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THESSALY UNDER THE SERBS
(1348 - ¢. 1373)

Maja Nikolié

ABsTRACT: The rule of the Serbs in Thessaly began in 1348, when the military
units of the Serbian Emperor Stefan Dusan, led by his prominent general Preljub,
took over and incorporated it into the Serbian Empire. Preljub governed Thessaly
until his death, in early 1356. After the short reign of Despot Nikephoros II Orsini
(1356-1359), Thessaly was conquered by DuSan’s half-brother Symeon Uro§
Palaiologos (1359-c. 1371), who proclaimed himself emperor. He was succeeded
by his elder son, John Doukas UroS§ Palaiologos, who ruled for a very short time
(c. 1371/2—c. 1373), before retiring to Meteora as monk Joasaph, where he lived
until his death in 1423, essentially becoming the second ktetor of Meteora.
The rule of John UroS was followed by that of Kaisar (Caesar) Alexios Angelos
Philanthropenos, which marked the end of Thessaly’s Serbian period, lasting less

than three decades.

KEYwWORDS: Thessaly, Serbian Empire, Stefan DuSan,

Preljub, Symeon Uros, John Uro§

NE=ZEIZ-KAEIAIA: Ogooalia, ZepPikn Avtokpatopia, Xtépavog Aovody,
IpeAovumnog, Zvpewv Ovpeong IaraioAdyog, Iwavvng Ovpeong

I. The rule of Stefan Dusan (1348-1355)

ue to the political fragmentation prevailing in Byzantium during the
second civil war (1341-1347), the troops of the Serbian King Stefan Du3an
conquered between 1343 and 1345 much of Byzantium’s Balkan territories:
namely the whole of Macedonia and Albania, with the exceptions of Thessaloniki,
Dyrrhachion and Buthrotum'. As a result, the Serbian King started to style
himself ‘vectHux I'pkoM’ (the one that partakes in ruling the Greeks, i.e., the
Byzantines). By the end of 1345 he had also proclaimed himself emperor, with

On Stefan Dugan’s conquests cf. Micmopuja cpnckoz Hapoda, 1, 511-523, 541-544; Ferjanci¢, Cirkovic,
Cmedgpar Aywar, 49-190.
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an imperial coronation taking place on 16 April 13462 As early as 1347 Serbian
troops conquered Epirus; and then in 1348, taking advantage of the effects of
the Black Death pandemic, they seized Thessaly as well®. This venture was
facilitated by the death of its previous governor, Sebastokrator John Angelos
(Kantakouzenos’s nephew), from the plague (to0 éuod tereAevinkévrog avepiod).
Unable to oppose the invaders, or acting under the calculation that it could
benefit from an agreement with Thessaly’s new ruler, the local aristocracy did
not resist*.

The prime sources on Thessaly’s conquest by the Serbs are the memoirs of
John Kantakouzenos and the Chronicle of Ioannina. First Kantakouzenos, when
mentioning the events of 1349 and his intention to leave young John V in Thes-
saloniki, made the following claim: that with the help of God and a great army
he will not only save Thessaloniki from the Serbian danger, but will also lib-
erate the rest of Macedonia, Thessaly and Akarnania, which were conquered
by the Triballoi®. On the other hand, the Chronicle of Ioannina begins with the
information that the King of Serbia Stefan (0 kai kpdAng ZepBiag amdong) crossed
the Byzantine border, was crowned emperor and then conquered Wallachia in
Greece (kai thv év‘EAd61 BAaxiav), where he appointed Preljub, his noble as ruler
(dpxovra), granting him the dignity of kaisar/caesar®. The terminus ante quem for
this event is provided by two chrysobolls of Stefan DuSan, issued to the monas-
teries of the Most Holy Mother of God in Lykousada and St. George in Zablantia
in November 1348. About a year earlier, and certainly before December 13477,
DuSan became the lord of Epirus®. There he appointed his half-brother Syme-
on-SiniSa as governor, having previously bestowed to him the title of despot’.

2 On Stefan Dusan’s imperial title and its development in the course of time cf. Pirivatri¢, “Yna3ak
CredaHa [ywaHa y Llapcto”.

3 John Kantakouzenos clearly mentions that the Serbs conquered Thessaly after the subjugation of
Epirus and the death of Sebastokrator John Angelos, which is believed to have occurred in 1348
(Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, lotopia [L. Schopen ed.], III, 147).

4 Iwdvvng Kavtokoulnvodg, op. cit, 147. On Sebastokrator John Angelos see n. 14. On the other hand,
the forceful conquest of Epirus means that the Serbs encountered resistance there, probably organ-
ized by John Angelos. See Nicol, Despotate of Epiros, 130.

5 Iwdavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit., 113 sq.
6  Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy [L. Vranousis ed.], 74.

7 We know this on the basis of Dusan'’s chrysobull issued to the Athonite Monastery of Great Lavra in
December 1347, in which the he signs, inter alia, as the Lord of the Despotate of Epirus. See Solovjey,
Mosin, puke nosesve cpnckux enadapa, 116-123, no. XVL. The conquest of Epirus, therefore, must
have happened before the date the chrysobull was issued.

8 Solovjev, Mosin, op. cit, 152-161, no. XX; 162-167, no. XXL. Cf. Ferjanci¢, Tecanuja, 228.

9 The Chronicle of Ioannina suggests that Dusan first bestowed the title of despot to Symeon,
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Symeon then married Thomais!?, the daughter of the late Despot John II Orsini,
who, along with her brother Nikephoros, could claim hereditary rights to the
Despotate of Epirus'!.

BoZidar Ferjanci¢ believed that the Thessalian aristocracy was not satisfied
with Byzantine rule represented in Sebastokrator John Angelos, which facili-
tated the effortless Serbian conquest of such a vast area!2. However, by recog-
nizing Kantakouzenos as emperor in 1342 Thessaly was in effect accepting the
rule of Constantinople from 1347, when he, as the winner of the civil war, be-
gan to reign. Perhaps, the dissatisfaction of the Thessalian nobles can be better
observed in their continuous anti-Constantinopolitan disposition. For example,
they recognized Kantakouzenos as emperor while he in clash with Constantino-
ple. The very moment Kantakouzenos succeeded in installing himself as the em-
peror in Constantinople, he no longer suited them. In this regard it is particular-
ly important that Kantakouzenos appointed his cousin John Angelos as lifelong
governor of Thessaly (repiéOntov avtdderpov tii¢ faciAeias uov kvpiov Twdvvny
tov Ayyedov eig kepany t@v kdotpwv kai xwpdv Blaxiag ép’ 6pw tiis {wiis avtoD)'s.
This probably betrays his increased awareness of the anti-Constantinopolitan
feelings prevailing among the local aristocrats. Apart from being a relative and

subsequently sending him to Epirus (Tov &¢ iSov adeApdy, kaAoUuevov Zupewy, 6G §aveyiog
ETOyxave 100 fagiAéwc MaAaioAdyou, ToOTov SeomdTNV TIUNTAG €l AlTwAlav EEémeuey, dpxnyov
Kal Nysudva kataatnoag tolTov, Xpovikd Twv lwawivwy, op. cit, 74. Cf. Ferjanci¢, Jecnomu y
Buzarmuju, 167). However, the sources do not indicate exactly when this happened: possibly some-
time soon after DuSan'’s coronation, or at the latest, immediately after Epirus was conquered. How-
ever, there is no evidence that Symeon'’s title was a direct consequence of the conquest of Epirus and
that he, as Dusan’s closest relative, received it in order to govern the area. On the contrary, it seems
logical to assume that he was granted the title at an earlier stage, when Dusan was creating his court
(see Maksimovi¢, "Cpncka uapcka tvtyna“, 174-175). The most prominent courtiers were always
closely related to the imperial family. Despite certain exceptions, they usually held the three highest
titles: despot, sebastokrator and kaisar (see Ferjanci¢, op. cit, 9-11. Ferjanci¢, Cirkovi¢, Cmecpan
JywaH, 176. Macrides, Munitiz, Angelov (eds), Pseudo-Kodinos, 252, 291-301). This is all the more
so if we bear in mind that Dusan recognized Symeon as the heir to the Serbian throne. He remained
second in line even after the birth of Uro$ (Miklosich, Monumenta Serbica, 116, no. 99. Mihaljci¢, Kpaj
cpnckoe yapcmea, 15-16). This is also supported by a donor fresco, representing Dusan as the ktetor,
together with his wife Helena, their son Uro$ and, presumably, Symeon in the southwest corner of
the nave of Visoki Decani Monastery (see D. Vojvodi¢, “MopTpeTu Bnagapa’, 268-272).

10 '6¢ Kkal €V TaUTN yevouEévog, TV To0 LakapiTou SamtdTou Twdavvou Buyatépa puvnateletatl, Owuaida
oUTw KAAOULEVNVY, BppaviV ék TaTpog obaay, &l untpl Kad povy Tag EAniSac aaAebovaay, Kai €’
AEEAPW VEW, 6V Kal wg Sunpov o BadiAeds Pwuaiwv eidnewg gi¢ KwvatavtivolmoAy annyayse,
kal v 100 Kavtakoulnvol Buyatépa éryouPpevons avty, ékeloe eivat memoinkev' (Xpovikd Twv
lwavvivwy, op. cit.,, 74-75).

11 Nicol, Despotate of Epiros.
12 Ferjanci¢, Tecanuja, 229.
13 Iwdvvng Kavtakoulnvog, latopia [L. Schopen ed.], II, 320.
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faithful supporter of Kantakouzenos, John Angelos, as his patronym points out,
was undoubtedly related to the Angeloi, a family that had reigned over Epi-
rus and Thessaly after 1204 and whose rule in these areas stood a symbol of
the decentralization of power vis-a-vis Constantinople'*. An interpretation, first
brought forward by Alexander Solovjev, and subsequently adopted by George
Soulis, is that the Thessalian nobles made an agreement with DuSan, similar to
the one made with Kantakouzenos in the end of 1342, and that this was largely
the reason Thessaly passed to Serbian rule without actual combat?®.

To continue, Michael Bu¢a, a noble from Kotor, is mentioned in a Venetian
report, written in April 1350, as “ambaxatorem serenissimi domini imperatoris
di Raxie et Romanie, dispoti Larte et Blachie comiti”®. On the basis of Buca’s
prominent position in the Serbian court it has been proposed that Stefan DuSan
included the title of Count of Wallachia into his full style'”. This thesis, however,
does not find support in the sources'®. The only documented example in which
he added the title of ‘Despotate of the western land’ (i.e., Epirus) into his style is
his December 1347 chrysobull to the Athonite Monastery of the Great Lavra®.
In this official document he signed as ‘Stefan in Christ God, the faithful Emperor
of the Serbs and the Greeks and the Despotate of the western land’?.

The special status of Epirus and Thessaly within the Serbian empire is vis-
ible in the fact that, being conquered from the Byzantine Empire, they were

14 On John Angelos cf. PLP, no. 204— 91038. His kinship with John Kantakouzenos is not clear, since
Kantakouzenos mentions him as both a nephew and a brother (see supra n. 4 and 13). The same
applies to his relationship with the Angeloi family. R. Buonocore de Widmann presented the opin-
ion that John Angelos was the son of Andronikos Tarchaneiotes, Megas Konostablos of Michael
VIII Palaiologos, who was married to the daughter of John I Doukas, Sebastokrator of Thessaly ("I
Nemagni-Paleologo-Ducas-Angelo-Comneno’, 254 no. 5). On the other hand, S. Binon categorically
rejected this possibility on the basis of cognate terms found in the sources (“A propos d'un pros-
tagma“, 146-151). Finally, D. Nicol suggested that his mother was the aunt of John Kantakouzenos,
his father’s sister, who was married to the Angeloi family (The Byzantine Family of Kantakouzenos,
147-148, no. 37). More research is required in order to illuminate John's relation to the Angelos and
the Epiro-Thessalian branch of this family, although it should be considered highly probable. After
all, he is mentioned in the sources only by the patronymic Angelos; not to mention of Kantakou-
zenos's consistent use of the holders of the right to local governments for his political goals, as also
evidenced by the case of Despot Nikephoros II (See infra).

