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The origin of the Institute goes back to the Institut des Etudes balkaniques
founded in Belgrade in 1934 as the only of the kind in the Balkans. The
initiative came from King Alexander I Karadjordjevi¢, while the Institute’s
scholarly profile was created by Ratko Parezanin and Svetozar Spanacevic.
The Institute published Revue internationale des Etudes balkaniques, which
assembled most prominent European experts on the Balkans in various disci-
plines. Its work was banned by the Nazi occupation authorities in 1941.
The Institute was not re-established until 1969, under its present-day name
and under the auspices of the Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts. It
assembled a team of scholars to cover the Balkans from prehistory to the
modern age and in a range of different fields of study, such as archaeology,
ethnography, anthropology, history, culture, art, literature, law. This multi-
disciplinary approach remains its long-term orientation.
P

Volume XLV of the annual Balcanica is printed with financial support from the Ministry
of Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia
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THE EIGHTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
INSTITUTE FOR BALKAN STUDIES (1934-2014)

'The history of the Institute for Balkan Studies of the Ser-
bian Academy of Sciences and Arts has seen two distinct
phases but linked by one underlying idea: fostering schol-
arly interpretation of the past of the region and encour-
aging the Balkan nations to learn more about and get to
better know one another. Within a span of eighty years the Institute was
inactive for more than a quarter century: from 1941, when it was closed
down at the order of the Nazi German occupying authorities, until 1969.
In the first phase of its work the Institute was subsidized by King Alexan-
der I Karadjordjevi¢ of Yugoslavia, in the second by the Republic of Serbia
through the Serbian Academy of Sciences as its most prestigious scientific
institution. Since the pre-war Institute was seen as a royalist establishment
by the new communist regime, its post-war successor was given a somewhat
more up-to-date name to highlight the scholarly dimension of balkanology,
a field of study that brings together various disciplines of humanities and
social sciences.”

It is interesting that the name of the new Institute (Balkanoloski in-
stitut) in French and English was the same as the name of the old Insti-
tute (Balkanski institut). To indicate continuity between the two institu-
tions which share the same mission and more or less the same concept, the
new Institute has retained the already widely known logo of the old one. It
has been a continuity discretely suggested, and implicitly confirmed by the
scholarly orientation of the new Institute for Balkan Studies. Today, eighty
years since the founding of the original Institute, the continuity becomes
quite obvious if one compares the themes studied, the titles of monographs,
edited volumes and conference publications or the contents of the Institute’s
journal. The former Revue internationale des études balkaniques has been re-

t Cf. more in Ratko Parezanin, Za Balkansko jedinstvo (Munchen: Iskra, 1979); Le me-
morial de I'Institut des Etudes balkaniques, Balanica XXX~-XXXI (1999—2000), with
bibliographies of both Institutes; Ivan Obradovi¢, ”Balkanski institut”, Godisnjak za
drustvenu istoriju 3 (2010), 43—62.
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named Balcanica, again to avoid being ideologically objected to for continu-
ing traditions of the interwar Kingdom of Yugoslavia, something the Titoist
regime would not have allowed. Since the interwar Institute was perceived
as a personal project of King Alexander, whose vision was the vision of a
pacified Balkans steadily advancing through a team eort in an atmosphere
of reconciliation and cooperation, it was necessary that the new Institute
should have no association, at least not an obvious one, with the old Insti-
tute. As we have seen, this association was discreetly suggested nonetheless,
and readily decipherable by those who knew about the interwar Institute
and its work. So it happened that all unsold copies of the interwar Institute’s
publications were stored in the successor Institute and, in the following
years, carefully distributed to interested scholarly institutions in the region
and in the world wherever the past of the Balkans was studied.

King Alexander I of Yugoslavia gladly accepted the proposal by the
journalist Ratko Parezanin of founding an institute for Balkan studies and
became its main sponsor, setting aside as much as 400,000 dinars, a hand-
some sum at the time. Namely, a need was felt to challenge the widespread
stereotypes about the Balkans as a “powder keg” in the backwoods of civi-
lized Europe and draw attention to regional values and achievements which
were little known or thought little of in the western world. The idea of
starting the Institute essentially revived the old nineteenth-century slogan
“Balkans to the Balkan peoples” and coincided with King Alexander’s own
political programme of concluding a Balkan pact and establishing lasting
peace in the Balkans. But the King was assassinated in Marseilles in Oc-
tober 1934, at the very beginning of his visit to France, by a conspiracy
of Croat and Bulgarian nationalists abetted by Hungarian revisionists and
sponsored by Mussolini.

'The assassination of King Alexander and the French Foreign Min-
ister Louis Barthou, the first victims of fascism on the European interna-
tional scene, marked the beginning of undermining every eort at intra-
Balkan rapprochement and cultural unity which the Balkan Institute was
to promote. Its founders, Ratko Parezanin and Svetozar Spanacevi¢, did
not throw in the towel though. It is not quite clear whether the financial
support of the Court continued or not, but the Institute operated and was
receiving a certain government subsidy as an institution of strategic signifi-
cance. It should be noted that there is no evidence to suggest that authori-
ties interfered in the editorial policy of the Institute, and the contents of the
Institute’s journal and books seem to confirm that they did not. The pub-
lished issues of the Rewvue internationale des études balkaniques, jointly edited
by Milan Budimir, a classical philologist and Professor at the University of
Belgrade, and Petar Skok, a Romance philologist and Professor at the Uni-

versity of Zagreb, both scholars of international renown, show a journal of
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independent scholarly profile with contributors from all Balkan and Euro-
pean countries selected for their widely recognized scholarly achievement.
Intended for foreign rather than domestic publics, it was mostly published
in French with a few contributions in German and English by the most dis-
tinguished balkanologists of the period, from archaeologists and historians
to linguists and ethnologists to specialists in folklore studies, anthropology
and political geography. The editors selected topics of broader interest to the
Balkan and European readers and, in addition to original research studies,
occasionally published review articles on some events from national history
which were not duly covered by the available literature in world languages.

In the years between the assassination of King Alexander and the in-
vasion of Yugoslavia in 1941, the Institute depended on government fund-
ing and, according to the available sources, Parezanin managed to secure
government purchase not only of the journal but also of the representative
edited volume Book on the Balkans in Serbian and other monographs mostly
intended for foreign publics. According to Parezanin himself, to cover the
costs of printing and honoraria, they needed to sell at least six hundred
copies of the Revue internationale des études balkaniques out of a press run
ranging between 1,300 and 1,600. On the other hand, the subscribers came
from all Balkan countries except Albania, and the direct sale of the Insti-
tute’s journal and other publications in foreign languages was assisted by the
legations of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia. There are some indications that the
Ministry for Foreign ANairs of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia made donations
to the Institute and that it was exempted from some taxes. Such incentives
helped the editors and authors to retain most of their independence despite
the logistic and financial support provided by the government.

Apart from the Revue internationale des études balkaniques, which was
intended for a specialist readership, the Institute’s particularly worthy publi-
cation was the Bo- page two-volume Book on the Balkans in Serbian printed
in as many as 3,000 copies. It contained seventy odd articles, some reprinted
from the journal, others, more general in nature and written in a style ac-
cessible to a broader public, the aim of which was to provide an overview of
scientific developments and overall cultural circumstances in the Balkans.
'The Book on the Balkans was widely distributed on the recommendation of
the Ministry of Education with a view to raising the high school and uni-
versity students’ awareness of belonging to the Balkan community and of
common values shared by the Balkan nations, and to overcoming prejudices
and stereotypes the Balkan nations harboured about one another.

The Institute published some exceptionally important editions in
Serbian, and in a large press run, such as Borba za nezavisnost [ The Struggle
for Independence] by Vladimir M orovi¢, a Serbian polyhistor, and Jugosiov-
enska misao [ The Yugoslav Idea] by Ferdo Sisi¢, a leading Croat historian.
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Both books made use of illustrative examples to show that the Balkans in
the past had usually been a pawn in the conNicts of great powers with little
room for making decisions about its own future, and suggested that it had
only been the creation of the common Yugoslav state that made it possible
to overcome much of earlier particularisms and lay a sound basis for faster
progress in all areas. The Institute also published pamphlets on other Bal-
kan countries, for instance, Turkey; namely, the Kingdom of Yugoslavia had
maintained friendly relations with Ataturk’s Turkey since King Alexander’s
times. Not even such publications had a political dimension to them; they
brought statistical overviews of the economic, cultural and scientific prog-
ress made in particular areas and their purpose was mainly informative.

Envisioned to be the central publication devoted to contemporary
issues, the Economic Encyclopaedia of the Balkans under the editorship of
Svetozar Spanacevi¢ was an ambitious project thwarted by the 1941 Nazi
attack on Yugoslavia.

After the invasion of Axis powers and the ensuing dismemberment
of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia in April 1941, the operation of the Institute
was banned by a Gestapo order of 27 August 1941, and its archives, publica-
tions and a library of 1fboo books were handed over to the German Insti-
tute in Belgrade for safekeeping. A particularly painful thorn in the side of
the German occupying authorities was a history of Belgrade published by
the Institute shortly before the war, at first in Serbian and then in English
and French. In 1940 the German Legation in Belgrade had judged it as
emphatically anti-German because it lauded the Serbian First World War
victories over the Austro-Hungarian and German invaders. On the eve of
the war, Yugoslav authorities were compelled to comply with the demarche
of Nazi Germany: the edition was withdrawn and the remaining copies
burnt. Thus the first Institute for Balkan Studies, which enjoyed the reputa-
tion of one of the best scientific institutions in the Kingdom of Yugoslavia,
was extinguished on account of Serbia’s struggle for freedom.

From the founding in 1962 of the AIESEE, a Balkan-wide associa-
tion for South-East European studies based in Bucharest under the aus-
pices of UNESCO, there was an encouragement to establish an institute
for Balkan studies in Yugoslavia. The Serbian Academy of Sciences and Art
took the decision to establish the Institute for Balkan Studies (Balkanoloski
institut SANU) in May 1967 and the Institute began operation in July
1969. At its head was the historian Vasa K ubrilovi¢ (187 —2000), Profes-
sor at the Faculty of Philosophy of the University of Belgrade, and its first
members were archaeologist Nikola Tasi¢, historian Dimitrije Djordjevi¢,
ethnologist Dragoslav Antonijevi¢, medievalist Dragoljub Dragojlovi¢, his-
torian Klime DZambazovski, historian Dusan Luka art historian Verena

Han, legal scholar Djurica Krsti¢, Hellenic philologist Miodrag Stojanovié,
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historian Petar Milosavljevi¢. In the following decades attracted a num-
ber of contributors to the journal Balcanica and other publications from
the country (Hazim Sabanovi¢, Hasan Kaleshi, Milenko Filipovi¢, Milutin
Garasanin, Dragoslav Srejovi¢, Dimitrije Bogdanovi¢, Alojz Benac, Bogdan
Brukner, Fanula Papazoglu, Milorad Ekme}i¢, Andrej Mitrovi¢, Dragoljub
R. Hivojinovi¢, Bogumil Hrabak, Milka Ivi¢, Aleksandar Matkovski etc)
and abroad (Ivan Dujev, Nikolaj Todorov, S. A. Nikitin, V. Karasiev, Wayne
Vucinich, Dimitrije Djordjevi¢, a founding member of the Institute and
subsequently Professor at the UC Santa Barbara, Richard Plaschka, Robert
A. Kann, Vladimir Dedjjer, Nicolae Ciachir, Gabriela Schubert, Aleksandar
Fol, Ioannis Papadrianos and many others).

'The founding documents of the Institute specified its scholarly pri-
orities: “To use scholarly methods in researching, studying and resolving
issues in the area of balkanology, notably in archaeology, history, linguis-
tics, ethnology, sociology, literary and art history, economics and law, which
pertain to at least two Balkan nations or one Balkan and one non-Balkan
nation”. The need was also emphasized to intensify cooperation with related
institutions in the Balkans and the world. High in the list of priorities was
organization of scholarly conferences devoted to Balkan-wide topics in the
cited disciplines.

'The first issue of the journal Balcanica was released in 1970, showing
the orientation of the Institute towards multidisciplinary and comparative
study of the Balkans from the paleo-Balkan, Roman, Byzantine and Otto-
man periods to the age of national revolutions and emergence of indepen-
dent Balkan states. The first scholarly conference, organized in 1971, was
devoted to Customary law and self~-government in the Balkans and south-east
Europe. The journal published on a regular yearly basis assembled a wide
circle of distinguished contributors from Europe and the USA, bringing
articles in Serbian (Serbo-Croatian) and several foreign languages (English,
French, German, Russian), while its Reviews section provided an authorita-
tive critical overview of the current literature in the field of Balkan studies.
'The Institute published a series of monographs and conference publications,
cooperated with all regional Balkan studies centres (Thessaloniki, Sofia, Bu-
charest) except for Albania, where the Stalinist regime of Enver Hoxha
refused all communication with Belgrade for political reasons.

In January 1979 the head of the Institute became Radovan Samardzi¢
(1922—1994), a distinguished historian, Professor at the Faculty of Philoso-
phy of the University of Belgrade, member of the Serbian Academy of Sci-
ences, widely recognized expert for the period of Ottoman dominance in
the Balkans and the Mediterranean dimension of Balkan studies. Under his
directorship the Institute continued its series of monographic publications
and conferences, expanding its network of connections to almost all centres
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for Balkan studies in the world, from Russia (USSR), Germany and Austria
to Italy, France and the USA. During his tenure as Director, Samardzi¢
edited ten issues of Balcanica and twenty monographs, and organized and
played host to several international conferences, including the very success-
tul Congress of the AIESEE in 19¥ in Belgrade which brought together
several hundred participants. The publications of the Institute which met
with a particularly positive response were La culture urbaine des Balkans
and Migrations in the Balkans, while its particularly productive cooperation
was with the Thessaloniki-based institute of the same name (IMHA), with
which several bilateral conferences were held and five volumes of confer-
ence proceedings on Serbo-Greek relation over the centuries published
(1976, 198, 19H, 19¥ 19H) .

In the diX cult times of the break-up of the Titoist Yugoslavia and on
the eve of the civil war among its peoples, in 1990, the head of the Institute
became Nikola Tasi¢, a distinguished archaeologist, one of the founding
members of the Institute and member of the Serbian Academy of Sciences
and Arts. Despite all dilX culties, the Institute under his directorship did
it best to maintain its scholarly connections and cooperation, even after
June 1992 when the harsh international sanctions imposed on the Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) even involved a ban on
scientific and academic cooperation and exchange of publications. Owing
to personal connections and friendships some publications did manage to
find their way to Belgrade from the West, while colleagues from Greece
and some other countries in the European East, from Russia to Roma-
nia, continued to send their journals and other publications, demonstrat-
ing disagreement with the first ever international embargo on scientific
cooperation in European history. Steering the Institute wisely, Nikola Tasi¢
succeeded in preserving vital channels of international communication and
cooperation, and Balcanica almost regularly had foreign contributors, while
Institute members were guest lecturers abroad and occasionally contributed
to foreign journals. Under the directorship of Nikola Tasi¢, ten regular is-
sues of Balcanica, a commemorative issue devoted to the Institute (2000)
and thirty-five monographs were published, several conferences were orga-
nized, and five Institute members represented the Institute at the AIESEE
Congress in Thessaloniki in 1994. An extensive history of Belgrade was
published in 1994. In 1996 a conference of directors and representatives of
the institutes for Balkan studies from the region (Greece, Romania, Bul-
garia and Turkey) was held in Belgrade under the auspices of the Institute
for Balkan Studies to discuss the attained level of cooperation and set direc-
tions for future cooperation.

After democratic changes in Serbia and the FR Yugoslavia in Octo-
ber 2000, regular international cooperation and exchange of publications
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has been gradually restored. Nikola Tasi¢ remained in post until his election
as Director of the National Museum. He was succeeded as Director of the
Institute for Balkan Studies by Ljubinko Radenkovi¢, a distinguished eth-
nologist and folklorist. Under his directorship the operation of the Institute
was reorganized in conformity with a new legislation on scientific research.
In 200K D. T. Batakovié, a historian, member of the Institute and lecturer
at the University of Belgrade, was elected Director of the Institute and re-
mained in o ce until 2007, when he was appointed to a diplomatic post,
but remained the editor of Balcanica even while serving as Ambassador
to Canada and France. As Director, he sought to enhance the visibility of
the Institute in the international scholarly community and make the work
of domestic scholars more readily accessible to foreign publics: a modern
website of the Institute in Serbian and English (www.balkaninstitut.com);
the annual Balcanica published in English and French; more monographs
published in foreign languages. Towards the end of 2007 Nikola Tasi¢ was
re-elected to the post of Director and, continuing the productive trend of
international cooperation, remained in ol ce until early 2013. Since 200X
Balcanica has improved its national and international rating, attracting new
distinguished contributors from France, the USA, Greece, Russia and other
centres. Re-elected as Director of the Institute upon his return to Serbia, D.
T. Batakovi¢ has been in ol ce since February 2013.

Today the Institute for Balkan Studies has a stall of thirty-six re-
searchers, the largest since its foundation, working on six Balkan-oriented
interdisciplinary projects that assemble historians, archaeologists, anthro-
pologists, art historians, linguists, legal scholars and folklorists. Each project
team includes outside members coming for the most part from the Facul-
ties of Philosophy and Philology of the University of Belgrade as well as
foreign scholars from several Balkan and European centres. The Institute is
actively engaged in several bilateral and regional projects (Greece, Russia,
Bulgaria, Romania, France) and a few European programmes of digitiza-
tion of written European cultural heritage (ENArC).

Under the earlier statutes and the new Law on the Serbian Academy
of Sciences and Arts of 2010, the Institute for Balkan Studies operates un-
der the auspices of the Department of Historical Sciences of the Academy.
'This is the reason why most contributions to this issue which commemo-
rates the eightieth anniversary of the Institute come from Serbia’s distin-
guished scholars, mostly Academy members, and senior research fellows of
the Institute.

Editor-in-Chief



Nikola Tasié¢ DOL: 10.2298/BALC1445015T
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Belgrade

Some Reflections on the Migrations of Palaeo-Balkan Peoples

in Pre-Roman Times

Abstract: In the history of the central Balkans prior to the Roman conquest migrations
of people had manifold importance. The recognition of these migrations has been
the basis for distinguishing between different periods of prehistory. Various analyses
of the material culture offer information on the social contact between the invaders
and the autochtonous populations. They reveal details of the transfer of elements
of culture and technological knowledge from one region to another. Of particular
significance in this respect are migrations over vast territories, sometimes from as
far as the Ural mountains in the east, the Alps in the west and the Pindus in Greece
to the south. Investigations into the models of the migrations open up possibilities
for determining the variation in, and different forms of, human movement from one
geographic area to another.

Keywords: palaco-Balkan peoples, pre-Roman period, migrations, cultures

“Migrations, movement of people from one region to another” has been
a recurring theme of a number of scientific symposia, congresses
and conferences; it has remained a matter of debate and argument between
scholars from different fields — from archaeologists, historians, and an-
thropogeographers to contemporary demographers. Migrations were the
topic of one of the round tables at the 7th Congress of the Association for
South-East Europe that took place in Thessaloniki in 1994. The number of
participants was small, but they were of very diverse scientific backgrounds
and this demonstrated the exceptional complexity of the issue of migrations,
underlining the fact that it cannot be addressed within a single discipline
— for instance, using only archaeological evidence, or written sources, or
linguistic studies, or historical data. The tracking of the course of migration
movements and the research into their multiple aspects, their causes and
purposes, require amalgamation and considerations of all relevant intercon-
nected information, including those emerging from anthropological stud-
ies. The further we travel into the past, the more we need assistance from
other sciences. In the context of large-scale population movements, usually
across a vast territory, it is difficult and often impossible to identify all the
ethnic groups that are involved in the migrations. One group of migrants
prompts another, and jointly they make a journey toward the “promised
land” that they have been hearing about from former soldiers or political
leaders. It was like this in times before recorded history. Time after time,
the will to live and improve the life of a population triggered migration
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waves the scale of which was at first unforeseen, and which swept over im-
mense areas stretching from the Urals and the Caspian Sea in the east to
the central and south-east Europe in the west. Up to the time of the Roman
congest of the Balkans, numerous migrations took place, big and small, into
and across the region.

Our scientific displines have a task before them — to determine the
causes of migrations, trace their routes and directions, recognise the result-
ing changes in the material and symbolic culture, and identify new civilisa-
tions rising from the integration of the elements of culture and identity of
indigenous and incoming (invasive) populations. Among the reasons behind
human migrations, the primary ones would be of economic nature, includ-
ing the pressure exerted by the strong upon the weak, the movement of pas-
toralists across their Balkan paths from prehistory up to medieval times; a
host of other reasons can be assumed for the movements of variously-sized
groups of people from one area to another. An important question arises
regarding the internal cultural development of a community: at what stage
in the communal life, and in which circumstances does a community, often
guided by the desire to lay hands on the wealth of the neighbours, start
to expand over adjacent and distant territories? Large-scale migrations are
most often initiated by a community displaying high biological potential,
but lagging behind in the cultural development compared to the popula-
tion in the areas to which its movement is directed. There are numerous
examples in prehistory and early history of this tendency, for instance the
movement of steppe pastoralists (“shepherds”) towards central and south-
east Europe; the migrations of Cimmerian and Scythian horsemen into
the Danubian region or Asia Minor; the invasions of the Danube region
in Serbia, and further, of Hellenistic Greece by the militant Celts from
central Europe; incursions into Roman and, later, Byzantine territories by
the Sarmatian, Avar, Hun, proto-Bulgarian, Finno-Ugric and many other
tribes. The one thing in common to all of these migrations and invasions
is the demographic boom characteristic of underdeveloped tribes keen on
attaining favourable living areas as well as appropriating the wealth owned
by others.

Several chief models of migrations of pre-Roman period can be dis-
cerned through the analysis of various causes of movement and relocation
of people, of economic or any other nature (transhumance, war migrations,
raiding). The first to recognise them was Gordon Childe in his book Z%e
Danube in Prebistory (Oxford 1929) and some other of his works. One of
the most renowned theoretician of prehistoric archaeology (e.g. Zhe Dawn
of European Civilisation, 1925; Progress and Archaeology, 195 4; Social Evolu-
tion, 1951), Childe strongly supported the theory of the development of
cultures through migrations. Opposing him are the advocates of autoch-
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thonism, that is, gradual evolution of prehistoric cultures from one phase to
another. These two conflicting views on the emergence and developments
of human cultures have also been manifested in prehistoric archaeology.
Admittedly, the polarisation in the opinions was not significantly deep and
some scholars adopted both theories as equally possible (for instance Miloje
Vasi¢, Milutin Gara$anin, Alojz Benac). In terms of the genesis of prehis-
toric cultures, of interest is the evolution of Dragoslav Srejovi¢’s opinion on
this. Prior to the discovery of Lepenski Vir, in many of his papers he main-
tained the migrationist theory when discussing the development of Neo-
lithic cultures (e.g. Vin¢a and Butmir cultures). Following the investigations
at Lepenski Vir, he realised that the ex oriente /ux approach cannot be taken
for granted, and so he searched for the roots of European civilisation in the
central Balkan Danube area.

