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This paper analyzes the information provided in the Byzantine historical narratives
composed between the end of the 10" and mid-13" century on Bulgarians, Serbs and the
Rus as these peoples permanently settled or just temporarily resided in the area of the Cen-
tral Balkans. This paper attempts to show how the Byzantine historiography of the men-
tioned period presented the peoples in question.
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Ethnography in Byzantium

Drawing on their millennium-long experience with various peoples and eth-
nographic models of classical antiquity, the Byzantines could have told us a lot about
the different ethnic groups they encountered. They, however, said less than they knew.
Late antique historiography had already shown that ethnographic reports were not
intended to offer objective information on foreign peoples and instead served as a
propaganda tool in the hands of their authors. Ethnography was meant to not only

* This research was supported by the Science Fund of the Republic of Serbia, #GRANT No
7748349, “From Barbarians to Christians and Rhomaioi. The Process of Byzantinization in the Central
Balkans (late 10® - mid-13™ century)” - BarByz_10-13.
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underscore or create the distinction between the Rhomaioi' and barbarians but also
relativize it, using it as a tool for criticizing the imperial policy, sometimes oblique-
ly and other times very openly.? Ethnographic writings also had a didactic role and
served as entertainment for an audience that always loved a good story.?

The ethnographic information provided by Byzantine historians represents
a subgenre of historiography. They usually report on the geography of barbarian
ancestry, associate their rise and movements with the surrounding powers, and ex-
plain how their actions created the geostrategic reality that the Rhomaioi had to face.
However, sometimes the sources offered a fabricated, usually negative, portrayal of
peoples, “barbarians,” which could serve a range of literary aims. Yet, the reports
on barbarians in each historical narrative were part of its overarching objective
and were often written with the sole purpose of contextualizing it. There are many
examples of Byzantine authors who said one thing in their imperial orations and
something completely different in the chronicles they later wrote on the same events,
contradicting themselves or even admitting they had previously lied.* Therefore, ev-
ery narrative should be seen as a stand-alone work, shaped by the will of its author
whose motives for writing were a result of the specific historical moment in which
she or he lived and worked.

Although already during the late Roman Empire, the newcomers that served
Rome were considered Romans in the eyes of the law,” historical narratives paint a
different picture of foreigners, which modern historical scholarship sees as evidence
that other peoples never ceased to be barbarians in Byzantine eyes.® However, al-
though the perception of others as barbarians has a continued presence in Byzantine
historical writings, the barbarians within the Empire were seen differently than
those beyond its borders. Yet, the barbarians that inhabited the Empire’s territory
and those that were under its direct influence gradually changed in contact with
the Byzantine civilization and its greatest gifts — Christianity and law.” Given that
the perception of other peoples changed depending on the nature of the source

! The Rhomaioi (‘Pwpaiot) were Roman subjects of the Eastern Roman emperor in Constanti-
nople, Chrysos, Romans and Foreigners, 120. For a detailed critical discussion on Roman identity, with
an exhaustive list of the relevant literature, see Stouraitis, Roman Identity, 175-220; Kaldellis, Roman-
land, 3-120.

2 Kaldellis, Etnography, vii-x, 1-25, 52. Niketas Choniates ironically reports that the Bulgarians
said they would proclaim Isaac II Angelos their emperor because his actions had benefited the Bulgari-
ans more than the Rhomaioi, Chon., 436.89-437.3. For a similar example cf. Chon., 532.14-20. On Cho-
niates’ view of Rhomaioi and foreigners, especially Westerners, cf. Hunger, Graeculus perfidus; Laiou,
Foreigner and Stranger, 78-81, 84.

3 On the Byzantines love of a good story cf. Scott, Text and Context, 251-262.
4 Kaldellis, Ethnography, 93, 98, 123.

> Gaudemet, Létranger, 84, 91.

6 Kaldellis, Ethnography, 118, 127, 131, 137.

7 Stephenson, Byzantine Conceptions of Otherness, 249.
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discussing them,® the question of whether foreigners could indeed become Rho-
maioi must remain open for now. We do know, however, that the perception of
barbarians in historical writings reflected the Empire’s (friendly or hostile) relations
with them, i.e., whether a given group of barbarians happened to be their ally or en-
emy at that particular moment.” Similarly, we must bear in mind that the authors of
historical narratives were well-educated intellectuals and that their works addressed
a narrow circle of learned readers from the highest echelons of society.

Barbarians

Byzantine authors commonly called different barbarian peoples by the same
collective name (BapPapot, £€Bvn, aAAAd@UAOL, Etepd@ulot, AANOYAwaooo), reflecting
their arrogance toward anything foreign and their indiscriminately negative view of
them as savage and uncouth.' The very act of naming barbarians meant, above all,
acknowledging their existence but also the beginning of their taming. The practice
of using generic classical ethnonyms that could denote a range of different peoples
made this easier."! For instance, some authors used the term Scythians for different
peoples at different times (Avars, Khazars, Bulgars, Hungarians, Rus, Pechenegs,
Kumans, Seljuks, Mongols, Ottomans, and even Slavs).'? Leo the Deacon refers to
Hungarians, Bulgarians, and Rus by the word Scythians."” Michael Psellos twice calls
the Pechenegs — Moesi, and the Uzes (Oghuz Turks) - Triballi."* In this practice, new
peoples inherited not just the names but also the characteristics of those that had
lived before them in a certain territory or ruled it, from the Scythians of Herodotus
onward. The most common ethnonyms were Scythians, Persians, and Celts, as well
as Triballi and Illyrians, which referred to the population of the Empire’s former Bal-
kan provinces. On the other hand, onomastic classicism never quite pushed out con-
temporary names, not even in the works of authors who preferred their classical ver-
sions. Notably, there is a distinction between generic ethnonyms (Scythians, Huns,
and Persians) used for different groups at the same time and classical ethnonyms

8 Laiou, Foreigner and Stranger, 84-85.

¥ The most illustrative example is the shift in the portrayal of the Rus, who were first the Em-
pire’s allies because they were supposed to pacify Bulgaria (Scyl., 277, 286) and then became its fiercest
enemies after they conquered Bulgaria, which the Byzantines saw as their territory, cf. infra.

10 For the term barbarian, which emerged in classical Athens in the 5" century BC, cf. Hall, In-
venting the Barbarian. On foreigners in Byzantium cf. Chrysos, Romans and Foreigners, 119-136; Laiou,
Foreigner and Stranger, 71-97; on “themselves” and “others” in Byzantium cf. Smythe, Byzantine percep-
tions; Strangers to Themselves; Papadopoulou, Syllogikeé tautotéta.

1 Laiou, Foreigner and Stranger, 74.

12 ODB (0. Pritsak); Kaldellis, Ethnography, 113-116; Zon., 527-529, 533, 534, 617-618, 631;
Manassis, 313; Cinnami Epitome, 84, says that the Lechites (Poles) were a people of Scythian ancestry
who lived west of the Huns.

13 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 18, 77, 105, 108, 117, 123, 171.

14 psellos, Chronographia, 240, 260. Cf. infra.
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used for specific new peoples (Hungarians as Paionians or Huns; Serbs as Triballi or
Dalmatae; and Bulgarians as Moesi).”” All of these terms arguably served to high-
light the cultural superiority and even the political dominance of the Rhomaioi over
foreigners.'® Referring to the Balkan peoples as Dalmatae, Moesi, and so on, they
sought to emulate the ethnic map of the early Roman Empire and its provinces. This
legitimized the reincorporation of these areas into their borders and gave the Empire
an illusion of continuity and constancy.”” That leads us to the question of wheth-
er the ethnonyms used by the Byzantines to denote certain peoples were, as some
scholars suggest,'® solely Byzantine constructs or if they, at least to an extent, reflect-
ed the self-perception of those peoples. The latter seems to have been the case with
the Bulgarians, who were aware of their Turkic descent.”

The term and notion of barbarians are some of the principal underpinnings of
the account of the erudite Byzantine princess Anna Komnene, who introduces it at
the beginning of the Alexiad when she says that her husband, the kaisar Nikephoros
Bryennios, accompanied her brother on an expedition against the barbarians (kat’
A wv pev BapBapwv).? In her eyes, the term “barbarians” included the Turks but
also Roussel de Bailleul, who was a Celt, and Tutush I, pillaging in Asia Minor, and
Germans and the English (tfjg ®0oVAng viioov PapPapovg), all the barbarians that
lived in Egypt and Libya and worshipped Mohammed in their mystic rituals, and,
indeed, the Serbs.*! Other barbarians included Robert Guiscard and, especially, Bo-
hemond, all Normans, all those that inhabited the area between the Adriatic Sea and
Gibraltar, and, of course, the Latins.”? The barbarians’ opposite were the Hellenes
(obte PapPapog obte "EAANV).?

Byzantine authors stigmatized barbarians in stereotypical depictions of their
appearance and character, which, depending on the circumstances, were more com-
monly negative than positive. The most illustrative example is the account of Anna
Komnene. In her view, origin, appearance, character, and language are the things that
make a barbarian. Barbarians are always cruel, full of rage and fury;** insolence and
boorish behavior are to be expected from them;* they are usually treacherous and

15 Kaldellis, Ethnography, 109-110, 112.

16 1bid, 116.

17" Stephenson, Byzantine Conceptions of Otherness, 254-256; Kaldellis, Ethnography, 112-113.
18 As Curta argues in the Slavic case, cf. Curta, Making of the Slavs, esp. 25-26, 344-346.
19 Nikolov, Perception of Bulgarian Past, 170.

20 Alexiad, 7.

21 1bid, 11-13, 79, 84, 199, 252, 279.

22 bid, 49, 297-298, 307, 311, 319, 392.

23 Ibid, 411.

24 1bid, 41, 44, 165, 320; cf. also Scyl., 330, 349, 430.

