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THE PARALEL UNIVERSES OF MACEDONIAN CULTURAL
MULTIVERSE

In physics® string theory, the multiverse is a notion in which our uni-
verse is not the only one; on the contrary, many universes exist parallel to each
other. These distinct universes within the multiverse theory are called parallel
universes!. In other words - a variety of different theories lend themselves to a
multiverse viewpoint. On a more general level, this could be sumarized in one
of the brilliant quotations by late professor Stephen Hawking, who used to say:
There is no unique picture of reality?. What he meant by this sentence is that
reality is subjective — which points to the subjective character of experience.
On the other hand, we all know that the world is an objective reality and exists
independently of us. That would imply that the phrase is also ultimately about
the practical human value of the objective reality. In other words, the objective
reality, although independant of our existence, is valuable insofar as it can also
fit into our subjective perception of reality3.

Similarly to physics but on a much greater scale, in modern humanities
there are theories that contradict each other with a wide scope of arguments and
debate in the pursuit of substantial evidence. History, archaeology and art history
are among the disciplines with a variety of such academic contradictions related
to some major issues, the resolution of which could bring a different perspective
even in our daily lifes. Those ,,paralel universes* of scholarly investigation are
not only open and on-going, but expanding and ever-growing, as well. They
too, as the universe we live in, have a great impact on our professional perspec-
tives, academic attitudes and research directions in any way possible. In that
regrad, this paper will be but an attempt to broaden our horizons of an unbiased

1 E. Laszlo, The Connectivity Hypothesis: Foundations of an Integral Science of
Quantum, Cosmos, Life and Consciousness, New York 2003, 108. Also see: B. Carr, Uni-
verse or Multiverse, Cambridge 2007; G. Ellis, W. Stoeger, Multiverses and physical cosmol-
ogy, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 347/3, Oxford 2004.

2 A quote which originated from the theory of quantum physics brilliantly elaborated
in S. Hawking and L. Mlodinow, The Grand Design, New York 2010.

3 S. Hawking, 4 Brief History of Time. From the Big Bang to Black Holes, New York
1988, 62-66.
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scholarly thought related to some of the
pending issues in archaeology, history
and art history, the dimensions of which
had raised enough attention within the
mentioned disciplines.

The first and most probably the
striking hot spot in modern archae-
¢ ology - where is, where could be and
where on the geographic map of Early
Christianity should we look for the arch-
bishopric see of Justiniana Prima, and
also wheater the birthplace of Emperor
Justinian I and the town of Justiniana
Prima are one and the same place. The
second issue, as much as significant as
the already mentioned one, refers to his-
tory and its impact on medieval state of
1 affairs, modern archaeological debates,
sR22 even on our contemporary political

: ; " conciousnes and is related to the ques-

Fig. 1 Empero.r Justinian’s portrait in San  ¢jon - whose Emperor was and what ori-

Vitale, Ravenna gin can be ascribed to the great autocra-

Cn. 1 HNoprper napa Jyctnamjanay Can  tor of the 11th century West Balkans*

Burane y Pasenu area — Tzar Samuel. Last, but not least,

art history investigates the complex and

often ambiguous sphere - whether political circumstances were or could have

been decisive in someone’s conception of artistic expression, as it is in the case

of the khtetorial arrangement in the church of Saint Nicholas in Psaca. In chron-

ological order, we start with the simingly solved, yet still completely unresoved
issue of the location of Justiniana Prima.

In that regard, who ever finds substantial evidence or compelling archaeo-
logical proof for the exact location of the archbishopric, will be the King of the
century. However, that achievement seems less and less expectable. Although
the majority of scholars (including the authors of this paper) have no doubt that
the site of Cari¢in Grad is the most appropriate candidate for the ,,archbisho-
pric title” of Justiniana Prima4, some authorities sugest otherwise; Macedonian
archaeologists persistently sustain the idea of the villages of Taor and Bader in
the vicinity of Skopje being the most appropriate site for Emperor Justinian’s
grand enterprseS, while Serbian professors once in a while come up with some

1 ]
T

4 B. IlerkoBuh, M. Jepruh, Jycmunujana Ilpuma, Tlperien upkBeHe emapxuje
Humike XVII, 11-12, Humr 1936, 391-396; A. Grabar, Les monuments de Tsaritchin Grad et
lustiniana Prima, Cahiers Archéologiques III, Paris 1948, 49-63; B. Mano-3ucw, lustiniana
Prima, Lapuuun I'pao, Jlebane, anmuuxa apxumexmypa, Apxeonomku nperien 6, beorpan
1964, 72-73; b. baan u B. Usanumesuh, Ivstiniana Prima — [Japuuun Ipao, Jleckopai
2006, 17-46.

