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Pilgrimage to Thessalonike: The Tomb of
St. Demetrios

CHARALAMBOS BAKIRTZIS

Most happy martyr of Christ, you who love the city, take care of both citizens and strangers."

his prayer, which accompanies the mosaic of the distinguished cleric of Thessalonike
Tto whom St. Demetrios frequently appeared,® reflects the crucial role of citizens and
strangers® in the rebuilding of the basilica of St. Demetrios at the beginning of the seventh
century.* So, in discussing Thessalonike as a pilgrim center from the seventh to the fif-
teenth century, I turn to the city’s best-known locus sanctus, the tomb of the myroblytes St.
Demetrios.

I

Between the seventh and the fifteenth century, the cult of St. Demetrios may be divided
into two periods: before and after the appearance of the myron.> There is no historical

! “TTovorBror Xprotod uaptug othomoAls / opoviida tibn k(o) moltdv k(ot) Eéveov’; G. and M. Soteriou,
‘H Bactiiikn 100 Ayiov Anuntplov Oecscarovikng (Athens, 1952), 196: read “TTavorfie 1o Xpiotod.”

2 See Th. Papazotos, “To ynotdwto tdv kntopmv 100 Aylov Anuntpiov Oeccarovikng,” A¢tépapo oTh pviun
Ftohovod Tlelexovidn (Thessalonike, 1983), 372, and Ayiov Anuntpiov Oovuoto. Ot cvAAOYEC TOD
apyleniokonov Todvvou kol Aveovopov. ‘O Blog, ta Baduoto kol 1 Oeccolovikn 100 dylov Anuntpiov, intro. and
comm. Ch. Bakirtzis, trans. A. Sideris (Athens, 1997), 414-15, where it is stated that the cleric depicted is the
writer of the mosaic inscriptions of the basilica and of the first three chapters of the second book of the Mirac-
ula of St. Demetrios. Could it be that the book with the valuable binding he is holding is not a Gospel lectionary
but the Miracula of St. Demetrios?

* For the meaning of the word &€vog as “stranger” or “traveler,” the equivalent of peregrinus, see C. Mango,
“The Pilgrim’s Motivation,” in Akten des XI1. Internationalen Kongresses fiir christliche Archéologie, Bonn 22.-28.
September 1991, JbAC, Erganzungsband 20, 2 vols. (Miinster, 1995), 1:2. See also M. Mentzou, Der Bedeutungs-
wandel des Wortes “Xenos” (Hamburg, 1964).

* Soteriou, Baowdixn, 143-46. P. Lemerle, Les plus anciens recueils des miracles de Saint Démétrius et la pénétra-
tion des Slaves dans les Balkans, 2 vols. (Paris, 1979-81), 2:110 dated the destruction and reconstruction of the
basilica in = 620. On the extent of reconstruction, see J.-M. Spieser, Thessalonique et ses monuments du IVe au Ve
siecle. Contribution a Uétude d’une ville paléochrétienne (Paris, 1984), 46—47. P. Speck, “De Miraculis Sancti Demetrii,
qui Thessalonicam profugus venit, oder Ketzerisches zu den Wundergeschichten des Heiligen Demetrios und zu seiner Basil-
ica in Thessalonike,” TTowkilo BuCovtiva 12, Varia 4 (1993) doubts the historic value of the Miracula. He distin-
guishes several writers of these hagiographic texts and argues for their final composition in the 9th and not in
the 7th century. See analysis by J. C. Skedros, Saint Demetrios of Thessaloniki. Civic Patron and Divine Protector, 4th—
7th centuries cE (Harrisburg, 1999), 107-15.

® Ch. Bakirtzis, “Le culte de saint Démétrius,” in Akten des XII. Internationalen Kongresses fiir christliche
Archdologie (as above, note 3), 2:65-66.
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evidence for myron from the tomb of St. Demetrios until 1040.° It has been suggested that
the myron of St. Demetrios may have appeared even earlier, judging from certain events at
the end of the ninth or the beginning of the tenth century reported in the miracles of St.
Eugenios of Trebizond assembled by John Lazaropoulos in the fourteenth century.”

Before the myron appeared, the focal point of the pilgrim cult of St. Demetrios was his
splendid hexagonal silver-plated wooden ciborium “established in the middle of the
church and toward the left side,”® which Archbishop John of Thessalonike discusses at
length in the first book of the Miracula of St. Demetrios.” However, there are very few ar-
chaeological finds to give us some idea of its form and function. A hexagonal marble base
or stylobate with sides measuring 2.4 m, which was found under the floor of the nave of
the basilica, somewhat to the north, or left, side (Fig. 1:1), is the only proof that Archbishop
John is telling the truth and describing something specific.'® The silver ciborium is docu-
mented not only by textual sources. It was depicted in the mosaics in the small north colon-
nade in the basilica of St. Demetrios, which are known to us only from old photographs
and colored drawings of them." The ciborium depicted in them matches Archbishop
John’s description:'? it is hexagonal (e€ay@ve oynuott), closed by walls (kioowv €€ ko tot-
x01¢ toopiBuoig), with a horizontal cornice supporting the triangular parts of the roof (mv
OpPOOTV WOAVTMG A0 TOV ££0YOVMV TAELVP®Y KVKA0POPLKAG dvicyovsav) and a cross with
spherical base on the top of the roof (cooipdv te dpyvp€av peyédoug oV HiKpod P€povcov
avwdeyv, . . . OV TAVTOV ETAVD 10 Katd 100 Bavdtov Tennyog tponatov dktivoBoiel). The mo-
saic differs from the description only with respect to the columns.

¢ Joannes Skylitzes, Zovoytg, ed. T. Thurn (Berlin, 1973), CFHB 5,413.13-17: ju@ 8¢ 1®dv NUEPGY 1@ T6.0® 100
UEYAAOUAPTUPOG ANUNTPLOV TTPOGEABOVTEG OL ETLYMPLOL, KO TAVVUYOV ENLTEAECOVIEG SENGLY KOL TA LOP® TG £K TOV
Oeiov 1apov PAVLoVTL YpNOAUEVOL, (G EK ULAEG OPUTIG AVOTETACAVTEG TAG TOAAG EEEPYOVTAL KOTO TOV BovAydpwv. See
R. Macrides, “Subvention and Loyalty in the Cult of St. Demetrios,” BS! 51 (1990): 194.

7 J. O. Rosenqvist, The Hagiographic Dossier of St. Eugenios of Trebizond in Codex Athens Dionysiou 154 (Upsala,
1996), 300-304, and cf. commentary on p. 431.

8 “kata pécov 100 Vool TPOg Tolg Aatoig mAevpoig Emdpupévov” (Miracula, 1:10 §87). For the ciborium see
D. Pallas, “Le ciborium hexagonal de Saint Démétrios de Thessalonique,” Zograf 10 (1979): 44-58. R. S. Cor-
mack, “St. Demetrios of Thessaloniki: The Powers of Art and Ritual. Themes of Unity and Diversity,” in Acts of
the XXVth International Congress of History of Art (1986), ed. 1. Lavin, 3 vols. (University Park, Pa.—London, 1989),
3:547-56; Bakirtzis, “Le culte,” 62-64; A. Mentzos, To mtpockivnuo 100 Aylov Anuntpiov Oecoarovikng otd
Bulovtiva xpdvia (Athens, 1994), 56-67. Skedros, St. Demetrios, 89-94.

9 P. Lemerle, Miracles, 2:32—40.

10 G. Soteriou, “"ExkBeoig nept TOV £PYROLOV TV EKTEAECOELCDV £V TN NPETOUEVT €K THG TLPKOTOG BOCIALKT TOD
Ayiov Anuntpiov Oeccorovikng kota o €t 1917-1918,” Apy.Aeit., Zouninpopa (1918), 32-33, fig. 46. Soteriou,
Bootwkn, 100, pl. 26a.

P N. Papageorghiou, “Mvnueio tg év Oeccorovikn Aotpeiog 10D ayiov Anuntpiov,” BZ 8 (1908): 342-47,
pls. 1-1v; E 1. Uspenskij, “O vnov otkrytyh mozaikah v cerkvi Sv. Dimitrija v Soluni,” IRAIK 14 (1909): 1-61,
pls. 1-16; R. S. Cormack, “The Mosaic Decoration of St. Demetrios, Thessaloniki: A Re-examination in the
Light of the Drawings of W. S. George,” BSA 64 (1969): 17-52, repr. in idem, The Byzantine Eye: Studies in Art
and Patronage (London, 1989). He states that a late 5th-century date of these mosaics is highly appropriate.
R. S. Cormack, The Church of Saint Demetrios. The Watercolours and Drawings of W. S. George, Catalogue of an ex-
hibition organized by the British Council (Thessalonike, 1985), repr. in The Byzantine Eye, article no. 11.

