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The birth of the Alliance: the start of Ashot’s reign?

Ashot II ascended to the throne of the kingdom of Armenia after his fa-
ther’s brutal murder at the hands of Yuisuf, the Sajid emir of Azerbaijan. He
inherited a kingdom in truly dire straits: Gagik Artsruni had assumed leader-
ship of the region of Vaspurakan and seceded from the state, while in central
Armenia Sajid forces propped up a puppet of the emir, Sparapet Ashot. Faced
with superior Sajid forces, even before Smbat’s death Ashot resorted to gue-
rilla warfare and, exploiting his country’s mountainous geography, attacked
isolated units of the Sajid army, focusing on the conquest of fortresses:
“Ashot, like an eagle soaring through the sky, dashed forward swiftly after
the ravenous foreigners who sent their raiding forces through our land. At
first, in a short period, he reconquered and took possession of all the for-
tresses that were in his father’s domain and had been taken by the ostikan.
He immediately put to the sword the guards [that had been left] by the Sara-
cens, and having fortified the strongholds with guards, bulwarks and large
amounts of provisions, he went in pursuit of the enemy, wherever there were
raiding Ishmaelites™'.

1 Yovhannés Drasxanakertci, History of Armenia, tr. Krikor Maksoudian, Atlanta, 1987, p.
178-179, the original reads: «ppplbic qupdncf vwownbw (b wpuy by plg wogo, wgbube vpagdw-
nbwy fungwlgp ghbh qpowmbuy wywggbugh, npp woyunwly uinbuy mwpudbuy bpl phiyg
bpbuu bphpfh Shpndd. b e puwl qudbhugl [y fospnpp dfe Jugplbwl dwdwinlfe (fliph wn
th‘ bl ll[ullﬂ"LwFulL'P bl u{l.u'qill.u[[l.uL‘p bl Fl.ullnLlf Il"ﬁ[[ullp llullynl[luil wJpLuynLgliLul, bl /TZ"BII qum
[owdbuwgh hpfFkp nop be wowunnwlp fuly Spipy pudwgbpulpubugl qoowbl i (znllﬁluﬁﬁl;u G
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This strategic choice was necessary, to raise the flagging morale of the
Armenian forces through even minor victories. The small successes Ashot
achieved through this tactic afforded him the opportunity to successfully as-
sume a leading role in the Armenian coalition against the Islamic forces, as
his relations with the ishkhans of Syunik reveal?. However, despite the Arme-
nian king’s successes most of Armenia remained at the mercy of the Sajid
forces. Ashot could only hope to defeat the invaders by calling on the Byzan-
tines, who had been allies of his father, for help.

Initial diplomatic contacts between the Bagratid lord and Constantinople
were established by the Catholicos of Armenia, Yovhannés Drasxanakertc i,
and the Patriarch of Constantinople, Nicholas Mystikos.? These diplomatic
contacts eventually led to a visit by Ashot to the Byzantine capital. According
to previous research, this visit was dated to the 920s*, however, other histori-
ans have correctly dated it to 914.5 The latter assertion is also supported by
the Byzantine sources, which clearly state that the Armenian prince was wel-
comed by Zoe (who was removed from power in 919): “It was then that the
famous Asotios [Ashot], son of the ‘ruler of rulers’, switched allegiance. It
was said of him that if he took an iron bar in his hands by each end he could
bend and twist it by the strength of his hands, the force of the iron being over-
come by that of his hands. The Sovereign Lady [i.e. Zoe] gave him a hospita-
ble reception but eventually arranged for him to go back home”.®

But what benefit did Ashot draw from his contacts with the government
of Empress Zoe? Initially, it must be noted that the Byzantines offered Ashot

Fruufuwmbwlbewmgh, Vwwdafipo Zugng (U2, ¢U.., fwnne, Ghef U, & qur), brluwb, 2010,
ko 508).

2 E%g z.l].. "lplfulcuulﬁ, I]'!nLilllp[l XX l}wpbanJ, bl"llulﬁ, 1958, I;g 115.

3 A detailed examination of the correspondence of Nicholas Mystikos with the Armenians,
Gevorg Kazaryan, “Ot AppevoBolavtivég ekkAnolaotikég oyéoets kotd tov I'-IA” ai.”, PhD
Thesis, Athens, 2021, p. 57-72.

E.g. René Grousset, Histoire de I’Arménie des origines a 1071, Paris, 1973, p. 444-5.