25 Alexiad, 44, 166-167; cf. also Scyl., 288, 357.
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incapable of keeping their oaths;* lying is in their nature;”” their physical strength is
extraordinary;®® they always have barbaric intentions (10 &vOounpa tod fapBapov)®
and have always hated the Rhomaioi.*® The learned princess is particularly contemp-
tuous of barbarians who had a chance to acquire the highest Hellenic education.
For instance, John Italos, although a student of Psellos, could not comprehend the
deep truths of philosophy (mpooopunoag év dnaidevtw f{0et kai PapPapik®) with his
dull barbarian mind and rejected his teacher’s guiding hand, full of disrespect and
barbarian stupidity (Opacovg @v peaTtog kal dmovoiag PapBapikic), and let his tem-
perament be his master. Besides, John Italos was a large man with a big head and of a
tall stature.”’ At one point, Anna goes as far as to claim that the barbarians knew they
were barbarians and quite naturally accepted their status.”> Constantine Manasses
compared the Bulgarians with wild boars, and George Akropolites noted that the Bul-
garian ruler Kaloyan partook in Scythian practices of a beastly nature, enjoyed killing
the Rhomaioi, and had the skull of the Latin emperor Baldwin I made into a goblet.*®

Michael Psellos also offers an impressive and, through the lens of Constanti-
nopolitan arrogance and snobbery,* negative portrayal of barbarians. He tells of a
dirty barbarian (xkd@apud t BapPaptkov) who even surpassed the Rhomaioi in con-
ceit. Although of unknown ancestry, most crude and insignificant (&yevéotatog kai
QavAOTaTOG), as the emperor’s servant, he managed to impose himself to dignitaries
and become a member of the higher classes (eig v kpeittova Ta&v dpBuvOEV).
Once he had drunk from the Roman source, he wanted to become a lord unto the
noblest of men and even tried to kill the emperor - he, a mere slave bought for mon-

ey (6 apyvpwvnrog).”
There are cases when a typified portrayal of barbarians elicited — or was meant

to elicit — positive emotions. For instance, Niketas Choniates says that the captured
Hungarians and Serbs in the triumphal procession of Manuel I in 1152 were of noble

26 Alexiad, 219, 317, 318, 321; Acrop., 58, 60.

27 Alexiad, 225.

28 1bid, 402, 411; cf. also Scyl. 290-291, 304.

29 Alexiad, 44.

30 Ppsellos, Chronographia, 144; Chon., 199.; Acrop., 107, 114, 152.
31 Alexiad, 162-163; Laiou, Foreigner and Stranger, 78.

32 Tzachas, the emir of Smyrna, asked for a written confirmation of a marital contract, which
was the custom of the Rhomaioi and “us barbarians” (npoPepAnoBw pécov nuav éyypagog 1| mepi
TovTOV SLpPWVia, WG £D0g Toi¢ Pwpaiols kal fiuiv Toig PapPdpots €oti), Alexiad, 225.

33 Manassis, 318; Acrop., 21-24, 114.

34 On snobbery in Byzantium cf. Magdalino, Byzantine snobbery, 58-78. On the perception of
everything beyond Constantinople as foreign cf. Idem, Constantinople and the Outside World, 149-162.
35 Psellos, Chronographia, 167-168. Although Psellos did not name him, we learn from other

accounts that this was Romanos Boilas. John Zonaras similarly describes Borilos and Germanos, the
servants of Nikephoros III Botaneiates, Zon. 571, 725-727.
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lineage and worthy of admiration.* When a barbarian in the service of the Empire
proved himself loyal to the Rhomaioi, Byzantine authors approvingly report that
they had adopted the Roman upbringing and way of life. A notable example is John
Ises, a member of the Persian race (ITépong pév 16 yévog, tpo@ig 8¢ kai Staitng
petalayw Pwpaikfc) in the Byzantine army during the siege of Zemun in 1165.%7

Another feature commonly used to describe barbarians was passionate love,
an emotion rarely mentioned by Byzantine authors between spouses. It is empha-
sized only when discussing the Byzantine emperors” extramarital affairs with women
who were not their wives.” George Akropolites reports that John II Asen passion-
ately loved his second wife, Irene, daughter of Theodore Komnenos Doukas, ruler of
Epirus, no less than Antony loved Cleopatra.*

There was, Michael Attaleiates attests, another category - half-barbarians
or mixobarbaroi (L&oPapPapov). It is unclear who the mixobarbaroi were, but
they are known to have lived in the areas along the Danube (rap& tov "Totpov
KatotkoDv), in large cities whose residents were a multilingual crowd and provided
(the Empire) many soldiers (¢x maong yAwoong cvvnyuévov €xovoat mAijfog kai
OTALTIKOV 0V {ikpOV dnotpépovoat). In those cities, after having crossed the river,
the Scythians (Pechenegs) introduced their way of life (t0v okvOwov émgépovot
Biov).”! Anna Komnene also mentions the mixobarbaroi and, on several occa-
sions, writes of the mixobarbaros Monastras, a distinguished and very experienced
general under Alexios I Komnenos who spoke Turkish (tfig Tovpkikfg eidnuwv
Stadéktov).” She also mentions Michael Stypiotes, a member of the higher social
classes (tfig avartepng 1afng), explaining that this was not his well-known namesake,
the mixobarbaros (8¢ dkovwv Tig pi) TOV wEoPapPapov voeitw), whom this Stypiotes
had bought as a slave (dpyvpwvtog yap TovTOL €KeIvog doDAoG yeyovwg) and later
given to the emperor as a gift.*> Anna Komnene reports that some of the mixobar-
baroi spoke Greek (pi&oPapPapot EAAnvifovreg, pwpaitovteg) but also Scythian.*
Finally, Anna mentions a mixobarbaros who defected to the emperor from the camp

36 Chon., 93. In his oration glorifying the triumphs of Manuel I in 1172, Eusthatios of Thessa-
lonike also admires the grand Zupan Stefan Nemanja, Eustath. 217-218; VIINJ IV, 218-219.

37 Cinnami Epitome, 238.

38 Akropolites, History, 209, n. 10; Greg, 1, 45. 4-47. 12; Garland, Sexual morality, 48 and n. 145.
39 Acrop., 54-61. A similar case was Milutin’s love for Simonis, Greg. I, 287.

40 Attaliatae Historia, 151.

41 1bid, 158.

42 Alexiad, 229, 230, 247, 287, 294-295, 327-329, 350, 354-355, 362, 435, 446; Skoulatos, Per-
sonnages, 213-215. This Monastras could be Michael Monastras, the protovestes and protovestiarios
known to us from several surviving seals from the late 11" and early 12 centuries, Jordanov, Byzantine
Seals from Bulgaria, vol. 2, 270-271.

3 Alexiad, 464.

44 1bid, 223, 228, 475. On the mixobarbaroi in Asia Minor after the Seljuk conquest cf. Vryonis,
Decline, 176.
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of the Seljuk sultan Kilij Arslan.** The mixobarbaroi also feature in the work of Nike-
tas Choniates, who considered them inferior warriors to the Rhomaioi.** The term
mixobarbaroi was used in classical antiquity to describe a person who was neither
a Hellene nor a barbarian but had characteristics of both.”” P. Stephenson believes
that they were non-Rhomaioi “who lived within the empire’s frontiers as Christians,
and were bound to the empire by treaties” He also notes that their ethnicity would
have been of lesser importance and believes that Byzantine historians resorted to an
ancient Greek term to define the relationship between the central government and
the local elites who wielded power at the lower Danube.*® However, Anna Komnene’s
mixobarbaroi seem to have been those who had accepted Roman customs, some of
whom, like Monastras, even rose to high positions in the army. Hence, if they had
become part of the system, they would have certainly had to adopt the Byzantine
way of life, in which case it was their ancestry that made them mixobarbaroi.

The Byzantines did not always look favorably on mixed marriages unless
there was a clear political advantage to be gained from such a union.* For instance,
the assertiveness and resourcefulness of parakoimomenos Basil were explained by
his mixed race (10 yévog &xwv €mipiktov), because his mother was a Scythian (éx
Zkv0idog), and seen as negative characteristics.® In the 14" century, George Pa-
chymeres mentioned the gasmouloi, born in marriages of Byzantine women with
Latin men, who made good seafarers because they combined Roman prudence,
which allowed them to prevail in battle, and Latin fervor and cunning.”!

The language of the Rhomaioi and the language of the barbarians

The Byzantines’ belief in their civilizational superiority over the barbarians
was apparent in many aspects of life. The chief distinction between the Rhomaioi
and barbarians was culture, with language having a very prominent role as its indi-
cator.”® The word barbarian (BapPapog) was originally onomatopoeic, a derivative of

45 Alexiad, 476.

46 Chon., 209.

47 ODB, 1386 (A. Kazhdan).

48 Stephenson, Byzantium's Balkan Frontier, 109-110. Ahrweiler, Byzantine Concepts of Foreigner,
13, believed that the term had to do with cultural matters and described people born from mixed marriages.

49 This was the case with the marriage of Maria Lekapene, the first Byzantine princess to marry a
foreigner, Tsar Peter of Bulgaria (Shepard, Marriage too far, 121-149), which Constantine VII Porphyro-
gennetos later found reprehensible (De Administrando Imperio, 72-74).

50 Yeonis diaconi Historiae, 46-47, 94. Although Kathryn Ringrose’s claim that this could mere-
ly be a pejorative topos does make sense, her comment that there are indications that his mother was
of Scythian descent is unclear (Ringrose, Perfect Servant, 131). A. Kazhdan and A. Cutler allowed that
she might have been of Slavic ancestry, ODB 270 (A. Kazhdan, A. Cutler). On the other hand, John
Skylitzes reports that Empress Theophano called him a Scythian and barbarian (Xkv0nv kai papBapov
anoxkalécaoca), Scyl., 282, 285.

51 pach. 1,253, 277; 11, 401, 539. Cf. ODB, 823 (M. Bartusis).

