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Abstract

H 1d¢a TG «vnoLwTIKOTNTAGH KAl 1) LOTOPIKT TTOpeia TwV VoLV Tov Atyaiov anotelel onpavtiko medio
¢pevvag katd tnv tehevtaia dexaetio. H O fabpog tng «amopdvwone» viotwTik@y KOVOTHTWY 1 TNG
OVUUETOXNG TOVG O€ EUTOPLKA Kat TOATIOUKA SikTva amotelody evilagépovta Bépata diepevvnong
yta kaBe mepiodo. H totopikn mopeia kat 1) TOXN Twv viiotwv Tov Atyaiov Katd tny mpwipn Bufavtivi
nepiodo, 1 Katd TOVG AeyOpEVOLG «peTABATIKOVG atwveg (706-1006 at. p.X.), deixvel OTL Ta voLd TOL
Aryaiov, kupiwg ot KukAadeg, anotéhesav vonto auvopo petad dvo peydhwv Suvapewv: Twv Bula-
VIOV Kat TV ApaPwv. ZKOToG Tov Tapovtog dpBpov eivat 1) HEAETN aVTAG TNG TEPLPEPELAKTG YEW-
Ypagikng {wvng peta&d Bulavtivav kat Apapwy, mpoketuévou va Stepevvioet TG SUVANLKES, TV Tpo-
OapUOYT, TIG TAVTOTNTEG Ko Bépata TOAITIOUIKOV VPPISIGHOD VIOLWTIKWV KOLVOTHTWY 0T HaKpd TOVG
dudpketa (longue durée), 00 10TOPLKO Kat TOTMIKO Tovg MAaioto. AfloAoywvtag To Stabéoipo apxatoho-
YKo VAo an6 t Nako, emxetpeitan 1) Stepevvion tng mOATIOUKNG Ekppaong Twv KukAaditdv kat o
Babpog emppong Tovg anod to Bulavtivo kévipo g KwvotavtivodmoAng kat TiG voloumeg AaTivikeg
KTHoelg 0to Atyaio kat Ty Avatolr. H apyatoloyia Tov tomiov, tekprpla yia tnv otkiotikry eE€En,
OYeLg Tov VAIKOV TIOAITIONOD (OTwG pvnpeia Kat Kepapltkd evprpata) Kat Seiypato Lvnpelaknig TEXVNG
a6 ) Nako, afloloyovvtat mpoketpévov va StepevvnBei 1 SuVALKT, 1) TTPOTAPHOYT Kat 1] SLapOpPw-
0T VIOLWTIKWV TAWTOTATWY 0TO TAAICLO TWV TOALTIKO-OLKOVOUKWY GLuVONKWY Tov Stapopewvovtal
and Tov 70 wg 10 130 atwva 0to Aryaio. Onwg katadetkviet To idto to Stabéatpo VAo, Tooo n Nakog,
600 kat aMa vnotd Twv Kukhddwv, xwpig epgaveig amevbeiag oxéoelg pe Stadoyikd avtokpatoptkd
KEVTPA, KATEOTNOAV TEPLOXES SLATTOAITIOUIKWY EMAP@Y kat avTtallaywv apd media Stapdyxng petagd
AVTAYWVIOTIKWY OpAdwy Kat avtokpatoplwy (m.x. Bulavtivav, Apafwy, Aativov) and v mepiodo
6 Yotepng Apxatdtntag (506-péoa 7ov at.), otov mpwipo Bufavtivo Meoaiwva (0otepog 706-péca
100v at.), Tovg péoovg Bulavtivoig xpovoug (botepog 1006- mpwipog 1306 at.) kat Ty mepiodo g
Aatwvokpatiog (1306-1406 at.).

