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The abstract comprises 25 pages and meets the formal requirements, presenting the
content, scholarly contributions, and main conclusions of the dissertation. The results of
the similarity check conducted with StrikePlagiarism indicate the originality of the text.
Five published articles are also provided, three of which are on or closely related to the

topic of the dissertation.

Scientific and research relevance of the topic

The topic of the dissertation fits within contemporary trends in medieval studies,
which focus on re-evaluating traditional social models and their actual functioning. The
classical tripartite model of medieval society (oratores, bellatores, and laboratories) has
long been regarded as a normative framework presupposing a strict distinction between
spiritual and military functions. In this context, the study of the warring clergy challenges
the stability of this ideological construction by revealing the existence of hybrid roles and
practices. The relevance of the topic is further reinforced by the growing scholarly
interest in issues of violence and its legitimisation, as well as in the interaction between
religious norms and political and military realities.

The period from the 10" century to the early 12" century is particularly suitable
for such a study, as it encompasses the consolidation of the ideology of militia Christi in
the context of the early crusading movements. It was precisely during this period that a
contradiction emerged between canonical prohibitions on clerical participation in armed
conflict and the practical necessity for clergy to defend ecclesiastical interests,
possessions, and Christian communities.

The research potential of the topic also derives from the existence of a substantial
and diverse body of source material, which allows for both comparative and
interdisciplinary approaches. In addition, the topic enables an examination of the
boundaries between the spiritual and the secular, as well as the processes of legitimising

violence within medieval Christian culture.



Content and notes on the text

The dissertation consists of an introduction, three main chapters, a conclusion, and
a bibliography, with a total volume of 338 pages. In the introductory part, Bozhin
Donchev clearly formulates the main objectives and five principal research tasks of his
study. This is followed by a detailed historiographical review, based on a wide range of
written sources and secondary literature in both Bulgarian and foreign languages.

In the first chapter, entitled “Theological, canonical, and historical conceptual
framework of the phenomenon of the warring clergy up to the 10th century”, the author
examines attitudes toward war and military service in the Gospels and other New
Testament texts, the evolution of the ecclesiastical concept of war and armed violence,
and the role of the Carolingian period in the Church’s theory and practice of warfare. The
author supports the thesis of the peaceful spirit of Christ’s message, emphasizing that the
use of martial language associated with the spiritual mission does not constitute a
justification of aggressive behaviour. At the same time, Bozhin Donchev stresses that the
New Testament does not express a negative attitude toward military service, and that
until the end of the second century Christian authors did not consider military service
incompatible with Christian morality.

In the fourth subsection, the author examines the views of Eastern theologians, St.
Augustine, and St. Ambrose of Milan on the compatibility of Christian morality and war,
highlighting the evolution of early Christian attitudes toward armed violence and warfare.
The author traces the historical development through which the Church was incorporated
into the Carolingian military system in the early 9™ century. It is argued that the
Carolingians did not initiate the militarisation of the Church, but rather inherited an
already militarised institution, integrating it into state service through the imposition of
military obligations. Attention is also given to the process of Christianisation of military
rituals. In conclusion to the first chapter, Bozhin Donchev notes that, despite the pacifist
character of New Testament teachings and canonical prohibitions on clerical use of
weapons, the early Western Church became involved in the military organisation of

society.



In the second chapter, covering the period 900-1024, the doctoral candidate
analyses the role of the clergy in warfare in the German Kingdom during the 10" —11t
centuries. Particular attention is devoted to military knowledge as a discipline preserved
and transmitted within the ecclesiastical educational system in the 10" century.
Significant space is dedicated to the emergence and nature of the Reichskirchensystem.
The author examines this system in detail, often including numerous details and facts that
are not directly related to the main topic of the study. The operation of the
Reichskirchensystem in Germany is most clearly illustrated through the Indiculus
Loricatorum of 981, which provides evidence of the scale of ecclesiastical contingents
that outnumbered those of secular vassals of Emperor Otto Il during his Italian
campaigns.

In the case study of Ratherius, Bishop of Verona, the author again provides
extensive detail, not all of which is directly relevant to the main research focus, except in
the subsection “Ratherius, service in the royal army, and war”, where the bishop’s
critical view of clerical military involvement is presented. In conclusion, Bozhin
Donchev notes the ambivalent attitude toward military service, the divided stance of the
episcopate regarding warfare, and the persistence of the problem despite the Gregorian
Reform in the 11" century.

In the following subsections, the author examines the role of monasteries.
Monastic leaders are presented in considerable detail, not always directly connected to
the topic of violence for military purposes. A direct contribution to the study is the
subsection on the defence of the monastery of St. Gallen against the Hungarians in 924,
when Abbot Engelbert armed the stronger monks and assumed the role of military leader.
The author also discusses the poem Waltharius as an example of military culture in
monastic literature, concluding that violence and the use of weapons are associated
primarily with self-defence of monastic communities.

According to the doctoral candidate, the analysis of written sources suggests that
abbots performed defensive and protective functions over territories and populations

through monastic armed forces. Referring to Widukind and Thietmar of Merseburg, the



author concludes that monastic authors were familiar with classical military treatises, and
that ecclesiastical writers possessed knowledge of warfare. In conclusion, Bozhin
Donchev notes that the Church and clergy were acquainted with late antique military
writings (Frontinus’ Strategemata and Vegetius’ Epitoma rei militaris), that militancy
was characteristic of the clergy as well as secular magnates due to shared social origins,
and that episcopal contingents were used by German kings in campaigns outside the
kingdom. In addition, these forces provided garrison service and contributed to the
restoration of fortifications.