15 Solovjev, “Becanilickie apxoHTbl B XIV BbKE", 166. Soulis, “ZepBokpatia”, 59-60.

16 Ljubi¢, Listine o odnosajih izmedju juZznoga slavenstva i Mletacke Republike, 174, no. 250.
17 lJireCek, Micmopuja Cpba, 226; Nicol, Despotate of Epiros, 130.

18 Ferjanci¢, Tecanuja, 229 no. 8.

19 The variants of his style were based on two basic, one Serbian and another Greek-Roman, compo-
nents. See Maksimovi¢, "Cpncka uapcka Tutyna“, 173-189. Pirivatri¢, "Ynazak CredaHa [ywaHa y
Llapcto”, 391-394.

20 Solovjev, Mosin, lpuke nogesve, 117-123, no. XVI.
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assigned their own governors®. Geographically they were situated far from the
core of the Serbian lands. Then, from the beginning of the Thirteenth century
they gradually grew into independent states, ultimately developing their own
political and ideological traditions?’. Bearing all this in mind, Stefan DuSan’s
coming to terms with the Thessalian aristocracy in 1348 illustrates how prag-
matic his policy towards Thessaly and Epirus. Thus, it seemed clear to him that
it was impossible to bind the local nobility was more firmly to his state, at least
in the short term?. As a result, he assigned their governance to the people he
trusted the most. On the other hand, this suggests that he intended to perma-
nently link other areas he conquered, primarily Macedonia, to the Serbian state.
The focus on Macedonia meant, as the events showed, DuSan’s clear determi-
nation to seize Thessaloniki, the “Second city” of the Byzantine Empire, but
perhaps also the ambition to capture Constantinople itself>*. Macedonia was
certainly much closer to the Byzantine capital than Epirus and Thessaly. There-
fore, it is no wonder that these areas were the first to separate from the Serbian
Empire almost immediately after DuSan’s death in 1355.

Unfortunately, there is no direct textual evidence testifying to the existence
of an agreement between DuSan and Thessaly’s nobility, at least in the form of a
confirmation of privileges or the granting of new ones. This is not the case with
the generous privileges presented by DuSan to the Church in Thessaly. We get
a glimpse of these privileges in the two aforementioned chrysobulls issued in
November 1348 to the monasteries of the Most Holy Mother of God in Lykou-
sada and St. George in Zablantia?>. The monastery of the Most Holy Mother of
God in Lykousada was one of the richest and most influential monastic commu-
nities in Thessaly?, a royal foundation established by the wife of Sebastokrator

21 We know that Stefan Dusan also gave some parts of Albania around Valona, Kanina and Berat to his
brother-in-law, Despot John Komnenos Asanes (PLP no. 12076). We do not know, however, when ex-
actly this happened, nor the extent of the territory that John Asanes ruled over. It was assumed that
he succeeded Sebastokrator Nikephoros Isaac, who occupied Berat and some other cities in Albania
in 1342/3 (PLP no. 8277. Ferjanci¢, Cirkovié, Cmedpar fywan, 173, 195-197). In the sources, however,
his name is most often associated with Valona and Kanina. Cf. Ferjanci¢, Jecnomu y BusaHmuju, 166-
167. Mihaljci¢, Kpaj cpnckoe yapcmea, 23, 32, 149. Soloviev, "Un beau-frére du tzar Dusan”, 180-187.

22 On the subject see Ferjanci¢, Tecanuja, 11-189. Nicol, Despotate of Epiros. Ztoupidou-Za@pdka,
Nikoua kot ‘Hretpog.

23 See also Maksimovi¢, “Cpnicka uapcka Tutyna”, 175-176.
24 Pirivatri¢, "Yna3ak CredaHa [ywana y Llapcteo”, 381-409, specifically 405.
25 Solovjev, Mosin, puke nogese, 152-161, no. XX, 162-167, no. XXL

26 On this monastery, which is believed to have been located in today’s Loxada near Karditsa, cf. So-
phianos, “Ta vmtép Tng Movng tng Mavayiag tng Aukovoadog”’, 479-528. Unfortunately, no material
remains of its structures have been uncovered yet.
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John I Angelos (1268-1289). DuSan granted the monastery an exemption from
duties and levies, recognising all the estates previously given to it with official
charters. He also granted the right to receive 300 modius from the Lykostomi-
on saltworks, from which it previously received 250 modius of salt per year?.
A peculiarity of this document is the fact that it was the first imperial charter
to include an oath formula?®. Moreover, at the request of its monks, DuSan re-
turned the village of Zablantia to the Monastery of St. George. The village was
previously taken by Sebastokrator John Angelos, who had turned the peasants
into stratiotes (soldiers). At the same time, Zablantia gained an exemption of all
duties, while the monastery’s abbot, Makarios, was appointed to the mentioned
position for life%.

Thessaly was conquered, in the name of the first Serbian emperor, by his
prominent general and noble Preljub®. Kantakouzenos praises him greatly
in his writings. In his description of the Serbian cavalry’s defeat in the battle
against the Seljuks near Stephaniana, in May 1344, he informs us that Stefan
DuSan had selected the best units of his army, appointing Preljub (IIpedAiumog)
as their general, who surpassed the other nobles in courage, spirit and experi-
ence®. In a similar manner, Kantakouzenos mentions him once more as the man
who managed to hold the city of Servia in the fall of 1350. He mentions that
Servia was a strong fortress on the border between Bottiaia and Thessaly and,
like the rest of Thessaly, was commanded by Preljub, one of the king’s nobles
(ITpedumog t@v mapa KpdAn Svvardv), who stood out before others with his wis-
dom and bravery>?.

To continue, we know that Preljub held the high court dignity of kaisar. It is
believed that he received it immediately after the conquest of Thessaly, as the
Chronicle of Ioannina suggests®. We also know that he was married to Eirene,
who is also mentioned in the sources as ITpeAoOpmiooa®. After her husband’s

27 Solovjev, Mosin, Mpuke nosese, 158-159, no. XX.
28 Ferjanci¢, Tecasnuja, 233 no. 29.

29 Solovjev, Mosin, op. cit, 162-167, no. XX. On abbot Makarios cf. PLP no. 16188. On the monastery,
which certainly existed during the time of Sebastokrator John cf. Koder, Hild (eds), Tabila Imperii
Byzantini, 282.

30 PLP no. 23720. No source mentions that his name was Gregory (Grgur), although it is referred by
some researchers (Soulis, “XepBokpatia”, 62. Nicol, Despotate of Epiros, 130).

31 Iwaévvng Kavtoakoulnvog, lotopia [L. Schopen ed.], II, 423.
32 Ibid. Il, 130-131. Ferjanci¢, Cirkovi¢, “Josan KanTakyauH”, 513.

33 Xpoviko Twv lwavwivwv [LVranousis ed.], 74. Ferjanci¢, "CeBactokpaTtopu 1 kecapu y Cpnckom
uapcrey”, 263-264.

34 PLP no. 23718.
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death, Eirene continued to live with their son Thomas in Trikala, until Despot
Nikephoros, after conquering Thessaly, deprived her of her husband’s land (kai
v eipnuévny Ipedovumooav tig avépwag dapxiis ékfarwv), sending her and her
son to Serbia (mpog v t@v ZépPwv éknéumner yaiav). There, DuSan’s son Uro$§ mar-
ried her to Radoslav Hlapen®. At the State Synod held in Skopje, Emperor Uros
issued a charter on 15 April 1357, confirming her the patrimony (6amrTuHa/
bastina) of her late husband. Preljub’s baStina was located in the areas southeast
of Prilep and included the middle course of the Crna Reka River, Morihovo and
the eastern slopes of the Selecka Planina Mountain®,

The fact that Emperor UroS calls Eirene ‘the beloved and wholehearted sister
of my Empire’ in the aforementioned chrysobull has captured the attention of
researchers. Some thought that she was in fact Uro§’s sister and DuSan’s daugh-
ter’”. There were also those who categorically rejected this thesis®. Finally, it
has also been supported that she was DusSan’s illegitimate daughter®. It has
been recently suggested that Preljub’s wife Eirene was the sister of Empress He-
lena-Elisabeth, DuSan’s wife, and, thus, the aunt of Emperor Uros®, It is also cer-

35 Xpoviko Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 77-78.

36 Novakovi¢, 3akoHcku cnomeruyu, 313. Mihaljci¢, Kpaj cpnckoe yapcmsa, 14. Actes de Lavra, IV, 179 lo-
cate the villages of Liparo and Sirmurinovo, part of Preljub’s bastina, to the east and south of Vodena
(Edessa).

37 Among others Soulis, op. cit, 62. Nicol, Meteora, 59. On the other hand Nicol (Despotate of Epiros,
no. 31 on p. 131) claims that Dusan did not have a daughter, but he nevertheless mentions her in his
genealogical table on p. 254.

38 Purkovi¢, "Byzantinoserbica”, BZ (1952), 47-49. Ferjanci¢ (Tecanuja, 230 no. 9) first gxpressed some
reservations, but later changed his mind (see n. 40). Actes de Lavra, 1V, 177-178 (S. Cirkovic). Soulis,
The Serbs and Byzantium, 229, no. 3.

39 Loenertz, "Notes sur le regne de Manuel II", 393, no. 12.

40 Osswald, “A propos du césar Preljub”. Although not impossible, this assumption is based on our
scarce prosopographical knowledge of the most prominent figures of the period under study. Things
are further complicated by our incomplete comprehension of the ways in which the various terms
denoting kinship were used in the sources. This sometimes leads to uncertain identifications, e.g.,
rejecting the term ‘sister’ as proof that Preljub’s widow was Stefan Uro$'s sister, while at the same
time interpreting that it actually meant Uro$'s aunt, (Osswald, op. cit, 149, 156). However, even
if we accept this interpretation, it does not rule out the possibility that Dusan and Helena also
had a daughter. After all, Nikephoros Gregoras mentions in his history that in 1351 Dusan sent a
message to the Ottoman Bey Orhan (r. 1323/4-1362), offering his daughter as wife to one of his
sons (mpeafeiav 0 TV TpBAAA@DY TPO BPAXEOG NYEUWY EMEMOUPEL, TTPOG Yo {NTWV Kowwviay
ouvaat v éautod Buyatépa TWv 10U Ypkavol ToUTou maidwy Vi, Ivar ouyyeVIKIG oxEaews
TaG UeTadL amovSaG £petSovans LovipwTepov TH TWV TparA@v évtebBev gin ywpea o &pofov,
Nikn@opog Mpnyopas, Pwuaikn lotopia [L. Schopen ed.], III, 100)). According to the same historian,
although the barbarian (meaning Orhan) was very happy with the proposal of an arranged marriage
the plan was never materialized. The deputies, who were sent back to Serbia by Orhan to finalize
the contract, were stopped (some captured and others killed) by people sent by Despot Nikephoros
(ibid. 100). The assertion made by Osswald (op. cit., 149 no. 64), that B. Ferjanci¢ and S. Cirkovi¢ be-
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tain that Preljub and Eirene had a son, Thomas, the latter being the most hated
ruler of Ioannina*!. The opinion that Helena, Thomas’s sister, who is mentioned
in the sources as the wife of Despot John Spata (Gjin Bua Shpata) around 1375%,
was also the daughter of Preljub and Eirene?®, has been recently questioned. It
has been suggested that she was the daughter of Kaisarissa Eirene and her sec-
ond husband Radoslav Hlapen instead*.