5 A. ]. Evans, Antiquarian Researches in Illyricum Part IV, Scupi, Scopia and the
Birthplace of Justinian, Archaeology, Vol 49/ 1, London 1885, 235-248; T. Tomocku, Taopcko
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Fig. 2 Map of Balkans* provinces in 5th Century AD
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sparkling new ideas, such is Kale Zlata near Prokuplje® and some even less pro-
bable*. As much as this debate is inspiring and motivating, one can get easily
confused when trying to establish a common denominator of all existing theo-
ries, since they all rely on different arguments. For example, Cari¢in Grad is the
most abundant in archaeological evidence, Taor and Bader refer to Tauresium
and Bederiana mentioned by Procopius, Kale Zlata is rich in 6th century ar-
chaeological material and so on and soforth. Still, no groundbreaking discovery
has been made to solidly confirm any of the mentioned theories. Therefore, in
pursuit of a theoretical explanation, we have to launch our inquiry from an ap-
propriate starting point.

Namely, Procopius of Caesarea in his panegyric named De Aedificiis,
says: ,,Among the Dardanians of Europe who live beyond the boundaries of
the Epidamnians, close to the fortress which is called Bederiana, there was a
hamlet named Taurisium, whence sprang the Emperor Justinian (Fig. 1), the
founder of the civilised world. He therefore built a wall of small compass about
this place in the form of a square, placing a tower on each corner, and caused
it to be called, as it actually is, Tetrapyrgia. And close by this place he built a

rpaauinte, Taurisium — Bederiana — Iustiniana Prima, Xusa Antuka XVII, Ckomje 1967,
233-235; N. Mukynuunk, Yinre eqnam 3a TaypucuoH u benepunana, Iopuinen 300pHHK Ha
Odunozopekuor paxynter 3/29, Cromje 1977, 94-106; A. Ilyxaposa, Jycrunujana Ipuma,
Cromje 1994, 93-116; K. Pucros, ['paguire Taop, npeanMIHApEH H3BEIITA] O HCTPAXKyBambaTa
B0 2000-2004 ronuna, Macedonia Acta Archaeologica 17, Ckomje 2006, 215-230.

6 M. MununkoBuh, O nompebu nayunoe npoyuasarea aokanumema 3nama — Kane,
Hum u Buzanryja. [ern nayunn ckyn (Hum, 3-5. Jyn 2006), 306opaux pagosa V, Hum 2007,
191-202.

*Connecting the term of Iustiniana Prima and the official title of the Ohrid Archbish-
opric in the course of the high middle ages, some Macedonian scholars have suggested Ohrid
as the seat of the newly founded Justinian’s establishment.
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Fig. 3 The archaeological site of Taor near Skopje

Cn. 3 Apxeonomko HanaszumTe Taop kog Cromsba

very notable city which he named Justiniana Prima“7. Hence, the word hamlet,
used by Procopius, is convinsing enough to testify to the unprivileged origin
of Justinian. This is confirmed by the same author in another of his works, the
Historia Arcana, where he says: ,,When Lion was holding the imperial power in
Byzantium, three young farmers, Illyrians by race, Zimarchus, Dityvistus and
Justinus from Vederiana, men who at home had to struggle incessantly against
conditions of poverty, in an effort to better their condition, set out to join the
army*8, refering, of course, to future Emperor Justin, the uncle of Justinian.

If we turn our attention to the idea of the renowned Oxford scholar Arthur
Evans that the villages of Taor and Bader in the vicinity of Skopje could be the
ancient Tauresium and Bederiana mentioned by Procopius®, we have a quality
starting point for further examination of the case. In that regard, the archaeolo-
gical findings at the site confirm the 6th century chronological layer with artif-
acts belonging to architectural production, pottery, coinage etc., all encompased
by a modest typological range, which would, eventualy sugests a small settle-
ment of an unprivileged social position!9, However, the findings there do not
correspond to the passage found in Procopius‘ work, saying: ,,And many other
enterprises were carried out by the founder of this city — works of great size and

7 Procopius, De aedificiis domini nostri Justiniani, Corpus scriptorium historiae
Byzantinae, Pars II, PROCOPIUS, vol. III, Ed. Academiae litterarum regiac Borussiae
MDCCCXXXVII, 64.

