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South Slavic states in the Balkans were at all times surrounded by potent
neighbouring countries (Byzantium, First Bulgarian Empire, Hungary,
Ottoman Empire) and their mutual relations were often uneasy. Those neigh-
bours were first to establish formal marches along the borderline, with the aim
of protecting their frontiers and forming the basis for broadening their territo-
ries at the expense of Slavic states.! A similar practice was later adopted by the
Slavs as well. Since the time of Roman and Frankish military frontiers (limes
and marca), such a system was well-known in European warfare and politics
and it was usually organised around natural barriers. Lords of the marches
were bearers of one the highest titles in medieval hierarchy, and were usually
appointed by the central government and belonging to the most trusted and
loyal nobles of the country. In time, their service was rendering them and their
family influential, mighty and often very rich.> Which was at first an office, i.e. a
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temporary and conditional position, gradually became a hereditary title linked
with the range of estates. It was not always the case, but there are examples of
such practice, especially from the period when central power’s strength was
decreasing (due to weak or underage rulers, political or military crisis). The
marcher lords were, therefore, not only living by the border territorially, but
also politically and economically.

As in some other parts of late medieval Europe, crises of central govern-
ment and frequent conflicts between the states in the South Eastern part of
the Old Continent made marcher lords extremely important political players.
As it was already noted, although there were differences in administrative and
military organisation of specific states, it was often the case that the territories
on the borders were not given to the temporarily appointed administrators in
whom the rulers put their undivided trust, but became hereditary possessions
of a family or kin. In less centralised states as Bosnia and Croatia (the latter as
unit of the Realm of St. Stephen), but to some extent also in a more centralised
Serbia, marcher lords either exploited the strength of central power to extend
their wealth and possessions through war and plunder, or rulers’ weaknesses
to launch their own political enterprise.’ Being an important asset, they were
prone to changing sides to their own benefit, especially in the times of greater
conflicts like the one between neighbouring Hungarian Kingdom and Ottoman
Empire in the late 14™ and in 15" centuries.* By establishing their own area of
influence, marcher lords were often leaders of rebellions and pioneers of polit-
ical fragmentation of the late medieval Balkans.” Even after the final demise of
South Slavic states, when the mutual border between Hungary and Turkey was
established, the frontiersmen were essential, though not trustworthy factors of
both offensive and defensive strategies of aforementioned monarchies, as well
as their strategies of repopulation.® Since the military frontier system from the
early modern period, as a product of central administration of the Habsburg
and Ottoman Empire, has been thoroughly researched, we should now shed
some light on the late medieval period in the same area.
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It should first be noted that South Slavic states, faced by militarily superior
Byzantine Empire and Turkic nations that formed and led early Bulgarian and
Hungarian realm, avoided wide plains even if there were natural barriers in
them, such as large rivers. Their marches were usually in mountainous regions
with narrow gorges, overlooked by series of forts built on steep hills. Such
configuration of land was, in fact, the main reason why these states preserved
some independence in the earlier period of their existence, although they were
often in some kind of alliance with a stronger neighbour. During their gradual
rise to regional power in 13" and 14™ centuries, respectively, both Serbia and
Bosnia had variable relations with Byzantium and Hungary.’”

