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TARNOVGRAD VIEWED BY THE OTHERS:
THE CASE OF NIKETAS CHONIATES

Abstract. The text is devoted to the analysis of the portrayal of Tarnovo, the new capital of the
restored near the end of the twelfth century Bulgarian state, in the historical work and speeches by
Niketas Choniates, a Byzantine historian, official and rhetorician from the latter half of the twelfth
and early thirteenth centuries. As a direct witness of the contemporary Byzantine-Bulgarian rela-
tions, a high ranking court dignitary throughout most of the discussed period, and the author of the
most important sources shedding light on the restitution of Bulgaria, he left a legacy of extraordi-
nary importance, one which has shaped views of the subsequent generations of Byzantine histori-
ans. While examining Tédrnovo’s role shows it did not occupy a particularly significant place in the
historian’s narrative, and the remarks concerning it appear as if in passing, he nonetheless was fully
conscious of the city’s significance not only for the Bulgarians themselves, but also in the context
of the prospective expansion of the Empire in the direction of its northern neighbours. It is therefore
no accident that in his brief characterisation the city the author focused on the description of the
defensive qualities of Tarnovo. Paradoxically, his arguments on this subject may play an important
role in the present ongoing discussion among the archaeologists exploring the former capital on
the subject of chronology and size of the fortifications surrounding the two most important hills
on which the city developed, namely Tsarevets and Trapezitsa.

Keywords: Niketas Choniates, Tarnovgrad, Tsarevets, Trapezitsa, Veliko Tdrnovo, medieval fortifi-
cations, Byzantium and Bulgaria, the Assenids, medieval Bulgaria, medieval Balkans, medieval capi-
tals, Byzantine historiography, Byzantine rhetoric, the others in Byzantine sources, Bulgaria in Byz-
antine sources

he works of Niketas Choniates (ca. 1155 — ca. 1217), a Byzantine historian,
rhetorician and official in the latter half of the twelfth and early thirteenth
century', are the main sources on the restored at the end of the twelfth century

! On the subject of Niketas and his literary legacy cf. J.-L. VAN DIETEN, Niketas Choniates. Erlduterun-
gen zu den Reden und Briefen nebst einer Biographie, Berlin-New York 1971 [= SupByz, 2]; A.IL. Ka-
XKIAH, Huxuma Xonuam u ezo épems, Cankt-Iletep6ypr 2005; Niketas Choniates. A Historian and
a Writer, ed. A. SIMPSON, S. EFTHYMIADIS, Geneva 2009; A. SIMPSON, Niketas Choniates. A Historio-
graphical Study, Oxford 2013; W. TREADGOLD, The Middle Byzantine Historians, Basingstoke-New
York 2013, p. 422-456.
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Bulgarian state’. The significance and wealth of the information the historian pro-
vided cannot therefore be overstated, especially since that information was subse-
quently readily used by other historians of the empire, such as George Akropolites
or Theodore Skoutariotes, and therefore to some degree his narrative shaped their
opinions as well.

The Byzantine’s historical work titled Xpovwkr dijynoig, which annalistically
presented the history of Byzantium from 1118 to 1206, in greater detail for the
1180-1206 period, and his extant Adyol, also include information about the capi-
tal of the late mediaeval Bulgarian State, Tdrnovo®. The analysis of information
on its subject is going to be the subject of the below remarks. I note here that
in my considerations, I am focusing primarily on the direct mentions of Tarnovo
(where the city’s name appears), although I am not omitting the passages in which
the historian referred to the city indirectly, or where we may surmise that given
information may have also related to it. The only passage I do not consider in
the text, which is traditionally associated with Tédrnovo, is the description of the
anonymous centre where the Bulgarian rebellion was announced. I do so because
it requires a separate study.

Tarnovo - characteristics of the city

Niketas Choniates left us the following characterisation of Térnovo:

00 TepvoPou (6 8¢ ¢oTiv 1} épuvoTdTn dpa Kal TPoPepeaTdTn TOV Katd TOV Alpov anac@v
noewv, Teixeol Te loxvpols mepiBePAnuévn kai pevpatt motapiw Sethnupévn kal 6povg
axkpwvoyia memoAlopévn). ..

Tarnovo (this is the best fortified and most excellent of all the cities located in the Hai-
mos, encompassed by mighty walls, divided by a river stream, and built on a ridge of the
mountain)...*

> On this subject cf. e.g. I. ITAHKOBA-TIETKOBA, Boneapus npu Acenesyu, Codusa 1978, p. 21-50;
I1. IIETPOB, Bo3cmanosssane Ha Ovneapckama Ovpicasa 1185-1197, Codus 1985; V. Boxmnos,
Hcmopus na Cpednosexosra boneapust, vol. 11, Xpucmusincka Beneapus, Codus 2017, p. 281-304;
A. MADGEARU, The Asanids. The Political and Military History of the Second Bulgarian Empire
(1185-1280), Leiden-Boston 2017 [= ECEEMA, 41], p. 35-113.

* On this city cf. e.g. Micmopus na Benuxo Toproso, vol. I, [Ipaucmopus, aHmu4Hocm u cpeoHosexo-
sue, ed. I1. IIETPOB, Codust 1986; P. [TAHOBA, Cronuutusm epad 6 Kynmypama Ha cpeoH08eK08HA
boneapus, Codus 1995, p. 141-186; K. Totes, [I. Kocesa, Cmonuunuam TvpHos 6 xpucmusuckama
kynmypa Ha bankanckus céam, [in:] Benukume Acenesyu. CoopHux ¢ 00knadu om xoHgepeHuus,
noceemena Ha 830 200uHy om evcmanuemo Ha bpamama Ilemovp u AceH, Hauanomo Ha Bmopomo
6vneapcko yapcmeo u obaessarnemo Ha Toproso 3a cmonuya Ha Beneapus u 780 200unu om neeu-
MumMHOmMo 6v300H06568aHe Ha Bonzapckama nampuapuius, ed. I1. T1asnos, H. KpHEs, H. XPricnmMoB,
Bemnko TvproBo 2016, p. 364-376.

