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This paper studies the formation and geographic volume of the lands out of
which the medieval Bosnian state consisted of, as well as the way of formation and
disappearance of certain lands, which could be seen from the title of the Bosnian
rulers during the 13" and 14" century. The importance of the land of Bosnia, as
the oldest and most significant Bosnian state, has been specially emphasized. The
role of land as an administrative unit headed by the duke or knez has been also
emphasized. In that particular sense, the most important were Bosnia, Usora and
Donji Kraji, which had the most developed administration.
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The term land during the Middle Ages, by the Serbs, had several meanings.
The most general is the one that means Earth, then soil on which man stands
or walks. The term land signifies also the state territory, as well as the ethnic
space of one nation.! In the state ruled by the Nemanji¢ dynasty, the lands were
also ancient historical areas (Hum, Trebinje, Zeta), as well as the territorial and
administrative units; this term also had a meaning of region, area (Gacko). The
formation of the lands in Serbia was also influenced by existence of the Episcopal
center, as well as by existence of the constituent principalities (Serb. udeone

* This study is a part of the project “Hace/pa 11 CTaHOBHUIITBO CPIICKIUX 3€Maba Y IO3HOM
cpenmeM Beky (14. u 15. Bex) ” (Settlements and Population of the Serbian Lands in the Late Middle
Ages (14th and 15th centuries)) (No 177010) supported by the Ministry of Science and Techno-
logical Development of the Republic of Serbia.

! More details on the notion of the term land with bibliography see: Misi¢ 1999, 134.

21bid., 137, 146.
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knezevine). There were several of those units in Serbia, their territory being
equal to the spiritual jurisdiction of some episcopates, such as Raska, Hvosno,
Toplica, Lim, Moravice, Srem, Brani¢evo.> The majority of those lands had been
established during the 12 century, some of them even later. Since that time,
same term was used in the Bosnian state, as well. Beside certain similarities,
there were also significant differences in creation, development, duration and
character of the lands in Bosnia.

During the 9" and 10™ century, several districts (Serb. Zupa) had formed
a land (Raska, for instance), some of them gained independance and became
the states, but the majority stayed on the level of the regional union. One of the
Serbian lands that had been separated in the early period is the land of Bosnia.
During the 10" and 11" century, the districts of Vrhbosna, Lepenica, Lagva and
Brod made a strong union with the district of Bosnia.’ Later, the name of this
land would be used to signify the whole state territory. When John Kinnamos
wrote that the river Drina separated the land of Bosnia from the rest of Serbia,
he meant the whole state and not only the land of Bosnia.* The same process
had been finished earlier in Serbia, where the name of the land of Raska was
used for the whole state of the Great Zupan Vukan and his inheritors.> Also,
the adjective Bosnian in the ruler’s title or signature signifies the integral state
territory, and not only the land of Bosnia. For example, Mateja Ninoslav had
a title sans Bocnnckn or Great Bosnian Ban.® As we know that the Ban Mateja
Ninoslav ruled the territories of Donji Kraji and Usora as well, it means that the
title of Bosnian Ban meant the whole state territory. In his charter issued to the
citizens of Ragusa dated 1249, were namely mentioned three kaznacs Grdomil,
Semijun and Belhan, one from each of three mentioned lands.” Very similar
was the title of Tvrtko I Kotromani¢ at the beginning of his rule. Several times
(1355, 1367, 1375, 1376) he was called the Bosnian Ban by mercy of God.® After
taking the royal title (1377), the Bosnian kings, during the 14™ century, used
the notion of Bosnia to signify the whole state territory; the same terminology
was used by the foreigners as well. For example, some citizens of Ragusa in
1398 wrote a letter addressed to Ostoja, the king of Bosnia by mercy of God.” The
Ragusa citizens used the same title for the king Tvrtko II Tvrtkovi¢; in 1421 he

3 Corovi¢ 1935, 17, 20, 43 ; Blagojevi¢ — Medakovi¢ 2000, 41. About possibility that the
region of Visoko might be encompassed by the district of Bosnia, see: Andjeli¢ 1982, 33.

*John Kinnamos, VIINJ 4, 28.

5 For more details, see: Misi¢ 1999, 134-135.

¢ Novakovi¢ 1912, 144, 145 ; Stojanovi¢ 1929, 6, 79.

7 Miklosich 1858, 32-34 ; Stojanovi¢ 1929, 7; Mrgi¢ 2000, 29.

8 Stojanovi¢ 1929, 72, 74, 75.

° Ibid, 418.

10 Tbid, 499-501, 504 ; Miklosich 1858, 304.
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gave himself the title of king of Bosnia.'” Thus, we can conclude that during the
13" and 14" century, the terms Bosnian and Bosnia had been used to design the
integrity of the state territory; the name of the most important of its lands had
been transferred to determinate the whole state territory.

However, the notion of land of Bosnia would be present throughout the
Middle Ages. In the detailed titles of the Bosnian rulers it had always been
mentioned as first of all the lands. The first ruler whose title included all the
lands he ruled was the Ban Stjepan II Kotromani¢ (1322-1353). It is obvious
that the process of formation of the lands, developing in the previous period,
had already been finished at that moment. In the charter issued to the Great
knez Grgur Stjepani¢ (1329/30), Ban Stjepan had a title of Ban of the lands of
Bosnia, Soli, Usora and Donji Kraji, as well as the land of Hum."' Those lands are
part of his title throughout his ruling period. But, in the charter issued in 1351
to knez Vuk and Pavle Vukaslavi¢, ban Stjepan II is the master of all Bosnian
lands and Usora and the land of Hum and Donji Kraji.'* The lands of Usora and
Soli had separate governments from 1326 to 1351, as the witnesses signed in
the document were from Usora and from Soli, but integration of those two lands
under the name of Usora had been finished not later than 1351."° Nevertheless,
the name of Soli was kept in the detailed titles of the Bosnian rulers until the
fall of the Bosnian state (1463), and was always mentioned along with the name
of Usora, which means that the idea of existence of the separate administrative
unit was kept even after its disappearance.