Introduction

The Mediterranean seascape comprises islands that are regarded as a coherent human environment.' The
reference to the Aegean Sea in the Ottoman period as Adalar Denizi or Sea of Islands illustrates this point
in the best possible way.? The concept of insularity can be examined both as a world of isolation and as
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one of integration, that is, both as environments separated and bordered by sea in the Braudelian sense
of the word, and as stepping stones’ of inter-regional and inter-cultural contact between neighbouring
lands and empires.’ The definition of ‘isolation’ may have been experienced differently between islands,
although it is doubtful that complete isolation was ever felt in the Aegean Sea (fig. 1).*

The geographical distinction between Mainland Greece and the Aegean islands or between islands
and island-groups did not necessarily exist in the mentality of medieval islanders, since political
boundaries kept changing over time. Larger islands in the Cyclades such as Naxos and Paros, for instance,
were important city-states during the Classical period whereas they were perceived as islands of little
significance within the vast Byzantine or Ottoman Empire. Nearly all imperial or colonial powers (to a
greater or lesser extent) left their mark on the island landscapes and townscapes, visual art and material
culture.’ Other large islands, such as Euboea, Chios, Crete, Rhodes, and Cyprus, played a key role in
the expansion of colonial and imperial power during the Byzantine, Crusader and Ottoman periods;
the formation of at least religious identities can be read through the distinctive architectural stamp left
by successive powers and empires. Crete, for example, was chosen by the Arabs as their Aegean base
of operations; Rhodes prospered by becoming one of the main ports of Aegean commerce under the
Hospitaller Knights of St. John; the history of contemporary Judaism may have been different if Naxos
had eventually housed the Jewish Diaspora in the 16th century according to Joseph Nasi’s plan.®

Islands, especially those in the Aegean, are reported to have suffered hostile enemy attacks from
the sea on repeated occasions. The Arabs are said to have ravaged the Aegean throughout the 7th, 8th
and 9th centuries in their attempt to expand their empire along the Mediterranean coasts. The Latins
conquered the islands in the early 13th century in order to establish a colonial and commercial empire
and control maritime routes. Islands, however, could also be perceived as territories of ‘safety, away
from the centre and the oppression of empires.” Michael Choniates chose the island of Keos as his place
of self-exile and retreat in the early 13th century, close enough to Attica for him to supervise the affairs
of his diocese but at the same time far enough for him to continue his education without the intrusion of
political affairs raised by the centre.? Specific Aegean islands were reserved by the Byzantine authority as
the destination par excellence for political exiles from the 8th to the 12th century, namely Samothrace,
Thasos, Lesbos, Rhodes, Tenedos, Chios, Samos, and Kos.’ According to Christie Constantakopoulou,
lack of any reference to the Cyclades in this list of prison islands serves as evidence for the supposition
that the Cyclades acted as ‘the frontier between the Arab threat and the world of Byzantine sovereignty,
and did not fit exactly the profile of islands under central control’"’

It is within such peripheral or bufter zones that this contribution examines the dynamics, responses,
identities and issues of cultural hybridism of island communities within their individual local and historical
contexts, taking a longue durée stance. Using Naxos as a case-study, this paper focuses on the Aegean periphery
in order to observe the degree to which islanders took on the identity of Byzantine and Latin centres respectively
and how far they were integrated into the imperial constructs." Landscapes and settlement research, aspects
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of material culture (such as buildings and ceramics) and the visual arts on Naxos are evaluated in order to
examine and appreciate the dynamics, local responses and negotiation of cultural identities in a continuously
changing political, multi-cultural and multi-ethnic local environment. As will become clear through the
material evidence briefly presented and discussed below, Naxos, with no obvious direct relations with the
successive centres of imperial power, became a zone of cross-cultural interaction rather than a cultural barrier
between antagonistic empires (e.g. Byzantines, Arabs and Latins), from Late Antiquity (5th-middle 7th
centuries), through the Byzantine Early Middle Ages (late 7th-middle 10th centuries), and into the Middle
Byzantine Age (late 10th-early 13th centuries) and the early Latin era (13th-14th centuries).

Late Antiquity

The Cyclades remained participants in the cultural well-being of the Eastern Mediterranean, retaining
-in a sense- existing traditions prior to the Arab presence in the Aegean. The period between the
5th and middle 7th centuries was a time of relative prosperity and stability for most of the Cyclades,
with coastal settlements functioning as processing and exporting centres. The same level of prosperity
has also been noted in other regions of the Aegean.'> Archaeological survey work on the islands has
shown that most settlement sites of the period were located close to the coast, and their centres were
focused on a nearby basilica church. The Cyclades acted as island supplier stations of commercial
importance within the Eastern Roman Empire. The majority of the population resided in villages and
small settlements scattered in the countryside as well as in flourishing maritime market towns with
access to regional and international trade."

