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SPECULUM 
A JOURNAL OF MEDIAEVAL STUDIES 
VoL. XVIII JANUARY, 1943 

AN EDICT OF THE EMPEROR JUSTINIAN II, 
SEPTEMBER, 688 

BY A. VASILIEV 

No. I 

IN the winter of 1940-41 Professor Charles Edson of the University of Wisconsin, 
who had spent two years in Macedonia collecting inscriptions, gave me for study 
and publication an extremely interesting Greek inscrip'tion from Thessalonica 
dealing with events of the seventh century A.D.1 Professor Edson is chiefly inter­
ested in the period generally called that of Ancient History, and he attributes 
the inscription to be discussed here to too late a date to be studied by himself. 
Accordingly he was kind enough to hand it over to me, and I ask him to accept 
here my sincere thanks for this generous gesture of scholarly comradeship. 

The inscription refers to the time of the reign of the Byzantine Emperor 
Justinian II Rhinotmetus (685-695; 705-711) and deals with his policy towards 
the Slavs in the Balkan Peninsula. It is dated September, 688. 

For many years it has been known that the city of Thessalonica possessed a 
great number of inscriptions. In 1777 a French abbot, Belley, in his study on the 
history and monuments of the city of Thessalonica, wrote: 'There exist a great 
number of inscriptions, although a multitude of them were thrown into the sea, 
in order to prevent the fleet of the Saracens from landing at the city, which they 
sacked at the beginning of the tenth century. Within the walls of the city itself 

1 Professor Edson has provided me with the following statement: In June 1936 the Prussian 
Academy of Sciences commissioned me to undertake the preparation of IG x, Fascicule I, the ancient 
Greek inscriptions of Macedonia. At that time the Academy through Professor Giinther Klatfenbach 
very courteously placed at my disposal all printed and manuscript material in its possession pertaining 
to the Macedonian inscriptions. Included in these papers was a manuscript entitled 'Inschriften haupt· 
sachlich aus Thessalonike abgeschrieben von Purgold K.' Purgold had visited Saloniki in the spring of 
1885, and his manuscript contains corrected copies of previously known inscriptions as well as a num­
ber of unpublished texts. Among Purgold's unpublished inscriptions was an excellent drawing of a 
considerable Byzantine document (Addenda 17 in Purgold's manuscript), a grant made by an Em­
peror Justinian to the church of Saint Demetrius in Thessalonica. The importance of this document 
was apparent. It was equally apparent that it should be edited by a Byzantinist and not by a classical 
historian. Therefore in the fall of 1938 I wrote to Professor Klatfenbach to call his attention to the 
existence of this drawing and suggested that the drawing either be returned to Berlin or that the edi­
tion of it be entrusted to Professor Vasiliev of the University of Wisconsin. In his reply of February 
!tnd 1939 to this letter Professor Klatfenbach stated, ' ... wir konnten uns nur freuen, wenn Herr 
Prof. Vasiliev sich der publikation der Inschrift annehmen will. Also machen Sie ihm bitte diesen 
Vorschlag und sagen Sie ihm, dass er Uher Purgold's Manuscript frei verfiigen konnte.'-Charles 
Edson. 
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are to be found many (inscriptions), most of which are sepulchral or mutilated.'1 

The first vague reference to this particular inscription appeared in 1886. In 
this year a Greek scholar, M. Dimitsas (M. A~µiTcras) who was passing through 
Thessalonica, learned that two large inscribed stones had been dug out and trans­
ferred into a room in an official building. Dimitsas writes: 'Being introduced by 
the then Metropolitan into the room, which had always been locked, I was sorry 
to see, instead of the two stones, twenty or thirty pieces of them; because, instead 
of digging out the two stones intact, barbarous workers mercilessly broke them 
to pieces.'2 In vain Dimitsas tried to put the pieces together and copy the inscrip­
tions. Finally he succeeded in copying the text of the two larger pieces, which, 
however, had neither beginning nor end. From the words preserved Dimitsas 
concluded that the first inscription was an expression of gratitude on the part of 
a certain archbishop of Thessalonica, possibly, according to Dimitsas' conjecture, 
Kentimanos (Kevnµavov) by name. The second inscription dealt with a salina 
(7repl dAtK7is). I shall discuss the meaning of this word later at length. The inscrip­
tion mentioned a salina without naming the 'emperor.' Because of this anonym­
ity, Dimitsas was unable to determine the epoch to which the inscription be­
longed.a This is the earliest known mention of our inscription. A later and better 
copy has now enabled us to identify the name of the Emperor Justinian. 

In 1887 an English scholar, D. G. Hogarth, visited Thessalonica and published 
some inscriptions with the following explanation, 'The appended inscriptions are 
the outcome of a short visit to Salonica in April 1887.' The great majority of 
them are sepulchral and of a commonplace order. Hogarth indicated only three 
non-sepulchral inscriptions: (1) a mere fragment containing apparently a portion 
of an Imperial letter to the Thessalonicans; (~)a dedication from the city to the 
Emperor Claudius; and (3) another fragment, a public document of the time of 
Antoninus Pius.4 There is no definite mention of our inscription. 

A new step forward in the study of our inscription was made by a Greek scholar, 
P. N. Papageorgiou, who in 1900 published a booklet of twelve pages, entitled in 
French 'Un edit de l'empereur Justinian II en faveur de la basilique de Saint 
Demetrius a Salonique ... (avec un fac-simile), Leipzig, 1900, Teubner.' Pa­
pageorgiou succeeded in deciphering on the two inscribed stones mentioned above 
the name of the emperor: Justinian II (685-695, 705-711). Three years after this 
booklet came out, a Greek writer, S. Dragoumes ( "l:,'T'Ecpavos Apa')'ovµris), informed 
Papageorgiou by letter that he had again put together the two stones, reread 
them, and made his own restorations. Papageorgiou welcomed the result of this 
work and in 1908 republished the text of the inscription in its revised form and 

1 M. l'abbe Beiley, 'Observations sur l'histoire et sur les 121 monuments de la ville Thessalonique,' 
M 6moirea de l' Acad6mie des Inscriptions et Bellea-lettrea, XXXVIII (1777), section historique, 182. This 
study has been reprinted by T. L. F. Tafel in the appendix to his book, De Thessalonica ejusque agro 
Diasertatio Geographica (Berlin, 1839), pp. 821-849; the passage quoted above, p. 884. Belley refers to 
the famous sack of Thessalonica by the Arabs in 904. 

