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Abstract: The paper focuses on the historiographical work of Simeon Pis¢evi¢ (1731-1797)
History of Serbian People (Istorija srpskog naroda) written in Russia at the end of the 18 century.
Simeon PiSc¢evi¢ was a Serb who started serving military in the Austrian army during the War of the
Austrian Succession and then went to the Russian army, where he got as far as to the rank of general.
Milo§ Crnjanski partly based the main character of his novel Migrations (Seobe) on this person. The
first part of the paper focuses on the history of his manuscript, which remained unknown until the end
of the 19t century, while the second part presents the structure of this work, the sources on which the
author relied and the methods that Pi§¢evic applied as a historian.
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imeon Piscevi¢ (1731-1797) is one of the most interesting people of the Serbian

culture of the 18" century. He first served as an officer in the Austrian army, fighting

in the War of the Austrian Succession for the rights of Maria Theresa and then, after
moving to Russia, he reached the highest military ranks in the army of this empire. He was
a brigadier general and the bearer of the Ribbon of St. George. He had to opportunity to
personally meet empresses Elizabeth Petrovna and Catherine the Great, as well as the very
influential Prince Potemkin. Although he was completely unknown to the Serbian culture
until the 1930s and to the wider public until 1961, when Matica srpska started publishing
the translation of his memoirs into Serbian, his tumultuous life was the basis for the main
character of the famous novel Migrations by Milo§ Crnjanski, Vuk Isakovig.!

The paper is an extended version of one part of the research published in the preface of the book: Simeon
Piscevic, Istorija srpskog naroda (History of the Serbian people), edited and prefaced by Porde Duric,
Akademska knjiga, Novi Sad 2018.

The literary skill of Simeon Pisc¢evi¢, which was demonstrated in his memoirs, attracted the attention of
Crnjanski. In a text published in the daily paper Politika on 15 May 1924 Crnjanski introduced the wider
public to this forgotten personality of the Serbian 18™ century. The famous writer at that time did not know of
the existence of the manuscript of the History of the Serbian people.
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Pid¢evi¢ was a characteristic representative of the Serbian military elite of the 18"
century. His grandfather Gavril and father Stefan were officers in the Austrian army.’
Simeon was born in Sid, a little town in Srem, where his father served in the military.’ He
chose the military calling, just like many other Serbs of his time who lived in the Habsburg
Monarchy. In return for their faithful service on the military border of the Austrian empire
Serbs enjoyed many privileges, i.e. they were not in the position of serfdom and did not
depend on local feudal masters. However, in the middle of the 18™ century, due to the
geopolitical changes caused by pushing the Ottoman Empire towards the south, the
Habsburg Monarchy started decreasing the importance of Serbian border units and the role
of Hungarian noblemen increased. That is when the court in Vienna reduced the rights of
Serbs in this region and started subjugating them to the Hungarian authorities. This caused
great dissatisfaction among Serbian bordermen, so that in 1751 part of them decided to
move to Russia: here, during the reign of Elizabeth Petrovna, Serbian immigrants were
granted special rights in the newly formed regions New Serbia and Slavenoserbia.

Among those who decided to move to Russia was Simeon Pis¢evi¢, who started his
journey in 1753. He belonged to the Serbian elite in the Habsburg Empire. His uncle Sekula
Vitkovi¢ was a regiment commander, his father-in-law Atanasije Raskovi¢ was one of the
most respected officers and Patriarch Arsenije IV Jovanovié¢ Sakabenta was the uncle of his
wife Dafina. Still, membership in the elite and prospects of a successful career were not
enough for young Pis¢evi¢, who as a real son of the 18" century fantasized about adventures
and officers’ glory. This was the main reason why he moved to Russia. As a regiment
commander there he participated in wars with the Poles (1767) and the Ottoman Empire
(1768—1774), he attained the rank of general and was awarded the Ribbon of St. George,
the most prestigious in the Russian army, for his heroic deeds.* As a very well educated
officer, during his short service at the Russian court he was sent on several diplomatic
missions and with Prince Potemkin participated in planning and preparation of an action in
the Balkans which was connected with the Greek project of Catherine the Great.’ He
described part of these events in his historiographical work.

Simeon Pis¢evi¢ wrote two books and both can be considered historiographical
pieces. These are his Memoirs and the History of Serbian People. The public learnt about
them only in the 19 century, much later after his death. The author wrote these two books
simultaneously and that is why some facts are repeated in both of them. After Simeon
Pis¢evi¢’s death, the manuscripts shared the same destiny: for almost a century since they
were kept in the family of his ancestors and were eventually presented to the public by Nil
Popov, a Russian Slavist and archeographist.® The Memoirs were published in Serbian in

His family was originally from the Pastrovi¢ region on the Adriatic coast of present-day Montenegro.

*  Pavi¢ 1966: 251-255.

Rossiyskiy Gosudarstvennyy Istoricheskiy Arkhiv Moskva (RGIA) Fond 1343. Departament geroldii senata
Op.27.D.3221L4

*  Vinogradov 2003: 106-109.

Nil Alexandrovich Popov (1833—-1892) was a historian, archeographer and Slavist. He graduated from the
Faculty of Philosophy in Moscow. His first papers were dedicated to the study of ancient Russian chronicles.
His role model was Sergei Mikhailovich Solovyov. He taught Russian history and later the history of Slavs at
the Moscow University. His PhD thesis was on the history of Russian-Serbian relations in the period 1806—
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the 20" century and the History of Serbian People in the 21% century.

