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PREFACE
TO THE THIRD EDITION

The sole purpose of the first edition of this book was to give young
Greeks another version of the origins of the modern Greek people, a rather
different version, that runs counter to what has been taught in Greek schools
for decades.

As the overtones of the modern Greek nationalist mythology
gradually came into focus, culminating in such nationalist clichés as the
assertion that ‘the Greek nation has no kin’, that the ‘Skopjans’ are
‘Gypsies’, or that the (Former Yugoslav) Republic of Macedonia is an
‘ethnic hotchpotch’, I was taken aback, and eventuaily got down to writing
this, the third edition.

My hopes of doing what I could to set up an opposing force to this
rampant nationalism have not been entirely in vain, considering that
something like 3,000 copies have been sold all over the country. For a book
of this nature, this is quite an achievement.

Viewed in the light of the general situation in Europe, Greece’s
present foreign policy has shown that the country’s modern ideological
armour is still very much the product of a nationalist upbringing, the roots
of which go back to somewhere around the beginning of the nineteenth
century. But the nation will never find its way in the European Union
carrying this sort of ideological baggage.

One of the cornerstones of this ideology is the unrealistic theory
that the modern Greeks, expressing as they do the enduring nature of the
Greek language, are the biological descendants of the ancient Greeks. It was
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concocted in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries to serve as an
ideological arsenal in the efforts to create a modern Greek nation in view of
the impending collapse of the feudal, theocratic Ottoman Empire.

The philosophical challenge to theocracy as a social model of
governance first emerged, together with the concept of human rights, in
north-western Europe in the sixteenth century, the century of philosophical
humanism that produced Erasmus, Shakespeare, and other great thinkers.

In Greece, 400 years after the theocratic beliefs of the Middle Ages
were first challenged (in 1967, to be precise), there was still talk of ‘the
Greece of Greek Christians’; and even today we hear a great deal about
‘Greek Orthodox culture’ — a culture that has never in fact existed as such,
being known rather as ‘Orthodox Eastern Roman culture’.

This country’s cultural backwardness has been starkly underlined by
the efforts of modern Greek society to use the institution of the European
City of Culture (Thessaloniki in 1997) to vaunt the mediaeval ideal of the
Orthodox Eastern Roman culture of Mount Athos, not only as a historical
and cultural facet of the multiethnic Byzantine Empire, but also as a ‘Greek’
national and religious heritage. These efforts may even have been subsidised
by the European Union, at a time when sixty per cent of the population of
the Netherlands, one of the most religious countries in Europe, have
officially rejected any form of religious doctrine.

A large segment of modern Greek society, which has never really
embarked upon the process of ideological modernisation, oscillates
desperately between modernism and Greek Orthodox fundamentalism,
displaying an inherent inability to make any sort of ideological distinction
between the terms ‘race’, ‘nationality’, and ‘cultural or ethnic identity’.

Apart from the fact that even well-respected journalists are engaged
in daily attempts to convince the younger generation that we are directly
descended from ‘our ancient forebears’, views that go against the theory of
‘one race, one religion, one nation’ are regarded as nationally reprehensible.

It is on this theory that most Greeks base their belief that there are
no minorities in our country, apart from the ‘Greek Moslems’ of Western
Thrace. Greek citizens who have publicly proclaimed that they do not feel
like Greeks but like ethnic Macedonians or ethnic Turks have been pursued
and convicted by Greek justice, which just goes to show that modern Greek
society not only fails to show the necessary respect for what is different, but
cannot even tolerate it. And, being in the grip of a virulent Hellenocentric

VAN AR5, 5 ih i s
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egomania, this same society, while denying Greek citizens the right to any
ethnic identity other than Greek, constantly exhorts Greeks living in other
countries to preserve their Greek ethnic identity.

Personally, I couldn’t care less what race the citizens of modern
Greece belong to; the only purpose of this book is to show, and substantiate
with written documentation, how rotten and historically untenable obsessive
nationalism is, in the hope of infusing as many young people as possible with
respect for the right to self-determination of every Greek citizen and every
ethnic group that calls itself a minority, as long as the country’s laws and
territorial integrity are respected.



MACEDONIA



i

17

INTRODUCTION

Scientific studies have established that the various modern
European peoples constitute an ethnic mélange, a mixture of a number of
different races. The few exceptions to this rule are the Basques, the Welsh,
and the Scots.

Normally, the study of this phenomenon would be confined to
scholars interested in ethnology. In the Balkans, however, it is not only
historians who concern themselves with ethnology, but a number of
politicians too, which almost always means trouble. The work produced by
historians of Balkan origin is frequently written in a spirit of chauvinism,
with the result that the presentation of the ethnic make-up of any particular
region of the Balkans depends to a great extent on the writer’s political
leanings.

As far as Macedonia is concerned, its ethnology has lately been an
increasingly topical issue, a regrettable focus of interest for the daily press
in Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, and Greece, which has been inculcating in its
respective readerships the psychology of the Macedonian Struggle.

MACEDONIA BEFORE 800 BC

The Greeks assert that Macedonia was ‘Greek’ as long as 4000 years
ago, while the Yugoslavs and the Bulgarians believe that Alexander the
Great was of Slavonic origin. This latter notion emanates from Slav
politicians, not historians, so any further comment is superfluous.

As for Macedonia’s being ‘Greek’ for the last four thousand years,
a study of history attests to the contrary. There was no trace of Greeks in
Macedonia until 800 BC, because the Greek colonisation of Halkidiki had
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Map I: Ethnological map of Macedonia

not even begun before then. Furthermore, at this time the Macednoi were
living in Epiros, more specifically on the western ﬂgnl;spt the? northern
Pindos, where the Zagorohoria are situated today. This 1nto¥'mat101? co,mes
from Herodotus, who refers to the ‘Dorian and Macedonian nation’. In
1200 BC, the Macednoi were separated from the Dorians when the latter,
some 50,000 strong, crossed the Pindos range and migrated to southern

Greece.

At this time, the population of modern Greek Macedonia consisted
exclusively of Illyrians, Bryges, Bottiaei, and Thraciaps.

A closer study of the population of Macedonia then reveals that the
area of Florina was inhabited by Illyrians, who are generally agreed to have
been the ancestors of the modern Albanians. '

Moving from western Macedonia towards Naou‘ssa an‘d- Yena
(Beroea), we come to the Bryges, who were an offshoot of the, originally
Thracian, Phrygians. The latter initially lived in the arga aroun’d Eelgrade,
but left in 1200 BC for Asia Minor.! One segment of these émigrés, the
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Bryges, broke away from the rest and settled in Macedonia. Tradition
locates the Bryges® capital and the mythical rose-filled gardens of King
Midas at the foot of Mount Vermio (Bermium), near Veria. Official history,
however, has left us no cultural trace of this important Thracian people —
with the sole exception of the Phrygian word ‘Edessa’.

Continuing eastward, we cross the River Loudias and come to the
area of Pella and Yannitsa, where the Bottiaei lived. Their ethnic origins are
not entirely certain. They probably sprang from Cretans of Minoan origin,
whom the Achaeans had forced to leave their isle and settle in Macedonia,
between the Loudias and the Axios.

The rest of Macedonia was populated exclusively by Thracians, who
went down as far as Tempe in Thessaly.

Slav and Bulgarian writers are correct, and have the support of

history, when they say that in this period there were no Greeks beyond
Tempe.

5

MACEDONIA BETWEEN 800 AND 650 BC

After 1200 BC, the ethnic make-up of Macedonia remained stable
for some four hundred years, during which time the non-Greek peoples
managed to defend their borders against various aspiring invaders.

The situation began to change rapidly after 800 BC, owing to the
departure of the Bryges for Asia Minor, where they rejoined the Phrygians
and created the historically attested kingdom of Phrygia. When they left the
area of Naoussa and Veria, the Bryges left a demographic gap behind them,
which was filled by the Illyrians. They settled in the area of Veria, having
first vacated western Macedonia to the advantage of the advancing
Macednoi.