Without doubt, the unidirectional thinking on the origin of prehis-
toric cultures in central and south-west Europe, and the inclination toward
one of the concepts while excluding the other, is far from being productive.
Further, there were dramatic transformations in the material and symbolic
cultures in the post-Neolithic period, at the end of the fourth and beginning
of the third millennium BC, that indicate changes in the ethnic structure
which must, and could, have only been caused by migrations. We, therefore,
support viewpoints that take account of both of the methodological and
theoretical approaches to the origin of cultures; the role and importance
of indigenous developments versus the influence of migrations are likely to
have been difterent between individual cases.

This paper is concerned with the migrationist view of cultural de-
velopment and we will single out cases that can be directly linked with the
movements of people in prehistory. The mechanisms of these movements
are sometimes similar regardless of the period with which they are associ-
ated — whether distant prehistory or recent transhumance, for example in
the area between the Carpathians to the north and the Pindus in the south,
or between protohistoric Mycenae and Asia Minor. It would be erroneous,
however, not to point out the diversity of migrations and the existence of
varied models of population movement which were shaped primarily by
the diversity of reasons behind the migrations. Here we shall analyse only
some of the most important types of migration using the examples that in
the best way illustrate the link between the cause and the effect of these
movements.

We have already mentioned migrations that took place across vast
geographic areas and which derive from the nature of animal-based econ-
omy of prehistoric and proto-historic communities. One finds evidence for
these in the fact that the same or similar elements of the material culture
were attested in different, often very distant areas, as well as in ancient my-
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thology (e.g. the road of Kadmos), or in similar toponyms and hydronyms
surviving until the middle ages and sometimes even into modern times.
Some important pieces of information can be found in the earliest writ-
ten sources. For instance, writings in Linear B script on Knossos tablets
describe flocks of sheep (that were sometimes as big as several thousand
sheep) and their routes from central Greece and the Peloponnese, across
Thrace and into Asia Minor. It is interesting that the owners of sheep flocks
would shear their sheep, sell the fleece or even whole flocks, and then re-
turn home, only to embark on the same journey to Asia Minor in a few
years time. P. Iliyevski speaks about numerous texts from the Mycenaean
archives, particularly those that refer to sheep flocks (e.g. 800 of them from
Knossos). Long before this, especially from the beginning of the third mil-
lennium BC, pastoralism became the major constituent of the prehistoric
economy; not local transhumance, practised within a single region, but
fully mobile pastoralism, in constant move between the Carpathians in the
north, all the way to the Pindus and the Peloponnese in the south. One of
such routes of migration, deriving from the end of the fourth and the start
of the third millennium BC, was identified by mapping the archaeologi-
cal sites representing a unique culture. The elements of this culture can be
traced and followed in the area extending from the southern Carpathians
and the Oltenia Plain in south-west Romania, across the Danube, over the
Homolje mountains, up the Timok valley to the confluence of the Nisava
and the South Morava, then stretching over Prepolac into the Kosovo plain,
and further to the south, following the foot of the Sara mountain towards
Pelagonia, all the way to the Pindus. The culture that developed along this
route is in archaeology known as Bubanj-Silcuta-Krivodol complex which
also includes Crnobuki-Bakarno Gumno culture in Pelagonia and the sites
around the town of Florina in Greece. Pastoralists moved seasonally across
this central Balkan “highway” throughout prehistory, and even in medieval
times. On these roads we later see the Aromanians, the Sarakatsans, the
Karakachans and their flocks, and many other tribes; the origins of their
economy and ethnic continuity lay in the distant past.

'The Carpathian-Pindus route was only one of possible directions of
movement of pastoralists across the Balkans. There were, obviously, other
roads which started in the Pindus; one of them led across Epirus and south-
ern Albania, towards the west through Montenegro, reaching the pastoral
areas in the far north-west Balkans, thus connecting Dinaric pastures with
Greece. In Greek mythology, this direction was known as the road of Kad-
mos. One other route is relevant for the understanding of the subsequent
territorial distribution of the palaco-Balkan tribes. This one connected
Thracian coast of the Aegean Sea (as well as Thessaly and the Pindus) with

the Lower Danube and the south-west Carpathian zone, transversing the
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Rhodopes and the Balkan highlands. The movements of people and cultures
from one region to another, particularly after the great migration of the
“steppe pastoralists” to which we shall return below, resulted in the constitu-
tion of some of the most influental palaco-Balkan peoples: the Illyrians in
the west; the Paeonians and the Dardanians in the central part; the Trib-
alli, who shared ethnic origin with the Daco-Moesians, in the north; and,
lastly, the Thracians, who occupied eastern part of the Peninsula. Initially
organised as pastoralist tribes, they were separated by mountain ranges, not
rivers. Thus, the pastures on the eastern slopes of the Durmitor and Sara
mountains, for example, belonged to one tribe, and those on the western
slopes — to the other. The property rights were established via non-written
rules which were maintained through customary law, with some likely mod-
ifications over time, until the disintegration of the patriarchal society.

The model of “successive migrations” or “gradual movements” has re-
cently been introduced; a version of it was applied in earlier reconstructions
of the expansion of some of the Near Eastern Neolithic cultures or Eneo-
lithic steppe cultures from the north-Pontic areas. Essentially, this model
assumes the gradual movement of people from one place to another and, in
parallel with the existence of primary core areas, the formation of second-
ary or tertiary centres. Another major trait of these migrations are the three
phases of the process: first, the gradual penetration and diffusion of a cul-
ture; second, driving the local populations out of the newly occupied land or
assimilation of the inhabitants; and third, translocation of the communities
that refused to be assimilated, which led to a chain reaction — movements
of greater groups of people across a wider area. How this model functioned
in practice is best illustrated by the fourth millennium BC migrations of
the nomadic steppe pastoralists, in archaeological literature known as the
Indo-European migration. This relocation took place over an immense ter-
ritory extending from, in the east, the Eurasian divide between the Urals
and the Caspian Sea, i.e. the area of the Orenburg steppe, to the Pannonian
plain and the large part of the Balkan Peninsula in the west. The migrants
can be identified primarily by their distinct burial customs, the nomadic
economy similar to the extant pastoral systems found in Kyrgyzstan and
former Soviet republics and, finally, the limited material culture which is
in agreement with the high level of mobility of nomadic pastoralism. The
characteristics of the funerary cult and associated rituals are highly rec-
ognisable; those displayed by the kurgans (tumuli) in the east are entirely
analogous to those observed in the lowlands of the Carpathian basin (the
Tisza valley, Banat, the Danube area in Serbia and Romania, and also to the
south of the Danube). Tumuli (large earthen mounds) were usually dedi-
cated to a single person, e.g. tribal chief, shaman and the like. In the grave,
cut in the centre of the mound, the body of the deceased was placed in a
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flexed position on a matting (which is a clear steppic element) and covered
in red ochre. Wooden planks were put on top and the earthen mound built,
forming a kurgan of about 40 m in diameter and 2 m in height. Animal
burials, such as interments of one or more horses alongside the deceased,
or chariot burials (such as at Plachidol in Bulgaria) also testify to the no-
madic character and mobility of these people. The whole cultural complex
and culture were named after this specific burial custom, e.g. “Jamnaja” in
Russian, “Jamna” in Serbian, “Pitgrave” in British, “Grubengrab” or “Ok-
ergrabkultur” in German literature. This large-scale migration over a huge
territory in eastern, central and south-eastern Europe is considered crucial
for further development of prehistoric society in Europe and the formation
of palaco-Balkan communities later recorded and described in the earliest
written sources. Even if not always directly, this great migration had a far-
reaching impact on the subsequent distribution of tribes in the Balkans. The
new, Indo-European populations had initially set foothold in the Lower
Danube and from there they spread into the Carpathian Basin and to the
south of the Danube, into Bulgaria and Serbia. Here they indirectly caused
movements of the autochtonous people that then, under pressure of hardly
benevolent incomers, retreated to the south where they formed new, kin-
based communities. This area was already familiar to the natives — it lay
on the previosly described pastoralist route that they had commonly used;
the territorial distribution of the already mentioned tribes (the Illyrians, the
Dardanians, the Paeonians, the Triballi, the Thracians and others) was the
same as described above.

Another great wave of migration happened in the first millennium
BC. This time it was the Cimmerians (Kimmerians) who were driven
southward and westward by the Scythians. Their final destinations were the
same areas in which the preceding “Indo-European migration” commenced.
Given that they were horsemen, the Cimmerians moved swiftly over large
expanses of land and so this later migration took place within the shorter
period of time than the previous movements of the kind. Other than the
material culture, the migrants did not leave much evidence behind. Numer-
ous pieces of horse equipment were discovered in the Pannonian plain, in
Srem (Adasevci, Sarengrad, Ilok) and Banat (Ritisevo), as well as in parts of
Serbia south of the Sava and the Danube (Sinosevci, Rudovci, Zlotska cave
near Bor and so on) and Kosovo (Janjevo). The movement of the Cimmeri-
ans was likely the result of a pressure exerted on them by the Scythians who
forced them out of the forest-steppe zone of southern Russia towards the
Pannonian plain and the Balkan Peninsula. Literary sources describe three
directions of the migrations: the north road over the Carpathians towards
the upper Tisa/Tisza course and further to the Pannonian plain; the south
route which led to the Danube Delta and Dobruja and then westwards to
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the southern edges of the Carpathian Basin, branching out to the south and
the north of the Danube; finally, as confirmed in the ancient sources, a mi-
nor route that followed the Black Sea coast from Dobruja to the Bosphorus.
According to some linguists, the name “Bosphorus” is of Cimmerian or
'Thraco-Cimmerian origin.

The Scythian tribes that subsequently arrived in the region rapid-
ly advanced along the Danubian and the Carpathian routes, looting and
destroying villages of the native populations on the way. Besides ruins of
indigenous settlements, they also left behind traces of their distinctive ma-
terial culture; above all, weaponry of specific shapes (the “akinakes” dagger,
the trilobate-type arrowheads) and the characteristic jewellery inspired by
animal symbolism.

At the end of the first millennium BC the last major migration in the
south-east Danubian area occurred. This time it was Celtic tribes who, from
the Gaul region (Gallia), set on the “journey without return”. By the fourth
century BC they reached, and spread over most of the Pannonian plain.
After the settling-in period, they invaded Macedonia and Thrace and, ulti-
mately, Hellenistic Greece, with the aim of raiding and robbing the wealth.
These incursions were not merely military actions; accompanying Celtic
warriors were their families, which had not been the case in earlier conflicts
in the region, such as the wars between the Illyrians on one side and the
Macedonian, Thracian and Greek states on the other. Thus Celtic incur-
sions can justifiably be considered as migrations. As recorded in the Greek
written accounts, the defeat at Delphi in 279 BC and the related events
confirm this. Following the defeat, Celtic chief Brennus took his own life in
a ritual manner. One Celtic group crossed into Asia Minor and constituted
their official entity: Gallatia. Another group returned to where they had
started off the invasion; there, in Srem, they founded their state — Civizas
Scordiscorum — as described by Justinus and Ateneus. The Scordisci could
not survive for long in this insecure region, surrounded by the territory of
the Amantini, the Breuci, the Triballi, the Dacians. The initially high war
capacity, reflected in the level of destruction along the Celtic military trail,
plunged; however, there is a considerable body of evidence of their presence
in the area during the second century BC. It includes fortified settlements
of Taurunum and Singidunum, whose names remained the same in Roman
times; the graves of soldiers in Karaburma and Rospi-¢uprija, in Singidu-
num (Belgrade), near Osijek, and in Peéine near Viminacium; a number
of workshops producing and exporting the characteristic Celtic grey ce-
ramic ware — for instance Gomolava in Hrtkovci; several Celtic oppida
in Vojvodina, i.e. hillforts protected by earth walls still visible today, such
as Carnok near Vrbas, and Zidovar near Vrdac — the settlement closest to
the territory of the warlike Dacians. As many as nearly fifty more-or-less
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investigated Celtic sites are found in Vojvodina and along the Sava and the
Danube in Serbia. Exhausted by the wars, the Celts/Scordisci lost their
independence around AD 10, when Tiberius conquered the interfluves of
the Sava and the Danube. This marked the end of an epoch in Celtic history
of intensive warfare and migration, the epoch filled with great successes as
well as defeats. It started with invasions and movements from Gallia, then
continued with conflicts and settling in the Danube area, and subsequent
migrations further to the south. The extremely strong and, from the military
aspect, well-trained alliance of Celtic tribes only began to weaken after the
disaster at Delphi. Nevertheless, even after they had lost their importance as
a powerful force, the Celts were welcomed as mercenaries in Macedonian,
Thracian and Greek armies; there are also records, though rare, of Celtic
presence in Roman legions.

Migrations and moving of populations in the pre-Roman south-east
Europe were of key importance for the subsequent developments and life
of people settling in this part of the world. The nearly five centuries-long
Roman rulership introduced a sort of equality between many different areas,
but some similarities and differences were retained, and they were continu-
ously fuelled by inter-tribal confrontations and the contrasting religious be-
liefs of the early middle ages.

'The divide between Balkan geotectonic units running west from the
Drina river served as a boundary between different cultures throughout
prehistory of the region. For example, it divided the Balkans into the east-
ern painted-pottery complex and the western impresso-style ceramic ware
— into the Neolithic Vin¢a complex in the east and the Danilo-Butmir
culture complex in the west. This duality was by and large (ab)used for the
purpose of gaining political power, a tendency also present in modern times.
'This, however, is a double-edged sword. Assertions by some modern nations
that they decend from palaco-Balkan peoples have been definitelly refuted
by the evidence presented in the new research. Claiming territorial rights
on Thracian, Dacian, Illyrian, Dardanian, Paeonian or any other land can
hardly be justified through presenting it as a quest for ethnic origins. The
derogatory reference to the Balkans as a “vegetable medley cooking pot”
can, in a way, be upheld by numerous well-documented migrations in the
Balkans, mergings and assimilations of peoples, and countless combinations
of anthropological types. The findings of recent anthropological research
leave no doubt about it.

UDC 94(36=29):314.7(479)
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Abstract: During the fourth century BC the Celts expanded into the Balkan Peninsula
and the Carpathian Basin. After the major defeat at Delphi, in Greece, the surviving
Celtic tribes formed an alliance under the name Scordisci. They settled in the wider
territory around the confluence of the Sava and the Danube, which became a base for
their subsequent invasions into Thrace and beyond. The Celtic presence in the region
has been best documented by the necropoles in Karaburma (Singidunum) and Peéine
(Viminacium). These graveyards had a complex arrangement of burials into groups
and sections. The warrior graves contained pieces of weaponry showing decorative
elements of both Western and Eastern Celtic art tradition. Some of the female graves
contained rich personal adornment such as the coral bracelet and the Miinsingen-type
fibula in a grave in Pecine. Until the Roman conquest, the Scordisci remained the
most powerful military force in the region.
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he presence of the Celts in western and central Europe came into the

focus of Roman and Greek authors only after the Celts had started
expanding their territory in the fifth and fourth century BC. The Celtic
homeland between the Rhone, Rhine and Danube stretched over an arch-
shaped area that included the Alpine foreland in northern Italy and western
Austria, and the Danube basin in Moravia. As the nearest northern neigh-
bours, they soon got acquainted with, and started importing various luxury
goods from, Rome, Etruria and the Greek colonies. As early as the fifth
century BC, the wealth of the southern neighbours and their own enhanced
military power inspired the Celts to make risky attempts at conquering the
bordering areas of northern Italy.

'The surprisingly powerful strike of Celtic armies resulted in first mil-
itary successes, such as taking control over a large part of the region, making
assaults upon Rome, collecting substantial taxes from the local communi-
ties, and permanent settling in the newly-conquered territories. There fol-
lowed, however, a series of wars with the powerful Roman Republic up until
the latter half of the second century BC when the alliance of the Celtic
tribes of Taurini, Senones and Boii was completely subdued and driven out
of its territories.

A century after the incursions of the Western Celts into northern
and central Italy, the Eastern Celts consolidated their forces and started
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pushing their way into the areas of the modern-day Czech Republic, Mora-
via and western Slovakia. In the course of the fourth century, they moved
southwards into the Balkan Peninsula and occupied the Carpathian Basin
and eastern Transylvania, including the areas along the Danube. Towards
the end of the fourth century, the Eastern Celts started preparations for
invading the eastern and southern Balkans, but this time without any clear
strategy for migrations and settling in the potentially occupied territories.
The first military campaigns in Thrace and the Aegean coast were unsuc-
cessful and they slowed down the initial wave of expansion. The Celts used
this delay in their movement across the peninsula, in the late fourth and
early third century BC, to muster a powerful army and concentrate along
the Danube in the northern Balkans. This particular period in the history
of Celtic settlement in the Balkans is archaeologically documented by the
excavation of two large necropoles of the Eastern Celts: Karaburma, in Bel-
grade, and Peéine, on the very site of the future urban centre of the Roman
province of Upper Moesia, Viminacium.

Soon afterwards, the Celts started invading Thrace and conducted
several small operations, some of which ended in defeat. Sources state that,
in the battle at Lysimachea on the Aegean coast, diadoch Seleucos won a
victory over Celtic army by deceiving them. If this was about assessing en-
emy’s military forces, then the attack on the great oracle of Delphi in central
Greece, and the cross-over to Asia Minor, were all about showing oft Celtic
self-confidence, rather than elements of a well-designed war strategy. Writ-
ten sources report in detail on these invasions and their outcomes, and de-
scribe the complete debacle of the Celts. In 279 BC near Delphi, the Celts
were beaten and driven off; the invasion on Asia Minor also ended in defeat
and, subsequently, the Celts became mercenaries of the Hellenistic rulers.

Gloating over the failure of the Celtic attack on Delphi, which forced
the defeated Celts to retreat northwards, the antique sources provide a good
deal of information on the invasion itself and the subsequent developments.
The surviving Celtic troops established a new alliance of tribes under a pre-
viously unknown name of Scordisci; they settled in the occupied territory at
the confluence of the Sava into the Danube. The written sources also pro-
vide the name of the seat of the alliance — Singidunum — and this is the
earliest identification of the precise geographic position of Belgrade. Leav-
ing aside the historical consequences of the foundation of a Celtic centre in
this region, the importance of its location is manifold. The fact that Celtic
military campaigns were launched from the Danube region in modern-day
Serbia has direct implications for detecting the material evidence of their
military presence in the area, and this is a crucial aspect of the research fo-
cused on this particular period in prehistory.
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Given the continuous efforts of the Celts to conquer new territories
through invasions and attacks, it is not surprising that there are no traces
of their permanent settlements from this early phase. Celtic cemeteries, on
the other hand, constitute definite evidence of their uninterrupted pres-
ence in the region. The recent investigations of Celtic sacral structures reveal
that differences between the graves of warriors and the female graves rich
in grave goods directly reflect the organisation and spatial distribution of
burials in the cemeteries from the period of military expeditions. The exca-
vated warrior graves contained major types of weapons of the Eastern Celts
from the time of the great invasions. The female graves as a rule contained
an assortment of jewellery accessories that can be precisely chronologically
determined and that often belonged to two or more generations.

'The excavations of the Karaburma necropolis in Singidunum, which
partially overlapped with the excavations in Pedine, were conducted dur-
ing the intensive modern-day building activity in the homonymous part of
Belgrade. As a result, the ninety-five Celtic graves discovered in Karaburma,
of which some were inhumations, were largely destroyed or damaged by the
construction works.

The excavated area of the Early La Tene burial site in Pe¢ine near
Kostolac encompassed forty-three graves: seventeen inhumations, seven-
teen cremations and nine burials of individuals from the local, indigenous
populations of the Central Balkan’s Iron Age. Within the excavated zone of
the necropolis, three different groups or micro-zones of graves were identi-
fied. In addition, within each of the groups, several smaller subgroups of
burials (e.g. Ia — If) were recognised, probably incorporating members of
the same family or inhabitants of the same settlement.

Based on the distribution of individual graves and the type of burial,
both Pe¢ine and Karaburma belong to the same class of cemeteries where
graves were located on separate ground plots and organised within small or
large sub-groups. They, therefore, represent agglomerations of independent
micro-zones composed of groups of burials that were in some way connect-
ed. The necropolis in Karaburma extends over a much larger area than the
one in Pecine. Although it was not completely excavated, the reconstruction
of the distribution of burial micro-zones was possible. The necropolis in
Pecine was only partially investigated. There the burial plots were located at
some distance from one another, a pattern that suggests that the designated
cemetery area was not limited. The investigated section of the Peéine ne-
cropolis seems to have been in use over a relatively short period. The grave
offerings show similarities, but their origin, typology and style appear very
diverse, perhaps reflecting individuality of the communities to which the
burials belong (Fig. 1).
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Apart from the regular offerings of food and drink, warriors were also
buried with pieces of personal weaponry which bear stylistic characteristics
of both Western and Eastern Celtic populations. The typical, double-edged
swords were protected by light scabbards made of iron and worn suspended
from a waist-belt ending in iron chains or spindle-shaped links that formed
the two sides of a clasp. The scabbard from grave No. 1791 in Peéine still
displays its ornamentation — the incised dragon-pair motif in the form of
opposed S-shapes with heads facing inwards, resembling a lyre (Fig. 2).

In the history of Celtic art, the dragon-pair motif like this one has
been interpreted as symbolising Celtic universal well-being. In art it takes
on two patterns: one called “cheerful obstacle racers”, the other labelled “a
pair of opposed hippocampi”. Both patterns are associated with the swords
from the period of Celtic invasive migrations. As much as they appear re-
strained in form, they vary in the decoration. The scabbard referred to here
is an exceptional example of the latter and later pattern, recognisable by
the vegetal or elongated floral ornament, and bearing elements attributed
to the early phases of its development. Grave No. 29 of a warrior buried in
the cemetery in Karaburma yielded a similar scabbard, though in this case
featuring a decoration conforming to the former of the two ornamental
patterns.

An important component of the Celtic women’s jewellery sets were
fibulae (brooches for fastening clothing) which were highly valued decora-
tive applications. Their form and style varied greatly. In the fourth and third
century BC, two types of fibulae seem to have been very popular among
Celtic women: the type made in Miinsingen (south-west Switzerland) with
the characteristic ornament in the form of a rosette inlaid with coral, and
the fibulae from the western Czech Republic (the Duchcov type — after
the site of Duchcov) recognisable by their knob-decorated back-bent foot
that touched the corrugated bow or was wrapped around it. These two types
of fibulae are indisputable diagnostic elements crucial for determining the
relative and absolute chronology of La Teéne artefacts and structures.

