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Pages from H. Margaryalr's Schol:rr'1.\ l,cg:rcl

The complete panorama of modern Arrncnian Sttrtl ics rvorrlcl lrc

incomplete without the name of Doctor of Historical Scicrrccs, l'role ssor

Hayrapet Margaryan, one of today's recognizcd classical Arnrcrrologists

and Kartvelologists, and an exceptional benefactor in the flelds ol'

Source Studies and Epigraphy. His scholarly contributiolr and lcgacy arc

a lasting investment in modern Armenian and Ccorgian historiography.

Professor Hayrapet Margaryan's scholarly research rnall<ccl a llcw

stage in the fields of Armenian Studies and, pafticularly, Kartvcliarr

Studies (Georgian Studies) in our time. His scientific investigations i-rrc

characterized by the skillful coupling of the traditions o{' classical

Annenian Studies and Kartvelian Studies with modern historiographical

innovations. Thanks to his research, numerous complex and problcuratic

issues in medieval Armenian and Georgian historiography rcccivccl their

ne\\' interpretations, ofl-ering original, 'oMargaryun-e scpte,"

unequivocally reasoned, and evidential solutions.

The encyclopedic knowledge of Doctor of Historical Scicnccs,

Professor H. Margaryan, and his unique ability to analyz.e nrltcrill rvith

profor-rnd insight, allowed the experienced scholar to ntcticrrlorrsly

unearth the voluminous medieval archaeological, cpigrlplric, und

source-study material of Armenia and Georgia. Based on llrc sclrolarly

critical analysis of this material, H. Margaryan not only outlirrcd ncw

perspectives for the development of Armenian-Georgian political past

relations and presenting them in a new light, but also made an

undeniable contribution to the study of the literature and epigraphy.

national identity, ecclesiastical, and social relations of rneclieval

Annenia and Georgia. He succeeded in revealing their invisible layers.

comparing the complementary, and often contradictory, facts and

testimonies from various sources, making fundamental and valuable

generalizations.

H. Margaryan's scientific research is summarjzed in his hro

voluminous works and over 200 scholarly articles. Thcse are profloLrnd.

interconnected studies with an internal content and logical structure.

which highlight Armenian-Georgian relations in the r lth-r3th centuries

and the history of Armenian princely houses in the context of the

realities unfolding in the Near East during the l2th-l4th centuries. In

1979, the renowned scholar defended his dissertation on the topic.

"Northeln Armenia and Georgia in the 1120s-1170s," which *,as

published as a monograph in 1980. In 1996, H. Margaryan defended his

doctoral dissertation on the topic, "Military-Political Shifts in the Near

East and the Armenian FeudalNobility (121h century - First Half of 14th

Century)," which, fbrlunately, was published posthumously through the

efforts of the Institute of oriental Studies of the National Acaclemy of
Sciences. It is worth r-roting that much of the material inclLrded in tlris



\\ork had been published in local and lirrcirrr "r'icrrlrlir'l)1r".', 
(l\'('r'tllc

)'ears, serving as a basis for numerous sclrolirlll, irrnovirli'rr.'

This collection, presented to the scholarly lrrrtl gcncrirl reirtle t'ship,

includes four of the gifted scholar's articlcs irr lnrrrslrrliorr: " lho

Tradition of the Zakarians' Origin in Mcdicvrrl Arrrrcrrilrtr

Historiography" (Historical-Philological Jor,rrnal 1992, 2-.1, pp. 139-

152), "The Origin of the Zakarians" (Historical-l'hilologicll .loulnal,

1994, 7-2, pp. 156-175), "Thc 'Tiezerakal' (World-Rulcr) 'l'itlc ol'the

Bagratid Kings" (Issues of Armenian History, Collection ol'Scientrllc

Articles, No. 6, Yerevan 2005, pp. 98-l 10), and "Tlre Car.rcasirrrr

Cultural World and the Mongols: On the Issue of lnterrelations lrctwccn

Sedentary and Nomadic Civilizations" (Polyhistory), 2010, 3-4, p;t. 627-

63 8).

The selection of the aforementioned articlcs is not accidcrrtal. 'l'he

tundamental issues discussed in these articles are crucial not orrly liom

the perspective of revealing various key problerns in thc history ol'the

Arrnenian Middle Ages but also have contemporary resonancc lor the

analysis and interpretation of numerous scientific-theoretical and

political issues.

The first two of these are dedicated to the problem of the origin of

the Zakarians, the most notable princely house operating in North-

Eastern Armenia during 11-r. 13ttt-14tlt centuries. The high scholarly value

of these, as rvell as all the aforementioned arlicles, is clrurnctcrizcd by

the correlation and verification of diverse source-study materials and tlre

combination of concepts from the preceding historiographical school.

typical of H. Margaryan's research.

In the first article, "The Tradition of the Zakarians' Origin in

Medieval Armenian Historiography," H. Margaryan examined the

fundamental issue against the backdrop of the unique cult of archaism

prevailing in medieval Armenian historiography. In this connection, H.

Margaryan points out four versions present in the primary sources.

indicating the first two in Armenian and Arabic sollrces, and the next

fwo in Armenian and Georgian sources.

Bringing together the viewpoints on the origin of the Zakarian

princely house, H. Margaryan singles out two chronological periods in

medieval historiography: represented by the works of Kirakos

Gandzaketsi and Vardan Areveltsi in the 1260s, and the author of
Zacharia Sarkavag's "History o1'the City of Ani" in the 1680s-1690s.

Having a deep command of medieval source material. H.

Margaryan notes in the article that: "The time has corne to rcnounce thc

illusion of infallibility of the Armenian historians of the l3th century on

the question of the Zakarians' origin and to undertake a structural

analysis of the traditions they transmitted."

Undertaking the analysis of the traditions, H. Margaryan noted that

one of the important features of the Armenian worldview played a

ceftain role in these legendary narratives. "The issue is that, according to



the concept of Armenians and lnclo-lrrrropr,'rrttr itt iit'nclirl. lltc ltltt icttI

contradiction between the North, 'LlS,' llll(l llrc Sorttll, 'lltt'ttl,' urir;ls, lttttl

the North is considered the cradle of'At'tttcltiittts," tvt ite s tltc ittttltot'.

The shift towards the North is rcpcatctlly tlcpiclctl itt viu'iotls

episodes of M. Khorenatsi's History and in Sitsltlt 'lsrct' (l)illctlcvils tll'

Sasun). Hayrapet Margaryan rightly records tltat Artttcttiittt ltisloriittts

abstracted fi'om the legal realities of the Zakariatts' ot'igirr ltttl silttllly

created the pre-history of this princely house, rcmairtitrg lirlly liritlrlirl to

the spirit and even the pathos of M. Khorenatsi's History.

The article "The Origin of the Zakarians" exatllitrcs tlil'lcrcnt

viervpoints and interpretations of the Zakatians' genealogy, whiclt at'c

sometimes not only far from reality but were also cortclitioncd by

political expediency.

As H. Margaryan concludes: "The first propositiorrs 0l'it glot'iotts

origin for the dynasty could only emerge in the last clecadc 0l'tltc l2tr'

centllry and the beginning of the 13th century, when tltc solts ol'Sitrgis

Mets (the Great) had gained a high position in the Gcorgiatr cottrt."

The series of the renowned scholar's articles is cotltirrttcd try "'l'he

'world-Ruler' Title of the Bagratid Kings." Armenian Iistorisgraplty, as

Hayrapet Margaryan notes, addressed the question ol'tlrc kirrg bcaring

the "World-Ruler" title with considerable delay.

Through the comparison of sources and prolbr-rnd t'cscitrclt, ll.

Margarl,an anived at the undeniable conclusion that thc "World-ltulcr"

title appeared in the Bagratid list of titles in the early years of the second

decade of the reign of that royal house's second monarch, Smbat I, and

maintained its honorary place for more than a century. This title was

considered so traditional for the Bagratids that at the beginning of the

13th century, the Zakarians, who for some time declared themselves

successors to the Bagratids, also included it in their title sequence.

In H. Margaryan's scholarly legacy, his article "The Caucasian

Cultural World and the Mongols" stands out for its significancc, ne\\'

generalizations, and summaries. Chronologically, this article covers the

complex, pivotal historical phase in the historical development of the

region's peoples, which had fundamental and mostly disastrous

consequences for the lives of all indigenous peoples of the

Transcaucasia.

In H. Margaryan's scholarly research, there is an evident balanced"

restrained, and impartial assessment of realities, free lrom

manifestations of national boastfulness, consistent adherence to

scholarly ethics, and a distinctly objective, fact-based, and evidential

approach.

Candidate of Historical Sciences.

Associate Professor Eduard Zohraby an



THE CAUCASIAN CULTURAL WOIII,I) ANI)'I'I II.] I\I0N( ;()I,S

On the Issue of Interrelations Betwccn Scrltrrlrrr'\' rurrl Norrrrrrlic

Civilizations

One of the most characteristic aspects ol'thc rrrotle lrr ('irrrcrrsrrs is

the region's pronounced interconnected nalurc. Loclrlctl lrclrvccrr Asia

and Europe, the Caucasus is atransitional regiorr wlrcre tliver.sc slirle and

political traditions, social relations, econolnic systcrrrs, cllrrric gr()ups,

and religions have constantly interacted and inl'lucncccl orrc irnollrcr.

Therefore, differences and diversity are most noticeablc irr tlru rcgion.

Researchers have also often noted the prcscrrcc ol'lristorical

cornmon mentalities, psychological perceptions, ilrrtl e lcrrrcn(s ol

everyday culture among the peoples and countrics ol' thc ('irrrcusus.

Various hypotheses have been proposed to charactcrizc this.

In Caucasian studies, it was academician Niclrolas Murr rvlro llrst

proposed to call these commonalities and sirnilaritics by tlrc collcctive

narne "Caucasian cultural world." The renowned scholur'prirrrarily lrad

in rnind the early medieval era when Annenia, Ceorgia, arrcl ('irueirsiarr

Albania jointly confronted the pressure of powcr"lirl atlvct'slrics-tltc

Roman Empire and Sasanian Persia-to preserve thcir urrirluc irlerrtityr.

'NIARR,N.Y,'lha(uuca.sian(ulturul L'l|vlclantJArntcniu,Yerevar, l995,pl) l5-l0.l,MtlliAl)YANI'
( LlttLLt.\ton ('ullurol tr4lorldondArntcnio,"Historical-Philological Journal", l{196. l-2.1r1r I l7-l {5

The arrival of the Arabs in the region, which laid the foundation

for the spread of Islam and made the Caucasian mosaic even lnore

diverse, nevertheless did not fundamentally change the Llnified

development of the Christian peoples of the South Caucasus. The revival

of statehood in Armenia and Georgia, led by the two branches of the

Bagratid dynasty, also marked a return to times of coexistence and close

cooperation.

New phenomena began in the Caucasian cultural world in the I ltl'

century2. More than a millennium and a half later, the region was again

subjected to a new mass invasion of nomads. It is no coincidence that

the Armenians and Georgians, with a memory of ancient times, called

them "scythians" and only later "the nation of Seliuk TrtLks."3 The local

authors, caught by surprise, described with astonishment tlte tactics, as

well as the appearance and economic management of the notnads.

However, from the reality of the following centuries, it becalre

clear that the influx of nomads into the region not only did not stop but

gradually intensified. It continued at least until the end of the l5th

century, with newer regions of Central Asia gradually becoming

involved in the westward movement. Iran, which for centuries lrad been

stopping the movement of nomads from Central Asia to the Caucasus

and Asia Minor, had become so weakened after the Arab conquest that it

could only later act as a buffer, and that only in the case of the SeljLrk

2 MURADYAN, P. M., Nnr Devek4tntents in thc Cqucasiun Culturql ll/'orld in tha I t't'-li't'( ctitirric.r, l'hc

Caucasus and Byzantium", vol. .1, Yerevan, 1984, pp. 142-158. (irt Arnrenian)
r MKHITAR ANETSI, Ilook tl Worldl.y livgtts, edited by H. Margarlan, Yerevar, 1983, p. 101 (irt Anncniart)
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T'Lrrks. Therefore. the Caucasian cultural world could not recover from

the catastrophes it suffered, and the civilizational potential of the

Caucasian peoples gradually decreased. Only the unification and

strengthening of Iran at the beginning of the l6th century put an end to

the westrvard movement of the nomads.

A quick analysis of the ethnic composition, and the political,

social, economic, and cultural development of the nomadic groups

reveals that each new invasion involved new tribes frorn the deeper

regions of Central Asia, which had previously been completely isolated

frorn any interaction with sedentary agricultural civilizations. At the

same time, the frequency of nomadic invasions increased, depriving the

local populations of the opportunity to recover. Consequently, the

assirnilation of the newcomers into the Caucasian cultural world faced

insurrnountable obstacles. As a result, the confrontation between the

sedentary agricultural civilization and the nomadic masses intensified,

leaving its mark on the future development of the Caucasian cultural

rvorld.

The appearance of the Mongols dramatically worsened the

geopolitical situation in the Caucasus. It became a common phenomenon

for new groups of both Mongols and Turkic-speaking nomads to

penetrate and settle in the Caucasus, further strengthening the political

positions of the Seljuk Turks and their related tribes. These new waves

of nornads also dealt devastating blows to the economy. The seasonal

destructive movements of their herds brought the leading sectors of the

local economy, especially agriculture and viticulture, to the brink of

ruin. The most important characteristic feature of the region's

geopolitical situation became the fact that the Caucasian cultural rvorld

was forced to confront the pressure of empires created by nomadic

peoples. These were young, ephemeral states that were created with

lightning speed as a result of the turbulent movements and invasions of

numerous and diverse nomadic masses. They disintegrated and

disappeared with the same force with which they had been formed. The

positions of the central authorities in these states were precarious and

largely dependent on the personal qualities and charisma of the leader.

For example, the Mongol state-the Ilkhanate-which encompassed the

South Caucasus, Iran, and adjacent vast regions, was internally weak

because the Ilkhan was forced to tolerate the autonotny of various

nomadic tribes. As a result, the Ilkhanate collapsed in the ntid-l4tr'

century, due in large part to internal political turmoil and dynastic

struggles. A greater danger for the Caucasian cultural world was not the

unified nomadic empires, which to a limited extent contributed to the

establishment of "peace and prosperify" in vast territories, but ratlier tlte

collapse of these newly formed empires and the subsequent political

chaos.

Therefore, the more than century-long era of Mongol political

dominance must be divided into several stages, which sometirnes



difrered significantly in terms of the rerationship between the

ncwcomers and the local population. The years following the main

Mongol carnpaign, parlicularly 1236_1244, were tragic for the fate of
the sedentary caucasian civilization. During this decade, plunder and

looting became widespread, flourishing cities were destroyed, and

countless cultural treasures were irrevocably lost.

For most of the conquered peoples, including the Armenians and

Georgians, an even heavier disaster was the estabrishment of the Mongol

yoke itself and the prolonged existence of a grueling system of
exploitation, Holever, the Mongols did not immediately establish their

harsh rule over the newly conquered territories. Hindering factors

inclLrded ongoing wars and the state apparatus-the administrative and

tax bureaucracy-which was still in its formative stage. Thus, the first
decade of the Mongol invasions was followed by relatively milder years,

rvhen the oppression of the conquered countries had not yet become so

comprehensive as to irrevocably ruin the economy of the occupied

territories and deepen the crisis of the sedentary caucasian civilization.

After the arrival of the Mongols, there were no revolutionary changes in

northeastern Arrnenia during the initial period. The situation of the

feudal lords in northeastern Armenia did not change drastically during

the first decades of Mongol rule, because, unlike in southern Armenia,

the collection of taxes was concentrated in the hands of local princesa. In

{ IIOVIIANNISYAN, A., l:ptsodcs.lrou thc Hi.\tory ofAnnenion Lihcration.l.hought,Book
ll8 (in nrrnenitl)

northeastern Armenia, construction work even continued, and economic

activity was quite high.

For the Christian states of the South Caucasus, the most favorable

period was the brief time from the second half of the 1240s to the 1250s.

The terrible devastation of the Mongol conquests had ended, and the

Mongols had now embarked on conquering primarily Muslim countries.

