, 252 and n. 29. Cf. G. WErss, Ostromische
Beamte im Spiegel der Schriften des Michael Psellos (MBM 16). Munich 1973, 54, 57, according to whom €E&kTwp was a tax
collector, but the term could also designate the kpitn¢ 6¢uartog who was also responsible for the taxation.
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14 Andreas Gkoutzioukostas

be anachronistic, the word implies some duty of fiscal competence, as was observed by P. Magda-
lino, whose view that the ¢€axtwp was a fiscal judge* takes into account the narrative in the Peira
(36.18), which records that the “powerful” marpikiog Triakontaphyllos annexed, without payment,
a neighbouring piece of land which belonged to a “poor” man. The man appealed to the emperor,
who referred the case to the é€axtwp. “When the case was investigated, there arose a fiscal charge
(dnuooiakn évoxn) against the estate of the matpikiog, and the property to which the poor man’s
holding had been annexed became fiscal land. And the é€dktwp reported thus: ‘We were forbidden to
judge concerning ownership, for it was not in order for the fisc to give judgement. But we allowed the
poor man to bring an action against the estate of the marpikiog, in order that he might, if at all possi-
ble, obtain substance’”*. Consequently, the fisc could not try private cases, as the é€dxtwp declared,
speaking as a representative and member of the fisc.

We know from the Peira, however, that the é€éxtwp did not try only cases connected with the pub-
lic treasury, but also cases of guardianship®®. He therefore acted as a judge, and his office was often
combined with judicial officers on seals, but he was not a member of the imperial court as Oikono-
midées and other scholars have claimed”. The imperial court did not have a stable composition and
was identified with the emperor, who could refer a case to an officer®. Nor is this the only example of
a non-judicial officer hearing a case, since according to the Peira various high non-judicial officers,
such as the hoyoBétng 100 dpduov and the €mi Tod kavikheiov, who belonged to the central admin-
istration, took part in the hearing of certain cases®. The fact that Eustathios Romaios and Toannes
Xiphilinos (kpttn¢ émi ToD immodpduov and later vopodpvra&)*, were appointed é€dkTwpeg does not
prove that the é€axtwp was a member of the imperial court or a judicial officer*!. Eustathios, for
example, had a long career including extensive judicial activity, but his positions were not always
judicial, for he also served as pvotikog and Aoyo6étng Tod dpouov*?, offices that were neither judicial
nor at the head of a court of justice.

Besides, the office of é€aktwp is attached on seals not only to judicial offices*, but also to fi-
nancial dignities**. Worth mentioning here is an interesting seal of I1660¢, mpwtoomaddpiog €mi TOD

3% See also BuLGgakova, Bleisiegel 1.2.6 (p. 58), who believes that the é€oxtwp was a fiscal judge. According to Catherine HoLMES,
Basil II and the Governance of Empire (976—-1025). Oxford 2005, 386-387: “Much like the office of krites, the office of
exaktor was concerned with both the provision of justice and the exercise of fiscal responsibility”.

Translation of the passage by MaGpaLINO, Justice and Finance 104.

Peira 16.11, 25.8 (58, 94—95 ZACHARIAE V. LINGENTHAL). According to W. FiscHER, Studien zur byzantinischen Geschichte

des XI. Jahrhunderts. Plauen 1883, 8, n. 6, the é€bktwp was in charge of guardianship cases, as it can be concluded by the

testimonies of Peira. Cf. LAureNT, Corpus II 480: “Chargé, ce semble, plus spécialement des affaires de tutelle”.

OIKONOMIDES, Listes 325-326; Stavroula CronbRrIDOU, O Kovotavtivog @ Movopdyog kot 1 emoy} Tov (EVOEKATOG odVaG

wn.X). Athens 2002, 218; LaurenT, Corpus 11 480; A. Kazupan, Exaktor. ODB 11, 766; SEIBT — ZARNITZ, Bleisiegel 2.2.1

3% For the imperial court of justice see GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS, ATtovour| dikooohving 259-266.

3 See GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS, ATtovour} Aikatoovvng 186—187.

40 See GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS, Amovopur] Aikatoovvng 273.

See OikoNoOMIDES, Listes 325-326.

