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Abstract: From the second half of the eleventh century onward, the Byzantine Empire began to be
threatened by the Seljuks in the east and by the Normans, Hungarians, and Pechenegs in the west. Within the
same century, the Empire experienced a profound economic and social crisis in addition to political and
military problems, bringing it to the brink of complete collapse. Consequently, when Emperor Alexios I
Komnenos (1081-1118) ascended the throne in 1081, he inherited an empire whose army had disintegrated
and whose economy was in decline. Following the Battle of Manzikert in 1071, the Byzantine Empire
suffered territorial losses in Anatolia and effectively collapsed. In an effort to restore the empire, Emperor
Alexios I Komnenos granted commercial privileges to the Republic of Venice in 1082 as part of his attempts
to reorganize the state. These privileges marked the beginning of a structural transformation in the Byzantine
economy. Although they provided short-term relief to the Byzantine economy, in the long run they proved
detrimental. With the extension of these privileges to Pisa in 1111 and to Genoa in 1155, competition among
Latin merchants liberalized the Mediterranean market, and as a result, the Byzantine Empire to completely
lose control over its commercial revenues. Consequently, the economy became dependent on the Latin city-
states within the Mediterranean trade network, and Latin merchants came to dominate commercial life. This
situation both harmed the local inhabitants of the Byzantine Empire and provoked their resentment toward
the central authority. As a result of these reactions and the conflicts between Latin merchants and the local
population, the political authority was placed in a highly precarious position. Ultimately, the steadily
increasing Latin influence over Byzantine trade, together with Byzantium’s loss of dominance in the
Mediterranean, became one of the most important factors determining the fate of the Byzantine Empire on
the road to 1204.
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Oz: XI. yiizyilin ikinci yarisindan itibaren Bizans Imparatorlugu doguda Selguklular, batida Normanlar,
Macarlar, Pecenekler tarafindan tehdit edilmeye baslamistir. Ayn1 yiizy1l igerisinde siyasi ve askeri sorunlarin
yani sira derin bir ekonomik ve toplumsal kriz yasayan imparatorluk tam bir ¢okiisiin esigine gelmistir.
Dolayistyla 1081 yilinda tahta c¢ikan imparator I. Aleksios Komnenos (1081-1118) ordusu dagilmis,
ekonomisi bozulmus bir imparatorluk devralmistir. 1071 Malazgirt Zaferi’nin ardindan Anadolu’da toprak
kayiplarina ugrayarak fiilen ¢oken Bizans Imparatorlugu’nu canlandirmak isteyen Imparator 1. Aleksios
Komnenos’un devleti yeniden toparlama cabalar1 kapsaminda 1082 yilinda Venedik Cumhuriyeti’ne tanidig
ticari ayricaliklar, Bizans ekonomisinde yapisal bir doniisiimiin baslangici olmustur. Ancak kisa zamanda
Bizans ekonomisine bir rahatlama saglayan bu ayricaliklar uzun vadede Bizans ekonomisine zarar vermistir.
Bu ayricaliklarin 1111 yilinda Pisa'ya, 1155 yilinda Ceneviz'e verilmesiyle birlikte Latin tiiccarlarin rekabeti
iizerinden Akdeniz pazari liberallesmis ve Bizans Imparatorlugu ticaret gelirleri iizerindeki denetimini
tamamen kaybetmigtir. Dolayisiyla ekonomi Akdeniz ticaret aginda Latin sehir devletlerine bagimli hale
gelirken Latin tiiccarlar ticari hayatta 6n plana ¢ikmistir. Bu Bizans imparatorlugu’nun yerel sakinlerine hem
zarar vermis hem de onlarm merkezi otoriteye karsi tepkisine neden olmustur. Bu tepkiler nedeniyle Latin
tiiccarlar ile yerli halk arasindaki ¢ekigmeler nedeniyle siyasi otorite de olduk¢a zor durumda kalmistir.
Nihayetinde Bizans ticaretindeki giinden giline artan Latin tesiri, Bizans’in Akdeniz’deki hakimiyetini
kaybetmesi ve 1204’e giden yolda Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun kaderini belirleyen en énemli etkenlerden biri
olmustur.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Komnenos Hanedani, Bizans Ekonomisi, Latinlesme, Akdeniz Ticareti, Venedik
Ayricaliklart.
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Structured Abstract:

This study aims to address a gap in the existing literature by examining the transformation of the
Byzantine economy during the Komnenian Dynasty (1081-1204) within the framework of the concept of
economic Latinisation. Although Byzantine historiography has frequently analysed the effects of the
commercial privileges granted by the Byzantine Empire to the Italian maritime city-states of Venice, Pisa,
and Genoa during the eleventh and twelfth centuries, relatively few studies have comprehensively examined
the relationship between the process of economic Latinisation that emerged in the long term and the resulting
economic dependency. In this context, the research highlights the impact of the system of commercial
privileges initiated with the Venetian Chrysobull of 1082 and later expanded through concessions granted to
Pisa and Genoa on Byzantine fiscal sovereignty, naval power, domestic production, and Mediterranean trade.
The study is significant in demonstrating that the process leading to the Latin conquest of Constantinople in
1204 was shaped not only by military and political developments but also by the institutionalisation of
economic dependency. In this respect, the research offers a new perspective to the literature on the role of
Komnenian policies in the economic and political transformation of the Byzantine Empire.

The study was developed through the collection and analysis of information derived from both
contemporary chronicles and modern scholarly sources, complemented by interpretations based on a holistic
examination of the interactions between historical events. A qualitative research approach was adopted
during the data collection process, with document analysis serving as the primary methodological tool. The
dataset consists of Byzantine chronicles, particularly Anna Komnene’s Alexiad, Niketas Choniates’ Historia,
and John Kinnamos’ Histories, as well as imperial decrees (chrysobulls) concerning the commercial
privileges granted to Venice in 1082, Pisa in 1111, and Genoa in 1155, together with major academic studies
published in the field of Byzantine economic history. In total, the study examines three principal chronicles,
three commercial privilege documents, and a substantial body of secondary literature relevant to the subject.
In the first stage of the research, the economic and political crises of the period between 1025 and 1081 were
evaluated within their historical context. In the second stage, the Komnenian reforms and the commercial
privileges granted to the Latin maritime city-states were analysed. In the final stage, the effects of these
privileges on the fiscal structure, trade revenues, naval power, domestic production, and social organisation
were interpreted through the use of thematic analysis techniques.

The findings of the study indicate that the process of economic Latinisation during the Komnenian
period unfolded in four distinct stages as a consequence of the policies pursued by the Komnenian rulers. In
the first stage, the Venetian Chrysobull of 1082 granted Venetian merchants exemptions from customs duties,
the right to engage in free trade, and a designated commercial quarter in Constantinople, thereby creating a
privileged Latin merchant class within the Byzantine trading system. In the second stage, the extension of
similar privileges to Pisa in 1111 and Genoa in 1155 led to a significant increase in the number of Latin
commercial colonies operating in Byzantine ports. As a result, these measures substantially weakened the
Byzantine Empire’s control over Mediterranean trade. In the third stage, the economic dominance of Latin
merchants reduced the competitiveness of local merchants and artisans, while a considerable share of
commercial revenues came under the control of the Italian maritime republics. In the fourth stage, as a
cumulative consequence of the preceding developments, Byzantium had, by the late twelfth century, lost
much of its naval capacity, a substantial portion of its customs revenues, and its influential position within
Mediterranean commerce. This economic transformation facilitated the emergence of a new aristocratic elite
integrated into Latin trade networks, strengthened anti-Latin sentiment among the local population, and
contributed to social unrest, including events such as the Massacre of the Latins in 1182. The study
demonstrates that the Latin conquest of Constantinople in 1204 was not solely the result of military and
political developments but also the culmination of a process of economic dependency that had evolved over
more than a century.

The results of the study demonstrate that, although the Komnenian period in Byzantine history
represented an era of reconstruction and recovery, it also marked a critical turning point in the
institutionalisation of economic dependency. The system of commercial privileges, which began with the
concessions granted to Venice in 1082 and was subsequently extended to Pisa and Genoa, alleviated the
Empire’s military and fiscal crises in the short term but ultimately weakened Byzantine economic
sovereignty in the long run. The privileges accorded to the Italian maritime republics facilitated the diversion
of commercial revenues beyond imperial control, contributed to the decline of domestic production, and
eroded the financial resources of the state treasury. As a consequence, the Byzantine economy gradually lost
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its production-orientated character and evolved into a structure increasingly dependent on consumption,
imports, and Latin commercial networks. Having lost much of its productive capacity, the Empire also ceased
to function as a leading and regulatory power in the Mediterranean, instead becoming a consumer market
dominated by the Latin maritime city-states. Unlike approaches that interpret the Komnenian period
primarily through the lenses of military achievements, administrative reforms, or diplomatic relations with
the Latin West, this study evaluates the era from the perspective of economic Latinisation and dependency. In
doing so, it offers a new interpretive framework for understanding both the transformation of Byzantium’s
role within the Mediterranean commercial system and the economic background of the developments that
culminated in 1204. Furthermore, the research provides a conceptual foundation for future comparative
studies focusing on the relationship between commercial privileges, economic dominance, and the role of
states in the mediaeval Mediterranean world.

Keywords: Komnenos Dynasty, Byzantine Economy, Latinisation, Mediterranean Trade, Venetian
Privileges.
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Résumé Structuré:

La présente étude vise a combler une lacune dans la littérature existante en examinant la
transformation de I'économie byzantine sous la dynastie des Comnénes (1081-1204) dans le cadre du concept
de « latinisation économique ». Bien que I’historiographie byzantine ait fréquemment analysé les effets des
priviléges commerciaux accordés par I’Empire byzantin aux cités-Etats maritimes italiennes de Venise, Pise
et Génes au cours des Xle et Xlle siécles, relativement peu d’études ont examiné de maniére exhaustive la
relation entre le processus de latinisation économique qui s’est développé a long terme et la dépendance
économique qui en a résulté. Dans ce contexte, la recherche met en lumiére I’impact du systéme de priviléges
commerciaux instauré par le chrysobulle vénitien de 1082, puis étendu par des concessions accordées a Pise
et a Génes, sur la souveraineté fiscale byzantine, la puissance navale, la production intérieure et le commerce
méditerranéen. Cette étude est importante en ce qu’elle démontre que le processus ayant conduit a la
conquéte latine de Constantinople en 1204 a été fagonné non seulement par des développements militaires et
politiques, mais aussi par I’institutionnalisation de la dépendance économique. A cet égard, cette recherche
apporte un nouvel éclairage a la littérature consacrée au role des politiques des Comnénes dans la
transformation économique et politique de I’Empire byzantin.

Cette étude a ét¢ menée grace a la collecte et a I’analyse d’informations issues a la fois de
chroniques contemporaines et de sources savantes modernes, complétées par des interprétations fondées sur
un examen global des interactions entre les événements historiques. Une approche de recherche qualitative a
été adoptée lors du processus de collecte des données, 1’analyse documentaire serving as the principal tool
methodological. L’ensemble de données comprend des chroniques byzantines, notamment 1’ Alexiade d’Anne
Comnene, I’Historia de Nicétas Choniates et les Histoires de Jean Kinnamos, ainsi que des décrets impériaux
(chrysobules) relatifs aux priviléges commerciaux accordés a Venise en 1082, a Pise en 1111 et a Génes en
1155, sans oublier les principales études universitaires publiées dans le domaine de I’histoire économique
byzantine. Au total, I’étude examine trois chroniques principales, trois documents relatifs aux priviléges
commerciaux et un corpus substantiel de littérature secondaire en rapport avec le sujet. Au cours de la
premiére phase de la recherche, les crises économiques et politiques de la période comprise entre 1025 et
1081 ont été évaluées dans leur contexte historique. Au cours de la deuxiéme phase, les réformes des
Comnénes et les priviléges commerciaux accordés aux cités-Etats maritimes latines ont été analysés. Au
cours de la phase finale, les effets de ces priviléges sur la structure fiscale, les recettes commerciales, la
puissance navale, la production intérieure et 1’organisation sociale ont été interprétés a 1’aide de techniques
d’analyse thématique.

Les résultats de 1’étude indiquent que le processus de latinisation économique sous la dynastie des
Comnenes s’est déroulé en quatre étapes distinctes, en conséquence des politiques menées par les souverains
comnénes. Au cours de la premiére étape, le chrysobulle vénitien de 1082 a accordé aux marchands vénitiens
des exonérations de droits de douane, le droit de pratiquer le libre-échange et un quartier commercial réservé
a Constantinople, créant ainsi une classe marchande latine privilégiée au sein du systéme commercial
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byzantin. Au cours de la deuxiéme étape, 1’extension de priviléges similaires a Pise en 1111 et a Génes en
1155 a entrainé une augmentation significative du nombre de colonies commerciales latines opérant dans les
ports byzantins. En conséquence, ces mesures ont considérablement affaibli le contrdle de I’Empire byzantin
sur le commerce méditerranéen. Au cours de la troisiéme étape, la domination économique des marchands
latins a réduit la compétitivité des marchands et artisans locaux, tandis qu’une part considérable des recettes
commerciales passait sous le contréle des républiques maritimes italiennes. Au cours de la quatriéme étape,
conséquence cumulative des développements précédents, Byzance avait, a la fin du Xlle si¢cle, perdu une
grande partie de sa capacité navale, une part substantielle de ses recettes douaniéres et sa position influente
au sein du commerce méditerranéen. Cette transformation économique a favorisé I’émergence d’une nouvelle
¢lite aristocratique intégrée aux réseaux commerciaux latins, renforcé le sentiment anti-latin au sein de la
population locale and contributed to social troubles, notably events such as the massacre of the Latins in
1182. L’étude démontre que la conquéte latine de Constantinople en 1204 n’était pas uniquement le résultat
d’évolutions militaires et politiques, mais aussi I’aboutissement d’un processus de dépendance économique
qui s’était développé sur plus d’un siécle.

Les résultats de cette étude montrent que, bien que la période comnénienne de I’histoire byzantine
ait représenté une ére de reconstruction et de relance, elle a également marqué un tournant décisif dans
I’institutionnalisation de la dépendance économique. Le systéme de priviléges commerciaux, qui a débuté
avec les concessions accordées a Venise en 1082 et s’est ensuite étendu a Pise et & Génes, a atténué a court
terme les crises militaires et fiscales de 1'Empire but has ultimately weakened Byzantine economic
sovereignty in the long term. Les priviléges accordés aux républiques maritimes italiennes ont facilité le
détournement des recettes commerciales hors du contréle impérial, contribué au déclin de la production
intérieure et érodé les ressources financiéres du Trésor public. En conséquence, 1’économie byzantine a
progressivement perdu son caractére axé sur la production et a évolué vers une structure de plus en plus
dépendante de la consommation, des importations et des réseaux commerciaux latins. Ayant perdu une
grande partie de sa capacité de production, I’Empire cessa également de jouer son role de puissance
dominante et régulatrice en Méditerranée, devenant a la place un marché de consommation dominé par les
cités-Etats maritimes latines. Contrairement aux approches qui interprétent la période comnénienne
principalement a travers le prisme des exploits militaires, des réformes administratives ou des relations
diplomatiques avec 1’Occident latin, cette étude évalue cette époque sous 1’angle de la latinisisation
économique et de la dépendance. Ce faisant, elle propose un nouveau cadre d’interprétation permettant de
comprendre a la fois la transformation du réle de Byzance au sein du systéme commercial méditerranéen et le
contexte économique des événements qui ont abouti aux événements de 1204. En outre, cette recherche
fournit une base conceptuelle pour de futures études comparatives axées sur la relation entre les priviléges
commerciaux, la domination économique et le role des Etats dans le monde méditerranéen médiéval.

Mots-clés: dynastic des Comnénes, économie byzantine, latinisation, commerce méditerranéen,
priviléges vénitiens.

Resumen Estructurado:

El presente estudio tiene por objeto colmar una laguna en la bibliografia existente mediante el
analisis de la transformacion de la economia bizantina durante la dinastia Comnena (1081-1204) en el marco
del concepto de «latinizacion econdmica». Aunque la historiografia bizantina ha analizado con frecuencia los
efectos de los privilegios comerciales concedidos por el Imperio bizantino a las ciudades-estado maritimas
italianas de Venecia, Pisa y Génova durante los siglos XI y XII. Son relativamente pocos los estudios que han
examinado de forma exhaustiva la relacion entre el proceso de latinizacion econdémica que surgié a largo
plazo y la dependencia econémica resultante. En este contexto, la investigacion pone de relieve el impacto
que tuvo el sistema de privilegios comerciales —iniciado con el Crisébulo veneciano de 1082 y ampliado
posteriormente mediante concesiones otorgadas a Pisa y Génova— sobre la soberania fiscal bizantina.
También influyé en el poder naval, la produccion interna y el comercio mediterraneo. El estudio reviste
importancia al demostrar que el proceso que condujo a la conquista latina de Constantinopla en 1204 no solo
estuvo determinado por acontecimientos militares y politicos, sino también por la institucionalizacion de la
dependencia economica. En este sentido, la investigacion ofrece una nueva perspectiva a la bibliografia sobre
el papel de las politicas de los Comnenos en la transformacion econémica y politica del Imperio bizantino.

El estudio se realizo recopilando y analizando informacion procedente tanto de cronicas
contemporaneas como de fuentes académicas actuales, complementadas con interpretaciones basadas en un
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examen integral de las interacciones entre los acontecimientos historicos. Durante el proceso de recopilacion
de datos se adoptd un enfoque de investigacion cualitativo, utilizando el analisis documental como principal
herramienta metodoldgica. El conjunto de datos estd compuesto por crénicas bizantinas, en particular la
Alexiada de Ana Comnena, la Historia de Nicetas Choniates y las Historias de Juan Kinnamos. También
incluye decretos imperiales (crisobulos) relativos a los privilegios comerciales concedidos a Venecia en
1082, a Pisa en 1111 y a Génova en 1155. Ademas, incluye decretos imperiales (crisobulos) relativos a los
privilegios comerciales concedidos a Venecia en 1082, a Pisa en 1111 y a Génova en 1155, junto con los
principales estudios académicos publicados en el ambito de la historia econéomica bizantina. En total, el
estudio examina tres cronicas principales, tres documentos sobre privilegios comerciales y un corpus
sustancial de bibliografia secundaria relevante para el tema. En la primera fase de la investigacion, se
evaluaron las crisis economicas y politicas del periodo comprendido entre 1025 y 1081 dentro de su contexto
historico. En la segunda fase, se analizaron las reformas comunes y los privilegios comerciales concedidos a
las ciudades-estado maritimas latinas. En la fase final, se analizaron los efectos de estos privilegios en la
estructura fiscal, los ingresos comerciales, el poder naval, la producciéon nacional y la organizacion social
utilizando técnicas de analisis tematico.

Los resultados del estudio indican que el proceso de latinizacion econdmica durante el periodo
comneno se desarrolld en cuatro ectapas distintas como consecuencia de las politicas aplicadas por los
gobernantes comnenos. En la primera etapa, el Crisébulo veneciano de 1082 concedio a los comerciantes de
Venecia exenciones de aduanas, el derecho a dedicarse al libre trafico y un barrio comercial designado en
Constantinopla, creando asi una clase mercantil latina privilegiada dentro del sistema comercial bizantino. En
la segunda etapa, la extension de privilegios similares a Pisa en 1111 y a Génova en 1155 provocod un
aumento significativo del numero de colonias comerciales latinas que operaban en los puertos bizantinos.
Como resultado, estas medidas debilitaron sustancialmente el control del Imperio bizantino sobre el comercio
mediterraneo. En la tercera etapa, el dominio econémico de los comerciantes latinos redujo la competitividad
de los comerciantes y artesanos locales, mientras que una parte considerable de los ingresos comerciales pasé
a estar bajo el control de las republicas maritimas italianas. En la cuarta etapa, como consecuencia
acumulativa de los acontecimientos anteriores, Bizancio habia perdido, a finales del siglo XII, gran parte de
su capacidad naval, una parte sustancial de sus ingresos aduaneros y su posicion influyente en el comercio
mediterraneo. Esta evolucion econdmica favorecio el surgimiento de una nueva élite aristocratica integrada
en las redes comerciales latinas, reforzo el sentimiento antilatino entre la poblacion local y contribuy6 al
malestar social, con acontecimientos como la masacre de los latinos de 1182. El estudio demuestra que la
conquista latina de Constantinopla en 1204 no fue Unicamente el resultado de acontecimientos militares y
politicos, sino también la culminacion de un proceso de dependencia econémica que se habia desarrollado a
lo largo de mas de un siglo.

Los resultados del estudio muestran que, aunque el periodo comun en la historia bizantina fue una
época de reconstruccion y recuperacion, también fue un momento clave en el establecimiento de la
dependencia econdémica. El sistema de privilegios comerciales, que comenzo con las concesiones otorgadas a
Venecia en 1082 y se extendid posteriormente a Pisa y Génova, alivio las crisis militares y fiscales del
Imperio a corto plazo, pero, en tltima instancia, debilito la soberania econémica bizantina a largo plazo. Los
privilegios concedidos a las republicas maritimas italianas facilitaron el desvio de los ingresos comerciales
fuera del control imperial, contribuyeron al declive de la produccidon nacional y erosionaron los recursos
financieros del erario publico. Como consecuencia, la economia bizantina perdié gradualmente su caracter
orientado a la produccion y evoluciond hacia una estructura cada vez mas dependiente del consumo, las
importaciones y las redes comerciales latinas. Al haber perdido considerable parte de su capacidad
productiva, el Imperio también dejo de funcionar como potencia lider y reguladora en el Mediterraneo,
convirtiéndose en cambio en un mercado de consumo dominado por las ciudades-estado maritimas latinas. A
diferencia de otros enfoques que ven el periodo comun principalmente por los logros militares, las reformas
administrativas o las relaciones diplomaticas con el Occidente latino, este estudio analiza la época desde el
punto de vista de la latinizaciéon econdémica y la dependencia. De este modo, ofrece un nuevo marco
interpretativo para comprender tanto la transformacion del papel de Bizancio dentro del sistema comercial
mediterrdneo como el trasfondo econdmico de los acontecimientos que culminaron en 1204. Ademas, la
investigacion ofrece una base teorica para futuros estudios que comparen la relacion entre los privilegios
comerciales, el poder econémico y el papel de los Estados en el Mediterraneo medieval.

Palabras clave: dinastia Comneno, economia bizantina, latinizacion, comercio mediterraneo,
privilegios venecianos.

www.turkishstudies.net/turkishstudies



954 Fatma Capan - Sezgin Giigliiay

ZHLHE:

AWFE BRI AL U T AL T B ERB T £ (1081-12044F) IHIFE & 22
DRI, BANIUAT SCHR A (025 1 o RV TR o B S 2 5 08 22 RO A o B [ AR+ AR
TEUJE T HERE AN A MY A5 S R 3RS B R A AT P AR R, (AR DA B T i 2 2K
TR 2GR T A HERE St AR I R KA E TR IR R o AEBETT R, AWTFUE AR T80 T
1082 e i (&E W H) « BRI @ T AR R PR e O R ML RFBUR &, 6 FE
FEW LA 2T [ A A DA S AR e 52 5 P A S . AN FU R BB AR T, e AR
T RE204450 T MEARE HHE TR, AP FEEMBUA KRR, B2 B2TMNER
R AR . X7, AWFTENRT RS T ERIBCRAETE &5 B i [ 2857 FE0a Fe A b g
FHRISCRRIR AL 10T AL A

AHRFEE I WA IR B R A A S S BURSAARSCIR A B R TT, IR U i s ik 2
FVAE B AR T B AR IR S T AR . AE BRI R R A T MR T 70, BTk BT
TEI R T H . BORE OISR —— LR AR TR (WP rEkTE) | JERER
EJRMR (FTs) AR L @5l CGRid) — PR X T108242 PRUENT. 11114 Tt
B LISSAEEE T RIS DAL 75 U4 (chrysobulls) , RN ELREFE (5 2 28 5 s 0% R 1)
FEZLRT. SRS, AWTFRHESE T =B gwE L. =M rbRsscst, UEAKES %38
SR ZIROCHR . FEWFTTAIEE — B B, BEXT 10254 B 108 14F I3t SBUAGHL, S5aH TR
BEAT TP . RS BB X RHE T RS B DR T AL T I I R AR AL AT T M. AE
JEM B IS B M EOR, R IR RO M A . AN B E TR A A
JAt x4 R

rgess R, BUE T L TR T ALBERE RV 7 8e iR & HEAT I ECR I 2 N AN SR AN
FEI B EER—F B, 1082FEMA 1 (B & EIET) BT e ASRE R, HHhHA
LS HE LT RN R X, MIIEFRE SR SRR IER T — /R H T /A2
o TEF B, 1111555 AU LB AR TR, SEAEFE s s EMHn T
NG R B BN, 450, USRS E R OCHI S T FF & A D6 R i 5 S s . 7RSS =Y
Bt f TR ANMIAS SIS T M ARF T & 524 ), Mk — 3 N TEN T
BRI DR E R EEz . VUM B, BRI RBEANRBRER, fftak, FhE
CAER T KM E S & A3 kBN, PARAER 5 5 rh IG5 ). 1% — 285 e R A
BRT BANRL T 5R B N4 08T B ARSI 2 WS, IR T 2SRRI R B T 4, TR EUT B
HI82AE“RL T N KERTENIIREER BN . AR, 1204401 T ANEARFE LH T B ARAE F 3R
BRBRISER, WML T — A2 ML ME TR R T .