In fact, the Hungarians gave impetus for the development of marcher
lordships in the Balkans, along the border between the Realm of St. Stephen
and South Slavic states. The Arpadd monarchy was a composite state and some
of its parts were given to the members of royal family as administrators (i.e.
Croatia, Slavonia).® Those parts were most commonly called banates, and were
led by ban. After the renewal of the Bulgarian Empire, strengthening of Serbian
state, Mongol invasion and influx of Eastern nations (Cumans and Pechenegs)
by mid-13" century, Hungarian rulers gradually formed or reformed several
banates along their southern border.” Kingdoms of Croatia and Slavonia were
already administered by ban, and they were followed by the banates of Usora
(Ozora), Soli (S6), Ma¢va (Macsd), Ku¢evo (Kucsé), Brani¢evo (Barancs) and
Severin (Szorény)."” Some of these units were sometimes merged under the same
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authority, and sometimes separated. In certain periods during the 13" century,
even banate of Bosnia, a more or less independent Slavic state, was formally
included in this frontier project for Hungarian Southern Lands (Délvidék,
Alvidék or Végvidék)."' Although primarily administered by the members of
royal family, the banates were mostly inhabited by the Slavs and many adminis-
trators were Slavic noblemen linked to Hungarian court by family ties or service
(there were even some Eastern Slavs such as Rostislav Mikhailovich, a member
of Kievan Rus’ dynasty, in Mac¢va). In such a way, Bosnian ban Prijezda practi-
cally kept his state by accepting to be formally included in Hungarian system,
although some Hungarian nobles occasionally bore the title of ban of Bosnia."
Moreover, Serbian king Dragutin, after he resigned from the throne in 1282
and divided lands with his brother Milutin, acquired banates of Usora, Soli and
Macva, as well as Belgrade (around 1284) as the brother-in-law of the Arpad
king Ladislaus IV. In time he practically formed his own buffer state between
Hungary and Serbia and was still styled as king."’ In early 12907, aided by his
brother Milutin, he was able to conquer regions of Kuc¢evo and Brani¢evo from
Cuman-Bulgarian noblemen Drman and Kudelin, allies of Tatar khan Nogai
(1292).14

After Dragutin, also known as the king of Syrmia, died in 1316, his son
Vladislav II tried to keep his “state” together, but was not able to do so. Some
of his possessions became part of Serbia, while the others eventually reverted
to Hungary.”” In next century and a half, Serbian-Hungarian border was on
the rivers Sava and Danube or somewhat south of them, depending on the
strength of both countries, but primarily the strength of Serbia. While Serbia
was powerful (in the late 13" and the first half of the 14" centuries), it seems
that central government had control over the borderline. In times of conflict
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with first Angevin kings of Hungary, Serbian king and emperor Dusan inter-
vened, leading the army to the border himself. In his time, local administrators
were appointed and controlled by the central government. However, Dusan’s
son and heir, emperor Uros, was unable to maintain the same level of order in
the country which more than doubled its size.'s

In 1359 king Louis I of Hungary crossed the Danube and defeated Serbian
forces in a two-month campaign that reached the mountain and town of
Rudnik. Supposedly, before the Hungarian attack, emperor Uros did not
succeed to reconcile two of his noblemen. The weaker of them, a member of the
Rastislali¢ family who had possessions in the border region of Branicevo along
the banks of the Danube, secretly crossed the river and requested aid from the
Hungarians. He defeated his opponent with the assistance of Hungarian troops
and became vassal of king Louis I. Through the Rastislali¢s Hungary acquired
control over the right bank of the Danube once again."” These marcher lords
remained semi-independent until 1365, when Hungarian king conquered Vidin
and fully included them in his Realm. However, in 1379 a Serbian magnate,
prince Lazar, defeated Radi¢ Brankovi¢ of the Rastislali¢ family and reincor-
porated the regions of Kucevo and Branicevo in Serbia, maybe with consent
of both his and Radi¢’s suzerain - king Louis I.** One charter from 1381 indi-
cates that prince Lazar also acquired possessions in the region belonging to the
banate of Macva, which were taken from Hungarian hands.” In mid-1380’s
an alliance was made between Lazar, Bosnian king Tvrtko I and Hungarian
nobleman, former ban of Macva, Ivani§ Horvat (Janos Horvati). Together they
gained control over a large part of Southern Hungary, only to be pushed back in
1386 and 1387 by the royal forces of queen Mary and king Sigismund.”
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It is important to mention some other marcher lords in 14™-century
Serbia. One of them was a rather mysterious Deto$ who controlled the moun-
tainous area south of the banate of Ma¢va and whose possessions were taken
by Hungarian palatine Nicholas Garai in 1392, only to be returned to Serbian
despot Stephen in 1403.?! The whole area came to be known as Detosevina
(the land of Deto$). In eastern Serbia, near the region formerly controlled by
the Rastislali¢ family, in Branicevo, there are mentions of the Vukosali¢ and
Desislali¢ family, also in late 14™ century.?? Unlike these personalities, which
are only scarcely mentioned in the sources, there is more data on Nikola Zoji¢,
master of Rudnik. The mountain and town of Rudnik were often the point of
border between Hungary and Serbia, belonging to the latter most of the time.
Before 1373 Zoji¢ may have been in the service of another Serbian territorial
lord Nikola Altomanovi¢. After Nikola’s defeat, Zoji¢ joined the supporters of
prince Lazar. However, in 1398, along with his fellow-noble Novak Belocrkvi¢
he rebelled against Lazar’s son and successor Stephen, claiming that the young
prince is in alliance with the Hungarians who attacked Rudnik and Zoji¢’s
possessions. Zoji¢ was recommending himself to the Turks, formal suzerains of
Serbia, but his rebellion ultimately failed.” In 15" century, Stephen Lazarevic,
trying to recentralise his state, introduced a system of military-administra-
tive units (so-called vlasti), which were also formed along the border with the
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Hungarians and the Turks. The system was temporarily functional, relying on
the army and the series of major fortresses, as well as on the men power of
population in vlach status, but it did not prevent Ottoman conquest, especially
since many commanders of most important strongholds (such as Golubac)
often chose to surrender to the Turks.**