4 OIKONOMIDES, Peira 172—-174.

4 See for example: Anonymus, pwtoomaddépiog ém 100 XpuooTpikAivov, KpITh¢ ém ToD immodpdpov kai ¢EokTwp (10th—11th
c.) (Jorbanov, Corpus I1I/1 no. 945). Emdaviog, mpwtoomadipiog, kévowp kai kpitng o0 ‘Oyikiov (10th/11th c.) (NESBITT —
OikoNoMIDES, Catalogue 111, no. 39.12). ®ihiwmog, mpwroomaddpiog, EEbkTwp kai kpitne Kedpodrnviag (10th ¢.—1204) (Zacos,
Seals II, no. 674). Ebotpariog, kpitig, EEakTwp kai ovumovog (first half of the 11th century) (LAURENT, Corpus II no. 1077
(two parallels). Anonymus, mpwtoomaddpiog, éE0kTwp, kp1TNg €mi ToD immodpduov, (koi) Tod Beodpurdktov Owikiov (11th c.)
(NEsBITT — O1xkONOMIDES, Catalogue 111, no. 39. 20. See also the review of SEiBT in BZ 92 (1999), 538—541, here 540, according
to whom instead of To0 OzopurdkTov we should read Tod Bridov k. T0D. Aéwv AvOOTTATOC TTATPiKIOG, EEGKTWP, KPITNG ETTL TOD
immodpopov kai Tod ‘Appeviakod (11th ¢.) (McGeER — NEsBITT — OkoNOMIDES, Catalogue IV no. 22. 16). Mixan, é€axtwp,
KkpitNG €mi ToD immodpouov kot ovumovog (11th ¢.) (Laurent, Corpus II, no. 1078; Zacos, Seals no. 586. MixonA Bapic,
npwrooradapiog, EEdkTwp kot kpiThg ToD Aiyaiov mehdyoug (middle of the 11th ¢.) (CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux no. 27).
Cf. A.-K. WassiLiou, Prosopographische Konsequenzen aus der moglichst genauen Datierung byzantinischer Bleisiegel, in:
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Seals of Byzantine officials connected with the administration of justice 15

Xpuootpikhivov, kpitig, avaypadets koi eEdktwp Koov, Aépov kai Kukhddwy vijowv (11th c.)*,
which shows that the é€aktwp could also act outside Constantinople, overseeing a provincial finan-
cial and judicial unit such as the above, and consequently that he was not a permanent member of the
imperial court of justice. The é€axtwp Pothos was probably a tax collector in the above islands, since
he was also kpitng and &vaypadevg of the same territorial unit.

This analysis is reinforced by the testimony of Michael Psellos concerning the career of his

son-in-law "EAmidiog Keyyprc. Psellos recounts that he helped Elpidios first to became kpitric T0D
BnAov, and then to be promoted to other completely different offices, which he lists, including those
of Becpoypadog, pvotoypddogc and é€dktwp®®. If all these positions were judicial offices, as many