«We can thus discern the outlines of a large system of Phrygian power, which gave some sort
of stability to this area for a period of some 350 years. The end came with the mass
emigration of the Phrygians from Europe to northwestern Asia where they founded a new
empire and made their capital at Gordium. The date was approximately C. 800 B.C.».
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The new ethnic elements in this period were the Greek colonists of
Halkidiki and the Macednoi of western Macedonia. Historically speaking,
the gradual shift of the Macednoi from Epiros to Upper Macedonia
constituted an important ethnological change, which was completed around
650 BC and led to the Macednoi’s splitting up into three groups: the Oresti,
who settled in the Grevena—Kastoria area; the Elimiotae, who settled in the
Kozani-Ptolemaida area; and the Lyncestae, who settled in the area of
Florina.

Greeks settled in Halkidiki in the context of Greek colonialism,
which was initiated in 733 BC by the Eretrians, who, having been expelled
from Corfu, came to the Thermaic Gulf and established the colony of
Methoni. This was followed by the daughter colony of Dikaia, near modern
Karabournaki. The waves of Greek colonists who followed the Eretrians
settled in Halkidiki, notably on the Kassandra and Sithonia peninsulas, as
also around Olinthos, which is the area that links them.

This brief historical review shows that, even as late as 650 BC, most
of the population of Macedonia consisted of lllyrians and Thracians, whose
language and ethnic identity were anything but Greek. Consequently, such
terms as ‘Thraco-Greeks’ or ‘Thraco-Buigarians’ are modern Greek and
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Bulgarian fictions destined exclusively for domestic consumption
N The f:xceptions were modern western Macedonia and part of
Halkidiki, which were inhabited by Macednoi and Greeks from the south.

MACEDONIA BETWEEN 650 AND 480 Bc

N The arrival of Perdiccas in Macedonia around 650 BC profoundly
influenced the political history of the region. He hailed from Argos in the
Peloponnese and in Macedonia he founded the Temenid dynasty, the
members of which have gone down in history as the Argead king’s in
commemoration of their founding father’s place of origin. ’
P'erdiccas’ leadership was decisive in the further expansion of the
Mgcedqmans, who, around 650 BC, drove out the Illyrians and took
possessmn of the area of Naoussa and Veria. They then founded Veryina, the
first capital of the Macedonian state. Macedonian expansion ,was
accompanied by the expulsion or the outright annihilation of the local
population, which was replaced by Macednoi from Upper Macedonia.
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Map 3: The ethnological map of Macedonia in 480 Bc
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Even after this period, Veryina retained its original importance.
Recent archaeological finds attest that it remained the place where the
Macedonian kings were buried, and they also reveal the Greek character of
the Macedonian culture of that time.

The recent discoveries at Veryina render baseless the assertions of
certain Slav writers that the Macedonian culture of this period was not
Greek.

Although the Greek origin of the Argead kings of Macedon is a
historical fact, the ethnological question of whether or not the ancient
Macedonians of this period were of exclusively Greek origin will probably
never be answered, owing to lack of evidence.

As the Macedonian state spread, its frontiers gradually shifted closer
to the River Loudias and the Bottiaei, who were still living in the
Pella—Yannitsa area. The Macedonian advance continued for the next
hundred years, until, by 550 BC, they had occupied Eordaea, Pieria, and
Bottiaea.

The area of modern Amindaio, north of Edessa, was inhabited by
the Eordaei, a people of Illyrian descent, who, on being expelled by the
Macedonians, were forced to flee to Physca in Thracian Mygdonia, the area
of the modern Lagadas.?

Another Thracian people who suffered the consequences of
Macedonian expansion were the Pieres of Katerini, who were noted for
their musical prowess and their cult of the physician and musician Orpheus,
which the Greeks were later to adopt themselves. Having been violently
expelled from the Katerini area, those Pierians who had escaped the
Macedonian knife were forced to flee to Mount Pangaion, which at the time
was purely Thracian territory.

The last victims of Macedonian expansion were the Bottiaei; they
were forced to flee to central Halkidiki, which became known thereafter as
Bottiaea.

These developments radically altered the ethnic make-up of western
and part of central Macedonia. All the non-Greek populations west of the

2. Taxclapiov M. B. ka1 ovv., { 1982), Maxedovia 4.000 xpdvia eAAnvixic 1oTopiag Kai
noAitiguod, oek. 66: «ol Maxeddveg dpavilav f Edroyvav Todg 0ayeveig xai Enoixifav 11
ybpa pt opoedveig TOVG, - Ol tmidvieg SiEpevyav npdg A ol Tiepeg Eykatactabnxav
petabd 1@V GAAov Bpakikdv phrov otd voéna tod Mayyaiov, ol Bottnaiot ot féaon TG
yepooviioov tiig Xodxidikig xai oi "Eopdoi o1 ®Voxa Thig Muydoviag».

Axios were wiped out or expelled and replaced by Macedonians.

‘ The expansion of the Macedonian state meant that the Macedonians
found themselves next door to the powerful Paeones, whose centre was in
the valley of the lower Axios, between Skopije and Idomeni. Their ca}ﬂtal
was Stobi, the modern Gratchko, a few kilometres south of Titov Veles. Like
the Macedonians, the Paeones had attained their maximum territorial sbread
by §50 BC, having wrested from the Thracians the prefecture of Serres, the

prefecture of Kilkis, and half the prefecture of Thessaloniki. Their terri’tor
marched with that of the Macedonians at the Axios. ’
. It was now that the Persian threat began to loom on the eastern
horizon. Only the Paeones put up a military resistance, the Macedonians
and ‘Thracians yielding voluntarily to the King of Persia. So great was

Pe.rs1ar.1 ascendancy, however, that the Paeones, after suffering a crushin
}(ietez.lt in the Strymon valley in 513 BC, were forced to bend the knee to th§
t ;iilgr;sgoxsgzies(z};f. areas of Serres, Kilkis, and Thessaloniki, and withdraw
The Persians’ allies — the Edoni and the Macedonians — took full
advantage of the Paeonian defeat. The FEdoni returned to the

Thessaloniki-Lagadas area, whence the Paeones had expelled them fift
years earlier, and the Macedonians occupied Amphaxitis, a narrow striy
along the east bank of the lower Axios. They now controlled both banks oli'
the lower Axios, but they did not drive the local Thracian populations away
The most important point here, ethnologically speaking, is that this'

was .the first time the Macedonians had tolerated non-Greek p’opulations
and it marked the inauguration of a new policy that was to remain virtuall :
unchanged in the centuries that followed. ’
Apart from the area of Amphaxitis, the ethnic composition of

Macedonia now remained unchan i
: ged until 480 BC, when th i
defeated at Plataea. © emians were

MACEDONIA BETWEEN 480 AND 359 BC

' Ale>'<ander I’s proclamation as ‘benefactor’ of Athens was due to the
fact that, prior to Xerxes’ campaign against Greece, the Macedonian king
had probably supplied the Athenians with shipbuilding timber. Although
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Alexander I has gone down in history as a ‘philhellene’, Macedonian policy
at this time was anything but philhellenic, as attested, for instance, by the
Battle of Plataea, in which the Macedonian army fought on the side of the
Persians.

The Persian defeat at Plataea was a catalytic factor in the further
evolution of the political and ethnological map of Macedonia.