The northern border of Preljub’s Thessaly stretched slightly beyond the city
of Servia. Kantakouzenos gives a detailed description of the attempt to take
over the city, which, as already mentioned, was located on the border between
Bottiaia and Thessaly (¢év uebopiois Botniaiag xeiuévn kai Oerraliag)®. The south-
ern border is believed to have stretched up to the Venetian port of Pteleon®. Its
western border was on Mount Pindos, while its eastern was the Aegean Sea?.
It should be emphasized that Preljub never ruled Epirus, as noted by Laonikos
Chalcocondyles®. It is believed that his capital was Trikala, which will remain
the capital of Thessaly until its fall to the Ottomans®. It was one of the best
fortified cities in Thessaly, and DuSan’s half-brother Emperor Symeon Uro$ will
later also dwell there®.

John Kantakouzenos’s description of the attempt to take Servia provides us
with some details about Preljub’s rule. Apart from Preljub’s reluctance to stay in

lieved it was not DuSan’s daughter, is based on an incorrect reading of their text. In their translation
and comments of Gregoras's narrative they state the following: "...There should be no doubt about
the credibility of the data given by Nikephoros Gregoras. The information from the charter, which
attracted the attention of M. Purkovi¢, does not rule out the possibility that Stefan Dusan also had a
legitimate daughter, which he offered to Orhan. So, despite the existence of two children, the Serbian
emperor could complain that he did not leave a large number of children, and he could call Uro$
his only son..." ("Huhudop lMpuropa”, 280, no. 149. Moreover, this thesis is repeated in the aforemen-
tioned authors’ monograph dedicated to Emperor Stefan Dugan) (cf. Ferjanci¢, Cirkovié, Cmegpar
AywaH, 279).

41 PLP no. 23721.

42 Xpovik6 Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit,, 85, 92. Aadvikog XahkokovdUAng, Amodeiéelg lotopiwv [E. Darkd
ed], I, 198.

43 PLP no. 23719.

44 Osswald (“A propos du césar Preljub”, 147 no. 39) argues that Dusan's chrysobull, issued to Preljub
and referred to in that of Emperor Uros from April 1357, mentions still unborn children (Novakovi¢,
3akoHcku cnomeHuyu, 313) of Preljub and his wife. See infra.

45 Twavvng Kavtoakoulnvog, lotopia [L. Schopen ed.], III, 130.

46 Soulis ("ZepBokpatia’, 61, no. 1), based on a decision of the Venetian senate made in 14 March 1350,
was of the opinion that the Serbs briefly captured Pteleon. Ferjanci¢ however thought that there was
not enough data in the sources to support such a claim (Tecanuja, 231).

47 Soulis, op. cit., 63.

48 NoOVIkog XaAkokovSUANG, op. cit., 25-26, 198-199. LoUAng, op. cit., 63-64.

49 Xpoviko Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit,, 77. Ferjanci¢, Tecaauja, 230. TIB, 278.

50 YoUANgG op. cit., 66-67.
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Servia, if we are to believe Kantakouzenos, we also learn that tensions rose be-
tween the local population and the Serbian authorities. Namely, Preljub kept the
women and children inside the citadel (dkpav), together with a Serbian military
unit of 500 men, while local men capable of combat were sent to the first line
of defence. What is more, those living outside the city walls were not allowed
to enter the city. Preljub ordered them to fight in front of their houses instead®!.

The aforementioned March 1350 decision of the Venetian Senate has fuelled
hypotheses that the most important units of Preljub’s army consisted of Alba-
nians®, and that the Albanian ethnic element in Thessaly was reinforced dur-
ing the reign of Stefan DuSan®. Nonetheless, sources testify of the Albanian
presence in Thessaly since the thirteenth century, becoming a very important
military and political element after the re-establishment of Byzantine rule after
1332, Besides the above mentioned, nothing else is known about Preljub’s rule
in Thessaly, which lasted until his death (beginning of 1356)>. In the Life of St.
Athanasios of Meteora, it is noted that, some time before his death, Kaisar Prel-
jub boasted to the saint that the Albanians had sworn his allegiance. The saint
warned him not to brag too much, because he would pay it in blood. Soon after,
wounded in the abdomen, he bled to death (mAnyeic kara yaorpog kai aipopporioag
uet’ ov moAv té6vnkev)*. This led to the assumption that Preljub may have been
killed in a conflict with the Albanians®’.

I1. The reign of Nikephoros II Orsini (1356-1359)

Despot of Epirus, John II Orsini (1323-1336/7) was poisoned by his wife
Anna Palaiologina®, daughter of Andronikos Palaiologos® and granddaughter

51 Iwdvvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit, 130-131.

52 Ljubi¢, Listine, III, 169, no. 248. See no. 46.

53 XoUAng, op. cit., 59.

54 Ferjanci¢, op. cit, 177, 181, 186, 192, 198-205, 211, 213, 217, 220, 239-243, 262, 263.

55 Osswald, op. cit.,, 146.

56 Bees, "TuppoAn”, 258-259. Sophianos (ed.), O éato¢ ABavaaiog o MeTewpitng.

57 Nicol, Despotate od Epirus, 134. ZoUAng, op. cit., 72.

58 After poisoning her husband, Vasilissa Anna (PLP no. 21345) ruled on behalf of her son independent-
ly, but only for a short time. After the 1338 Byzantine conquest of Epirus, she was taken by Emperor
Andronikos III to Thessaloniki, where she spent some time. She was then allowed to return to Arta;
only to be detained again in 1342 by the governor of Thessaly, John Angelos. Upon the arrival of the
Serbs, she was released, with Stefan Dusan marrying her to his brother-in-law, Despot John Asanes.
When he died in 1363, Anna, twice a widow, joined her son-in-law, Symeon Uros, in Trikala (Nicol,
Despotate of Epiros, 132-133).

59 PLP no. 21435.
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of Emperor Michael VIII Palaiologos. He left behind a minor son Nikephoros
and a daughter Thomais, the last heirs who could claim hereditary rights to the
Despotate of Epirus, as already stressed®.

Nikephoros was married to Kantakouzenos’s daughter Maria® by the sum-
mer of 1342 at the latest®2. Being a legitimate heir to the throne of Epirus, Ni-
kephoros was granted the title of despot by Emperor Kantakouzenos, as his son-
in-law and in accordance with the state and legal traditions of the Despotate.
At the same time, Kantakouzenos’s younger son, Manuel, was also granted the
title of despot. As Kantakouzenos himself narrates, after his re-coronation and
the coronation of John V in Constantinople in May 1347, he first sent a mes-
sage to DuSan, demanding to retreat from all the Roman territories which he
had conquered. Since, of course, DuSan did not accept that, Kantakouzenos sent
his son Matthaios with ten thousand Ottoman Turks to the region of Mygdo-
nia. The Turks seemed more interested in plundering the area and returned to
Asia Minor after amassing their booty, with the campaign ending unsuccessful.
Judging by the conditional chronology brought by the emperor-writer himself,
the campaign must have taken place sometime in the end of spring of 1347%.
Only after these events did Kantakouzenos send a ship to Thessaly to bring his
younger son Manuel. After Manuel arrived in Constantinople, he was granted
the title of despot together with Nikephoros Orsini. According to his memoires,
Kantakouzenos granted on the same occasion the title of sebastocrator to two
of his brothers-in-law, John and Manuel®. Noting that it is rather strange that
Manuel and Nikephoros had not received the title of despot earlier, Ferjanci¢
concluded that Kantakouzenos hesitated to grant the highest court titles before
he himself was crowned in Constantinople. His hesitation has been attribut-
ed to the fact that the granting of titles was considered an exclusive imperial

60 Nicol, op. cit., 105.

61 Ferjancic (op. cit, 238 no. 44), probably by mistake, calls her Anna.

62 Nicol, Byzantine Family of Kantakouzenos, 130-133, no. 27.

63 Iwdvvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit, 29-32. These events have been ascribed different dates by re-
searchers. The embassy of John Kantakouzenos sent to Dusan has taken place after 21 May 1347,
according to F. Dolger (Regesten der Kaiserurkunden, no. 2920) and A. Constantinides Hero (Letters
of Gregory Akindynos, 429). On the other hand, S. Novakovi¢ has concluded that the campaign
of Matthaios Kantakouzenos, which followed the embassy, took place in the spring or summer of
1347(Cmpymcka obnacm y XIV eeky, 39. Cf. Micmopuja cpnckoz Hapoda, 1, 543 (S. Cirkovi¢, R. Mihal-
j¢i€)); while Dolger (Regesten, V, no. 2921), Nicol (Byzantine Family of Kantakouzenos, 66) and Soulis
(Serbs and Byzantium, 34 sq.) propose March 1348.

64 Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit., 33. Although Ferjancic first dates the bestowal of the title of despot to
Nikephoros and Manuel in 1347 (Jecnomu, 76), i.e., after the aforementioned coronations, he will later
place the campaign of Matthaios Kantakouzenos in spring of 1348 (Ferjancic, Cirkovi¢, Cmegpan JywiaH,
182).
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right; although he had already been crowned emperor in Adrianople on May 21,
1346%. However, perhaps some other motives can be discerned in this peculiar
“game of thrones”. It seems possible that Nikephoros had received the title of
despot in order to claim his hereditary rights to Epirus®, which was conquered
by the Serbs before December 1347%. It seems relevant that DuSan had sent his
half-brother Symeon, who was related to the Palaiologos imperial dynasty®®,
as governor, previously granting him the same title. Like Thessaly, the rule
of Epirus was to become the imperial appanage which was to be ruled by the
emperor’s, i.e. Kantakouzenos’ cousin®. Undoubtedly, this was part of Kantakou-
zenos’s plan not only to consolidate the political influence of Constantinople in
Epirus and Thessaly, but also to establish the rule of his own family, a potential
imperial dynasty, over the vastest Byzantine territory possible.

After Kantakouzenos’s abdication in 1354, DuSan’s death in 1355 and Prel-
jub’s death in 1356, Nikephoros II set out for Thessaly with the fleet, leaving
his wife Maria to manage their estates centered on Enos’. Kantakouzenos notes
that Despot Nikephoros conquered Thessaly, but Epirus as well, in a very short
time’!. In Thessaly, he first deposed Preljub’s widow, sending her and her son
Thomas to the Serbs”. However, a certain Limpidarios rebelled against Ni-
kephoros in Enos. The despot’s wife Maria managed to escape to Constantino-
ple, but soon after left for Thessaly with the blessing of John V. There she joined
her husband, who in the meantime quelled the rebellion. For a time, they lived
happily together. But then Nikephoros decided to divorce her and marry the
sister of DuSan’s widow, Empress Helena-Elisabeth, in order to rule Thessaly
and Akarnania so firmly, since the Triballoi would not attack because of the
marriage, and to thwart the Albanians who are rebellious and very dangerous’”>.
So, Nikephoros undoubtedly tried to make an agreement with Emperor Uros,

65 Ferjanci¢, Jecnomu, 77.

66 The Chronicle of Ioannina asserts that Nikephoros went to Thessaly after Dusan’s and Preljub’s death,
claiming his hereditary rights to the despotate (Xpoviké Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 75).

67 See supra.

68 Symeon Uro$ was the son of the Serbian King Stefan Uro$ Ill Decanski (1321-1331) from his second
marriage to Maria Palaiologina (PLP no. 21391), the daughter of Panhypersebastos and Kaisar John
Palaiologos, grandson of Emperor Michael VIII, and Eirene, daugter of Theodore Metochites.

69 Nicol, Despotate of Epiros, 127.

70 Iwdavvng Kavtokoulnvog, op. cit, 315. Althouhg the Cronicle of Ioannina (Xpoviko Twv lwavvivwy,
op. cit., 75) erroneously claims that Nikephoros left from Constantinople, his expedition to Thessaly
and Epirus could have been the result of the instructions from Constantinople.

71 Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit., 315, 317. Xpoviké Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 75-76.