Plentiful material evidence for settlement continuity, interregional and international trade, as
well as a well-organised Church administration,' all testify to control by the imperial administration
and transregional links between the Constantinopolitan centre and the islands. Those links with the
centre and Christian identity are evidenced on Naxos from an early period; the island possesses an
extensive corpus of churches, almost unique in their chronological range in the Byzantine world. More
interestingly, there is a significant number of early Christian basilicas, both on the coast and in the
interior valleys of the island, not only attesting to a great degree of prosperity in Late Antiquity," but
also to the emerging Christianised rural landscape of the island.

An important input in the field of Byzantine sacred landscapes was made recently by the
application of the method of Historic Landscape Characterisation (HLC) in the case of Naxos.'® The
Byzantine churches of Naxos occur in all types of landscape locations, from plains to mountain peaks.
The densest clusters are found inland, in the fertile plains of Drymalia and Sangri, but others lie in
mountain villages and valleys, on ridges and hilltops, and on coastal plains and cliffs. Although a few
churches stand on prominent ridges, most are sited in valleys or on low hillsides, like the cluster of early
Christian churches in and around the plain of Drymalia, which include the Protothronos of Chalki,
Agios Isidoros of Rachi and the Taxiarchis of Rachi (fig. 2)."”

The pilot study on Naxos reveals that some of the oldest surviving Byzantine churches not only lie
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within historic villages, but also at the heart of significantly productive agricultural zones. These both
lie at the intersection between areas of historic arable farming and the rough grazing ground beyond.
What HLC suggests is that they have been ‘boundary’ churches for many hundreds of years, perhaps
even since they were first constructed.' This establishment of churches on the edge of communities
or even in difficult-to-reach locations, as in the area of Rachi in the centre of Naxos for example, acted
as boundary churches and gave the community a shared identity tied to ownership of the landscape
(fig. 2).” Those basilicas, with no fancy decorative elements, were not necessarily meant to impress the
passer-by or confirm the already established Christian identity of the local population, but signified a
local response and emphasised the community’s rural territory (fig. 3).

It is obvious that churches, the most important element of Christian urban topography at least in
Late Antiquity, played a vital role in expressing and confirming identities in peri-urban, suburban and
rural environments. Those identities were related not only to Christianity and faith, but to a whole lot
of other aspects, such as political power, landed property and settlement control. The fact that basilica
churches in Late Antiquity form a wider network of interconnected Christian structures between
the city or town (e.g. Episcopal basilicas or cathedral churches), the immediate chora (e.g. parish
churches or cemetery chapels), and an extensive countryside (e.g. monastic establishments, hilltop
chapels, village churches, boundary churches) is more than confirming a sense of continuity in ancient
traditional practices, although in a new, monotheistic context.”

Certain details in the decorative programme of some of those churches on Naxos have an
interesting story to tell in terms of the relationship between centre and periphery. Some ecclesiastical
paintings comprised the visual expression of serious ongoing theological debates about the natures,
energy and wills of Christ (preoccupying the ecclesiastical circles of the time at Constantinople). The
double portrait of Christ (depicting Him both as a young and mature man), painted on the dome of
the church of Drosiani in Naxos, for instance, has been dated to the 7th century, and it is said to echo
the local awareness and response to monothelitism.* On the northern conch of the same church (fig.
4), the image of standing Christ in the composition of the Deisis is flanked by Virgin Mary and King
Solomon on His right, and a female saint (identified as the personification of ‘the Church’) and John the
Baptist on His left.”? The inscription by the Virgin mentioning Hagia Maria (ATTA MAPIA) is perhaps
another indirect reference to miaphysitism, although ‘Santa Maria’ was a common reference to Virgin
Mary in Western iconography.

