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Introduction

After the fall of the Armenian Arshakunis kingdom (in 428), in the
absence of central authority, Naxarars (princes) played an important role in the
management of the inner life of Armenian marzpanate, as ministerial law
continued to function'. However, by abolishing the kingdom, the Sasanians not
only possessed the royal dominions of the Arshakuni dynasty, but also their
right to give power and honor as well as to appoint the heads of state depart-
ments from the Armenian Naxarars. In addition, with the creation of the
marzpan institute, the Persian king Vram V Gore (420/421-438/439) sought to
gradually put the country under jurisdiction of the marzpan and turn it into a
simple Persian province. Armenia, although it became a marzpanate, was au-
tonomous in the basis of the Naxararian social structure. The Armenian histo-
rian Elishe mentioned: «GL hppl quw Lu dbpdtwg h pwgwinpniebutu
(Artashes Arshakuni (422-428)-H.Kh.), h Uwfuwpwpuu <wjng wulwukp
pwagwinpnihtuu. gh ptwtwn U qwudu jwppniuhu Mwpulwg btppw)n,
uwlwju wypnapu <wyng pnjwunwy h d6nt bwfuwpwpwgu wnwounpnkp h
wwwnbpwadh»?:

The social-administrative order of the country has not changed. The Ar-
menian Naxarars remained the masters of their possessions. The Naxararutyun
(principality) ruled by the Naxarar who was the hereditary landowner and the
Nahapet or Tanuter of his clan®. He had tax, judicial and administrative powers
in his territory. Each of the Naxararutyun was considered a hereditary domain
of the Naxarar family and did not divide. The Naxararutyun was inherited by
the eldest son, elder sepuh, according to the mayorat right. The other mem-
bers of the clan were simply called sepuh and did not have their own rights

" Lwghujwt, Ywnupgwu 2014, 63:
2 bnhoth Juut Ywpnwitwy Gt <wing wwnbpwqdhtu 1957, 6L
3 Uplywownywu 1978, 74:
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over the land*. The Naxarars were supposed to pay tribute and carry out mili-
tary service to the Persian king, and the king was to preserve the inheritance
and land owning rights of the Naxarars, as well as recognize the rights of the
Armenian church.

Governing system

In addition, the Sasanians took over from the Parthian Arshakuni king-
dom the state form of government, which also acted in the kingdom of Great
Armenia, and adapted it to their requirements®. This is also the reason why the
Persian royal court until the middle of the VI century almost retained the form
of government of Armenian marzpanate and Armenia had broader rights than
other provinces (marzpanates). This is evidenced by the following message by
Lazar Parpetsi: «Upn' pwup” wotuwphp Gu, npnd nnip (Yazdgerd 1l king
(438/439-457)- H. Kh.) hojutp wuwnniwdwpwp, Gr gnp uwywuwub] Ywdhp
hotukp GL gnpu Ybgnigwub): B bwfu wnweoht' npwtu <wjng Ut wyfuwnphu
whwny | G wiguwywp, e wn udhu Ydpwg G Unnuwupgu ...Jwut gh nnip
hupuhu ghwkp tr wdbuwju Uppp' quatuwphtu <wing, pb n'pwbu J6é L G
whwwuh, Gt dwun Ge uwhdwuwyhg £ Yujubp hofuwunyebwit .. .G jnpdwd
Cwyp ubipnpt dbp |hupt’ Yhpp b Unnuwtup wjunthbnbe dbp huy Gux»®.

The first official in the country was the marzpan appointed by the Per-
sian king. The marzpan was the representative of the king in his administrative
unit’. He controlled the activities of local authorities, collected taxes and sup-
ported the country's borders. Marzpan was a mediator between the Armenian
nobility and the Persian king®, that is, he represented Marzpanian Armenia
and his interests in the Persian royal court. He even had the right to mint a
coin, which, along with coins from other provinces secured the monetary cir-
culation of the Sasanian empire®. In the Armenia were also minted the coins of
Persian kings'®. Armenian Naxarars were appointed to important government
posts from the Sasanians to avoid possible uprisings. Vasak Syuni which in
438/439-441 centuries was a marzpan of the Kartli'", was appointed marzpan
of Armenia (441-451). All this was also associated with an external threat to

4 ApoHu, 1908, 472-473.

> XypLuyasa+ 2015.