8 Prokopios, The Secret History with related texts, Edited and translated by A.
Kaldellis, Indianopolis 2010, 5.

9 A. . Evans, Antiquarian Researches in Illyricum Part IV, Scupi, Scopia and the
Birthplace of Justinian, 235-248.

10 K. Ristov, Gradishte Taor: Late Antique Settlement and Fortress, Folia Archaeo-
logica Balkanica III, Skopje 2015, 361-387.
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worthy of especial note. For to enumerate
the churches is not easy, and it is impos-
sible to tell in words of the lodgings for
magistrates, the great stoats, the fine mar-
ket places, the fountains, the streets, the
baths, the stops. In brief, the city is both
great and populous and blessed in every
way — a city worthy to be the metropolis
of the whole region“ll. Hense, the de-
scription of the city by Procopius can not
be associated with the archaeological site
of Bader in any possible way, regardless
of how hard Macedonian archaeologists
tend to do so. Yet, the catch of the two
toponyms Taor and Bader related etimo-
logically to Tauresium and Bederiana still
holds water!2.

Namely, let us imagine the histori-
cal constellation in which Procopius has
created his literary work, particularly the
one entitled De Aedificiis. From the sur-
viving sources!3, we all know that he was
born in todays region of Gaza, ancient
Roman province of Palaestina Prima, at-
tended law school and became a barrister
in Beirut and thus attained the position of
legal adviser to Belisarius, Justinian’s chief military commander. As his for-
mal companion, Procopius followed Belisarius in North Africa and Italy be-
fore returning to Constantinople in ca. 545, where he turned his attention to
transforming his knowledge and expirience into literary production. In other
words, Procopius has never visited the Balkans in any of his professional trave-
ling campaigns, neither the prefecture of Ilyricum or the province of Dardania,
where he locates the newly founded archbishopric of Justiniana Prima. This
would mean that he himself did not have personal or sufficient knowledge of the
territory (i.e. the precize geographic coordinates) where the city has been esta-
blished. No greater expectations to find a more prezise signpost to the location
of Justiniana Prima can we find in The Novela XI!4, as well, where Emperor
Justinian lists the provinces under the authority of the new archbishopric see,

Fig. 4 Forensic reconstruction of Tzar
Samuel’s image

Cn. 4 ®opeH3nyKa peKOHCTPYKIIH]ja JINKa
napa Camymuia

11 Procopius, De aedificiis domini nostri Justiniani, 64.
12 1. Mukymuuk, Cmapo Ckonje co okonnume mepounu, Cromje 1982, 106.

13 J. Evans, Procopius, New York 1972, 7; A. Cameron, Procopius and the Sixth Cen-
tury, London 1985, 7; J. Moorhead, Procopius, in: Encyclopedia of Historians and Historic
Writing, vol. 11, Chicago 1999, 962.

14 Corpus iuris civilis, Novellae Constitutiones, Novella XI, Berolini MXMXII, 5-6.
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Fig. 5 Basilica of St. Achilleos at Prespa

Cu. 5 Bazunuka CB. Axunuja Ha [Ipecnin

Dacia Mediterranea being the first among the listed seven. Hense, it seems that
Procopius and Justinian tend to have different geographical spectrum related to
the location of Justiniana Primal5 (Fig. 2).

Therefore, one should dare to explicate a new idea which would open an
alternative path in the quest for solution in the case of Justiniana Prima. Namely,
we can not ignore the very precisely mentioned toponyms by Procopius: ,,close
to the fortress which is called Bederiana, there was a hamlet named Taurisium,
whence sprang the Emperor Justinian“16. If we accept the idea that the modern
names of Taor and Bader could be associated with the ancient toponyms of
Tauresium and Bederianal’, we could be solving at least one issue, that Emperor
Justinian could have been born at that location, where a modest archaeological

15 Although neither of the two documents point specifically to the geographic loca-
tion of the new Archbishopric, Procopius “tend” to situate Iustiniana Prima in the province
of Dardania (“among the Dardanians of Europe”, cf. Procopius, De aedificiis domini nostri
Justiniani, 64), while the Emperor points to the province which is geographically situated to
the north-east of Dardania (“intending that the temporal head of the first Justinian shall be
not only a metropolitan, but also an archbishop; and that his jurisdiction shall include other
provinces, that is to say Dacia upon the Mediterranean, As well as Dacia Ripense, Second
Mysia, Dardania, the province of Praevalitana, Second Macedonia....”, cf. Corpus iuris ci-
vilis, Novellae Constitutiones, Novella XI, 5.)

