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Аннотация. Данная статья способствует пониманию глубокой 

связи между правителями средневековой Сербии и монастыря Св. 

Пантелеймона (Россикон) на Афоне. Не смотря на факт, что 

монастырь учережден русскими монахами в XI в., в последующий 

период монастырь установил еще более тесные связы с сербской 

элитой. Особо это стало актуальним после визита Растко Неманича 

(Св. Саввы). Монастырь Св. Пантелеймона был щедро одарён землей, 

включающей в себя множество церквей и деревень на территории 

средневековой Сербии и приграничных регионов. В монастырском 

архиве сохранились многочисленные записи о дарах монастырю. Эти 

документы могли бы быть использованы с целью изучения 

взаимоотношений сербских правителей и монастыря Св. 

Пантелеймона. В некоторых случаях можно делать реконструкцию 

обязательств монастыря перед сербскими правителями и мотивы 

правителей в отношении к дарам. 

Ключевые слова: Средневековая история, Церковная история, 

Сербия, Россия, Афон, Монастырь Св. Пантелеймона. 
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Abstract. This paper contributes to understanding the deep bond held 

between the rulers of medieval Serbia and the monastery of St. Panteleimon 

(Rossikon) on Mount Athos. Even though the monastery was founded by 

Russian monks in the 11th century, in the following period, the monastery 

nurtured ever closer ties with the Serbian elite. This especially rang true 

since the visit of Rastko Nemanjić (St. Sava). The monastery of St. 
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Panteleimon was lavishly gifted in land, including many churches and 

villages across the territory of medieval Serbia and its border regions. 

Numerous records of these gifts to the monastery were preserved in the 

monastery's archive. These documents could be used to study the 

relationship between Serbian rulers and the monastery of St. Panteleimon. 

In some instances, it is possible to reconstruct the monastery's obligations 

towards Serbian rulers and the motivations of said rulers for these gifts. 

Keywords: Medieval history, Church history, Serbia, Russia, Mount 

Athos, Monastery of St. Panteleimon  

 

The first notable encounter between Serbians and Russians concerning 

Christianity occurred by the end of the XII c. on Mount Athos. Not long 

after the baptism of Rus', during the rule of Vladimir the Great and 

Yaroslav the Wise, a small community of Russian monks settled on Mount 

Athos. During the second half of the XII c., as more and more Russian 

monks arrived, the community opted to construct their home in another 

location on Mount Athos as the previous one lacked adequate space for 

growth. There, they built a new monastery and devoted it to St. 

Panteleimon, after whom they have named the monastery [1, p. 53]. During 

the same period, the oldest surviving account occurred between Serbian 

rulers, Stefan Nemanja in this case, and the monks of St. Panteleimon. 

Monks from this monastery were known for arriving at the Serbian court 

and pleading with Stefan Nemanja for donations to their monastery. Rastko 

Nemanjić, son of Stefan Nemanja, was so intrigued by the wisdom of these 

monks that he later on went without his father's knowledge to the monastery 

of St. Panteleimon and took there his monastic vows [2, p. 6-15]. Although 

the verity of this episode in the life of St. Sava as well the ethnicity of that 

priest is up to debate [3, p. 37], there was undoubtedly at this time some 

type of connection between the monastery of St. Panteleimon and the 

Serbian ruling elite. 

With the disintegration of Kievan Rus’ after the Mongol invasion the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon was left without patronship and thus was 

slowly entering a state of disrepair and decay. The next important event in 

the history of relations between Serbian rulers and the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon occurred in 1347/1348. when the Serbian emperor, Stefan 

Dušan, visited Mount Athos with his wife. Mount Athos and the 

surrounding area became a part of the Serbian Empire since 1345. after it 

was conquered from Byzantium. Emperor Dušan provided many gifts to the 

monasteries of Mount Athos, while being especially generous to the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon for its part in the life of Rastko Nemanjić (St. 

Sava), the first Serbian archbishop. All later Serbian rulers would also be 
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great benefactors of the monastery of St. Panteleimon, providing them with 

villages, land, goods and privileges [1, p. 55]. 

Sources that highlight the relationship between the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon and the Serbian elite are mostly contained in the archives of 

the monastery itself in the form of chrysobulls. These documents contain 

numerous names of Serbian elites, ranging from rulers to members of ruling 

dynasties, as well as high-ranking nobility and their spouses and other kin, 

among others [4, p. 184]. The primary concern of these documents is the 

donation of land, churches, goods and certain privileges to the monastery. 

Still, from them, it is possible to find information concerning the 

relationship between the Serbian elites and the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon. The reasoning for giving away land and other goods varied on 

a case-to-case basis. 

True piety was also a common reason among the Serbian elite for 

endowing the monastery of St. Panteleimon. For example, the Dejanović 

brothers with their mother, “empress” Jevdokija in one document from 

1377. address St. Panteleimon himself hoping he would help them conquer 

their enemies. In a document from 1380. the Dejanović brothers do the 

same and plead for St. Panteleimon to save them from their enemies, 

disease and other bodily harm [5, p. 251-253]. 