The archaeological evidence and samples of religious architecture and art on the island in Late
Antiquity point towards an intriguing phenomenon: the constant commercial/economic and spiritual
contact between Naxos and the imperial centre as well as other peripheral or island zones on the one
hand and the formation of a distinctive ‘island’ artistic character on the other. Although there is no
fixed line between style, identity and meaning, the fact that examples of Early Byzantine monumental
painting on the island find parallels in other regions within and outside Constantinople and the Aegean
may indicate that island communities remained rather flexible and open to cultural dialogues with
regions outside the imperial sphere of influence.
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The Byzantine Early Middle Ages

The centuries that followed this period of prosperity form a rather problematic age, as securely dated
evidence for religious and secular life in rural areas is quite limited. In the course of an extensive survey
carried out around Early Byzantine churches on the island of Naxos in 2006, the identification of pottery
fragments (amphorae, table vessels and cooking pots) dated to the late 7th, 8th and 9th centuries
testified to the existence of small and large settlements associated with the ecclesiastical monuments.”
Interestingly enough, habitation sites of this period are not merely restricted to the interior of the
island but have been identified also close to the coast, a picture that contradicts traditional historical
views about desolation of coastal regions and retreat of populations to mountains and island interiors
during the Byzantine Early Middle Ages.

As I have argued elsewhere,” an evaluation of the material culture (ceramics and numismatic
evidence) of this period from Naxos in comparison to other published examples from Constantinople,
the Aegean islands, Cyprus, Crete and the coasts of Mainland Greece and Asia Minor reveals another
ceramic koine and testifies to the presence of the Byzantine army in the Aegean, and the existence of
a regional network of communication with the imperial centre (fig. 5). How would such a pattern
have emerged if the two antagonistic powers of the period, Arabs and ‘Byzantine’ islanders, were not
communicating and compromising? In another island-context and on the level of everyday life, it is
interesting that in Cyprus, during the so-called ‘condominium years” in the Byzantine Early Middle
Ages, Arabs and Byzantines lived together ‘in peace and harmony’ in cities such as Paphos and Salamis/
Constantia, as witnessed by Willibald, an English pilgrim who visited the island in 723 and paid his
respects in the church of Agios Epiphanios at Salamis/Constantia.”

An illuminating piece of information about the state of affairs in the Aegean at that time comes
from John Kameniates, who mentions that in 904 Naxos paid taxes to the Muslims of Crete.” It seems
that the Arabs had come to stay; they founded their base in the Aegean and were preparing to build
a new Empire, not solely on raiding, looting and booty, but also according to an organised plan. A
conqueror would probably not continuously plunder his subjects if he needed to extract taxes from
them; the conquered, on the other hand, would need cash to be able to meet their tax obligations. Cash
could only be acquired by carrying out a form of interregional trade, by exporting agricultural products
and/or other commodities within as well as outside the various zones of the Byzantine Empire. The
aforementioned ceramic evidence and pottery koine testifies to all that.

The dating and the source of inspiration of the aniconic fresco decoration found in some of the
churches on Naxos” has been regarded as problematic, while some recent studies have pushed their
chronology to the period between the late 9th and first half of the 10th century and have detached
their artistic repertoire from the traditional non-figural iconoclastic context.”® The artistic influences
seem to agree both with Byzantine trends (on the basis of parallels from Byzantine manuscripts of the
late 9th and 10th centuries) and Arab influences (such as the birds with ribbons around their necks
from the church of Agia Kyriake Kallonis), which may have entered the Aegean repertoire through the
medium of textiles (fig. 6). It is noteworthy that Byzantine historiography and hagiographical sources
refer to island environments (such as the Cyclades and Cyprus) as safe, anti-iconoclastic grounds,
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where iconodules found refuge in times of stress caused by iconoclast strategoi and emperors.”” Once
again, Naxos and the Cyclades can be recognised as belonging to a ‘peripheral’ or ‘buffer’ zone between
the iconoclast imperial centre and the ‘retreat territory’ of the littoral Aegean, enjoying a degree of
freedom from central state control.

I would argue that the above-mentioned evidence points to material connectivity and religious
affiliation with Constantinople, resulting in maintaining the ‘traditional ties’ with the imperial centre.
Meanwhile, it also points to an intense encounter with new people and accommodation of new artistic
trends from the Arab world, resulting in economic stability, survival and possible hybrid forms in art.
Thus, the islands seem to have acted as the frontier between the Arabs and the world of Byzantine
sovereignty, having become a zone of cross-imperial interaction rather than a cultural barrier between
antagonistic empires.”