& Nwquip Pwpwtigh 2003, 2240:
7 Xypwyasn 2003, 98-99.

8 KonecHukos 1981, 54-55.

° Xypwyaax 2003, 188-189.

10 KonecHukos 1970, 100.

" Epeman 1941, 38.
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Persia, they fought in the east against the Kushans (in fact Ephthalites and
Khionites)™.

After the fall of the kingdom of Armenian Arshakuni, the posts “tagadir
aspetutyun”, “senekapetutyun” and “shahap” were abolished. The post of
“mardpetutyun”, contrary to the general opinion, was preserved, but the
mardpet was no longer a eunuch. This post was given to the Artsruni Naxarars,
who became known as Mardpet or Rmbosyan. "Mardpetakan gund”, which
consisted of 15 thousand soldiers, ensured the internal order of the Marz-
panian Armenia, thereby making the mardpetes the second official after the
marzpan'.

~VIRK.
'MARZPANATE

B priNCIPAL

W Boundary between Roman empire and Sasanian Persia after 387
N B daries of the marzg and lands of Sasanian Persia in 428-451ss
B Boundary of Armenian marzpanate in 428-451ss

W Boundaries of the administrative-military units created in the 2-nd half of & century
1 Kangark
2 Gardman

Fig. 1. Armenia during Marzpanian period

12 NmnTpues 2008, 214; Manacepan 2019, 50.
B Cwpnggniyywu 2016, 81, ULs <wjph Jwpsw-pwnwpwlwu pwdwudwu hwdw-
Ywpqu pun «Ugtuwphwgnig»-h 2001, 388.
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The country's military forces, the army, was led by a sparapet, who was
subordinate to the marzpan'. The military forces of Marzpanian Armenia did
not consist of 30 thousand, as N. Adotz thought'®, it was more that than. Thus,
the military forces under the command of the marzpan, which was called per-
haps the marzpanakan gund, was equal to the mardpetakan gund, that is, it
consisted of 15 thousand soldiers'®. This army was supposed to be located in
Vostan Hayoc or Ayraratian district”. The Vostanik gund was also to enter in
it'8. Along with the mardpetakan gund, there was a makhazakan gund of body-
guards with 10 thousand soldiers'®. Thus, the combined marzpanakan,
mardpetakan and makhazakan gunds had 40,000 soldiers, to which, if we add
the Naxararian troops, the armenian cavalry sent to the royal court, the per-
manent troops stationed in the fortresses, we will get the considerable
strength. Another thing is that during the uprisings the Sasanians withdrew
from the general army the marzpanakan and makhazakan gunds, depriving the
rebels of military support.

The post of hazarapetutyun ruled by the hazarapet (in the first meaning
he was the head of thousand soldiers). He supervised the tax collecting and the
state built works. Now the taxes were handed to the marzpan. The post of
makhazutyun ruled by the makhaz, whose function was to ensure the security
of the marzpan.

In the marzpanian period, the role of the Church increased in the per-
son of the Catholicos. The Church began to acquire state legal powers, be-
cause the position of the "Great Judge" gave the Catholicos the right to appoint
and execute the punishments®. The ashkharazhoghovs (the world assembly) of
the Arshakuni period was gradually replaced by the church assembly, in which
not only the clergy but also the Naxarars participated. Decisions made by the
congregations were binding on both the spiritual and secular authorities. The
Sasanian kings, considering with the influential position of the Catholicos in the
country, sought to keep him under the control and limit his authority, opposing
him the co-ruler. On this occasion Movses Khorenatsi reports: «4wul npnj
hwwtbw] Ynwdw)' gipyupwushipngu juwwwpbwg qfuunhpu, nintbw) jw-

' Xypuyasa+ 2003, 100.

