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FORTIFY THE CITY
AND CREATE A CITY FROM THE FORTRESS:
SOME MEDIEVAL EXAMPLES (XIV-XV CENTURIES)

Abstract: An analysis of original medieval material at the level of historiographical
examination sheds light, in general, on what the Serbian medieval city represented
compared to other urban medieval forms, both synchronously and diachronically.
Written source material of different provenance has been used. In the case of Belgrade,
the data from the Life of Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢ were analysed. In the case of
Smederevo, the basis was epigraphic material, and in the case of Pristina, a copy of the
inscription from the Pristina fortification, preserved in a manuscript that is kept today
in the Saint Panteleimon monastery. A particular focus was placed on the fortress of
Novi in Boka, which herzog Stefan Vukci¢-Kosaca transformed into an urban settlement.

Keywords: city, fortress, fortify, build, economy, trade, craftsmanship, Middle Ages,
Serbia.

The fortification and economic strengthening of urban settlements were important
processes in the development of all towns, which went through them in different ways.
The importance of an urban settlement was not corelated to the existence of
fortifications. Numerous urban settlements in the continental part of the Serbian lands
were not fortified, but experienced vibrant economic growth. Some of these
developed in the immediate vicinity of fortresses, while a part of prominent towns
were fortified. The Serbian medieval state reached the pinnacle of urbanisation
processes in the first half of the 15* century. Different types of towns and cities
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emerged and co-existed in its territory — old Byzantine cities, mining urban settlements,
capital cities, fortifications with suburbs and, market places. Each urban settlement
was a separate entity where economic, social and political functions were developing.!

An analysis of original medieval material at the level of historiographical
examination sheds light, among other, on what the Serbian medieval city. This paper
will attempt to answer how medieval writers described it.

When it comes to the city in the Serbian medieval state from the aspect of our
topic, there is no written source material that could, for instance, be compared to
the description of Dubrovnik by Philippus de Diversis.? The written source material is
of different provenance.

Medieval legal documents provide important material for some aspects of urban
life. Under Article 127 of Dusan’s Code, the inhabitants of the town and its Zupa had
the obligation to rebuild the city and the tower.? Villages granted to monasteries were
often exempted from the obligation of city-building.* There were also exceptions. In
the charter of Despot Stefan Lazarevic, it was clearly emphasised that the villages
belonging to the Monastery of Great Lavra of St Athanasius on Mount Athos were
not released from the obligation to build Belgrade.®

1 Bnageta Netposuh, “I'pagcka Hacesba y aoba npsmx Hemarsuha®, y: CmegOaH MpeoseH4aHu
u He2060 0oba, beorpapg, 2020, 411-427. Bnageta Netposuh, fropgaHa Maspuh, “Lpkse y
CPNCKMM CpeaHOBEKOBHMM yTBphHerMma 1 rpaackum Hacesbmma (XII-XV Bek): nsabpaHu
npumepn”, Mcmopujcku yaconuc 71 (2022) 35-62, 37.

Considering the historical, natural, and geographical conditions, the most important

settlements in the area of the medieval Serbian state can be classified into three groups.

The first group consists of the old urban centers in the fertile valleys of the Morava-Vardar

Valley, Kosovo and Metohija, through which the most important roads in the Peninsula

passed. The second group includes the settlements created in the immediate vicinity of the

large mining areas and the roads leading to them, while the third group consists of cities on
the Adriatic coast and in its immediate hinterland.

In his Descriptio of Dubrovnik, Philippus de Diversis pointed out many things concerning

every medieval city: the city should be built in a place suitable for trade and for people’s

health; where there is plenty of water, where the climate is good and mild; the city should
be fortified with thick walls with large towers and everything else that is necessary for the
fortification of the city and the safety of citizens. See Filip de Diversis, Opis slavnog grada

Dubrovnika, ca natTuHckor npeseo MBaH Boxwuh, Dubrovnik 1973, 15-20.

3 Hukona Pagojunh, 3akoHuk yapa Cmegpara Aywaxa 1349. u 1354., beorpag 1960, 67, 124.
AnekcaHpgap Conosjes, 3aKkoHUK yapa Cmegara Aywara 1349. u 1354. 200uHe, beorpap,
1980, 280-281. [lywaHos 3aKoHUK, npupeano hophe bybano, Beorpag 2010, 100, 196.

On the meaning of the word tower in medieval Cyrillic sources and in this article of Dusan’s
Code, see Jovanka Kali¢, “Was verstand man in den mittelalterlichen serbischen stadten
unter ‘Kula‘“, Balcanoslavica 7 (1978) 15-24, 18.