'The most valuable item in the rich personal adornment from female
cremation grave No. 378 in Pedine (Fig. 3) is a bracelet decorated with coral
bead embroidery, interred after the funeral. The bracelet is embellished with
delicately shaped coral beads incised with symbols and ornaments and sym-
metrically arranged around the central rosette. The most curious aspect of
this unique composition is the cuft that served as a foundation on which the
beads were fitted. Contrary to the usual practice of creating the cuff out of a
piece of bronze sheet, this one is made of iron. As a result, the cuff is fairly
heavy and not quite suited for fixing the beads into a solid arrangement;
also, through time, beads got covered in a thick layer of rust (Fig. 4a-b). The

conservation treatment of the bracelet has improved the visibility of the
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ornamental composition depicting stylised skulls surrounded by multiple
rows of beads engraved with triskelion motifs. The skull cult and the marked
use of the skull motif in the decoration of a single piece of jewellery, along
with the high quality of craftsmanship and the ritual message conveyed by
the composition, are so far unique in the art of the Eastern Celts. The way
in which coral and bronze parts were modelled in the Miinsingen-type fibula
found among the offerings in female grave No. 982 in Peéine presents an
entirely different picture (Fig. 5).

After over a century of rule in Thrace, the sudden split of the Eastern
Celts into two factions decided the future of Celtic presence in the Balkans.
Until the arrival of the Romans in the early first century BC, the Scordisci
remained highly influential and maintained their status as the most pow-
erful military force in the region. At the same time, the Celts in Galatia
struggled to maintain their territory established after the migration into
Asia Minor in the third century BC. The historic significance and identity
of the Galatians would have been lost in conflicts and dynastic wars be-
tween the diadochs, in which the Celts took part as hired soldiers, had they
not been a well-organised, independent group that stood out from the rest
of the Celtic groups mercenaries.

Encouraged by the initial success in the battles they fought as allies of
the Hellenistic rulers and interfering in local conflicts, the Galatians went
so far as to decide on the amount that the Greek cities in Asia Minor were
paying in return for hiring Galatian soldiers. This move led to a revolt of
the Hellenistic rulers which, now united under the leadership of the kings
of Pergamon, turned against the Galatians and inflicted several severe de-
feats on them. Eventually, the Galatians ended up confined to the infertile
areas of central Anatolia where they settled permanently in the territory of
Galatia. However, their adversaries — the Pergamon kings Attalus I and
Eumenes II — treated the defeated enemy in an unusual way: they erected
a number of triumphal monuments to celebrate their victory, but accorded
the central place in the artistic depictions to the Galatians. They are shown
as fierce soldiers, and at the same time as accepting the final and inevitable
defeat with dignity. This respect for the tradition of the Galatians and their
willingness to sacrifice themselves are portrayed in sculptures of the monu-
mental Pergamon Altar, in the monuments of the Acropolis of Athens, and
in the frieze in Ephesus, all created in the mid-second century BC. These
representations also show typical weapons of the Galatians, that is, of the
Eastern Celts and thus serve as a key piece of authentic archaeological evi-
dence.

Ultimately, the territory of Galatia marked the southern border of
the expansion of the Eastern Celts. In the central Balkans, they occupied an
area from which they prepared their invasions of Greece and Asia Minor
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— the area along the Danube. This historical delineation remained more or
less unchanged over the period of three centuries, up to the Roman con-
quest of the Balkans. Along with the growing domination over the Balkans,
the Roman Empire rapidly expanded across Asia Minor, gaining control
of the Hellenistic states. Galatia lost its independence and its status as an
autochthonous La Téne cultural phenomenon, and was gradually absorbed
by Roman provincial culture.

'There are now even more arguments to support the claim that the buri-
als of the Galatians’ ancestors in the necropoles of Singidunum, Karaburma
and Pedine serve as distinctive documents of the beginning of a short co-
existence of three leading cultures in the Balkans of the time: Hellenistic
Greece, the militant Romans and the invasive, protohistoric Celts of central
and south-east Europe. To the impressive longevity and monumentality of
Viminacium has now been added a new aspect through the archaeological
reconstruction of its origin, firmly embedded in protohistory.

UDC 94(398=15)
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Fig. 1 Pecine: Layout of burial groups I-III with subgroups a-f
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Fig. 2 Pecine: Offerings from warrior grave G 1—3 1791
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Fig. 3 Peéine: Offerings from female grave G 1—3 378
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Fig. 4a-b Peéine: Coral bracelet with an iron cuft from female grave G 1—3 378
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Fig. 5 Pecine: Fibula decorated with a coral rosette from female grave G-3 982
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Abstract: The authors analyze Serbia’s position and politics in relation to the Greek
states of Epiros and Nicaea which emerged after the fall of the Byzantine Empire in
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he Fourth Crusade, ending in the disintegration of the Byzantine Em-
pire (in April 1204) brought about significant political changes in the
Balkan Peninsula. In what once was Byzantine territory new states emerged,
ruled by Latin rulers or by what was left of the elites of the fallen Empire.
Of the newly-created Greek states, two gained some stability and survived
through this period: Nicaea under the Laskaris dynasty, which soon became
an empire (1208), and Epiros, which took considerably longer to rise to the
same status (1225—27)." Virtually from their very inception, the two rivals
sought to present themselves as lawful successors of the Empire of the Ro-
mans and to get the upper hand in the struggle for its restoration.
Of course, the other Balkan states could not escape the maelstrom
of upcoming events. Serbia found itself in a very delicate position which
required a review of foreign policy and considerable diplomatic skill. And

' On these changes, see Ivan Dujcev, “Le grand tournant historique de 'an 12047,
Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 16 (1975), 63-68; Bozidar Ferjanci¢, “Les états et
les rapports internationaux”, in Zhe 7,7 International Byzantine Congress, Major Papers
(New York: Aristide D. Caratzas Pub., 1986), 639—66. On local lords after 1204 Cf.
Radovoj Radi¢, “Oblasni gospodari u Vizantiji krajem XII i u prvim decenijama XIII
veka”, Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 24—26 (1986), 222—278.

> On the struggle between Epiros and Nicaea for Byzantine legacy, see Alkmini
Stavridu-Zafraka, Nixawaxo Hrepogrov 13 fowwve, ISeodoyiksi avrtimapdOeon otnv
npo¢ndBeid Tovs v avaktiioovy v avtokpatopio (Thessaloniki: Baviag, 1990), which
cites the relevant literature.
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it was at that time that she managed to gain two extremely important in-
ternational recognitions which strengthened her position and status funda-
mentally: in 1217, Grand Prince (ve/iki Zupan) Stefan was crowned king by
Pope Honorius III, and in 1219 his younger brother, Archimandrite Sava,
secured autocephaly for the Serbian Church in Nicaea and was ordained as
its first archbishop.

‘These achievements testify to the political skills of both Stefan Nemanji¢
and his brother Sava, who was directly involved in shaping Serbia’s foreign
policy for decades, and “to whom Stefan [...] entrusted matters of the utmost
political sensitivity.”3 'The famous letter of protest against Sava’s consecration
as archbishop filed in May 1220 by Demetrios Chomatenos, Archbishop of
Ohrid, seems to provide clear evidence for Sava’s diplomatic activity: “Love of
his country has taken hold of him and tore him away from the fortress of the
Holy Mountain [Mount Athos], and so he returned to Serbia; it has turned a
hermit into an administrator of worldly affairs, and made him an ambassador
to the neighbouring rulers, and so he sacrificed the seclusion of monastic
life to secular intercourse. He is immersed utterly in worldly concerns and
worldly vanity, and he takes [...] many servants with him, struts around in
cavalcades [...] with his diverse retinue.” These lines clearly show how embit-
tered Chomatenos was, his pride hurt by the secession of the Serbian Church,
but they also gives a glimpse of the real political role of Sava, who led many
diplomatic missions in a completely secular fashion.’

These missions certainly formed part of Serbia’s relations with the
Byzantine successor states, and it is only natural to assume that such rela-
tions were first established with neighbouring Epiros. In this area, however,

3 Dimitrije Obolenski, Sest vizantijskih portreta, trans. Nada Curéija-Prodanovié (Bel-
grade: Srpska knjizevna zadruga: Prosveta and Novi Sad: Budu¢nost, 1991),126. On
the position of Serbia under changing circumstances, see Sima Cirkovi¢, “Serbien im
13. Jahrhundert”, in Vojislav J. Djuri¢, ed., L'art byzantin du XIIF siécle. Symposium de
Sopocani, 1965 (Belgrade: Filozofski fakultet, Odeljenje za istoriju umetnosti & Nau¢no
delo,1967), 117 ff; Gunter Prinzing, “Dei Bedeuting Bulgariens und Serbiens in den
Jahren 1204-1219 im Zusammenhang mit der Entstehung und Entwicklung der byz-
antinischen Teilstaaten nach Einnahme Konstantinopels infolge des 4. Kreuzzeuges”,
Miscellanea Byzantina Monacensia 12 (1972); Bozidar Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet
u prvoj polovini XIII veka (1204—1261)", Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 27—28
(1989), 103—148.

+ Jean-Baptiste Pitra, Analecta sacra et classica spicilegio solesmensiparata V1 (Paris — Rome
1891), no. 86, col. 383; Georgije Ostrogorski, “Pismo Dimitrija Homatijana sv. Savi
i odlomak Homatijanovog pisma patrijarhu Germanu o Savinom posveéenju”, Sve-
tosavski zbornik 2 (1938), 100 = Sabrana dela IV (Belgrade: Prosveta, 1970), 177.

5 On Sava’s diplomatic activity, see assessments in Konstantin Jirecek, Iszorija Srba 1
(Belgrade: Slovoljubve, 1978), 162; Obolenski, Sesz vizantiskih portreta, 160.
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our knowledge amounts to next to nothing. It has been proposed by more
recent research to date the wedding between an unknown sister of Stefan
Nemanji¢ and Manuel, brother of the ruler of Epiros Michael I Angelos,® to
1207/8. Since earlier scholarship placed this wedding around the year 1216,
the reference point being the date of a synodal act of the Archbishopric of
Ohrid, this change in the timeline would shed a new light on the nature of
Serbia’s relations with the founder of the Epirote state, Michael I Angelos
(1205-1214).7 Namely, it would mean that the wedding took place at a
time when, after the death of the Bulgarian Tsar Kaloyan in October 1207,
Serbia secured an ally in the southeast, his nephew Strez, which would all
suggest that Serbian diplomacy had been gathering strong momentum.
Yet, we are treading on uncertain ground here. Serbia’s earliest reli-
ably documented contacts with Epiros were hostile, as both states laid claim
to territories in Albania. The expansion plans of Michael I Angelos were
directed towards the north, and in 1212/3 he conquered most of Albania,
including Durazzo and Scutari.® Since Stefan Nemanja had already perma-
nently conquered Upper and Lower Pulati, as well as Doclea (Duklja), it is
not surprising that Stefan the First-Crowned, in his Life of Saint Simeon,
describes how Michael, “of Greek imperial lineage”, has risen up against
him. With the south-eastern border of his realm attacked by the Latin and
Bulgarian emperors, Henry I and Boril, Stefan Nemanji¢ tried to persuade
his new enemy to give up the conquered territory, but to no avail. It is not
quite certain who acted on behalf of the Grand Prince in this endeavour, but
it is known that Archimandrite Sava was still in Serbia at the time, before
leaving for Mount Athos again. Having realized the futility of his efforts,
Stefan asked his sainted father, St Simeon, for help. St Simeon, in turn,
prayed for the intercession of Saint George, and so, in late 1214, it came to

6 There is a reference to this marriage in a synodal act of the Archbishopric of Ohrid
which also describes the intention of Stefan Nemanji¢ to marry Maria, daughter of the
late Michael I Angelos, but the intention was impracticable due to the degree of kinship
between the Grand Prince of Serbia and the Epirote Princess. Cf. Pitra, Analecta Sacra,
no. 10, col. 49 ff.

7 For the earlier dating of the marriage (1216), see Marin Drinov, “O nekotoryh trudah
Dimitria Homatiana”, Viz. Vremennik 1 (1894), 331, n. 2. This dating was accepted by
Ljubomir Kovacevi¢, “Zene i deca Stevana Nemanjica”, Glas SKA 60 (19o1), 6 and 8,
and Jirecek, Iszorija I, 1677. For the dating to 1207/1208, see Miodrag Purkovié, Princeze
iz kuce Nemanjica (Windsor: Avala, 1956), 12 ff; Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”,
107 ff.

§ For the timeline of the conquest of Durazzo, see Donald M. Nicol, 7he Despotate
of Epiros (Oxford: B. Blackwell, 1957), 38 and 45, n. 28; Alain Ducellier, La fagade
maritime de I'’Albanie au moyen dge: Durazzo et Valona du XTI au XV siécle (Thessaloniki:
Institute for Balkan Studies, 1981), 150 ff.
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pass that Michael I Angelos was murdered by a slave,® which was almost
a re-enactment of an event that had taken place earlier that year: Strez, a
local lord in Macedonia, died mysteriously after a failed diplomatic mission
of Sava Nemanji¢.”®

Michael was succeeded by his half-brother Theodore I Doukas An-
gelos Komnenos (1214-1230), an energetic and ambitious ruler whose ul-
timate goal was to recapture Constantinople and restore the Empire of the
Romans. By then, Epiros had been significantly enlarged with territories
in Thessaly and Macedonia, so now the attention of the new ruler turned
to Thrace.”” In such circumstances, understandably enough, the mighty
Epirote ruler wanted peace on his border with Serbia. As the other side
wanted more or less the same thing, relations between Serbia and Epiros
were about to undergo a radical change.

The conciliatory character of this change is attested by a piece of
information contained in a document originated by the Archbishopric of
Ohrid. It speaks of the wish of Stefan Nemanji¢ — this time dated with
greater precision — to establish marital ties with the Epirote house of An-
gelos. Namely, Stefan made steps to arrange the marriage of his firstborn
son, Radoslav, and Theodora, the daughter of the late Michael I Angelos,
during the tenure of Archbishop John Kamateros, i.e. between 1214 and
1217, most likely in 1216/7. Therefore, an embassy of Serbian noblemen
(archontes) was sent to Ohrid.”* No churchmen were mentioned, which sug-
gests that Sava was not a member of the embassy. Presumably, he had al-
ready been on his way to Mount Athos. Moreover, it is unlikely that the
Serbian clergy were not aware that this marriage would have been in con-
travention of canon law, since the would-be spouses were related. As the
document clearly states, the Archbishop of Ohrid denied his assent, stating
that he had forbidden the marriage between Stefan and Maria, the daughter
of Michael Angelos, for the same reason.

9 “Zitije Stefana Nemanje od Stefana Prvovencanog”, ed. Vladimir Corovié, Svezosavski
zbornik 2 (1938), 63—65.The assassination of Michael Angelos was also recorded by the
Nicaean historian Akropolites: Georgii Acropolitac Opera 1, ed. Augustus Heisenberg
(Leipzig, 1903; repr. Stuttgart 1978), 25. On the whole episode, see Prinzing, “Die
Bedeutung”, 110; Franjo Bari$i¢ & Bozidar Ferjanci¢, “Vesti Dimitrija Homatijana o
‘vlasti Druguvita”, Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 20 (1981), 55, n. 44; Ferjancic,
“Srbija i vizantijski svet”, 110.

© On Strez, his rule and his relations with Stefan Nemanji¢, see esp. Radi¢, “Oblasni
gospodari”, 223—234 (with relevant earlier literature).

* On'Theodore I Angelos’policy of conquest, see Nicol, Despotate, 59 ff; KostaAdZievski,
“Potéinuvane na Makedonija od strana na Teodor I Angel i formirane na Solunskoto
carstvo”, Istorija XVIIl/2 (1982), 125 ff.

12 Pitra, Analecta sacra, no. 10, col. 49 ff.
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These failed attempts to establish marital ties between the two ruling
families did not, however, discourage Grand Prince Stefan. Having been
made king, he managed to marry his son Radoslav to Ana, the daughter of
Theodore I Angelos. It is obvious that the purpose of this political marriage
was to secure the protection of the increasingly powerful Epirote ruler for
the heir to the Serbian throne. How important this marriage was for Serbia
can be clearly seen from the fact that it is explicitly mentioned only in the
Serbian sources. Setting aside Teodosije (Theodosios), who only parentheti-
cally — and erroneously — says that Radoslav is married to the daughter
of Theodore I Laskaris, Domentijan (Domentianos) explicitly reports as
significant the news that it was Sava who married Radoslav to Ana.’3 Do-
mentijan’s claim has tended to be interpreted as the loyal disciple’s desire to
extol his teacher in every possible way."+ But if the whole body of source ma-
terials on Sava’s diplomatic activity, which is the focus of our interest here, is
taken into account, it seems that Domentijan’s words should be given more
credence. Even more so as the more recently proposed and already widely
accepted date of the wedding of Radoslav and Ana make Sava’s active role
in the event more plausible.

'The prevailing view in older scholarship was that the wedding ensued
after the conquest of Thessalonike by Theodore I Doukas Angelos in 1224.%5
A more recent careful study of the correspondence of John Apokaukos, Met-
ropolitan of Naupaktos and Theodore’s close associate, has opened the way to
new lines of interpretation. The Metropolitan’s letters suggest that the wed-
ding of Radoslav and Ana was celebrated in late 1219 or early 1220, and cer-
tainly before the Great Lent, which began on ¢ February 1220.The betrothal
had probably been celebrated a year before (late 1218 or early 1219).*¢

It should be noted that the degree of kinship between the spouses
would have been an obstacle to their marriage under canon law. However, if
it is self-explanatory that Theodore I paid no heed to such matters in pursu-

13 Domentijan, Zivot svetoga Simeuna i svetoga Save, ed. Djuro Danici¢ (Belgrade 1865),
261 [hereafter: Domentijan]; Zivoti svetoga Save i svetoga Simeona, trans. Lazar Mirkovi¢
(Belgrade: Srpska knjizevna zadruga, 1938), 149 [hereafter: Domentijan Translation); Te-
odosije, Zivot Swetog Save,ed. Djuro Danici¢ (Belgrade: Drustvo srpske slovesnosti, 1860),
126 [hereafter: Teodosije]; Teodosije Hilandarac, Zivor Swetog Save, trans. Lazar Mirkovi¢
(Belgrade: Srpska knjizevna zadruga, 1984), 122 [hereafter: Teodosije Translation].

14 JireCek, Istorija 1, 171, n. 48. Mihailo Laskaris, Vizantiske princeze u srednjevekovnoj
Srbiji (Belgrade: F. Bah, 1926) = Mihailo Laskaris, Srpske kraljice (Belgrade: AIZ Dosije,
Orion Press and Novi Sad: Dobra vest, 1990), 40 ff.

'5 Laskaris, Vizantiske princeze, 41 ff.; Demetrios Polemis, The Doukai. A Contribution to
Byzantine Prosopography (London: Athlone P., 1968), 93, no. 47.

16 Sotiris Kisas,“O vremenu sklapanja braka Stefana Radoslava i Ane Komnine”, Zéornik
radova Vizantoloskog instituta 18 (1978), 131-139.
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ing his political interest, the silence of Chomatenos, Archbishop of Ohrid,
is quite unusual, and quite telling. He did not object to the marriage, but he
was to object to the autocephaly of the Serbian Church, although the two
events were obviously interconnected and practically simultaneous. And it
is exactly this interconnection, i.e. a purely political rationale that made the
Archbishop of Ohrid’s restraint on the issue of the marriage a more recom-
mendable stance. But the Archbishop could not display the same restraint
when it came to the autocephaly of the Serbian Church. On the other hand,
Sava’s part in the marriage of Radoslav and Ana, whatever it may have con-
sisted in, was probably more effective than Chomatenos’silence, which may
be taken as a quite clear indicator of a predominantly political rationale be-
hind, and complexity of, the course of action Serbia followed in the crucial
year of 1219.

The new dating of the wedding of Radoslav and Ana is invaluable
for better understanding the principles of foreign policy pursued by Ste-
fan Nemanji¢ and Sava, and the complexity of their political manoeuvres.
The effort put into reaching an understanding with Epiros does not mean
that Serbia lost sight of the importance of Nicaea. Although still relatively
distant from Serbia at the time, Nicaea was exceptionally important in the
Orthodox world because it held the imperial and patriarchal crowns. It is
not surprising therefore that, in 1219, Sava set oft for Nicaea to negotiate
autocephaly for the Serbian Church.

What happened in Nicaea was of historical importance for Serbia —
the Serbian Church was granted the status of autocephalous archbishopric,
and Sava was ordained as its first archbishop. The extensive descriptions of
the event by both of Sava’s biographers, Domentijan and Teodosije, match
up in many respects. Both claim that the central figures were Emperor The-
odore I Laskaris and Sava, who obviously headed the Serbian embassy. Sava,
who was received with great respect and honours, told the Emperor of Ser-
bia’s troubles caused by her not having her own archbishop, and asked him
pleadingly to order the Patriarch to ordain one of the attendant ecclesiastics
as archbishop. The Emperor believed that Sava himself was the worthiest of
the office, and Sava agreed, albeit after some prodding. The rite of ordina-
tion was performed by Patriarch Manuel Sarantenos, erroneously referred
as Germanos by the biographers, and in the presence of Emperor Theodore.
As Domentijan puts it, Sava was ordained as archbishop “by the hand of
His All-Holiness Patriarch of Constantinople Germanos and by the com-
mand of the Emperor Kyr Theodore Laskaris”.*7

7 Domentijan, 217—222; Domentijan Translation, 113-117; Teodosije, 126—131; Teo-
dosije Translation, 122—125. For basic literature, Cf. Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”,
120,n. 87.
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It has been widely accepted that Sava was instrumental for the suc-
cess of the mission.”® It is beyond doubt, however, that it was a diplomatic
and ecclesiastical step undertaken as part of a policy agreed upon between,
and led by, sometimes literally jointly, the two sons of Stefan Nemanja.
It may even be assumed that Sava’s embassy to Nicaea was preceded by
an exchange of letters between Stefan Nemanji¢ and Theodore Laskaris.*?
The leadership of Serbia were wise enough to realize that ecclesiastical
independence could not be obtained from the Archbishopric of Ohrid,
since some bishoprics in Serbia were under its jurisdiction. Nicaea, on the
other hand, could gladly meet Serbia’s aspirations, seeing such a gesture as
a proper way of continuing the political and ecclesiastical ideology of the
shattered Empire of the Romans. Nicaea confirmed her right to this ideo-
logical legacy, and Serbia significantly elevated her international position
and prestige.°

The obtainment of autocephaly from Nicaea and Prince Radoslav’s
marriage to Ana Doukaina, the daughter of the ruler of Epiros, should be
viewed as a consistent expression of Serbia’s balanced policy towards the
politically fragmented Byzantine world. Serbia needed to preserve good re-
lations with all of them, to get each of them to help her achieve her goals
which were realistic and attainable, and which certainly were of vital im-
portance for her. There is no doubt that Stefan and Sava pursued a wide-
ranging and flexible policy, and the results of such a political strategy were
soon visible. On the other hand, Serbia’s Byzantine partners — Epiros and
Nicaea, in competition for the Constantinopolitan legacy and threatened by

'8 This has been clearly outlined by JoanisTarnanidis, “Koliko je sv. Sava kao li¢nost
mogao da utie na avtokefalnost srpske crkve”, in Vojislav Djurié, ed., Sava Nemanjic
— sveti Sava, istorija i predanje: medjunarodni naucni skup, decembar 1976 (Belgrade: Ser-
bian Academy of Sciences and Arts, 1979), 55-63.