15 ApoHu, 1908, 287-288.

16 Cwpnggniyywu 2016, 89, ULs <wjph Uppwlyniujwg pwgqwynpnigjut pwuwlu
puwn «Ropwuwdwlh» 2012, 28:

7 Cupnigniujwt 1996, 54-56, <wy dnnnypnh wwwndnygniu 1984, h. 11, 166:

18 Nepuxansan 1956, 57-58.

19 Cwipnipiniuywiu 2012, 29:

2 Juwpnwuywu 2005, 185:
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pnn tiwyhuynwnuwwbitnebwuu qwy ndu wunph, Cwdnit] wuntu, gh (hgh
punnpdwihwn dtdht Uwhwywy b hwlwnwlwpenn. bW gnpd udw quwnnt-
gt qpulybint dwpquuwupt, Yuy h Ytpwy pwtuhg hwpluwg fuinptighiing L
nuunwunwuwg b wj] woluwphwlwu Yupgug»?'.

After the death of Sahak Partev (388-439), the hereditary procedure
for the post of the Catholicos is canceled. From now on, the Armenian
Catholicos was elected by the spiritual and secular authorities, taking into ac-
count his personal merits, and not of honorable origin. These basics were in-
troduced during the Catholicos Hovsep Hoghotsmetsi (439-452)2. The
Catholicos period of the Melite (452-456) and Movses (456-461) from the
Agbianos dynasty was the last attempt to preserve the principle of inheritance,
but the choice of the Gyut Arahezatsi (461-478) put an end to this. He was
elected by spiritual and secular authorities without the knowledge of the Per-
sian king®. This should have been not only exclude the appointment of
strangers and powerless persons to the position of the Armenian Catholicos,
but also prevent the Sasanian king from interfering in the election of the
Catholicos. Evidence of this is the response of the Gyut Arahezatsi to the
threat of the king Peroz (459-484) to oust him from the post of Catholicos:
qunwaqu tuyhuynwnuwlwu dGnuwnpniebwuu np wubu, L h pwg wnunw
h ptu' quyu BpYuwinp dbnuwnpniebwt wwwnht wnuny jhuku ny pwgquinpp
bt ng Jhotuwtwg np, wy dwh, ns hotuk, pwugh G upk huy ng»?*. This proves
on the one hand the inviolability of the Catholicos authority, and on the other
hand, the influence of the Persian king on this power, which, of course, had no
canonical basis and was nothing more than a manifestation of the will of the
ruler.

Having deprived Gyut Arahezatsi of the opportunity to head the Armeni-
an Church, king Peroz tells him: «jw'g nip Gt Ywdhu, pwjg h gnpdn) Ywpen-
nhynunyebiwun hbinh bu, G sk pn»®. If the Persian king did not have such
jurisdiction, it would be pointless for the Gyut to accept this fact and remain in
the Persian court of his own free will. Nevertheless, the approve of the patri-
arch by the king Peroz as a Catholicos was somewhat formal and should be
only considered as a means of influence on the Armenian Church, and thus
the Catholicos showed the legitimacy of his authority. The same policies were

2 Undubu tunpbiuwgh 1991, 350:
2 Ubjhpjwu 2016, 53

2 Opdwubiwu 2001, column 481:
2 Lwqup Pwpwligh 2003, 2310:
% Nwqup Pwpwbgh 2003, 2310:
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using with the Armenian Naxarars who received and were deprived of their
tanuterakan (naxararakan) rights from the Persian king.

Administrative and legal status

In the legal status of the Marzpanian Armenia, the Sasanians maked
changes on the eve of the battle of Avarayr, when the posts of "Hazarapet" and
the "Great Judge" were transferred to the Persians, and the Armenian Church,
which was previously privileged, now had to pay. After the 482-484s uprising,
the rights of the Armenian Naxarars and the Armenian Church were restored
by the new Persian king Vagharsh (484-488). In the legal aspect, this meant
that the Naxararian and the Church rights in the Armenia would continue to
function as regulators of the social, political and church-religious relations?®.
Thus, Marzpanian Armenia retained its internal independence.