4 0n the obligation of city-building, see Mapko LWywua, [pado3udaHuje, in: JIEKCKUKOH cprickoz
cpedrez seka, npupeamnn Cuma hupkosuh n Page Muxasmuumh, Beorpag 1999, 125-126.
Bnapeta Metposuh, “Tpag y hupunackoj aunnomatuykoj rpahu”, in: YpbaHusayuja y
ucmoy4Hoj u jyzoucmoyHoj Eeponu, beorpag — Huxkru Hosropog 2019, 140-143.

°> AnekcaHaap MnageHosuh, Mosesve u nucma decnoma CmegpaHa, beorpag 2007, 260, 262, 264.

[N}
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The source material of another genre type offers possibilities for different
interpretations or is often fragmentary. Hagiographies most often contain only brief
notes that the ruler has built a city. Constantine the Philosopher writes that Prince
Lazar has built many fortifications and mentions the construction of Krusevac by
name. The emphasis is on the construction of fortifications, including the construction
of the Lazarica church.® In his idealised description of Serbia, this excellent writer
points out that the country was protected: it is surrounded by too high mountains
(and) such cities as can be found in small numbers in many countries. They are
remarkable for their high towers and fortifications, and (are supplied with) water that
is called the joy of the cities.” Constantine the Philosopher also left a valuable
description of the reconstruction of medieval Belgrade during the reign of Despot
Stefan Lazarevié¢, which is an exceptional source for understanding how the medieval
man understood the city, i.e. what a settlement had to have in order to be considered
a city. Analysing his data, we must always keep in mind the topoi of hagiographic
literature. While describing the remodelling of Belgrade, the author speaks of the
construction of the “seven-summit city”.® In addition to fortifying the city, Despot
Stefan Lazarevi¢ issued a charter for Belgrade in order to spur its economic
development. The charter has not been preserved, and information about its content
is given by Constantine the Philosopher in chapters 38 and 51 of the Life of Stefan
Lazarevic, the Serbian Despot. Pursuant to the charter, the city residents were granted
privileges such as personal freedom, freedom of movement, exemption from hard
labour, the right to free trade in the country with the exemption from customs duties,
and the right to international trade in Hungary and neighbouring countries. Along
with these measures, he encouraged that the richest people from other cities settle
in Belgrade.® Based on archaeological research, the spatial division of Belgrade during
the time of Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢ implied the division into the castrum (Upper
Town) and civitac (Lower Town) — the fortified part of the urban settlement. A
significant part of the settlement was outside the fortification. The suburbs developed
along the road that led from the Eastern Gates of the city to today’s Cara Dusana
Street, where the medieval square was most likely located. The suburbs spread
towards the west (the area of the present-day Cathedral Church on the Sava slope).°

6 KoHcTauTuH ®unosod, Kusom decnoma CmegpaHa Jlazapesuha, npesos v HanomeHe
lopaaHa JosaHosuh, Beorpag, 2009, 33.

7 |bidem, 21.

8 lbidem, 57-59. For an analysis of the source value of Constantine’s description of Belgrade,
see: JoBaHKa Kanuh, “HoBa casHarba 0 npolunocti beorpaga”, Mcmopujcku enacHuk 1 (1971)
53-66. eadem, “Onuc beorpaga y XV Beky”, 360pHuKk ®unozogckoe pakynmema 12/1
(Beorpag, 1974) 443-453. Mapwuja bajanosuh — Xayu-MNewwnh, “YHyTpawre yTBpherse
6eorpagackor rpaga, V“, foouwrak epada beozpada 44 (1997) 67-88, 68—74.

° JosaHKa Kanuh, “Beorpaacka nosesba gecnota CredpaHa Jlasapesnha“, in: Cpedr08eKkoeHO
npaso y Cpba y oenedany ucmopujckux uzeopa, beorpag 2009, 189-197, 195.

10 For more details on the spatial division of Belgrade, see Mapko Monosuh, 6eoepadcka
mephasa, beorpag, 2006, 117-121.
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Numerous urban settlements in the medieval Serbian lands sprang up in the wave
of urbanisation, which was conditioned by the development of trade. These
settlements were created at the foot of fortresses, at road intersections, near caravan
stations or at the places of occasional fairs.* At the foot of certain fortresses, suburbs
were formed where merchants and artisans lived. Over time, places around the
fortress could grow into larger urban settlements. That process often did not leave
numerous written testimonies. With the intensification of construction activity in the
mid-14* century, fundamental changes in the design of the medieval city also took
place. Wider or narrower suburbs, with residential houses and other public buildings,
developed around larger fortresses, which were defended by garrisons. Fortifications
were no longer built only in inaccessible locations, but also in suitable places in the
plains, near rivers and road communications, where a civilian settlement could also
be located.? Some of them later ceased to exist and some developed into well-known
cities, depending on whether they retained their former economic importance after
the collapse of the Serbian state. As they changed their appearance over time, it is
today difficult to say what Serbian medieval cities looked like. The dilapidated houses
where the medieval people lived disappeared, and only fortresses remained.