Here we should emphasize the existence of certain disharmony between
the lands mentioned in the rulers’ titles and witnesses in the charters. In the titles,
all the lands had always been mentioned consistently, but it was not always the
case with the witnesses. The witnesses usually came from those lands mentioned
in the charter, while the intitulation recites all the regions ruled by certain ruler.
The lands that had been established earlier had its own governments, and some
of those established in the later period (Podrinje, Primorje) did not have the
ruling apparatus and could be administratively submitted to some other land.
It seems that Podrinje, regularly mentioned in the title since 1366, and in the
administrative sense had been a part of the land of Bosnia. It has already been
said that Bosnia, Donji Kraji and Usora had its own government during the
Ban Matej Ninoslav. The witnesses signed on the charters were not chosen by
random, since it had been pointed out to which region they belonged, making
possible to conclude which lands were separate administrative units.* Since 13"

1 SSA 3 (2004) 20 (J.Mrgi¢ — Radojci¢).

12SSA 1 (2002) 80 (J.Mrgi¢ — Radojci¢).

1® Mrgic¢ 2000, 32-35, see the table of witnesses and table of titles of the Bosnian rulers.
'* About the witnesses and council see: Dini¢ 2003, 229-304.
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century, certain lands had their knez, as the most outstanding representative of
government, then kaznac, tepcija, and later a duke (Ser. voivoda).”® In all Bosnia
charters from 14" century signed by witnesses, there were witnesses from Bosnia,
or good Bosnians. In the charter issued to Grgur Stipani¢ from Bosnia, beside two
knezs, tep¢ija Radoslav and Bosnian duke Vuk Stitkovi¢ were mentioned. Then
followed witnesses from Zagorje (Zupan Poznan Purci¢), from Neretva (Vuk
Vuk¢evi¢), from Rama (knez Ostoja Pribojevic), from Duvno (voyvoda Bogdan),
from Donji Kraji (Zupan Porodas), from Usora (Vojko, duke of Usora and knez
Vitan Tihoradi¢), from Soli (Zupan Budos) and from Treboti¢ (Zupan Ivahn and
Goisav Obradovi¢).'® Although the land of Hum had been mentioned in the
title of the Ban, among witnesses there were not any nobility from Hum. At the
time when the charter was issued, the king Stefan Decanski had undertaken a
military offensive, during which he retake Ston, PeljeSac and Neretva valley."”
The situation in Hum was irregular; that was the reason for absence of witnesses
from this land. The mentioned witnesses belonged to the ancient lands, but also
to those that were at the beginning formation process; for some of them, the
finalization of this process would never been accomplished.

From the list of witnesses it can be concluded that the land of Bosnia
had its own governing apparatus, including, besides knez and tepcija, Bosnian
duke as well. The title and rank of duke had originally military character and
his primary duty consisted of military affairs. In the charter issued in 1332 to
Vukoslav Hrvatini¢, was mentioned Vuk Stitkovi¢, as pristav of the court, again
with the title of the Bosnian duke.'® Thus, the land of Bosnia had around 1330
its duke, most problaly knez, kaznac and tepcija. In the land of Bosnia, Bosnian
duke was a substitute for ban in certain affaires. From the above mentioned
charter, it can be concluded that Usora had its governing apparatus as well. In
the charter dated 1332, Vojko, voyvoda of Usora had been mentioned among
the witnesses. He presented a unifying factor in Usora.” At the beginning of
thirties of the 14™ century, Bosnia and Usora had the highest rank among the
lands and also the most developed governing apparatus, with duke at its head.
The head of the state apparatus of the land of Soli was, at the same time, Zupan
and Celnik, the fact that testifies of its lower rank.

5 About knez see: Blagojevi¢ 2004, 21-50 ; Blagojevi¢ 1997, 17-30. About dukes see:
Mihalj¢i¢ 2001, 125-156.

16 Thalloczy 1914, 14-15, with wrong date. New edition and correct date SSA 3 (2004) 20
(J. Mrgi¢-Radojcic).

17 Misi¢ 1996, 59.

18 Thalloczy 1914, 8. On the charter issued by the Ban Matej Ninoslav in 1249 there was a
mention of duke Pur¢a — Stojanovi¢ 1929, 10.