19 Cf. Stanoje Stanojevié, “Sveti Sava i nezavisnost srpske crkve”, Glas SKA 161 (1934),
220—223; Djoko SlijepCevi¢, Istorija srpske pravosiavne crkeve I (Munich: Iskra, 1962), 87;
Tarnanidis, “Koliko je sv. Sava”, 58; Obolenski, Sest vizantijskih portreta, 154, 1. 146.

2 The twofold effect of this important act is highlighted by Obolenski (Sesz vizanti-
Jskib portreta, 155 F): “Eager to prove their claim to the Byzantine succession, Nicaean
authorities saw the Slavic peoples in Eastern Europe as not only their natural but also
necessary allies. By granting ecclesiastical privileges to Serbia, Bulgaria, and Russia,
the emperors of Nicaea achieved two objectives: they strengthened the loyalty of these
churches to the Patriarchate, and gained precious support against the challenge posed
by the rulers of Epiros.” As for Serbia, she now had a church which was “de facto if not
entirely de jure autocephalous, which immensely increased her international prestige
and status. King Stefan the First-Crowned himself strengthened the ties with the ruler
of Nicaea, recognized by most Greeks and Slavs as the lawful Emperor of Byzantium.”
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the Latins and the Bulgarians — necessarily sought to secure support from
the rising Serbian power.?*

Sava could obtain autocephaly for the Serbian Church, as the neces-
sary spiritual counterpart of the Serbian Kingdom, only from Nicaea, the
seat of the Ecumenical Patriarchate at the time. And the holders of power
in Nicaea did not miss the opportunity to expand their influence. But, as has
already been pointed out, it was the Emperor, Theodore I Laskaris, rather
than the Patriarch, who played the leading role in receiving, and conferring
honours on, the Serbian spiritual leader. It was him who first conversed
with Sava, and it was him who made the decision with which the Patriarch
concurred. As so many times in Byzantine history, the Church abided by
the reason of State.

'That the Byzantine world primarily saw Sava’s success in Nicaea as a
political phenomenon belonging to the realm of state interest can be seen
from the conduct of Epiros. Of course, Demetrios Chomatenos, the Arch-
bishop who lost jurisdiction over the Serbian Church, vehemently protested
and cited violation of canon law (in May 1220). But, on the other hand, even
before this vehement reaction, Theodore Angelos had given his consent to
another contravention of canon law: the engagement, and then marriage,
of his daughter Ana to Radoslav (in late 1219 and early 1220 respectively).
'Thus, Chomatenos’ somewhat belated reaction remained restricted to ca-
nonical issues. The discrepant attitudes of the two Epirote loci of power
were undoubtedly facilitated by the fact that the Archbishopric of Ohrid,
although the most important Church in Epiros, was not the state church
in the sense in which the Church of Nicaea and, from that time on, the
Church of Serbia were.** The only reason Theodore I was crowned emperor
by the Archbishop of Ohrid was that the Metropolitan of Thessalonike,
Constantine Mesopotamites, refused to do it in spite of all pressures, claim-
ing that the Empire and the Patriarchate had already existed.?3

Political interest, i.e. raison d¥état, also determined the conduct of
the Serbian side in church relations within the Orthodox triangle Nicaea—
Epiros—Serbia. Obvious both prior and immediately before the decisive
year of 1219, Serbia’s effort to maintain good relations with both Greek

21 The rivalry between Epiros and Nicaea is discussed at length by Stavridu-Zafraka,
Nixauarar HreipogTov, but apart from a few cursory facts, this useful book accords no
special attention to the position of Serbia between the two opposing sides.

22 In the early thirteenth century, there were several mutually independent ecclesiastical
centres in Epiros: Ohrid (autocephalous archbishopric), Naupaktos (metropolitanate),
Thessalonike (metropolitanate), Kerkyra (metropolitanate); Cf. Nicol, Zhe Despotate of
Epiros, 77 ff.

23 Cf. Stavridu-Zafraka, Nikoakoar Hreipogtov, 71 fI.
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states did not abate; it remained a political constant. Its spiritual component
was not a conditio sine qua non, even though a crucial role in it was played
by a spiritual leader, Sava. By the way, Chomatenos himself, in his already
mentioned statement about Sava’s neglect of monastic vows, observed that
the spiritual dream of the leading Serbian figure could not hide the political
motivation of his approach.

If it might have seemed in 1219/20, and especially after Chomatenos’
protest, that Serbia had turned to Nicaea, and primarily for ecclesiastical
reasons, reality soon proved to be more complex than that. The establish-
ment of marital ties between the ruling houses of Serbia and Epiros did
not go without effect. Whether a mere coincidence or not, the Epirote son-
in-law Radoslav became, probably soon afterwards, the co-ruler of Serbia
with his father, King Stefan Nemanji¢.># As the King himself pointed out,
he issued his second charter to Zi¢a: “with Our most beloved firstborn son
Radoslav, whom We have blessed as King of all of this state.”s This was a
novelty in the structure of supreme authority but then again the royal title
itself was a novelty. Therefore, positing a direct causal link between Rado-
slav’s marriage and his new title would seem too bold, especially because
he, as the King’s firstborn son, was destined for the highest honours. But, as
some of Radoslav’s subsequent actions show, it is certain that his marital ties
with the house of Angelos could only contribute to good relations between
Serbia and Epiros. The stage for further developments was set. Taking this
as the point of departure, and in order to present a comprehensive picture
of relations between Serbia, on the one hand, and Epiros and Nicaea, on
the other, in the period between the obtainment of autocephaly and Rado-
slav’s accession, we shall now turn to two particularly significant points: 1)
relationship between Sava and Radoslav; and 2) the royal ideology of the
wall-painting in the monastery of Mileseva.

1) As is well known, Serbian historiography had long assumed, at
times even claimed with certainty, that the reason for the Archbishop Sava’s
long journey in the Christian East in 1229 was his discontent with the
Grecophile policy of the new king, Stefan Radoslav. The assumption was,
however, inferred from a somewhat later correspondence between King Ra-
doslav and the Archbishop of Ohrid, Demetrios Chomatenos, concerning

24 For a comprehensive overview of how the notion of such a status of Radoslav grew to
maturity, see Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”, 123-126.

25 Dusan Sindik, “Jedna ili dve Zicke povelje?”, Istorijski casopis 14-15 (1965), 312 and,
for comments on the meaning of this formula, 312 ff; Dusan Sindik, “O savladarstvu
kralja Stefana Radoslava”, Istorijski casopis 35 (1988), 23—29.



46 Balcanica XLV (2014)

some canonical matters, and from the even later signature Zrépavog pré o
Aovkac.?®

'The fallaciousness of the arguments explaining a chronologically ear-
lier phenomenon via a later one set aside, it is clear today that none of these
arguments is valid in the proposed sense. Sava’s biographers give no ground
whatsoever for speculating on Sava’s indisposition towards King Radoslav
at the time of his departure for the Holy Land. On the contrary, they high-
light the harmonious relationship between the uncle and the nephew, with-
out giving us any reason to doubt the truth of their claims.?” The alleged
correspondence between King Radoslav and Chomatenos has been brought
into question both in recent and older studies, be it by casting doubt on
its authenticity or, at least, by challenging its usefulness for drawing infer-
ences about the main directions of the King’s foreign policy.?® As for the
signature containing the name Doukas, its very date (Radoslav was already
a king in exile) a priori reduces the possibility of speaking of its political sig-
nificance.? Its ideological significance, on the other hand, is unquestionable
and far more important than any possible link it might have had with what

26 Cf. Jirecek, Istorija 1, 172 ff; Laskaris, Vizantiske princeze, 4; Stanojevi¢, “Sv. Sava i
nezavisnost srpske crkve”, 242 and 245 ff; Stanoje Stanojevi¢, Sveti Sava (Belgrade:
Drzavna $tamparija Kraljevine Jugoslavije, 1935), 62 and 73 ff; Stanoje Stanojevi¢, “Kralj
Uro$ I”, Godisnjica Nikole C’upz’c’a 44 (1935), 1=3; Istorija naroda Jugosiavije 1, (Belgrade:
Prosveta, 1953), 308 ff and 316 (B. Ferjancic); Konstantinos Varzos, H yevealoyia 1@v
Kopvevaw 11, (Thessaloniki: Kévtpo Bulavtivav Epevvav, 1984), 569, n. 61.

27 Domentijan, 262; Domentijan Translation, 150; Teodosije, 166; Teodosije Transla-
tion, 159. Cf. Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”, 137, n. 63 (literature).

28 Its authenticity was called into question by Filaret Grani¢, “Odgovori ohridskog arhi-
episkopa Dimitrija Homatijana na pitanja srpskog kralja Radoslava”, Svetosavski zbornik
2 (1938), 150-152 ff, and Nikola Radojci¢, “Sveti Sava i avtokefalnost srpske i bugarske
crkve”, Glas SKA 179 (1939) 42, n. 1. For views that do not question the authenticity of
the correspondence, but do not consider it proof either of Radoslav’s Grecophilia or of
his submission to Chomatenos’ authority, Cf. Slijepcevi¢, Istorija 1, 104 ff; Dusan Kasi¢,
“Sveti Sava’, in Srpska pravoslavna crkva 1219—1969: spomenica o 750-godisnjici auto-
kefalnosti (Belgrade: Sveti arhijerejski sinod Srpske pravoslavne crkve,1969), 28; Sima
Cirkovi¢, “Pravoslavna crkva u srednjovekovnoj srpskoj drzavi”, in Srpska pravoeslavna
crkva 1219—1969, 40; Istorija srpskog naroda 1, 321 (D. Bogdanovi¢); Obolenski, Sest
vizantiskih portreta,164; Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”, 135 fF.

29 The charter of 4 February 1234 has several editions: Franc Miklosich, Monumenta
Serbica spectantia bistoriam Serbiae, Bosnae, Ragusii (Vienna 1858), 19; Tadija Smiciklas,
Codex diplomaticus regni Croatiae, Dalmatiae et Slavoniae 111 (Zagreb 1906),no. 342; Ale-
ksandar Solovjev, Odabrani spomenici srpskog prava — od XII do kraja XV veka (Belgrade:
Izdavacka knjizarnica Gece Kona, 1926), no. 18. Radoslav is addressed as Zrégavog 6
Aovxkag in Chomatenos’ famous letter too, Cf. Pitra, Analectasacra, no. 180, col. 686. On
account of the “tardiness” of the signature, Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”, 132—134,
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was the current political orientation. The fact that Radoslav issued the coin-
age bearing the name Doukas, thereby emulating his grandfather Alexios
IIT Angelos and not some other contemporary emperor of the Romans,3° as
well as the fact that this name had been used much earlier on his engage-
ment ring, mean nothing more than that he was proud of his descent from
the imperial family.3* This was in full conformity with the Byzantine tradi-
tion and did not imply any particular political attitude.

2) Apart from the usual portraits of Constantine the Great and his
mother Helena, there is in the monastery of Mileseva the portrait of yet
another Byzantine emperor, which is quite unusual in Serbian monumental
painting. His attire is identical to Constantine’s, but the fresco is damaged
around the head and the identifying inscription is illegible, which has given
rise to a number of different suggestions as to the emperor’s identity.3* What
seems certain, however, is that the presence of this portrait did not come as
the result of relations existing in the sphere of practical politics, but rather
that it was a materialization of a more general ideological vision of the hi-
erarchy of rulers, and in an area which was especially important to Serbia
and her ruling dynasty. This approach, which the Byzantine world would
have found so easy to understand, is of especial importance for grasping the
reality of relations in the triangle Serbia—Epiros—Nicaea.

Various attempts to determine the identity of the imperial figure
portrayed in Mileseva have apparently ended in identifying the emperor
as John III Vatatzes (1222—1254).33 This identification is favoured by the
youthful appearance of the portrayed figure — for Vatatzes was thirty or
a little younger at the accession — and by the prestige Nicaea gained in
Serbia by having granted autocephaly to her Church. The reigning emperor
of Nicaea or, from a formal legal standpoint, of the Roman Empire, would
therefore figure in MileSeva as the supreme, ideal protector of the Serbian
Church. This seems to carry even more weight in the light of a recently
proposed hypothesis that the first Serbian Archbishop, Sava, was the true

points to a more general ideological rather than political background to this form of
address.

3 Cf. Laskaris, Vizantiske princeze, 44—46; Marko Popovi¢, “Nalazi novea kralja Stefana
Radoslava®, Novopazarski zbornik 1 (1977), 40=44.

31 On the ring, see Franjo Barisi¢, “Veridbeni prsten kraljevica Stefana Duke (Rado-
slava Nemanjica)”, Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 18 (1978), 257—268. On the
betrothal and the wedding, Cf. Kisas, “O vremenu sklapanja braka”, 131-139.

32 Cf. Ferjan¢i¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”, 128-130.
33 For the most recent paper on this issue, see Vojislav J. Djuri¢, “Srpska dinastija i Vi-

zantija na freskama u manastiru MileSevi”, Zograf 22 (1992), 13—27, and specifically on
the identification of the Emperor John III Vatatzes, 19—20.



48 Balcanica XLV (2014)

architect behind the construction and fresco programme of Mileseva, the
foundation whose creation may best be explained by its intended purpose as
the archiepiscopal mausoleum.3#

However convincing, and hence widely accepted, the proposed in-
terpretation may seem, it is not the only possible one. Given the fact that
Byzantine emperors, except Constantine the Great, were not portrayed in
Serbian medieval painting, it is reasonable to assume that the Mileseva ex-
ception depicted an emperor held to be of special consequence in the eyes of
the Nemanji¢.3s When it comes to Nicaea’s merits, the young John Vatatzes
in the early years of his reign could not be a “rival” to Theodore I Laskaris.
If the young age of the depicted person is an undisputable fact, the latter
would, due to his age, have to have been represented in a different way after
the illustrious year of 1219, i.e. with a much longer and more prominent
beard. Of course, such iconographic details could not be taken as relevant if
the portrayed person is not the Emperor of Nicaea, but some other, either
contemporary or close to the date of the fresco. But, is such a hypothesis
deducible at all?

On the north wall of the narthex, exactly opposite the mysterious
emperor, is the portrait of Stefan the First-Crowned in royal attire, with
a partially preserved inscription describing him as “son of Saint Simeon
Nemanja, son-in-law of the Greek Kyr Alexios”.3¢ In this way Stefan, some
twenty years after the downfall of Alexios III Angelos (1203), continued
the tradition set by the circular inscription in the dome of the monastery
of Studenica (1208/9), where Nemanja himself is posthumously referred to
as “svat [father-in-law of the daughter] of the Greek Emperor Alexios” five
years after the latter’s downfall.3” Radoslav would also continue this tradi-

34 Ibid. 23—25.

35'The uniqueness of the Mile$eva portrait is not contradicted by the fact that the Byzan-
tine emperors Andronikos II, Andronikos IIT and John V were portrayed in the narthex
of the katholikon of the Monastery of Hilandar. For these portraits and their meaning,
see Gordana Babi¢, “Tkonografski program Zivopisa u pripratama crkava kralja Milu-
tina”, in Vizantijska umetnost pocethom XIV veka (Belgrade: Filozofski fakultet, 1978),
and her text in Istorija srpskog narodal, 480 fI. The three emperors were also portrayed in
an Athonite church, which is to say in the territory of the Empire and under the general
jurisdiction of the Patriarchate of Constantinople (from 1312). In making concrete
political moves in that area, the Serbian rulers Milutin and Dusan were always care-
ful to take into account the concrete imperial and ecclesiastical rights of Byzantium.
Mileseva, situated in the middle of Serbia, was completely unaffected by corresponding
ideological connotations.

3¢ Djuri¢, “Srpska dinastija i Vizantija”, 18.
37 Cf. Ljubomir Maksimovi¢, “L'idéologie du souverain dans I'Etat serbe et la construc-
tion de Studenica’, in Vojislav Koraé, ed., Studenica i vizantijska umetnost oko 1200.
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tion of invoking Alexios III, albeit in a slightly different manner. He would
issue the coinage modelled after that of Alexios, occasionally mentioning St
Constantine, just as his grandfather had. In Mileseva, Radoslav is depicted
next to his father Stefan, wearing the crown of a co-ruler, but the inscription
is not legible any more.3® Therefore the question remains unanswered: do
the first Serbian king and his heir stand facing the emperor, their father-in-
law and grandfather respectively, to whom the dynasty owed so much? The
dynasty which, it should not be forgotten, considered itself virtually from
the very beginning as self-governing and hence de facto independent of the
rulers of Epiros and Nicaea.3?

Both issues discussed above show — and that is why we have dwelt
on them a little longer — that the scarcity and incompleteness of the avail-
able sources may require that a note of relativity be introduced into the
discussion. Yet, from whatever aspect the overall situation is looked at, there
is no corroborative evidence for the claim that Serbian policy towards Ni-
caea or Epiros, shaped by Sava to a large extent, gave a preference to one or
the other claimant to the Byzantine legacy. The key to understanding the
whole situation is the ideological and statehood legacy of Byzantium after
its disintegration in 1204.

In that divided and fragmented world — without taking into ac-
count the distant and quite distinct Trebizond which staked no claim to
universal Roman dominion — for almost twenty years there was only one
orthodox emperor, in Nicaea, and one ecumenical patriarch at his side. It
was therefore understandable — moreover, it could not be any other way —
that Sava looked to Nicaea in matters that were considered to fall under the
jurisdiction of the emperor and/or the patriarch. When it came to political
matters, however, the approach was far more pragmatic.

'The situation became more complex when, after 1225/6, another em-
peror, albeit without a patriarch at his side, arose in Thessalonike: Radoslav’s
father-in-law, Theodore Doukas Angelos.+> Serbia’s reaction to the new

godine: medjunarodni naucni skup povodom Soo godina manastira Studenice i stogodisnjice
SANU, septembarrg86 (Belgrade: Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts, 1988), 44 ff
(with earlier literature).

38 Cf. Gordana Babi¢, “Vladislav na ktitorskom portretu u naosu Mileseve”, in Vojislav
Djuri¢, ed., Mileseva u istoriji srpskog naroda: medjunarodni naucnu skup povodom sedam i
po vekova postojanja, 1985 (Belgrade: Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts, 1987), 14;
Djuri¢, “Srpska dinastija i Vizantija”, 18, and fig. 5.

39 Cf. Maksimovi¢, “L'idéologie du souverain”, 36.

4 Theodore Doukas Angelos seized Thessalonike towards the end of 1224, but was
proclaimed emperor later, towards the end of 1225 or sometime in 1226, perhaps even
after September 1226, and was crowned only in late May or early June 1227. For this
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situation had to be cautious and flexible. Although no details of a consistent
conduct are known, Sava’s journey to the East in 1229/30 provides a good
glimpse of what its essence was.

Having made his pilgrimage to the holy Christian places in Pales-
tine, the Serbian Archbishop left for Nicaea, and then, on his way home,
visited Thessalonike. The political motivation of such an itinerary, meant to
express respect to both important Greco-Byzantine centres, is quite obvi-
ous. The warm reception with which Sava was met in both was not only a
sign of respect for his person; it was also an expression of concurrence with
Serbia’s balanced political approach, i.e. an attempt to exert an influence on
it. According to Domentijan’s extensive, and Teodosije’s somewhat more
concise, account, the expressions of goodwill towards Sava were numerous,
and generously supported.+* A remark made by Teodosije deserves special
attention: UHOrA4 X€ HAE Bh AWEEH H Eh UHPK EAATOTRCTOROLIOY ParocAAROY KpAAK
Ch HHLH MPEESIEATH LAk H MHTPOMOAHTh CReToLIoy HZraaroaacta [ The emperor and
the metropolitan spoke much to the holy man [Sava] about the devout king
Radoslav living in love and peace with them].+?

'This remark has already been discussed in scholarship and interpreted
in the light of the difficult position Emperor Theodore was in at the time
of Sava’s visit; namely, shortly before his conflict with the Bulgarians which
ended in his shattering defeat at the Battle of Klokotnitsa in 1230.43 We
believe, however, that a different interpretation may be offered, since, as we
have already mentioned, all indications in the sources suggest that the ruler
of Epiros, unlike the Archbishop of Ohrid, was friendly disposed to Serbia.
In this perspective, it may be indicative that during Sava’s visit to Thessalo-
nike Theodore was not in company with Demetrios Chomatenos, who had
crowned the ruler of Epiros, but with the Metropolitan of Thessalonike. It
is believed today that just as indicative is the chronology of changes on the
throne: some time after the fall of Emperor Theodore of Thessalonike, his
son-in-law, Radoslav, was also deposed.*4

On the other hand, the difference in the way in which Domentijan
and Teodosije, accurately quoting the basic regnal titles, refer to the rulers

dating, after much controversy in Byzantine studies, see Stavridu-Zafraka, Nikaiakat
Hrneipogtov, 69—71 (with earlier literature).

+ Domentijan, 276—279; Domentijan Translation, 161 ff; Teodosije, 171 and 173; Teo-
dosije Translation, 163 and 165. Cf. comments by Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”,
1377139.

+ Teodosije, 173.

43 Stanojevié, Sveti Sava, 72; Slijepcevi¢, Istorija 1, 114; Mirjana Zivojinovi¢, “O bo-
ravcima svetog Save u Solunu”, Istorijski éasopis 24 (1977), 70 fE.

+ Cf. Ferjanci¢, “Srbija i vizantijski svet”,139.
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mentioned in connection with Sava’s journey may also be of some signifi-
cance. For Domentijan, Emperor John Vatatzes, his predecessor Theodore
Laskaris and King Radoslav are pious, while Emperor Theodore Doukas is
a friend (of Sava’s).#5 For Teodosije, Emperor John Vatatzes and King Ra-
doslav are devout, while no epithets are attributed to the emperors John II
Asen and Theodore Doukas.#® It should be noted that in 1243 Domentijan
concludes Sava’s Life with the statement that he has written it in the reign
of “devout Emperor Kyr Kaloioannis of Greece”, just as he will conclude
Nemanja’s Life in 1264 with the statement that he has written it in the reign
of “devout Greek Emperor Kyr Michael Palaiologos.”#

The key to understanding Teodosije’s remark on the talks in Thes-
salonike would, therefore, lie in the ideological sphere rather than in the
sphere of so-called Realpolitik. In other words, Theodore Doukas Angelos
in all likelihood advised Sava that Serbia recognize his ascension to the
imperial throne. What such a demand might have entailed is an open ques-
tion, but making assumptions is an unrewarding task, unnecessary in fact;
for the Battle of Klokotnitsa solved any dilemma that there may have been.
When King Vladislav, protégé of the Bulgarian Emperor John II Asen,
made his appearance on the stage, Serbia’s relations with Epiros and Nicaea
were temporarily relegated to the background. Consequently, there are no
original reports on such relations from the period of his reign. But, some
kind of Sava’s political legacy seems to have lived on in the fact that King
Uro$ I pursued a pragmatic policy of balance of power towards Epiros and
Nicaea.