We already mentioned the case of Bosnian ban Prijezda in the second half
of the 13" century.” Protected by a range of mountains, he retained a high level
of independence, while formally and occasionally being included in Hungarian
administrative system. His heirs were under pressure of Croatian and Slavonian
marcher lords Babonici and Bribirski, also royal administrators who rose from
local to regional power, the latter acquiring a great deal of autonomy from the
central authorities.?® In early 14" century the Bribirski seized control over most
of Bosnia, only to be defeated in 1322 by a broad coalition gathered by the first
Angevin king of Hungary Charles I Robert, who originally rose to power with
the help of the Bribirski.”” Bosnian banal family of the Kotromanic¢s survived,
first in alliance with the Bribirski and after that by helping king Charles I to
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defeat the afore-mentioned Croatian magnates.”® Although the restoration of
local dynasty marked the beginning of rise of medieval Bosnia, the country
remained decentralised, with strong local factions of gentry and nobility. Its
marcher lords were an important element of state building and its dissolving,
depending on period and political circumstances.”

The best known and documented example is that of the Hrvatini¢ family, de
facto rulers of the Donji Kraji (Lower Parts, Alfold, Alsé Részek), a march between
Croatia-Slavonia and Bosnia. Hailing from a Zupa® near the river Vrbas, this family
gradually gained control over a number of Zupas forming the land (orig. zemlja) of
Donji Kraji. They sometimes recognised the authority of the Slavonian Babonici
or Croatian Bribirski, and sometimes the authority of Bosnian ban. Their suze-
rains confirmed their offices of local administrators (Zupans or knezes) which in
fact become hereditary.* In 1322, the Hrvatini¢ clan supported Stephen (Stjepan)
IT of Bosnia against Mladin II Bribirski and once again made their march the part
of Bosnian state.’”> In 1350’s and 1360’s, when Bosnia was frequently under the
attack of king Louis I of Hungary, many members of the Hrvatini¢ family made
a pact with the king and surrendered their forts, receiving rather large estates in
Slavonia in exchange.”> However, a few of them, like Vukac Hrvatini¢, remained
loyal to the ban of Bosnia.** Vukac’s sons Hrvoje and Vuk Vuk¢i¢, although
they also “flirted” with Louis I in 1370’s, become principal generals in Bosnian
newly-created king Tvrtko I's campaign to the west after Louis’s death in 1382
and civil war in Hungary which began in 1386.” By Tvrtko’s death in 1391 Hrvoje
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» Thalloczy, Studien, 60-64, 332-333, 336-347; hupkosuh, Vcmopuja cpedrwosekxosHe
6ocancke Opiucase, 121-125; Mpruh-Pagojunh, Jowu Kpaju, 60-68; Mladen Anci¢, Putanja
klatna. Ugarsko-hrvatsko kraljevstvo i Bosna u XIV. stolje¢u (Zadar — Mostar: Zavod za povijesne
znanosti HAZU u Zadru - Zajednica izdanja Ranjeni labud, 1997), 153-173.