In the third chapter, entitled “The warring clergy in the Kingdom of France in the
last quarter of the 11™ century and the beginning of the 12" century”, the author first
examines the participation of Bishop Adhemar (1076-1098) in the First Crusade. The
evolution of crusading ideology is presented, and the transformation of the Holy Land
into the object of armed pilgrimage is analysed. The conflicts between Bishop Adhemar
and local noble families are also examined, alongside his military abilities. Based on the
testimonies of Raymond of Aguilers, the anonymous Gesta Francorum, as well as
accounts used by Guibert of Nogent and Albert of Aachen, the role of the bishop on the
battlefield is clarified. According to Bozhin Donchev, Bishop Adhemar appears as a
highly competent military tactician entrusted with complex operations. The bishop of Le
Puy is thus portrayed as an ideal figure of a warring cleric who does not personally
engage in combat, yet demonstrates courage and tactical expertise.

The second part of the chapter addresses the phenomenon of knightly withdrawal
into hermitage in France during the second half of the 11" century. As a counterpoint,
Bishop Gaudry of Laon is presented, who, though not a knight before entering the clergy,
continued to fight and maintain secular martial habits after ordination, which ultimately
led to his violent death and condemnation by the reforming monk and historian Guibert
of Nogent.

In conclusion, Bozhin Donchev emphasizes that, in the eyes of contemporaries,
legitimate warring clerics were those acting in accordance with a just cause and

legitimate authority. He argues that clerical participation in warfare resulted from the



political need to integrate the Church’s material resources into support of the Frankish
state. Bishops and abbots thus played a significant military role during the Ottonian
period. The doctoral candidate concludes that the clergy was consistently involved in
armed activity, and that its participation in warfare clearly reflects the militarised nature
of medieval society.

The bibliography includes an impressive number of written sources and a
substantial body of secondary literature, predominantly in Latin-script languages. This
extensive bibliography is a clear indication of the considerable effort invested in the
collection and analysis of a broad source and historiographical base. The footnoting is
precise, clear, and detailed, demonstrating a solid knowledge and a rigorous scholarly

approach to both sources and literature.

Scientific contributions

First of all, the dissertation has a clearly contributory character, as Bulgarian
historiography has not previously produced a systematic analysis of the participation of
Catholic clergy in warfare in the 10" —12™ centuries. It should also be noted that the
doctoral candidate employs a variety of research methods, including historical analysis,
synthesis, comparison, and generalisation. In the second chapter, within the context of the
Reichskirchensystem, and in the third chapter, in the analysis of Bishop Adhemar’s
conduct as well as that of the knightly hermits, the case-study method is applied. Bozhin
Donchev also uses theoretical triangulation in two directions: first, by examining specific
theories in order to extract concepts, common themes, authorial contributions, links, and
differences; and second, in constructing a conceptual framework integrating various
theories.

Furthermore, the author introduces into scholarly circulation some sources that are
little known in Bulgarian historiography, such as the works of Ratherius of VVerona, and
analyses studies not previously presented in Bulgarian academic literature. Among the
contributions, |1 would also highlight the use of the term noxaen soenen noxoo

(penitential military campaign), which I find both precise and appropriate.



Critical remarks and recommendations

The dissertation gives an overall impression of an extremely detailed and
comprehensive presentation of individuals, facts, and translated excerpts from written
sources, which are at times not directly related to the main research topic. Furthermore, in
the conclusion of the first chapter, the suggested connection between the Cluniac monastic
reform and the Investiture Controversy and the military functions of bishops and abbots in
the 10" —11" centuries remains insufficiently clarified.

From a structural perspective, the numerous subsection conclusions function more
as summaries and should instead be concentrated at the end of the main chapters and in the
final conclusion of the dissertation.

In my view, the frequent inclusion of extensive excerpts from written sources within
the main text unnecessarily burdens the study. The translation of source passages is
commendable and clearly aims to enhance the author’s argumentation, but it is not
necessary to this extent or frequency.

Furthermore, I consider the use of the term Ympemep (from Old French Outremer,
literally “overseas”) to be an unnecessary foreignism, as established historical-
geographical terms such as Msmouno cpeousemnomopue (Eastern Mediterranean) or
Jlesanm (Levant) are already widely used in Bulgarian scholarly tradition.

I would also strongly recommend that, given the large number of conclusions and
summaries in each chapter and subsection, the final conclusion of the dissertation be

more extensive and analytically developed.

Conclusion

Despite the above critical remarks, the presented dissertation is a valuable,
multilayered, and interdisciplinary contribution to Bulgarian medieval studies,
particularly on the subject of the ecclesiastical clergy, armed violence, and warfare in the
High Middle Ages. Its strong points lie in a solid theoretical and methodological
framework, the appropriate selection of case studies, and an extensive bibliographical

basis. The study represents a detailed scholarly work based on a wide range of written



sources and is characterised by a consistent analytical approach grounded in historical
analysis. It also establishes a solid foundation for future research on the Catholic Church
and warfare in the medieval period.

On the basis of all the above, I vote in favour of the award and recommend that
the distinguished committee confer the educational and scientific degree of “Doctor”

upon Bozhin Pavlinov Donchev.
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