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THE ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURE AND THE
LEGAL STATUS OF THE ARMENIAN PRINCIPALITY
FROM 640 TO 700

ABSTRACT

One of the main periods of the Armenian Middle Ages, which has been studied
somewhat superficially, is the VII century, or more precisely from 640 to 700. This
is the period when Sassanian Iran (Persia) fell, the Byzantine Empire was deprived
of its former military power, and Armenia, entering into new and confusing legal re-
lations, became a Principality—proceeding from the quantitative composition of the
Armenian princes (nakharars), who not only possessed vast territories but also were
the core of self-government, a table was compiled, which also allows us to see the
military potential and approximate borders of the Armenian Principality. Since this
topic is specific, the following methods were used to study it, a joint study of sourc-
es as well as the historical-geographical and historical-comparative methods. It is
shown that the big princely houses maintained their status and even expanded their
possessions. Based on the princely possessions, the territory of the Armenian Princi-
pality is shown, which stretched in the West from the Euphrates River to Syunik in
the East, from Tashir to the Korduq Mountains in the North. That is, in general, the
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administrative system that had existed since the time of the Armenian Arshakunis
and was partially changed by the Sassanians, was relevant for the Armenian Princi-
pality. As a result, the military-political power of Armenia on the one hand and the
difficult international situation on the other allowed two Armenian rulers (Teodoros
Rshtuni and Grigor Mamikonean) to receive supreme power from the Caliphate,
over the Transcaucasian countries (Armenia, Kartli, Aran, Shirvan and Derbend). In
general, the Armenian Principality (640-700) can be characterized as a semi-inde-
pendent state entity.

INTRODUCTION

As a result of the completed Persian-Byzantine war (in 628), the borders of the
year 591 in the region were restored. In the Byzantine part of Armenia, Emperor
Heracles (610-641) appointed Mzhezh Gnuni (628-635) as the Armenian Prince?,
and the Persian king Kavad II Sheroe (628) appointed Varaztirots Bagratuni (628—
633) as the Armenian marzpan in the Persian part of Armenia.

At this time, the head of the army, the sparapet (in fact, the commander) of
Marzpan Armenia was Teodoros Rshtuni, who, after Varaztirots Bagratuni left for
Taron (about 633), then in Constantinople was the de facto ruler of the country,
i.e. the marzpan®. Taking advantage of the favorable political situation, Teodoros
Rshtuni also took under control the Byzantine lands of Armenia around 639, in fact,
Armenia was united*.

2 The Greek equivalent of the Armenian Prince was “archont” or “patrikios Armenias”, and the
Arabic equivalent was “batrik al-Arman” or “sahib al-Arman”. According to A. Ter-Ghevondean, the
title of Armenian Prince had three stages of development: a) V-VI centuries, when the ruler of the
Byzantine part of Armenia was called an Armenian archont (prince); b) VII ¢. The Armenian Prince
was the independent ruler of Armenia (that is, within the borders of Armenian Principality — H. K.);
¢) VIII century — the first half of IX century, the Armenian Prince was the ruler of the Arab Arminia
administrative unit, which was subordinate to the representative of the caliph, the vostikan (A. Ter-
Ghevondean, 1977, 55, ref. 41). It should be noted here that the first stage of the existence of the
title of Armenian Prince should be extended to the end of the 30s of VII century, because at that time
Mzhezh Gnuni (628-635) and David Saharuni (635-638/39) were appointed as Armenian princes in
the Byzantine part of Armenia. Starting from 641, when Teodoros Rshtuni was officially recognized
as an Armenian Prince by Emperor Constantine III (641), we can already talk about him as a semi-
independent ruler of the Armenian Principality.

3 V.Iskanean, 1991, p. 471.

4 A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996, pp. 19-20.
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The first Arab invasion of Armenia occurred in early 640°, and in the middle of
the VII century, the Arabs, having conquered the region (but not completely estab-
lished themselves), pursued the same Persian-Byzantine policy, i.e. the destruction
and liquidation of the core of Armenian autonomy — the princely system. In this
context, it is no coincidence that in the VIII century, most of the old princely houses
weakened and disappeared from the political arena.