UDC 94(497.11:495)"12"
9298ava Nemanji¢
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he letter that St Sava of Serbia while on his pilgrimage to Jerusalem
sent to Spyridon, abbot of the monastery of Studenica, contains the
following lines: “And here is what I've found in this place; I'm giving you,
as a blessing;, a little cross, to wear it as a memento, and a little belt, for I've
laid it onto the Sepulchre. Pray with this cross, wear it always round your
neck, even if you have another icon, wear it always. And the little belt, put it
on, let it always be around your hips, for I've laid it onto the Sepulchre, the
little belt, and the little cross. And I've put together such a prayer that I wish
to God every Christian may pray for me in that way! And I'm giving you
the little towel I've been given here, now I'm giving it to you as a blessing
for your soul and body. And a little stone, which I've found, to serve many
a need of yours, and for you to carry it on you.”* Even though this reference
to the eulogiae that St Sava acquired in the Holy Land is the only such in
medieval Serbian religious practice and offers variously interesting informa-
tion, it has not elicited much scholarly attention.* Therefore, Sava’s eulogiae
by all means deserve a separate essay.
'The topic at hand needs to be placed in a broader context, the context
of the centuries-old Christian custom of making pilgrimages to the Holy

* Sveti Sava, Sabrani spisi [ Collected Writings], ed. D. Bogdanovi¢ (Belgrade: Prosveta
& SKZ, 1986), 138; Sava’s Epistle to abbot Spyridon was preserved in a transcript in the
now lost fifteenth-century Paterikon of the monastery of Velika Remeta, and is known
owing to the edition by Gj. Danic¢i¢, “Poslanica sv. Save arhiepiskopa srpskoga iz Jeru-
salima u Studenicu igumanu Spiridonu”, Starine JAZUIV (1872), 230—231.

* See the preface of D. Bogdanovi¢ to the Collected Writings of St Sava, 19; T.]ova}novié,
ed., Sveta zemlja u srpskoj knjizevnosti od XIII do kraja XVIII veka (Belgrade: Cigoja,
2007), 10.
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Land. Its original meaning, essentially unchanged since its inception, is the
need for an “exile”, a temporary abandonment of one’s own identity and
everyday habits in pursuit of holiness and closeness with the divine. There
have been in the Christian world many /oca sancta, places of extraordinary
charisma where the divine force is believed to manifest itself more potently.
'The most highly revered of them all was the Holy Land, the space made sa-
cred through the presence of Christ himself, and through the actions of the
leading protagonists of biblical history. A special status, needless to say, was
enjoyed by Jerusalem, a scene of biblical history, a city where the historical
memory of Christians was transformed into an eternal, eschatological real-
ity. Scores of pilgrims from all corners of the world who, over the centuries,
embarked onto the long and hazardous journey to the Holy Land were led
by the firm belief in the possibility of immediate, physical contact with the
past and sanctity. This belief opened the way for their empathic participa-
tion in the events of biblical history and their “real” partaking in the mystery
of the Incarnation and Passion of Christ.3

Pilgrims to the Holy Land were not just partakers in sanctity.
They believed they could take “pieces of sanctity” with them back home.
These “pieces” were distinctive souvenirs known as eulogiae or “blessings”
(benedictiones).* The notion itself was quite broad. The eulogia could be im-
material and consist in contact with a relic — through kissing, prostrating
or any other form of physical contact. It has already been remarked that,
unlike the modern tourist whose main motive is “sightseeing”, what the
medieval pilgrim considered important was not only the visual but also the
tactile aspect of his journey. Exemplary in that sense is the statement of
Paulinus of Nola that the “principal motive which draws people to Jerusa-
lem is the desire to see and touch the places where Christ was present in the

3 From the ample literature on Christian pilgrimage, see B. Kétting, Peregrinatio religiosa:
Wallfabrten in der Antike und das Pilgerwesen in der alten Kirche (Munster: Regensberg,
1950); E. D. Hunt, Holy Land Pilgrimage in the Later Roman Empire (A.D. 3 12—460)
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1982); P. Maraval, Lieusx saints et pélerinages d’Orient. Histoire
et géographie des origines i la conquéte arabe (Paris: Editions du Cerf, 1985); The Blessings
of Pilgrimage, ed. R. Ousterhout (Urbana & Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 1990);
A. M. Talbot, “Byzantine Pilgrimage to the Holy Land from the Eight to the Fifteenth
Century”, in The Sabaitic Heritage in the Orthodox Church from the Fifth Century to the
Present, ed. ]. Patrich (Leuven: Peteers Publishers, 2001), 97—110; see also the thematic
block in DOP 56 (2002).

+ On eulogiae, see B. Bagatti, “Eulogie Palestinesi’, OCP 15 (1949), 126—166; Maraval,
Lieux saints, 237—241; G. Vikan, “Byzantine Pilgrim’s Art”, in Heaven on Earth: Art
and the Church in Byzantium, ed. L. Safran (Pennsylvania State University Press, 1998),
229—266; C. Hahn, Strange Beauty. Issues in the Making and Meaning of Reliquaries, 400—
circa 1204 (Pennsylvania State University Press, 2012), 8—23 and passim.
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body”.5 Yet, eulogiae as a rule belonged to material reality: natural matter
such as earth, dust, water or stone, or substances in everyday use such as oil
and wax. Unlike the relics in the narrow sense, where the possibility of their
being broken into smaller pieces was limited, and so was their distribution,
eulogiae — “secondary relics” consecrated through contact with “true” rel-
ics — could be endlessly multiplied, thereby becoming available to broad
layers of people. The theological doctrine of God’s power being present in
each and every particle of the matter that had been in contact with a relic lay
at the heart of the belief in the miraculous, notably prophylactic and heal-
ing, powers of eulogiae. How strong and widespread this belief was can be
seen from the fact that relics and eulogiae became part of everyday life and
an important ingredient of popular piety already in early Christian times.®
Convincing proofs of the powerful spiritual experience of the pilgrim who
possessed them, and of his exceptional status of a “chosen person”, these
objects travelled all around the Christian world, at times in quite simple,
unadorned “containers”. Yet, the need to ensure that pilgrims can take them
home with them gave rise, in the vicinity of some holy places, to entire
industries of cult objects — such as leaden or terracotta ampullae, votive
plaques and stamps with appropriate inscriptions and images — commonly
termed “pilgrimage art”.”

St Sava of Serbia (1175/6-1236), the first head of the autocepha-
lous Serbian Church and one of the most remarkable figures of the Eastern
Christian world in the early decades of the thirteenth century, was well
aware of the manifold significance of pilgrimage to the Holy Land, to which
his biographers left us more than one enlightening reference. Programmatic
in character is the statement of his first biographer, Domentijan (Domen-
tianos), that Sava set two paths for his “fatherland” to follow: besides the

5 Translation of the sources in J. Wilkinson, Jerusalem Pilgrims before the Crusades
(Warminster: Aris & Phillips, 1977), 40.

¢ Vikan, “Byzantine Pilgrim’s Art”, 229—236; G. Frank, “Loca Sancta, Souvenirs and
the Art of Memory”, in Pélerinages et lieux saints dans lantiquité et le moyen dge. Meé-
lange offert & P Maraval, eds. B. Caseau, J.-C. Cheynet & V. Déroche (Paris: Travaux et
Mémoirs. Association des amis du Centre d’histoire et civilisation de Byzance, 2006),
193—201; A. J. Wharton, Selling Jerusalem. Relics, Replicas, Theme Parks (University of
Chicago Press, 2006); B. Leyerle, “Pilgrim Eulogiae and Domestic Rituals”, Archiv fiir
Religionsgeschichte 10 (2008), 223—237; D. Krueger, “The Religion of Relics in Late An-
tiquity and Byzantium”, in Treasures of Heaven. Saints, Relics, and Devotion in Medieval
Europe, eds. M. Bagnoli et al. (New Haven & London 2011), 5-17.

7 A. Grabar, Ampoules de Terre Sainte (Paris: C. Klincksieck, 1958); C. Hahn, “Loca
Sancta Souvenirs: Sealing the Pilgrim’s Experience”, in Ousterhout, ed., Blessings of Pil-
grimage, 85—96; G. Vikan, Early Byzantine Pilgrimage Art, rev. ed. (Washington D.C.:
Dumbarton Oaks, 2010) (with a bibliography).
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“large and wide” path to Mount Athos, he “restored the most glorious path
to Jerusalem, ever preparing all for heavenly life ... desiring that all may be
brought to the heavenly kingdom”.® In this way the learned writer empha-
sizes the notion of Jerusalem as the supreme model of sacredness — a mes-
sianic city and a link between Old and New Testament history — as well
as the role of that model in the process of sanctifying a collectivity, i.e. of
creating a “perfect”, historically legitimate people.? The notion of Jerusalem
at the heart of which lies the idea of the heavenly city — eschatological
and soteriological in its nature and ultimate purpose — had its physical
counterpart, the real Jerusalem and its holy places and relics. According to
the biographers, Sava of Serbia had a “genuine desire” to make a pilgrimage
to the holy city, and to “honour the saving and life-giving tomb of Christ
our God, and all other holy places”.*® It is worth noting that Sava’s motive
for pilgrimage was interpreted in terms of the original Christian idea of
peregrinatio: as a distinctive form of “exile” which involves leaving one’s own
local environment and abandoning all that is “one’s own” to offer venera-
tion to the holy places. It is exactly in these terms that Domentijan’s claim
should be understood that Sava thought of himself as being a “stranger on
earth”, which was the reason why he decided to follow Christ and to make a
pilgrimage to Jerusalem and its holy places, i.e. “to live through this treach-
erous life and to suffer at least a little in emulation of his Lord”."*

Sava of Serbia made two pilgrimages to the Holy Land, in 1229 and
1234/5. His first journey has recently been given a detailed study, consider-
ably expanding our knowledge about not only his itinerary, the holy places

# Domentijan, Zivot Svetoga Save i Zivot Swetoga Simeona, ed. R. Marinkovi¢ (Belgrade:
SKZ, 1988), 65 and 197.

9 From the ample literature on the issue, see B. Kithnel, From the Earthly to the Heavenly
Jerusalem (Freiburg: Herder, 1987); B. Flusin, “Construire une nouvelle Jérusalem: Con-
stantinople et les reliques”, in L'Orient dans I'histoire religieuse de I’Europe. L'invention
des origines, ed. M. A. Amir-Moezzi & J. Scheid (Turnhout: Brepols, 2000), 51—70; R.
Ousterhout, “Sacred Geographies and Holy Cities: Constantinople as Jerusalem”, in
Ierotopiia. Sozdanie sakral’'nykh prostranstv v Vizantii i drevnei Rusi, ed. A. M. Lidov
(Moscow: Indrik, 2006), 98—116; A. M. Lidov, “Tserkov’ Bogomateri Farosskoi”, in
Ierotopiia. Prostranstvennyie ikony i obrazy-paradigmy v vizantiiskoi kul’ture (Moscow:
Feoriia, 2009), 71-110; on the mechanism of “translating Jerusalem” in the process of
creating medieval capital cities, including Belgrade, see J. Erdeljan, “Beograd kao Novi
Jerusalim. Razmisljanja o recepciji jednog toposa u doba despota Stefana Lazarevi¢a”,
ZRVI 43 (2006), 97—110.

* Domentijan, Zivot, 170; Teodosije, Zitija, ed. D. Bogdanovi¢ (Belgrade: SKZ, 1988),
223.

1" Domentijan, Zivot, 170—171; on the original notion of pilgrimage, Cf. the literature
cited in n. 3 above.
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he visited and the persons he met but also about the influence his firsthand
experiences would likely have had on the Serbian architecture and art of
the period.”? At any rate, with his journeys the practice of pilgrimage to the
Holy Land was established in Serbia. In later times, this practice, along with
a sojourn on Mount Athos, became something of a pattern, a desirable if
not mandatory stage in the career of the heads of the Serbian Church.™
As the surviving sources clearly suggest, on his journeys in the East
Sava put particular effort into acquiring various valuable and holy objects —
relics, icons and sumptuous church objects — for which he obviously had a
marked affinity.™* Central to the success of his effort were the circumstances
in which the Christian world found itself after the fall of Constantinople in
1204, when the capital city’s treasures became the object of not only unprec-
edented looting but also of a very lucrative trade. The ways in which Sava
came in possession of various valuable objects are related in detail by his
biographers. In several places they mention sumptuous gifts he was given
by the prominent secular and ecclesiastical figures he met.”s No doubt the
most precious of all was a sliver of the True Cross he was given as a gift by
John III Vatatzes.'® Some of the gifts, even though they did not belong to
the category of holy objects, were highly valued because their exotic East-
ern origin made them difficult to acquire. Such were the gifts of the sultan
of Egypt: “balm oil, and a large chunk of valuable aloe wood, and sweet-
smelling Indian aromata, confections and dates.””” Yet, the sources clearly
suggest that Sava, availing himself of the wide array of “goods” offered on
the market, “collected” most of the valuables “by purchase”. Domentijan
mentions “various eastern holy objects, apostolic honours and patriarchal
attires, nice-smelling censers”."”® Teodosije (Theodosios) goes into more

2 M. Markovi¢, Prvo putovanje svetog Save u Palestinu i njegov znacaj za srpsku srednjo-
vekovnu umetnost (Belgrade: Institute for Byzantine Studies, SASA, 2009); see also B.
Miljkovié, Zitija svetog Save kao izvori za istoriju srednjovekovne umetnosti (Belgrade:
Institute for Byzantine Studies, SASA, 2008).

13 Jovanovié, ed., Sveta zemlja, 94—104.

4 D. Popovi¢, “A staurotheke of Serbian provenance in Pienza”, Zograf 36 (2012),
157-170 (with reference literature); D. Popovi¢, Relikvija Casnog krsta u srednjovekovnoj
Srbiji (in press).

15 Teodosije, 242; on the custom of gift giving and its ceremonial significance see A.
Cutler, “Gifts and Gift Exchange as Aspects of the Byzantine, Arab, and Related Econ-
omies”, DOP 55 (2001), 247—278.

16 Teodosije, Ziz‘z'ja, 227; B. Miljkovi¢, “Hilandarski Casni krst i stara manastirska stav-
roteka”, ZRVT 38 (1999/2000), 287-297.

17 Teodosije, Zitija, 242.

8 Domentijan, Zivof, 204 and 218.
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detail. Apart from speaking generally about “holy church needs”, he lists
“holy church vessels”, “holy vestments”, “golden candlesticks set with pre-
cious stones and pearls”. Sava particularly focused on acquiring relics of the
saints.” Given the Serbian archbishop’s repute, connections and financial
standing, it seems quite likely that he had plenty of opportunity to procure
some really precious relics of proven origin and authenticity.

'The ultimate purpose of Sava’s systematic collecting of Christian ob-
jects and relics during his journeys in the East is described by Teodosije:
“the holy archbishop, if he found something honourable or holy, he would
buy it, intending to take it to his fatherland”. Sava’s motives for these ac-
quisitions should be interpreted in a broader context, above all in the light
of his wish to furnish the ruling Nemanji¢ family’s newly-built founda-
tions with prestigious church objects and relics. On the other hand, given
that the archbishop was familiar with the higher, theological significance
and ideological function of ars sacra objects, it cannot be a coincidence that
he put particular effort into procuring highly-venerated Christian relics.
'The purpose of his undertaking can perhaps be most clearly read from the
testamentary instruction he gave on his deathbed in Turnovo, that the col-
lected valuables be taken to Studenica — the royal mausoleum, and to Zica
— the cathedral and coronation church, i.e. two major state and dynasty
centres of Serbia at the time.?° The highest point of the programmatic use
of relics to emphasize the sacral legitimacy of the Nemanji¢ dynasty was
the programme carried out at Zi¢a, which involved the most highly vener-
ated Christian relics — those associated with Christ, the Virgin, St John
the Baptist, and other eminent protagonists of biblical history.2* As is well
known, in the context of a new balance of power that was emerging after
the demise of Byzantium (1204), such programmes had a particular signifi-
cance. The “transfer of sanctity”, in its various forms, served the purpose of
confirming royal identity, dynastic representation and the legitimacy of the
new polities that emerged on the ruins of the Empire of the Romans.*?

19 Teodosije, Zitija, 246—248.
20 ITbid.

2t D. Popovi¢, “Sacrae reliquiae Spasove crkve u Zi&”, Pod okriljem svetosti. Kult svetih
vladara i relikvija u srednjovekovnoj Srbiji (Belgrade: Institute for Balkan Studies, SASA,
2006), 207—232; Popovi¢, Relikvije C’asnag krsta.

22 From the ample literature on the subject, see B. Flusin, “Les reliques de la Sainte-
Chapelle et leur passé impérial 2 Constantinople®, in Le trésor de la Sainte-Chapelle (Par-
is: Réunion des musées nationaux, 2001), 20—-31; S. Mergiali-Sahas, “Byzantine Emper-
ors and Holy Relics”, JOB B. 51 (2001), 41-60; A. Eastmond, “Byzantine identity and
relics of the True Cross in the thirteenth century”, in Vostochnokbristanskie relikvii, ed. A.
Lidov (Moscow: Progress Traditsia, 2003), 204—216; H. Klein, Byzanz, der Westen und
das “wahre” Kreuz: Die Geschichte einer Reliquie und ihrer kiinstlerichen Fassung in Byzanz
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This overview, somewhat lengthier, of the pilgrimages of the first
Serbian archbishop and his acquisitions seems a pertinent framework for
discussing the actual topic of this paper: the Holy Land eulogiae that St
Sava sent to the abbot of Studenica. The “souvenirs” listed in the letter to
abbot Spyridon — the little cross (kperhb), the little belt (nomesin), the little
towel (oygpoyeuiin) and the little stone (kauH1skn) — were objects very differ-
ent from Sava’s precious acquisitions in nature and purpose, especially from
the famed relics intended as instruments of representation, dynastic as well
as ecclesiastical. These eulogiae belonged to the domain of private piety and
their intended function was protective and prophylactic. The fact is telling
in itself that the nouns denoting all four eulogiae are in diminutive form.
This does not simply suggest their small size, but rather their distinctive,
private nature. It is well known that wearing an “amulet” or an apotropaic
object was a widespread custom in the Byzantine world, deeply rooted in
the tradition of Greco-Roman magic. Carrying such objects next to the
body was believed to protect against evil spirits, illness and all manner of
perils.?3

Let us take a quick look at each of the four eulogiae. The little cross,
which is at the top of the Serbian archbishop’s list, has since the earliest
Christian times been the most commonly used “lucky charm”. The form and
craftsmanship of this piece of “religious jewellery” ranged from the simplest
shape and material to ornamented encolpia and sumptuous pectorals en-
closing a relic. Research, archaeological most of all, has shown that crosses
were frequently worn together with other protective “charms”, encolpia in
particular. Very popular from the twelfth century on, and especially in the
thirteenth and fourteenth centuries, were rectangular or round encolpia, in
fact small icons worn next to the body. These favourite artefacts of private
and popular piety were believed to protect their owners, inciting them to
prayer at the same time.** It is exactly along these lines that Sava’s message

und im Abendland (Wiesbaden: Reichert, 2004), passim; E. Bozoky, La politique des reli-
ques de Constantin & Saint Louis (Paris: Beauchesne, 2006), 120-169 .

23 G. Vikan, “Art, Medicine and Magic in Early Byzantium”, DOP 38 (1984), 67—74;
E. Dautermann, H. P. Maguire & M. J. Duncan-Flowers, Ar¢ and Holy Powers in the
Early Christian House (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1989); Byzantine Magic, ed.
H. Maguire (Washington D. C.: Dumbarton Oaks, 1995); B. Pitarakis, “Female Piety
in Context: Understanding Developments in Private Devotional Practices”, in Images of
the Mother of God: Perceptions of the Theotokos in Byzantium, ed. M. Vassilaki (Aldershot:
Ashgate, 2005); The Occult Sciences in Byzantium, eds. P. Magdalino & M. Mavroudi
(Geneva: La Pomme d’or, 2006).

24 B. Pitarakis, Les croix-reliquaires pectorales byzantines en bronze (Paris: Picard, 2006); B.
Pitrakis, “Objects of Devotion and Protection”, in Byzantine Christianity, ed. D. Krueger
(Minneapolis: Fortress, 2011), 164-181 (with a bibliography).
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to Spyridon: “Pray with this cross, wear it always round your neck, even
if you have another icon”, should be interpreted.?s Sava does not fail to
emphasize, and twice, that he has laid the little cross — and the little belt
— on the Lord’s sepulchre. As we have already said, tactile contact with the
holy was an essential element of pilgrimage, for such physical contact was
believed to be the source of charismatic spiritual strength. The belief in its
“transmittability” is convincingly illustrated by the eulogiae from illustrious
holy places: the earth and dust from around the column of St Symeon Sti-
lites, the oil from the lamps on the grave of St Menas, the dust-manna from
the grave of St John at Ephesos, the myron from the grave of St Demetrios
of Thessalonike etc.2® Moreover, objects consecrated through contact with
a highly revered ascetic, one enjoying the status of a holy man, were also
considered to be eulogiae.*”

Yet, contact with the Lord’s sepulchre, the most highly venerated
“contact relic” of Christendom, provided a eulogia with exceptional cha-
risma and protective powers, and its owner with particular respect. The still
living practice of laying various objects on the Lord’s tomb is referred to
in many written sources. Thus, for example, Gregory of Tours (sixth cen-
tury) notes down that the earth around the sepulchre is being sprinkled
with water and shaped into small balls which then are distributed across
Christendom.?® One of the best known testimonies is left by an anonymous
pilgrim from Piacenza (sixth century). He describes the custom of bring-
ing earth into the edifice of the Lord’s sepulchre so that “those who enter
can take it with them as a blessing”, and then describes the preparation
of holy oil through contact with the relic of the True Cross.?? Many later
sources also refer to various objects consecrated through contact with the

*s Sveti Sava, Sabrani spisi, 138.

*6 Maraval, Lieux saints, 237—241; Vikan, “Byzantine Pilgrim’s Art”, passim; J.-P. So-
dini, “Nouvelles eulogies de Syméon”, in Les saints et leur sanctuaire a Byzance: textes,
images et monuments, eds. C. Jolivet-Lévy, M. Kaplan & J.-P. Sodini (Paris: Publications
de la Sorbonne, 1993), 25—33; see in DOP 56 (2002): P. Maraval, “The Earliest Phase
of Christian Pilgrimage in the Near East (before the 7th century)”, 63—74; C. Foss,
“Pilgrimage in Medieval Asia Minor”, 129—151; and C. Bakirtzis, “Pilgrimage to Thes-
salonike: The Tomb of St. Demetrios”, 175-192.