WHIEEE RAEW], RAETESRED S BRI T ERIRIAR T — N EE S ML, EWs
EBELTEUHH FEACBERE T R AT 1. X — IR T 1082412 TRUB TR, BE/E Y e 2 LLE Al
P RSB R, BORFERI N Sf 1 o I ZE HAYBUahl, EMAKTRE, m&H58 T
PARLY 1Sy SV O °an i = W 1 AR ST 6 O S L N AN TG e By e/ P 1) 1 T
AN RZER, IR T EEREGE. KR, FEEERTEWEER 7 L T 6 1R
fiE, AR A H SO0 e E 0 DURRE T R I ER S . BEE AT RE I IRIE R R, TR E
717 [ B AN P REAFE gty it X A 0 2 AR B AR I, RTITE D9 s T e S R 3 A B
Yo ST EEN Gt ATESCERS RT P77 AN O R AL SR R T NI ST
EANF, AT NGB T ARG (4 f BEO X — I UTHEAT 1 9PAl . ik, ASHITSUONBRMEE &
TERL AR R R M AR, DURIRA FE2044F A R, 1RAE T — NH R HE SR
o BEAN, ABFFLNARRBEE T RIMLRAL. 20t 3 AL LK vt 20 st rh it 5 v 53 2 W) 5%
R LLEITT, BOE 1B

X BETIER. FLEZF. . MdiER S, BUE L

Turkish Studies, 21(01)



The Latinization Of The Byzantine Economy During The Komnenian Period:... 955

CrpykrypupoBannoe Pe3iome:

Lens JaHHOTO MCCIIEIOBAHUS — BOCIIOJIHUTH IPO0OEIT B CYIIECTBYIOLIEH JINTEpATYpe MyTeM aHaIn3a
TpaHcopMaMK BU3aHTUICKOM SKOHOMHUKHM B Tepuol mpapieHus nuHactud KomuuHoB (1081-1204) B
paMKax KOHIENIMH 3KOHOMHMYECKOW JIaTMHHM3alMh. XOTS B BH3AHTUIICKOI HcTOpHOTpaduu HEpeIKo
AQHAJTU3UPOBAIUCH TIOCJIEACTBHA TOPIOBBIX NPUBWIETHH, MNpPeNOCTaBICHHbIX BusaHTuiickoil umnepuein
UTAJIbIHCKUM MOPCKUM ropojam-rocygapcrsaM — Beneuun, Iluze u I'enye — B XI u XII Bekax,
OTHOCHUTEJILHO MaJlo MCCIIE0BaHUI BCECTOPOHHE U3y4aso B3aMMOCBSI3b MEXIY MPOLIECCOM 3KOHOMHUUECKOH
JaTUHU3AIHMH, COPMHUPOBABILMMCS B JIOJITOCPOYHON MEPCIIEKTHBE, M BBITEKAIOMEH U3 HETO IKOHOMHYECKOM
3aBHCUMOCTBIO. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE UCCIEN0BAHNE MTOTYEPKUBAET BIMSAHUE CUCTEMBI TOPrOBBIX NPUBUIIETHUI,
3aJI0KEHHOHW BeHeIMaHCKUM xpucoOyiutom 1082 roma m BIOCIEACTBHM PAcIIMpEHHOHN 3a CYET KOHIIECCHH,
npenocTaBieHHBIX Ilm3e u ['eHye, Ha BH3AaHTHHCKAN (QUCKAIbHBII CyBEpEHHTET, MOPCKYIO MOIIb,
BHYTPEHHEE TPOU3BOACTBO M TOProBmo B Cpeau3eMHOMOphE. 3HAUYMMOCTh JAHHOTO HCCIICIOBAHHA
3aKJII0YaeTCsl B TOM, 4YTO OHO JEMOHCTPHUPYET: NPOLECC, NPUBEAIINA K JATHHCKOMY 3aBOEBaHHIO
Koncrantunonons B 1204 roamy, onpenesnsicst He TOJIBKO BOCHHBIMH M NOJUTHYECKHMHU COOBITHSIMU, HO U
MHCTUTYLMOHAIN3AIlMEel 3KOHOMUYECKOH 3aBUCHUMOCTH. B 3TOM OTHOLIEHMM HCClIeOBaHME Ipejiaraert
HOBBIM B3IIAJ Ha JIUTEPATypy, MOCBSIIEHHYIO POJIU MOJUTUKHU AWHACTHH KOMHHHOB B SKOHOMMYECKOH U
MOJUTHYECKOH TpaHchopMaly BuzanTuiickoli HMIepuy.

HccrenoBanne ObLTO MpOBENEHO Ha OCHOBE cOopa W aHanm3a WHPOPMALWH, NOTYICHHOW KakK W3
COBPEMEHHBIX XPOHHUK, TaK U M3 COBPEMEHHBIX HAyUHBIX HCTOYHUKOB, IOIMOJHEHHOM HHTEpHpETaLUsIMHU,
OCHOBAHHBIMH Ha KOMILICKCHOM HM3YYEHHH B3aWMOCBS3EeH MEXKIYy HCTOPHUSCKUMHE COOBITHSIMH. B mpormecce
cOopa maHHBIX OBUI TPUMEHCH KAaYeCTBEHHBIH WCCIEIOBATEILCKAN IOAXOM, IPH 3TOM OCHOBHBIM
METOJIOJIOTUYECKUM HMHCTPYMEHTOM TMOCHYKWJI aHalIu3 JOKYMEHTOB. MacCUB JaHHBIX COCTOUT W3
BU3AHTUHCKUX XPOHHUK, B yacTHOCTU «Anekcuanp» AHHbI Komuunbl, «Mcropum» Hukera Xonuata u
«Ucropmit» Moanna KunHama, a Takke MMIEPaTOPCKUX YKa30B (XpH300yIuieii), KacalolMXCsi TOPrOBBIX
MpUBWIETHH, penoctaBieHHbix Beneruu B 1082 rony, IMuze B 1111 rogy u I'enye B 1155 roxy, Hapsiay c
OCHOBHBIMHM HAyYHBIMH pabOTaMu, OMyOJMKOBAaHHBIMH B OOJIACTH 3KOHOMHUYECKOH mctopuu Buszantuu. B
1IEJIOM B MCCIIEZIOBAHUN aHATU3UPYIOTCS TPU OCHOBHBIE XPOHHUKH, TPY JJOKYMEHTA O TOPTOBBIX MPUBUIIETUIX
U OOIIMPHBIIT MacCUB BTOPUYHOM JIUTEPATYypbl, MMEIOIEH OTHOICHWE K JaHHOH Teme. Ha mepBom artame
HCCIICIOBaHHUS YKOHOMHUYECKUE U MOJIUTHYECKUE KpU3ncH epuona ¢ 1025 mo 1081 rox ObUIH OLIEHEHHI B UX
HUCTOpPUYIECKOM KOHTeKcTe. Ha BTOopoM 3Tame ObUTH TpoaHaIH3MpoBaHEl peopMbl KOMHUHOB M TOPTOBEIC
MPUBWIETHH, NPEAOCTaBICHHbIE JATUHCKUM MPUMOPCKUM TropoiaMm-rocyjaapcrBaM. Ha 3akirouurensHOM
JTame ¢ MOMOINBI0 METOIOB TEMAaTHYECKOTO aHaNW3a OBUIM HMHTEPIPETHPOBAHBI ITOCIEACTBUS ITHX
MPUBWICTHH TS PUCKATBHON CTPYKTYPBI, TOPTOBBIX JOXOJ0B, MOPCKOH MOIIH, BHYTPEHHETO POU3BOICTBA
Y COLMAIbHON OpraHU3alMU.

Pe3ynbTaThl HCClIeZOBaHMS IOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO MPOIECC SKOHOMHYECKOW JIATHHM3ALUU B IEPHOJ
npaBieHdss KOMHHHOB NpoTeKad B HYETHIpEX UYETKO PAa3IHUMUMBIX JTalax Kak CIEJCTBHE IIOJUTHKH,
MIPOBOIMMOM npaBuTeIsIMU U3 quHacTuH KomanHOB. Ha mepBoM »Tamne BeHenmanckui xpucooymn 1082 roga
MPEOCTaBUI BEHEIIMAaHCKUM KyIIlaM OCBOOOXJEHHE OT TaMOXKCHHBIX IONIUIMH, MPaBO Ha CBOOOTHYIO
TOPTOBIIIO H BBIJIEIICHHBIN TOProBbIi kBapTall B KoHcTaHTHHOMNOINE, CO31aB TEM CaMbIM IIPUBHIETUPOBAHHBIN
JATHHCKUP KyINEedecKHil Kiacc B paMKaX BH3aHTUIICKOH ToproBo cucremsl. Ha BTropoMm »srame
npenocrabiieHue aHajgoruuHbix npuBuiernid Iluze B 1111 rogy m I'enye B 1155 romy mnpuBeno k
3HAQUUTENIBHOMY YBEJIMYEHUIO YHUCIA JATUHCKUX TOPrOBBIX KOJOHHM, IEHCTBOBABIIMX B BH3aHTUHCKUX
noprax. B pe3ymprare 3TM Mephl CYyIIECTBEHHO OCIa0MIM KOHTpOJb BuzaHTmiickoil mmmepnu Hax
CpeIN3eMHOMOPCKON ToproBieid. Ha TpeTbeM 3Tame 3KOHOMHUYECKOE JOMUHHPOBAHME JIATUHCKUX KYyIIOB
CHH3MJIO KOHKYPEHTOCHOCOOHOCTh MECTHBIX KYIIIOB U PEMECICHHUKOB, B TO BpeMsl KaK 3HAUUTEIbHAS OIS
TOPTOBBIX JOXOJOB IEpenuIa MoJ KOHTPOJbh HTAJBIHCKUX MOPCKHX pecrmyOmuk. Ha werBéprom stame, B
pe3yabTaTe COBOKYITHOTO BO3JCHCTBUS MPEAIIECTBYIONINX COOBITHH, K KoHIy XII Beka Buzantus yrparuna
0OJBIIYI0 YaCTh CBOETO BOCHHO-MOPCKOTO NOTEHIIMANA, 3HAYUTENBHYIO JOMI0 TAMOXKEHHBIX MOCTYIUICHHH H
CBO¢ BIHMATEIHHOE IOJOXKEHHE B CPEIM3EMHOMOPCKON TOPTOBiIE. DTa 3KOHOMHYECKas TpaHCGhOpMAanus
CIOCOOCTBOBAJIA TOSIBJICHUIO HOBOM apHCTOKPATHYECKOW AIIMTHI, HHTETPUPOBAHHON B JIATHHCKUE TOPrOBBIE
CeTH, yCUJIWJIA aHTWIATUHCKUAE HACTPOEHHUS CpPeId MECTHOIO HACElIeHUs M IpHUBEla K COLUAIbHBIM
BOJIHEHHSIM, BKJIFOUasi Takue coObITHs, Kak «Pe3ns matunsn» B 1182 roxy. MccnenoBanue nokasbpiBaeT, 4To
JaTuHCKOe 3aBoeBaHue KoHcrantmHomosisi B 1204 romy OBIJIO HEe TOJNBKO pe3yjibTaTOM BOCHHBIX H
MOJMTHYECKNX COOBITHH, HO M KyJIbMHUHAILIMEH ITpoliecca SKOHOMUYECKOH 3aBUCUMOCTH, Pa3BUBABIIETOCS Ha
NPOTSHKEHUH 00JIee YeM CTOJIETHS.
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PesynbTarsl ncciaenoBaHus MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO, XOTS NEpUOJ IpaBieHUss KOMHUHOB B BU3aHTUHCKOMI
HCTOPHH MPEACTABIUT COOOH SIOXY BOCCTAHOBJICHHUS M BO3POXKICHHUS, OH TAaKXKEe O3HAMEHOBAJI KPUTHUECKIHA
MOBOPOTHBI MOMEHT B HHCTHUTYIHOHAJM3AIMA HSKOHOMHYECKOW 3aBHCHMOCTH. CHcTeMa TOPrOBBIX
MIPUBWIETHI, HauyaBIIAsiCs C KOHLECCUM, INpenocTaBieHHbIX Benenmuu B 1082 rogy u BHoCiIEeaCTBUH
pacnpocTpaHeHHbIX Ha [Tu3y u ['eHyr0, B KpaTKOCPOYHOM MEPCIEKTUBE CMSTYMIA BOCHHBIC U (DMHAHCOBEIC
KPU3UCHl HMMIICPHH, HO B KOHCYHOM UTOre OcCladuia SKOHOMHYCCKHIA CyBepeHHTET BusaHTnu B
JIOJITOCPOYHON TepCreKTUBE. [IpUBWIICTUH, TPEIOCTABICHHBIC HUTANBIHCKIM MOPCKHM pPECIyOIHKaMm,
CIOCOOCTBOBAIM yTEYKE TOPTOBBIX JOXOJOB 3a TMPEACTBl MMIIEPCKOTO KOHTPOJISA, MPHUBEIU K YMAAKY
BHYTPCHHETO IPOM3BOJCTBA U UCTOINWIM (DUHAHCOBBIC PECYpPCHl TOCYJIApCTBCHHOW Ka3HBI. B pesynbrare
BHU3aHTHICKasi SKOHOMHKA IMOCTEIICHHO YTPaTHJIa CBOM IPOWM3BOACTBEHHO-OPHEHTHPOBAHHBIM XapakTep U
MPeBPaTWIach B CTPYKTYpPY, BCe B OOJBINEH CTENEHH 3aBHCAIIYIO OT MOTPEOICHUS, IMIIOPTa U JTATHHCKHIX
TOproBeIX cereil. [loTepsiB 3HAYNTENBHYIO YacTh CBOETO IPOM3BOACTBEHHOTO MOTCHIIMANIA, UMIICPHS TaKXKe
nepecTana (YHKIMOHHPOBAaTh B KadecTBE BeOylmled u perymupyiomeil cumbl B CpennzeMHOMOpEE,
MPEBPATUBIIACH BMECTO 3TOTO B MMOTPEOUTEIHCKII PHIHOK, HA KOTOPOM JOMHHHAPOBANN JTATHHCKUE MOPCKHE
ropoja-rocymapcTa. B oTimyme OT TOAXOMOB, WHTCPHPETHPYIOMNX KOMHCHOBCKHH  IEpHOL
NPEeHMYIIECTBEHHO 4epe3 IpPU3My BOCHHBIX JIOCTIDKCHHH, aJMHHUCTPAaTHBHBIX pedopM MM
JIUTUIOMATUYECKUX OTHOIICHUHN C JTATUHCKUM 3amajioM, JaHHOE MCCIIeOBaHNE OIICHUBAET 3Ty JIMOXY C TOYKU
3pEHUs DKOHOMUYECKOW JIAaTMHM3AIMM W 3aBUCUMOCTH. TeM caMblM OHO TpeljaraeT HOBYIO
MHTEPIPETAMOHHYI0 OCHOBY /I IIOHUMaHMi Kak TpaHcopmauuu ponud Busantum B pamkax
CpeM3eMHOMOPCKON TOPTOBOIl CHCTEMBI, TAK U SKOHOMUYECKOT0 ()OHA COOBITHI, KyJIbMUHALIMEH KOTOPHIX
cran 1204 roa. Kpome Toro, naHHOe HCCIEIOBAaHHE CO3JaeT KOHIENTYaJbHYI0 OCHOBY I OymymIux
CPaBHHUTCIBHBIX HCCICIOBAHHUN, TIMOCBSIIEHHBIX B3aUMOCBS3M MEXKAY TOPTOBBIMH IIPUBIUICTHSIMH,
SKOHOMHYECKUM TOMUHHUPOBAHUEM U POJIBIO TOCYIApPCTB B CPETHEBEKOBOM CPEIU3EMHOMOPCKOM MHpE.

KuawueBble cjoBa: jguHactuds KOMHHMHOB, BU3aHTHICKAas SKOHOMHKA, JIATHMHU3AIMA,
CpeI3eMHOMOpPCKAst TOPTOBIIS, BEHSITUAHCKHE TIPUBUIICTHH.
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Yapilandirilmis Ozet:

Bu c¢alisma, Komnenos Hanedani doneminde (1081-1204) Bizans ekonomisinde meydana
gelen donilisiimii ekonomik Latinlesme kavrami gercevesinde inceleyerek literatiirdeki boslugu doldurmay1
amagclamaktadir. Mevcut literatiirde XI. ve XII. yiizyillarda Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun Venedik, Pisa ve
Ceneviz gibi Italyan denizci sehir devletlerine tanidig1 ticari ayricaliklarin imparatorlugun ekonomik yapisi
iizerindeki etkileri Bizans tarih yaziminda siklikla incelenmis olmakla birlikte, bu ayricaliklarin uzun vadede
ortaya ¢ikardigi ekonomik Latinlegme siireci ile ekonomik bagimlilik arasindaki iliskiyi biitiinciil bigimde ele
alan calismalar smirh kalmistir. Bu noktada arastirma, ozellikle 1082 tarihli Venedik Chrysobull’u ile
baslayan ve daha sonra Pisa ile Ceneviz’e taninan imtiyazlarla genisleyen ticari ayricaliklar sisteminin

www.turkishstudies.net/turkishstudies



958 Fatma Capan - Sezgin Giigliiay

Bizans’in mali egemenligi, denizcilik giicli, yerli tiretim yapist ve Akdeniz ticareti {izerindeki etkilerine
dikkat cekmektedir. Caligma, 1204 Latin iggaline giden siirecin yalnizca askeri ve siyasi geligmelerle degil,
ekonomik bagimliligin  kurumsallasmasiyla da iliskili oldugunu gostermesi bakimindan 6nem
tagimaktadir. Bu yoniiyle arastirma, Komnenos donemi politikalarinin Bizans’in ekonomik ve siyasal
doniisiimiindeki roliine iligkin literatiire yeni bir degerlendirme yaklasimi sunmaktadir.

Arastirma doneme ait kronik eserlerin yani sira modern kaynaklarin verdigi bilgilerin toplanmasi,
analiz edilmesi, olaylarin birbirleriyle etkilesimlerine biitiinciil bir yaklasim yoluyla yorumlar katilmas: ile
ortaya cikarilmistir. Veri toplama siirecinde nitel arastirma yaklagimi benimsenmis olup dokiiman analizi
yontemi 6n planda yer almistir. Aragtirmanin  veri setini Anna Komnena'nin Alexiadl, Niketas
Khoniates'in Historia's1 ve loannes Kinnamos'un Historias: basta olmak iizere Bizans donemine ait kronikler,
1082 Venedik, 1111 Pisa ve 1155 Ceneviz ticari imtiyazlarina iliskin imparatorluk fermanlari (chrysobull) ile
Bizans iktisat tarihi alaninda yayimlanmis temel akademik ¢alismalar olugturmaktadir. Caligmada toplam {i¢
temel kronik, {i¢ ticari imtiyaz belgesi ve konuya iligkin cok sayida ikincil kaynak incelenmistir.
Aragtirmanin ilk asamasinda 1025-1081 yillar1 arasindaki ekonomik ve siyasal kriz ortami tarihsel baglam
icerisinde degerlendirilmis, ikinci asamada Komnenos reformlari ile Latin sehir devletlerine taninan ticari
ayricaliklar analiz edilmistir. Son asamada ise s6z konusu ayricaliklarin mali yapi, ticaret gelirleri, denizcilik
giicii, yerli iiretim ve toplumsal yapi tizerindeki etkileri tematik analiz teknikleri kullanilarak yorumlanmaistir.

Arastirma bulgulart Komnenoslar doneminde izlenen politikalar nedeniyle ekonomideki Latinlesme
stirecinin dort asamada gergeklestirildigini gostermistir. Birinci asamada 1082 tarihli Venedik Chrysobull'u
ile Venedikli tiiccarlara giimriik vergisi muafiyeti, serbest ticaret hakki ve Konstantinopolis'te 6zel ticaret
mahallesi tahsis edilmesiyle birlikte Bizans ticaret sisteminde ayricalikli bir Latin tiiccar sinifi
ortaya ¢ikmistir. Ikinci asamada buna benzer ayricaliklarm 1111 yilinda Pisa'ya ve 1155 yilinda Ceneviz'e
verilmesiyle Bizans limanlarinda Latin ticaret kolonilerinin sayisi artmustir. Bu nedenle bu uygulamalar
Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun Akdeniz ticareti iizerindeki denetimini 6nemli 6lciide zayiflamustir. Ugiincii
agsamada ise Latin tiiccarlarin ekonomik iistiinliigii yerli tiiccar ve zanaatkarlarin rekabet giiclinii azaltmus,
ticaret gelirlerinin 6nemli bir kismi Italyan denizci cumhuriyetlerinin kontroliine gegmistir. Dordiincii
asamada ise ilk {i¢ agamanin sonucu olarak Bizans'n XII. yiizyil sonlarma dogru denizcilik kapasitesini,
giimriik gelirlerinin  6nemli boélimiinii ve Akdeniz ticaretindeki belirleyici konumunu kaybettigi
goriilmiistiir. Ekonomik doniisiim, Latin ticaretiyle biitiinlesen yeni bir aristokratik elitin ortaya ¢ikmasina,
yerli halk arasinda Latin karsithiginin giliclenmesine ve 1182 Latin Katliami gibi toplumsal olaylarin
yaganmasina zemin hazirlamigtir. Calisma, 1204 Latin iggalinin yalnizca askeri ve siyasi gelismelerin degil,
bir asirdan fazla siiredir devam eden ekonomik bagimlilik siirecinin de sonucu oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir.