2 llfiµmra Manaplrov 'H MaKEaovla 6' "AlOo•s .p0ey')'oµivo•s Kal p.vflp.Elo•s O"wroµoo•s ljroL 1r11Evµaru'~ 
Kal apxa•oAO')'LK~ ?rapaO'TaO'LS rijs MaKE&ovlas, I (Athens, 1896), 520. 

3 llfiµ<TO"as, op. cit., 520-521. 
'D. G. Hogarth, 'Inscriptions from Salonica,' The Journal of Hellenic Studies, VIII (1887), 856· 
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supplied it with a commentary written in Greek.1 A small piece of inscribed stone 
had been discovered in August 1907 in the excavations of the northern court­
yard of the Kasimie mosque, which is the former temple of St Demetrius, and 
this Papageorgiou rightly acknowledged as a part of our inscription. In the same 
study he pointed out many blunders Dimitsas had made in reading and inter­
preting the inscription. In spite of many restorations which Papageorgiou made 
in the text, a number of important lacunae still remained. But the general mean­
ing of the inscription had become clear: The Emperor Justinian granted to the 
Church of St Demetrius in Thessalonica in gratitude for aid given by the cham­
pion of the city, a salina, whose profits should be used for ever by the church to 
satisfy its needs. Papageorgiou explains why he concluded that the emperor 
mentioned was Justinian II. The troops of Justinian I under the famous leader 
Belisarius also fought against barbarian invasions of the Balkan Peninsula, so 
that he also might have had reason to thank the patron of Thessalonica. But in 
the inscription occur the words 'since we have come to this city of Thessalonica' 
(ll. 5-6), and 'in this city of Thessalonica' (l. 9), which indicate that the edict 
was not sent from Constantinople, and that the Emperor who issued it was 
personally in Thessalonica. We are very well informed about the victorious cam­
paign of Justinian II against the Macedonian Slavs, during which in 688 he ad­
vanced as far as the walls of Thessalonica. So far as we know, Justinian I never 
visited Thessalonica, so that the inscription does not refer to him. In his study 
Papageorgiou gives evidence from various writers and travellers as to the 
existence of salinas and bodies of bitter (salty) water in Macedonia, not far from 
Thessalonica; and he conjectures that one of those salinas, located in Kitros or 
Kitron (l:v KlTp'lJ) 2 is most probably the one Justinian II granted to the Church 
of St Demetrius (p. 359). At the end of the paragraph Papageorgiou devotes a 
few words to the small piece of inscribed stone discovered in 1907, which undoubt­
edly belongs to our inscription but unfortunately contains only a few incomplete 
words; the most important word is ci.[vav~w]cracr8ai, i.e., 'to repair, to restore.' 
To sum up, the most important result of Papageorgiou's two publications is the 
name of the Emperor Justinian and its correct attribution to Justinian II. 

In 1903 in his Classification of a Body of Greek Charters of the Middle Ages 
and Recent Times, a German scholar, Paul Marc, mentions two fragments: one 
comes from an inscription containing a portion of an edict of Justinian II in favor 
of the Church of St Demetrius, and the other deals with the grant of a salina to 
the same church; in the latter case Marc refers to Papageorgiou's French booklet 
published in 1900.3 In 1908 K. Brandi, on the basis of Papageorgiou's publication 
just quoted, also indicates a privilege granted to the Church of St Demetrius at 
Thessalonica by an edict of the Emperor Justinian II.4 I am rather surprised that 

1 Ilfrpou N. ITa7ra")'EWp")'lov, Mv?]µEia T;j< EV e.uua"AovlKlJ Aarp•la< TOV a")'lou f:J.?]µ?]rplou, Byzantinische 
Zeitschrift, XVII (1908), 354-360. 

2 On Kitros see below. 
3 Paul Marc, Plan eines Corpus der griechischen Urkunden des Mittelalters und der neueren Zeit 

(Munich, 1903), p. 96. 
4 K. Brandi, 'Der byzantinische Kaiserbrief aus St Denis und die Schrift der frUhmittelalterlichen 

Kanzleien,' Archivfur Urkundenforschung, r (Leipzig, 1908), 'l7, no. 39. 
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in his special monograph on the history of Thessalonica, published in 1919, 
Tafrali does not refer to our inscription when he tells the story of Justinian's 
campaign against the Slavs in 688; in his bibliography he mentions Papageorgiou 's 
publication of 1908.1 In 1924, in his Body of Greek Sources of the Middle Ages 
and Recent Times, Franz Dolger, under ca 688, mentions the edict in favor of 
the Church of St Demetrius in Thessalonica, referring to Papageorgiou's 1900 
edition. It is rather strange that he does not quote the later and better edition 
of the inscription published by the same scholar in 1908.2 In 1939 a Greek His­
torian, K. J. Amantos, in his description of Justinian's campaign against the 
Slavs, which took place "perhaps in 688," refers to Papageorgiou's 1900 edition 
and says that the inscription deals with the gratitude and gifts of the Emperor 
Justinian to St Demetrius.3 

In 1940 Professor Charles Edson gave me some new and important material 
connected with the inscription, a note from the papers of the German philologist 
Purgold, and a drawing of the inscription in its reconstructed shape which was 
supplemented with an excellent photograph made at Madison, Wisconsin. In 
his unpublished note (ex schedis Purgoldianis, Addenda 17), Purgold says that 
the inscription was discovered in the summer of 1885 under the floor of the present 
mosque which formerly was the Church of St Demetrius,4 and gives a description 
of the material at his disposal. The stone was a large sheet of beautiful coarse­
grained marble, about three centimeters thick, four meters long, and 1.20 meters 
wide. Purgold put together more than seventy fragments. Two little pieces only 
could not be fitted into their appropriate places; one of them is broken off all 
around, the other on the lower edge. But on the latter under the last cursive line 
the word 'dona]mus' can be clearly read. The height of the letters is quite con­
sistently throughout between 5 and 6 centimeters; the first lines are somewhat 
closer together than the rest. The mistake on line 7 7rapaparwv may be best ex­
plained by the difficult and hurried conditions of Purgold's work; the inserted 
letter "C" towards the end of line 15 is merely a mistake in the impression. On 
the basis of this material Purgold made a new impression from which a copy of 
the inscription was prepared and later photographed. I use his text here. 