This article will examine the administrative and legal status of the Armenian
Principality, which existed from the first half of the VII century to the beginning
of the VIII century. Based on the table we have compiled, we present the quan-
titative composition of the princely (nakharar) houses®, which is important when
determining the boundaries of the principality. The works of Armenian chroniclers
(Sebeos, Ghevond, Hovhannes Draskhanakertsi, Tovma Artsruni, and Asoghik) and
two church council reports of the VII and VIII centuries were used as sources.

The administrative structure of the Armenian Principality

Sebeos: GHevond: | Hovhannes Tovma Asoghik: 645s council | 768s
(Vilc.) (VI c.) Draskhanakerts | Artsruni Xec.) of Dvin council
(IX—Xcc.) (IX—Xcc.) of Partav

Amatuni Amatuni Andzevatsi Abeghean | Amatuni Bishop of Artsruni
Mardpetakan’

ARanean= Andzevatsi | Artsruni Akeatsi Artsruni Bishop of Owner of

ARavenean Harq ASHotsq

ARaveghean | Artsruni Bagratuni Amatuni Bagratuni | Bishop of Bagratuni
Basen

Bagratuni Bagratuni | Gntuni Andzevatsi | Gnuni Bishop of Goght-
Tayq natsi

Basenatsi Gnuni Gnuni Apahuni Goghtnatsi | Bishop of KhoRk-
Mardaghy hoRuni

5 History of Armenia, Vol. II, 2018, p. 279.

¢ A similar attempt was made by A. Shahinean (A. Shahinean, 2008, pp. 148—155).
7 It should be noted that in the VII century, as an administrative unit, the Mardpetakan
(Sephakan, Vaspurakan Gund) was present (Movses Kagankatuatsi, 2011, pp. 344, 346, Tovma
Artsruni and the anonymous, 2010, pp. 158, 246), but compared to the former, it covered a different

area (see attached the map).
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Sebeos: GHevond: | Hovhannes Tovma Asoghik: 645s council |768s
(VIIc.) (VI c.) Draskhanakerts | Artsruni Xc.) of Dvin council

(IX—Xcc.) (IX—Xcc.) of Partav
Gntuni Kamsarakan | Goghtnatsi Artsruni Gugaratsi | Bishop of Vanan-
(TaSHrats) | Bznunyats datsi
Gnuni Ma- Gugaratsi Bagratuni | Kamsarakan | bishop of Syuni
mikonean | (TaSHratsi) ArSHarunyats
DaSHtkar- RSHtuni Kamsarakan Boghkatsi | Ma- Bishop of
in=DaSHta- mikonean | Bagratuni
karantsi
Prince of Vanandatsi | Havnuni Gabeghean | Mokatsi Bishop of
DaranaGHi KhoRkhoRuni
Dimagsean | Truni Mamikonean Gazrikean | RSHtuni Bishop of
RSHtuni
Prince of Urtsa Mokatsi Gnuni SahaRuni | Bishop of
Ekeghyats Vanand
KhoRkhoRuni RSHtuni Goghtnatsi | Syuni Bishop of
ArSHamuni
Prince of SahaRuni Havnuni Bishop of
Karin Amatuni
Mamikonean Syuni Harmatsi Bishop of
Andzevatsi
Prince of Vanandatsi Ma- Bishop of
Mananaghi mikonean Gnuni
Mokatsi Maratsean Bishop of
Paluni
SHirakat- Mokatsi Bishop of
si=Kamsara- Mehnuni
kan
Prince of RSHtuni
Fourth
Armenia
RSHtuni SahaRuni
SahaRuni Syuni
Syuni Vahevuni
Spanduni Varazhnuni
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Sebeos: GHevond: | Hovhannes Tovma Asoghik: 645s council |768s
(VIIc.) (VIIc.) Draskhanakerts | Artsruni Xc.) of Dvin council

(IX—Xcc.) (IX—Xcc.) of Partav
Speratsi Truni
(Entruni)
Vahevuni Qajberuni
Vanandatsi
Varazhnuni
Tayetsi
From the reports of the sources, we get the following picture:

AbeGHean Artsruni GoGHtnatsi Havnuni Paluni TaSHratsi
Akeats Bagratuni DaSHtkarin Harmats RSHtuni Truni
Amatuni Basenatsi DaranaGHi Mamikonean SahaRuni Urtsa
Andzevatsi BoGHkatsi Dimagsean MananaGHi Syuni Qajberuni
Owner of GabeGHean | EkeGHEats Maratsean Spanduni

ASHotsQ

Apahuni Gazrikean KhoRkhoRuni | Mehnuni Vahevuni

ARaveghean Gntuni Kamsarakan Mokatsi Vanandatsi

ARavenean Gnuni Karnetsi IV Armenian Varazhnuni

ruler

In these nakharar-princely houses® the Armenian power was summed up within

the borders.