Some cases of donations to monasteries by the Serbian elite can be 

ascribed to their wish to imitate their lieges. For example, Musa, the 

brother-in-law of Lazar of Serbia (the ruler of the largest successor state of 

the Serbian Empire), with his wife Dragana (sister of Lazar) and his sons, 

donated his property to the monastery of St. Panteleimon at the same time 

as Lazar of Serbia, which happened in 1380/1381 [6, p. 380-382]. However, 

it should be noted that Musa had no authority to give away land or bestow 

privileges, for that was the ruler’s prerogative. Thus, the permission from 

Lazar of Serbia was needed to allow his nobles, even his own brother-in-

law, the honour of donating to the monastery [4, p. 191-192]. It can also be 

argued that Lazar of Serbia donated to this monastery to honour the 

tradition set by former Nemanjić rulers, especially such famed figures like 

Stefan Nemanja, and emperor Stefan Dušan, and thus, legitimize further his 

rule.  

One of the ways the monastery interacted with Serbian elites is by 

granting them asylum. One of the greatest patrons of the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon was the mother of Lazar of Serbia, Milica (Evgenija). In 1395. 

she confirmed the donations of her son Lazar and Vuk while also donating 

land of her own on a scale rarely seen [5, p. 271-276]. Her reasonings were 

not only pious in nature, but were driven by a need to take care of her 

children in case they or she had to leave Serbia. After the battle of Kosovo, 
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Milica tried to ensure her sons would be granted asylum rights in the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon. On the other hand, as women were forbidden 

from Mount Athos, she also wanted to obtain a steady yearly income for 

herself and her daughters so they could settle wherever it felt safe. This led 

her and her sons to persuade the Serbian elite to contribute as well to the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon in a concentrated effort so Milica and her 

children would be provided safety in case of disaster [1, p. 64]. After initial 

setbacks, Stefan Lazarević (son of Milica) managed to regain his footing by 

conquering the land he lost to Vuk Branković. This occured before the 

September of 1395. when in a chrysobull he endowed the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon [7, p. 35]. As a favour for the gifts, Stefan Lazarević and his 

family got asylum rights from the monastery in the meantimе. Vuk 

Branković, on the other hand, stored his valuables in Dubrovnik from the 

beginning of 1395. till early 1396. [8, p. 67-70]. All these precautions 

indicate a great level of hostility between them and thus that both Vuk 

Branković and Stefan Lazarević sought to secure their own future in case of 

crushing defeat [4, p. 200-201]. 

After 1395. there are no more documents in the archive of the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon which are undoubtedly related to new 

donations from the Serbian elite, but in a chrysobull dated circa 1428. from 

despot Đurađ Branković it is known that even the last rulers of medieval 

Serbia cared about the monastery. What is notable in this chrysobull is that 

Đurađ Branković promised to return the monastery its property if he regains 

the territory from the Ottomans, though in the meantime the monastery was 

relieved from some obligations as a form of customary compensation for 

having some of their land taken away by the encroaching Ottoman empire 

[5, p. 285-287]. After the fall of the Serbian Despotate in 1459. the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon was found without a proper patron once 

again. Although they have remained in contact with the Branković dynasty 

that moved to southern Hungary. The Branković of Hungary, titular despots 

of Serbia, made it a part of state policy to support the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon in an effort to assume all of the obligations of Đurađ 

Branković [9, p. 12]. Envoys of the monastery of St. Panteleimon arrived at 

the Branković court in 1508. to ask Angelina, the widow of Stefan the 

Blind, for a letter of recommendation so that they could go to the 

principality of Moscow and plead with Vasili III to become their benefactor. 

Though the necessity of such an action is dubious because the Moscow 

court was already aware of the existence of the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon [10, p. 174-175]. This diplomatic exchange could rather be 

explained that Angelina was intending to gain the favour and protection of 

183



Vasili III for her family and herself in those troubling times, with the elders 

of the monastery of St. Panteleimon acting as intermediaries [11, p. 83]. 

Afterwards the monastery was in the care of Vasili III and of his 

descedants, but even later on there were still notable Serbians who sought to 

bring gifts to the monastery. Such would be the case of the Pepić brothers. 

In a letter from 1542/1543., Luka, the protopope of Kratovo,  asked the 

monks of the Prodrom (Slepče) monastery to compile a list of all of the gifts 

given to their monastery by Dimitrije Pepić, as well as his brother Nikola, 

Grigorij and sister Ana. From the letter, it is evident that such request were 

already made to other monasteries such as Bogorodica Prečista, Treskavec, 

Toplica, and most importantly, the monastery of St. Panteleimon. Dimitrije 

Pepić was a knez, a semi autonomous ruler of the famed mining town of 

Kratovo, a position he rented from the Ottomans in a legal fashion that dates 

back to medieval Serbia [12, p. 57-62]. The prestigous title, along with the 

wealth he acquired probably made him want to emulate medieval Serbian 

rulers and nobility and one of such traditions was bringing gifts to the 

monastery of St. Panteleimon, which could explain his patronage. 

The relationship between the Serbian elite and the monastery of St. 

Panteleimon was mostly in the form of donations of land and other goods to 

the monastery, yet the motivations for such gifts were varied. The 

motivations ranged from piety in general and gratitude to the legitimization 

of rule and asylum rights. With the first encounter between them being 

during the rule of Stefan Nemanja (second half of the 12th century) and the 

last being the donations of Dimitrije Pepić, the knez of Kratovo (mid-16th 

century), the monastery of St. Panteleimon was under the patronage of the 

Serbian elite for almost four centuries, albeit not in continuity. Perhaps 

future research will uncover documents that will bring to light significant 

new information regarding this subject. 
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