**  Rupkosuh, Mcmopuja cpedrwosexosne 6ocarcke opiase, 128-129, 131; Mpruh-Pagojunh,
Howu Kpaju, 66-68; Jenena Mpruh-Pagojunh, “IloBe/pa 6ana TBpTka kHe3y Bykuy Xpsatuunhy’,
Cmapu cpncxu apxue 2 (2003): 167-184.

% Sisi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 37-75; Anci¢, Putanja klatna, 174-233; Mpruh-Papojunh, JJorou
Kpaju, 71-80.
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and Vuk regained control over the whole land of Donji Kraji and became gover-
nors of Croatia and Dalmatia in the name of Hungarian pretender Ladislaus of
Naples. In this area they imposed their own taxes and named their familiares
the holders of many local offices. Their previous coalition with Slavonian and
Croatian nobility, namely Horvati and Palizna, and Serbian prince Lazar, almost
completely breached the Hungarian borderline with the South Slavs.’* However,
by 1394 the coalition had already failed on many fronts and the counter-attack
of king Sigismund of Hungary and his principal supporters — the Garai family
made the Hrvatini¢s change their side once again and recognise Hungarian ruler
as their suzerain. While Vuk definitely switched allegiances, Hrvoje chose to
accept dual allegiance (to both Sigismund of Hungary and Dabisa of Bosnia).”
In 1398, Hrvoje Vuk¢ic felt strong enough to depose Dabisa’s widow and
to put king Ostoja on the throne of Bosnia, leading the coalition of magnates
against Sigismund’s claims to the Bosnian crown. Once again, Hrvoje’s march
became the basis for the expansion to the west.*® Re-establishing connections
with Hungarian pretender Ladislaus of Naples and the rebels against Sigismund’s
rule, Hrvoje invaded Slavonia and conquered Southern Dalmatia and Croatia
once again, being rewarded by the title of Duke of Split in 1403. His personal
estates were now ranging from the river Sava to the Adriatic Sea.”” In late
1408, another shift of power occurred. Hrvoje, being in collision with Bosnian

% Sisi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 75-86; Fupkosuh, “Kococka 6utka’, 53-54, 61-68; Franjo Racki,
“Pokret na slavenskom jugu koncem XIV. i poc¢etkom XV. Stoljeca,” Rad Jugoslavenske akademije
znanosti i umjetnosti 2 (1868): 68-160; Franjo Racki, “Pokret na slavenskom jugu koncem XIV. i
pocetkom XV. Stolje¢a,” Rad Jugoslavenske akademije znanosti i umjetnosti 3 (1868): 65-156;
Mladen Anci¢, Bosanska vlast u Hrvatskoj i Dalmaciji 1387-1394 (Beograd: Filozofski fakultet,
1985, unpublished master thesis), 15-67; Dubravko Lovrenovi¢, Na klizistu povijesti (sveta
kruna ugarska i sveta kruna bosanska) 1387-1463 (Zagreb - Sarajevo: Synopsis, 2006), 25-67.
v Sigi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 86-101; Anci¢, Bosanska vlast, 68-73; Lovrenovi¢, Na Klizistu
povijesti, 67-81; Hesen Vicaunosuh, Honumuka 6ocanckux énadapa npema Janmavuju (1391-
1409) (Beorpam: ®unozodceku ¢axynrer, 2008, unpublished master thesis), 30-51; Hesen
Vcannosuh, “TToepa Bojsoie XpBoja Bykunha Xpsarunuha yrapckom kpamy XXKurmynny n
kpaspury Mapuju,” Ipaha o npouwinocmu Bocre 1 (2008): 87-97; Emir O. Filipovi¢, “Bosna i Turci
za vrijeme kralja Stjepana Dabise — neke nove spoznaje;” Cnomenuya op Tubopa JKuskoeuha, ed.
Cpban Pyguh (Beorpap: Vicropujckn nHcTHTYT, 2016), 273-301.

