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Արաբ	նե	րի	 առա	ջին	 ար	շա	ւան	քը	 դէ	պի	 Հա	յաս	տան	 սկիզբ	 առաւ	 640ին,	
իսկ	 Է․	 դա	րի	 կէ	սե	րին	 նու	ա	ճե	լով	 տա	րա	ծաշր	ջա	նը`	 (բայց	 վերջ	նա	կա	նա	պէս	
չհաս	տա	տու	ե	լով),	 արաբ	նե	րը	 վա	րում	 էին	պարս	կաբիւ	զան	դա	կան	 նոյն	 քա
ղա	քա	կա	նու	թիւ	նը,	 այն	 է`	 Հա	յաս	տա	նի	 ինք	նա	վա	րու	թե	ան	 մի	ջու	կի`	 նա	խա
րա	րա	կան	դա	սի	քայ	քա	յում	ու	վե	րա	ցում:	Եւ	այս	հա	մա	պատ	կե	րում	ամե	նև	ին	
պա	տա	հա	կան	չէր	Ը․	դա	րա	վեր	ջե	րին	հին	նա	խա	րա	րա	կան	տնե	րի	մեծ	մա	սի	
թու	լա	ցումն	ու	ան	հե	տա	ցու	մը	քա	ղա	քա	կան	աս	պա	րէ	զից:

Յօ	դու	ա	ծում	ցոյց	է	տրւում,	որ	մարզ	պա	նա	կան	շրջա	նի	նա	խա	րա	րու	թիւն
նե	րի	մեծ	մա	սը	շա	րու	նա	կում	էր	իր	գո	յու	թիւ	նը,	աւե	լին`	նրան	ցից	յատ	կա	պէս	
հզօր	նե	րը,	օրի	նակ՝	Մա	մի	կո	նե	ան	նե	րը,	Կամ	սա	րա	կան	նե	րը,	Արծ	րու	նի	ներն	ու	
Գնու	նի	նե	րը,	ըն	դար	ձա	կել	էին	իրենց	տի	րոյթ	նե	րը:	Սա	նշա	նա	կում	էր,	որ	հայ	
նա	խա	րա	րա	կան	տնե	րը	պահ	պա	նում	էին	իրենց	տնտե	սա	կան	ու	ռազ	մա	կան	
կա	րո	ղու	թիւն	նե	րը	 եւ	 իրա	կան	 ուժ	 էին	 ներ	կա	յաց	նում:	Այս	 նա	խա	րա	րա	կան	
հա	մա	կար	գի	հիմ	քի	վրայ	հէնց	բարձ	րա	ցաւ	Հա	յոց	իշ	խա	նու	թիւ	նը,	որն	ընդգր
կում	էր	բա	ւա	կան	մեծ	տա	րածք.	արև	մուտ	քում`	Եփ	րատ	գե	տից	մին	չև	Սիւ
նիք,	հիւ	սի	սում`	Տա	շի	րից	մին	չև	Կոր	դու	աց	լեռ	ներ:

Սկսած	Թէ	ո	դո	րոս	Ռշտու	նուց	Հա	յոց	իշ	խա	նու	թե	ան	կա	ռա	վա	րի	չը՝	Հա	յոց	
իշ	խա	նը	հան	դի	սա	նում	էր	ար	դեն	հայ	կա	կան	հո	ղե	րի	վե	րա	մի	ա	ւո	րու	ած	եր	կու	
հա	տու	ած	նե	րի	 ղե	կա	վա	րը։	 Հա	յոց	 իշ	խա	նին	 սկզբում	 ընտ	րում	 էր	 տե	ղա	կան	
ազ	նու	ա	կա	նու	թիւ	նը։	 Այ	նու	հե	տև	 ընտ	րու	թիւ	նը	 հաս	տա	տում	 էր	 բիւ	զան	դա
կան	 կայս	րը՝	 նրան	 տա	լով	 պատ	րի	կի	 կամ	 կու	րա	պա	ղա	տի	 կո	չում։	 Արա	բա
կան	խա	լի	ֆան	ևս	հաս	տա	տում	էր	Հա	յոց	ընտ	րու	ած	իշ	խա	նին	իր	պաշ	տօ	նում։	
Իրա	ւա	կան	առու	մով	դա	նշա	նա	կում	էր	Հա	յոց	իշ	խա	նու	թե	ան	ճա	նա	չում,	որի	