27 This is documented in the case of St Lazaros of Mt. Galesion: the eulogiae received
from his hands were considered to grant Lazaros’blessing and protection, Cf. R. Green-
field, The Life of Lazaros of Mt. Galesion: An Eleventh-Century Pillar Saint (Washington:
Dumbarton Oaks, 2000), 162-165, 203; R. Greenfield, “Drawn to the Blazing Beacon:
Visitors and Pilgrims to the Living Holy Man and the Case of Lazaros of Mount
Galesion”, DOP 56 (2002), 213—241.

¥ Translatation in R. Van Dam, Glory of Martyrs (Liverpool University Press, 1988), 27.
29 Wilkinson, Jerusalem Pilgrims, 83; Vikan, “Byzantine Pilgrim’s Art”, 234-235.
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holiest of Jerusalem’s relics, above all the oil from the many lamps that were
burning there all the time, but also bands and pieces of textile of the exacts
size as the tomb on which they were laid.3° Being able to cling closely to
the holy, textiles were especially suitable eulogiae, and it is not surprising
that they frequently figure as such in the sources.3” Sava’s brief description
does not give us a clue as to the material from which the “little belt” he laid
on the Lord’s sepulchre was made. Nonetheless, that it must have been an
extraordinary gift follows clearly from his words to Spyridon, “put it on, let
it always be around your hips”.3*> We have no particulars of the “little towel”
either, or of the holy relic to the action of which it was exposed, but we have
the important piece of information that Sava received it as a gift — which
was part of the usual religious practice in the Holy Land, especially when
distinguished persons were involved. Equally indicative is Sava’s message
that he is sending Spyridon the “little cloth” “as a blessing for the soul and
body”, which contains the literal translation of the word “eulogia” into Old
Serbian (gaarocaoretie) .

'The last of the four “souvenirs”is quite interesting. Namely, the “little
stone” was not a gift and it was not in contact with any particular holy relic.
As Sava says himself, he “found” it — apparently somewhere along the way
from one Jerusalem’s holy place to another. So, in a sense, this eulogia bears
the most personal imprint and communicates an innermost feeling. Inci-
dentally, stones from the Holy Land, especially from Jerusalem, were the
most usual but no less valued type of eulogiae. In this case, an “ordinary”
piece of natural matter assumed “extraordinary” and supernatural qualities
— not only by virtue of the immanent holiness of the locality whose integral
part it was, but also by virtue of the way believers perceived it or, more pre-
cisely, by virtue of the immense religious fervour and veneration that they
infused into it. The substance had a symbolic meaning and an emphatically
biblical connotation as well. The rock on which Christ built the church (Mt
16:18) was a universally understood symbol of firm, unswerving faith and,
also, a personification of the apostle Peter, while the “spiritual rock” from the
First Epistle to the Corinthians (10:4) was a metaphor for Christ himself.33

3¢ Bagatti, “Eulogie Palestinesi”, passim; Maraval, Lieusx saints, 237-241.

31 Bagatti, “Eulogie Palestinesi”, 131—132; Maraval, Lieux saints, 238; Frank, “Loca Sanc-
ta”, 194; the relationship between textiles and relics has been discusses by M. Marti-
niani-Reber, “Le role des étoffes dans le culte des reliques au moyen age”, Bulletin du
CIETA (1992), 53—58; C. Metzger, “Textiles and the cult of relics”, Antiquité Tardive 12
(2004), 183—186.

3% Sveti Sava, Sabrani spisi, 138.

33 On the stones from the Holy Land, see Bagatti, “Eulogie Palestinesi”, passim; S. Lerou,
“Lusage des reliques du Christ par les empereurs aux XI¢ et XII¢ siecle”, in Byzance et
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How popular and venerated this type of eulogiae was can be seen from the
fact that some were enshrined in sumptuous reliquaries. Certainly the best
known of these is the small wooden chest (made in Syria or Palestine in
the sixth century) which enshrines stones collected from a number of sites
associated with the central gospel events. Each of the stones bears a “tag” of
origin, and has its visual equivalent in the scenes painted on the lid of the
chest.34 Small stone fragments from the Holy Land were sometimes kept
in encolpia, and in staurothekai, together with particles of the True Cross.33
Such reliquaries, needless to say, were rare and prestigious objects affordable
only by members of social elites. Stones, on the other hand, were there for
all to take, even the humblest pilgrim. Available in virtually limitless quan-
tities, yet possessing extraordinary qualities, and easily transportable, these
small stones were more than Holy Land memorabilia, they were considered
a sort of amulets.3® Sava’s message to Spyridon, that the stone he is sending
him should serve “many a need” of his, and the advice to “carry it on him”,
should be understood along these lines.37 Sava’s gesture calls to mind asso-
ciations that go far beyond his own time and its motivations. Understand-
ably enough, close similarity between the medieval and contemporary lik-
ing for simple, “elementary” Holy Land memorabilia, especially for stone of
diverse types, provenance and degrees of crafting, has already been noticed
and commented.3® Notwithstanding all differences, the basic impulse of the
medieval pilgrim and the modern tourist has one thing in common: the

les reliques du Christ, eds. ]. Durand & B. Flusin (Paris: Association des amis du Centre
d’histoire et civilisation de Byzance, 2004), 177-182; J. Robinson, “From Altar to Amu-
let. Relics, Portability and Devotion”, in Treasures of Heaven, 111-116.

3+ G. Morello, “Il Tesoro del Sancta Sanctorum?, in I/ Palazzo Apostolico Lateranense, ed.
C. Pietrangeli (Firenze: Nardini, 1991), go—105; for a selected bibliography, see cata-
logue entry no. 13 in Treasures of Heaven, 36.

35 A. Frolow, La relique de la Vraie Croix. Recherches sur le développement d’un culte (Paris:
Institut frangais d’Etudes byzantines, 1961), 260, 277, 315 and 347; see also Lerou,
“Lusage des reliques du Christ”, 178; especially famous is the twelfth-century reliquary
of Constantinopolitan provenance, today in the Louvre, which enshrines a stone from
the Lord’s Sepulchre, Cf. . Durand, “La Pierre de Sepulcre”, in Le trésor de la Sainte-
Chapelle, 72~75.

3¢ Wharton, Selling Jerusalem, 22—24; Robinson, “From Altar to Amulet”, 111-112.

37 Sveti Sava, Sabrani spisi, 138.

38 C. Coleman & J. Elsner, Pilgrimage. Past and Present in the World Religions (Cam-
bridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1995); Robinson, “From Altar to Amulet”,
111; characteristic in this sense is a rich internet offer of souvenirs, including crosses
and other accessories made from the stone from the Holy Land. One of particularly
characteristic ads is posted by Zhe Jerusalem Stone: “Keep a piece of the Holy City with
you ... And hold her spirit and her soul forever” (www.holylandstone).
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urge to bring back home a tangible piece of sanctity as a lasting memento
and an effective talisman.

At any rate, the intended purpose of Sava of Serbia’s Holy Land eu-
logiae is noticeably difterent from his usual approach to the relics of Eastern
origin. Namely, as we have seen, the approach of the first Serbian archbishop
and main ideologist of the early Nemanji¢ period was markedly program-
matic, the ultimate goal having been to secure the sacral legitimation of the
state and dynasty. Judging by the available sources, his motives were much
the same when it comes to important eulogiae. A good example in that
sense is the myron flowing from the grave of his sainted father, St Simeon.
The exudation of myron was the main manifestation of Simeon’s miracle
working power and therefore an essential element of the cult of the founder
of the dynasty and first Serbian saint.39 The glass vial containing St Simeon’s
myron that Sava, according to his biographers, used in some at once delicate
and momentous political situations was a “secondary relic”, more precisely,
a eulogia.* Its prototype was the ampullae with the myron of St Demetrios
— Simeon’s role model as a saint in several essential aspects, especially that
of a “fatherland lover”, i.e. the saintly protector of the state.# In this sense,
the function of that eulogia certainly had an emphatically ideological di-
mension.

Unlike the examples cited above, the eulogiae that Sava sent to the
abbot of Studenica were a personal gift intended for private piety. And his
whole letter strikes the same tone — outspoken and chatty, heartfelt and
warm. In this first example of the epistolary genre in old Serbian literature,
Sava tells his “dearest beautiful son” and “sweet child” about the previous
stages of his journey and his further plans, about his visits to holy places,
but also about the illness that is affecting him and his retinue because the
“laborious travelling” is taking its toll. Even from as far from home as he

39 D. Popovi¢, “O nastanku kulta svetog Simeona”, Pod okriljem svetosti, 41—73 (with
sources and bibliography).

+ The glass vial (staklenica) containing the myron of St Symeon is mentioned by Do-
mentijan, Zivot, 306—307; and Teodosije, Zitija, 15 and 159.

+ On the ampullae with the myron of St Demetrios of Thessalonike, see Ch. Bakirtzis,
“Byzantine Ampullae from Thessaloniki”, in Blessings of Pilgrimage, 140-149; Bakirtzis,
Pilgrimage to Thessalonike, 175—-192. On the cult of St Demetrios of Thessalonike, see V.
Tapkova-Zaimova, “Le culte de saint Démétrius & Byzance et aux Balkans”, Misce/lanea
Bulgarica 5 (1987), 139—146; P. Lemerle, Les plus anciens recueils des miracles de saint
Démétrius et de la pénétration des Slaves dans les Balkans 1-11 (Paris 1979); D. Obolen-
sky, “The cult of St Demetrius of Thessaloniki in the History of Byzantine-Slav rela-
tions”, Byzantium and the Slavs (Crestwood NY: St Vladimir’s Seminary Press, 1994),
280—300; E. Russel, S¢ Demetrius of Thessalonica. Cult and Devotion in the Middle Ages
(Bern 2010).
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is, Sava expresses a genuine fatherly concern for Spyridon himself and for

the whole monastic community of Studenica.#* The emotions emanating

from the letter and the selection of Holy Land memorabilia offer a singular

glimpse of the “human side” of a man who, in his times, was the holder of
highest titles and the embodiment of most important institutions.

UDC 94:271.22](497.11)"12"

27-57(569.44):9298ava Nemanji¢
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Abstract: This paper gives an overview of the history of Belgrade from the reign of
Justinian I (527—565), i.e. the time of Slavic settlement, to the Ottoman conquest in
1521.The millennium can be divided into three thematic and chronological units: the
Byzantine era (up to 1204), the Serbian era and, finally, the Ottoman era (fifteenth—
sixteenth centuries). Within the Byzantine cultural orbit, and especially during the
twelfth century, the city played a major role in the relations between the Byzantine
Empire and Hungary. Byzantine emperors sojourned in Belgrade on multiple occa-
sions. The city reached its peak during the reign of Despot Stefan in the early fif-
teenth century. After his death in 1427, the Ottoman threat cast its shadow over the
city. Its inhabitants, the Serbs, defended Belgrade for almost a century (1427-1521),
thus defending the whole of Central Europe. Belgrade’s fall into the Ottoman hands
was followed by the demise of the Kingdom of Hungary in 1526. Even Vienna was
threatened by the Ottomans, in 1529.
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The Byzantine Era

t the time of the migration of populations, Singidunum was attacked

by various peoples crossing the Balkan Peninsula in their campaigns
or halting in the nearby Danube and Tisa basins. The Huns came first, in
441, followed by the Ostrogoths and the Heruls. Their looting raids came
one after another, causing great tribulation in the settlements on their paths.
Devastation and destruction caused immense damage and gradually threat-
ened the very survival of the late Roman order in this region. It became
clear that only a complete reconstruction of the defence system could save
the Empire. Justinian I (527-565) tried to do just that; he took steps to
adapt the isolated border fortresses on the Danube to the possibilities of the
time and the needs of the land. He renovated old fortresses and built new
strongholds. The society of the sixth century was not capable of defending
the large military camp in Singidunum. During this period, like elsewhere
in Europe, new smaller strongholds were being built inside Roman for-
tifications. The partially destroyed military camp of Singidunum was also
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renovated and, it seems, made smaller.” The city underwent other changes
too. Due to the innovations introduced by Emperor Justinian I, as well as
to developments in everyday life, bishops assumed role of greater impor-
tance in the region that had gained some administrative rights. With the
co-operation of a small body made up from the ranks of prominent men
and administrative officials, they obtained various tax and judicial functions
in the town. The Bishop of Singidunum played an active role in the events
of 579, particularly in the negotiations with the neighbouring Avars.

But a new danger was to threaten Singidunum in the second half
of the sixth century. The Avars entrenched themselves in the territory of
Pannonia and started, together with the Slavs, to attack the neighbouring
areas. In 568569, the Prefect of Illyricum, Vitalian, was forced to save the
Danube basin after an abortive Avar attack on Sirmium, while, in 573—574,
the Empire agreed to pay a permanent tribute to the Avars. When Sirmium
fell into their hands in 582, an attack on Singidunum became a matter of
time. It was conquered in the summer of 584. Somewhat later, the Empire
managed to win back Singidunum, but another fierce Avar attack followed
in 596. It was only thanks to the help of the military leader Priscus that the
fortress held strong. Reconstruction began, requiring great effort.

Attacks from Slav tribes began in the 540’s. Sources record that there
was a particularly powerful onslaught in 550-551 encompassing the area of
Naissus before penetrating far to the south of the Balkan Peninsula. From
that time, the Slav tribes contributed, alone or in cooperation with other
peoples, to the devastation of Illyricum. The fortresses continued to with-
stand their attacks, although, as a rule, they were not heavily garrisoned.

'The wave of Slav settlement assumed great proportions in the early
seventh century. It encompassed mainly the rural areas but also the more
important towns. It was during the time of Emperor Heraclius (610—641)
that Singidunum, Viminacium, Naissus, Serdica and Salona fell. Constan-
tine Porphyrogenitus mentions Serbs in Belgrade on the occasion of events
that may be dated to around the year 630.

! Procopius, De aedificiis 1V, 5, ed. Jakob Haury (Lipsiae 1913), 126; Franjo Barisi¢, “Vi-
zantijski Singidunum”, Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta [ZRVI] 3 (1995), 4=6 ;
Ljubomir Maksimovi¢, “Severni Ilirik u VI veku”, ZRVI 19 (1980), 21—26, 37—38.

2 A large body of literature is devoted to Slavic settlement in the Balkans. For basic
data, see Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De administrando imperio, ed. Gyula Moravesik,
trans. R. J. Jenkins (Budapest 1949), 152. Translation and a selection of literature: Kon-
stantin VII Porfirogenit, trans. and comm. BozZidar Ferjanci¢, in Georgije Ostrogorski,
ed., Vizantijski izvori za istoriju naroda Jugosiavije 11 (Belgrade: Nau¢no delo, 1959),
47—49; Bozidar Ferjanci¢, “Invasion et installation des Slaves dans les Balkans”, in Vi/les
et peuplement dans Illlyricum protobyzantin, Actes du colloque organisé par 'Ecole fran-
caise de Rome, Collection de I'Ecole francaise de Rome 77 (Rome : Ecole francaise de
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The town appeared under a Slav name in the ninth century (Bel-
ograd, Beograd), and it was under Bulgarian rule in the ninth and tenth
centuries. It was not until the beginning of the eleventh century that the
Byzantine Empire succeeded in reconquering the greater part of the Bal-
kan Peninsula. Defeating the Emperor Samuel, it conquered Belgrade and
Srem. That frontier area became included in the Empire’s military and ad-
ministrative system. It was entrusted to one of the most capable Byzantine
military leaders, Constantine Diogenes, while the Bishopric of Belgrade
was placed under the authority of the Greek Archbishopric of Ohrid.

A period of long Hungarian-Byzantine battles in the region of Bel-
grade began in the second half of the eleventh century. The Hungarian army
attacked the city for the first time in 1071 under the command of King
Coloman himself. Bitter fighting waged for over two months, the crews of
the Byzantine ships on the rivers putting up fierce resistance. The attackers
made use of siege-breaking devices and managed to cause large-scale fires
in the town. Belgrade could not withstand without considerable reinforce-
ments, and the Byzantine military commander of Belgrade, Nicetas, sur-
rendered the town. In their withdrawal, the defenders took with them a
particularly revered icon of the Mother of God. Sources recorded that the
Hungarian army obtained rich spoils and later continued its raid towards
Naissus.

Somewhat later, the Byzantine Empire recaptured Belgrade, while
Zemun was to stay permanently under Hungarian rule. And that was how
an important inter-state border separated two neighbouring towns for a
long time and to a great extent determined their histories. Only occasionally
could the inhabitants of those settlements achieve some form of relatively
close cooperation. One such occasion was in 1096, when large numbers of
ill-equipped Crusaders arrived at Zemun. In search of food and booty, divi-
sions under the leadership of Peter the Hermit started a true siege of the
town. After several days of battle, they conquered Zemun, leaving absolute
devastation in their wake. The Byzantine commander of Belgrade was then
cooperating with the authorities in Zemun and, when it was assessed that
there could be no successful resistance to the attackers, he ordered the army
and the people to withdraw towards Naissus (Ni$) and safer locations.

Relations between Hungary and the Byzantine Empire deteriorated
sharply at the beginning of the twelfth century. Hungary was implement-
ing its policy of vanquishing the Balkan peoples systematically. It had sub-

jugated Croatia and, somewhat later, Bosnia too. Its major rival was the

Rome, 1984), 89—91; Gordana Marjanovi¢-Vujovi¢, “Slavic Belgrade”, Balcanosiavica 2
(1973), 1-15. Jovanka Kali¢, “Vesti Konstantina VII Porfirogenita o Beogradu”, ZRVI
21 (1982), 33—36.
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Byzantine Empire, which was then undergoing a renewal of its military
strength. Under the Comnenus dynasty, the Byzantium was vigorously in-
tensifying its presence in the Balkan countries. A conflict with Hungar-
ian interests in the same region was inevitable, while the central Danube
basin, and particularly Belgrade, became the focal point of that conflict.
Few economic contacts that linked Belgrade to Zemun and the Hungarian
hinterland were cut. Clashing over a wide area, the Byzantine Empire and
Hungary most frequently waged war in the frontier zone. The Hungarian
King Stephen II (1116-1131) started his offensive by attacking Belgrade
in 1127. The city was captured and, as ordered by the Hungarians, razed to
the ground. Judging by an account of these events, it seems that part of the
stone from the demolished ramparts of Belgrade was hauled to Zemun to
be used for the restoration of its walls. The Hungarian army then attacked
Brani¢evo and penetrated to the south along the river Morava.

'The Byzantine emperor John II Comnenus (1118-1143) hastily put
up a counter-offensive. A huge army was sent up the Morava valley towards
the banks of the Danube, expecting the ships that had been sent from the
Black Sea. The Byzantine Empire then took the fighting onto Hungarian
territory. The war ended with a peace treaty, whereby Belgrade remained
under Byzantine rule. 3

However, peace was short-lived. A new Hungarian-Byzantine war
flared as early as 1149, but this time on a far larger scale and with more
complex objectives. Serbia, siding with Hungary, joined the large anti-Byz-
antine coalition of European powers. The strenghthened Byzantium under
Emperor Manuel I Comnenus (1143—-1180) immediately went over to the
attack. After a victory over the Serbs in autumn 1151, the Byzantine ruler
directed all his forces against Hungary. Belgrade became a large military
camp where preparations were carried out for upcoming battles in Srem.
Emperor Manuel I Comnenus himself was there, and it was from Belgrade
that attacks went out into Srem. Zemun was conquered after bitter fighting.
A Hungarian counter-offensive was then undertaken, in the name of the
ruler, a Serb, ban Belos. He tried to force the Byzantine army into retreat by

3 Ioannis Cinnami epitome rerum ab Ioanne et Alexio Comnenis gestarum, ed. Augustus
Meineke (Bonnae: Impensis Ed. Weberi,1836), 10. Translation and literature: Vizanti-
Jski izvori za istoriju naroda Jugoslavije IV, eds. Georgije Ostrogorski and Franjo Barisi¢
(Belgrade: Vizantoloski institut Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts, 1971), 7-14;
Jovanka Kali¢-Mijuskovi¢, Beograd u srednjem veku (Belgrade: Srpska knjizevna zadru-
ga, 1967), 44—47; Jovanka Kali¢, “Zemun u XII veku”, ZRVI 13 (1971), 13—56; Gyula
Moravesik, Les relations entre la Hongrie et Byzance a 'époque des Croisades (Paris 1934),
3; Ferenc Makk, 7he A’rdpads and the Comneni (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadé, 1989),

24-25.
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attacking Branicevo. After a successful takeover a truce between the warring
sides was soon concluded.

Fighting restarted in 1152 and 1153, although not in Belgrade. How-
ever, everything that was happening on the border had a direct effect on
life in the city. Bzyantine emperor Manuel introduced a major adminis-
trative change. He entrusted the administration of the frontier region to-
wards Hungary to his relative Andronicus Comnenus. It seems that the
region encompassed the towns of Belgrade, Brani¢evo and Nis. Andronicus,
known for his unsettled personality, allowed himself to be led into treachery
because of his disagreements with the Byzantine Emperor and his personal
ambition. After taking over his position on the border, he negotiated both
with Hungary and Germany, searching for allies and military support in
his struggle for imperial power. Andronicus offered the regions under his
control to the Hungarian King Geza II, but he did not succeed: his activi-
ties were uncovered and at the end of 1153 he was arrested. However, the
Hungarian king went over to the attack and besieged Branicevo in 1154.
Emperor Manuel personally led an army that via Ni§ headed towards the
theatre of war. Upon hearing that the enemy was approaching, the Hungar-
ian army halted its attack on Branicevo and retreated towards Belgrade, in
order to cross over the Sava into Srem. A section of the Byzantine army
pursued the attackers and, under the command of Basil Cinciluk, the pur-
suing forces entered into battle with the enemy forces in the vicinity of
Belgrade. They suffered a heavy defeat, and the commander himself barely
escaped.

All these developments had the effect of transforming the internal
conflicts in Belgrade into a veritable uprising. Some of the inhabitants re-
belled in order to free the city from Byzantine rule. Many were killed, and
many fled the city. Emperor Manuel was therefore forced to entrust John
Cantacuzenus with a broad spectrum of powers and to send him with an
army to stifle the rebellion and punish the culprits. When that had been
done, the fortress was supplied with reliable manpower. The Byzantine Em-
pire did not allow anyone to jeopardise its authority in Belgrade. Somewhat
later, a peace treaty concluded between Hungary and the Byzantine Empire
confirmed such a stand.