72 Ibid. 78. Nicol, op. cit.,, 134-135. See also supra.

73 Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit., 315-317.
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which would inevitably distance him from Kantakouzenos and the Byzantine
influence. Although almost everything was arranged, the Albanians asked from
Despot Nikephoros to cancel the “Serbian” marriage, which he eventually did.
However, before Maria returned from the Peloponnese, where she had taken
refuge at her brother’s, Despot Manuel, Nikephoros died”.

Beyond the above-mentioned sources, the only other mention on Nikepho-
ros’s three-year rule over Thessaly appears in the first chrysobull of Emperor
Symeon Uros, issued in August 13597°. This also represents a credible terminus
ante quem of the despot’s death in a conflict with the Albanians by the river
Achelous. The exact date of this event has been debated for a long time. Rade
Mihaljci¢ persuasively suggested the summer of 13597, Immediately after the
death of Despot Nikephoros, his brother-in-law Symeon Uro§ Palaiologos Ne-
manjic¢ seized the opportunity to conquer Thessaly.

III. The reign of Symeon Uros Palaiologos (1359 —c. 1372)

As the Chronicle of Ioannina recounts, Despot Nikephoros II Orsini con-
quered Thessaly soon after Preljub’s death in the beginning of 1356. Shortly
afterwards, he moved to Epirus, from where he expelled his brother-in-law, Des-
pot Symeon Uro§, and his sister Vasilissa Thomais, depriving them of their pow-
er over this area. Symeon and Thomais had to relocate in Kastoria, where Syme-
on Uro§ established a court, conquering at the same time some neighboring
fortifications. There, some four or five thousand of his soldiers - Romans, Serbs
and Albanians - proclaimed him emperor (davayopverar), after which he set off
for Serbia (mpog ¢ ta t7i¢ ZepPiag), aiming at claiming the imperial throne from
his nephew Stefan Uro§”’. John Kantakouzenos, on the other hand, mentions
that Despot Nikephoros hoped to return to his patrimony (tiv natpgav éArioag
avacwoacOar apxny), seizing the opportunity of the turmoil in the Serbian Em-
pire, but also because Preljub, the governor of Thessaly, had died. According
to Kantakouzenos, Nikephoros set out from Enos with an armed fleet and the

74 |bid., 318-319. Maria stayed in Morea for a while, and then returned to Constantinople, where she
lived as a nun in the Monastery of Kyra Martha together with her mother Eirene until the end of her
life. Her only son, Antonios Kantakouzenos, if he really was her son, became a monk in Meteora. See
Nicol, op. cit, 135-136. Eadem, Byzantine Family of Kantakouzenos, 133, no. 28.

75 Solovjev, Mosin, Mpuke nosese, 216-229, no. XXXL.
76 Mihaljci¢, "butka kog Axenoja”, 272-275.
77 Xpoviko Twv lwawvivwy, op. cit., 75-76.
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inhabitants of Thessaly, like a great wave (Womep ¢k kAUSwvos ueydlov) which
voluntarily switched from the government of the Triballoi to the serene state of
the Romans”®. Finally, Nikephoros Gregoras claims that Despot Nikephoros first
took over the areas of Akarnania and Aetolia. Then, with the help of his brother-
in-law Symeon Uro§, ‘the then ruler of the regions and cities there’, Nikephoros
attacked the cities of Thessaly, subdued to the King of Serbia, which had been
calling for a long time and now approached him voluntarily”.

John Kantakouzenos is rather vague in his account of Symeon Uro§'s con-
quest of Thessaly. He wrote that Symeon ‘won many of the eminent among
the Triballoi as supporters in his endeavor’, and that ‘the most powerful of the
nobles among them (the Triballoi) removed the weaker ones from power, sub-
jugating the nearby cities and not participating themselves, nor submitting to
him as a master, but sending an auxiliary army as allies and friends, and others
(helped) uncle Symeon; and some of them did not approach anyone, but, hold-
ing to their army, (they) waited to join the one who would prevail’®. According
to this description, at least two thirds of the nobles supported Uros. Also, one is
led to believe that they used Symeon’s attempt to usurp the throne in order to
increase their own power. Some scholars bring forward the opinion that Kan-
takouzenos’ narrative does not reflect the political reality in the beginning of
UroS§’s rule, probably referring to the events which took place a decade later. It
is believed that Kantakouzenos wrote his history after 1354, with the year 1369
considered a reliable terminus ante quem of its composition®. Thus, it seems
pertinent to assume that the news of the unrest within the Serbian Empire cor-
responds to a time closer to the later date®?. Mavro Orbini informs us that the
nobles of Zeta and Raska did not support Symeon, which was one of the reasons
of his unsuccessful campaign against Skadar in 1358%. It is also certain that the
Lord of Berroia Radoslav Hlapen, who was married to Preljub’s widow, as well
as Empress Helena-Elisabeth, did not support him. On the other hand, Symeon
Uros obviously enjoyed the support of Despot John Komnenos Asanes, who was
married to Vasilissa Anna, the widow of Despot John II Orsini, mother of Syme-
on’s wife Thomais®. Asanes’s courtier Basil Zenofi negotiated with the Republic

78 Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit., 314-315.

79 Nwkn@dpog Mpnyopag, Pwpaikn Iotopie, I, 556-557.

80 Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit., 314-315. Ferjanci, Cirkovi¢, "JoBaH KaHTaky3wuH", 560.
81 Hunger, Die hochsprachliche profane Literatur, 468.

82 Mihalj¢i¢, Kpaj Cpnckoe yapcmea, 12.

83 Mavro Orbin, Kpaseescmeo CnoseHa, 45.

84 Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 74-75.
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of Ragusa in September 1357 on behalf of Symeon Uros®. In addition, the prob-
ability that a large number of the Serbian nobles rose up against the legitimate
successor of Stefan DuSan, a descendant of the holy family of Nemanji¢, seems
low. The slim chances Symeon’s venture had is further revealed by the fact that
Emperor Uro$ received the support of the largest number of the Serbian nobles
at the State Synod in Skopje in April 1357. Finally, Symeon Uro§ in the follow-
ing year again attacked lands which were under the direct rule of Emperor Uro§,
which suggests that the nobles’ support was not Symeon'’s driving force in his
claim of the imperial crown.

Did Symeon Uros try to seize the Serbian imperial crown before Despot Ni-
kephoros II set out to take over his patrimony, so the news of the fall of Epirus
into the hands of his brother-in-law found him in Kastoria, as Kantakouzenos
testified, or did he first lose Epirus, and then reached for the throne of Stefan
Uro$ V, as the Chronicle of Ioannina narrates, cannot be verified. On the other
hand, Nikephoros Gregoras’s assertion that Despot Nikephoros first took Epirus
from Symeon Uro§, who then helped him capture Thessaly, without mentioning
at all Symeon’s attempt to seize the Serbian imperial title, seems questionable.
It is hard to believe that Symeon simply renounced the area which belonged to
the empire he desired to rule and which he personally governed for at least nine
years, especially considering the fact that the campaign he undertook to seize
the throne from Uros at that time was a highly unpredictable undertaking. This
would mean that Symeon embarked on an extremely uncertain war against the
Serbian Empire, at that time undoubtedly the most powerful state on the Bal-
kans, with only four or five thousand soldiers, while at the same time he gave up
his former territory and only source of military and economic security.

It is also interesting how Symeon got to Kastoria, a city in Western Macedo-
nia, which had been in Serbian hands since 1343, and therefore under the direct
rule of Emperor UroS. There seem to be two explanations. One is that Symeon
attacked the Serbian Empire, before or after he lost Epirus, conquering Kastoria
and the surrounding cities, which, according to the Chronicle of loannina, were
located on the border to Serbia (ta t7i¢ ZepBiag kataleiner dpia)®. The second is
that Symeon Uros arrived in the city after he was expelled from Epirus, with the
permission of Emperor Uro§, and only after that he decided to fight for the Ser-

85 "Vasilio Cenosi, nuncio domini Symce". See Thalloczy, Jirecek, Sufflay, Acta et diplomata res Albaniae,
II, 33-34, no. 129. Mihalj¢i¢ (Kpaj Cpnckoe yapcmea, 18-19) correctly emphasized that it is not clear
from this decision what the exact motive of the negotiations was, claiming that this did not mean
that John Komnenos Asanes recognized the supreme authority of Symeon Uros.

86  Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 77.
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bian imperial crown. The chronological framework of Symeon Uro§’s first attack
on the Serbian Empire is also unclear, as is the course of his actions. If we accept
that Despot Nikephoros conquered Epirus and Thessaly by the spring of 1356%,
and that Symeon’s failure to seize the Serbian imperial throne was sealed by the
Serbian State Synod in April 1357, the question arising is where was and what
was he doing all this time. As later events will show, it seems that Symeon Uros§,
after losing Epirus, and before conquering Thessaly, ruled only Kastoria and the
surrounding areas®®.

Regardless of all the doubts about why and how, it is certain that Symeon
UroS did try to take the Serbian throne from his nephew, but without success. As
early as April 1357, Emperor Stefan Uro§ V Nemanji¢ sovereignly governed the
territory he inherited from his father, except for Epirus and Thessaly, but, as it
appears, parts of Western Macedonia as well®. This is confirmed by six charters
he issued during or immediately after the State Synod, in which the Serbian
nobles gave him full support®. Only one more piece of information regarding
Symeon'’s attack on the Serbian Empire is preserved. As already mentioned, dur-
ing the summer of 1358, he tried to capture Skadar, but without success®'.

Learning that Nikephoros II had died, Symeon left the Serbian borders (za 7ig
ZepPiag karaleiner 6pra) and headed for Thessaly, which he seems to have easily
conquered by the end of the summer of 1359. He first established his court in
Trikala, with Augusta Thomais joining him later®?. After leaving the empress in

87 Ibid., 76-77. Mihaljci¢, "Butka kog Axenoja”, 273.

88 Ibid., 275.

89 Symeon Uros's hold over Kastoria and its surroundings recalls the negotiations between John Kan-
takouzenos and Stefan Dusan near Thessaloniki in 1350, and of John's request that Stefan returned
to Byzantium the areas he had conquered. Seeing that Dusan ascribed great importance to these
territories, and at the same time being protective of Byzantine interests, Kantakouzenos proposed
a compromise. He suggested that Akarnania, Thessaly, Servia and some smaller towns, as well as
Berroia, Vodena (Edessa), Gynaikokastron, Mygdonia with inhabited towns and villages around Stru-
ma to the borders of Serees, and the hills of Tantesana belong to the Romans; while Zichna, Serres,
Melnik, Strumica, Kastoria and other villages and towns of Macedonia, which are outside these cities,
to remain in Serbian hands. Dusan first accepted this, so agreements were made in the presence of
young Emperor John V. However, some Romans convinced Dusan to give up on his claims, which
he did (Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit, 155-157). Although the sources are silent about this, it is
not impossible that Symeon Uro$ ruled Kastoria and the surrounding fortifications in 1356 with the
support of Constantinople. Kastoria, as evidenced by a preserved inscription from the Metropolitan
Church dated in 1359/60 was under the rule of Emperor Symeon Uros. See. Drakopoulou, H toAn g
KaaTtopiag, 93-95.

90 Radojci¢, Cpncku OpxxasHu cabopu y cpedroem seky, 146-170. Mihalj¢i¢, Kpaj Cpnckoe yapcmea, 18, 34.

91  Mavro Orbin, Kpaeeacmeo CnoseHa, 45.

92 As befited, the Metropolitan of Larissa Antonios dedicated one ekphrasis to Trikala as the capital. See
Papageorgiou-Eraldys, MntpomoAitou Aapiong-Tpikkng Avtwviou, eykwiLov LG ToV Qytov OKOULEVIOV.
Sophianos (ed.), “Tot ayloOAOYIKX KOl LHVOYPa@IKA Kelpeva’, 7-78. Psephtogas (ed.), Avtwviou
Apyxteriiakdmou Aapioong Adyor, no. 17. Rigo, “La politica religiosa degli ultimi Nemanja”, 211-212.
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the palace with their two children, he set out for Aetolia, which he also subju-
gated to his rule. He was welcomed with joy (douévwg), recognized as emperor
and given Arta, Ioannina and other fortifications. The Christ-loving Emperor
Symeon won them over with gifts, and then returned to Thessaly due to the at-
tack of Radoslav Hlapen®.

