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Aneenuxu Jemuxapu. FOPUCAUKLNSI OXPUACKOM APXUEITMCKOITMU HA TIPO-
TSDKEHWY BEKOB (1019 — 1767)

HUctopust Oxpuackoit ApXUenuCKOIUy, U3yuYeHHEeM KOTOPOil CCiIeqoBaTeI 3aHUMAaloTCs
B TeueHHue 0osiee BYX CTOJNETHH, SBISIETCS H3IIO0ICHHON TeMOH CIaBUCTOB (MCTOPUKOB, O6OTo-
CIIOBOB, HCKYCCTBOBEIOB). B pa3Hble XpOHOIOIHYECCKUE MEPHOBI 3Ta BU3AHTHICKAs apXue-
MTUCKOMHS ObllIa IEHTPAILHBIM 00BEKTOM NpHTsA3aHuil BuzanTtuiickoi, bonrapckoii u CepOckoit
Lepkseii. 3HaueHNe APXHUEHCKOIIUHU 3aBUCEINIO U OT OOIIUPHOCTH TEPPUTOPHH BXOAUBIICH B €€
opucIUKIHP0. OYHKINS ApXHEMTUCKONNHY ObUIa IEPKOBHOM M ouTrdeckoid. OHa eificTBoBaia
HE TOJBKO KaK aBTOKe(asHas HEepPKOBHAS OpraHU3alys, HO U KaK HHCTHTYT MOJAEePKUBaBIINI
MTOJINTUYECKHUE CTPYKTYPBHI.

Koueswvie crosa: Oxpunckas apxuenuckonus, Oxpua, Bacummii I, maps Camymun, HOc-
tuHuana [Ipuma, ®@eodunakt, apxuenuckon Oxpunckuid, Jmutpuii Xomarus, nape Credan

Jyman.

Research on the Archdiocese of Ohrid has been going on for more than two
centuries. The studies published in the past are many?®. They focus in the first place

! See for instance Gelzer, H. Der Patriarchat von Achrida. Geschichte und Urkunden
(Abhandlungen der Koniglich Sachsischen Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften, philol.-histor. KI.
20/5). Leipzig, 1902; Cuerapos, 1. Vcropus na Oxpuzackara apxuernuckonus. T. 1. Ot ocHoBa-
BaHETO M JI0 3aBiajsiBaHeToO Ha bankaHckus monyocTpoB oT Typuure. 2. otorun. uza. Codus,



on matters relating to the establishment and jurisdiction of the Archbishopric and its
relations with neighbouring Churches. It is hardly surprising that the Archbishopric
of Ohrid was frequently at the centre of conflicts between the Byzantine, Bulgarian
and Serbian Churches.

In 1018, the Byzantine Emperor Basil 1l demolished the state of Tsar
Samuel (976 — 1018)? and annexed its territory to the Byzantine Empire. The
Archbishopric was established in the same year. To assess this act in an appropriate
manner, we must start by discussing briefly the status of the Church in Samuel’s
empire. In his book about Samuel’s reign, Srdjan Pirivatri¢ alleges that this Church
was headed by a patriarch who took up the tradition of the Bulgarian patriarchate of
Preslav and Dristra respectively. This in turn had been based on the earlier elevation
of the Bulgarian Archbishop Damian to patriarch in Tsar Peter’s realm for purely
political reasons by Emperor Romanos | Lakapenos®. Like all the rulers in his time,
Samuel probably was seeking international recognition for his state and his own
independent Church. There is no hard evidence on what basis this Church existed.
It is certain that Samuel really did raise the first representative of the Church in
his empire to the rank of patriarch or archbishop, without having obtained the
consent of the Ecumenical Patriarchate beforehand*. His state was constantly at
war with Byzantium. The reference to tradition could possibly lie in the fact that

1995 [1924]; 1. 2. Ot nagaHeTo ¥ NOJ TYPIMTE 10 HEWHOTO yHUIo)eHue (1394 — 1767). 2. dpo-
torui. u3n. Codust, 1995 [1932]; Aeknkapn, A. H opylemokoni Axpiddv katd tov Mecaimva.
O porog TGS OG EVOTIKOD TOPAYOVTE GTNV TOATIKH KOl EKKANGLOOTIKY 16Topio TV ZAAPmV
tov Baikaviov kot tov Bulavtiov (EAAviopog kot koopog tov ZAafav 12). Osoooalovikn,
2014; Delikari, A. The Archdiocese of Ohrid through the centuries. In: San Clemente di Ocrida:
Allievo e maestro. Nell’undicesimo centenario del beato transito (916 — 2016) (Accademia
Ambrosiana —Slavica Ambrosiana 7). Ed. Kr. Stantchev, M. Calusio. Milano, 2017, p. 171 -191.

2 Tayuaog, A.-At. To gpfiuepo kpdtog tov ZapovnA (976 — 1018). IpopAfuota Kot epwTh-
potikd. ®ecoalovikn, 1990; IMTupusatpuh, C. Camyunosa apxasa. O6um u kapakrep (CAHY,
BuU3aHTONOMIKK HHCTUTYT moceOHa m3mama 21). beorpanx, 1997; Tlasaos, I1. BexbT Ha map
Camyuin. Codusi, 2014; Huxonos, I'. H. Benrapckust uap Camynn (Manka MakenoHcka Ou6-
noreka 4). Codusi, 2014; EBponeiickusT I0roM3TOK Ipe3 BTOpaTa MOJ0BHHA Ha X — HA4aI0To
Ha X| Bex. Mctopus u kynrypa. MexayHaponHa koHdepenuus, Codus, 6 — 8 okromspu 2014 r.
CncraB. B. I'tozenes, I. H. Hukonos. Codust, 2015; Agknkédpn, A. H dvodog kot 1 Ttdomn tov
€QNIEPOL kpdtovg Tov Tapovni (976 — 1018) — In: Aeknkapn, A. Bulavivo-Zioficé Meketi-
pato. ®ecocarovikn, 2017, ¢. 90 — 100; Panov, M. The Blinded State. Historiographic Debates
about Samuel Cometopoulos and His State (10" — 11" Century) (East Central and Eastern Eu-
rope in the Middle Ages, 450 — 1450, Vol. 55). Leiden — Boston, 2019.