52 Laiou, Foreigner and Stranger, 74-76, 77-79; Koder, Sprache, 5-37.
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the Indo-European root baba/bal-bal/bar-bar meaning unclear and indistinct. In the
Greek language, it originally described a person whose speech was unintelligible, a
non-Greek, but the meaning of the term frequently changed.”® The Byzantines often
highlighted language as an insurmountable distinction between them and barbar-
ians, juxtaposing their language, the perfect communication tool, with barbarian
babbling. In the Battle of Dorostolon (971), the Byzantines charged against the Rus
with a battle cry (kai for} tig dBpoa mapd Pwpaiov fjpOn), whereas the Rus merely
yelled to create noise (ofov évBovoiwvteg kai Ppuxwpevor).”* Similarly, John Kinna-
mos reports that, during the siege of Zemun in 1165, the barbarians on the walls of
the city filled the air with shouts and unintelligible bellows.* Describing the Crusad-
ers, Anna Komnene likened their language to unpronounceable barbarian sounds.*
She says that John Italos’ accent was what would be expected from the Latin youth
that had extensively studied but failed to completely master the Greek language (t&
‘EAMjvov), adding that he would sometimes butcher his syllables. His imperfect pro-
nunciation and sound-skipping had been noted by most, and the educated accused
him of vulgarity.”” Without mentioning their names, Constantine Manasses claims
that Borilos and Germanos, servants of Nikephoros III Botaneiates, spoke like bar-
barians, not in the least correctly: they were thrice slaves in the ancestry of their
grandfathers and fathers (BapPapilovtwv v ewviy und dpboppnpovodviwy... oig
v 10 yévog Tpidovhov, kai mémmol Kal matépeg), thrice barbarians and barbarians in
their souls and minds, who babbled the crude Scythian language (okvBoyhwooouvg
AaAiag).”® For Niketas Choniates, foreigners in the service of Manuel I and An-
dronikos I Komnenos lacked education and a knowledge of Greek (&no yevav
¢tepoyrwttv voPapPBapifovoty... matdeiag Amaong é0TepnuéVoLs Kal Vg
‘EAANvidog...).” Others, like Michael Glykas, seemed to have more sympathy for
barbarians who spoke Greek. Unlike Psellos, who shows him in a very unflattering
light,*® Glykas says that Romanos Boilas used the language elegantly (doteiog yap
TePL TNV YA@TTAV OV).*!

Interestingly, John Skylitzes reports a few Slavonic words in his description
of how John Vladislav’s men fled before the Roman army, shouting, “Run, the em-
peror” (Beleite, 6 Tléoap), obviously a Slavonic phrase transcribed into the Greek
script.®> Michael Attaleiates also shows that the Slavonic language penetrated Greek

>3 Srpska enciklopedija, 98 (D. DZelebdzié, S. Pirivatric).

54 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 141; McGrath, Battles of Dorostolon, 156.

%> Cinnami Epitome, 241.

56 Alexiad, 315.

57 Alexiad, 162-165.

>8 Manassis, 356-357.

> Chon., 204-205, 322.

60 See above.

61 Glycae Annales, 597. See Antonov, Oshte vedniizh za Roman Voil, 264-271.
62 Scyl,, 356; VIINJ 111, 123 n. 152.
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when he refers to the members of the Varangian Guard by the Slavonic word for
Germans, Nemci (twv Nepit{wv Aeyopévwv).”* Some Byzantines knew a barbarian
language, like the priest captured in the clashes between the Rhomaioi, Bulgarians,
and Vlachs in 1195, who begged John Asen for mercy in the language of the Vlachs
(t@v BAdxwv Staléktov). Likewise, some barbarians knew Greek, such as Dobromir
Chrysos, who, during his wedding banquet, first mumbled something in his bar-
barian language (OmoPapBapioag) and then angrily spoke to his Greek bride in her
native Greek (EAAnvidt wvij).®*

The invincibility of the Rhomaioi’s weapon against barbarians

Leo the Deacon devoted almost one-fifth® of his narrative to the triumphant
campaign of the Rhomaioi against the Rus during the reign of John Tzimiskes,
providing a detailed account of the Byzantine victory and conquest of Bulgaria in
971 as part of the imperial propaganda aimed at glorifying these triumphs.®® In this
campaign, which began almost as a crusade, the brave yet relatively few Rhomaioi
defeated, like Goliath, the terrifying and numerous barbarians.®” While the attack
of the Rus was guided by fury and savagery (tfj ouvtpoow Onpuwdia kat 1@ Bvud
otpatnyovpevot), the Rhomaioi were led by experience and technical knowledge
(HeT” éumerpiag Kal TeXVIKAG EMOTAWUNG avTOlG dvTemieoay).® Leo tells us that aid
also came from the heavens: the Rhomaioi were spearheaded by a rider on a white
horse believed to have been St. Theodore Stratelates.®® This divine intervention had
been necessary because the victory of the Rhomaioi against the barbarians had to
show, besides the superiority of their weapons, the righteousness of the war against
the Rus and the moral victory over the Empire’s enemies.”” Michael Psellos extols the
invincibility of Greek fire during the Rus fleet’s attack on Constantinople in 1043.™
The Serbian grand Zupan Vukan was so afraid of Byzantine military might that he,

63 Attaleiates, History, 268. Skok, Etimologijski rje¢nik, 516-517; Fasmer, Etimologicheskii
slovar’, 62.

64 Chon., 468, 508.

65 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 126-159.

66 Almost a century later, John Skylitzes offered a different version of the same event. The reason
for their conflicting accounts seems to be that they used the same source but interpreted it differently,
reflecting the different purposes of their respective works, McGrath, Battles of Dorostolon, 152-164;
Kaldellis, Original Source, 1-18.

67 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 103-111, 129, 140-141, 153-154, 155, 157.

68 Ibid, 141; McGrath, Battles of Dorostolon, 156.

69 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 154. This legend was based on an earlier version in which the Diosk-

ouroi come to the aid of Romans against the Latins, led by the last Roman king, Tarquinius Superbus, in
the Battle of Lake Regillus; it was taken from Dionysios of Halikarnassos, Kaldellis, Original Source, 4-7.

70 McGrath, Battles of Dorostolon, 161-163. Scyl., 285, 299, 308, believes that the storm that
suddenly began during the battle was also a divine intervention (Aéyetau 8¢ kai Oetotépag toTe TUXETY
ToU6 Pwpaiovg émkovpiag); McGrath, Battles of Dorostolon, 160 n. 32. Cf. infra.

71 Psellos, Chronographia, 144-147.
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not bearing to look at their battle lines, well-known formation, and the strength of
their army, agreed to peace terms with the Empire; John Kinnamos notes that the
Huns realized they should fight against the invincible, i.e., the Rhomaioi.”* Nike-
tas Choniates reports that, on the eve of their battle with the Hungarians in 1167,
Andronikos Kontostephanos told his troops that they, as Rhomaioi, were superior
to the barbarians in eloquence and education but also in battle command and war
strategy.” Nikephoros Gregoras claims that the Bulgarian tsar Michael II Asen took
such fright when Theodore II Laskaris launched a campaign against him that his
heart began beating in his chest because he did not have an army capable of standing
up to an imperial force so heavily and splendidly armed.™

The Byzantines were always depicted as superior to barbarians in military
might and strategy, regardless of whether such a portrayal reflected reality or not.

The Slavs

The ethnonym Slavs, rendered as XxkAapevoi or 20\afevoi, appears in Byzan-
tine and Latin sources from the 6" century onward.” The ethnogenesis, settlement,
and early history of the Slavs in the Balkans are complex matters that earlier and
ongoing research has tried to unravel.” Intriguingly, the term Slavs disappeared in
Byzantine historical accounts after the reign of Constantine VII Porphyrogennetos
as far as the period of the late 10" to the mid-13™ century is concerned, and did not
resurface until the Komnenian era, and then only in a handful of instances. It was
replaced by specific ethnonyms describing the peoples that had formed their states
in the Balkans (Bulgarians/Moesi, Serbs/Dalmatae/Triballi/Diokleians, Croats).
Thus, after Porphyrogennetos, Byzantine historians speak of the Bulgarian land,
Serbian land, and others, depending on the people that inhabited a given territory.””
Recounting the events that preceded the rebellion of Georgi Voyteh, Nikephoros
Bryennios reports that the Slavic people (100 te ZOAaPivwv €Bvovg Tiig dovAeiag
Powpaiwv dgnvidoavtog) shook off the Roman yoke, destroying and pillaging the
territory of Bulgaria. The cities of Skopje, Ni§, and Sirmium were ravaged, and the
lands by the Sava and the towns of Paristrion up to Vidin were heavily damaged.
Then the rebelling Croats (Xwpofartot) and Diokleians (AtokAeig) wreaked havoc
in all of Illyricum. Michael VII appointed Nikephoros Bryennios the Elder the dux

72 Alexiad, 279; Cinnami Epitome, 114.

73 Chon., 155; Laiou, Foreigner and Stranger, 79.
74 Greg. 1, 56. 9-23.

75 ODB 1916-1918 (O. Pritsak).

76 The literature on this subject is extensive; suffice it to mention Sedov, Sloveni; Lukin, Slaviane.
For the most recent theories that reject the existence of Slavs as seen and well-established in previous
scholarship, cf. Curta, Making of the Slavs; Idem, Slavs.

77 Stouraitis, Lands of the Rhomaioi, 45-63.
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of all Bulgaria (Sobka Tf¢ T@v BovAydpwv mdong xwpag) to pacify the Slavic people
that dominated the region (10 Z0\afivwv €0vog). Once he came to Bulgaria, the
Slavs were so terrified that he restored them to the Roman yoke. But, as the Croats
and Diokleians were wreaking havoc in Illyricum, Bryennios defeated them, too.”®
Nikephoros Bryennios correctly uses the term Slavs to describe the population that
inhabited the territory of the theme of Bulgaria. These people were, no doubt, Serbs
and Bulgarians.” Anna Komnene reports that the Scythians Borilos and Germanos,
probably Bulgarians, were of Slavic origin (Z0Aafoyev@v). In her eyes, they were at
once Scythians, Slavs, and slaves (§odhot), and for Nikephoros Bryennios, Scythians
or Moesi.* Interestingly, unlike earlier and later chroniclers, both Anna Komnene
and Bryennios saw the Bulgarians as a Slavic people. Although George Akropolites
says that the Bulgarians were related to the Scythians, his account of the Bulgarian
magnate Slav (6 ZOA&fog) can be seen as a testimony to their Slavic identity.® Fi-
nally, Niketas Choniates reports that, in 1171-1173, the Venetians brought a mighty
army to Chios, including many allied ships procured from the land of the Slavs, no
doubt from Dalmatian cities.*

So, the Slavs resurfaced in Komnenian-era sources as an ethnonym used to
describe a larger ethnic group or an individual. This umbrella term would have
certainly included the Serbs, Bulgarians, and Croats. In that period, the Rus did not
appear under this name, at least not in Byzantine historical writings.