3 Sigi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 127-139; Lovrenovi¢, Na klizistu povijesti, 87-94; Vicaunosuh,
Ionumuxka 6ocanckux énaoapa, 66-72.

» Sisi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 139-167; Lovrenovi¢, Na klizistu povijesti, 95-107; Vicannosuh,
Ionumuka 6ocanckux énadapa, 72-122; Dubravko Lovrenovi¢, “Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢ Hrvatinié i
srednjodalmatinske komune (1398-1413),” in Jajce 1396-1996: Zbornik radova sa znanstvenog
simpozija u povodu 600. obljetnice spomena imena grada Jajca, ed. Dubravko Lovrenovi¢ (Jajce:
Op¢ina Jajce, 2002), 31-51; Neven Isailovi¢, “O familijarima Hrvoja Vuk¢i¢a Hrvatini¢a u Splitu
(1403-1413),” Istorijski casopis 58 (2009): 125-146.
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barons and witnessing withdrawal of Ladislaus of Naples from the Balkans,
once again reconciled with king Sigismund.*’ Their relationship was, however,
very strenuous, especially since Hrvoje wanted to keep his full authority in
what was becoming his “state”, while Sigismund wanted to be crowned king
of Bosnia only to find that Hrvoje cannot fulfil him that wish anymore.” In
1413, Sigismund and other Bosnian nobles plotted to terminate Hrvoje’s buffer
state between Hungary and Bosnia. After initial success, their plans started to
crumble when Hrvoje called the Turks to his aid, which ended in disastrous
defeat of Hungarian army in the valley of the river Lagva in summer of 1415.*
Vuk¢ic€s state did cease to exist, but only after he died in 1416, without direct
male heirs. His nephews and successors continued to be Bosnian marcher lords,
but failed to achieve the semi-independent position of their uncle.*?

The other example worth noting is that of the Zlatonosovi¢ family, marcher
lords from Usora region, south of the Sava, east of the river Vrbas and west of
the river Drina. Their history is less documented, but it is certain that they had
control over some parts of no-mans land between Bosnia and Hungary in late
14" and early 15" centuries. This region, partly in lowland, was frequent battle-
field during Bosnian-Hungarian wars in the above-mentioned period.** That
was probably the reason why Zlatonosovics also recognised dual allegiance, to
the Bosnian state and Hungarian king. With their seat in Zvornik on the Drina,
they were crucial for stability of both mining region near Srebrenica and strate-
gical land of Belin, protecting Hungarian counties of Vukovo (Valkd) and Srem
(Szerém) and the banate of Macva. Sigismund gave them many possessions in

0 Sigi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 202-206; Lovrenovi¢, Na klizistu povijesti, 137-147; Vicaunosuh,
Ionumuxa 6ocanckux énadapa, 158-170.

4 Sigi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 210-226; Lovrenovié, Na klizistu povijesti, 143-171; Emir O. Filipovi¢,
“Viteske svecanosti u Budimu 1412. godine i uce$¢e bosanskih predstavnika,” Spomenica
akademika Marka §unjic’a (1927-1998), ed. Dubravko Lovrenovi¢ (Sarajevo: Filozofski fakultet
u Sarajevu, 2010), 285-306.

# Cuma hupkosuh, “IIBe rogute 6ocancke ucropuje (1414. u 1415.),” Vcmopujcku enacnux
3-4 (1953): 29-42; Cuma hupkosuh, “O jenHom nocpeposamy gecriota Credana usmeby
Yrapcke n Typcke,” Mcmpaxusarwa 16 (2005): 229-240; Hesen Vcamnosuh - Anexcanpap
Jakosspesuh, “Illax Menek (ITpunor ucropuju Typckux ynana y bocuy 1414. u 1415. roguse),”
Cnomenuya axademuxa Cume Rupkosuha, ed. Cphan Pynuh (beorpan: Vcropujcku MHCTUTYT,
2011), 441-453.