Aragtirmanin sonuglar1 Bizans Imparatorlugu tarihinde Komnenos déneminin yeniden yapilanma ve
toparlanma siirecini yansitmasina ragmen ayni zamanda ekonomik bagimliligin kurumsallastigi bir doniim
noktasini temsil ettigini gostermektedir. 1082 yilinda Venedik’e tanman ticari ayricaliklarla baslayan ve daha
sonra Pisa ile Ceneviz’e genisletilen imtiyazlar sistemi, kisa vadede devletin askeri ve mali krizlerini
hafifletmis ancak uzun vadede Bizans’in ekonomik egemenligini zayiflatmistir. Italyan denizci
cumbhuriyetlerine taninan ayricaliklar, ticaret gelirlerinin imparatorluk disina yonelmesine, yerli liretimin
gerilemesine ve devlet hazinesinin mali kaynaklarmin aginmasina yol agmistir. Sonug¢ olarak Bizans
ekonomisi, iiretime dayali karakterini kaybederek tiiketime ve dolayisiyla ithalata ve Latin ticaret aglarina
bagimh bir yapiya doniismiistiir. Uretici giiciinii kaybeden imparatorluk Akdeniz’in y&nlendirici ve denetci
giici olma oOzelligini de yitirerek Latin sehir devletlerinin hakim oldugu bir tiiketici pazar haline
doniismiistiir. Bu ¢alisma, Komnenos donemini yalnizca askeri bagarilar, idari reformlar veya Latin Bati ile
diplomatik iligkiler ~baglaminda ele alan yaklasimlardan farkli olarak, ekonomik Latinlesme ve
bagimlilik perspektifinden degerlendirmektedir. Bu yoniiyle ¢alisma Bizans’in Akdeniz ticaret sistemindeki
roliiniin degisimi ve 1204’e giden siirecin ekonomik arka planimi aciklayarak literatiire yeni bir yorum
cercevesi sunmaktadir. Ayrica arastirma, Orta Cag Akdeniz diinyasinda ticari ayricaliklar, ekonomik
hakimiyet ve devletlerin rolleri arasindaki iligkilere odaklanan gelecekteki karsilagtirmali ¢aligmalar igin
kavramsal bir zemin olusturmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Bizans imparatorlugu, Komnenos Hanedani, Bizans Ekonomisi, Latinlesme,
Akdeniz Ticareti, Venedik Ayricaliklari
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Introduction

Komnenian Period Prior to the Byzantine Empire: Political and Economic Conditions
(1025-1081)

The Byzantine Empire entered one of the most complex and fragile periods of its history
following the death of Emperor Basil Il in 1025. During the reigns of the emperors who succeeded
Basil 11, frequent changes of rulers, court intrigues, and rivalries among noble families plunged the
empire into a crisis of central authority. The political, administrative, military, and economic
structures that the empire had spent centuries building gradually began to deteriorate from this
point onward. Particularly from the mid-eleventh century, the intensifying struggle between the
military aristocracy and the civil bureaucracy created power vacuums in the provinces. These
conflicts accelerated the emergence of autonomous local power centers in the empire’s Anatolian
and Balkan territories. During this period, governance in Byzantium increasingly came to be
shaped by the interests of aristocratic families. At times, the Byzantine Empire effectively became
the representative of whichever noble faction held the greatest power (Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 296-
297). As a result, the emperor’s authority gradually began to weaken in territories beyond
Constantinople. The tension between the bureaucratic elite and the military aristocracy undermined
Byzantium’s traditional landholding and taxation system, weakening the economic ties between the
provinces and the central government. Indeed, during the reign of Emperor Romanos III Argyros
(1028-1034), himself a typical representative of the aristocratic class, the additional tax burden
imposed by Basil Il on large landowners for abandoned peasant holdings was abolished at the
insistence of this social group (Angold, 2004, p. 223-225). Thus, with the abolition of
the epibole(allelengyon) system, which had constituted a fundamental component of the Byzantine
taxation structure, the state lost a significant source of fiscal revenue. The disappearance of this
mechanism contributed to growing financial difficulties and further weakened the empire’s fiscal
stability (Angold, 2004, p. 225; Bamyaci-Giigliiay, 2020, p. 484). On the other hand, the gradual
repeal of the laws enacted during the reign of Basil II that had supported the institution of small-
scale landownership enabled wealthy individuals to acquire peasant and military lands with ease,
thereby strengthening the system of large landed estates. Consequently, the balance that the central
government had sought to establish against powerful landowners since the reign of Romanos I
Lekapenos was effectively dismantled. As the aristocracy accumulated greater economic power, it
also achieved political dominance. Large landowners who purchased peasant and military holdings
often reduced their former owners to a condition resembling semi-servitude. As a result, the efforts
devoted since the reign of Heraclius to strengthening and revitalizing the state were largely undone,
while the empire’s military and fiscal foundations entered a period of decline. The impoverishment
of the state and the consequent reduction in public expenditures significantly weakened the military
capabilities of the empire. During the reign of Constantine IX Monomachos, Byzantine gold
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coinage began to undergo a controlled debasement, with the purity of the coins declining from
twenty-four to eighteen carats. At each stage of this process, new varieties of coinage were issued.
This development serves as a clear indication of the deteriorating condition of the Byzantine
economy in the eleventh century. The Byzantine government likely regarded currency
debasement as a means of addressing budget deficits and mounting fiscal difficulties. In the
ensuing period, the rivalry between the civil aristocracy of the capital and the military aristocracy
of the provinces became one of the defining features of Byzantine history (Ostrogorsky, 2011, p.
297; Angold, 2004, p. 219-223). In this environment, the expansionist policy pursued during the
reign of Basil II was abandoned, and the costly strategy of maintaining the empire in a constant
state of warfare was relinquished. In an effort to reduce expenditures, the government chose to
downsize the armed forces. Emperor Constantine IX Monomachos regarded military expansion as
unnecessary at a time when the empire enjoyed relatively secure frontiers, and

therefore pursued a policy of reducing the military establishment. The primary objective of his
reforms was to strengthen the civilian administration while simplifying the military
organization. Local military units stationed in frontier regions were disbanded, and responsibility
for defense was transferred to professional troops deployed at strategically important locations.
Although the thematic armies formally continued to exist, they increasingly survived only on
paper. Provincial administration was gradually removed from the authority of military commanders
(strategoi) and entrusted instead to civilian governors known as judges or praitors. Furthermore, a
new ministry, the Epi ton Kriseon, was established in Constantinople, and all civilian governors
were placed under its supervision. Through these measures, the process of demilitarizing provincial
administration was effectively completed (Angold, 2004, p. 229-230).

During the reign of Emperor Constantine X Doukas, who belonged to the powerful civilian
aristocracy, public offices increasingly became objects of sale, while the army was largely
neglected. Owing to persistent financial difficulties, military expenditures were reduced in order to
meet the costs of other sectors of government. At the same time, the ever-growing number of
officials, who themselves constituted the dominant social class, placed increasing demands upon
the state treasury, thereby imposing a heavy financial burden. Consequently, as the state moved
steadily toward economic decline, the expenses of the imperial court cloaked in an appearance of
grandeur continued to rise. Donations to the Church increased, while lavish gifts bestowed upon
foreign rulers in an effort to secure their goodwill also became more frequent. Thus, the political
objectives of the ruling elite and the fiscal needs of the state converged in a manner that ultimately
undermined the empire’s defensive capabilities. In addition to these internal difficulties, the
Byzantine Empire found itself confronted by a highly complex and multidirectional threat
environment during the same century. It faced the advance of the Seljuk Empire in the east,
the Normans in the west, the Hungarians to the northwest, and the Pechenegs in the north.
Surrounded by threats on multiple fronts, the empire entered a period of profound strategic
vulnerability (Hendy, 1985, p. 235; Angold, 2004, p. 217; Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, p. 24; Lopez,
1976, p. 65). In this context, the disintegration of the imperial army and the growing tendency of
provincial forces to disregard directives from the central government constituted a major
disadvantage for the empire. Throughout the eleventh century, Byzantium experienced a profound
economic and social crisis, compounded by political and military challenges that emerged on
multiple fronts. Together, these difficulties brought the state to the brink of collapse (Oikonomides,
2002, p. 1019). Indeed, the Battle of Manzikert of 1071 represented the clearest indication of the
effective collapse of the Byzantine military system. At the same time, the loss of the empire’s
position in Anatolia resulted in a severe economic setback. Anatolia had supplied the majority of
the empire’s grain requirements and served as a major center for economic activities such as textile
manufacturing and mineral production. Consequently, the weakening and eventual loss of
Byzantine control over this region deprived the empire of one of its most important sources of
revenue, manpower, and material resources (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, p. 150; Ostrogorsky, 2011, p.
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316-319; Hendy, 1985, p. 665). Having suffered such a dramatic collapse along its eastern
frontiers, the Byzantine Empire simultaneously experienced a major decline on its western borders
as well, when all of its remaining possessions in Italy were conquered by Robert Guiscard. The loss
of these territories marked the end of Byzantine authority in southern Italy and further deepened the
empire’s political, military, and economic crisis during the latter half of the eleventh century (Anna
Komnena, 1996, p. 118). Seeking a way out of the empire’s dire circumstances, Emperor Michael
VII Doukas was compelled to request assistance from Pope Gregory VII. In doing so, he
inadvertently contributed to the pope’s efforts to establish ecclesiastical unity under the principle of
Rome’s universal supremacy. This appeal for support reflected both the severity of the Byzantine
crisis and the growing dependence of the empire on external assistance during the latter half of the
eleventh century (Ostrogorsky, 2011, p. 320). The economic crisis that unfolded during the reign
of Michael VII Doukas led to a depreciation of the currency, while the prices of grain and bread
rose sharply and unemployment reached critical levels. These circumstances help explain Michael
VII’s attempt in the 1070s to redirect the grain trade of Thrace away from Raidestos and channel it
directly to Constantinople. Through this policy, the emperor sought to bring the grain trade under
state control in order to alleviate shortages and curb rising prices in the capital. This measure
reflected the government's efforts to manage the severe economic pressures facing the empire and
to secure a stable food supply for Constantinople during a period of mounting fiscal and social
instability (Jacoby, 2017, p. 629). Indeed, the outbreak of internal rebellions made the crisis
confronting the Byzantine Empire increasingly visible and acute (Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 320-322;
Hendy, 1985, p. 235). Furthermore, the loss of Anatolia led to a substantial decline in tax revenues,
which in turn contributed to the growing deficits of the imperial treasury. As a consequence of
these losses, the Byzantine state was no longer able to adequately finance military expenditures,
collect sufficient tax revenues, or even meet the payment of salaries. At the same time, the
deteriorating morale and effectiveness of the army caused Byzantium to become increasingly
dependent on the Western mercenary system, particularly on Latin troops (Haldon, 1999, p. 268;
Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 337-338). This growing reliance on foreign soldiers reflected the empire’s
weakening military infrastructure and its inability to maintain a strong indigenous fighting force
during the latter decades of the eleventh century.

As the empire’s various problems increasingly triggered one another in a chain reaction,
the Byzantine monetary system also began to collapse. The gold nomisma, which had served as a
stable currency for centuries, continued to lose its purity and intrinsic value. As a consequence,
inflation accelerated, while internal unrest grew in direct proportion to the worsening economic
conditions (Ostrogorsky, 2011, p. 337; Hendy, 1985, p. 235; Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, p. 150;
Oikonomides, 2002, p. 1019). The civil wars that plagued the empire, the increasing expenditures
of the imperial court, and the war indemnities imposed after military defeats all contributed to
the depletion of the state treasury. Faced with this situation, the imperial government sought a
solution by imposing new taxes upon the population, a policy that further intensified social
discontent in the provinces. While small-scale producers burdened with heavy taxation were driven
into bankruptcy, tax collectors and the landed aristocracy continued to expand their wealth. In its
efforts to overcome this fiscal crisis, the empire pursued another strategy by seeking ways to grant
commercial privileges to Western states. This development suggests that even before the rise of the
Komnenian dynasty, the Byzantine Empire possessed an economy that was increasingly dependent
upon external financial support. Indeed, during the seventh to tenth centuries—a period often
characterized as an age of contraction and isolation in Western Europe—Venice, which remained
under Byzantine influence, was able, despite considerable difficulties, to maintain commercial
relations between Western Europe and Byzantium. The empire had also granted Venice, which was
entrusted with policing duties in the Adriatic, extensive trading privileges from the late tenth
century onward (Bamyaci, 2019, p. 239). One of the principal reasons why Byzantium, even at the
height of its power, extended privileges to Venice that closely resembled capitulatory concessions
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was its desire to restrict the development of an emerging Byzantine bourgeoisie (Giigliiay, 2019, p.
74). Such policies, while intended to serve immediate political and economic objectives, ultimately
increased the influence of foreign merchants within the imperial economy and weakened the
prospects for the growth of an independent Byzantine commercial class.

While the Byzantine economy continued to decline throughout the eleventh century,
commercial cities such as Venice, Pisa, and Amalfi expanded their trading networks across the
Adriatic and Aegean Seas and began establishing commercial colonies in Byzantine ports. Venice,
in particular, emerged as the principal intermediary responsible for transporting Byzantine goods to
Western markets. Moreover, having firmly established themselves within Byzantine domestic
commerce, Venetian merchants gradually came to dominate trade not only between Constantinople
and the West but also between the capital and other Byzantine cities (Abulafia, 2012, p. 300).
Although these developments contributed to an increase in the volume of trade, they also generated
new risks for the Byzantine economy. As commercial activity expanded, a substantial portion of
customs revenues increasingly fell under the control of Latin merchants. At the same time, as the
Byzantine economy became progressively dependent on foreign trade, the decline in the
competitiveness of the native Byzantine merchant class constituted one of the most significant
blows to the empire’s economic foundations (Yildirim, 2022, p. 193). The economic, political, and
military disintegration experienced by the empire during this period created the conditions that
would facilitate the rise of the Komnenian dynasty, while also laying the foundations for
Byzantium’s increasingly dependent relationship with the West. In other words, the structural
deterioration that accumulated throughout the eleventh century provided the groundwork for the
process of economic Latinization that became more pronounced during the Komnenian era.

With the accession of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos to the throne in 1081, the dominance
of the civil aristocracy in the Byzantine Empire came to an end, giving way to a period in which the
military aristocracy became the prevailing political force (Angold, 2004, p. 219; Ostrogorsky,
2011, p. 325). Ascending the throne amid such a profound crisis, Alexios I was confronted with a
multitude of pressing challenges. Indeed, he inherited an empire whose army had disintegrated,
whose monetary system and economy had deteriorated, and whose authority in Anatolia had
effectively collapsed following extensive territorial losses (Haldon, 1999, p. 95; Ostrogorsky, 2011,
p. 329; Lopez, 1976, p. 66). Under these political circumstances, the emperor was compelled to
pursue political, military, and commercial cooperation with the Latin West. The commercial
privileges granted to Venice in 1082 emerged as a direct consequence of this policy. In exchange
for naval assistance, however, the emperor effectively surrendered a portion of Byzantium’s
economic security. While this arrangement provided short-term relief for the empire, in the long
run it enabled the Venetians to become increasingly dominant within Byzantine internal commerce
and imposed significant financial costs upon the empire (Laiou, 2002, p. 75; Harris, 2017, p.
105). At the same time, military contacts with the West contributed to the emergence of the
Crusading movement, which would later inflict considerable damage upon the Byzantine Empire.
The process that ultimately culminated in the Latin occupation of Constantinople during the Fourth
Crusade in 1204 was, in many respects, gradually shaped by the policies pursued under the
Komnenian emperors themselves (Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 330-333).

The Efforts of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos (1081-1118) to Save the Byzantine
Empire from Collapse and the Emergence of Venetian Trade Privileges

The period of the Komnenian dynasty, which ruled the Byzantine Empire between 1081
and 1185, represents in Byzantine history both a phase of revival and the beginning of a long-term
system of dependency. In this context, the reforms implemented by Emperor Alexios I Komnenos,
aimed at reorganizing the state and rescuing it from its precarious condition, gradually integrated
Byzantium into the capitalist commercial networks of the Western Mediterranean. With the
conclusion of the Venetian treaty of 1082, the empire entered a period in which it began to lose its
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commercial sovereignty, marking a significant turning point in Byzantine economic history
(Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 333-334).

Upon ascending the throne, the first priority of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos was to repair
the empire’s deteriorating fiscal structure and to curb the power of the aristocracy, which had
exercised considerable and often unchecked influence over the state’s financial system (Hendy,
1985, p. 6). As an initial measure, the emperor reorganized the taxation system and devised
mechanisms to ensure that taxes were collected directly by the central government (Hendy, 1985,
p. 235). In this context, the development of the pronoia system served both to bring the aristocracy
under greater control and to reduce the economic burden of maintaining the Byzantine army. This
system was subsequently continued by his son, John II Komnenos, and his grandson, Manuel I
Komnenos. Although the system produced positive results in the short term, it also generated
significant long-term disadvantages, including the expansion of private property holdings and the
fragmentation of state revenues (Ostrogorsky, 2011, p. 306). Furthermore, in an effort to restore
confidence in the currency and preserve monetary stability, Alexios introduced a new gold coin,
the hyperpyron. These monetary reforms contributed to a partial recovery of the economy (Hendy,
1985, p. 235; Laiou, 2002, p. 757). Nevertheless, in the face of such a profound economic collapse,
the empire had little choice but to seek financial and military assistance from external sources. At
the same time, military threats from the West further exacerbated the empire’s difficulties. The
Norman siege of Dyrrhachium in 1081 clearly demonstrated that the Byzantine Empire had lost its
naval supremacy. With its naval power exhausted, its financial position weakened, and major trade
routes increasingly controlled by Latin seafarers, Byzantium found itself unable to construct and
maintain a fleet capable of defending its interests. Under these circumstances, the empire was
compelled to seek assistance from the Republic of Venice (Treadgold, 1997, p. 615; Anna
Komnene, 1996, pp. 183—188; Haldon, 1999, p. 91; Harris, 2014, p. 43).

By the late eleventh century, Venice had emerged as a rising power in the Eastern
Mediterranean and had long maintained commercial relations with Byzantium under a system of
imperial regulation and taxation. However, as Byzantine naval power declined and Norman
pressure in Italy intensified, Emperor Alexios I Komnenos turned to a strategic alliance with
Venice (Lopez, 1976, p. 65). At the heart of this alliance was the granting of commercial privileges
to Venice in exchange for military assistance to the Byzantine Empire. Consequently, after the
Venetians agreed to support Byzantium in its struggle against the Norman Kingdom in southern
Italy and Sicily, Alexios issued a golden charter (cArysobull) granting Venetian merchants
extensive commercial freedoms throughout imperial territory (Jacoby, 2018, p. 387; Ozdemir,
2020, pp. 428-429; Stalowski, 2021, p. 48; Anna Komnene, 1996, p. 186; Harris, 2014, p. 43). This
document became one of the most significant economic turning points in Byzantine history. While
it provided the empire with much-needed naval support at a moment of acute military vulnerability,
it simultaneously inaugurated a process through which Venetian commercial influence expanded
steadily within the Byzantine economy, with far-reaching consequences for the empire’s economic
sovereignty.

The Chrysobull of Alexios I Komnenos of 1082 was an imperial decree sealed with a
golden seal that granted extensive commercial privileges to the Republic of Venice. This document
conferred upon the Venetians a range of rights applicable not only in Constantinople but
throughout the territories of the Byzantine Empire. According to the terms of the chrysobull,
Venetian merchants were to be completely exempt from customs duties; they were granted a
special commercial quarter in Constantinople (the Venetian Quarter), their goods were protected
from confiscation; and no taxes could be levied upon them. The district allocated to the Venetians
occupied an advantageous location opposite the Golden Horn, immediately adjacent to Pera, where
a constant flow of consumers ensured favorable commercial conditions. Furthermore, its proximity
to metalworking facilities and various marketplaces (agorai or bazaars) guaranteed access to a
thriving urban economy (Anna Komnene, 1996, p. 186; Necipoglu, 2017, p. 442; Jacoby, 2018, pp.
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387-390; Nicol, 2000, pp. 58-59; Stalowski, 2021, p. 48; Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, p. 176; Harris,
2014, p. 43). In return for these privileges, the Venetian fleet was obligated to provide military
assistance to Byzantium. In the short term, these concessions enabled Emperor Alexios I
Komnenos to secure the support of the Venetian navy. In the long run, however, they contributed to
the gradual monopolization of Byzantine commerce by the Latin maritime republics and resulted in
a direct decline in the commercial revenues flowing into the imperial treasury (Harris, 2017, p.
106). Moreover, the autonomous character of the Venetian commercial quarter established in
Constantinople provided Venetian merchants with substantial advantages over their Byzantine
counterparts, while simultaneously posing a significant threat to the empire’s economic
independence. Venetian traders were able to conduct business without being subject to Byzantine
law and could freely employ their own vessels in Byzantine ports. Over the following three
decades, the Venetian commercial district continued to expand, and Venetian merchants
increasingly benefited from access to numerous markets throughout the city. This virtually
unrestricted access enabled Venetian merchants and aristocrats to make substantial investments in
a variety of sectors, particularly in silk production, dyes, glass manufacturing, and banking and
finance (Stalowski, 2021, p. 50; Madden, 2013, p. 75). The Byzantine historian Niketas Choniates
vividly illustrated the consequences of these privileges for the Byzantine Empire with the following
words:

“...Once, the Byzantines had admitted them into their state because they had been in need
of their assistance in a naval war. Like swarming bees, the Venetians exchanged Venice for
Constantinople and spread throughout the entire Byzantine Empire. They preserved only their
name; in all other respects, they had become indistinguishable from the Byzantines. Their numbers
increased, and so did their power...” (Choniates, 1995, pp. 118-119).

Following the chrysobull of 1082, the Venetians, who had acquired a privileged position
within the Byzantine economy, began establishing commercial colonies in major port cities,
particularly Constantinople, as well as Thessaloniki, Ephesus, and Corinth. These colonies, which
possessed their own legal autonomy, were not required to compete on equal terms with Byzantine
merchants. As a consequence, the decline in the empire’s port revenues led to a dramatic reduction
in customs income. At the same time, the tax exemptions enjoyed by Venetian merchants
undermined the competitiveness of local traders and contributed to the gradual weakening of the
indigenous merchant class. Particularly in Constantinople, native artisans and craftsmen
increasingly lost market share to goods imported and distributed by Latin merchants. By the end of
the twelfth century, the relative participation of Byzantine merchants in both foreign and domestic
trade had declined substantially when compared with their Latin counterparts (Laiou, 2002, p. 752).
The growing dominance of Latin merchants generated widespread resentment among the
population and helped create the economic conditions that contributed to the Massacre of the Latins
of 1182 (Necipoglu, 2017, p. 443). One of the most significant consequences of the chrysobull was
that the Byzantine Empire, which had possessed the most powerful navy in the Eastern
Mediterranean until the end of the eleventh century, gradually ceded this position to the Venetians
and the Republic of Genoa from the beginning of the twelfth century onward (Jacoby, 2017, p. 648;
Stalowski, 2021, p. 49; Brand, 1968, p. 195). Thus, the chrysobull of 1082 succeeded in
temporarily neutralizing the Norman threat, facilitated the reconstruction of the Byzantine navy,
and strengthened Byzantium’s image in Europe during the era of the Crusades. However, these
achievements came at a considerable cost. While the empire secured short-term military and
diplomatic advantages, it simultaneously surrendered a substantial degree of its economic
independence. The growing dominance of Latin merchants over the imperial economy created a
lasting structural dependency that persisted beyond the Komnenian period. Ultimately, this
process helped establish the economic preconditions that contributed to the Latin conquest of
Constantinople in 1204 (Brand, 1968, p. 195; Kazhdan & Epstein, 1985, p. 24; Lopez, 1976, p. 65).
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The Decline of Byzantine Sea Power

The Komnenian period in Byzantine history represents an era during which the balance of
commercial power in the Mediterranean world underwent significant transformation and
reorganization. From the mid-eleventh century onward, the economic revival of Western Europe
facilitated the rapid rise of Italian city-states such as Venice, Genoa, Pisa, and Amalfi. Benefiting
from the logistical opportunities created by the Crusades, these cities gradually came to exercise
near-complete control over trade in the Eastern Mediterranean (Abulafia, 2012, p. 293; Ozer, 2020,
p- 286). Consequently, the maritime commercial supremacy that the Byzantine Empire had
maintained for centuries gradually began to pass into the hands of the Latin states (Laiou-
Morrisson, 2007, p. 142).

As the pioneer of this commercial expansion, Venice strengthened its economic ties with
Byzantium from the eleventh century onward by establishing trading colonies in the ports of the
Adriatic. With the privileges granted in 1082, these relations were transformed into a system that
operated overwhelmingly to Venice’s advantage. Following the example of Venice, the cities of
Genoa and Pisa also established competing commercial colonies within Byzantine territory,
particularly during the twelfth century in the aftermath of the Crusades. During this period, the
Byzantine Empire’s preoccupation with its internal difficulties caused it to overlook developments
occurring in the Western Mediterranean. While Byzantine naval power declined and the size of its
fleets diminished, the Latin maritime republics achieved significant advances in shipbuilding
technology, cartography, and port organization. Venice, in particular, gained a strategic advantage
over the Byzantine fleet through innovations in naval design and maritime logistics. By the middle
of the twelfth century, Byzantine naval power had become largely confined to the Aegean and the
Sea of Marmara (Pryor, 1988, pp. 31-34). Meanwhile, the commercial privileges granted by
Emperor Alexios I Komnenos to the Venetians provoked opposition from rival Italian maritime
powers such as Genoa and Pisa. In response, these city-states became increasingly active
participants in the political, diplomatic, and military competition surrounding Byzantine-Venetian
relations (Lopez, 1976, p. 65). Benefiting from the opportunities created by the Crusades, Genoa
and Pisa assumed increasingly important commercial roles in the Eastern Mediterranean and began
establishing a presence in other Byzantine ports. The Genoese, for example, founded colonies in
Trebizond and along the Black Sea coast, specializing in the grain and fish trade, while the Pisans
established warehouses on several Aegean islands with the permission of the Byzantine
government. As had previously been the case with Venice, comparable privileges were gradually
extended to other Italian cities as well (Kazhdan & Epstein, 1985, pp. 176-177). The first
significant example of this policy occurred on 18 April 1111, when an agreement granted
privileges to Pisa. After the Pisans pledged to refrain from hostile actions against Byzantium and to
avoid alliances with its enemies, an imperial chrysobull was issued in their favor in October of the
same year. Under the terms of this decree, the Pisans received exemption from all import and
export duties except for a four-percent ad valorem tax, as well as a designated quarter in
Constantinople and a private landing place (scala) for loading and unloading cargo (Treadgold,
1997, p. 627; Harris, 2014, p. 124). According to William Heywood, documentary evidence
indicates that this landing place was known as the Scala Dublex (“Double Pier”’) and was separated
from public roads by wooden barriers approximately six cubits in height. The surrounding area
contained marketplaces and residential buildings for the colonists. To the west of the Pisan quarter
lay the Venetian district. The site also functioned as one of the principal ferry crossings of the
harbor and corresponded approximately to the location of the modern Galata Bridge (Heywood,
1921, pp. 54-55). Like the other Latin quarters of Constantinople, this Pisan settlement was situated
on the southern shore of the Golden Horn, opposite Galata, in close proximity to both the city
center and the imperial palace. Its location suggests that the Byzantine government sought to
concentrate Latin colonies in areas that were simultaneously favorable for commercial activity and
readily subject to political oversight. Furthermore, the placement of the Pisan settlement near the
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Venetian quarter may indicate that Byzantium deliberately used these colonies as spatial
counterweights against one another. The inclusion of clauses protecting the Pisans from Venetian
interference further demonstrates that the Byzantine government consciously sought to manage and
exploit competition among the Latin colonies (Brand, 1968, p. 207). Consequently, the privileges
granted to Pisa should be understood not merely as economic concessions but as elements of a
broader Byzantine strategy in which concerns of sovereignty, political control, diplomacy, and
commerce were closely intertwined. More generally, following the First Crusade, the Byzantine
Empire adopted an increasingly pragmatic and interest-driven policy in its relations with the
maritime republics of Italy. The concessions granted to the Pisans in 1111 illustrate Byzantium’s
preference for balancing military and diplomatic threats through the use of economic privileges and
commercial incentives rather than direct confrontation (Harris, 2014, p. 124).