® Ilupusatpuh, C. Camyniosa apxasa..., c. 312 — 316. Cf. AeAnkapn, A. H apyenioko-
7 Axpddv katd tov Mecaiova..., 6. 93 — 98.

4 Delikari, A. Die Situation in Nord-West Makedonien wéhrend der Regierung des Ba-
sileios 1l., die sogennante Kirche des Zaren Samuel und die Grindung des Erzbistums von
Ochrid. — B: EBponeiiCKHsT I0TOM3TOK Tpe3 BTOpaTa MmojoBuHa Ha X — Hadamoto Ha X| Bek...,
c. 236 — 243.
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he, as a ruler or tsar, had followed Romanos I’s practice in doing so°. It is often
assumed by a number of scholars that Samuel received his crown from Rome. They
combine this suggestion with references to Samuel in the correspondence between
Tsar Kalojan and Pope Innocent Ill. In one letter, the coronation of Symeon, of
Peter and of Samuel by the see of Rome is mentioned®. The same applies to Pope
Innocent’s letter to the Hungarian king Imre”. As a matter of fact, neither Symeon
nor Peter had been crowned by Rome®. In my opinion this is hardly plausible. In the
middle of 9" century, Pope Nicholas had not granted Boris I’s request to establish
an independent Bulgarian Church. Why then should the Pope have granted
ecclesiastical independence to Samuel so easily? We know that Samuel enjoyed
good relations with Rome because he was in possession of an extended stretch of
territory along the Dalmatian coast, where there were many bishoprics under the
jurisdiction of Rome®. But this hardly constituted a strong position for exerting
pressure.

Basil Il avoided putting the Archdiocese of Ohrid under the control of the
Patriarchate of Constantinople, and granted it far-reaching independence, making
it an autocephalous Archbishopric (following the model of Cyprus). The Emperor
had the right to designate or appoint the Archbishop. In concrete terms, though, in
1018, Basil 1l appointed John, the last prelate of Samuel’s Church, as the (new)
Archbishop!?, thus leaving him in office but perhaps at a lower rank.

> Prinzing, G. Die autokephale byzantinische Kirchenprovinz Bulgarien/Ohrid. Wie
unabhéngig waren ihre Erzbischofe. — In: Proceedings of the 22" International Congress of
Byzantine Studies, Sofia, 22 — 27 August 2011, Vol. 1. Plenary Papers. Sofia, 2011, p. 391 — 392.
Cf. Kareapéc, B. To oyédi0 ekfulovtiviopod tov eAAnvikod xdhpov Kot tnv emoyn Tng HoKe-
dovikng duvaoteiog. Ao Tnv eppnvevtiky (Bpnokevtikn) TolTikn kot Simdopatio 6t cOYKpoL-
on: Mubor kar Ipaypatikoémree. In: Kopidhog kot MeBodwog. Tapaxatadnieg moATicHoD.
Ipoktikd AteBvovg Zvvedpiov: «H moAticuikny kKAnpovopd tov épyov tov oyiov Kvpidiov
kot MeBodiov g mapdyovtog evotntag pe tovg Aaovg g N.A. Evpomng» (Apdvrato 21 — 22
Maiov 2010). Ed. K. T. Nyopitng. ®ecoarovikn, 2012, ¢. 291 — 292.

¢ JIUBU. T. 3. Codus, 1965, c. 334 — 335: Et diligenter perscrutantes, in eorum invenimus
scripturis quod beate memorie illi imperatores Bulgarorum et Blachorum Symeon, Petrus et
Samuel et nostri predecessores, coronam pro imperio eorum et patriarchalem benedictionem ac-
ceperunt a sanctissima Dei Romana ecclesia et ab apostolica sede, principe apostolorum Petro.

"JIMBU. T. 3, c. 353: Nam antiquitus in Bulgaria multi reges succesive fuerunt auctoritate
apostolica coronati, sicut Petrus et Samuel et alii nonnulli post illos.

8 Aednkapn, A. H owelomoinon Bulavivédv tithovg oo ZAAPovg nyepoveg og Ekepact) g
moMTiKNG 1eoroyiag tove. H mepintmon tov Bodiyapov tadpov Zvpedv. — In: Agknkdpn, A.
Bulavtivo-Zhafikd Meletqpozoa..., 6. 80 — 89.

® Anroajak, Cr. CamynmoBara apxasa. Ckomje, 1969, c. 80 — 81, 84; Cuerapos, U.
HUcrtopus wa Oxpuckara apxuernmckonus... T. 1, c. 16 — 21, Cf. Aehnkapn, A. H apyeniokonn
Aypdov katd Tov Meoaiova..., 6. 86.