12 Miracula, 1:10 §87: €€aydve oynuatt, kloowy €€ kal tolyolg toapibuoig €€ apyvpov dokipov kol dtoyeyivp-
UEVOL LELOPOMUEVOV, KOl THV OpOPTV OGOVTMG AN TV EE0YOVMV TAEVP®OV KVKAOHPOPLKAG Ovicyovsay Kol €1 iiay
GTPOYYUANY MOEL T080G GTOAYOLoAY GUVEEGSLY, GHOTPAY TE APYVPENV LEYEBOVG OV LIKPOD dEPOVGOV AVMBEY, VO’ TV
g kpivov BAacTol Bavudolotl Teptéyxoviat, MV TAVTOVY XAV T0 Kato T00 B0vETou TERNYOg TPOTOLOV AKTIVOBOAEL.
George colored the ciborium in various tones of gray and articulated it with blue; it seems likely that silver
tesserae had been used: Cormack, “Mosaic Decoration,” 32.
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Ciborium (1), well (2), and tomb (3), Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike, 5th/7th century

1



2 Mosaic, west end of first south aisle,
detail: Marble ciborium of St. Demetrios,
Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike,
5th century

3 Marble arch, crypt, Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike, 10th/12th century



4 Spring of the myron-cum-holy water
and cistern, crypt,
Basilica of St. Demetrios,
Thessalonike

5  Bowl with monogram of St. Demetrios, crypt,
Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike,
13th/ 14th century







7 Peristyle and phiale, Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike, 1430-1493
(photo: Fred Boissonnas, 1913)



8  Chambers, northwest corner, Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike (after G. and M. Soteriou,
‘H Bacihkn 10D ‘Ayiov Anuntpiov Oesoarovikng [Athens, 1952], pl. 1)



9  Tomb of St. Demetrios, Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike



10 Entrance, tomb of St. Demetrios, Basilica of St. Demetrios, Thessalonike (drawing: Eirene Malle)
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What was the ciborium of St. Demetrios? In the Miracula, a text that reflected the views
of the Church of Thessalonike, Archbishop John repeats three times an unconfirmed lo-
cal oral tradition that the tomb of St. Demetrios was underneath his ciborium." He also
explains why his knowledge of this is uncertain: during the days of paganism the Chris-
tians of the city, fearing the wrathful idol worshipers, quietly and secretly buried the bod-
ies of their martyrs. “Thus even at the present time it is not known clearly where the tombs
of those who were martyred in Thessalonike are hidden, except for the tomb of St. Ma-
trona.”'* So we see that, while John avoids taking an overt stand on the existence of the
tomb of St. Demetrios, by saying that he does not know where it is, he indirectly gives us
to understand that it does in fact exist. John’s position is no different from that taken by
his predecessors. When Justinian I (527-565) and Maurice (582-602) asked for some of
St. Demetrios’s relics to be transferred to Constantinople, John’s predecessors denied any
confirmed knowledge of the precise location of the martyr’s tomb. But without specifically
denying its existence, they dug “at a point in the most venerable church, where they
thought they would find the sacred relics,”" though they do not specify in their official
replies to the emperors the location of the digging. The excavation was never completed,
of course: it was halted by divine intervention, and the existence of the tomb of St. De-
metrios was never established.

Based on John’s statement in the Miracula, Lemerle suggested that the relics and the
tomb of the city’s patron saint were not in the basilica of St. Demetrios in Thessalonike.'®
If the Miracula are taken literally, then Lemerle was undoubtedly right. But if the Church
of Thessalonike had its own reasons for using more diplomatic language on this subject,
neither Archbishop John nor his sixth-century predecessors ever specifically denied the
existence of the tomb of St. Demetrios, though they did avoid pinpointing its location. On
various pretexts, and substituting the ciborium for the tomb, the hierarchy firmly refused
to surrender the relics of St. Demetrios to Constantinople. This act on the part of the
Church of Thessalonike, exhibiting local patriotism, was under the influence of Rome’s

B Miracula, 1:1 §22: évBa ¢pact Tiveg keloBat VIO YRV 10 mavdylov avtod Aeityovov, 1:6 §55: 10 fyltacuévov
UVNUETOV 10D HapTLPOG AéyeToL Tepléxety, and 1:10 §88: exeloe mapa 1OV TOTEP®OV NKOVGOUEY KELGOOL OE0TPETD
¢ 1OV Unepévdo&ov abroddpov Anuntprov. The excavation carried out by Soteriou in 1917 in the area of the ci-
borium did not confirm this oral tradition (Soteriou, BactAikn, 100-101).

1 Miracula, 1:5 §50: €€l 100 un 10 TIULO COUOTO TOV LOPTLPOVVIOV GYLOV TOlG TOV ELSWAOAATP®OV TPodovval
Bvpolc, €xenvbug ToVTa Kol LLOTNPLOSAG £V Y] KOTETLOECOY, MG UNSE UEXPL VOV TNAQVY®DG UNSEVOS TAV €V QT
UOPTLPTICAVTOV TAG Ay1080)0VG ONKaGg YvOcOnval 6oL TUYXGVOLEV OMOKEIEVAL, TATV TG GEUVOTATNG KOL TaVOYLag
nopBévov Matpwvng. See discussion in Skedros, St. Demetrios, 86—88.

5 Miracula, 1:5 §53: &v 11vi 100 TOVGERTOL 00TOD VaOD §10pVEAVTEG TOT®, £V () KoL TO TAVGYL0V EVPLEKELY HOVTO
Aetyovov.

16 P Lemerle, “Saint-Démétrius de Thessalonique et les problémes du martyrion et du transept,” BCH 77
(1953): 673, and Lemerle, Miracles, 2: App. 2, 218. This view is connected with a challenge to the historicity of
St. Demetrios and with the view that his cult came to Thessalonike from Sirmium (H. Delehaye, Les légendes
grecques des saints militaires [Paris, 1909], 108). For this lengthy debate and the objections to these views, see
G. Theocharides, “Zipuiov 1| Oscoorovikn; Enoveéétaoig piog kpitikig eEetdoemg Thg nepl dyiov Anuntpiov
nopadoéoews,” Makedonika 16 (1976): 269-306, and Skedros, St. Demetrios, 7-40. It is widely accepted that the rel-
ics of St. Demetrios were missing in the period before the myron appeared in his cult. Soteriou, BociAikn, 61-62,
avoids taking a position on the question and argues that the basilica’s enkainion was the tomb of St. Demetrios
and that the small glass vial of ground blood inside it was the saint’s relic. See also Mentzos, ITpocskvvnua, 56.
Skedros, St. Demetrios, 87—-88, examines the subject from a theological point of view and, with reference to
the absence of the relics, asserts that the bones of St. Demetrios were not available for veneration.
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tradition against the division and relocation of relics.'”” Thus I agree with R. Cormack that
“we might argue that it was the paraded notion of the lack of relics that protected the city
against the physical removal of the saint and his cult to Constantinople.”'

The Church of Thessalonike adopted the same pose of apparent ignorance of the
whereabouts of the tombs of other martyrs of the city, apart from that of St. Matrona.' And
it was a pose sometimes adopted by the emperors too. In his letter to the Church of Thes-
salonike, asking that some of St. Demetrios’s relics be transferred to Constantinople, Mau-
rice stated that he was making the request out of a desire to verify the Thessalonians’ re-
nowned dxpipeiav npog tovg udptupag.2’ I am of the opinion that the word dxpifera refers
not to the “piété fameuse des thessaloniciens envers les martyrs”?! but to “the Thessalo-
nians taking care for the martyrs.”*

When the emperors stopped sending requests that St. Demetrios’s relics be sent to
Constantinople, there was no longer reason to profess ignorance about the existence of his
tomb. For this reason, the edict of Justinian II, an official imperial document issued in
688/89, twice mentions the existence of the relics of St. Demetrios in his basilica in Thes-
salonike.? This text does not contradict the Miracula at all. On the contrary, it states in
writing the emperor’s agreement with the Church of Thessalonike’s firm opinion that it
should maintain possession of St. Demetrios’s relics.?* There is therefore no reason to de-
tract from the value of this testimony.

The ciborium was believed to be the saint’s dwelling place, and anyone who wanted
to meet him would go there. This is why the early mosaics show the saint in front of the
open door of the ciborium welcoming people coming to see him.?* The ciborium was not
always closed. Pilgrims, or some of them at least, went inside to light candles and tapers
on a candlestand and to see the low couch in the middle, which was “like a silver bed, on
which was imprinted the face of the martyr,” no more than 1.7 or 1.8 m in length.?® One

7 H. Delehaye, Les origines du culte des martyrs (Brussels, 1933), 66.

'8 Cormack, “St. Demetrios,” 548. He also states that “St. Demetrios was one of the few, and perhaps even
the only, Byzantine saints whose regional cult was not transferred to Constantinople,” and “his localized cult
may have helped the city to be one of the few in the Byzantine empire gradually to develop a local identity.”
This upholding of the localized and regional importance of relics was not an isolated phenomenon. Antioch’s
reply to arequest by Emperor Leo I (475-474) for the body of Symeon the Stylite included the statement: “The
holy corpse . . . is for our city both a rampart and a fortress” (quoted by Skedros, St. Demetrios, 87 note 9).

19 See note 14 above.

20 Miracula, 1:5 §51: Tv 1@V TOAMTAV TPOG TOVG LAPTLPOG BowpEvny axpipetav nelpacat BOVAOUEVOS.

21 Lemerle, Miracles, 1:87.

22 See G. W. H. Lampe, A Patristic Greek Lexicon, s.v. dkpifeta, 3 = John Damaskenos, Vita of Barlaam and
Joasaph, PG 96:1057D: €v 1) tepi w0V KOptov Hov . . . axpipetov NuEANKa.

2 J.-M. Spieser, “Inventaires en vue d’un recueil des inscriptions historiques de Byzance. I. Les inscriptions
de Thessalonique,” TM 5 (1973): 156-59, no. 8, line 3: dwped @ centd® vod T00 aylov xai €v8dEov
peyaAoudpTupog Anuntpiov v @ 10 dytov 0010 katdkeltol Aeiyovov, and line 8: DONAMUS T GETT® 0:VTOD VO
év @ kol 10 dytov obtod Gmdkettol Aetyovov. Spieser states that “la présence des reliques a un caractéere 1é-
gendaire, et 'on ne savait pas ou elles se trouvaient exactement.”

2 Once again, the precise location of the relics (the tomb) inside the basilica is not specified.

% See notes 11 above and 43 below.

26 Miracula, 1:1 §22: wcovel kpofpdtiov €€ apyvpov, £vBa kol £vietinwtol 10 Oeoeldec TpdcONOV T0D 0VTOD
noveEntov aBloddpov. According to N. Theotoka, “Ilept tdv kipwpiav 100 ayiov Anuntpiov Oeccaiovikng Kol
Kovotaviivoundrews,” Makedonika 2 (1953): 413; Lemerle, Miracles, 2:214; Pallas, “Ciborium,” 50, it was a kind
of mortuary kline of the sort found in Hellenistic Macedonian tombs.
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pilgrim, a relative of the eparchs of Thessalonike, also saw in a vision inside the cibo-
rium, at either end of the couch or bed, a gold throne with St. Demetrios sitting on it and
a silver throne on which sat the Lady Eutaxia, who is the personification of the Tyche of
Thessalonike.?”

While protecting the relics of St. Demetrios from being divided up, the Church of
Thessalonike gave to important pilgrims and sent to the emperors sweet-smelling earth
from the spot where the saint lay buried.? The fragrant earth was kept in the sacristy of
Thessalonike’s metropolitan church, which was the large five-aisled basilica on the site of
the later Hagia Sophia. We do not know in what kind of reliquaries it was distributed, but
they were probably shaped like the ciborium of St. Demetrios. The Moscow reliquary
(1059-67) is an exact replica of one of them.* This also explains the similarities and dif-
ferences between this eleventh-century octagonal reliquary and the descriptions and de-
pictions of the saint’s early Christian hexagonal ciborium.