* Nicetae Choniatae Historia, vol. I, Praefationem et textum continens, rec. I.A. VAN DIETEN, Berolini-
Novi Eboraci 1975 [= CFHB, 11.1] (cetera: CHONIATES, Historia), p. 470, 75-78; Eng. trans. — O City
of Byzantium. Annals of Niketas Choniatés, trans. H.]. MAGOULIAS, Detroit 1984 [= BTT], p. 258
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One may draw several conclusions from this relation. Firstly, that this description
fully corresponds with the real layout and development of the city, and therefore
it is based on a relation of someone who knew the city first-hand (e.g. a member
of one of the expeditions of Isaac I in 1186 or 1190, the Byzantine envoys from the
later period, Ivanko, the killer of John Assen I, who fled to Constantinople in 1196,
or even Kaloyan, the youngest of the rebellious brothers, who after 1188 suppos-
edly spent some time in the Byzantine capital as a hostage)°. Secondly, geographi-
cally, this centre was associated with the Haimos mountain massif (nowadays the
Stara Planina mountain range)®, and this is where the Byzantine author had placed
it. This is further confirmed by more precise data on its location included in the
description, namely the fact that the city was on a hilltop. Tarnovo is indeed located
in the area of the so-called Téarnovo Hills, which are one of the northernmost parts
of the Stara Planina foreland (Pre-Balkan), and the hills themselves (Tsarevets and
Trapezitsa, along with Momina Krepost and Holy Mountain), on which the “old
town” was located are separated by the meandering around them Yantra river’.
It needs to be, however strongly emphasised that the contemporary authors, fol-
lowing the example of the ancient authorities, first and foremost geographers such
as Strabo, saw the Stara Planina foreland as an integral part of the Haimos massif,
much like the range of Sredna Gora (Anti-Balkan), to the south of Stara Plani-
na®. This fact further reinforces my proposition of the translation of the phrase

(with my amendments — K.M.). A similar characterisation of Tarnovo is found in two lections
of thirteenth-century manuscripts of Niketas’ work, specifically L (Laurentianus IX 24) and O
(Oxoniensis Bodleianus Roe 22) — CHONIATES, Historia, p. 616, ad v. 61-62: ...£G TépvoBov (Tépov-
Bov according to O) Thv mpogepeotépay mac®v T@V év Muoiq moAewy... — wherein it appears by the
way of the description of the events related to the history of Bulgarian-Latin relations, specifically
the battle of Adrianople in 1205 and the fate of the Latin Emperor Baldwin 1.

® On these expeditions and deputations cf. e.g. I. IJaHKOBA-IIETKOBA, Boneapus..., p. 28-29, 32-33,
38-40, 41-42, 51-52; II. IIETPOB, Boscmanosssane..., p. 120-129, 146, 148, 218-232, 264-268;
V. Boxxnnos, amunuama na Acenesyu (1186-1460). Ieneanozus u npoconozpapus, *Codust 1995,
p. 43-44 (no. 3); IDEM, Mcmopus..., p. 291-295, 297-298, 307; A. MADGEARU, The Asanids..., p. 67-
71, 80-81,98-101, 111-112, 117-118. More on the subject of the sources used by Choniates: A. Stmp-
SON, Niketas..., p. 214-250; W. TREADGOLD, The Middle Byzantine Historians..., p. 437-438, 443-445.
¢ On the subject of these mountains cf. e.g. E. OBERHUMMER, Haimos, [in:] RE, vol. VIL.2, p. 2221~
2226; P. SoustAL, Tabula Imperii Byzantini, vol. V1, Thrakien (Thraké, Rodopé und Haimimontos),
Wien 1991, p. 279-280; K. T'aroBa, Tpakus npes 6eneapckomo Cpednosexosue. Vicmopuuecka zeo-
epapus, *Cocust 2002, p. 319-322.

7'T. OBUAPOB, 3a monoepadckus u apxumekmypHus obnux Ha cpedHosexoséHus Toprosepad (XII-
XIV 6.), [in:] TKIL, vol. II, Yuenuyu u nocnedosamenu Ha Eemumuti Toproscku. Bmopu mexndyHna-
poden cumnosuym Benuko Toproso, 20-23 maii 1976, ed. I1. Pyces et al., Codus 1980, p. 464-477.
& Cf. STRABON, Géographie, vol. IV, Livre VII, 5. 1, ed. R. BALADIE, Paris 2003, p. 114, 14-18; VIL, 6. 1,
p. 127, 13-16; VIL fr. 10, p. 154, 7-19; Annae Comnenae Alexias, X1V, 8, 6, vol. I, rec. D.R. REINSCH,
A. KamByLis, Berolini-Novi Eboraci 2001, p. 456, 76-87. Presently the Stara Planina foreland, along
with the massif of Stara Planina itself, constitute a part of the so-called Stara Planina Region. On
the subject of the modern day division of the above mentioned orographic units cf. B. Huxosnos,
M. Vlopnanosa, [Tnanunume 6 Bonzapus, *Codus 2002, p. 9-57.
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T@OV Katd tOv Algov danacdv olewv as all the cities located in the Haimos, contrary
to the traditional all the cities along the Haimos®. The same translation of the key
phrase kata tov Afpov, although in a somewhat different context, was accepted
by Ivan Dujcev for Choniates’ Tobg katd tov Alpov 10 dpog BapPapovg, appearing
in the initial description of the beginning of the Assenid rebellion. A somewhat
further analogy, though semantically related, would be the translation by Dimi-
trios Gonis, appearing in Nikefor Gregoras, of the phrase mept tov Aipov gpodpla
associating the mentioned fortifications with the interior of the mountain massif,
rather than with its surroundings'. In the light of the thirteenth-century lections
of the manuscripts A (Vaticanus graecus 1623) and P (Parisinus graecus 1778)
and the fourteenth-fifteenth century W (Vindobonensis Historicus graecus 105),
which were accepted as the original version in the older editions of Choniates’s
work, prepared by August Immanuel Bekker, Preslav, the old Bulgarian capital, was
described by the Byzantine historian in a manner analogous to Tdrnovo. He
stated that it was in greater part surrounded by Haimos (kai mAeiotnv donv mept
Tov Alpov thyv mepipetpov €xovoa)'!, although it is known that, once again, the
description pertains to Pre-Balkan. We may therefore, without much error, count
Tarnovo among the fortresses, mentioned several times in Choniates’ works, locat-
ed on steepnesses and high hills, superbly fortified, linked to Haimos, in which
Bulgarians took shelter from Byzantine armed forces'.

The remark about the city’s plan on the hilltop also draws attention, as indeed
the main buildings of the city were located on the relatively flat (Trapezitsa) or ter-
raced (Tsarevets) top parts of the hills, while their steep slopes stretching towards

® Cf. Nicetae Choniatae Historia, ed., praef. et trans. V. TApKova, [in:] FGHB, vol. XI, Co¢us 1983
(cetera: Nicetae Choniatae Historia, trans. V. TAPKOVA), p. 51; O City of Byzantium..., p. 258.

' CHONIATES, Historia, p. 368, 50-51; Nicephori Gregorae Byzantina historia, X, 4, vol. I, ed. L. ScHO-
PENI, Bonnae 1829 [= CSHB, 4], p. 488, 1; V. [IyituEB, Bocmanuemo Ha AceHesyuu u Kynmom Ha
ceemu Jumumpus Conyncku, [in:] IDEM, IIpoyusanus 6vpxy 6wneapckomo cpeorosexosue, Codust
1945 (= COBAHM 41.1, 1945), p. 45, fn. 3 (no. IX); IDEM, Bocmarnuemo 6 1185 2. u Hezosama xpo-
Hozozus, [in:] IDEM, IIpoyueanus 6opxy cpedrosexosHama 6vazapcka ucmopus u xkynmypa, Codus
1981, p. 53; [I. Tonuc, TepHoso u kpaiibpexcrume mumpononuu u apxuenuckonuu (Bapua, Mecem-
epus, Cosonon u Auxuano) npes XIV eex, [in:] TKIII, vol. V, ITamemnuyu. Ioemuxa. Vcmopuo-
epapus. Ilemu mexmdynapoden cumnosuym Benuxo Toproso, 6-8 cenmemspu 1989, ed. I. [JAHUEB,
Bemnko TvpHOBO 1994, p. 469, n. 31.