16 Procopius, De aedificiis domini nostri Justiniani, 64.
17 Y. Mukynuuk, Cmapo Cronje co oxonnume mepounu, 106.
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horizon from the first half of the 6th century has been confirmed by continuous
terrain explorations!8 (Fig. 3). However, Justiniana Prima can not be looked for
at that site since it is not, as Procopius says: ,,a city worthy to be the metropo-
lis of the whole region“19. In that regard, could it be that Procopius, who has
never ever visited the Balkans20, had no accurate knowledge on the distances
between geographical points in the prefecture of Illyricum, thus situated the
newly established city: ,,close by the place“2! where the Emperor was born.
Could we suppose that, living in Constantinople where he has settled after tra-
veling so many miles in so many different territories, Procopius has lost his
sence for ,,closeness® and ,,"“remoteness” and accordingly has losely described
the 100 miles distance between present-day sites of Taor and Cari¢in Grad as
»close“? If so, than the new archbishopric, established as eclesstiasic buffer
between the eastern and western church influences22, would have be positioned
on equal distance between the two major neighbouring bishoprics — Naissus
and Scupi, instad of being located near modern Skopje as a substitute to the de-
molished episcopal see of Scupi — as Macedonian historians and archaeologistc

18 K. Ristov, Gradishte Taor: Late Antique Settlement and Fortress, 364-377.

19 Procopius, De aedificiis domini nostri Justiniani, 64.

20 Neither of the aforementioned authors who have managed to gather some data on
the life of Procopius mentions his presence in the Balkan area in any occasion, cf. J. Evans,
Procopius,7; A. Cameron, Procopius and the Sixth Century, 7; J. Moorhead, Procopius, in:
Encyclopedia of Historians and Historic Writing, 962.

21 Procopius, De aedificiis domini nostri Justiniani, 64.

22 R. Bratoz, Zgodnjekrs¢anska cerkev v Makedoniji i njen odnos do Rima, Zgo-
dovinski ¢asopis 44, Ljubljana 1990, 54.
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would like to point out?3. Of course, there is
always another catch — in this case — John
of Antioch, who, in one of his works, says:
,,Justin from the fortress of Bederiana, which
is close to Naissus, the one in Illyricum*?24,
refering to Emperor Justin, which can also
be acknowledged as a relative fact given by
the historian John from the 7th century, for
whom the Balkan distances could have also
been small in comparison to the dimensions
of the Empire25.

In the area of archaeology, we will
turn our attention to the “pending” issue of
Emperor Samuel and his historical contri-
bution to the notion of his reigning title. In
that regard, one of the “loudest”, if not the
most vociferous promoters of the Byzantine
imperial agitprop, Skylitzes, though uninten-
tionally, marked the rise of centuries” popu-
lar medieval enigma to follow, the medieval

Fig. 7 Bone bust, (D. Mitrevski,  marvel from Macedonia - tsar Samuel (Fig.

Skopje Fortress, 2015) 4). And even though the Synopsis Historion

Cai. 7 Honpcje y kocu (u3 kishre [l hag been scientifically denoted as somewhat
Mutpenckor, Coneko Kare, 2015)  exqo0crated and at points quite epic narra-
tive, especially in the fantastical set piece
image of the Bulgaroktonos — the Bulgar-Slayer, this written catharsis can be
justified by the frustrations piled in the Byzantine-Bulgarian battling, as well as
by the need of an esteem idol in the preoccupations of the political context of
Skylitzes™ time26. Thus, this historical masterpiece presents the chapter of two
titans, Basil 1I - the apogee of the restored Byzantine power, culmination of
military apex and the longest reigning Eastern Roman Emperor, and Samuel the
Kometopoulos - an ultimate equilibrium to all said before, “invincible in power
and unsurpassed in strength” as the Life of St. Nikon describes it27 and a raison
d’étre for the glorious image of Basil I we know today.

23 A. llykapora, Jycmunujana Ipuma, 113-114.

24 Joannis Antiocheni Fragmenta ex Historia Chronica (Ed. V. Roberto), Berlin —
New York 2005, 142.

25 Tt is uncertain where has Procopius written De Aedificiis; however, the scholars
believe that it was created in Constantinople, cf. G. Downey, The Composition of Procopius’
De Aedificiis, Transactions and Proceedings of the American Philological Association, vol.
78, Baltimore 1947, 171-183.

26 The reminiscence of the Golden Age of the Empire, personified in the image of
Basil 1, had its justification in the face of the bureaucratic aristocracy which “disintegrated”
the traditional imperial modus operandi. For the overall changes in the Byzantine culture see
A. Kazhdan, A. Wharton, Change in Byzantine Culture in the Eleventh and Twelfth Centuri-
es, University of California Press, 1985, 69-73.