After 428 Armenia was the aggregation of the Naxararian possessions.
Sasanians farsightedly did not made administrative changes to avoid discon-
tents, besause the territories under the control of the Naxarars were their
hereditary domains. In the early marzpanate period Armenia included the
Tayk, Ayrarat, Syunik, Artsakh (to 451), Vaspurakan, Mokk, Turuberan
provinces completely, and from province of Gugark the districts Kangark,
Dzhavaxk inner, Tashirs sephakanutyun, from province of Utik the district of
Gardman, from province of Parskahayk the districts Zarevand, Her, Zare-
havan, Arna, Tamber, Ayli, all the provinces of Korchayk except Korduk and
from Agdznik the district of Sasun. These domains were under the authority of
Naxarars, high-ranking clerics, and the Persian king.

Some historians consider that Marzpanian Armenia in the V century also
consisted of three main administrative units 1. country of the Tanutirakan gund
2. country of the Sephakan/Vaspurakan gund 3. Syunik?. However, in our
opinion, in the V century Armenian marzpanate was not administratively
divided into the three above-mentioned regions. Firstly because of the
missing of clear information in the sources. In the case of Syunik, if every-
thing is clear, reservations should be made regarding the Tanutirakan and
Vaspurakan Gunds. The formation of the Vaspurakan gund was based on the
territory of Mardpetakan, which was controlled by the Mardpets. As a result
of the new political conditions, the governing of Mardpetakan and the
Mardpetakan Gund by the Persian court was handed over to Naxarars of the

% N wghtyw, Ywnwnjwu 2014, 63:
27 Cwipnuggniuyw 2001, 391: R. Harutyunyan notes to the existence of another administ-
rative unit “Ayrarat” (Cwpniejniujwu 2006, 81-86):
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Artsruni. Mardpetakan at the ends of the V century acquires the status of an
independent administrative unit as Mardpetakan Gund?8, which had its bishop?.

N. Adonts considers that the sepuhakan right has developed in the VI
century®. Probably under the influence of the reforms carried out by the
emperor Justinian | (527-565), Khosrov | Anushirvan (531-579) in the second
half of the VI century to the sepuhs from the royal family of Arshakuni, which
owned the lands of Hashteank, Arberani and half of Aliovit¥, to attract them to
their side and contrasting them against the Naxararian forces, them were given
lands in the Mardpetakan and adjacent places®. Having turned into the small
landowners, the sepuhs were obliged to implement military service to the
Persian king. From them was created a military regiment, “gund”, as a result
of which the administrative unit was called Sephakan gund®, although the
form of Mardpetakan was also used. The Sephakan gund probably included all
the provinces of the Vaspurakan, with the exception of the possessions of
Artsruni, Amatuni, Andzevatsik, Rshtuni, Paluni and, possibly, also Mehnuni
Naxarars. It should be mentioned that the Sephakan is the Armenian form,
while the Vaspurakan is the Middle Persian form of the name of the
administrative unit.

Middle Persian seal belonging to the commander of the Armenian
Tanutirakan gund®*, is dated to the VI century during the administrative and
military changes of the king Khosrov®. During this period, the Tanutirakan
gund was to be formed, and the Sephakan gund expanding their possessions.
In addition, the name “gund” of the units Tanutirakan and Vaspurakan shows
their administrative-military character. Such units could be created, as mentio-
ned in the second half of the VI century, during or after the administrative-
military reforms of the king Khosrov Anushirvan. In the “Ashkharhatsoyts”
Armenia-Armn is already represented in the Northern qustak as one adminis-

%8 |n 484 Vahan Mamikonyan, after presenting the conditions of a reconciliation, sends
his followers to the general Nikhor, there was also the Pachok from the Mardpetakan gund
(Mwqup Pwpwtigh 2003, 2355).