During this period, the military and political cooperation imposed by the

newcomers on the Armenians and Georgians deepened, which can be

considered a rare example of interaction between nomadic and sedentary

civilizations. The Mongol policy of tolerating the former rulers of the

conquered lands and using them for their own purposes was a stark

contrast to the approach adopted by previous nomadic conquerors, tlre

Seljuk Turks, which ruled out even partial preservation of influence for

the local rulers. Furthermore, until the adoption of Islarn during the reign

of Ghazan Khan (1295-1304), the Mongol elite showed a sympathetic

attitude towards their Christian subjects, while their position towards

Muslims was often one of intolerances. It is known that Christian clergy

held high positions at the courts of various Mongol rulers, and

Armenians were particularly notable in this regard. They were active in

the Mongol capital, Karakorum, as wellas at the courts of Golden Florde

rulers Batu Khan (1227-1253) and his son Sartaq (1255-125q6. Of

course, the preparatory work of diplomats, princes, and clergy was only

j BAUSANI, A,, "Religion urder the Mongols" in 'l'hc (ambridge H rtor; ql lrttn, tol. 5. Cambrtdge, 1968, p. 5 3 8

6KHACHTKYAN,L.,"TheAnrenianPrincedornofAnzandtheSchool ofTsonsor." Ihal|ullatintl
Maluodardn,No. 1 1, Yerevan, 1 973, pp. 1 26- 1 30. (in Arrnenian)

74

I, Yerevan, lL/)/, p
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onc side of the coin. Allthese efforts could have been in vain if they had

not fit into the military-political plans of the Mongol conquerors. While

it rnay seem an exaggeration, it is probably not unfounded to suggest

that among all their subject peoples, the Mongols adopted a more

benevolent position towards the ArmeniansT. Especially during the

initial phase of Mongol rule. the long-term goals of the conquerors

sonretimes created opportunities for Armenian-Mongol cooperation, and

in the case of Cilician Annenia, for an alliance as well.

The most prominent position in the Mongol milieu belonged to the

military-nornadic aristocracy. Therefore, the only way for the elites of

the subject peoples to rise was through successful military service.

Armenian and Georgian princes first participated in Mongol campaigns

in 1242-1243,when the Seljuk Sultanate of Rum was dealt a devastating

blow under the command of Baiju Noyan. The next phase of Mongol

conquests, which began in 1256 with the arrival of Ilkhan Hulagu

(1256-1265) in Iran and the South Caucasus, was also carried out with

the participation of Armenian and Georgian military detachments. The

Arnrenian prince Sadun II Artsruni gained such fame in the battles for

Aleppo that Rashid al-Din specifically mentioned its. The military

service of Armenian princes in the Ilkhanid army had become a regular

occurrence, and contemporaries, when describing the Armenian princes

they favored, emphasized the size of their armies and their military

r CAI IEN, C.. I'rc-()ttonnn 7)a*cr'. London. I 968, p. 326. The author's assertion that the Armenians "consciously
bccame ag€nts ofthe Mongols fronr the verv beginning" has no basis in fact.
i RASFIID AI--DIN,,,/rarl'oltmarikh (Contpcndiun of Chronicles), vol. 3, Moscow-Leningrad, 1946, pp. 49-50.

l)rowesse. It was these qualities that, in the new circumstances, allowed

thcm to earn the favor of the Mongol conquerors. The military

aristocracy that had seized power in the Ilkhanate, which was hostile to a

scdentary lifestyle and, unlike in the Seljuk period, had completely

scvered ties with the past,l0 naturally supported elements that were

kindred to them in tenns of social belonging and role'

With the intensification of the Mongol tax yoke and the ruthless

cxploitation of the population, the true clash between nomadic and

irgricultural civilizations began. By the 1260s and 1270s, many local

l'eLrdal lords were forced to sell their hereditary estates, and the
(r
,\ .ronornic crisis in the region deepened. In the 1280s and 1290s, the

,',,.' Ilkhanate suffered notable military failures, and signs of its impending
')

dccline appeared. The turn of the 13th to the l4th century was a l'ateful

rnoment in the history of the Ilkhanate. Shortly after the ten-year reign of

Ohazan Khan, and following the failure of attempts to stabilize the

cxternal and internal situation, the llkhanate began its steep decline,

which continued until the middle of the l4'h century. In this new, final

stage of the llkhanate's history, while the rise of transit trade continued

lbr some time, the conflict between the main body of the local

population of the South Caucasus and the conquerors reached its climax'

,KIIACHIKYAN,L.,ColophonsofArnaniottMcttuscril)t.\ol tha Ili' ('cxl!ry',Yerevall, 1950,p 65.(in

Arrlcrrim)
1,, l,^MBTON,A., Continutryond(:hangeinMetlicval l'oio.Aspausol Atlnitnstrqlr|t, licrnnuicun4lSttciul

t t,i'i,,rli- iti-tt'' i)cntury,Llndon 1988;pp. 25-26. i j

T7
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During this rather long period of death throes, the endless battles

between various contenders for the throne and the Ilkhanate's futile wars

against the Golden Horde and the Mamluk Sultanate of Egypt had an

extremely heavy impact on the vitality of the Caucasian cultural world.

Most of the Armenian princely houses were forced to permanently leave

the historical stage, and the Kingdom of Georgia, after a three-decade

period of stabilization, effectively fragmented into so-called "provincial

kingdoms."

Let us also look at the role played by social, economic, and cultural

factors in the interaction between the two civilizations. After the arrival

of the Mongols, significant changes also occurred in the system of social

relations. The main reason was that land, which had been considered the

principal wealth in previous centuries, had lost its former value. In this

new, "bitter time," the saying "the homeland was cheap, and gold was

expensive" became widespreadll. Consequently, large merchants who

played a significant role in international trade and also engaged in tax

farming and usury greatly strengthened their positions in the region's

rr AVACYAN, S., .IANPOI,ADYAN,H., ('orpus of Armenian Lapidory Insctiptions, pxt 6,Yerevan,l977,p.71 .

( in Annen ian) I n an i nscription from I 2E3. Jar. the son of Umek, states that h is father had once purchased "Geti k for
400 rcd ducats," while he himselfhad acquired ''Hovs with all its boundaries... for 4,000 red ducats." According to
I{. Manandyan's obseraation. the inscription refers to Italian gold ducats (see MANANDYAN,H.. A Critical
i{i.\torv d thc.4mtanian I'utplt,"'1,'orks," vol.3, Yerevan, 1911,p.277, (in Armenian)), rvhile it is well-knom that
the first gold ducats were rninted in Venice only in 1284. As S. Avagyan has shom, the purchase and sale of Getik
took place in I 242-1250 (see AVAGYAN, S., "A Newly Discovered Lapidary Inscription about the Umekyan
Family," lipigraphic In\lcsti!:otions, Yerevan, I 986, p. I 07). Therefore, the mention of Italian ducats in the I 283
inscription of Nor Getik is ruled out. It is evident that Jr memt the gold coin minted by Emperor Constantine X
Dorrkas ( I 059-1 067), lhe Byzantine ducal, uhich is mentioned as early as in Grigor Pahlavuni's famous "T1pikon"
(secSIlANlDZE, A.,'lha(iaoryionllonastaryinllxlgariaandltsTypikon,Tbilisi,l9Tl,p.334).Thedevaluation
of I an d had ahcady begun i n the I 2 50s. The Georgian equivalent of the phrase "the homeland was ch e ap, and gol d

u'as expensive"-"gold u,as erpensive, and the village was cheap"-is found in a Georgian document from '1250.

See lkattha.t o/ (iaor4ian History', vol. 3, Tbilisi, i 979, p. 588 (in Georgian).

lraditional social structure. In particular, powerful merchant-Llsurer

tlyrrasties acquired vast estates and even established marital ties with

irrlluential . princely houses, an unprecedented phenomenon. The

l)r()lninent Armenian merchant, Shadun, played such a remarkable role

irr international transit trade that he even gained a political position.

l)uring the second Armenian-Georgian rebellion against the Mongols

li0rn 1259 to 1261, the Mongols entrusted Shadun with the

tclrninistration of Tiflis, as welt as the entire Kingdom of Georgia.

llccause the Mongols kept its ruler, King David Ulu, under strict control

cvcn after the suppression of the rebellion until 1265, Shadun was the

lrclcl of the civil administration of the province of Gurjistan-Eastern

( ie rrrgia and Northeastern Armenia-from 1259 to 1265t2 '

It was expected that the nomadic and sedentary civilizations would

cntcr into close interaction in the economic sphere, since for the first

tirrrc irr medieval history, vast regions spanning from the Pacific Ocean

to tlrc Mediterranean Sea and Europe were encompassed within the

llrrrlcrs of a single state. Indeed, as a result of the so-callcd "Mongol

gllotritlization," the role of Armenian merchants increased dramatically'

lltc gcographical scope of their activities expanded to an unprecedented

\cnle, stretching from Central Asia and Volga Bulgaria to Crimea and

lrrrrol'lean countries. It should be noted, however, that the Armenian

ntctollitnt-usurer and even the aristocratic noble classes entered into

, ht{l((iARyAN,H.G.,"OnthePersonalityandActiviliesof'ACenainShadun'," Ihc('oxcQStt\uttdlJ!:lnltt!ttt,

',,1 l, \'rrcvirtt, 1982,pp. 64-12.(in Arrnenian)



close contact and interaction not with the Mongol military-nomadic
elite, but with Uyghur and persian merchants and high-ranking

officialsl3. In these new circumstances, multilingualism emerged in the

South caucasus, with the inclusion of languages that were absolutely

new to the rcgion. The historian stepanos orbelian's uncle, Smbat, was

a true polyglot, fluent in Armenian, Georgian, persian, Uyghur, and

Mongolianla. Moreover, while knowledge of Mongolian was necessary

for rnaintaining relations with miritary commanders, it was impossible to
protect the interests of the orbelian princely house in legal disputes

without Persian and uyghur. A brilliant command of languages and

being a good wrestler (wrestling was a favorite sport of the Mongols)

also played a decisive role in the rise of the Armenian prince Sadun

Mahkanaberdtsi, making him the de facto ruler of the province of
GLrrjistanl5. It is understandable that the learning of different languages

rvould be of greater interest to merchants in particular. It is no

coincidence that Sarkis, the son of the Armenian merchant Aslan, left a
quadrilingual (tetralingua) inscription in the David Gareja Monastery in

Georgia in 1352, written in Armenian, Georgian, Persian, and Uyghurr6.

During the Ilkhanate era, multifaceted ties, especially with the Persian

milieu, became closer. In particular, eloquent facts have been preserved

about the increase in interethnic marriages, the expansion of joint

activities in trading companies, and the spread of Persian folklore in

Armenian and Georgian circles.

Beyond the realm of transit trade, it is difficult to point to another

area where the positive results of "Mongol globalization" were so

clearly expressed. The destruction of comrnodity production and the

decline of urban centers gradually took on threatening proportions. The

situation was further complicated by the sharp internal political conflicts

that began in the Ilkhanate in 1344 and the tenible plague epidemic, the

"Black Death," that spread throughout the Ilkhanate in 1348, which

drastically reduced the population. In the 14th and 15th centuries, the

decline of the Caucasian cultural world was deepened by the interruption

of urban life traditions, the negative influence of the nomadic economic

system, and mass emigration of the population. Thus, extremell

unfavorable political, economic, and demographic factors determined

the victory of the nomadic society over the sedentary agricultural

oivilization.

"Polyhistory: Journal of Armenological, Philological, Literary Studies,"
2010, Volume 176,Issue 3-4, pages 627-638:

l" MURADYAN, P.M.. Arnenian Dpigraphy of Georgia (Kartli and Kakhetf , Yerevan, 1984, pp. 184-186. (in
Arnren ian)

rr The following facts are characteristic of.this_new trend. The powerful ruler ofArtsakh, Hasan-Jaial, mrried hisdarghter to the son of the reader of the1111 
\aonsor carnpaign, charmaghan Noyan lrtiraios deirnzercrsr,

|!::::.:,::t!:_t.:.i.1:::,rarr1 
ediredbyMrl*-oueN:e.Hiai.i.v"..u-,rrol,p let)andreceivJn,p"t".ur

uomarns back hom thc Mongols'\ith an addition" (ibid., p.269). However, hii.onfii.t ruith the chiefMongol taxcollecfor, Arghtrn. in I 26 I . had a tragic outcome for Hasan-Jalal.'Kirakos Gandzaketsi emphasizes that Arghun waslnciledagainstHasan-Jalalbythe'Tajikbelievers."thatis,thePersianofficialsservingaiglrun.ir,...r1..,,r,.
Zakarian princess Khoshak hastened to marry the head ofthe entire Mongot orficilaoil, ttr"e p"iri* surriu-oiu*
Shanrs ad-Din Jullayni (see MARGARYAN, H., ,.Khoshak-Khatun: 

An Armenian princess in lrm,,, ii tran &('otrca.tils, vol. III-IV, Tehran 1999-2000. pp. l5?-15s, MARGARyAN, H., ltirory r,lArnenion irin'in Retations
itt tha I lltt- l lttt (urllru,.r ( Sahib Divm Sharns ad-Din juoryni und ,t-enia), ,,Oriental Studies Collection,,, vol. 5,Yerevan, 2004, pp. I I l-125).
lrORBELIAN.S.Httktn'rfthLtHouy-qfsisa]<ln,(pnbr 

EMIN,M.),Moscow, 1861,p.2g7.(inArmenian)I' M A RG A RYAN. H , "The Princely,.House o_f rhe Mahkanab.rJoif isuaunyon.) in the 12ft- l4rh cenruries,,,'llaigazian Armenian Studies Joumal'., vol. t8, Beirut 1998. pp.22-i5. (in Amenian)
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THE TRADITION OF THE ZAKARIDS' ORIGIN IN MEDIEVAL
ARMENIAN HISTORIOGRAPHY

As is known, a unique veneration for antiquity was one of the

characteristic features of the medieval worldview and intellectual

outlook. In the public consciousness, the rights of princely dynasties

rvere considered unconditionally legitimate only if they were sanctified

by a tradition formed in previolrs centuries. In the 12th-13tn centuries,

rvhen the composition of the princely dynasties representing the feudal

aristocracy had fundamentally changed in Armenia, a need had once

again arisen to justify the rights of the influential feudal families of the

period, also in a genealogical sense. It is natural that when developing

theories about the dynastic affiliation of these families, the authors of the

l?th-l3th centuries turned to the classical Armenian historiography of the

5tl' century, and, first and foremost, to the History of the Armenians by

Movses Khorenatsi, the "historian of the nakharars."lT

Regarding the origin of the Zakarids, the most prominent princely

house operating in Northeastern Armenia in the 1 zIh-l4th centuries, four

different versions have been preserved in primary sources. Two of these

rvere developed directly by the Zakarid princes themselves, are reflected

in Armenian and Arabic epigraphic monuments from the late l2tl and

early l3tr' centuries, and are the product of specific historical conditions

and political programs, The other two are reflected in Georgian and

See H. Adontz. Annenia in the Age ofJrrstinian., Yereval, l97l,p.427. (in Arrnentan)

Armenian historiography and bear the obviolrs influence of
historiographical tradition. It is undoubted that each of these versions

lccluires comprehensive analysis. Moreover, it is also obvious tlrat

lristorical examination must be preceded by a meticulous source-critical

rrrvestigation, and, in turn, when analyzing the testimonies of the

primary sources, it is necessary to take into account not only their degree

of' authenticity and originality but also the tangible influence of the

preceding historiographical school.

In this article, we will only address the tradition that is presented in

Iour monuments of Armenian historiography from the l3th-l7th centuries

and, despite certain reservations, is regarded as reliable in modern

studies. We will begin by clarif,iing the issue of the interrelation of these

lirLrr primary sources: Kirakos Gandzaketsi, History of the Armenians:

Vardan Areveltsi, Universal Flistory; Zakaria Sarkavag, Kondak; and the

Arronymous Author (Minas Hamretsi), History of the City of Ani.