27 P. Stephenson, The Legend of Basil the Bulgar-Slayer, Cambridge University
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Samuel's magnitude at the end of the 10th century is probably best parabled
by the Byzantine poet Kyriotes Geometres who epitomized the 989 celestial and
earthly phenomena in the verses — “Above the comet scorched the sky, below the
comet[oupulos] burns the West”28. The Kometopoulos created an empire nearly
equal to the Byzantine in matters of political structure29. He was a monarch and
warlord who mobilized the Slavic force on the wider Balkan area in his impe-
rialistic ambitions, and a sovereign who laid the basis of Slavic constitutional
thought and Orthodoxy in its Balkan form30. However, Samuel's reign remains
equivocal and still rises polemics among the scholars. Namely, although there
are few hypotheses about his origin, local no doubt in our opinion3!, he never-
theless remained historically unrestrained to ethnical belongings. In this regard,
his actions can be perceived as close, if not identical to the Byzantine ones,
since he seems to have “forgotten” the concept of a nation. Or did he? Being
a highly intelligent, extremely capable and “deadly” ambitious leader, Samuel,
aware no doubt that he was not in a position to arrogate an ethnic or territorial
label to his dynastic legacy, probably decided to overlook the concept of nation,
merging his aspirations into the sole pre-validated un-Byzantine tsardom, the
Bulgarian one32. Furthermore, being aware of the ethnical variety of his domin-
ion and cautious to the necessary support from this ethnical mélange, Samuel

Press, 2003, pp. 16-17.
28 Tbid, p. 17.

29 After a certain period of self-styled fetrarchy of the four brothers, followed by a
co-rule of Samuel and Aaron, Samuel actually took on the Byzantine “tradition” of elimina-
ting the obstacles to power and grew into a sole ruler of the new state. He also engaged into
beneficial marital ties in order to strengthen his position, see C. [lupuBarpuh, Camyurosa
opoicasa obum u kapaxkmep, beorpan, 1997, 78-79.

30 After John I Tzimiskes dismissed the Bulgarian patriarch in 971 the Patriarch in
exile continued his office in the newly formed “independent” territory on the west, see J. V.
A. Fine, The Early Medieval Balkan — A Critical Survey from the Sixth to the Late Twelfth
Century, University of Michigan Press, 1991, 196-197; C. [lupusarpuh, Camyunosa opscasa
0bum u kapakmep, beorpax, 1997, 75-76.

31 There is no evidence that Samuel, or his father for that matter shared /ineage with
the Bulgarian imperial dynasty or that both had any Boyar status. The inscription mentioning
the name of Samuel's father, discovered near the village of German, mentions no title beside
his name, see C. [lupusarpuh, Camyunosa opscasa — obum u kapaxmep, beorpan, 1997, 59-
60, 64-65 (f. 116).

32 For the character of Samuel’s state and its close formal resemblance to the Bul-
garian one see C. [Tupusarpuh, Camyunosa opacasa obum u xapaxmep, beorpaz, 1997. Ho-
wever, it is noteworthy to accent that all researches of Samuel's state clearly feel and point
that there is something idiosyncratic about this 10th century stately institution and thus it
receives different names e.g. “independent empire Western Bulgaria” formed in Macedonia,
or a “Macedonian Empire — Western Bulgarian Empire” - a state with different geographic
determinant. In any case the material culture evidently speaks that up until the 9th century
these territories showed no traces of any politically developed institutions, or something
which could resemble a state, nonetheless a Byzantine cultural assimilation of any kind.
Nominally present-day Macedonia was under the Bulgarian empire, but in fact it probably
remained independent and under its own nobility for the entire period. See J. V. A. Fine, The
Early Medieval Balkan — A Critical Survey from the Sixth to the Late Twelfth Century, Uni-
versity of Michigan Press, 1991, 188-189.
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remained simply indigenous only to his territory. And it is exactly his territory,
i.e. his omphalos of power, Prespa and Ohrid (Fig. 5 and 6) which palpably at-
test of his individual and peculiar imperial footprint and hegemony.

From the very beginning the scientific scrutiny realized that Samuel's
state was not a mere sequel of the Bulgarian empire. It might have followed
some of its traditions as identified by the scholars, especially in the elitist
Bulgarian imperial legacy33, but it clearly was something new, a novel political
core, a western center of power, far from the Old Bulgarian capitals and close
to the trading routes between the Adriatic and Aegean seas. Furthermore, the
Slavic hallmark of Samuel's empire has been rightly identified and pointed in
each historical analysis of his bequest and one might even say that Samuel can
be regarded as the architect of the Slavic stately (and in some way ethnical) con-

33 On this occasion we would like to point that we are not overseeing the fact that
Jovan Vladislav decided to call himself Bulgar by origin in the famous inscription from
Bitola, but we must also not forget of the elitist aspirations toward what was left in the “full
house” of the Byzantine oikumene. C. [Tupusarpuh, Camyurosa opacaea obum u kapaxmep,
Beorpan, 1997, 67.
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Fig. 9 St. Nicholas at Psaca, Commissioners‘ composition, khtetors* family (south wall of
the narthex)

Cn. 9 Lipksa CB. Hukone y INcaun, Krutopcka KOMITO3HIHja, TTOPOAMIIA KTHUTOPA (jyXKHH
307 IPHIIpaTe)

sciousness, substantiating it into a politically-administrative form. One question
nevertheless remains open. Namely, thinking back of his persona, fearless and
zealous in his warfare against the Byzantine Empire, one logically wonders
whether or not Samuel ever thought of gaining recognition of his crown from
Constantinople. The scientific intuition has already advanced the possibility of
a ten years' treaty between Basil II and Samuel34. In this regard the truce might
have also included an endorsement of a kind, a warranty of which is not to be
found in the sources, thus leaving the medieval marvel of Samuel open and
intriguing for scholarly debate.