1*	 Ստացուել	է՝	1.9.2024,	գրախօսուել	է՝	1.10.2024:	
Էլ.	հասցէ՝	henry.khachatryan89@gmail.com:	Խմբագիր՝	Գեւորգ	Սարեան։
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տի	րա	կա	լը	(կա	խու	ած	քա	ղա	քա	կան	իրա	վի	ճա	կից)	ճա	նա	չում	էր	(եր	բեմն	ձև	ա
կան)	բիւ	զան	դա	կան	կայ	սեր	կամ	արա	բա	կան	խա	լի	ֆա	յի	գե	րիշ	խա	նու	թիւ	նը։	
Հա	յոց	իշ	խան	նե	րից	եր	կու	սը՝	Թէ	ո	դո	րոս	Ռշտու	նին	ու	Գրի	գոր	Մա	մի	կո	նե	ա
նը	Խա	լի	ֆա	յու	թիւ	նից	ստա	ցան	գե	րա	գոյն	իշ	խա	նու	թիւն՝	Հա	յաս	տա	նի,	Վիր	քի	
ու	Աղու	ան	քի	վրայ	(ապա	գայ	Ար	մի	նիա	ոս	տի	կա	նու	թիւն)։	Կարճ	ժա	մա	նա	կով,	
սկսած	680–687	թթ.,	Հա	յաս	տա	նը	նոյ	նիսկ	ձեռք	բե	րեց	ան	կա	խու	թիւն։	Հա	յոց	
իշ	խա	նու	թիւ	նը	 (640–700)	 կա	րե	լի	 է	 բնո	րո	շել	 ընդ	հա	նուր	առ	մամբ	որ	պէս	կի
սան	կախ	պե	տա	կան	կազ	մա	ւո	րում։
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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	selfgovernment,	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	historicalgeographical	and	historicalcomparative	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	



56 ՀԵՆՐԻԿ ԽԱՉԱՏՐԵԱՆ 2024 ՅԱՒԵԼՈՒԱԾ 

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	militarypolitical	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	charac	te	rized	as	a	semiinde-
pendent	state	entity.

INTRODUCTION

As	a	result	of	the	completed	PersianByzantine	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	Prince2, 
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	marzpan3.	Taking	 advantage	 of	 the	 favorable	 political	 situation,	Teodoros	
Rshtuni	also	took	under	control	the	Byzantine	lands	of	Armenia	around	639,	in	fact,	
Armenia	was	united4.

2	 	The	Greek	equivalent	of	the	Armenian	Prince	was	“archont”	or	“patrikios	Armenias”,	and	the	
Arabic	equivalent	was	“batrik	alArman”	or	“sahib	alArman”.	According	to	A.	TerGhevondean,	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	c.	The	Armenian	Prince	
was	the	independent	ruler	of	Armenia	(that	is,	within	the	borders	of	Armenian	Principality	–	H.	K.);	
c)	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	6405,	and	in	the	middle	of	
the	VII	century,	the	Arabs,	having	conquered	the	region	(but	not	completely	estab-
lished	themselves),	pursued	the	same	PersianByzantine	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)	 houses6,	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:
(VII	c.)

GHevond:
(VIII	c.)

Hovhannes	
Draskha	nakerts
(IX–X	cc.)

Tovma	
Artsruni
(IX–X	cc.)

Asoghik:
(X	c.)

645s council 
of	Dvin

768s 
council 
of	Partav

Amatuni Amatuni Andzevatsi Abeghean Amatuni Bishop	of	
Mardpetakan7

Artsruni

ARanean=	
ARavenean

Andzevatsi Artsruni Akeatsi Artsruni Bishop	of	
Harq

Owner	of	
ASHotsq

ARaveghean Artsruni Bagratuni Amatuni Bagratuni Bishop	of	
Basen

Bagratuni

Bagratuni Bagratuni Gntuni Andzevatsi Gnuni Bishop	of	
Tayq

Goght
natsi

Basenatsi Gnuni Gnuni Apahuni Goghtnatsi Bishop	of	
Mardaghy

KhoRk-
hoRuni

5	 	History	of	Armenia,	Vol.	II,	2018,	p.	279.
6	 	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:
(VII	c.)

GHevond:
(VIII	c.)

Hovhannes	
Draskha	nakerts
(IX–X	cc.)

Tovma	
Artsruni
(IX–X	cc.)

Asoghik:
(X	c.)