4

4

4
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>

Beitrdge zum Symposion vierzig Jahre Institut fiir Byzantinistik und Neogréazistik der Universitit Wien im Gedenken an
Herbert Hunger (Wien, 4.—7. Dezember 2002), ed. W. Horandner — J. Koder — Maria Stassinopoulou (BNV 24). Vienna 2004,
482—-486, here 484 (second half of the 11th ¢). dirapetog, iNovoTprog, kpith¢ Emag, é€dktwp (11th c.) (NEsBITT — O1KONO-
MIDES, Catalogue III, no. 86.34. Cf. HoLmes, Basil II 386, who argues that Philaretos was judge not only in the theme of Ana-
tolikon, as the editors of the seal suggested, but had a broader jurisdiction, since “military and civil offices in the easternmost
regions of the Empire customarily exercised authority over very large regions. As both a kpitig and €€&ktwp, the owner of
this seal clearly exercised a host of judicial and financial competences over a wide geographical area, a formula typical of
administration in eastern frontier”. But, in our opinion Philaretos was simply kpitn¢ To0 6¢uatog ‘Avatolk@v, since we have
no other testimony for judges with such an extensive jurisdiction. Nor does the seal indicate that he performed his duties as
€&axtop generally in the region of the East, as HoLMEs believes. See also WassiLiou-SEiBT, Corpus II, no. 1151 and no. 192,
where she republishes a metrical seal: Bactleiov odppdyiopa Tod marpikiov | Epwtikod kpivovrog ‘Aciag dikag, and remarks
that Baoikelog was probably kpitrg tv Opaknoiwv). Baocireiog XoikoO1lne, mpwtoomaddpiog €mi 100 XpuooTpikiivov,
kp1tig 70D Prhov kai é€axktwp (middle of the 11th ¢.) (J.-Cl. CHEYNET, Les sceaux byzantins du musée de Manisa. REB 56
[1998] 261-267, no. 2. Cf. SBS 8 [2003] 163; WassiLiou — SEIBT, Bleisiegel 97, n. 458). Twdvvng, mpwtoomadépiog émi T0D
Xpuootpikhivov, aonkpiTic, EEAKTWP, PAGIAKOC VOTAPIOG Kai kpiTng €l 70D immodpouov (middle of the 11th ¢.) (LAURENT,
Corpus 11, no. 880). @sodpdraxtoc Pwuaiog, mpwroomaddpioc, EEdkTwp, kpitHc ToL PAov kai Tod Owikiov (middle of the
11th c.) (G. Stavrakos, Bleisiegel 339; WassiLiou — SeBT, Bleisiegel 32, n. 19). Tuépiog Loroudv, matpikiog, EEAKTwp Kol
kp1tnG €mi Tob immodpouov (3rd quarter of the 11th c.) (SopE, Berlin no. 365; WassiLiou — SeBT, Bleisiegel 258, n. 119).
Kwvotavtivog XpvoofahavTtitng, mpwtoomaddpiog, kpithe ém Tov immodpouov, PaoiAKOG TpwTovoTaplog koi éEdktwp (five
specimens) (2nd third of the 11th c.) (Stavrakos, Bleisiegel no. 283).

See for example Twavvng, mpwroomadipiog mi 700 XpvooTpikAivov, EEGkTwp Kai TPWTOVOTAPIOG TOD id1kod Adyou (11th c.)
(LaurenT, Corpus II, no. 624, fig. 914). [1660¢, Béotng (?), EEaKTWP, 0IKIOTIKOG TR CakEAANG Kai kopuepkiaptog XoAdiog (11th
¢.) (McGeeRr — NEsBITT — O1KONOMIDES, Catalogue IV, no. 32. 26). ©e6dwpog, mpwtoomaddplog, EEKTWp, XApTOLAdPIOG TOD
yevikoDd AoyoBéTov kai koppepkiapiog Aepehrtod (11th c.). (NEsBITT— O1KONOMIDES, Catalogue I, no. 76.1). Tewpytog, €EdkTwp,
KkpitNG ToD Brirov Kkai avaypoadeds dvatoikod dpouov T@v Meraviwv (11th c.) (LAURENT, Corpus II, no. 466). Nikoraog
MartCovkng, EEGkTwp, PAGINKOG VOTAPIOC TOD 0ikoVOUOL TAV evay®dv oikwv (10th ¢.—1204) (Zacos, Seals 11, no. 620. Cf. the
corrections of N. OikoNomiDEs, A propos d’une nouvelle publication de sceaux byzantins. REB 44 [1986] 263267, 266;
SBS 5 [1998] 201; SeBT — ZarNiTZ, Bleisiegel no. 2.2.9, who believe that it is the same person with the kévomp Nikolaos
Matzoukes mentioned above). See also N. WiLson — W. Darrouzis, Xérochoraphion, Restes du cartulaire de Hiéra-Xérocho-
raphion. REB 26 (1968) 5-47, here 18, 17-18: Tw(&vvne) (mpwto)om(a)Bdp(10¢) ToD (xpuoo)(Tpt)kA(ivov) péyag x(ap)Tov(Ad)
p(10¢) TOD yev(1kod) Aoyod(€)t(ov) kai (E€)axTwp oi(keiq) xeipt Om(éypowa). On some seals the €€dktwp is combined with
judicial as well as with financial offices: Kwvotavtivog, mpwtoomaddpioc, EEdkTwp, kpitng 70D Bridov kol uéyag XopTovAdpIog
T0D dpdpavotpodeiov (second half of the 11th ¢. — 1204) (Zacos, Seals 11, no. 432). Eo6vuioc Kapofitgiotng, €EkTwp, KpIThe
€l ToD immodpouoL Kot LeAevkeiag, kovparwp kai avoypadedg Tapood (1060 — ca. 1080) (SEBT — ZArNITZ, Bleisiegel no.
2.2.1; WassiLiou, Kprtai Kanmadokiog no. 11, where another seal of EvB0uiog, é€axtwp, kpithg émi Tod immodpouov Kai
Koammadoxkiog [Eremitage M—6078], a little after 1060 until 1070). From the same boulloterion comes a seal from Dum-
barton Oaks Collection 55.1.3077, according to WassiLiou-SEIBT, who corrects the wrong reading of McGEER — NESBITT —
O1koNoMIDES, Catalogue IV, no. 43.6. Cf. SBS 10 (2010) 151. Aéwv, mpwtoomadapiog, kpitng Tod PAov, EEKTWp Kai HEYaS
KkovpaTwp TAV ‘O&wv (two specimens) (beginnings of the 11th c.) (SCHLUMBERGER, Sigillographie 483; KONSTANTOPOULOS,
Moivpoopovika no. 444; Laurent, Corpus II, no. 485). Nikntag, EEaxTwp, (kpiTnc) émi ToD immodpouov kai XapTOLAUPIOC
Tob yevikoD (11th/12th c.) (Laurent, Corpus II, no. 382).