Radoslav Hlapen® was a Serbian lord from the time of Emperor Stefan
DuSan. Kantakouzenos mentions him as a man of aristocratic origin and close to
the Serbian ruler, whose army was not insignificant, his wealth great, and who
in 1350 even decided to side with him®. The Chronicle of Ioannina confirms that
Hlapen, one of the Serbian satraps (ei¢ v t@v Zepik@v oatpanav), held some Ro-
man cities on the border and that he conquered the famous city of Berroia prob-
ably in the summer of 1351%. At the time of Despot Nikephoros’ death, Hlapen
was already married to Eirene, Preljub’s widow, since the Chronicle of Ioannina
asserts that he left for Thessaly sometime after that”. He was accompanied by
his stepson, the much-hated Thomas Preljubovi¢ of the Chronicle of Ioannina (zo
kdkiotov tov IIpelovumov yévvnua), a young man at that time®. His attack, there-
fore, certainly followed either during the second half of 1359 or during the first
half of 1360. On that occasion, Hlapen captured the fortress of Damasi, north
of Larissa, in the north of Thessaly®. The sources do not mention other war op-
erations, and the conflict soon ended and was sealed with a marriage between
Symeon’s daughter Maria Angelina and Hlapen’s stepson Thomas Preljubovi¢,
celebrated in Trikala by the Metropolitan of Larissa. Hlapen returned the town
of Damasi to Symeon Uros!®.

As already mentioned, Preljub’s patrimony, which was under Hlapen's rule
from 1359 at the latest, included the middle course of the Crna Reka River, Mor-
ihovo and the eastern side of the Selecka Planina Mountain'®. It is not clear,
however, which lands Hlapen’s estate entailed'®. The Chronicle of Ioannina sug-

93 Xpoviko Twv lwawvivwy, op. cit., 77.

94 PLP no. 30848.

95 Iwavvng Kavtakoulnvog, op. cit.,, 135.

96 Xpoviko Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 77. Matanov, "Radoslav Hlapen”, 72-74.
97 Xpoviko Twv lwawvivwy, op. cit., 78.

98 |bid., 8.

99 Cf. TIB, 1, 141.

100 Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit, 78-79. 1t is not clear why Ferjanci¢ (Tecanuja, 242) claims that Hlapen
kept the town.

101 See supra and note 36.

102 Mihaljci¢ (Kpaj cpnckoe yapcmea) without citing the source, claimed that he ruled in Berroia (198),
and that he governed Northern Greece as well (Ibid., 99, 130), and even Central Greece (lbid., 278).
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gests that, apart from Berroia, he also kept Vodena (Edessa) under his rule: his
stepson Thomas Preljubovi¢, who returned to his stepfather’s seat after marry-
ing Symeon’s daughter, is mentioned to have dwelled there around 1366/7'%. It
seems that Hlapen’s estate in reality represented a kind of buffer zone between
the Serbian Empire and the state of Symeon Uro§'®. Still, Kastoria remains an
open question, as judging from the mentioned inscription in the Metropolitan
Church, the city belonged to Symeon Uro$ in 1359/60'%. Much later, Mavro
Orbini, however, notes that it belonged to Hlapen'®.

As previously mentioned, it has been recently suggested that Helena, the
sister of Thomas Preljubovi¢, who is mentioned as wife of Despot John Spata
around 1375'%, was in fact the daughter of Kaisarissa Eirene and of her second
husband Radoslav Hlapen!®. This view is based on the fact that the sources
explicitly mention only the later tyrant of Ioannina as the child of Preljub and
Kaisarissa Eirene. Yet, there is a record, datable between 1371 and 1394, which
mentions one of Hlapen's daughters, named Helena, married to King Marko
Mrnjavcevié. That is to say, Marko took her back as his first married wife, since
he had previously handed over Todora, wife of a certain Gregory with whom he
had lived for a while, to Hlapen'?. It appears that King Marko took back his first
wife who was living with her father, Hlapen. On the other hand, Mavro Orbini
later notices that Marko’s wife Helena betrayed him by handing Kastoria over
to Bal$a Balsi¢, to whom she later remarried!®. However, there seems to be no
basis in the hypothesis that Hlapen’s daughter Helena was first married to King
Marko, then to Spata between 1371 and 1375, and then again to King Marko, as
recently proposed!!!. It seems even less plausible that Hlapen, who had several

On the other hand, citing John V. A. Fine (The Late Medieval Balkans, 349-350) and Hristo Matanov
(“Radoslav Hlapen”, 78-79), Bendan Osswald (“A propos du césar Preljub”, 147, 148 no. 52) argues
that his rule included the area between Vardar River in the East, Crna Reka River in the West and
Haliakmon in the South, including Kitros, which is located north of Katerini (Actes de Lavra, 1V, 179).

103 Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 79-80.
104 Osswald, op. cit,, 148.
105 Drakopoulou, H 16An tn¢ Kaoatopidg, 93-95.

106 Mavro Orbin, Kpamesmcso Cnosera, 45. This information is accepted by Matanov (op. cit., 79, 148)
and Osswald (op. cit., 148 no. 51).

107 Xpoviké Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 85.
108 See supra and note 44.

109 Stojanovic (ed), Cmapu cpncku 3anucu u Hamnucu, 1, 58-59, no. 189. Mihaljci¢, Kpaj cpnckoe yapcmea,
198.

110 Mavro Orbin, op. cit., 68, 320. Mihaljci¢, op. cit., 198.
111 Osswald, op. cit,, 148.
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daughters'!?, had two with the same name, one from his marriage to Kaisaris-
sa Eirene, and the other from one of his previous marriages, not mentioned in
the sources at all. All this perhaps provides with credibility the hypothesis that
Helena, the sister of Thomas Preljubovié, was actually the daughter of Kaisar
Preljub.

Symeon Uro$ showed greater interest in Thessaly. He handed the governance
of Epirus to the Albanian feudal lords John Spata and Peter Losha, to whom he
also bestowed the titles of despot!!®. The former held the areas around Achelous
River and Angelokastron, and the latter the area around Arta''%. Only Ioannina
stayed under the direct control of Symeon Uro§ who will send there his son-in-
law, Thomas Preljubovié, in 1366/7'%>.

The ideology of Symeon UroS§’s state is often characterized as an amalgam
of Byzantine-Serbian state-legal traditions, a direct reflection of his dual origin
- Serbian and Greek. However, in the chrysobull issued in August 1359 to the
Monastery of St. George in Zablantia, Symeon Uro§ emphasized first that he
took over Trikala on the ground of his inheritance (eic 1o [yevéoOai] thv pvoikAy
uov kAnpovouiav, ta Tpikala, i thv SovAdoovvny kai vmotayny tiig faciAeiag pov)'e.
What is more, in the second chrysobull issued in May 1366 to the same mon-
astery, he claims that he took over the whole of Thessaly on the grounds of
his inheritance (Toivvv n Baocikeia pov kararafwv mepi v kAnpovouiav pov thy
BAaxiav)'’. Undoubtedly, Symeon’s claim to rule Thessaly is based on his close
association with the previous rulers, that is his brother-in-law Despot Nikepho-
ros II Orsini (0 aoidipog adepog tii¢ PaciAeiag pov, Seomdng kvpis Niknedpos o
Aovxkag), as well as his father-in-law, Despot John II Orsini (to? doidipov deomndrov
Kkai rmevBepov tii¢ Pacideiag uov, kvpot Twdvvov ékeivov), which was supposed to
give legitimacy to his authority®. This fact is further emphasized by his ref-
erence to ‘Uncle Angelos’ (o0 Ogiov pov 1o Ayyédov, tov O¢iov tii¢ Paocieias pov
tov Ayyedov ékelvov), Kantakouzenos’s appointed governor of Thessaly'!’. He thus
appears as the last heir of the overlords of this region. Withal, when it comes to
Symeon’s dual imperial background, Greek-Serbian, it should be stressed that,

112 Matanov, op. cit.,, 85-86.

113 Ferjanci¢, Jecnomu, 168.

114 Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit.,, 79.

115 PLP no. 23721.

116 Solovjev, Mosin, lpyke nogesme, 217-229, no. XXXL.

117 Ibid., 250-257, no. XXXIV.

118 Ibid., 220°738, 2228081 no. XXXI. Ferjanci¢, Tecanuja, 244.
119 |bid., 222882, 224124125 no, XXXI.
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judging by the documents he issued, but also by other sources that mention his
name and full style, he primarily emphasized his kinship with the ruling Byz-
antine imperial dynasty by using the patronym of Palaiologos'®. In two only
sources, the chrysobull issued in May 1366 to the Monastery of St. Nicholas and
St. George in Zablantia and the 1366/7 inscription found in the Monastery of the
Hypapante on Meteora, did he sign as Uro§, unreservedly associating himself
with the Serbian royal-imperial dynasty of Nemanji¢!?.. It is, therefore, safe to
say that Symeon Uro$ based his ruling legitimacy on the local traditions and his
kinship with the Palaiologoi.

To continue, we know almost nothing about Symeon’s imperial crown. The
only source informing us on his ascension is the Chronicle of Ioannina. Be it as
it may, it is mentioned that Symeon Uro$ was proclaimed (avayopetetat), not
crowned emperor in Kastoria'?2. The sources remain silent on the time and cer-
emony of his ascension. In addition to the Chronicle of Ioannina, there is more
evidence of his imperial claims: first, the title he used when signing charters,
second, the title’s mention in several surviving inscriptions, and third, his be-
stowal of titles to the local nobility, a prerogative held only by emperors. With-
out doubt, Symeon Uros§ granted twice the title of despot'?*, and perhaps once of
sebastokrator to a certain BlaZ Matarango!.

Furthermore, it has been noted that Symeon Uro§’s signatures on his three
known chrysobulls (issued in 1359 to St. George in Zablanti, in 1361 to John
Tsaphas Orsini!?, and in 1366 to St. Nicholas and St. George in Zablantia) re-
semble in many respects to the Palaiologan imperial signatures of the same
period, with the addition of elements which originate in the traditions of the
Serbian Empire. This has been interpreted as proof of his political skill aimed
at gaining the favor of both those who desired Byzantine rule and those who
sought to preserve the Serbian traditions in Thessaly'?°. Howbeit, Symeon Uro§
went a step further than Stefan DuSan when it comes to his imperial title. In the

120 Maksimovi¢, “Cpncka Lapcka tutyna”, 187.
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signatures of DuSan’s Greek chrysobulls there is always a geographical term, e.
g. the Emperor of Romania (Pwuavia), but not the title of Emperor of the Rho-
maioi, i.e, Romans (Pwuatot), which was standard in Byzantine imperial char-
ters!?. This is the point in which the charters of Symeon Uros differ significant-
ly. In the chrysobull issued to the Monastery of St. George in Zablantia in Au-
gust 1359, he signed as ‘Symeon in Christ God faithful Emperor and Autocrator
of the Rhomaioi (t@v Pwuaiwv) and Serbia Palaiologos’.!*® By the same token, he
signs the chrysobull issued in January 1361 to John Tsaphas Orsini, archon of
Epirus, as ‘Symeon in Christ God faithful Emperor and Autocrator of the Rho-
maioi (t@v Pwuaiwv) and the Serbs Palaiologos?. In the chrysobull issued to
the Monastery of St. Nicholas and St. George in Zablantia in May 1366 he also
writes: ‘Symeon in Christ God faithful Emperor and Autocrator of the Rhomaioi
(t@v Pwpaiwv) and Serbia and all Albania (mavids AABdvov) Uros Palaiologos’*.
Thus, in his chrysobulls, Symeon Uros$ is always the Emperor of the Rhomaioi
and the Emperor of Serbia or the Serbs.

