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Balancing the general with the specific, Poul‐
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pointed by Poulton's use of secondary sources.
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in footnotes in the book's first half, but there is no
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the sources at a glance. At times, Poulton relies

As Poulton says, in studying Macedonia "it
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seems impossible to avoid offending some or even
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aim" (p. 3). To study Macedonia is to be frustrated

ample, overstates the British role (in keeping with
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to publish one's conclusions is to be controversial,
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from opponents of a Macedonian state.
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Despite its shortcomings, anyone needing a
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concise introduction to modern Macedonian his‐

(1972)? On the Bogomils, would not John V. A.

tory should be grateful for Hugh Poulton's book.

Fine, Jr.'s The Early Medieval Balkans (1983) be

There is still no definitive work on Macedonian

more suitable than Poulton's choices? Such details

history, especially in a language accessible to

will pass general readers unnoticed, but raise

Western European or American audiences. While

questions among specialists and scholars. On a

we wait for such a work, Poulton's book usefully

more substantive level, Poulton seems at home
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fairs. A reader new to the topic may need better
assistance to understand Greek claims in Macedo‐
nia.
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