Since Purgold was unable to find and insert in their proper places all the bits 
of marble which belonged to the inscription, his text of sixteen lines has several 
lacunae. And I must admit that I have been unable to restore all of them. Two la­
cunae of a few words in lines 1 and 2 are easily restored. The lines from 3 to 8 
inclusive have no lacunae. Then lacunae appear again in line 9. Most of them, in 

1 0. Tafrali, Thessalonique des originel! au XIV• siecle (Paris, 1919), pp. 136-137; see bibliography, 
p. xv. Both of Papageorgiou's publications (1900 and 1908) are mentioned by Tafrali in the bibliog­
raphy to his Topographie de Thessalonique (Paris, 1913). p. X. 

2 :Franz Dolger, Corpus der griechischen Urkunden des Mittelalters und der neueren Zeit. Reihe A: 
Regesten. Abteilung I: Regesten der Kaiserurkunden des ostromischen Reiches. I Tei!: Regesten 
von 565-1025 (Munich and Berlin, 1924), p. 3't, no. 258. 

• K. 'I. "Aµavros, 'Iuropla roii {3ufavnvoii Kparous, I, 395-867 A.D. (Athens, 1939), 335. Amantos 
does not mention Papageorgiou's edition of 1908. 

~ According to Purgold, in his time the inscription was to be found in the Konak, i.e., the residence 
of the Turkish governor in Thessalonica.. 
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lines 9, 10, 11, rn, and 14, in my opinion can be satisfactorily restored; in some 
places the text oi the first eight lines helps us to restore lacunae, for we notice a 
repetition in phraseology. The longest lacunae, which I cannot satisfactorily 
restore, are to be found in lines 11, rn, and 14. But fortunately those lines are oi 
secondary importance for the interpretation of the text, and they do not prevent 
us from understanding its most essential parts and setting a just value on its 
significance. 

I give the Greek text oi the inscription in its new form. 

Lines 
I + 8Ela OWpEa cfn\onµ778Ei<ra r<ii a'Yl'i' Kat 7raVEVOO~'i' µaprvpt 077µ77r pl'!' 7rapa 

rov r?)s /5\77s olKovµl:v77s oE<r7rorov cp\avlov lovunviavov rov 8Eo<rTEcpovs Kat 

Elpr]VO'lrOLOV ,Baui\[l:ws r]?js aALK?)s r?js 8EocpvAO.KTOV ~µwv + 

2 7r0AEWS 8E<r<ra\ovlK7)S E7rt 7rErpov TOV U/'LWTUTOV avr?)s apXLE7rL<JK01rOV (ornament 
c. 12 letters). + EV ovoµan TOV KVplov Kat OE<J1r0TOV l77uov XPL<JTOV TOV 8EOV 

Kat uwr?)pos ~µWv av [roKparw]p EVEp/'Er?)S Elp7]VLKOS cp\avios 

3 lov<rTLVtaVOS 1rL<JTOS Ev l77uov xpiur<ii r<ii 8Ecii ,Ba<rLAEVS owpEa rcii <JE7rT<ii vac;i TOV 

a'Ylov Kat EVOO~OV µE/'aAoµaprvpos 077µ77rptov EV i[i TO lf'Ywv avrov KaTUKELTaL 

AE[ll/;]avov 7rpWT7]V1 cppovrloa oi"a. 7raVTOS 
4 KEKT?)µEVOL 7rEpt r?)s <JV<J<JTU<JEWS2 TWV a'Ylwv TOV 8Eov EKKA?)<JtWV E7r' avrais ravra 

7rpO~EVat ,8ovAOµE8a /Jua 7rpos 7rapaµv8dav avTWV Kat <JV<J<JTaTLK~V TV/'XUVOV<JLV 

7rpovoiav· EVTEv8Ev 'Yap ( c. 4 letters scroll) 
5 7rE7rl<rµE8a3 Kat TOV ur€1/;avra ~µas 8EOV EvapE<rTO vµEVOV V7rEpa<r7rL<JT~V ad 'YlVE<r8at 

r?is ~µWv EV<rE,BElaS" Kat ras KaTEKOpwv4 oal/;tAWS ~µiv E7rLXWP7J'YEiV vlrns- E7rEl 
oi'.iv 7rapa/'EVaµ€vwv 

6 ~µwv EV ra vrn rfi 8Euua\ovidwv 7rOAEL µEra r~v rov ur€1/;avros ~µas 8Eov 

V7rEpµaxov ,Bo~8Etav· 11"Eipav uvµµaxov ELA7]cp0TWV ~µwv TOV a'Ylov µE/'aAoµaprvpos 

7 077µ77rp[ov f;v TOLS 7rap' ~µwv 7rpax8Et<JLV 7rapa rwv6 avrov TE Kat ~µWV 7rOAEµlwv 

Oiacpopois 7rOAEµotS" OlKatov Eivai KplvavTEs ws uvµµax~uavra ~µ"iv rois r?)s 

8 EVXapiurlas vvv avraµEll/;au8ai avrov owpotS", donamus rcii <JE'lrT<ii avrov vac;i· EV 
i[i Kat T 0 &'YtoV avrov U1rOKELTaL \Ellf;avov Eµcpavws rois a7rOV<JLV dv olKElav 

9 ,Bo~8EL av xapi!;oµEVOS 7ra<rav T~V aALK~V T~V oi'.iuav Kat 7rpO<r7r[ap]6aKELµEV7)V EV 
raVTTJ rfi 8E<r<JaAOVLKEWV µE/'aA07rOAEL µEra 7rUVTWV TWV UV7]KOVTWV avrfi 

10 E~ V7rapx?Js Oirnlwv. E7rt TO ~XE<r8ai TOV avrov <JE,Bauµwv avrov [vaov r]?is avr?)s 

aALK?)s a7rO TOV <JE7rTEµ,8plov µ77vos r?js EvE<JTW<J?)S OEVTEpas E'lrLVEµ~<rEWS Kat Els 
TOVS 

11 t~Eis7 a11"avras Kat OL?)VEKEis xpovovs KVpLEVELV TE ah?js Kat oE[<r7ro!;EtV] Kal 

7ra<rav avr*v Els olKELOV a7rOcpEpE<r8at dpoos ovoµan cpwra'YW'Ylas Kat OLaplwv8 

(ca. 5 letters scroll) 

1 On the original marble plate of the inscription the letter w is a little mutilated. 
2 uvurd.cuws and in the same line uvuranKT,v. • 7re7reluµe0a. 
4 I believe this mutilated word is the adverb KaraK6pws, 'to satiety,' 'abundantly,' from the 

adjective KaTaKopos or KaraKopfis. Possibly also KaTtt K6pov? 
5 In Purgold's impression by mistake 7rapaparwv. See above. 
1 In the photograph the first letter which has been preserved only in its upper part and which I 

have restored as a looks rather as if it should be • or o. 7 ~~ijs. 
I ot6.ptov is the Latin word diarium, 'day's allowance.' 