After the Persians had withdrawn from Macedonia and Thrace,
Alexander I managed to annex Mygdonia, Bisaltia, and Crestonia by
452 BC. The Macedonians forced the Edoni in the Thessaloniki region once
again to quit their territory and to settle in the Pangaion area, where the
Pieres had also sought refuge a century before. Unlike the Pieres, whose
numbers were relatively limited, the Edoni remained militarily strong for the
next hundred years, constantly warring with both the Macedonians and the
Athenians. Having control of the silver mines of Pangaion, the Edoni
became economically powerful as well, which enabled them to put up a
vigorous resistance to the Athenians, who were a great power at that time.
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The Bisaltae and the Crestonians had a different fate: they remained
in the areas of Nigrita and Kilkis and became Macedonian citizens, though
they did retain their ethnic identity for at least another 150 years. During this
time, they enjoyed a kind of semi-autonomy, with their own coins (some of
which survive today) and even their own kings.

Although they were an extremely bellicose people, the subjugated
Thracians in Macedonia refused to accompany the Macedonians on their
campaigns, even in Alexander the Great’s time.

The ethnic make-up of Halkidiki is especially interesting, because,
although this region is considered to have been a bastion of the Greeks and
of Greek culture, the actual ethnological situation there was a different
matter. The inhabitants of the koinon of Halkidiki, which included the
Kassandra and Sithonia peninsulas, linked by the area of Olinthos (capital of
the koinon), were Greeks. But the inhabitants of central Halkidiki and the
Athos peninsula were not of Greek descent. Central Halkidiki, known as
Bottiaea, had been colonised by the Bottiaei; and the Athos area was
inhabited by tribes of non-Greek origin which Thucydides describes as
‘mixed barbarians, a medley of Pelasgians, Bisaltae, Edoni, and
Crestonians’. He must have known the mixed barbarians of Halkidiki quite
well and spoken their language, because he was the son of a ‘barbarian’
himself, a Thracian named Olorus.> Thucydides was not the only ‘semi-
barbarian’ of the ancient period. That category also included Themistocles,
Cimon, Antisthenes, and many others.4

This suggests that in the Classical period, even the aristocracy of
Athens was quite an ethnic mixture itself. And it was probably because of
this that the ancient Greeks were compelled to define a Greek as someone
who ‘acknowledged Greek culture and spoke the Greek language’.

It was at this time that the Athenians began to implement their
colonial policy on the coast near Serres, for, having defeated the Persians at
Plataca in 480 BC, they had now become a great power.

The Athenians’ first act of war on the Serres coast was a bloody one,
as is frequently the case when a colonial power is in the process of dynamic

3. Iotopia tov EAAnvixod “Efvovs. (1981), Téuog Iy, Exdotixh Abpvirv A.E., oeh. 440:
«* O Gouxudidng, yiog Tod "Orbpov, yevwinxe omiv *Abrva yOpo o1d 460 n.X. ME 14
Opdxn 10V cuvdtouy, Extdg dnod 16 dvopa 1od natépa Tov T petarleia ypuoob wob elye
oto [ayyaio». -

4. I'cwpyaviln, I1. A., (1978), Apyaior xai abyypovor Opdxec, ceh. 37.



26

expansion. Having landed in 477 BC, they took the coastal city of ETon and
wiped out the whole Thracian population. Emboldened by this easy victory,
in 465 BC they took the neighbouring city of Ennea Hodoi (Amphipolis)
and with 10,000 aspiring colonists attempted to seize the hinterland. At the
battle of Draviskos near Drama, the Athenians suffered such a crushing
defeat that they were forced to surrender Ennea Hodoi to the Edoni and to
abandon for ever any attempt to colonise the hinterland, because the
Thracians were so powerful and numerous.?

When Amphipolis was recovered in 436 BC and colonised by
Greeks from Argilos,® the Thracian front took its final form. Beyond the
coast, the whole of the Serres area was inhabited exclusively by Thracians,
specifically Edoni, Bisaltae, Crestonians, Odomantes, and Sinti.

This ethnological situation was just the same in 359 BC, when Philip
ascended the Macedonian throne. He conquered the area, but could not
change the ethnological map of eastern Macedonia. The tiny Macedonian
population was no longer in a position to populate the new territories, as it
had done in the past.

MACEDONIA FROM 359 Bc TO THE
ROMAN CONQUEST IN 148 BC

The year 359 BC was a turning-point in the political and
ethnological evolution of Macedonia, for it was in that year that Philip II,
father of Alexander the Great, ascended the throne.

In the course of the next four years, Halkidiki and what are now the

5. Saxedapiov M. B. ka1 avv., (1982), Makedovia 4.000 ypévia eAdnvixrig iotopiag xal
rortiouod, oeh. T1: «” Apydtepa 10 1810 Etog ol *Abnvaiot deob anofiBacav otig dybeg
10D ZTpupdvog OTpaTIeTIKEG duvapelg kai 10.000 Emidokoug dmoixovg, xeréraPav tig
*Evvéa *0800¢ anod tobg " Hdwvodg kai npoiacay o11) xdpa Tovg, Yid va Sievpivouy Tijv
dpuva tijg dyupiic dmokiag 1@V "Evvéa “03@v. *H ouvipuntikn toug Spog fitta gtov
Apopficko (kovtd ot Apapa) todg bnoyptwce va Eykatakeiyouvy iy i8éa va i8pooovy
amoikiar. ’

6. Zaxelapiov M. B. xar ovv., (1982), Maxedovia 4.000 ypovia edAnvikic 1otopiag kai
nolitiouob, oeh. 72 «Td 436 =.X. ol " Abnvaior Evioyuoay ot peydro Babud ) 8&om touvg
Exdubkovtag todg "HEwvodg dnd ti¢ "Evvia "OBodg xai 13ploviag Exel dnowia, v
* ApginoAn pi T ovppetox® noixev and thv "Apyido kai &nd ) vota ‘Erradar.
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prefectures of Serres, Drama, and Kavala were annexed to the kingdom of
Macedon. For the next twenty years, the kingdom continued to expand
through the Balkans at an incredible rate, attaining its maximum spread in
336 BC. The Macedonian population increased from 450,000 in 359 BC to
1,000,000 inhabitants. Most of them were Thracians, who later broke away
and became independent.

After Alexander’s death, the eastern frontier of the Macedonian
state shrank back to the Nestos. To the north, however, the kingdom reached
as far as Skopje, beyond which was the territory of the Dardanii.

Then, as now, the most distinctive feature of the population of the
Macedonian state was its multi-ethnicity. Significantly, the literature states
that the ancient Macedonians comprised as many ethnic groups as there
were cities in the whole of Macedonia.” Of Philip’s subjects, no more than
250,000 can have been of Greek or Macedonian stock.™The rest were
Thracians, Paeones, Illyrians, and Bottiaei.8 .
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Map 5: The ethological map of Macedonia in 148 BC
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7. William Smith’s Dictionary of Greek and Roman Geography, (avagépetar and tov
Wilkinson, otk. 15): «Makedonia was a small country with a peculiar population...
according to Pliny no less than hundred and fifty nations... according to Pomponius Melo,
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The Thracians in Macedonia made up almost the whole of the
population of what are now the prefectures of Serres, Drama, and Kavala,
and the Bulgarian sector of Macedonia, with the exception of the coastal
colonies of Amphipolis, Abdera, and, later, Philippi, whose populations
were for the most part of Greek origin. The Thracians were especially
numerous. It is reported that at the time of the wars with the Romans, the
King of Dardania offered to help the Macedonians with 30,000 of his
soldiers; but the offer was rejected, despite the fact that the kingdom of
Macedon was unable to marshal more than 30,000 soldiers against the
Romans. The Macedonians’ refusal of Thracian help cost them their
independence, and in 148 BC their country became a Roman province. The
Thracians in the interior must have undergone a negligible degree of
Hellenisation, because many centuries later a large number of inscriptions
in the Thracian language written in the Greek script were found outside
Philippi.