¥ Andjeli¢ 1982, 10.
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Thechartersissued to Grgur Stjepanic¢ (1329/30), Vukoslav Hrvatini¢ (1332)
and citizens of Ragusa (1332), beside the information on the administration of
the old lands, contain the information regarding the formation of the new ones.
In the last charter the witnesses were from Bosnia, Land of Hum and Zavrsje.?
The historiography had already concluded that the witnesses from Zavrsje were
originally from the district of Treboti¢, lands of Usora and Soli and district
Zemunik.” This grupation did not last long, since Zavrsje could not erase the
existence of the old districts; the spreading of Usora have its contribution to this
process as well. The witnesses from Neretva, Zagorje and Rama had also been
mentioned in the above mentioned charters, but their survival, as the separate
administrative units, could not be preserved. The witness from Duvno, duke
Bogdan had also been mentioned in those charters. We had to point out the
fact that neither in that time nor later, not single one of the dukes were from
the districts. In the districts, the heads of the local administrations were Zupans.
During the whole 14" century, as could be seen from the charters (see Table 1),
the title of duke had been preserved only for representatives of the state authority
in the most important of the lands (Bosnia, Usora). According to this analogy,
duke Bogdan could not be only from the Zupa of Duvno, but from the land.
That would mean that the land, later known as Zapadne strane Eng. (Western
frontiers) had been created yet in 1330, having the similar rank to Bosnia and
Usora. Zapadne strane made part of the ruler’s title only after 1377; after 1332,
until the time of the king Tvrtko there were no mention of witnesses from this
land. It should be also mentioned that duke Bogdan is probably the same person
as Bogdan Grdosevi¢, mentioned in 1338, during the attack on Klis.??

Beside the duke of the land, who was head of the land administration,
in the charters issued from 14" century onwards can also be found the title
of the great duke. Since the end of the 14™ century, this title would be used by
the rulers of the provinces, firstly Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢, and then Sandalj Hranié.”
The first holder of the title of great duke was Vladislav Galesi¢, thus signed as a
witness on the charter issued to the citizens of Ragusa in 1332.2* He was signed
as witness from Bosnia, and this is the only mention of him in the preserved
historical sources. Couple of years earlier (1326, 1329/30) Vuk Stitkovi¢ had a
title of duke of Bosnia.” His fate has not been enlightened yet. If we presume
that this is the same personality as the duke Wolk in one Latin charter issued in

% Stojanovi¢ 1929, 43-45.

2! Blagojevi¢ 1979, 129-144.

2 $SA 3 (2004) 31(J. Mrgi¢-Radojéi¢); Andjeli¢ 1976, 36.
# SSA 1 (2002) 119 (R. Mihalj¢i¢); Stojanovi¢ 1929, 508.
* Novakovi¢ 1912, 165 ; SSA 6 (2007) 38 (R. Popovic).

» Mrgi¢ 2008, 13.
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1345, it would mean that at the time in Bosnia exited simultaneously the duke
of the land and the great duke. The problem presents a fact that the title of great
duke in the later period was connected with the governors of the provinces,
which Vladislav Galesi¢ had not been, thus his role and function remain mostly
unknown.

The title of duke was a sign of a high rank of the land which he headed.
At the beginning, the title of duke of the land existed only in Bosnia, Usora
and Duvno (Zapadne strane). Gradually, as the time passed, the more and more
lands gained their dukes, and temporarily this title surpassed by its importance
the title of knez. The development of title of the duke of the land during the 14™
century has been shown in the following table, when he was a part of the land’s
administration, despite the high level of independence. In the 15" century,
appearance of the governors of the provinces had changed the situation and

relations between certain lands and rulers.

Year Land Duke Witness from Grand Source
the land Duke
1326. Vuk Stitkovié Bosnia ( Court) Grada o proslosti
Vojko Usora Bosne 1 (2008) 13
(J. Mrgi¢)
1329/30. | Vuk Stitkovi¢ Bosnia SSA 3 (2004) 20
Vojko Usora (J. Mrgi¢-Radoj¢i¢)
Bogdan Duvno (Zapadne
strane)
1332. Vuk Stitkovié¢ Bosnia Vladislav | SSA 6 (2007) 38
Vojko Usora Galesi¢ | (R. Popovi¢)
(Livno)
1353. Puréa Bosnia SSA 4 (2005) 116,
101 (J. Mrgi¢-
Radoj¢i¢)
1354. Puréa Bosnia SSA 2 (2003) 71 (S.
Rudi¢)
1357. Purca Bosnia Thalloczy 1914, 25.
Tvrtko Ivahnié Usora
1366. Tvrtko Ivahni¢ Usora SSA 2 (2003) 169
Vukac Hrvatini¢ | Donji Kraji (J. Mrgi¢-Radojcic)
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1367. Purca Hrvatini¢ Bosnia Surmin 1898, 83.
Vlatko Vukovié¢ Bosnia
Tvrtko Ivahnié Usora

Vukac Hrvatini¢ | Donji Kraji

1370/74 Vukac Hrvatini¢ | Donji Krajai Sidak 1954, 39.
1378. Vlatko Vukovi¢ Bosnia Stojanovi¢ 1929, 80,
Vukac Hrvatini¢ | Donji Kraji 82 ; Miklosich 1858,
189, 190
1380. Vlatko Vukovié Bosnia SSA 1(2002) 119,
Vlatko Tvrtkovi¢ | Usora (Trebotié) 120 (R. Mihalj¢i¢)

Hrvoje Vuk¢ié Donji Kraji

1392. Sandalj Hrani¢ Bosnia Surmin 1898, 96-97.
Vlatko Tvrtkovi¢ | Usora

Pavle Vlatkovi¢ Donyji Kraji
Hrvoje Vuk¢ié Donji Kraji

1394. Sandalj Hrani¢ Bosnia Miklosich 1858, 225,
Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢ Donji Kraji 226.
1395. Sandalj Hrani¢ Bosnia Miklosich 1858, 225,
Vucéihna Tvrtkovi¢ | Usora 226
Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢ Donji Kraji
1398. Sandalj Hrani¢ Bosnia Miklosich 1858, 232
1399. Vlatko Tvrtkovi¢ | Usora Miklosich 1858, 234,
Vukasin Milatovi¢ | The Land of Hum 236-7.
Pavle Klesi¢ Zapadne strane
1400. Sandalj Hrani¢ Bosnia Miklosich 1858,
Radic¢ Sankovi¢i | The Land of 247-250.
Vukasin Milatovi¢ | Hum?
Vukmir Usora
Zlatonosovié