645s council 
of	Dvin

768s 
council 
of	Partav

Gntuni Kamsarakan Goghtnatsi Artsruni Gugaratsi	
(TaSHrats)

Bishop	of	
Bznunyats

Vanan-
datsi

Gnuni Ma-
mikonean

Gugaratsi	
(TaSHratsi)

Bagratuni Kamsarakan bishop	of	
ArSHarunyats

Syuni

DaSHtkar-
in=DaSHta-
karantsi

RSHtuni Kamsarakan Boghkatsi Ma-
mikonean

Bishop	of	
Bagratuni

Prince	of	
DaranaGHi

Vanandatsi Havnuni Gabeghean Mokatsi Bishop	of	
KhoRkhoRuni

Dimaqsean Truni Mamikonean Gazrikean RSHtuni Bishop	of	
RSHtuni

Prince	of	
Ekeghyats

Urtsa Mokatsi Gnuni SahaRuni Bishop	of	
Vanand

KhoRkhoRuni RSHtuni Goghtnatsi Syuni Bishop	of	
ArSHamuni

Prince	of	
Karin

SahaRuni Havnuni Bishop	of	
Amatuni

Mamikonean Syuni Harmatsi Bishop	of	
Andzevatsi

Prince	of	
Mananaghi

Vanandatsi Ma-
mikonean

Bishop	of	
Gnuni

Mokatsi Maratsean Bishop	of	
Paluni

SHirakat-
si=Kamsara-
kan

Mokatsi Bishop	of	
Mehnuni

Prince	of	
Fourth 
Armenia

RSHtuni

RSHtuni SahaRuni

SahaRuni Syuni

Syuni Vahevuni

Spanduni Varazhnuni
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Sebeos:
(VII	c.)

GHevond:
(VIII	c.)

Hovhannes	
Draskha	nakerts
(IX–X	cc.)

Tovma	
Artsruni
(IX–X	cc.)

Asoghik:
(X	c.)

645s council 
of	Dvin

768s 
council 
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 Dimaqsean MananaGHi Syuni Qajberuni

Owner	of	
ASHotsQ

GabeGHean EkeGHEats Maratsean Spanduni

Apahuni Gazrikean KhoRkhoRuni Mehnuni Vahevuni

ARaveghean Gntuni Kamsarakan Mokatsi Vanandatsi

ARavenean Gnuni Karnetsi IV	Armenian	
ruler

Varazhnuni

In	these	nakhararprincely	houses8	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	midIX	century	 already	 in	Vaspurakan.9	 It	means	 that	 the	Abeg-
hean	nakharars	moved	 to	Vaspurakan	and	 received	possessions	 there10,	which	are	
unknown.

8	 	For	details	on	the	domains	of	these	clans,	see	H.	Khachatrean,	2022,	pp.	47–62.
9  Tovma Artsruni and the anonymous, 2010,	p.	243.
10  See Adonts, 1987, 357 ref. 1.
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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	Talin11.
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	district12.

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	Vaspurakan13, 
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	Aragatsotn14.
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–

11  A. Manucharean, 1977,	p.	56.
12  See H. Khachatrean, 2022,	pp.	51–53.
13  Tovma Artsruni and the anonymous, 2010,	p.	168.
14  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	Aragatsotn15.	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	century16.

Karnetsi –	in	Karin	district	of	High	Armenia.
Havnuni –	in	Havnuniq	district	of	Ayrarat.
Harmatsi (Harqatsi)17	 –	Apparently,	 the	 territories	 should	 have	 been	 in	 the	

Harq	district.
Mamikonean –	 They	 occupied	 Tayq	 province	 completely;	 the	 districts	 of	

Taron,	Khut,	Aspakunyats	dzor,	Sasun,	BznuniqKhlat	districts	of	Turuberan	prov-
ince;	in	the	province	of	Ayrarat	Bagrevand,	the	largest	part	of	Aragatsotn	district18.

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.	5859,	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	Gugarq19.	Their	domains	passed	to	the	Ar-

abs	in	the	VIII	century20,	then	at	the	beginning	of	the	IX	century,	to	the	Bagratunis21.
Truni –	The	territories	were	located	in	Goghtn	district,	more	specifically,	in	the	

Drnis	(Trunis)	village	of	the	Ordubad	region.22

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

20  R. Matevosean,	1982,	p.	50,	R. Matevosean, 1997,	pp.	70,	74.
21  See A. Yeghiazarean, 2011,	p.	81.
22  See A. Ayvazean, 1981,	pp.	53–54.	
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Strong	World”	was	conquered	by	the	Caliphate	in	the	middle	of	the	VII	century23. 
In	the	south,	the	borders	of	the	Armenian	principality	passed	by	the	forts	of	Alki,	
Jlmar,	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	65224	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	Dimaqseanq.	Also	 presenting	 themselves	were	Mushegh	
Mamikonean	with	his	clansmen	and	some	other	princes,	and	the	army	from	the	re-
gion	of	Ayrarat:	 the	ARawegheanq,	 the	ARaneanq,	 the	Varazhnuniq,	 the	Gntuniq,	
the Spanduniq, and others with them”25.