II

The appearance of myron in the cult of St. Demetrios is not an isolated phenomenon in
the post-iconoclastic period. We know that myron flowed from the intact relics of saints who
enjoyed wide popular appeal and political support after Iconoclasm, such as St. Nicholas
at Myra, St. Mary the Younger at Vizye, St. Theodora at Thessalonike, St. Nikon at Sparta,
among others. The emergence of myron directly from the intact relics of the saints* and its
distribution to large numbers of pilgrims satisfied demand for direct contact with the re-
demptive grace of the saints, and at the same time it protected the relics from being cut up
into tiny pieces and disappearing.

Myron was myron, just as water is water and oil is oil. But if we want to take a more prag-
matic approach, we can turn to Niketas Choniates, who, in his account of the Normans’
outrageous treatment of the myron of St. Demetrios when they conquered Thessalonike in
1185, tells us that they fried fish in it and also smeared it on their boots.?' In other words,
myron was a kind of sweet-smelling oil. The oil did not first appear in the cult of St.
Demetrios as myron. The oil from the lamp of St. Demetrios had therapeutic properties be-
fore the myron appeared. The use of this oil is already attested in the last chapter of the sec-

27 On the relation of the Lady Eutaxia with the Tyche of Thessalonike, see Bakirtzis, @atpato, 380-83, Ske-
dros, St. Demetrios, 127, and Ch. Bakirtzis, “Lady Eutaxia of Thessaloniki,” Museum of Byzantine Culture 6 (1999):
18-29.

2 Miracula, 1:5 §53: xOyovieg 1OV &v yf X0V Tpod 100 ¢Bdcar 10 mdp dcov olol 1e yeydvacty dveréEavto, 100
TUPOG TV OCUTV LET £VmALag GdpaTov cuvederkduevoy, and 1:5 §54: €otellapev VULV €k THG 0VTHG TOV Gylov X00g
ebloylog. See also Bakirtzis, @atvuorta, 374.

2 Yopng mEpuka 100 K1Bopiov TOTog 10D AoYYoviKTOL HdpTUupog Anuntpiov. reads the inscription of the reli-
quary; see A. Grabar, “Quelques reliquaires de Saint Démétrios et le martyrium du saint a Salonique,” in Lart
de la fin de UAntiquité et du Moyen Age, 3 vols. (Paris, 1968), 1:446-53, esp. 447 (= DOP 5 [1950]: 3-28); The Glory
of Byzantium. Art and Culture of the Middle Byzantine Eva, A.D. 843—-1261, ed. H. Evans and W. Wixom, Metropol-
itan Museum of Art (New York, 1997), 77-78, no. 36; add to the bibliography I. A. Sterligova, “Vizantiiskii
moshchevik Dimitriia Solunskogo iz Moskovskogo Kremlia i ego sud’ba v Drevnei Rusi,” Dmitrievskii sobor vo
Viadimire: k 800-letiiu Sozdaniia (Moscow, 1997), 220-54.

%0 Eustathios of Thessalonike, “Adyog €ykouiactikog €ig tov dywov peyotondptupo Anuntprov,” ed. T. L.
Tafel, Eustathii metropolitae Thessalonicensis Opuscula (Frankfurt, 1832; repr. Amsterdam, 1964), 171.

31 Niketas Choniates, ed. J. A. van Dieten (Berlin, 1975), CFHB 11, 305.39-306.44.
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ond book of the Miracula, in connection with events that took place in north Africa and are
dated before 665.%2

Such a radical change in the cult of St. Demetrios also implies changes in the layout of
the space to facilitate veneration. Various solutions have been proposed for how the cibo-
rium was adapted to meet the challenge of the appearance of myron, first and foremost be-
ing the replacement of the silver ciborium with a marble one.*

The sources cease to mention the ciborium early on. The last reference to the ciborium
in the Miracula comes in the last chapter of the second book, which relates events before
665.7* Lemerle suggests that it is not the ciborium of St. Demetrios that is meant here, but
the ciborium over the altar in his basilica.*® By the time the myron appeared in the cult of
St. Demetrios, the terms tomb (td00g), larnax (A&pvag), and soros (copdc) were already es-
tablished, and new terms, such as fragrant-oil receptacle (wopobnxn) and fragrant-oil-exuding
relic (Wopoppdo copdg) were appearing.® It is significant that the first historical appearance
of the myron (1040) occurred in the saint’s tomb and not in his ciborium.*” The Moscow reli-
quary is referred to in its inscription as the “ciborium” (k1poprov) of St. Demetrios, and
not as his “tomb” or “larnax” because, as I have already explained, the eleventh-century
Moscow reliquary is an exact replica of a sixth-century reliquary, which was a replica of the
ciborium of St. Demetrios.*® The precise description of the archbishop of Thessalonike Eu-
stathios, for instance, in the second half of the twelfth century, speaks not of a ciborium but
of a taphos (tomb) decorated with gold and silver, and of anterooms (npotepevicuata),
where the myron emerged®*—a structure that bears no relationship, either ideologically or
functionally, to the ciborium.

We might even argue that there was no ciborium at this time, if it were not described
by the archbishop of Thessalonike Niketas (first half of the 12th century).* I do believe,
however, despite established views to the contrary, that the lengthy description of the
hexagonal marble ciborium at the beginning of Niketas’s account of the miracles of St.

%2 Miracula, 2:6 §315: anairdttovrol @ Eloim The 00ToD Kovdnhag xplopevot . . . €l cuufin dnydnval Tivo €k Tdv
oKOPTL®Y, £K T0V EA0Llov ThHe KavdnAog 0r0ToD TepLypietat 1¢ 10 TANYEV uELOG, KOl THg 08dVVNg BATTOV GTOALATTIETOL,
and Lemerle, Miracles, 2:169. In the Life of St. Phantinos (late 10th—early 11th century), it is stated that the
saint sought to heal a little girl from Thessalonike using oil from the church of St. Demetrios (éAatov . . . €k 100
ueyaopdptupog Anuntpiov); E. Follieri, La Vita di San Fantino il Giovane (Brussels, 1993), 81; Mentzos, TTpockv-
vuo, 118 note 272.

* The replacement is not mentioned in the texts. It is generally accepted that the silver ciborium was de-
stroyed by fire ca. 620 (Mentzos, ITpockvvnua, 66). Soteriou, Baciakn, 19 and 181, supposes that the replace-
ment took place after the siege of Thessalonike by the Saracens (904).

3 Miracula, 2:6 §313, 314; Lemerle, Miracles, 2:169.

35 Lemerle, Miracles, 2:163 note 253. See also Ch. Bakirtzis, “Un miracle de Saint Démétrius de Thessa-
lonique au Maghreb,” in LAfrica romana, Atti del XIII convegno di studio, Djerba, 10—13 dicembre 1998 (Rome,
2000), 1450.

36 Ch. Bakirtzis, “"H pupoBivcic tod ayiov Anuntpiov,” in idem, @ovuoto, 514. The terms Aetyavov, Aapvat,
odpa, and copog appear in the hymnography of the iconoclast period: Mentzos, TIpooktvnua, 106-12; D. Vac-
aros, To pdpov 100 aylov Anuntpiov 100 Ocsccalovikéng (Thessalonike, 1984): 85-93.

%7 See note 6 above.

% See note 29 above.

% La espugnazione di Tessalonica, ed. S. Kyriakidis (Palermo, 1961), 106.16, 116.12, 126.32; Eustathios, Opus-
cula, 171.79.

0 A. Sigalas, “Nuknto dpyteniokénov Oeccorovikng eig 16 Bovpoto 0 dyiov Anuntpiov,” 'En.'Er.Bvl.Zn. 12
(1936): 332.25-333.7. On the identification of Niketas, see Mentzos, [Ipocktvnuo, 140-41.
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Demetrios does not apply to a contemporary structure, but reproduces an earlier de-
scription of an earlier ciborium.*' I base this view on Niketas’s own statement to the effect
that the information in the first five chapters of his account is taken from copies of texts on
St. Demetrios that predate those in John’s collection, and that he does not intend to add
anything new to these.*?

This early marble ciborium, older than the silver one, is depicted in the mosaic at the
west end of the first south aisle, which shows St. Demetrios in front of his ciborium receiv-
ing children who are being dedicated to him.** The form of the ciborium depicted on this
mosaic corresponds to Niketas’s description (Fig. 2): itis hexagonal, with closure slabs dec-
orated with three rows of standing saints in relief and spiral columns with Theodosian cap-
itals (Aevkoig 8¢ cvunTueeouevol eig €Edywvoy drav 10 oYU dtopopoovot Lopudpolg); the
columns are linked by marble arches in which are fishscale metallic (golden?) grilles (€x
AlBov 8¢ tovToLg MAALY HappaipovTog dvmbev ctoot £01ldvovoty); and the curving triangles
of the vaulted canopy rest upon the hexagonal cornice (11} €£ay@dvm cdpevdovn KoopovueVaL
KoL €1¢ GTEVOV KOULIN TOV Opodov LOpUAPOLg ETEPOLG DYOELSEGLY £0BVVOVGL). The mosaic is
dated before the fire of ca. 620.* I am therefore of the opinion that the silver ciborium de-
scribed by John and depicted in the mosaics in the small north colonnade is more recent
than the marble one described by a text that predates John’s and is depicted in the mo-
saic at the west end of the first south aisle. We have no information about the date of con-
struction of the first ciborium. I suggest that it was built at the same time as the basilica
or immediately afterwards.* I believe that the ciborium was a more monumental re-
placement for the oikiskos-martyrion (oikiav, onkédc) of St. Demetrios, which was built,
according to the Passiones of St. Demetrios, on the site where the martyr was buried, and

41 The description of the ciborium, “"Ex¢poacig 100 Kipwpiov,” is included in the first five chapters of the col-
lection in the fourth chapter. It follows the chapters “ITepi Aeovtiov €ndpyov i idoemg” (On the healing of the
Eparch Leontios), “Ilept i otkodouic 100 vaod” (On the building of the church), “"Ex¢pocig 100 vaod” (De-
scription of the church), and comes before the chapter “ITepi tfig 100 "Iotpov note nepatwoems” (On the cross-
ing of the Istros). Therefore it is included in the description of the first basilica of St. Demetrios founded by
Leontios. N. Theotoka, “Tlepi 1dv k1fopimwv 100 aylov Anuntpiov Ococorovikng kol Kovotaviivounddews,” Make-
donika 2 (1953): 399 proposed that Niketas describes the ciborium as it was in his days. This opinion was also
supported by later scholars.