The Middle Byzantine Age

The period that followed the era of transition and transformations has been characterised as a time
of great Byzantine accomplishments.”’ The increase in island population and the rise of settlement or
resettlement of certain islands signify the beginning of this new era for the region. The Arab geographer
al-Idrisi, who travelled among the islands in 1153/4, refers to a network of flourishing, well-populated
towns across Mainland Greece and on various large and small Aegean islands.”> Concentrations of
Middle Byzantine surface ceramic finds on the islands of Melos and Keos possibly indicate a dispersed
settlement pattern.* In Byzantine Naxos itself, a great number of new churches (fig. 3) signify extensive
rural settlement and agricultural intensification.*

The ceramic finds from the island of Naxos, as well as from the rest of the Cyclades and other
Aegean islands, Mainland Greece, southern Italy, Asia Minor, Cyprus and Constantinople share
obvious common features in decorative styles, shape, and certainly function (fig. 7). The limited range
of Middle Byzantine amphora types and shapes found in every corner of the Byzantine world testify
to the re-establishment and intensification of commercial communication and exchange between
Constantinople and the aforementioned regions.*
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Figure 7: Local and imported Middle Byzantine glazed table pottery in the Aegean islands
(based on published evidence collected and evaluated by the author)

Ecclesiastical architecture and monumental painting in churches of the period on Naxos and
other Cycladic islands, might, once again, provide hints about imperial impact and cross-cultural
interaction in the Aegean.” Thirty-six new churches were constructed between the middle/late 10th
and late 12th centuries on Naxos, nineteen of them with layers of frescoes of the same period, while
another eleven churches of earlier centuries were decorated with new layers of Middle Byzantine
fresco painting (fig. 8). The political developments of the period on the Aegean littoral played a
crucial role in this. After the reacquisition of Crete in 961 (and later on, Cilicia, Syria, Cyprus and
Aleppo)*® by the (subsequent) Emperor Nikephoros II Phokas (963-969) and the restoration of an
intense sea-borne traffic between Constantinople and the Aegean regions (as also illustrated by the
aforementioned material culture evidence), the Byzantine central administration invested in the
construction of monumental defence outposts, monasteries, and churches on several islands,*” in the
framework of a revived imperial propaganda for the resurgence of political, economic, ecclesiastical
and cultural links with the periphery.
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Figure 8: Graph showing the number of churches built per period on Naxos
and the number of dated and published frescoes (graph by the author)

The stylistic details and the overall iconographic programme of such public spaces of cult in
the Byzantine provinces of the late 10th and 11th centuries exhibit an archaising manner, close to
regionalism and ‘conservatism’* This trend indicates the revival of an old and long-established
practice of religious artistic expression in the Byzantine periphery during the post-Iconoclastic era. The
austere and hierarchical style of many examples of figurative Middle Byzantine fresco painting in the
provinces in general and on the Aegean islands in particular does not necessarily imply a provincial
backwardness but ‘compliance with the Byzantine revival style of their time, which was first developed
in Constantinople itself and heavily relied on pre-Iconoclastic models.* Thus, Constantinople acted as
the source of inspiration for Naxos and other Aegean islands independently, and metropolitan trends
blended with local elements through secular and religious channels of contact.

Contemporary or ‘novel’ iconographic trends can also be detected in monumental painting
throughout the Byzantine peripheral zones from the late 10th century onwards. There was increased
representation of military saints and armed archangels, transformed into aggressive warriors, prepared
to meet the enemies of the Empire and its Christian identity in the battlefield.** A number of surviving
Middle Byzantine frescoes depicting armed archangels and military saints survive in several churches
on the island of Naxos (e.g. in the northwest parekklesion of Panagia Protothronos,*” in Agios Georgios
Diassorites and Agios Nikolaos at Sangri). This artistic phenomenon signifies the need of Christian
populations, living in the frontiers of the Empire and beyond, to protect themselves against their ‘infidel’
persecutors and express their military and cultural supremacy over Muslim and other neighbours.* In
a period when Byzantium recovered some of the provinces lost in previous centuries to the Arabs, the
Byzantines found ways to express their ‘cultural superiority’ and negative impression of Islam, through
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antagonism and, at the same time, through the selective appropriation of Islamic elements into their
various forms of art.