Ilcsearchers have traditionally considered the sections dedicated to the
'/,al<arid dynastyrs in the histories of the l3th-century authors l(irakos

( iandzaketsi and Vardan Areveltsi as primary. though they have also

consistently turned to the testimoniesle of the 17th-century historian

/,akaria Sarkavag, recognizing their importance2O as well. Since the

I Scc K irakos Gandzaketsi. History of Anneria. Edited by K. A. Mel ik-Ohanjanyan, Yerevan, 1 96 I , pp. I 62 - I 63
Vrrrrlan Areveltsi. Universal History. Moscow, 1861, pp. J8l-182. (in Annenian)
t" /utlaria Sarkavag, Patmagrutyun, vol. III, Vagharshapat, I870, pp. 1 l-12. (rn Armenian)
" Scc A. Shahnagaryants, "The Origin ofthe Zakarian (Erkaynabazuk) Dynasty. Their Migration to Dzoraget and

I'rc(lcccssors." - shoghakath, Etchrniadzin, 1913, pp.66-68. H. Manandyan, works, vol.9, yerevan, 1977, pp. l-rl
I 1.1 (in Arrnenian)
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Iatter directly points to his source, the History of Kirakos Gandzaketsi, it

is noteworthy to consider the following remark by A. Hovhannisyan: the

author from Kanaker also had a "fragment written before Zakaria" at

hand, based on which he expanded his narrative and deviated from the

text of the historian from Gandzak2l. The bibliographical fragment

pointed out by the researcher (Matenadaran named after Mashtots,

rnanuscript No. 7584) is now the work History of the City of Ani,

published in comparison with other manuscripts. This work contains

sections on the Zakarids and the Vachutians and generally compiles

various texts related to the history of Ani and its inhabitants, If the

prominent Armenologist's view were indeed justified, it could be

considered that we have another old and reliable source on the origin of

the Zakarids. However, tempting the proposed hypothesis may seem, we

are forced to admit that it was formulated without proper textual analysis

and is based on a simple chronological calculation.rf zakaria sarkavag

finished his History in 1699, then, naturally, the anonymous author of
the History of the City of Ani 22, copied in Constantinople in 1698, could

not have r"rsed his work. is this argument, however, undeniable? To

answer the question, let us clarifl, the key dates.

First, about the year 1699. We should clariff that the section of
Zakaria Sarkavag's History concerning the Zakarids is part of the work

rr See A. G. Hovlrannisyan, Episodes from the History ofArmenian Liberation Tfiought, vol.
I 53. (in Annenian)
: See Mkhitil Anetsi, Book of World-Epic Spectacles, edited by H. G. Margaryan, yerevan,
107-122. (in Arnenian)

A, Yerevan, I 957, p.

1983, Appendix, pp.

l(ondak, which is considered the third book of the work but is essentialll

l self-contained text. Moreover, it has long been an established fuct in

Arrnenology that zakaria Sarkavag first wrote the Kondak and only then

the first two23 books of the History. Although the exact date of the

completion of the Kondak is not known, we know for certain that the

author personally restored manuscript No. 1522 of the Matenadaran

named after Mashtots in 1682 and placed the Kondak2a within its
composition. Therefore, the traditional dating of the Kondak (16g7)25 is

not accurate, and the year 1682 is only the terminus post quem for that

work. It is clear that the author could have finished it even earlier. Thus.

it turns out that there is no chronological obstacle to rejecting A.

Hovhannisyan's hypothesis. This is all the more so when we consider

who the author-compiler of the History of the city of Ani could have

been. As Yu. vardanyan has shown, the manuscript tradition of the

History of the city of Ani begins in the late 17th centuryand is rinked to

Armenian circles in constantinople. The stylistic method suggests that

this work, perhaps, belongs to the pen of Minas Hamretsi26. To further

argue for this completely acceptable point of view, let us also mention

the following facts. while serving in Jerusalem and Etchmiadzin from

2r See M. Abeghym, Works, vol. D, Yerevan, 1970,pp. 526-527. (in Arrrenian)
2aSeeG.Ter-Mkrtchyan,Armenologicalstudies,uoi.A,y"."u*,1979,pp.316-321.(inAnnenian),yu.H.

Vardanyan, "About the Jarfitir Manusctipt of Hovhannavmk." - Historical-Philological Journal, t lS6, No. +, pp.
173-l8l Theoriginalmanuscriptofthe"Kondak,"whichrvasoverlookedbyboththeHistoty,spublishersandthe
Russian translator, was studied and its valuable readirgs preserrted by K. Basmajian (see K. Basmajian,,,Zaqaria
S.arkavag's'Kondak'.". Montxnent, Vienna, 191 1, pp. 353-360). (in Annenian)
25 See M. Abeghyan. cired uork. p. 526. (in Armenran)

"'See Yu. H. vardanyan, "on the Autlror and rime of the'History of the city of Ani,Excerpt.', - Historical-
Philological Journal, 1985, No. 2, pp. 212-225. (in Alnenian)



1666-1691, Minas Hamretsi had opporlunities to visit Hovhannavank

and could have been one of the first to become acquainted with the

Kondak. For example, it is a known fact that he was in Hovhannavank2T

in April 1696. Thus, if not between 1682-1696, then at least during

1696-1698, Minas Hamretsi could have fully completed his stylistic

rvork dedicated to Ani and its people and commissioned the copy of this

*'ork by Khachatur Stamboltsi.

Let us add one more notable fact. Besides copying2s numerous

historical works-many of lvhich are extensively excerpted in the

History of the City of Ani2e-he also commissioned Grigor Narelcatsi's

Book of Lamentations in 1691. This fact is particularly noteworthy, as

some expressions from the Book of Lamentations30 were used in the

History of the City of Ani. And finally, the textual evidence also testifies

that the author-compiler of the History of the City of Ani3r used Zakaria

Sarkavag's work and not the other way around. For example, in some

cases, the compiler omitted details32 that are essential from a logical

point of view; it is particularly bizarre that he misinterpreted Zakaria

r- See N. Akinyan, "Minas Amtetsi, Patriatch ofJerusalem ofthE Armenians." - Handes Arnsorya, 1960, p. 328. K
.\matuni, Minas Vrd. Atndetsi. Patriarch of Jerusalem (1630-November24, 1704)." - Handes Ansorya, 1983, p.

-i9. (in Armeniar)
:" In 1687, Mittas Haurretsi cornmissiored the rnaluscripts ofthe historical works ofMovses Klrorenatsi, Samvel
Anetsi, and Michael the Syflan (see the reference iil the previous footnote).I See Mkhrrrr Arretsi, pp I )3- I24.
!'See N. Akinyan, cited work, pp. 325-326, K. Amatuni, cited work, p.49.
tr See Mkhitar Anetsi, p. 124, note 9.
t: Whel describing the supposecl nrigration of the Zakarians, the exceqrt's author omitted the phrase "comes softly
and enters the borders ofArmenia." Thrs resuited in the text rrnplying tirat tire Zakarians, after leaving Babylon,
rrcrrt drrecrll frorrr Persra to Ceorgia

)R

Srrlkavag's testimony and proclaimed Shahanshah I Zakarid33 to be the

son of Kurd I Vachutian. By all accounts, it is clear that Zakaria

Sirrkavag, when writing the history of the Zakarids, did not have another

olcl source at hand besides the History of Kirakos Gandzaketsi3a.

A general pictr-rre is outlined as follows. The problem of the

Zal<arids' origin was discussed twice, chronologically, in medieval

Armenian historiography. The first time, in the 1260s, the issue was

ldclressed first by Kirakos Gandzaketsi and then by Vardan Areveltsi.
'l'he second time, in the 1680s and 1690s, the mystery was attempted to

lrc solved by Zakaria Sarkavag and the author-compiler of the History of

thc City of Ani. It is clear that we are dealing with two groups of

prirnary sources, each of ll,hich, and each within the groups, requires a

rrrrique approach. As we shall see, each of the four authors was gr-rided

by his own principles of historical writing and sought to uncover the

truth to the best of his ability.

From the perspective of the problem that concerns uS, the

"historical canvas" is also important. What is the historical context of
thc Zakarid dynasty's history in the works of the authors of the first

" Zaqrria Sarkavag's clear account, "Prince Vache died and rvas buried in the church... his place lvas taken by his
'iorl Ktlfl by the comrnand ofShahanshah" (see Zaqaria Sarkavag, pp. l3-14), was rendered by tlre excerpt's author
,rr lirllows: "Vache died and rvas buried in the church... and the son ofK'urt is called Shahanshah" (Mkhitar Anetsi.
p I 20) By the way, while lollowing Zaqaria Sarkavag's text almost entirely, the author ofthe excerpt took the
;tltrtrsc "Babylonian fool" from the History ofKirakos Gandzaketsi, r,ith rvhom his acquaintance is evident fi.om
olhcr parts of the excerpt (see Mkhitar Anetsi, p. l 23, note 4, p. l 24, note l 2).
'r A I lovhannisyan's unjustified hypothesis u,as in fact accepted (the expected reference is rnissing) and developed
by A. L Shahnazalyan, wlro considered the authot ofthe "History ofthe City ofAni" excerpt to be an Anonymous
rtttlltor ol the 13tl'cenhrry and even an older contemporary ofKirakos Gandzaketsi and Vardan Areveltsi (see A. L
Slrrrlrtazaryar, The Principality of the Vahramyans, Yerevan, I 990, p. 2 I , note 4, p. 3 9). ( in Annenian)
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group, and what place does the tradition of the dynasty's origin occupy

in this overall structure?

The historians begin their accolrnt of the Zakarid history with a

brief introduction. Emphasizing the unprecedented rise of the brothers

Zakare and Ivane during the reign of Queen Tamar, they immediately

provide the family tree of the Elder (First) Zakarids, ln these accounts,

only rninor differences are observed. The most significant difference is

the following: while Kirakos Gandzaketsi is content with mentioning the

representative of the third generation of the Zakarids (starting the count

frorn the brothers Zakare and Ivane), Vardan Areveltsi takes the lineage

dorvn to the fourth generation.

The next part, which describes the origin of the subsequent

dynasty, is, from ourpoint of view, the pivotal section. It is here thatthe

first and last major discrepancy appears in the otherwise parallel

narratives of the two works. Vardan Areveltsi's narrative unexpectedly

becomes more detailed, and the historian develops a theory of

independent signifi cance.

The diversity of the historical perspectives of the authors of the

first group is also clearly expressed in their presentation of the most

glorious chapter in the dynasty's history: the activities of the brothers

Zakare and lvane. Kirakos Gandzaketsi provides more comprehensive

and rich information about the liberation struggle led by the brothers,

their constructive and reformist activities, and their ecclesiastical and

confessional policiesss. At the same time, however, vardan Arevcltsi's

Ilistory in some cases contains unequivocally notable testimonies and

additional details36.

confirming the diversity of the historical perspectives of the first

group of historians, let us return to the sections that shecl Iight on the

dynasty's origin. As mentioned, the corresponding episode in Vardan

Areveltsi's work, uniike Kirakos Gandzaketsi's documentary narative.

is endowed with internal harmony and completeness. It unfolds

according to a classic plot and successively clarifies the follorvin-e

cluestions: who were the Zakarids? Where did they live before? What

was the reason for their relocation? what was the direction of their

nrovement? where did they find refuge? what kind of confessional shift

tlid they adopt? How did the gradual rise of the newcomers proceecl?

The detailed clarification of these issues is beneficiar in the sense

that, besides vardan Areveltsi, Kirakos Gandzaketsi and the late 17rh-

ccntury authors of the works constituting the second group of primarl

:i()Lrrces have also essentially answered the questions raised. This quartet

'' lrl Kirakos Gandzaketsi's I-listor1, the description ofthe stnLggle against the Ayyubids ofKhlat is incornparably
tttorcextcnsive(pp.164-166) VardanAleveltsirecordsallthisinonesentence(pp.18l-182).lfthelirsthistorian
lrtcrcnls the cotlncils ofLore and Ani in a separate chapter (pp. 166-178), the second one rel'ers to these events \\1th
rt si tt gl c expression, bri efl y outl in ing Zakare's dernands (p. 1 82). Kirakos Gandzaketsi al so tel I s i n detail about the
ttt;trtiitges oflvane's daughter Tamta and the Ayyubids ofKhlat's somewhat protective policy torvards Christians
(1t| I65-166),whileVardanAreveltsi issatisfiedwithhalfasentence,andmoreover, lieincorrectlymeltiorrsthe
lnrrrc ol'Tanta's first husband (p. 1 82)
" I lttts. Vardan Areveltsi provides his brief account ofthe liberation struggle led by the Zakarians with clear anr:l
ttrtrslly accttrate chronologlcal indications (p. I 81 ). As for Kirakos Gandzaketsi, he also reports on the battles led br
/rtlitrc attd Ivane, in tnore detail, but chronoiogical indications are co:npletely absent frorn that episocle ol his
I ltslorv. Kirakos Gandzketsi also dedicated a separate chapter to the death ofAmirspasalar Zakare (pp 185-187).
l'rtl otl lllis rnatter as wel1, Vardan Areveltsi rnakes trvo important additions: he reporis the vear ofthe general,s cieath
,rrrrl lhcrr notes the age of Shahanshalr I at that tirne (p. 183)



of historians essentially set a research task for themselves: to delve into

the origins of the Zakarids and found themselves in the position of

Movses Khorenatsi. Like the Father of History, they also built their

conclusions on the basis of fragmented references3T, It is enough to say

that not one of the historians was able to clarif,, the accurate family tree

of the Zakarids. It has long been known that from the perspective of

reconstructing the Zakarid genealogy, the Armenian epigraphic

inscriptions and the work of the first historian of Queen Tamar are more

reliable primary sources than even the histories of Kirakos Gandzaketsi

and Vardan Areveltsi38. Therefore, it is time to abandon the illusion of

the inf-allibility of the 13th-century Armenian historians on the issue of

the Zakarids' origin and undertake a structural analysis of the traditions

they reporled.

As one might expect, the historians who wrote centuries after

Movses Khorenatsifollowed the path paved by the Father of History and

directly revitalized Khorenatsi's ready-made archetypes. The Father of

History, in his time, created these archetypes on the basis of the

generalization and theorization of popular culture; therefore, in medieval

realify, they were not just historical facts.

As one might expect, the historians who wrote centuries after

Movses Khorenatsi followed the path paved by the Father of History and

directly revitalized the ready-made Khorenatsian archetypes. The Father

' N. Adontz. Cited Work, p. 189. (in Anncnian)
" See A Slrahnazar)an, Cited Work, pp. 16-71. A. l. Slrahnazaryarr, "On the Question ofthe Zakarian Fanily
Trce." - l:listorical-Philological Journal, 1985, No.3, pp.203-209 (in Arrnenian)
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ol llistory, in his time, created these archetypes on the basis of the

gcrrcralization and theorization of popular culture; therefore, in medieval

rcllity, they were not viewed as dry and sterile literary templates but,

tlrre to a common worldview, were always considered in wide popular

circles as eternally functioning systems. Thus, a remarkable unity of

vicws is observed among the historians when answering the questions

poscd by Vardan Areveltsi on the one hand, and in the popular epic

l )lrcdevils of Sassoun on the other.

So, who exactly were the ancestors of the Zakarids? What was

llrr:ir "pre-homeland," and what prompted them to leave their traditional

lrlaces of residence? In revealing the identity of the Zakarids' ancestors,

rr,scarchers have fbcused on the issue of the Zakarids' ethnic and

cortl'essional affiliation, ignoring a no less important question: what was

tlrcir social standing in their "pre-homeland"? It is a contnron, and one

rrright even say mandatory, feature for traditions about the origins of

pt'ortrinent dynasties to ascribe a high social standing to their ancestors

(trt'heroes in the popular epic). Thus, in Movses Khorenatsi's History,

srroh an origin is attributed to the Bagratids, Artsrunis, Gnunis,

Mlrnikonians3e, and many other influential dynasties. It is entirely

rtltural that Sanasar and Baghdar are considered princes in the

l)irrcdevils of Sassoun. Therefore, Zakaria Sarkavag, who was the first

ilnrong researchers to be preoccupied with the question ol'the Zakarids'

" Scc Movses Khorenatsi, The History ofAnnenia, critical text and introduclion by N4. Abcghyarr and S.
I lirrlyunyan, addrtions by A. Sargsyan, Yerevan, 1991, pp.68,70-71,22 l-223. (in Annenian)
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anccstors' "whence and how they came to be," concluded without

hesitation: "a certain Christian man, by the name of Zakaria, was

appointed a prince liom the tribe of the Medes."40 Thus, the historian

expresses hirnself more specifically about the Zakarids' origin than the

authors who wrote more than four centuries before him. Nevertheless, it

seems there are no fundamental disagreements befween the two groups

of primary sources (Zakaria Sarkavag's testimony is repeated by the

author of the History of the City of Ani in the second group)ar. The

problem is that each of the historians sought to answer a completely

logical second question: why did the ancestors of the Zakarids leave

"foreign lands"? And in this case, too, we must note that they were

guided by a common trope.

ln the rvorks of Movses Khorenatsi and his followers, as well as in

the popular epic, prominent dynasties leave their homeland due to

internal conflicts, primarily rebellions. Hayk takes the road from

Babylon to Armenia after refusing to obey Bel-in other words, after

rebelling. Sanasar and Baghdar leave after killing the Caliph of

Baghdad. The ancestors of the Artsrunis, Gnunis, and Mamikonians are

also rebels and even state criminals.

ln light of all this, the phrases "hatsuatsyal" or "hatsuats eghyal"

("separated" or "cut off'), used by both historians to record the

Zakalids' migration, acquire meaning. The meanings "migrated" and

"' Zaqariit Sarkavag, p. I l. (in Annentan)
1! Scc Mkhitar Anetsi, p. I i 9. (in Annenian)

"scparated," which H. Manandyana2 gave to the identical expressions ol

lhese related authors, do not exhaust the full content ofthe verb and fail

(o encompass the most important thing: they do not explain the root

cause of the phenomenon. While Kirakos Gandzaketsi's brief testimonl'

olfers no opportunity for any hypothesis on this matter, Vardan Areveltsi

scems to express himself quite specifically. According to his account,

thc Zakarids were of a different faith and adopted Christianity in the

l<ingdom of the Kyurikyans ("separated and went to the king of- the

Valley of the River, who is of the Bagratid clan; they believed in Christ

lrrd were honored")43. Therefore, the root cause of the Zal<arids'

rnigration was political in natureaa.