"' CHONIATES, Historia, p. 372, 43-45; Nicetae Choniatae Historia, rec. 1. BEKKER, Bonnae 1835
[= CSHB] (cetera: Nicetae Choniatae Historia, rec. I. BEKKER), p. 486, 18-21. This clarification that
the city was in larger part surrounded by this mountain massif, although it perfectly fits with the
real location of the city in relation to the Stara Planina foreland, was not included in Jan-Louis VAN
DIETENs reconstruction of the text.

12 CHONIATES, Historia, p. 368, 53-55; p. 373, 59-63; p. 428, 67 — 429, 72; Nicetae Choniatae Orationes
et epistulae, Or. II, rec. I.A. vAN DIETEN, Berolini-Novi Eboraci 1972 [= CFHB, 3], p. 8, 2-5. A broad-
er commentary on the manner in which Haimos was utilised in the context of the restoration of the
Bulgarian state at the end of the twelfth century in K. Mapunos, Bynmosuuam Xemyc. Macusom
Kamo 6asa 3a HanadeHus u ybexcuwse no epeme Ha novpeume Acenesyu, Eno 23.2, 2015, p. 330-347.
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the river remained undeveloped. Further buildings were located only by the riv-
erbed itself, at the base of the hills. The author however does not mention them,
which may mean that in his brief description he focused on the dominant ele-
ments, or the most important characteristics of the city plan and buildings, omit-
ting details, or (in a different interpretation) the development along the riverbed
had not been very prominent at the time. The indication that the Bulgarian capital
was located exclusively on one hill is also striking and, at least at first glance, obvi-
ously does not agree with the realities of how the city was planned. Of course,
one could suppose that this attests to the concentration of the settlement at the
end of the twelfth or in the early thirteenth century solely on one of the Tarnovo
hills, likely on Tsarevets, or to accept that it was that latter hill that was referred
to as Tarnovo, which appears to be suggested by some of the native old Bulgarian
sources®. Indeed, in the light of archaeological research to date, Tarnovo gained
a clear urban appearance only during the times of Tsar John Asen II (Tsarevets)
and his direct successors in the 1240s (Trapezitsa)'. This does not, however, mean
that there had been no earlier settlement in the area of Trapezitsa'’, and other

3 UL TonbiBHHBIN, ToipHosepad enazamu cpedHo8exk08Ho20 cospemennuka, [in:] TKII, vol. IV,
Kynmypro pazsumue na 6vneapckama ovpicasa. Kpasm na XII-XIV eex. Yemsopmu menoyHapo-
Oen cumnosuym Benuxo Teproso, 16-18 okmomepu 1985 e., ed. A. Jasunos et al., Codpus 1985,
p. 263. Cf. B. BAPAKOB, Ipadoem 66 Bmopomo 6vnzapcko uapcmeo. Paxcoare, munonozus u cmpyx-
mypa, Bemxo TepHOBO 2015, p. 124.

14 JI. PABOBAHOB, Apxeonozutecky npoyusanus 6 oxHus cexmop na Tpanesuya, vol. 1, Cpedrose-
KosHusim epad, Benmuko TeproBoO 2015, p. 51-52, 66-70, 125-128; IDEM [rec.], Benenun Bapaxos.
Ipadem 6v6 Bmopomo 6wvneapcko yapcmeo. Paxoare, munonozus u cmpykmypa. V3zoamencmeo
»Abazap”, Benuxo Toproso, 2015. 424 c., 129 obpasza u 4 kapmu — VIHVIM 30, 2018, p. 337, 341,
347. Somewhat differently V. BARAKOV, The Medieval City of Tarnov. Capital of the Second Bulgarian
Kingdom, [s.1, s.a.], p. 10, 11.

15 General remarks, in some cases debatable — V1. Anexcuies, [Tpedcmonuunusm TopHos, [in:] Céop-
Huk 6 uecm Ha axad. Jumumop Anzenos, ed. B. BEnkos, Codus 1994, p. 198; M. JTonmoBa-JIy-
KAHOBCKA, Tpanesuya 6 céemnunama Ha apxeonozueckume paskonku, Bemuko TovpHoBO 2008,
p. 49-51, 119-120; B. BaPAKOB, Ipadem..., p. 119, 122-123, 130-132, 142, 313, 317-318, 332-333.
Traces of settlement and a necropolis from the late twelfth and early thirteenth centuries have been
confirmed in the South-Eastern sector of the fortress. At the end of the twelfth century, at its eastern
base there had also been an active pottery workshop, while a metallurgical workshop was briefly
present near the main entrance to the fortress. It is possible that the churches no. 3, 16 and 19 had
been built as early as the late twelfth or early thirteenth century. The process of fortifying and per-
manently settling the northern part of the acclivity began during the first years of the thirteenth
century. The erection of the defensive walls in the western part of the hill are also dated to this period
- M. PoboB, IIpoussodcmeenu KoMNaeKCl 3a CHPOUMenHa u OUurmosa Kepamuka om npedcronudHus
nepuod Ha Teproso, [in:] CpedrosexosHo Teproso. Apxeonozudecku npoyusanus. Obuneer coopHux
no cry4ati mpudecern 200uHU om cv3oasaremo Ha Punuana Ha Apxeonouteckus UHCIUMYM ¢ My-
3eti npu beneapckama axademust Ha Haykume Benuxo Toproso 1974-2004, ed. K. ToTeB, M. POBOB,
V. AnexcaHPOB, Bermiko TepHOBO 2004, p. 93-107; IDEM, Ipasoarckusam komnnexc 6 Ozousmou-
Hus cekmop Ha Tpanesuuya, [in:] TKII, vol. X, Teprosckama dvpicasa na Jyxa. [Jecemu tobuneen
mexndynapoden cumnosuym Benuko Teproso, 17-19 oxmomepu 2013 e., ed. JI. KEHAHOB, Benuko
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remarks in Byzantine texts suggest rather that the name Térnovo referred to the
entirety of the Bulgarian capital, and included the latter upland, which along with
Tsarevets constituted the core settlement of the city'®. A certain detail of the ana-
lysed passage appears to indicate that Choniates made use of the single hill accord-
ing to the principle of pars pro toto, pointing to the general fact of erecting the city’s
buildings on the tops of the local hills, as well as likely having in mind the most
important one, the very Tsarevets on which the Assenid seat was located. He stated
that the city was erected on the hilltop, but was divided by a river. This infor-
mation would not make sense if it indeed referred to buildings concentrated on
one hill surrounded by the river valley. If the Byzantine wanted only to empha-
sise that the city was separated from the surrounding terrain, and therefore was
entirely or largely surrounded by the river, one would have expected him to have
used the expression mepipetpov, as he did in the case of Preslav, surrounded by
the Haimos massif. Alternatively, he would have used the word mepipédAAw, which
he used earlier in the same sentence referring to Tarnovo to emphasise that the
capital was surrounded by mighty defensive walls. The use of Stadapfdvw in turn
makes sense if we accept that it reflects the real plan of a city located on at least two
hills, separated by a river. This had indeed been the case.