Abeghean — They owned the Abegheanq district of Ayrarat province. But ap-

parently starting from the VII century, the nakharar house of the Abegheans lost

its possessions in Ayrarat province. Sources no longer mention this nakharar house

except Tovma Artsruni, who mentions these princes in connection with the invasion

of Bugha in the mid-IX century already in Vaspurakan.’ It means that the Abeg-

ean nakharars moved to Vaspurakan and received possessions there'’, which are
h kh d to V. k d d there'’, which

unknown.

8 For details on the domains of these clans, see H. Khachatrean, 2022, pp. 47-62.

° Tovma Artsruni and the anonymous, 2010, p. 243.
10 See Adonts, 1987, 357 ref. 1.




60 ZBLIPU lUSrBUL 2024 3URGLNRIO

Akeatsi — in Ake district of Vaspurakan province.

Amatuni — in Artaz district of Vaspurakan. In Aragatsotn district: Oshakan and
its surroundings. They also had domains in the village of Ptghni in Kotayq district.

Andzevatsi — in Andzevatsiq district of Vaspurakan.

Ashotsean — in Ashotsq district of Ayrarat and Javakhq district of Gugarq.

Apahuni — in a part of Apahuniq district of Turuberan.

ARaveghean — their domains were probably in the Aragatsotn district of Ayra-
rat province, in the areas from Ashnak to Talin''.

ARavenean — in Aragatsotn district of Ayrarat province.

Artsruni — in this period, the Artsrunis expanded their domains at the expense
of Sephakan/Vaspurakan/Mardpetakan Gund. Their rule included most of the former
Vaspurakan and Persarmenian provinces, as well as some parts of Korchayq.

Bagratuni — in this period, the domains of these nakharars were still summa-
rized in Sper, Kogovit, Tsaghkotn districts, as well as in the regions adjacent to
Bagavan in Bagrevand district'?.

Basenatsi — in Basen district of Ayrarat province. However, the domains of the
dynasty gradually passed to the Armenian Church.

Boghkatsi — the territories are unknown.

Gabeghean — in Gabegheanq district of Ayrarat. Later like the princes of the
Abegheans the Gabegheans are also mentioned in the province of Vaspurakan's,
which means that the Gabegheans too passed to Vaspurakan.

Gazrikean — in Gazrikan district of Vaspurakan.

Gntuni — They occupied Nig district of Ayrarat province.

Gnuni — They owned the districts of Aghiovit and Arberani, a part of Archisha-
kovit district, as well as the settlement of Mastara in Aragatsotn'.

Goghtnatsi — Goghtn district of Vaspurakan.

Dashtkarin — The territories are unknown.

Daranaghi — The princes of Daranaghyats, Ekeghyats, Karnetsi, Mananaghy-
ats, Speratsi and Tayetsi apparently did not represent separate nakharar dynasties,
but as a result of the policies of Emperors Justinian I (527-565) and Maurice (582—

" A. Manucharean, 1977, p. 56.

12 See H. Khachatrean, 2022, pp. 51-53.

13 Tovma Artsruni and the anonymous, 2010, p. 168.
4 A. Manucharean, 2017, p. 39.
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602), they were branches of the powerful local principalities, that were called by
the names of the respective districts and survived for a short time. Some of these
domains passed to Byzantium, and others to the Caliphate.

Dimaksean — The domains of this principality were already summarized in
Shirak district. The dynasty ceased to exist in the second half of the VII century.

Ekeghyats — in Ekegheats district of the High Armenian province.

KhoRkhoRuni — in KhoRkhoRuniq and a part of Apahuniq districts of Turu-
beran province. Her and Zaravand districts, which were the domains of the Khork-
horunis, and were already included in the domains of the Artsrunis. The dynasty
ceased to exist at the end of the VIII century.