6 An Edict of the Emperor Justinian II, September, 688 

12 TOV (hocfnXoiis Kh~pov Kai ?rau71s lEpanK~S V1r0Vp-ylas fri Ile K[ai ov6µan1 avavE] 
wuEws Toii Elp7]µEvov UE?rToii vaoii µTi lx/>ElXovTos Toii aliroii Evll6~ov vaoii ~-yovv 
Toii KaTa • •• 2 

13 (hocfn"Xoiis KA~pov Ka8' olov ll~7rOTE Tpo?rov ?rapEXELV ~ E1rtvoiu8a[i3 ?rapEXEiv4 

AVULTE] hELav5 ~VEKEV T~S ?rapO. T~S TiµWv -yaA7JVOT7JTOS llEllWp7]µEv7]S aALK~S T~ 
ot'I' ll~7rOTE (c. 4 letters scroll) = 

14 uTpanwnK~ 1rpOUW1r'fl &a TO ws Etp7Jrai V1rEp TE cf>wra-y(w-ylas Kai liiaplwv6 T] 

oii 8Eocf>iXoiis KA~pov Kai AOL1r~S EKKA7JULaUTLK~S XPElas cf>iXonµ7]8~vai aOT~ 

?rap' ~µwv 
15 dv TOLa Vr7]V ll.?rauav 1raVTEAEV8Epa11 aALKTiv [E7ri TO ~XEU8ai7 6./liaX] El1rTWS 

AELTovp-yovµEvov Tov ll.-yiov µE-yaXoµapTvpa /l7Jµ~Tpiov 1rpEufJEvEiv /liO. ?ravTos 
16 T~ UTE1/tavn Tiµiis BE~ wep T~S Tiµwv EOuEfJoiis fJa[uiAElas ••• ca 15-18 letters 

missing] m~Ei8 Kai µ6vov T~s ?rapoVU7JS T]µWv EOuEfJoiis llwpEiis (portion of 
scroll). 

TRANSLATION OF THE INSCRIPTION 

I Divine gift granted to the holy and all-glorious martyr Demetrius by the Lord of 
the whole universe, Flavius Justinianus, the God-crowned and peace-maker Em­
peror, of the salina of our God-guarded 

~ city of Thessalonica, at the time of Peter, its holiest archbishop + In the name 
of the Lord and Master, Jesus Christ, our God and Saviour, the autocrat peace­
able benefactor, Flavius 

3 Justinianus, the faithful Emperor in Jesus Christ the Lord: gift to the holy 
church of the saint and glorious great martyr Demetrius, in which reposes his holy 
relic. Always having eager thought 

4 concerning the support of the holy churches of God, we wish to grant them that 
which contributes to their consolation and effective maintenance. Therefore 

5 we are convinced that God who has crowned us is always the benevolent champion 
of our piety and most abundantly grants victories to us. Thus, since we have come 

6 to this city of Thessalonica, according to the powerful aid of God who has crowned 
us; since we have obtained the helpful support of the holy great martyr 

7 Demetrius, in various wars which we had made against his and our own enemies, 
we, having thought that it would be just to recompense 

8- 9 him now as our ally, who manifestly gives his particular aid to those who are even 
out of the city, by gifts of gratitude, grant to his holy church in which reposes his 
holy relic, the whole salina lying near by in this great city of the Thessalonicans 
with all 

1 I have restored this lacuna with the word ov6µo.n in accordance with the last words of line 11 
ovoµo.TL .pc,,TO.'YW'YlO.~ KO.I lho.p£wv. 

2 At this point the marble plate is broken off; after KO.To. there is space for two or three letters. 
So far I am unable to restore the missing word. It might be better to discard it entirely. 

3 f1rLPOEUJ'8aL. 

4 This restoration is tentative. 
6 The upper part of the letter preserved on the marble plate just before Xeta.v may be c or •· I have 

restored the letter e and the word Xw•TEAE•a.v which in my opinion well fits the meaning of 'using' or 
'exploiting' the salina. 

8 This restoration has been made according to the two last words of line 11. 
7 This restoration has been made according to line 10. 
a I am almost certain of the first three letters, whose upper part only is preserved; the letter before 

e may be X, a., or ll. 
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10 rights which have been connected with it from the beginning, in order that this 
holy church shall be possessor of that salina, beginning with the month of Septem­
ber of the current 

11 second indiction, and its lord and master for all following and everlasting years; 
and that all this (salina) shall be taken (by the church) for its own profit, for the 
purpose of illumination and daily sustenance of 

rn the God-loved clergy and for all (other) needs of the clergy;1 as well as for the 
purpose of the restoration of the said holy church. This glorious church, that is to 
say ... 

13-14 the God-loved clergy must not, by any means, give or intend (to give) to any 
military person whatsoever the right of using the salina which has been granted 
by our serenity; because as has been said, this whole free salina has been granted 
by us to it (to the church) for the purpose of illumination (and daily sustenance) 
of the God-loved clergy as well as for other 

15 ecclesiastical needs, in order that the holy great martyr Demetrius being unin­
termittingly worshipped may always intercede 

16 for our pious Empire with God who has crowned us ... only of this our pious 
gift. 