NEsBITT — O1kONoMIDES, Catalogue I no. 42.1: @(eot6)ke Bo[nO(er)] 160w P(aonikd) (mpwTto)omn[a]0(apiw) Em Tod Xp(vooTpt)-
[k]A(ivov), kpitfi, dvayp[ad(el)] (kai) E[E&]kT(wpt) [K]bo[v], Aép(ov) (kai) K[v]kAad(wv) vijow(V).

Michael Psellos, Orationes forenses et acta (Actum 1) (ed. G. T. Dennis. Stuttgart 1994, 147, 107-112): toig te yap
TPWTOOTTOOOPIOIG TODTOV EYKATOAEYEL, KO TOIG €C TO TOD AVTIPWVNTOD GEKPETOV UIKPOIC PAGIAIKOIC VOTOPIOIG EYKATATATTEL,
ET1 yE Unv Kol TOIC €C TOV IMIMOdPOUOV EYKPIVEL KPITAIC ... KAl TPATOV UEV QUTAOAG TOV AOTOKPATOPX KPITHV TOD PAAOL TTOIEL,
gnerta Oeopoypadov TIUQ, Kol UETH TADTA LLOTOYPADOV, Koi 0UTWG Gvayer ig TOLG EEAKTWPAG. Kol TO eV GEIdpaTa TOOTE
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scholars believe, then Psellos would not remark on their variety. It may also be inferred from this
evidence (oUtwg avayet [EAmidiov] eig Tovg €EakTwpac) that the position of éEakTwp could perhaps
be held by more than one person.

In other cases, the information of seals seems to confirm that of the primary sources, but this is not
always clear, as in the case of certain seals attributed to the émi T@v kpioewv. The émi T@V kpioewv was
the head of the oékpetov TV dikdv, a service founded, as it is known, during the reign of Konstan-
tinos Monomachos, in which judicial decisions of the provincial tribunals were filed and controlled,
but he was also a judicial officer performing his duties in Constantinople®’.

There is a seal of Aristenos (last quarter of the 11th c.), identified by scholars as an €mi T@®v
kpioewv*®, bearing the following metrical inscription: TGV kpicewv Adaxovra Ta¢ wrdovg Gépetv | TOV
‘Aprotnvov mpaéig f) vOv deikvoer®. In the Prosopography of the Byzantine World this inscription is
translated as: “That the duty of making determinations in judgements has fallen / to Aristenos, the
present act shows”. If we interpret the inscription in this way, then Aristenos could indeed have been
an €mi TV Kpioewv, as certain scholars believe, and we may have here a description of the adminis-
trative duty of the office, that is, the control of the judgements (kpioeig) of the provincial judges. But
if, as I believe we should, we interpret the phrase Tov kpicewv Ta¢ yRdovg dépetv simply as making
a judicial decision, since the expressions prdpovg ékdpépeiv and Ppépelv mean sitting in judgment or
making a judicial decision®’, then Aristenos was not necessarily i TV kpioewv, but merely a judge,
like the €mapyoc moAewg Aristenos (end 11th—early 12th c.), who according to A.-K. Wassiliou-Seibt
and Werner Seibt’' is probably the same person as the Aristenos of our seal.