It is assumed that Smederevo was an open urban settlement without ramparts.
Sdpeviépopog, is mentioned in the charter of Byzantine Emperor Basil Il in 1019. It
belonged to the Branicevo bishop.}* Smederevo is also mentioned in the Ravanica
monastery charter of Prince Lazar.'® The people of Dubrovnik appeared in Smederevo
as early as 1408.1% The construction of the Smederevo ramparts left no traces in
written medieval sources, as is the case with Belgrade. One epigraphic source
testifying to the construction of the fortress has been preserved. According to the

11 For more details on unfortified urban settlements, see bosxkuaap 3apkosuh, Tpeosu u
ypbaHusayuja Cpbuje y cpedrem seky, KocoBcka Mutposuua 2017. Bnageta MeTtposuh,
loppaHa Maspuh, “LpKBa Kao ornegano ypbaHor npoctopa. CBeTo 1 npodaHo Hacnehe
cpeatboBeKOBHOr TprosuwTta®“, in: bozocsrosemwe u OyxosHU xcusom Kapnosayke
mumpononuje y oksupy 800 e00uHa aymokedgasiHe Cpricke npasocsasHe ypkee, beorpag —
Hoswu Capg 2019, 189-209.

12 MBaH 3apaskosuh, “MocTaHak M pasBUTaK HaLIMX CPeAHOBEKOBHUX BapoLIN-rpaaosa”,
Pawka 6awmuna 2 (1980) 179-187, 179; NropaaHa Cumuh, ZIoH#OH Kysne y popmugpukayuju
cpedr08eKo8HUX epadosa, beorpag 2010, 84.

13 Momumno Cnpemuh, ecnom Bypah bpaHkosuh u e2ogo 0oba, Beorpag 1994, 720.

14 Heinrich Gelzer, “Ungerdruckte und wenig bekannte Bistiimerverzeichnisse der orientalischen
Kirche”, Byzantinische Zeitschrift 2 (1893) 22—-72, 43. See also CtojaH Hosakosuh, “Oxpuacka
apxuenucKkonuja y noyetky XI Beka“, nac Cpncke kpaswescke akademuje 76 (1908) 1-62,
37-38. Cuma hupkosuh, “CmeaepeBo — NpecToHuLa cpricke gecnotosuHe”, in: Ocs106ohere
epadoea 00 Typaka 1862-1867, beorpag 1970, 61-69.

15 AnekcaHaap MnageHoswh, lMosesve kHe3a /lazapa, beorpag 2003, 54, 62, 83,94, 101, 113, 120.

16 Muxauno Aunuh, Ipaha 3a ucmopujy beoepada Il, beorpaa 1958, 13—-14. About the
Dubrovnik settlement in Smederevo see [lecaHka Kosauyesuh, “ybpoBayka HaceobuHa y
CmepepeBy y goba LecnotoBuHe”, in: Ocnobohere epadosa 00 Typaka 1862-1867,
beorpag 1970, 103-120.
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inscription on the southern wall of the Cross Tower, the fortification was built
between 1428 and 1430: In Christ God, pious Despot Burad Brankovic, the lord of
Serbia and the Littoral of Zeta. By his order, this city was built in the year 6938 (1430).Y
Ottoman chronicler Orug notes that the fortress in Smederevo was built by burad
Brankovic secretly from Sultan Murat Il. According to an older, Oxford manuscript, this
took place in the Hijri year of 831 (22 October 1427 — 10 October 1428), and according
to a younger, Cambridge manuscript it happened in the Hijri year of 838 (7 August
1434 —26 July 1435).1® Most researchers believe that it was not possible to build such
a large fortification in such a short time. Durad Boskovi¢ argued that the inscription
on the Despot’s tower refers only to the construction of the Small Town, and that the
other parts of the town were built at a later time.® Also, most researchers believe that
there were several phases in the construction of Smederevo: the first phase concerns
the construction of the Small Town, the second pertains to the construction of the
Great Town, and the third — to the addition of polygonal towers by the Ottomans.?°
However, Aleksandar Deroko pointed out, “in terms of the general arrangement and
equipment of the walls and towers, the city was conceived as a fortification set up for
combat only with cold weapons and stone-throwing devices.”?* All the towers in the
Small Town, with the exception of the donjon, were completely open to the town
yard. The towers of the Great Town and of the Small Town were subsequently arched
over by a brick arch. In this way, the platforms on the highest floor were set up.
Aleksandar Deroko believes that these platforms were built to mount lighter cannons
in the period between 1453 and 1456.2?