The Genoese, meanwhile, were formally admitted to Byzantine ports in 1155 by Emperor
Manuel I Komnenos, who sought to pursue a policy of balance among the Latin maritime
republics. As a result, both the Pisans and the Genoese acquired settlements on the southern shore
of the Golden Horn in Constantinople and gained access to Byzantine markets (Jacoby, 2017, p.
645; Brand, 1968, p. 207; Miller, 1908, p. 5; Harris, 2014, p. 124). However, this policy of
maintaining equilibrium among the Latin powers had unintended consequences. By encouraging
competition among Latin merchants, it effectively contributed to the liberalization of the
Mediterranean commercial sphere, thereby eroding the Byzantine Empire’s ability to control and
regulate its own trade revenues. As the influence of the Italian maritime republics expanded,
Byzantium gradually lost its effective dominance over the mechanisms of commerce operating
within its territory. Consequently, the empire’s commercial income increasingly came under the
influence of foreign merchants, while the state’s capacity to supervise and benefit from economic
activity was significantly diminished (Necipoglu, 2017, p. 442; Ostrogorsky, 2011, p. 371;
Ozdemir, 2023, p. 471; Madden, 2013, p. 85).

The Economic and Military Influence of Venice over Byzantium

Following the issuance of the Chrysobull of 1082 by Emperor Alexios I Komnenos, Venice
acquired a large commercial quarter (quartiere) in Constantinople. Within this district, which
enjoyed a semi-autonomous administration largely independent of imperial authority, Venetian
merchants were able to conduct trade free from customs duties and market Latin goods using their
own vessels. While Byzantine merchants remained subject to taxation, Venetians were permitted to
use the same ports without making comparable payments, creating a structural imbalance within
the urban economy of the Byzantine Empire. These advantages quickly contributed to the
monopolization of commercial activity by the Venetians. At the same time, Byzantine producers
increasingly found themselves unable to compete with goods imported through Venetian trade
networks, including textiles, spices, glassware, olive oil, salt, and wine. As a result, the competitive
position of local merchants and artisans steadily deteriorated, while Venetian influence within the
imperial economy continued to expand (Abulafia, 2012, p. 285; Laiou, 2002, p. 752; Harris, 2017,
p. 106). Consequently, as domestic production declined in Byzantium, patterns of consumption
became increasingly dependent upon imports from Western Europe. This development emerged as
one of the principal factors contributing to the gradual Latinization of the Byzantine economy.
Having established a strong commercial base in Constantinople, the Venetians also began to play
an increasingly influential role along the Aegean and Anatolian coastlines. By the beginning of the
twelfth century, important ports such as Corinth, Ephesus, Smyrna, Adramyttium, Chios, Crete,
Thessaloniki, and Rhodes had effectively come under Venetian influence (Laiou, 2002, p.751-
752). A substantial proportion of the customs revenues generated in these regions increasingly
flowed to Venetian representatives rather than to the imperial treasury. The Byzantine Empire
attempted to regain control over this situation by establishing various regulatory and supervisory
mechanisms; however, these efforts ultimately proved unsuccessful.
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In addition to its economic influence over Byzantium, Venice also created a form of
strategic dependency that had adverse consequences for the empire. The Venetian fleet played a
crucial role in the defense of Byzantium against the Normans and Muslim naval forces. However,
as customs revenues declined, the empire was no longer able to generate the income necessary to
maintain its own navy. Consequently, responsibility for maritime security effectively passed into
Venetian hands. This development marked the beginning of Byzantium’s loss of its identity as a
maritime empire (Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 329-330).

The weakening of the Byzantine navy during the Komnenian period was an issue that
produced significant political consequences in addition to its economic effects. Indeed, the
Byzantine navy, which had possessed the most powerful fleet in the Mediterranean during the ninth
and tenth centuries, found itself overshadowed by the Venetian fleet in the twelfth century.
Although the reforms of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos strengthened the fleet in the short term, this
recovery could not be sustained because of the rising costs associated with shipbuilding, the
procurement of materials, and the payment of salaries. As a result, Venice began to provide
warships on behalf of the empire, and Byzantine naval power effectively evolved into a system
dependent upon a hired fleet (Brand, 1968, p. 195). This development led to the loss of
Byzantium’s strategic superiority in the Eastern Mediterranean. For example, control
over Corfu and Crete passed into Venetian hands, while Byzantium became unable to defend even
its own islands in the Aegean Sea.

The extensive commercial privileges granted to Venice by Emperor Alexios I Komnenos in
1082 created a significant regime of privilege within the Byzantine economy, placing Venetian
merchants in a more advantageous position than their Byzantine counterparts. Indeed, as the
representative of an uncompromising aristocracy, the emperor even altered the composition of the
Senate, transforming it into an institution that reflected the interests of a new imperial aristocracy
which excluded those who earned their livelihood through commerce. Consequently, with the
rise of the Komnenian dynasty, the political and social development of the merchant class was
effectively curtailed (Laiou, 2002, p. 753). However, after the death of Alexios I in 1118, his son
and successor, John II Komnenos, came to recognize the shortcomings of these policies. Believing
that the privileges granted to Venice undermined the empire’s economic sovereignty, he refused to
renegotiate the agreement (Madden, 2013, pp. 75-76; Abulafia, 2012, p. 293). Interpreting this
attitude as hostile, the newly elected Venetian Doge, Domenico Michiel, launched military action
against Byzantium. Leading a powerful Venetian fleet, he carried out attacks against Chios,
Rhodes, Lesbos, and Corfu. Venetian forces also raided the coasts of Palestine and laid siege to
Tyre (Harris, 2014, pp. 123-124). These attacks constituted a demonstration of Venetian power in
its relations with Byzantium and revealed to John II Komnenos that Venice had become not merely
a commercial partner but also a maritime power capable of exerting military pressure upon the
empire. At the same time, these operations, conducted under the pretext of crusading activity,
represent early examples of Venice’s strategy of intertwining political objectives with religious
motivations. Since the Byzantine navy proved incapable of resisting these attacks, John II was
ultimately compelled to seek peace (Kinnamos, 2001, p. 201). As a result, in 1126 the emperor was
forced to conclude a new Chrysobull agreement granting the Venetians even broader privileges
than before (Madden, 2013, p. 78; Kinnamos, 2001, p. 201; Abulafia, 2012, p. 294; Harris, 2017, p.
108). Under the terms of this agreement, Venetian merchants obtained the right to trade freely
throughout Byzantine cities, exemption from customs duties, and permission to establish their own
commercial colonies on Crete and Cyprus. Furthermore, the granting of judicial authority to
Venetian consuls within Byzantine territory provided these colonies with a degree of de facto
autonomy. Venice thus ceased to be merely a participant in the Byzantine economic system and
increasingly became a force capable of shaping it. The retreat of John II Komnenos clearly
demonstrated Byzantium’s military weakness in the face of Venetian naval power and its growing
economic dependence. This development marked the beginning of Venice’s long-term dominance
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in the Eastern Mediterranean and its enduring influence over Byzantium. Although
the Chrysobull of 1126 was formally an extension of the agreement concluded by Alexios I, it
transformed Venetian privileges into an institutionalized monopoly (Brand, 1968, p. 195). Tax
exemptions enabled Venetian merchants to enjoy significant cost advantages over both Byzantine
and other Latin competitors, thereby strengthening Venetian dominance in Constantinople. The fact
that this agreement was concluded fifteen years after the Chrysobull between Pisa and Byzantium
clearly reflects the rivalry among the Italian maritime republics in the Eastern Mediterranean.
Pisa’s establishment of direct commercial relations with Byzantium had threatened Venice’s
monopoly over eastern trade. Consequently, Venice sought to suppress this competition and secure
effective control over the markets of Constantinople through the new privileges granted by
Byzantium (Stalowski, 2021, pp. 51-52).In an effort to counterbalance Venice’s growing
influence, the Byzantine government also extended various privileges to Pisa and Genoa. However,
this policy imported the rivalry among the Italian maritime republics directly into Constantinople
and further heightened tensions within the capital (Brand, 1968, p. 195). As a result, the
concessions granted during the reign of John II Komnenos transformed Venice’s presence from a
commercial network into a form of political influence, while further weakening Byzantium’s
economic independence and creating favorable conditions for the growing power of the Latin
commercial colonies (Stalowski, 2021, p. 53).

The Chrysobull of 1147, issued during the reign of Emperor Manuel I Komnenos,
constituted an important turning point in Byzantine—Venetian relations. Thereafter, Venice became
not merely a commercial partner of the Byzantine Empire but also a legal, economic, and spatial
power within it. By granting the Venetians permission to establish their own courts, the agreement
ensured that all criminal cases, as well as civil and commercial disputes involving Venetians,
would be adjudicated according to Venetian rather than Byzantine law (Stalowski, 2021, p. 53;
Madden, 2013, pp. 83-85). The independence of the Venetian courts from the Byzantine judicial
system resulted in the effective sharing of sovereign authority within the imperial capital and
granted Venice a special colonial status. The same agreement also provided Venetian merchants
with rights over a harbor landing place, a privilege they had long sought through three decades of
commercial expansion and attacks against Pisan and Byzantine shipping. In addition,
the Chrysobull granted the Venetians broader rights to own immovable property and expanded the
boundaries of the Venetian quarter. As the number of Italian merchants increased, so too did the
volume of trade entering the city. This expansion included the establishment of new Venetian
marketplaces that extended into areas occupied by Byzantine shops and warehouses (Stalowski,
2021, p. 53). The enlargement of the Venetian quarter and the spread of these new markets into
areas traditionally used by Byzantine merchants demonstrate that Venice had become not only a
commercial presence but also an urban and social force within Constantinople. This development
provides a clear example of the process through which the economic fabric of the city began to be
transformed by the growing Latin presence. Although belatedly, the Byzantine Empire eventually
recognized this threat and attempted to restructure the state economy through bureaucratic
measures aimed at countering Venetian monopolistic tendencies. For example, imperial offices
were assigned the task of verifying all commercial transactions conducted by the Venetians in the
city, as well as records relating to imported goods. These records were subsequently forwarded to
the treasury in Constantinople in order to monitor Venetian activities. This strict system of
documentation may be viewed as an effort by the Byzantine administration to limit Venetian
monopolization in certain sectors of the economy. Through the systematic recording of commercial
transactions, the Eparch (city governor) was able to submit regular reports to the emperor, thereby
enabling him to gain a clearer understanding of the economic conditions of the capital. As a result,
the emperor also enacted various measures designed to protect local craft guilds. This demonstrates
that Byzantium did not simply submit to Latin economic pressure but instead sought to strengthen
local production and commerce through the mechanisms of central administration. Consequently,
although the Chrysobull issued during the reign of Manuel I Komnenos has often been interpreted
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as a victory for Venice, it may also be regarded as a moment of awakening for Byzantium. The
agreement illustrates both the empire’s military and economic weakening in relation to Venice and
its attempt to re-establish economic sovereignty through the use of administrative control
mechanisms (Stalowski, 2021, pp. 53-54). This situation clearly reflects the transformation of the
twelfth-century Byzantine economy in the face of Latin powers and the institutionalization of
Venetian influence within the empire.

The event known in Venetian historiography as the “Catastrophe of 1171” (Catastrofe del
1171), which occurred during the reign of Emperor Manuel I Komnenos, marked the transition
from a period of Venetian commercial dominance in Byzantium to one of more aggressive
expansion. After the Venetians refused to support Manuel I’s plans to invade Sicily, the emperor
retaliated by cultivating friendly relations with Venice’s commercial rivals, particularly Pisa and
Genoa (Treadgold, 1997, pp. 642-646). This development rapidly intensified hostility and
competition among the Latin colonies. As a result, in 1171 the Venetians attacked the Genoese
quarter in an open challenge to Byzantine authority. This incident demonstrated that Venetian
economic power within Byzantine territory had evolved into military and political aggression. In
response, Manuel I Komnenos launched a severe diplomatic retaliation. In March 1171, he ordered
the simultaneous arrest of thousands of Venetian merchants, their assistants, and family members,
confiscated their property, and expelled them collectively from Byzantine ports (Kinnamos, 2001,
p. 201; Brand, 1968, p. 195; Laiou, 2002, p. 752; Treadgold, 1997, p. 648; Abulafia, 2012, p. 300).
The emperor’s decision was not merely a security measure but also an attempt to put an end to
Venice’s economic monopoly. Through this policy, the Byzantine Empire sought to strengthen its
relations with Genoa and Pisa and to diversify its commercial networks. In the short term, however,
this strategy created a significant disruption in eastern trade, as Venice’s logistical and financial
networks could not easily be replaced. From the Venetian perspective, the events of 1171
represented a backlash against the excessive expansion of its political influence. The diplomatic
efforts of Doge Vitale II Michiel failed, and the Republic lost virtually all of its
commercial connections and possessions in the eastern Mediterranean almost overnight. This
episode subsequently encouraged Venice to adopt a more cautious approach toward Byzantium in
the short term, while gradually developing a more imperialistic long-term strategy. After 1171,
Venice increasingly ceased to regard Byzantium as an ally and instead began to view it as a
successor state whose resources and territories might ultimately be appropriated. Consequently, the
rupture initiated by the events of 1171 may also be interpreted as a turning point that helped
prepare the ideological and logistical foundations for the Latin conquest of Constantinople in
1204 (Madden, 2013, pp. 85-86).

The Decline of Native Merchants

Following the issuance of the Chrysobull in 1082, the rise first of Venice and subsequently
of other Italian city-states such as Genoa and Pisa, which competed with Venice, inflicted
considerable harm upon the indigenous Byzantine merchant class. As an inevitable consequence of
the privileged status granted to the Italians, they became increasingly active not only in
Mediterranean international trade but also in the internal commerce of the Byzantine Empire. As a
result, the commercial activities of native Byzantine merchants began to decline significantly in
comparison with those of their Italian counterparts (Necipoglu, 2017, p. 443; Jacoby, 2018, pp.
378-379). With the removal of commercial restrictions and the granting of privileges, commodities
such as olive oil, other food products, and textiles began to be traded extensively throughout
Byzantine territory. Since the Venetians were exempt from the ten percent customs duty, they
enjoyed a substantial commercial advantage and were able to generate profits even when
purchasing goods at higher prices than Byzantine merchants. The same principle applied to their
transactions with Byzantine traders. When the profits derived from tax exemptions were shared,
even if not equally, it often became more profitable for Byzantine merchants to trade with
Venetians than with one another. Although Byzantine merchants initially benefited from this
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arrangement, in the long run the logic of the system enabled the Italians to secure an increasingly
larger share of internal trade. Over time, the need to share profits with local merchants gradually
disappeared. Consequently, this system weakened the indigenous merchant class and contributed to
the growing dominance of the Italians in Byzantine domestic commerce (Laiou & Morrisson, 2007,
p. 146; Laiou, 2002, pp. 751-752).

Competition among Venetian, Pisan, and Genoese merchants also contributed to the
decline of indigenous Byzantine capital. While Byzantine merchants remained subject to taxation,
Latin merchants enjoyed significant advantages as a result of their tax exemptions. Consequently,
Byzantine traders found themselves at a disadvantage in relation to their Latin counterparts and
gradually became foreigners in their own ports (Laiou, 2002, p. 759; Ostrogorsky, 2011, pp. 331-
332). Prior to this period, Constantinople had functioned as a relatively closed and protected
marketplace in which foreign merchants were housed in designated buildings, permitted only
limited periods of residence, and subject to controls over their exports. However, this character of
the city was gradually eroded by the privileges granted to Venetian and Pisan merchants. Over
time, Constantinople ceased to function merely as a commercial port and instead acquired the
characteristics of a vast international marketplace in which commercial freedom was increasingly
prevalent. At the same time, a highly effective economic system had previously existed in which
Byzantine merchants, operating aboard Byzantine ships, exported Byzantine agricultural products
and luxury goods while importing high-value commodities from the East (Laiou, 1980/1981, pp.
179-180). During the twelfth century, however, Venetian and Genoese merchants entered this trade
and gradually advanced toward a position of dominance that would become fully apparent in
subsequent centuries. Their naval power, the privileges they obtained from the Byzantine Empire,
and the complementary roles they assumed within the economies of Egypt, Syria, and Palestine
enabled them to become increasingly influential in Mediterranean commerce (Laiou-Morrisson,
2007, pp. 138-139). Furthermore, from the eleventh century onward, the market economy of
Constantinople was gradually transformed into an import center increasingly dependent upon
Latin goods. As a result, Byzantium’s traditional export-oriented economic model was effectively
reversed. As consumer goods began to arrive from the West, domestic production, particularly in
the silk and textile sectors, started to decline. The growing production of imitations of Byzantine
silk products was especially influential in this process (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, pp. 127-128).

The Latin colonies produced not only economic but also cultural effects within Byzantine
cities. The Venetian Quarter, together with its Latin churches, guilds, and consulates, came to
resemble a semi-autonomous Western city within Constantinople. Likewise, the privileges granted
to the Venetians, Genoese, and Pisans led to the emergence of a new social stratum in Byzantine
cities that was both tax-exempt and autonomous. The privileged status enjoyed by these groups
generated considerable resentment among the local population and contributed to the development
of sentiments resembling economic nationalism (Kazhdan & Epstein, 1985, pp. 176-177; Abulafia,
2012, p. 294; Harris, 2014, p. 124). While native merchants faced bankruptcy as a result of customs
duties and taxation, Latin goods increasingly came to dominate everyday economic life. Byzantine
merchants were unable to withstand Latin competition, since the Venetians enjoyed exemptions
from customs duties throughout the empire’s ports, whereas local merchants were required to pay
taxes that could reach as much as ten percent (Necipoglu, 2017, p. 442). In other words, Byzantine
merchants, who lacked comparable privileges, were forced to compete with Italian merchants who
benefited from institutionally guaranteed advantages and who had established extensive
commercial networks stretching securely from Italy to Constantinople and onward to Syria,
Palestine, and Egypt throughout the Eastern Mediterranean (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, p. 142). This
situation created an unequal competitive environment and accelerated the decline of indigenous
capital. Indeed, during the twelfth century, Venetian goods began to play a dominant role in price
formation within the markets of Constantinople (Hendy, 1985, pp. 441-446). Because local
merchants could not control the prices of raw materials and imports, their profit margins gradually
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disappeared. Byzantine artisans, particularly in major cities such as Constantinople and
Thessaloniki, lost their livelihoods as a result of the influx of Western goods (Laiou, 2002, pp. 751-
752). For these reasons, Byzantine society became increasingly divided between, on the one hand,
members of the court and bankers who prospered through their commercial relations with the
Latins and, on the other, local merchants, artisans, and port workers whose economic position was
overshadowed by Latin capital. Consequently, while the elites accumulated greater wealth, the
lower social strata experienced increasing impoverishment (Abulafia, 2012, p. 299).According to
John Kinnamos, the Italians, who grew wealthier day by day, began to boast of their prosperity and
to treat the inhabitants of the city as if they were slaves. Moreover, such treatment was directed not
only at ordinary people but even at Byzantines who held the rank of sebastos and other high offices
(Kinnamos, 2001, p. 201). This social structure contributed to the growth of economic tensions
within Byzantine society. These developments helped create the conditions that would eventually
culminate in events such as the Massacre of the Latins of 1182 (Brand, 1968, pp. 6-7).

From the imperial perspective, the greatest problem created by this system was the gradual
erosion of the tax base. Owing to the privileges granted to the Venetians, the Byzantine treasury
lost a substantial portion of the revenues it had previously collected from the ports of the Aegean
and the Sea of Marmara. In order to compensate for these losses, taxes imposed on peasants and
small producers were increased, leading to the impoverishment of the rural population (Yildirim,
2022, p. 193; Oikonomides, 2002, p. 1057). Consequently, the income gap between urban and rural
areas deepened. The Latinization that was clearly visible in commerce also began to manifest itself
in the financial sphere. Venetian and Genoese bankers started extending credit to the Byzantine
court and wealthy aristocrats. Indeed, during the reign of Emperor Manuel I Komnenos,
Byzantium’s external deficit became chronic, and in an effort to compensate for it, the imperial
treasury began to draw upon its gold reserves and obtain short-term loans from Latin bankers.
This situation resulted in the Byzantine Empire effectively being transformed into a semi-
colonial economy (Kazhdan, 1991, p. 674).

Social Tensions on the Road to the Massacre of the Latins (1182)

By the twelfth century, the Byzantine capital of Constantinople had effectively become two
cities: on the one hand, the quarters inhabited by the Byzantine population, and on the other, the
fortified colonies of the Latins. Located on the northern shore of the Golden Horn, the Venetian
quarter, with its own harbor, warchouses, and churches, functioned almost as a separate city.
Byzantine law did not apply there; instead, the Venetian consulate administered both judicial
and fiscal affairs (Harris, 2017, p. 110, 146). These semi-autonomous Latin enclaves created
among the local population a sense of colonial occupation, and the Latins increasingly came to be
perceived as economic intruders (Brand, 1968, p. 6). At the same time, the Latins’ close
connections with the imperial court, particularly the marital alliances established by Emperor
Manuel I Komnenos with the Venetians, led many to accuse the Byzantine aristocracy of betrayal.
As commercial privileges were accompanied by the Latin Catholic faith and a distinctly Western
way of life, economic hostility gradually evolved into religious antagonism as well (Kazhdan-
Epstein, 1985, pp. 176-177). As a consequence of these developments, during the march of
Andronikos I Komnenos toward the throne in 1182, the inhabitants of Constantinople attacked the
Latin quarters, and thousands of Latin merchants, clergy, and civilians were killed (Brand, 1968, p.
208; Abulafia, 2012, p. 324). Although this event is often viewed as a sectarian conflict, its
underlying cause was the economic injustice experienced by the Byzantine population since the
granting of the Venetian privileges in 1082 (Madden, 2013, p. 109; Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, p. 146;
Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, p. 176-177). The monopolistic position occupied by the Latins in
commerce had crippled the urban economy, driven up food prices, undermined local production,
and increased unemployment. Byzantine merchants had become increasingly disadvantaged in
comparison with their privileged Italian rivals (Necipoglu, 2017, p. 443). Under these conditions,
social tensions erupted into open violence, and Andronikos I exploited popular resentment as a
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political instrument in support of his bid for power. As the Latin quarters were looted, many among
the population viewed these actions as the recovery of Byzantine property and regarded them as a
form of symbolic liberation (Harris, 2014, p. 121). As a direct consequence of the Massacre of the
Latins, Byzantium’s relations with the Latin West were severed, contributing in the long term to
the empire’s growing isolation. In Western Europe, anti-Byzantine propaganda once again gained
currency, reviving earlier accusations concerning the schism with Rome and alleged cooperation
with Muslim powers (Harris, 2014, p. 121). Consequently, the massacre severely damaged
Byzantium’s reputation in the West and helped fuel anti-Byzantine rhetoric that could later be used
to justify military action against the empire (Harris, 2014, p. 136). Indeed, as a result of Venetian
retaliation, Byzantine shipping became subject to embargoes throughout the Mediterranean. The
resulting economic decline contributed to the chain of events that ultimately led to the Latin
conquest of Constantinople in 1204. In other words, the Byzantine population’s pursuit of
economic and social redress came at a heavy cost and accelerated the empire’s economic
deterioration. Moreover, popular hostility toward the Latins further undermined Byzantium’s
diplomatic relations with the West and weakened its position in the international arena.

