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Summary :

An official whose personality dominated politics for the greater part of the eleventh century. He was the only brother of emperor Constantine X
Doukas (1059-1067) and in 1057 he supported the coup that overthrew Michael VI (1056-1057) and elevated | saakios | Komnenos (1057-1059) to the
imperial throne. During the reign of Constantine X Doukas he was honored with the title of caesar. In 1067 he supported the rise of Romanos IV
Diogenesto the throne, whilein 1071 he instigated another coup that proclaimed Michael V1l Doukas emperor. In 1073, commanding an army, he
unsuccessfully faced the Frankish rebel Ursel de Bailleul near Dorylaion, whilein 1081 he contributed to the rise of Alexios| Komnenosto the
throne.

Date and Place of Birth

first quarter of eleventh c., place unknown
Date and Place of Death

ca. 1088, probably Constantinople

Main Role

Official

1. Family

The John Doukas was one of the mast important members of the family of Doukai and his personality dominates the greater
part of the eleventh century. John was the only brother of the emperor Constantine X Doukas (1059-1067) and therefore a son,
possibly the younger, of Andronikos Doukas.

The first years of John’s life are a complete blank, since all available information dates from the period after 1057. John played a
curious and suspicious part during the troubled and unstable period between 1057 and 1081, influencing state politics until the end of
hislifein the first years of the reign of Alexios | Komnenos (1081-1118). Furthermore, like all members of his family he was quite
wealthy, possessing vast tracts of land in Thrace and Bithynia. Findly, it is noteworthy that he had an intimate friendship with one of
the foremost scholars of the eleventh and twelfth centuries, Michael Psellos, of whom indeed it is possible that he was a financia

backer.

2. Career

There is sufficient evidence to indicate that John had followed a career in the army, although because of his close ties to the palace he
seems never to have undertaken any significant military expeditions. In any case, however, his military career continued into the reign
of his brother Constantine, but there is no evidence to show that it was particularly brilliant. At any rate, in 1057 John was among the
leading military officials from Asia Minor who unsuccessfully petitioned the emperor Michael VI (1056-1057) for further honors and
privileges. The same military elite supported the coup of |saac Komnenos (1057-1059), which proclaimed the new emperor.2
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that at the time John was holding a position of authority on the eastern frontier. His career
evolved rapidly when his brother ascended the throne and appointed him as his trusted counselor during the period 1059-1067.
Indeed, John’s position in the palace was such that it was he who was responsible for discovering the conspiracy against his brother
in 1061.3 As atoken of gratitude, but also of the special partiality of Constantine towards his brother, he honored him with the rank
of caesar, atitle by which John is constantly referred to in the work of Byzantine historians; also, in the administrative sector
Congtantine, during the first years of his reign, entrusted John with a position in Antioch.

But the caesar’s personality came to the fore after the death of his brother in 1067. It was then that John took on the responsibility for
the empire’s affairs, in fact after the exhortations of his dying brother. However, it is peculiar that, although the caesar agreed to

swear an oath to his brother that he would protect the latter’ s legitimate heirs, nevertheless in 1067 he acquiesced to Romanos |V
Diogenes ascending the throne. A possible explanation is that John was deceived or surprised by the empress Eudokia
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Makrembolitissa and, in order not to be left out of the decision-making process, chose to accept the usurper Diogenes.

However, John Doukas never disguised his enmity towards the new emperor, whom he considered dangerous both to the dynasty
and to himself. A rift soon appeared between the two men, resulting in John finding himself in virtual exile to his estates in Bithynia. He
remained there until the Mantzikert debacle (1071), of which he was informed by his elder son, Andronikos, commander of the
Byzantine army’ s rearguard, which had left the battlefield at the most critical juncture, abandoning Romanos to his fate.