But, the balance of power was to change in the Danube basin in the
1160s, for the Byzantine Empire returned to the offensive. There were many
reasons for that. By meddling adroitly in the internal affairs of Hungary,
and particularly in the complex dynastic relations, Emperor Manuel tried
to extend his rule over Central Europe too. He gave assistance to pretenders
to the Hungarian throne and sent an army to support them. Emperor came
himself to Belgrade. It was during his reign that the reconstruction of the
city’s fortifications was carried out. Several towers and new ramparts were
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built according to the principles of Byzantine military architecture. A cita-
del was created on the strategically most important part of the Kalemeg-
dan plateau. It was an irregular deltoid in shape approximately 135 metres
long by 60 metres wide. The remnants of that citadel have recently been
discovered. The ramparts were between 2.60 and 2.80 metres thick, while
the width of the walls around the tower was between 2.20 and 2.50 metres.
The fact that the Byzantine Empire was carrying out building works in
Belgrade demonstrates its interest in that region. Those works were, for a
while, directed by the Emperor’s relative Constantine Angelus and by Basil
Tripsih.#

Emperor Manuel stayed in Belgrade once again in 1163. He negoti-
ated through envoys with the Hungarian court in Buda. He offered to es-
tablish family links with the Hungarian court, proposing that his daughter
Maria marry Bela, the son of King Geza II of Hungary, with the stipulation
that Croatia, Dalmatia and Syrmia (Srem) be conceded to the Emperor’s
son-in-law. The contract was concluded, but the Hungarian court was not
prepared to give what was called Bela’s heritage to the Emperor. That led
to a war that lasted from 1164 to 1167 and once again brought fighting to
the border regions. Emperor Manuel visited Belgrade in 1165. After much
effort, his army managed to take Zemun. Defeated in Srem once again,
Hungary in 1167 agreed to a peace treaty ceding Srem to the Byzantine
Empire. That was the greatest territorial change on the Byzantine border
by Belgrade.

But changes were to come at the end of the twelfth century. After the
death of Emperor Manuel I Comnenus in 1180, Hungary went over to the
attack. Hungarians took Belgrade and Branicevo as early as 1182, and then,
in alliance with Stefan Nemanja, the ruler of Serbia, continued the conquer-
ing of Byzantine territories. Somewhat later in 1185, Byzantine Emperor
Isaac IT Angelus succeeded in winning back Belgrade by diplomatic means
and negotiations with the Hungarian court in Buda. The last time a Byz-
antine emperor was to visit Belgrade was late in the autumn of 1190.5 A

+ Cinn. 212215, 221—227, 231-248; Nicetae Choniatae Historia, ed. J. A. van Diet-
en (Berolini: Novi Eboraci: de Gruyter, 1975), 127, 135-136; Gyula Moravcsik, By-
zantium and the Magyars (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadd, 1970), 82—85; Ferenc Makk,
“Megjegyzések 111. Istvan tortenetehez 7, Acta Universitatis Szegediensis: Acta historica
66 (1979), 29—43; Vizantijski izvori IV, 56—87, 130-137 (Jovanka Kali¢). Western Eu-
ropean authors (F. Chalandon, P. Stephenson, P. Magdalino) without local knowledge
in the area of Hungarian-Byzantine strife in the twelfth century.

5 Nicetae Choniatae Historia, 434. A substantial body of both domestic and foreign lit-
erature is devoted to this subject: Ferenc Makk, “I11. Bela es Bizanc”, Szdzadok 1 (1982),
55—59; Makk, 7he A’rdpads and the Comneni, 118—124; Nikita Honijat (Besede), transl.
and comm. Bozidar Ferjanci¢, in Vizantijski izvori IV, 225-23.
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weakened Byzantine Empire no longer had the strength to defend the bor-
der on the Danube and, as early as 1192—1193, King Bela III of Hungary
was preparing to reconquer the Danube towns.

'The Byzantine Empire suffered a catastrophe at the beginning of
the thirteenth century. Crusaders conquered Constantinople in 1204, after
which the Byzantine Empire ceased to exist for many years. Its authority
over Belgrade vanished forever. The city came under the rule of Hungary,
which held it with short interruptions throughout the thirteenth century.
It seems that Belgrade entered into the newly created danovina of Macva
(banat, province), which was formed by the Hungarian king in the middle
of that century.

In the course of the eleventh and twelfth centuries, Belgrade had
been known as an important stopping point on the land route between
Central Europe and the Middle East. Many travellers, pilgrims and even
entire armies stayed in the town or just passed by Belgrade. The strength-
ening of Christianity meant that more people from Hungary and the Slav
countries could use that route, as registered in 1026 when Prince William of
Angouleme travelled along it. The travellers would usually obtain food and
other supplies en route. Trading did take place, but so did looting, and there
were many conflicts. Zemun and Belgrade faced particularly great trials in
1096, when a huge number of Crusaders made their way by land towards
Constantinople. Completely unprepared for such a venture, they inflicted
enormous damage on the settlements on their path. Some crusaders com-
mitted a massacre in Zemun, while others relentlessly seized livestock from
the inhabitants of Belgrade. The population opposed the attackers and fled
wherever they could.

Some extremely prominent travellers were to stay in Belgrade for a
short time. An army of French landed gentry led by Godfrey de Bouillon,
his brother Baldwin and other knights passed in the late autumn of 1096.In
the twelfth century there passed the large army of the German King Con-
rad III, who also had a considerable number of ships. That same year (1147),
King Louis VII of France stayed in Belgrade with his lavish and colourful
retinue. These were all looked upon with great distrust by the Byzantine
border authorities. And, finally, there was the German Emperor Frederick I
Barbarossa in 1189. Sources recorded that Belgrade, half-destroyed, was in
a miserable condition.®

¢ Konstantin Jire¢ek, Die Heerstrasse von Belgrad nach Konstantinopel (Prag 1877), trans-
lation: Zbornik K. Jireceka 1, sp. eds. vol. 326 (Belgrade: Serbian Academy of Sciences,

1959), 75-149.
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Serbia and Belgrade

Belgrade came under Serbian rule in the thirteenth century. That important
change was rendered possible by the close family links between Serbian
King Stefan Dragutin and the Hungarian court. King Stefan Dragutin was
married to Catherine, the daughter of Hungarian King Stephen V. After
having abdicated in 1282, Stefan Dragutin administered part of Serbian
state territory to the north and the west. Those territories included Mount
Rudnik with the surrounding area. Two years later, in 1284, the Hungarian
ruler made him governor of Macva and Belgrade. Serbian sources call Ste-
fan Dragutin the “Sremski kralj” (King of Sirmya), for Srem, at that time,
also encompassed regions south of the Sava, the whole region of Macva and
part of northern Serbia.

Belgrade was under rule of Stefan Dragutin for over thirty years. He
often stayed there and encouraged its overall development. Combined with
its natural hinterland, the town obtained exceptionally favourable living
conditions. The settlement spread to beyond the ramparts, and traces of it
were recently discovered in Dor¢ol, near today’s Cara Dusana Street. It was
in Stefan Dragutin’s time that an Christian Orthodox cathedral was built,
where the highly revered silver icon of the Mother of God was kept. During
the reign of King Stefan Dragutin, the Serbian church in Belgrade was very
active in spreading Orthodoxy. New churches were built in the surround-
ing areas in which services were performed by Orthodox priests. News of
these changes reached Rome and provoked protest by Pope Nicholas V,
who called the Bishop of Belgrade a schismatic and had only words of con-
demnation for his activity. The Serbian Queen Simonida, the wife of King
Stefan Milutin, visited the Belgrade Metropolitan church during her stay
in the town in 1314.7

A dispute concerning Belgrade arose after the death of King Stefan
Dragutin in 1316. Serbia wished to keep the city, while Hungary demanded
that it be ceded. Dragutin’s successor on the throne of Serbia King Stefan
Milutin (1282-1321) tried in many ways to prevent Belgrade from falling
into the Hungarian hands, including the strengthening of the city’s fortifi-
cations and preparing its defence. Hungary attacked Serbia in 1319. After
several months of fighting and particularly bloody clashes in Belgrade, the
Serbian army was forced to retreat. The city suffered great devastation. It
once again went to Hungary and was made part of the banovina of Macva.

7 Istorija srpskog naroda I (Belgrade: Srpska knjizevna zadruga [SKZ], 1981), 441-442;
Mihailo J. Dini¢, Srpske zemlje u srednjem veku (Belgrade: SKZ, 1978), 123-147; Is-
torija Beograda 1, ed. Vasa Cubrilovi¢ (Belgrade: Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts,
1974), 147—150; Marko Popovi¢, “Srednjovekovna crkva Uspenja Bogorodice u Be-
ogradu”, Zbornik Narodnog muzeja 9—10 (1979), 497-512.
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Fourteenth-century Serbian rulers waged war with Hungary on
several occasions. Despite occasionally proving themselves stronger, nei-
ther Emperor Stefan Dusan (1331-1355) nor Prince Lazar Hrebeljanovi¢
(1371-1389) managed to change the state of affairs to any great extent. That
was a time when Belgrade had little opportunity for peaceful development.
Everything created under King Stefan Dragutin was brought into jeopardy.
Hungary had always considered Belgrade as a fortress of exceptional stra-
tegic importance in that part of the Balkan Peninsula, and everything was
accommodated to its war requirements.

It was not until the beginning of the fifteenth century, when Belgrade
once again came under the rule of Serbia, that many significant changes oc-
curred in Belgrade. Negotiations between Despot (Prince) Stefan Lazarevi¢
and King Sigismund settled relations between Serbia and Hungary on a
vassal basis. Consequently, at the end of 1403 or the beginning of 1404,
Belgrade was conceded to the Serbian ruler.® The city had been, sources
tell us, devastated and abandoned, with visible traces of previous battles. It
required much effort and a great deal of resources to change that state of
affairs. With the incorporation of Belgrade into the Serbian state, the old
borders vanished. Life returned to the old fortress. The changes were so
rapid and so profound that it seemed to the contemporaries that a new city
had sprung up.

Serbia obtained a new capital. Despot Stefan systematically con-
structed the city as the new centre of the country. On the northern borders
of his state, far from the regions directly threatened by the Ottomans, he
tried, through his overall policy towards Hungary, to ensure suitable con-
ditions for Belgrade’s peaceful development. Despot Stefan consistently
and persistently maintained the contractual relations with the Hungarian
king. In time he even expanded them, linking Serbia with European poli-
tics. He encouraged his country’s economic links with regions north of the
rivers Sava and Danube. Due to an agreement he concluded with King
Sigismund, Serbian merchants from Belgrade gained the right to trade in
Hungary under favourable terms. They traded in nearby regions and in all
the more important markets in the country.

8 Basic source: “Konstantin Filozof i njegov Zivot Stefana Lazarevi¢a despota srpskog”,
ed. Vatroslav Jagi¢, Glasnik Srpskog ucenog drustva 42 (1875), 272, 284; transl. Lazar
Mirkovi¢, Stare srpske biografije XV i XVII veka (Belgrade: SKZ, 1936), 72, 82—83; Mi-
hailo Dini¢, “Pismo ugarskog kralja Zigmunda burgundskom vojvodi Filipu”, Zbornik
za druitvene nauke 13-14 (1956), 93-98; Jovanka Kali¢, “Beogradska povelja despota
Stefana Lazarevi¢a”, in Kosta Cavoski and Sima M. Cirkovi¢, eds., Srednjovekovno pra-
vo u Srba u ogledalu istorijskih izvora (Belgrade: Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts,
2009), 189—198.
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Despot Stefan devoted particular attention to populating Belgrade.
He induced his subjects to settle in the city by applying a series of economic
measures granting special rights. He officially acknowledged those special
rights by granting a charter to the city. He exempted the settlers from vari-
ous tax and corvée obligations that were customary at that time. He allowed
them to move freely across the country and granted them the right to trade
without paying tariffs and other duties. Such measures truly put the inhab-
itants of the new capital into a privileged position. In a short time the city
was completely changed. It was in Belgrade that people gathered from all
regions of Serbia, as well as from Bosnia and the coastal towns, particularly
from Kotor (Cattaro) and Dubrovnik (Ragusa). There were also Venetians
and other foreigners. Merchants, having obtained particularly favourable
terms for plying their wares, built their homes and shops in the city. Ra-
gusans were there in the greatest number, and they extended their dealings
to Belgrade and beyond. Of particular prominence were merchants with
large amounts of capital and extensive business links, those who provided
the Court and the Serbian nobility with valuable textiles, jewellery, artisan
products of the highest quality, weapons and other luxury merchandise. The
most frequent objects of trade were silver and other precious metals, salt,
spices, household objects, etc.?

Sources recorded that during the time of Despot Stefan construction
activity was particularly impressive in Belgrade. It started at the beginning
of the fifteenth century and continued, unabated, until the death of Despot
Stefan Lazarevi¢ in July 1427. It had not taken much longer than two de-
cades to build, at the cost of great investment and effort, the largest Serbian
fortress of the pre-Ottoman era. And its fortifications illustrate the degree
to which Serbia was threatened in the century. The new capital was divided
into the Upper Town and the Lower Town. The Upper Town was situated on
Kalemegdan hill above the confluence of the rivers Sava and Danube. That
was part of the area that had formerly been covered by the Roman military
camp (castrum), which was used to only a small extent in the Middle Ages.
'The Lower Town lay at the foot of Kalemegdan hill, below the Upper Town.
During the reign of Despot Stefan, it extended over the area bordered by
the bluffs of the slope and the banks of the Sava and Danube.

9 Aleksandar Mladenovi¢, Povelje i pisma despota Stefana (Belgrade: Cigoja stampa,
2007), 347, 386; Mihailo J. Dini¢, Gradja za istoriju Beograda u srednjem veku 11 (Bel-
grade: Istoriski arhiv, 1958); Jovanka Kali¢, “Beograd u medjunarodnoj trgovini srednjeg
veka”, in Vasa Cubranovi¢ and Velibor Gligori¢, eds., Oslobodjenje gradova u Srbiji od
Turaka (1862—1867) (Belgrade: Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts, 1970), 47—60.
For the economy and society of Serbia in the fifteenth century, see many studies by
Sima M. Cirkovié. Cf. Bibliografija akademika Sime Cirkovica (Belgrade: Istorijski insti-
tut, 2011), 15-103.
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Despot Stefan undertook the construction of Belgrade in an extreme-
ly systematic manner and in several phases. There was first the renewal of
the existing fortifications. In the western part of the Upper Town there were
the so-called interior fortifications. It was there that the Byzantine Empire
had built a citadel in the twelfth century and, although that citadel had been
small in size, it had been located at the most favourable spot from a strategic
point of view. Part of those ramparts was preserved and adapted to the new
concept of fortification. The gate that had connected the stronghold to the
area on the slope was walled up, and a new system of fortifications built
around the new gate of the inner stronghold. Archaeological explorations
have shown that the stronghold was, during the time of Despot Stefan,
accessed by a drawbridge, that is through a powerfully defended entrance
tower. During the same construction phase, the Nebojsa Tower (No/i timere)
had been completed. It was the most important tower in medieval Belgrade.
As a part of the partition wall, it separated the inner fortifications into two
parts: the western part, in which the Despot’s palace was located, and the
eastern part, which had a marked defensive function together with the en-
trance gate. The Nebojsa Tower played an important role in the life of the
city. It was the last refuge for defenders during enemy attacks; it served as
an observation post at times of war and peace; it put fear into the hearts
of the enemy; and it was admired by all who visited the town. The Italian
Giovanni Tagliacozzo, who sojourned in Belgrade in 1456, recorded that
the citizens were informed about the course of an Ottoman attack by the
ringing of a bell in the Nebojsa Tower. It was also there that the guns were
positioned with which the defenders pounded Ottoman positions in 1456.
That tower no longer exists in the Upper Town. Its name has been assumed
by another tower, an eight-sided structure in the Lower Town, on the banks
of the Danube.™

'The court of the Serbian ruler was located near Nebojsa Tower, as
were the court chapel and treasury. It was, unfortunately, that very part of
the city that was repeatedly devastated in the past. It fell finally in 1690,
during an Ottoman siege, when a large gunpowder magazine was blown up
and destroyed all the interior fortification buildings. In the fifteenth cen-
tury, the so-called postern, or back door, was situated there, through which
retreat was possible in case of immediate danger, or reinforcements could be

t° Johannes de Tagliacotio, Relatio de wvictoria Belgradensi, in Lucas Wadding, ed., 4n-
nales Minorum XII (Quaracchi prope Florentiam: Ad Claras Aquas, 1931), 774-775;
Jovanka Kali¢, “Opis Beograda u XV veku ”, Zbornik Filozofskog fakulteta X11-1(1974),
443—453; Jovanka Kali¢, “Kula Nebojsa u Beogradu”, Zbornik Filozofskog fakulteta XV-1
(1985), 115—-125. For Belgrade before desolation in the seventeenth century see Vladimir
Tomi¢, Breg za razmisljanje. Beograd na gravirama od XVI do XIX veka (Belgrade: Muzej
grada Beograda, 2012), Pls. 1-17.
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brought during times of war. That “back door” was used several times during
the large-scale Ottoman attacks on the city.

'The entire interior part of the city was surrounded by a trench, so ap-
proach was possible only via the drawbridge, and it was on that bridge that
the fiercest fighting took place throughout the Middle Ages.

The second phase of the works during Despot Stefan’s reign was
marked by the beginning of the construction of powerful ramparts to protect
the entire Upper Town. Such a defence was particularly important as the
land approaches to the town were the most easily accessible. There were no
natural barriers from that side, and that was where the greatest threat came
from. Despot Stefan, the son of Prince Lazar Hrebeljanovi¢, having been
present at the Battle of Kosovo (1389) and having witnessed the trials and
tribulations to which Serbia had been subjected after that battle, was well
acquainted with the Ottoman method of warfare. It was with all branches
of the land army that they would make their attacks, the rivers not yet hav-
ing been mastered. That was why the greater part of the building works was
carried out on the land-facing ramparts. They have been preserved up to the
present day despite subsequent reconstructions of Belgrade.

With the construction of the ramparts, the Upper Town covered an
area of 30om by 160m, relatively rectangular in shape. The so-called inner
fortification, or inner town, was located in the western part of the area. It
was named the “inner” part only after the construction of all the Upper
Town ramparts. Or, as witnesses confirm, there was a small internal strong-
hold in the large Upper Fortress.

'The Upper Town ramparts were mostly built along the remnants of
the walls of the ancient military camp. That was particularly noticeable in
the case of the north-eastern rampart. Only the south-eastern rampart of
the Upper Town was built along a completely new line.

Belgrade was encircled with a system of double ramparts. On the
north-eastern, south-eastern and south-western sides, they comprised the
main rampart of some 7m in height and a lower, external rampart with
a slanting stone scarp. The external rampart was crenellated. Towers were
built along the ramparts, the number of towers depending on the degree to
which the city was threatened. A wide ditch ran around the external side of
the ramparts, over which there were drawbridges at the city gates. One side
of the ditch was made up of the scarp of the external rampart.

'The Upper Town had four gates, named after the four points of the
compass, as was customary at that time, that is to say the gates were located
on the east, south, west and north sides. The most important was the South
Gate, which was part of the south-eastern ramparts, alongside a tower. It
was located on the main communications direction that extended along
today’s Kneza Mihaila Street. The East Gate was very important too. It was
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reached by a road that went along the Danube through the present-day
neighbourhood of Doréol, and was defended by a tower constructed along-
side it. Of somewhat lesser importance was the West Gate (near today’s
Kralj kapija or King Gate), as the terrain made access difficult. The North
Gate linked the Upper Town to the Lower Town and was located at the
site of Defterdarova kapija (Defterdar’s Gate), on the path leading down the
Danube slope of the Kalemegdan hill.

The third phase of Despot Stefan’s construction works in Belgrade
were on the fortifications of the Lower Town. The so-called western Lower
Town on the Sava slope was situated there. That part of the Lower Town
had previously been fortified, and it protected the passage between the Up-
per Town and the river. It was necessary to build ramparts on all sides to
ensure the peaceful development of the settlement that had grown up there
over the course of time. Given the configuration of the terrain, the im-
perative was to build the north-eastern rampart for the Lower Town. There,
along the Danube, over the plain, ran an important road for the settlement.
Under the supervision of Despot Stefan, ramparts were built along a length
of some 330 metres. They ran from Tower VIII in the Upper Town down
the slope towards the riverbank, with two gates and four approximately
equidistant, rectangular towers. The ramparts there were some 2.60 metres
thick and they were somewhat thinner (2.10 m) on the slope.”*

'The city was also protected by ramparts on the river-facing side, but
these were smaller and thinner (about 1,50 m). There seem to have been
one large and several smaller towers there. The city then had two landing
places, one on the Danube, and a smaller one on the Sava. It was there
that ships were sheltered at times of war, and they were mainly used to
transport troops, weapons and equipment. It is not known if there were any
major river battles by Belgrade before the middle of the fifteenth century.
It was not until later that the Ottomans started to jeopardise shipping on
the Danube.

A settlement of merchants and artisans grew up in the Lower Town.
Over the course of time, it also extended beyond the ramparts covering the
area of present-day Dorcol, and then the area of today’s Orthodox cathe-
dral. It seems to have extended along all the approaches to the fortified city.
There was one Serbian church there, as well as one Ragusan church. How-
ever, it was that settlement that suffered the greatest damage in the Otto-
man attacks, and, unlike the intramural area, it did not enjoy the continuity
of occupation.

1t See Marko Popovi¢, Beogradska tvrdjava, 2nd ed. (Belgrade: JP “Beogradska tvrdjava”,
Arheoloski institut and Zavod za zastitu spomenika kulture grada Beograda, 2006), cit-
ing archeological literature.
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'The comprehensive and rapid development of Belgrade was reflected
in all domains of life. It became the country’s cultural centre. It was the
seat of the Metropolitan of Belgrade, who had a very prominent role in the
country’s life. Metropolitan Isidor left a visible mark in the period of the
Despot Stefan’s reign owing to his eminence in the church and his influence
in the country’s general affairs. The Ragusans looked to him for help and
support at the Serbian Court in their endeavour to gain favourable condi-
tions of trade or compensation for their citizens.

'The Metropolitan Church of the Dormition of the Mother of God,
situated in the Lower Town, was reconstructed at the beginning of the fif-
teenth century. Despot Stefan’s donor inscription is an important testimony
to that reconstruction. The church was surrounded by gardens and endowed
with estates and incomes. Among other things, the RudiSte mine in the
vicinity of Belgrade belonged to it, and it also benefited from the customs
duties from the mine. It was there that the famous silver icon of the Mother
of God was kept. Most of the church was destroyed in the Habsburg-Otto-
man wars at the beginning of the eighteenth century.

As more and more settlers arrived and Belgrade grew, new churches
were built. Besides the Metropolitan Church, the Church of St Petka was
built and the relics of its patron saint were enshrined in it. One Orthodox
Church was designated as the funerary church of the Serbian Metropoli-
tans, while the Church of St Nicholas was located by the hospital and the
foreigners dormitory. Besides the Christian Orthodox churches, there was
also a Roman Catholic church, which continued to hold services.*?

'The Serbian capital was also quickly becoming a literary centre. Des-
pot Stefan Lazarevi¢ himself was a distinguished poet and book collector. It
is quite possible that he wrote his famous poem “Slovo ljubve” (Word of Love)
in Belgrade. The Court also housed his library containing a large number of
books, and that was the first library known to have existed in Belgrade. Part
of that library later passed into the hands of his successor Despot Djuradj
Brankovi¢ and his descendants. Writers and manuscript copyists gathered
in Belgrade. In his biography of Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢, Constantine the
Philosopher, who spent some time in Belgrade, later extolled the Despot’s
activities and, particularly, the capital itself. Marvelling at its development,
he skilfully described its ramparts, towers, buildings and the Despot’s pal-
ace. His richly decorated text is the best monument to medieval Belgrade
on the eve of the devastation to come.