5 E.g. Nicolas Adontz, Etudes Armeno-Byzantines, Lisbonne, 1965, p. 265-6.

6 Toannes Skylitzes, Synopsis Historiarum, ed. loannes Thurn (Corpus Fontium Historiae
Byzantinae 5), Berlin, 1973, p. 202 [English Translation: John Skylitzes, A Synopsis of
Byzantine History 811-1057, tr. John Wortley, Cambridge, 2011, p. 196]: “itoudinoce dé tote
Kol AodT10¢ GVip GVOUasTOS, DIOG BV TOD EpyovTog TV Gpydviwy. ééyeto & oltog pafdov
GLONPAY GUPOTEPALS YEPTL TV AKPWV AoUPAvwy TEPIKAIY Tf] TV YeIpdV Pig. Kol KGurTey, TG
avrtdmov 100 a1dnpov fiag metkobons i TV yelpdv ioydi. v piloppovwgs 1 déamorvo.
oeauévy oikade mélv vmovootijoon memoinke”. See also Theophanes Continuatus, ed.
I.Bekker (Corpus Scriptorum Historiae Byzantinae 45), Bonn, 1838, p. 3-491: 387. Symeon
Magistros, Chronicon, ed. S. Wahlgren (Corpus Fontium Historiaec Byzantinae 44/1), Berlin,
2006, 303.
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a military detachment to assist him in countering the Sajid emir’s aggression.”
Crucially however, through his visit Ashot obtained recognition of his author-
ity, a truly priceless concession if we bring to mind the competition for the
Armenian throne during this time period. We must also keep in mind that
Ashot visited the Byzantine capital as the son of an Armenian ruler and not
as an Armenian ruler himself (viog @v 100 dpyovrog @V dpyoviwv).t In my
view, he was officially recognized as king Ashot II of Armenia by a large
group of Christian nobles from the Caucasus, foremost of which was Adar-
nase [V of Georgia, only after his return from Constantinople (915).

At this point it must be noted that most modern historians believe Ashot
was crowned king before his visit to Constantinople. Yeghizaryan, for exam-
ple, dates Ashot’s crowning by the Iberian king to 914, his visit to Constanti-
nople to 915, and his return to Armenia to 916.? He arrays a number of argu-
ments in favor of this assertion, foremost of which is the fact that the
Catholicos describes Ashot’s coronation as taking place after his first military
successes. But is this, in fact, the case?

Initially, it must be noted that later Armenian sources describe Ashot’s
coronation as taking place in Constantinople. Indicatively, Vardan states that
“Ashot crowned by Leo returned to Armenia”.!” However, the Byzantine
sources make no mention of such an event, and therefore we cannot accept
the assertion that Ashot was crowned in Constantinople. At the same time,
though, an examination of the true meaning behind these accounts is neces-
sary. Why did these historians connect the Armenian king’s coronation with
his visit to Constantinople?

Catholicos Yovhannés provides the answer. Describing the letters he ex-
changed with Nicholas Mystikos, Yovhannés, after referring to Ashot’s cor-
onation, states that the Byzantines were attempting to form a united Christian
front against the Arabs. Mystikos’ writings confirm that Constantinople had

7 E.g. Marius Canard, “Byzantium and the Muslim world to the Middle of the Eleventh
Century”, The Cambridge Medieval History, v. 5/1, ed. J.M. Hussey, Cambridge, 1966, p. 717.
Aram Ter-Ghewondyan, The Arab Emirates in Bagratid Armenia, tr. N.G. Garsoian, Lisbon,
1976, p. 73.

8 Kapen 1036awmsu, Apmsnckue cocyoapemea snoxu baepamuooe u Busanmus ¢ 1X=XI 6s.,
Mockaa, 1988, p.89.

9 U. U. bppmqurywib, «Uynn Grljuph nurwgrgubip: Vwu wnwghl. Zwng puquynropub
wuwhwywidwh bpdbwplinhepy, L5 Swdwbmgulmh Swigka, 48.1, 2014, Ly 64-65:

10 Robert W. Thomson, “The Historical Compilation of Vardan Arewelc®i”, Dumbarton Oaks
Papers, 43, 1989, p. 188, the original reads: «ﬁu[[ uznm wuwly by [Lhniik IIJ.uI'lillu‘l 1 Zw‘!u»
(‘l_ull‘l}ulrl llull‘l}ululliln, Ztuuu\gnuﬁl wyunndnc[Fliwl, ed. G. Alishan, Venice, 1862, ko 87).
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already initiated the necessary diplomatic contacts with the lords of the Cau-
casus: “We sent another letter like this to your curopalate, and to the chief
[prince] of Abasgia, whom we advised to listen to you, to forget their animos-
ities, to seek friendship, unity and peaceful coexistence with one another as
well as with the Armenian and Albanian princes, to come together unani-
mously and fight against the children of the ungodly enemy...”"'. Yovhannés’
response to this letter is illuminating: “Having read this, and having em-
braced it with the love of Christ, | was able to persuade the king of Iberia to
these very same thoughts and ideas, so that he promised to pursue peace,
friendship...”.12

If the Iberian king had already crowned Ashot, why was it necessary for
the Catholicos to convince him of the need for peace and cooperation with
the Armenians? We must also keep in mind that Atrnerseh, just like Gagik
Artsruni, had supported Yisuf Sajid in the campaign that resulted in Smbat’s
death.!® Scholars who assert that Ashot was crowned by Atrnerséh before the
latter’s diplomatic contacts with the Byzantines must therefore explain the
Iberian king’s policy reversal.

In my view, the information from Yovhannés proves that Atrnerséh
changed his stance due to Byzantine pressure. The Catholicos’ testimony in
combination with the accounts of Ashot’s coronation in Constantinople
demonstrate that Byzantium actively supported Ashot’s succession to the
throne. Viewed in this light, Kirakos Ganjakets‘i’s observation that “after the
death of Smbat Bagratuni, the Armenians were ruled by his son Ashot at the
order of Emperor Romanus [sic]” makes perfect sense.'* The decision to sup-
port Ashot must have been made following the discussions with the Armenian
prince during his visit to Constantinople. Unfortunately, no record or testi-
mony of these discussions survives, however we can safely assume that the
Empire decided to support Ashot as part of its plans to create a greater Chris-
tian coalition, which would assist them in their wars against the Arabs. An

11 Yovhannés Drasxanakertc‘i, History of Armenia, p. 190 (Zmfwfiiliku b ‘truujumbuljrngh,
”]wml}'ﬂLﬁfuil Zul'!ng, I;z 524)

12 Tbid, p. 191 (L9 524).

13 The Universal History of Step‘anos Taronec'i, tr. Tim Greenwood (Oxford Studies in
Byzantium), Oxford, 2017, p. 217 (l]mlallulﬁnu Sull‘ullrlligl'l “.llnl]l'lll, f”wmlftuﬂ[ufl Sﬁbqb[uu—
huwi (U2, &b, fwwne, $hef R, & qur), Wiphhwu, 2010, by 744).

14 Kirakos Ganjakets‘i, History of the Armenians, tr. R. Bedrosian, New York, 1986, p. 76, the
original reads: «Rwiqp jbn dwhnuwbd Udpwnwy Fugruammbmy puqunel Zwyng Uynn
nrenh Gnrw’ firudwlw (bndwlinuh Juyubir» (Yprulpnu Ywbbwlbgh, Dwwdofpfil Zugny, ed.
K.A. Melik --Ohanjanyani, Erevan, 1961, Ly 84).
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Armenian king who owed his ascent to power to Constantinople would be
invaluable addition to such a coalition.

The end (?) of the coalition

After his return to Armenia, Ashot increased his power to such an extent
that a rather unexpected event soon transpired: between 917-8 Yusuf Sajid
recognized him as king of Armenia. The emir of Azerbaijan shifted his policy
towards the Bagratuni king, primarily due to his occupation with an ongoing
conflict against the Abbasid Caliphate.'s In turn, Ashot accepted the recogni-
tion of his authority by the Sajid emir, as it was a blow to the authority of his
rival, sparapet Ashot.!® This policy of détente with Ashot was also pursued by
Yisuf’s successor, Subuk, during the former’s imprisonment in Baghdad.!”
In fact, according to the Catholicos Yovhanngs, it was Subuk who bestowed
upon Ashot the title of Shahanshah, around 919.18

According to a number of historians,' Ashot’s détente with the Arabs
infuriated the Byzantines, thus spurring them to count him among the enemies
of the empire. This assertion is lent credence by the following testimony of
Step‘anos Taronec‘i: “In the second year of his reign [i.e. Romanusl] this
man assembled a large force and sent the demeslikos [i.e. domestikos] to the
city of Dvin, which belonged to amir Spuk . He had placed his ally ASot $a-
hansah in the city. The Greek forces came and besieged Dvin, but when they

15 On this conflict, see indicatively Tbn Miskawayh, Tajarib al-Umam, ed. Sayyid Kasrawr
Hasan, vol. 5, Beirut, 2003, p. 27.