At first glance, after Crete’s reacquisition, Naxos, as well as its wider periphery in the southern
Aegean, seems to have been fully incorporated into the Byzantine imperial sphere of political and
cultural influence. The various aspects of material culture (such as ceramic tableware and amphorae)
and their distribution all over the Empire from the middle 10th century onwards, point to a revived
Byzantine koine through trade channels. Religious artistic trends point in similar directions, with
Constantinople playing once again its metropolitan role as a source of inspiration. That having been
said, it should be noted that islanders did not remain passive actors on the cultural stage of the period.
Their geographic marginality, further away from direct central control, enabled them to develop a clear
local identity, which we can see repeating itself on several other Aegean islands. Did such coincidence
constitute ‘an Aegean island-identity’? The sea surrounding Naxos functioned both as a filter of
influences and as a means of keeping the island’s cultural and trade networks with Byzantine and non-
Byzantine neighbours alive.

The Latin era

According to Peter Lock, the task of planting colonies in the Aegean, after the capture of Constantinople
by the Latins of the Fourth Crusade, was left to the ‘young and the bold, such as Marco Sanudo.* Thus,
in 1207, the Cyclades formed the Duchy of the Archipelago, with the island of Naxos as its capital.
This was the time when the built space radically changed, from undefended and dispersed to defended
and nucleated. Walled settlements appear on all Cycladic islands and their layout is directed by the
topography. The only historical reference for the building of an island-kastro according to a plan is the
Kastro of Naxos, designed to provide housing for a colonial minority and function as the administrative
centre of the Duchy.*

Varying types of settlement are the spatial manifestation of social structures and one cannot fix
boundaries between social structure and its spatial elements, or similarly, one cannot ignore the social
and cultural background which the Latins brought with them from their countries of origin.*” In the
plan of the town of Naxos, as in every kastro plan, the Cathedral and the main tower are located at the
notional centre of the settlement, and all the roads lead to these two basic poles of attraction.*® The
domestic structures themselves within the town are facing towards the symbols of ecclesiastical and
secular authority. It is generally accepted that the plan of island kastra is the material reflection of the
Venetians foundation of a political, social and ecclesiastical hierarchy in a foreign land, introducing
values common in the 13th-century West.

It should be noted that the unpopular treatment of the lower social class by the Angeloi (ca.
1185-1204) and the special arrangement between the Latin lords and the local Byzantine archons
provided suitable ground for the establishment of the Franks in the early 13th century.* How the
peasant population who formed the majority on the islands, and who farmed the estates for Greek and
Latin lords, felt about the new situation was nowhere recorded, while the Latins needed the support
of the Greek archons for control over the peasant majority.”® Archaeological evidence suggests that the
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48. Vionis (2003), p. 197.

49. Gounarides (1998), pp. 143-44.

50. Lock (1995), pp. 13, 277.
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construction of Apano Kastro was completed in the first half of the 13th century with the intention to
control uprisings by the Greek peasant communities in the interior of Naxos until the firm establishment
of the Latin regime. But that it came to function as the focal centre of the inland villages (fig. 9), in a
fashion similar to the castellanies of Venetian Crete®' or even as in neighbouring Paros, where survey
around the kastro of Kephalos®® has revealed a series of dependent satellite hamlets and farms.

The presence of imported decorated table pottery, such as Miletus ware from Anatolia (14th-15th
centuries) or tin-glazed Proto-Maiolica (13th century), Maiolica (15th-16th centuries) and Polychrome
Sgraffito Wares (15th-16th centuries) from Italy, as well as Spanish Lustre Wares (14th-15th centuries)
on islands such as Naxos and Paros,” points to the annexation of the area by Venetian merchants and
to the development of intense trade channels and cultural networks between Italy and the Aegean (fig.
10). According to archaeological evidence, it seems that access to such expensive and imported objects
was restricted, nearly exclusively, to members of the colonial administrative elite.**