From the reign of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos to that of his grandson Manuel I
Komnenos, the Komnenian dynasty sought to restore and sustain the empire politically, militarily,
and economically through cooperation with the Latin powers. Although these outward-looking
policies produced short-term benefits, they also brought about a permanent transformation of the
Byzantine economic structure. At the same time, they disrupted internal social balances,
economically marginalized broad segments of the population, and ultimately undermined the
legitimacy of the state. The aristocracy increasingly evolved into a comprador class enriched
through its involvement in Latin commerce. Byzantine society gradually departed from
its traditional structure, while the role of indigenous merchants and artisans in both domestic and
international trade steadily declined (Laiou, 2002, p. 752). Venice and the other Latin city-states
thus became both allies and rivals of the Byzantine Empire. Indeed, this complex web of relations
came to a dramatic end in 1204 with the Latin conquest of Constantinople during the Fourth
Crusade (Madden, 2013, p. 145; Lopez, 1976, p. 109). The process that began under the
Komnenian dynasty permanently altered Byzantium’s position within the Mediterranean trading
system. Rather than functioning as a producer and maritime commercial power, Byzantium
increasingly assumed the role of a consumer economy. The commercial networks dominated by the
Latin city-states gradually eroded the empire’s economic independence. Consequently, although
the Komnenian period witnessed important military successes, it also marked the beginning of a
process of economic disintegration.

The Effects of the Economic Privileges Granted to the Italian City-States in the Post-
Komnenian Period (1185-1204)

The process of Latinization, whose effects were deeply felt during the Komnenian period,
continued to shape the Byzantine Empire even after the end of Komnenian rule. The system of
commercial privileges initiated during the reign of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos as a means of
rescuing the empire from economic decline fundamentally transformed the structure of the
Byzantine economy. Indeed, the alliances established with the Italian maritime republics during the
Komnenian era drew Byzantium into a lasting dependence in the fields of maritime affairs and
commerce. By the end of the twelfth century, Byzantium had lost even the revenues generated by
its own ports, had become unable to maintain its navy, and had evolved into an empire increasingly
dependent upon external borrowing for its survival. The tax exemptions enjoyed by Latin
merchants within the empire made the revival of indigenous production virtually impossible, while
the Byzantine economy became increasingly reliant upon the capital of the Western Mediterranean
for both imports and financial resources.

One of the most significant consequences of Latinization in the post-Komnenian period
was the manner in which economic dependence gave rise to political dependence. In particular, the
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commercial embargo imposed by Venice in retaliation for the Massacre of the Latins in 1182
disrupted the flow of foodstuffs and raw materials to the Byzantine Empire. Interruptions in the
importation of grain, salt, and metals led to shortages and rising prices in Byzantine cities. This
situation weakened the central government's control over the provinces and contributed to the
resurgence of autonomous regional power centers. Although Emperor Andronikos I
Komnenosattempted to confront these increasingly powerful local interests, he ultimately failed
and paid for this failure with his life. During his brief reign, he gained popular support through his
anti-Latin policies; nevertheless, economic realities demonstrated that the empire had little
alternative but to continue engaging with the West. Consequently, the system based upon Latin
capital that had been established throughout the Komnenian period undermined the state's capacity
for economic self-sufficiency and transformed Byzantium into a semi-dependent participant within
the Western financial system. As a result, the empire became strategically dependent upon both
Western military power and Western-controlled maritime transportation. Indeed, the presence of
Latin sailors and merchants in the Aegean and the Sea of Marmara contributed to a situation in
which Byzantium increasingly lost effective control even within its own territories. Owing to the
commercial privileges granted to the Italian maritime powers, the empire gradually ceased to
function as a productive force within the Mediterranean economy and instead became a peripheral
market integrated into Latin commercial networks. Therefore, the most enduring legacy of the
policies pursued during the Komnenian period was the gradual erosion of Byzantium’s economic
and political autonomy under the shadow of Latin influence.

The capture of Constantinople during the Fourth Crusade in 1204 emerged as a
consequence of the process of economic Latinization whose foundations had been laid during the
Komnenian era. This event brought about an interruption of Byzantine rule in Constantinople for
more than half a century, lasting until the Byzantine recovery of the city in 1261.

The economic dependence that developed during the Komnenian period also produced
lasting consequences at the geopolitical level that extended into subsequent centuries. With the
weakening of the Byzantine navy, maritime republics such as Venice and Genoa assumed control
of Mediterranean trade networks and became the de facto masters of commerce in the Eastern
Mediterranean. By the thirteenth century, the powerful merchant elites of these cities not only
exercised firm control over the routes leading into the interior of Europe but had also begun to seek
access to the deeper regions of Asia and Africa (Lopez, 1976, p. 99). Indeed, the principal reason
why Venice and the other Italian maritime states were able to secure a dominant position by
shaping commercial conditions to their advantage was their superior naval power. They owed their
commercial success to the combination of this maritime strength and the privileges granted to them
by the Byzantine Empire (Necipoglu, 2017, p. 443; Lopez, 1976, p. 100). Furthermore, the capture
of Constantinople by the Crusaders in 1204 proved to be a decisive turning point in the rise of
Venetian commercial supremacy in the Eastern Mediterranean. Since Venice was the only Italian
maritime republic to participate directly in the expedition, it emerged during the period of Latin
rule as the dominant commercial power in the region (Necipoglu, 2017, pp. 443-444).

After the Byzantine recovery of Constantinople in 1261, the Genoese, who had supported
Emperor Michael VIII Palaiologos in his struggle to recapture the city from the Latins, were
rewarded with extensive commercial privileges, including exemptions from taxation, as well as
control over Pera/Galata, which emerged as a major commercial center on the northern shore of the
Golden Horn. During the same period, the Black Sea trade, which had been carefully protected by
Byzantium until the Fourth Crusade because of its importance as a source of grain, came under
Genoese control. Consequently, the Genoese established a colonial empire comparable to that of
Venice through the advantages derived from their alliance with Byzantium (Lopez, 1976, p. 100).
As a result, the Venetians were compelled to relinquish their privileged position to their Genoese
rivals. Nevertheless, within the same decade, Venice succeeded in recovering both its commercial
privileges and its position in Constantinople through negotiations with Michael VIII. Moreover,
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from the fourteenth century onward, both Venice and Genoa established a series of colonies
throughout the Eastern Mediterranean and the Black Sea region. Together with their semi-
autonomous quarters in Constantinople, these colonies enabled them to exert a far greater influence
over Byzantine regional commerce than they had in previous centuries. Venice established colonies
in Crete, Koroni, Methoni, Euboea (Negroponte), and Tana, while Genoa established colonies in
Chios, Phocaea, Caffa, and Kilia. Between the thirteenth and fifteenth centuries, in addition to the
Venetians and Genoese, other Italian and Western European merchants also became increasingly
active in the Eastern Mediterranean. Indeed, during the rule of the Palaiologan Dynasty, the
Byzantine monetary economy increasingly served the commercial interests of the Italian city-states
rather than those of Byzantium itself. During this period, Byzantium and the Eastern Mediterranean
as a whole were transformed into a region that imported manufactured goods, specially
textiles, from Western Europe while exporting foodstuffs and raw materials in return (Laiou, 1981,
p. 179; Necipoglu, 2017, p. 444). Consequently, the Byzantine Empire became increasingly
dependent upon the West, a trend that became particularly evident from the 1320s onward.
Byzantium was transformed into a hinterland serving markets dominated by the Italians, and its
economy could no longer be understood independently of the activities of Italian merchants
operating throughout the Eastern Mediterranean (Laiou, 1981, p. 179; Lopez, 1976, p. 100).

Conclusion

The Komnenian period (1081-1185) was an era during which the Byzantine Empire
implemented extensive reforms in an effort to overcome the political, military, and economic crises
confronting the state. By the end of the eleventh century, territorial losses in Anatolia, declining
fiscal resources, the deterioration of the monetary system, and the weakening of the military
establishment had compelled the empire to seek new solutions to its growing difficulties.
Ascending the throne at a time when Byzantium was experiencing both political and financial
collapse, Emperor Alexios I Komnenos was forced to cooperate with the Latin West in order to
restore stability. In this context, the commercial privileges granted particularly to Venice provided
the naval assistance that Byzantium required to confront external military threats and contributed to
the revival of commercial activity. However, what was initially regarded as a pragmatic solution
gradually produced significant changes in the economic structure of the empire. Following Venice,
similar privileges were extended to Pisa and Genoa. As a result, the influence of the Italian
maritime republics in Eastern Mediterranean commerce steadily increased, while Byzantium found
it increasingly difficult to maintain its traditional control over trade. This process transformed the
Byzantine economy from a largely self-sufficient and production-oriented system into one
characterized by consumption and dependence. The Byzantine population became increasingly
reliant upon Western goods within its own markets, local artisans lost their livelihoods, and social
inequalities deepened.

Although the Komnenian reforms produced an apparent recovery, the economy
increasingly came under the influence of Western capital, thereby undermining the empire’s
independence. Consequently, in the period following the reign of Emperor Alexios I Komnenos,
Byzantium’s relations with the West became progressively based upon mutual dependence. Since
Byzantine efforts to rebuild an independent navy remained overshadowed by the naval superiority
of the Latin maritime powers, the Byzantine fleet had largely lost its dominant position in the
Mediterranean by the middle of the twelfth century. As a result, the Byzantine Empire increasingly
assumed the character of a land-based state and became dependent upon hired maritime power
rather than maintaining its own naval supremacy. This economic and military dependence also
profoundly disrupted the empire’s internal social balance. While Byzantine elites who collaborated
with Latin merchants accumulated wealth, indigenous merchants and producers experienced
increasing impoverishment. Many Byzantines gradually came to feel like strangers within their
own country, a perception that contributed to the growth of anti-Latin sentiment. These tensions
created the conditions for violent social upheavals such as the Massacre of the Latins. Indeed, large
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segments of the population came to associate their own economic decline with the privileged
position enjoyed by the Latins within the empire.

Dependence upon the West continued as a necessity even after the end of the Komnenian
period. Although Emperor Andronikos I Komnenos made efforts during his brief reign to transition
toward a more nationally oriented economic model, he was ultimately unsuccessful. Indeed,
Venice’s decision to target Byzantium during the Fourth Crusade may be regarded as a

manifestation of the economic dependence that had developed between the empire and the Latin
maritime powers.
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Komnenoslar Dénemi Oncesi Bizans Imparatorlugu’nda Siyasi ve Ekonomik Durum
(1025-1081)

Bizans Imparatorlugu 1025 yilinda imparator II. Basileios (976-1025)’un 6liimiiyle birlikte
en karmasik ve kirilgan dénemlerden birine sahne olmustur. Imparator I1. Basileios’tan sonra gelen
imparatorlar déneminde sik sik taht degisiklikleri, saray entrikalari, soylu ailelerin rekabetleri
nedeniyle imparatorluk, merkezi otorite krizine girmistir. Imparatorlugun uzun yiizyillardan beri
insa etmeye calistigi siyasi, idari, askeri ve ekonomik yapi bu tarihten itibaren ¢oziilmeye
baslamustir. Ozellikle XI. yiizyilin ortalarindan itibaren askeri aristokrasi ile sivil biirokrasi
arasindaki c¢ekismelerin artmasi tasrada iktidar bosluklarmma yol agmistir. Bu catigmalar ise
imparatorlugun Anadolu ve Balkan topraklarinda yerel gii¢ odaklarinin bagimsizlasmasim
hizlandirmistir. Bu donemde Bizans’ta yonetim, giderek aristokrat ailelerin ¢ikarlarina gore
sekillenmistir. Oyle ki bazi zamanlarda Bizans Imparatorlugu adeta daha kuvvetli olan asalet
grubunun temsilcisi haline gelmistir (Ostrogorsky, 2011, 5.296-297). Bu durumda imparatorun
otoritesi Konstantinopolis disindaki topraklarda zayiflamaya baglamistir. Biirokrat sinif ile askeri
aristokrasi arasindaki bu gerilim, Bizans’in geleneksel toprak ve vergi diizenini sarsmis, tasra
ekonomisinin merkezle bagimi zayiflatmistir. Nitekim tipik bir aristokrat olan imparator III.
Romanos Argyrus (1028-1034) doneminde II. Basileios tarafindan getirilen biiylik arazi
sahiplerinin terk edilmis koylii topraklart icin ek vergi yiikii bu smifin 1srarlar1 {izerine
kaldirlmistir (Angold, 2004, s.223-225). Boylece epibole/allelenyon adiyla Bizans vergi sisteminin
temelini olusturan sistemin ortadan kalkmasiyla devletin 6nemli bir vergi geliri de kaybedilmis ve
bu durum mali zorluklara yol agmistir (Angold, 2004, s.225; Bamyaci-Giigliiay, 2020, s.484).
Diger yandan II. Basileios doneminde ¢ikarilan kiiclik arazi sahipligi miiessesesinin devamini
destekleyen kanunlarin da birer birer kaldirilmasi ile koylii ve asker arazisini kolayca satin alan
zenginler nedeniyle biiyiik arazi sahipligi miiessesesi giic kazanmaya baglamistir. Boylece merkezi
iktidarin 1. Romanos (920-944)’tan itibaren biiyiik toprak sahiplerine karsi olusturdugu denge
ortadan kalkmistir. Ekonomik olarak giiclenen aristokrasi siyasi olarak da zafer elde etmistir. Koylii
ve asker arazilerini satin alan bilyiik arazi sahipleri bunlarin eski sahiplerini de yar1 kdleleri haline
getirmistir. Boylece Imparator Herakleios (610-641) déneminden itibaren siiregelen devletin
yenilenmesi ve giiclenmesi i¢in harcanan tiim ¢abalar suya diigmiis, iilkenin savunma ve vergi giicli
cokiintiiye ugramistir. Bunun sonucunda devletin yoksullasmasi ile birlikte harcamalarin
kisitlanmasi nedeniyle imparatorlugun askeri giicii de olduk¢a zayiflamistir. Imparator IX.
Konstantinos Monamakhos (1042-1055) doneminde Bizans altin sikkeleri kontrollii bir sekilde
degersizlesmeye baslamis ve sikkelerin safligi yirmi dort ayardan on sekiz ayara kadar
disiiriilmistiir. Paranin degersizlesmesinin her asamasinda farkli tiirde sikkeler basilmigtir. Bu ise
XI. yiizy1l Bizans ekonomisinin i¢inde bulundugu durumun agik bir gostergesi olarak kargimiza
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¢ikmaktadir. Muhtemelen Bizans Imparatorlugu biitge agigina ve mali zorluklara karsi paranin
degerini diisiirmeyi bir ¢6ziim olarak gormiistiir'. Bundan sonraki siiregte ise bagkentin sivil asalet
siifi ile eyaletlerdeki askeri aristokrasi arasindaki rekabet Bizans tarihine damgasini vurmustur
(Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.297; Angold, 2004, s.219-223). Bu ortamda II. Basileios dénemindeki
yayilmacilik politikas1 terk edilerek, pahaliya mal olan “imparatorlugu savas halinde tutmak”
yonteminden vaz gecilmis ve harcamalart diisiirmek icin silahli kuvvetleri azaltmak yoluna
gidilmistir. Imparator IX. Konstantinos Monomakhos, imparatorlugun giivenli simrlara sahip
oldugu bir donemde askeri yayilmaciligi gereksiz gérmiis bunun i¢in de askeri yapilanmay1 azaltma
yoluna gitmistir. Bu nedenle reformlar yapan imparatorun temel amaci ise sivil yonetimi
giiclendirmek ve askeri teskilati basitlestirmek olmustur. Sinir bolgelerindeki yerel birlikler
dagitilmis ve savunma, kilit noktalara konuslandirilmis profesyonel birliklere birakilmistir. Thema
ordular1 varliklarm siirdiirse de biiyiik 6l¢lide kagit {izerinde kalmistir. Eyalet yonetimi giderek
askeri komutan olan Strategos’lardan alinarak, Yargic veya Praitor olarak bilinen sivil valilere
verilmistir. Yine Konstantinopolis’te Epiton Kriseon adi altinda yeni bir bakanlik kurularak tiim
sivil valiler bu bakanliga baglanmistir. Boylece eyalet yonetimlerinin askerden arindirilmasi siireci
tamamlanmistir (Angold, 2004, 5.229-230).

Giiglii sivil aristokrasi sinifindan olan Imparator X. Konstantinos Dukas (1059-1067)
doneminde memuriyetler artik parayla satilmaya baglamig, ordu tamamen ihmal edilmis ve yasanan
mali sikintilar nedeniyle diger alanlardaki masraflar1 karsilamak igin ordu harcamalarindan
tasarrufa gidilmistir. Durmadan sayilar1 artan memurlarin da hakim tabaka olmalar1 sifatiyla
gittikge artan talepleri ise devlet hazinesine agir yiikk getirmeye baglamistir. Dolayisiyla devlet
gittikge ekonomik ¢okiintiiye ugrarken sahte bir ihtisama biirlinen sarayin masraflart artmaya
baslamistir. Bir yandan kiliseye yapilan bagislar bir yandan da yabanci devlet baskanlarini
yumusatmak i¢in verilen hediyeler arttirilmistir. Bdylece hakim tabakanin siyasi hedefleri ve mali
ihtiyaglar, savunma giiclinii tahrip etmek noktasinda birlesmistir. Tiim bunlarin yami sira aym
ylizy1l igerisinde doguda Selguklu Tiirkleri, batida Normanlar, Macarlar, kuzeyde Pecenekler
tarafindan kusatilan Bizans Imparatorlugu olduk¢a ¢ok yonlii bir tehdit ortaminda kendini
bulmustur (Hendy, 1985, s.235; Angold, 2004, s.217; Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, s.24; Lopez, 1976,
$.65). Bu ortamda imparatorluk ordusunun dagilmasi ve eyaletlerdeki birliklerin merkezi emirleri
dinlememeye baslamasi da oldukca biiyiik bir dezavantaj yaratmigtir. XI. ylizy1l boyunca Bizans,
her cephede ortaya ¢ikan siyasi ve askeri sorunlarla birlesen derin bir ekonomik ve toplumsal kriz
yasamis ve bu durum devleti tam bir ¢okiisiin esigine getirmistir (Oikonomides, 2002, s.1019).
Nitekim 1071 Malazgirt Meydan Muharebesi Bizans askeri sisteminin fiilen ¢okiisiiniin en agik
gostergesi olmustur. Diger yandan imparatorlugun Anadolu’daki varliginin kaybolmasi ekonomik
bakimdan da biiyiikk bir ¢okiise neden olmustur. Ciinkii imparatorlugun tahil ihtiyaglarinin
¢ogunlugu Anadolu’dan karsilaniyor, tekstil ve maden iiretimi gibi ekonomik faaliyetler burada
yogunlagtyordu (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.150; Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.316-319; Hendy, 1985,
5.665). Dogu smirlarinda bdylesine bir ¢okils yasayan Bizans Imparatorlugu Italya’daki tiim
topraklarinin Guiscard tarafindan ele gecirilmesiyle birlikte es zamanli olarak Bati sinirlarinda da
biiyiik bir ¢okiintiiye ugramustir (Anna Komnena, 1996, s.118). icinde bulundugu durumdan
kurtulmak isteyen imparator VII. Mikhail Doukas (1071-1078), Papa Gregorius’tan yardim talep
etmek zorunda kalmig ve bdylece papanin Roma’nin diinya hakimiyeti temelinde kilise birligini
kurmak g¢abalarina katkida bulunmustur (Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.320). Yine VII. Mikhail doneminde

! XI. yiizyilda devlet harcamalarimin artmasmin en dnemli nedenlerinden biri de Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun makam ve
onur agisindan ¢ift hiyerarsiye sahip karmasik bir onur sistemi gelistirmesiydi. Bdylece bu ¢ift hiyerarsinin her ikisi de
beraberinde maas ve emekli maasi getirmistir. Makam satisi nadir olsa da, unvan satist sistemin bir parcasi haline
gelmistir. Bir unvan satin alindiginda, sahibi standart bir oranda emekli maast aliyordu. Ancak bu durum, yeni unvan
diizenleri olustugu siirece artan talebi karsilamak igin devlet i¢in dnemli bir maliyete neden oluyordu. Bazen bu emekli
maaglar1 kalict olarak veriliyor ve babadan ogula gecebiliyordu. Bu durum maaslar1 ve emekli maaslarini 6demekte
zorlanan devletin bu maaslar1 degeri diigiiriilmiis para birimiyle 6demek igin paray1 degersizlestirmeye yoneldigi
ihtimalini de giiclendirmektedir. Bkz. Angold, s.225-228.
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yasanan ekonomik bunalim nedeniyle paranin degeri diiserken, tahil, ekmek fiyatlar1 artmis ve
issizlik hat safhaya ulasmistir. Bu durum, Imparator VII. Mikhail Doukas’in 1070’lerde
Trakya’daki tahil ticaretini Raidestos’tan (bugiinkii Tekirdag) alarak, Konstantinopolis’e dogrudan
yonlendirme c¢abasim agiklamaktadir. Boylece imparator, bagkentteki kitligir ve fiyat artiglarim
kontrol altina almak amaciyla tahil ticaretini devlet denetimine almak istemistir (Jacoby, 2017,
5.629). Nitekim i¢ isyanlarin patlak vermesiyle birlikte Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun iginde bulundugu
kriz daha goriintir hale gelmistir (Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.320-322; Hendy, 1985, 235). Yine
Anadolu’nun elden ¢ikmasi vergi gelirlerinin diigmesine neden oldugu gibi bu da devlet hazinesinin
aciklarmin biiyiimesine yol agnmustir. Tiim bu kayiplar nedeniyle Bizans imparatorlugu artik askeri
harcamalarin1 finanse edememis, vergi gelirlerini toplayamamis ve maaslart dahi 6deyemez hale
gelmistir. Diger yandan ordunun moral ¢okiintiisii, Bizans’in Bati’daki parali asker sistemine
oOzellikle Latin kuvvetlerine giderek daha fazla bagimh hale gelmesine neden olmustur (Haldon,
1999, 268; Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.337-338).

Biitiin sorunlarin birbirini zincir gibi tetiklemesi sonucu Bizans ekonomisindeki para
sistemi de ¢cokmeye baslarken yiizyillardir istikrarli bir para birimi olarak kullanilan altin nomisma
safligin1 yitirmeye devam etmistir. Bu nedenle enflasyon artarken i¢ huzursuzluklar da dogru
orantili olarak artmaya baslamistir (Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.337; Hendy, 1985, 235; Laiou-Morrisson,
2007, s.150;0ikonomides, 2002, s.1019). Yasanan i¢ savaslar, artan saray harcamalari®, kaybedilen
savaslar nedeniyle 0denen savas tazminatlar1 hazinenin bosalmasina neden olmustur. Bu durumda
¢Oziim arayan imparatorluk tek care olarak halktan yeni vergiler toplama yoluna gitmistir ki bu da
tasrada toplumsal hosnutsuzlugu arttirmustir. Uzerine agir vergiler yiiklenen kiiciik gaptaki
ureticiler iflas ederken, vergi tahsildarlari ve toprak aristokrasisi servetlerini arttirmistir. Yasanan
bu mali krizi asmak isteyen imparatorlugun bir bagka ¢6ziim arayis1 sonucunda Batili devletlere
ticari ayricaliklar tanimanin yollar1 aranmaya baglamistir. Dolayistyla bu durum bize Komnenoslar
oncesi dénemde de Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun dis finansal destege muhtag bir ekonomiye sahip
oldugunu gostermektedir. Nitekim Bati Avrupa’nin bogulma ve kapanma devri olan VII. ve X.
ylizyillarda, Bizans hakimiyetinde bulunan Venedik, giigliik icerisinde olsa bile Bati Avrupa ile
Bizans arasinda ticari miinasebetleri devam ettirebiliyordu. Imparatorluk Adriyatik’te polis
vazifesini vermis oldugu Venedik’e, X. yiizyilin sonlarindan itibaren genis ticari imtiyazlar da
vermisti (Bamyaci, 2019, s.239). Bizans’m en parlak déneminde Venedik’e adeta kapitiilasyon
niteliginde imtiyazlar vermesinin temel sebeplerinden biri dogmakta olan Bizans burjuvazisinin
oniinii kesmekti (Giigliiay, 2019,s.74).