This inscription is a very important document for the history of Justinian II 
Rhinotmetus, during the first period of his reign (685-695).2 He faced three ene­
mies of the Empire at that time: the Arabs, the Bulgarians, and the Slavs. With 
the Arabs he came to an agreement at the very beginning of his reign so that for 
the time being he had nothing to fear from the East and could concentrate his 
chief attention on the Balkan Peninsula. There in the second half of the seventh 
century, probably in the seventies, the Bulgarian Kingdom was established along 
the shore of the lower Danube. At that time the Bulgarians, who were a people of 
Hunnic (Turkish) origin, had not yet been slavonized. Justinian was successful 
in his war with the Bulgarians. But in the second half of the seventh century the 
most crucial problem for the Empire in the Balkan Peninsula was the mass ad­
vance of the Slavs. About this time the establishment of the Slavs in the Balkans 
was an accomplished fact. The political, economic, and cultural center of the 
Peninsula, Thessalonica, was surrounded by Slavonic tribes who taxed all their 
energy to conquer the city, which for protection against their attacks, relied 
upon its strong walls and, according to local tradition, on the miraculous inter­
cession of its particular champion, Saint Demetrius. The Slavs already possessed 
a fleet at the beginning of the seventh century, and in their vessels they de­
scended to the Aegean Sea. In 623 they raided Crete and other islands, reached 
the Hellespont and the Sea of Marmora, and intercepted Byzantine vessels pro­
viding the capital with food. Their final objective was not only to raid and pillage 
Thessalonica, but to establish themselves permanently in this prosperous mari­
time city - the second city in the Empire after Constantinople. The attitude of 
the Slavs in the Balkans, a Roumanian historian writes, 'became very alarming 
even for the general security of the Empire.'3 

1 I translate here the words 7ra<I7JS lepan1<ijs vrrovp-ylas. Cf. line 14: AOL7rijs ~KKA7JU<aUTLKijs xpelas. 

2 In 695 he was dethroned, mutilated and exiled to the Crimean city of Cherson; in 705 he suc­
ceeded in regaining the throne. 

a O. Tafrali, Thessalonique des origines au XIV• swcle (Paris, 1919), p. 137. 
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In 688 Justinian in his victorious campaign against 'Sclavinia,' i.e., the Mace­
donian Slavs, reached Thessalonica, made a triumphal entrance into the city,1 

and transplanted 30,000 captives, out of many taken, to Bithynia in Asia Minor, 
where they formed, according to our sources, 'a supernumerary corps' (7rEpt­

ovcnos Aaos) and later betrayed the Empire by going over to the Arabs.2 Jus­
tinian's victorious campaign of 688 was a decisive moment in the history of 
Slavo-Thessalonican relations; after that time Thessalonica was no longer har­
assed or raided by the neighboring Slavs.3 Let us not forget that in connection 
with the events of the seventh century in general and probably Justinian's ex­
pedition of 688 in particular, we are dealing with the evangelization of the Balkan 
Slavs. The Slavs whom Justinian transplanted to Asia Minor in 688 were already 
Christians, and a bishopric was established for them in Asia Minor.' 

Our inscription is very interesting as regards Justinian's activities against the 
Balkan Slavs. First it gives the exact fact of the Emperor's entry into Thessalon­
ica after his smashing victory over the Slavs, and its date as well. In lines 5-6 we 
read: 'Since we have come to this city of Thessalonica,' and, according to line 10, 
the salina was granted to the Church of St Demetrius 'beginning with the month 
of September of the current second indiction,' i.e., in September, 688. In other 
words Justinian was in Thessalonica at that time; he might have reached the 
city in August of the same year. His aim was to express his gratitude to St De­
metrius, who had miraculously helped him in his victorious campaigns against 
the Bulgarians and Slavs. Neither one of these two peoples is mentioned in the 
inscription. But line 7 deals with 'various wars which we had made against his 
(i.e., Saint Demetrius') and our own enemies,' and line 5 contains the words that 
God 'most abundantly grants victories to us.' I lay stress upon the plural of the 
words wars, enemies, and vwtories. Of course the most important enemies of St 
Demetrius were the Slavs surrounding Thessalonica. At the end of the sixth 
century, 'the flower of the Slavonic nation,'5 which at that time was subject to the 
Avars, laid their first siege to Thessalonica, and then besieged St Demetrius' 

1 Hiatoire de l' Eglise depuia les originea juaqu' a nos jours, publiee sous la direction de A. Fliche et 
V. Martin. 5. Gregoire le Grand, lea Etata barbarea et la conquete arabe (590-757), par L. Brehier et 
Rene Aigrain (Paris, 1938), 201 (Ikehier). 

2 Theophanes, ed. de Boor, 1, 864. Anaataaii Chronographia Tripartita, ed. de Boor, II, 281. Nicephori 
'Iuropla ufwroµ.os, ed. de Boor, p. 86. Leo Grammaticus, ed. Bonn, p. 168. Cedrenus, I, 771-772 
( =Theophanes.) Zonaras Epit. XIV, 22, 9 (ed. Bonn, 111, 229). Ephraemius, Chronicon, ed. Bonn, 
p. 69, v. 1472-77. The most valuable source for the Slavonic attacks on Thessalonica is the Acta 
Sancti Demetrii. But unfortunately their information breaks off in the forties of the seventh century, 
so that it cannot be used for the year of our inscription, 688. Lamanski writes that the total number 
of Slavs transplanted by Justinian II to Bithynia, including women and children, was not less than 
80,000. V. Lamanski, The Slavs in Asia Minor, Africa, and Spain (St Petersburg, 1859), pp. 8, 16 
(in Russian). 

a See T. L. F. Tafel, De Thea1alonica ejuaque agro disaertatio geographica (Berlin, 1889), p. civ. 
Tafrali, Theaaalonique des originea au XIV• aiecle (Paris, 1919), p. 187. 

4 See F. Dvomik, Lea Slaves, Byzance et Rome au IX• aiecle (Paris, 1926), pp. 102-108, 285. 
Histoire de l' Egliae ... par A. Fliche et V. Martin, 5 (Paris, 1988), p. 150 (Brehier). 

5 s. Demetrii Miracula. Migne, Patr. gr., CXVI, 1277, ch. 99: roii rwv 'l;i>..aftl11w11 ~IJvovs ro brD\EICTOll 

livllos, C:.s dprrra• ••• 
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metropolis, during the first half of the seventh century, five times. Only Jus­
tinian's victories put an end to this long-standing peril. But a new Bulgarian 
Kingdom became also a new and dangerous foe for the Empire in the north. 
Thus the words enemies and victories which are used in our inscription in the 
plural indicate not only Slavs but Bulgarians as well, who at that time, as I have 
pointed out above, were not yet slavonized. 