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	

23  For details, see E. Danielean, 1983,	pp.	94–97.
24  A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996,	pp.	68–69.
25  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	Catholicos26.	That	was	
officially	approved	in	641	by	Emperor	Constantine	III	(641)27.	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	ArmenianArab	 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	 small28. 
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	semiindependent	status	of	Armenia,	which	ended	with	the	temporary	
conquest	of	Armenia,	a	few	years	later,	in	655	AD29.

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,	 Iberia,	Aghuanq,	and	Siwniq,	as	 far	as	 the	Caucasus	
mountain	and	the	Pass	of	Chor	were.	Then	he	dismissed	him	with	honor”30.	Special-
ists	rightly	believe	that	Teodoros	Rshtuni	gained	power	within	the	borders	of	the	fu-

26  “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.	TerGhevondean	
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,	Heraclօs,	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.

28	 	On	taxation	in	Armenia	see	A. Vacca,	2017,	pp.	186–193.
29  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)31: Further 
on,	the	next	thought	of	Sebeos	is	“He	made	a	pact	with	him	to	bring	that	land	into	
subjection”32,	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	Aghvanq33,	for	which	those	
territories	later	received	the	general	name	of	Arminia.

Hamazasp	Mamikonean	 (655–662),	 who	was	Teodoros	 Rshtuni’s	 soninlaw	
and	a	 supporter	of	his	political	direction,	 replaced	him	as	 the	Armenian	Prince34. 
Sebeos	mentions	on	 this	occasion:	“Hamazasp,	Lord	of	 the	Mamikoneanq,	son	of	
Dawit	and	a	virtuous	man	in	all	respects,	held	the	position	of	Prince	of	Armenia”35. 
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”36.	That	was	in	the	year	of	the	
return	of	Catholicos	Nerses	III	Tayetsi,	in	65937.	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”38.	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	con	qu	eror).	 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).	

34	 	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.
36  R. W. Thompson,	1999,	p.	153,	History of Sebeos,	1979,	p.	175.
37	 	History	of	Armenia,	Vol.	II,	2018,	p.	287.
38  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)39.	In	contrast	to	his	predecessors,	Grig-
or	Mamikonian	was	ordained	“the	Prince	of	Armenia	and	Georgia”40.	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 countries41.	 During	 the	 reign	 of	 Grigor	 Mamikonean,	 the	 Arme-
nianArab	 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	Prince42.	In	other	words,	after	Muavias’	death	(in	680),	the	Ar-
menian	principality	became	independent	(680–685)43.	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	Caliphate44.	The	Byzantine	title	Patrick45	he	should	receive	only	in	
687,	when	Emperor	Justinian	II	(685–695,	705–711)	organized	an	invasion	of	
Armenia	and	neighboring	regions46.

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)47.	As	 can	be	 seen,	 although	Armenia	 accepted	
the	hegemony	of	Byzantium	(because	 it	was	conquered	and	 there	was	a	Byz-

39  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	(Aghvanq)	is	explained	by	the	fact	that	its	population	was	
Armenian,	so	it	isn’t	mentioned	(A. A. Yeghiazarean,	2011,	pp.	30–31).

41  A. Yeghiazarean,	2010,	p.	26,	A. Shahinean,	2011,	p.	211,	A. Vardanean,	2018,	p.	18.	
42  Ghvond Chronicler,	 2007,	 pp.	 743–744:	 For	 details,	 see	A. Ter-Ghevondean, 1996,	 pp.	

91–105.	
43	 	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).
44  A. Ter-Ghevondean,	1996,	pp.	101–105, A. Shahinean,	2011,	p.	214.
45  Ghvond Chronicler,	2007,	p.	744.
46  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	
policy48.

Nerseh	Kamsarakan	was	succeeded	in	this	position	by	Smbat	Byuratean	Bagra-
tuni	(693–702)49,	and	in	this	period	Arabs	finally	conquered	the	Armenian	principal-
ity	and	formed	the	Viceroyalty	of	Arminia	in	70050.

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	Korduq	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	
semiindependent	state	entity.

48	 	History	of	Armenia,	Vol.	II,	2018,	p.	292.
49  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	Khos	to	vanogh)	
and	Curopalate	 (Kurapaghat	 according	 to	GHevond).	Smbat	Bagratuni	 also	had	a	 second	period	of	
administration,	which	is	a	question	beyond	our	present	research.