©TIpoxuh, b. [Ipsu oxpuacku apxuenuckon Josan. // Iac CKA, 88 (52), 1911, ¢. 267 —303;
Ipoxuh, b. TTocranak oxpuackor marpujapxara. // Inac CKA, 90 (53), 1912, c. 232 — 233;
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The fact that the Emperor himself rather than the Patriarch appointed the
subsequent Archbishops of Ohrid is a clear indication of the see’s independence.
In Taxis ton patriarchikon thronon of Neilos Doxapatres (1143) we read the
following:

Ouoiwg tjj Kdmpw éotiv abroxépalog un droxeyévn tivi tov peyiotwv Bpovaov, aiL
avteCoDo10g dyouévn, kol Do TV I0lwV ETOKOTWY YelpoTovovuévn, kai 1 Bovlyopia,
un oboa £ apyiic Boviyapia: Botepov & 616 10 aviy Bmo 1év Bovdydpwv kvpisvbijvar
Xéyetar Bovlyopia. "Eucivev odv kai abth) abtoképalog 1o 1o v1o facilixiis éCovaiog
anoormaclijvar tijg yeipog v Boviydpwv, fjror tod Paciléws Kvpod Baoiieiov o0
IHoppopoysvvirov, koi un dvazebijvoi mote tj] Exicinoia Kwvorovtivovmdiews.

The seat of the Archbishopric was in reality the former Lychnis which had been
the seat of a diocese from before the middle of the 4" century until the 10", Its
boundaries and jurisdiction were defined in three sigillia issued by Basil Il between
1019 - 1025, Although the original documentation has unfortunately been lost, its
gist is preserved in the text of a golden bull of Michael V111 a century and a half later
(i.e., 1272 or 1273)*. The Emperor explained that the passage of time had brought

BeauoBckn, J. IcTOpUCKUTE OCHOBH 32 aBTOKe(aTHOCTA HA MAKEIOHCKATA ITPABOCIIaBHA IIPKBA.
Cromje, 1990, c. 36.

PG 132, 1097A. See also ®eddg, BA. Iotopikn e£EMEN TG opyavdoews g ExkAnoiog
Maoaxkedoviac. // Emotnuovikn Erctypioo tye Ocoloyikic Zyolns tov Havemotnuiov AOnvav, 30
[Tymtikov apiépopa gig Avdpéay @godmpov], 1995, 6. 51; Tapvavidng, I. Or «Katd Maxedovi-
av Zikafnvow: Iotopikn Topeia kot cOyypove TpoPANpate Tpocapuroyns. @sccarovikmn, 2001,
oc. 64; Delikari, A. Macedonia’s image and the meaning of “Macedonian-ness” among Balkan
Slavs in the Byzantine period. — In: Macedonian identities through time. Interdisciplinary ap-
proaches. Ed. I. Stefanidis, VI. Vlasidis, Ev. Kofos. Thessaloniki, 2010, p. 117-118; AsAnkdpn, A.
H apylemokoni Aypidmv kotd tov Meoaiova..., 6. 90 — 91.

12 Aehnkapn, A. H emoxonny Avyvidod (-dv) péypt tov 100 aidva. 1. Amd v idpvor| g
£0¢ T1G apyéc Tov bov adva. // Kinpovouia, 35/A’-B’, (2003) [2005], c. 69 — 85.

13 Gelzer, H. Ungedruckte und wenig bekannte Bistiimerverzeichnisse der orientalischen
Kirche. Il. // BZ, 2, 1893, S. 42 — 46; UBanos, 1. brarapcku crapuad u3 Makenonus. Pen.
b. Anresnos, . Auresno. Codust, 19702 (1931), ¢. 550 — 562.

“Benemenn4, B. H. Onncanne rpedeckuxb pyKOIMCEeH MOHACTHIPS CBATON ExareprHbl Ha
Cunae. T. . C. IlerepGyprs, 1911 (repr. Catalogus codicum manuscriptorum graecorum. Vol. 1.
Hildesheim, 1965), c. 542 — 554; Aglkapn, A. H opyemiokonn Axpiddv katd tov Meoaio-
va..., 6. 97 — 99. See also Podskalsky, G. Theologische Literatur des Mittelalters in Bulgarien
und Serbien 865 — 1459. Miinchen, 2000, S. 72; Miller, A. E. Zur Datierung des Chrysobulls
Michaels VIII. fur Ochrid: nicht August 1272, sondern Juli 1273. — In: Zwischen Polis, Provinz
und Peripherie. Beitrdge zur byzantinischen Geschichte und Kultur. Hrsg. L. M. Hoffmann, A.
Monchizadeh (Mainzer Verdffentlichungen zur Byzantinistik 7). Wiesbaden, 2005, S. 427 — 432;
Prinzing, G. Die autokephale byzantinische Kirchenprovinz Bulgarien/Ohrid. Wie unabhéngig
waren ihre Erzbischdfe. — In: Proceedings of the 22™ International Congress of Byzantine Studies,
Sofia, 22 — 27 August 2011, Vol. 1: Plenary Papers. Sofia, 2011, p. 393.
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changes in the jurisdictional status of Justiniana Prima as the result of hostile plots
and the disappearance of episcopal and metropolitan sees or their inclusion in other
metropolitan sees or foreign Churches. He formally permitted the Archbishop of
Ohrid to restore to his Archbishopric all the prelatical churches covered by the
sigillia that had been seized by Byzantine prelates, as well as any sees that had been
under the authority of Ohrid and had preferred to become autonomous. In addition,
any diocese that was not independent of Ohrid and had appropriated prelatical
churches of that Archbishopric was to release them immediately and to allow
them to return to Ohrid’s jurisdiction, unless of course they were able to produce
a Byzantine imperial document attesting to some other status. What is particularly
striking about this golden bull is that Michael V111 associated the Archbishopric of
Ohrid with the Archbishopric of Justiniana Primas, thus extending the historical
lifetime of the Archbishopric of Ohrid and adding considerably to its prestige®.