2 Qhnp Ineng 1994, 148:

30 ApoHu, 1908, 472-476.

3 Unyuku tunpliuwgh 1991, 137, 191, 193, 282-283:

32 Cwipnipyniujwi 2001, 399: This is evidenced by the fact that before that, the bishop
of the Mardpetakan in the second church meeting of the Dvin was called the bishop of the
Sephakan gund (see Shpp f3neng 1994, 196, 201, 293, 298).

33 Cwipnipyniujwiu 2001, 399:

34 Gyselen 2007, 44, Xypwyaax 2003, 237:

3 Xypuygax 2003, 226.



151 Administrative and Legal Status of Armenian Marzpanate in 428-630s

trative unit, with the exception of Sisakan-Syunik®®, which was related to the
Vahan Syuni, who in 571 cut off Syunik from the Armenian marzpanate. Con-
sequently, these military-administrative units were created between the form-
ing of qustaks and 591 years.

For the Marzpanian Armenia, the administrative changes of the Persian
court were very negative, which influenced his status and military power. In the
middle of the VI century, the Persian king Khosrov | Anushirvan made military
and administrative changes in the Sasanian empire®. Subsequently, it was di-
vided into the four large military administrative units - qustaks, whose military
power was carried out by the spahbed, and the civil power by the padgospan?®.

Atrpatakan (Atropatena), Armenia, Kartli (Iberia), proper Albania, Balasa-
kan, Syunik and some other areas were introduced into the Northern or Kap-
koh qustak®?, wich capital was the city Gandzak Shahastan of the Atrpatakan“°.

The mention that in the Northern qustak Syunik is separately from the
Armenia, shows it as an independent unit. The Syrian source of the VI century
also mentions Syunik separately from Armenia, which was equivalent to the
Kartli and the proper Albania as an administrative unit*. Because Syunik was a
separate administrative unit, can be explained why in 571 Vahan Syuni with the
permission of the Persian king Khosrov Anushirvan separated Syunik from the
Armenian marzpanate and included it in Atrpatakan*’. However, the data of
the “Ashkharhatsoyts” and the syrian historian Zakaria Mytilenatsi suggesting
that Syunik was formed as an independent entity until 571. Syunik was reunit-
ed with the Armenia only during the reign of the Armenian Prince Hamazasp
Mamikonyan (655-661)*.

Qustaks administratively were divided into the marzpanates and the
shahrs (province), which were divided into the smaller units (nahang, rustag,

36 Ugfuwphwgnjg Unyutiuh lunpbuwgtn juitinuwdnyp uwfuutiwg 2003, 2157:

37 KonecHukos 1970, 93.

38 Nmutpues 2013, 23-24, Ghodrat-Dizaji 2010, 76.

39 Ugfuwphwgnjg Unyutiuh lunpbuwgtng juitknuwsdndp uwfuttiwg 2003, 2157:

0 Cykunacan 1963, 302.

A Ownwip wnpynipubipp <wjwuwnwuh b hwytiph dwuhu 8, 1976, 313-314:

2 Muwuwndnyehiu Ubipknuh 1979, 67-68. The region (province) of Artsakh (Tsavdek, the
Little Syunik, the second Syuni) was not brought into the branch of the Syuni dynasty in the
571, it happened after the 60s of the IV century. As B. Harutyunyan showed, the Little
Syunik was not the Sisakan-i-Kotak, it was the Artsakh (Cwpnieyniujwt 1976, 83, also see his
<wijng Uplbithg Ynndbiph Junswywt puwdwundu puin «Uptuwphwgnjg»—h 2007, 35).

* Ubiptinu 1979, 175.
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tasug), wich were ruled by the marzpans and shahrdars or the satrapes*. This
violated one of the most important points of the Nvarsak treaty, according to
which the Sasanian king should have been the suzerain of the Armenian nobili-
ty. Accordingly, the marzpan was already obey to the spahbed and padgospan
and through them to the Persian king®.