* %k %k

The Bulgarians, Serbs, and Rus, peoples that today identify as Slavs, had close
contacts with the Byzantine Empire. Their relations with Byzantium, however, were
different and primarily depended on whether they had settled in a territory con-
trolled by the Empire (Bulgarians and Serbs) or lived outside of its borders (the Rus).
Consequently, the Byzantine elite’s view of them varied, with the geographic-histori-
cal evolution of the states they had formed being a contributing factor. This is appar-
ent in the Byzantine understanding of the territories these peoples inhabited and in
the terms they used to describe the Empire’s relationships with them (subjects, slaves,
allies, and others). And yet, all of them were and continued to be barbarians, regard-
less of whether the argumentation prevailed that these peoples were part of the Chris-
tian community of states headed, as Constantinople saw it, by the Byzantine basileus.

78 Bryennios, 209. 22-211.5, 213.15-215.2.

79 On this cf. Komatina, Srbi, 55-83.

80 Alexiad, 51, 55, 60; Bryennios, 283. 1-2.

8l Acrop., 39. This was despotes Alexios Slav (‘Sclavo, ‘Esclas, ‘Esclave) in western sources), a
relative of the Bulgarian tsar Boril (1207-1218), Akropolites, History, 174, n. 8; Actes de Vatopedi, I,
124-128; Bozhilov, Familiiata na Asenevci, 95-98.

82 Chon., 173. 90-91; VIINJ IV, 149 n. 146. Choniates also mentions a certain Slav Barinos (ZONaPov
Ttvog Bapnvod), who was supposed to help Peter of Brasciaeux capture the city of Pegae, Chon., 641.
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Bulgarians

The Slavic identity of the Bulgarians is a highly complex question. Schol-
ars generally agree that the Bulgarians (Bulgars) were a Turkic tribe that, in the
7™ century, settled in the territory between the Danube and the Balkan mountain
range and was largely Slavicized and Byzantinized by the time of Tsar Simeon.®
The Byzantines were aware of composite characteristics of nations or peoples in the
medieval period.* For Leo the Deacon, the Bulgarians were Scythians in origin but
also Moesi because they inhabited the ancient Roman province of Moesia, which
had always belonged to Romans or the Rhomaioi (Pwpaiolg mpoorkovoav) as it had
of old (4véxaBev) been a part of Macedonia (dndpoipav tehodoav Makedoviag).®
They colonized the Kutrigurs, Khazars, and Kumans (Kotpaywv, Xaldpwv te kal
Xovpavwy dvtag)® and took this land in the time of Constantine IV Pogonatos,
naming it Bulgaria (Bovkyapiav) after their leader.” Generally speaking, most
Byzantine historians from the late 10" to the mid-13™ century referred to the Bul-
garians as Scythians, Bulgarians and/or Moesi.*® Niketas Choniates calls them
Moesi, Bulgarians, and Vlachs.® However, given that he sometimes distinguishes
the Bulgarians from the Vlachs and sometimes refers to the Bulgarians as Moesi,
it is unclear which ethnic group he has in mind when using all these ethnonyms.*”
Interestingly, he reports that John Asen and his barbarians wanted to bring the

83 This is another matter that has produced extensive literature; suffice it to list Gjuzelev,
Protobulgarians; Istoriia na Biilgariia; Zlatarski, Istoriia na biilgarskata diirzhava; Papadopoulou, Oi oroi
Mysia, 257-281.

84 On the perception of Bulgarians in Byzantine sources, see Angelov, Biilgariia i Bulgarite.

85 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 61, 103-104. Michael Attaleiates notes that the real name of the Moe-
si is Bulgarians (iStkn mpoonyopia 16 t@v BovAydpwv kabéotnkev 6vopa), Attaliatae Historia, 8. On the
complexity of the term Macedonia, which Byzantine authors usually reserve for the theme of Macedonia,
cf. Koder, Macedonians, 12-28; Tarnanidis, Macedonians, 29-49; Smythe, Macedonians, 69-78.

86 On the ethnonyms Xovpdvot and Xovvépot cf. The History of Leo the Deacon, 153 n. 83.

87 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 103. In the 14® century, Nikephoros Gregoras claims that the Bul-
garians, previously called Scythians, were named after the Bulgas River and, during the Iconoclasm,
crossed the Danube, spreading to both provinces of Moesia, Greg. I, 27. For the perception of the term
Bulgaria in the works of earlier Byzantine authors, see Komatina, Pojam Bugarske, 41-56.

88 Attaliatae Historia, 8, 24, 66, 68, 177, 178, 180; Skyl. 288, 289, 295, 298, 300, 344, 349, 359410,
414 etc; Zon. 495, 513, 523, 529, 548 etc; Psellos, Chronographia 70-77; Alexiad, 28, 69, 210, 242, 244,
383; Manassis, 316, 317, 319; Glycae Annales, 389-390, 574, 576-577, 579, 582, 589; Acrop. 19-22, 33,
41-43, 53, 58 etc; Pach. I, 59, 191, 209, 243, 247, 279, 301, 303, 311; II, 393, 403; Greg. I, 14, 15, 16, 26,
27, 28,29, 55, 56, 60, 61, 99, 116.

89 Anna Komnene uses the term Vlachs (Vlachoi) for the nomadic population of Bulgaria,
Alexiad, 154, 242, 286, 287; Gyoni, Le nom de ”Vlahoi”, 241-252.

90 Chon., 368, 371, 373, 374, 394, 397, 398, 399, 428, 429, 434, 435, 436, 437, 446, 447, 465, 466,
467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 472, 473, 487, 499, 502, 504, 506, 509, 522, 613, 614, 618, 619, 621, 623, 624, 627,
629, 629, 634, 635, 636, 645, 646, 649. The role of Vlachs in the rebellion of the brothers Peter and Asen,
their origin, and the character of the Second Bulgarian Empire have been discussed at length; see Bozhi-
lov, Familiiata na Asenevci, 12, n. 19. Another notable contribution is Wolff, Second Bulgarian Empire,
167-206, which does not offer a precise enough reading of Choniates” statement on the use of the eth-
nonyms denoting Bulgarians, n. 39 and 41, 183-184.
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Moesi and Bulgarians under one ruler, as it had been before.”* Thus, he distinguishes
two historically Bulgarian areas and seems to understand Moesia as the territory
north of the Balkan mountain range and Bulgaria as the southern or southwestern
one.”? Throughout the discussed period, historical narratives reveal a dichotomy in
the usage of ethnonyms describing Bulgarians, which, besides serving to support
Byzantine political aspirations, also suggests their double identity of a proto-Bulgar-
ian-Turkic tribe Slavicized after it came to the Balkans. This is particularly apparent
in the reports of Niketas Choniates, who claims that in the late 12 and early 13"
centuries, the Bulgarians and Vlachs still clung to some non-Christian customs.”

In the eyes of historians from the discussed period, the territory inhabited by
Bulgarians had always belonged to Romans (Rhomaioi), and the Rus’ conquest of
Bulgaria was seen as a hostile act, although the Byzantine recognition of the Bulgar-
ian imperial title after 946 effectively meant that they recognized the existence of the
Bulgarian state.”* Similarly, Byzantine historians are inconsistent in their usage of the
title of Bulgarian rulers: Leo the Deacon calls Boris the emperor of the Moesi only
after John Tzimiskes, having taken control of Bulgaria, divested him of his imperial
insignia at the imperial palace.”” That is especially apparent after Tzimiskes” conquest
and formal dissolution of the Bulgarian Empire in 971. Consequently, the Byzan-
tines perceived the uprising of the Kometopouloi and Samuel’s ascent to the impe-
rial throne as an act of defection.”® The pacification of Bulgaria after the conquest of
Samuel’s state, once it was incorporated into the Byzantine Empire’s administrative
system, involved getting the local Bulgarian elite to switch sides and local generals
to surrender their fortresses and cities, for which they were compensated by being
granted a court title (and perhaps something else).”” Skylitzes emphasizes how im-
portant the conquest of Bulgaria was for Basil II in his account of the events during
the reign of Romanos III Argyros, noting that he had to manage the most pressing
situations in the East before he returned to his constant concern - subjugating the
Bulgarian race (10 t@v Bovlydpwv dmotaet yévog).”® Besides, the integration of

1 Chon. 374.

92 On the borders of Bulgaria, see Komatina, Pojam Bugarske, 41-56.

93 Chon., 371-372, 533.

94 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 103-104; Attaliatae Historia, 24-35; Scyl., 255, 297. On the recog-
nition of the Bulgarian imperial title, cf. Livre de cérémonies III, II, 48.99-108; Pirivatri¢, Some Notes,
40-48; Komatina, Konstantin Porfirogenit, 96-98. However, Byzantine historians between the late 10%
and mid-13" centuries are inconsistent in their use of the titles of the Bulgarian rulers, Leonis diaconi
Historiae, 61, 158; Zon., 548-549, 558—559, 560, 564-566.

95 Leonis diaconi Historiae, 61, 158.

96 Scyl., 256, 328-330; Zon., 495. On the Byzantine perception of Samuel’s imperial title, cf.
Pirivatri¢, Samuilova drzava, 133-144.

97 Scyl., 342-346, 357-360, 362-365, 372, 412-413. On the integration of the Bulgarian elite into
the Empire’s administrative system, see Pirivatri¢, Samuilova drzava, 128-129; Kanev, Emperor Basil II,
455-473; Dudek, Elity bulgarskie, 43-71; Krsmanovi¢, Bulgarian Elite.