The information about the fortifications, perfection or splendour of the city
also deserves attention. Undoubtedly Tarnovo was seen as the mightiest Bulgar-
ian fortress and to this fact, the most important to the Byzantine author, he drew
the greatest attention. From this statement it indirectly follows that the Byzantines
had the knowledge of other contemporary Bulgarian fortresses and cities (primar-
ily those they associated with Haimos) and it was against their backdrop that they
were able to evaluate the defensive qualities of Tarnovo. In the light of this descrip-
tion, there were three components that made up the specific characteristics of the
city’s defence — the mighty walls encircling it, the river obstructing access to it, and
the fact that the city was located on an elevation or, as stated by the author, on the
hilltop. Paradoxically it is the artificial component, the intentionally constructed
city walls, that comes to the fore. These were de facto an additional element, rein-
forcing the naturally fortified, through its very location, city. It follows therefore

TspHOBO 2015, p. 606-619; IDEM, Hexpononem 0o yvpkea Ne 3 na Tpanesuya, [in:] BTY ,,Cs. cs.
Kupun u Memoouit” u 6wnzapckama apxeonoeus, vol. I1, IIpo. 0-p Bopuc J]. Bopucos — yuenuyu
u npusmenu, ed. B.JI. Bopncos, Bemko TepHOBO 2016, p. 741-750; K. ToTEB, E. JIEPMEH/KMEB,
IT. Kapannes, [I. KOCEBA, Apxeonoeunecku npoyusanus Ha cpedHosexkosHus epad Tpanesuya, vol. I,
Cexmop Cesep (Cesepra kyna, Cesepra nopma, Boenna cepada, 3anaoua kpenocmna cmena, XKe-
nesapcka pabomunnuya, Lopxea Ne 19 u Llenmpanen nnowsad, Paskonku 2007-2009 e.), Bennko
TvpHoBO 2011, p. 201; K. TOTEB, Apxeonozuuecku npoyueanus na cpednosexosHust epad Tpanesuya
— cesepra wacm (2007-2010), [in:] Beneapcko cpedrosexosue: 06ujecmaeo, éaacm, ucmopus. CoopHux
8 uectn Ha npog. 0-p Munusna Katimakamosa, ed. I.H. Huxosnos, Codus 2013, p. 581-582, 583-585,
587-588; K. Totes, [I. Kocesa, Cmonuunusm TepHos..., p. 371.

16 T. OBYAPOB, 3a MoNnozpaPckus u apxumexmypHus 0nux. .., p. 468.
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that as early as in the discussed period (the 1190s), or at least prior to our author’s
death (that is, ca. 1217), or even not long after 1206 (when the narrative of the
final version of the work breaks off), the city, or at least some part of it, was sur-
rounded by walls.

The above chronology may be narrowed down even further, as the work of Cho-
niates is preserved in two basic versions, significantly differing in some respects.
The first was created before the capture of Constantinople by the knights partici-
pating in the Fourth Crusade, in April 1204. Until that time the author held high
positions at the imperial court, and therefore had free access to current political
information, including that concerning Byzantium’s neighbours. For some time
he even served as an imperial governor in Thrace, specifically of the Philippopolis
theme (from 1189), and so he was no stranger to the Bulgarian affairs. The second
version was drafted after 1206, when he was correcting and supplementing the
earlier text, adding to it a lot of information, specifically adding his own charac-
terisation and appraisal of the state’s elites which had led to the empire’s downfall.
At the time he was already in exile by the Asia Minor Nicaea, he lived in poverty,
deprived of his position and influence. It therefore appears highly likely that he
obtained the above information about Tarnovo and included it in his work prior to
1204, especially since we know that he brought his original narrative up to 1202,
to subsequently supplement it during 1204-1206 with the description of events
related to the fall of Constantinople and its immediate aftermath (in the manu-
script version LO he brought the description of events up to ca. 1210). In addition,
comparison of the shorter version of the work with the longer one does not show
the author’s later interference into the cited above topographical characterisation
of the Bulgarian capital’.

From the archaeological examinations we know that the aforementioned de-
fensive walls of Tarnovo stretched along the edge of the peaks of the particular
hills and formed the culmination of the slopes quite steeply descending towards
the Yantra valley. The information indicated in the discussed source may be of sig-
nificance in considering the timeline of fortifying the Tsarevets or Trapezitsa hills
(in the case of the latter, primarily in relation to the question of the development
of settlement therein), which is being disputed by the specialists conducting exca-
vations in the area of the former capital'®. Regardless of the disagreements between

'70n the subject of life and chronology of creation of Choniates™ historical work cf. A. SiMPsON,
Niketas..., p. 2-3, 11-124; W. TREADGOLD, The Middle Byzantine Historians..., p. 422-435, 441-442.
'8 The fullest description of the city walls surrounding Tsarevets was provided by B. Bbos, IJapes-
epao Tepros, vol. V, Apxeonozuuecku paskonku u npoyueanus Ha KPenocmHume cmenu Ha Xvima
Lapesey, 1966-1969 ., Codmsa 1992. Cf. also T. OBIAPOB, Apxeonozutecki npoy46aHus Ha mepaca-
ma uzmouo u w0203anadno om Iampuapuwusma 0o Manxama Ilopma u Ha toxcHus cknox na Llape-
ey, Bemuko TppHOBO 2005; M. JJONMMOBA-JIVKAHOBCKA, Apxeonioeuecku npoy4e6anusi Ha cpedHo-
6eK0BHA YNIUYA 1O Ce6ePO3ANAOHUS CKIIOH, K6APMAT NP Mpema nopma Ha aéHUS 6X00, UMOUHA
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the scholars studying this matter, there is no doubt that some span of fortifications
spanning at least the Tsarevets hill was in place already at the time when the Byz-
antine historian was writing his work. The walls must have been at least sufficiently
impressive (Choniates describes them outright as mighty) for the arrivals to have
found them noteworthy, likely even from some distance. If we were to add to this
the information that Tarnovo was more splendid than the other fortresses spread
across Stara Planina and its foreland, then even assuming its small size, it would
be difficult to interpret it as a small defensive installation of a size similar to the
later architectural complex of the Bulgarian Patriarchate, which may have been
present at the highest terrace of Tsarevets still during the Byzantine rule”. Clearly
the description of the Byzantine historian is referring to the walls encircling the
hill (hills?) already during the period following the restitution of the Bulgarian