The number of 32 dioceses in the Archbishopric (Kastoria, Glavinitza
(Kephalenia), Moglaina, Strumitza, Boutelis (Bitola), Morobisdos (Morovizd),
Belebusdion (Velbuzd), Triaditza (Sofia), Ni$, Brani¢evo, Belegrada (Berat),
Thramos (Sirmion/Srmska Mitrovica), Skopje, Prisdriana (Prizren), Lipainion
(Lipljan), Servia, Dristra (Silistra), Vidin, Ras, Horaia (Oro$ N. Albania), Tzernikos
(Cernik N. Albania), Chimaira, Adrianoupolis (Dryinoupolis), we cannot read the
name of the next bishopric, perhaps Bela'’, Bothrotos (Butrint), loannina, Kozile,
Petron (Petra?), Rigoi (Regon), Stagoi, Verroia, and of course the metropolise of
Dyrrachion), which was the overall number after Basils’ three decrees'®, was often
altered depending on the change of political power in the region. However, it must
be admitted that some of the metropolitan and episcopal sees mentioned in the
sigillia still remain unidentified.

5 Grani¢, B. Die Griindung des autokephalen Erzbistums von Justiniana Prima durch Kaiser
Justinian I im Jahre 535 n.Chr. // Byzantion, 2, 1925 [1926], S. 123 — 140; Zlatarski, V. N. Prima
Justiniana im Titel des bulgarischen Erzbischofs von Achrida. // BZ, 30, 1929 — 1930 [Festgabe
A. Heisenberg zum 60. Geburtstage gewidmet], S. 484 — 489; Prinzing, G. Entstehung und
Rezeption der Justiniana-Prima-Theorie im Mittelalter. // BBg, 5, 1978, S. 269 — 287; Markus, R.
A. Carthage — Prima Justiniana — Ravenna: An aspect of Justinian’s Kirchenpolitik. // Byzantion,
49, 1979, p. 289 - 292.

% BenemeBud4, B. H. Onucanue rpedeckuxs pyKOMUCEH. .., €. 542 Baciikov ypduuo. ypa-
oV Ta. Igpordria TiG Gy1wTdTng pHeyaing éxxinoiog tijs o lovorviavijg kol mwaons BovAyapiag,
2epPiog kal loimdv. See also Asinkdpn, A. H apyemiokoni Axpddv kotd tov Meoaimva.. .,
c.99-102, 148 — 154.

7 TIpoxuh, b. TlpBu oxpuacku apxuemuckon Josad..., ¢. 292; Ipoxuh, b. ITocranak
OXPHUJCKOT TIaTpujapxara..., ¢. 253; Cuerapos, U. Vctopus Ha Oxpujickara apXUenuCKOMHsL. ..
T. 1, c. 61, 186.

18 Agdnkapn, A. H apyemiokonn Axpiddv katd tov Mecaiova..., p. 158 — 160.
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After the first Archbishop, John 1°, who was propably a Slav, all other
Archbishops were Greek untill the last one, Arsenios?. According to the testimony
of Neilos Doxopatres’, only the Synod of the Ohrid Archbishopric had the exclusive
liturgical right to ordain Archbishops. Frequently the Archbishops of Ohrid were
chosen from among the clergy of the Church of Constantinople and belonged to the
most highly educated and most spiritual men in Constantinople (e.g. Theophylact,
Demetrios Chomatenos and others).

As far as the official designation of the Archbishopric is concerned, it must be
inferred in the first place from the form in which Archbishops style themselves in
documents (including letters) and inscriptions (on stone, frescoes, icons and seals)
and from the form in which they were addressed or designated by others in letters
and similar sources.

The first Archbishops were designated as Archibishops of Bulgaria (Evzetfsv
00V Kol 10V ebAaféotatov povoyov Twdvvy Gpyierioromov Boviyapiag éxvporaauey
elvar kol 10 Ti] dpyiemiokonij mpooikovto map’ avtod iOvvesOar; Alie unyv ko
BOcododlov 0D Bovdyapiag dpyiepéwe kowunbévrog, etc.)?.

Under Theophylact of Ohrid?, one of the most famous biblical scholars and
exegetes, the official designation, although it remains in most references Bulgaria,
was expanded to The Whole Bulgaria. In a letter to Michael Pantechnes, the imperial

©® Mpoxuh, b. [Ipeu oxpuicku apxuenuckorn JosaH...; AgeAnkapn, A. H opyenickonn
Ayxpddv katd tov Mesaimva..., 6. 107 — 110.

2 Tayudog, A.-At. O televtaiog apyeniokonog Axpddv. — In: Tachiaos, A.-E. N. Greeks
and Slavs. Cultural, Ecclesiastical and Literary Relations. Thessaloniki, 1997, p. 141 — 154;
Aglnkapn, A. H apyiemickont] Axpddv katd tov Meoaimva..., 6. 278. Cf. Ilavrog, A. O apy-
emiokomog Aypidag [Ipoyopog (; — 1550) kat ot oyéoelc Tov pe t Movi Aoyglopiov (mpdto pico
Tov 160v cwwva. AOMqva, 2009, 6. 96, 113 — 119, 125.