Piscevic’s Memoirs were first published in 1884 in Russian. The full title of the
memoirs in the first edition in Russian was: Hzeecmie o noxoocoeniu Cumeona Cmenanosoe
cuna Iuwuesuua, cenepana maiopa u xaeaiepa opoena ce. leopeis, 0 eso pocoeniu,
JrcusHu, eocnumaniro, Haykb, 3auano cayocowvl, npeceienue 6b  OAIHYIO CIMPAHY,
npoucxooicoenue 0bib 80EHbIX, U O CIVHUBUIUXCS Cb HBIMD 1O CYOOAMb PA3HBIXG CHACTIN
U Hecuacmiti, NbICANL CAMb COOCMBEHHOIO PYKOIO COObIPANL U3b PA3HLIXL NPENCOHbIXD
CBOUXD 3aNbICOKD U NPOO0IXHCANb 00 1785. 200a. For his Memoirs Simeon Piséevi¢ used the
neutral term “zapiski” (records), which was later used in Russia for memoirs, diaries and
autobiographies: this means that the author himself did not define the nature of his work.”
As Pis¢evi¢ himself said in his work, he wrote his Memoirs using his diaries, which cover
the events ranging from the time of the Alsace quest in 1744 until the end of his service in
the Russian army. He shaped the final version in 1785. This work was written in the
Slavenized Russian® language (with reflections of the Serbian pronunciation), in which he
also wrote the History of Serbian People in that period. In the review of the Russian edition
of the Memoirs published in 1885 in the journal JKypunare Munucmepcmea napoounazo
npocebwenisn (Journal of the Ministry of National Education), P. Chechulin says that
Piscevi¢’s Russian language retained all the characteristics of the Serbian pronunciation.
The first Russian edition was prepared by Nil Alexandrovich Popov, who had acquired the
original manuscript from Alexander Platonovich Pishchevich, the great-grandson of
Simeon’s, in 1879.° Nil Popov also wrote a preface and published the book in installments
in the archeographical periodical publication: Ymenis 6 Hmnepemopckoms obwecmsb
ucmopiu u opeernocmet pocciickuxv npu Mockosckoms ynugepumemb, vol 4. for 1881, vol.
2 for 1882 and vol. 2 for 1883. Popov again published the memoirs with an identical preface
in Moscow in 1884 as a book entitled H3zebcmie o noxoocoeniu Cumeona Cmenanosuua
Tuwwesuua 1735—1785. Only one copy of this book was in the possession of Matica srpska
and it disappeared before the Second World War. The other one was in the National Library
of Serbia and it burnt during the Nazi bombing in 1941.'°

The memoirs were published several times in Serbian, but almost a century later than

1856. The translation of this work caused many controversies in the Serbian professional public since some
historians have considered that Nil Popov negatively portrayed the Obrenovi¢ dynasty and opposed him. He
wrote many papers on the history of various Slavic nations and was active in Slavophillic circles. For a while
he was a leading figure in the Moscow Slavic committee and participated in the organization of the Slavic
congress in Moscow and St. Petersburg in 1867. Two years later he was elected a member of the Serbian
Learned Society (predecessor of the Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts). Vorabyova 1999: 24-31.

In his time the genre of memoirs, which in Central Europe emerged in the period of Enlightenment, only
started appearing in Russia.

Piscevi¢ wrote the Memoirs in Russian which he has never completely mastered and as a consequence he kept
some elements of Serbian in his writings - hence the term Slavenized Russian as the most appropriate for the
language he has used.

Rossiyska Gosudarstvennaya Biblioteka (RGB) Otdel rukoprisey: A. Pischevich pisma k Popovu Nilu
Aleksandrovichu F239, NP ed. hr. 16

The archive of the SASA in Belgrade keeps an interesting correspondence between Ilarion Ruvarac and Milan
b. Milicevi¢ from 1897, which testifies that Serbian historians knew that the book had been published, yet
they knew nothing about its content.
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in Russian. At the initiative of Mladen Leskovac, the editor of the Matica srpska journal for
literature and language of the time, the first Serbian edition was translated by Svetozar
Mati¢ and published in installments in this journal in the period 1961-1963, under the title
Hzeewmaj o ooxcuswajuma Cumeona Cmenanosa Iluwuesuha, cenepar-majopa u
Kasamepa opoena cs. Bopha, o rwezo6om pohery, dHcusonty, 6acnumarvy, yuery, nouemKy
cyorchbe, npecemervy y 0aneKy 3emMmy, 0 B0JHUYKUM OeTUMA U O PASHUM OOAHCUBHATUMA
e208uM Koje My je Oonena cpeha u necpeha, nucao c8ojom pykom, a Cakynuo u3 pasHux
ceojux panujux 3anuca;, 006eo 00 1785. cooune (xw. VIII-XI) (Report on adventures of
Simeon Stepanov Piscevi¢, brigadier general and cavalier of the Ribbon of St. George,
about his birth, life, upbringing, studies, beginning of service, moving to a distant country,
on his army deeds and various events that luck and misfortune brought him, written by his
own hand and collected from his previous writing; up to the year 1785 (vol. VIII-XI)).

The fate of the original manuscript of Simeon’s Memoirs is not known to historical
science today. On the basis of the material from the Manuscript department of the state
library in Moscow (namely the correspondence between N. A. Popov and A. D. Pagodin) it
can be presumed that at the end of the 19" century the manuscript belonged to a private
collection; however, its further fate still has to be determined. From the correspondence
between Alexander Platonovich Pishchevich and Nil Popov!' we can see that the former
claimed back the original manuscripts of his ancestor, but Popov did not comply to this
request. From those documents we also learn that Popov provided Alexander Platonovich
with 300 copies from each edition of the memoirs, which he partly sold in the bookstores
of both Russian capitals.

The importance and value of Pis¢evi¢’s Memoirs are confirmed by the fact that they
were not known only within Russian and Serbian culture, to which they directly belonged,
but were also translated into two Central European languages — Hungarian and German.
They were translated in Hungarian by Imre Huszar. Their quite abbreviated version was
published for the first time in installments in the Budapest weekly Vasdarnapi Ujsag during
1902.'2 The same version of the translation was published as a book in Budapest by a
renowned publisher, Franklin, in 1904. This means that Pis¢evié¢’s manuscript was published
in Hungarian 55 years before it was published in Serbian.'3 Just before the beginning of the
First World War Piscevi¢’s Memoirs attracted the attention of the Austrian-German historian
and Slavist Hans Ibersberger.'* As a professor of Eastern European history at the University
of Vienna, he wrote several books on the history of Russia, among others about the territorial
expansion of the Russian empire to the south, so Pis¢evi¢’s Memoirs could have been a
useful source for him, especially with reference to the time of Catherine I and Potemkin. '3

" RGB Otdel rukoprisey: A. Pischevich pisma k Popovu Nilu Aleksandrovichu F239, NP ed. hr. 16.