Kamsarakan — In this period Historians consider that the Kamsarakans ruled
huge domains, following the districts of Ayrarat province: Ashotsq, Shirak, Arsha-
runiq, Havnuniq, Abegheanq, Gabegheanq, Basen districts, most of Vanand, and
Talin in Aragatsotn'. But in fact, they owned only the Shirak, and Arsharuniq dis-
tricts completely, and in the Aragatsotn district the towns of Talin and Marmet. This
dynasty ceased to exist at the beginning of the IX century'®.

Karnetsi — in Karin district of High Armenia.

Havnuni — in Havnuniq district of Ayrarat.

Harmatsi (Harqatsi)!” — Apparently, the territories should have been in the
Harq district.

Mamikonean — They occupied Tayq province completely; the districts of
Taron, Khut, Aspakunyats dzor, Sasun, Bznunig-Khlat districts of Turuberan prov-
ince; in the province of Ayrarat Bagrevand, the largest part of Aragatsotn district'®.

Mananaghi — in the Mananaghi district of Upper Armenia.

Maratsean — The territories were probably located in “Marats amur ash-
kharh” (Median Strong World) or in former Mardpetakan. Probably in the area of
Marand city.

Mehnuni — in Metsnuniq district of Vaspurakan.

Mokatsi — in Mokq province.

15 A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1977, pp. 58-59, A. Shahinean, 2011, p. 152. Earlier we also considered
that the Kamsarakans owned huge domains (H. Khachatrean, 2022, p. 55).

16 A. Vardanean, 2016, p. 49.

17 G. Grigorean, 1983, p. 87.

18 See A. Vardanean, 2019, pp. 18-33, H. Khachatrean, 2022, p. 56.
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IV Armenian ruler — Fourth Armenia had the status of border fortifications,
“Sughur” and included geographical Tsopk province and Muzur district of High
Armenia.

Paluni — in Paluniq district of Vaspurakan.

Rshtuni — in Rshtuniq and Tosp districts of Vaspurakan province. Like the
KhoRkhoRunis, the Rshtunis also left the political scene at the end of the VIII
century.

Saharuni — They owned Mren with its adjacent lands in the Shirak district. Af-
ter the death of David SahaRuni (635-638/39), this dynasty is no longer mentioned.
This suggests that the Saharunis were gradually pushed out of political life.

Syuni — in Syuniq province. Syuniq was reunited with Armenian principality
only during the reign of the Armenian Prince Hamazasp Mamikonian (655-661)
in 655.

Spanduni — The domains were probably located in Ayrarat province.

Vahevuni — Deprived of their domains in Taron, the Vahevunis fortified them-
selves in the Boguniq district of Vaspurakan and the coastal area of Arberani adja-
cent to it.

Vanandatsi — After most of the district passed to the Kamsarakans, the do-
mains of the Vanandats were enclosed in the area from Kars fortress to Tayq.

Varazhnuni — in Varazhnuniq districts of Ayrarat and Turuberan.

Tashratsi — in the Tashir district of Gugarq'®. Their domains passed to the Ar-
abs in the VIII century?’, then at the beginning of the IX century, to the Bagratunis?'.

Truni — The territories were located in Goghtn district, more specifically, in the
Drnis (Trunis) village of the Ordubad region.*

Urtsa — in Urtsadzor district of Ayrarat.

Qajberuni — in Garni (Darni) district of Vaspurakan.

Still, in the late 630s from Marzpan Armenia, the territory of “Marats Strong
World” or the former Mardpetakan was separated, whose prince, in cooperation with
the Byzantine general Tuma, clashed with the Armenian Prince Teodoros Rshtuni in
the 640s. As a result, the latter was arrested and sent to Constantinople. “Marats

19 According to A. Ter-Ghevondean’s point of view, the princes of Tashir also ruled in Dzoraget
district (A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1977, p. 59).

2 R. Matevosean, 1982, p. 50, R. Matevosean, 1997, pp. 70, 74.

2l See A. Yeghiazarean, 2011, p. 81.

2 See A. Ayvazean, 1981, pp. 53-54.
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Strong World” was conquered by the Caliphate in the middle of the VII century®.
In the south, the borders of the Armenian principality passed by the forts of Alki,
JImar, and Sring, which was also the southern border of the Bagratuni kingdom.