What was the direction of the Zakarids' ancestors' migration'?

I(csearchers have so far given only one answer to this question: it has

lrecn confirmed that the Zakarids migrated from the south to the north.

'l'lrc sLrrprising thing is that none of the historians from the first group

rrrcrrtion the direction of the Zakarids' migration. So what is the basis fbr

tlrc truly remarkable unanimity of researchers on this matter?

" Scc I L Marandyan, cited work, p. i 33. (in Armenian)

" t ttrl)'lhu rcsearcher A. Shahnagaryants understands the phrasc "thcy belicvcd in Christ" to mcan that thc
/rrktrttirtts, having already been Christians (Nestorians), only accepted the creed oIthe Arnrenian Church upon their
rilrrrill iil An)rcnia (see A. Shahnagaryants, cited work, pp. 73-74). Tlris opinion, horrcvcr, is based on tlrc
uurlrlt:lclyunfoundedhypothesisoftheZakarians'Chaldeanorigin(seeH.Manandyan,citedrvork,p. lj2)(in
Ar ilrcilriill).
" /r11,ilir Sarkavag, and subs€quentl)'the author ofthe ''llistory ofthc Cily ofAni." suggested that thc nrolivc for
llrr trttltt irliott was a religious conflict. According to their belief, Zatliu ia rras a Christian, bul tlrc Mccles wcrc lot.
,u(l tlrcrcli)re lhe progenilor oflhe Zakarians was subjected to unbearable pressure lronr hjs envjronrnerrl:
rhrlrcssctl by them, he could not live there." Thus, the histolian did not takc on the burdcn ofprovirrg tl:e

''\rnrerrrrrr)ncss"oftheZakariarrs,asA.Hovhannisyanthinks(seeA.Hovhannisyan,citedrvork,p.152)(irr

;\rrrerrrirr). l)lrt ilstcad tried to explain the events accordirrg to his orvn perccptror)s.



tt may seem that this conviction arose only as a result of As.

Slrahnalzaryants' attributing a Chaldean origin to the Zakarids or K. Ter-

llkrtchl,an's connecting them to the Bagratids of Southern Armenia.

At the same time, lve believe that one of the important features of

the Armenian worldview played a certain role. According to the

worldview of Armenians, and Indo-Europeans in general, the north (us)

and the south (them) form an ancient opposition, and the north is

considered the cradle of the Armenians45. It is the movement towards the

north that is repeatedly depicted in various episodesa6 of Movses

Khorenatsi's History and in the Daredevils of Sassoun epic.

You can have no doubt that both Kirakos Gandzaketsi and Vardan

Areveltsi4T also imagined the Zakarids' arrival in Armenia as a

consequence of a movement from south to north. As for the second

group of primary sources, the picture is clear enough. From the

enurrreratiotr ol- the countries on the Zakarids' path (Babylon-Persia-

Annenia-Georgia)a8, it is evident that this pair of authors also posited the

dynasty's origin as being from the south.

Tlre clarification of where the Zakarids' ancestors moved from-

that is, their "pre-homeland"-is incomparably more complex. Of the

r: See A. A. Stepanyan. RaThe Development of Historical Thought in Ancient Annenia. Yerevan, 1 991, pp. 53-54

1in Arrnenian)
r" See Movses Khorcnatsi. pp. 3341,70, ard so on. (in Annenian)
l This becomes obvious ifrve undersnnd Kirakos Gandaketsi's phrase "Babirakan (Babilakan) lool" to mean the
.'land of Batrylon" 1 sec belorv, pp. I 49- I 5 0). In the case of Vardan Areveltsi, the foll owin g arg[ment can be made:

the hiskrrian. on two other occasions (regarding the Shaddadids and the Chorepiscopus ofthe Tsnars), explains thc

appearance ofnerv dynasties by nrigration and considers their "ancestral homeland" to be countries located in Ihe

soirth ( scc Vardan Aievelt si, pp. I 34 - I 3 5 ). The fact that he remained faithful to hi s perceptions in the tlrird case.

conccntinglheZakarians,isevidentfrornthehistorian'sviervsonthecityofBabylon-Baghdad(seepp.149-150)
ri SeeZaqaria Sarkavag,p. I I: MkhitarAnetsi,p. I I9 (in Arrnenian)

l lrr'-century historians, Kirakos Gandzaketsi, after noting that the

/lrl<arids were "cut off," states that this happened "from the Kurds in the

lllbirakan gorge," while vardan Areveltsi is content with the description

"li'orn the Kurdish nation."4e The historians, therefore, attribute a foreign

trrigin to the Zakarids, which, again, fits completely within the

liunrework of Khorenatsi's and, more generally, medieval conceptions.

A significant fact is that the Father of History decisively rejects the

lryPothesis of the Bagratids' descent from Hayk and emphasizes the

"lorcign (Jewish)" origin of that dynastys0. By viewing the Zakarids as

tlcsccnded "from the Kurds" or "{iom the Kurdish nation," Movses

Klroronatsi's fbllowers put researchers in fi'ont of the necessity of
r lrrlilying the correct meaning of the ethnonym "Kurd." The problcrn is

llrrrt this ethnic name becomes frequent precisely in l3th-century

.'\rrrrsnian historiography and presents certain difficulties in its

r n l crprctation.

Indeed, the history of the use of the ethnonym "Kurd', is

n('lcworthy and calls for a separate examination. without claiming to

t'rlruust this issue, let us focus only on certain facts and realities. This

n{unLr is unfamiliar to 5th-century Armenian historians, to the 7th-8th

r t'rllury authors Sebeos and Ghevond, and even to the l0th-llth century

, Itr.rriclcrs Hovhannes Draskhanakerttsi and Asoghik, Tovma Artsruni,

,rrrrl Aristakes Lastivertsi. All this is despite the fact that the Kurdish

34

,',,, f,tritl\os (iatrdzaketsi, p. 162; Vardan fueveltsi, p. lgl. (in Annenian)
,",' hIrrscs Khorenatsi, pp.68-69. (in Arnrenian)



e thnic group, at least during and after the Arab period, was

unconditionally familiar to Armenian authors. Therefore, the opinion has

been expressed that to refer to the Kurds, Armenian . historians,

particularly Movses Khorenatsi, used the ethnonym "Mede" (mar)51.

The situation, however, began to change in the 12th-13th centuries,

when the ethnonynr "Kurd" started to penetrate into historiography that

was conservative in its ethnic terminology. At the same time, the

traditional name "Mede" still hcld its ground. The Armenian historian

Mattheos Urhayetsi, though mentioning the ethnonym "Kurd" and,

correspondingly, the toponym "Kurdistan,"s2 also uses the name "Kurd"

in a broad and inclusive sense. For example, when recounting the

assassination of Sultan Alp Arslan, the historian adds: "sultan Alp

Arslan dicd by the hands of an inglorious and Kurdish man,"si thus

giving the ethnic name a nuance of moral charactefizations4. The

irrclusiveness of the ethnonym "Kurd" is also evident from the Canons

of the l2lh-century author David Alavkaordi. In a number of articles of
this lcgal monumcnt, "Kurd" appears as a neccssary element of the

"Kurd"- "Christian"5s opposition, acquiring the additional meanings of
"Musl im," "loreigner'," and "alien."s6

'r Scc V. Minorsky. Sludies in Caucasian History. l-ondon, 1953,pp.127-12g. (in Arrnenian)
'r Sce Malleos Urhal,etsi, Chronicle, Vagharshapat, 189S, pp 60, bi, tAa.1in Annenian)
'r See ibid., p. 205.
'r The senantic transition is accuratety conveyed in the modern Amenian translation ofthe chronicle: "sultan
Abaslarr dicd rt lhe hands ofa vile and Krrrdish-rnannered ntan'lsee Matteos Urhaletsi. 'The Chronology".
translation, introduction, ard notes by Hrach Banikyan, yerevan, I 973, p. I 35). (in Armenian)
" Sec A. Ahrahamyrn, "The Canons of Davit Alavka Vordi." - Etchrniadzin, I 952, No. ll -12, pp. 5't , 66.
'" l-or rnstlnce, Mkhitar Gosh rncorporated the article conceming the punishment ofthieves from Davit Alavka
\/oldi's Canons vettatim into his "Book ofJudgments." changing the phrase "whether a Kurd or an Arnrenian" to
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Correspondingly, in some narratives of the Armenian popular epic,

tlre name "Kurd" replaces the usually encountered equivalents

"firt'cigner," "pagan," "Muslim," "Arab," and "Vachik" and is contrasted

rvitlt the descriptions "Armenian," "Christian," and "cross-

rlorshipper."5T Thus, in the 12th century, when the penetration of the

lr.rrrdish ethnic element into Armenia had intensified and the authority in

t'crtain territories belonged to Kurdish dynasties (Shaddadids, Ayyubids,

ctc.), the ethnonym "Kurd" was already being passed dorvn in Armenian

;lrirnary sources.

So, what was the picture in the next century, when

lristoriographical tradition and the reality of the period clashed with new

Iorcc? What kind of relationship was to be established between the old

(Mcde) and. new (Kurd) names?

From an examination of the works of the l3th-century historians,

rrrrtl flrst and foremost Kirakos Gandzaketsi and Vardan Areveltsi, it

hecomes clear that the authors followed certain principles regarding the

,,ltl and new ethnic nomenclature. When narrating events that took place

lrglirre the 72th century, they used the ethnonym Mede, while

srrbsequently, on the occasion of events of their own era, they turned to

llre name Kurd, which was more familiar to themss. Thus, the

\\ lrfthcr a tbreigner or a Clristian" (see Mkhitar Gosh, Book ofJudgnrents, edited by Kh. Torosyan, \'crcr rn.
lr1t. l). 128, cl p. 583,note 134). (in Arrnenian)
" \cc Sirsna Tsrer (Daredevils of'Sassoun), Vol. A, Yerevan, I 936, pp. 252, 4 I 5, 608, 759-760, I 049-l 050; Vol. B,
t,,rt one, Yerevan, 1941,pp.236-237. (tn Arnenian)
" L tr irkos Gardzaketsi nentions tlre land of the Medes when recording the Arab conquests (see Kiralios
r,,rrrrlzrrkctsi, p. 59), but in oolngotion with events ofthe l2s-l3th cenlurics, he uses the cthnunynr "Kurd" (sce ibid..

1,1r 150,162,376,378).VardmAreveltsi,whoseworkallocatesasignificantlylargespacetoancienthrstory,
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terminological confusion that became widespread in late medieval

Armenian historiography was not at all characteristic of the 13th-century

historians. For example, in the histories of Arakel Davrizhetsi and

Zakaria Sarkavag, the ethnonyms Mede and Kurd, which are used

extensively, appear as synonyms and are completely interchangeable5e.

The clarity observed in the use of ethnic terms does not, however,

mean that l3rr'-century historians denied the identity of the Mede and

Kurd terms or that they did not attribute to the Kurds those bpisodes of

Median history reflected in early Armenian sources, particularly in the

I{istory of Movses Khorenatsi, who enjoyed unquestionable authority.

To prove this, it is sufficient to look at the account of a very

irnportant f'act in the works of Vardan Areveltsi and Kirakos

Candzaketsi. From Armenian and Arab sources that corroborate each

other, it is known that Salah ad-Din, who was a Kurd by .nationality,

came fiom a family that lived near Dvin60. When recounting the story of

this notable figure, Vardan Areveltsi is content with mentioning the

placc of residencc of his ancestors: "His name was first Usuyt, son of

Eyub, a man from Dvin, who, when he grew up, was called Salah ad-

Din,"6l bypassing the issue of his ethnic affiliation. This fact is

noteworthy, as he, surely having Kirakos Gandzaketsi's more detailed

repeatedly mentions the "Meds" (see Vardan Areveltsi, pp.2l -22,40-41 ,44-45), but only uses the ethnonym
"Kurcl" in conncctiorl rvith the Zakarians. (in Armenian)
i" "The lineage ofthe Medes, rvhich is Kurd," urites Zaqaria Sarkavag. and in the following lines, he uses both

lenns intercllangeably u'rthout distinction (see Zaqaria Sarkavag, cited work, Vol. I, pp.60-61). Ci Arakel

Davrizhetsi. Book of Histories, edited by L. A, Khanlarym, Yerevan, 1990, pp. 63,487. (in Armenian)
'*' Scc V. Minorsky. Op. cit.. pp. 107-129.

'rr Vardan nrevcltsi, pp. 11l-l'12. (in Arrnenian)

,rteotrnt at hand, nevertheless found it necessary not to duplicate his

lcllow historian. Kirakos Gandzaketsi, who wrote earlier, not only writes

irlrout Salah ad-Din being "Kurd by nation" but also notes that he was

t I esccnded "from Masyatsotn. "62

The difference between the geographical indications of the two

lristorians is obvious. If Vardan Areveltsi had been consistent and also

rrrcntioned in which province the ancestors of Salah ad-Din lived, he

rvould have certainly noted the province of Vostan, where Dvin was

hrc11{ed63. The emergence of the Masyatsotn-Vostan disagreement is

rrrrpossible to understand without reconstructing the basis of the

corrclusion made by Kirakos Gandzaketsi. As we saw, he ernphasizes

Sirlah ad-Din's being a "Kurd," and therefore would have sought tcr

tlllily the initial province of his residence. lf the historian was not

irrvlre that Salah ad-Din was from Dvin-which is by no means ruled

,,1s1t''r-1[en he was left to follow the Mede-Kurd identification and try to

,lrrrily where Salah ad-Din's ancestors were fiorn based on historical

rrrlortnation.

In that case, it turns out that the mention of "Masyatsotn" is by no

nrcilns accidental. According to Movses Khorenatsi, after defeating King

,\zlrdahak of the Medes, King Tigran settled the Medes in Masyatsotn:

\cc K rrakos Gandzaketsi, p. 25 I . (in Arrnenian)
' ttr S. Ycremyan, Armenia According to the "The Geography", Yerevan, 196-1, pp. ,19, 74, I I |. (irr Arnrerrirrr)'' llrccllttticoriginofSaladin,rnuchlessthelocationofhisancastors'settlement,tasunknownlohisAnneniarr

','rlLilrl)orilries, even to suah a prominent person as Nerses Lambronatsi. The latter calls hint "Joseph the lsmaelian
l.rrrg, rvlrrr wcre callgd Turkomans" (see Colophons ofArmenian Manuscripts,5d-12'i ccnturies, editcd by A.
Nlirlr\'(,syilr, Yerevan, 1988, p. 249), while another rnernorialist calls hinl "a certain Hakarcan nameLl Saladin" (see

'l,r,l . 1r !72). (in Arrnenian)



"Arrrl llrc rnany maidens from the lineage of Azhdahak, along with thc

\ ouths arrd a multitude of captives, more than ten thousand, he settled on

tlrc custcln side of the great mountain up to the borders of Goghtn."6s

lhc Mcdes, "the descendants of Azhdahak, who possess all that is atthe

loot ol'Masis,"66 also lived here during the reign of King Artashes.