The mention of the Rhomaioi and the Serbs/Serbia, as part of Symeon’s im-
perial title, can, therefore, be seen as an appropriation of both traditions with
deeper roots in Thessaly. After DuSan’s death, he may have had the ambition
to rule the Serbian Empire. But after 1357 he was forced to abandon it. On the
other hand, there is no evidence suggesting a plan to claim the imperial crown
of Constantinople.

However, we know more of Symeon UroS$’s religious policy'®. It has been
previously mentioned that the Metropolitan Church in Kastoria was restored
during the reign of Emperor Symeon Palaiologos and his son John Doukas!?.
Another important inscription from the Church of St. Stephen, presumably
erected in Trikala, affirms that the church was built during the time of Emperor
Symeon Uro§, Despoina Anna and Metropolitan of Larisa Neilos!®. This is dat-

127 See Maksimovi¢, “Tpum n PomaHuja”.

128 Solovjev, Mosin, Ipuke nogesve, 228, no. XXXI. The chrysobull issued to the Monastery of St. George
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which is justifiably considered to be exemplary of Byzantine customs. See Ferjanci¢, op. cit.,, 247-248.
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able between 1363 and 1372'4, Furthermore, the Metropolitan Church of the
Holy Archangel Michael in Trikala was also restored in 1362, during the reign
of Symeon Uro$'*®. Finally, the 1366/7 inscription in the Monastery of Hypa-
pante on Meteora attests that the church was built and painted during the time
of ‘the most pious Emperor Symeon Palaiologos, Autocrator of the Rhomaioi,
Serbia and Romania Uro§'1*°.

A prostagma of Symeon Uro$ issued in May 1362, withal its content does
not correspond to this type of document, represents the first official attempt to
protect the monks of the Stagoi hermitage, the first epicentre of the monastic
community of Meteora, issued by a secular authority. It is for this reason that
Symeon Uro§, being evidently fond of the Stagoi hermitage, can be considered
as one of the founders of Meteora'’. The prostagma is also interesting because
it mentions the Metropolitan of Larissa Antonios as the general “judge” of the
Rhomaioi (kaBoAikog kpirng t@v Pwpaiwv)'*®. The charter issued by his son John
Uro$ in November 1372, where his father’s bestowal of the Monastery of Moth-
er of God of Doupiane to his spiritual father, the Protos of Stagoi Neilos, is men-
tioned, further reveals Symeon’s consideration for the hermitage!.

Symeon’s rule also led to the normalization of ecclesiastical affairs in Thess-
aly and Epirus. This was signalled above all by the restoration of relations with
the Patriarchate of Constantinople, as evidenced by the appointment of metro-
politans. Despite the sporadic mentions in the sources that the Serbs were ap-
pointing bishops after the proclamation of the Serbian Patriarchate and Empire
in 13406, it is uncertain that this practice had become standard in the conquered
Byzantine lands!¥’. Also, despite the scarcity of direct evidence, it is believed
that Symeon UroS followed his brother’s policy in religious matters as well until
DuSan’s death. Symeon’s “reconciliatory” policy towards the Patriarchate of Con-
stantinople started when he conquered Thessaly. The ecclesiastical influence of
Constantinople in Thessaly during the reign of Symeon UroS is also visible in
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the fact that the cult of St. Gregory Palamas started to spread between 1360 and
1368. There was even a church dedicated to him in Kastoria'*.

By far the most prominent figure in the context of the rejuvenated relation
between Constantinople and Thessaly was the Metropolitan of Larissa Anto-
nios. An intellectual figure, he left a significant theological-rhetorical literary
legacy, which remains mostly unpublished!*2. During Preljub’s rule Antonios
stayed in Thessaloniki!*>. When Kantakouzenos briefly brought some of Thess-
aly under Byzantine rule Antonios returned to Larissa. Kantakouzenos’s short-
lived regains forced his return to Thessaloniki, only three months later'*. He
returned to Thessaly for good with the arrival of Nikephoros II Orsini. In all
likelihood, it was he who appointed Antonios as the general ‘judge of the Rho-
maioi’ just before his death!*. Antonios remained in Trikala until the end of
Symeon’s reign and served as metropolitan until his death, a few years later. He
is mentioned for the last time in 1363, while his successor Neilos first appears
in the sources in 1372/3%4,

Thus, it seems that the appointment of metropolitans in Thessaly was in
the hands of the Patriarch of Constantinople during the reign of Symeon Uro§,
and perhaps during the short reign of his son John Doukas as well. This is also
attested by the existence of patriarchal monasteries in Pteleon!¥. Even in the
second chrysobull issued to Zablantia in 1366, it is mentioned that the tower
built by the monks of St. Nicholas on land which belonged to Zablantia remains
in the ownership of both monasteries and is to be ‘considered imperial and pa-
triarchal’ (kal evpioketar Bacihikov kai matprapxikov)*e. Also, an act of the Patri-
archate of Constantinople issued in September 1371 informs us that the Synod
of Constantinople was deciding on the appeal of the Metropolitan of Larissa re-
garding the problem of jurisdiction in Thessaly'*. Finally, Patriarch Philotheos
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Kokkinos appointed on the same day the Metropolitan of Larissa Neilos as the
Patriarchal Exarch in Thessaly'*°.

Considering the above a natural question arises: what kind of an empire was
this without its own Church? This brings us back to the question of Symeon’s
imperial title. From the standpoint of the Serbian imperial crown, Symeon’s
proclamation as emperor was an act of usurpation'®’. Ekthesis Nea, a manual
of titles created during the time of Patriarch Neilos (1379-1388) and used by
the Patriarchate, mentions that the rulers of Wallachia were to be addressed as
despots'®. At first glance of Constantinople, this suggests that Constantinople
did not recognize Symeon Uro$ as emperor either. Notwithstanding, the pre-
scription on how a metropolitan should address a certain ‘despoina of Serbia’
(6éomowvav ZepBiag) complicates things!'*®. Ivan Djuri¢ identified her as Thomais,
wife of Symeon Uro§, claiming that Constantinople did recognize her husband’s
imperial title!**. As she is mentioned only in relation to her son, Djuri¢ consid-
ered her to be a widow: normally her husband, as the emperor, would be men-
tioned first'*°. Be that as it may, we do not know exactly when Despoina Thomais
died. It is certain that by the beginning of 1385 she had passed away!*°. Besides,
the inscription in the Church of St. Stephen in Trikala puts a certain Despoi-
na Anna next to Emperor Symeon UroS. Also, the inscription’s mention of the
Metropolitan of Larissa Neilos, who took office sometime between 1363 and
13717, leads to the reasonable assumption that Despoina Thomais had already
expired by then!®. Djuri¢ also notes that the spot in the manual reserved for
the mysterious despoina in Ekthesis Nea does not allude any particular venera-
tion, since she is mentioned only in the end of the chapter on archons, and not
in the one on emperors. Au contraire, he directs our attention to the use of the
phrase ‘BaoiAeia oov’ (your imperial reign), also reminding us that the other ep-

150 MM I, 587-589; Rigo, op. cit.,, 215.

151 Micmopuja cpnckoe Hapooda, I, 569-570.

152 Darrouzeés, "Ekthésis Néa", 563

153 /bid., 60.

154 Djuri¢, "EkTecnc Hea", 421-427.

155 Ibid., 423.

156 In its description of the second wedding of her daughter, Maria Angelina Doukaina, to Esau Buon-
delmoti in January 1385, the Chronicle of Ioannina informs us that Kaisarissa Maria, wife of Alexios
Angelos Philanthropenos and daughter of Radoslav Hlapen, and her brother (= Stephen, see infra),
came from Thessaly in order to take part in the celebration (Xpoviko Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 95). The
fact that Thomais did not attend her daughter’s wedding implies that she had passed away by then.

157 MM I, 589. See notes 147 and 151.

158 This inscription has not been preserved, except in written form, and has been edited several times.
Lascaris, ("Deux chartes de Jean Uros", 280-283) asserted that the previous publishers had misread,
and thus erroneously published, the name Anna, since Symeon'’s wife's name was Thomais. Then
Papachryssanthou, (“A propos d'une inscription de Syméon Uros", 483-488) republished the inscrip-
tion and claimed that it was produced in Trikala sometime between May 1363 and November 1372,
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ithets assigned to her (evoefeordrn kai piAéxpiote, vpnotdrn kai Aaunpordrn) were
‘common among the Thessalians’. After all, the inscription from Trikala men-
tions Symeon Uro$ and Despoina Anna as evoePeotdrol’*®. Moreover, certain
inaccuracies also appear in the patriarchal manual. For example, although the
rulers of Thessaly were supposed to be addressed as despots, Alexios Angelos
Philanthropenos bore the title of Kaisar and his wife of Kaisarissa!®’. Similarly,
although it is widely accepted that Lord Constantine Dragas never bore the title
of despot, Ektesis Nea instructs that he should be addressed as one!®’. All this
creates the impression that the ‘despoina of Serbia’ could have been another
noble woman, unknown to us, who held this title as either a daughter or sister
of an emperor'¢.

Symeon’s actual imperial status is not only curbed by the fact that there is
no information on his coronation, which was considered the highest degree of
sanction of imperial title. In Byzantium, any political adventurer with enough
power could be proclaimed emperor, but only an imperial coronation by the
Constantinopolitan Patriarch, preferably in the Church of Saint Sophia, could
provide the desired legitimacy!®. What distinguishes the case of Thessaly from
both the Byzantine and the Serbian model was the fact that Symeon Uro§ did
not form an autocephalous Church attached to his state!s%. The absence of such
an institution may also be the answer to the question of his coronation: there
simply was no high church authority that could perform that act. Symeon Uro$§
was certainly not crowned emperor by the Patriarch of Constantinople or the

and that the mentioned Despoina Anna was in fact the mother-in-law of Symeon Uro$, who, on the
basis of his kinship with the emperor, claimed the right to the imperial title. She was mentioned in
the inscription because her daughter was already dead at the time. All the previous interpretations,
however, do not exclude the possibility that Symeon Uros, after the death of his first wife, was remar-
ried to a certain Anna in his second marriage. But this is a topic for further research.

159 "ei[¢] v Nuépav To0 eboefeataltiou PagnAsog nuav Znueov t[o0] lNaAeoAdyou klai] THAG
gvoefeatafting Seamoivng nuwv Av(vng)”). See Papachryssanthou, “A propos d'une inscription de
Syméon Uros”, 484. Djuri¢, "Extecnc Hea", 425.

160 See no. 156 and infra.

161 Darrouzes, "Ekthésis Néa", 61. Ostrogorski ("TocnoavH KoHctaHTMH [paraw”, 288-289, 291-292)
showed that Constantine Dragas never held the title of despot.

162 This, for instance, was the case with Despoina (§éomowva) Eudokia, daughter of the Emperor of
Trebizond Alexios IIl Komnenos, although neither of her two husbands, an Anatolian dynast named
Tadjedin and Lord Constantine Dragas, bore the title of emperor (Djuri¢, "EBgoknja KoMHMHa 1 HeH
My KoHcTaHTvH [Jparaw”, 263-265), as well as ‘Empress’ Eudokia, presumably Dusan’s sister, moth-
er of Despot John and Lord Constantine Dragas (Nikoli¢, JeseHa Jpazaw lNaneonozuHa, 49-83).

163 Maksimovi¢, “Cpncka uapcka tutyna”, 180. As is well known, the only example of an emperor who
was not crowned is Constantine XI Dragas Palaiologos. But this was a consequence of the extraordi-
nary circumstances prevailing in the Byzantine Empire in the eve of its fall. It is also important to note
that Kantakouzenos was crowned as emperor twice, in order to give his usurpation a legitimate sim-
ulacrum. On the issue of the coronation in general see A. Christophilopoulou, EkAoyn, avaydpeuatg
Kol OTEWIG.