There are sources that contain arguments for drawing different conclusions. A
note from Asikpasazade’s chronicle testifies to the existence of the Smederevo
fortress in the late 14" century. Asikpasazade states that after Olivera married Sultan
Bayezid I, the Sultan returned the Smederevo and Golubac fortresses to Stefan
Lazarevi¢ at her persuasion. Based on this information, Nedim Filipovi¢ concluded

17 Mnahan LUyrak, Cmedepescka mephasa: Hosuja ucmpaxcusarsa, Cmeaepeso 20112, 26-27.

18 Heaum duannosuh, “Hekonmke busbelike oko Cmeaepesa”, in: Oci06o0herse epadosa 00
Typaka 1862-1867, beorpag 1970, 122-123.

19 Hyphe bowkoswuh, ,,CnomeHnLa NeTcToroanL kbMLE CMeaepeBCcKor rpaga‘”, CmapuHap 8-9
(1933-1944) 326-329, 327-328.

20 AnekcaHgap Lepoko, “Cmeaepescku rpag”, CmapuHap 2 (1951) 59-98, 64—65. MnahaH
Lytbak, “Mpurnosm no3HaBakby CPMCKe CpeaHOBEKOBHE MaTepujanHe KynType”, Caonwmerba
Penyb6auykoe 308004 3a 3awmumy criomeHuKa Kyamype 18 (1986) 229-238, 229. Idem,
Cmedepescka mephasa: Hosuja ucmpaxusara, 59-79. Mapko Nonosuh, Cmedepescku
2paod, beorpapg 2013, 55-73.

LA, flepoko, “Cmesepescku rpag”, 59-79, 66.

2 A, lepoko, “Cmeaepescku rpaa”, 59-98, 66-67. Mladan Cunjak and Dejan Radovanovic¢
believe that Despot Burad Brankovié, after the first fall of the Despotate, began to build
cannon holes in front of the entrance to the Small Town and cannon platforms on the towers.
See MnahaH Lyrak, [lejaH PaposaHosuh, “CmesepeBcka TBphaBa, pe3yataTv UCTParKMBakba
Ha Kyam 10y 1984.“, MacHuk Apywmea KoH3epsamopa Cpbuje 19 (1995) 116—-118. In detail
with older literature M. Llywak, Cmedepescka mephasa: Hosuja ucmpaxusarsa, 49-78.
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“...that in the area where today’s Smederevo fortress is located, there was some, by
all means a smaller, fortified stronghold.”? According to two Bulgarian scientists, a
cartographic source also testifies that the Smederevo fortress existed in the late 14"
century. It is a map of a part of the Balkan Peninsula by an anonymous author.?* The
cities are shown in the form of vignettes, and most of them have a flag. The flags have
across, a crescent or there is no symbol. Of the 66 cities mapped, the flags of 14 cities
have a cross and 26 a crescent moon, while the rest are either without a flag or
without a mark. The fortress of Smederevo (Smedrico) is marked in the map.?®> The
dating of the map is still disputable.?® The fact that the Smederevo fortress is in the
map served Milica Nikoli¢ to conclude that the map could have been created after
1430 and before 1453.%7

There was also the practice to protect cities better by subsequently building a
fortress. In case of danger, the inhabitants took shelter in nearby fortresses. The

3 H, dunnnosuh, “Hekonuke busbelike oko Cmegepesa”, 121-142, 122. The information that
Golubac was in the Ottoman hands is correct. After the Battle of Kosovo, Golubac fell under
Turkish rule and was unsuccessfully besieged by the Hungarian army in 1399. See BesbaH
Tpnkosuh, “Typcko—yrapcku cykobu go 1402.“, Ucmopujcku enacHuk 1-2 (1959) 93-121,
118-119. Cuma hupkosuh, lonybay y cpedrem seky, Moxapesay, 1968, 10-11.

2 The map is kept in the National Library in Paris: Codex Latinus 7239 on pages 113v and 114r.
See Veselin Besevliev, “Eine Militarkarte der Balkanhalbinsel aus den letzten Jahren des 14.
Jahrhunderts”, baskaHcko eaukosHaHue VII/2 (Coduja 1963) 39-48, 39. Munuua Hukonuh,
“PeHecaHca MTonomejese reorpadwuje”, in: Monumenta cartographica Jugoslaviae I,
Beorpag 1979, 67-90, 81.

%5 M. Hukonuh, PeHecaHca Tmosiomejese 2eozpadgpuje, 81-83.