In the end of this brief panorama of Samuel the Kometopoulos we would
like to point to a recent find from the medieval fortress of Skopsko Kale - a bone
bust of a medieval ruler (Fig. 7). Some would say that it might be a Zatrikion35
piece. It seems that this exceptional figurine wears a closed imperial crown -
kamelaukion, with prependulia hanging beside the sides of the face, plastically
marked with engraved lines. The vigor and individualism of the representation
are stunning. This object “portraits” an elderly man, a ruler equal in insignia

34 For a detailed overview of this logical conclusion for the truce 1005-1014, see P.
Stephenson, The Legend of Basil the Bulgar-Stayer, Cambridge University Press, 2003.

35 Byzantine chess set piece.
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Fig. 10 St. Nicholas at Psa¢a, Commissioners‘ composition, ktetors‘ family (south wall of
the narthex)

Ci. 10 Lipksa CB. Hukone y ITcaun, KTutopcka KOMIIO3HUIHja, TOPOHIA KTUTOPA (JyKHU
3U71 TIPUIIPaTe)

to the Byzantine emperor himself, and it is said that se might be Samuel36.
The holes in the bone bust were probably incised with some kind of precious
stones or gems, thus emphasizing the imperial regalia. In this respect, even the
miniature depicting the Death of Samuel in the Manasses Chronicle (Fig. 8)
represents the tsar in 7zangia - red boots, an imperial prerogative par excel-
lence37. And finally, what more could we say of this magnitude of man except
that the challenge remains open for those who wish to search for Samuel's in-
timate national feeling, although it seems reasonable to conclude that he will
always be more or less multi-ethnical, depending on the analysis-estimate. And

36 For the medieval events in the Fortress in Skopje see C. [lupusarpuh, Camyunosa
opoicasa obum u kapaxkmep, beorpan, 1997, 57 ; J. V. A. Fine, The Early Medieval Balkan —
A Critical Survey from the Sixth to the Late Twelfth Century, University of Michigan Press,
1991, 190; D. Mitrevski, Skopje Fortress, Skopje, 2015, 23-27.

37 0. Zorova, “Body” and “Costume” in Byzantine Imperial Ideology — Social,
Aesthetic and Magical Aspects, in TpaqunuoHagHA eCTETCKa KyITypa — Teno u oneBame,
Hum, Hentap 3a nayuna ucrpaxkuBama CAHY u Yausepsutera y Hum, 2009, 95-112, 108;
The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium, 7Tzangion, ed. by A. Kazhdan and A. Talbot, New
York — Oxford, Oxford University Press, 1991, 2135; XK, darpon, Lap u npeoceewimenux —
Cmyouja o Buzanmujcxom ,,ye3aponanusmy *, beorpan, CLIO, 2001, 183.
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Fig. 11 St. Nicholas at Psaca, Commissioners‘ composition, the Royalty (north wall of the
narthex)

Cax. 11 Lpksa Cs. Huxone y Ilcaun, Ktutopcka koMmo3umnuja, mpeacTasa apa Ypoua u
Kpasba BykamuHa (ceBepHU 3H[ IPUIIPATE)

it seems justified to accept him as such, since he was loyal to himself, to his
dominion of power, to his ambition and to his dream to establish an empire west
of Byzantium, the reverence of which left deep marks in the memory of many
historical figures to follow his aspirations in the medieval Balkan turmoil of
events, in their pursuit of legacy for power.
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Fig. 12 St. Nicholas at Psac¢a, Commissioners‘ composition, the Royalty (north wall of the
narthex)

Ca. 12 Lpxksa CB. Hukone y ITcaun, Ktutopcka kommo3uiyja, pecrasa napa Ypoua u
Kpasba BykamHa (ceBepHHM 317 IIpUInpare)

In the universe of art history, the first pending issue that comes to mind
is the idea that the khtetorial arrangement in the church of Saint Nicholas at
Psaca should be chronologicaly re-examined38 (Fig. 9). Namely, due to the li-
mited spatial capacity of the narthex where the commissioners‘ composition
was located, it was divided into two parts, one of which, depicting the donors*
family, was represented on the surface of the southern wall (Fig.10), the other —
containing the royalty, was pictured on the opposite, northern wall3® (Fig. 11).
According to the joint portraits of Emperor Uro§ and King Vukasin, the chro-
nological reference of the khtetorial ensemble in the period between the years
1365 and 1371 seems highly plausible40. However, some scholars have pro-

38 3. Paconkocka-Hukonoscka, Hemopuckume nopmpemu 6o Ilcaua u epememo na
HugHomo Hacmanysarse, CpeTHOBEKOBHaTa yMeTHOCT Bo Makenonuja, Cxomje 2004, 245-
263.