At this point we might mention a similar case, namely the seal of Michael Barys, with the follow-
ing metrical inscription: Ldpayic poyiorpov Mixani tod Bapéwg Tod 1a¢ kpioeig kpivovrog EvOa viv
kpiver’?, that reinforces the above interpretation. Michael is not recognised as an émi TV kpioewv but
as a judge. This person is probably the same with MixanA Bopvg, mpwroomaddapioc, eEaxTwp, kpITHG
ToD Aiyaiov meddyovg who is mentioned on a similar seal (second half of the 11th ¢.)%. If this iden-
tification is correct™, then the phrase kpivw kpioceig should be construed as the verb with its cognate
object, as in the phrase dikalm dikag, “to try trials”.

dmAhaypéva Te Kai dvopola, 1 yvwun 8¢ fon kai mpog éavtniv ovk dmgdovoa. Cf. OkoNoMIDES, Listes 325; A. KARPOZELOS,

Zopfoin ot perétn Tov Plov kat tov Epyov tov lwdvvn Mavpomodog (Epistemonike Epeterida Philosophikes Scholes Pane-

pistemiou loanninon 18). loannina 1982, 102; GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS, Amovopr| dikatocvvng 171, 200, n. 901; Mothers and Sons,

Fathers and Daughters. The Byzantine Family of Michael Psellos, edited and translated by A. KaLpELLIS with contributions

by D.T. Jenkins and S. Paratoannou. Notre Dame, Indiana 2006, 151, where the text of Psellos is translated in the following

way: “...In truth he was unequal to these honors and an unsuitable choice, but his attitude remained the same and never fell

out of tune with itself”. But the first phrase means that Elpidios had various and different offices. See also R. GuiLLanp, Un

compte-rendu de proces par Psellos. BS/ 20 (1959) 205-230, 207 (= Ipem, Recherches sur les institutions byzantines, I-II

[BBA 35]. Berlin — Amsterdam 1967, I 84—107, here 86): “Les dignités pouvaient changer et étre différentes, sa mentalité

restait la méme et ne restait pas en déssacord avec elle-meme (?)”.

See GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS, Amovoun dikatocvvng 202—-207 with the relevant sources.

4 WassiLiou — SEIBT, Bleisiegel 41; LAURENT, Corpus II, no. 901.

4 LAURENT, Corpus II, no. 901; CHEYNET — MORRISSON — SEIBT, Seyrig no. 106, where Aristenos is considered a kprtn¢ and not
an émi TV kpioewv. But see WassiLiou — SEBT, Bleisiegel no. 13, where Aristenos is designated as €mi T®V kpicewv.

50 See for example Les novelles de LeonVT le Sage, ed. P. NoaiLLES — A. DAIN. Paris 1944, 377: Oipau T®V Kpively AoxOvTewv
000¢val TTOTE TIPOC TOGAOTNV AITOKATVOL OKOUOTNTA, (OOTE TTAPA TOVG EYKEIUEVOLS VOUOUG dokiudoat kai TaG wridpoug EkdEépety;
S. Troianos, Ot Neapég tov Aéovtog ¢ Tov Lodpo0. Athens 2007, 321; Basilicorum Libri LX, Series A, Volumen I: Textus
Librorum [-VIII, VII.1.16 (ed. H.J. ScHELTEMA — N. vaN DER WAL. Groningen — Djakarta 1955, 303, 3—4): I1ag d¢ dikaotng
eiTe ApxnV EXwv €ite BAMWE SIKALWY TNPEITW TOLG VOUOUE KO KT TOVTOVE GEPETW TAG YdOUC.