Table: The title of land duke and grand duke in the Bosnian charters from
the 14th century

We can conclude from the table that the title of duke was preserved for
the most distinguished noblemen in the land. In the charters, the title of duke
appeared for the first time in 1249, in the charter issued by Matej Ninoslav,
quoting among the witnesses the duke Purca as well.* It could be assumed that
he was head of administration of one of the lands. During the 14" century, the

2¢ Miklosich 1858, 33; Stanojevi¢ 1929, 10.
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title of the land’s duke had been present, in continuity, in Bosnia and Usora,
since 1326 (Vuk Stitkovi¢, Vojko). During this period of time, Bosnia and Usora
had preserved their own administrative apparatus, headed, in the beginning,
by the prince, but during 14™ century the title of duke became much more
important. The other lands had representative of the central government with
lower titles (Zupan, kaznac, tepcija). The first of them was Duke Bogdan from
Duvno (Zapadne Strane), then Duke Vukac Hrvatini¢ from Donji Kraji. He
was mentioned with this title from 1366 to 1378.* His son, Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢, had
inherited his title. In the charter issued by the king Tvrtko Kotromanic¢ to the
knez and duke Hrvoje Vuk¢ié, his son, dated 12" March 1380 it was written that
the king was discussing the matter with the noblemen and that they decided to
give Hrvoje Vuk¢ic the title of the Duke instead of the already mentioned duke
Vukac.?® On the charters issued after 1380 Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢ had been mentioned
as witness from Donji Kraji with the title of duke.?” Since the end of the 14"
century, the title of duke appeared in the land of Hum, as well. The first one
mentioned is duke Vukasin Milatovi¢ in 1398, and next year him and Radi¢
Sankovi¢, both from Hum.*® On his example it could be seen that the title of
duke had higher rank than the title of knez. Vukasin Milatovi¢ had, from 1378 to
1395, the title of knez, and in 1398 he was a duke.’’ The Duke Vukasin Milatovi¢
was son of Milat tepcija, with the domains in the Neretva valley, and since 1407
his brother Grgur, who was a knez until that year, appeared with the title of
duke.* This is a period of creation of the constituent principalities in the Bosnian
state, followed with the serious changes in the state administration, and the title
of duke had not longer been connected with the ruler of the land. The noble
families, owner of the their noble bastinas, did not allow the development of the
ruler’s domination. The ruler could not deprive the nobleman of his land, it had
been given as the eternal bastina, and there was no pronia in Bosnia.” The land
that was given as a gift eventually made one estate with the inherited bastina,
while the feudal lord enjoyed privileges of both vassal relation and private
ownership.* Those processes influenced the increase of the independency level
at some of the lands, so they became half-dependant regions, with the most
powerful feudal lord at its head.

%7 Stojanovié¢ 1929, 82; Surmin 1898, 83, 84.

28 SSA 1(2002) 119 (R. Mihalj(:ic').

2 Miklosich 1858, 225, 226.

30 Miklosich 1858, 236-237, 249 ; Fermendzin 1892, 43-44.
3! Miklosich 1858, 189, 226, 232.

32 Misi¢ 1996, 85, 288.

3 Babi¢ 1972, 10, 22-23.

3 Tbid, 24.
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Before we start our study regarding territory encompassed by the lands,
it should be mentioned that their territory had been changing, which could
be seen from the example of the land of Usora. Depending on the political
circumstances, their territory had increased or decreased. The land of Bosnia
developed its territory in the upper course and basin of the river Bosnia. The
state had developed and widespread its territory along the course of the river
Bosnia, toward Vrbas and Drina, with intention to reach the river Sava.*® The
center of the Bosnian land were the districts Bosnia, Vrhbosna, Lepenica, Lasva,
Brod and Trstivnica. The territory of this land had been expanding along with
expanding of the state borders. In the 12", 13" and the first half of the 14®
century Bosnia encompassed the territories to the mid-course of the Drina
River in the east (district Praca, valley of Jadar with Srebrenica). Drinjaca was
the border toward the land of Soli, and then to Usora, and town of Kladanj in
the upper course of Drinja¢a to Bosnia.* The northern border encompassed the
field of Zenica (district Brod) up to the gorge of Vranduk, and it encompassed
the courses of Lepenica and Lasva (up to Vranica and Ivan Mountain) in the
west.”” The district of Rama presented the southern border and the river Neretva
the border with the land of Hum. In this area, the district of Hum on the right
bank of the river belonged to the king’s lands (Bosnia), and on the left bank to
Hum. This is proven by existence of two districts (nahiye) Neretva: one in the
King’s and the other in the land of Herzog.*®

At the time of ban Tvrtko, and before 1366, Podrinje had also been
established as a separate land. In 1366, Podrinje had been mentioned in the title
for the first time, in the charter issued by the ban Tvrtko to Vukac Hrvatini¢.”
Podrinje had been a part of the Tvrtko’s title in 1380 as well, in the charter issued
to Hrvoj Vuk¢i¢.* All Bosnian kings after Tvrtko had preserved Podrinje in
their title.* On the basis of the diplomatic documents, it can be concluded that
the land of Podrinje encompassed the mid-course of Drina (left bank), territory
which belonged before to the land of Bosnia. The most powerful noblemen
in Podrinje in 1366 were the Dabisi¢ brothers, who were displaced by the ban
Tvrtko due to the infidelity. In the period from 1350 to 1367 the Duke Purca
Dabisi¢ was mentioned, together with his brothers and estates in Podrinje.*

35 Corovi¢ 1940, 4.

36 Cirkovi¢ 1998, 24 and footnote 59.

37 Blagojevi¢ 2003, 118.

3% Misi¢ 1996, 29.