Thus, the l3th-century author gave unquestioning faith to Movses

Khorenatsi's History and, under the influence of historiographical

tradition. even sinned against the truth by locating the place of residence

of Salah ad-Din's ancestors in a different province. Therefore, in 13th-

century Armenian historiography, attributing a "Kurdish" origin to any

dynasfy meant affirming the existence of that family's origins in ancient

"Median" timcs. Moreover, such an attribution simultaneously "proved"

the extremely high origin of that princely house. To be considered a

"Mede" in the Armenian milieu meant being from the royal line of

Azhdahak and, rnost inrportantly, being ordained into the "second

kingdom" during the reign of King Vagharshak6T.

Considering the factual influence and weight of the Zakarids in the

Georgian kingdom in the late l2th and early l3th centuries, it also

becomes clear that the theory of "Median" origin had a political purpose.

The impression is created that this theory was intended to substantiate

the "historical foundations" of the well-known ambitions of the

Zakarids. Therefore, the Armenian historians abstracted themselves from

t'5 Movses Khorenatsi, p. 83. (in Arrnenian)
'"lbid,p 176.

": lbld.,p. l l2.

tlrt: rcal facts of the Zakarids' origin and sirnply "sculpted"

prchistory of that princely house, remaining completely faithfLrl to

'.pirit and even the letter of Movses Khorenatsi's History.

First and foremost, the presence of the hypothesis that the Zakarids

\\'cl'c brought to Armenia "from the Babylonian gorge" in Kirakos

( ilnclzaketsi's History68 must also be explained by the influence of the

lrltlrer of History.

The issue isn't just that certain figures appcaring in Movses

hlrorenatsi's History depart for Armenia from that very city. More

rrrrportantly, in the works of both Movses Khorenatsi and the historians

rvlro followed hirn, Babylon was considered the oldest capital of the

"rvorlcl" from primordial times.

"And the Hebrew writings consider the first building of Babylon to

lre of'Nimrod, and they say that he was the first king among all... and the

' l\lrrsl ol'llte Inanuscripts of Kirakos Gandzaketsi's History contain the rcading "Babirakan k'el" irlstead of
llrrlrilrtkan k'e1." u'hich is, horvever, unintelligible. To erplain it, somepropose ruderstardingthe q'ord,,k,cl" fiom

tlr, Rrrttlish word fbr "tribe. clan" and identity "Babirakan" with the Kurdish tribes "Ba-pir," "Babirakan." or
l l,rIir" (scc I l. Manandvan, cited work, p 1 32; v. Minorsky, op cit., p. 1 02). But, as u,e haye seer. lhe Alnenian

lrr',lr!riirrrs rvere interested in the question ofthe Zakarians'ancestral homeland. the qilestion ol.the tribal or clan
,rl l r l r rrl i oll ol'the farnily's ancestors did not occupy thern. It is not excessi ve to note that looking lor an indication of
tllr;rl oriAilt in the historians'accotmts is a clear exaggeration, as tlrey do not even have a grasp ofthe Zakarian
J'. rrorloAv. ln turn, the identification of"Babirakan" lvith any Kurdish tribe (researchers mention ir in various nars.
,ltlrrrrtl cxplaining its place ofresidence, and il is not even clear ifthey are refening to the same tribe) represents a
,,'rrrt trlctll'l fi1, and its existence in the distant I 11L-121r'certuries is an unsubstantiated assulnption. Thus- lhe more
l,rrrlrrtblc variant remains the understanding of"Babirakan" or "Babilakan" as a toponym or simply in the scnse ofa
r, r,rnrrl in.licator for "k'el" (see FI. Adjarian, Dictionarl ofArrnenian Roots, vol.2, yerevan, loi:, p. :rz iin
\rtrrrtrirlt)). ln that case. the "Babilakan" teading present in two olthe rnanuscripts gains a certain advantage over

tlrr ttrrtrc licquent "Babirakan." The first variant is not inlerior to the second in terms ofantiquity, since the lbrnr
ll,rlrtlirkntt" is also attested by Zaqaria Sarkavag, who may have used a manuscript written earli€r than the I 6th

,'llrrr\"Rytheway,themanuscriptsthatpreservethe"Babilakan"formarealsoamongtheoldestoftheextant
,,r,rrrr|rertpls ( I 7th centrlrv) that were copied not long after the 16th century (see Kirakos Ganclaketsi). Furlhernrore-
,,rr,l tlrlr is Ilso ofsignificant iffportance, the "Babilakan" reading is.justified by the data tiom Vardan Areveltsi's
I lt:lor v

thc

the
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beginning of the kingdom was in Babylon," writes Stepanos Asoghik6e,

the author of the f-irst "universal" history among Armenians. Vardan

Areveltsi fully agrees with him; when listing the descendants of Ham,

son of Noah, he mentions Nimrod-Bel as the first king.70

As one would expect, in rnedieval historiography, Babylon was

considered a syrnbol of the most ancient capital, which is why

Bl,zantium-Constantinople in the l0tl' century could be considered "the

Nerv Rome, the second Babylon."Tl

In subsequent centuries, however, the name Babylon acquired an

additional layer of meaning. When the first Abbasid caliphs built

Baghdad, the nerv capital of the Caliphate, in the vicinity of that city,

Babylon began to be mentally associated with Baghdad, the bastion of

Islam. This makes it clear why Vardan Areveltsi notes that the ancestors

of the Zakarids "believed in Christ." According to his conception, the

Zakarids' ancestors had a high and ancient ot'igin, but they were not

Christians, and therefore felt the need to convert to Christianity.

That Vardan Areveltsi unfailingly envisioned the inhabitants as

iVluslims when speaking of Babylon-Baghdad is evident from another

section of his History, While tryingto explain the origin of the rulers of

the Tzanar princedom, the historian proclaims their ancestors to be

"certain Chaldean 6s11"-ffi4f is, again, Babylonians-and considers

their conversion to Christianity to have taken place in Gardman, Upon

''' Stepanos'faroretsi Asoghik, Universal History, Sairt Petersburg, 1885, p. 24. (in Anneniar)
a' Vardan Areveltsi, p. 23. (in Annenian)
-j 

See Coloplrons ofArrnenian Malluscripts, 511'-l2rl'centuries, p. 58. (il Arrnenian)

hcaring of their conversion, the author continues, ,,the amir of Baghdad
greatly threatened [them]," so the newcomers moved to the ..1bot of tire
claucasus" and "called the province Tzanark, fbr there they came to
know ftzanetsan] their place of residence.,,72

The identification of Baghdad with Isram, which is found in
historiography and was dictated by historicar rearity, is arso

characteristic of the Armenian popular worldview. It is enor,rgh to recall
that in the Daredevils of Sassoun, it is the cariph of Baghdad who
.ppears as the polarized embodiment of foreign rule and foreign faith.

Based on the analysis of the hypotheses about the zakarids,origin
cxpressed in medieval Armenian historiography, it can be confirmed that
wc are dealing with a refined and porished riterary archetype. The
Anrrenian historians of the 13tl-17ttr centuries narratecl thc Zakaricls.

,rrcient history based on their own conceptions and assumptions. The
l"c history of the Zakarids' ancestors was unknown to Kirakos
( irrndzaketsi, vardan Areveltsi, and the authors who followed them. In
,'rrch circumstances, Armenian historians resortecl to the literarl
;r'c:hetypes known from the early medieval period. This is wriy the
;rtttltors of the lith-17tlt centuries, when developing the theory of the
/rrliurids' origin, were deeply influenced by the Father of Histon..
i\lovscs Khorenatsi,

4Z

',, !11111n6 Areveltsi, p. 135



Therefore, when discussing the social and ethnic origins of the

dynasty, f-acts known from various sources and thus mutually verifiable

remain a lnore reliable basis.

From the beginning of the 1160s, when mentions of the Zakarids

become continuous in the sourees, and up until the rniddle of the

I l70s-that is, before they became the most influential dynasty in

Armenia and Georgia-the family had an Armenian profile. While

oriental personal names were a common phenomenon among many

surrounding Armenian families, the Zakarids almost exclusively bore

Armenian names or names that had long been perceived as such. They

belonged unconditionally to the monophysite Armenian Church and

rvere in marital alliances (at least in all known cases) with Armenian

princely houses of Northern Armenia and Artsakh. During this phase of

their history, as far as sources reveal, they had not yet shown any desire

to seek an ancient and high origin,

Cerlain Georgian influences in the dynasty's ethno-confessional

profile only begin to appear in the lale l2rh and early 13th centuries,

during the tirne of the sons of Sargis the Great. This includes the

Georgianization of personal names, marriages to Georgian princesses,

the adoption of Chalcedonianism, and similar phenomena, This period is

also a turning point in another sense: for the first time, ceftain signs of

attributing an ancient and brilliant origin to the dynasfy appear in

epigraphic monuments.

As it seems, shifts in the understanding of the dynasty also took

place during the 13th century. In the mid-1260s, the theory of the

Zakarids' "ancient" and "foreign," as well as "high" origin, was finall1.

dcveloped-a theory that has been preserved in the pages of Armenian

rned ieval historiography.

Historical-Philological Joumal, 1992, No. 2-3, pp. 139-152.
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THE ORIGIN OF THE ZAKARIDS*

* See the beginning in Historical-Philological Joumal, 1992,N 2-3.

The second hypothesis on the origin of the Zakarids, that they are

dcscended from the Bagratids, is reflected in a greater number of
prirnary sources, but was enthusiastically promoted for a relatively short

period and did not find a response in medieval Armenian and Georgian

historiography.

When examining this theory, it is first necessary to clarify which of

the Zakarids were called Bagratid, and then to find out which branch of

the Bagratid dynasty the newly emerged rulers of Armenia sought

kirrship with. It is traditionally believed that Ivane Atabek and his sister

Vaneni (Naneh)73 called themselves Bagratid. Therefore, let us turn

again to the primary sources and ascertain who among the Zakarids and

uhen mentioned his or her kinship with the famous royal dynasty.

Chronologically, perhaps the earliest and most well-known mention

belongs to Princess VaneniTa. In the opinion of the researcher As.

Shahznazaryants, "Naneh considered herself to be from the Bagratid

clan, probably r,vith the thought that she was married to the Bagratid king

'Scc As. Shaltznazary'alts, The Origin ofthe Zakarid (Erkaynabazuk) Dynasty, the Migration to Dzoraget and tlre
l)rcdcccssots. - "Shoglraliath", Etchrriadzin, 1913, pp.69-70, Sh Meskhia,'l'he Dornestic Sinratjotr and Official
Slnrctrre in l2'rlcentury Georgia, Tbilisi, 1979,pp.223-224 (in Georgian).rK Chafadarl'an,TheMonasteq'olsanahinanditslnscriptions,Yerevan,lg5T,pp.l85-186:ltmustbeconlessed
tltat thc inscriplion is partially damaged and it is difficult to conclude s'jthout reservrition that the words "[a]zgin
llirgraluneats" refcr specificalll to Vaneni. (in Arntenian)
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,'\bas"75. But was it enough to be married to a lxan to be considered a

rrunber of his clan? Marriage ties with the KiLrrikians were not unusual

lirr Armenian princely houses of the 12th century, but none of these

tlvnasties began to call themselves Kiurikian or Bagratid. If the trvo-year

rrrlrriage of vaneni and Abas could not be considered an acceptable

rrrgument for classifoing Naneh with the Bagratids, then even more so

llrc single kinship linkwith the KiurikiansT6 could not serve as a starting

lroint for proclaiming other Zakarids as Bagratid either77.

The most noteworthy fact, however, is the following: besides

Vtneni and lvane, a royal origin has also been attributed to their sister.

Nrc.jis, and, mosl importantly, to Zakaria Amirspasalar.

Let us turn to the corresponding facts.

The famous inscription in the narthex of the st. Gregory church of
lllghartsin is the most important document emphasizing the kinship of
thc Zakarids and the Bagratids. The first part of the lapidary inscription.

" l'his our writing is for a perpetual memorial and monument of the sons

,'l the great Sargis, from the Bagratid lineage, Ivane and Zakare, when
( irld's providence reached the creation and gave... us dorninion over the

'z\s Sltaltznazaryants, op. cit., p. 70: Earlier, the same viewpoint was expressed by M. Brosset (see iVl Brosset.
\rhlitions et e'claircissements a I'Hjstoire de la Georgie. S.- pet., Ig5l, p.2?0).
A I lovhannisyan's assumption. accotding to which 'such a kinship Iink the means the marria-qe ofTvane anrl thc

.rr1rl)rrsctl Bagratid Khoshak - H. M.) with the Bagratids could have also been had by the ancesto-rs ofIyane and
/,rkrrre" (see A. Hovhannisyan. Episodes frorr the History ofArmenian Liberation thought, b. I, yercvan, 

1 957, p
I I 1 ). rcrnains not only unsubstaltrated, but aJ so unJr kel y. The farn i ly trees and kinship ties of the Ki urikians ancl
,"rLrrritls in the second halfofthe 12rr'centLtry are rell known, btrt as for the first halfofthe centurv, those dvnasties
.trll occtrpied sufficiently different positions in the feudal hierarchy to estab|sh a kinship relationslrip.' lrr tltis regard, K. Ter-Mkdchyan's Iegitimate question remains iully in force: ''Why sirould t<instrii rvitl ttre
l'.,rr rkiirns give the Zakarids the right to be called Bagratid?" (K. Ter-Mkrtchyan, Maierials on Arrrenial
1\l, lrkrlonrs, vol. B, Dop'yants and Melik-Shahnaqaryants. Etchmiadzin,igl4-p.22). (in Anrenian)
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privatc inheritance of our ancestors, giving into our hands the

irnprcgnable fofiress of Amberd"78, was actually written by Ivane

slrortly after Zakaria's deathTe. This fact, however, does not yet mean

that the viewpoint attested in the inscription belongs only to Ivane.

1'he quoted passage from the Haghartsin inscription is comparable

to ons of the important lapidary inscriptions of Haghpat, which was

n rittcn "in the years of God's anointing of the king of kings George, son

ol'the great queen Tamar, in whose time God gave into the hands of us

trvo brothers, Zakare and lvane, our own fofiress of Amberd, built by

()ur arlcestors, and many other fortresses"s0. It is not difficult to see that

thc cmphasized sections have a formulaic nature and the Bagratid-

/.al<ttrid kinship theory was put forward by both brothers.

Furthennore, there are grounds to believe that Zakare was

proclairned a Bagratid first, and only during the minority of Shahanshah

las lvane's royal origin separately emphasized. For instance, in the

l2l5 inscription of the main church of Geghard, only Zakare

Arnirspasalar is called "I'agavorazn," that is, Bagratid. "ln the time of

the liing's son Zakare and Ivane, his brother, and their sons Shahanshah

and Avag," says the lapidary inscription8l, although it was carved three

ve ars after the commander's death.

' Scc Corpus ofArnreniatr Lapidary lnscriptions, Vl, Yerevan, 1917, p.22 (enrphasis is rnine - H. M.). See also
rbrcl., p. 24 Knowiedge. (in Arlrenian)
'' Sce ulso ibid., p. 24. knou'lcdge
' Sce K. Chaf'adaryan, Haghbat, Yerevar. 1963, pp. 168-169 (enrphasis is rnjne - IJ. M.).( in Arnrerian)
'L Scc C. Ilovsepyan, Khaghbakyank or Proshyank in Alnelian History. Antilias, 1969,p.299. (in Arrnenian)

In the same spirit, the scribe of the coloplron of a rnanuscript

copied in Ayrivank in 1217 expresses himself: "And after tlre passing of
three years, the king's son. thc great. successfur, and brave wrestler

zakara, son of Sargis, the commander-in-chief of the king of Georgra.

was raised from the stars by a sorrowful death"82. consequently, it is b}

continuing the tradition that Ivane calls himself "tagazn" (son of a king)

in one of the inscriptions of the same Ayrivank83.