Piscsevics orosz tabornok vandrorlasai és kalandjai. Sajat elbeszélése. A szlav eredeti utan kozli Husar Imre.
Literally translated as: Migrations and adventures of the Russian general Pi§¢evic¢, his own story, translated by
Imre Huszér after the Slavic original. It was richly illustrated and printed as a literary appendix of the
illustrated weekly Vasarnapi Ujsag Regénytdra from issue 27 for 1902 until issue 47 of the same year.

In a letter to Vasa Staji¢ from 1929 Milo§ Crnjanski mentioned this translation into Hungarian, but he said
that, while writing Migrations, he read the Russian edition.

14 Stefanovié 2013: 7-15.

At the beginning of the 20" century Isberger with the aid of the Austro-Hungarian embassy in Russia got the



The Hungarian translation is richly illustrated and clearly intended as an exciting,
entertaining read. However, the Memoirs enjoyed conspicuous attention within the cultural
and political milieu of the German region, not only because of their literary value, but also
because of Pis¢evic’s double loyalty. Indeed, as a servant of both the Austrian and the
Russian army, he seemed to reflect the dilemma of the 19 century, not just of the Serbs,
but of other Slavs in the Habsburg Monarchy, too.

Simeon PisCevi¢ started writing the History simultaneously with the Memoirs,
probably around 1775; when he finished writing the Memoirs, he returned to the text of the
History and worked on it for the next ten years, starting in 1785. Its subtitle says that it was
finished in 1795, although in the text of the History, when the author speaks about the last
division of Poland (which happened in 1795), he says “previous year 1795”.1¢

At the time of the Ethnographic Exhibition in Moscow, probably moved by emotions
of Slavic connection, Alexander Platonovich Pishchevich, the great-grandson of Simeon
Pis¢evi¢, gave the manuscript of the History of Serbian People to Nil Popov.!” Popov
studied this text and relied on its material to write two further articles. The first one,
Boennvis nocnenis cepboew v Ascmpiu u Pocciu (Military migrations of Serbs in Austria
and Russia),'® was published in 1870 in the historical-political journal European Herald
(Vestnik Evropy), which followed the liberal ideas of Nikolai Mikhailovich Karamzin. In
this paper Popov merely relates the information and conclusions presented in the last third

right to investigate the archives of Moscow and St. Petersburg. That is when he probably came into contact

with Popov’s edition of the memoirs.
16 ASASA, 9238,1. 1-2.
In Serbian literature this manuscript has several names. Svetozar Mati¢ uses the title The book about Serbian
nation, which is the beginning of the title listed by Nil Popov in the preface of his edition of Pi§¢evi¢’s memoirs
(“Kuura o Hauin CepOckoii. 0 rocynapsixb, Hapsxb, KOPOJISIXb, KHA3IXb U JAECHOTaXb, TAKOXKb U O POYUXb
Bchxb ObIBIIMXB Abnaxbe. KoM ¢k HapopoMb CepOcknmb caydanucs). Milorad Pavi¢ calls it “The history of
Slavic people” and “The history of Serbs” (in the History of Serbian people, vol. 1V,), or just “Pis€evi¢’s
history”. Actually, the original title, written by Pis¢evi¢ himself on the manuscript that is kept in the SASA
Archive today, is: U3sBLCTHUE Cobpanoe u3b pa3HBIXb aBTOPOBb M BBEICHOE Bb MCTOPHIM MPEBOJIOMB Ha
CIIOBEHCKH 3UKB, (® HAPOIh CIOBEHCKOMD  WIIBIPiii, cepObii, 1 Bbxb Tou CepOekon Hamiu ObIBIINXE KHs3bH,
koposbu, mapen W OecmoToBs Takxke HbkoTOpble mosicHeHii o I'pewiit, Typuiii... (translated into modern
Serbian: Mzeewmaj cauurvern 00 mamepujana Koju je npuKyn/oer u3 pasHux Krued i XpoHuka, u npegeoeH Ha
CNI0BEHCKU je3uK, Koji 2080pu O CO8eHCKoM Hapooy, o Mnupuju, Cpbuju u o céum cpnckum KHexicesumd,
Kpasmsesuma, yapesuma u oecnomuma, a makohe u o I'pukoj, Typcroj, 0asno npouinioj yeapckoj no6yHu u, Ha
Kpajy, o oonacky cpnckoe napooa y Pycujy. Oge pedose cauunuo nuuno u ceojepyuno eenepan-wajop Cumeon
TTuwuesuh, kasanup opoena. Pao na oéom deny 3anouem je npe HeKOIUKO 200uHa, a 3aeputer 1795. Iooune
(A report comprising material collected from various books and chronicles and translated into the Slavic
language, which speaks of the Slavic people, of Illyria, Serbia and of all Serbian princes, kings, emperors and
despots, as well as of Montenegro, Turkey, long gone Hungarian rebellion, and finally the departure of Serbian
people to Russia. These lines were written personally and with his own hand by major-general Simeon
Piscevié, cavalier of the Ribbon. Work on this book was started several years ago and finished in 1795)).
Therefore, it can be presumed that Nil Popov had before him one or several pages that preceded the part of
the manuscript that he later sent to Belgrade, and that from these pages he took the title of the History and
mentioned it in the preface to the Memoirs in 1884. This is also supported by the fact that every page of the
manuscript bears the inscription ,,GD Cep6ckomb Haponb™ (‘to Serbian people’), in the form of a handwritten
running header. Since it is difficult to determine the title of the original, we decided to call it History of Serbian
people, because in the present-day meaning this is what the text essentially is.
18 Popov 1870: 584.
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of the History, adding a little commentary and basically sticking to what Pis¢evi¢ himself
wrote. The second article entitled From the manuscript “Serbian History” by Piscevi¢ from
the end of the 18™ century'® presents facts related to the church history of the Serbs in the
Habsburg Monarchy and is also strongly based on Piscevi¢’s work. Later on, Nil
Alexandrovich Popov used this information in his voluminous texts about the history of the
church in Bosnia and Austria-Hungary.