Anatolia
9%

Lemnos
11%

N. Greece
3%

Thessalon
iki
9%

Local
68 %

Figure 10: Local and imported glazed table pottery in the Cyclades
(based on published evidence collected and evaluated by the author)

The growing number of Orthodox churches being built during the period of Venetian domination
as well as related textual sources concerning the Cyclades and other islands seem to suggest that the
Latin lords did not impose Catholicism on their subjects. In Naxos, where one finds a large number
of dated inscriptions on decorative frescoes of the ‘Byzantine style’ dating to the second half of the

51. Vionis (2012), pp. 132-42; Svoronos (1989), pp. 1-14.

52. Vionis (2006), pp. 481-84.

53. Vionis (2012), pp. 240-44, 254.

54. Intensive surface survey on the kastro of Kephalos on Paros has revealed that all the Maiolica tableware imported from
Faenza is to be found on the hilltop, where the lord’s residence was located in the 13th-16th centuries. See Vionis (2012), p. 322.



ISLAND RESPONSES IN THE BYZANTINE AEGEAN 71

13th and early 14th centuries, churches were still being built or decorated with frescoes.” Seventy new
churches were constructed (and forty-eight of them preserve fresco decoration) throughout the 13th
and 14th centuries, while another thirty-four churches of earlier centuries bear layers of wall frescoes
of the Frankish period (fig. 8). Many of them bear dedicatory inscriptions by Greek laymen and clerics;
they feature a variety of styles, thus local workshops or painters can be distinguished.* This cannot
be but the result of a period of relative stability, and a reflection of the Orthodox population’s need to
associate and link itself with Constantinople —rather than the imported Catholic ruling class- as well as
the outcome of a more ‘relaxed’ and effective arrangement of Orthodox Church matters by the Latins.

A similar degree of accommodation of contrasting trends can be found in other aspects of material
culture. The male and female attire of 13th-century donor portraits from Naxos and Paros reveal both
an attachment to the Byzantine tradition and a cultural dialogue between colonisers and colonised,
leading to the formation of a new local identity under the impact of the Byzantine imperial past and
the effect of Venetian presence. The 13th-century female donor from the church of Agios Georgios
Marathou (fig. 11) in inland Naxos, for example, is dressed in the ‘Byzantine style’ (typical in the 11th
and 12th centuries).””

As noted in the published literature,”® donor portraits would remain until eternity, thus a donor
would choose very carefully the way he/she would be represented and the social or cultural identity
he/she would project. This is the case with other contemporary island communities, such as Crete,
Rhodes and Cyprus,” were donors’ attire reveals a conservative or ‘Byzantine’ character, especially in
the countryside and amongst members of the Greco-Byzantine elite. Thus, it would seem reasonable
for members of the Greco-Byzantine population of Naxos and other islands who were forced to retire
to the countryside (leaving the town and ports to the Venetians)® to choose this kind of pictorial
representation for themselves. On the other hand, a 13th-century male donor from the church at
Protoria on Paros, wearing a “‘Western-style’ trapezoidal cap and a red garment (fig. 12), is depicted
praying in a combination of the Orthodox (his hands raised in supplication) and Catholic (kneeling
instead of standing) traditions.®’ Compositions of this kind indicate the mingling of artistic modes of
expression for populations engaged in trade and other activities (a predominantly male occupation)
and the appropriation of the image of Venetian nobles and merchants.

The evidence from Naxos dated after the arrival of the Venetians testifies to a rather peaceful
mingling of cultural expressions and a productive coexistence between local traditions and Western
trends brought in by the colonisers. This can be considered as a process that gradually led to the
formation of a distinct ‘Aegean island-identity, which owes much to both Byzantium and the Latin West.

Conclusions

The story narrated by the material culture and the visual art of Naxos over this long period of direct or
indirect Byzantine imperial control reveals a repeated pattern in Aegean island-behaviours. This story
should be regarded as representative of many other insular regions in the Aegean Archipelago.