kpenocmua cmena u keapmarn npu Openxxucapckama nopma na Llapesey, Bemiko TbpHOBO 2007.
In the case of Tsarevets, nowadays the existence of settlement and some span of city fortifications dur-
ing the time after the restitution of Bulgarian statehood in 1180s is not being negated, however there
are diverse views on the scope of these investments — on this subject cf. the following brief consider-
ations and cited literature in the present paper. Regarding Trapezitsa, the date of the erection of the
first fortifications surrounding the hilltop, or at least the beginning of their construction, is presently
thought to be between the very end of the twelfth or rather earliest years of thirteenth century (thus
e.g. K. ToTEB, Apxeonozuuecku npoyusanus..., p. 581-582, 583-585; ipEM, H. Togopros, I1. Karan-
nmEB, Kom popmupuxayusma na kpenocmma Tpanesuya. CmeHu, nopmu, KOMyHUKAUUU U 60eHHU
cepadu, [in:] Bnademen, dvpicasa u yopkea na Bankanume npes Cpednosexosuemo. CoopHuk ¢ 0o-
K71a0U oM MexcOyHapooHama KoHpeperus, nocéemena na 60-eo0uwnunama na npog. o0-p Ilnamen
Iasnos, ed. H. KpHEB, H. Xpricumos, Bennko TpHoBO 2019, p. 400, 401, 403-404, 414, 419, 422,
424) up to 1220s or 1230s (M. [IoNIMOBA, 3a ykpenumennama cucmema Ha kpenocmma ,, Tpanezuuya”
(npedsapumento cvobuserue), Apx 37.3, 1995, p. 40; EADEM, Tpanesuya..., p. 45; . PABOBSHOB,
Dopmuguxayuama Ha kpenocmma Tpanesuya — emopama yumadena Ha GvrzapcKama cronuya
Twprosepad, [in:] In honorem, vol. IV, TEMPUS FUGIT. IO6uneer c6oprux 6 uecm Ha 70-200uui-
nHunama na npod. 0-p Cmosin Bumnsnos, ed. V. VIOPIIAHOB, [Tymen 2017, p. 180-181, n. 21; IDEM,
Kpenocmma Tpanesuya 6 paseumuemo Ha Tweprosepad kamo cmonuya Ha Bmopomo 6vazapcko
yapcmeo, [in:] Brademen..., p. 381, 382). The hitherto results of archaeological examinations of the
Trapezitsa fortifications are collectively discussed by H. Tonoros, Mcmopus na npoyusanusma na
popmugurkayuama na xpenocmma Tpanesuya, [in:] Benuxume Acenesyu. .., p. 502-522; IDEM, Kom
8vnpoca 3a nepuodusayusma Ha kpenocmnomo cmpoumencmeo Ha Tpanesuya, TIOBYKM 1 (33),
2017, p. 471-480.

19 Cf. E. JIEPMEHIDKUEB, 3a nampuapuiecKusi KOMniexc, yapckus osopey, u gopmupuxayusma na
cpedHosexosHama kpenocm Ha xvnama Llapesey 6 npedcmonuunus Topros, VIPVIMBT 31, 2016,
p. 40-46; . PAbOBAHOB, Mosce nu apxeonoeusima da ce mpuymu? Omsus 3a cmyousma Ha Eezenu
Zlepmenoicues ,3a nampuapuieckus xomnnaexc, Liapckus 0sopey, u popmupuxayusma na cpedHose-
KosHama kpenocm Ha xonma Llapesey, 6 nedcmonuunus Topros”, VIPVIMBT 32, 2017, p. 360, 364,
365; IDEM, Kpenocmma Tpanesuuya..., p. 383-384; E. [IEPMEHIKMEB, Omeosop Ha om3suea Ha J]. Pa-
606511086 ,,Mosice 1y apxeonozusma 0a ce mpuymu?” (,VI36ecmust na Pecuonanen ucmopuuecku myseti
- Benuxo Toproso” 32, 2017, 359-367) 3a mosima cmyoust ,3a nampuapuieckus komnaexc, Llapcxus
osopey, u popmuduxayusma Ha cpe0H0BeK06HAMA Kpenocm Ha xvama Llapesey, 6 npedcmonuunus
Topros” (,V36ecmus Ha Peeuonanen ucmopuuecku myseii — Benuko Toproso” 31, 2016, 39-100),
VIPMIMBT 33, 2018, p. 445.
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state during the mid-1180s, perhaps even to situation from the turn of the cen-
turies (times of Kaloyan), known to the Byzantine and somewhat retrospectively
transposed onto the times of Ivanko’s rebellion of 1196, in the context of which the
analysed description of the city appears on Choniates’ pages. From the perspective
of the source however one may not rule out that the aforementioned fortifications
existed during the events relating to the death of Tsar Assen (1196), or even some-
what earlier (but after the restoration of Bulgarian statehood?)*. At least, that was
the image of the Bulgarian city that Niketas’ readers received. In addition, the Byz-
antine historian’s text indicates that he considered the city’s core to de facto include
more than one hill (therefore at least two), which in the light of our archaeological
knowledge speaks in favour of the view that it may have referred to at least Tra-
pezitsa. Keeping that in mind, may one suppose that when writing about the span
of walls encircling the city the author may have also meant a second hill, also forti-
fied, or did he only mean that the settlement, located on both hills, was divided
by a river, ergo the second hill was not fortified? It is difficult to say for certain
although, as I have mentioned earlier, the most recent excavations show a possibil-
ity that at least some fortifications may have surrounded Trapezitsa in the early
thirteenth century”', which would have corresponded to the times during which
Choniates was writing his work.

The aforementioned paradox, however, relates to the fact that it was the riv-
erbed that constituted the first obstacle to be overcome on the way to the city,
excepting of course the main approach to Tsarevets, located in the south-western
part of the hill and not defended by the body of water. Listing the city walls first
may have been referring to those fortifications which guarded the main approach,
although I personally think it was a result of the good visibility of the city walls,
further enhanced by their location. We otherwise know that during the discussed
period Yantra carried a greater volume of water, which made it a more robust bar-
rier for any potential aggressors. The mountain (read: hills) itself formed the third
component of the defences of the city located thereon. It is a known fact that for-
tresses and cities located on the peaks of hills and mountains were among the
most difficult to capture and frequently the contemporary experts in the art of war
recommended that these should be taken through trickery and deceit, especially
if a lengthy siege intended to starve out the defenders was to be avoided. A direct
assault was generally advised against, as the defenders had a natural advantage,

» This fact can be in part correlated with the presently accepted by archaeologists, albeit hesitantly,
the dating of the first span of the perimeter fortifications of the Tsarevets hill - E. JIEPMEH/KMEB,
3a nampuapuwieckus komnuexc..., p. 61-75; [1. PAboBAHOB, Mosice nu apxeonoeusma..., p. 359-361,
362-365; E. JEPMEHIDKMEB, Omeosop..., p. 447.

2 K. Totes, E. IEPMEH/DKMEB, I1. Karanymes, [I. KOCEBA, Apxeonoeuuecku npoyusanus. .., p. 30, 31,
125-126; K. ToTEB, Apxeonozuuecku npoyueanus. .., p. 581-582, 583-585. Differently M. Joimo-
BA-JIVKAHOBCKA, Tpanesuua..., p. 31-46; B. BAPAKOB, Ipadom..., p. 131, 247-248 (the latter scholar
dates Trapezitsa’s fortifications to 1180s).