98 Scyl., 378.
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the local populations involved including Bulgarians in the Byzantine army® and ar-
ranging political marriages, both dynastic ones and those between members of the
local and the Byzantine elites.'® Political marriages were a tried-and-tested tool of
Byzantine diplomacy and could be arranged out of various motives. The Byzantines
expected that their princesses would help them establish their political and cultural
influence in the lands where they were sent. On the other hand, for the “barbarians”
that wed them, Byzantine wives added to their authority as rulers in their native
lands. After Samuel’s realm was destroyed and its territory restructured into themes
and thereby incorporated into the Byzantine administrative system, historical ac-
counts saw Bulgaria as a territory subjugated to the Empire, viewing the rebellions
of the local population in the 11" and 12 centuries as acts of defection.’®® Niketas
Choniates describes the formation of the so-called Second Bulgarian Empire (1185)
as a revolt (drootaciav).'”® Thus, post-971, Bulgarians were seen as Byzantine sub-
jects, and their territory as part of the Empire until the 13" century. The works of
Akropolites suggest that, by the 13" century, the Byzantines no longer claimed to
have historical rights to Bulgaria and instead used various arguments to justify con-
quering parts of its territory.'®

Bulgarians were portrayed approvingly, as Christians and the Empire’s allies,
only when the Rus took control of Bulgaria. Believing it would be unreasonable to
wage a war concurrently against the Bulgarians and the Rus and that it would be
prudent to get at least one of those ethnic groups to support his cause, Emperor
Nikephoros II sent a delegation to the Moesi because they were of the same faith
(opoBpnoxovg).' However, the fact that the Bulgarians were Christians proved a
helpful diplomatic means only occasionally because the relations between the Byzan-
tines and the Bulgarians depended on the Empire’s political, military, and economic
interests at a given moment.'*” For the historians of the discussed period, Bulgarians
were barbarians, enemies, wretched and despicable Scythians, the most pathetic and
abhorrent Moesi, arrogant and ruthless, and their ruler Peter was a skin-gobbler
dressed in animal skin and descended from three generations of slaves.'®

99 Attaliatae Historia, 66, 68, 228.

100 Bryennios, 77, 219; Chon. 473, 487, 507-509, 535; Acrop., 41-43, 48-51, 64, 152; Greg. I,
29-30, 61, 99. Pach. I, 59; 11, 191, 441-443.

101 Scyl., 409, 412; Zon., 599. Michael Psellos notes that the Bulgarians shook of the yoke of
Roman rule and took the freedom of independence for themselves, Psellos, Chronographia, 70-71.

102 Chon., 368-369.

103 Acrop., 76-77, 107-109.

104 L eonis diaconi Historiae, 79-80, 136, 136. George Akropolites seems to speak of Bulgari-
ans as Christians with a dose of sympathy when he recounts how he attended a special feast organized,
as per the Bulgarian custom, by the Bulgarian tsar Constantine I Tikh to mark the Baptism of Christ,
Acrop., 175-176.

105 Kaldellis, Ethnography, 131.

106 T eonis diaconi Historiae, 61-63, 171-173, 175; Attaliatae Historia, 177-180; Zon., 548-549,
558-559, 560, 564-566; Manassis, 318; Chon., 371, 430; Acrop., 21-24, 114.
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Although Bulgaria was Christianized and largely Byzantinized by the mid-10"
century, the process of Byzantinization continued in the following centuries through
incorporating the territory of Bulgaria into the Empire’s administrative system, inte-
grating the local elite into the framework of the Byzantine military and administrative
apparatus, and inter-marriage at the highest dynastic level and in the lower classes.

Serbs

The Slavic origin of the Serbs has never been questioned. According to the
surviving sources, they settled in the 7 century in the Balkan Peninsula, where
they started to form their early states. The Christianization of Serbs, having begun
already in the 7" century, is believed to have been complete by the middle of the 9"
century.'” In the narratives from the discussed period, the Serbs usually appear as
Serbs, Triballi, Dalmatae, or Diokleians.'”® John Zonaras is the only chronicler to
describe Stefan Vojislav as a Scythian (2kv0ng avip, BoicBAafog dvopalopevog).*
Elsewhere, the same author mentions the Croats, whom some call Serbs (t6 T@v
XpoPatwv €Bvog, obg On kai XépPovg Tiveg kalodot).!'® For every one of these au-
thors, the listed ethnonyms, although undoubtedly describing the Serbian ethnic
group, do not always denote the same territories inhabited by the Serbs. Byzantine
historical accounts written between the late 10" and mid-13" century do not always
make it clear which territory this was. It has been established that John Skylitzes
uses the term Triballia for Diokleia and Serbia for the hinterlands of Diokleia, i.e.,
the Serb-populated territory in the Balkan interior.!"! Unlike him, John Zonaras says
that Stefan Vojislav raided the peoples who lived in the mountains and were subju-
gated to the Rhomaioi - the Triballi, Serbs, and their kinsmen (TptBailovg te kai
2épPoug kai dool Tovtolg opoyeveig).!'* Anna Komnene also suggests that Dalmatia

107 On the early history of the Serbs, cf. Komatina, Vizantijska crkvena politika, 261-266; Idem,
Konstantin Porfirogenit; Bubalo, Srpska zemlja, 15-44; ODB 1871-1876 (J. Stanojevich Allen, A. Kazh-
dan, S. Cirkovi¢, R. Browning); Blangez-Malamut, Cacouros, Limage des Serbes, 97-122; Cirkovi¢, Be-
tween Kingdom and Empire, 110-120.

108 Scyl., 424, 475; Bryennios, 209-211, 215; Alexiad, 53, 130, 225, 226, 252-253, 265, 266, 280,
369, 383; Glycae Annales, 594; Cinnami Epitome, 12, 101-103, 104, 105, 107, 108, 109, 113, 203-204, 212,
213,236, 249.2,19, 271.18-19, 271, 286, 287, 299; Chon., 16, 90, 92, 100, 136, 434, 531, 532, 608; Acrop., 9,
142, 145, 146; Pach. I, 209, 271; I1, 401; Greg. I, 116. After his report that, in 1165, the Byzantines captured
Dalmatia, i.e., the geographical region that was part of the so-called duchy of the Hungarian prince Béla
Alexios, John Kinnamos no longer uses the term Dalmatae for the Serbs, probably to avoid confusing his
readers. Cinnami Epitome, 248-249; VIIN] IV, 87-89. Therefore, the claim that Kinnamos always calls the
Serbs Dalmatae is incorrect, VIINJ IV, 86 n. 236. Interestingly, Theodore Prodromos and Michael of Tes-
salonike refer to the Serbs as Dacians, VIINJ IV, 177, 186, Radosevi¢, Les allophyloi, 89-102.

109 Zon., 617-618.

10 76n.,, 567, 713. On Byzantine rule in Croatia, cf. Komatina, On the question of Byzantine
rule, 11-34.

UL Komatina, Srbija i Duklja, 159-186.

U2 76n., 617-618. Similarly, it is not entirely clear whom Anna Komnene has in mind when she,

besides Bodin and the Dalmatae, mentions other governors of those territories (tobto 8¢ kai 1@ Bodivw
Kai Toig AaApdralg kai Toig Aotmoig apxnyols Tdv mapaketpuévwv xwpdv), Alexiad, 130.
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had a composite ethnic character,’”® and for John Kinnamos, Bori¢ (Bopit{ng) was

the exarch of the Dalmatian land of Bosnia (0 BoaBvng xwpag é§apxwv Aaipa-
Tikfig).'"* For Glykas, the Serbian lands were Diokleia and Rascia (Duklja and
Ragka).'"® However, the terms “Serbs” and “Triballi” were clearly interchangeable.'
Of course, it is unreasonable to expect that Byzantine historians used this terminol-
ogy with surgical precision. Anna Komnene also reports that there was a frontier
between the land of the Serbs and the Byzantine Empire.'"”

The Serbs are believed to have been part of the Empire’s administrative system
until 1034.""® Although Stefan Vojislav managed to achieve a degree of independence
from the Empire in the territory he governed, some Serb-inhabited lands remained
under Byzantine control. The status of local Serbian archons changed with Mihailo
and Konstantin Bodin, who, as the Empire’s allies, received titles from Constanti-
nople.'”® Bodin bore the title of protosebastos and exousiastes of Diokleia and Serbia,
showing that he must have been an ally of the Empire.'?

However, the allied relations between the Serbs and the Empire were always
ambivalent because they were seen as unreliable allies who could at any moment fail
to comply with their obligations, cross their borders, and raid the Byzantine terri-
tory. This model gradually evolved into a pattern: the Serbs would constantly rebel
and defect only to surrender as soon as the Byzantine army drew close; they would
then violate the treaties again and often flee to the mountains'?* from the Byzantine
troops. It would take two or three interventions from the emperor to get them to
agree to peace terms. In Byzantine historical sources, at least as far as the Balkans are
concerned, this model was reserved for the Serbs only.'*> However, the account of
John Kinnamos brings it to a new level. The Serbs were subjugated to the Rhomaioi
because they defected (eig dmootaciav idovteg) during the reign of Michael I and

113 Alexiad, 265. The term Dalmatae obviously included Serbs in a broader geographical area. For
the inhabitants of Dalmatia see DZino, From Justinian to Branimir, 164-165 with a longer list of literature.

114 Cinnami Epitome, 132.

115 Glycae Annales, 594, 614-615.

16 VIINJ 111, 117 n. 132, 159 n. 255.

17 Alexiad, 252-253, 266. On the importance of the Empire’s political borders, cf. Kaldellis,
Byzantine borders, 100-124. See Komatina, Srpsko-vizantijski odnosi, 9-20.

U8 Komatina, Srbija i Duklja, 170-180.

119 Scyl., 475; Alexiad, 53.

120 Komatina, Vizantijska titula, 61-76. Komatina argues that, when the agreement with Bodin
was reached, the Serbian ruler was granted the rank of a king, ibid. 72.

121 I ike in the Bulgarian case, Leonis diaconi Historiae, 31, 62-63, 104, 131, 171, Attaliatae His-
toriae, 8, Chon. 373, 428-429, 502, 513, the geographical layout is of particular importance in warfare
against the Serbs; Skylitzes reports that the army headed by the eunuch George Probatos and sent against
Stefan Vojislav by Michael IV the Paphlagonian encountered a very challenging, diffused and inaccessible
terrain and was annihilated, with Probatos barely managing to get away, Scyl., 409.80-86. Anna Komnene
also notes the problem with fighting against the Serbs in an inhospitable terrain, Alexiad, 258.