At first, examining ‘imperial impact’ under a deterministic factor, the geographical location and

55. Mitsani (2000), pp. 93-122.

56. Mitsani (2000), pp. 110-12.

57. Vionis (2012), pp. 337-38.

58. Kalopissi-Verti (1992), pp. 23-46.

59. Bitha (2000), pp. 429-47; Stancioiu (2009), p. 235.

60. Luttrell (1989), p. 153; Lock (2006), p. 436; Vionis (2012), p. 339.
61. Mitsani (2000), p. 115; Vionis (2012), pp. 337-38.



72 ATHANASIOS K. VIONIS

insularity of Naxos and other Aegean islands rendered them relatively independent from direct state
control and also contributed to the formation of their distinctive local island-identities. This does not
mean that Aegean islands formed ‘closed systems’ nor that they remained passive recipients in the wider
constructs of imperial or colonial identities. To the contrary: the sea acted both as a filter of incoming
political systems, artistic trends or modes de vie, and as a communication channel with neighbouring
islands, nearby mainlands and subsequently the centres of state power.

What is certain is that the foundation of ‘Orthodox-Byzantine’ ideational identities in Aegean
island-societies remained unchallenged throughout the period in question. This is clearly attested in
religious art on Naxos, where archaic forms keep appearing over and over again as a reminder of
the heritage of the Church and the Byzantine Empire. Secular channels of communications remained
alive and never ceased to function as media for transferring objects from and to Constantinople, even
during the so-called ‘troubled’ era of Arab supremacy in the Aegean.

The geographically peripheral location of the southern Aegean islands played, once more, a decisive
role in the construction of local identities and responses. This peripheral zone acted as a ground for
cultural mingling between antagonistic powers beyond fixed boundaries rather than as a barrier between
antagonistic peoples and empires. The successful mingling of material-culture and artistic trends on
Naxos or any other Aegean island resulted in a transformed island expression, being distinctively
unique and having its roots within a local context. This is what we can call ‘Aegean island-identity’ or
a ‘local response’ to external or imperial impacts and influences. The vital need of island populations
in this ‘peripheral zon€’ to survive in periods of uncertainty created paths for negotiation, compromise
and cohabitation with the ‘other’ without losing consciousness of their identity and affiliation.

The following abstract from the travels of the French botanist Joseph Pitton de Tournefort,** who
visited Naxos at the beginning of the 18th century, encapsulates the main points raised above. The
reaction of the people of Naxos before the Ottoman tax collector would have been similar in the years
of Arab presence in the Aegean in the 9th century, or in the period of Byzantine control in the 12th, or
during the period of Latin rule in the 13th century.

At the arrival of the meanest Bey of a Galliot, neither Latins nor Greeks ever dare to appear but in red
caps, like the common galley slaves, and tremble before the pettiest officer. As soon as ever the Turks
are withdrawn, the Naxian nobility resume their former haughtiness: nothing is to be seen but caps
of velvet, nor to be heard of but tables of genealogy; some deduce themselves from the Paleologi or
Commnenii; others from the Justiniani, the Grimaldi, the Summaripas...

62. Tournefort (1718), p. 168.
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Figure 1. Map of the Cyclades and the Aegean Sea with place-names mentioned
in the text (map by the author).

Figure 2. The churches of Taxiarchis Rachis and Agios Isidoros (and other early Byzantine churches) as ‘boundary
churches’ between rough grazing ground and agricultural zones (map by V. Trigkas).
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Figure 4.

Drosiani, Naxos (photo by the author).

Figure 3.

Distribution of Early (black crosses),
Middle (gray crosses) and Late Byzan-
tine (white crosses) churches on Naxos,
including Panagia Protothrone (black
dot) and Panagia Drosiani (black trian-
gle) (map and data by the author).
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Figure 6.

Arabising’ elements in Byzantine
art. Birds with ribbons around their
neck. Fresco from the church of Ha-
gia Kyriake Kallonis in Naxos (pho-
to by the author).
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Figure 9. Map of the ‘territory’ of Apano Kastro in inland Naxos with its satellite rural settlements and the distribu-
tion of Early, Middle and Late Byzantine churches throughout the region (map by V. Trigkas and data by the author).
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Figure 11. Female donor portrait from the church Figure 12. Male donor portrait from the church at
of Hagios Georgios Marathou in Naxos (photo by Protoria in Paros (photo by the author).
the author).