% Veselin Besevliev dates the map to the period between 1394 and 1396, based on the
information that the flag over Vidin contained a cross — which testifies that the city was still
in Bulgarian hands; see V. Besevliev, “Eine Militarkarte der Balkanhalbinsel aus den letzten
Jahren des 14. Jahrhunderts”, 48. Franz Babinger believes that the map was made between
1452 and March 1453 because he considers an unnamed fortification to be Rumelihisari;
see Franz Babinger, “An Italian Map of the Balkans, presumably owned by Mehmed I, the
Conqueror (1452-1453)“, Imago Mundi VIII (1951) 8-15. Florio Banfi disagrees with
Babinger’s dating. He believes that this fortress existed even before Rumelihisari and that it
was drawn by Buondelmonti in his map from 1422. Banfi dates the map to October 1443
and believes that the map was made by Paolo Santini in Hungary for King Vladislav before
his attack on the Turks; see Florio Banfi, “Two Italian maps of the Balkan Peninsula”, Imago
Mundi X1 (1954) 17-24. Peter Koledarov dates the map to the period between 1388 and the
fall of the Tarnovo Empire in 1393, based on the flag over Archer; see MNetTbp Koneaapos,
“Btopata 6barapcka Abpikasa B CTpaHMTe KapTu oT Bek”, Bekose 4 (1973) 22-26, 26.

27 M. Hukonuh, “PenecaHca MNTonomejese reorpaduje”, 83. Also see Slobodan Curci¢, “Visible
and invisible aspects of building the fortified palace of Smederevo and its historical
significance”, 36opHuk padosa BuzaHmonowkoz uHcmumyma 50/2 (2013) 835-851, 838.
The arguments of Bulgarian scientist Veselin BeSevliev (see note 23) seem quite strong to us,
and we should not lightly dismiss the possibility that Smederevo was fortified earlier. In
addition, the Asikpasazade chronicle mentions the Smederevo fortress in the last decade of
the 14 century.
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inhabitants of Srebrenica took shelter in the subsequently built Srebrenik. The same
happened with the Olovac fortress near Olovo, while the inhabitants of Fojnica took
refuge in the Kozograd fortress.?® A similar case happened near Pristina. Pristina was
a largely unfortified urban settlement. Emperor John Kantakouzenos considers
Pristina an unfortified village. It contained the court of Emperor Dusan.?® With the
development of mining production from the nearby mines near Novi Brdo, Janjevo
and Trepca, and being on an important busy road, Pristina developed over time into
a significant economic centre, with flourishing trade and crafts. Silver and gold from
nearby mines were traded in this market place.®® It has been established with
certainty that there were eleven specialised crafts in Pristina. In the early Ottoman
period, three mahallas were named after crafts: Pojasar, Stitar and Lukar.3! One
interesting source about the construction of the fortress in this urban settlement has
been preserved. It was probably a copy of the inscription from the Pristina
fortification, preserved in a manuscript that is kept today in the Saint Panteleimon
monastery.®2 Pious master Vuk Stepan, the son of pious sebastokrator Branko, built a
beautiful city (i.e. fortress) in the place of Pristina. In this charter, Vuk Brankovic clearly
states the reasons for the construction of the fortress: Turkish attacks on the Christian
race.® Earlier historiography had no information on any medieval fortification in

28 [lecaHka Kosauesuh—Kojuh, Mpadcka Hacesva cpedrbosjekosHe 6ocaHcke dpxcase, Capajeso
1978, 261.

2% BuzaHmujcku uzeopu 3a ucmopujy Hapoda Jyzocnasuje VI, npesos n KomeHTapu Cuma
Fupkosuh n boxknaap ®epjaHunh, beorpag 1986, 387.

30 Customs duties were collected in the markets and they were the main trade income. They
represented a tenth of the value of the sold goods and, after the income from the duties of
the dependent population, they were the most important source of income for the ruler. It
is therefore no wonder that Serbian rulers paid full attention to trade, its development and
regulation, and customs. The customs system and method of customs revenue collection in
medieval Serbia were finally established by the late 13t century and basically remained as
such until the fall under Turkish rule. Customs duties were not collected at the border, but
in the markets where the goods were sold, and only on the goods sold. If the merchant had
any goods left, he could go to another market where the procedure was repeated. Customs
duties were paid on all goods in the last market in case the merchant wanted to go to other
countries. See AHgpuja BecennHosuh, “LiapuHckn cuctem y Cpbuju y goba [lecnotosmHe”,
Ucmopujcku enacHuk 1-2 (1984) 10-16, 7-38.

31 For more details about Pristina in the Middle Ages: [lecaHka Kosauesnh—Kojuh, “MpuwtnHa
y cpeatbem Bujery,” in: Mpadcku wusom y Cpbuju u bocHu (XIV u XV sujek), Beorpag 2007,
57-91.