The Paeones were a compact group of Macedonian citizens of non-
Greek origin who dwelt in the area that is now the Republic of Macedonia.
They must have preserved their ethnic identity and their language for a long
time after they were forcibly incorporated into the Macedonian kingdom,
because even up to 148 BC Paeonian troops are mentioned as fighting in the
Macedonian army alongside the Macedonian hoplites, and they are said to
have been splendid archers.

Greek never managed to assert itself entirely over the Paeonian
language, unlike Latin, which later became the official language of the
Academy of Stobi, the Paeonian capital. Latin, however, never managed to
oust Greek from the Academy of Pella, nucleus of Hellenic culture and of the
Greek population.

The lllyrians in the kingdom of Macedon must have occupied the
western part of the modern Republic of Macedonia, the limits of which
cannot now be established, nor even guessed at. They never lost their ethnic
identity or their language. Even today, most of the inhabitants of this area
are Albanians, who are generally regarded as the descendants of the ancient

the number of nations seated within Makedonia as many as the were cities».

8. Avdpbvikog M. xar ovv., (1980), Pidinnog Baoidetc Maxeddvwv, oek. 8: « O
nfuopdg tob Pacireiov, mod ambpovoe Towg 1.000.000 xotoikou¢ cvvokikd, Hrav
oyetikd peydhog yid td EAAnvika pétpa. Ol xabavtd Maxedovee 6d anoreroboav Eva
n0G001d pdvo 100 guvblov, Tomg Syt kal 1600 peydro, ...
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Itlyrians.

In conclusion, it may be said that, until 148 BC, when the kingdom
of Macedon was overthrown, the ‘Macedonians’ were simply an ethnic
mosaic of Macedonians, Greeks, lllyrians, Bottiaei, and Thracians. The
kingdom’s subjects of Macedonian or Greek origin cannot have made up
more than 30-50 per cent of the whole population — though it goes without

saying that these figures cannot be scientifically verified, even
approximately.

MACEDONIA IN THE ROMAN PERIOD (148 BC — AD 324)

The southern Greeks were unable to subjugate the Thracians of
Macedonia by force, even though the strife between them had begun in
1250 BC with the siege of Troy. The sole exceptions were a few coastal
cities, which were southern Greek colonies in the north Aegean.

The Macedonians managed to annex the Macedonian sector of
Thrace, while the major part of Thrace remained independent for two
hundred years after the Macedonians had submitted to the Romans in
148 BC.

Roman domination must have left the ethnological structure of
Macedonia essentially unchanged, apart from the gradual arrival of an
unknown number of Roman colonists. It must have been a large number,
given the fact that in 49 BC Pompey managed to recruit a whole legion of
veterans who had settled in Macedonia and Crete.?

Roman colonies were established in many cities in Macedonia,
including Pella, Dion, and Kassandria in Halkidiki, where the majority of the
population was of Greek origin. There were also Roman colonies at Stobi,
the Paeonian capital, and Philippi, the hinterland of which was inhabited
exclusively by Thracians.

The ethnological fate of the Roman colonists depended on the
cultural identity of each area. For instance, the Italians in Pella were unable
to avoid Hellenisation, and the same happened in other places with compact

9. Zaxedapiov M. B. xar ovv., Maxedovia, oeh. 196: «... “O IMopmitog pndpece 10 49
n,‘X. v atpatoroynoet pia Aeyedva ano tobg nakaipayovg mob elyav tyxatactabel peta
™My Gnoatpatevon tovg o1 Makedovia xai otiv Kprjmn». '
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Greek populations, such as ancient Corinth.1o The Hellenisation of the
Romans is also attested by inscriptions found at Pella, bearing the names of
Roman notables, who complacently refer to themselves as Hellenes.

During the initial period of Roman rule, the Thracians were still
independent, and consequently Macedonia suffered heavy human losses
from incursions by various Thracian tribes, such as the Dardanii, the Maedi,
the Bessi, the Dentheletae, and the Celtic Scordisci.!! In AD 46, the last and
most bellicose Thracian tribe, the Bessi, submitted to Rome, and this marked
the dawn of a period of political peace and ethnological stability in
Macedonia which lasted for about two hundred years.

In the third century AD, the Germanic invasions started, violently
and on a large scale. The invasion by the Heruli in 268 resulted in terrible
devastation of the population. Modern archaeological investigations have
confirmed that the same invaders had razed Athens to the ground a year
earlier.

It may be concluded, however, that, despite the Thracian and
Germanic invasions, the ethnic mosaic of Macedonia’s Roman subjects
remained much the same as it had been under the Macedonian kings, apart
from the addition of an unknown number of Italians. As far as Macedonia’s
ethnological evolution is concerned, the Greek language must have been
preserved in the southern part, while the non-Greek Thracian and Paeonian
populations in the north were thoroughly Latinised. The boundary between
these two cultures was probably level with the modern Greek—Macedonian
border.

10. Iotopia tov EXAnvixot "Efvove, (1981), Touog ET, Exdoti Abnvav A.E., ogh. 201:
«Ztiv MEAAa pEpog 1@V dmoixwv TovAdyiotov ftav EAAnvoyimooot "ltalidteg nmov
txppaloviav pk duokohia oth Aatviki, dneg npokOntel &nd diyhwaon Emypagn nou
&vaxalbednxe mpoopata: “Athenodorus Leontus () F. Heracleotes ex Italia; salve
—* ABnvodmpog Abovtog EE " Italhiag yaipe”».

11. Zaxelapiov M. B. xai ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 xpévia edAnvinc 1otoplag kat
noAitiouod, oek. 193: «Oi Ixopdiokot, yahatikd goho nov elye Eykatactabel ati cuufolrr
10d Tdov Kai 1ob AovvédBewc, dnoteloboay Ty EnoxT tkelvn 10 cofapdtepo kivduvo...
Cewvikty EEéyepon 1@V BapPapev onuetddnke xata Sudpkea Tiig draxvPépvnong Tod
Faiov Zeviiov Zatoupvivou (93-87 m.X.). "Ymoxwnuévor xal tEayopacuévor kabig
paivetal &nd 1oV MiBpidam, ol Maidot, of Adpdavor, ol Zuvtol xai &Ala @dha eiotdvoav
and She¢ Tig mhevpég oty Enapyia kai v Eprpacav olktpd. Ol tmdpopég Enavalap-
Bavovtav kabe ypdvor.

THE EARLY BYZANTINE PERIOD (334-610)

After the foundation of Constantinople, the eastern part of the
Roman Empire evolved into an independent state, which managed to deal
effectively with the Germanic invasions of the third and fourth centuries.
The western empire fell to the Visigoths in 410.

Contrary to general belief, the eastern Roman Empire was named
the ‘Byzantine’ Empire by modern historians. The Byzantines did not
regard themselves as Hellenes, but as Romaei. The word ‘Hellene’ meant
‘idolater’ and was considered offensive.

At that time, the centre of the Empire was in the Balkans,
specifically Thrace and Illyricum, and the most important criterion in the
selection of the Emperor was his martial skill. This is confirmed by the fact
that until 527 all the Byzantine emperors were either of Thracian origin or
else Latinised barbarians from Hlyricum,!2 the most notable examples being
the dynasty of Constantine the Great (324-363) and the dynasty of
Theodosius the Great (379-450).

Even after 527, there were emperors of Illyrian origin, like Justinian
(527-565), who built Hagia Sophia, spoke indifferent Greek, and prided
himself on his Latin descent.

Throughout this period, the official language of the state was Latin.

The invasions of the Goths

The ethnic make-up of the Balkans started to change in the mid-
third century, owing to the Germanic invasions, which were a result of the
gradual destabilisation of the Roman frontiers along the Danube.

The Goths’ early invasions and the invasion of the Heruli in 268
were the prelude to the great Visigoth raids of the fourth century and
drastically changed the ethnic make-up of northern Bulgaria. As a result of
the Visigoths’ invasions, that Germanic tribe settled en masse in northern

Bulgaria and by the end of 334 there were no Thracians left in the region at
all.