After the disaster and the confusion that engulfed the capital, Eudokia recalled John to Constantinople where, in conjunction with
Psellos, he went ahead with a palace coup that forced the empress to retire to a monastery and proclaimed his nephew Michael VI

Doukas (1071-1078) emperor.* The situation was under the complete control of the party of the Doukai, who, upon receiving
information that Diogenes had been released by the sultan and was marching against the capital, reacted with lightning speed. John
sent afield army under his younger son, Constantine, who defeated Romanos, but failed to capture him. A new army set out from the
capital, this time led by Andronikos, the caesar John's eldest son. A battle took place near Tarsus in Cilicia, where Diogenes was
defeated once more and forced to surrender after a siege. On the return march to Constantinople, an order from the caesar arrived
for the blinding of Romanos. After the complete elimination of Diogenes, caesar John Doukas seemed to be in full control, but that

was an illusion. Events would prove how insignificant the power of the government in Constantinople was.®
3. Thefall of John Doukas

Keeping the emperor Michael VII under his complete influence, John Doukas assumed that he was the absolute master of the power
play and developments in the capital. Events, however, belied his expectations. It was he who made the first mistake, when he
brought to the palace the eunuch Nikephoros, known as Nikephoritzes. The latter travelled rapidly up the hierarchy to receive the
post of , while soon he placed the emperor himself under his influence. Indeed, the sway of Nikephoritzes over
Michael was such that the latter did not hesitate to sacrifice his uncle, the caesar John, Psellos and John, bishop of Side, to the
demands of the eunuch.

The caesar tried to react and rid himself of Nikephoritzes, but to no avail, the result being that for a second time he retired to his
estates in Bithynia. From there he will be recaled by the emperor himself in 1073, on the advice of Nikephoritzes, in order to face, in
command of an army, the Frankish rebel Russel de Bailleul. John had no choice but to obey. So he traversed Asia Minor with his
army, crossed the Bithynian mountain range and came across the rebels' camp in the vicinity of the sources of the river Sangarios
near Dorylaesum. In the battle that followed, Ursel de Bailleul was victorious thanks to the treachery of a Frankish detachment that
had been sent aong with the Byzantine army, as well as because of the unexpected withdrawal of the army’ s rearguard, under the

command of Nikephoros Botaneiates, from the field of battle.t

The caesar John fell into the hands of the rebels. The whole of northern Asia Minor was now under the control of Ursel de Bailleul.
The latter advanced towards Constantinople in order to obtain recognition of his possessions by emperor Michael VIl Doukas. The
emperor refused histerms and so Ursel de Bailleul proclaimed the captive caesar John Doukas emperor. This was a challenge to
imperid dignity. However, since the government lacked any more troops, they charged the Seljuks with facing the rebellious Norman.

The Seljuks defeated the Franks and captured both Ursel de Bailleul and John Doukas.”

The emperor immediately ransomed the latter, because he feared that perhaps John might come to terms with the Seljuks and
question Michael’ s authority anew. Taking certain precautions, John was tonsured a monk and returned to Constantinople in order to
retire from there to his estates in Thrace. He will step into the limelight once more when he will help Alexios | Komnenos (1081-

1118) succeed in his coup in 1081 and unite under the new administration the two families of Doukai and Komnenoi.®

Thus came to an end the course of the caesar John Doukas, a person that exemplified in the most poignant fashion the troubled era
from the death of Basil 11 to the rise of the Komnenoi to the throne. A personality that was active in the second haf of the eleventh
century, undermined the efforts of Romanos IV Diogenes, elbowed out the empress Eudokia, encouraged the marriage of

Botaneiates to Maria of Alaniaand, finally, opened the gates of the capital to the Komnenoi, essentially founding a new dynasty.®
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Glossary :

caesar
In the Roman Empire the title of Caesar was given to the Emperor. From the reign of Diocletian (284-305) on thistitle was conferred on the young co-
emperor. Thiswas a so the highest title on the hierarchy of the Byzantine court. In the 8th c. the title of Caesar was usually given to the successor of
thethrone. In the late 11th c. this office was downgraded and from the 14th c. on it was mainly conferred on foreign princes.