16 Nina Garsoian, “The Independent Kingdoms of Medieval Armenia”, Armenian People from
Ancient to Modern Times, v.1. The Dynastic Periods: From Antiquity to the Fourteenth
Century, ed. Richard G. Hovannisian, New York, 2004, p. 160.

17 On the ceding of the emirate to Subuk, Ibn Zafir, Akhbar al-duwal al-mungagi‘ah, v.1, ed.
‘Isam Mustafa Hazayimah et al., Irbid, 1999, p.116.

18 Yovhannés Drasxanakertci, History of Armenia, p. 212 (4mfwmbéitu b FruujumGuljrmgh,
”]wmﬂnLﬁfuil Zw!ng, I;z 551) See also ‘I_. ‘I_ull‘ll.ulﬁjulﬁ, llluuu[nL[nu[[Luflﬁ upbpndl!l.ug ﬁwqw-
llnpﬂlﬁ!nlil[l 908-1021 [fr’/;‘, til"llulﬁ, 1969, I;Z 94.

19 E.g. U. Ste-Lunbnpyui, «Mpb funufh dudwiuljugropindp 9-11reg gurkenudy, 2000 U
Slnlbl[ulqﬁp Awuwpwlwlywh  ghmndfncibbph, 1957, 10, |;2 89-90: 2. U. Full‘].}llluulﬁ,
«4nunwuininuynup yuwrpwef Vhinquynu Uhuwplynup 101-ry & 139-ry pnplep, nupnws
Znfwbibu Pruvjputuliengmé b Udpun U puquynehi», 982, 4, 1966, Ly 253-4. Ber-
nadette Martin-Hisard, “Constantinople et les archontes caucasiens dans le Livre des céré-
monies, II, 487, Travaux et Mémoires, 13, 2000, p. 410, 417. Timothy Greenwood, ‘Patterns
of Contact and Communication: Constantinople and Armenia, 860-976”, Armenian
Constantinople, ed. Richard G. Havannisian- Simon Payaslian, Costa Mesa, 2010, p. 81-82.
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were not able to take possession they returned from there”.? Romanus I as-
cended to the Imperial throne in December 920, although he had already been
in power from March 919. This explains why some historians date the afore-
mentioned operation against Dvin to 921, while others date it to 922. Regard-
less, it is noteworthy that this reference seems to be irrefutable evidence in
favor of the deterioration of Armenian-Byzantine relations. However, certain
facts necessitate a critical re-assessment of Tardnec‘i’s account:

1) Ashot’s détente with the Arabs during this period would not have in-
evitably provoked the ire of the Byzantine government. As we observed pre-
viously, the central objective of Byzantine foreign policy in the East was the
formation of a coalition of the Christian lords of the Caucasus against the
Caliphate. How, then, could both assertions be true? The answer can be found
in the Bulgarian threat the empire was facing during this period.?! Faced with
the aggression of the Bulgarians, whose Tsar Simeon wished to expand his
territory at the Byzantines’ expense, Zoe’s administration hastily concluded
peace treaties with the Arabs: “The empress Zoe could not tolerate Simeon’s
continual onslaughts. Wishing to put an end to them, she decided together
with the Senate that it would be advantageous to conclude a treaty with the
Saracens and bring all the forces in the east over to the west, and to wage
war with the combined eastern and western armies against the Bulgars and
utterly eliminate them”.22 Zoe’s successor Romanus I also pursued the same

20 The Universal History of Step ‘anos Taragnec i, tr. Tim Greenwood, p.221-222, the original
reads: «Uw jbrinry wdh puquurnpbwb peny gnudwrbug que pugnud e ghdkuhlna
wnwfbwg p tnhd funuf, pendd be Uyfh wdhrwy ne qlonnb jubwbywh oglwljwb pue wel
h funuli: G kljwy qord 3nibwg” wwpwrkghl q‘bnhé. b ny jurughu) untwily queawi
wilinrti» (Vwmbahwiinu Swrundibigh WunnhYy, Dwwndn i Sphgbpwlwi, by 744).

21 On this Byzantine-Bulgarian war, e.g.: Robert Browning, Byzantium and Bulgaria. A
Comparative Study across the Early Medieval Frontier, London, 1975, p. 57-67. Paul
Stephenson, Byzantium’s Balkan Frontier. A Political Study of the Northern Balkans 900-
1204, Cambridge, 2004, p. 18-23. Dennis P. Hupchick, The Bulgarian-Byzantine Wars for
Early Medieval Balkan Hegemony. Silver-lined Skulls and Blinded Armies, Wilkes-Barre,
2017, p. 153-210.