¥ $SA 2 (2003) 169 (J. Mrgi¢-Radojéic).
4 Surmin 1898, 91.

1 See table in Mrgi¢ 2000, 34-35.

4 Dini¢ 2003, 501.
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That could possibly mean that it had its own administration or was a part
of the land of Bosnia. Podrinje encompassed the flow of Drinja¢a and Jadar,
region from Zvornik to Zepa and the Javor Mountain. That is in fact the region
of Drinjaca with Osat and Ludmer, to the watershed of Praca in the south.”
However, the separate witnesses from Podrinje had not been mentioned up to
the 1400, so it was indirectly included in Bosnia. Zupan Dragi$a Dinjici¢ was
in 1400 witness from Podrinje, while his estates were in Osat. But he was also a
vassal of the duke Vukmir Zlatonosovi¢, who was, since that year, a head of the
Usora administration. The family of the duke of Usora Vlatko Tvrtkovi¢, who
performed that duty until 1399, disappeared from the historical sources.* Thus,
Podrinje had still been linked to Usora. Three nobleman families were originally
from these areas: Zlatonosovi¢, Dinji¢i¢ (Kovacevi¢) and Stanci¢. Although
Podrinje had been preserved in the title up to the end, it is obvious that it did
not have permanent land administration, since during the 15" century the
noblemen from Podrinje had mostly been dukes of Usora.** However, since 1419
the documents had been registering the Duke Kova¢ Dinji¢i¢, which enable the
conclusion that the situation was similar to the one before 1366.

Podrinje should not be confused with the land of Drina, from which it
differed not only by its establishment, but also by its territory. Different from
Podrinje, which was established relatively late as a land and paid great efforts to
preserve its territory, Drina was among the oldest lands, but it entered the state
of Bosnia quite late (after 1373). Thus, it was not a part of title of the Bosnia
king. The main district in this land was Drina (from the spot where the river
Piva meets the river Tara to the mouth of the river Bistirca), and it also included
the districts: Bistrica (valley of the river with the same name), Sutjeska, Pribud
(course of Drina from Cehotina to Praca), as well as the district of Govza.*
This land also included the region of S¢epan-polje with the town of Sokol
situated at the meeting point of the rivers Piva and Tara, being the main fortress
of the Kosaca family. Stefan Vukci¢ Kosaca had a title of knez of Drina.*” In
the land of Drina were also mentioned Novi nearby Gorazde, Samobor, Hoc¢a
(Foc¢a) and Gorazde.*® That would mean that the land of Drina encompassed
the territory to the river Praca on the north, to the river Piva on the south,
while it was surrounded with high mountain ranges on the east, as well as on

 Dini¢ 1955 (= Dini¢, 2003).

* Miklosich 1858, 247-250. About the Zlatonosovi¢ family see Mrgi¢ 2008, 93-95, 102,
119, 126, 239.

* About the dukes of Usora with detailed older bibliography see Mrgi¢ 2008.

4 Cirkovi¢ 1998, 29 ; Blagojevi¢ and Medakovi¢ 2000, 41; Blagojevi¢ 2001, 264.

¥ About the titles of the Kosaca family see Misi¢ 2002, 342-350.

*8 Blagojevi¢ and Medakovi¢ 2000, 42.
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the west. This land territorially existed throughout the Middle Ages, but not in
administrative way. Similar to Podrinje, Bosnian diplomatic sources do not give
any information regarding the witnesses from Drina. The creator of power of the
Kosaca family, Duke Vlatko Vukovi¢ had the mentioned title, but he had always
been the witness from Bosnia.* His nephew and inheritor, Sandalj Hrani¢ was,
since 1392 witness from Bosnia, with the title of duke.” It is clear that the land
of Drina was, after 1378 to 1404, in similar position toward the land of Bosnia,
as it was a case with Podrinje toward the land of Usora. In both cases, the most
powerful noblemen of those lands put under their control the administration of
the neighboring lands, thus making them united. After 1404, the land of Drina
became an integral part of the Kosaca family region, and therefore mentioned
in their title.

Donji Kraji was mentioned as one of the oldest Bosnian lands in the title
of the Ban Stjepan II. In the administrative sense, this region was constituted as
a land at the end of 12" and beginning of the 13" century. Donji Kraji was quite
early united into the territorial unit with the land of Bosnia. The center of this
land were the districts: Uskoplje, Pliva and Luka (valley of the river Vrbas to the
mouth of the river Ugar and valley of the Pliva river), and it was soon expanded
to the districts of Zemunik and Vrbanja, progressing along the course of Vrbas.
In the time of knez Hrvatin, Donji Kraji encompassed the districts of Lusci and
Banjica (upper course of the Sana River).”! Donji Kraji consisted of those seven
districts in the first half of the 13™ century. During the rule of Hrvoje Vuk¢ié,
to this land were joint the districts Sana (mid-course of the river Sana), Glaz
(lower course of Vrbas) and Vrbas (around the river Vrbaska)®? Thus, the whole
basin of the river Vrbas, as well as the lower and mid-course of the river Sana
were included to the Lower Parts, which was separate land until the end of the
Bosnian state and were mentioned all the time in the title of the Bosnia rulers.