39 . M. Bophesuh, 3uono ciuxapcmeo cpncke eénacmene y ooba Hemaruha,
Beorpan 1993, 172-173.

40 F. Kéampfer, Die Stiftungkomposition der Nikolauskirche in Psaca — Reichentheo-
retische Beschreibung eines politischen Bieldes, Zeirschrift fiir Balkanologie X, 2, Miin-
chen 1974, 47-56; B. J. Bypuh, Buzanmujcke ¢pecke y Jyeocrasuju, beorpan 1974, 75;
W. M. Bophesuh, 3udno cruxapcmeo cpncke énacmene y dova Hemaruha, p. 172; S. Ko-
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blematized this dating saying that the figure of King Vukasin was painted over
an older depiction, covered by a new layer of plaster with a sole intention of
being a visual replacement of a no longer significant social character, represen-
ted within the politically influential commissioners‘ scene4l. According to the
scholars who gave the identity to this idea, the individual that has been so cru-
dely abandoned from the picture is the former Empress Jelena, the wife of late
Emperor Dusan and mother of current Emperor Uros, represented as a nun42. In
other words, the original characters depicted in the commissioners‘ compositi-
on were Uros and Jelena pictured around 1358, while in 1365, VukaSin, being
enthroned a King, was painted as Jelena’s political and visual substitute. In that
regard, we have to ask ourselves several questions:

* First of all, how could Jelisaveta the nun be depicted standing on a
purple cusion, a peace of formal equpment usually reserved only for the politi-
cally active representatives of the state;

* Second of all, what is a nun, no mather how respected and influential,
doing in an official khtetorial ensemble encompassing the actual ruler of the
Empire;

* Third of all, if Vukasin has replaced the older image of Jelena who, in
the original picture was standing next to Uros, how is it possible that his elbo is
depicted over the one of Vukasin (Fig. 12);

* Fourth of all, if VukaS$in’s image is an overpainted picture done aproxi-
mately a decade later than the original one, why the painterly fatures, the sty-
listic approach, as well as the aesthetic features of the two images are, by all
means, identical.

* Fifth of all, how could the commissioner who, judging from the histori-
cal sources, has been entiteld sebastocrator by Emperor Uro$, has the image of
his sovereign’s mother so crudely eliminated from the picture; and last, but not
least

» Was it possible for a noble and honorable donor of a medieval social
essence to act according to the principle of daily politics and suck up to the new
authorities, as would a contemporary Balkan polititian do in order to maintain
tiny privileges and/or expendable goods.

Of course, a simple probe on the location of King’s Vuka$in image would
eventually solve the case; how long should we wait for that procedure, is up to
the higher authorities. We are patient and eager to see the consequences of some
more indepth analysis, therefore and highly expectant, we are going nowhere
any time soon; hopefully Emperor Uro$ and King Vukasin are going to follow
our lead.

runovski, E. Dimitrova, Macedonia. L arte medievale dal IX al XV secolo, Milano 2006,
199; E. Dimitrova, The Portal to Heaven. Reaching the Gates of Immortality, Ni§ & Byzan-
tium fifth symposium, Collection of scientific works V, Ni§ 2007, 377-378; E. lumurposa,
C. Kopynoscku, C. I'pannakoscka, Cpeonosexosna Maxeoonuja. Kynmypa u ymemnocm,
Maxkenonuja. MuneHHyMCKH KyITypHO-UcTOpuckH dakth, Cromje 2013, 1754.

41 3, Paconkocka-Hukonoscka, Hcmopuckume nopmpemu 6o Ilcaua u epememo na
HUBHOMO HacmaHysare, 261-263.