42 Niketas, 322 and 3834.8-15: Ta pév olv mepl 10V motdtotov Aedviiov toc00Te Koi thAtkadto 10D
Beoudptupog @ Bovpatovpynuoto, xpove 3 €uol dokelv mpecPiTtEPD, APYOLOTEPOLS AVILYPAPOLS KOL T YE
axolovdig TiotevoavTL, 60ev Kol 16 TpecPeio The TaEEw ToVToLg Anodedwkanev. To 8 €oe&ng td v ayiolg Twdvvny
GUYYEYPOUUEVO, GKOAOVOMG 11 TAEEL AeAOYLOTAL KOL GUVTETAKTOL SEVTEPQ, TO TOPANAY TOPEKTPOTNY OVSEULAY
npocdeEouévmv TV VIoBECEMY, GTL U KOTO LOVNV TV ETLTOUNV KOl TOUTO GLUVOOAG EVEKEV TOV AOLTOV dLa 10
€VHOBEG KOl EVGVVOTTOV.

* Soteriou, BactAikn, 192-93, pl. 62. The marble ciborium is done in gold and silver tesserae to reflect the
notion that it radiates spiritual light. It is outlined in dark blue, and the shadows are rendered in three tones
ranging from blue to gray. The decoration of the footstool in the same mosaic indicates that it is of marble, not
gold or silver; yet it too is done in gold and silver tesserae, because it is in direct contact with St. Demetrios.

* Soteriou, Bacilikn, 193. A. Xyngopoulos, Les mosaiques de I’ église de Saint Démétre a Thessalonique (Thessa-
lonike, 1969), 16-17, dates the mosaic in the 5th—6th century. E. Kitzinger, “Byzantine Art in the Period be-
tween Justinian and Iconoclasm,” in The Art of Byzantium and the Medieval West, Selected Studies, ed. W. E. Klein-
bauer (Bloomington, Ind.—London, 1976), 178, dates the mosaic from the end of the 6th to the beginning of
the 7th century. R. Cormack, Writing in Gold: Byzantine Society and Its Icons (London, 1985), 83-84, suggests a
number of possible dates between the middle of the 5th to the beginning of the 7th century. For the discussion
about the date of the mosaic, see Skedros, St. Demetrios, 72-73.

* The Passiones of St. Demetrios mention the founding of the basilica but not the erection of the ciborium.
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demolished so that the basilica could be built.*® I base this opinion on a feature shared by
both the otkiskos and the ciborium of St. Demetrios: both are connected with the existence
of an underground tomb of St. Demetrios beneath them.*” We do not know when the mar-
ble ciborium was replaced by the silver one. I could date the replacement purely hypo-
thetically to the reign of Justinian I, being connected with that emperor’s ardent love for
St. Demetrios, as evidenced by his request for the transfer of the relics to Constantinople
and by a gift he made to the basilica, attested in a very fragmentary inscription.*®

No mention of the ciborium exists in the texts of the Latin occupation of Thessalonike
(1204-24). On the contrary, we find allusions to the “fragrant-oil tomb” (nvpoddpog tdpoc)
or the “fragrant-oil exuding holy larnax” (tpia Adpvag . . . 1o popa npox€ovcoa).*? After the
Latin conquest, John Staurakios, the chartophylax of the Church of Thessalonike, in the sec-
ond half of the thirteenth century—who, unlike Niketas, adapts the details of the miracles
to the circumstances of his time and adds new miracles—also ignores the ciborium and
refers almost exclusively to the larnax and the taphos of the saint.”® Even the vision of the
Lady Eutaxia is described as taking place at the site of the larnax, which was not inside the
ciborium, but in some other, unspecified, place metaphorically described as a “divine man-
sion.”®! The larnax was a double marble structure, with a visible upper section (a cenotaph)
and a burial chest below, incorporating the body of the saint from which myron exuded.*
It was, according to Staurakios, not in a ciborium, but in another burial space of the basil-
ica which was not always accessible because its doors were usually closed, was entered from
the north aisle in the company of a sacristan, and was called kibotos (x1Bwtdg, “ark”™).”® The
larnax is replicated by the luxurious reliquaries of Halberstadt, the Great Lavra, and Vato-

6 For a discussion of the oikiskos, see Bakirtzis, @ovuata, 354-56.

47 For the oikiskos: Passio prima, §8: tnv mepiéyovcov 10 movdylov Aetyavov oikiav. Passio altera, §15: kot
AvekAidn év 10 ceBocuiom onkd, £vBa Ny Vo yiv keipevov 10D dyiov 10 Aetyavov. For the ciborium, see note 13
above.

* D. Feissel, Recueil des inscriptions chrétiennes de Macédoine du Ille au Ve siécle, BCH, suppl. 8 (Athens, 1983),
81-82, no. 81. Spieser, Thessalonique, 211 note 298: “Iattribution a Justinien ler parait certaine et il s’agit
vraisemblablement d’une donation (il est str, en tout cas, qu’il est question de Saint-Démétrius et de son
église).”

4 Letter of Ioannes Apokaukos, bishop of Naupaktos, to Theodore Doukas in 1217-24: V. Vassilevski,
“Epirotica saeculi XIIL,” VizVrem 3 (1896): no. 4, 247.25; another letter of Ioannes Apokaukos to Patriarch
Germanos II from Thessalonike in 1227, ibid., no. 27, 294.10. In another of his letters to Constantine
Mesopotamites, archbishop of Thessalonike (1225-27), he is mentioned as a caretaker (epimeletes) of the tomb
(N. Bees, “Unedierte Schriftstiicke aus der Kanzlei des Johannes Apokaukos des Metropoliten von Naupak-
tos (in Aetolien),” BNJ 21 [1971-76]: no. 67, 124.107). Letter of Demetrios Chomatenos to Patriarch Germanos
11, who scolded him for crowning Theodore Doukas using the myron of St. Demetrios (J. B. Pitra, Analecta sacra
et classica spicilegio Solesmensi parata, vol. 6 (7) [Paris—Rome, 1891; repr. Farnborough, 1967], no. 114, 494).

%0 Toakeim Iberites, “Todvvou EZtovpokiov Adyog €ig td Badpota tod dyiov Anuntpiov,” Makedonika 1 (1940):
324-76, §§10, 13, 18, 37.

5! Staurakios, 350.22: 10 1 vo® Teptrypaodpevov 100 Meydiov (Anuntpiov) Belov avdaktopov. 368.23-25: 6 8¢
vewkOpog £viodbo 10 uaptuptkov Tpdg 6pBpov vmavoiag dvdakTtopov . . . elofel EkmAnktog NV Beacduevog THv
Baoctlkny topovpida £onrA®UEVNY AAPVOKOG THG LOPTUPLKTG.

52 Staurakios, 353.10-15: v iepdv petéooay Adpvaka Kol popudpoug £kelfev fpav £k LEGOV ENTA Kol TPOg
OpLYNV UEV A0SOV T0D EKELCE Y MUOTOG EVICYOANVTO. . . . 'Emel 8€ 1) 0pvyn ¢0dc0t Tye®V dypt TPLOV Kol HikpoOv
TL TIPOG, Adpvog EhAvn TOVTOLG TEPLKEKOAVUUEV HOPUAP® Aevk®. See other examples in Th. Pazaras, “O tdgog
OV KTNTOPOV 670 KaBoALKO Thg Hovilg Batonediov,” Byzantina 17 (1994): 418-21.

% Staurakios, 353.8-10: a¢ & £yyvg Mg Oelog K1PmToD 100 HAPTLPOG YEVOLVTO, ElGEABET®V GUd® €K TOD A0iLoD
Kol 10 O0pog HeETEDeVTO KOl TV lepay uetéotnooy Adpvoxa. 353.29-31: €16’ oVtw Ty GERTV Kol TAALY HOPTVL-
pLxny K1Bwtov Bupnoaveg, wg npdtepov, £ERAOOV Kol 10D vaod kol thg ToAeme. 357.16-18: toig OVpoig T teplg
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pedi, which date to the eleventh and twelfth centuries, contained lythron or myron, and were
reserved for important officials.>*

The myron exuded from the body of the saint and, flowing through pipes, filled cisterns
located in the kibotos around the larnax and in the middle of the nave, where large num-
bers of pilgrims gathered, taking myron and applying it to their bodies.”> When ordinary
pilgrims took myron out of the basilica and away from Thessalonike, they carried it in lead
ampullae known as koutrouvia, which resembled early Christian eulogiai in both shape and
size.”® The oldest of these ampullae date to no earlier than the eleventh or twelfth century
and are decorated with the likeness of St. Demetrios dressed as a warrior on one side and
the Virgin, St. Nestor, or St. George and St. Theodora on the other.

Apart from the silver reliquaries and lead ampullae, there are also the luxurious en-
colpia (¢ykdAmia or émtkoAnia)®” in the British Museum (12th—13th century) and the Dum-
barton Oaks collection (13th—14th century), which contained myron and bore a represen-
tation, underneath the lid, of St. Demetrios in his tomb. They are respectively inscribed
“anointed with thy blood and thy myron” (aipott 1@ 6d kot popw keypiopévov) and “revered
receptacle of blood of Demetrios with myron” (centov doxelov ainatog Anuntpiov cvv
Hope).>

Hence, although in the period before the myron the sources mention the ciborium and
say nothing about the tomb, in the following period, after the myron had appeared, they
mention the tomb and say nothing about the ciborium. This means that, since there was

HOpTUPLKTC K1BWTOD . . . 1OV Méyav didpar tog OVpag kol 10ig dpoveiot Tpoaroviicotl. 358.1-3: 6 Méyag . . . albig
TOALVOOTEL T 6opd Kol 01 B¥pat katmoodarilovro. 375.15-17: 6 Xprotopiuntog Nudv £k T@V £yyLG LOTPOG Kal Hovn
Tf LETO TLOTEMG ASLOTAKTOV TPOCYOVCEL THG CENTHG 0VTOD KLB®TOD, IOV TOVNPOV pokpav dpanetevoetev. A. Xyn-
gopoulos, “Buvlavtivov kipotidiov uetd napoastdoemv £k 100 flov 1o dyiov Anuntpiov,” Apy.'E¢. (1936): 110 note
2 (repr. in A. Xyngopoulos, @eccorovikero peretipato [Thessalonike, 1997], article V, 79-118), repeated by
Grabar, “Reliquaires,” 453, understands the kibotion (x1Bodriov) or kibotos (x1pwtdg) as ciborium (k1fcdptov). How-
ever, the meaning of xipwriov is different from the xkiBwpirov: E. Kriaras, Ae&uio thg pecotmvikig Snpuwdoug ypoy-
watelag 1100-1669, vol. 7 (Thessalonike, 1985), s.vv. k1fwptov and kipfotiov.