It had already been mentioned that Usora and Soli were in 1326 two
separate lands, and that, in 1351, Usora included Soli in its territory. The

* Thalloczy 1914, 26. Here, the duke Purca (1367) had been mentioned as the witness of
Bosnia, but these were irregular times in which the land of Drina had not yet been incorporated
into the Bosnian state. That was the time when Zupan Nikola Altomanovi¢ had started his activ-
ites, so in the following years, he gained possesion of Drina again. In the following period (start-
ing with 1378) duke of Bosnia was Vlatko Vukovi¢ regularly: Miklosich 1858, 189; Fermedzin
1892, 43-44; SSA 1 (2002) 119 (R.Mihaljci¢).

> Miklosich 1858, 236-237, 249. Compare Kurtovi¢ 2009, 77-133. Especailly pg. 39-42
about the Bosnian nationalism of Sandalj Hrani¢ and issue regarding the relation of the Kosaca
family toward the Bosnian Ban (king) in the first years of their reign over Drina (1367, 1373-
1378).

*! More details on Donji Kraji see Mrgi¢-Radoj¢i¢ 2002, 43.

>2 Ibid, 168.
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districts of Usora and Soli were, during the 10" century, part of Serbia. They
were mentioned for the first time as the lands in a letter written by the Pope
Honorius III to the archbishop Ugrin dated 1225.” At the time of Ban Matej
Ninoslav, in 1236, there was a mention of the knez Sibislav of Usora, who had
ruled Usora as a constitutive prince within the state of the Bosnian Ban.** The
first mention of the constitutive princes in Bosnia (¢esnici) dated from 1189, in
the charter issued by Ban Kulin.*® On the basis of the existence of the constitutive
principalities in Bosnia at the end of 12" and first half of the 13" century, it can
be concluded that they made influence on formation of certain lands; Usora, for
sure. The same influence of the constitutive principalities had been remarked
in the process of formation of the lands in the Nemanji¢’s state.” Ban Mateja
Ninoslav guaranteed in 1240 safety for the citizens of Ragusa, throughout the
lands and throughout the space he and his sons had ruled”. It means that they
had ruled certain lands. Usora had expanded, from its center, to the lower course
of the river Bosnia, encompassing until 1329 the district of Nenaviste, and basin
of the river Ukrina, with the districts Modran and Ukrina on the West.*® During
the second half of the 13" century, the Hungarians had established beside the
Banat of Macva, the Banat of Usora and Soli, as well, thus contributing to the
unifying of this space in one unit, especially since 1284 when this area was given
to the king Dragutin (1284-1316).

The district and land of Soli encompassed the basin of river Sprec¢a and
expanded out towards Drina; in 1351 it entered the land of Usora. Thus the
eastern border of Usora was on Drina, and southern on the Drinjaca river.”
All Bosnian rulers during the 14™ and 15™ century had Usora in their title; the
witnesses from Usora regularly occurred in the charters. Beside Bosnia, Usora
had the most developed administration headed by the duke; this land had also
its kaznac and tepcija. The first duke of Usora was Vojko (1326-1332), and then
Tvrtko Ivahni¢ and his son Vlatko Tvrtkovi¢ (1357-1399).%° In two charters
dated 1395 Vucihna Tvrtkovié, Vlatko's brother, was mentioned as the duke
of Usora.’" Therefore, by the end of his life, Vlatko was replaced as a duke of
the land by his brother. This family had their estates in the district of Treboti¢;

>3 Smiciklas 1905, 242 -244 ; Mrgic 2008, 55.

>* Smiciklas 1906, 15-18; Blagojevi¢ 1997, 46.

> Miklosich 1858, 2; Blagojevi¢ 1997, 45.

%6 Misic¢ 1999, 146.

°7 Miklosich 1858, 29-30; Stojanovi¢ 1929, 10; Blagojevi¢ 1997, 19-21.
% Mrgi¢ 2000, 30-31; Mrgic¢ 2008, 57, 68.

> Mrgi¢ 2000, 33.

€ Tbid, 36, 37.

¢! Miklosich 1858, 225, 226.
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several times they were mentioned as the witnesses from Treboti¢, which means
that between 1380 and 1392 this district was not completely united with Usora.®
The fact that the estates of the duke of the land were in Treboti¢ encouraged the
process of union of those two territories. Beside Treboti¢, the following districts
were included in the land of Usora: Usora, Soli, Ukrina, Modran, Nenaviste,
district of the town of Srebrenik. It encompassed the region between Vrbas on
the west, Drina on the east and Sava on the north. The southern border was
north from the mountain Uzlomac, being a neighbor at that area with Donji
Kraji. The border ran further southern from the mountain Borje, to the spot
where Bosna and Krivaja unit, than southern from the mountain Konjuh and
Javornik down the Drinjaca to Drina.®®