12. Vasiliev, A. A., Iotopia tnc Buolaviwhc Avtoxpatopias 324-1453, Téuoc A°,
Ex860e1g Mnepyadn, oed. 91.
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Constantinople’s refusal to recognise this de facto change resulted
in the battle of Adrianople in 378, when the Romaei were slaughtered by the
Visigoths. The vast numbers of the slain included Emperor Valens himself.
Following this unprecedented military defeat for the Empire, the Romaei
were forced to recognise de jure the existence of an autonomous Visigoth
state in northern Bulgaria, within Byzantine territory. This political change
merely served to perpetuate the Visigoth invasions of Macedonia, because
the Goths used the nearby marshes as unassailable bases for their sorties.
Only Thessaloniki managed to deal with Alaric, who besieged the city on his
way back from southern Greece in 392. There is no evidence in the literature
that Visigoths settled in Macedonia. A small number of them must have
settled in Thessaloniki, however, for the garrison was manned by Goths, as
we learn from the incident in the Hippodrome, where, on the orders of
Theodosius the Great, 7,000 citizens were slaughtered in reprisal for the
Thessalonians’ murder of Buterich, the commander of the Gothic garrison.

After the Visigoths, the Ostrogoths appeared in northern Bulgaria in
474 and launched some terrible raids into Macedonia. Their king was
Theodoric the Great, who destroyed Stobi, Heraclea Lyncestis, and probably
Pella and Edessa. In 488, they left for Italy, where in 493 Theodoric occupied
Rome and founded the Ostrogoth state, having first pushed the Visigoths
back into Spain, where they still live today. Theodoric was sent to Italy by
Zeno, a Byzantine emperor of Isaurian descent, whose real name was
Trascalisaeus.

Despite the terrible tribulations visited upon Macedonia, the
reduction of the population, and the destruction of major urban centres, the
ethnic make-up of the region must have remained unchanged.

The invasions of the Slavs

After the Goths had moved on to Italy in 488, the Balkans enjoyed
a brief period of tranquillity, which might well be likened to the deceptive
calm that precedes an earthquake, in this case the ethnic upheaval
precipitated by the invasions of the Slavs.

This was a period of massive population shifts, both in the Balkans
and elsewhere in Europe, such as Belgium and France, for instance, which
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were invaded by the Franks. One distinctive feature of the Frankish invasion
of 420 was that the invaders did not exterminate the local Celts, but
contrived a kind of cohabitation under their own dominion. Even today,
there are Celts in Brittany who, fifteen hundred years on, still maintain both
their language and their ethnic identity, just like the Welsh in Great Britain,
who are also of Celtic stock.

In contrast to western Europe, the Avaro-Slavs’ incursions in the
Balkans were accompanied by unprecedented slaughter of the Greek-
speaking and Latin-speaking population, particularly on the plains and in
the fertile riparian areas. Such atrocities have always been a common
historical phenomenon, especially frequent when populations are being
forcibly moved about. The same thing had happened when the Macedonians
had spread from Epiros into Macedonia, massacring and driving out
thousands of Ilyrians, Bottiaei, and Thracians. In the modern era, it was
repeated in North America, where the European colonists violently
repressed the Amerindian peoples and confined them to the reservations
where they still live today.

The Avaro-Slavs’ invasions began around 517, when the Sclavenes,
the Bulgars, the Antae, and the Kutrigurs first appeared on the horizon. The
best account of the ethnological repercussions of these raids is given by the
Byzantine writer Procopius, according to whom, after Justinian’s accession
to the throne in 527, the Slavs’ incursions into Byzantine territory became
an annual event, each time resulting in the loss of some 200,000 lives.!3 The
Latin and Greek population of Macedonia must have paid a particularly
heavy price, when one considers that the Axios and Strymon valleys were
the only routes by which large masses of people could move southwards.

During the early period of their invasions, the Slavs must have
assailed only the interior of Macedonia, which, being without defences,
provided easy prey. Later on, the invaders started to set their sights on
smaller cities, like Kassandria in Halkidiki, which was destroyed in 540 by

13. Setton, K. M., (1950), The Bulgars in the Balkans and the occupation of Corinth in the
Seventh Century, oek. 508: «Procopius, writing... ‘Illyricum and Thrace, from the lonian Sea
to the suburbs of Byzantium, were overrun almost every year since Justinian’s accession to
the throne by Huns, Sclavenes, and Antae, who dealt atrociously with the inhabitants. In
every invasion I suppose that about 200,000 Roman subjects were killed or enslaved; the
whole fand became a sort of Scythian desert—"# but the invasions of the Balkans were just
beginning: ‘Ce n’était 12 qu’un préelude’ (Dvornik)».
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the Bulgars and the Kutrigurs. During this period, the Byzantine forces were
able to defend only the fortitied positions, and the provinces must have been
left to the mercy of the invaders.

Although the Slavs’ raids became more aggressive and more
frequent, the invaders must always have returned to their bases beyond the
Danube, because there is no mention in the literature of Slavs settling in
Macedonia to any considerable extent at that period. The ancient Greeks
followed a similar practice when they attacked Troy in 1200 BC: having
burnt the city down and butchered a large proportion of its Thracian
citizens, they returned with their booty and prisoners to their bases.

The six-year-long Avaro-Slav invasion of 58 1-6 presented a greater
threat, for the Slavs were now in a position to assail large cities. It was
during this raid that Constantinople and Thessaloniki were both besieged, in
581 and in 584 or 586 respectively. Though they were carried out by vast
numbers of Slavonic troops, both these sieges failed, because the assailants
were ignorant of siege technique. The large numbers of Slavonic invaders
involved in the siege of Thessaloniki is also attested by the account in the
Miracles of St Demetrius, whose anonymous author asserts that one hundred
thousand besiegers were sent packing thanks to the protection of St
Demetrius. Exaggerated though this figure may seem, it does reflect the
actual situation to a certain extent. Some of the Slavs who came down in 581
did not return to the Danube, but must have pushed on to southern Greece
and the Peloponnese, where they settled.

The most perilous and at the same time the most massive Avaro-
Slav invasion was the one that led to the siege of Thessaloniki in 616 or 617
and of Constantinople in 621.

At that crucial moment, the Akathistos Hymn was sung on the walls
of Constantinople, and the fact that it is still sung today in Greek Orthodox
churches bears witness to the grave peril posed to the Byzantine capital by
that huge throng of Slavs. It goes without saying that the Slavonic army was
in control of the whole of the undefended province outside the walls of
Constantinople and Thessaloniki, with consequences that will be examined
in the next chapter.
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THE PERIOD OF BYZANTINE EMPERORS OF
ARMENIAN AND SYRIAN ORIGIN (610-1025)

Owing to the Slavs’ incursions, the Empire’s centre of gravity now
shifted from Illyricum and Thrace to Asia Minor, where the Slavs could
never penetrate. This shift is confirmed by the fact that, between 610 and
1025, the Byzantine Emperors were mainly of Armenian, or else of Syrian,
Isaurian, or Paphlagonian descent, in contrast to the early Byzantine period,
when they had tended to be Thracians or Latinised Illyrians.

The Slavs’ most massive and destructive raids were launched in the
time of Heraclius, who was of Armenian descent, and his successors
(610-80). The Serbo-Croats managed to wrest Hlyricum away from the
Byzantine Empire in this period, while other Slavonic tribes gained the
upper hand, ethnologically speaking, in northern Bulgaria and most of
Macedonia.

During this period, the ethnic make-up of Macedonia underwent
drastic changes, because in the course of the successive Slavonic invasions
the plainspeople were virtually wiped out. Only Thessaloniki remained
always in Byzantine hands.!4

The areas of Macedonia in which the Slavs settled were known for
centuries as ‘sclavinias’. In the north Macedonian sclavinias, all the Latin-
speaking inhabitants who escaped the Slavonic knife sought refuge in the
mountains, where they still live today and are known as Vlachs.