32 See AHaTonit Apkaabesuy Typunos, “MociegHuit otronocok naemn ‘Llapcrsa Cep6os u
Ipekos’ (Mpago3aaHHan Hagnuc Byka bpaHkosuya 1378-1379. Ir.)“, in: UccaedosaHus no
crnasAHcKomy u cepbckomy cpedHesekosbio, beorpag 2014, 519-538, 527-528.

33 AHatonit Apkagbesny Typunos, “lMocnegHuin otronocok naeu ‘Llapcrea Cep6os u Mpekos’
(Tpapo3pmaHHaa Hagnuc Byka BpaHkosuua 1378-1379. rr.)“, in: UccnedosaHus no
crasAHcKomy u cepbckomy cpedHesekosbio, beorpag 2014, 519-538, 532-533.
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Pristina, and no attempt was made to ubicate it.3* Among the Serbian population in
the 19% century, there was a legend that the remains of the courts of King Milutin
were located in the very heart of the city.* Since Vuk Brankovi¢’s inscription mentions
a metropolitanate in the city, it can serve as a good guideline for ubication. The
Christian mahalla Mitropolit was recorded in Ottoman censuses from 1487 until the
reign of Sultan Selim. The Pirinaz mosque was built with the material of the old
metropolitanate.3® Moreover, when it comes to Pristina from the time of Vuk
Brankovi¢, after the collapse of the Serbian Empire, the regional lords built their
residences in urban settlements. The main residence of Prince Lazar became
KruSevac, a fortified town, a military and state centre and a fortified feudal court.?”
The following generations of Serbian rulers were also drawn to urban centres.
Belgrade and Smederevo were being built, becoming political, economic and cultural
centres. They contained the rulers’ courts where the ruler resided and where central
government authorities operated. On the other hand, numerous urban settlements
became the backbone of the branched state administration system. In them, the
administration belonged to the local authorities through which the central authority
— the ruler — collected revenues and implemented measures important for trade,
mining, crafts and general life in the city.3®

34 AtaHacuje Ypowesuh, “MpuwtuHa (AHToponoreorpadcka ucnutnearba)”, 360pHuK padosa
14. ETHorpadckm mHctutyT 2 (1951) 1-35. Bojucnas JosaHosuh, “KOocoBCKM rpagosu u
asopum XI-XV Bek”, 3adymbuHe Kocosa: cnomeHUyU U 3HaAMeHA CPrcKoz2 Hapooda, NpusperH—
Beorpag 1987, 365—-384, 382—-383. boxugap 3apkosuh, Tpeosu u ypbaHusayuja Cpbuje y
cpedrem seKy, Kocoscka Mutposuua 2017, 293—-295. BecHa 3apkosuh, lpuwmuHa Ha
pasmehu sekosa, lenocasunh 2019, 14-18.

35 Topop N. Crankosuh, llymHe 6enewke no Cmapoj Cpbuju 18711989, beorpag, 1910, 84—
85. A. Ypouweswuh, “MpuwTtnHa (AHToponoreorpadcka ncnmutmsarba)“, 26.

36 Munojko B. BecenuHosuh, “Kpo3s Kocoso", Noduwruya Hukone Yynuha 14 (1894) 298—
350, 304, 307. bpaHucnas Hywwuh, Kocoso, onuc 3emsme u Hapoda, Hosu Cag 1903, 10-12.
Onra 3upojesuh, Lipkee u maHacmupu Ha nodpydjy lNehke nampujapuwuje 0o 1683. 200uHe,
Beorpag 1984, 170, 253. MunaH UeaHosuh, “LpkeeHn cnomenuum XlI-XX seka“, in:
3a0yx#buHe Kocosa: cromMmeHUYU U 3HaMeHA CPpricKkoz Hapooda, Npuspen—beorpaa 1987, 387—
547,513. It is possible that the area around the Pirinaz mosque contains the remains of the
fortification built by Vuk Brankovi¢.

For more details on mahallas in Pritina for the 1477-1569 period see: Rahman Sahin,
“Pristine sehri mahalleleri (1477-1569)", Journal of Stileyman Demirel University Institute of
Social Sciences 40 (2021/2), 306—329.

37 Mupko Kosauesuh, “MpodaHa apxuTeKTypa cpearboBekoBHoOr Kpylesua®“, in: Apxeonowka
ucmpaxcusara Kpywesuya u mopascke Cpbuje, beorpag, 1980, 13-29.