5t Grabar, “Reliquaires,” 437-45; Xyngopoulos, “Kifwtidiov”; Glory of Byzantium, 161-62, no. 108.

% Staurakios, 353.18-22: Koi 1300 pvplot TpHoelg @ HApTUPL €K TPOXNAOL UEXPL KOl 0GOVOG VTG
TEMVUKVOUEVAL KOl GAARLOVG Gxp1LBdg Tpoceyyilovoat . . . 6KkeDOG 010V Huplondv Kol popwv pupimv oréPeg £k TdvV
onadv émfyolov. 373.8-17: xixAw tiig Betag 00100 6opod HLPoddYmV detauevdy. ADTol £k TNYRg TOV LUP®V 100
UAKOPOG LEXPLS AVTAV SEYOUEVOL TOV EDNOON POVV SLOKPOLVILOUEVOV . . . GVEPEG, YUVOLKES KOL VNTTLA, OAOLG XEPCLY
Soa kol olomot, Tpog £avtovg 10 wopov €xkeldey Edpédiovot. Kai ot uév 6¢0aiuote, ot 8¢ o1éua kol dTo ToVTe Kadoi-
yialovoty, ot 8¢ kol GTEPVO KOl OGOV TOD COUATOG OAOUEAELOY TA LOPE TPOCETLYPLOVGL KOl ANARDG ELNELY, GKO-
PEGTWG £YOVOL THG £K TOVTOV KOTOUVPLOEWS - . . OPAV 0VTWG GKOPESTWG OAELPOUEVOVG TOVG TTOoNG NALKLOG KOl YE-
VOUG TV LUP®V TOV UAPTUPOG KOl LOAAOV YUVOLKOG KOTOYPLOUEVOS OTANGTOS PAEGOPO KO GTHON, LOGTOVG KOl
Bpayiovac. 373.34-374.2: kol 1f xepl Katéxwv Poxtnpiov Aertiv, a0t v 080V 100 Hipov d€ypayev, €K Tig
LUPOOAPOL KIVIIGOG TAVTNV GOopoV KOl €1¢ TPOS®TOV 10V £80.90vg Katevbelay €E€ppet kol 1@ €8ddeL TV vaoD
OpoA®G Kol Arimg mepteduvale . . . adBig dvol&al 10¢ kAeloOeicag adTd 10 TpEMY Hupoddyoug deEauevdg . . . kol
oUT® UOALG OTIVOL TOV £V TM LECH TOD VOOV YEGUEVOV LUPOKPOUVOV TTOTOUOV.

° Ch. Bakirtzis, “Byzantine Ampullae from Thessaloniki,” in The Blessings of Pilgrimage, ed. R. Ousterhout
(Urbana—Chicago, 1990), 140-49; Glory of Byzantium, 169, no. 118; Museum of Byzantine Culture, ZvAloyn
T'ewpyiov Toorolidn. To Buldvtio pe ) potia £vog cudréxt (Athens, 2001), 34-35, no. 50. Kadnuepivn Lo 610
Budvrio, ed. D. Papanikola-Bakirtzis (Athens, 2002): 18485, nos. 203-5.

7 Manuel Philes uses the term enkolpia (Manuelis Philae Carmina, ed. E. Miller, 2 vols. [Paris, 1855-57], 1:34,
133-34, 2:74, 238). For the term epikolpia, see Eustathios, Opuscula, 173: moAlol yoOv €mikOAmLO G€POVTEG
1010070 £K TV TV LAPTLPOG.

58 Byzantium. Treasures of Byzantine Art and Culture from British Collections, ed. D. Buckton (London, 1994),
185-86, no. 200; Glory of Byzantium, 167-68, nos. 116 and 117; Kadnuepivr {on, 178-83, nos. 201-2.
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no reason to conceal the relics, after the appearance of the myron the interest of pilgrims
shifted from the ciborium to the tomb of St. Demetrios. All the same, I have no reason to
believe that the tomb of St. Demetrios, documented by the texts of the second cult period,
after the appearance of the myron, has any correlation with a ciborium standing on the
hexagonal marble base or stylobate in the nave of the basilica.* If a kind of ciborium ex-
1sted somewhere in the basilica, it would have been a kind of baldachin for the saint’s tomb
and icon.® Inside the British Museum and Dumbarton Oaks reliquaries, St. Demetrios is
depicted within his tomb, which is under an arch or baldachin.®! Furthermore, in a center
of pilgrimage like the basilica of St. Demetrios, there were several loca sancta, roofed and
framed by baldachins and arches.

We know that a number of marble arches have been found in the basilica. Two of them
have similar decoration, are dated in the tenth or twelfth century, and, according to G. So-
teriou, belonged to the hexagonal ciborium standing on the marble stylobate in the nave
(Fig. 3).%% But, given that more than six arches were found in the basilica, it is most likely
that they belong to an octagonal ciborium standing somewhere in the basilica and not on
the hexagonal stylobate.®® I believe that, although, as already noted,** the Moscow reli-
quary (1059-67) is a replica of the early Christian hexagonal ciborium of St. Demetrios,
its octagonal shape is an innovation and reflects the existence in the basilica of St.
Demetrios in the eleventh century of an octagonal baldachin, which was erected over his
larnax and his icon.

The sources do not tell us where in the basilica the receptacle for St. Demetrios’s myron
was located, and the subject is shrouded in mystery. This is why the whole question is con-
fused. Soteriou accepted the existence of the ciborium but did not identify the ciborium
with the saint’s tomb. He believed that the enkainion of the basilica served as the tomb and
that relics of St. Demetrios (i.e., lythron and blood) had been deposited in it.*> He suggested
that the myron flowed into the crypt, where the central area was organized accordingly.®®
Mentzos, in the belief that Archbishop Niketas is describing a ciborium of his own time,

% For the texts see Vacaros, Mupov, 851ft; Bakirtzis, “Mupofivcio,” 511ff.; and Mentzos, ITpockuvnua, 106ff.

% Konstantinos Akropolites, “Adyog €ig 10v peyaroudptvpo kol popoprvtv Anuntpiov,” ed. A. Papadopou-
los-Kerameus, Avdiekta 1epocolviLTikig otayvoroyiag, vol. 1 (St. Petersburg, 1891; repr. Brussels, 1963),
161.14: yovunetioag v kedoAny Enédnko ) copd kol v Oelav nteprentuEduny eikdva. See the baldachin over
the tomb of St. Demetrios in a Palaiologan miniature in ms. gr. Th. Fi. of the Bodleian Library, A. Xyngopou-
los, ‘O eixovoypadtkog kKOG TG Lwiig T0D dyiov Anuntpiov (Thessalonike, 1970), 30-32, pl. 111. A baldachin
over the tomb of St. Demetrios and not the ciborium is depicted in Decani (A. Xyngopoulos, “To npokdAvppol
TG capkoddyov Tov aylov Anuntplov,” Aeit.Xprot. Apy.'Et. 5 (1969): 192, pl. 81a and b (repr. in Oeccarovikela
ueletiuoro, article Xxvir, 474).

6! Grabar, “Reliquaires,” 446, and A. Grabar, “Un nouveau reliquaire de saint Démétrius,” in Lart de la fin de
UAntiquité et du Moyen Age, 3 vols. (Paris, 1968), 1:456 (DOP 8 [1954]: 307-13). See the article by Carr in this
volume, Fig. 7.

%2 Soteriou, Bactiwkn, 19-20 and 179-82, fig. 72, pl. 55 (10th century); A. Grabar, Sculptures byzantines du
Moyen Age, I1. XIe—X1Ve siécle (Paris, 1976), 104, pl. Lxxx1 (12th century).

% Soteriou, Bactikr, 179-82 states that the other six arches have similar decoration but of lower quality
and they can be related to the sides of the bema. Mentzos, ITpooktvnuo, 143—44 states that all the above arches
belong to a proskynetarion or to the templon of the basilica.

6% See note 29 above.

55 Soteriou, Booiiikn, 61-63.

56 Soteriou, Baciiikn, b4-55.
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posits the existence in the nave of a Byzantine hexagonal marble ciborium containing a
kind of larnax of St. Demetrios with lythron inside it, and suggests that the ciborium was
surrounded by basins into which the myron flowed.®

ITI

Early in the fourteenth century there was a significant change in the tradition of the
myron.%® In his encomium of Thessalonike’s patron saint, which he wrote in 1330,
Nikephoros Gregoras mentions an at first sight rather curious belief that the martyr’s body
had been cast into a well, from which rivers of myron had subsequently flowed.* This re-
mark might have passed unnoticed had it not been repeated by St. Demetrios’s most noted
encomiasts, the metropolitans of Thessalonike Isidore (1388) and Symeon (1416/17-29)
and by the German soldier Johann Schiltberger (1427), and had it not been mentioned in
the inscription on the Palaiologan mosaic icon of St. Demetrios in the Sassoferrato Mu-
seum near Ancona.”

This new beliefis connected with a change in the constitution of the myron and the mix-
ing of it with water from the well into which the martyr’s body had been thrown. This must
have raised questions in the mind of the public and of the multitudes of pilgrims who came
to venerate the saint, and the rumor that the myron was “concocted” had to be refuted in a
very revealing encomium by Demetrios Chrysoloras at the beginning of the fifteenth cen-
tury: “myron, which miraculously flows instead of water . .. [myron] is not water, for it is
more viscous, but nor does it resemble, nor is it more fluid, nor is it more dry than any
other natural substance that is within the earth or around it, nor is it like unto any sub-
stance that is concocted.”” The encomium explains that the myron was a natural substance
and describes how it welled up from a source “above the body” of the martyr, was chan-
neled along two pipes, and distributed to the faithful. But where did all this take place?