31 WassiLiou — SEiBT, Bleisiegel no. 13.

52 CHEYNET — MORRISSON — SEIBT, Seyrig 81, b3; WassiLiou, Konsequenzen 485 (ca. third quarter of the 11th c.).

53 'WassiLiou — SEiBT, Konsequenzen 484485,

% Cf. CHEYNET — THEODORIDIS, Sceaux 40.
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There are also other seals that imply judicial activity, but they do not belong to émi T@v kpioewv as
certain scholars have claimed. These are the seals of Euthymios published by K. Konstantopoulos,
V. Laurent and A.-K. Wassiliou-Seibt on which is inscribed: Ipadac odppayilw kai kpiceic EbBuuiov
(last third of the 11th ¢.)%. I. Jordanov also edited four seals of Euthymios found at the stronghold
near the village of Zlati Voyvoda in the Sliven district®. To the same person belong also three seals
from the Dumbarton Oaks Collection with the following inscription: Aéomotva, o0 odpbyile TOUG
guovg Adyovg. Lodpayic ypaddv te kpioe(wv) EvOvuiov (last third of the 11th ¢.)”’. Contrary to the
common view, we agree with A.-K. Wassiliou that there is nothing to show that Euthymios was an &mi
TV Kpioewv; moreover, we do not know from other sources of any Euthymios who held this office.
But, we believe that he was probably a kpitng despite the reservations of A.-K. Wassiliou.

Another interesting case is that of mpwrtouvotikdc. The term is mentioned in a document (1057)
from the archive of the Athonite monastery of Saint Panteleemon. According to the “Ymouvnua of
Trapiwv, the mpoedpog Kol mpwTopLoTIKOG Twdvvng Znpdc tried a case in his oékpetov by order
of the emperor®®. The term caused much discussion among scholars. F. Dolger suggested that the
text should be read as mpwtompdedpog kai pvotikdg, since the curious term TPWTOUVOTIKOG is not
attested elsewhere®, while V. Laurent initially considered it as equivalent to mpwToaonkpfTic, since
according to his proposed identifications Xeros had also been appointed mpwtoaonkpiiTic, but seems
to have recognised two different offices®. The new edition of the documents of Saint Panteleemon
and a seal of Kwvortavrivog, udyiorpog and mpwropvotikog published some years ago by loanna
Koltsida-Makre®! and dating, according to A.-K. Wassiliou, from the third quarter of the 11th centu-
ry, confirm the correct reading of the act and the existence of the term. [IpwtopvoTikog is identified
with the pvotikdg, an office created probably during the reign of Basileios I (867-886). Oikonomides
and other scholars think that the pvotikog headed a oékpetov that tried cases®?, but the evidence of
the sources does not show that this was a judicial office, although it involved judicial activity. The
administration of justice in Byzantium was very flexible, and it seems that anyone with legal know-
ledge who had prior service as kpitfic, whether or not he was a pvotikdg, could participate in trials as
a judge commissioned by the emperor, as in the case mentioned earlier®.

The scholars did not, however, attempt to explain the use of the term mpwrouvotikog. This denotes
aperson who was at the head of a uniform group with similar duties, as in the case of mpwroaonkpATIG,
mpwtovotdplog and mpwtokévowp mentioned above. Since, however, we know that the duties of
uvotikog were performed by a single person, we must therefore search for a group of dignitaries that
could be called pvotikoi. I suggest that these pvotikoi were probably the pvotoypddor and perhaps
also the pvotorékton. The testimonies of the narrative sources and the inscriptions confirms that

55 KONSTANTOPOULOS, MoALBSOBovA G no. 959; V. LAURENT, Les bulles métriques dans la sigillographie byzantine. Athens 1932,
no. 66; WassiLiou-SEIBT, Corpus no. 357.

56 JorpaNov, Corpus I1I/1, nos. 941-944.

7 Jorpanov, Corpus I1I/1, 348 (DO 47.2.870 and 47.2.871); WassiLiou-SEIBT, Corpus no. 619 (DO 47.2.1423).

Actes de Saint Pantéléemoén 5 (1057) (ed. P. LEMERLE — G. DAGRON — S. Circovie [Archives de I’Athos X11]. Paris 1982, 58,

8-9): ... kehevet kp1Bfvan T(ap&) ToD Br(ep)Adurmpov poédpov (ko) Tpwtouvotikod kO(p) Iw(dvvov) Tod Enpov - &d’ ob (kad)

pndiopa iepov (kai) oefoopio kpioig €k ToD evoeBovg oekpETov adTOD AUV K(o)TEMEUDGON ... .