One can get an idea about the western borders of the Armenian principality
from Sebeos’ report. In particular, in 652%* with the invasion of Armenia by Emperor
Costand II (641-668), and then his stay in the city of Karin, he mentions:

“The princes and troops of the so-called Fourth Armenia presented themselves,
and also all the other troops and princes who had left the Rshtunis territory. There
the men of Sper met him, the princes of the Bagratuniq, the men of Mananaghi, of
Daranaghi, those from the province of Ekegheats, and all the troops of those plac-
es, and the men of Karin, and Tayq, and Basean. There also came to meet him the
princes of Vanand with their army, the men of Shirak, the KhoRkhoRuniq, and the
men of the house of the Dimagseanq. Also presenting themselves were Mushegh
Mamikonean with his clansmen and some other princes, and the army from the re-
gion of Ayrarat: the ARawegheangq, the ARaneang, the Varazhnuniq, the Gntuniq,
the Spanduniq, and others with them”.

From the list of the nakharars who were in agreement with Teodoros Rshtuni,
it is clear that at that time the western border of the Armenian principality mainly
corresponded with the characteristics existing during the Arshakuni kingdom (298—
387). However, then the lack of mention of the princes of High Armenia as well as
the departure of Varaztirots Bagratuni from Byzantium in 646, and his stopping in
Tayq — in Armenia, shows that Sper district, the dynastic domain of the Bagratunis,
which was in the west of Tayq, and the domains lying west of it were no longer part
of the Armenian principality, otherwise the prince of Bagratuni would have stayed
in the castles of Sper. The rest of the borders of the Armenian principality stretched
along the contours of the domains of the nakharars mentioned above.

THE LEGAL STATUS OF THE ARMENIAN PRINCIPALITY

The Armenian principality was governed by an official with the title of Ar-
menian Prince. Already in 639 Teodoros Rshtuni (639-654) was elected the

2 For details, see E. Danielean, 1983, pp. 94-97.
2 A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996, pp. 68—69.
2 R. W. Thompson, 1999, pp. 137-138. See also History of Sebeos, 1979, p. 165.
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Prince of Armenia by the nakharars and the Armenian Catholicos?®. That was
officially approved in 641 by Emperor Constantine III (641)*’. The recogni-
tion of Prince Rshtuni by the Emperor in that position shows that the Armenian
Prince was a subordinate of the Byzantine Emperor, even though it was for-
mal. Subsequent events show that Byzantium’s inaction or insufficient actions
against the Arab invasions against Armenia, that resulted from its obligations,
led to the change of course of the Armenian Prince and his orientation towards
the Chaliphate.

The signing of the Armenian-Arab treaty (in 652) meant the de jure depen-
dence of the Armenian principality on the Caliphate, because although Armenia was
exempted from paying taxes for three years, it still had to pay, however small.
The number of cavalry was determined as 15000, which, compared to the previous
period, was halved. Its participation wherever the caliph wanted, except in Syria,
shows the still semi-independent status of Armenia, which ended with the temporary
conquest of Armenia, a few years later, in 655 AD%.

Sebeos reports that in 653 the Arab governor of Syria Muavia gave Teodoros
Rshtuni “robes embroidered with gold and a banner of his pattern. He gave him the
rank of Prince of Armenia, lberia, Aghuanq, and Siwniq, as far as the Caucasus
mountain and the Pass of Chor were. Then he dismissed him with honor”. Special-
ists rightly believe that Teodoros Rshtuni gained power within the borders of the fu-

% “The Prince of Armenia, the lord of Rshtuniq...” (R. W. Thompson, 1999, 101, History of
Sebeos, 1979, p. 138). Until then, the title of Armenian Prince was held by the rulers of the Byzantine
part of Armenia. The recognition of Teodoros Rshtuni as an Armenian Prince by the Armenian
nakharars and the Armenian Catholicos shows that the Byzantine part of Armenia also came under his
rule, together with the title, but with a new content.