In May 1871 Popov sent the manuscript of the History of Serbian People to Belgrade
as a present to the Serbian Scholarly Society, of which he was a member. In the
accompanying letter he notified the Society that he published the said article on the basis of
the manuscript, pointed out what it related to and said that its other half could be useful for
science. Even so, although Pis¢evi¢’s work arrived in Belgrade, it remained unknown to the
Serbian public in its entirety for a long time. First, for unknown reasons, it was included in
the documents which formed the legacy of Vuk KaradZi¢.?® As a consequence, this
important work was lost for another half century. The manuscript was recovered only
between the two World Wars and it got a new code that is still used today — 9238. It can be
presumed that one of the reasons why Pis¢evié’s History was not published in the decades
to come was that the author claimed in his work that all South Slavs were Serbs. In
Yugoslavia, especially socialist and federative, such an attitude would surely be condemned.

Pis¢evié’s History was first mentioned to the Serbian public in Letopis Matice srpske
(Matica srpska annual) in 1879; notwithstanding, since the work was referred to only
indirectly, it remained unnoticed in later Serbian literature.?! Interestingly, even Mita Kostié,
the author of the well-known study Srpska naselja u Rusiji (Serbian Settlements in Russia,
1923),2? did not know that the original manuscript of PiS¢evi¢’s History had been in
Belgrade for half a century, lost in the vaults of the Serbian Royal Academy, that is the same
institution that published his own book. While writing his book, he used Pis¢evi¢’s Memoirs
(the edition from 1883), which he quoted in several places, while he took the information
from the History indirectly, namely from Nil Popov’s article Boennsis nocnenis cepboev 6w
Aecmpiu u Pocciu (Voennyja poslenija serbov v Avstrii i Rossii), published in the Furopean
Herald in 1870. After the Second World War literary historians, primarily Milorad Pavié,
wrote more about PisCevi¢’s History than historians. The manuscript was translated into
contemporary Serbian language and published in its entirety only in 2018.2

The original of the manuscript of the History of Serbian People by Simeon Pis¢evié
is preserved in the Archive of the Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts in Belgrade and
bears the code 9238. It is roughly sewn into a book of 106 pages, which is 22 cm wide and
34.5 cm high. The pages are paginated with Arabic numerals, with a graphite pencil and it

19 Popov 1869: 124-131.

20 This can be said because on the first page of the manuscript there is a code no. 8552 box LXXXV.

2l Petrovié 1879: 175. In that text the author talks about the content of the lecture of V. 1. Grigorovich, a professor
at the University of Odessa, which was published in vol. XX of the periodical Zapiski imperatorskago
novorossijskago universiteta (3anucku umnepamopckazo nosopocciiickazo ynusepcumema). The text analyzes
the contribution of Serbs to the development of Russia, especially with reference to its southern regions. In
the footnote of Petrovié’s text we can find a reference to Piscevié’s History.

2 Kosti¢ 1923: 9-11.

B Piscevi¢ 2018.
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is obvious that it was done at a later date. The rough paper is grey-blue and the text is written
with neat handwriting in black ink. The last pages of the book are empty and it seems that
the first few pages after the title page have been cut out. This is also indicated by the fact
that Pis¢evi¢ mentioned a Preface (IIpedysedomnenuje) three times in the text: this part
originally stood before the text about Illyria and is missing from the book today. Whether
these pages were cut out by the author himself or by some of his heirs, Nil Popov or someone
else, is impossible to ascertain on the basis of known sources.

Piséevi¢’ History of Serbian People covers over ten centuries of Serbian history,
going from the beginning of the migration of Slavs from their original homeland (which the
author places in the last year before the Common Era relying on Friedrich Wilhelm Taube)
until the second half of the 18% century, when the author himself was a witness to the events.

Guided much more by the sources that were available to him and the literature that
he used than by a clearly outlined structure, Pis¢evic¢ divided his History into very uneven
segments. The main sections bear the following titles: On Illyria; On Serbian people and
their arrival to Europe; On Bulgarians, On rulers: princes, kings, emperors and Serbian
despots; Second dynasty of Serbian rulers; Third dynasty of Serbian rulers; Fourth dynasty
and the beginning of the rule of Serbian rulers from the Nemanji¢ family; Last royal family
or dynasty whose members bore the title of a Serbian despot or prince; On Turks —
occurrence. The last segment, entitled Extension of the history of Serbian people, covers
almost half of Pis¢evi¢’s text and significantly differs from the previous parts of the book as
regards the methodology. Although the author did not separate the single parts with
subheadings, we can single out the uneven parts, which are covered in the basic text or in the
footnotes: the history of the Pastrovi¢ family; of Montenegro; the rebellion started by Imre
Thokoly against the Habsburgs; the participation of Serbs in the Great Vienna War; the Great
Migration of 1690; the Migration of 1739; the history of the Raskovi¢ family; the biography
of Atanasije Raskovi¢ (PisCevic¢’s father-in-law); the descriptions of the Kelmendi and
Trenck’s pandurs; the military border and its division into regiments; the assemblies of
Serbian people; the migration of Serbs to the Russian empire and its causes; Serbian military
settlements in Russia; and finally a list of Serbian officers in the Russian service.

The first half of Pis¢evi¢’s History of Serbian people, which covers the period from
the beginning of the migration of Slavs from their homeland until the end of the rule of
Serbian despots, was written as a compilation of historical material that was available to the
author. He was not able to conduct a more serious critical review of the sources in the present-
day meaning of the procedure, because he did not have enough material or historiographical
education. However, he did compare the data presented by earlier authors and usually listed
the volume and page number of the source of his facts (less often interpretations), which was
not usual at the time. Because of that today we can easily ascertain that these data and claims
truly do exist in the listed sources. PiS¢evi¢’s interpretations and generalizations, on the other
hand, are somehow problematic.?* While reading the first half of his History, we should bear
in mind that it was written in the 18" century and that many new sources have become
available in the meantime, so that we now have completely different interpretations of the

2% One typical example is when Pigevi¢ relates on Essichs in writing that Charles the Great waged a war in

Bohemia against the Serbs, but then, in all other places in the text, basically identifies Czechs and Serbs.
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processes and the events that Piséevi¢ wrote about.