In light of the above-mentioned facts, the 1223 inscription of
Aygehat is also given meaning, where the ,,named Grigor," son of
"Queen Nrejis and Mamqan," reports on his construction activitys'{. lt
Irrrns out that Nrejis zakarid was also considerecJ a "qLleen," and

tlrerefore a Bagratid. It is not excluded that the consideration of zakaria.

son of Shahanshah I, as a Bagratid is alluded to in the 1232 colophon of
llagrat's Gospel, where he is called "t,agatsin', (crown-born)85. Thus, the

zakarids emphasized their descent from the Bagratids for about hatf a

ccntury, and the theory of their "Bagratid" origin was reflected in tu'o

tlifrerent groups of primary sources: in lapidary inscriptions and in the

colophons of manuscripts. And yet, this is still not all. The Zakarids'

'rSccColophonsofArmenianManuscripts.l3tl'century.conpiledbyA.Matevosyan,yerevan.lg8,l,p 105.(in
.'\rilrcnian)
-'Scc 

G. Hovsepyan. op. cit.. p.299: Judging by the chronology oflvane's recorded conquests. the lapidary
rrrscription was rnade in l2 l9 or later.
'r Scc S .lalalyants, Journey to Greatcr Annenia, part I, Tiflis, 1g42, p. 103: (in Armenian) That the NreJrs
trrctrlioned here is a Zakarid is evident fi-om the inscription left by tlle same Grignr in Hrrirch in I 135 ,,1. Grigor.
rrrtttttrcd by the great Sargis's daughter Nrejis" (see S. Avagyan, Lexicat Analyiis ofLapidary Inscriptions. yerer,an.
l,t7li. pp 83-84). (in Afinenian)
" scc Colophons ofArtneniau Manuscripts. l-3rr'centtrrv, p. 178. It is possible that Zakare also had anoiher basis fbrl" rrr11 called "t'agdtsin." The questiorr is that in the coloph-on. Shahansiah's position is alreadl,cqnsidered roval.
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c la irns to be considered the successors of the Bagratids had a

rnultilaceted and extensive ideological justification.

First, in their inscriptions, the Zakarids appropriated many

irnpofiant components from the Bagratid series of titles, inclr"rding the

Ironcrrary titles "Shahanshah" and "Tiezerakal" (cosmic ruler or ruler of

tlrc universe). ln scholarly literature, the titles of the Zakarids have, of

collrse, always been recorded, but this has been done purely from the

pcrspective of modern standards. Historians have used these facts to

indicate the degree of the Zakarids' power and to demonstrate the

-justilication of their claims to restore the Armenian kingdom, And some

rescarchers have objected with all seriousness and concluded that the

Zakarids and their close associates had clearly fallen into exaggeration

u'lren describing their rule. The modern perception of medieval

testirnonies, however, is not only Lrnjustified, but also simplistic and one-

sided. The Bagratid kings, and then the Zakarids, thought least of all

about rnisleading their contemporaries (and along with them, future

researchers) and pursued entirely real and worldly goals. Titles were one

ol the most important elements of their official ideology, justifying,

legitirnizing, and sanctifying the rule of these dynasties.

Arnong the honorary titles of the Bagratids of Ani, the most

l'arrous was, without a doubt, the title Shahanshah, which all Bagratid

rtrlers had borne since the time of Ashot lI (914-928)86. Therefore, the

t Sec S. Ter-Ghevorclyan, The Arabic inscription of l.laghbat and the titles olthe Bagratid kings
Socirl Sciences". I 979, N l, pp. 73-78. (in Armenian)
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/irkarids' aspiration to be recognized as the successors of the Bagratids

rrirs clearly expressed, first and foremost, when they appropriatecl the

Irtrrrorary title Shahanshah. For example, Zakare Arnirspasalar is called

Slrahanshah as early as llgl-1196, before they became rnasters of the

llrrgratid capital of Ani in 119987. He gave so much impofiance to that

titlo that he chose the second name Shahanshah for his son, Moreover,

llrc latter became so common that the child's original name "Sargis" was

Irlrrrost forgottens8. The importance of the step taken by Zakare

Arnirspasalar will be further emphasized if we take into account that the

titlc Shahanshah had been part of the official series of titles of the rulers

ol Georgia, perhaps since the first quarter of the l2th century, beginning

rvith the time of David IV the Builder (1089-1123)8e, and, naturally,

rlrould have been of a monopolistic nature.

After the title "Shahanshah," Ihe Zakarids had also adopted the

Ironorary title "Tiezerakal," which was also one of the titular

r'ornponents of the Bagratids of Ani. Although in Armenian

lristoriography Smbat II (977-990) is traditionally recognized as

"'l'iczerakal"ro, all available data, however, indicates that the first of the

lilgratid rulers to bear the title "Tiezerakal" was Smbat I (890-914)er.

'SccA.Sltahinyan,ThepillarofKoshanditsinscription.-"Historical-PhiIologicalJoumal".I968.N2,pp.I98-
'l)l l). Muradyar, Ceorgiar inscriptions ofAnnenia, Yerevan, 1977, pp. 105-106. (in Annenian)
" Scc ll. Adjarian, Dictionary ofArrnenian Personal Narnes, vol. D, Yerevar, l9.lJ, p. I 10. (in Arnrertiar)
''SccOutlinesoftheHistoryofGeorgia,vol.3,l'bilisi,I979,p.256(inGeorgiar).
'SccILAdjuian,op.cit.,p.548;HlstoryoftheArrnenianPeople,vol.lll,Yereran,I976,p. I34.(inArrnerian)
'r sco A. Ter-Ghevondyan, op. cit., p. 75; History ofthe Annenian People, r'ol. Ill, p. 269 (thc aulhor ol thc scction
rr r\ 'l'cr-Ghevondyar). Besides the Kotuk ofSanahin cited by.A. Ilortannisyan lsee K. Ghaladaryal, Thc
lrftrrrirslery ofSanahin and its inscriptions, p. 190) and a colophon pointed out bi'A. Ter-Ghevorrdl'arr (sce C.
lIrvscpyan,CoiophonsolManuscripts,r'ol.l,AntiIas,l95l,p.l71),thelristoriansSarnvclArrctsi(sccSarrvcl

Journal of
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l'he factthat Srnbat I is called "Tiezerakal" in the "Chronicle of Kartli,"

u'liich is part of "Kartlis Tskhovreba"nt, proves that this title of the

Bagratids had also gained international recognitione3. It was also present

in the Bagratid series of titles during the time of Gagik Ie4 (990-1020)

nnd Ilovhannes-Smbate5 ( l 020- l 04 1 )e6.

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the aspiration to emphasize thc

Bagratid-Zakarid succession, let us quote two lapidary inscriptions irr

parallel: the first left by the Catholicos of the Armenians of the time"

Petros Getadardz, and the second by the famous "medzatLtn" Tigran

Honents.

in the Armenian year 1036 and in the glorious kingship of tlrc

rnighty and 'fiezerakal Srnbat, son of Gagik, Shahanshah of thc

i\nclsi, Cornlilation lrom the Writings ofllistorians, Vagharshapat, 1893, pp. 102-103) and Mkhitar Ayriranetsr
(scc lvlkhitat A1'rivanctsi, I lislon' of Annenia, Moscow, I 860, p. 56) also call Snrbat I "Tiezerakal" in Arrneni,rn
hisloriograplrv. ( in Arnrenian)
"r Scc Karrlis'lskhovrcba, r,ol. l, Tbilisi, 1955. p. 262 (in Ceorgian).
"t n. Abdaladze considcrs the possible basis for the use ofthe title "Tiezerakal" in Georgian historio$aphy to l)c
Arnenian rlrilicn or oral sourccs (see A. Abdaladze, Kartlis Tskhovrcba and Anncnia-Georgia ReJations, Tbilisr,
l982,pp.20fi-209) Iiorvever,theepisodereportedbytheGeorgianhistorianisgenerallyunknowntoArnrcnirrrr
sourccs. Sincc llre Georgian historian does not question the legitimacy ofthe title "Tiezerakal" in the slightest, cv, rr

tltorrgh he is u,ei I arvare of thc tragic end of Smbat I and it is unlikely that the author misunderstood the mean r rr 1' , , I

the Arntcttian rvord, only one conclusion remains to be made: the Georgian chronicler recorded a fact belonging to
tJre field of interslatc relations. for shich it was nol at all necessary to have an Annenian primary source.
or See S. Saghumyan, The neu'ly discovered inscriplion ofKing Gagik L - "Journal ofsocial Sciences", I989, N ()

pp. 9 I -92. (in Arnrenian)
')j Sce CorpLrs of Arrnenian Lapidary Inscriptions. l, Yerevan, 1966, p.4S. (in Amenian)
'{ Frorn the 9(r5 colophon ofthe priest Pandaleon (see Colophons ofArmenian Manusctipts. 5ft-12rh centures.
conrpi lcd by n. N'latevos) an, Yerevan, | 988, pp. 5 7 --5 8) it is evident that ior some time the titles "Tiezerakal, " rs
rvell as "King ofKings," rvere also borne by thc rulers ofthe Artsruni Kingdom ofVaspurakan. The second ol lhrr,
conesponded to llre B)'zantine honorary title "archon of archons." rvhich had been bestowed upon the first thrce
Bagralid kings. and afler lhe death of Ashot ll in 929, rvas given to Gagik I Artsruni (929-943), forming a morropr'1r
for lhe nrlers ol'Vitspurakan unlil lhe mid-70s of the l0d'century (see K. Yuz-bashyan. Amenia of the "Bagratirl
Period" liom lhe vie\\'point ofintemational law. - "Historical-Philological Journal". l9?5, N l, pp.45-47).
Probatrly, it rvas during this very period that the titlc "Ticzerakal" also passed to the Artsrunis. See A.
llovhannisyan, op. cit., p. 132: V. Vardanl'm, lhe Artsruni Kingdom ofVaspurakan. Yerevan. 1969,pp. l'76-11 t

V. A. n nrt),unova-Filanvan The cornrnenoralive note ofthe priest Panlaleon. - Vizantryskiy Vrenrennik, vol s I

M.. 1990. pp. I l2-llli. (in Annenian)

\rrrrcnians and Georgians, by the will of me, Lord Petros, Catholicos of
tlre Armenians...eT

In the year 1215,by the grace and mercy of God. When the city of
,\rri was ruled by the mighfy and Tiezerakal amirspasalar and

rrrf ndaturtukhuts'es Zakaria, and his son Shahanshah, I, Tigran, servant

,'l ( iod...e8

'lhus, about two centuries later, the next ruler of Ani adopted the

trllc "'l'iezerakal" in addition to "Shahanshah." The study shows that

" I iuzcrakal" had a noteworthy characteristic in its usage. In the qr,roted

rr,,eliptions, it appears in conjunction with the epithet "hzavLtr"

tporvcrl'ul), and the two rvere used together so frequently that they

lrtclnlc commonplace and took on a descriptive shade for authority.

llris trend is evident in the charter-inscription of Gagik I, in the

lrnnulaic part of which-"it was also for me, Gagik, the rnighty and

I re ze rakal Shahinshah"ee-the stable pairing of the titles "lrzavur and

I tczcrakal" clearly has a secondary importance.

Another common descriptive feature can be observed between the

Irlles of the Bagratids and the Zakarids. In the above-quoted Ani

lr\cliption dated 1036, Catholicos Petros Getadardz describe s the

'ktrrgslrip" of Hovhannes-Smbat with the epithet "n-tedzapar."

\t corcling to P. Muradyan's keen insight, it is this Armenian title that is

r' ller"'tcd in the Georgian inscription of Tegharuyk' in the form "bark'-

, ,'r1rrr.. ol Arurenian Lapidary Inscriptions. I. p.48
tt r,l lr (' I

'.. " 
Srrlllrrrrnyan, op. cit., pp. 91-92.



didi" (barq : glory + great), as a description of Zakare Amirspasalar's

rlt Icl(to.

As rnight have been expected, the Zakarids bore the honorary titles

"shaharrshah" and "Tiezerakal" as long as their actual power and

influerice corresponded to their series of titles to some extent. The last of

thern was Avag, rvho was considered "Tiezerakal" until the late

I 240sror .

The Zakarids also ernphasized their succession through such an

irnpressive undertaking as turning the Kyurikyans' dynastic cemetery in

Sanahin into their own family burial groundr02. The Bagratid-Zakarid

lirreagc rvas also ernphasized by the renovations carried out by the

Zakarids at the nronasteryl03.

In concluding the examination of the direct and indirect data

supporting the hypothesis of the Zakarids' descent from the Bagratids, it

is nccessary to emphasize that the theory of a "Bagratid" origin is,

u,ithout a doubt, the most politicized. It was brought to life at the end of

tlre l2tr' century, when the Zakarids were in actual control of a

sigrrificant part of the inheritance of various branches of the Bagratid

royal dynasty and were soon to expand their territories even further. It is

r''' See P. Muradyan, op. cit., pp. I l7-l 19.
r,'r See G. Sargsyan. The "Bardznkash" monasrery and its lapidary inscription. - "Etchm iadzin," 195 l, N I l- l 2, p.

50: I l. Yeghiazrryan, The Bardzrakash St. Grigor and Forty Martyrs monasteries ofDsegh and the other, more

important rnonurnents ol the village and their lapidary inscriptions. - "Etchm iadzrn," 197 I , N 3. p. 45. (in Armenian)
r": The Kyrrrikyans thernselves, starting fiom the end of the 1 I th century, were buried in Haghbat (see D.

Mov-sesyan, I listory oftlre Kyurikl,an Kings ofLori, Vienna, 1923, p. 55: R. Matevosyan, Tashir-Dzoraget.

Yerevan, I 982, p. I 00). (in Armenian)Among the Zakarids, Sargis the Great an d Takare 11 were buried in Sanahin,

ancl later. different branches o{'the Zakarids established burial grounds in various monasteries.
r"i Sec I L Khalpakchian, Le tombeau des Zakarides a Smahin, - Etudes Anneniennes in memoriuft H. Berberian,

I-isbon, I 98(r, pp. 357-374. (in Annenian)

cvident from the examination of the Zakarids'titles that during that

period they were aspiring to become the political heirs not of the

Kyurikyans, but of the Bagratids of Shirak. Therefore, in declaring

tlrcmselves Bagratids, they were first and foremost also proceeding frorn

thc weighty argument of having become the rightful successors of the

Slrahanshahs of Ani.

In light of our entire narrative, it becomes clear that to insist on a

rcal kinship between the Bagratids and the Zakarids would mean to

ubstract oneself from medieval realities and literally interpret the

itttostations of some of the primary sources. It is a characteristic fact that

so lar only k. Ter-Mkrtchyan among researchers has tried to substantiate

llre lrypothesis of the Zakarids' descent frorn the Bagratidsr0a, but this

viewpoint has not found acceptance in scholarly literature.

ttrl.

In 1196, when Amberd was liberated, monulnents itt hottor of that

victory were erected in both Armenianl05 and Arabicr06. In the Arabic

inscription of Amberd, after the names of Zakare amirspasalar and

lvane, the word "As-Saruni" is read, which is assigned the role of a

dynastic name. Thus, a third hypothesis of the Zakarids' origin is

nttosted, and by the distinguished representatives of the dynasty

r"' Scc K Ter-Mkrtchyar), op. cit., pp. l 8-3 l.
r,,' licc A. Shahinyan, op. cit., pp. I 98-20 I .

1"', Scc A. Ter,GhEvondyan, The Arabic-lettered inscriplion ofZakaria and Ilane at Arnberd. -'llistorical-
l,hllological Journal", I 9? I , N l, pp. I 85-l 87: A. A. Khachatr)ar, Corpus ofArabic inscriplions ol Anrrcnia, Vol I

Ycrcvatt, I987, p.47. (in Armenian)



thcrrselves. A. Ter-Ghevondyan explains their being called Artsruni lrr

a desire to be associated with prominent dynasties. According to tlr,
rescarcher, a decisive role in this matter was played by the circurnstant.r

that Sargis the Great was married to Sahakdukht, the sister of Arrrir

KLrrd Artsruni. Furthenlore, if the Zakarids were called Bagratid basctl

on their kinship with the Kyurikyans, then Zakare and Ivane could als.

be called Artsruni, this time by being connected with the Artsnrrrr

dynastyr0T. This entirely logical explanation would be considcrctl

plarrsible if the Zakarids had truly been considered Bagratid solely orr

the basis of their kinship rvith the Kyurikyans, and also in the case oltlre

undeniable tribal connection between the Mahkanaberdtsi and thc

Affsrunis. However. the issue is that the rulers of the province ol

lVlahkanaberd in the second half of the l2th century did not yet associatt.

themselves rvith the Arlsruni dynasty. Signs of this hypothesis spreading

onl1, appear in the second half of the l3th century, as a result of tlrc

activity of Atabek Sadun IIr08. Therefore, the Zakarids could not havc

been called Ansruni by exploiting the kinship with the Mahkanaberdtsi.