XI. yiizy1l boyunca Bizans ekonomisi bu sekilde gerilerken Venedik, Pisa, Amalfi gibi
ticaret sehirleri Adriyatik ve Ege’de ticaret aglarin1 genisletmis ve Bizans limanlarinda koloniler
kurmaya baglamiglardi. Venedik, Bizans mallarin1 Bati pazarlarina tasiyan baglica araci haline
gelmistir. Bunun yami sira Bizans i¢ ticaretinde de saglam bir sekilde yerlesen Venedikliler
Konstantinopolis ile diger Bizans sehirleri arasindaki ticareti de kontrol etmeye baglamiglardi
(Abulafia, 2012, 5.300). Bu gelisme ticaret hacmini artirmakla birlikte Bizans ekonomisi agisindan
yeni riskler de dogurmustur. Bizans ticareti canlanirken, giimriik gelirlerinin biiyiik bir kism1 Latin
tiiccarlarin eline gegmeye baslamistir. Diger yandan Bizans ekonomisi bu sekilde dis ticarete
bagimh hale gelirken yerli Bizans tliccar smifinin rekabet giiciinii kaybetmesi de ekonomiye
vurulan en onemli darbelerden biri olmustur (Yildirim, 2022, s.193). imparatorlugun iginde

2 XI. yiizy1l baslarindan itibaren basa gegen imparatorlarin insa faaliyetlerine harcadiklari paralar nedeniyle de devlet
hazinesi oldukga zarar goriiyordu. Ornegin Imparator Romanos Argyros, son dinlenme yeri ve saltanatmin aniti olarak
Peribleptos manastirini insa ettirirken, Konstantinos Monomakhos ise Sakiz Adasi’ndaki Nea Moni Manastirini insa
ettirmistir. Yapinin karmasik planlamasi ve zengin mozaikleri, imparatorluk yapilarina harcanan 6zen ve paranin 6énemli
gostergesidir. Nitekim VI. Yiizyildan beri Bizans Imparatorlugu’nda bu 6lcekte bir yapilasma olmamis, imparatorlar
cogunlukla V. Ve VI. Yiizyillardan kalan kamu anitlarini restore etmek ve imparatorlarin mevcut saraylarina ekleme
yapmakla yetinmislerdi. Ornegin, I1.Basileios’un en énemli insa faaliyeti bir depremde hasar géren Ayasofya’y1 onarmak
olmugtur. XI. Yiizyil imparatorlari aristokratik gelenekler nedeniyle insa ettikleri anitlariyla baskentte iz birakmak
istedikleri i¢in bu amaglar1 ugruna devlet gelirlerini kullanmislardir. Bkz. Angold, s.226-227.
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bulundugu bu ekonomik, siyasi ve askeri ¢oziilmeler Komnenos hanedaninin iktidara geliginin
temellerini olusturacak kosullar yaratirken Bizans’in Bati ile kurdugu bagiml iliskilerin de
temellerini atmistir. Diger bir deyisle XI. yiizy1l boyunca biriken yapisal bozulmalar Komnenos
doneminde ortaya ¢ikan ekonomik Latinlesmenin zeminini olugturmustur.

Imparator 1. Aleksios Komnenos (1081-1118)’un tahta g¢ikmasiyla birlikte Bizans
Imparatorlugu’nda sivil aristokrasinin iistiinliigii sona ermis ve askeri asalet sinifinin iistiinliigiiniin
hakim oldugu doneme girilmistir (Angold, 2004, s.219; Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.325). Bdylesine agir
bir kriz ortaminda tahta ¢ikan Imparator 1. Aleksios Komnenos’un ¢dzmesi gereken ¢ok sayida
sorun bulunuyordu. Nitekim Imparator Aleksios, ordusu dagilmis, para sistemi ve ekonomisi
bozulmus, Anadolu’da biiylik toprak kayiplarina ugrayarak fiilen ¢Okmiis bir imparatorluk
devralmistir (Haldon, 1999, s.95; Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.329;Lopez, 1976, s.66). Imparator, icinde
bulundugu siyasi kosullar nedeniyle Latin Bati ile siyasi, askeri ve ticari isbirligine yonelmek
zorunda kalmistir. 1082 yilinda Venedik’e verilen ticari imtiyazlar bu politikalarin {iriinii olarak
ortaya ¢ikmistir. Ancak imparator donanma destegi karsiliginda Bizans’in ekonomik giivenligini
kismen devretmistir. Ciinkii bu kisa vadede Bizans’1 kurtarsa da uzun vadede Venediklilerin Bizans
i¢ ticaretinde giderek belirleyici hale gelmesine ve Bizans i¢in agir mali sonuglar dogurmasina
neden olmustur (Laiou, 2002, s.75; Harris, 2017, s.105). Diger yandan Bat1 ile yapilan askeri
temaslar da imparatorlugun daha sonra olduk¢a zarar gorecegi Hagli seferlerinin baglamasina neden
olmustur. 1204 yilinda Konstantinopolis’in Latinler tarafindan isgaline giden bu siire¢ el birligiyle
Komnenos imparatorlar1 tarafindan adeta ilmek ilmek islenmistir (Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.330-333).

Imparator I. Aleksios Komnenos (1081-1118)’un Devleti Cokiisten Kurtarma
Cabalan ve Venediklilere Verilen Ticari Ayricahiklarin Ortaya Cikisi

1081-1185 yillar1 arasinda Bizans Imparatorlugu iktidarinda kalan Komnenos hanedani
donemi Bizans tarihinde hem yeniden dogusun hem de uzun vadeli bir bagimlilik sisteminin
baslangicin1 temsil etmektedir. Yeniden orgiitlenmeyi ve devleti i¢cinde bulundugu durumdan
cikarmay1 hedefleyen Imparator I. Aleksios’un reformlar1 bu baglamda Bizans’1 giderek Bati
Akdeniz’in kapitalist ticaret aglarina eklemlemistir. 1082 Venedik anlasmasiyla baslayan bu
stirecle Bizans’in ticari egemenligini kaybetmeye basladigi bir doneme girilmistir (Ostrogorsky,
2011, 5.333-334).

Imparator 1. Aleksios Komnenos’un tahta ¢iktiginda ilk isi imparatorlugun bozulan mali
yapisini onarmaya ¢alismak ve bu mali yap1 tlizerinde kontrolsiiz giice sahip olan aristokrasinin
giiciinii kirmaya ¢aligmak olmustur (Hendy, 1985, s.6). Bu baglamda ilk adim olarak vergilendirme
sistemini yeniden diizenleyen imparator, vergileri dogrudan merkezde toplamak i¢in formiiller
tiretmistir (Hendy, 1985, s.235). Bdylece bu donemde Pronoia® sisteminin gelistirilmesiyle hem
aristokrasinin denetim altina alinmasi hem de Bizans ordusunun yiikiiniin ekonomik agidan
hafifletilmesi saglanmistir. Bu sistem kendisinden sonra oglu II. Ioannes (1118-1143) ve torunu
Manuel Komnenos (1143-1180) tarafindan da uygulanmistir. Ancak kisa vadede basarili sonuglar
doguran bu sistemin uzun vadede 6zel miilkiyetin artmasi1 ve devlet gelirlerinin pargalanmasi gibi
dezavantajlar1 da ortaya ¢ikmigtir (Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.306). Yine paranin degerini korumak igin
yeni altin nomisma (Hyperpyron)*’y1 bastiran Imparator Aleksios’un bu uygulamalar1 ekonomide
kismen iyilesmeyi saglamistir (Hendy, 1985, s.235;Laiou, 2002, s.757) ancak bu kadar derin bir

3 Bu sistemde belirli bolgelerden veya miilklerden elde edilen devlet gelirleri asker ve techizatlariim saglanmasi
karsiliginda bir bireye veya gruba verilirdi. Dogan-Capan, “Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun XI.- XIII. Yiizyillar Arasinda
Orduyu Kurtarma Cabalart: Pronoia Sistemi”, Asia Minor Studies, C.13, S.2, 5.17-18; Alan Harvey, Economic Expansion
in the Byzantine Empire 900-1200, Cambridge Universty Press, Newyork, 1989, s.72; John Haldon, Warfare, State and
Society in the Byzantine World, 565—1204, Routledge Taylor&Francis Group, London And Newyork, 1999, 5.94.

4 Hyperpyron, imparator I. Aleksios Komnenos’un reforme edilmis para sistemindeki en degerli altin sikkedir. Komnenos
donemi Hyperpyron’u, Akdeniz ticaretinde genis bir dolagima sahipti. Doguda Fatimi dinari, Bati’da Almoravid
(morabitino) ile birlikte, bu para birimi “Orta Cag’1n dolarlarindan biri” olarak kabul edilir; yiiksek i¢ degeri ve alim giicii
olan uluslararast bir para birimiydi. Bkz. Alan Harvey, s. XIV; Angeliki E. Laiou and Cecile Morrisson, s.155.
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ekonomik ¢okiis karsisinda kaynak bulmak igin dis kaynaklardan finansal ve askerl destek
aramaktan baska care yoktu’. Diger yandan batidan gelen askeri tehditler, 1081 yilinda
Normanlar’m Dyrrhachium (bugiinkii Dirag) kusatmasi Bizans imparatorlugu’nun deniz giiciinii
kaybettigini acikc¢a ortaya koymustu. Bu durumda deniz giicii tiikenmis, mali durumu zayiflamas,
ticaret yollar1 Latin denizcilerin eline gegmis Bizans imparatorlugu, kendini koruyacak donanmayi
kuramayinca Venedik Cumhuriyeti’ne bagvurmak zorunda kalmistir (Treadgold, 1997, s.615; Anna
Komnena, 1996, s.183-188; Haldon, 1999, s.91; Harris, 2014, s.43).

XI. yiizyihn sonlarinda Dogu Akdeniz’de yilikselmeye baglayan bir giic olan Venedik,
Bizans ile uzun siiredir vergiye tabi ve denetimli bir sekilde ticari iligkiler siirdiiriiyordu. Ancak bu
donemde Bizans deniz giiciiniin zayiflamas1 ve Italya’daki Norman baskisinin artmasi nedeniyle
Imparator Aleksios bu kez Venedik ile stratejik bir ittifaka yonelmistir (Lopez, 1976, s.65). Bu
ittifakin temelinde ise Venedik’in Bizans’a askeri yardimi karsiliginda ticari imtiyazlar taninmasi
yatiyordu. Bu nedenle Venediklilerin giiney italya ve Sicilya’daki Norman Kralligim yenmek igin
Bizans’in askeri yardim talebini kabul etmelerinin ardindan Imparator Aleksios, Venedik’e
imparatorluk topraklarinda ticari serbestlik taniyan bir altin ferman yani Chrysobull yayinlamigtir
(Jacoby, 2018, s.387; Ozdemir, 2020, s.428-429; Stalowski, 2021, s.48; Anna Komnena, 1996,
s.186; Harris, 2014, s.43). Bu belge, Bizans tarihinin en kritik ekonomik doéniim noktalarindan biri
olmustur.

1082 tarihli Chrysobull of Aleksios I Komnenos Venedik Cumhuriyeti’ne genis ticari
ayricaliklar taniyan altin mihiirlii bir imparatorluk fermanmidir. Bu belge, Venediklilere
Konstantinopolis’in yani sira Bizans’in tiim topraklarinda gecerli olacak haklar tanimistir. Bu
fermana gore Venedikli tiiccarlar glimriik vergilerinden tamamen muaf tutulacak, Venediklilere,
Konstantinopolis’te 6zel bir ticaret mahallesi (Venetian Quarter)® tahsis edilecek, Venedikli
tiiccarlarin mallarina el konulmayacak ve vergi talep edilemeyecekti. Venediklilere tahsis edilen bu
mahalle Hali¢’in karsisinda, Pera’nin hemen yaninda siirekli tiiketici akisi saglayan ideal bir
konumdaydi. Ayrica bu bolge metal isleme tesislerine ve cesitli ¢arsilara (agora/bazaar) yakin
oldugu icin sehirde siirekli gelisen bir ticareti garanti ediyordu (Anna Komnena, 1996, s.186;
Necipoglu, 2017, s.442;Jacoby, 2018, 387-390; Nicol, 2000, s.58-59; Stalowski, 2021, s.48;
Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, s.176;Harris, 2014, s.43). Tim bunlarin karsiliginda Venedik filosu
Bizans’a askeri yardim saglayacakti. Bu imtiyazlar kisa vadede imparator Aleksios’a Venedik
donanmasinin destegini saglamistir. Ancak uzun vadede Bizans ticaretinin Latin sehir devletleri
tarafindan tekellestirilmesine ve Bizans hazinesine giren ticari gelirlerin dogrudan azalmasina yol
acmustir (Harris, 2017, s.106). Yine Konstantinopolis’te kurulacak Venedik ticaret mahallesinin
Ozerk bir yaprya sahip olmasi, Venediklilere yerli tliccarlara karsi biiyiik avantajlar saglarken,
imparatorlugun ekonomik bagimsizligi agisindan da onemli bir tehdit unsuru olusturmustur.
Venedikliler Bizans yasalarina tabi olmadan ticaret yapmaya ve kendi gemilerini Bizans
limanlarinda serbestge kullanmaya baglamistir. Sonraki otuz yil boyunca da Venedik ticaret bolgesi
gelismis ve Venedikliler sehrin dort yanindaki birgok ticari pazara erisimden faydalanmaya
baslamistir. Bu neredeyse engelsiz erisim, Venedikli tiiccarlarin ve aristokratlarin basta ipek, boya,
cam ve bankacilik/finans olmak {izere gesitli alanlarda Onemli yatirimlar yapmalarina olanak
saglamistir (Stalowski, 2021, s.50; Madden, 2013, s.75). Niketas Khoniates, Venediklilere verilen

5 Imparator 1. Aleksios(1081-1118) donemi ekonomik agidan o kadar kotii bir donemdi ki imparator devleti
toparlayabilmek i¢in hem kendi glimiis esyalarin1 hem de kiliseye ait degerli metalleri eritmek zorunda kalmisti. Bkz.
Angeliki E. Laiou, “Exchange and Trade, Sevent-Twelfth Centuries”THE ECONOMIC HISTORY OF BYZANTIUM
From the Seventh through the Fifteenth Century, Volume I. (Editor-in-Chief (Angeliki E. Laiou), Dumbarton Oaks
Research Library and Collection, Washington, 2002, s.737.

¢ JToannes Kinnamos buray1 Embolon olarak yazmistir. Prof. Dr. Isin Demirkent’in aktardigina gore Embolum, tiiccarlarin
mallarint depoladiklart yer olup zamanla Venetian Quarter yani Venedik mahallesi olarak anilmaya baglamistir. Bkz.
loannes Kinnamos’un Historiasi(1118-1176), (Yayma Hazirlayan, Prof.Dr. Isin Demirkent), Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yay.,
Ankara, 2001, s.201.
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bu ayricaliklar nedeniyle Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun igine diistiigii durumu su sozleriyle gozler
oOniine sermektedir:

“...Bir zamanlar Bizanslilar, bir deniz savasinda onlarin yardimina muhtag olduklart igin,
bunlart devletlerine kabul etmislerdi. Venedikliler ogul veren arilar gibi Venedik’i Istanbul ile
degis tokus edip biitiin Bizans devleti i¢ine yayildilar. Sadece adlarimi muhafaza etmislerdi ve diger
hususlarda tamamiyle Bizanslilar gibiydiler. Cogaldilar ve kudretleri artti.....”" (Khoniates, 1995,
s.118-119).

1082 fermanmi sonrasinda Bizans ekonomisinde ayricalikli bir konuma sahip olan
Venedikliler basta Konstantinopolis olmak tizere Selanik, Ephesos ve Korinthos gibi liman
kentlerinde koloniler kurmaya baslamistir. Kendi hukuk sistemine sahip olan bu koloniler Bizanslh
tiiccarlarla rekabet etmek zorunda degillerdi. Nitekim imparatorlugun liman gelirlerinin azalmasi
nedeniyle giimriik gelirlerinde dramatik bir diislis yasanmistir. Diger yandan Venedikli tiiccarlarin
vergi muafiyeti nedeniyle rekabet giiclinlin ortadan kalkmasi yerli tiiccar sinifin1 da zayiflatmaya
baslatmustir. Ozellikle Konstantinopolis’teki yerli zanaatkarlar Latin tiiccarlarm mallar1 karsisinda
pazar paylarim kaybetmistir.” XII. yiizyilin sonlarina gelindiginde Bizanslh tiiccarlarin Latinlerle
kiyaslandiginda hem dis ticarette hem de ig ticaretteki gorece pay1 oldukca azalmistir (Laiou, 2002,
s.752). Bu sekilde Latin tliccarlarin iistiinliik elde etmesi halkin 6fkesine neden olmus ve 1182
yilindaki Latin Katliamu olaymin ekonomik zemini olusmustur (Necipoglu, 2017, s.443). Bu
fermanin en 6nemli sonuglarindan biri ise XI. yiizyilin sonlarina kadar Dogu Akdeniz’de en giiglii
donanmaya sahip iilke konumunda olan Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun XII. yiizy1l baslarindan itibaren
bu roliinii Venedik ve Cenevizlilere devretmesi olmustur (Jacoby, 2017, s.648; Stalowski, 2021,
s.49; Brand, 1968, s.195). Dolayisiyla 1082 fermani ile Norman tehlikesi gegici olarak bertaraf
edilmis, Bizans donanmasi yeniden yapilandirilmis, Hagli Seferleri ddneminde Avrupa’daki Bizans
imaji giiclendirilmis ama bu kazammlarin bedeli agir olmustur. Imparatorluk ekonomik
bagimsizligimi biiylik 6lciide kaybederken, Latin tiiccarlarin imparatorluk ekonomisi tizerindeki
hakimiyeti, Komnenoslar sonrasinda kalic1 bir yapisal bagimliliga neden olmustur. Bu siire¢ 1204
yilindaki Latin isgalinin ekonomik 6n kosullarmi hazirlamistir (Brand, 1968, s.195; Kazhdan-
Epstein, 1985, s.24; Lopez, 1976, s.65).

Bizans Denizcilik Giiciiniin Gerilemesi

Bizans Imparatorlugu tarihinde Komnenos dénemi Akdeniz diinyasinda ticari giic
dengelerinin biiyiilk Ol¢lide degistigi ve yeniden oOrgiitlendigi bir donem olarak karsimiza
cikmaktadir. XI. yiizyilin ortalarindan itibaren Bati Avrupa’daki ekonomik canlanma ile birlikte
Venedik, Ceneviz, Pisa, Amalfi gibi italyan sehir devletleri hizla yiikselise gegmistir. Bu kentler,
Hacli Seferleri’nin sagladigi lojistik avantajlardan da yararlanarak Dogu Akdeniz ticaretini
neredeyse tamamen kontrol altina almaya baslamustir (Abulafia, 2012, 5.293; Ozer, 2020, 5.286).
Dolayisiyla Bizans’in yiizyillardir siirdiirdiigii deniz ticareti istiinliigii artik Latin devletlerinin
eline gecmeye baslamistir (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.142).

7 Bu siiregte Dogu Akdeniz, Avrupa’nin belirli bdlgeleri igin stratejik dneme sahip bir gida ve hammadde tedarikgisi
haline gelmistir. Bolge yalnizca tahil, zeytinyag1 ve seker gibi temel besin maddelerini degil, ayn1 zamanda kdleler ve
pamuk, keten, ipek, balmumu, sap, kursun ve yiin gibi ¢esitli hammaddeleri Bati Avrupa’ya ihra¢ etmekteydi. Buna
karsilik, Lombard ve Flandre dokumalar1, kadifeler, ince pamuklu kumaslar, metal is¢iligi tirinleri ve silahlar gibi yiiksek
katma degerli sanayi mallart Bati’dan Dogu Akdeniz’e ihrag edilmekteydi. Bu asimetrik degisim, Bizans ekonomisinin
tarimsal ve hammaddelere dayali bir yapiya evrilmesine ve imalat sektoriiniin rekabet giiciinii kaybetmesine yol agmustir.
Konstantinopolis bagta olmak {izere Bizans sehirlerinde yerli zanaatkarlar, Latin tiiccarlarin sanayi mallar1 karsisinda
pazar paylarim yitirmistir. Venedikli kolonilerde yasayan tiiccarlarin temel gereksinimlerini dahi anavatanlarindan temin
etmeleri, Dogu Akdeniz’deki ekonomik yapinin yalnizca ticari degil, kiiltiirel diizeyde de bagimli bir nitelik kazandigini
gostermektedir. Dolayisiyla, XIV. yiizyil itibartyla Dogu Akdeniz bir uluslararast pazar sistemi iginde biitiinlesmis olsa
da, bu biitinlesme esitsiz bir karakter tagimis ve Bizans Imparatorlugu, iiretici bir merkez olmaktan ¢ikip Latin ticaret
aglarmin gevresel bir unsuru héline gelmistir. Bkz. Alexander Evgeniy Stalowski, s.51; Angeliki E. Laiou- Thomadakis,
The Byzantine Economy In The Mediterranean Trade System; Thirteenth-Fifteenth Centuries, Dumbarton Oaks Papers,
Vol. 34/35 (1980/1981), Published by: Dumbarton Oaks, Trustees for Harvard University, s.179-180.
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Bu yiikselisin onciisii olan Venedik XI. ylizyildan itibaren Adriyatik limanlarinda ticaret
kolonileri kurarak Bizans ile ekonomik iliskilerini giiglendirmistir®. 1082 ayricaliklariyla birlikte de
bu iliskileri tek tarafli karli bir sisteme doniistiirmiistiir. Ceneviz ve Pisa kentleri de Haglhi
seferlerinden sonra oOzellikle XII. ylizyilda Bizans topraklarinda rekabet¢i koloniler kurarak
Venedik’in izinde gitmistir. Bu dénemde Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun i¢ sorunlariyla mesgul olmasi
Bat1 Akdeniz’deki gelismeleri gozden kacirmasina neden olmustur. Bizans deniz giicii gerilerken
ve filolarin sayist azalirken, Latin sehir devletleri gemi teknolojisinde, haritacilikta, liman
organizasyonunda biiyiik ilerlemeler kaydetmistir. Ozellikle Venedik, ii¢ direkli gemi tasarimi yani
trireme ile Bizans filosuna kargi iistiinliik kazanmistir. Nitekim XII. yiizyilin ortalarinda Bizans
deniz giicii, sadece Ege ve Marmara c¢evresiyle sinirlt kalmistir (Pryor, 1988, s.31-34). Diger
yandan Bizans Imparatoru I. Aleksios Komnenos’un Venediklilere tanidig1 ticari imtiyazlar onlarla
rekabet halinde olan Ceneviz ve Pisa gibi diger Italyan sehir devletlerinin tepkisini ¢ekmis ve onlar
da politik, diplomatik ve askeri diizeyde harekete gegerek Bizans-Venedik rekabetinde aktif
aktorlere doniismiislerdir (Lopez, 1976, s.65). Ozellikle Ceneviz ve Pisa Hagli Seferleri’yle Dogu
Akdeniz’de Onemli ticari roller istlenerek Bizans'in diger limanlarinda varlik gostermeye
baslamistir. Ornegin Cenevizliler Trabzon ve Karadeniz kiyilarinda koloniler kurarak tahil ve balik
ticaretinde uzmanlasirken Pisalilar da Ege adalarinda Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun izniyle depolar
kurmustur. Nitekim Venedik’e taninan ayricaliklara benzer bir sekilde diger italyan sehirlerine de
ayricaliklar tanmmustir (Kazhdan-Epstemn, 1985, s.176-177). Oncelikle 18 Nisan 1111 tarihinde
yapilan bir anlagsmayla Pisa’ya ayricaliklar taninmistir. Bu anlasma ile Pisalilar Bizans’a karsi
diismanca eylemlerden kaginmayi ve onun diismanlartyla ittifak kurmamayi taahhiit ettikten sonra
ayn1 yilin Ekim ayinda onlar i¢in de bir altin ferman yayimlanmigtir. Bu fermanla Pisalilar %4 liik
ad valorem vergi disinda tiim ithalat ve ihracat vergilerinden muafiyet, Konstantinopolis’te
kendilerine tahsis edilmis 6zel bir mahalle ve yiiklerini indirip bindirecekleri bir iskele (Scala)’ye
sahip olmustur (Treadgold, 1997, s.627; Harris, 2014, s.124). William Heywood un aktardigina
gore belgelerden, bu iskelenin Scala Dublex (Cift Iskele) olarak adlandirildigi ve alti arsin
yiiksekliginde ahsap parmakliklarla kamu yollarindan ayrildigi anlasilmaktadir. Yakin ¢evrede
carsilar ve kolonistlerin ikamet edecegi konutlar bulunmaktaydi. Pisalilarin bati tarafinda ise
Venedik mabhallesi bulunmaktaydi. Burasi liman iizerindeki baslica feribot gecis noktasiydi ve
bugiinkii Galata kopriisiiniin bulundugu yer buraya karsilik gelmektedir (Heywood, 1921, 5.54-55).
Bu Latin yerlesimi, Hali¢’in giiney kiyisinda, Galata’nin karsisinda Konstantinopolis’teki diger
Latin mabhalleleri gibi sehre ve imparatorluk sarayina yakin bir konumda yer almaktaydi. Bu
sekilde yerlesimin Bizans yOnetiminin Latin kolonilerini hem ticari faaliyetler agisindan elverisli
hem de siyasal denetim altinda tutulabilir alanlarda tutma cabasindan kaynaklandigi tahmin
edilebilir. Ayrica bu Pisa yerlesiminin Venedik mahallesine yakin konumlandirilmasi Bizans’in bu
kolonileri mekansal olarak da birbirine karsi denge unsuru olarak kullandigini diisiindiirmektedir.
Pisalilara verilen ayricaliklar1 iceren fermanda Venediklilere karsi koruma maddesinin bulunmasi
da Bizans’in Latin kolonileri arasindaki rekabeti bilingli bir sekilde yonettigini gdostermektedir
(Brand, 1968, s.207). Dolayisiyla Pisa’ya tanmnan bu ayricaliklar, yalnizca iktisadi degil aymi
zamanda egemenlik, kontrol ve diplomatik denge kaygilarinin i¢ ice gectigi cok yonlil bir Bizans
politikasi olarak degerlendirilebilir. Yine ilk Hagli Seferi sonrasinda Bizans Imparatorlugu ézellikle
denizci Italyan cumhuriyetleriyle iliskilerinde pragmatik ve ¢ikar odakl1 bir politika benimsemistir.

