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How stable was the Duchy of Athens under the la Roches in comparison to other Crusader and western kingdoms?

When the Byzantine Empire fell in 1204 to the Fourth Crusade the Latins divided up the empire into fiefs and assigned them to the knights who had fought in the campaign. One of these was the Duchy of Athens—belonging to Othon de la Roche— which was largely spared the fury of the next six decades as the people of Attica-Boeotia were generally ignored by the greater regional powers whose main goal was Constantinople. The de la Roche’s lasted until 1308, when the duchy passed to Walter of Brienne. This essay will examine aspects of the duchy’s stability under the la Roches in comparison to other Crusader states and western powers.
By the second half of the 12th century the Byzantine Empire was in the habit of drawing most of its forces from the private armies of local magnates, whose influence in many cases made them a powerhouse in their own right. While this may not sound relevant to Athens it was part of a trend that the whole empire—including Greece—was going through. Towards the end of the 12th century Byzantium was becoming increasingly corrupt. This led to a lack of man-power—as enlisting would leave one’s lands open to an unjust seizure of property—and of finances, as absentee government officials or their bureaucrats were frequently in the habit of syphoning off funds to line their own pockets. Consequently, by the fall of Constantinople to the Fourth Crusade and the Crusaders subsequent expansion westward there was very little in the way of centralised resistance to the Latins, with the exception of the magnates who, with the exception Epirus, were absorbed into the Crusader kingdoms of either the Latin Empire or the Kingdom of Thessaloniki.Figure 1Map Of Byzantine Empire During Latin Invasion From 1204 to 1261

As the corruption became common, petitions to the Emperor were increasingly handled by the Church which, unlike the governing officials were locally based and held office in tenure. The importance of the bishops to the local community is probably best exemplified by the case of Michael Chroniates, the bishop of Athens during the rise of Epirus. When Epirus attacked Athens it was Michael who led the defence and held the city out against the besiegers until the arrival of the Latins, who received the depleted city’s surrender.
As the Latins overran Byzantium they attempted to launder their standing with Pope Innocent III by establishing a Catholic Patriarch in Constantinople and decreeing the reconciliation of the Catholic and Orthodox Churches. Any Orthodox clergyman who refused to submit was dismissed from his office and Orthodox institutions were pressured into accepting papal hegemony. In 1213 the Latin Emperor Henry of Flanders assumed a policy towards the Orthodox Church of dulling the edge of Patriarch Morosini’s unionist agenda, as requested by several leading Byzantine aristocrats of the Empire.[footnoteRef:1] [1: Fine, The Late Medieval Balkans, P. 78.] 

As part of the founding of the Kingdom of Thessaloniki came the founding of the Duchy of Attica-Boeotia, which became a stable power in its early years and was economically prosperous and largely was left alone by the major regional powers over the course of the 13th century. For these powers the goal was Constantinople; Athens was just a provincial town of no real notoriety and too far from the centre of Latin power to be of any real aid to Constantinople. With the fall of the Kingdom of Thessaloniki the duchy was forced to seek much more amenable relationships with the Epriotes. The impression given by John Fine is that the area was left be, as the various powers of the region vied for Constantinople and, by extension, the legitimacy of succeeding to the Roman throne.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Compared to other Crusader states, Attica-Boeotia was seemingly quite stable, not because of the capacity to handle invasion or dominate the political landscape, but because they were not significant enough to be treated as a threat by most of the regional powers, who were more interested in Constantinople. Allowed to enjoy the fruits of their labour—rather than face them being plundered at regular intervals—the area was rather prosperous and relatively free from the external threats in the same way as the Kingdom of Jerusalem was, nor was it generally as threatening to its neighbours as the states of military orders such as the Teutonic Knights were to be in later years.
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