42 Jbidem, 261.
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Enuzabema /lumumposa, Opxuoeja 3oposa
(Yuusepsurer CB. hupuina u Meronuja, MunuctapcTBo Kyirype, CKoIbe)

MMAPAJIEJTHY YHUBEP3YMU MAKEJIOHCKOI" KYJITYPHOI' MYJITUBEP3YMA

V caBpeMEHHM XYMaHHCTHYKUM JHCLUILIMHAMA I[IOCTOjE Pa3IMYMTE TEOpHje Koje
ce MehycoOHO cympoTcTaBibajy jauuMm WIH CIa0MjUM apryMeHTHMA, Ca 3ajeAHHYKHM
nubeM — nohu 10 ucTrHe Ha Owito koju Moryhu HauuH. To je, meljyTum, yecto Hemoryhe
300r Pa3IMYUTHX METOMOJOLIKMX HAYMHA Y HCTPAKHMBAaKbY NMPOOIEMATHYHUX OAPEIHMIIA
Kako y HCTOpPHjU, TAKO U y CPOAHHMM MCUMIUIMHAMA, Kao IUTO Cy apXxeoyiordja W/win
UcTOpHja yMETHOCTH. MMak, HUXOBO KOHAYHO PEIICHEe MOIIO OH yTHLATH M HAa LIUPH
CIIEKTap Hay4HUX MpoOieMa y OKBHPY MOJEPHE XyMaHHUCTHKE, TAKO 1a CMO Y OBOM UJIQHKY
MOKyLIaje Jia yKa)KEeMO Ha HeKe Of] IbUX. Y JIOMEHY apXeoJIOTHje TO je MUTAke O JOKALMjU
apXMENNCKOIICKOT IIeHTpa Kojer je map Jycrunujan 1 y npBoj monoBuHu VI ocHOBao mox
nmeHoM JyctuHujana [IpuMa. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY, y3€BIIN Y 003Hp MOAATKE U3 UCTOPH]jCKUX
nsBopa (IIpoxonuje uz Llezapeje), kao roa u Hajlaze ca ApXEONOIIKHUX HCTPAKNBAHA HEKOIUKO
nokayireTa Ha noapy4jy Makenonuje u Cpouje (Llapnuun I'pax, Taop uci.), cmatpamo na
HUje HEOIXOIHO JIa C€ MECTO polerba apa JycTHHHjaHa ITOKIIama ca JIOKalljoM HETOBE HOBE
apXMENUCKOIIHje, T. j. 1a je OH Mok a poleH y AaHalmeM ceiny Taop y Makenonuju, a jia je
ocHOBao Jyctunujany IIpBy Ha MO3UIHMjH CaBPEMEHOT apXeOJNOLIKOT JoKanuTera Iapudns
I'paxn. Y cdepu ucropuje KOHTpaBEP3HO MHUTAE j€ HenompeOHo MUCTU(UKOBARE BIaJapCKe
tutyne napa CaMywmia, Kojer, HEKH CaBPEMEHHM MCTOpHYapu (T.j. BHIIE HBHX) CMarpajy
OyrapckuM CyBEpeHOM — CHHTarMa Koja y OHOBPEMEHHM HCTOPHjCKAM H3BOPHMa YOIIIITE
HE TOCTOjH, TE je, IpeMa HaMa, polieMaTHyHa in essentia et ratione. Y HCTPaXKUBAYKOM
YHHBEpP3yMy HCTOpHje YMETHOCTH, ca Apyre CTpaHe, CMarpaMo Jia je HeNoTPeOHO MEeHaTH
Beh ycrocraBibeHe XpOHOINOIIKE pedepeHie onpeljeHnX CiuKaHuX aHcambia jeAWHO Ha
OCHOBY JAMCKYTaOWJIHMX MNPETIOCTaBKH, KAa0 IITO j€ MOKyIIaj MpedaToBama KTHTOPCKE
KOMITo3uIMje (T.j. menor ciaukaHor ¢pecko apamkmana) y upksu Ceetor Hukone y Ilcaun,
YHjU jé UKOHOTPA()CKHU M BU3YEIHM KOHIIENIT y KOHTEKC MCTOPHjCKO-TIOIMTHYKHX Joralhaja
y BpeMe IOCJe CMPTH CpIICKOr Lapa JlyliaHa cacBUM jacaH, HEJIBOCMHUCIICH M HAIJIAIICHO
npereHuro3aH. Jluckycuja y Besu Jycrunujane IIpume U mbeHe jou nperusHo HeyTBpheHe
nokanuje, nebara BesaHa y3 napa Camymnia i BeroBe eTHO-MOJIUTHYKU HEpelleHe BIalapcKe
THTYJIE, Ka0 M IOKYIIaju Ja Ce MOPTPETH CPEAHOBEKOBHHX MoOHapxa y Ilcaum Buzpe y
JpyradyijeM HCTOPHjCKOM CBETIY HHCY jeIMHU HEPEIICHU NPOOJIeMH Y XyMaHHUCTHYKHM
JMCUUIUIMHAMA, alli Cy CBaKaKo MHCIHMPATHBHH 3a Jajba HCTPAXKHBamba, pasMarpama H
Bepu(UKOBa®bA.