8 Venedik’in, kuzey Adriyatik’teki bir grup ada iizerine dagilmus kiigiik bir topluluktan, 12. yiizyilda Akdeniz’in énde
gelen bir deniz giicline doniismesi birkag yiizyila yayilan siyasal, askeri ve ekonomik gelismelerin bir araya gelmesiyle
miimkiin olmusgtur. Nitekim 8. yiizyilin sonlarmma gelindiginde Venedik’in Dogu Akdeniz’deki ticari ve denizcilik
alanindaki genislemesi, ¢oktan baglamis ve temel kaliplar1 olugsmustu. Bu yiizyilda Kudiis’li diizenli bigimde ziyaret eden
Venedikliler, Hristiyan hac mevsimi etrafinda kurulan panayir ile Bagdat’tan gelen degerli dogu mallarinin satis1 iginde
aktif olarak yer aliyorlardi. Venedikliler muhtemelen bu mallar1 Bizans {izerinden de getiriyorlardi. 9. yilizyilin ikinci
yarisindan itibaren, Trabzon, Bizans, Ermeni ve Miisliiman devletlerin ticaret yollarinin kesistigi 6nemli bir pazar
konumuna gelmisti. Bkz. David Jacoby, Medieval Trade in the Eastern Mediterranean and Beyond, Routledge Taylor
& Francis Group, London And Newyork, 2018, s.371-373.
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Nitekim 1111 yilinda Pisalilara verilen bu ayricaliklarla Bizans, askeri ve diplomatik tehditleri
ekonomik imtiyazlar yoluyla dengeleme stratejisi uygulamayi tercih etmistir (Harris, 2014, s.124).

Cenovalilar ise 1155 yilinda Latin sehir devletleri arasinda denge politikas1 yiiriitmek
isteyen Imparator I. Manuel Komnenos (1143-1180) tarafindan resmen Bizans limanlarina kabul
edilmistir’. Boylece, Pisalilar ve Cenovalilar da Konstantinopolis’te Hali¢’in giiney kiyisinda
yerlesim yeri edinmis ve Bizans pazarlarina erismislerdir (Jacoby, 2017, s.645; Brand, 1968, s.207;
Miller, 1908, s.5; Harris, 2014, s.124). Ancak bu denge politikas1 Latin tiiccarlarin rekabeti
lizerinden Akdeniz pazarmin liberallesmesine yol agtig1 i¢in Bizans Imparatorlugu ticaret gelirleri
iizerindeki denetimini tamamen kaybetmistir (Necipoglu, 2017, s.442; Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.371;
Ozdemir, 2023, 5.471; Madden, 2013, s.85).

Venedik’in Bizans Uzerindeki Ekonomik ve Askeri Niifuzu

1082 yilinda Imparator 1. Aleksios Komnenos tarafindan ilan edilen Chrysobull’un
ardindan Venedik, Konstantinopolis’te genis bir ticaret mahallesi/quartiere elde etmistir.
Imparatorluk idaresinden bagimsiz, yar1 6zerk bir yonetime sahip bu bolgede Venedikli tiiccarlar
giimriik vergisinden muaf bir sekilde ticaret yapiyor ve Latin mallarii kendi gemilerinde
satabiliyorlardi. Bizans’in yerli tiiccarlar1 vergi dderken, Venediklilerin hi¢cbir 6deme yapmadan
aynt limanlar1 kullanmasi Bizans sehir ekonomisinde yapisal bir dengesizlige neden olmustur.
Venediklilerin bu avantajlar1 kisa siirede ticaretin tekellesmesine neden oldugu gibi Bizans
iireticileri Venedik iizerinden gelen tekstil, baharat, cam zeytinyagi, tuz ve sarap gibi mallarla
rekabet edememeye baslamistir (Abulafia, 2012, s.285; Laiou, 2002, s.752; Harris, 2017, s.106).
Dolayisiyla Bizans’ta yerli iiretim diiserken tiiketim de Bati Avrupa’ya bagimli hale gelmistir. Bu
ise ekonominin Latinlesmesinin en Onemli nedeni olarak karsimiza c¢ikmaktadir.
Konstantinopolis’te bu sekilde bir iis kuran Venedikliler, Ege ve Anadolu kiyilarinda da etkin rol
oynamaya baslamistir. Korinthos (Korint), Ephesos (Efes), Smyrna (izmir), Adramyttion
(Edremit), Chios (Sakiz), Girit, Selanik ve Rodos gibi limanlar XII. ylizyilin baslarinda fiilen
Venedik etkisine girmeye baglamistir (Laiou, 2002, s.751-752). Bu bolgedeki giimriik gelirlerinin
¢ogu Venedik temsilcilerine gitmeye baslamustir. Bizans Imparatorlugu bu durumu kontrol altina
almak i¢in gesitli denetim mekanizmalar1 kurmaya ¢aligmig ancak basarili olamamustir.

Venedik’in Bizans {izerindeki ekonomik etkisinin yani sira stratejik bir bagimlilik
yaratmasi da imparatorluk lizerinde olumsuz etkilere neden olmustur. Venedik filosu, Normanlar
ve Miisliman donanmalarina karsi Bizans savunmasinda kilit rol oynamistir. Ancak glimriik
gelirlerinin azalmasi nedeniyle Bizans donanmasinin bakimi i¢in gerekli gelirler saglanamayinca
deniz giivenligi fiilen Venedik’in eline ge¢mistir. Bu da Bizans’in deniz imparatorlugu kimligini
yitirmesinin baslangicini teskil etmistir (Ostrogorsky, 2011, 5.329-330).

Komnenos Doéneminde Bizans donanmasinin zayiflamasi ekonomik sonuglarinin yani sira
onemli siyasal sonuglar doguran bir meseleydi. Nitekim X. yiizy1l ve XI. yilizyil baslarinda
Akdeniz’in en giiclii filosuna sahip Bizans donanmasi XII. yiizyilda Venedik filosunun golgesinde
kalmistir. imparator 1. Aleksios’un reformlar kisa vadede filoyu giiclendirmis olsa da bu giiclenme
gemi yapimi, malzeme tedariki, maas ddemeleri ve artan maliyetler nedeniyle siirdiiriilememistir.
Bu nedenle Venedik imparatorluk adina savas gemileri tahsis etmeye baslamis ve Bizans deniz
giicti fiilen kiralik donanma modeline doniigmiistiir (Brand, 1968, s.195). Bu durum, Bizans i
Dogu Akdeniz’deki stratejik {iistiinliigiinii kaybetmesine yol acmustir. Onegin Korfu ve Girit

9 Niketas’in aktardigma gore imparator Manuel Komnenos’un Venedik, Ceneviz, Pisalilar ve diger Italyan sehir
devletlerinin dostlugunu kazanma ¢abasinin bir baska nedeni ise batili milletlerin saldirilarindan korkmasiydi. Bu nedenle
bunlara nezaketle yaklasiyor ve bagkentte koloniler kurmalarina izin veriyordu. Ancak bir yandan da iglerinden birinin
giiclenip Bizans’a karst harekete gegmelerinden c¢ekindigi i¢in bunlara giivenmiyordu. Bu nedenle bunlardan herhangi
birinde kendisinden daha giiglii olana boyun egme egilimi gordiigiinde hemen onu para ile giiclendirip savasa hazir hale
getirir ve direnme isteklerini giiclendirirdi. Bkz. Niketas Khoniates,

s.139.
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iizerindeki kontrol Venedik’in eline gecerken Bizans, Ege’de kendi adalarini bile koruyamaz hale
gelmistir.

I. Aleksios Komnenos’un 1082 yilinda Venedik’e tanidig1 kapsamli ticaret imtiyazlari,
Bizans ekonomisinde ciddi bir ayricalik rejimi yaratmis, Venedikli tliccarlar1 yerli Bizans
tiiccarlarmin Oniine gegirmistir. Nitekim uzlagsmaz bir aristokrasinin temsilcisi olan imparator
senato bilesimini bile degistirerek yasamini ticaretle kazanan kisileri dislayan yeni bir imparatorluk
aristokrasisinin cikarlarini yansitir hale gelmisti. Dolayisiyla Komnenoslarin iktidara gelisleriyle
birlikte, tiiccar sinifinin siyasal ve toplumsal gelisimi durdurulmustu (Laiou, 2002, s.753). Ancak I.
Aleksios’un 1118’de oliimiinden sonra tahta ¢ikan oglu II. Ioannes Komnenos (1118-1143) bu
politikalarin yanlishgmi anlamig ve imtiyazlarin imparatorlugun ekonomik egemenligini
zedeledigini disiinerek anlagmay1 yeniden miizakere etmeyi reddetmistir (Madden, 2013, s.75-75;
(Abulafia, 2012, 5.293). Bunun iizerine yeni imparatorun bu tutumunu diigmanca algilayan ve o yil
secilen Venedik Diikii Domenico Michiel (1119-1130), Bizans’a karsi harekete gecerek giiclii
Venedik donanmasi ile Sakiz, Rodos, Midilli (Lesbos) ve Korfu’ya saldirilar diizenlemistir. Yine
Filistin bolgesinde sahilleri yagmalayarak, Str (Tyros)’u kusatmistir (Harris, 2014, s.123-124). Bu
saldirilar Venedik’in Bizans’la iliskilerinde bir giic gdsterisi niteligindeydi ve imparator II. Ioannes
Komnenos’a, Venedik’in artik Bizans karsisinda yalnizca ticari bir ortak degil, askeri baski
uygulayabilecek bir deniz giicii haline geldigini gdstermistir. Nitekim bir yandan da Hagli Seferi
bahanesiyle yiiriitiilen bu operasyonlar, Venedik’in politik hedefleriyle dini amaglari i¢ i¢e gegirme
stratejisinin erken drnekleridir. Bizans donanmasi bu saldirilara kars1 koyamayinca, Imparator 11
Ioannes Komnenos baris istemek zorunda kalmistir (Kinnamos, 2001, s.201). Sonugta imparator,
1126 yilinda yeni bir Chrysobull Antlagsmas1 imzalayarak Venediklilere eskisinden bile daha genis
haklar tanimak zorunda kalmistir (Madden, 2013, s.78; Kinnamos, 2001, s.201; Abulafia, 2012,
$.294; Harris, 2017, s.108). Bu anlasmayla Venedikliler, Bizans sehirlerinde serbestge ticaret
yapma, giimriik vergilerinden muaf olma ve Girit ile Kibris’ta kendi ticaret kolonilerini kurma
hakkini elde etmistir. Ayrica, Venedik konsoloslarinin Bizans topraklarinda yargisal yetkilere sahip
olmasi, bu kolonilere fiili bir 6zerklik kazandirmistir. Boylece Venedik, Bizans’in ekonomik
sistemine yalnizca katilan bir unsur olmaktan ¢ikip, onu yonlendiren bir gii¢ haline gelmistir.
Imparator II. Ioannes Komnenos’un geri adimi, Bizans’in Venedik deniz giicii karsisinda askerd
olarak zayifladigini ve ekonomik olarak bagimli hale geldigini agik¢a ortaya koymustur ve bu
gelisme, ilerleyen yiizyillarda Venedik’in Dogu Akdeniz iizerindeki hakimiyetinin ve Bizans
lizerindeki kalici tesirinin baslangici olmustur. Diger yandan bu Chrysobull Antlasmasi imparator
I. Aleksios’un anlagmasmin bir uzantis1 olsa da imtiyazlar1 kurumsal bir tekellesmeye
donistiirmiistiir (Brand, 1968, s.195). Vergi muafiyetleri, Venedikli tiiccarlarin Bizansh ve diger
Latin rakiplerine gére maliyet avantaji elde etmesini saglamis bu da Konstantinopolis’teki Venedik
hakimiyetini pekistirmistir. Bu antlasmanin Pisa ile Bizans arasindaki Chrysobull’dan 15 yil sonra
imzalanmast Dogu Akdeniz’deki Italyan denizci cumhuriyetleri arasindaki rekabeti acikca
yansitmaktadir. Pisa’nin Bizans ile dogrudan ticari iligki kurmasi, Venedik’in Dogu ticaretindeki
tekelini tehdit etmisti. Dolayisiyla Venedik, Bizans’tan aldigi yeni imtiyazlarla bu rekabeti
bastirmay1 ve Konstantinopolis pazarlarim fiilen kontrol altina almay1 hedeflemistir (Stalowski,
2021, s.51-52). Bizans yonetimi Venedik’in artan niifuzunu dengelemek amaciyla Pisa ve
Cenova’ya da gesitli imtiyazlar tanimistir. Ancak bu politika Italyan deniz cumbhuriyetleri
arasindaki rekabeti Konstantinopolis’in i¢ine tasimis ve gerilimi arttirmistir (Brand, 1968, s.195).
Sonug olarak imparator II. Ioannes Komnenos déneminde verilen bu tavizlerle Venedik’in varlig
ticari agdan politik niifuza doniismiis ve Bizans’in ekonomik bagimsizligi daha da zayiflarken,
Latin ticaret kolonilerinin giiclenmesine zemin hazirlanmistir (Stalowski, 2021, s.53).

Imparator I. Manuel Komnenos (1143-1180) déneminde yapilan 1147 tarihli Chrysobull
Bizans-Venedik iliskilerinde énemli bir doniim noktasini teskil etmistir. Bundan sonra Venedik,
Bizans imparatorlugu icin sadece bir ticari ortak olmaktan ¢ok hukuki, ekonomik ve mekansal bir
gii¢ haline gelmistir. Venediklilere kendi mahkemelerini kurma izni veren bu anlagma ile tiim ceza
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davalan ile medeni ve ekonomik uyusmazliklarin Bizans hukukuna gore degil, Venedik hukukuna
gore gorilmesi saglanmistir (Stalowski, 2021, s.53; Madden, 2013, s.83-85). Venedik
mahkemelerinin Bizans yargisindan bagimsiz olmasi, Bizans’in kendi bagkentinde egemenlik
yetkisinin fiilen paylasilmasina ve Venedik’in 6zel bir koloni statiisii kazanmasina neden olmustur.
Aymi anlagsma ile Venedikli tiiccarlar, otuz yil boyunca siiren ticari akinlar ve Pisa ile Bizans
gemilerine yonelik agik saldirilar sonucunda nihayet bir liman iskelesi iizerinde hak elde etmistir.
Buna ek olarak s6z konusu Chrysobull Venediklilere daha genis tasinmaz miilkiyet haklar1 tanimig
ve Venedik mahallesinin siirlarim genisletmistir. Nitekim Italyan tiiccarlarin sayisi arttikca, sehre
gelen ticaret hacmi de artiyor ve bu genisleme Bizans diikkanlar1 ve depolarinin bulundugu alanlara
kadar yayilan yeni Venedik pazarlarinin kurulmasini da iceriyordu (Stalowski, 2021, s.53).
Venedik mahallesinin bu sekilde genisletilmesi ve yeni pazarlarin Bizans diikkanlarim iggal etmesi,
Venedik’in ticari varhigmin yam sira kentsel ve toplumsal bir varlik haline geldigini
gostermektedir. Bu durum, Konstantinopolis’in ekonomik dokusunun Latin varligiyla doniismeye
basladig: siirecin agik bir 6rnegidir.

Bu tehdidi ge¢ de olsa fark eden Bizans Imparatorlugu Venediklilerin bu tekellesme
egilimlerine kars1 biirokratik Onlemler alarak devlet ekonomisini yeniden yapilandirmaya
calismistir. Ornegin Imparatorluk biirolari, Venediklilerin sehirde gerceklestirdigi tiim ticari
islemleri ve ithal mallara iligkin kayitlar1 dogrulamakla gérevlendirilmis ve bu kayitlar, Venedik
faaliyetlerini izlemek iizere Konstantinopolis hazinesine gonderilmistir. Bu siki belge kontroli,
Bizans yonetiminin ekonominin belirli sektdrlerindeki Venedik tekellesmesini sinirlamaya yonelik
cabasinin bir sonucu olarak goriilebilir. Tiim islemlerin kayda gegirilmesi sayesinde Eparch (sehir
valisi) imparatora diizenli raporlar sunabiliyor, bdylece imparator sehrin ekonomik durumunu daha
iyi anlayabiliyordu. Bunun sonucunda imparator, yerel zanaat loncalarini (guilds) koruyacak gesitli
yasalar ¢ikarmay1 da ihmal etmemistir. Bu, Bizans’in Latin baskisina boyun egmedigini, aksine
merkezi yoOnetim aracilifiyla yerel iretim ve ticareti giiclendirme ¢abasinda oldugunu
gostermektedir. Dolayistyla I. Manuel donemi Chrysobull’u, Venedik i¢in bir zafer olarak
yorumlanmakla birlikte Bizans i¢in bir uyanis anlamina da gelmistir. Bu antlagma, bir yandan
Bizans’in Venedik karsisinda askeri ve ekonomik olarak zayifladigini, 6te yandan idari kontrol
mekanizmalarin1 kullanarak ekonomik egemenligini yeniden tesis etme arayisina girdigini
gostermektedir (Stalowski, 2021, s.53-54). Bu durum, XII. yiizy1l Bizans ekonomisinin Latin
giicler karsisinda gegirdigi doniisiimii ve Venedik tesirinin kurumsal hale gelisini agikca
yansitmaktadir.

Imparator I. Manuel Komnenos déneminde Venedik tarih yaziminda “1171 Katastrofisi”
(Catastrofe del 1171) olarak adlandirilan olay ise Venedik’in Bizans’taki ticari hakimiyet
doneminden intikamci yayilma donemine gecis noktast olmustur. Venediklilerin Imparator 1.
Manuel Komnenos’un Sicilya’yr isgal etme planina yardim etmeyi reddetmesinin ardindan
misilleme olarak imparator, Venedik’in ticari rakipleriyle 6zellikle Pisa ve Cenova ile dostane
iliskiler kurmaya baglamistir (Treadgold, 1997, s5.642-646). Bu durum, Latin kolonileri arasindaki
husumeti ve rekabeti hizla artirmistir. Bunun sonucu olarak 1171 yilinda Bizans otoritesine karsi
agik bir meydan okuma olarak Venedikliler'?, Cenova Mahallesi’ne saldirmistir. Bu olay
Venedik’in Bizans topraklarindaki ekonomik giiciiniin artik askeri ve siyasi tagkinliga doniistiigtinii
gdstermistir. Bunun {izerine sert bir diplomatik misilleme baslatan Imparator I. Manuel Komnenos,
1171 Mart’inda binlerce Venedikli tiiccar, tliccar yardimcisi ve aile bireylerini es zamanli olarak
tutuklatarak mallarina el koymus ve Bizans limanlarindan topluca siir disi ettirmistir (Kinnamos,
2001, s.201; Brand, 1968, s.195; Laiou, 2002, s.752; Treadgold, 1997, s.648; Abulafia, 2012,
5.300). Imparator’un bu karari, yalnmzca bir giivenlik 6nlemi degil, Venedik’in ekonomik tekeline

10 Niketas Khoniates, Venediklilerin bu tutumlarini su sézleriyle ifade etmektedir: “...Biiyiik bir servet kazandiktan sonra
bunlar Oylesine ukald ve edepsiz oldular ki sadece Bizanslilara karsi istedikleri sekilde davranmakla kalmayip
imparatorun tehdit ve emirlerine karsi da kulak asmaz oldular....” Bkz. Niketas Khoniates, HISTORIA(Ioannes ve
Manuel Komnenos Devirleri), (Tiirtk¢eye Cev., Fikret Isiltan), Tiirk Tarih Kurumu Yay., Ankara, 1995, s.119.
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son verme girisimi olup, Bizans Imparatorlugu bu sayede Cenova ve Pisa’yla iliskilerini
giiclendirerek ticari ag1 gesitlendirmeyi hedeflemistir. Ancak kisa vadede bu politika dogu
ticaretinde biiylik bir bogluk yaratmistir ¢iinkii Venedik’in lojistik ve finans ag1 kolayca ikame
edilememistir. Venedik acgisindan ise 1171 olayi, siyasi niifuzun asirtya kagmasinin getirdigi bir
geri tepmeydi. Diik Vitale II. Michiel’in diplomatik girisimleri basarisiz olmus, Cumbhuriyet,
Akdeniz’in dogusundaki biitliin miilklerini ve ticaret baglantilarin1 bir gecede kaybetmistir. Bu olay,
ilerleyen yillarda Venedik’in Bizans karsisinda daha temkinli fakat uzun vadede daha emperyalist
bir stratejiye yonelmesine neden olmustur. Venedik, bu olaydan sonra Bizans’1 artik bir miittefik
degil, bir miras devleti olarak gérmeye baslamistir. Dolayisiyla 1171 olaylariyla baglayan kirilma
1204 Latin Istilas’’nin ideolojik ve lojistik zeminini hazirlayan kirilma noktasi olarak da
yorumlanabilir (Madden, 2013, s.85-86).

Yerli Tiiccarlarin Gerilemesi

1082 yilinda Chrysobull ile birlikte oncelikle Venedik’in, ardindan Venedik ile rekabete
giren Ceneviz, Pisa gibi diger Italyan sehir devletlerinin yiikselisi Bizans’m yerli tiiccaria oldukga
biiyilk zarar vermistir. Ciinkii Italyanlarin ayricalikli statiisiiniin kaginilmaz sonucu olarak
Akdeniz’deki uluslararas: ticarette oldugu gibi Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun i¢ ticaretinde de aktif
hale gelmesiyle birlikte yerli tiiccarlarin ticari faaliyetleri Italyanlara kiyasla &nemli odlciide
azalmaya baglamistir (Necipoglu, 2017, s.443; Jacoby, 2018, s.378-379). Ticaret kisitlamalarinin
kaldirilip, imtiyazlarin verilmesiyle birlikte Zeytinyag1 ve diger gida iirtinleriyle birlikte kumag gibi
mallar Bizans topraklarinda alinip satilmaya baglamistir. Venediklilerin %10’luk glimriik vergisini
O0dememeleri, onlara avantajli bir konum kazandirdig1 i¢in Bizansli tiiccarlardan mallar1 daha
yiiksek fiyatlara alarak bile kar edebiliyorlardi. Aym1 mantik, Bizansl tiiccarlarla yaptiklan ticarette
de gecerliydi ve vergi muafiyetinden elde edilen kari her ne kadar esit olmasa da aralarinda
paylastiklarinda, Bizanslilar i¢in Venediklilerle ticaret yapmak, birbirleriyle ticaret yapmaktan daha
kazangli hale geliyordu. Baslangigta ve bir siireligine Bizansli tiiccarlar da bu durumdan fayda
saglamis olsalar da uzun vadede, bu sistemin mantig1 geregi Italyanlar i¢ ticarette daha biiyiik bir
pay elde etmeye baslamistir. Boylece bir siire sonra yerli tiiccarlarla kar1 paylasma ihtiyaci ortadan
kalkmistir. Dolayisiyla bu sistem yerli tiiccar sinifim1 zayiflatmis ve Italyanlarin ig ticarette egemen
hale gelmesine yol agmistir (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.146; Laiou, 2002, s.751-752).