2L Gelzer, H. Ungedruckte und wenig bekanne Bistimerverzeichnisse..., S. 42. 6 — 8;
MBanos, M. Brirapcku crapuay n3 Makegonus. .., ¢. 550; Toohdxng, Ev. H cuvégew g
Xpovoypopiog Tov Iodvvov TkvAiton (loannes Skylitzes Continuatus) (Etaipeio Makedovikdv
Erovdav/Idpopa Meretdv Xepoovioov tov Aipov 105). @scoarovikn, 1968, o. 117. 21 — 23;
Aginkapn, A. H apyemiokont) Axpddv kotd tov Meoaiova..., 6. 109 — 121.

2 Zavahoroc, A. Ogopivlaktog 0 Bovlyopiag kot 1 dpdoig avtod ev Aypidt. /] Ocoloyia,
16, 1938, o. 228 — 240; Kati¢i¢, R. Buoypagwd mepi @copuidxtov Aypidoc. // Eretnpic Etou-
petog Bolovtivady Xmovddv, 30, 1960 — 1961, o. 364 — 385; Gautier, P. Théophylacte d’Achrida
Discours, Traités, Poésies. Introduction, Texte, Traduction et notes (CFHB XVI/1). Thessalo-
nique, 1980, p. 11 — 37; Obolensky, D. Theophylaktos of Ohrid and the Authorship of the
Vita Clementis. — In: Bulavtiov. Apiépmpa otov Avdpéa N. Xtpdro. Vol. 2. @goloyia kot D1-
Aooyia. ABfva, 1986, c. 601 — 618; Obolensky, D. Six Byzantine Portraits. Oxford, 1988,
p. 34 —82; Delikari, A. Der HI. Klemens und die Frage des Bistums von Velitza. Identifizierung,
Bischofsliste (bis 1767) und Titularbischofe. Thessaloniki, 1997, S. 40 — 44.
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doctor, Theophylact refers to himself as Archibishop of The Whole Bulgaria (O d¢
wdong Bovdyapiog épyiemiokonog, 6v dooimep opdoi te kai Gkovovaiv)=,

Some years later (in August/September 1157) the Archbishop John IV [Adrian]
Komnenos, the cousin of Emperor John Il Komnenos, used the title Justiniana
Prima and The Whole Bulgaria for the first time in his signature in the proceedings
of the synod of 1157 against the heretic Soterichos Panteugenos (O tameivog
novayog Twavvng kol Aéq Oeod apyiertiokorog mpatng Tovotviavod (Tovotiviaviig)
kol wdong Bovlyapiog 6 Kouvnvog dpicag dméypaya)®.

This grandiose terminology had arisen under the influence of the pseudo-
theory developed, probably not before the end of the 11™ century, identifying the
Archbishopric of Ohrid with the diocese of the city of Justiniana Prima founded
in 535% but suppressed only 75 years or so later under the onslaught of the Avars.
However, John Komnenos’s successors in office, until Demetrios Chomatenos’
predecessor avoided this title. At all events, for a long time it was not recognised by
anybody outside the Archbishopric?.

After the fall of Constantinople to the Latins in 1204 and with the foundation of
the Bulgarian and Serbian states on the territory under the jurisdiction of the Ohrid
Archbishopric, autonomous Churches were founded which recognised neither the
jurisdiction of Constantinople nor that of Ohrid®. The Serbian Church achieved
autocephalus status in 1219 under the leadership of St Savva?, and it took three
bishoprics from Ohrid, those of Ras, Prizren and Lipainion®. In 1235 a Church
Council convened in the town of Lampsakos confirmed the Patriarchal dignity of

2 Gautier, P. Théophylacte d’Achrida Lettres. Introduction, Texte, Traduction et notes
(CFHB XVI1/2). Thessalonique, 1986, p. 583, No 129.

2 Mai, A. et. al. (ed.). Spicilegium romanum. Vol. 10. Graz, 1974, p. 89.

% Grabar, A. Les monuments de Tsaritchin Grad et Justiniana Prima. // Cahiers Archéo-
logiques, 3, 1948, p. 49 — 63; Mano-3ucu, b. Vckonasama Ha [lapuanrom rpaay 1953 u 1953
rogune. // Cmapunap, 5 — 6, 1954 — 1955, c. 155 — 180; Mano-Zisi, Dj.-Justiniana Prima (Ca-
ri¢in Grad). // Reallexikon zur byzantinischen Kunst, 3, 1978, S. 687 — 717; Bavant, B., lvaniSe-
vi¢, V. lustiniana Prima — Cari¢in Grad. Beograd, 2003, p. 44 — 46.

% Prinzing, G. The autocephalous byzantine ecclesiastical province of Bulgaria/Ohrid.
How independent were its Archbishops? // Bulgaria Mediaevalis, 3, 2012, p. 363.

2T Aelmkapn, A. H apyemoxoni Axpddv katd tov Mesaimva..., o. 188 — 210.

2 Cranojesuh, Cr. Cern CaBa u He3aBuUCHOCT cpricke npkse. // Iiac CKA, 161 (83),
1934, c. 199 — 251; Agknkapn, A. Ot molticol kot ekkAnclactikoi Adyot g idpvong g Zep-
Bung apyemokonng (1219). — In: Aednkdapn, A. Bulavtivo-Zhafiké Meketquata..., o. 198
— 218; Aedqkapn A. H cvppoin tov Ayiov Zafpa 6tov EKKANGLOGTIKO TPOCAVUTOMOUO Xep-
Blog kot M avtidpaon tov apylemokomov Axpidog Anuntpiov Xopoatnvod ot onpovpyic g
YepPucnc Exkinoiag. // L{prkeene Cmyouje, 16, 2019, No 1, c. 213 — 228.