The crypt of St. Demetrios was a kind of eastern atrium to the basilica in the absence
of a western atrium. There was a spring of holy water in the crypt from the early Christ-
ian period on.” The system by which the holy water was supplied consisted of a conduit

57 Mentzos, ITpockdvnua, 146, fig. 4.

8 Bakirtzis, “Mvpopivcia,” 518.

% B. Laourdas, “Buavtiva kal petofuloaviiva £ykouto 1 tov dyov Anuntprov,” Makedonika 4 (1960): 92-93.

70 B. Laourdas, ‘Owiot €ig tag £0ptdg 100 dylov Anuntpiov (Thessalonike, 1954): 22; D. Balfour, Zvpedvog
apyleniokonov Oecocaovikng €pya Oeoroyikd (Thessalonike, 1981), 192; S. Tambaki, 'H @ecocalovikn otig
TEPLYPAYES TOV TEpyNT®V, 120¢-190¢ ar.p.X. (Thessalonike, 1998), no. 4; A. A. Vasiliev, “The Historical Sig-
nificance of the Mosaic of Saint Demetrius at Sassoferrato,” DOP 5 (1950): 32; M. Théoharis, “¥Pndtdmm eixov
700 Arylov Anuntpiov Kol N GVeEVPESLE TOV Astydvov 10D aylov eig Trodiov,” Axad. Adn.I1p. 53 (1978): 508-36. The
lead ampulla with the likeness of St. Demetrios and St. Theodora incorporated in to the wooden frame of the
icon dates to the 14th century, and in the 17th century it was cased in gold with the inscription To dytov wopov.

7t B. Laourdas, “A6yog €i¢ 1ov péyav Anuntpiov kol eig 1o popa,” Gregorios Palamas 40 (1957): 349: pidpov, @
100 Bovpatog, avl’ Bdatog povoa . . . [10 popov] LwWP 0VK £0TLY, ENEL TOV XAPOKTHPO GEPEL TAXVTEPOV, GAL OVSE
TLVL TOV €V T Y1 T KAl TAV TEPL aUTNY VYPOTEP®V 1) ENPOTEP®V GAA® LET GAL®V OHotov: GAL 0VSE TV CKEVOGTAV
icov £tépwv. Doubt about the authenticity of the myron of St. Demetrios is also expressed by John Staurakios,
351.26: okevaotov 10 popov touti Emdoytievetat. The point of Staurakios’s account of the miracle (written in
the second half of the 13th century) was to prove that the myron was not “concocted.”

2 A. Grabar, Martyrium. Recherches sur le culte, les reliques et Uart chrétien antique, 2 vols. (Paris, 1946), 1:453 and
2:207.
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that led from the well in front of the northwest pier of the sanctuary to the outlets in the
crypt and into the cisterns (Fig. 4).” If we accept that the well mentioned in the sources
since the beginning of the fourteenth century into which St. Demetrios’s body was thrown
is the well in front of the northwest pillar of the sanctuary (Fig. 1: 2), then there is no rea-
son not to accept that in the Palaiologan period the myron-cum-holy-water of St. Demetrios
was channeled into the conduit of the early Christian holy water and filled the cisterns in
the crypt.™

The myron-cum-holy-water was drawn for immediate use in clay bowls, which were im-
pressed or engraved with the monogram of St. Demetrios (Fig. 5) and were found in large
quantities during the excavation of the crypt. These clay receptacles, which date no ear-
lier than the second half of the thirteenth century, traveled back home with the numerous
pilgrims and have been found in Istanbul and Varna.”™

If it is to the appearance of the myron-cum-holy-water in the cult of St. Demetrios that
Nikephoros Blemmydes is referring in the lyrics to St. Demetrios written in 1239/40 or
shortly afterwards,” then we could accept that the tradition about throwing the body of
the martyr in the bottom of the well as a protection of the relics appears right after the
Frankish kingdom (1204-24). The Latin archbishop of Thessalonike Warinus, who sent
numerous relics of saints to the West,”” may have been involved with the first known divi-
sion of the relics of St. Demetrios and the appearance of one of his relics at Mans.”

The discovery in 1978 of the relics of St. Demetrios in the abbey of San Lorenzo in
Campo near Sassoferrato is a matter of some interest.”” Documents of 1599 and 1779 in-
dicate that the relics of the “illustrious Thessalonian martyr” were found on 20 June 1520
under the main altar (“altare maggiore”). In the parish register we read that the relics were

3 Soteriou, Boctlikn, 54-55; Xyngopoulos, Bacidikn, 18-9. Recent investigation came to the conclusion
that the whole construction had no relation with the preparation of the myron in the 9th century, as Soteriou
suggested, but with the holy water spring dated to the early Christian period (Bakirtzis, “Mvpopivcia,” 522
note 1).

" Laourdas, “Adyoc,” 353.

7 Soteriou, Bactiki, 238-39, pl. 95 c—d. See D. Papanikola-Bakirtzi, “The Palaecologan Glazed Pottery of
Thessaloniki,” in Lart de Thessalonique et des pays balkaniques et les courants spirituels au XIVe siecle, Recueil des rap-
ports du Ve colloque serbo-grec (Belgrade, 1987), 204, with related bibliography on the discovery of similar ves-
sels also outside Thessalonike. See also Bakirtzis, “Mvpopivcia,” 523, and Byzantine Glazed Ceramics. The Art of
Sgraffito, ed. D. Papanikola-Bakirtzi (Athens, 1999), 22, fig. 6, 82, no. 88.

6 A. Heisenberg, Nicephori Blemmydae curriculum vitae et carmina (Leipzig, 1896), 121.42-46: d\log d¢ Po-
TTLGULATL TOAAOVG TPOSHEP®Y / €E Avikpov AdKkov HEV VP AopuPdvels, / 00SEV 10 KOLvOV, (G TOAD 6oV T0 6O€vOG. /
€xelg 6€ mAMv kal Aav Kovotpdnwg / T0g 60 TPOYXVOELG MG ELOLOV, MG LOPOV.

7 O. Tafrali, Thessalonique des origines au XIVe siecle (Paris, 1919), 213.

8 O. Tafrali, Topographie de Thessalonique (Paris, 1913), 136. The Church of Thessalonike never permitted
the saint’s relics to be divided. In 1149, by order of Manuel I Komnenos, the “cover” of the larnax, which bore
arepresentation of St. Demetrios orans, was taken to the Pantokrator monastery in Constantinople, and a new
one was put in its place (Soteriou, Baciikn, 15-17; Xyngopoulos, “TIpokdAvppa,” 187-99). In 1197 Prince
Vsevolod III transferred from Thessalonike to the church of St. Demetrios in Vladimir a piece of the saint’s
cloak or of the cover of his tomb, together with a wooden board that had covered his tomb and that bore a rep-
resentation of St. Demetrios as a soldier (E. Smirnova, “Culte et image de St. Démetre dans la principauté de
Vladimir a la fin du XIIe-début du XIIlIe siecle,” in International Symposium on Byzantine Macedonia, 3241430
A.D., Thessalonike, 29-31 October 1992 [Thessalonike, 1995], 267-77; eadem, “Khratovaia ikona Dmitrievskogo
sobora: Sviatost’ Solunskoi baziliki vo Vladimirskom khrame,” in Dmitrievskii sobor vo Viadimire: k 800-letiiu soz-
daniia, 220-54).

7 Théocharis, “¥Pnodotm eixdv,” 517-21; Vacaros, Mbpov, 8-21. The relics of St. Demetrios were trans-
ferred to the basilica of Thessalonike in 1980.
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taken to San Lorenzo in Campo by a monk from “Thessaly,” as Thessalonike and the sur-
rounding area was called from the ninth century on.*" The documents do not specify when
the relics were moved. An inscription accompanying the relics was dated in 1970 by Father
Antonio Ferrua and Professor Campana, as experts of the Vatican, to the 12th/13th cen-
turies.®" If the relics were indeed taken from Thessalonike to Italy at that time, then the
appearance immediately afterwards, early in the fourteenth century, of the belief that the
martyr’s body had been cast into a well seems justified, in the sense that it accounts for the
absence of all or some of the relics from the basilica.

IV

John Anagnostes, who described Thessalonike’s final conquest by the Ottomans in
1430, mentions not a ciborium but a marble tomb of St. Demetrios, which was violently de-
stroyed by treasure seekers.®? He also speaks of the respect that some of the Turks showed
for the saint’s healing myron: “but those who were wiser than the others (olg voig vrep 100G
dALovg VTNV), took care to carry it to their homeland and to touch it devoutly and respect-
fully; for they had heard from men of experience (neneipopévov) that it is more effective
than medicinal remedies for any sickness that one takes it for”* I believe that Anagnostes
is referring in this case to events that took place after the fall of Thessalonike, specifically
to pilgrimages not only by Christians but also by Muslims who did not refuse to venerate
Christian saints, and whom Anagnostes describes as “wiser.”®* The men of experience
(memelpopévol), who Anagnostes says were aware of the healing properties of the myron of
St. Demetrios and advised the other Turks to respect it and to take it home, were, I believe,
none other than the Turks who had already been established in Thessalonike since 1387
and their descendants, who came into contact with the local Christians and were influ-
enced by their customs and traditions. So the Muslim cult of St. Demetrios-Kasim traces
its origins back to this time.* These devotional connections had already been established
when Murad II entered the basilica of St. Demetrios (1430), sacrificed a ram as a token of
respect, and ordered that the basilica should remain in the hands of the Christians, while
at the same time establishing Muslim participation in the cult of St. Demetrios.®

However, things were not as they had been. The discovery of numerous late Byzantine
and early post-Byzantine ceramics in the excavation fill of the crypt means that this part

80 Théocharis, “Pnotdwt eikdv,” 522-33.

81 Théocharis, “Pnotdwm eikwv,” 518-9.

2 Joannes Anagnostes, Atynoig nept tiig teAevtoiog GAocens g Oeccorovikng, ed. Y. Tsaras (Thessalonike,
1958): 48.31-50.1: A0 xoi kotofePAnKdTEC TOG £ OVT LAPUEPOUG TOV LOPWY ECTEVSOV CVTHV EKKEVDOOL KOL TO
1epov kal Belov Aelyavov 1o pHapTLpog EKPaAELY.