310 Kiriz MARINOW

occupying combat position on a higher ground, and thus fulfilling the cardi-
nal recommendation regarding military actions in the mountains and in high-
lying terrains in general®. Thus in discussing Tarnovos defensive qualities the
author emphasised three obstacles — two natural ones, the water and steepeness
of Tarnovo's slopes, which made approach to the city’s buildings significantly more
difficult, slowing down the enemy’s assault and forcing him to considerable exer-
tion in order to reach the third obstacle, namely the city walls guarded by the
local garrison. It is clear that such emphasis on the question of the city’s defences
and their particular components stemmed from the fact that the Byzantines were
forced to attack it, ergo struggle against the aforementioned obstacles.

The matter of particular defensibility of Tarnovo may also be associated some-
what with the used in the quote term npogepeotarn (from mpogepng), which may
be translated as most excellent, which should be understood also as meaning supe-
rior, i.e. above other [cities]*. The city therefore stood above others because of its
fortifications. On the other hand all these adjectives, including the acceptable,
somewhat looser translation most beautiful** indicate both the aesthetic qualities
of the city’s location (emphasised by other mediaeval authors, and even more so
by modern era travellers and contemporary authors)®, as well as its role as a capi-
tal, also in this respect elevating it above other Bulgarian cities.

The accuracy of the Byzantine description of Tarnovo may be further attested
by the fifteenth-century text by a Tarnovian, Gregory Tsamblak, who in his Tale
of the transfer of Petka of Tdrnovo to Vidin and Belgrade, related to the capture of
the Bulgarian capital by the Ottoman Turks in 1393, stated the following:

A A N o r
Pike A ngnwrk, Bsck of BW BAkrap'ckile ngRARAN [@KoKe TRSAO SAPKIKA. NA UIOANKIH K MPAAL
A ~ oo/ ee o N P
NEHWR, NEAOOTMERAAWIE Kb NGTETTIO. MKeTA oW TRYKAOCTH S0F rkoske i 16. cTYKMNHNAMM
rogh i XAkmW® Bnicokhil SaTROgeNo. A cTRHAMM ReAMKKIMM ofKpEnAleno. ® EkHOVTOL Ke

22 K. MapuHOB, Kak mps6ea 0a ce 600sm naanuncku cpaxcenus. IIpenopoku 6 HAKOU BUSAHMUTICKU
u anmuyuny cmpamezuxoru, BMd 4/5, 2013/2014, p. 368, 377-378; IDEM, Przez wgwozy i lasy. Armia
bizantyriska wobec trudno dostepnych obszaréw w Swietle IX konstytucji ,, Taktyk” Leona VI Mgdrego,
AUL.FH 99, 2017, p. 19-20.

2 L8], p. 1539.

# Cf. Nicetae Choniatae Historia, trans. V. TAPKOVA, p. 51.

» Cf. e.g. Avwvipov Xvvoyis Xpovikd, [in:] BGM, vol. VII, rec. C. SATHAS, Parisiis 1894, p. 417,
13-16; R. ROHRICHT, Die Jerusalemfahrt des Peter Sparnau und Urlich von Tennstaedt (1385), ZGEB
26, 1891, p. 490 (Peter Sparnau); I'gurogia agxTennckoyna pweiHeKAro NOXRAANO HKE B CRATKIX WTLA
Hawero GvoTmia nargiagxa morwhweekaro, 50.1, [in:] IT. Pyces, V1. T'bnbb0B, A. [JaBUIOB, I. JIAHYES,
Iloxsanto cnoso 3a Esmumuii om Ipueopuii LJambnax, Codust 1971, p. 198; Besposoencku nomenu-
cu, ed. C. T'orosa, Codust 1969, p. 38, 78-79, 80, 125-126; K. VIPEUEK, [Temysanus no beneapus,
trans. C. Aprupos, ed. E. Byxaumku, B. Benkos, Codus 1974, p. 281-295; M. Moskos, Toproso
6 penayuume Ha Kamonuwikume mucuorepu, [in:] Benuko Toproso npes exoseme, ed. I1. ITETPOB,
Codms 1982, p. 108-109 (Petar Bogdan Baksev).
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NPAOKNKIE MNWIOUKCTHIIMH MOIMH TPRIOVEO OPTROKAKENO. A 1dKo ROMNA HEMOREKAMMA cit no
cpRAR Amoyiyrinme, ifke mamo srmead. H no cigh oW Reylen BespRALHL XOT'RAWE RBSEPATHTH
ct BAPRAPh. Kb cTkuameke ® ueeTn wbo e A RWSMOrK BA. K KpRNocTH e npioRHwe
He ANAKO ofciBA’ BH. pASKR ko ke cKNo K Wrni. Nk caniwmms A TR ndgno, MwircE$ ke
A IEgemTn. WRo offE0 NE MOAN cE S AOAEKK CHXb. GRO IKE, R3WIAN H3 MYAAA CEMO. MATRKI BW TROE
ko cTRHA AKANA COVTH K RhSEPANIENIIO IKRA moerw.”H mako ® rogkuie nwekemn ryrkyoy
NPREBSKUIRIIS B JOVKOY BRI AETE, HIKE NHKOTALNKE CTt MOAOVUHTH MHELIOMOY CE.

On his [Ottoman ruler Bayezid I Yildirim - K.M.] arrival occupied the Bulgarian territo-
ries as if they were an [empty] bird’s nest. Standing before the marvelous city [i.e. Tarnovo
- K.M.], he wondered how to seize it, for he saw that it was a tough place, surrounded
by steep mountain slopes and high hills fortified with formidable ramparts and from
the inside triply strengthened with the most honorable relics of the venerable [i.e. St. Petka
of Tarnovo — K.M.]. The latter stood in the midst of the people who lived there like an invin-
cible warrior. For this reason the barbarian tsar [despaired] and wished to turn back without
success. He could have breached the walls, but against the fortress of the venerable he would
have been as successful as hay against fire. Like Moses and Jeremiah he [the invincible war-
rior, i.e. St. Petka — K.M.] heard “Do not pray for these people” or “Leave this city, for your
prayers defend it against my wrath like a copper wall!” And yet — oh such sorrowful tale to
tell! — when sin prevailed, all of a sudden [he] saw what he thought he would never have fall-
ing in his hands.?

Of course, in comparing the above quotation with the description by Choniates
one has to keep in mind the temporal distance dividing the two texts and the
advancements in architectural planning and development of the Bulgarian capital.
Tarnovo of the late twelfth and late fourteenth centuries differed significantly from
each other”. Nonetheless both the descriptions not only emphasised practically
the same elements of its positioning and fortification, but also did so in almost the
same words. True, a remark about the river is absent from Tsamblak’s relation, and
several of the mountains and hills which enclosed the city have been mentioned
directly. However the remaining elements are fully compatible with each other
- like in Niketas, we have a magnificent, wonderful city, an epithet undoubtedly
referring both to its charming location as well as, primarily, its exceptional charac-
ter, obtained thanks to the relics of St. Petka of Tarnovo resting within its walls. We
have a recollection of the natural features guarding the access to the capital, such

* [Ipenacate Ha mouwsume Ha ce. Ilemxa oms ToepHoeo 6o Buouns u ommame 6o Copoust. Pazkaso
omw Ipuzopus IJambnaxw, [in:] V1. VisaHOB, Boneapcku cmapunu om Makedonus, ed. B. AHTENOB,
1. AHrENOB, *Codmst 1970, p. 434 (no. LI); Eng. trans. — K. PETKOV, The Voices of Medieval Bulgaria,
Seventh-Fifteenth Century. The Records of a Bygone Culture, Leiden-Boston 2008 [= ECEEMA, 5],
p. 377-378 (with my minor correction and boldface - K.M.).