The fact attested in the Arabic inscription of Amberd can morc

likcly be interpreted against the backdrop of political events at the end ot

tlre l21h and beginning of the l3th centuries. The Zakaridfclaims to bc

called Artsruni are. apparently, a unique reflection of the political

progranrs of Zakare and lvane. The last years of the 12th century and thc

r"r A. Ter-Ghevondvan, Zakaria and lvane..., pp. 186-187.
l"A Scc Crigor Vartlapct. llistory ofthe l'atars..lerusalenr, 1974.pp.42.48: Mkhitar Ayrivanetst, p. 68
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I'r 1'1;,',1,.tt of the next century constitute a period in the history of the

"lrrrlr-Armen 
state, which occupied a large part of Southern Artrenia,

irlren that emirate was desperately fighting for survival. The Zakarids

.'rug,l)[ to take advantage of the situation, launching repeated campaigns

r,r\\irrds Manazkert, Arjesh, and Khlat. The Zakarids' southern policy

!'nc()untered insurmountable obstacles only after 1207, when the

\rl'ubidsr0e were established in Khlat. It can be assumed that declaring

llrcrrrselves. Artsruni was one of the measures aimed at ensLrring the

iurcoss of the Zakarids' plans. By calling themselves Artsruni, they

rould adopt the position of the legitimate rulers of Vaspurakan and

rrrl.jncent territories and undertake corresponding military operations,

rrrrticipating the support of the population of the emirate, whiclt rvas

rrririrrly inhabited by Armenians. As is known, after the setback at Khlat

rrr l2l0ll21l, the Zakarids' advance to the south carne to a halt, and

r'or)srJQUefltly, the aspiration to become the successors of the Artsrunis

r orrld not be maintained for long. As was shorvn above, the Zakarids are

nrost often called Bagratid outright in the second decade of the l3'r'

ce ntury. We are inclined to believe that this circumstance is also a result

rrl the "Artsrunian" theory of the Zakarids' origin being forgotten

lot'0Vef ,

sr:0 I L Milgaryan, The political situation in the Near East and lhe prospects for the liberation ol' Artnenia ( I 2 
t'r

I t'r' ccrluri€s). - "Historical-Philological Joumal", I 989. N I , pp. 36-4-3. (in Arrnenian)
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Thc issue of the Zakarids' dynastic origin is also addressed by an

arrthor r.vell-acquainted rvith their activities, the first chronicler of Queerr

Tatnara. On the occasion of describing Zakare Amirspasalar, thc

chronicler notes that he was a descendant of Artaxerxes Longimanus ancl

explains the eminent commander's merits by this circumstance. It is

evident that this infomration is not historical. and any attempts to

substantiate an Achaemenid-Zakarid kinship are doomed to failure frorr

the outset. Nevertheless, the Georgian chronicler's report is not devoicl

of importance, both from the perspective of the influence ol'

historiographical tradition and from being a reflection of a certain

political mindset. lt is known that the Georgian author is well-acquaintecl

rvith tlre realities of the ancient world and the prominent figures ol'

classical antiquitl,. The mention of one of the distinguished Achaemenitl

kings, in the Greek form of the name, is one of the attestations of that

knowleclgelro.

Attributing an Achaemenid origin to the Zakarids also shows thc

place that the chronicler assigns to the Zakarids in the unique hierarchr

of the dynasties of the Georgian Kingdom. He considers the Georgian

Bagratids to be descended from the distinguished biblical King Davrtl

(Davitiani), while Queen Tamara's husband, David Soslan, is considerctl

to be descended from Ephraim, the holy king's nephew (Epremiani)

The Ceorgian chronicler thus wanted to emphasize the superiority of tlrc

r|r Sec Klrtlis lskhorrcba, vol 2. Tbilisi, 1959, p. I l0 (in Georgian)
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t icorgian Bagratids over the Ossetian royal dynasty. Since the biblical

trlclition clearly ranks David's descendants higher than those of

l;;rlrraim, it is clear that the names "Davitiani" and "Epremiani" are

re llcctions of specific political-ideological theoriesrlr. According to the

t ieorgian author's conception, the Zakarids also had a royal origin, but

irr tcrms of nobility, they nevertheless yielded to the royal couplerr2. At

llre same time, the Georgian chronicler followed the viewpoint of giving

grrcl'erence to "ancient" and "foreign" originsll3, to which, as shown in

,,rrr previous article, Annenian authors also gave preference when

illrrrninating the Zakarids' dynastic origin.

++*

A satisfactory clarification of the problem of the Zakarids' origin is

rrrlrossible without analyzing the realities of the I lth-l2th centuries that

,ue directly related to the early history of the dynasty. From an

{'\ilnrination of the scholarly literature, however, the itnpression is

, rcuted that researchers have been satisfied with rnerely restating the

ln potheses presented in the preceding pages, often disregarding

rrrlirrmation from other primary sources that contradicts their preferred

" ;\rrnclian prirnary sources call Artaxexes Achaeurenid (465-42.1 BC) Artashes Yerkalnabazuk, tllrrs

rr rlrlrrirrg fiis nicklaue (see Stepilos Tnonetsi Asoghik, Uuilersal I listorl. St. Petcrsburg, I 885, p. 2]; Mklritar
1i1\ilrclsi,p.40,VardanAreveltsi,ljniversalHistory,Moscow,l86l,p.ll).Fortltisreasott,lhenatne
'r t r l.rt rrabazuk" (Longirnanus) gailed currency il Arnrenian hi storiography as at Artneltizcd translatioil of I l)c

, ,, ,,r grirr "Mkhrgdzeli" (literally "long-shouldered") tbr the Zakarids.
''\ruK Kckelidze,AcaseofGeorgianpoliticalthouglrtintheliteratureoflheclassicalpcriod.-lJtrtdesliottrlhc

r,r-tlry ol old Georgian literature, vol. l, Tbilisi, 1956, pp. 312'318 (in Georgian).
'l rl lllc ir)lluenca ofsuch ideas in the Georgian environment, see Sh. Meskhia, op. cit., pp. 209-2 l0: K. Kckclidze,

jtr'1lr1or of The Knight in rhe Panth€r's Skin and the time of its mting. - Etudes from thc history of old Georgiart

!!r!ririuc, vol. 12, Tbilisi, 1973, p.54 (in Georgian).



theory. It is surprising that historians have not at all been concerned willr

the likelihood of the Zakarids' migration, the real prospects for their

rnilitary and political advancement in Kyurikyan Armenia, or thc

expediency of their conversion to Christianity. In a word, thc

verification of the authenticity of events has, as a rule, remained outsidc

the i"esearchers' field of view. Instead, they have generously borrowerl

elements from other theories that completely rule out their preferrcrl

hypotlresis of the Zakarids' origin. In particular, the proponents of thc

"Bagratid" and "Artsruni" theories of the Zakarids' origin have acceptcd

the key ideas of the "Kurdish" descent viewpoint: concerning tlrc

rnigration, the nrovenrent from south to north, and the adoption of thc

^/lrrnenian faith after settling in the Kyurikyan kingdom. That is thc

rcason why, when presenling the ancient history of the Zakarids^

sclrolars have often combined the real with the fictitious, allowing l'crr'

obvious slips.

Let us demonstrate the validity of our arguments with just one, but

a kcy, issue: the question of the timing of the Zakarids' ancestors'

migration. Clinging to the viewpoint that the dynasty was migratory.

most researchers have inevitably faced diff iculties in solving this

rnystery. And yet, the solution to the problem they faced was not, irr

principle, insurmountable. Indeed, if the Zakarids' ancestors moved to

Tashir-Dzoraget two (according to Kirakos Gandzaketsi)lla or thrcc

I lr Sec Kirakos Garrdaketsi. Histor,r' of Amenia. Yerevan, 1961, p. 162. (in Amenian)
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(rrccording to Vardan Areveltsi)ll5 generations before Sargis ltl

tircat, then, by first clarifying the average life span o1'one Z[1

licncration, fairly accurate calculations can be made. But, straltgerl

nrily seem, researchers have not followed this one logical pathTl

errlculations u,ere made "by eye," and the Zakarids' rnigratior,r,l

prcsumed to have occurred during the reign of this or that Kyr,nliil

kirrg. In this regard, the following judgrnent by As. Shahnazaryalrl

lrirrticularly eloquent: "Khusrov, Avag Sargis, Zakare I, and SargrLll

t ircat; attributing to each a life of even 40-45 years, if not lrore, $rir

t rrrne to the conclusion that the Zakarids may have migrated in thtirl

lrrrll'of the l lth century"44ll6. Some researchers have gone even filrq

rrrrcl calculated the activities of a certain number of the Zahdr

rrnccstors based on the reigns of the kings of Georgia, when theLrllr

Iurrl no connection with the Zakarids during that historical periodrll

Thus, regardless of how reliable we consider the theory dl|r

/,rliarids' migration, we are compelled to clarify two eSstlLl

, lrronological issues related to the specific Zakarid dynasty: Whalrn

llrc average life span of a generation in the Zakarid dynasty, and foril

nrlny years did each generation engage in active military and polu

rrt'tivity?

To answer the first question, let us present the data we have rlilr

lrlst Zakarids-Sargis II the Great, Zakare II, and Ivane l-and utr

'iec Vardan Areveltsi, p. 1 8 L
' \.. Shahnazaryants, op. cit., p. 73 (enrphasis is mine - H. M.)

',, ( M Brossel. Op. Crt.. p. 2O?
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Nurno Birth

Sargis ll I l20s-l l30s

/.akare Il 2"d halfof 1 150s

Srme, I' hall uf

lrartel ll60s

Shahanshah l I 197

,\r ag I I 80s-1 190s

lrarre ll 1220s-1230s

Shahunshah

I I 1260s

Average Life

Spari Generation

5'7-67 i

5'7-62 2

trr0 rnain branches of the dynasty, the Shahanshahyan and the Avagyan'

by prcsenting them in the form of a tabler r8'

lrranches, Zakare II and Ivane I. At the very end is the data for

Shahanshah II, because the great-grandchildren of the two brothers.

Shahanshah II and Khuandze, married each other at the end of the l3th

ccntury, and thus a unique circle was closed again, with the rnain

tlynastic branches of the Zakarids reunited in that collple. The

irrtermediate 2d and 3'd generations are represented by two members

citch, making the summary table more representative. From the 4tl'

gcneration, we have taken only lvane II's data, as the only member of
tlro Avagyan dynastic branch, Khoshak, being of the female sex, cannot

\crve as a typical example for such calculations. As a result, it was found

llrirt the average life span in the Zakarid dynasty was bet\ /een 61162 and

rrll/69 years, which cannot be considered a particular surprise.

However, we can obtain more reliable chronological anchors if ri'e
,rrlctrlate the average duration of the zakarids' military and political

,rctivity. The issue is that the birth dates of medieval figr_rres are much

Ir','s known than their death years. In the case of Ihe Zakarids, for

r'\iulrple, from the entire table, we have specific knowledge of only one

prrson's birth year, while the opposite data presents a completell.

rlrll'e rcnt picture, with only one death date not being precise.

I rrlllrcrrnore, let us not forget that the Zakartds, almost without

.'\('cption, were military figures, and the data associated with their

iriurcs is comparatively well-reflected in primary sources. In addition.

tlrr' bcginning and end of their military lives were limited by certain

Death

I187

1212

1233134 78179-88189 2

t26ll62 64-65 3

1250 60-70 3

1284-

91 54161-6417 | 4

1 320 60165 5

Thus, our calculations concern 5 generations, and we only take ittl(l

account the data related to the first-bom sons, The only exception u 
'.

rnake is for the short-lived Zakare III, for whom we provide the tlrrlir

concerning his brother, Ivane IL The I't and 5th generations have scrvc'l

as the starting and ending points for the table. The choice was rrill

accidental. At the very beginning, we placed the information al-rt'trt

Sargis II the Great, the father of the true founders of the two dyttlsli'

'r\ Scc Sh. Meskhia, op. cit.,p.229.
I'hc clrronological iata re talen frorn the quesnonnaires we have compiled about all m,etnbers oflhe Zakarirl

(i)'ast)(seeIl.Morgoryon,TheRtrlingClassrrArmertiaintlleIl'rLl3rl'centuries -"Historical-Plrrlologicrrl

Journal." 1990, N 4, pp. 44-45). (in Amenian)



biological possibilities. When necessary, an aging commander would

have been forced to leave the arena. (lndeed, this is what happened with

lvane I, who, after 1225, had yielded the management of state and

rnilitary affairs to his son.) A table compiled with the same principles

reveals the following picture.

Beginning of lndependent Fnd ol Average Duratiou ol'

Nuue Activity Activity Activity Generation

Sargis II no later than I l o I I 1 87 26 I

laknre ll I 184 5 l2I2 27128 2

lr arrc I I 190/91 1225 34t35 2

Slralranslrah I no later than 1220 126l/2 41142 3

..\r ug 1225 1250 25 3

lr arre ll no larer rhan 1259 1284-ql 25132 4

Shalrunshah ll no larer than l29l ll20 29 5

It turns out that each generation actively and independently

participated in the unfolding events for an average of 29130 years.

Considering that the data for a part of the Zakarids does not reflect the

real beginning of their activity (four cases), the average number can be

taken as 30. Our approximate but more confidence-inspiring data

suggests that each Zakarid generation began active independent activity

from the age of 31132 to 38139.If we consider the full responsibility of

an issue related to the dynasty's migration, it seems that this age is the

threshold below which a man would find it difficult to assume the

burden ofthe consequences ofsuch a move.

Now, let us take the next step and clarif, in what chronological

periods each of the three generations preceding Sargis the Great carried

out their activities. The following chronological markers will be

obtained:

. 1't generation: born in the 3'd-4th decades of the llth century, was

active around 1070-1 100.

. 2nd generation: born in the 6t1'-7th decades of the llth century, rvas

active around 1 100-1 130s.

. 3'd generation: born in the late l1th - first decade of the l2th

century, was active around 1 I 30-1 160s.

It becomes clear from the calculations that Sargis II the Great's

father, Zakare I known from scholarly literature or Vahram as mentioned

by Armenian historians, may have had no connection with the

Kyurikyans at all. He was active during a period when the Georgians

had long since taken control of Tashir-Dzoraget. Sargis the Great's

grandfather, Avag Sargis known from inscriptions or Zakaria mentioned

in Armenian medieval historiography, was probably the first to establish

a connection with the new rulers of the region, the Orbelian princes. His

activity was divided into two phases (around 1070-1113 or 1118 -

around 1130), during which only the first phase could he have served the

Kyurikyans. Therefore, the main connections between the Kyurikyans



iurd the Zakarids are attributable to the last thirty years of the l ltr,

ccntury, when the father of Sargis the Great's grandfather. the Sargis

rranred by Vardan Areveltsi or, as scholars for a long time mistakenly

called hirn, Khusrov, was on the scenelle.

After these initial calculations, it is necessary to clarify the extent

to rvliich the viewpoints of researchers on the time of the Zakarids'

anccstors' rnigration correspond to these chronological markers. In this

rcgard, the most specific and most vulnerable date is noted by S.

Ycrcrnyan, a follower of the "Artsruni" theory of theZakarids' origin. In

his opinion, the Zakarid ancestor Khusrov, after the victory of the

ll1'zantine army against the Seljuks in the canyon of the Great Zab River

irr 1048, crossed into Gugark with his fan-rily and recognized the

suzcrainty of the Lori kingr20. The scholar does not explain why the

Zakarids should have migrated at that specific time, or what connection

tlrcrc is between the battle of the Seljuks and Byzantines and the

Zakarids' migration, but it is clear even without that that the date he

irrdicated cannot be correct. The supposed Khusrov must have still been

a child or a youth aLthaI time, and therefore far from the political arena.

As. Shahnazaryanls places the Zakarids' migration to Armenia in

1044-1050, and their settlement in Tashir-Dzoraget in 1050-1063.

"' Sce A. L Shahnazaryan. On the issue ofthe Zakarid t'arnily tree. - "l.listorical-Philological Journal", 1985, N 3

1rp 20.:l-209. (in Annenian)
r' Suc S. Yerenyan, "Zakirrids" entry. - Annenian Soviet Ercyclopedia, vol. -3, Yerevan, I 977, p. 676. (in

. \rrrtcn ian )

I{clying on Vardan Areveltsi's phrase "to the kings of Dzoraget"llr. the

rcsearcher believes that the Zakarids' relocation took place cluring a

period when two kings sirnr-rltaneously reigned in Tashir-Dzoraget, and

that the brothers KyLrrike and Smbat definitely reigned in the region

rluring 1050-1063122. First, on the basis of these calculations, and then.

on their probability: As. Shahnazaryants demonstrates inconsistencr

when interpreting the aforementioned phrase of vardan Areveltsi by not

first relying on the other information from the historian himself. The

rcality is that Vardan Areveltsi testifies that Kyurike reigned alone.