38 Cuma hmprosuh, “1Bop cprckux Bnagapa: o yrepherba [0 rpaackor Hacesba“, in: idem,
PabomHuyu, 8ojHUyU, Oyx08HUYU: Opyumea cpedros8eKkosHoe basnkaHa, beorpag 1997,
423-434. Mapko Monosuh, “YtBpherwa mopascke Cpbuje”, in: Ceemu KHe3 Jlazap.
CrnomeHuya o wecmoj cmoz2oduwruyu Kocosckoe 6oja 1389-1989, beorpapa 1989, 71-87.
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It is justified to assume that the role of rulers and powerful feudal lords had a
significant and, in some cases, decisive importance for such development. The
granting of trade privileges to some settlements was a necessary precondition for
smooth economic and social development of the city. The original medieval material
about Novi in the Bay of Kotor clearly shows what legal, political and financial means
a ruler used in order to establish and develop an urban settlement. Herzog Stefan
Vukci¢-Kosaca intended to make Novi, a fortress in the Dracevica Zupa, an
economically prosperous city. The people of Dubrovnik were frightened by the
powerful magnate’s intention. They interpreted the herzog’s actions in Novi as his
intention “to make a city out of a fortress”.*® In 1449, he opened a weaving mill in
Novi, provoking resentment among the people of Dubrovnik. In addition, in order to
create a strong economic centre, he took measures to increase the population — he
constructed and gave incentives for the construction of houses. He attracted new
inhabitants, particularly from the ranks of artisans by giving them faith and free
passage, and by waiving taxes for several years. He publicly proclaimed that the
settlers in Novi would not be charged or prosecuted for debts. If the Dubrovnik
reports are to be believed, he even allowed people accused of theft and robbery to
settle in Novi, without the fear of persecution. A large number of people from
Dubrovnik and Kotor appeared among the settlers.*®

According to the Kotor accusations, in addition to opening the weaving mill, the
herzog settled and organised craftsmen for the production of weapons and ballista
(crossbows). The herzog lent money to artisans so that they start production and he
purchased their products.** In 1450, he succeeded in granting to the city of Venice the
right to trade and transport food to Novi. In addition to grain, wine, meat, oil, etc.,
food also implied salt. It was only this approval, which was later often renewed, that
ensured the future of Novi. In 1451, the herzog managed to obtain trade privileges
from King Alfonso. However, the people of Kotor managed to achieve that all goods
arriving in Novi were cleared through the Kotor customs.*

So the herzog implemented measures similar to those that Despot Stefan Lazarevic¢
undertook in Belgrade. The city residents were granted privileges that included
personal freedom, freedom of movement, exemption from hard labour, the right to
free trade in the country with the exemption from customs duties, and the right to

3% Cuma hmprosuh, Xepuyee CmegpaH Bykyuh-Kocaya u e2o8o 0oba, beorpaa 1964, 122. Lett.
Di Levante XV, 32’, 25. 11 1450: . . . come voleva far del castello la cita...

See also [. Kosauesuh—Kojuh, Mpadcka Hacema cpedrosjekosHe bocaHcke Opxcase, 124—
125, 312.

40 C, hmprosuh, Xepyee CmegpaH Bykuyuh-Kocaua u ez2o8o doba, 122. Ignacij Voje, “Sukno iz
Hercegnovega“, Zgodovinski ¢asopis 19-20 (1965-1966) 181-185.

41 C. hmpkrosuh, Xepuez CmegpaH Bykuuh-Kocava u e2oso 0o6a, 124. 1. Kosauesuh—Kojuh,
padcka Hacesba cpedrosjekosHe bocaHcKe dpxcase, 202.

42 C. hmpkosuh, Xepuez CmegaH Byrkyuh-Kocaya u ezoeo 0oba, 126.
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international trade in the neighbouring countries.** The role of rulers in the economic
development of urban settlements in these two cases is undoubted and pivotal.*

43 See J. Kanunh, “Beorpaacka nosesba gecnota CredaHa Jlaszapesnha“, 189-197.

4 This indicates that even cities without a high degree of city self-government experienced
significant economic prosperity. On the degree of autonomy of urban settlements in
medieval Serbia, see a comprehensive study: Cuma hupkosuh, “HeocTtBapeHa ayToHoMuja:
rpagcko ApywTso y Cpbuju u bocHn”, in: idem, PabomHuyu, 8ojHUYU, Oyx08HUUU: Opyuimea
cpedro08eKkosHoe bankaHa, beorpag 1997, 259-276.
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Bnapeta lNMetpoBuy

YKPEMWUTb FOPOJ, U CO3AATb FOPO/, U3 KPENOCTW: CPEJIHEBEKOBbIE
MPUMEPbI (XIV-XV BB.)