logothetes tou dromou

Administrative Byzantine title. Initially official in charge of the public post. From the 7th C he acquired a new role and his responsibilities
included ceremonial duties, protection of emperor, general supervision of diplomatic relations and collection of political information.
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Quotations
An flattering portrait of John Doukas by Michael Psellos:

Tl &v t16 elmoL eQL TOU AVOEOG TOUTOV, WOTE EEL0WOnL TOUG AGYOUS Talc TV OV dyAaials kal tais g Puxng doeTals;
TAVTOdATIOV YaQ 00TOG XOTHa Kol 0lov KAAALOTOV ¢ Bl avabnua, kat teOéapoat, obtw meaotdtny évdeikvutal TV Yuxny, wg
eikaleoBat gevpatt EéAaiov dpodnri péovroc. Ta pév odv € oToatnyilay KAt Tovg AQXalovg Ekeivoug kat TOAVDUVI|TOUG
Kaioapag, kat oméoa tetoApnkaci ta kot katopbwkaotv Adolavol kat Toalavol kat 6 ¢ avtic Evppoptlag, €kelvolg
<ovv>eAnAvOe TEOG TV TOLAVTNV EMIOTHUNY, OUK ATIO TAVTOUATOV, 00OE TUXAIWS, AAA" &ATIO TV TAKTIKWV BIPALWV Kal
OTEATIY LKAV KAl TOALOQKTTIKAV Kol TeQl 00wV oL tepl AIALavov kal ATOAAGdWEOV oLYYEYOAPATLY: AAAX TAX PEV TTEQL TIV
otoaTnyiav TolovTOG, EAATTWYV D& Tt MoALTIka Kat 6o €6 dikag Ppégel katl To dNUdTL; TOAAOD Ye kal del' EVEOS YAQ €l AKkOVTV
TEOG TTAVTA TA KAAALOTA, TOVTO ) TO MAQOLULWIES” AAA €G OQYT)V TTOOXELQOG; OV EV 0DV, el U1} Go0V €vdelEaoOar aAAx
UVNOLKAKNOAL dELVOS; RAAX TOUTO d1) TO HEQOG Kol HAAAOV BALUATLOG Kol 010G 0UK RAAOG AAAX TV YA@TTAV TTEOXELQOG, T TOOG



IAPYMA MEIZONOX EAAHNIEMOY
Authoring :
Translation :
For citation :

<http://www.ehw.qgr/|.aspx?id= 9286>

TOV AdeAPOV TTEATEQOV KAl TOV AvePLov DOTEQOV TOAUAVY EXWV 1) TAQENOIAY; OV LEV OVV" WG YE O Kal maQAdelyua Tolg moAAoig
Nuiv evAaBeiag kablotatatl, anavToxov d¢ PeTOLAlwV Kol 0TTOLdNV ALY KIQVWY, £V TOUTQ HOVOV 0 KB EeKTOG, 0VdE CUHHETQOG.
Ta mavtodana kuvnyatar megLeQyaletal ovv mteQov 0pviBog kat Onolwv opuag, émBwilel ta kvot kal katadiwkel BaAiav
éAadov, paivetal te meQL AQKTOVG, 0 d1 TOAAAKIS AUTE TEOCWVEDLOR, AAA' E0TLV avT@ 1) Orjpa dpeTdBeTar mAdLKA: dLOLV YAXQ
Tovtolg pepllet Tov Blov, BLpAlols kat kuvnyeoiots, HaAAov 8¢ oxoAalovTt pev Gpida tavta kal peAetwpeva, omovdalovtt d¢
olkela 6oa kot 6oa TEOG TOUG KALQOVG®

MuxanA WeAAdg, Xpovoypadia, trans. Lidéon, A. (Athens 1997), pp 396.