164 See Maksimovi¢, “"Cpncka uapcka tutyna“, 177-178.
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Patriarch of Pe¢, and obviously not by the autocephalous archbishop on the ter-
ritory of his state, who, as we have seen, did not exist.

Therefore, Symeon’s state, as already noticed, can really be considered a
“quasi-empire”!%s, With the exception perhaps of the period before April 1357,
Symeon Uro$ did not intend to create a new universal empire, nor to replace the
Byzantine and/or the Serbian. His rule was based exclusively on the historical,
political and social traditions, as well as the reality of Thessaly, with his imperi-
al title and family ties with the Palaiologoi and the Nemanji¢ being a matter of
prestige that added some weight to his legitimacy as ruler.

Symeon UroS fathered at least three children. The eldest son, John Uro§, suc-
ceeded him to the throne. We also know of his other son, Stefan, from the Kop-
orin Chronicle!®, As stated in Mavro Orbini’s history, he ruled a part of Thessaly
and was married to daughter of the Lord of Mesara and other cities in Roma-
nia'?’. In addition to his two sons, Symeon Uro$ also had a daughter, Maria An-
gelina Doukaina Palaiologina'®®, who was first married to Thomas Preljubovi,
and, after his murder, to Esau Buondelmonti'®’.

It is not known when, how and where Symeon Uro$ died. A certain terminus
ante quem is November 1372, when his son and heir, Emperor John Uros, issued
two prostagmata to Neilos, the Protos of Stagoi'”°.

IV. The reign of John Doukas Uro§ Palaiologos (1372-1373)

Very little is known about the early life and reign of John Uro§'”!. The
1359/60 inscription in the Church of St. Archangel Michael in Kastoria suggests
that John Uro$!”? became his father’s co-ruler after the latter’s proclamation as
emperor in Kastoria in 1356'7°. Nothing else is known of him until he becomes

165 Ibid., 187.

166 Stojanovi¢, Cmapu cpncku podociosu u nemonucu, 80, 82. Xpoviko Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 95.
Solovjev, Mosin, puke nosese, 294-295, no. XXXIX. Lascaris, "“Deux chartes de Jean Uros", 312-314.
Loenertz, "Une page de Jerome Zurita", 158-159, 163-165.

167 Mavro Orbin (Kpaseescmeso CrnoseHa, 45 sq) and Loenertz (op. cit, 164) mention that Stephen ruled
in the area of Farsala, and that he was married to the daughter of Francesco Giorgio, Markgraf of
Bodonica, a principality near Thermopylae.

168 PLP no. 21393.

169 Jirecek, "Die Witwe und die S6hne des Despoten Esau von Epirus”, 1-16 Agoritsas, "Maria Angelina
Doukaina Palaiologina”, 171-185. Ferjanci¢, Tecanuja, 263-264.

170 Lascaris, op. cit., 277-284.

171 It was suggested that he was born either in 1349 (Nicol, Meteora, 64 sq) or 1352 (Papadopoulos,
Versuch einer Genealogie der Palaiologen, 26 sq, no. 42).

172 PLP no. 21179.

173 Lascaris, op. cit., 283 sq. Ferjanci¢, op. cit.,, 259.
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the sole Emperor of Thessaly, after the death of his father. Interestingly, the
Chronicle of Ioannina refers to him as Emperor Joasaph (Baocitets Twdoagp)'7.
This is a clear indication that his later life as monk, and second founder of Me-
teora, prevailed in the collective memory. Modern researchers on the other hand
take Mavro Orbini’s recounting of John's blinding by his father-in-law Radoslav
Hlapen with a pinch of salt'”>.

Furthermore, the fact that his younger brother Stefan governed the area
around Farsala has led some researchers to conclude that John Uros ruled over
only one part of Thessaly 6. This does not necessarily mean that Thessaly
was formally divided, especially if Stefan recognized his brother’s supreme
authority.

Only two documents, prostagmas, both issued in November 1372, have been
preserved from the reign of John UroS. The first of them was issued to Neilos,
the Protos of Stagoi, and it confirms the possession of Cyril’s cave in Mykane!”’.
Of special interest to this prostagma is the emperor’s order that the property
should not be infringed by any Romans, Albanians or anyone else. This order
led B. Ferjanci¢ to the conclusion that the number of the Serbs living in Thes-
saly was not particularly significant, at least during the reign of John Uros.
However, a 1388 act of Neilos, Patriarch of Constantinople, which confirms the
stavropegic rights to the monastery in Lykusada, commands that no one, be it
a Roman, a Serb or an Albanian, has the right to disturb it'”8. With the second
prostagma bearing the same date, Emperor John Uro$ confirms to Neilos the
possessions of the Monastery of Mother of God of Doupiane, which it had held
from before, ‘from the blessed ancestors of my Empire, and also from the bless-
ed father of my Empire’'”.

John UroS$’s rule of Thessaly was short-lived, as he resigned from power
sometime before June 1373. This finds proof in an endowment document signed

172 PLP no. 21179.
173 Lascaris, op. cit., 283 sq. Ferjanci¢, op. cit., 259.
174 Xpovikd Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 94-95.

175 Mavro Orbin, op. cit,, 45. This information was categorically rejected by S. Cirkovi¢ (Mavro Orbin, op.
cit,, 311), while Nicol, (Meteora, 103) seemed inclined to accept it.

176 Ferjanci¢, op. cit., 261.

177 Bees ("ZepPika kal Bulavtiokd ypappoata Metewpou’, 9-11) ereoneously attributes them to Syme-
on Uros (Sophianos, "AVo mpoatéypata touv lwavvn OVpeon”, 21). Lascaris has clarified that it was
the prostagma of John Uros, and not his father's (“Deux chartes de Jean Uros").

178 Lampros, “Neidouv Kwv/moAewg olyiAAlov mepl TAG povig Acukouaotadoc”, 178; Ferjancic, op. cit,
262-263.

179 Bees, op. cit, 11-13. Sophianos, op. cit., 22. Ferjancic, op. cit.,, 263.
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by the then Protos Neilos, concerning nun Theodoule Koteanitzaina's dona-
tion to Meteora'®. In that document Kaisar Alexios Angelos Philanthropenos is
mentioned for the first time as the Lord of Thessaly!®!. In the charter issued to
the Monastery of Mother of God of the Great Gate in November 1381, John Uro§
is mentioned as ‘t iwdvv(n)s oUipeons 0 makaioAdyos o ia tov Oeiov kai dyyeMikoD
OxXAUatos uetovouacis iwdoag (uov)ax(ég)*®2. Despite this dramatic switch, the
former Emperor John Uro$ continued to play an important political role in both
Epirus and Thessaly. The Chronicle of Ioannina reports that following the death
of Thomas Preljubovi¢ on 23 December 1384 the inhabitants of Ioannina called
upon ‘Emperor Joasaph’, who ruled the city until 31 January 1385. Then, Esau
Buondelmonti arrived in Ioannina and married Thomas’s widow and Joasaph’s
sister, Maria Angelina'®. It is believed that monk Joasaph stayed in Ioannina for
some time, probably until May 1386, At that time, his sister Maria Angelina
gifted to her brother and Meteora many ecclesiastical vessels, which she had
previously given him to keep safe after the death of her first husband!®.

After these events, monk Joasaph withdrew to Meteora. However, he left
them again after the Ottoman conquest of Thessaly and went to Mount Athos
where, it is believed, that he stayed for two years'®. After that, he returned to
Meteora for the last time, where he ended his earthly life, before 24 February
1423'¥ His devotion to the monastic community, first as a ruler, and then as a
spiritual figure, is evident not only in his justifiable recognition as its second
founder, but in his elevation to sainthood as well'®8. Thus, this is how, first and
foremost, he will be remembered in history.

With John Uro$'’s retreat from the political scene ends the rule of the Serbs
in Thessaly. John Uro$ was succeeded by Kaisar Alexios Angelos Philanthrope-
nos, who nominally recognized the power of John V and Manuel II Palaiologos.
He was then succeeded by Manuel Philanthropenos Angelos, before June 1373.

180 PLP no. 13324.

181 Bees (op. cit.,, 98-100) erroneously dates the documents to 1388. Ferjancic (op. cit., Tecanuja, 266-267)
shows 1373 is the more plausible date. On Alexios Angelos Philanthropenos see PLP no. 29750.

182 Lascaris, op. cit,, 294 no. 1. Ferjanci¢, op. cit., 263.
183 Xpoviké Twv lwavvivwy, op. cit., 94-95.
184 Ferjancic, op. cit., 263.

185 Solovjev, Mosin, Mpuke nosesme, 290-295, no. XXXIX. Vapheiades, Movi} Tou MeydAou Metewpou,
69-70.

186 Ferjanci¢, op. cit., 281.

187 Bees, "Geschichtliche Forschungsrezultate und Mdnchs”. Polemis, The Doukai, 100. Ferjanci¢, op. cit.,
264. Vapheiades, op. cit.,, 62-63.

188 He is celebrated in April 20.
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As early as 1393, Thessaly was conquered by the Ottoman Sultan Bayezid I

Thunderbolt (1389-1402), a fate all Balkans were to share by the end of the 15th
century'®,

189 PLP no. 29750. Ferjanci¢, op. cit., 265-281.



H OEXYAAIA YIIO YEPBIKH KYPIAPXIA (1348 - c. 1373)

Maja Nikoli¢

Metd v katdkinon peydAov tpnApatrog tng Bulavtiviag Avtokpatopiag
(1343-1345), 6nAadn oAdrAnpng oxeddv tng Maxkedoviag kat AABaviag, o Zép-
Bog kpdAng Ztépavog Ntovoav avaknpuée tov eavtd tov Avtorpdrtopa (téAn tov
1345) kat ev ovvexeia, otig 16 Ampidiov tov €tovg 1346, éAafe 1o otéppa. Metd
tavta, Ta otpatevpatd tov katéaBav v ‘Hnepo (1347) xat Afyo apydtepa tnv
Oeooalia (1348).

O1 inyég vmoSelkvvoLy &1 n Oeooalia etébn vmd Th oepPIKA Kuplapxia Xw-
pic pdxn. Ia to Adyo avtd opiopévor 1oxvpidovial étl n ZepPiki KATaktnon ntav
otny IPAYRATIKOTNTA atotéAeopla cVPYwviag petald Twv OeooaAwy aploTorpa-
TWV Kal tov Ztepdvov Ntovoav, avdhloyng pe tnv cupewvia mov o1 Oecoalof
elxav ouvvapel Aya xpévia mptv pe tov Ilwdvvn Kaviakouvinvd (téAn tov 1342).
Emopévwg, n Zeppikn katdknon tng Oeoocaiiag Ba mpémel va katavonbei oxi
Hévo wg amotéAecpa tng SuoapéoKkelas TNG TOMKAG aplotokpatiag évavil tov
Bpdvou tng KwvotaviivodmoAng, alld kat wg ékppaon tng otabepng aveiSpaong
Twv OeoodAwV évavtl Tng KeVIPIKNgG e€ovaoiag.