Pestome

AHanM3 UCTOYHMKOB CpeaHEBEKOBOro MaTepmana Ha ypoBHe UcTopuorpaduyeckoro
MbILW/IEHWS,, B OCHOBHOM, MOKa3blBaeT, YTO npeacTaBaseT coboi cepbCeKuit
CpeAHEeBEKOBbIN ropos Mo CPABHEHMIO C APYIMMU FTOPOACKMMU CpeaHEBEKOBbIMM
bopmMamm, KaK CUHXPOHHO, TaK M AMAXPOHHO. McCnonb3oBaHbl MUCbMEHHblE
WUCTOYHMKM  PasNMYHOTO  NpomcxoxaeHua. B cnyuae bearpaga  KpaTko
npoaHaAn3MpoBaHbl AaHHble U3 HKumusa decioma CmegaHa Jlazapesuya. B cnyyae
CmegepeBa B KayecTBe OCHOBbI B3AT anurpadMyeckuii matepuan, Ha OCHOBe
KOTOPOro npeablayLime Uccaeosatenn OpueHTMpoBaanch B aHanmnse CMeaepeBcKoi
Kpenoctu. B paboTe NpMBOAATCA apryMeHTbl, yKasblBatolwme Ha BO3MOXKHoe 6osee
paHHee BO3HMKHOBeHWe CMeaepeBCKOl KpenocTu. B cayyae MpuwTuHbI, Konua
HaANUCK M3 NPULITUHCKOTO YKPEnaeHusa, KOTopas CoOXpaHeHa B O4HOM PYKOMUCH,
Haxo4AWEeMCs CerogHs B moHacTbipe CeaToro lMaHTeneliMoHa, roBOpuT Ham, YTO U
3TOT CpeaHEeBEKOBbIN ropos Mmesn cBok KpenocTb. Ocoboe BHMMaHWE yaeneHo
yKpenaeHuto Hosu B Boke, KoTopbiit repuor CtedaH Bykunu-Kocaua npeobpasosan B
ropoAcKoe nocesieHme. Mutenam ropoa, Kak 1 B ciydae benrpaga Bo Bpemsa gecnota
CredaHa Jlazapesuya, 6b11M NpPeLOCTaBAEHbl MPUBMAETMM, BKAOYAIOWME NNYHYIO
csoboay, ceoboay nepeasukeHns, ocBoboxkaeHune oT paboTbl, NpaBo cBob6oaHON
TOProBAM B CTpaHe C OCBOGOMAEHMEM OT TaMOMKeHHbIX COOPOB M NpaBo Ha
MeXKAYHapPOAHYIO TOProB/t0 B COCEAHMX CTPaHaXx.

Bnapeta MNetposuh

YTBPAUTU FPAZ U Of, TBPHABE CTBOPUTU MPAJL: HEKU CPE[HbOBEKOBHU
NPUMEPU (XIV-XV BEK)

Pesunme

AHanunsa M3BOPHOTr CpeaHOBEKOBHOI MaTepujasia Ha HUBOY nctopuorpadckor
NPOMMLL/bAkba, YI/IABHOM, MOKa3syje WTa NpeAcTaB/ba CPNCKU CpesHOBEKOBHU rpaj,
y oAHOCy Ha Apyre ypbaHe cpefr0BEKOBHE ¢OpMe, KAKO CMHXPOHO, TAaKo W
AuvjaxpoHo. KopuwheH je nucaHn M3BOpHM MaTepujan pasanymte npoBeHujeHumje. Y
cnyyajy beorpaga KpaTko cy aHanusupaHu nogaum m3 Mutja gecnota CredaHa
Nasapesuha. Y cnyyajy CmegepeBa 3a OCHOBY je y3eT enurpadckm maTtepujan Ha
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OCHOBY KOjer cy Aocajallktbyu UCTPaXKMBauu nonasuam y aHanmsm Cmepepescke
TBphaBe. Y paay ce M3Hoce apryMmeHTU Koju yKasyjy Ha moryhu paHuju HacTaHak
Cmepepescke TBphase. Y cayyajy MpuwTtnHe, Konmja HaTnuca M3 NPULLITUHCKOT
yTBphera, Koja je cavyBaHa y jefHOM PyKOMUCY KOjWu ce JaHac Hanasu y maHactupy
Ceetor NaHTenejmoHa, Ham roBopu 4a je U 0Baj CpeLHOBEKOBHM rpasg MMao CBOjy
TBphaBy. NocebHa naKrba yKasaHa je ytephery Hosu y boku, Koje je xepuer CtedaH
Bykunh—Kocaya npeypeamo y rpasicko Hacesbe. CTaHOBHUUMMA rpazia, Kao 1y ciyyajy
beorpagay sBpeme gecnota CtedaHa Jlazapesuha, goaesbeHe cy npusBuaeryje Koje cy
nogpasymesasne nMyHy cnoboay, cnoboay Kpetarba, ocioboheme og paboTa, Nnpaso
cnobogHe TprosuHe y 3eMsbM y3 ocnobohere oa LapvHa 1 npaBo Ha mehyHapoaHy
TProBMHY Y OKOJTHUM 3eM/bama.
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