22 Joannes Skylitzes, Synopsis Historiarum, p. 202 [English Translation: John Skylitzes, A
synopsis of Byzantine History 811-1057, p. 197]: «Mn @épovoa 8¢ Zon N Paciiig tag 1od
Supe®V GLVEXELS EMOPOUES Kol PBOLAOUEVI TAVTOG GvakOyol, OE0V £YVOKEL UETA THG
oVYKMTOL glvan oneicacbor Toic Tapaknvoic, kai mévta OV &v i @ oTpaTdV Stomepdcol
TPOg TNV Eomépay, Kol Evobéviov TdV e PV Kol TdV SUTIKAV GTPOTEVUATOV TOAEUOV
ovotoado katd tdv Bovlydpov, kai tehémg dpavicar avtovg». See also Theophanes Con-
tinuatus, p. 388. Symeon Magistros, Chronicon, p. 304. loannes Zonaras, Epitomae Histori-
arium, ed. Theodorus Biittner-Wobst, (Corpus Scriptorum Historiae Byzantinae), Bonn,
1897, p. 463.
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policy against the Arabs until the Bulgarian threat had been effectively dealt
with. Given that the Bagratid king was an ally of Constantinople, it is clear
that his détente with the Sajids during this period was in keeping with Byzan-
tine policy in the East, and could hardly have brought about the end of the
Byzantine-Armenian alliance. A far more likely scenario is that the Armenian
king took into account the fact that the Byzantines stated in no uncertain terms
that they would refrain from aggression against their Muslim neighbors be-
fore making such a dramatic shift in his foreign policy.

2) Due to Bulgarian aggression, the Byzantines could not campaign in
the East. Simeon invaded Thrace in 921, penetrating as far as the outskirts of
Constantinople. The Byzantines suffered a crushing defeat at the hands of the
Bulgarians the following year at Pegae, where “the bulk of the army was cap-
tured or killed”.? Under these circumstances, with the imperial capital itself
threatened, it is difficult to accept that the Byzantines would have considered
Ashot’s supposed policy shift of such vital importance to their interests as to
send part of their forces into Armenia.

3) Even if we do not take into account the aforementioned issues and
accept that the Byzantines did indeed decide to campaign against Ashot, there
are certain operational issues that need addressing: for one, why did the Byz-
antines target Dvin, a Muslim-held city that lay outside their borders and
posed no threat to them? One would expect them to attack the Bagratids’
western holdings, which were closer to their own borders. In contrast to Dvin,
the conquest of the western Bagratid regions would have been a severe blow
to their supposed enemy.

However, there is ample reason to cast doubt on the reliability of Aso-
ghik’s account, a fact that modern historians have pointed out. Vasiliev, for
example, asserts that the operation took place in 922, not against Ashot II but
in support of the Bagratuni struggle against the Arabs.?* But this assertion
fails to take into account the fact that in 922 the Byzantines did not have the
capacity to support their Armenian ally. Runciman, by contrast, asserts that
the campaign took place in 915, during the military operation to restore Ashot

23 Steven Runciman, The Emperor Romanus Lecapenus and his reign. A study of tenth-century
Byzantium, Cambridge, 1929, p. 88.

24 Alexander A. Vasiliev, Byzance et les Arabes. Tome I1: Les relations politiques de Byzance et
des Arabes a I’époque de la Dynastie Macédonienne (Les empereurs Basile I, Léon le Sage et
Constantin VII Porphyrogénéte 867-959. Premiére partie, tr. Marius Canard, Bruxelles, 1968,
p. 249-250.
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IT to power.? In such a case, however, the reference to Subuk makes no sense.
Both Subuk and Nasral-Subuki began to play a role in events in Armenia after
the capture of the Sajid emir.?