50  A. Yeghiazarean,	2010,	p.	29.
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ՀԻՄՆԱԲԱ	ՌԵՐ

Հայոց	 իշխանութիւն,	 Թէոդորոս	 Ռշտունի,	 Գրիգոր	 Մամիկոնեան,	
Հայոց	 իշխան,	 նախարար,	 Բիւզանդական	 կայսրութիւն,	 Արաբական	
խալիֆայութիւն:

РЕЗЮМЕ

Пер	вое	на	шест	вие	ара	бов	на	Ар	ме	нию	бы	ло	в	640	г.	За	вое	вав	ре	гион	(но	
окон	ча	тель	но	там	не	ут	вер	див	шись)	в	се	ре	ди	не	VII	ве	ка,	ара	бы	при	дер	жи	ва
лись	 той	же	по	ли	ти	ки,	 что	 и	 пер	сы	и	 ви	зан	тий	цы,	 зак	лю	чаю	щей	ся	 в	 раз	ло
же	нии	на	ха	рарс	ко	го	(кня	жес	ко	го)	строя	как	оп	ло	та	са	моуп	рав	ле	ния.	И	в	кон
тексте	ска	зан	но	го	вов	се	не	слу	чай	ным	бы	ло	в	кон	це	VIII	в.	ос	лаб	ле	ние	кня
жес	ких	 до	мов	 (ро	дов)	 и	 их	 ис	чез	но	ве	ние	 с	 по	ли	ти	чес	кой	 аре	ны.	 При	 этом	
кня	жес	кие	до	ма	марз	панс	ко	го	пе	рио	да	сох	ра	ня	ли	свой	ста	тус,	а	бо	лее	мо	гу
щест	вен	ные	из	них,	та	кие	как	Ма	ми	ко	ня	ны,	Кам	са	ра	ка	ны,	Арц	ру	ни	и	Гну	ни	
рас	ши	ри	ли	свои	вла	де	ния,	что	явст	во	ва	ло	об	их	эко	но	ми	чес	кой	и	воен	ной	мо
щи.	Нахарарская	система	заложила	основу	Армянского	княжества,	которое	ох-
ватывало	значительную	территорию,	прости	ра	ясь	на	за	па	де	от	ре	ки	Евф	рат	до	
Сю	ни	ка	на	восто	ке,	на	се	ве	ре	–	от	Та	ши	ра	до	гор	Кор	ду	ка.

На	чи	ная	 с	Тео	до	ро	са	 Ршту	ни	 уп	рав	ляю	щий	Ар	мянс	ким	 кня	жест	вом,	 то	
есть	князь	Ар	ме	нии	яв	лял	ся	уже	ру	ко	во	ди	те	лем	обье	ди	нен	ных	ар	мян	ских	зе
мель.	Вна	ча	ле	князь	Ар	ме	нии	из	би	рал	ся	мест	ной	знатью,	пос	ле	че	го	его	ут
верж	дал	ви	зан	тийс	кий	им	пе	ра	тор,	прис	ваи	вая	ему	ти	тул	пат	ри	кия	или	ку	ра
па	ла	та.	Арабс	кий	ха	лиф	так	же	ут	верж	дал	изб	ран	но	го	кня	зя	Ар	ме	нии	на	эту	
долж	ность.	В	пра	во	вом	ас	пек	те	это	оз	на	ча	ло	приз	на	ние	Ар	мянс	ко	го	кня	жест
ва,	вла	ды	ка	ко	то	ро	го,	в	за	ви	си	мости	от	по	ли	ти	чес	кой	си	туа	ции,	приз	на	вал	(ча-
сто	фор	маль	но)	вер	хо	венст	во	ви	зан	тийс	ко	го	им	пе	ра	то	ра	или	арабс	ко	го	ха	ли
фа.	Тео	до	рос	Ршту	ни	и	Гри	гор	Ма	ми	ко	нян	по	лу	чи	ли	от	Арабского	ха	ли	фа	та	
вер	хов	ную	власть	над	Ар	ме	нией,	Гру	зией	и	Ал	ба	нией	Аран.	За	ко	рот	кий	пе
риод,	на	чи	ная	с	680–687	гг.,	Ар	ме	ния	об	ре	ла	не	за	ви	си	мость.	В	це	лом	Ар	мянс
кое	кня	жест	во	(640–700)	мож	но	оха	рак	те	ри	зо	вать	как	по	лу	не	за	ви	си	мое	го	су
дарст	вен	ное	об	ра	зо	ва	ние.