H 18waitepn 6éon kal onpacia twv meploxwv g Oecoaiiag kat tng Hrmel-
pov, oto mAaiolo tng avtorpatopiag tov Xte@dvouv Ntovoay, amodeikvietal amnd
TO YEYOVAG OT1 01 eV Adyw Trep1oxég €€ovotdloviav amd §1Ko0G ToUG KUPEPVATEG.
lewypagikd, PBpiokoviav moAd parpld armd tov mUpRva Twv oepPIKWV £8A@WV.
Tavtéxpova, o1 meptoxég tng Osooaliag kat tng Hrelpov, idn amd t1g apxég tov
13 aiwva, e€eAixBnkav otadiakd oe avefdptnta Kpdtn, kai dnpiovpynoav Tig
81KkéG TouG TIOATIKEG Kal 18eoAoy1kéG Tapaddoels. Paiveratl Aomdy étt o ZépPog
avtokpdropag avtilngbnke ovvtopa étt Sev hitav duvatdv va 11 Seopedoel kat
va 16 evidEel opyavikd Kat pévipa pe to oepPikd kpdrog. (U6 ek ToUTov, 11§ avede-
o€ otnv SakvPépvnon twv avBpwIwy ekeivwy mov eurotevéTav MEPICOOTEPO.

Zuyrekpipéva, o Xtépavog Ntovoav S16pioe tov adep@d tov, Xupewv-Livioa
wg KuPepvntn tng Hreipov, 618ovtdg tov tov titAo tov Agomdtn. Zn cuvéxela o
Tupemv mavipevnke v Owpaida, adepen tov Acomtdtn Nikngdpov B” Opaoivn
Kat képn tov Aeomiétn Iwdavvn B” Opoivn. Ocov apopd otn Osooaiia, avth ka-
TartOnke kat kupepvinbnke oto dvopa tov Ltepdvov Ntovoav amd tov e¢éxovia
otpatnyo kat evyevi kaioapa IIpéhovpro, tov omoio o Iwdvvng Kaviakovinvog
entaivel yia th oogia, to Bdppog kat tnv epmeipia tov. IIpwtedovoa Tov kKpAtoug
Tou IIpéhovpmov hrtav ta TpikaAa, méAn n omoia Ba mapapeivel wg mpwiedovoa
g Osooaiiag péxpt tnv katdAnn tng amnd tovg OBwpavovg. O ev Adyw nyepod-

81
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vag ntav mavipepévog pe tnv Eipnvn. I[ég toug fitav o piontdg topavvog twv
lwavvivwy, Qwpdg Ipedovpmofits. Paivetal wg eixav emiong pia xépn, ovoé-
patt EAévn. O TTpélovpmog méBave otig apxég Tov €toug 1356. Metd tn oOviopn
enf tng Oeooariag kuplapxia tov Nikngdépov B Opaoivn (1356-1359), n meploxn
rataktnfnke amné tov Zupewv Ovpéon ITalaioddyo, tov Asomiétn tng Hreipov.

E18ikdtepa, 1o é1og 1356, 0 Seomdtng Xupemy ekdlwypévog amd tnv Hielpo n
avaxwpwvtag Impiv and v katdknon g amnd tov Nikngdépo B, kal mpokeipé-
Vou va RataAdfel tov XepPird avtokpatopikéd Opévo, katépbace otnv Kaotopid,
6mov avarnpLxOnke Avrokpdropag. Metd 8e tnv amotuxia tov va Adpet tov Bpévo
g ZepPilag (1357-1358), xat kupiwg petd to Bavato tov deomdétn Nikngdépov
B’, o Zupewv emétuxe va kataktinoel tn Oegooalia ota téAn tov 1359. Apéowg
Hetd mpoodptnoe Kat tny ‘Hrelpo, ald avayrdinke va @vyel ocOvtopa, apadi-
dovtag tnv SiakuBépvnon tng xwpag oe dVo Peovddpxeg ANBavolg, tov lwdvvn
Ymdtag kai tov [Tétpo Alwoa, otovg omoiovg amédwoe emiong touvg T{tAoug Tov
Aeomérn. Tovto &e 81611 n kuplapxia tov eni tng Oecoaliag apeiopntnbnke amd
tov PadooldBo XAdmevo. Ilapdro mov avtdg o XépPog evyevig, TAVIpEPEVOG Pe
N XApa tov pwnv KuPepviatn tng Oecoaliag, tov IIpélovprmov, Katéktnoe tnv
éAn Aapdot, n Siéveén teAeiwoe oOviopa kal ogpayiotnke pe évav yapo peta-
€0 g KOpnG Tov Zupewy, Mapiag AyyeAivag, kal Tov mapayvio tov XAamévov,
Ownd IIpeAodumofirs.

H BaotAeia tov Zvpewv Ovpéon IMaAaioAdyov otn Oeccalia xapartnpile-
tat eviote wg apdAyapa Pulaviivwy Kat oepPpikwv MOATIKO-VORIKWY tapaddoe-
wv, améppola g SImANG Kataywyng tov, ZepPfikng kar EAAnvikng. YnevBupide-
Tat 6t 0 Zupewv Atav yiog tov ZépPfou KpdAn Xtepdvov Ovpéon I'” Nietodvoki
(1321-1331) amd tov Sevtepo tov yapo pe tn Mapia ITahatoroyiva. Avth ntav
Kképn tov mavumnepoePdotov kal kaioapa Iwdvvn IMahaioAdyov, KuBepvAatn Tng
©eooalovikng, eyyovo touv avtorpdropa MixanA H” kat avigid tov AvSpovikov
B’, ka1 tng Eipnivng, Buyatépag tov Oeddwpov Metoxitn. Qotdoo, kpivovtag amnd
Ta XpLOGPOLAA ToL aAld Kat amd dMeg INYEG TTOL avagépovtal o€ avtdy, o ZUje-
wv otabeportoinoe v e§ovoia tov otnv Oeooalia, BepeAiwvovidg tny 6xt pévo
IAvVw OTIG TOTTKEG TIapaddoetg, aAld Kal otnv otevi oLYYEVELd TOL TOOO HE TOUG
TIPONYOUHEVOLG NYEPOVEG: TOV YAUTIPO ToV, deomtdétn Nikngdpo B Opoivy, kat tov
mteBepd tov, Seontdtn Iwdvvn B Opoivn 6oo kat pe tovg ITalatoAdyous.

0 Zvpewv Ovpéong Bewpovoe Tov eavtd tov avtokpdropa «twv Pwpaiwy kat
Twv ZépPwv [=ZepPiag]». Tovto paptupeital ota £yypagd tov, o emypagésg, ald
Kal oto yeyovéds 6Tl mapaxwpoloe VPNAA avAkd aSlwpatd, aroKAEIOTIKO TIPoVE-
Ko twv avtokpatépwv. Qotdoo, dev yvwpifovpe oxebév timota yla v otédn
ToL. Ot InyéG TAnpo@opovV OT1 0 ZUHEWV avaknpvxOnke, 6X1 OTL OTEPTHKE AVTO-
kpdatopag otnv Kaotopid.
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H 8pdon tov Zupewv Ovpéon amotunwdnke oTiG TINYEG, KUplwg Opws doov
apopd otn BpNOKEVTIKA TOL TOMTIKA. (AG TIPOOTATNG KAl €VEPYETNG TOV POVAXI-
opoU otnv TePIoXN Twv Xtdywy, o Zupewv Ovpéong Bewpeital cuvibws wg évag
amd toug 16puTég Twv Metewpwv. H Ruprapxia tov onpatve emiong tnv opaio-
moinon tng eKKANO1a0TIKAG {wng otn Oecoalia, aAd katr otnv ‘Hrmelpo. H opa-
Aomoinon auti ekPPACTNKE PE TNV ATIOKATAOCTACN TWV KAVOVIKWV OXéCEWV 1€
10 ITatprapxeio tng KwvotavtivodmoAng, yeyovog opatd kupiwg otov Siopiopd
HNTPOTIOAITWY, o1 ormotol otédABnkav amd t BaoiAebovoa. Emopévwg, katd
d1apketla tng Paoireiag tov Xupewv Ovpéon - kal Ba pmopovoe va einmwbel katd
n oOvtopn Bactieia tov yov tov, Iwdvvn Ovpéon - n BecoaAikit EkkAnoia Atav
um6 tn Sikatodooia tov ITatpiapxeiov KwvotaviivodmoAng.

AN i e18ovg avtorpatopia ntav ekefvn mov dev eixe Tn §1kn tng EkkAnoia; H
avuniap§ia avtoképaing ErkkAnoiag otny emikpdreia tov Zupewv Ovpéon propei
Va amoteAéoel andvinon oTo epwTnyd, av avtdg oTté@ONKe MOTE WG aAVTOKPATOPag.
datveral 611 n andvinon eival apvntiki, 6x1 pévo emeldn Sev vmIdpxouvyv otolxeia
yia ka1t tétoto, ald kat yia tov amid Adyo 6t Sev vmipxe avdTATN EKKANO1AOTL-
KN apxn tov Ba ektedovoe avtiy tny pdén. Eivatl agetépou BéPato 611 o Zupewv
dev otépbnke avtokpdropag amd tov [atpidpxn tng KwvotaviivovmoAng i tov
[Tatpidpxn tov Pe¢, kal mpopavws 6x1 amnd Tov apXIEMiOKOIO TNG EMKPATEIAG
ToU, 0 omoiog Sev vmnpxe. (UG €K TOUTOV, TO KPAdtog tov Xupewv Ovpéon, OTIwWG
éxel N6n napatnpnBei, priopel va BewpnBei wg pia «Pevdo-avtokpatopiar. Avth
Srapopewbnke wg amotéAeona Twv TOMKWY apaddoewy, 10TOPIKWY, TTOATIKWV
KA1 KOIVWVIKWYV, € TOV QUTOKPATopiko T{TAo Kal Toug o1koyevelakons Seopog e
toug ITalatoAdyoug kat tovg Nepdvitg va mpoobétovy KOpog otnv apgiofntov-
pevn and ta npdypata vopipdtnta tov ZUPEWV.

Aev eival yvwotd néte, g Kat mov mebave o Zupewv Ovpéong. 'Eva mbavd
xXpoviko Opto eival o NoépPpiog tov €tovg 1372, 6tav o Y106 kAt o KAnpovopog
10V, 0 avtorpdropag Iwdavvng Ovpéong, e§¢6woe S0 mpootdypata ev avagopd
e tov Neflo, IIpto g oKATNG TWV ZTaywV.

IToAV Afya, wotdoo, eival yvwotd yia tn dwn Kat tn facideia tov avtokpdtopa
Iwavvn AovVka Ovpéon ITalaioAdyo. E€GAov, Sev kuBépvnoe tn Oeooalia yia
oA, agpoV tapatthfnke and tnv e§ovaia mpiv tov Iovvio Tov 1373. Av kat éyve
Hovaxog pe 1o ovopa Iwdoae, o téwg avtorpdtopas Iwdvvng Ovpéong épeAle
va éxel onpavtikd moAttiké poro téoo otny ‘Hrelpo doo kat otn Oecoaiia. Eibi-
kétepa, petd  dologpovia tov Owpd Ilpelovpmopitg tov Aeképppio tov 1384,
KRLBépvnoe Ty AN twv Iwavvivwv péxpt tov Iavovdpio tov 1385, étav o 1¢aov
Mrmovovtedpdvtt mavipedtnke th Xipa 1ov Owpd kat adeden tov lwdoag, Ma-
pla AyyeAiva.’Exovtag ¢hoet oto Aylov Opog yia 600 xpdvia, Hetd ty oBwpavikn
Katdktnon tng Oecoaiiag to étog 1393, o Iwdoag enéotpee ota Metéwpa, O1tov
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tedeiwoe n {wn tov mptv and tg 24 PePfpovapiov 1423. H 10topiki Kat ayiolo-
yikh tapddoon Ba tipnoet Sedviwg tov Iwdvvn-Iwdoag, mpwta am’ éAa, Kupiwg
WG ToV He0TEPO KTiTopa TWV METEWPWV.

To téAog tng {wng tov lwdvvn-lwdoag xat n kuptapxia tov kaloapa Mavovna
d1AavOpwtivod Ayyéhov onpatodotei to TéAog Tng Kuplapxiag twv XépPwv otn
Oeooalia, n omoia eménpwto va Siapréoet Aiyo epioodtepo amd d0o Sekaetieg.
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