8 Anagnostes, 50.6-11: oig 8¢ voig Ungp 100G GAAOUG Uiy, TOUTOLG MV EMUEAES TPOG THV £0VTOV TOVTO
petoxopuilewv kot pet oidolg antecbot kol oeBAOUOTOC NKNKOELGOV YOP TPOG TOV TEMELPOUEVOV BG LOTPLKAV
dapudrov £otiv Evepy€otepov, eig olov dv Tig xpricarto tdboc.

8 F. W. Hasluck, Christianity and Islam under the Sultans (Oxford, 1924), 16-17 and 263-64. Christian saints
were worshiped by heterodox Muslims; see G. Voyatzes, 'H npawun 60mpavokpotia ot Opdxn. Apeceg
dnuoypaodikeg cuvéneleg (Athens, 1998), 407-17.

% According to popular Islamic beliefs, Demetrios and Kasim are identical saints; see M. Kiel, “Notes on the
History of Some Turkish Monuments in Thessaloniki and Their Founders,” Balkan Studies 11 (1970): 143.

% Doukas, Totopia, CSHB, 29, p. 201: Td 3¢ 1@V povactplav Kpelttdtepo, O¢ ol ot TavTayod £KknpHTIovTo,
£€noinoe Popovg thg o0TOV Bpnokeiag, TANY 100 Voo 100 LEYOAOL HAPTLPOG ANunTpiov: Kol YOp €V 00T@ eloeABwV
kai OVcog KpLov Evo olkelong yepot, TpoonEato, £1Ta EKEAEVGE TOD E1VOL £V YEPGL YPLOTLAVAV: TATV TOV T00 Tddo
Koopov Kal 100 vao kol v 680tV dravia ot Todpkotl EvoohicovTo, Toiyxoug LOVoUg GPEVTEG KEVOUG.
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of the basilica stopped being used after 1430 and began to be filled up.*” The last to men-
tion the myron are Joos van Ghistele (1483?) and the Russian monk Isaiah, who visited
Thessalonike in 1489, fifty-nine years after the conquest and four years before the basilica
of St. Demetrios was converted into the Kasimiye Camii in 1493. Joos van Ghistele men-
tions that pilgrims collected myron in small glass vessels (“slaachclkins van glase”),*® which
means that the lead ampullae (koutrouvia) had ceased to be produced and to circulate af-
ter 1430. Isaiah, giving a short account of the celebration of St. Demetrios, attests that, after
1430, not only was the tomb of St. Demetrios restored, but the myron continued to exude
not continuously but three times a year for the benefit of pilgrims.*” A marble slab for bur-
ial use with a sculpted cross and a misspelled inscription, Avekevictn 0 1epog tddog dio
Aéovtog 100 ‘Eteprotov (The holy tomb was renovated by Leon-Heteriotes), dates to this
period,” as does a written inscription in the south wing of the transept appealing for St.
Demetrios’s help (Fig. 6).°' It was then that the vaulted peristyle with eight reused columns
was built, only 3 m from the west fagade of the basilica (Fig. 7), to contain the marble early
Christian phiale that filled with myron-cum-holy-water or holy water.? Travelers in the
seventeenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth centuries explicitly state that the saint’s tomb still
functioned as a locus sanctus, common to both Christians and Muslims, even after the basil-
ica had been converted into a mosque.®

Where was the tomb of St. Demetrios at this time? In the northwest corner of the basil-
ica there are two adjoining chambers (Fig. 1: 3 and Fig. 8), part of the preexisting Roman
bath, which were preserved intact when the early Christian basilica was built, and were in-
corporated into it, according to Soteriou, initially as a baptistery and later as a sacristy.**
Access is from the west end of the first north aisle. The first chamber is semicircular in plan
and roofed with a semidome; the second has four sides and a low vault. Against the east
wall, in front of the marble frame of a sealed doorway, which was converted into an arched
recess when the church was restored after it had been destroyed by fire in 1917, stands a
marble cenotaph, which is traditionally believed to be the tomb of St. Demetrios (Fig. 9).

The tomb of St. Demetrios is now a new four-sided marble structure with a pitched
cover, the top and the west end of which are covered by two closure slabs of the eighth to

87 Soteriou, Bacilikn, 238. On p. 57, on the basis of Paul Lucas’s description of the basilica (1714), Soteriou
states that the crypt was used until the beginning of the 18th century and that it began to fill up after this. It
seems likely that Lucas’s account of the crypt is based on oral tradition.

% Th. Papazotos, “Meptieg mAnpogopieg yio 1 O@eccorovikn 6mo tov J. Van Ghistele (1483;),” Istoriogeograph-
ica 5 (1995): 51-56.

8 Th. Papazotos, “ITeptypo¢n 100 Ayiov Anuntpiov anod tov pdco povoyo ‘Hoolo (1489),” Istoriogeographica 4
(1994): 191-92; Tambaki, ITepinyntég, no. 7.

9 Papageorghiou, “Mvnueia,” pl. 1X.3; Soteriou, Bacilikr, 18.

91 Soteriou, Bacihkn, 234: ‘O ©(g0)g 100 ayn/ ov Anuntpno[v]/ Tht6vvov tov / Gpov tov Kavaf/dov fiva ndvte/g
UETO TTAVTOV )/ €pouev U €K YEV/ 0ug NG TV dnok/ oviay 100 O(e0)v/ [Tnuadtot . . . 6 ©(eb)s.] See other pilgrims’ in-
scriptions in Papageorghiou, “Mvnueto,” 375-7.

92 Papageorghiou, “Mvnuegia,” 372, pl. X111.4; Soteriou, Bacilikn, 69-70, fig. 16, dates the peristyle to the end
of the Byzantine period, and G. Corbett (1949) dates it to the Turkish period (Cormack, “W. S. George,” 60,
fig. 3). Inscriptions of this period in the narthex (Soteriou, Bacilikn, 27) attest repairs to the floor, probably
connected with the installation of new plumbing.

9 Tambaki, ITepunyntég, 94-96.

9 Soteriou, Baotiwkn, 40 and 134-35; A. Xyngopoulos, 'H Bactiikn 100 Aylov Anuntpiov Oeccaiovikng
(Thessalonike, 1946), 16. N. Moutsopoulos (Byzantina 18 (1995-1996): 316) has argued unconvincingly that
the two chambers are connected with the tomb of St. Antony the Homologetes (t843).



CHARALAMBOS BAKIRTZIS 189

ninth century.®® There is a cruciform aperture in the south side. The present structure is
an adaptation of a similar, though humbler, tomb in the same place, which appears in a
photograph and a drawing of the early twentieth century.”® This tomb was a low cist-grave,
topped with slabs (including the two reused closure Byzantine slabs), set at a slight north-
west/southeast angle, and with a round aperture in the south side. The ground inside the
tomb was hollowed out.

The existence of the tomb of St. Demetrios in these two chambers at the northwest cor-
ner of the basilica was not unknown to travelers in the seventeenth, eighteenth, and nine-
teenth centuries, but it was not accessible to outsiders, being under the protection of a
Dervish order.”” Louis de Launay, who visited it in 1897 at the invitation of a Muslim cler-
gyman, gives a detailed account of a ceremony of healing performed by the same clergy-
man for some Greek Christians and their families.”® During the ceremony, the Muslim
used oil from a lamp that burned over the tomb of St. Demetrios and earth from his tomb.

Further information about the cult of Thessalonike’s patron saint in these two cham-
bers is preserved by the Cypriot folk poet Christodoulos Andonopoulos, who described
the basilica of St. Demetrios and the ceremonies performed at his tomb in a poem about
Thessalonike written in 1913.%° The cult was associated with the relics of St. Demetrios,
which were inside a “cotfin” (x1Bodtiov) in such a way that “people could not see them, but
could only touch them with their hand.”'* According to Christodoulos this “touching”
consisted in: (1) the pilgrim’s inserting his or her hand into the “coffin” through an aper-
ture in one side (at the east end of the south side) and making contact with the relics; (2)
the sensation of warmth that surrounded the pilgrim’s hand while it was inside the “cof-
fin”; (3) the effusion of a sweet fragrance, which was perceptible not only to the pilgrim
but also to others nearby; and (4) the extracting of soil from the interior of the “coffin.” The
soil was placed in the oil lamp or else dissolved in water and drunk by both Christian and
Muslim women who were about to give birth, to assure them of an easy delivery.

The soil, the warmth, and the fragrant odor associated with the relics of St. Demetrios
are old elements of his early cult.’’’ They are mentioned by Archbishop Eusebios of Thes-
salonike in his letter to Emperor Maurice (582-602), when the latter requested that some
of the martyr’s relics be sent to Constantinople.'*® Regarding the antiquity of the practice
of the cult of St. Demetrios, as attested in Thessalonike at the beginning of the twentieth
century, it is worth noting the similarities it shares with the cult of another myroblytes saint,
Euphemia, in her church in Constantinople, as described by Constantine, bishop of Tios,
eleven centuries earlier, in ca. 800.'” There was an aperture in the upper part of the saint’s

9 Soteriou, Baculikn, 173, pl. 50.

% Papageorghiou, “Mvnueia,” pl. XviI.1; Cormack, “W. S. George,” pl. 11.

97 Tambaki, Iepinyntég, 94-96; Papageorghiou, “Mvnueio,” 335 note 2.

% L. de Launay, Chez les Grecs de Turquie (Paris, 1897), 182-84.

9 Bakirtzis, @ovpoto, 335—43, commentary, 433-36. At this time, the basilica was no longer being used as a
mosque, but had not yet been reconsecrated as a Christian church. Both Christians and Muslims had unre-
stricted access to the tomb.

100 Bakirtzis, @ovuato, 338: Agév NUTOPEL O GvOp®TOG Y10 VO TO GTEVIGEL / KO HOVO UE TO XEPL TOV dUVATOL VO TO
£yyloet.

101 Bakirtzis, “Le culte,” 64.

192 Miracula, 1:5 §53: xOhyavteg 1OV €v Y1) 10OV Tpd 10D $pBdcaL 10 TOp Gcov olol 1€ yeydvaoty dveréEavto, 10D
TUPOG TV OCUTV HET €VMS10G GddTov cuveperkouevov. Cf. note 28 above.