With the partition of the Armenia in 591, the territory of the marzpanate
was significantly reduced, because the king Khosrov Il (590-628) Parvez ceded
to the emperor Maurice (582-602) most of the Armenian territories: «qtipyhnu
<wyng. np pun htpny hgfuwunyetiwdpu En, quintuu Swunwnbpwywu dhusl
ggbinu <nipugnwu»*®, which included the Ayrarat region with the Tashirs
sepuhakanutyun, the Tayk and Turuberan regions, and the district of
Sasun/Sanasunk. Following the example of Justinian |, emperor Maurice held
administrative and military events in the Armenian territories that were passed
to the Byzantine empire, with the aim of demilitarizing them and abolishing the
Naxarar order there. The territories under the rule of the Sasanians, the histo-
rian Sebeos calls the "Part of the Vaspurakan gund"¥. The Armenian
marzpanate already included Mokk, Vaspurakan, all the districts of the
Korchayk except of Korduk, from the Parskahayk (Persarmenia)- Zarevand,
Her, Zarehavan, Arna, Tamber, Ayli, some eastern areas of the Ayrarat-
Masiacotn, Aradz, Urtsadzor, Vostan Dvna and Mazaz with the center in Dvin“8.

After the partition of Armenian marzpanate in 591, its kept the internal
independence. Evidence of this is the accounts of the historians Ukhtanes and
Asoghik, that Smbat Bagratuni (Khosrov Shum) was appointed as an Armenian
marzpan (591/593-600/601)*.

In 628, after the signing of a peace treaty between Iran and Byzantium,
the borders that existed in 591 were resumed. As a result, two parts of Arme-
nia became autonomous. Varaztirots Bagratuni became a marzpan (628-632)
in the eastern part of the country, in the western part (the Ayrarat region with
the Tashirs sepuhakanutyun, the Tayk and Turuberan regions, and the district
of Sasun) as a ruler, Armenian prince was appointed Mzhezh Gnuni (628-

# The Cambridge history of Iran, vol. 3 (2), edited by Ehsan Yarshater, Hagop Kevorkian
1983, 696, 700-701. See also Ghodrat-Dizaji 2010, 76, Xypwyaax 2015, 192-193, Cykuacan
1963, 301-302.

* Cykuacan 1963, 305.

4 Utiptinu 1979, 84:

47 See ibid. Vaspurakan is the Persian form of the Sepuhakan, in one case is given the
Persian version of the gund, in the other -the Armenian.

8 Qwjwuwnwuh wqquwiht wwnjwu 2008, 35:

* hulwiyw 1991, 394, Stip-Nununywu 1996, 15, Ywpnwywu 2014, 12:
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635), then David Saharuni (635-638/39)%°. At that time, Theodoros Rshtuni
was the sparapet of the Armenian marzpanate, who was the ruler or the
marzpan after the leaving of Varaztiroc Bagratuni to the Taron and then to the
Costantinople (in 633)°'. Taking advantage of the created political situation,
Theodoros Rshtuni in about 639 took under his authority the Armenian lands
that were passed to Byzantium, after which Armenia in fact was united®?.

Thus, the Naxararian system in the Marzpanian Armenia (V-VII centu-
ries) was preserved, due to which it had internal autonomy.
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vur2Mmuuuuul <u3uusuvh yurubruduyut yurqudhsuue
428-630-UL4UL (0a-.

<Guphy huwswwnpjwu

Uppwyniijwg pwgwynpnipjw wuynwhg hbunn (428 e.) pbl <wjwu-
wnwup wulwlu skp, uvwywju bwuwpwpwlywu hwdwwpgp ywhywuws [hub-
(nt 2unphhy hupuwywp wbwngniu Ep: Lwfuyhuh wbu Uwluwpwpnyejwu
gnifu Ywugquws Ep uwfuwpwpp, nph h2luwunge)niup dwnwuqulwu Ep: Uppw-
Yntujwg 2npowuh Yuwnwywpdwu hwdwlwpgp, npn2 thnthnfunieyniuubpny hwu-
ntnpé, wwhwwuyb Ep. wjt junwywpnuw Ehu hwy bwjuwpwputipp: Uwpgquw-
uwywu <wjwuwnwuh Jupguyhbwyp dbe twlwu thnthnfunyeniu dingptig Uw-
uwujwu funupny | Uuniphpdwtu wppw, npp VI n. YGubphu wdpnne hpwunid
hpwlywuwgptig nwguwywpswywu thnhnfuniejnttin: VI n. Gpypnpn Yhuhu
Uwpquuwuwlwu <wjwunwup Yuqdjwsd tp tpbip Jupswywu dhwynpubphg.
1. Swununhpwwu qunh Gpyhp, 2. Ywuwnipwlwu qunh Gpyhp, 3. Uinitupp:
628 . YupJwd wwpulw-pniquitunwywu wwjdwuwgpny <wjwunwunwd uyuynid
E hupuwywpnuejwu unp thny:

Pwuwph pwntip' Uppwyniuputp, Uwpquuiwlwu <wjwunwt, <wjng
Gytintigh, Ujntupp, funupny | UWunphpjwu, twjuwpwpwlwtu hwdwywng, Uw-
uwljwuubp:

AIMUHUCTPATUBHO-MPABOBOI CTATYC MAP3MAHCKOI APMEHUM
B 428-630 IT.

['eHpuK XavaTpaH

Mocne napeHua uapcTBa apmAHCKUX ApLuakyHu (428 r.) Apmenus, He-
CMOTPA Ha OTCYTCTBME CYBEPEHHOCTM, COXpaHuna BHYTPEHHEE camoyrnpasneHne
Ha OCHOBE HaxapapcKoro cTpos. MecTHble KHA3bA-Haxapapbl NPOAOMKaNN OC-
TaBaTbCA HacneACcTBEHHbIMU Bnagetenamu ceoux Tepputopuii. CoxpaHunach
chopma npaBfeHnA LapcKoro Nepuopa, U KitoueBble JOMKHOCTW 3aHUManu ap-
MAHCkue Haxapapbl. Ctatyc Map3naHckoii ApmeHun npeTepnen 3HavnTenbHble
n3mereHuna npu CacaHupckom uape Xocpose | AHylLMpBaHe, KOTopbIii B cepe-
pvHe VI Beka npeanpuHAN NpoBefeHVEe BOEHHO-aAMUHUCTPATMBHbIX pechopm
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no Bcemy Mpany. Co BTopoii nonosuHbl VI Beka Map3naHckaa ApmeHua co-
cToAna U3 Tpex afMMHUCTPaTUBHbIX eauHuL: 1. cTpaHa TaHyTepckoro ryHpa,
2. ctpaHa BacnypakaHckoro ryHga, 3. CioHuk. C 628 r. HauMHaeTcAa HOBblIit
aTan aBTOHOMMU3aL M ApMeHnH.

Knioyesble cnoBa - ApuiakyHn, Map3anaHckas Apmenua, ApmaHckas
uepkoBb, CtoHuK, Xocpos | AHylinpBaH, Haxapapckaa cuctema, CacaHugbl.

ADMINISTRATIVE AND LEGAL STATUS OF ARMENIAN MARZPANATE IN
428-630S

Henrik Khachatryan

After the fall of the Armenian kingdom of Arshakuni (428), although Armenia
was not a sovereign country, it retained internal self-government in the basis of the
Naxararian social structure. The local Naxarars (princes) continued to remain he-
reditary rulers of their territories. The form of government of the Arshakuni peri-
od was preserved, and important posts remained to the Armenian Naxarars. In the
middle of the 6™ century Sassanid king Khosrow | Anush-irvan undertook military-
administrative reforms throughout Iran, which influenced to the status of Armenian
marzpanate. From the second half of the VI century the Armenian marzpanate
consisted of three administrative units 1. country of the Tanuterakan gund, 2.
country of the Vaspurakan gund, 3. Syunik. Since 628 was began a new stage of
autonomy of the Armenia.

Key words - Arshakunis, Armenian marzpanate (Marzpanian Armenia), Ar-
menian Church, Syunik, Khosrov | Anushirvan, Naxararian (princely) system,
Sasanians.