2 Branko Vujovi¢, “Natpis despota Stefana Lazarevica”, Zbornik za likovne umetnosti 4
(1968), 175-187; Popovi¢, “Srednjovekovna crkva Uspenja Bogorodice 7, 497—512. St
Petka’s church in the Lower Town was especially revered. Cf. Dusan Ivancevi¢, Beograd-
ska tvrdjava i njene svetinje (Belgrade: Pravoslavlje, 1970), 38—44.
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Besides Constantine the Philosopher, other writers were fondly
working there. Dijak Andreja, ecclesiastic of the Belgrade Metropolitan-
ate, copied one Panegyric upon the order of the Patriarch Nikon in 1424/5,
and an anonymous monk copied eight manuscripts for Vojvoda (governor)
Radoslav. Those books were later taken to the Radesino monastery. It seems
that a Serbian genealogy was also rewritten there. '3

Despot Stefan’s rapprochement with Hungary and opening up of
Serbia to the European way of life led to gradual changes in Belgrade too.
Despot Stefan himself set the example. He frequently visited the Hungarian
Court in Buda, and his own palace in that city was one of the most luxuri-
ous buildings of the time. He gathered around him the Hungarian nobility
and, in part, adopted the Western European knightly way of life. He was a
member of the well-known Order of the Dragon that was founded in 1408
for members of the most prominent Hungarian nobility. He took part, with
his retinue, at international tournaments and participated in the gatherings
of European rulers. He had the right to grant knighthoods according to the
rules of feudal society, and received foreign knights into his service. Some of
them were stationed in Belgrade too. Furthermore, King Sigismund visited
Despot Stefan’s capital several times."#

Belgrade’s position depended to a large extent on overall Serbian-
Hungarian relations. The Serbian ruler had received the administration of
Belgrade from King Sigismund when Serbia was a necessary ally to Hunga-
ry in the struggle against the Ottomans. Untroubled relations between the
two states were requisite for the peaceful development of Despot Stefan’s
capital. However, Stefan Lazarevi¢ began to ail at an early age, and he had
no children. The question of his successor on the Serbian throne became
ever more acute and, together with it, the question of the lands that Hun-
gary had granted to the Serbian ruler as a gift. Despot Stefan designated his
nephew Djuradj Brankovi¢ as his heir, and it remained for the Hungarian

3 Writers, translators, works: Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢, Knjizevni radovi, ed. Djor-
dje Trifunovi¢ (Belgrade: SKZ, 1979); Djordje Sp. Radojici¢, Tvorci i dela stare srp-
ske knjizevnosti (Titograd [Podgorica]: Graficki zavod, 1963), 183—245; Dimitrije
Bogdanovi¢, Istorija stare srpske knjizevnosti (Belgrade: SKZ, 1980), 190-234; Tatjana
Kori¢anac, Dvorska biblioteka despota Stefana Lazarevica (Belgrade: Muzej grada Be-
ograda, 2006).

4+ On relations of Despot Stefan and King Sigismund, the Despot's estates in Hungary,
the palace in Buda and economy, see Konstantin Jire¢ek and Jovan Radonié, Istorija Srba
II (Belgrade: Nau¢na knjiga, 1952), 355-357; Jovanka Kali¢, Evropa i Srbi, srednji vek
(Belgrade: Istorijski institut, 2006), 291—-306, 653—671; Jovanka Kali¢, “Despot Stefan i
Nikola Gorjanski”, Istragivanja 16 (2005), 95—102; Elemér Malyusz, Kaiser Sigismund
in Ungarn, 1387—1437 (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadd, 1990), 140—146; Milo§ Antonovié,
“Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢ i Zmajev red ”, Istorijski glasnik 1—2 (1990-1992), 15—24.
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king to consent to this and to make a decision on the Despot’s possessions
in Hungary. The two rulers began negotiations on that subject during a
meeting in Tata, in the Komarom district, in the spring of 1426. Details of
their negotions are not known, but the resulting text has survivied in later
transcripts. It is certain, however, that King Sigismund accepted Djuradj
Brankovi¢ as Despot Stefan’s heir in Serbia should Stefan Lazarevi¢ die
heirless, but he demanded that the region of Macva and Belgrade be re-
turned to Hungary.’s

Despot Stefan died suddenly on 19 July 1427. At that time, the
Hungarian king was in Wallachia and Djuradj Brankovi¢ in Zeta. Both set
oft for Belgrade. King Sigismund stood before Belgrade with his army at
the beginning of September intending to ensure that the terms of the Tata
agreement were complied with. The Despot’s successor was approaching the
town at approximately the same time, and the commander of Belgrade, a
Serbian Vojvoda, handed the city over to Djuradj Brankovi¢. A true drama
was being played out in Belgrade and Serbia at that time. The Ottomans
invaded Serbia, attacking Ravanica and other towns, wreaking havoc ev-
erywhere. For his part, King Sigismund sent forces into Serbia, not only to
suppress the Ottomans but also to exert pressure on the new Serbian ruler.
Sources tell us that Hungarians plundered too. Terror reigned throughout
the country, attackers penetrating from the north and from the south. It was
impossible to fight on two fronts and, under such circumstances, Djuradj
Brankovi¢ sought an agreement with King Sigismund. But that was made
conditional upon Belgrade being surrendered to Hungary.

'The inhabitants of Belgrade received the news of their inevitable fate
with much bitterness. They saw it as a grievous injustice, a disaster, indeed as
the descent of darkness, as can clearly be seen from contemporary records.
'They had long considered that city as their own. The myriad of threads link-
ing it to the Serbian hinterland had made it, according to Constantine the
Philosopher, the centre of the country at the time of Despot Stefan. The
Despot’s biographer painted distressing scenes of desperation in those days.
People believed that Belgrade had been ceded to Hungary out of fear of the
Ottomans.

'The Serbian army had to leave the city together with the greater part
of its inhabitants. The fortified city, first and foremost the Upper Town, was
ceded to the Hungarians, who immediately established their own order. The
actual takeover lasted some two months (September—October 1427), and
for that entire period the Hungarian king was encamped with his army at
the foot of the ramparts. King Sigismund proclaimed Belgrade his own city

15 Jovan Radonié, “Sporazum u Tati i srpsko-ugarski odnosi od XIII do X VI veka”, Glas
Srpske kraljevske akademije 187 (1941), 117-232.
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at the beginning of November and called upon the inhabitants of Sopron
to take up residence there. The city was, once again, forced to assume a new
aspect. Serbs were forbidden access to the Upper Town, and Belgrade grad-
ually ceased to function as a capital. That process took place more slowly
in the sphere of the economy, but in the domain of cultural creativity the
changes were much more rapid. Writers, artists, builders and the Serbian
nobility, headed by the Court, left Belgrade. A new refuge was found out-
side Belgrade. Serbia was compelled to build a new capital in the vicinity,
once again on the banks of the Danube and once again on a temporary
basis. Smederevo sprang up quickly; it was built within a short time, but it
could not have the conditions that Belgrade had.™

The Ottoman Threat (1427—1521)

Hungary attached great importance to the strategic position of Belgrade and
to its incorporation into the Hungarian defence system. King Sigismund
personally oversaw the ceding of the city. In the autumn of 1427, he spent
several months on his country’s southern border and in the vicinity of Bel-
grade. He agreed to changes in Serbia, and recognised Djuradj Brankovi¢
as its new ruler, but he kept Belgrade firmly bound to Hungary. The city
was incorporated into the region of Macva, but it had its own commander,
directly answerable to the king himself. The overall situation was highly
inflammable.

After Despot Stefan’s death in 1427, the Ottomans succeeded in
consolidating themselves in Golubac on the Danube. So, for the first time,
Ottoman ships gained a stronghold on the Danube and could attack the
neighbouring regions. It was in 1433 that the traveller Bertrandon de la
Brocquiere saw about one hundred Ottoman ships and boats at Golubac.
That large number of vessels was a serious threat to Belgrade, and the city
therefore assumed a new role in the defence of the Danube.

After the final Ottoman conquest of Serbia in 1439, Belgrade’s stra-
tegic importance grew immensely. The city was surrounded on all sides by
Ottoman troops that controlled all approaches to the city, by land and by
river. The all-important inter-state border stretched just beyond the city
ramparts. Belgrade was cut off from its Serbian hinterland, from which it
had received food supplies. And it was the Serbian population that suffered
the most. The settlements close to the city became the scene of frequent
conflicts. Economic life gradually ceased to exist, with trade in and around

16 Miodrag Purkovi¢, Knex i despot Stefan Lazarevi¢ (Belgrade: Sveti arhijerejski sinod
Srpske pravoslavne crkve, 1978), 132—-138; Istorija srpskog naroda 11 (Belgrade: SKZ,
1982),214-217.
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Belgrade falling particularly. As business dropped off suddenly, merchants
withdrew to safer places, and inter-state trade gave way to local, small-scale
exchange. There was no longer any market for luxury or expensive goods; to
survive was all that mattered. Many merchants ceased activity in a country
where danger lurked constantly on the roads, taxes were irregular, and vio-
lence of all kinds threatened. It was rumoured that the Sultan was preparing
to attack Belgrade, and the rumours soon proved to be true.

Sultan Murad II was conducting extensive preparations for war. An
army was mustered from throughout the Ottoman Empire. That army, ap-
proaching Belgrade in 1440, was a terrifying sight; it numbered tens of
thousands of men, including those who did not actually enter into combat.
Sultan Murad II embarked upon his conquests with great confidence. Spar-
ing neither effort nor resources, he set out to fulfil his objective. His army
was equiped with various siege weapons and cannon, and the problem of
strenuous transport was solved by fashioning those weapons on the spot.

'The battle started with an operation by the akingi (raiders), a company
of plunderers led by Ali Bey, the son of Evrenos. They laid waste the entire
area around Belgrade, thus preparing the ground for attack by the main
body of the army. Upon arrival, the main force was deployed along all land
approaches to the city. The imperial tents and those of the Ottoman com-
manders were erected on the most favourable sites. Small-scale clashes were
taking place with the Christians even then, but the Ottomans prevailed.
'The cannon were positioned to demolish certain parts of the ramparts and
towers and thus open up the way for the Janissary divisions. The defenders
would rebuild the damaged ramparts by night, and they also built walls in
the city to hold off attacks by the enemy infantry. The Sultan ordered that
a tunnel be dug in order to blow up parts of the city’s fortifications. But,
thanks to a Serbian message from the Sultan’s camp, the defenders were
informed about the plan in advance. Counter-measures were immediately
taken, and digging started on another tunnel in the direction of that of the
Ottomans. The ensuing explosion and fire destroyed both the tunnel and
the soldiers in it.

The Sultan also used other means. He tried to entice the defend-
ers to betrayal with money and promises. But no traitor could be found.
The fighting continued unabated, not even interrupted by the attempt of
the Hungarian king, at the end of July, to procure a halt to the attack by
sending a deputation to the Sultan. Murad II deferred his reply and tried
to obtain a victory on the battlefield. The ditch around the town was filled
with various materials, while the ramparts were stormed. The Janissaries
actually managed to enter the city, but they were forced to withdraw in
the face of the fierce resistance put up by the citizens, who were defending
every inch of the ground. The Christians finally used their last resource: in
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a synchronised action, flaming torches were hurled onto the attackers from
the ramparts and towers. The flames enveloped the attackers, the material
used to fill in the ditch, and the slope to the ramparts. The attack was finally
shattered. After several months of fighting, the Sultan ordered his army to
withdraw.”7

In the summer of 1442, the Ottomans started the construction of
a stronghold near Belgrade aiming to directly control the movements of
Hungarian troops in the city. That stronghold was to be located on Mount
Zrmovo (today Mount Avala), sixteen kilometres from Belgrade.’®

Wide-scale expansion plans were renewed when Sultan Mehmed
IT (1451-1481) came to power. The Byzantine Empire was to experience
the first shock. The Sultan attacked Constantinople which was unable to
withstand without major external military assistance. After fierce fighting,
the Ottomans conquered the Byzantine capital, and the world received the
news with great consternation in the spring of 1453. That was to herald a
new era of Ottoman attacks in the Balkans. Ottoman neighbours and ad-
versaries could expect nothing good.

That same year, after the success in Constantinople, the Sultan di-
rected his attention towards the Danube basin. In July 1453, he demanded
the surrender of Smederevo and Golubac and, in September, he had the
idea of taking Belgrade as well. It seems that 150 galleys and twenty large
ships were equipped for that purpose.

Preparations for war had started in Ottoman Turkey during the win-
ter of 1455/6.The Sultan sought military assistance from the Bosnian King,
from Herzog Stefan Vukeéié, Vojuoda Petar Pavlovi¢ and others. Assistance
was also amassed from the Asian parts of the Empire, as was customary in
case of imperial campaigns. Food and weapons were collected. Everything
indicated a large-scale military undertaking of major importance. Once as-
sembled, the Ottoman force appeared to observers like a sea of rippling
waves.

Hungary was unprepared for the attack. All attempts to procure for-
eign assistance had proven fruitless. Only Pope Calixtus III gave his sup-
port. The crusade was declared against the infidels. That crusade was an-
nounced from the pulpits of churches in several European countries with
the aim of mustering divisions of volunteers to be sent to the battlefield. The
greatest response was from Germany, Bohemia, Poland, Austria and Hun-
gary, and it came mainly from the lower strata of society. There gathered

17 On the siege of 1440 see Kali¢-Mijuskovi¢, Beograd u srednjem veku, 110-114 ,
375—377 (sources and literature).

18 Aleksandar Deroko, Srednjovekovni gradovi u Srbiji, Crnoj Gori i Makedoniji (Bel-
grade: Prosveta, 1950), 101-102.
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peasants, the urban poor, students, monks, people of various occupations,
the unemployed. They were poorly equipped for war and completely with-
out experience for the forthcoming fighting. They were sent, via Buda, to
Petrovaradin, where they assembled, and from there they went to Zemun.
Franciscan friar Giovanni Capistrano placed himself at the head of that
movement. Janos Hunyadi had deep doubts as to the military capabilities
of the crusaders. Right up until the last moment he believed that Hungary
would send the necessary reinforcements to the border. Shortages of basic
foodstufts (wheat, barley, etc.) were being felt in southern Hungary and
Serbia in the spring of 1456. That was why it was decided in Buda that an
army should not be assembled before August, that is, before the new harvest
had filled the granaries. That did, in fact, mean renunciation of any action,
as the Ottoman preparations for war had made it clear that the battle for
Belgrade would be waged before then. King Laszlo finally revealed his in-
tentions: in early June 1456, he left Buda and fled to Vienna. The border was
left to the care of Janos Hunyadi and his efforts to assemble the neighbour-
ing gentry. Hunyadi prepared the army himself. In the middle of February
1456 he mentioned a figure of 7,000 horsemen that he could send into
battle, and he also offered 10,000 soldiers in the case of international action
in the struggle against the Ottomans. Serbian Despot Djuradj Brankovié¢
provided invaluable assistance in the defence of Belgrade.

'The Ottoman army started to arrive before Belgrade in the course of
the month of June. Pillaging units sacked the surrounding settlements, and
a Serbian church outside the town ramparts was destroyed. By the begin-
ning of July, the city was besieged from all sides. A group of crusaders was
taken into Belgrade on 2 July, and all the town’s inhabitants, including the
women, were armed.

'The Sultan stepped up his pressure on the city from the land, prepar-
ing an all-out attack. The damaged ramparts could no longer be repaired
and, in the night between 20 and 21 July, even the experienced Janos Hu-
nyadi, having come to the conclusion that the city could not be defended,
abandoned Belgrade. The Ottomans proceeded to retaliation and intimida-
tion methods. Prisoners were put to death before the eyes of the towns-
people, some torn apart by horses.*

The general onslaught started on the evening of 21 July. The ditch
around the city was filled, and the Ottomans directed their attacks par-
ticularly to the damaged parts of the ramparts. They climbed the walls us-

19 Istorija srpskog naroda 11, 299—302; Franz Babinger, Der Quellenwert der Berichte iiber
den Entsatz von Belgrad am 21/22 Juli 1456, Bayerische Akademie der Wissenschaften,
Sitzungsberichte Phil. Hist. Klasse 1957, Heft 6. (Munich: Verlag der Bayerischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften, 1957).
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ing ladders and other means. The defenders resisted with fire, arrows and
finally in hand-to-hand fighting. Everyone went out to the ramparts, sol-
diers, citizens, priests, monks, even women. But the Janissaries entered the
town. It was at the dawn of the new day, 22 July, that the defenders made
their last attempt to counter the attack. Wood, twigs and other material
were collected, bundled together, lit and hurled onto the besiegers. The fire
halted the Sultan’s troops who were trying to enter the city in the greatest
possible number. The attack was suppressed, and then the Ottomans in the
town were overcome. The attack had been thwarted, but the losses had been
tremendous. Hunyadi had been watching the events from near Belgrade.
As soon as he learnt that the city had not been taken, he ordered that there
should be no attacks on the Ottoman positions outside the town. Mehmed
IT himself had been wounded in the fighting. Rumelian beylerbey Karadsa
had been killed on the battlefield, as had the commander of the Janissaries.
'The Sultan ordered a retreat. “They fled the siege like rabbits,” according to
Promontorio de Campis.

'The news of the Christian victory spread rapidly. The survivors and
townsmen exulted in the triumph. No one in Europe had believed that
the conqueror of Constantinople would be routed at Belgrade. The news
from the battlefield was first received with disbelief, and then with joy. The
participants themselves, Janos Hunyadi, Giovanni Capistrano, Giovanni
da Tagliocozzo, papal legate Carvajal and others, wrote messages declaring
the improbable victory. Letters and messages were sent to Italy, Germany,
France, Spain, England, and even Africa. Not one single event in the his-
tory of Belgrade has echoed throughout the world as did the battle of 1456.
Pope Calixtus III proclaimed 6 August as a day of festivity throughout the
Christian world.

Belgrade, though, had suffered immense losses. Besides the large
number of dead and wounded, the city itself had been seriously damaged
by cannon fire; parts of the ramparts and the walls had been mined; fire had
wrought havoc. After the withdrawal of the Ottoman army, the crusaders
also left the battlefield.

But fresh misfortune was soon to befall the town. The plague struck,
aided and abetted by the huge concentration of men, the shortage of food
and the large number of unburied dead. It spread rapidly in the mid-sum-
mer heat and in the stench and filth the attackers had left behind them. Its
victims were many. The first signs of sickness were noticed in Hunyadi and
Capistrano in the first days of August 1456. Hunyadi was taken to Zemun
where he died a week later, and Capistrano was taken from Zemun to Ilok,
where he ailed until his death in October 1456.

'The endless wars between Hungary and the Ottoman Empire, as well
as the constant consolidation of the Ottomans in Serbia, also determined to
a great extent the policy of the last Serbian rulers. Despot Lazar Brankovi¢
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died at the end of January 1458. He had no male heirs, and old conflicts
revived at his Court in Smedevero. There was a pro-Ottoman party in the
country that saw the last possibility of survival in cooperation with the Sul-
tan, while Lazar’s widow, Jelena, and the Despot’s blind brother, Stefan,
sought support in Hungary. Divided in such a way, the Brankovi¢ were
bringing Serbia into direct jeopardy.

During the war of 1458, Serbia was virtually reduced to her last capi-
tal city, Smederevo. The Ottomans had taken nearly all the fortresses and,
finally, the exceptionally important Golubac on the Danube (August 14538).
After Smederevo fell in 1459, Belgrade’s position completely changed.

Belgrade was virtually deserted on the eve of the Ottoman attack in
1521. The garrison numbered between 400 and goo soldiers, including all
the services. Wages were monthly sought in vain, even, according to Djordje
Sremac, with a delay of two years. A general sense of dissatisfaction reigned,
there was even the conviction that Hungary was not concerned about what
would happen to Belgrade. The Serbs spoke openly of that. There was not
enough weapons or food in the town. The greatest gallantry in the fighting
was shown by the city’s Serbian population, but that could not have any
great effect on the outcome.

The Ottoman army on that campaign was headed by the Sultan
himself, accompanied by extremely experienced military commanders, Piri
Pasha, Mustafa Pasha, Ahmed Pasha, Bali Bey, and Husrev Bey. Sources
estimated that the Sultan’s army numbered between 100,000 and 200,000
men. It was excellently equipped for the forthcoming battles. The objective
of the Ottomans was well known. They used the experience of previous
generations which had shown that the city could not be taken by a land
attack alone, and not even with the support of a river fleet, unless all the
links with Hungary were severed. In order to achieve that, an attack was
first made upon Sabac at the beginning of July 1521.The fortress was taken
and defenders put to the sword. The Sultan ordered that a bridge be built
over the Sava, and part of the forces were sent into Srem. The Ottomans
destroyed everything on their way to Srem; they then took Zemun. That
meant a considerable deterioration of the situation in Belgrade. And during
that time the city was being battered. The defenders tried to attack the Ot-
toman artillery positioned around the town at the end of July, but in vain.
Charges on the ramparts began at the beginning of August, with powerful
pressure from the rivers, where the fortifications were weaker. After fierce
fighting for every inch of the city, the Ottomans took the Lower Town on
8 August. It was a hard blow for the defenders. Having set their homes on
fire, they all withdrew into the Upper Town.?°

20 Glisa Elezovi¢ and Gavro Skrivani¢, Kako su Turci posle vise opsada zauzeli Beograd

(Belgrade: Naucna knjiga, 1956), ez alia.
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Setting out on a new assault on 16 August, Ahmed Pasha tried to
encourage his soldiers with falsehoods — he announced that 16 August was
St Vitus day (15/28 June), well known to have been the date of the Serbian
defeat in Kosovo. That best reveals whom the Ottomans considered their
adversaries in Belgrade. The attack, however, did not succeed.

'The destruction of the city’s fortifications had a particularly crushing
effect. The Ottomans had mined certain parts of the ramparts and the tow-
ers. The fighting was fierce; the number of wounded ever greater. It became
clear in the second half of August that there would be no outside help, and
the city had neither gunpowder nor food. The people started to become
faint-hearted, and the first desertions occurred. The city’s Hungarian com-
manders opened negotiations with the Sultan. They offered the conditional
surrender of the city, seeking mercy for themselves and their men. When
their offer was accepted, the city’s commander was taken before the Sultan.
A protocol was drawn up on the surrender of Belgrade and, on 29 August
1521, the Ottomans entered the fortress. The Sultan himself was soon to
visit the battlefield.

A number of the defenders were put to death, and the remaining
Serbian population was deported to Turkey. Embarking on that long and
uncertain journey they took with them their holy objects, including the holy
relics of St Petka and the miraculous icon of the Mother of God that had
for centuries been considered the city’s most precious possession. They were
settled in the vicinity of Constantinople. They named their new settlements
after their lost city, and the name of Belgrade has lived with them for cen-
turies. They also built their own church dedicated to the Mother of God,

which existed up to 1955, when it was destroyed in a fire.

UDC 9.4(497 Beograd) os/15”
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