The lands we have discussed so far presented the center of the oldest
Bosnian state, except the land of Drina. However, since 1326 the largest part
of the land of Hum (Eastern Hum and Neretva) entered Bosnia, and the land
of Hum became a part of the title of the Bosnian Ban. The land of Hum is an
old historical region, developed from the archontion of Zahumlje. Its core was
made of the districts: Hum, Primorje, Zazablje, Popovo, Dabar, Dubrava, Luka
and Veceri¢. From the 12" to the 14™ century it had been expanding to the
area between the rivers Neretva and Cetina, encompassing Imota and Krajina,
Mostarsko Blato and district of Neretva to the Konjic area on the north; the
field of Nevesinje entered this land on the north-east.** After he conquered the
Neretva valley and area to the Cetina River, Ban Stjepan II Kotromanic entered
the land of Hum into his title, where it stayed until the end of the Bosnian state.*
In the charters, the witnesses from Hum had been mentioned since 1333. This
land had its administration even during the Nemanjic’s state, it survived after the
land passed under the Bosnian rule, and it had been preserved during the time
of Kosacas as well. At the end of 14™ century, the first dukes were mentioned
in Hum. First one is Vukasin Milatovi¢, son of the Hum’s tepcija Milat (1359-
1378). Later the title of duke would be hold by Vukasin’s brother Grgur, and
then his son Marko Grgurevi¢ (1423-1454) and grandson Pavle Markovi¢
(1455-1465).% In 1400 as the duke of Hum, the first one mentioned was Radic
Sankovi¢; then Vukasin Milatovi¢.*” Both of them could not possibly perform
the duty of the duke of the land in Hum. This is the period when the noblemen
with intentions of separation of the territory and converting it to their province,

%2 Surmin 1898, 92, 97; Listine IV, 282; Andjeli¢ 1977, 17-42; Blagojevi¢ 1979, 143.
¢ Mrgi¢ 2000, 41.

%4 Misi¢ 1996, 15 and further on.

% 1bid, 60 and further on.

% Tbid, 86.

7 Miklosich 1858, 249.
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took the title of duke. The Sankoviés were the first family trying to accomplish
that goal and Radic’s title of duke should be seen in that particular light.

When Tvrtko I gained power (1353) Bosnia would endure territorial
changes; thus some new lands would occur in his title, as well as the administrative
units. The first change has already been explained regarding the establishment
of the land of Podrinje since 1366. The Ban Tvrtko had taken the royal title in
the MileSeva monastery in 1377 and was granted the title of the king of the
Serbs, Bosnia and Primorje (the Littoral).*® The charter issued to Hrvoje Vuk¢i¢
three years later (1380) contained Tvrtko's detailed title stating the king of the
Serbs, Bosnia, Primorje, the land of Hum, Donji Kraji, Zapadne Strane,
Usora, Soli and Podrinje.® Geographically, this title included all the lands from
the time of Ban Stjepan II Kotormani¢, as well from Tvrtkos reign as a Ban
(Bosnia, the land of Hum, Donji Kraji, Usora, Soli and Podrinje). The two new
lands in this title were Primorje and the Zapadne strane; the novelty is also the
ethnic determination of king of the Serbs, which was taken from the Serbian
imperial title. From the time of Tvrtko onward, all Bosnian kings stated those
same lands and they all were the kings of Serbs. In the shortened version of the
title, and in the signatures, they were usually the kings of the Serbs and Bosnia,
and sometimes only the kings of Bosnia.”” The Bosnian ruler was always the
king of Bosnia and foward that, meaning a group of the lands he had ruled. In
the king’s title, Bosnia always represented a geographical determination, and
the nations lived in that land were always the Serbs, according to the king’s
title. The Kotromani¢ family had always been the kings of Serbs. They always
relied themselves to the state tradition of the Nemanji¢’s Serbia. Beside that
determination, in the charters, from the time of Ban Stjepan II Kotromanic,
when stating the witnesses, there was used an expression saying the Bosnians
or the good Bosnians for the witnesses.”” Usually, after this expression, the
witnesses from the land of Bosnia were named. That was the case in all the
charters issued by Ban Stjepan, as well as Ban Tvrtko. In the charter issued to
Vuk and Pavle Vukoslavi¢, the expression Bosnian and Usorians was put before
naming the witnesses.”> It was obviously territorial, not ethnic determination.
The good Bosnians are usually the noblemen — witnesses from the territory
of the land of Bosnia, but we should also bear in mind the fact that existences

% Miklosich 1858, 187, 190.

 Surmin 1898, 91. New critical edition SSA 1 (2002) 117-129 (R. Mihaljci¢).

70 Miklosich 1858, 221, 225, 235, 280, 427, 485, 489; Stojanovi¢ 1929, 75, 83, 85, 175-177,
418-433, 490-513; Stojanovi¢ 1934, 115-121, 162-167.

!'Thalloczy 1914, 8, 14-15, 18, 20; Surmin 1898, 84.

72SSA 1(2002) 81 (J. Mrgi¢-Radojcic).
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of the separate state (Bosnia) influenced the development of consciousness of
separate identity of the citizens of this state (Bosnians).”?

As it has already been mentioned, two new lands in the Tvrtkos title
were Primorje and Zapadne strane; those were newly conquered territories,
included into the Bosnian state after 1377. The land of Primorje had been always
mentioned immediately after Bosnia, since its first mention in 1378. In 1377,
Tvrtko conquered from the Balsi¢ family the districts of Trebinje, Konavle and
Dracevica. Thus, the historical Serbian region and land Travunija came under
his power.” Differently from the Land of Hum, which preserved its particularity
even after been conquered by Bosnia, Travunia seized to exist a land; it territory
was inherited by Primorje, encompassing the Bosnian littoral estates from
Dubrovnik to the southeast. Since Tvrtko’s coronation, the Bosnian kings had
stated the lands in their title according to certain principle: first the central land
(Bosnia), then territory from the Adriatic coast to the East clockwise (Primorje).
It had been followed by the land of Hum, whose territory was neighboring to
Primorje. Since Hum was left as part of the title, it means that Primorje could
not possibly encompass all the littoral territories being a part of the Bosnia
state, since the land of Hum had its own part of the coast (from Dubrovnik
to Cetina).” It is quite obvious then that Primorje could encompass only the
Bosnian littoral estates eastern from Dubrovnik. Later Primorje would be a part
of the title of the Herzog Stefan Vuk¢i¢ Kosaca.”