When he wrote about a certain topic only on the basis of one source, then he usually
emphasized it. Even in the modern age, it is rare to find historians that know the region they
write about as well as PiS¢evi¢ did. As an officer, he travelled on horseback several times
through the region where the Serbian migration took place and which hosted the later events
that he covered, too. While serving the army of two empires in several wars and diplomatic
missions, he crossed vast areas from the Danube to the Rhine, from the Neva to the Black
Sea. Curious and interested in history, he attentively observed material remains of the past
and made notes, which he mentioned in several places both in the History and the Memoirs.

If we bear in mind that Pis¢evi¢ wrote the History sometime between 1785 and 1796
in the province, i.e. in the village of Skaleva, in the Russian empire (present-day Ukraine),
without any possibility to use public libraries and acquire new books, then we have to
respectfully view the number and representativity of the sources and literature he used.

On the pages of his History he referred to Mavro Orbini (or “Mavrourbini”, as he
called him), obviously relying on Sava Vladislavi¢’s translation of The Realm of the Slavs,
published in St. Petersburg in 1722.%° This book introduced him to the contents of the Bar
family tree, i.e. the Chronicle of the Priest of Dioclea, whom he called Diocleas?® and on
whose unreliable data he relied quite a lot in writing about Serbian dynasties. However, the
author whose works Pis¢evi¢ used the most in the first half of his History was Friedrich
Wilhelm von Taube.?” Although he only listed the author’s surname in his notes, it is clear
that he referred to the Historical and geographical description of the Kingdom of Slavonia
and Duchy of Sirmia.”® In one of Pi§¢evi¢’s notes below the text we can also find a reference
to the History of Scythians, whose authorship is falsely tied to Novikov, the most famous
educator and founder of free masonry in Russia. Actually, the author of that work written in
1692 was Andrei Lizlov, a high official in the court of Empress Sophia and during the first
years of the reign of Emperor Peter the Great, while Novikov was just the publisher.?
Through this work the author learnt about the claims made by Giovanni Botero from

% The original title in Russian runs as: Kuuea ucmopuozpagpus nouamus umene, ciagvl u pasuiupenus Hapooa

CNIABAHCKO20, U UX yapeu u eademeiieu H00 MHOUMU UMSHAMU, U CO MHOSUMU YapCMEUAMU, KOPOIe8CMEam,

u nposunyuamu. Cobpana u3z MHO2UX KHUS UCMOPUYECKUX, Ype3 cocnoouna Maspoypbuna apxumanopuma

Pazyoscckozo; B komopou onucyemes novamue, u deia 6cex Hapo0o0s, OblBUILX A3bIKA CIA6EHCKA20, U eOUHO20

omeuecmea, Xoms HblHe 60 MHOZUX YAPCMBUSX PO3CESANUCS Ype3 MHO2Ue 60UHbL, Komopeie umenu 6 Eepon

Hcemopuoepagusa nowamus umene, ciassl u pasuupenus Hapooa ClassaHCKo20, U UX yapeu u eiademeneu noo

MHOSUMU UMAHAMU, U CO MHOSUMU YAPCMEUsAMU, Koporescmeamu, u nposunyuamu, Cankmnemepbype, B

CankTpnurepOyprekou tunorpaduu, 20 asr. 1722.

He referred to “Diocleas” also on the basis of Du Cange’s work History of Byzantium, edited by Jan Tomka-Sasky

in Bratislava in 1746, which is the source of this latinized version of Diocleas’ name in Pi§¢evi¢’s manuscript.

Taube (1728-1778), Piscevi¢’s contemporary, was a lawyer, a politician, a historian and a writer. His

historical-geographical description of Slavonia and Sirmia was commissioned by the court of Vienna, for

which he served as an emissary during the Serbian assembly in Sremski Karlovci. He also travelled, as part of
various diplomatic missions, to Erdély and later to Belgrade.

% Taube 1777: 5.

2 Lizlov participated in the Crimea quests by Vasily Golitsyn (1687-1688) and in the preparations for Peter’s
Azov campaigns, and travelled through the vast areas which he wrote about. The History of Scythians was
written on the basis of Russian chronicles, chronographs, old lists of state officials, Polish-Lithuanian
chronicles, as well as the works of Western authors, among others of Giovanni Botero.

26

27

104



Piedmont in his historical-geographical text Universal relations, that near the Caspian Sea
there was a country named Seurina, which made Piscevi¢ deduce that this was the original
homeland of Serbs.*

Another author that Pis¢evi¢ referred to was Johann Georg Essichs, whose work Kurze
FEinleitung zu der allgemeinen und besonderen Welthistorie: aufs neue tibersehen, und bis auf
gegenwidrtige Zeit fortgesezet was first published in Stuttgart in 1707 and counts as many as
eleven editions in the 18" century.’! The work that the author most relied on while writing a
section of Czechs and Samo’s wars with Francs was the Brief history of Czechs from the ancient
times until today by Franz Martin Pelzel.’? Pelzel (1734-1801) was one of the founders of
modern Czech historiography, an educator and one of the most important members of the
revival of his people. He published his historiographical work in German, Latin and Czech.
The Brief history of Czechs was written on the basis of old chronicles, charters and
manuscripts. It is through this work that Pis¢evi¢ eventually learnt about the contents of the
Czech Chronicle by Cosmas of Prague written at the beginning of the 12* century.

One of the most useful works in writing the History of Serbian people was the
adaptation of Du Cange’s History of Byzantium, published by Jan Tomka-Sésky in 1746 in
Bratislava under the title /llirycum vetus et novum. It consisted of three books. The first one,
which deals with Illyricum before Romans, the Roman period of history in this region and
the migration of people, was written by Tomka-Sasky himself. The second one, which
covers the medieval history of Serbs and Croats, was literally adapted by Tomka-Sasky from
Du Cange’s History of Byzantium;>* PisCevié refers several times to this work in his History
of Serbian People, calling it “Byzantium history”. The third book, which includes the
history of “Illyricum” in the new age until the author’s time was also written by Tomka-
Sasky, but was finally signed by Du Cange. This work would greatly resonate in later
Serbian and Croatian historiography: for instance, it would be used and quoted by Pavle
Julinac and Jovan Raji¢. Through this book Pis¢evi¢ drew the segments of Byzantine
sources that he later quoted in his History of Serbian people, primarily the famous De
administrando imperio by Constantine Porphyrogenitus, as well as the works of other
Byzantine writers: Joannes Kinnamos, Niketas Choniates and Georgius Pachymeres.’