2 Agdnkapn, A. H apyemiokonn Axpddv kotd tov Mecaiova..., 6. 192 — 195,
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the Bulgarian Orthodox Church and consecrated the Bulgarian archibishop Joachim
as Patriarch®

The division of Byzantium also caused a division of the Patriarchate of
Constantinople. From then on, under the pressure of the civil authorities, the
Bishops of the dioceses in Trapezunt and Epirus, started to ordain Bishops for the
vacant dioceses, and began to refuse the authority of the Patriarch of Constantinople
who had his seat in Nicea®.

This was strongly opposed by the Patriarch. The Byzantines believed that a
kingdom could not exist without a Patriarchate, and this encouraged the other
Greek rulers to establish church administrations in their own states. Demetrios
Chomatenos, elected as Archibishop of Ohrid in 1216, strongly supported the
Bishops of Epirus, which soured relations between the church centres of Ohrid and
Nicea. At the request of Theodore the despot of Epirus, Archbishop Chomatenos
crowned him emperor in 12273, After this event there was a certain breakdown
of communication between the Patriarch of Nicea and the Bishops of Epirus.

% Heisenberg, A. Georgii Acropolitae Opera. Lipsiae, 1903-(Ed. correctiorem curavit
P. Wirth. Vol. 1, Stutgardiae 1978), p. 50.23 — 51.3: kai winpodol )y 1@V waidwv covagel-
av, 100 mozpiapyov I'epuavod to tijg igpoloyioc teléoavtog. 1ote kal 6 Tpivofov dpyiepeds, vmo
0v Kovotovtivovmdlews teldv, adtovoulio tetiuntar kol matplapyns dvayopebeabor kéxpital
Pooilik® kai covodik® t@ Oeomiouotl, yapitog TV TPOVYOVIWY GToTIVWOVIWVY 1@ Bovlydpwv
dpyovtt Aaay tod kndovg Eveko, kol tijc pitiag, boxuiaos, U., ToromanoBa, A., buasipeku, U.
Bopunos cunonuk. M3nanue u npesoxn (Mcropus u xumxkuuHa). Codus, 2010, c. 160.13 - 17:
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T. 1, c. 151 - 152,

3 Nicol, D. M. Ecclesiastical relations between the Despotate of Epirus and the Kingdom
of Nicaea in the years 1215 to 1230. // Byzantion, 22, 1952, p. 212 — 214, 217; Karpozilos, A. D.
The Ecclesiastical Controversy between the Kingdom of Nicaea and the Principality of Epiros
(1217 - 1233) (Bulavtiva Keipeva ko MeAéron 7). Thessaloniki, 1973, p. 52; Zravpidov-Za-
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va avaktioovv v avtokporopia (Etapeio Bulavivov Epguvav 7). Ogocodlovikn, 1991,
0.153 - 154 and n. 24; Angold, M. Church and Society in Byzantium under the Comneni, 1081 —
1261. Cambridge, 1995, p. 215 - 217.

%2 Prinzing, G. A quasi Patriarch in the State of Epiros: The Autocephalous Archbishop of
«Boulgaria» (Ohrid) Demetrios Chomatenos. // ZRVI, 41, 2004, p. 165; Stavridou-Zafraka, A.
The Political Ideology of the State of Epiros. — In: Urbs Capta. The Fourth Crusade and its Con-
sequences (Réalités Byzantines 10). Ed. A. Laiou. Paris, 2005, p. 314 and 318 — 321; Tapévng,
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Chomatenos admitted openly that he was governing the dioceses belonging to the
Patriarchate of Constantinople temporarily and because of the situation that had
recently arisen®. This was the beginning of disputes between the Patriarchate and
the Archbishopric of Ohrid. Chomatenos was keen to promote the papal-patriarchal
image of his see, deliberately adopting again the former designation of Justiniana
Prima. He used it or referred to it in important letters and synodal deeds, expanding
the theory on which it was based even further. Chomatenos’ conception of himself
shaped his entire official conduct and resulted in the close imitation of many
characteristics of the patriarchal chancery, above all in his correspondence®. Many
of his successors followed his example.

Formulas such as Bulgaria and Justiniana Prima that appear as part of the
Archbishop’s titles were of a legal and canonic nature and were used for defending
the autocephalous rights of the Archbishopric. The appearance of the title Bulgaria
and Justiniana Prima in the foundation inscription of the Theodokos Peribleptos
church in Ohrid (in the year 1295) could be a result of the intention by Makarios,
Archbishop of Ohrid, to highlight the ties of the Ohrid see with Justiniana Prima®.
This also shows by this time this title had already been consolidated.

¥ Aghnkapn, A. H apyemickonn Axpiddv katd tov Mecaiova..., p. 161 — 163.

% Prinzing, G. Demetrii Chomateni Ponemata diaphora (CFHB 38). Berlin — New York,
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elpnvny kai tov év ayio Ivevuan doracuov. See also Prinzing, G. Convergence and divergence
between the Patriarchal Register of Constantinople and the Ponemata Diaphora of Archbishop
Demetrios Chomatenos of Achrida/Ohrid. — In: Kpcmanosuh, b., Makcumosuh, Jb., Paguh, P.
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But from the end of the 13" century on, the inclusion of the name of Ohrid in the
designation of the Archbishopric is also documented?.