27 V. Iskanean, 1991, p. 464, A. Yeghiazarean, 2010, p. 20. Sebeos reports that “a command
came from the Emperor [bestowing] the command of the army on Teodoros Lord of Rshtuniq, with the
rank of Patrik” (R. W. Thompson, 1999, p. 101, History of sebeos, 1979, p. 139). A. Ter-Ghevondean
believes that this Emperor was Constantine II (641-668) (see A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996, p. 49).
However, Sebeos mentions that after Herakles, his son, Constantine, reigned, but was killed after
ruling a little. He was replaced by the other son of Heracles, Heraclos, who was killed by the general
Valentinus. This general Valentinus put on the throne the son of the murdered Constantine, Costas,
whose name was changed to Constantine in honor of his father (History of Sebeos 1979, pp. 140-141).
This shows that the patrician and commander T’eodoros Rshtuni was appointed by the eldest son of
Herakles, Constantine, who ruled in 641.

2 On taxation in Armenia see A. Vacca, 2017, pp. 186-193.

¥ A. Yeghiazarean, 2010, pp. 24-25.

30 R. W. Thompson, 1999, p. 143, History of Sebeos, 1979, p. 169.
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ture Viceroyalty of Arminia (Armenia/Hayq, Qartli/Virq, Aran/Aghvanq)*': Further
on, the next thought of Sebeos is “He made a pact with him to bring that land into
subjection”, he also suggests that the Armenian Prince was under a condition to
subjugate or make those countries taxpayers, after which those territories would be
completely under his control. In any case, it is obvious that the Arabs recognized the
supremacy of the Armenian Prince over Hayq, Virq, and Aghvang®, for which those
territories later received the general name of Arminia.

Hamazasp Mamikonean (655-662), who was Teodoros Rshtuni’s son-in-law
and a supporter of his political direction, replaced him as the Armenian Prince.
Sebeos mentions on this occasion: “Hamazasp, Lord of the Mamikoneang, son of
Dawit and a virtuous man in all respects, held the position of Prince of Armenia™.
At that time, the Caliphate was in a deep internal political crisis. Taking advantage
of'it, “in the same year, the Armenians abandoned their submission to the Ismaelites
and turned their allegiance to the king of the Greeks™°. That was in the year of the
return of Catholicos Nerses III Tayetsi, in 659°7. Thus, Hamazasp Mamikonean was
initially appointed by the Arabs, and then, in 659 “King Constans made Hamazasp,
Lord of Mamikoneanq, Curopalate, and gave him silver cushions and the rank of
Prince of Armenia’*. Actually, during the reign of Hamazasp Mamikonean, the

31 A. Yeghiazarean, 2010, pp. 23-24, A. Shahinean, 2011, p. 211.

32 R. W. Thompson, 1999, p. 143, History of Sebeos, 1979, p. 169.

33 Giving such authority to the Armenian Prince was due to the fact that Qartli (Virq) and ARan
(Aghvanq) were always united with Armenia, and the latter almost always led the united army of
the three Transcaucasian countries (during the rebellion or the invasion of a foreign conqueror). In
addition, one of the goals was to receive the taxes to be collected from the three countries through
the Armenian Prince, which further outlined the summing up of the territories to be conquered in one
administrative unit in the future. According to A. Yeghiazarean’s correct definition, although some
regions were separated from Armenia, it represented an influential political force, and the Armenian
people were the most homogeneous and numerous segment of the region’s population. That’s why,
during the period of Arab rule, the Armenian Prince had a dominant position in Transcaucasia, and the
administrative unit covering most of Armenia and the Transcaucasian countries was called Arminia (A.
Yeghiazarean, 2011, p. 27).

3 History of Armenia, Vol. II, 2018, pp. 286-287.

35 R. W. Thompson, 1999, pp. 150-151, History of Sebeos, 1979, p. 174, Hovhannes
Draskhanakertsi, 2010, p. 411.

3¢ R. W. Thompson, 1999, p. 153, History of Sebeos, 1979, p. 175.

37 History of Armenia, Vol. II, 2018, p. 287.

% R. W. Thompson, 1999, p. 153, History of Sebeos, 1979, p. 175, Hovhannes
Draskhanakertsi, 2010, p. 412.
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Armenian principality came under the influence of Byzantium, although the years
of rule passed in relatively peaceful conditions and during that time, Syuniq was
reunited with the Armenian principality.