Venedikli, Pisal1 ve Cenevizli tiiccarlarin kendi aralarindaki rekabeti de yerli sermayenin
¢okmesine neden olmustur. Bizansli tliccarlar vergilendirme baskisi altindayken Latin tliccarlar
vergiden muaf olmalar1 nedeniyle yerli Bizans tiiccarlarina karsi avantaj elde etmis ve Bizanslilar
kendi limanlarinda yabanci statiisiine diigmiistiir (Laiou, 2002, s.759; Ostrogorsky, 2011, s.331-
332). Nitekim bundan 6nceki donemde yabanci tiiccarlarin 6zel binalarda barindirildigi, sinirl bir
ikamet siiresine sahip oldugu ve ihracatlarinin kontrol edildigi adeta kapali ve korunakli bir pazar
yeri olan Kontantinopolis’in bu ¢ehresi Venedikli ve Pisali tiiccarlara verilen ayricaliklarla
asinmistir. Zamanla bir ticaret liman1 olma 6zelligini kaybeden Konstantinopolis bunun yerine
ticaret Ozgiirligiiniin giderek arttig1 genis bir uluslararasi pazarin &zelliklerini kazanmaya
baslamigtir. Diger yandan o zamana kadar ¢ok saglikli bir sistemin temelleri atilmis ve Bizans
gemilerinde Bizans tiiccarlari, Bizans tarim iirlinlerini ve liikks egyalarini satarken Dogu’nun yiiksek
degerdeki mallarini ithal ediyorlardi (Laiou, 1980/1981, s.179-180). Ancak XII. yiizy1l boyunca
Venedikli ve Cenevizli tiiccarlar da bu ticarete katilarak sonraki yiizyillarda bu ticarete hakim olma
yolunda ilerlediler. Sahip olduklari deniz giicleri, Bizans Imparatorlugu’ndan elde ettikleri
ayricaliklar ve bu ayricaliklar sayesinde oOzellikle Misir, Suriye, Filistin ekonomilerindeki
tamamlayici rolleri onlar1 giin gegtikge ticarette daha etkin kilmistir (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.138-
139). Bunun yani sira XI. yiizyildan itibaren Konstantinopolis’in pazar ekonomisi artik Latin
mallarina dayali ithalat merkezine dontismiistiir. Dolayistyla Bizans’in ihracat¢1 ekonomik modeli
tamamen tersine donmiistiir. Ciinkii tiiketim mallar1 batidan gelmeye baslaymca yerli iiretim
ozellikle ipek ve tekstil iiriinleri azalmaya baslamistir. Ozellikle Bizans ipeklerinin taklitlerinin
iiretilmeye baglamasi bu durumda etkili olmustur (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.127-128).
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Latin kolonileri Bizans sehirlerinde ekonomik etkilerinin yan1 sira kiiltiirel etkiler de
yaratmistir. Venedik Mahallesi, Latin kiliseleri, loncalar1 ve konsolosluklariyla birlikte sehirde yar1
Ozerk bir Bat1 sehri gibi olmustur. Yine Venedik, Ceneviz ve Pisalilara taninan ayricaliklar Bizans
sehirlerinde vergiden muaf ve O6zerk yeni bir sosyal tabakanin olugmasina neden olmustur.
Bunlarin ayricalikli statiisii ise halk arasinda biiyiik tepkilere neden olmus ve iktisadi milliyetcilige
benzer bir durum gelismistir (Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, s.176-177; Abulafia, 2012, s.294; Harris,
2014, s.124). Yerli tliccarlar giimriik vergilerinden dolayi iflas ederken, halkin giinlilk yasaminda
Latin mallart hakim olmaya baslamistir. Bizansli tiliccarlar Latin rekabeti karsisinda
dayanamamustir ¢iinkii Venedikliler imparatorluk i¢inde tiim giimriik ve limanlarda vergi muafiyeti
elde etmisken yerli tiiccarlar % 10’a kadar ¢ikan vergiler 6demek zorundayd: (Necipoglu, 2017,
s.442). Bir baska deyisle ayricaliksiz Bizans tiiccarlari, ayricaliklarla garanti altina alinmig
kurumsal avantajlara sahip olan ve ayni zamanda giivenli bir sekilde italya’dan Konstantinopolis’e
oradan Suriye, Filistin ve Misir’a kadar Dogu Akdeniz’de genis bir ticari ag kuran Italyan
tiiccarlarla rekabet etmek zorunda kalmustir (Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.142). Bu durum esitsiz bir
rekabet ortami yaratmig ve yerli sermayenin ¢okiigiinii hizlandirmistir. Nitekim XII. yilizyilda
Konstantinopolis pazarlarinda Venedik mallar1 fiyat olusumunda baskin rol oynamaya baslamistir
(Hendy, 1985, 5.441-446). Yerli tiiccarlar hammadde ve ithalat fiyatlarini kontrol edemedikleri i¢in
kar marjlar1 sifira inmistir. Bizansh zanaatkarlar, 6zellikle Konstantinopolis ve Selanik gibi biiyiik
sehirlerde, Bati mallarinin istilas1 nedeniyle igsiz kalmistir (Laiou, 2002, s.751-752). Bu nedenlerle
Bizans toplumunda Latinlerle ticari iliskiler kurarak zenginlesen Bizansli saraylilar ve bankerler,
yerli tiiccarlar, zanaatkarlar ve liman is¢ileri, Latin sermayesinin golgesinde kalan kesim olmak
tizere ist smiflar ve alt siniflar ortaya c¢ikmistir. Dolayisiyla bu ortamda elitler daha da
zenginlesirken alt siniflar daha da fakirlesmistir (Abulafia, 2012, 5.299). loannes Kinnamos’un
aktardigina gore giinden giine zenginlesen italyanlar bu durumdan &viinmeye baslamis ve sehir
halkina kole muamelesi yapmaya baglamislardi. Ustelik bu muamele siradan insanlarin yani sira
sebastos'' riitbesine sahip kisiler ve diger yiiksek mevkilere gelmis Bizanshlara bile yapiliyordu
(Kinnamos, 2001, s.201). Bu sosyal yap1 toplumsal alanda ekonomik gerilimlerin artmasina neden
olmustur. Bu sonuglar 1182°deki Latin Katliam1 gibi olaylarin zeminini hazirlanmistir (Brand,
1968, 5.6-7).

Imparatorluk acisindan ise bu sistemin en biiyiik sikintis1 vergi tabaninin adeta bir erozyona
ugramasiydi. Ciinkii Venedik ayricaliklart nedeniyle Bizans hazinesi, Ege ve Marmara
limanlarindan elde ettigi gelirlerin biiylik bir kismim kaybetmisti. Bu kayiplar telafi etmek igin
koyliilerden ve kiigiik iireticilerden alinan vergiler arttirilmis bu da tasra halkinin yoksullagsmasina
yol agcmisti (Yildirim, 2022, s.193; Oikonomides, 2002, s.1057). Dolayisiyla sehirlerle koyler
arasindaki gelir farki da derinlesmisti. Ticarette agik bir sekilde goriilen Latinlesme finansal yapida
da kendini gostermeye baglamisti. Venedikli ve Cenevizli bankerler Bizans sarayma ve zengin
aristokratlara bor¢ vermeye baslamislardi. Oyle ki imparator I. Manuel déneminde Bizans’mn dis
acig1 kronik hale gelmis ve bunu telafi etmek isteyen hazine altin stoklarimi eritmeye ve Latin
bankerlerden kisa vadeli krediler almaya baslamisti. Bu durum Bizans imparatorlugu’nun fiilen
yari-koloni ekonomisine doniismesine neden olmustur (Kazhdan, 1991, 5.674).

1182 Latin Katliamina Giden Yolda Toplumsal Gerilimler

XII. yiizyilda Bizans baskenti Konstantinopolis bir yanda Bizans halkinin yasadigi
mahalleler diger yanda Latinlerin miistahkem kolonileri olmak iizere adeta iki sehir haline
gelmistir. Hali¢’in kuzey kiyisinda kendi limani, depolarn ve kiliseleriyle ayr1 bir sehir gibi olan
Venedik mahallesinde Bizans yasalar1 gecerli degildi. Burada Latin konsoloslugu hem yargi hem
de vergi islerini yuritiiyordu (Harris, 2017, s.110,146). Bu yar1 6zerk Latin alanlar1 halk arasinda
somiirgeci bir igsgal duygusu yaratmig ve Latinler ekonomik istilacilar olarak goriilmeye baglamistir

! Bizans Imparatorlugu’nda XI. yiizyildan itibaren yiiksek erkdna verilen unvanlardan biridir. Ilk kez Imparator I
Aleksios tarafindan kardesi Isaakios’a verilmistir. Bkz. Osrogorsky, s.340.
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(Brand, 1968, s.6). Diger yandan Latinlerin saray cevresiyle iliskileri 6zellikle Imparator I.Manuel
Komnenos’un Venediklilerle evlilik baglar1 kurmasi halkin géziinde Bizans aristokrasisinin
ihanetle su¢clanmasina neden olmustur. Ticari ayricaliklarin iizerine, Latinlerin Katolik inanci ve
Bat1 tarz1 yagsami eklenince, ekonomik diismanlik dinsel nefrete de dontismiistiir (Kazhdan-Epstein,
1985, s.176-177). Tim bunlarin sonucu olarak 1182 yilinda Andronikos Komnenos’un tahta
ylirliylisii sirasinda Konstantinopolis halki Latin mahallelerine saldirmis, binlerce Latin tiiccar,
rahip ve sivil Oldiiriilmiistiir (Brand, 1968, s.208; (Abulafia, 2012, s.324). Bu olay mezhep
catigmasi olarak goriilse de temel neden 1082 yilindan beri Bizans halkinin ugradigi ekonomik
adaletsizliktir (Madden, 2013, s.109; Laiou-Morrisson, 2007, s.146; Kazhdan-Epstein, 1985, s.176-
177 ). Latinlerin ticaretteki tekelci konumu, sehir ekonomisini felce ugratmis, gida fiyatlar
yiikselmis, yerli iiretim ¢okmiis, issizlik artmusti. Bizans tiiccarlar1 ayricalikli italyan rakipleri
karsisinda giderek daha dezavantajli bir konuma gelmisti (Necipoglu, 2017, s.443). Dolayisiyla bu
kosullar toplumsal bir patlamaya neden olmus ve Imparator 1. Andronikos (1183-1185) iktidar
iddiasinda halkin bu 6fkesini siyasi bir ara¢ olarak kullanmigstir. Latin mahalleleri yagmalanirken
halk bunu Bizans mallarimin geri alinmasi olarak gormiis ve sembolik bir kurtulus saymustir
(Harris, 2014, s.121). Latin katliamimin dogal sonucu olarak Bizans’in Latinlerle iligkileri kesilmis
ve bu durum uzun vadede Bizans’in izole olmasina neden olmustur. Bati’da siddetli Bizans karsiti
propaganda yeniden dolasima girmis, Roma ile olan ayriligin ve Miisliimanlarla igbirligi yapmanin
eski suclamalar1 yeniden glindeme gelmistir (Harris, 2014, s.121). Dolayisiyla Latin katliami
Bizans’mn Bati’daki itibarin1 yok etmis ve Bizans’a karsit askeri harekati mesrulagtirmak icin
kullanilabilecek tiirden Bizans karsiti propagandayi ateslemistir (Harris, 2014, s.136). Nitekim
Venedik’in misillemesi sonucunda Bizans gemileri Akdeniz’de ambargo altina alinmistir. Bu
ekonomik ¢okiintii ise 1204 yilindaki Latin istilasina giden yolu agmustir. Diger bir deyisle Bizans
halkinin bagimsizlik arayisi pahaliya mal olmus ve imparatorlugun ekonomik yikimi hizlanmaistir.
Yine halkin Latin karsithigi, Bizans’in Bati’yla olan tiim diplomatik iligkilerini zedelemis ve zarar
gérmesine neden olmustur.

Imparator 1. Aleksios’tan baslayarak onun torunu I. Manuel’e kadar uzanan siirecte
Komnenos hanedani Latinlerle igbirligi yaparak imparatorlugu siyasi, askeri ve ekonomik agidan
yeniden toparlamaya ve ayakta tutmaya galismistir. Ancak bu disa bagimli politikalar kisa vadeli
kazanglar saglarken Bizans’in ekonomik yapisini kalici bir bigimde degistirmistir. Ayni zamanda
bu durum i¢ siif dengelerini bozmus, halki ekonomik olarak diglamis ve sonunda devletin
mesruiyetini sarsmustir.  Aristokrasi, Latin ticaretiyle zenginlesen bir komprador sinifina
doniigmiistiir. Bizans toplumu artik klasik yapisindan uzaklagmais, yerli tiiccar ve zanaatkéarlarin i¢
ticarette ve dis ticarette etkinligi azalmistir (Laiou, 2002, s.752). Venedik ve diger Latin sehir
devletleri, Bizans’in hem miittefiki hem de rakibi haline gelmistir. Nitekim bu karmagik iligski ag1
1204 yilinda IV. Hagl Seferi’nin sonucunda Latinlerin Konstantinopolis’i isgal etmesiyle dramatik
bir sekilde sonlanmistir (Madden, 2013, s.145; Lopez, 1976, s.109). Komnenos Hanedani
doneminde baglayan bu siire¢, Bizans’in Akdeniz ticaret sistemindeki yerini de kalict bir sekilde
degistirmistir. Zira Bizans artik denizcilik ve ticarette {ireticilik yerine tiliketicilik rollinii
iistlenmigtir. Latin sehir devletleri tarafindan domine edilen ticaret aglari, Bizans’in ekonomik
bagimsizligin1 ortadan kaldirmistir. Dolayisiyla Komnenos doneminde askeri agidan kazanglar
yasansa da ekonomik agidan ¢oziilmeler baslamistir.

Komnenos Sonrasindaki Donemde italyan Sehir Devletlerine Verilen Ekonomik
Ayricaliklarin Etkileri (1185-1204)

Komnenos hanedani déneminde derin tesirleri hissedilen Latinlesme, Komnenos donemi
sonrasinda da etkilerini siirdiirmiistiir. imparator 1. Aleksios doneminde Bizans Imparatorlugunun
icinde bulundugu ekonomik ¢okiintiiden kurtarmak amaciyla baslatilan ticari ayricalik sistemi
imparatorlugun ekonomik yapisini kokten doniistiirmiistiir. Zira Komnenoslar doneminde Italyan
sehir devletleriyle kurulan ittifaklar, Bizans’1 denizcilik ve ticaret alaninda kalici bir bagimliliga
stiriiklemistir. XII. ylizyilin sonlarina gelindiginde Bizans artik kendi limanlarindan elde ettigi
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gelirleri bile kaybetmis, donanmasini idame ettiremez hale gelmis ve dis borglarla ayakta kalmaya
calisan bir imparatorluk haline gelmistir. Latin tiiccarlarin imparatorluk i¢inde sahip oldugu vergi
muafiyetleri, yerli iiretimin yeniden canlanmasini imkansiz kilmis ve Bizans ekonomisi ithalat ve
finansman bakimindan tamamen Bati1 Akdeniz sermayesine baglanmustir.

Komnenos sonrasi donemde Latinlesmenin en Onemli etkilerinden biri de ekonomik
bagimhligin beraberinde siyasal bagimliligi getirmesi olmustur. Ozellikle 1182 yilindaki Latin
katliamindan sonra Venedik’in Bizans’a misilleme hareketiyle ticari ambargo uygulamasi,
imparatorlugun gida ve hammadde akisim felce ugratmistir. Tahil, tuz ve metal ithalatinda yasanan
kesintiler Bizans sehirlerinde kitlik ve fiyat artislarina yol agmistir. Bu durum merkezi otoritenin
tagra tlizerindeki denetimini zayiflatmigs ve eyaletlerde bagimsiz giic odaklarimin yeniden
yiikselmesine neden olmustur. I. Andronikos Komnenos oldukga giiclenen bu yerel giic odaklariyla
miicadele etmek istese de basartya ulagamamis ve bunun bedelini cantyla 6demistir. Kisa siireli
iktidar1 sirasinda Latin karsiti politikalart nedeniyle halkin deste§ini kazansa da ekonomik
gerceklik nedeniyle yine Bati’ya yonelmekten baska care olmadigi goriilmiistiir. Dolayisiyla
Komnenos donemi boyunca olusturulan Latin sermayesine dayali diizen devletin kendi kendine
yetebilme kapasitesini ortadan kaldirmis, Bizans’1 Bati’nin finansal sistemi i¢inde yar1 bagimli bir
aktore doniistiirmiistiir. Tiim bunlarin sonucunda Bizans artik stratejik agidan hem Bati’nin askeri
giicline hem de deniz tasimaciligina bagimli hale gelmistir. Nitekim Latin denizcilerin Ege ve
Marmara’daki varligi, Bizans’in kendi topraklarinda bile egemenligini yitirmesine neden olmustur.
Imparatorluk ticari imtiyazlar nedeniyle yiizyillar boyunca Akdeniz’in iiretici giicii olma niteligini
kaybederek, Latin ticaret aglarinin ¢evresel bir pazari haline gelmistir. Bu nedenle Komnenos
donemi politikalarinin kendisinden sonraki doneme biraktigi en kalici mirasi, Bizans’in kendi
ekonomik ve siyasal kimligini Latin gdlgesinde kaybetmesidir. 1204 yilinda IV. Hagl Seferi ile
baskentin iggal edilmesi, Komnenos doneminde temelleri atilan ekonomik Latinlegsmenin bir
sonucu olarak ortaya ¢ikmig ve bu da 1204 yilindan 1261 yilina kadar Konstantinopolis’te Bizans
varligina yarim asirdan fazla bir siire ara verilmesine neden olmustur.

Komnenos doneminde gelisen bu ekonomik bagimlilik jeopolitik diizeyde de kendinden
sonraki donemlere kalict sonuglar aktarmistir. Bizans donanmasinin zayiflamasiyla birlikte
Venedik, Ceneviz gibi denizci cumhuriyetler, Akdeniz’deki ticaret aglarin1 devralarak Dogu
Akdeniz’in fiill hakimi haline gelmisglerdir. XIII. yiizyila gelindiginde bu sehirlerin giiclii tiiccarlari
Avrupa’nin i¢ bolgelerine giden yollar1 siki bir sekilde kontrol etmekle kalmamis Asya ve
Afrika’nin derinliklerine kadar ulasmak igin ¢aba harcamaya baslamislardir (Lopez, 1976, s.99).
Nitekim Venedik ve diger Italyan denizci devletlerin ticaret kosullarim kendi lehlerine gevirerek
istlinliik elde etmelerinin en dnemli nedeni iistiin deniz giigleriydi. Onlar ticari bagarilarmi bu deniz
giigleri ile Bizans Imparatorlugu'nun kendilerine tanidigi ayricaliklarin birlesimine borgluydu
(Necipoglu, 2017, s.443; Lopez, 1976, s.100). Nitekim 1204’te Haglilarin Konstantinopolis’i ele
gecirmesi, Venediklilerin bu sefere katilan tek Italyan sehir devleti olmasi nedeniyle, Latin
egemenligi doneminde Dogu Akdeniz’de baskin ticaret giicii haline gelmelerinde doniim noktasi
olmustur (Necipoglu, 2017, s.443-444).

1261 yilinda Bizans’in Konstantinopolis’i geri almasindan sonra sehri Latinlerden almak
igin verdigi miicadelede Imparator VIII. Mikhail Palailogos’u (1259-1282) destekleyen
Cenevizliler, Hali¢’in kuzey kiyisinda yer alan yeni ticaret merkezleri haline gelen Pera/Galata ile
birlikte, vergiden muaf olmak da dahil olmak {izere genis ticari ayricaliklar ile
odiillendirilmislerdir. Yine ayn1 yillarda Bizans i¢in 6nemli bir Bugday tedarik¢isi oldugu i¢in IV.
Hagli Seferi’ne kadar Bizans tarafindan siki bir sekilde korunan Karadeniz ticareti Cenevizliler
tarafindan kontrol altina alimmistir. Dolayisiyla Cenevizliler miittefiklikleri pahasina Venediklilere
benzer bir somiirge imparatorlugu kurmuslardir (Lopez, 1976, s.100). Boylece Venedikliler
ayricaliklr statiilerini Cenevizli rakiplerine birakmak zorunda kalmigstir. Ancak yine de ayni on yil
icinde Venedikliler bahsi gecen ticari ayricaliklar1 ve Konstantinopolis’teki yerlerini imparator
VIII. Mikhail’den almay1 basarmigtir. Tiim bunlarin yani sira Venedik ve Ceneviz XIV. ylizyildan
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itibaren Dogu Akdeniz ve Karadeniz’de bir dizi koloniler kurarak Konstantinopolis’teki yar1 6zerk
bolgeleriyle birlikte dnceki yiizyillara oranla Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun bélgesel ticaretine cok
daha fazla niifuz etmeye baslamistir. Venedik, Girit, Coron, Modon, Euboea/Negroponte ve
Tana’da, Ceneviz ise Sakiz Adasi, Eski ve Yeni Fokaia, Kaffa ve Kilia gibi dnemli bolgelerde
koloniler kurmustur. XIII. ve XV. yiizyillar arasinda Venedik ve Ceneviz’e ek olarak diger italyan
ve Bati Avrupali tiiccarlar da Dogu Akdeniz’de olduk¢a aktif olmaya baslamislardir. Oyle ki
Palailogos Hanedan: déneminde (1261-1453) Bizans Imparatorlugu doviz ekonomisi kendi ticari
cikarlarindan ¢ok Italyan sehir devletlerinin ticari ¢ikarlarina hizmet etmeye baslamistir. Bu
stirecte, genel olarak Dogu Akdeniz bolgesi ve Bizans, Bati Avrupa’dan iiretilmis mallar 6zellikle
kumays ithal eden, buna karsilik gida iiriinleri ve ham maddeler ihra¢ eden bir bdlgeye doniismiistiir
(Laiou, 1981, s.179; Necipoglu, 2017, s.444). Dolayisiyla Bizans Imparatorlugu biiyiik dl¢iide
Batr’ya bagimli hale gelmis ve bu olgu 1320’lerden itibaren daha carpici bigimde belirginlesmeye
baslamistir. Bizans, Italyanlarin egemenligindeki pazarlarm bir hinterland1 haline gelmis ve
ekonomi, Dogu Akdeniz’deki Italyan tiiccarlarin faaliyetlerinden bagimsiz olarak ele alinamaz hale
gelmistir (Laiou, 1981, 5.179; (Lopez, 1976, s.100).

Sonuc¢

Komnenos Hanedani donemi (1081-1185), Bizans Imparatorlugu’nun iginde bulundugu
siyasi, askeri ve ekonomik krizlerden ¢ikmak amaciyla kapsamli reformlarin hayata gecirildigi bir
donem olmustur. XI. yiizyilin sonlarinda Anadolu’daki toprak kayiplari, mali kaynaklarin azalmas,
para sistemindeki bozulma ve askeri teskilatin zayiflamasi, imparatorlugu yeni ¢6ziim arayislarina
yoneltmistir. Bizans’1in siyasi ve mali olarak ¢oktiigii bir ddsnemde tahta ¢ikan Imparator I. Aleksios
bu durumu toparlamak i¢in Latin Bati ile zorunlu olarak isbirligine girmistir. Bu siirecte 6zellikle
Venedik’e tanman ticari ayricaliklar, Bizans’in karsi karsiya bulundugu askeri tehditlere karsi
ihtiya¢ duydugu deniz destegini saglamis ve ticari faaliyetlerin canlanmasina yardimeci olmustur.
Ancak baslangigta pragmatik bir ¢oziim olarak goriilen bu uygulama, zamanla imparatorlugun
ekonomik yapisinda 6nemli degisimlere yol agmistir. Venedik’in ardindan Pisa ve Cenova’ya da
benzer ayricaliklarin  taninmasiyla birlikte Dogu Akdeniz ticaretinde Italyan denizci
cumhuriyetlerinin etkisi giderek artmis, Bizans ise ticaret lizerindeki geleneksel denetimini
korumakta zorlanmistir. Bu siire¢ Bizans’in yiizyillardir siirdiirdiigi kendine yeten ve iiretime
dayali ekonomik modelin yerine tiiketici ve bagimli modele gegmesine yol agmistir. Bizans halki
kendi pazarlarinda Bati mallarma bagimli hale gelmis, yerli zanaatkarlar igsiz kalmig, simif
farkliliklart derinlesmistir.

Komnenos reformlartyla goriinlirde bir toparlanma saglanmasina ragmen ekonomi
neredeyse tamamen Bati sermayesinin eline ge¢cmis bu da imparatorlugun bagimsizligim
zedelemistir. Bu nedenle Imparator I. Aleksios’tan sonraki dénemde Bati ile kurulan iliskiler
giderek karsilikli bagimlilik tizerine kurulmustur. Bizans’in kendi donanmasini yeniden insa etme
girisimleri Latin filosunun golgesinde kaldigi i¢in XII. ylizyil ortalarina gelindiginde Bizans
donanmas1 Akdeniz’deki giiclinii yitirmistir. Bdylece bir kara devleti haline gelen Bizans
Imparatorlugu, denizcilik giiciinii kiralayan bir konuma gerilemistir. Bu ekonomik ve askeri
bagimlilik Bizans’in toplumsal i¢ dengelerini de alt iist etmistir. Latin tliccarlarla isbirligi yapan
Bizansh elitler zenginlesirken yerli tiiccarlar ve iireticiler giderek yoksullagsmaya baslamistir.
Bizans halki kendi iilkesinde kendini yabanci gibi hissetmeye baslamig bu da Latin diigmanligini
tetiklemistir. Bu durum Latin Katliam1 gibi siddetli toplumsal patlamalara zemin hazirlamistir.
Ciinkii halk kendi yoksullagsmasinin nedenini Latinlerin imtiyazli konumuna baglamistir.

Komnenos doénemi sonrasinda da Bati’ya bagimlilik zorunlu olarak devam etmistir.
Imparator 1. Andronikos Komnenos (1183-1185) kisa siireli saltanatinda milli ekonomik modele
gecmek igin caba sarf etse de basariya ulasamamistir. Nitekim IV. Hagli Seferi sirasinda
Venedik’in Bizans’1 hedef almasi ekonomik bagimliligin bir tezahiirii olmustur.
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