Justinian expressed his gratitude to St Demetrius by granting the famous 
church of the champion of Thessalonica, where his relic was preserved, a salina, 
all the profit of which was to be at its full disposal (see lines 1, 9, 10, 13, 15). The 
date of the grant is indicated in the inscription, September, 688 (1. IO). Where 
was this salina located? Papageorgiou, who in 1908 used a very defective 
copy of our inscription, thought that it referred to a salt pit and wrote some two 
pages on salinas and lakes of bitter water, where 'fishes cannot live,' in Mace­
donia. He was inclined to believe that most probably the salina which Justinian 
granted to the Church of St Demetrius was to be identified with that located at 
Kitros.1 But Kitros or Kitron (Klrpos, Klrpo11) which has sometimes been identi­
fied with the ancient Euboean colony, Pydna, on the west side of the Thermaic 
Bay,2 was too far away from Thessalonica. The better text of the inscription 
which we are using now plainly shows that the salina was located in the city 
itself. We read: 'the salina of our God-guarded city of Thessalonica' (ll. 1-2); 
'the whole salina lying near by (the church) in this great city of Thessalonicans' 
(1. 9) ('1riiua11 rtiv aALKtill r1/11 OOO'all KaL 7rp00'7r[ap]aKELµEll7Jll Ell Ta.VT1J rfj 0EO'O'aAOllLKEwll 
µE-ya.Ao7rbAEt). 3 Justinian granted the salina to the Church of St Demetrius for 
ever, 'for all following and everlasting years' (1. 11), as its exclusive property 
which was exempted by the Emperor from any previous obligations (7ra11TEAEv­
(Jl:pa11, 1. 15). In order to stress once more the exclusive right of the Church to 
exploit the salina, the Imperial edict makes a very interesting statement that 
the clergy of the Church, that is, the new possessor of the salina, is entitled 
to yield no right of using it to "any military person whatsoever' (r<i' o~ o~7rorE 
urpanwnK<i' 11"pouW11"1.f, 11. 13-14). In his edict Justinian plainly expresses the pur­
pose of his grant: the entire profit from the salina was to provide for the ex­
penses of the illumination of the church, the daily sustenance of its clergy, 
necessary upkeep of the building, and all other needs of the clergy. 

A Greek inscription which has usually been attributed to the reign of Justinian 
the Great (527-565) would be reconsidered in connection with the Balkan policy 
of Justinian n.4 It may be translated as follows: 'Oh great martyr Demetrius! 
Intercede with God that He may help me, Thy faithful servant, the earthly 
Emperor of the Romans, Justinian, to vanquish my enemies and subjugate them 

1 II. N. Ilaira')'•WP'Ylov, Mv11µ•ia r;js Ev El<CTCTal\ovl1q1 l\arp•las rov <hlov A1]JL1]Tplov, Byzantinische 
Zeitschrift, XVII (1908), 358-359. 

2 Some suppose that Kitros rose upon the decay of Pydna and another Euboean colony, Methone, 
and lies between them. 

3 Cf. Papageorgiou's text which in these lines is extremely defective, although the word O.XtK~v is 
reproduced. Byz. Zeitschrift, XVII (1908), 355. 

• Corpus inscriptionum graecarum, ed. E. Curtius et A. Kirchhoff, IV (Berlin, 1877), no. 8642 (p. 300). 
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beneath my foot.'1 It is true that in the sixth century the Slavs, Huns, and Antes 
were already raiding the Balkan Peninsula and had reached the shores of the 
Ionian and Aegean Seas. In 552 the Slavs and Antes menaced Thessalonica, and 
Justinian was forced to send his best generals, including the veteran Belisarius, 
to conduct the struggle against the northern barbarians. But of course the Sla­
vonic danger in the sixth century was in no way comparable with that in the 
seventh century, when the Slavs several times laid actual siege to Thessalonica. 
If I am not mistaken, Justinian 1, as I have mentioned above, never led a per­
sonal campaign in the Balkans.2 A plea to St Demetrius for help such as we read 
in our inscription would be totally out of character for Justinian the Great but 
entirely consistent for Justinian 11, who personally commanded the campaign 
against the Slavs and triumphantly entered Thessalonica. I am certain that the 
inscription under review must be attributed to the seventh century and chrono­
logically must precede our edict of September, 688.3 

Let us now examine specifically the meaning of aAiK~, the salina granted by 
Justinian to the Church of St Demetrius. 

Generally speaking, the Greek word aAtK~, in Latin, salina, has three mean­
ings: (1) salt tax, the aAiK~, that Is the aAiK'1 wv~; (2) salt works, salt pit, salt 
pan, where salt was manufactured; and (3) salt shop, salt store. It is evident that 
our inscription does not deal specifically with the salt tax.4 Papageorgiou, as we 
have pointed out above, was inclined to consider the aAiK~ of the inscription a 
salt lake; in other words he accepted the second meaning of the word aAiK~. I 
myself would prefer to interpret aAtK~ as a salt shop or, with still more prob­
ability, a salt store which was operated by the government. 

In this respect the most important indication in our inscription is in 1. 9 where 
we read that the salina was located in the city itself. It is impossible to imagine 
that this could be the case with a salt pit or salt lake, which Papageorgiou tried 
to locate, as we have seen above, on the west side of the Thermaic Bay. In my 
opinion the salina has to do with the question of various monopolies which existed 
in the Byzantine Empire. The late Professor James Westfall Thompson wrote 
that in Byzantium in the fifth and sixth centuries A.D. the great state monopolies 
were the mines, quarries, salt pits, mints, and factories for making arms, military 
equipment, and clothing for the soldiers.0 No doubt this statement is too sweeping 

1 w µE'ya"AoµO.prvs .tl.71µ~rpte, µEulrEVUOV ?rpos 8Elw tva rcji ?rL<Trcji uov llov"A'I' rcji brL-yElCj> flau•AE'i 'Pwµafow 
'lovunvLavcji llol71 µov VLKij<TaL rovs ix8povs µov Kal robrovs {nrorO.~aL inro rovs 71"6/las µov. 