122 Alexiad, 135-136, 183, 252-253;
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captured the fortress of Ras.'? Manuel I, whom Kinnamos portrays as something
of a superhero,' single-handedly appointed and deposed the grand Zupans of Ras,
ending with Stefan Nemanja as the last of them.'* This subordinate status is partic-
ularly striking in the description of Nemanja’s ritual subjugation to Manuel I'* and
the participation of Serbs in the Byzantine army in the Battle of Myriokephalon in
1176, in which Kinnamos directly blames them for the Byzantine defeat.'” Other
novelties in the Balkan policy of the Komnenoi were taking prisoners and resettling
the rebelling local population, primarily Serbs, to pacify the unruly region.'” Nike-
tas Choniates, in particular, insists on the treacherous cooperation of the Serbs with
the Hungarians, the Empire’s principal enemies in the Balkans in the 12 century,
but also their tendency to violate oaths.'” The portrayal of Serbs as unreliable allies
survived into the 13" century, when they were no longer subordinate to the Byzan-
tines. For George Akropolites, they were a race that violated agreements and never
showed gratitude to those who had been good to them but, like the Bulgarians, re-
jected and trampled the goblet of friendship for a petty gain."*

In a letter to Pope Celestine III in 1191/2, Emperor Isaac IT Angelos claimed
that Béla III, his father-in-law, wanted to rule Serbia, which had of old belonged
to the Byzantines and had never been ceded to anyone else."”! However, Serbia’s
position certainly changed during the reign of Isaac II, as attested by the fact that
his niece Eudokia married Stefan Nemanji¢, who received the title of sebastokrator,
becoming the first foreigner to bear the second most prestigious Byzantine court
title.!*> Niketas Choniates mentions the marriage, emphasizing not only Eudokia’s
right to rule alongside her husband but also that they had offspring, which, at a
moment when she was no longer the Serbian queen and the Empire had fallen
apart, was particularly significant.'*® The marriage was a result of the centuries-old

123 Cinnami Epitome, 12, 101-103, 104, 105, 107.
124 Cinnami Epitome, 99-101, 108, 109-110, 192; Chalandon, Les Comnénes, 255.
125 Cinnami Epitome, 112-113, 203-204, 212-214, 131; VIINJ IV, 56-59, 60-64.

126 Cinnami Epitome, 287-24; 288; VIINJ IV, 101-104. Vucetic, Ritual potéinjavanja, 593-603
compares this act with similar or identical instances and associates it with the Western ritual of deditio.
In Stefan Nemanja’s case, the deditio ritual was followed by an adventus, a triumphal procession, and a
traditional element of Byzantine rituals.

127 Cinnami Epitome, 299.

128 1bid, 114; Chon., 16.
) 129 Chon,, 16, 90, 92, 136, 158-159; VIINJ IV, 139, 144-148. Cf. Magdalino, Empire, 79; Kali,
Zupan Uro$ 11, 21-39; Eadem, Zupan Belos, 63-81

130 Acrop., 145.

131 yIINJ 1V, 250-251.

132 For different opinions on the chronology of the marriage, which some scholars date before
and some after the Battle of Morava, and different views on when the battle took place, cf. Pirivatri¢,
Brak Stefana Nemanjic¢a i Evdokije Komnine, 142-143 n. 7.

133 Chon. 531, 608; VIINJ IV, 165.
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Byzantine dynastic strategy'** intended to make the Byzantine princess the bearer of
patrimonial rights to the throne.”*® This might have been the reason why Choniates
mentioned this marriage because Byzantine influence endured during the reigns of
their sons, especially Radoslav."** However, Choniates fails to mention that Stefan
Nemanji¢ bore the title of sebastokrator."*” Given that both Kinnamos and Choniates
emphasize Nemanja’s defeats, this might be why Choniates chose not to mention
Stefan’s sebastokrator title, particularly because his marriage to Eudokia had ended
by the time Choniates wrote about it.

Byzantine historical narratives also ignore the promotion of the Serbian
Church to the rank of an archbishopric in 1219."® Like in the Bulgarian case, the
Serbs’ Christian identity is mentioned just once in historical accounts from the late
10" to the mid-13"™ centuries - in Anna Komnene’s remark that “although Dalmatae,
they were still Christians,” intended to justify her father’s decision to end the war
with the Serbs because he thought civil war repugnant.’

The Rus

The question of the Rus ethnic identity is no less complex. It is widely believed
that the identity core of the early Rus’ realm was shaped by Scandinavian settlers,
who gradually merged with the indigenous Slavic and Finno-Ugric nomadic tribes.
While 10®-century sources still distinguish between the Rus and the Slavs,'* in later
Byzantine usage, the term Rus came to describe those who spoke the Slavonic lan-
guage.'"! However, Byzantine narratives from the late 10" to the mid-13" centuries

134 The surviving sphragistic material shows that, after she married Peter I of Bulgaria in 927,
Maria Lekapene not only ruled alongside him but perhaps also had the status of senior emperor, Shep-
ard, Maria Lakapena, 135-136, 141, 142 n. 63, 143-149. This practice continued in the following centu-
ries, cf. Pach. I, 191, 247, 303; Greg. I, 61, 99.

135 pirivatri¢, Brak Stefana Nemanji¢a i Evdokije Komnine, 149-151.

136 Maksimovié, ,Vizantinizmi”, 139-147. For a general overview of Byzantine influence in
Serbia, see also Krsmanovi¢ — Maksimovi¢, Vizantija u Srbiji, 41-55.

137 Stefan’s sebastokrator title is mentioned in Serbian sources: Stefan Nemanja’s Hilandar
Charter of 1198/9, Stefan Nemanji¢’s Hilandar Charter of 1200/1202, and an inscription next to Stefan’s
portrait at Mile$eva, Ferjancic, Sevastokratori 168.

138 Chronologically, these events should have been reported by Niketas Choniates and George
Akropolites. However, George Akropolites chose not to mention them, most likely because, at the time
of writing, the negotiations about a marriage between the Serbian prince Milutin and the Byzantine
princess Anna Palaiologina and, by extension, an alliance between Serbia and the Empire, had fallen
through, Pirivatri¢, Postanak Srpskog kraljevstva, 23, 28-29.

139 Alexiad, 265-269, 279-28. Stouraitis, Byzantine war, 97, 107 notes that Anna Komnene saw
the war between Christians (Byzantines and Crusaders) as a civil war, a view espoused by Byzantine his-
torians until the second half of the 12" century.

140 De Administrando Imperio, 56-62.

141 Dyczko, Viking Rus, 115-137; Howard-Johnston, De administrando imperio, 320-330; ODB

1819-1822 (S. C. Franklin); Franklin - Shepard, Emergence of Rus, 4-5, 28-50, 71, 89; Davidson, Viking
Road, 57-67; Obolensky, Commonwealth, 37, 43, 166, 180-181; Vernadsky, Origins, 198-201.
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never associate the Rus with the Slavs.'** For those authors, they were always the
Rus, Tauroscythians or Tauri (Taurians), Scyths or a Scythian people.'* The eth-
nonyms Tauroscythians and Tauri no doubt emerged because the Byzantines be-
lieved them to be the inhabitants of the Tauric Peninsula (modern-day Crimea).'**

In historical narratives from the late 10" to the mid-13" centuries, reports on
the Rus are scant and, when they do appear, rarely amount to more than side notes.
The most interesting ones concern Sviatoslav’s invasion of Bulgaria in the work of
Leo the Deacon. Generally speaking, Leo the Deacon saw the Rus as a brutal, bel-
ligerent, and mighty people, immensely insolent and arrogant, guided by ferocity
and passion, greedy and gluttonous, and prone to making promises and accepting
bribes.'** Leo’s description of the Rus’ pagan religion is the most original ethno-
graphic account in Byzantine literature."*® To portray them as gruesomely as possi-
ble, he described their burial rituals, which supposedly involved human sacrifice. To
intensify and explain the brutality of this practice,'” Leo associates it with the pagan
practices of ancient Hellas and the greatest hero of the Hellenic world, Achilles, a
person of Scythian descent who was callous, ruthless, and conceited.'* In Leo’s eyes,
Sviatoslav was courageous but also impudent, boastful, cruel, barbarically mad, and
hot-tempered.'* However, once he was defeated, Sviatoslav showed political maturi-
ty with his efforts to save his men and in agreeing to peace terms with the Rhomaioi,
which, among other things, renewed their trade treaties.” For Leo the Deacon, all

142 t{]], Leo Marsicanus distinguishes between the Norsemen and the Rus elements of the
Varangian Guard in his description of the detachments Basil II sent to his new katepano of Italy, Basil
Mesardonites, to put down the rebellion of the Longobards in 1010, Leo of Ostia, II. 37, 237-238;
Theotokis, Varangians, 61. That would suggest that Byzantine historians were aware of this distinction
but, for some reason, found it irrelevant.

143 1 eonis diaconi Historiae, 63, 77, 103, 106-107, 109-111, 126, 129-141, 143145, 147-157, 175;
Scyl., 277, 282, 286-289, 295, 297-301, 305, 307, 310, 336, 355, 367, 389, 399, 430-433, 490; Zon., 404,
435-436, 476-477, 484, 513, 522-523, 527-535, 631-633; Attaliatae Historia, 16-17, 69 (?), 87, 195-196;
Psellos, Chronographia, 9, 94, 144, 212, 217; Cinnami Epitome, 115, 199, 218, 232, 235-236, 242, 262;
Manassis, 317; Glycae Annales, 553, 595; Acrop. 33, 127-129; Chon. 522-523, 532; Greg. III, 511-528.

144 ODB, 2014-2015 (A. Kazhdan).

145 1 eonis diaconi Historiae, 126, 129, 131, 151-152, 140-141. John Skylitzes brings a similar
report, Scyl., 306.

146 Kaldellis, Ethnography, 76, 93.

147 Leo the Deacon took this claim from Herodotus and Strabo but added contemporary
material, History of Leo the Deacon, 193-194, n. 32-35; Kaldellis, Original source, 11.

148 1 eonis diaconi Historiae, 149—150; History of Leo the Deacon, 194, n. 39. It is possible that
Attaleiates once called the ruler of the Rus the ruler of the Myrmidons (t@v Mvpudovwv dpxovty),
Attaliatae Historia, 69; Attaleiates, History, 159 n. 150.

149 1 eonis diaconi Historiae, 63, 77, 105-106, 139. Leo describes the Bulgarian tsar Simeon in
similar terms, saying that he swelled with the usual madness of the Scythians (dnovoidv te v ZxvOuny
Kkai ovviOn énapBeic), Leonis diaconi Historiae, 123.