3 When referring to Botero, Lizlov literally says: ... y Bomepa, onucamens écezo ceema, nouckamumysmCHo.

H3svasnaem 60 moii cmpany Hekyio, Hazeannyto Cepyana unu Cepsana, Hedarexko Kacnuiickazo mops, 6o epems
e2o onucanus 6viguly noo obracmuio nepckazo yaps.... However, Piscevic¢ failed to say that this inscription
referred to the time of Timur’s rule, i.e. 14 centuries after the time about which he wrote. It is highly unlikely
that a toponym would be kept for so long at a time of constant migrations and arrival of new nations.

Besides that, a shorter version of his book, which featured similar contents and bore the title Kurze Einleitung
zu der allgemeinen weltlichen Historie, was published several times. In the extended edition from 1764
(printed in Stuttgart with a preface written by Christian Wolf, who was very popular in Russia at the time),
Essichs refers to Pis¢evi¢ on page 319. In mentioning this, though, Piscevi¢ cites page 367, which means that
he used the extended version of Essichs’ work, albeit in an edition that is not available to us.

32 Pelzel 1774: 7.

3 Pig¢evié¢ did not use Pelzel’s more famous collection of sources entitled New Czech Chronicle (Scriptores
rerum bohemicarum), first published in three volumes 1783—1784. The second, supplemented edition also
comprised three volumes and was released in 1791-1795, together with Dobrovsky.

Historia byzantina duplici commentario illustrata, 1-11, Paris 1680.

Speaking, for example, about the marriages of King Milutin, Pis¢evi¢ says: “... what historian Georgius
Pachymeres says about that, vol. 9, chapter 30”, but he also presents the information from this version of Du
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In several places in the History of Serbian people Pis¢evi¢ mentioned “historian
Windisch”, who was actually Karl Gottlieb von Windisch (1725-1793), whose Short history
of Hungary from the oldest times until today*® he used while writing his book. This work
was a useful source for the history of late Serbian medieval state, the age of despots and
early modern history. However, in the places where Pisc¢evi¢ referred to Windisch regarding
earlier periods, he only indirectly relied on Byzantine writers whose work Windisch himself
used and whose data Pis¢evi¢ acquired via the works of other authors.

Among the works Piscevi¢ used was also Anton Friedrich Biisching, one of his
contemporaries, a geographer, historian and statistician, who, just like August Ludwig
Schldzer, spent part of his life in Russia. His capital work, Neue Erdbeschreibung,
comprised twelve books and was published several times in the second half of the 18
century. It was an astonishingly detailed geographical, historical and statistical description
of entire Europe and Asia. Pis¢evi¢ used the first volume of the 1764 edition.?’

Among the other authors that Pi§¢evi¢ mentions in his notes, we also find the famous
geographer, genealogist and historian Johann Hiibner.’® There is only one reference to his
work, namely when Pis¢evi¢ writes about Skanderbeg, but the analysis of the text reveals
that this author, among others, was also a source for the section about the Pastrovi¢ family,
the Ottoman conquests and the sultans, as well as the section about Thokdly and Rakoczi’s
uprising.>’

Pis¢evié’s referring to the “testimony of historian Kéralio, a councilor of the Swedish
Academy of Sciences” about prince “Lak or Lachus”, i.e. Lech, the legendary forefather of
the Polish state, provides another interesting detail.** Louis-Felix Guinement, chevalier de
Kéralio, was a French officer,*' a professor of tactic at the Royal military school in Paris
and a military historian; he was also a member of the Swedish Academy of Sciences, as

Cange from page 58, where Du Cange’s reference to Pachymeres appears in a footnote.

Kurzgefasste Geschichte der Ungarn von den dltesten, bis auf die itzigen Zeiten... Pressburg, 1778.

Erster Theil, welcher Dinemark, Norwegen, Schweden, das ganze russische Reich, Preussen, Polen, Ungarn,
und die europdische Tiirkey, enthdlt. Fiinfte Auflage. 1764

Although by education Hiibner (1668—1731) was a protestant theologist, he published a series of extensive works
on geography and history. He was married to the daughter of Johannes Olearius, a relative of the famous Adam
Olearius, who left behind important, richly illustrated testimonials on Russia in the 17" century. In his book
Dreyhundertdreyunddreyfsig Genealogische Tabellen, published in Leipzig in 1708, Hiibner included parts of
Johann Friedrich Chemnitz’s Mecklenburg manuscript (Chronicon Megapolense), which claims that the founder
of the Russian state, Rurik, was the son of the Obotrites prince Gotlieb (Gottschalk). His work Kurtze Fragen
aus der neue nundalten Geographie biss aufgegenwartige Zeit, first published in 1693, had as many as 36
editions and was translated into several languages, among others in Russian. The Russian translation was
published under the patronage of Peter the Great in 1719 and for a long time it was the basis of how geography
was seen in Russia. Among Serbian authors, Zaharija Orfelin and Simeon Piscevi¢ both used this work.

This is a huge, ten-volume work entitled Kurtze Fragen aus der politischen Historie, which was first published
in Leipzig in 1697 and later had several editions. The parts about Skanderbeg that Pis¢evi¢ mentions in the
edition from 1702 available to us, are located on pages 647, 650 and 651.

Without any evidence in the literature he refers to, Pis¢evi¢ deduces that Lech was a leader of Serbs who
migrated to Great Poland.

Almost identical to Piscevi¢, Kéralio (1731-1793) started his military career at the age of 14 in the rank of
lieutenant and, alongside his older brothers, he participated in the war for the Austrian Succession, albeit on
the opposite, French side, on the Italian front. Later, during the Seven-year war, he acquired the rank of major.
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Piscevi¢ says. However, in the part about the Russian-Turkish war and the First Polish
confederacy,” de Kéralio did not talk about Lech, but rather about the events in which
Pisc¢evi¢ himself participated and partly described in his memoirs. Even more so, among
several other Serbian officers in Russian service, de Kéralio also explicitly named Pis¢evié,
who was a lieutenant-colonel at the time.