7 On the subject of the city’s development during the two hundred years of its existence, including
the substantial advancement of the Trapezitsa hill as the constituent core of the settlement centre
and the appearance of subsequent residential districts cf. [I. PApoBsHOB, Kpenocmma Tpanesuua...,
p. 384-386; K. Totes, H. Topopos, I1. Kapannmes, Kem @opmu¢ukauuﬂma. .. p- 396.



312 Kiriz MARINOW

as the location among the steep-sloped mountains and hills, and the emphasis
of its fortification with great and mighty walls. Once again, three elements com-
prising Tarnovos defensibility have been named®, although instead of the river,
Tsamblak emphasised the ultimate, spiritual protection of the city, namely the
Saint’s intercession. The latter can however be easily explained by the hagiographic
nature of his work.

Téarnovo - the seat of the Assenids and the capital of the restored Bulgarian state

I have mentioned earlier that the discussed quotation from the work of Niketas
Choniates was included in the narrative describing the killing of Assen by one
Ivanko in 1196 and the latter’s attempt at seizing power in Bulgaria®. Tarnovo
is mentioned four times in the text, and the context of these references is very
important. After Assen’s death Ivanko, along with his supporters, started a rebel-
lion against supporters of Peter, Assen’s brother, and took control of the city, aim-
ing to establish his rule over Moesia (i.e. Bulgaria). As the news of the ruler’s death
spread not only within the city but also outside its walls (t@v tod TepvéPov Tet-
xéwv)*, and reached Peter, who was residing in Preslav, Ivanko, fearing adverse
developments, turned to Emperor Alexios III Angelos with a request for military
support. He encouraged the Byzantine ruler to first capture Tarnovo, and to join
forces to fight for the rule over the entire Moesia. At the same time the author
also relates that Peter himself did not think he would easily defeat Ivanko, and
deliberately delayed an attack, and only in time his supporters outside, and maybe
also inside (?) of the city grew in power, as he continuously sent them new armed
units. Commenting on the rebel’s offer made to the Emperor, Choniates throws
in a remark that had the Emperor put in the appropriate effort, then after capturing
Tarnovo he would have easily and effortlessly conquered the entirety of Moesia.
This, however, did not happen, and Ivanko did not receive sufficient support from
Byzantium. Faced with an increasingly uncertain situation, he doubted his situa-
tion and position in Tarnovo and left it in secret, making his way to Byzantium?..

Throughout the entire narrative Tarnovo is found at the centre of events. First-
ly, Assen, the Bulgarian Tsar resided in this city, and was murdered here. The city
became the centre of the rebellion, and it was from here that the attack on and the

* More on the defensive scheme of the city: A. ITonos, Kpenocmuama cucmema Ha cpedH06eK06HaA-
ma cmonuya Teprosepad, BC 48.4, 1979, p. 124-143.

» On Ivanko and attempt on Assen cf. e.g. I. I]aAHKOBA-IIETKOBA, Boneapus. .., p. 41-42; I1. IIETPOB,
Bw3acmanosssate. .., p. 264-271; VI. Boxxunos, beneapume 6v6 Buzanmuiickama umnepust, Codpus
1995, p. 311-312 (no. 359); IDEM, Pamunuama na Acenesyu (1186-1460). Ieneanozus u npoconozpa-
¢pus, *Codus 1995, p. 33-34 (no. 1); IDEM, Vcmopus..., p. 297-298; A. MADGEARU, The Asanids...,
p. 111-112.

* CHONIATES, Historia, p. 470, 79.

*! CHONIATES, Historia, p. 468, 24 — 472, 19.
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subsequent subjugation of the other Bulgarian territories was to come. There is
a notable separation in the narrative between Tdrnovo and Moesia, the remaining
lands subject to the Assenids. The city is the main goal of military operations, and
only from there they are directed against other territories. Once the city is taken,
the remaining lands will be easily captured — not the other way round. Seizing
of the city by Ivanko was supposed to gain him the crown and power. Thus, enter-
ing into the city was crucial for imposing rule over the other Bulgarian. Of course,
the chief obstacle on the way to a lasting and firm position within the city, but
even more so beyond its walls, was Assen’s brother, another Bulgarian ruler. The
repeated reference to the city’s walls is emblematic of the discussed description;
these, along with the previously discussed characterisation of Tarnovo's defensive
qualities, splendidly explain Peter’s hesitation. He likely recognised both the loca-
tion and the fortifications of the city, realising the difficulties inherent in attempt-
ing to capture it. Therefore a rational delay, intended to allow gathering of forces
sufficient to be brought before the city, and possibly make an attempt at taking it.
The latter was undoubtedly being facilitated by the fears, doubts and hesitation
of the Byzantine contingents regarding the crossing of the Stara Planina massif
on the way to relieving Ivanko, who remained confined to the city®”. The latter,
in turn, was aware that mastery of Tarnovo, the mightiest of the fortresses in Hai-
mos, and the splendour associated with the city’s dominant authority, would
ensure him not only safety, but also obedience. Of course, if he had an armed
force sufficient to deal with the opposition from Peter. Ivanko intended to make
Tarnovo into a base of operations in his efforts to expand his rule over the entirety
of Moesia. Losing Tarnovo would have meant losing any real chance for real and
legitimate power. Peter was also aware of this, and he immediately took steps to not
only avenge his brother, but also to regain the state’s central city. Choniates’ com-
mentary, once the secretive escape from the city and Ivanko’s flight to the Emperor
was confirmed and Peter consolidated his forces, was unequivocal — Thus the rule
over the Mysians was fully transferred once again into the hands of Peter (kal peti\-
Bev oVtw kabapdg mpog Tov [TéTpov maky 1) apxnyia Mvo@®v)*. In other words,
we clearly have here the most important centre of the restored Bulgarian state, its
capital; at least, this was the case in 1196*.

The confirmation of Tarnovoss significance as the capital and the most impor-
tant city of the restored state and the seat of the Bulgarian ruler is also found in the
remark devoted by Niketas to the fate of Baldwin I (1204-1205), the first Emperor
of the Latin Empire of Constantinople, in the context of the defeat of the Western

2 CHONIATES, Historia, p. 471, 6 — 472, 15.

> CHONIATES, Historia, p. 472, 18-19; Eng. trans. — O City of Byzantium..., p. 25 (with my correction
-KM.).