150 1 eonis diaconi Historiae, 155-156; McGrath, Battles of Dorostolon, 163. On the importance
of trade ties for both sides, cf. ODB, 2111-2112 (A. Kahzdan); Shepard, Constantinople — gateway to the
north, 243-260.
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that the Rus were doing against the Empire’s interests was a barbaric and hostile
act, whereas the things that in any way restored their harmonious relations with the
Rhomaioi were commendable. In this sense, the report on restoring trade relations
is particularly interesting as, already in the 10" century, this would have been the
Rus’ strongest motive for entering the Byzantine political sphere.'” That is indirectly
confirmed by Nikephoras Gregoras’ later report that Rus was a populous land rich in
silver and fur, the most important articles in the trade between the two sides."*

Although the Rus’ lands and their rulers were never under the Empire’s direct
control, Michael Psellos describes their raid of Constantinople in 1043 as a rebellion
(tfig T@V Phowv énavaotdoewg).”** In the 12" century, the Byzantine political influ-
ence on the Rus was limited to involvement in the conflicts between the Rus prin-
cipalities, with the Empire also having a treaty with the rulers of Galicia."** On the
other hand, Rus’ princes took refuge in the Byzantine territory when threatened.'*®

Many historians of the discussed period mention the Rus in the ranks of the
Byzantine army,'** most notably in the renowned Varangian Guard, which also in-
cluded members of other peoples, such as Norsemen, Franks, and Anglo-Saxons."”’

Like in the Bulgarian case, in the backdrop of pressing political troubles, the
Byzantines also established affine ties with the ruling family of Rus. In his clash with
the rebel Bardas Phokas, Basil II enlisted them as his allies after he arranged a mar-
riage between their ruler Vladimir and his sister.”*® This was a precedent in Byzan-
tine foreign policy - no purple-born (porphyrogenita) princess had ever married a
barbarian before. Byzantine historians seem to ignore the Christianization of Rus.'*
Some scholars have argued that the reason for this is that the Byzantines believed it
had taken place in 867, as Patriarch Photios claimed in his letter to the eastern pa-
triarchs.'®® However, the earliest conversion of the Rus, which took place during the
reign of Basil I, had included only the subjects of Askold and Dir, the princes of Rus
based in Kyiv. When they were defeated and killed by Oleg, a relative who held court

151 The principal motive that led the Rus princess Olga to convert to Christianity at the
Constantinopolitan court is believed to have been an economic incentive, Franklin - Shepard,
Emergence of Rus, 135-138.

152 Greg. I11, 511.

153 peellos, Chronographia, 144.

154 Cinnami Epitome, 115, 232-236; VIINJ 1V, 42, Ham. 89; Chon. 522-523.
155 Cinnami Epitome, 236-237.

156 Scyl,, 355; Psellos, Chronographia, 9, 217-218; Attaliatae Historia, 87.

157 Scyl., 367; Bryennios, 123, 217-219. On the Rus and their service in the Byzantine army and
the Varangian Guard, Theotokis, Varangians, 57-73; Idem, Rus, Varangian and Frankish mercenaries,
125-156; Blondal, Varangians.

158 5yl 336.

159 On the Christianization of the Rus, cf. Franklin, Shepard, Emergence of Rus, 151-169;
Vodoff, Naissance; Obolensky, Commonwealth, 183-184, 188-203.

160 photii epistolae, 735-738; Poppe, Political Background, 201.
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in the north, in Novgorod, the old faith was restored.'* Byzantine historians also
omit the Rus’ conquest of Kherson. John Kinnamos reports in the 12* century that
a bishop was sent from Byzantion to Kyiv (Kiapa), the ecclesiastical center of the
Tauroscythian land.'®* Niketas Choniates recounts that the most Christian people
of Rus (10 xplotiavikwtatov yévog oi Pwg kai oi Tovtwv dpxik®g), who shared the
Byzantine faith (§0vel opomiotw), and their rulers (apxikawg mpoedpevovteg) saved
Constantinople from the Kumans and Vlachs in 1199.'¢*

Generally speaking, the Rus only occasionally entered the purview of Byzan-
tine historians of the discussed period. Except for Sviatoslav’s invasion of Bulgaria
and the raid of Constantinople in 1043, Byzantine chroniclers tend to report events
that bear witness to trade, military, and cultural exchanges between the Empire and
Rus. Kinnamos, Choniates, and Gregoras all attest to Constantinople’s missionary,
educational, and civilizing influence on the people of Rus.'** The importance of
Christianity and the Patriarchate of Constantinople did not begin to be emphasized
before the 12" century, and then primarily for reasons of interior policy. The ques-
tion of why earlier historical narratives fail to mention the Christianization of Rus
and their Christian identity remains unresolved.

* ok ok

Historical narratives written between the end of the 10" and the middle of the
13" century primarily portray the Bulgarians, Serbs, and Rus as barbarians. The ter-
ritory of Bulgaria, incorporated into the Empire’s administrative system in 1018, was
seen as Byzantine until the end of the 12" century. The Serbian case was more com-
plex. Byzantine authors first distinguished two geographic-political entities inhabit-
ed by Serbs, Diokleia and Serbia, whose dependence on Constantinople fluctuated
over time. The Serbs were part of the Empire’s administrative system until 1034 and
then became its unreliable and rebellious allies who sometimes received lower-rank-
ing titles from Constantinople. According to Kinnamos, the Byzantines subjugated
them during the reign of Manuel I, and Byzantine influence among the Serbs was
institutionalized under the Angeloi in the marriage of Stefan Nemanji¢ and the Byz-
antine princess Eudokia and Stefanss title of sebastokrator. Although Michael Psellos
describes the Rus’ raid of Constantinople in 1043 as a rebellion, the territory they
inhabited was never under the Empire’s direct control, nor was it ever seen as such.
The Christian element — the most important indicator of Byzantinization - did not
alter the perception of those peoples in the works of the authors of the discussed
period. Except for a few remarks - the decision of Nikephoros II to side with the
Bulgarians against the Rus because the former were Christians; Anna Komnene’s

161 Komatina, Crkvena politika, 312-314.

162 Cinnami Epitome, 236.

163 Chon. 522-523.

164 Greg 111, 511. 16-517. 12; 517.12-528.11.
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comment that the Dalmatae, although barbarians, were still Christians; references to
the Rus as Christians in the works of Kinnamos, Choniates, and Gregoras — Byzan-
tine authors who wrote in this period seem to attach little relevance to the Christian-
ization of those peoples. Furthermore, they ignore very important events, such as
the conversion of the Rus under Prince Vladimir or the establishment of the Serbian
Archbishopric in 1219. They do mention marriages, a tried-and-tested tool of Byz-
antine diplomacy, both dynastic and lower-level, and assigning lower court titles.
There is, however, a notable difference. Whereas members of the Bulgarian elite re-
ceived titles as a way to non-violently pacify them after the fall of Samuel’s state and
incorporate this territory into the Empire’s administrative apparatus, Serbian rulers
were usually given titles to dissuade them from launching attacks against the Empire
and ensure their alliance and support. Byzantine authors apparently saw references
to the imperial title of Bulgarian rulers and granting prestigious court titles, such
as that of sebastokrator, as a weakness of the Empire and thus chose not to mention
them or did so inconsistently.
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BYTAPYU, CPBY 1 PYCU HA ITEHTPAJTHOM BAJTKAHY
V BUSAHTUJCKUM VICTOPUJCKM HAPATUBIMA
(KPAJ 10. - CPEJIIHA 13. BEKA): [IOIJIE] 113 LIAPUTPAJIA

Y papy ce pasmarpajy Bectu o byrapuma, Cpbuma n Pycuma xoje foHOCe BU-
3aHTUjCKM MCTOPUYAPU 3a eprof off Kpaja 10. go monoBuHe 13. Beka, 6ynyhu ma cy
OBU HApOAM Y IOMEHYTOM IIEPUOJY TPajHO Hace/baBaIu WM IPUBPEMEHO 6OpaBIIN
Ha IIpocTopy LeHTpanHor bankana. [ToceOHa makma ycMepeHa je Ha HaUMH Ha KOju je
BU3aHTHjCKa UcToprorpaduja HasHaYeHOr MIepIOfa WX NIpefcTaB/baa, oynyhn na
Cy BU3AHTHjCKM MUCLIY YeCTO pas3nduTe Hapojie Ha3uBaIu UCTUM, 30MPHUM VIMEHOM
(BapPapot, €Bvn, aANo@LAOL, £TepoPUAOL, AANOYAWOOOL). YIOTPe6OM reHepIuKIX
KIaCYHNUX eTHOHNMMA, ajlil M CaBPeMeHNX MIMeHa 3a T3B. ,HOoBe Hapogae~ Pomeju cy
UCTULIAMIY CBOjy KYITYPHY CYIIepMOPHOCT, I1a YaK ¥ MOMMTUYKY HafIMON HaJ CTpaH-
nuMa. OHM cy Tako, HasuBajyhu 6ankancke Hapope Janmaruma, Musuma u ci.,
OIIOHAIIA/IM €THUYKY MaIly paHoOT PuMCKOr lapCcTBa, TadyHMje HheroBMX MPOBUHIM]A.
TrMe cy gaBamy TECUTUMUTET IOHOBHOM YK/bYUUBAbhy OBYX OONACTH Y OKBUpE CBO-
jUX TPaHNUI, a TO je UCTOBpeMeHO LlapcTBy JaBao wiysnjy KOHTMHYUTETA U HEIPO-
MeH/bUBOCTH. [TojaM 1 KOHLIeNT BapBapa pasBMjao Ceé y UCTOPUjCKUM HapaTUBUMA,
IIa je YaK CTBOpEHA M IHIXO0Ba TUIICKA IIpefcTaBa. [Toce6HO BaXKHY Y/IOTY Y Kpeupamy
pasnuke usMmehy Pomeja 1 BapBapa urpao je jesux, a Pomeju cy yBek 6um u BOjHO
U CTpATelIKV JOMMHAHTHM y OJHOCY Ha BapBape, 6e3 0031pa Ha TO [ja JII je TaKpa
IpefiCTaBa y NOjeInHIM HapaTMBMMa OfiroBapaja CTBApHOCTH 1y He. OBaKBa Mpef-
CTaBa ,IPYTMX CBAaKaKo je HalllIa CBOj Oipas u y nmpukasuma byrapa, Cp6a u Pyca.