The expansion of the Serbian state southwards reached its maximum in the
time of Tsar Stephen DuSan (1331 — 1355). The exact year when Stephen DuSan
occupied Ohrid is not known, but it was most probably around 1334. Tsar Du3an
respected the decrees issued to the Ohrid Archbishopric by the Byzantine emperors.
The autocephalous state of the Archbishopric of Ohrid remained untouched and
endured®”. Archbishop Nicolaos was on good terms with the Serbian ruler®. On Palm
Sunday, the 9" of April, 1346 Tsar DuSan summoned a church council to Skopje
where Symeon, the Patriarch of Trnovo, and Nicolaos (1346 — ?), the Archbishop
of Ohrid, confered the dignity of Patriarch on the Serbian Archbishop Joannikije
(1337 — 1354). On Easter Day, the 16" of April, 1346, the new Patriarch,whose
election had contravened church law, solemny crowned Stephen DuSan as Emperor
of Serbs and Romans®.

There are not many records concerning the relations between Dusan’s heir, his
son, tsar Uro$ V, and the Archbishop of Ohrid, but most probably, at that time,
the Ohrid Archbishopric retained all its former privileges. Its jurisdiction spread
through different states: 1. The kingdom of Vukas3in, and later of his son Marco, in
whose territory the town of Ohrid was located; 2. the despotate of Radoslav Hlapen
(where Veroia and Vodena belonged); 3. the kingdom of Symeon Uro$ Palaiologos
in Epirus and southern Albania; 4. the Kanina-Avlona despotate; 5. the princedom
of Elbasan and 6. the despotate of Velbuzd.

During the reign of the Serbs, the Ohrid Archbishopric controlled the smallest
territory since the time of its creation. Most of the territory to the north that had
previously been under its jurisdiction was lost*. Thus, its northern border went

pazebovrog 06 Maxopiov tod Tovayiwtdtov dpylemiordmov tijc mpatng Tovotiviaviic k(al) maong
Bovlyapiog.

% Aghnkadpn, A. H apyeniokonn Axpiddv katd tov Meoaiova..., o. 136 — 138 and 144 —
154. See also Gelzer, H. Der Patriarchat von Achrida..., S. 13, 15; Prinzing, G. The autocepha-
lous byzantine ecclesiastical province of Bulgaria/Ohrid..., p. 364.

3 Soulis, G. The Serbs and Byzantium during the Reign of Tsar Stephen DuSan (1331 —
1355) and his Successors. Washington D.C., 1984, p. 84 — 85; Agknkdpn, A. H apyemiorxonn
Aypdov katd Tov Meoaiova..., 6. 220 — 221.

% Aghnkapn, A. H apyemioxonn Axpiddv katd tov Mecaiova..., 6. 222 — 236; Kupua-
KkovoNg, Ev. O apyenickomog Aypidag NikOAaog Kat 1) KTNTOPIKT TOL dPaGTNPLOTNTA GT LEGO.
tov 14ov cudva. // Lpreene Cmyouje, 1, 2004, c. 309 — 339.

¥ Soulis, G. C. Problémes des relations byzantino-serbes au XIVe siécle. — In: Tedpyt-
0g ZovAng 1927 — 1966. Iotopwcd Meretqpata. Bulavtvé, Boaikovikd, Neoghinvikd. Adnva,
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past Debar and Kic¢evo, not far from Ohrid, and then descended over the Mokren
mountains towards the Adriatic to the Bay of Avlona. To the south-west, the border
was marked by the rivers Aoos and Aliakmon, touching on the town of Servia and
turning north-eastwards, leaving the town of Veroia under the jurisdiction of the
Patriarch of Constantinople. Of the dioceses belonging to it in earlier times, only
the following remained: Ohrid, Kastoria, Grevena, Moglena, Slanitza, Strumitza,
Pelagonia, Devol or Selasphor, Glavinitza, Kanina (and Wallach). After the fall of
Dusan’s kingdom, the Ohrid Archbishopric slightly expanded north and southwards,
so that the following dioceses then became part of its territory: Prizren, Skopje,
Debar, but most probably, it also expanded towards eastwards, including the towns
of Velbuzd (today’s Kjustendil) and Razlog*.

In the battle of the Maritsa river (26 September 1371) King Vukasin und Jovan
UgleSa were killed. The Serbian states were forced to pay taxes to the Ottomans,
and to supply them with soldiers in times of war. In 1392, the Turks conquered
Skopje, and after the deaths of King Marco (1394) and of the despot Constantine
Dragas of Velbuzd (1395), they finally conquered the entire territory formerly ruled
by these two men. Thus, in 1408, Ohrid was firmly under Turkish rule*.

After the fall of the Trnovo Patriarchate, some of the dioceses under its
jurisdiction became part of the Ohrid Archbishopric. Thus, in the beginning of the
15" century, the Archbishop of Ohrid, Matthaios (1408 is mentioned), attached the
dioceses of Sofia and Vidin to the Ohrid Archbishopric. By showing the Byzantine
Emperor, Manuel Paleologos (1391 — 1425) and the Synod, some golden bulls
issued by previous Byzantine emperors and concerning the jurisdiction and
privileges of the Ohrid Archbishopric, Matthaios tried to win not only the right
to govern the dioceses of Sofia and Vidin, but also to obtain dioceses given to
the see of Ohrid in the chrysobulls of his predecessors. After a certain interval,
the Patriarchate of Constantinople opposed this move. It argued that before the
creation of the Patriarchate of Trnovo, the dioceses of Sofia and Vidin had been
under its own jurisdiction. This led to a cooling down in the relations between the
Patriarchate and the Archbishopric which had been quite good until then*. Matters
came to a head when the Patriarchate of Constantinople entered into a union with

“2Cuerapo, 1. ctopus Ha Oxpujckara apxuenuckomnus... T. 1, ¢. 339 —340; Aeknkapn, A.
H apyemokonn Aypidmv kotd tov Mecaiova..., 6. 236 — 246.