So how are we to interpret Tardneci’s account? I believe Runciman has
the right of it in asserting that the Armenian historian misdated the Byzantine
campaign. In my view though, the campaign took place later, and not earlier,
than Asoghik states. As for its exact date, the answer may be found in the
work of the Arab historian Ibn al-Athir, who notes: “In this year (i.e. 315/
927-928) the Domestikos set out at the head of a great Byzantine host against
the city of Dabil (Dvin). Nasr al-Subukz was in that city, protecting it in force.
The Domestikos brought with him battering rams and catapults in addition to
hand-held bombs filled with enough flammable material to incinerate a dozen
men...The Domestikos was seated atop a lofty throne, observing the city and
his army, and ordered battle to be joined under his supervision. The inhabit-
ants of the city resisted him. (The Byzantines) under his command reached
the city walls and opened large holes in them. (Thus) they entered the city and
its inhabitants together with the army that was garrisoned there faced them
in brutal combat. The Muslims ultimately prevailed, driving the Byzantines
from (that city) and inflicting upon them more than ten thousand casual-
ties....”?

Ibn al-Athir’s and Step“anos Taronec‘i’s accounts are markedly similar?.
Both mention the failure of the Byzantine siege, and in both the commander
of the Byzantine forces is a Domestikos. The exact identity of this Domes-
tikos is related by a third source that describes the operation against Dvin, the
De administrando Imperio of Byzantine emperor Constantine VII Porphyrog-
enitus. In it, he notes: “And in the reign of the lord Romanos, the emperor,
the magister John Kourkouas, marching against the city of Tibi [i.e. Dvin],

25 Steven Runciman, The Emperor Romanus Lecapenus, p. 132.

26 Kovertavrivog Takiptakoyhov, H Apuevie pertold Boloviiov koa Xolipdrov (885-929),
Athens 2018, p. 301.

27 Ibn al-Athir, Al-Kamil f7 al-Ta’rikh, v. 7, ed. Abdullah al-Qadi and Muhammad al-Daqqaq,
Beirut, 2006, p. 35-36:

ol o IS5 lgpany jSue A Sl paileds oo dise (N oo il o pilie as A Gwedl] L lgad

e ity e ot S e alng GiaadlI SIS 5. Ny e i 50 Ll (553 (5 ) ia 4nn 5 lialiay coli

all g A [l s in - U o o 98 5 L) oS A b o]y Lo o JUGIL 2t sl 5 jSse e 5 2L

o L3 5 poleanll il 1335 YU _Seanll g 5 b g 18 Asall 1515355 138 U 5 L | i

iy YIS e g e 1518 g

28 U. U. bphmqureyjwd, «Uynn brjwph purwgrsubp: Uwu beljenreny. Zwing puquynenpyub

l{hr‘wﬁulumulmnuf]}», YR S lpulyls Suifon bu, 49.1, 2015, I;?_ 94:
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utterly devastated in his passage the whole country of Phasiane, since it was
in the possession of the Saracens”.?® According to this testimony the Byzan-
tines were campaigning against the Arabs, not the Armenians. He also implies
the Byzantine failure, describing the pillaging of the wider region of Karin as
the result of the siege of Dvin.

In light of this information, I believe it is evident that all three accounts
describe the same Byzantine siege of Dvin, which, based on the Arab testi-
mony, must be dated to 928%. At this point it bears noting that Simeon died
in 927, and it was only from that year onwards that the Byzantines could af-
ford to be more pro-active in the East.3! It is thus evident that an operation
against Dvin can be dated more handily to 928 rather than 922.

The most crucial issue is the reason for which the Byzantines ultimately
elected to campaign against a city so far removed from the Byzantine-Arab
frontier. In other words, what was John Kourkouas’ objective in Armenia?
did Ashot II fight on behalf of Nasr al-Subuki??

Before examining this issue, we must first discuss the developments in
the Bagratid kingdom. The peace between Ashot and the Sajids was not to
last; in 922 Yiusuf was freed from the Abbasids and returned to Azerbaijan
stronger than before.?® Hostilities between the Bagratids and the Sajids soon
re-commenced.?* Nasr al-Subuki (whom we saw in Ibn al-Athir’s testimony)
spearheaded this renewed aggression from his operational center at Dvin.
Nasr returned to Azerbaijan in 924, leaving Bashir behind as his substitute.
Ashot successfully resisted and beat back the latter’s attacks. The Sajid emir

29 Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Administrando Imperio, ed. Gyula Moravcsik, tr. Romilly
J.H. Jenkins (Corpus Fontium Historiaec Byzantinae 1), Washington, 1967, p. 208:« E7i ¢ tij¢
Pacileiog t00 kKupod Pwuavod, tod fociréws o uayiotpog Twavvng ¢ Kovprobog drepyopevog
Kazo. 100 kdotpov Tifiov, gic v diodov avtod feavicev v wacav ywopav ¢ Pacioviig, d¢
OO TV ZopaKnvdv KpoTovuEVRv.