F. DoLGER, Byzantinische Diplomatik. Aufséitze zum Urkundenwesen der Byzantiner. Ettal 1956, 64, n. 299.

V. LAURENT, Les sceaux byzantins du Médaillier Vatican (Medagliere della Biblioteca Vaticana 1). Vatican 1962, 113, n. 2-3.

But see LAURENT, Corpus 11, no. 7. Cf. W. SeisT, Byzantinische Bleisiegel in Osterreich, 1. Teil: Kaiserhof (Verdffentlichun-

gen der Kommission fiir Byzantinistik 11/1). Vienna 1978, 291-292. See also J.-Cl. CHEYNET, Les Xéroi, administrateurs de

I’Empire. SBS 11 (2011) 1-34, here 14-15.

Ioanna Kortsipa-MAkRE, BuCovtivé MohvBdopovira. Zvihoyng Opdavidn — Nikoroidn Noutopatikob Movoegiov AOnvaov

(Tetradia Christianikes Archaiologias kai Technes 4). Athens 1996, no. 105 (11th c.).

OIKONOMIDES, Listes 324.

GKOUTZIOUKOSTAS, Amovopn Aucatoctvng 187-189.
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18 Andreas Gkoutzioukostas

the pvoroypadoc was not a purely judicial officer, as has been argued, but had secretarial duties, as
indeed is denoted by his name and can be concluded from the fact that the term is also used to desig-
nate persons who performed the duties of another member of the imperial secretariat, the donkpfitic.
Consequently, the pvotoypddog was probably in charge of writing down the proceedings of the em-
peror’s “secret sessions” with his officials, the senate and his advisors, which had previously been
the duty of the &onkpfitic. The pvotoréktng, who is mentioned only on seals, probably performed the
duties of a messenger, announcing the secret decisions or orders of the emperor or pvoTikog as sug-
gested by his name®. The pvotikdg, upon which I have written a book recently published®, was not
in my view the private secretary of the emperor but, rather, in charge of the emperor’s secret sessions
— called pvotpia — with his advisors and senior officers. He performed the pvotikn T00 kpdrTovg
vrnpeoia, he belonged to the narrow circle of imperial advisors, he supervised the most secret af-
fairs, and he took part in secret councils. This was his primary duty, although the office developed a
judicial and financial activity, especially in the Comnenian era®.

Finally, I would like to make a comment on the kpitég ToD Bridov and the kpitec €mi TOD immodpduov,
who belonged to the ranks of the “small” judges according to the Ecloga Basilicorum (1142)%”. These
judicial officers tried cases that had been referred to them, and could also function as assessores to
the “great” or superior judges of Constantinople, i.e. the dpovyyédpioc Thic BiyAng, the dirkaodoTnc,
the mpwroaonkpiTic, the Eémapyog mOAewc, the kotaioTwp and, finally, the éri Tdv kpicewv, who could
delegate the authority to try cases to the “small” or inferior judges®®. The kpitég T0D Brjdov and the
KpiTeC €mi ToD immodpopov could also be sent from Constantinople to the themata by the emperor or
other officials to examine some cases and return to the capital, and they could also be appointed as
kprreg TOV Oepdrwv®. The seals of persons who were kptteg Tod Bridov or KpiTeg €mi TOD immodpouov
as well as kpitég TV Beudrwv seem to describe their career. No one could act as a member of the
courts of Constantinople and at the same time as a provincial judge, since the kpitéc ToD fridov and
the kpiteg €mi ToD immodpopov were classed as “small” judges, but the kpitég TRV BepdTwv, who tried
cases in the provinces, ranked as “great” judges. The dignity of the kpiteg ToD fridov and the kpiteg
émi 700 inmodpduov, which was often the starting point of an administrative career, is often cited on
seals. This is probably due to the fact that these offices were low in the hierarchy and not at the head
of a service and could be held by many persons. The owners of the seals were also declaring their
legal training and judicial experience, qualities that they could never lose. In this aspect, their office
was lifelong, as N. Oikonomidés observed”.

® See A. GkouTzIoUKOsTAS, Some Remarks on Mystographos and Mystolektes, in: Epeironde. Proceedings of the 10th Inter-

national Symposium of Byzantine Sigillography, loannina 1-3 October 2009, ed. Chr. Stavrakos — Barbara Papadopoulou.
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