# Sisi¢, Vojvoda Hrvoje, 226-237; Mpruh-Pagojunh, Jorwu Kpaju, 93, 108-121; Lovrenovi¢,
Na klizistu povijesti, 171-216.

“  Nunnh, Cpncxe semme, 294-301; Pavo Zivkovi¢, “Usorska vlasteoska porodica Zlatonosoviéi
i bosanski kraljevi (posljednja decenija XIV i prve tri decenije XV stoljeca),” Historijski zbornik
39 (1986): 147-162; Cphan Pynuh, “O >xenn Bojsose Bykmupa 3naronocosuha,” Mcmopujcku
uaconuc 55 (2007): 113-117; Jenena Mpruh, Cesepra bocna 13-16. sex (Beorpan: Vicropujckn
UHCTUTYT, 2008), 93-95, 110-114, 126.
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Slavonia (such as the Durdevac estate), and they were also members of Bosnian
noble assembly.* In late 1430, however, it seems that they were eliminated by
Bosnian king Tvrtko II who wanted their area for himself, but ultimately failed
to incorporate Usora in his realm, since it went to Hungarian vassal despot
George (serb. Purad) of Serbia.*

The case of Croatia and Slavonia has already been indirectly discussed. But,
it is very important to note the difference in the administrative organisation
between these two units of the Realm of St. Stephen. While in late medieval
Slavonia the position of count was mostly an office, in Croatia local landowners,
usually well-rooted in the region, virtually made the same position hereditary,
especially since the late 13" century. Despite royal attempts to curb the power
of local magnates, through open war or expansion of rights of lesser nobility
and gentry, it became clear that the entire structure of authority in Croatia
depended on the alliance of the central government (especially ban as its repre-
sentative) and local nobility, some of which was marcher (primarily towards
Serbia and Bosnia).” Maybe not to full extent, but there is some correlation
between a remark of some English historians that Northumberland (i.e. North
Eastern march of England) “knew no king but a Percy” and the situation in
the late medieval Balkans.* Marcher lords often rose to power serving the
central authorities, but later it became quite difficult to control them. Such were
the cases of the families Bribirski and Nelip¢i¢, and much later Zrinski and
Krcki-Frankapani.®* For instance, Ivani§ Nelip¢i¢, knez of Cetina, was at times
a staunch supporter of his brother-in-law, already mentioned Bosnian magnate
Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢, and at times “the shield” of king Sigismund’s cause in Croatia
and Dalmatia.”® After he died without male heirs, his possessions were ulti-

* Lovrenovi¢, Na klizistu povijesti, 129, 131, 150, 167, 212, 229-231; Pal Engel, “Neki problemi
bosansko-madarskih odnosa,” Zbornik Odsjeka za povijesne znanosti Zavoda za povijesne i
drustvene znanosti HAZU 16 (1998): 60-61 (the same article was previously published in German:
Pal Engel, “Zur Frage der bosnisch-ungarischen Beziehungen im 14. und 15. Jahrhundert,
Siidost Forschungen 56 (1997): 30-31).

6 Lovrenovi¢, Na klizistu povijesti, 244, 253, 259; Mpruh, Cesepra bocua, 119-122.

¥ Nada Klai¢, Povijest Hrvata u razvijenom srednjem vijeku (Zagreb: Skolska knjiga, 1976),
253-661.

#  Michael Hicks, Bastard Feudalism (London - New York: Routledge, 2013), 38.

®  Klai¢, Bribirski knezovi, passim; Karbi¢, The Subi¢i of Bribir, passim; Karbi¢, “Subiéi
Bribirski do gubitka,” 1-26; Vjekoslav Klai¢, Kr¢ki knezovi Frankapani 1. Od najstarijih vremena
do gubitka otoka Krka (od god 1118. do god 1480.) (Zagreb: Matica hrvatska, 1901); Ivan Botica,
Krbavski knezovi u srednjem vijeku (Zagreb: Filozofski fakultet u Zagrebu, 2011, unpublished
doctoral dissertation).