30 See also Urdwb U. bppuqureymd, «lynn Geljuph qurwgrgwip: Vwu keljenen. Zwupng pu-
quynrmpyui JErufwunmwnnudpy, by 53-54.

31 Kovetavrivog Tokiptakoylov, H Apuevia uetold Bolavtiov ko Xaliparov (885-929), p.
408.

32 On this assertion, Urdwd U. bnpuqureymé, «Uynwm Griwph purwgrgubp: Uwu beljener,.
Zuyng puquynrmpjub Jkrufwunwnnudpy, by 53-55.

33 E.g. Yovhannés Drasxanakertc‘i, History of Armenia, p. 218 (2njfwbblu 5 Fruwujuwbu-
Yhrwgh, Duwwdncftf Zuyng, by 558). Ibn Miskawayh, Tajarib al-Umam, vol. 5, p. 47. Ibn
al-Athir, Al-Kamil fral-Ta’rikh, v. 7, p. 10. al-Hamadan1, Takmila Ta’rikh al-Tabarz, v.1, ed.
A. Yasuf Kan‘an, Beirut, 1961, p. 29.

34 Indicatively regarding the conflicts in this period, Zdwywly Zwrmpymdywd, Zuwyguwummip IX-XT
quiphpndd, brhwd, 1959, p. 791t
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himself was taken captive in 927 during his conflict with the Qaramita rebels,
and was subsequently executed in Iraq. In the aftermath of Yisuf’s death and
until his own passing in 929, Ashot dedicated his efforts to ridding his do-
mains of the last remnants of Sajid forces still occupying them.

Under these strategic conditions the Byzantine operation, far from being
directed against Ashot, was far more likely to have been carried out in support
of his operations against the Muslims in his country, with a strike at the heart
of their center of operations®. It is only in this light that an assault on Dvin
makes sense; indeed, such a numerically significant Byzantine force (inferred
from Ibn al-Athir’s account regarding the Byzantine losses) could not have
operated so far from the Byzantine frontier without the logistical support of
the Bagratid king. Also crucial is the fact that John Kourkouas’ next objective
was the Kaysite emirate, which had been a constant thorn in the Bagratids’
side.%

Viewed in this light, the Byzantine operation against Dvin, far from sig-
nifying the end of the alliance between the Byzantines and the Bagratids, in-
stead demonstrates that it persisted at least until the end of Ashot II’s reign.
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35 Marius Canard, Histoire de la Dynastie des H’amdanides de Jazira et de Syrie, Paris, 1953,
p. 739.
36 On these conflicts, e.g. Alexander A. Vasiliev, Byzance et les Arabes, p.258-266.



Ashot Il Yerkat and the Byzantines: Allies to the End -... 327

by np Pusgpussndtifs wppusguqnidip fwpnquigun fip gnepgp Sudufudply gugbulpyg-
ilbﬂﬁil‘ ul[qFleuIlFJﬂLFileﬁ l[l[lllJﬂL/;Jlul}‘F\ FJ”LLILUiIII.IJJl[luZI I}ﬁl[ulilluq/llﬂﬂLﬂJﬂLzlﬂ, 6’&-
Uiyt npny wpunndwpwiihibpf hupdppndf Swy-pinoquibiguljwl qupbmlgnfdindp
a'!ll bilﬁlﬂl}pﬂl/}!lﬂi] Ol}lﬂ/lil l[lll[1[1ll t fll”llbl l]lnbl/llllil”ll Sluﬂﬂilbgﬂl lffl lllIlUJﬂL-
Pymitap, pun npft 922 [ WfBp pypoguinpudwl qoppbpp fagdfy e
dpuufri: UpgriSuliqgbpd, npny sk dhy [Fougg b omagpu Quolwdp mwl wniby
Ulﬂblfllﬂilﬂu[l lLlJLl lﬂblll?l[ﬂL/;JLLlil wﬂ(}wilwqwlllulﬂﬂlﬁ!ﬂLil[l: u!lll.l.[bll, /;17, FJ"qullil-
ththuilLul[LuG‘tuuu[manLf 4—[1, I1[1 3I1LLII1L-?)/1 Lﬂuﬁ‘t[wilﬁg 4‘&”1[1 uan bpl[wﬁil l.ll[l.ll?l é[1
wiguingpidul qupdphffugp: Uppyfop nwgduupolul wugdobibbpnod ppocgub-
g frlibph wpuifwlplbpp Wpuf, pugy Bub el 8 Sgncfuughl opgwiiibph
ngqneflundp yumnly nddfply Upnu i wowlgbyp, b ny [#h G ghf upun bl
Ul puibif, 2o Suibilibn Yneplyncwfy bployp Wfbp apupfusbbpp mwl Fag ¢
l[lllllllll{u.l[Tl}‘LLlil "IZZ [lil/ﬂlugpnuf:

KOHCTAHTHHOC TAKUPTAKOI'JTY

AHIOT II EPKAT 1 BUBAHTHUS: COIO3HUKU 10 KOHIIA NJIN B
KOHEYHOM CUYETE BPAT'H?