Besides these sources, while writing his history, our author also used, as he himself
said, “Cellarius’ land map”, which was called ‘Bospormeotic’.** “Cellarius” was actually
the famous historian, geographer and Latinist Christoph Martin Keller, a professor of the
University of Halle.* Pid¢evi¢ did not use Keller’s historiographical works, but rather the
map from the collection of ancient Greek geography Die Geographia antique (table XXV
BOSPORVSMAEOTIS, IBERIA, ALBANIA ET SARMATIA ASIATICA).*

Besides these works on which he relies, Pis¢evi¢ also mentions charters, like the
Golden Bull of Andrew II (“decree of the Hungarian king Andrew II”’) and the Privileges
that emperor Leopold issued to the Serbs. In several places in his Memoirs and the History
he mentioned diplomas and patents which were first given to his ancestors and later passed
onto the Geroldia (I'eponbaus) in Russia, so the Pisceviés’ hereditary nobility could be
confirmed; these documents are still located in Russian archives. Finally, the notes he made
while travelling by ancient Roman localities in Backa and Srem also served as sources.

In the sections of the History which are closer to the time when Pis¢evi¢ lived we
can find an increasing influence of folk literature in his text. When he talks about the battle
of Kosovo, for instance, this becomes obvious. Without a doubt he accepted the folk legend

42 Histoire de la guerre entre la Russie et la Turquie, 1769, St. Petersburg 1773 (History of the Russian-Turkish

war with special reference to the campaign of 1769). This book was published in French by Dmitry Alexeevich
Golitsyn, without mentioning Kéralio as the author. D. A. Golitsyn was a Russian ambassador in Paris and
later in the Hague and for a while he was an important link with the ideas of French Enlightenment in Russian
high circles, including the empress Catherine the Great. He was the person who maintained contact with
French thinkers and artists. Besides diplomacy, he was also involved in natural sciences. In the second part of
Histoire de la guerre entre la Russie et la Turquie Golitsyn presents the genealogy of the Golitsyn family,
while in the third part he includes a response to an article from the Paris L Encyclopedie Militaire, reluctantly
speaking of his relative Alexei Mikhailovich Golitsyn, a commander of the first Russian army in this war,
under whose command PiS¢evi¢ served until 1769. Several editions later, with naming Kéralio as the author,
the book was published in Paris and Amsterdam. After Crimea joined Russia in 1783, his document on the
geography of this peninsula was published in Paris.

On the fifth page of the original manuscript it reads “6ocnopvmewmorueckii osnavenw” (ASASA 9238, 5).
Keller (1638—1707) signed his works with the Latinized name Christophorus Cellarius. He greatly contributed
to the development of historical methodology since he shaped and determined the precise chronological
borders of historical periodization: old, middle and new age, i.e. ancient history, middle ages and modern
history. This periodization, with many variations and supplementations, is still used today. He presented this
classification in his most significant work, entitled Universal history (Historia universalis breviter
acperspicueexposita, inantiquam, etmediiaeviacnovamdivisa, cumnotisperpetuis), which was first printed in
Jena and had several editions during the 18" century. In addition to that, he was a Latinist and published several
German-Latin dictionaries, as well as many edited works in Latin of Cicero, Pliny, Cesar etc.

This work, published in Latin, had several editions all over Europe during the 18" and 19" centuries. There
are also editions which, in Longman publication, only had maps in the form of an atlas. And really, in this map
we can see the name “Serbi” written near the mouth of the Volga, in the Caspian Sea. However, Piscevic¢ later
says is that Serbs are “the people who speak in a Slavic language”, yet this is not found either in this map, or
in the book written by Keller.
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according to which Vuk Brankovi¢ was a traitor.*® We can also find a great influence of folk
legends in his descriptions of the times of the Serbian despotate and the Brankovi¢ family
from Sirmia.

The last segment, entitled Extension of the history of Serbian people, is the most
reliable part of Pis¢evi¢’s book from a historiographical point of view and has original value.
The author here describes the processes and the events in which he personally participated,
or rather was informed about by other participants. This part of the book was only partly
known to our historiography through the paper written by Nil Popov.

Piscevi¢ wrote the History believing in the importance of Slavic unity and saw Serbs
primarily as a part of the Slavic family. From the perspective of the 20" and 21% century, he
lightly identified all Slavs in the Balkans as Serbs. However, from the perspective of his
18™ century, there were no pretensions here: these pretentions were added later, in the
subsequent centuries, burdened with nationalism. He only felt that these people shared the
same roots and origins, yet they were divided by various local names, religions and
administrations of different countries. As an educated Herder’s contemporary, he saw
membership as determined by language, not by religion or region. At the time when this
History was written, the formation process of modern political nations had only just began:
consequently, Piscevi¢’s text sooner describes the state of the moment, rather than its
aspirations. He understood that using the name Illyrians for Balkans Slavs (a very
widespread feature in the literature he used, especially by Taube) was a construct with no
stronghold in reality, that it was imposed, and therefore he did not adopt it in his book.*’

The History of the Serbian people should primarily be read as a testimony on how
educated Serbs of that time saw themselves and their cultural space in the decade when
Dositej Obradovié stepped onto the stage of history and two decades before the appearance
of Vuk Stefanovi¢ Karadzi¢. Understanding one’s own past and historical awareness
founded in accordance with the era, on scientific historiography, were necessary
preconditions for the beginning of the process of the renewal of the state which occurred
during the Serbian revolution.

Pis¢evi¢’s migrations — which, as we learn from the Memoirs and from the History
of the Serbian people, took him from the Danube and the Sava region to the Rhine and the
Neva, and then back again to the Danube, near its mouth in the Black Sea — testify that
among the educated Serbs of his generation there were enough men formed in accordance
with the spirit of the age of Enlightenment, and that these men were fit to start the Serbian
revolution in a way that was described with admiration even by Leopold Ranke.