The next Armenian Prince was Grigor Mamikonean (662—685), who was
appointed by Muavia caliph (661-680)*°. In contrast to his predecessors, Grig-
or Mamikonian was ordained “the Prince of Armenia and Georgia”*°. Accord-
ing to A. Yeghiazarians’ right observation, the Arabs recognized the rule of
Teodoros Rshtuni and Grigor Mamikonean over the same territory, the Trans-
caucasian countries*'. During the reign of Grigor Mamikonean, the Arme-
nian-Arab alliance (in 652) was restored. The Armenian principality became
subject to the Caliphate and was obliged to pay a tax of 500 dahekan (Arabian
money) a year, which he refused (Qartli and ARan too) at the end of the reign
of the Armenian Prince*’. In other words, after Muavias’ death (in 680), the Ar-
menian principality became independent (680-685)*. This independent status
was also preserved at the beginning of the reign of the next Armenian Prince
Ashot Bagratuni (685—689), who in 685—-687 was not subject to either Byzan-
tium or the Caliphate**. The Byzantine title Patrick*® he should receive only in
687, when Emperor Justinian II (685—695, 705-711) organized an invasion of
Armenia and neighboring regions*.

Then, in the fourth year of his reign, Emperor Justinian II, in 689, invad-
ed the Caucasus and installed Nerseh Kamsarakan as Prince of Armenia, who
ruled for four years (689-693)*. As can be seen, although Armenia accepted
the hegemony of Byzantium (because it was conquered and there was a Byz-

% Ghvond Chronicler, 2007, p. 743, Stepannos Asoghik of Taron, 2011, p. 701.

40 Stepannos Asoghik of Taron, 2011, p. 719. “Armenian and Georgian Prince” should be
understood as the Prince of Armenians and Georgians of Armenia and the Caucasus (A. Yeghiazarean,
2011, 28 ref. 3). And the absence of ARan (Aghvangq) is explained by the fact that its population was
Armenian, so it isn’t mentioned (A. A. Yeghiazarean, 2011, pp. 30-31).

4 A. Yeghiazarean, 2010, p. 26, A. Shahinean, 2011, p. 211, A. Vardanean, 2018, p. 18.

4 Ghvond Chronicler, 2007, pp. 743—744: For details, sec A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996, pp.
91-105.

4 Experts do not rule out that Grigor Mamikonean also accepted the title of King during his
reign (A. Ter-Ghevondean, 2003, p. 194, A. Shahinean, 2011, pp. 213-214).

4 A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996, pp. 101-105, A. Shahinean, 2011, p. 214.

4 Ghvond Chronicler, 2007, p. 744.

4 A. Shahinean, 2011, p. 214.

47 Stepannos Asoghik of Taron, 2011, p. 703.
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antine army in the country), it maintained its independence in terms of foreign
policy*®.

Nerseh Kamsarakan was succeeded in this position by Smbat Byuratean Bagra-
tuni (693—702)*, and in this period Arabs finally conquered the Armenian principal-
ity and formed the Viceroyalty of Arminia in 700

CONCLUSION

As can be seen, the princely houses of the Marzpan period were basically
preserved. The most powerful princely families such as the Mamikoneans, Arts-
runis, Kamsarakans, and Gnuni expanded their possessions. Based on the Nakha-
rar (Princely) system, the Armenian Principality rose. It meant that the Armenian
princes had economic and military strength. The Armenian Principality extended
in the West from the Euphrates River to Syuniq in the East, and in the North from
Tashir to the Kordug Mountains. Thus, starting with Teodoros Rshtuni, the ruler
of the Armenian principality, the Armenian Prince, was the head of the two parts
of the already reunited Armenian lands. The Armenian Prince was first elected by
the local nobility, he was then confirmed by the Byzantine Emperor, who gave him
the title of Patrick or Curapalate. The Arab caliph also confirmed the elected Ar-
menian Prince in his position. Legally, it meant the recognition of Armenian prin-
cipality, whose ruler, depending on the political situation, recognized the (some-
times formal) supremacy of the Byzantine Emperor or the Arab Caliph. Two of the
Armenian princes, Teodoros Rshtuni and Grigor Mamikonean, received supreme
authority over Armenia, Qartli, and ARan (the future Arminia Viceroyalty) from
the Caliphate. For a short time, starting from 680-687 Armenia even gained inde-
pendence. The Armenian principality (640—700) can generally be characterized as a
semi-independent state entity.