In the chapters that follow, we shall examine the sclavinias of
Macedonia.

The Smoleani and the Strymonii settle in eastern Macedonia

The various Slavonic tribes who had settled in Macedonia spread
eastwards to the Nestos valley, which divides Thrace from Macedonia. The
Smoleani, who probably arrived between 616 and 621, settled in the Nestos
valley itself. We do not know exactly when they decided to stay; but we do
know that the Strymonii, another Slavonic tribe, settled in the Serres valley

14. Weithman, W.. (1978). Die slavische Bevilkerung auf der griechische Halbinsel, GeX.
111: (Johannes von Nikiu) «zihlt... folgendes auf... die Einwohner durch die Barbaren,
fremde Vaélker und lllyrier (Avaren) als Gefangene wegfithren lieBen. Allein die Stadt
Thessaloniki blieb verschont... Die ganze Provinz wurde entvolkert...».
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after 616, the Slavs besieged Thessaloniki in 616 or 617, and the Avaro-Slavs
besieged Constantinople in 621. From 616 to 621, the Byzantine forces were
in n(; position to cope with the Slavonic onslaught in the province of
Macedonia, apart from the fortified sites; so it was thanks only to the walls
of Thessaloniki and Constantinople that the whole of the European part of
the Empire was not lost.
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Map 6: The sclavinias of Macedonia

It therefore seems almost certain that the Smoleani settled in the
Nestos valley at the same time as the Strymonii in the Serres valley.

Until this time, the populations in the Drama and Kavala areas
consisted almost exclusively of Thracians — apart from the inhabitants of
the few Greek coastal colonies and of Philippi, who were Greek colonists
from the south or Macedonians and Thracians. S

The Thracian populations in the Nestos valley (i.e. the modern areas
of Drama, Doxato, Nevrokopi, and Paranesti) were never Hellenised, and
this is proven by the fact that numerous inscriptions of the Early Christian
period have been found outside Philippi written in the Thracian language but‘
in the Greek alphabet (the reason being that the Thracians had no script of
their own). But though the Thracians of the interior avoided Hellenisation
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under the Macedonians, they could not avoid total Latinisation during the
long period of Roman rule.

The Smoleani must have exterminated or expelled the local
populations in the Nestos valley, who probably sought refuge in the
Rhodope or other nearby mountains. This is attested by the fact that even in
the nineteenth century there was mention in southern Bulgaria and the
Rhodope of Latin-speaking Vlachs, who have now been Bulgarianised. Most
of the Thracian population around the Nestos must have been replaced by
Slavonic Smoleani, who were numerous, because Basil I issued an imperial
golden bull centuries later declaring the area north of the Nestos the ‘theme
of the Smoleani’.!5 From other literary sources, we know that the
Byzantines used the Smoleani in the war with the Protobulgarians, when the
latter tried to attack Macedonia in 680 by way of the Strymon valley.

Emperor Justinian II, who was of Armenian descent, addressed this
Protobulgarian threat in 688 by settling Smoleani from the Nestos valley in
Klissoura on the upper Strymon.!¢ This must have been somewhere near
Kresna, where Greek and Bulgarian troops met again in 1913. For a hundred
and fifty years, the Smoleani were able to deal effectively with the Bulgars,
who were then still speaking Protobulgarian, a language of Turco-
Mongolian origin.

After Krum’s reign, Bulgarian pressure on the upper Strymon
became so intense that in 837 the Smoleani were forced to withdraw from
the area and go and settle near Hryssoupoli (i.e. old Philippi), where the
Byzantine army was encamped. The Hryssoupoli area later became the
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Lrpupdvog. Zporedvol 8t floav, Aiav mbavig, ol maraidtepot odrot ZAapor, oi Eykata-
otabivreg elg Tag kheroobpag tob Zrpupdvog Tpdg epohpn oty tdv oTevdy Kai andkpovory
Bovkyapikdv axpifide Emdpopdv... Ol Ipohedvor dpag foav olaPikny @uin elg v
brnpeciav v Bulavivéy kai kat’ adtdv Erépyetar O xouydvog "lIaBobrog tob
Bovkydpov dpyovrog Hepoidvor 16 837 kv i Emypagij tév OrAinnwv, VIKN oag Tpo@avicg
abtobg Kai mpoywpoag péxpt @V Mkinnwv, Epyduevog & dopardc &md Boppir.
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‘bishopric of the Smoleni’ in the diocese of Kavala.i” We know from the
literature that the Philippi Smoleani were Hellenised through Orthodox
Christianity; and this suggests that they were very probably the ancestors of
some of the modern Greeks in the Doxato—Philippi area.

The ethnic evolution of the Smoleani in the theme of the Smoleani
must have been completely different. They were mountain dwellers and
must have preserved their language and also embraced Islam in later years.
They probably became the modern Slavonic-speaking Pomaks who live on
both sides of the Greek—Bulgarian border in the Drama area. Even today
there a small town called Smolian and a village called Smilian in the area
inhabited by the Slavonic-speaking Bulgarian Pomaks, and this cannot be a
mere coincidence: the names bear witness to the origins of their
Bulgarianised inhabitants.

This brief review has underlined the common origins of the
Slavonic-speaking Pomaks of Bulgaria and Greece and a segment of the
Greek population of the Philippi-Doxato area. These groups are neither of
Greek nor of Bulgarian origin, but members of one and the same people,
which divided into three cultures.

The Strymonii were the second largest Slavonic tribe in eastern
Macedonia, and settled in the Strymon valley near Serres after 616. After
this the area became known as the ‘sclavinia of the Strymon’.

At the time when the Slavs were settling there, the inhabitants of
Serres were of Thracian stock and suffered the same fate as the rest of the
Thracians in the Balkans: either they were wiped out by the Slavs or they
fled to the mountains. The Greek coastal populations on the gulf of Serres
must have suffered the same fate, for if Constantinople itself was imperilled
by the Slavonic threat at that time, then coastal cities without fortifications
of the quality of Thessaloniki’s could have had no hope of effective military
defence.

The Strymonii’s political independence was short-lived, despite
their undeniable military supremacy; and there were various reasons for
their rapid subjugation by the Byzantines, as we shall see at length.

17. Zaxeiapiov M. B. ka1 ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 xpévia edAnvikic 1gtopiag kai
noArtiopov, oek. 275 «..1y pvela vEov Emokon®dy xai {draitepa g Emoxoniig Apovyov-
Biriag Ond T pnpdmodn Osocudovikng xoi tédv Zporévav brd ) pnTpdroin Gikinnwv
nob avagépovial PEaa oTd dpdvope chapikd @oAa, dnotedel adidyevotn anddertn Tob
txyprotiaviopod-EEeAdnviapod tov ZrdPov tig Makedoviag».
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Until the siege of Constantinople in 616, the Slavs were under Avar
government, an absolute régime headed by a khan. When the Slavs settled in
Macedonia, they simultaneously acquired political independence, owing to
the collapse of the Avar state. One consequence of this political change was
the restoration of the Slavonic system of government, in the form of littie
independent states with no cohesive central power or ruler. A well-known
example was the Slavs of the Seven Generations in north-western Bulgaria,
who submitted to Asparuch, khan of the Protobulgarians, in 670, even
though they constituted the majority of the population in the region.

The fact that the Slavs had no central political organisation enabled
the centrally organised Byzantine administration to deal with each Slavonic
tribe separately, very often with the help of other Slavs. A classic illustration
of this is the siege of Thessaloniki in 677 by the Strymonii and the Runchini,
during which the Belegezitae Slavs of Volos supplied the beleaguered
Byzantines with provisions by sea.!8 A similar situation arose in the United
States in the nineteenth century, when the centrally organised authority in
Washington was in a position to deal successively with the various
Amerindian tribes.