43 Cuerapos, U. Hcropus na Oxpuckara apxuenuckomnus... T. 2, ¢. 1; Vacalopoulos, A.
History of Macedonia, 1354 — 1833 (transl. P. Megann) (Etaipsio. Maxedovikdv Zmovddv/18pv-
po Meketdv Xepoovioov tov Aipov 131). Thessaloniki, 1973, p. 48 — 49.

4 BbamacueBw, . JI. Kopecnionnenuus mexny Lapurpanckust narpuapxb u OXpHICKUSI
apXMENHUCKONs OTh HadamoTo Ha XV Bek. /| Munano, 1, 1909, No 1, c. 6 — 9; Cuerapos, U.
HUcrtopus Ha Oxpuzackara apxuenuckonust... T. 2, ¢. 7 — 8 and 156 — 158; Tegou-Stergiadou, Ev.
Die Sigilla von Basileios 1. firr das Erzbistum von Achrida und ihre Beziehung mit den Bisti-
mern von Berroia und Servia. // Orthodoxes Forum, 12, 1998, No 1, S. 18 — 19; Téyov-Xtep-
yadov, Ev. Apyiemokonn Ipatng lovotviavig (ZvupBoAr otn diepehiviion tov TpoBANoTog).
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the Roman-Catholic Church at the Council in Florence in 1439, which resulted
even in an interruption of relations. In fact, the Ohrid Archbishopric was one of the
fiercest opponents of the Union. It was not until after the fall of Constantinople to
the Turks in 1453, when the Patriarchate of Constantinople ceased to support the
Union, that relations were restored. Some scholars hold that in the second half of
the 15th century, the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia and Wallachia fell under
the jurisdiction of the Ohrid Archbishopric. The reason for this could have been
that the Ohrid Archbishopric sharply rejected the Union of Florence®. In the year
1715, Chrysanthos Notaras in his Zvvzayudtiov wepi twv opgikinv, KAnpikdtwy ko
apyovtikiov ¢ tov Xpiotod ayiog exkinoiog rejected outright the ecclesiastical
dependence of these two principalities from the Ohrid Archdiocese*.

According to several scholars, the ecclesiastical provinces of the Serbian
Patriarchate were attached to the Ohrid Archbishopric after the Ottoman conquest
of Smederevo (1459), but we do not have any confirmation from written sources.
We only know that the Serbian Patriarch Arsenije Il continued to serve until his
death in 1463. Towards the end of 1529 or the beginning of 1530, the Bishop of
Smederevo, Paul, supported by some Serbian dignitaries and with the connivance
of the Turkish authorities, whom he had bribed with money, separated the Pe¢
diocese and some other dioceses from the Ohrid Archbishopric and proclaimed the
Church of Pe¢ independent®. In spite of this, the Serbian Patriarchate was officially
restored in 1557 by Suleiman the Magnificent at the instigation of Mehmet Pasha
Sokolovi¢. During this period the Ohrid Archbishopric expanded its jurisdiction in
the Balkans, as we see from the designation of the Archbishop Prochoros (1528 —
1550)%: IIpoyopog éAéw Oeod dpyiemiokomoc é Tovotiviavije, Zepfiog, BovAyapiag
Kal TV Aoimdv.
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A very important source for the last years of the Archdiocese is the Codex of the
Archbishopric of Ohrid, also known as the Codex of St Clement®. This Codex is a
collection of synodical acts from the 17" and 18" century treating matters relating
to that ecclesiastical district. According to the first document in the Codex, the
collection was created by Meletios, Archbishop of Justiniana Prima, Ohrid and
The Whole of Bulgaria, whose intent was to make a record of various acts and
matters relating to the Archbishopric®: Apiepwbn 6 mapav lepoc kwoné i Nuetépa
dpyiemioxony] tijc lovotriviaviic Axpiddv kal naons Bovlyapiag gic dvauvnory tijc
érorreiac fjudv. The dedicatory preface of the Codex, chronologically the first
document it contains, is dated May, 1st, 1677; the last document in the volume is
the act of enthronement of Archbishop Joseph in 1746. The Codex of St Clement
preserves information relating to the jurisdiction of the Archbishopric of Ohrid
over a period of some seventy years, that is, from the beginning of its compilation
to its conclusion. Based on the signatures of the Metropolitans and Bishops on
the documents it contains, and on the references in them to various episcopal and
metropolitan sees, it is possible to determine the extent of the ecclesiastical territory
controlled by Ohrid during that time (twenty years before its abolition in 1767). The
extent of the Archbishopric in the Codex comprised the bishoprics of Velegrada,
Velessos, Vodena, Gora and Mokra, Grevena, Debar, Korytza, Moglena, Pelagonia,
Prespa, Sisanion, Strumitza and the metropolises of Dyrrachion and Kastoria.

Greeks, Slavs and other nationalities coexisted harmoniously in the area of the
Archbishopric through the centuries. Although at various times this Byzantine
Archbishopric, or parts of its dependent territories, were outside the borders of the
Byzantine state, it sought, despite frequently adverse circumstances, to preserve
the substance of its Byzantine identity and to defend its rights against the interests
of foreign conquerors, sometimes through vigorous resistance and sometimes by
striving to find ways of collaborating with them.

49 Gelzer, H. Der Patriarchat von Achrida..., S. 35 — 103.
% |bidem, S. 45.
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