4 History of Armenia, Vol. II, 2018, p. 292.

4 Stepannos Asoghik of Taron, 2011, p. 703: From the sources, it is clear, that the Armenian
prince Smbat Byuratean Bagratuni bore the titles of Patrik (according to Theophanes Khostovanogh)
and Curopalate (Kurapaghat according to GHevond). Smbat Bagratuni also had a second period of
administration, which is a question beyond our present research.

0 A. Yeghiazarean, 2010, p. 29.
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<hULURLUNEN

<wyng hpfuwbniphih, (FEnmnpnu Opunibh, Gphgnp Uwdhynbbtw,
<wyng pphuwb, Gwhiwpup, Ehiquinuub  Guyupniphil, Upwpuuib
i hduyniphih:

PE3IOME

[TepBoe HamecTBHE apaboB Ha ApMeHHIO ObUTO B 640 T. 3aBoeBaB peruoH (HO
OKOHYATENILHO TaM He yTBEpJMBIINCH) B cepeanne VII Beka, apaObl mpuaep:kuBa-
JUCh TOM K€ TIOJUTUKU, YTO W TEPChl U BU3AHTUHUIIBI, 3aKIIFOYAFOIIEHCS B pa3iio-
KEHUH HaxapapcKoro (KHSHKECKOTO) CTPOs Kak OIuIoTa camoyrpaBiieHus. M B KoH-
TEKCTE CKa3aHHOTO BOBCE He ciydaiiHbIM Obiio B KoHue VIII B. ocnabnenue kHsi-
JKECKUX JTIOMOB (POZIOB) M WX MCUE3HOBEHHE C MOJIUTHYECKOW apeHbl. Ilpm sTom
KHSDKECKHE JIoOMa Map3MaHCKOro MEepro/ia COXPaHsUIM CBOW CTaTyc, a Ooiee Mory-
IIECTBEHHBIE W3 HUX, Takhe kak MamukoHsHBI, Kamcapakansl, ApipyHu u ['HyHH
pacIIMpUIIN CBOM BJIaJICHHsI, YTO SIBCTBOBAJIO 00 MX YKOHOMHUYECKOH H BOCHHOW MO-
. Haxapapckas cucrema 3aioxuiia OCHOBY APMSTHCKOTO KHS)KECTBA, KOTOPOE OX-
BaTHIBAJIO 3HAYUTENHFHYIO TEPPUTOPHIO, TPOCTUPASICh Ha 3amane oT peku EBdpar no
CroHMKa Ha BOCTOKe, Ha ceBepe — oT Tammpa 1o rop Kopayka.

Hauunast ¢ Teomopoca PuityHu ynpaBisitominii ApMSTHCKUM KHSIPKECTBOM, TO
€CTh KHsI3b APMEHUU SBJISUICA YK€ PYKOBOAMUTEIEM OObEIMHEHHBIX apMSHCKUX 3€-
Menb. BHadane kHA3b ApMEHUU M30HMpasics MECTHOW 3HATHIO, ITOCIE YEero ero yrT-
BeprKJaJl BU3AHTUHCKUN MMIIepaTop, IPUCBauBas eMy TUTYJ MaTPUKUS WIN Kypa-
nanara. Apabckuit xanud Takxke yTBep:kaan U30paHHOTO KHA3s APMEHUHU Ha 3Ty
JIOJDKHOCTH. B TIpaBOBOM acriekTe 3TO 03HAYao MpU3HAHNE APMSHCKOTO KHSKECT-
Ba, BJIAJIbIKa KOTOPOTO, B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT MOJIUTUYCCKON CUTYyalluu, IpU3HaBa (da-
cTo (hopMalIbHO) BEPXOBEHCTBO BH3aHTUHWCKOTO MMIIEpaTopa WM apaOCKOTo Xallv-
¢a. Teonopoc Puirynu u [purop MaMukoHsH noiay4dwin ot ApaOckoro xanugara
BEPXOBHYIO BJlacTh Haja Apmenwuei, [ pysueit m AnbanueliApaH. 3a KOpOTKHIA Tie-
puon, HauuHas ¢ 680—687 TT., ApMeHUs 00peia He3aBUCUMOCTE. B 11emoM A pmstHc-
koe KHsDKeCTBO (640—700) MOXKHO OXapaKTepU30BaTh KaK IMOJYHE3aBUCUMOE TOCY-

JIApPCTBEHHOE 00pa30BaHUeE.