% Ily6paBko Jlopenosuh, “LletmHcku kHe3 VBanmim Hemmmunh y nmonmtmakum
npesupamuma y Janmanuju kpajem XIV n Toxom npsux genennja XV cromeha,” Ipunosu
Wncmumyma 3a ucmopujy y Capajesy 22 (1986): 204-210; Pavo Zivkovié, “Ivani§ Nelipié
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mately transferred to the hands of king’s minions - the Talovac family, whose
heirs controlled the area for two generations.” Such abrupt shift of power did
not lead to the desired stabilisation of the southern borders, but rather to a
series of larger or minor crises. Since the mid-15th century, the Turkish raids
and clashes with Bosnian lords led to the weakening and gradual disintegra-
tion of Croatian defence.”” In Slavonia, only Baboni¢ family had a similar expe-
rience, since their hereditary possessions were along the border with Bosnia,
south of the river Sava. Therefore, they usually had overall control over the
small Slavonian marcher counties of Vrbas, Sana and Dubica.”

The Ottomans also established a military frontier system in conquered
territories of the Balkans. It was partially based on the principles taken from
the vanquished Christians. The Turks did not only have their own marches
(krajiste, uc) and magnate marcher families (such as the Ishakovi¢s of Skoplje),
but also employed lesser Christian nobility (as sipahis), vlach communities
or additional troups (martoloses, voynuks, derbencis) to defend the border-
line, attack the enemy and guard the roads.’ In such a way, large numbers of
people were engaged in this offensive-defensive system, controlled by both local
and central administration. A similar system was adopted by the Hungarians
and many South Slavic marcher commanders changed sides over the years,

izmedu Mletacke republike i bosanskog kralja Tvrtka II Tvrtkovic¢a,” Radovi Filozofskog fakulteta
u Zadru 27/14 (1987-1988): 151-170; Ante Birin, Knez Nelipac i hrvatski velikaski rod Nelipcica
(Zagreb: Filozofski fakultet, 2006, unpublished doctoral dissertation), 91-156.

' Elemér Malyusz, “A Négy Talloci fivér,” Torténelmi szemle 23/4 (1980): 531-587 (in German:
“Die vier Gebriider Talloci’, Studia Slavica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 28 (1982): 3-66).
*2 Borislav Grgin, Poceci rasapa. Kralj Matijas Korvin i srednjovjekovna Hrvatska (Zagreb: Ibis
grafika, 2002), 81-186.

»  Lajos Thalloczy, Samu Barabas, A Blagay-csaldd oklevéltira. Codex diplomaticus comitum
de Blagay (Budapest: Magyar Tudomanyos Akadémia, 1897), passim; Lajos Thalloczy, Sandor
Horvath, Als¢-szlavoniai okmdnytdr (Dubicza, Orbdsz és Szana varmegyék) 1244-1710 (Budapest:
Magyar Tudomanyos Akadémia, 1912), 1-304; Hrvoje Kekez, “Izmedu dva kralja: plemicki rod
Baboni¢a u vrijeme promjene na ugarsko-hrvatskom prijestolju, od 1290. do 1309. godine,”
Povijesni prilozi 35 (2008): 61-89; Hrvoje Kekez, Plemicki rod Babonica do kraja 14. stoljeéa
(Zagreb: Univerzitet u Zagrebu. Hrvatski studiji, 2012, unpublished doctoral disseration),
14-177.