After submitting to the Byzantines, the Strymonii must have
preserved their ethnic identity, and probably a degree of semi-autonomy, for
along time. In 820, they captured Gregory Decapolites (who was of Isaurian
descent) as he passed through the area around the Strymonic Gulf; but,
rather than shaving him, as was their custom, they showed him an unwonted
respect and even accompanied him to the Thessaloniki road.!? Even in 904,
Slav archers are mentioned among the Byzantine troops in the theme of the
Strymon 20

18. Xaxelapiov M. B. xai ovv., (1982), Makedovia, 4.000 ypévia eAdnvixic iotopias kxai
nolitiouod, oeh. 255 «Abtd 16 yeyovog EEeliybnke of iEEyepon 1dv OpoeBvdv Tou
Puyyivov, aAké xai tév Ztpupovitov kol t@v Layovdatdv, ol omoilot anékheicav
Oeccolovikn kol Aenhdtnoav td nepiywpad ™e. " H avarapayni kpdoe dbo ypdvia (676-
678)... moAloi Oecoalovikeic katéguyav otovg Bereyeliteg ZhdPovg tiig @eooakiag. Oi
TAdBol avtoi npoprifevoav tpoéPpa oT00g Becoalovikelc nod meElvobGaV...».

19. Weithman, W., (1978), Die slavische Bevélkerung auf der griechische Halbinsel, o€h.
30: «Lebensbeschreibung des Gregor Dekapolites aus Isaurien (zwischen 780 und 790 bis
842)... Wie sich der Heilige mitten unter die feindseligen (Strymon-) Slaven begibt, was als
unerhérte Kithnheit galt, worauf diese den Heiligen nicht nur ungeschoren lassen, sondern
ihm noch Geleit geben und den Weg nach Thessaloniki weisen».

20. Zaxchapiov M. B. ka1 ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 ypévia eAlnvixic 1otopias kat
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The Hellenisation of the Strymonii is historically attested in the
Tactica of Leo VI, who was of Syro-Khazar descent2! The Hellenisation of
the Slavs in general is also attested by a number of Byzantine leaden bulls of
the eighth and ninth centuries, which mention many Byzantine notables with
Slavonic names?? One of these Byzantine officials who were probably of
Slavonic descent was Patriarch Nicetas.23

The Runchini, Droguvitae, and Sagoudatae
settle in central Macedonia

Moving away from the coast of Serres prefecture in the direction of
Thessaloniki, we come to the area between the coast of the Strymonic Gulf
(Asprovalta, Stavros, Stratoniki) and Lake Volvi. It was here that the
Slavonic tribe of the Runchini settled after 616.

moArtiouoy, oeh. 274: «"Ag onuetabel 51 oti¢ &pytg 100 100v aldva, otd 90.4, (S'Lvacpépst_al
1 cvppetox? TKAaPnvdv tofotdv petald @V oTPATIOTIKGY duvdpeny ToD Bépatog TG
@eocarovikng xai 1ob BEparog Zrpupdvogr.

21. Hammond, N. G. L., (1975), Migrations and invasions in Greece and adjacent Areas,
oeh. 67: «When they scttled in the plains, they soon adopted local ways and eventually
became Graecised in culture, religion and even language. This development was already
noted in the ninth century by the Emperor Leo VI (886-912) in his Tactica».

"2, Saxelapiov M. B. xai ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 ypovia sllnvzxﬁg’ mr’opiag Kalx
nolimapot, cek. 274: «Ta moAvmAndn porupdofoviia tob 8ov-9ou ai’(bvu ?pxovm)v ué
ohaPikd dvopata, kabde kai i pveia tovg o1d dtdgopa keipeva Tig Eno;lalg (m.y. ct'ov
Ocopavy) ¢ Emkepakil ohapikdy eodov Eykataspivev oE BUCuvnv‘o Edapog 8&3{—
vouv THv Tp60do i Evtalng tév chaPikdv minbuopdy 61d thaicia TG abTOKPATOPIKTG
Srotknongr. :

23. Zaxedapfov M. B. xat ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 ypévia eAdnvikhc 1otopiag xai
rolitiouob, oeh. 262: «Tlapatnpeitar dropiky npocérevon, Srnwg oty tepintwon Thg
otkoyéverag 1ob Mupit{ixiov, natépa 100 Nyovpévoy “loavvikiov, dAkov TAdpov T
Makedoviag, Eunsipov 1exvitn KaTaoKevfic poyyavikdv, xai tod natpapyn Nikita 10D
and ZxidPowve.
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Map 7: The sclavinia of the Runchini with modern placenames
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The Thracian tribe of the Edoni had lived here in the ancient period.
The area adjoined the territory of the Bisaltae to the north and the Bottiaei
to the south. The land of the Edoni had never been colonised by the southern
Greeks, being always purely Thracian territory. This situation was brought
to an end in 452 BC by Alexander I, who forced most of the Edoni out; but
he was unable to colonise the area to any significant extent, because the
Macedonian population was still relatively small and concentrated mainly in
the area of Pella and Veryina in western Macedonia.

There can be no doubt that Macedonian garrisons and Macedonian
feudal lords settled in the Volvi area, and in all probability they were an
ethnic minority here. This demographic relationship is underscored by finds
from ancient graves that are still being uncovered in this area today: they are
mostly of Thracian, not Macedonian, provenance.

As elsewhere in Macedonia, so too around Volvi, almost all the
local Thraco-Macedonian population must have been wiped out by the
Runchini, who took possession of the area.

Once they had settled in Macedonian territory, the Runchini came
into conflict with the Byzantines again. This period of strife occurred in the
reign of Constas, who was of Armenian descent, and led to the capture in
656 of many Slavs in Macedonia and their forcible relocation to Asia Minor.
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The clashes continued after Constas’ time too, culminating in 677 in the
siege of Thessaloniki. This grave Byzantino-Slavonic contlict was triggered
by the incarceration and execution in Constantinople of the Runchini’s
leader Pervuntos, who had been taken to the capital in chains in 676 and
charged with conspiracy. The Slav leader had settled with his retinue in
Thessaloniki, dressed in the Byzantine manner, and had to all intents and
purposes become Byzantinised. His execution so enraged the Runchini that
they and the Strymonii together laid siege to Thessaloniki in 677. They were
unsuccessful, however: the Byzantines were able to hold out for a very long
time, because the Belegizitae Slavs in the Volos area were sending them
supplies by sea.

The fact that two Slavonic tribes in Macedonia were capable of
laying siege to Thessaloniki on their own indicates on the one hand how very
many Slavs were living outside the Empire’s second city and on the other
how isolated the Byzantines in Thessaloniki were.

The co-existence of the Runchini with the Byzantines was more
peaceful thereafter, for Leo VI and other historical sources attest that they
gradually turned to Christianity and became Byzantinised.2*

The Hellenisation of the Runchini must have been assisted later on
by the cultural and religious influence of Mount Athos; but the Slavonic
placenames — for instance, Izvor (Stratoniki), Larigovo (Arnaia),
Galatshista (Galatista) — still bear witness to the probable Runchinian
descent of the modern Greek inhabitants of this area. Gopcevic reports that
in 1889 the people of Sohos, Asvestohori, and Sedes spoke Slavonic, as did
a segment of the population of the villages of Vassilika and Pilaia. Despite
Gopcevic’s chauvinism, his information does in fact accurately reflect the
situation, as many of Thessaloniki’s oldest inhabitants will remember.

The foregoing ethnological analysis of the populations living outside
Thessaloniki, which have now been fully integrated into Greek culture,
underlines the racial affinity between one segment of the modern Greeks and
one segment of the modern Bulgarians, who are of neither Greek nor
Bulgarian descent.