2 Ch. Diehl, Justinien et la civilisation byzantine au VI• awcle (Paris, 1901), pp. 219--220. Tafrali, 
Theaaalonique des originea aux XIV• awcle (Paris, 1919), p. 98 and n. 2. Ch. Diehl et G. Mar~ais, 
Le monde oriental de 395 a 1081 (Paris, 1936), p. 72. M. V. Levchenko, 'Byzantium and the Slavs 
in the sixth and seventh centuries,' Reporter of Ancient History (V eatnik Drevnei Istorif), no. 4 (5) 
[Leningrad, 1938), pp. 36-40 (in Russian). 

a The same opinion has been recently expressed by a Greek historian, K. 'I. • Aµ.avros, 'luropla roii 
flviavrLvoii KpO.rovs, I, 395--867 A.D. (Athens, 1939), p. 334, n. 3. 

• Unless the adjective ?ravrE"AEv8~pav (a"ALK~v, l. 15) implies that as one of the privileges of a govern· 
ment store, the salina granted to the Church of St Demetrius was exempted from paying salt tax. 

6 J. W. Thompson, An Economic and Social History of the Middle Ages (New York, London, 1928), 
p.168. 
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to be exactly accepted. In 1934 the famous Greek scholar A. M. Andreades added 
to the list the monopolies of grain and silk, stating that Thompson's information 
was not exact and must be accepted with due reservations. Andreades wrote that 
mines, quarries, and salt pits were not real state monopolies but rights of the 
crown.1 This juridical controversy, however, is of secondary value for our pur­
pose. 

From ancient times, after Alexander's death, salt was considered by govern­
ments as a most essential factor in the economic structure of various countries, 
and salt production and its selling were monopolized by the state. The salt monop­
oly was strict and complete in Ptolemaic Egypt. It was continued on the Ptole­
maic pattern in the Empire of the Seleucids, and existed in Macedonia in the 
Kingdom of Lysimachus. Salt which was obtained from sea-water, salt lakes, and 
salt mines was sold to the public by the government through special licensed 
traders who leased from the government the right of dealing in salt and were re­
sponsible to it. This custom continued to exist in the Roman period also, all over 
the Empire. Private dealers sold salt at retail at a price fixed by the government. 
But there were some privileged institutions such as army, church, and bu­
reaucracy. They were permitted in the Ptolemaic period to purchase salt in large 
quantities directly from the government at a reduced price, that is below that 
set for the market. From our very scanty information it is possible to conclude 
that the army enjoyed the same privilege in Roman times also.2 Our information 
on the exploitation of the natural resources of the Roman Empire, apart from 
agriculture, however, is very scanty, and according to the greatest living author­
ity on Ancient History, very little is known of the organization of the extraction 
of salt.3 

About 398 A.D. the Emperors Arcadius and Honorius issued an edict to the 
prefect of the city, Lampadius,4 which made mancipes salinarum the privileged 
dealer in salt in Rome. In the edict we read: 'If any one without the intervention 
of one of the mancipes, i.e., managers of salinas, purchases salt or tries to sell it, 
the salt itself together with its price shall be given over to the mancipes.5 These 

1 See A. Andreades, Byzance, Paradis du monopole et du privilege, Byzantion, IX (1934), 176-177· 
This article has now been reprinted, A. M. Andreades +, "Ep')'a. i;Ko•ooµ•va inro r;J< Noµ•K;J< ~xoA;j< 
roii 11"aVE11"UTT'1µlov • AO,,vwv f11"•µ•A•l'l- K. X. Bapf3ap£uov, r. A. Il•rpo11"0VAOV, I. A. Illvrov. I. 'EAA'IVLK7) 
o1Kovoµla KUL o,,µouwvoµ•K1) inropla (Athens, 1938), pp. 599--607. See also A. J. Sbarounis, Andre M. 
Andreades,fondateur de la science des finances en Grece (Paris, 1936), p. 154. 

2 See S. L. Wallace, Taxation in Egypt from Augustus to Diocletian (Princeton, 1938), pp. 183-184. 
F. M. Heichelheim, Wirtschaftsgeschichte des Altertums vom Paliiolitilcum bis zur Volkerwanderung der 
Germanen, Slaven und Araber, I (Leiden, 1938), 655, 663, 664. M. Rostovtzeff, The Social and Eco­
nomic History of the Hellenistic World, I (Oxford, 1941), 309, 330; on salt tax, p. 470. 

3 M. Rostovtzeff, The Social and Economic History of the Roman Empire (Oxford, 1926), p. 294 
(chapter vn on the period of the Flavians and the Antonines.) 

4 The year 398 for the edict is given by Steinwenter in his article Manceps in Pauly-Wissowa­
Kroll, coll. 995-997. But other scholars assign other dates. F. Kniep, Societas Publicanorum (Jena, 
1896) pp. 79, 82, says that this edict was issued between 397 and 399. Otto Seeck, Regesten der 
Kaiser und Piipstefiir die Jahre 311 bis 476 n. Chr. (Stuttgart, 1919), p. 114, writes that the prefect 
of the city, Lampadius, to whom the edict was addressed, occupied his office between 403 and 406. 

& Cod. Just., IV, 61, 11: 'Si quis sine persona mancipum - id est salinarum conductorum - sales 
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mancipes, however, were in no way free farmers of the monopoly; they belonged 
to a guild and sold salt in their shops at a fixed profit.1 Of course as members of 
a guild they worked under the strict supervision of the state authorities. The ties 
which connected craftsmen, merchants, and dealers with their respective guilds 
were very strong. It was not easy to be allowed to work for one's personal benefit 
without belonging to one or another guild. 