After the land of Hum, according to the mentioning order, Zapadne strane
had been mentioned, after them Donji Kraji, Usora, Soli and Podrinje. At this
area, the western border of the land of Hum was the river Cetina and district of
Imota, which was a part of Hum, while the districts placed on the south-west
Uskoplje, Pliva and Lusci were a part of Donji Kraji. Between those territories
were the regions of Duvno, Livno, Glamoc¢ and Kupres. The area of all those field
and districts made the Bosnian Zapadne strane. Duke Bogdan, mentioned as
a witness from Duvno in 1329/30, is probably the same personality as Bogdan
Grdosevi¢ who led in 1388 the Bosnian army in Croatia.”” Couple of years later
(in 1332) in the charter issued to the citizens of Ragusa the grand duke Vladislav
Galesi¢, from the family Galesi¢ of Livno had been mentioned.” Thus, during
the first decade of reign of ban Stjepan II we have a notion of one duke and
one grand duke from the area of Zapadne strane, which suggests the high rank

73 Cirkovi¢ 1975-1976, 271-273.

74 About Travunija under the Bosnian rule see: Tosi¢ 1998, 95-128.
75 Misic¢ 1996, 15-45 ; Blagojevié 1985, 112-113.

76 Stojanovic¢ 1934, 63.

77 Andjeli¢ 1976, 36 and footnote 27.

78 Stojanovi¢ 1929, 43-45; Andjelié 1976, 37; Ribar 2010, 95-98.
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and reputation of those noblemen, as well as the importance of these areas for
Bosnia. There was no one single case during the whole 14™ century that duke
was a witness coming from a district, even when he was thus mentioned. The
good example for that is the duke of Usora Vlatko Tvrtkovi¢ being mentioned
as a witness from Treboti¢, but was a head of administration of the land of
Usora. In our opinion, it is possible to make an analogy here, meaning that
Zapadne strane had in 1320 their own administration, headed by the duke
Bogdan. Vladislav Galesi¢ is the first well-known grand duke. The Galesi¢
family belonged to the old nobleman family of the Hlivno district, together with
Voihni¢ and Cubranovi¢ families, who had been later banned from Livno by
Stjepan Il in 1326.”° At the end of the 14™ century in this region was mentioned
duke Pavle Klesi¢, relative of the Kotromani¢ family.** There is no doubt that he
was the land duke of Zapadne Strane.
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Cunnma Mumnh

TEPUTOPUJATHA TIOJEJIA M ITPEOJCTABHVMIIN JIOKAJIHE YIIPABE
Y CPEAIHLOBEKOBHO] BOCAHCKO] IPJKABI V 13. U1 14. BEKY

3emme koje he og 12. mo 15. Beka caummaBaTi OOCAHCKY Ap)KaBy HacTajaje
Cy Ha pasIuuuTe HauuMHe M y pasnumuuto BpeMme. Hajcrapuje (bocua, Jowu Kpaju,
Ycopa u Comn) cy popmupane y 11. n 12. BeKy 1 Ha BUXOBO 00pasoBarbe je yTULAIO0
MOJIMTUYKO OPTaHM30Barbe U IOCTOjarbe YNEeOHUX KHeXeBMHa y 12. m 13. Bexy, Kao
U OpraHusoBame yrapcke 6aHoBuHe Ha ceBepy. VIMe 3emme BocHe ce BpemeHOM
HOpOMINPWIO M Ha LenuHy apxasHe Tepuropuje. llupemem Tepuropuje 6ocaHcka
IpakaBa je oOyxBaTuIa ¥ Heke crape yucropujcke obmactu (Xym, TpaByHuja), a n
semme [IpyHy u Jlum. Y MHTUTYyNanujaMa 60CaHCKIUX BIajjapa ocrasa je XyMcKa 3eM/ba,
a y turynu Kocava semma [puna. TpaBynuja u Jlum cy ce yronuse y HOBe yIpaBHe
jemunune semmwe [Ipumopje u Ilogpusbe, amu oHe HUCY yCIIee la U3TPafie jaK yIpaBHU
amapart, I1a Cy ocTajie y CEHIIM CTapUjuX 3eMasba.

AHanmu3oM cBefioKa y GOCAHCKMM IIOBe/baMa YTBPAjEHO je Aa Cy Hajuspurhe
OpraHM30BaHy 3eMaJ/bCKy yIpaBy umasne 3emme bocHa, Ycopa, 3amagne crpane u
Xym. Ha ueny muxoBe ynpase CTajao je 3eMa/bCKy BOjBOfla U 3eMa/bCKu KHe3. OHM Cy
IpefCTaBHNLIM JIOKa/IHEe YIIpaBe U HeHM ITIaBHM HOCHOIU. 3em/mpe Kao cTo ¢y Homnu
Kpaju, [logpume HUCY MMasle TAKO YBPCTO OPTaHM30BAHY YIPABY, 1A CY Y HOjeIMHIM
nepuopyMa 611e IOA4INbABAHe YIIPABY APYIUX 3emMambad. Y 15. BEKY BOjBOJie OTHCKY]Y
KHe)XXeBe y Apyru IiaH. ITopes 3eMabCKor BOjBofe y 60CAaHCKOj Ap>kaBu ce of 1332.
jaB/ba ¥ TUTY/A BENMKOT BOjBOfIe KOjy Hocy Bragucmas lanmemmh.
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