> Dimmma Enezosuh, “Ckonckn Vicakosuhu u Ilama-Jurut 6er;” Inacnuk Cxkonckoe HayuHoz
opywmea 11 (1932): 159-168; Branislav Durdev, Nedim Filipovi¢, Hamid Hadzibegi¢,
Muhamed Muji¢ and Hazim Sabanovi¢, Kanuni i kanun-name za Bosanski, Hercegovacki,
Zvornicki, Kliski, Crnogorski i Skadarski sandZak (Sarajevo: Orijentalni institut, 1957), 11-14;
Hazim Sabanovi¢, Krajiste Isa-bega Ishakoviéa. Zbirni katastarski popis iz 1455. godine (Sarajevo:
Orijentalni institut, 1964); Dusanka Bojani¢, Turski zakoni i zakonski propisi iz XV i XVI veka
za smederevsku, kruSevacku i vidinsku oblast (Beograd: Istorijski institut, 1974), 12-13, 15-16,
21-23, 27-34, 42-48, 93-96; Hazim Sabanovi¢, Bosanski pasaluk. Postanak i upravna podjela
(Sarajevo: Svjetlost, 1982), 15-87.
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sometimes leading the population from their region along.” After the fall of
medieval Hungary, Habsburg and Ottoman authorities gradually organised
a more centralised and centrally financed Military Frontier, diminishing the
power of locally based marcher lords.*

TRAIND LA FRONTIERA: MARGRAFII SUD-SLAVI IN
BALCANII EVULUI MEDIU TARZIU (SECOLELE XIII-XV)

Rezumat

Articolul ofera o prezentare generald a istoriei teritoriilor de frontiera din Evul mediu
tarziu si a stdpanilor in regiunea cuprinsd intre statele sud-slave si tarile vecine (Ungaria,
in primul rdnd). Se remarcd faptul cd atat statele sud-slave cét si vecinii lor apropiati au
organizat teritoriile de frontiera ca mirci oficiale sau neoficiale. In vreme de riazboi, o stare
frecventa in epoca, aceste teritorii-tampon erau primele expuse atacurilor dusmanilor. Din
acest motiv, nobilii puternici si de seama, de incredere pentru suzeran, au ocupat pozi-
tiile de margrafi, acumuland, ca urmare a serviciilor aduse, mai multd putere si avere care,
ocazional, deveneau ereditare. Pe baza exemplelor oferite de nobilii sarbi, bosnieci si croati
care controlau zonele de hotar, se subliniaza c in ciuda increderii ce le-a fost aratatd, acestia
nu erau intotdeauna loiali suzeranului. Pentru a-si atinge propriile teluri, acestia declansau
uneori chiar si divizarea propriilor lor tiri folosindu-se de substantiala lor putere poli-
tica, economica si umana. In perioada ocupatiei otomane a Balcanilor, au fost dispusi si
schimbe taberele, servind si pe unguri, si pe turci in acelasi timp, conducand pe acelasi
drum si populatia locala.

»  Lemaji¢, Srpski narodni prvaci, 30-60; Henan Jlemajuh, Cpncka enuma na npenomy enoxa

(Cpemcka Murposuia — Hosu Cap: Vicropujckn apxus Cpem — @unosopckn dakynrer y
Hosom Capny, 2006), passim; Adrian Magina, “Un nobil sarb in Banatul secolului al XV-lea:
Milos Belmuzevi¢,” Analele Banatului (Serie Noud. Arheologie-Istorie) 18 (2010): 135-142;
Anexcanpap Kpernh, “Hosu nopaun o Bojsopgy Munoury benmyskeBuhy 1 erosoj mopopuiy,”
Wnuyujan. aconuc 3a cpedmwosexosHe cmyouje 1 (2013): 161-185.

* Onra 3upojesnh, Typcko eojno ypehewe y Cpouju 1459-1683 (Beorpap: Vicropujckn
UHCTUTYT, 1974), passim; Ottomans, Hungarians, and Habsburgs in Central Europe. The Military
Confines in the Era of Ottoman Conquest, eds. Géza David, Pal Fodor (Leiden - Boston - Koln:
Brill, 2000); Géza Palfty, “The Habsburg Defense System in Hungary Against the Ottomans in
Sixteenth Century: A Catalyst of Military Development in Central Europe,” Warfare in Eastern
Europe, 1500-1800, ed. Brian J. Davies (Leiden - Boston: Brill, 2012), 35-61.
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