It may not be entirely irrelevant to say here a few words on a recently pub­
published papyrus attributed by scholars to almost exactly our epoch, i.e., to the 
sixth or seventh century A.D. It is a contract with oil dealers. The date of the 
papyrus is only given by the year of the indiction; but on paleographical grounds 
it can be placed at the end of the sixth or the beginning of the seventh century. 
Unfortunately the provenance of the text cannot be determined owing to the 
loss of the upper part of the first line. However in spite of the careless style of the 
contract, its general meaning is clear. A certain Allonius, an oil producer, who has 
hitherto been working for the guild, now proposes to work for himself; he there­
fore agrees to pay the guild as compensation for the loss of his services 300 
myriads silver per month. This probably means for permission to cancel his con­
tract with the guild and work 'on his own.' In addition he agrees to pay UO 
myriads silver per annum for TE>.wvLov, the tax payable by the guild for all those 
inscribed 'in its books.' In spite of the projected cancellation of his connection 
with the guild, Allonius was to continue to pay some quota of the tax.2 Evidently 
he hoped to make so much profit that it would pay him to be free of the guild 
even after these payments. 1 This papyrus has no direct relation to our subject, but 
it belongs, as I have noted above, almost exactly to our period, and deals with a 

emerit vendereve temptaverit, sive propria audacia sive nostro munitus oraculo, sales, ipsi una cum 
eorum pretio mancipibus addicantur.' Probably the words 'id est salinarum conductorum' are a later 
interpolation, because many interpolations in Justinian's Digeat, for instance, begin with 'id est, 
or 'hoc est.' S. Eisele, 'Beitrlige zur Erkenntniss der Digesteninterpolationen,' Zweiter Beitrag, 
Zeitachrift der Savigny-Stiftung filr Rechtageachichte, XI (xxrv), Romanische Abtheilung (1890), 4. 
F. Kniep follows him in Societaa Publicanorum (Jena, 1896), pp. 82-88. See also M. Rostowzew, 
'Geschichte der Staatspacht in der r6mischen Kaiserzeit bis Diokletian,' Philologua, Supplement­
band IX (1904), 418. 

1 See Steinwenter, article Mancep1 in Pauly-Wissowa-Kroll, Realencyclopadie der claaaiachen Alter­
tumawi81enachaft, coll. 995-997. Blumner, art. Salina, ibidem, coll. 209H099. F. Heichelheim, art. 
Monopole, i"bidem, col. 198-199; M. Besnier, art. Sal, in Daremberg et Saglio, Dictionnaire dea 
antiquit6a grecquea et romainea, IV, 1012. M. Rostowzew, 'Geschichte der Staatspacht in der romischen 
Kaiserzeit bis Diokletian,' Philologua, Supplementband IX (1904), 418. Mancipea aalinarum were at 
the same time mancipea thermarum; in other words, their duty was also to supply the public baths 
with wood for heating. On the mancipea as members of the guild see Cod. Theodoa., XI, 20, 8; XIV, 5, I. 
Symmachi Epiatolae, IX, 108; IX, 105; his Relationea, 44. Q. Aurelii Symmachi quae supersunt, ed. 
Otto Seeck, Mon. Germ. Hist. Auctorum antiquiaaimorum tomi VI pars prior (Berlin, 1888), pp. 268-
264, 814-815. See Kniep, op. cit., pp. 80-82. See also Gothofredus' article on Mancipatua, Codez 
Theodoaianua cum perpetuia commentariia Jacol>i Gotophredi, Ed. nova, v (Mantua, 1748), 166-168. 
A. StOckle, 'Splitrllmische und byzantinische Zlinfte' (Leipzig, 1911), p. 47 (Klio, Beitriige zur alten 
Geachichte, IX-es Beiheft). 

I I am not certain of this interpretation. 
• E. P. Wegener, 'Four papyri of the Bodleian Library,' Mnemoayne, Tertia series, III (Leyden, 

1985-1986), iS~O (no. IV). 
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government monopoly. It shows that at that period a member of a guild at a 
very high price could obtain permission to quit it and work for himself. 

Let us return to our inscription. In my opinion Justinian 11 granted one of these 
privileged salt shops or storehouses of salt operated by the government to the 
Church of St Demetrius as its exclusive property, free of any obligations towards 
the government, all its profit to be at the complete disposal of the Church. 
Apparently the profit to be gained by its clergy was very considerable and could 
satisfy all essential needs listed above. I am rather inclined to believe that 
the grant was a storehouse operated by the government which might easily 
have existed in such a large and important city as Thessalonica, the second 
city after Constantinople. Such stores, of course, were located not only in the 
capital of the Empire but also in other rmportant centers. If this is so, the men­
tion in lines 13-14 Of 'any military person whatsoever' (rcji Ot'IJ 0~7rOTE <rTpaTLWTLKcji 

7rporrW7r'IJ) who was not to be permitted to use the storehouse, is easily explained. 
As we have pointed out above, in Ptolemaic Egypt and in Roman times privileged 
bodies existed who were allowed to purchase salt from government stores at a 
reduced price; the army was one of these. It is quite possible that this military 
privilege had survived from previous times and was still in force in the seventh 
century A.D. Justinian II exempted the store from the burden of selling salt to 
military men at a reduced price, and thus increased the profit which the clergy of 
the Church would derive from the grant. 

In my opinion the importance of our inscription consists of three main points: 
(I) As has been pointed out above, it gives the exact date of Justinian's sojourn 
in Thessalonica and of the issue of the edict itself, September 688. (2) It gives an 
entirely new name for the archbishop of Thessalonica, Peter, who thus in 688 was 
the spiritual head of this famous city.1 According to our usual information, which 
is in this respect very scanty, in 649 Paul was archibishop of Thessalonica; there 
are also two very tentative indications that about 680 John was archbishop and 
about 690 Sergius.2 Now on the basis of our inscription we have a positive indica­
tion that in September 688 the spiritual head of Thessalonica was another man, 
the archbishop Peter. (3) It indicates that a government salt store was located in 
Thessalonica, and permits us to conclude that in the seventh century salt stores 
were operated by the government probably on the same pattern as in Hellenistic 
and Roman times. 

MADISON, WISCONSIN. 

1 In 1896 M. Dimitsas - I do not clearly understand for what reason - assumed that the name 
he discovered in the first inscription which he regarded as not a part, but an independent inscrip­
tion, was the name of the archbishop of Thessalonica, 'either Kentimanos (Kevnµav6s), according 
to his assumption, or a man of another name' (dTE Ko.I liXXws Ko.Xovµ<vov). M. t:i.T,µiruo., MaK«iovlo., 
1 (Athens, 1896), 5!ll. 

2 See L. Petit, 'Les ev@ques de Thessalonique,' Echoa d'Orient, v (1901-190!l), !ll3-!ll4. Tafrali, 
Theaaaloni,que des originea au XIV• aiecle (Paris, 1919), pp. !l70--272. J. Laurent, 'Sur la date des 
Eglises St Demetrius et Ste Sophie A Thessalonique,' Byz. Zeitachrift, 1v (1895), 4!l5. On Sergius see 
also V. Rose, Leben des heiligen David von Thessalonika (Berlin, 1887), §20, p. 14. 