24. Zaxedapiov M. B. ka1 ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 xpévic edAnvikic 1otopiag kai
rolitiopod, oeh. 262: « Eni 1év elkovopdywv abtoxpatdpav, coppeva pé tinpogopia
Evoe ypovikod thg Moviig Kaotapovitov oté “Aytov *Opog, ExyprotiavicBnkayv ol
ZraBor Puyyivor. Té ypovikd npéner va &vagipetal ot pakpd nepiodo v Sadoytkdv
Baciierdv 10b Aéovtog ', 100 Kwvotaviivov E’ xai tod Atovtog A7 (717-776),...».
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An ethnological study of Thessaloniki itself in this period serves
little practical purpose, because in 904 virtually all of its 22,000 inhabitants
were swallowed up by the slave markets of the Orient.

This disaster was due to the Arabs, whose seizure of the city is
described in detail by John Cameniates, who was himself captured in
Thessaloniki (and fortunately ransomed later at a heavy price). Cameniates
ascribes much of the blame for the city’s conquest to the Slavs living in the
vicinity, who failed to come to the aid of the beleaguered citizens.2s It seems
highly improbable that Thessaloniki was colonised by a population of Greek
origin after the Arab conquest, because in 805, as we know, for want of
Greeks, Sparta (which was surrounded by the Slavonic Ezeritae in the
Evrotas valley) had to be colonised by Armenians, Thracians, and Capheri,
who formed the nucleus of the subsequent Greek population of Lakonia.

Generally speaking and as a rule, the population of a city comes
from the surrounding area. This is true of modern Thessaloniki, for instance,
the population of which consists mostly of inhabitants of villages and small
towns in Macedonia who came to the city in search of a better life. Patriarch
Philotheus describes the same phenomenon in 1341: he writes with some
animosity that the Zealots of Thessaloniki were not local men, but ‘aliens’
and ‘barbarians’.26 This can only mean Slavs or members of other ethnic
groups in Macedonia.

25. Weithman W., (1978), Die slavische Bevilkerung auf der griechische Halbinsel, ceh.
47. «Schilderung des Priesters Johannes Kameniates iiber die Einnahme der Stadt Thessa-
loniki durch Sarazenen aus Kreta im Jahre 904. Da die geschilderten Ereignisse zum Teil auf
Autopsie beruhen, darf ihr Quellenwert sehr hoch eingeschitzt werden. Der Autor gibt
allerdings einen GroBteil der Schuld-an der Katastrophe den umwohnenden Slavenstim-
men,... In den Urkunden sind viele slavische Familien— und Taufnamen unter der
béuerlichen Bevolkerung der Zinsbauernddrfer der Athoskléster feststellbar».

26. Iotopia tov EAAmikob “Efvoug, (1981), téuoc O, Exdotikty AGnvidv A.E., oeh. 157:
«* O natprapyng PraéBeog, mod kataydtav and My Qeccarovikn, atdov Bio 100 " Avyiov
Z4BPa tod Néov, dvagéper 61t of mpwtaition tiig Enavaotdoewg d&v ftav ynyeveic, GArG
«Emhudeg» kal «BapPapor» mod elyav Ppel katapdylo oty Oecoalovikn xai npoép-
yoviav Gnd dnopaxpuontveg meproyEg g abtokparopiag («Ex 18 @V fjpetépov Eoya-
TIOV... CUVEABOVTOV» )».
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Map 8: The sclavinia of the Droguvitae with modern placenames

Moving westwards from Thessaloniki, we come to the Droguvitae, a
Slavonic tribe that settled after 616 in the area between Thessaloniki and
Veria, an area which is now occupied by the villages of Sindos (Tekel),
Valmada (Anatoliko), Halastra (Koulakia), and Yida. In the period when the
Slavs were overrunning Macedonia, it is unthinkable that any of the ancient
Macedonian population could have survived in the unfortified area where
the Droguvitae settled, especially in view of the fact that, according to the
book of the miracles of St Demetrius, it took a miracle to save Thessaloniki
itself from the 100,000 Slavs who were besieging it.

The Droguvitae embraced Christianity and in the ninth century they
made up the diocese of Droguvitia, which was part of the metropolitanate of
Thessaloniki. There is mention later on of ‘mixed villages’ in this area,?’
which suggests that some of the Droguvitae became Hellenised. Many of
them did not, however, because Gopcevic reports that Slavonic was spoken
in the villages of Valmada, Kimina, and Sindos in 1895. Even today, the
older inhabitants of these villages speak Slavonic as well as Greek, and some
of the oldest of all speak only Slavonic. I can personally vouch for this: a

27. Zaxelapiov M. B. xar ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.0(’)0 Xpé‘:za sMrywm?g 1otopiag xa
roditiopob, oek. 274 «Niknuévor ma doot and 1005 chfﬁoug Ieps’;wav cr.lg Ba)'uca\:uceg
neproyég tob Pulavrivod xpdroug tvtdooovtal o6& dexovneg oL 'y\vovrfxl'o (pop?eagdclmou
suvundpyovv 16 Pulavrivé kai 10 ohaptkd OTOKEIO (YAPAKTNPICTIKY] N UVELQ «OHOL-
piktov Kopdv» oty nepoxn Tig Béporag)».
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visit to Valmada, where there are no refugees, will dispel any doubt.
Beyond and to the west of Veria we come to the Naoussa—Edessa
area, where the Slavonic tribe of the Sagoudatae settled. They are mentioned
in the sources because the Emperor forced them to supply the Sermesiani of
Monastir with food.
As for the Slavs who lived in Veria, Leo VI tells us that they turned
Christian and were Hellenised.2s

The Berzites and the Sermesiani settle in western Macedonia

The Slavonic tribe of the Berzites, about whom there is little
information in the sources, settled in the area of Monastir, as did the
Sermesiani. An ethnological study of the latter is particularly interesting.

Procopius tells us that, after 527, the Slavs’ incursions into the
Byzantine Empire were wreaking terrible havoc both materially and in
terms of 200,000 dead.?* The Romaei continued to suffer heavy losses for
many decades. According to the book of the miracles of St Demetrius, after
the Avaro-Slav invasion of 616, some 200,000 Romaei from Macedonia
were captured and taken to Sirmium near modern Belgrade.30 These
captives were an ethnic mélange of Greeks, Thracians, and Illyrians, who,
after their forcible deportation to Sirmium, mixed with Protobulgars from
Pannonia and thus formed a ‘new people’, the Sermesiani. Both the

28. Zaxedapiov M. B. xar ovv., (1982), Maxedovia, 4.000 xpévia eAdnvixn¢ 1otoplac xar
noliticuod, oek. 276 «... yapaktnprotika dvaldet 100¢ napdyovieg xai 16 droteAéopata
i Gpopoinong t@v ZhaPov 6 Atwv Zt° Akyoviag 81 & natépug tov Baoiketog (xai Syt
fiEBata 6 dokopovnuévog ané tév Baoirero Miganid) * Apepipvoug * Popaiovg (= Bulavri-
volg) &x Thg moAAdkig and ZxAaPov yevopivng vrapoiag Enoinoe.».

29. Setton K. M., (1950), The Bulgars in the Balkans and the occupation of Corinth in the
Seventh Century, cek. 507. )

30. Charanis P., (1970), Kouver the chronology of the Activities and their Ethnic Effects
on the regions around Thessalonica, cel. 240: «In other words, the ancestors of this people
had been, before their deportation by the Avars, inhabitants of the regions of Thessalonica,
Thrace, and the immediate surroundings of Constantinople. Juxtaposing this information
with that furnished by the chroniclers to the effect that in 619 the Avar khan, having failed to
trap Heraclius, ravaged Thrace, including the immediate surroundings of the capital, and
deported to the regions of the Danube 270.000 people (men and women), we may safely
conclude that this deportation is the one referred to by our text of the Miracula».