KaroueBbie cjioBa: barpatunel, Aot 11, Buzantuiickas uMIiepusi, BHEITHSIS TIOJTH-
THKa, apMSHO-BU3aHTUICKUI COI03, COMHEHHUE, MOJUTHUECKOE

peuieHue, ocasia JIBuHa BU3aHTUNHLIAMHU.

Hacrosimee nccnenoBanue mocBsmieHo cor3y naps barpatunos Amota Il ¢ Bu-
3aHTHHIIAMU. VIMIIepHs Chirpajia penamnyr poiib B CTA0WIH3AIMH BIACTH ATIIOTa
II mocnie xaoca, MPUUYUHON KOTOPOTO CTajlo youncTBo ero orina CMbara. biaaromapst
HMIIEPCKOMY BIIUSIHUIO KHSI3b barpaTuoB cMOT MPUBJICUb U CILIOTUTH COIO3HUKOB.
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HcTouHnky yKa3bIBalOT Ha TO, YTO BU3AHTUICKAS TUTIIIOMATHS, TIpecietys 1elb COo-
3aHMA MAHXPUCTHAHCKON aHTHapaOCKOM KoaIMLMK, OKa3biBajla JaBJICHUE Ha KaB-
Ka3CKUX BIAABIK, YTOOBI T€ Tomaepskanu Amota. BTopoii Bompoc, paccmarpuBae-
MBI{ B HACTOSILIIEM HCCIIEIOBAHUY, - 3TO MPEAoIaraéMblii KOHEL[ COI03a, KOTOPBIH,
[0 MHEHHIO HEKOTOPBIX UCTOPUKOB, OB PACTOPTHYT, KOraa AMIOT yIyYIIWI CBOH
OTHOLICHUS ¢ apabamu. DTO yTBEpKACHUE MOATBEpKAaeTcs pacckazoMm CrenaHoca
TapoHeuku o BU3aHTUHCKOM ocaae J[BMHA, COMNIACHO KOTOPOMY €ro 3alllMInall
namectHHK FOcyda Camxnaa CyOyk Bmecte ¢ Amorom 11 (922 r.). Onnako Heko-
TOpble (DAaKTHI CTABST IO/ COMHEHHUE JOCTOBEPHOCTH 3TOH BepcHU. UTOOBI MOHSTH,
YTO CTOMUT 32 paccka3oM TapoHENKH, MbI JOJKHBI U3YUUTh BU3AHTHICKUE U apald-
cKre UcTOYHUKU. COTTacHO UM, BU3AHTHUHIIBI BEJIM KaMITaHUIo IPOoTHB /[BuHa B 928
roay, a He B 922 rofy, Tak Kak TOJIBKO B 3TOT IEPHOJ UM HAaKOHEIl YAaJIOCh CIpa-
BUTBCSI ¢ OONTAPCKO# Yrpo30i U OHU MOTJIN TI03BOJIUTH ceOe 00paTUTh CBOEC BHIMA-
Hue Ha Boctok. Mmenno B stot nepuon Amor Il nocie cmepru Ocyda Camxuna
HayvaJl MpoIIecc MOBTOPHOIO 3aBOEBAHMS MTOCTIEIHUX KOHTpOIupyeMbIx CakuiaMu
Tepputopuil B ApmeHuu. B cBeTe 3TUX CTpaTernyecKux YCIOBHM BHU3aHTHIICKUE
orepanuu npoTuB [[BuHA M K ceBepy OT o3epa BaH mpoBOamiIMCh B MOANEPKKY
Amiora, a He npoTuB Hero. Kopoue rosops, nosisienne Moanna Kypkyaca 3a npene-
JlaMH /[BMHA IEMOHCTPUPYET, UTO aPMSAHO-BU3aHTUICKHI COX03 COXPAHSIICS HA IIPO-
TSOKEHUH BCETO MPaBIeHUs AIIOTA.