Byrapu, Cp6u u Pycu, Haposu Koju ce flaHac uneHTUPUKYyjy kao Crope-
HY, O ¢y y O/IMCKOM KOHTAaKTy ca Busantujckum napcrsoM. Ibuxos ogHoc ca
BusanTujoM, MehyTum, 6110 je pasmuuuT U 3aBUCKO je HajIpe Of TOra Ja /U Cy ce
IIOMEHYTH HAapOJM HACeNMUIN Ha TepUTOPHjy Koja je mpumnagana Iapcrsy (Byrapn
u Cpbu) niu cy xuBenu BaH werosux rpannua (Pycu). CxopHo ToMe ce 1 moryesn
BU3AHTMjCKE MHTENEKTYaTHE €INTE Ha IOMEHYTE HAPOJie PAa3IMKOBAO, HA IITA je
YTHULIA0 U caM TeorpadCKO-MICTOPMjCKU PasBUTAK JIpKaBa Koje Cy OHM (pOPMUPAINL.
To ce oceha y B3aHTUjCKOM ITOMMay TepUTOPUje Ha KOjoj Cy OBM HAPOJY XKUBEIN,
aJlu ¥ y TepMUHMMA KOjU ce KOPUCTe Ja 61 ce 03Hauno offHoC Koju je IapcTso ca
BJIMa YCIIOCTaB/bano (IIOFAHUIIN, POOOBM, CABESHULY U TOME CIUMYHO).

Tokom uMTaBOr Ha3HAYEHOT MEPUOJA, 6ap Kajia Cy y INTalby eTHOHUMMU KOju
ce KopucTe 3a byrape, y ucTopmjckum HapaTuBMMA je IPUCYyTHA AMXOTOMMU]ja KOja
HECYMIbMBO, OCHM TOTa IITO MMa 3a IM/b [Ja UCTAKHE BU3AHTUjCKE MOMUTUIKE
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acnmpanuje, Cyrepuille bIUX0B IBOCTPYKM UAEHTUTET IPOTOOYTapCKO-TYPCKOT IIe-
MeHa Koje je II0 Jo/macKy Ha bankaH crnoBeHusupaHo. BehnHa BM3aHTHjCKUX UCTO-
pnuapa Byrape nasusa Ckutnma, Byrapuma u(im) Musuma, a HeKU Off BJX, IIOIYT
Huxure XoHnjara, 4ak pasnmkyjy u e Oyrapcke ucropujcke oomacti: Musujy, Te-
puTOpMjy CeBepHO of InanuHe bankan, u byrapcky, IpocTop jy>KHO 1 jyrosamnagHo
on Musuje. IIpema cxparamyMa MCTOpMYapa Ha3HAYEHOT NIEPUOIa, TEPUTOPHUja KOjy
Hace/baBajy byrapn onysexk je mpunagana Pomejuma. byrapu ce, naxie, mocmarpajy
Kao noganuy Ilapcrsa ce o 13. Beka, Kajia ce, aKo je CygUTH IIpeMa HapaTUBY
leopruja Akpononuta, Pomeju Bullle He MO3MBajy Ha CBOje MCTOPMjCKO TIPABO Haf
Byrapckow, Beh pasmuuuTiM apryMeHTMMa HOKYILIABajy fia OLIPaBJiajy OCBajambe Je-
N0Ba WeHe TepuTopuje. Ynmwennna fa cy byrapn 6y xpumrhaay caMo HoBpeMeHO
je 611a KOPMCHO AMIIOMATCKO CpefcTBO, 6ynyhu ma cy ognocu nsmeby Pomeja un
byrapa saBucuim o TpeHyTHUX MOMUTUYKNUX, BOJHUX UM €KOHOMCKUX MHTEpeca
IlapctBa. Mako je Byrapcka 611a XpUCTUjaHN30BaHA U Y BEIMKOj MEPY BU3aHTH-
Husupana seh o nmonosuHe 10. Beka, Ipoliec BU3aHTUHM3AIMje Ce HACTAaB/ba U ¥
nortowuM cronehuma, Kako Kpo3 yKbyduBame Teputopuje byrapcke y agMuHm-
cTpatuBHU cucTeM llapcTBa, Tako 1 KPO3 MHTETPHCAIbE IOKATHE €/IUTE Y OKBUPE
BM3aHTVjCKOT BOJHOT U YMHOBHMYKOL allapara, ajay 1 Kpo3 OpakoBe Kako HajBUILeET
IAVHACTUYKOL, TAaKO I HYDKMX PaHTOBa.

Cpbu ce y HapaTuBMMa HasHA4eHOT Ieproaa nomumy kao Cp6ou, Tpubany,
Hanmaru n [Inoxnuhann. HaBeeHM eTHOHMMH, NAKO Ce HECYMIbMBO OJHOCE Ha
CPIICKM €THUYKU KOPITYC, He 03Ha4aBajy, MehyTuM, yBek ucte Teputopuje Koje Ha-
cemmaBajy Cpbu. Kox Josana Ckuuiie ce y ogpehenom koHTeKCTy TepmuH Tpuba-
nmja ogHocu Ha Iykipy, a repmue Cp6uja Ha 3anehe [lykibe, 0 KOMIIO3UTHOM Kapak-
tepy Janmanuje cefode ucropuyapu ernoxe KomHmHa, fok cy sa Muxanna Inmuky
CpICcKe 3eM/be HecyMm1BO U Jlykmpa u Pamka. Cpbu cy, cMaTpa ce, 61au feo aj-
MUHKUCTpaTUBHOT cucteMa IapcTBa mo 1034. rogune. I1o/m0Xaj TOKaTHMX CPIICKUX
apXoHaTa KBa/JIMTaTMBHO Ce MeHa ca NYK/baHCKUM BragapuMa Muxannom u Kon-
craTuHOM bopuHoM, koju cy caBesunuy Llapcrsa u fo6ujajy turyne us Llapurpana.
CaBesnnuku oguocu Cpba ca IJapcTBoMm cy, mehyTum, yBek ambuBaneHTHu, jep
CYy OHU HeIIOy3[JaHM CaBe3HMUIN KOji CY Y CBAKOM TPeHYTKY CIIPeMHM Ja U3UTPajy
cBoje 06aBese, pehy cBoje rpanuie u mycrolue pomejcky Teputopujy. [pencrasa o
Cp6mma Kao HeNoy3aHUM CaBe3HMIMMA XKIBA je ¥ TOKOM 13. Beka, Kajia OHU BUIIe
HY Ha KOjyI HaulH HUCY notunmbenn Pomejuma. ITonoxaj Cpbuje y ogHOCcy Ha Bu-
3aHTHjy IPOMEHIO ce TOKOM BiajaByHe Vicaka II Anberna, o vemy peunto cBepoun
4NbEeHNIIA fa je Ieroba O6paTanuna Epgokmja 6mna ynara sa Credana Hemamwnha
U ¥IMajia je IIpaBo Jja BjIafia 3ajefHO ca CYIPYyroM, JOK je OH caM HOOMO TUTYIy ce-
BACTOKPATOpa Kao IIPBJ CTPaHaILl KOjU je HOCMO OBO JPYIO II0 3Ha4ajy BU3AHTMjCKO
IABOPCKO NOCTOjaHCTBO. VINaK, BUSAHTUjCKYM M3BOPU OCTajy HEMU KaJia je y MUTabY
Iofie/bYBambe CeBACTOKPATOPCKe TUTYIIE, anu U y3ausarme CpIICcKe IIpKBe Ha PAHT
apxuenuckonuje 1219. ropune.
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BusanTtujckm Haparusu ¢ kpaja 10. n nonosune 13. Bexa Pyce HujennoM He
moBofie y Be3y ca CroBeHMMa. 3a BUX0Be ayTope oHu ¢y Pycn, TaBpockntu nmm
TaBpu, CKUTM MM CKMTCKYM Hapof. YomuiTe y3es, Pycu camo moBpeMeHO ynase y
BUJOKPYT BU3aHTUjCKUX MCTOpUYapa MOMEHYTOT nepuoja. Ako ce usysme Cgja-
TOC/aB/beB II0XOH Ha byrapcky u pycku nanap Ha Lapurpap us 1043. rogune,
BM3AHTUjCKY MCTOpUYApH Ipe cBera Oeexxe gorahaje Koju cBegode 0 TProBaukoj,
BOjHOj 1 KynTypHOj pasmenn usmeby Ilapcrsa n Pyca. 3navaj xpymrhancke Bepe u
Hapurpasicke naTpujaplunje HaIlalasa ce TeK off 12. Beka, IOITIaBUTO U3 YHYTpa-
HIbe-TIOMUTUYKUX pasnora. OcTaje OTBOPEHO MUTAKE 3aLITO PAHMjY BU3AHTUjCKU
HapaTVBJ He IIOMUIbY IOKpIITaBame Pyca Hutu Pyce kao xpumhane. Ono mTo,
MebyTuM, BM3aHTHjCKM MCTOPMYApY Ha3HAYEHOT IIepHofa HOC/IeTHO IOMIIbY, Kajia
cy y mutawy u Byrapu u Cpbu u Pycn, jecy 6pakoBu, orpo6aHO CpeACTBO BU3aH-
TUjCKe JUIUIOMATHj€e, KaKO OHM JMHACTUYKOL, TaKO ¥ OHM HVDKET PaHra, Kao U o-
Je/bUBarbe HIDKUX LAPUTIPAJCKUX JBOPCKMUX TUTYNA. VIIaK, 1 Ty MOCTOju pasiuKa.
Jok cy npunagHunyMa 6yrapcke emure TUTY/IE JOAE/bUBAHE KaO CPeCTBO MUPHE
nanudukanuje mociae cnoma CaMynaose Ip>KaBe, a y WY BEHOT YK/byunBama y
afMMHKCTpaTUBHE OKBUpe llapcTBa, CpIICKMM Blaflapuma TUTYIIE CY JJOJe/bIBaHe
Hajuemrhe kako Ou ce cripednn BUXOBY Hamaau Ha IlapcTBo 1 06e36enyia wuxo-
Ba CaBe3HMYKa Mojpuika. [loMnmarme apcke TUTYIe 6yrapcKux Baajapa u gofe-
JbYBaIbe HAjBUIINX JIBOPCKUX TUTY/A, MOIYT CEBACTOKPATOPCKE, OYNITIEAHO CY U
OB IUCLY ITOCMaTpay Kao cnaboct LlapcTBa, Te MX WM YOILITe He IIOMUbY, WK
CYy y TOM€ He[JOCTIE[IHM.