46 In the description of the events before and during the battle of Kosovo, Pis¢evié’s fully supports the traditional

representation of Vuk’s betrayal, which he rationalizes in accordance with his military and diplomatic
experience: ... Vuk Brankovi¢ was a traitor and a cunning man, who may have sought a way to kill the king
and take his place. I will later explain how his infidelity was designed and how that was revealed during the
battle. Vuk Brankovic¢ and Murat led a secret correspondence, where he notified the sultan on all his plans and
everything discussed in king Lazars council. This malicious traitor tirelessly slandered duke Milos ...

47 Except, of course, when he writes about the population that lived there before the arrival of Romans.
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‘BOPBE BYPUh
Yuusepauter y Hoom Cany, ®unozodeku dakynrer
Ojicex 3a UCTOPH)Y

HNCTOPUOI'PA®CKO AEJIO CUMEOHA ITNIIYEBURA,
N3MEDBY CPEAILE EBPOIIE U PYCHJE

Pesume

Cumeon IMunmuesnh (1731-1797) jenna je ox Haj>KUBONMCHUJUX JIMIHOCTH CPIICKE KYNType
XVIII Beka. Ciyxuo je mpBo kao odunmp y aycrpujckoj Bojcuu. Kapujepy je 3amoueo kao 13
roauimby gedak 1744. 6opehu ce y Pary 3a aycrpujcko Haciele 3a nmpaBa Mapuje Tepesuje. [Tocne
ceobe y Pycujy 1753. nocrieo 10 HajBUIIMX BOJHUX YHMHOBA Y apMHjU OBe uMIiepuje. buo je renepai-
Majop ¥ HOCHJIAI] F€OPTHjeBCKOT opJieHa. MMao je mpuinKy Ja JIMYHO YIO3Ha Iapune Jenncasery
IMerpoeny u Karapuny Benuky, kao u yruuajaor kae3a [ToreMkuHa. Mako je cprickoj KynTypu 6uo
MOTIYHO Hemo3Hart J1o Tpehe nernienuje XX Beka, a mupoj jaBHOCTH 10 1961. kana je Martuia cpricka
y HacTaBIMMa royedna aa o0jaBibyje IPeBOJ] lEeTOBUX MeMOapa Ha CPIICKH je3HK, leTOB OypHH KHUBOT
nocayxkuo je Mmmoury IlpmaHckoM mpH Kpewpamy iuka Byka HcakoBudya, TJIaBHOT jyHaka
3HAMEHHTOT poMaHa pomaHa Ceobe.

IunrueBnh je aytop nBa McTopuorpadcka rena, 9yBeHHX MeMoapa M J0 CKOpa Hello3HaTe
HUcropuje cprckor Hapoxa. Oba nena Hactana cy mocieamux nenenrja X VI Beka. Pykomuce cy
YyBaJIM HACJIEAHHUIM KOjU Cy C€ aCHMUJIOBAIM Y PYCKO JIPYyIITBO 10 mpex kpaj XIX Beka kana ux je
CuMeoHOB TIpayHYK Tpenao ucropuuapy Humy IlomoBy, koju je Memoape 00jaBHO a PYKOIHUC
Hcropuje cprickor Hapoja mocinao Ha MOKIoH CprckoM ydeHoM IpymtBy y beorpaa. Pykommc
HcTopuje cprickor Hapoa je CTHIajeM OKOJIHOCTH 0CTao HOOjaBbeH O0au3y 150 roauHa.

Boljen npe u3BoprMa 1 JIMTEPATYPOM KOjU CY My GHIJIM JOCTYIHH U KOj€ j€ KOPUCTHO HErOJIn
jacHO OCMUIIUBCHOM CTpPYKTypoM, [lurmueBuh je cBojy Mcropujy momenuno Ha IeJHHE BPIIO
HeyjenHadeHor oouma. [IpBa nonosuna [TumrueBuheBe Hcropuje Cpba, koja o0yxBarta mepuo. O
noverka ceobe CroBeHa M3 MparocTojOMHe 10 Kpaja BiaJaBHHE CPIICKUX JIECIIOTa, IHCaHa je Kao
KOMITWJIAIHja ayTopy JOCTYMHE UCTOpHjcke rpalje. 3a 030MIbHU])Yy KPHUTHKY H3BOPA, y JaHAILIHEM
3HauewYy TOT IOCTYIIKA, HUje HMao JI0BOJFHO MaTepHjaiia, a Hi ucToprorpadcke cnpeme. OH, HCTHHA,
MOpEeaN MOaTKe KOje U3HOCE PaHUjH ayTOpH, P YeMy OOMYHO HaBOJHM TOM U Opoj CTpaHULE Jena
U3 KOra je mpey3uMao uumbeHHIe (pelje Tymadema), MTo HUje OuI0 yoOHYajeHO Y CBUM JeiInMa y
BpeMe Kaja je mucao. 3axBasbyjyhu ToMe, aHaC JJAKO MOXKEMO YTBPAWTH Ja MOMEHYTH MOJAlH U
TBPAKBE 3aKCTa I0CTOje y HaBeleHHM u3Bopuma. CriopHa cy, Mehytum, [TunryeBuhesa Tymauerma 1
reHepanu3anuje. FIcTopujy cprickor HapoJa npe cBera Tpeda 4YNTaTH Kao CBEJOYaHCTBO O TOME KaKo
cy obpasoBanu Cpbu y npyroj monoBuau XVIII Bexa Bunmenu cebe M CBOj KyNTYPHH IPOCTOD.
PazymeBame CONCTBEHE MPONUIOCTH U UCTOPHjCKA CBECT, 3aCHOBAaHA y CKJIa/y Ca €l0XOM, Ha HAay4HOj
ucropuorpaduju, 6uie cy Hy)XHe MPETIIOCTaBKe 3a MOYETaK Mpoleca 0OHOBE Jp)kaBe OO Kora je
nouuto TokoM Cpricke peBoiynuje.

Kibyune peun: Cumeon IlumrdeBuh, wncropuja cprckor Hapoga, HCTOpHja CpIICKe
ucropuorpaduje, ceode Cpda y Pycko napcrso, Musomr [{pmancku, BojHa rpaHuIia.
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