3 I.WL. TIoneIBAHHBI, KynvmypHas udenmuuHocmo, ucmopu4eckoe co3Hanue U KHuxHoe Hacnedue
cpedHesexosoil Bonzapuu, MockBa—-Cankr-Iletep6ypr 2018, p. 259.
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European knights in the battle of Adrianople in 1205. According to the Byzantine
historian’s relation, the Emperor was to have been taken captive and taken by the
Bulgarians to Tarnovo (¢ Tépvopov), where he was thrown into a dungeon, tied
with chains up to his neck®. In another place in his work Niketas reported Bald-
win’s death. Kaloyan, the then Bulgarian ruler (1197-1207), by then had kept him
in captivity for a long time, and because of an anti-Bulgarian rebellion of Alexios
Aspietes in Philippopolis, the Bulgarian became enraged at the Latins as well. As
a result, in a murderous rage, he led the Latin Emperor from the dungeon and
ordered his legs hacked off at the knees and arms at shoulders with a Tenedian
axe, and to be then thrown headfirst into a ravine. The unfortunate man, left to
be devoured by wild birds, was supposed to have lived for three more days after
that, before finally expiring. In a similarly inhuman manner the Bulgarian Tsar put
to death the remaining Byzantines he had in captivity, having no regard for their
cries and pleading. Among them was also said to have the logothetés tou dromou
Constantine Tornikes, who reluctantly agreed to serve under the Latin ruler
after the fall of the Byzantine capital. He was at first in Cuman (lit. Scythian) cap-
tivity, then fled to Kaloyan (in the text: John), hoping to be welcomed with highest
honours, as had often been the case in the past when he stayed at the Bulgarian
court as a Byzantine envoy. As Choniates ironically commented on his fate, he
instead experienced hospitality, which was expressed through numerous sword
wounds across his entire body, and being denied burial after the murder™®.

Apart from the clear characterisation of attitude and actions of Tsar Kaloyan
and his subordinates towards defenceless captives, the described events provide us
with some valuable information on the subject of Tarnovo itself, or at least about
the city as it was perceived by the Byzantine author. Within the city the Bulgar-
ian ruler held high ranking Byzantine and Latin dignitaries, including Emperor
Baldwin himself, after they have been captured following the defeat at the bat-
tle of Adrianople, or as a result of anti-Byzantine actions of Kaloyan in Thrace

*> CHONIATES, Historia, p. 616, 60-62. The fourteenth-century demotic paraphrase of Choniates’ His-
tory (manuscript B — Monacensis graecus 450) in turn states that Baldwin was guarded in a dungeon,
with a chain on his neck and legs clasped in irons - Nicetae Choniatae Historia, rec. 1. BEKKER, p. 814,
ad v. 5.

¢ CHONIATES, Historia, p. 642, 86 — 643, 10. Somewhat earlier (CHONIATES, Historia, p. 628, 7-12)
the historian specified that after the capture of the rebellious Philippopolis and the killing of Aspie-
tes the Bulgarian Tsar returned to Moesia (Bulgaria) and, as the Byzantine author phrased it, he got
matters dealt with, viz. severely punished Byzantine traitors, which included killing them in imagina-
tive ways. It cannot be ruled out that this information should be considered in conjunction with the
previously mentioned information about the fate of the Byzantine captives kept at Tarnovo. In par-
ticular, as the lections of the L and O manuscripts of Niketas’ work describe in this place the deaths
of Baldwin and the captured Byzantines - CHONIATES, Historia, p. 628, ad v. 7-14. In the light of the
narrative included there Kaloyan, enraged at the illustrious Byzantine prisoners he held in chains,
sentenced them all to death. Emperor Baldwin was also supposed to have been among the prisoners;
he was cast into a chasm and was left to be devoured by dogs and birds of prey.
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in 1205. Since Constantine Tornikes, who had earlier come to the Tsar hoping for
a more than a kind reception, it is evident that the aforementioned city was the
seat of the Bulgarian ruler and his court. Kaloyan therefore permanently resided
in Tarnovo, which was obvious to Constantine, since as a former imperial envoy
he had prior knowledge and experience in this regard. He knew therefore where
to go to meet the most important decision makers in Bulgaria. Already by then
Téarnovo had permanently entered Byzantine consciousness as the main centre
of the Bulgarian state. It is also evident that the Bulgarian Tsar wished to have
the imprisoned dignitaries at hand, likely for purely political and military reasons,
as Tarnovo was a sufficiently mighty (by Bulgarian standards, of course) fortress
to guarantee a strong defence against attackers who might wish the free the cap-
tives. Holding them in the capital, Kaloyan thus controlled the situation, had full
command over their fate, which is clearly attested to in Niketas’ account. It also
indicates the presence of dungeons within the city (Baldwin) or some unspecified
places (Byzantines), in which the captives were being held.

Of particular interest to me is another detail of the narrative, namely the one
relating to how Latin Emperor was put to death. It is the matter of the casting
down the horrifically mutilated Baldwin into a chasm. This information deserves
attention since once again it demonstrates at least relative familiarity of topog-
raphy of the Bulgarian city. Located on hills, with built-over peaks and relatively
steep slopes leading down to the river valley, with flat strips of land at the base
of the hills located on both sides of the river, it made carrying out the afore-
mentioned execution possible. The victim could therefore have been cast down
from the height of the city walls surrounding the peak, or from the rocky edge of
a hill, towards the river valley floor located tens of metres below. We do know
of another example of a death sentence on a high ranking state dignitary carried
out in this manner. In 1300 Joachim III, the then Bulgarian Patriarch, accused of
working with the Tatars and betrayal, was put to death in the same way. On the
orders of Tsar Theodore Svetoslav (1300-1321) the hierarch was cast into a chasm,
as some scholars assume from the so-called Skull Rock (this identification has
a legendary nature), that is the northernmost part of Tsarevets, a sharp mountain
top, prominently extending over the precipice below”. Regardless of where specifi-
cally the aforementioned execution was carried out, this testimony adds credibility
to the description of Baldwin I's death, or at least provides evidence of its location
within the topographical boundaries of Tarnovo. The author’s clear irony aside,
in Choniates’ relation also stand out the previously mentioned highest honours
and hospitality, on which Constantine Tornikes was hoping for at Kaloyan’s court.

7 Georgii Pachymeris Relationes historicas, IX, 26, vol. III, ed. A. FAILLER, Parisiis 1999 [= CFHB,
24.3], p. 291, 26 - 293, 6. Discussion of the controversy about the cause of the conflict between
the Tsar and the Patriarch: K. KpbCTEB, Boneapckomo yapcmeo npu ounacmuama na Tepmepesuu
(1280-1323), TInospus 2011, p. 112-114.
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It allows us to think that high ranking guests and envoys could be received

there with appropriate esteem.

Summary

Direct remarks about Tarnovo in Niketas Choniates’ text are not particularly
numerous, although they are undoubtedly emblematic and bring with them
a considerable amount of information. They are also surprisingly precise. The city
was of no particular interest to the historian, but there is no doubt that it did not
escape his attention, either in terms of its location and the main characteristics
of its planning, nor regarding its political significance in the newly created state,
also among other centres in the early Assenid Bulgaria.

Translated by Michat Zytka
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