193 F. Halkin, Euphémie de Chalcédoine (Brussels, 1965), 85; Mentzos, ITpockvvnua, 115.
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larnax, through which pilgrims could touch a small box containing her relics. The same
practice is also known in the cults of the Bektashi and Kizilbashi saints: in the Seyyit Ali
Sultan or Kizil Deli tekke in eastern Rhodope (western Thrace), which was built in 1402,
awooden coffin is displayed in the turbe containing a receptacle with, according to the oral
tradition, a piece of cloth from the sacred cloak (hirka) of Kizil Deli, or, according to an-
other interpretation, his dried blood.'**

Soteriou suggested that St. Demetrios’s tomb was transferred to this chamber after the
church had been converted into a mosque, the Kasimiye Camii, in 1493.'% This is pure
hypothesis, based neither on texts nor on archaeological finds. It seems more likely that
the Ottoman local authorities allowed an existing locus sanctus—which had been used
by Christians and Muslims alike since 1430 or even 1387—to continue to function, rather
than that they permitted the Christians to transfer to a storeroom in the northwest corner
of the basilica the relics of Thessalonike’s patron saint, which, as we have seen, were not in
the basilica but had been thrown into a well or taken to Italy. I conclude that the saint’s
tomb is on the same site today as it was before 1493 and before 1430.

The chambers I have described could easily contain all the burial structures described
in the Byzantine sources: the double marble tomb, the gold and silver ornamentation, the
cisterns for the myron, and the anterooms (npotepeviopota). However, excavations inside
them have been incomplete.’® To the west of the chambers there is a large cistern with
pipes that discharge both at the west end of the basilica and into the semicircular chamber
(anteroom). To the east there is another chamber with hydraulic structures connected with
a cistern to the north.'”” These adjacent structures would have played an important part
in the production of the myron-cum-holy-water and its distribution to the pilgrims during
the period 1430-93.

Investigations carried out recently at the entrance to the tomb uncovered frescoes of
the Palaiologan period showing St. Demetrios on horseback and a standing St. Photeine
at prayer (Fig. 10). The depiction of St. Demetrios on a horse by the entrance to the tomb
conveys the meaning of a saint “who answers prayers quickly” (yopyoennkoog), and the mir-
acle-working St. Photeine is helping those of the worshipping pilgrims who had lost their
sight.'®® Another fresco was uncovered in the soffit of the entranceway with a decorative
theme that dates to the eighth/ninth century. The fact that the entrance is decorated with
frescoes from various periods means that the two chambers were in use for many cen-
turies. Soteriou’s hypothesis that they were used as a baptistery must be ruled out, because
we now know that Thessalonike had only one baptistery, which was adjacent to the five-
aisled basilica underneath Hagia Sophia.'” I believe that the chambers in the northwest
corner of the basilica were connected with the tomb of St. Demetrios and the phenome-
non of the myron even before 1430, in the Byzantine period.

101§, Zeghines, ‘O punektaciopog ot Avtikn Opaxn, 2d ed. (Thessalonike, 1996), 185-88.

105 Soteriou, Boosiiikn, 18 and 40.

106 Soteriou, BoowAikn, 134.

107 Apy.Aeht. 25 (1973-74): Chronika, 744 (P. Lazaridis). Post-Byzantine pottery was found in the fill in the
cistern.

108 A.-M. Talbot, “The Posthumous Miracles of St. Photeine,” AB 112 (1994): 85-104.

199 M. Falla Castelfranchi, “Sulla primitiva chiesa episcopale di Tessalonica,” Quaderni dell’Istituto di Arche-
ologia e Storia Antica, Roma 2 (1981): 107-25; E. Marke, “H Ayio Zodia kol td mpookticpatd mg HEca omo 10,
apyororoyika dedopéva,” Thessalonikeon polis 1 (1997): 54-61; and P. Assemakopoulou-Atzaka, “Td npofifipato:
100 XOpov véTLa Ao 10 vao Thg Ayiog Zodlog ot Oeccorovikn,” ibid., 62-71.
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If this theory is correct, then it raises the question: why were these chambers the only
part of the Roman bath to survive and be incorporated into the early Christian basilica?
Why did they contain the myron-exuding tomb of St. Demetrios?

The first book of the Miracula makes frequent reference to the healing of the sick. This
is why I have, on another occasion, described how a hospital was set up in the late sixth
and early seventh centuries somewhere in the north part of the basilica, perhaps in the
north wing of the transept of the basilica.''” The patients were healed not only by doctors,
but above all by St. Demetrios, who would appear to them in a vision. These appearances
attest that the place where the patients stayed in the basilica was a locus sanctus. But why
was it a locus sanctus? In the passio altera, the eparch of Illyricum, Leontios, “immediately
after he was laid upon the healing tomb regained his health,”''" and in the discourse
quoted by Archbishop Niketas that predates John, the sick Marianos laid his mattress
beside the tomb, which was some distance from the ciborium with the icon of St. De-
metrios.''? Therefore, the place where the patients resided and were healed was a locus
sanctus because it was connected with the tomb of St. Demetrios, which was not visible in
the period before the myron appeared.'” Thus, since I am of the opinion that the tomb
of St. Demetrios was in the northwest chambers in the period after the appearance of the
myron, it seems to me that the hospital in the late sixth and early seventh centuries was not
in the north wing of the transept, as I originally supposed, but in the northwest chambers.
This is where the sick people came to stay and this is where the saint appeared. This is also
where the ecclesiastical authorities dug evidently in secret for the tomb of St. Demetrios
by order of the emperors. So, to answer my own question, the fact that these two chambers
of the Roman bath were preserved as memoria Demetrii in the northwest corner of the basil-
ica reflects a tradition that they are connected directly with the legend of St. Demetrios.'*

A%

On the basis of the foregoing account, the history of the tomb of St. Demetrios may be
summed up as follows.

1. Two chambers of the Roman bath, which were connected with the martyrdom of St.
Demetrios, were incorporated into the northwest corner of the early Christian basilica of
St. Demetrios.

2. A hexagonal marble ciborium was initially erected in the middle of the nave, and is
depicted in the mosaic in the south aisle. Archbishop Niketas of Thessalonike (first half of
the 12th century) quotes a description of it. The marble ciborium was replaced, probably
in the reign of Justinian I, by a hexagonal silver-plated ciborium of wood, which was

110 Bakirtzis, @avpoto, 368-71.

! English translation of the passio altera by Skedros, St. Demetrios, 153.

112 Niketas, 335.36 and 336.16-18: napa v Bnkny 100 ayiov v evvny 1® £8d0et oxedrooduevog and Bodicog
TE TOPOVTLKO, TOGLV OLKELOLG TG Ayl® TPdoeLSt KIPwplm Kol 1) BelQ TPOshUGg E1KOVL TOV LAPTLPOG.

% Another example is the tomb-martyrion of St. Isidore at Chios, where people possessed by demons were
healed (Bakirtzis, ®atuorto, 378-79).

!14 At the beginning of the last century, Petros Papageorghiou, “Mvnueia,” 336, preserved a local tradition
that the two chambers are connected with the martyrdom of St. Demetrios. The tradition languished after
the Church of Thessalonike accepted the scientific opinions that resulted from the excavations and were set
forth chiefly by George Soteriou. In his unpublished technical proposal (1990) for the renovation of the two
chambers of the tomb of St. Demetrios, the architect Panos Theodoridis returned to the tradition preserved
by Petros Papageorghiou.
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depicted in the mosaics in the small north colonnade. It is described by Archbishop John
of Thessalonike in the Miracula of St. Demetrios in connection with events dated to the
early seventh century, after which there is no clear evidence of its existence.

3. St. Demetrios was believed to dwell in the ciborium, and, according to an uncon-
firmed oral tradition that was widespread among the people, his tomb lay beneath it. Ex-
cavations have found no underground burial structure on this site.

4. In the same period, St. Demetrios was wont to appear in the two chambers in the
corner of the basilica, miraculously healing the sick people who lay there. There was no
visible burial structure in this part of the basilica; but the Church of Thessalonike believed
that the tomb of St. Demetrios was located under the floor of these chambers. This was
never confirmed, however. The Church of Thessalonike always shrouded in secrecy the
precise location of the saint’s tomb, in the hope of protecting his relics from being divided
up and taken to Constantinople. Even when there was no danger of this happening, the
site of the tomb was not revealed (edict of Justinian II, 688/9).

5. During this period, a tangible object of veneration was the sweet-smelling earth
from the spot where St. Demetrios would have been buried. It was presented to important
people in reliquaries shaped like the ciborium, a replica of these being the eleventh-
century Moscow reliquary.

6. The appearance of the myron in the cult of St. Demetrios in the mid-eleventh cen-
tury or earlier attests the existence in the basilica of his intact relics, from which the myron
emerged. The myron-exuding tomb of St. Demetrios appeared in the two chambers in the
northwest corner of the basilica at this time. The larnax is replicated by the luxurious reli-
quaries of Halberstadt, the Great Lavra, and Vatopedi (11th/12th centuries). An eight-
sided marble baldachin was over the tomb and the icon of St. Demetrios. The existence of
a hexagonal marble ciborium with the larnax of St. Demetrios in the middle of the church
in the Byzantine period is not confirmed either by the texts or by the archaeological finds.

7. In the Palaiologan era there was widespread suspicion that the myron was “con-
cocted,” probably because the saint’s relics had been divided up and some of them taken
to the West during the period of Latin rule (1204-24). The Church of Thessalonike ex-
plained the absence of the relics, or part of them, and protected them by saying that the
saint’s body had been cast into a well inside the basilica. It was from the well that the
myron-cum-holy-water flowed, and emerged in the crypt.

8. After Thessalonike fell to the Turks in 1430, the crypt fell out of use, and until 1493
the myron emerged in the northwest chambers, where the saint’s tomb was, and flowed out-
side the west end of the basilica, where it was collected by Christians and Muslims. After
1493, when the basilica was converted into the Kasimiye Camii, the tomb of St. Demetrios
in the northwest chambers continued to be used as a place of veneration by Christians and
Muslims alike, and the myron was replaced by the earth from his tomb and the oil from his
lamp.
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