Instead, the chronicler considers that Kyurike's sons, Abas and Gavit.

re igned togetheri23. Therefore, the interpretation of the word "kings" that

As. Shahnazaryants offers is dismissible from the outset. It is obvioLrs

that the chronicler used it vaguely; otherwise, he wor,rld not have

hcsitated to name the specific Kyurikyan ruler, all of rvhose names, br

the way, were well known to him. Even if we interpret the phrase in

cluestion literally, then, based on the author's orvn testimonies. we are

obligated to attribute it to the brothers Abas and Gavit, who ruled in

l'ashir-Dzoraget approximately frorn 1090-I 1 13.

Now, on the probability of As. Shahnazaryants' calculations. We

Irave already seen that he grants each zakarid generation a life of 40-45

1,cars and places their migration in the first half of the 11th century. But

il. following the researcher, we take the year of Sargis the Great's death

''r Sce Vardan Areveltsl, p. I 8 | .

''r Sce As. Shahnuar),ants, op. cit., pp. 73-74
L 'Scc Vardan Areveltsi, pp. l4l-142.



( I 187) as the starting point and calculate the duration of life for the four

gcnerations indicated (4x40-45:160-180), we get the years 1027-1007,

rvhich are quite distant from the 1044-1050 years belonging to the end of

the first half of the century. But the researcher has also not been

consistent in his later calculations. After arbitrarily setting the beginning

of the Zakarids'migration to 1044, he takes the year 1063 as the upper

lirnit for the dynasty's relocation. But 1063 is merely the year of the

stone inscription where the kingly pair prefered by the researcher,

Kyurike and Smbat, are mentioned togetherl2a. However, their joint

reigrr is by no means excluded from having continued later, A fact that

rvas well known to As. Shahnazaryants as well, The surprising thing is

that he even quotes one of the inscriptions from Haghpatadzor, where

K),urike and Smbat are mentioned together as late as 1089125. But that

did not prevent the researcher from abruptly stopping the joint reign of

KyLrril<e and Smbat at 1063 on the very next page, The reason,

undoubtedly, is that he feared straying too far from his arbitrarily pre-

rnarked chronological markers. Therefore, we can conclude that As,

Shahnazaryants' arguments and calculations are far from convincing.

Sh. Meskhia also dated the Zakarids' relocation to the 50s-60s of

the 11th century, but for him, other circumstances served as the basis.

The researcher gave decisive importance to one of the Haghpat

':r See K. Ghafadarym, The Monastery of Saualtin and its Inscriptions, p. 1 87
r5 See As. Shahnzaryants, op. cit., p. ?3.

inscriptionsr26, where, according to a widely accepted opinion in

scholarship, the zakarid ancestors Avag sargis and Khusrov are

mentioned. Dating the leadership of Bishop Hovhannes mentioned in
that inscription to the 50s-60s of the 11th century, the Georgian scholar

supposed that the zakarids' ancestors could not have relocated to Tashir-

Dzoragetl2T later than the 60s of that century. However, as A. I.
Shahnazaryan recently showed, the aforementioned Haghpat inscription

has no real connection with the zakarids and was carved in the l3rl'

centuryl28. Therefore, sh. Meskhia's conclusion, being based on

unreliable facts, cannot be considered acceptable either.

The clarification of the supposed time of the Zakarids' migration.

which acquires a fundamental significance when discussing tlre problem

of the dynasfy's subsequent complex ethno-cultural transformation. has

unfortunately escaped the attention of most researchers who believe in
the family's "Kurdish" origin and "Armenianization." Among them.

only v. Minorsky fleetingly suggested that the generation preceding

Sargis II the Great-Avag Sargis t and zakare l-"will not take us back

farther than the year ll00'12e. The remaining researchers were more

rr" See K. Girafadarym. Haghpar. p l6l
r1' See Sh. MeskJria. op. cir. pp. 23 I -232

'll*-1 I Shahnazaryan.op cit.,pp.20S-20g.ltischaracteristicthatdespiteconvincinglyclarifyingtlretruedare
ol'the Haghpat.inscription in.question, tlre author himselfalso supposes the'rrigration oftir. zat uriariancestors to
have occurred in the mid-1 lrl century (see ibid., p. 209).
r'r') See V. Minorsky, Shrdies in Caucasian History, London, 1953, p. 102.



cautious about indicating the precise timeframe of the Zakarids'

migration and presumed a more encompassing phase130.

Nevertheless, almost all researchers, even those who follow

different hypotheses of the Zakarids' origin, have agreed on one matter:

they, even the proponents of the "Bagratid" and "Artsruni" theories, are

convinced that the Zakarids' ancestors migrated to Dzoraget, having

previously had a foreign ethnic or religious origin, only to become

Annenian or to rediscover their true origin there. Thus, even modern-

day researchers have found it difficult to deviate from the path

predetermined by Movses Khorenatsi and have remained faithful to the

spirit of medieval historiography.

For example, while rejecting the theory of the Zakarids' "Kurdish

origin," S. Yeremyan fully followed the Khorenatsi-style forms, He was

even forced to assume a "Kurdicized branch" of the Artsrunis and only

then rnigrate that family to Tashir-Dzoragett3t. Or, K. Ter-Mkrtchyan

rnade efforts to prove that the Zakarids' ancestors were Bagratids, but

for some reason, they were necessarily from Southern Armenia and were

unconditionally moved from south to northr32. And finally, even the

basis of As. Shahnazaryants' research and his attribution of a

' In tlris rcgard, H. Manandyan's characterizatjon is notablc: "They (the Zakarids - H. M.) had rnigrated to
Dzoraget, probably in the I I 

d' centlrry ... here they had adopted Cluistianity according to the creed of the Ameniar
Church. They, by establishing kinship tht-ough marriages with Arnenians, had gradually becone Armenian" (see H
Nlarrandyan, Works, vol.3, Yerevat, 1911,p.132, emphasis is mine - H. M.). (in Arrnenian)
rir See S. Yeretryan, op. cit. The author was not conceined by the fact that the Artsrunis continued to retnain fully
Anneniar in the second hall of the i J 

tL century and in the subsequent canturies, withoLrt becorning Kurdish or
\luslint. As for the province ofKanuniq in Kolchayk, rvhere the scholar writes about a "Kurdicize!" bra1ch ofthe
Ansrurtis, the faclual foundatiors for such a decisively expressed viewpoint are cornpletely unknown to us.iir See K Ter-Mkrtchyan, op. cit.

"Chaldean" origin to the Zakarids was, again, the desire to necessarily

consider the dynasty as "migratory"t33.

When discussing the problem of the Zakarids' ethnic and social

origin, in addition to clarifying chronological issues, it is necessary to

address the historical-geographical environment in which the events

unfolded. Even if we unconditionally believe the accounts of Armenian

historians and genuinely consider the Zakarids' ancestors to have been

Kurds who migrated to Tashir-Dzoraget, we still cannot avoid clarifying

a number of questions, which will be discussed below.

As we have seen, the period of the Zakarids' relocation is

considered to be the approximately sixty-year period frorn the rnid-lltr'

century to.the beginning of the l2th century. How is it possible to

evaluate that phase in the context of the history of the Kyurikyan

Kingdom of Tashir-Dzoraget, and what was the direction of the ethno-

confessional and linguistic-cultural processes of the time?

It can be asserted without hesitation that those decades were the

years of the Kyurikyans' political decline. It is known that in the last

quarter of the 11th century, that kingdom was subjected to the increasing

pressure of the Seljuk-Turks, the Erestanians, and the Shaddadids of

Ganja. In 1 I 18, Erestan captured Lori, and in this part of Northern

Armenia, political dominance passed from the Armenians 1o the

Lrr See As. Shahnzruyarts, op. cit



Georgiansl3a. ln Tashir-Dzoraget, the necessary preconditions for a

change in ethnic affiliation, which is an exceptionally complex and long-

te rm process. did not exist, also in terms of a homogeneous ethnic and

cultural environment. In the Kyurikyan kingdom, especially after 1065,

when the capital was moved from Samshvilde to Lori, Georgians

constituted a significant number. The Georgian Church had a noticeable

influence in this area. It is enough to say that even during the period of

the Kyurikyans' greatest power, under David Anhoghin (989-1048), the

marzpan ofl the fortress of Gaz, Dimitre, "abandoned the faith of his

Armetrian forefathers and, making the Georgians his assisting buttress,

rvas washed in the water of their 'twice-dead' (double-dipping) ritual

and pLrt his son, Mamphugh of Tashir, in the monastery of Hiuneh"l3s.

Tlrus, a Georgian diocese rvas founded even in Tashir, and the positions

of the Georgian Church were continuously strengthened in the 11th-131h

centuries. This assertion is attested to by both narrative sources and the

Georgian inscriptions from those centuries that are known and

predominantly preserved in Northern Armenial36. Therefore, the ethnic

and confessional environment in Tashir-Dzoraget was not such that one

could place unconditional faith in Vardan Areveltsi's theory of the

Zakarids' ancestors' "Armen ian i zaIion."

Fr See llistory ofthe Annenian People, pp.47l-473. R. Matevosyan, op. cit., pp. 90-102. H. Mrgryan, Several

Qnestions on the I listor-\' of Norlhem Annenia and Georgia in the I 2ih Century, Yerevan, i 980, pp. 48-50. (in
Annenian)
r'5 Asoghik, p.257.
r"' See P. Mruadyan, op. cit., pp. l8-24, 63-64, I85-189.

The available data is also sufficient to cast doubt on the probability

of the Zakarids' religious conversion. It is known that the Seljuk

invasions that began in the 40s of the r rrh century brought about

significant shifts in the political, as well as the confessional and cultural

life of the Near East. cases of religious conversion and intermarriage

with immigrant rulers became frequent. Moreover, these phenomena had

a unilateral direction. In cases of religious conversion, it was christians

who were converting to Islam, while the basis of kinship ties was the

increasingly common custom of giving daughters to Muslirn rulersr3T. It
is no secret that both phenomena were conditioned by the political and

economic interests of the local feudal lords. In this regard, the facts

directly related to the Kyurikyans are eloquent. In 1064, one of the

Kyurikyan princesses married Sultan Alp Arslanl3s, and four years later,

Aghsartan, from the Kakhetian branch of the Kyurikyan dynasty,

renounced his ancestral faith. when the Seljuks once again invaded

Transcaucasia in 1068, Aghsartan, who was the grandson of David

Anhoghin on his paternal side, joined them to preserve his domains and

converted to Islamr3e. Therefore, the real facts show that it is difficult to

talk about the religious conversion and becoming Armenian orthodox of

r'7 As Mkhitar Gosh notes, Armenian princes "gave their daughters to foreigners in marriagc" in rhe e)ipectalion ()f
rccciving militryassistmce from them (see_Gh. Alishan, Hayapanrrn, voi.6, Venice, 190i, p. js7). (irl AnncilianyI.u_see Matteos urhayetsi, chronology, vagharshapat, tsot,i 'l+s. 

(in Annenian) Kartlis isk5oureba, vol. l, p.
107.
r'' sce Kartlis Tskhovreba, vol. l, p. 309. Sadr ad-Din al-Husayni, Akhbar ad-dawlat as-saljuqiyya, M., I 980, pp.
r'l -5 5.
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the Zakarids' ancestors precisely during a period when processes with

the opposite direction were taking place.

When speaking of ethno-confessional processes, one should not

overlook the specific characteristics of the participating ethnic groups.

So far, the discussion has been about the Armenian ethnic group, its

positions in Tashir-Dzoraget, and its interactions with neighboring

peoples. Now, let us discuss the presence and ethnic distinctiveness of

the Kurds in Armenia.

It is well-known that among the Kurdish dynasties, the Marwanids

had influential positions in Southern Armenia in the 1Oth-l1th centuries,

thc Ayyubids at the end of the l2th and beginning of the 13th centuries,

and in Northern Armenia in the lOth-l2th centuries, the Shaddadids. The

latter ruled in Dvin and in Ani, which was in the immediate vicinity of

the l(5,g1i[yans. As the place name "Kurdwachar"l40 preserved in

Georgian sources shorvs, it is possible that a Kurdish ethnic group also

lived in the Debed-Dzoraget valley, which belonged to the Kyurikyans.

A significant number of Kurds, no later than the lOth century, also lived

in various parts of Transcaucasia, particularly in Dvin, on the banks ol'

the Araks, in Arran. and in Derbendral. Thus, the Kurdish elementcould

not have been isolated in any part of Armenia, as it was present in

different parts of the country, including in Tashir-Dzoraget and its

approaches, In addition, it was sometimes more politically powerful ancl

r1" See Kartlis Tsklrovreba, vol.2, pp. 50-51.
r{r Sec The Elcyclopaedia oflslarn, Vol. V, Leiden, 1981, p.450

organized than the indigenous Armenian population. In the Arrnenian

environment, Kurds were regarded as devoted bearers of Islam, and thus

their "foreign" nature was further emphasized.

When comprehensively discussing the issue of the likelihood of

the Zakarids' ancestors becoming Armenian, it is necessary to pay due

attention to the distinctiveness of the Kurdish ethnic group. lt is well-

known what a huge role tribal organization, as well as a specific type of

economic management, has played in the life of Kurdish society over the

centuries. These ethnic peculiarities have served as an extremely

important ethno-preserving factor in a foreign environment. The

example of the Shaddadids, whose odyssey in Armenia can serve as a

perfect historical parallel, convincingly shows how influential the

traditions of not separating from one's tribe and engaging in military

affairs were, if we attempt to theoretically model the subsequent fate of

an inflr"rential Kurdish family.

The Shaddadids, as is said of theZakarids'ancestors, had migrated

to Armenia and entered the service of an Armenian ruler, According to

completely consistent and mutually complementary Arab and Annenian

tuocounts, Lashkari, one of the first Shaddadids, was in the army of an

Armenian prince of Dirzur (Vayots Dzor) frorn 955-965r42. Earlier,

rvhen his father's attempt to capture Dvin failed, Lashkari and his

hrothers had lived for some time with the Artsrunis of Vaspurakan.

rrr Sce V, Minorsky, op, cit., p. l2; A. Ter-Ghevondyan, The Anonyurous Source ofMunajjirn-Baslri on the
\lrrrtldadids of Dvin and Gmja, in "Banber Matenadarani," No. 6, Yerevan, I 961, p. 478, 1 in Arnrcrrian) cl. Vardan
Arcvcltsi, p. 134.
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l'lrus, Lashkari had spent many years in an Armenian environment, but it

is a fact that he had changed neither his religion nor his ethnic

affiliation. The eloquent testimonies of a contemporary Arab author help

to clarify the reasons for the un-fading of his ethnic self-awareness. The

point is that the Shaddadids had not severed their ties with their

tribesmen. According to the historian, Lashkari's father began to rule in

Dvin in 951 "with his family, clan, and a small group of followers." In

954, he "rejoined his farnily, sons, and clan" in Vaspurakan, and the

duration of Lashkari's "rule was24 years only over his tribe, and 8 years

over his tribe and the city of Ganja and all its provinces."r43 If we

consider that the aforementioned 24 years also include the years spent

with the Armenian prince, then it becomes clear that the group of

tribesmen constantly accompanied their leader, and the Shaddadids

{brrned an indissoluble unity with their own tribal group. Being an

organization of warriors, it was in opposition to the local settled farming

population. From the perspective of characterizing the situation, thcr

rvords with which. according to the Arab author, Lashkari's youngcr

brother addressed hirn when persuading him to leave the service of thc

Armenian prince are characteristic: "O my Amir brother, is it not tinrc

for you to give up serving the farming infidels and to spend morning antl

evening with pigs and to listen to the sound of bells instead of the call to

prayer?"l44 Thus. as can be seen from the example of the Shaddaditl'

''' Sce V. Minorsky, op. cit.. pp.8-16. A. Ter-Ghevondyan, op. cit., pp.476-480
r{ See V. Minorsky, op. cit., p. 14. A. Ter-Ghevondyan, op. cit., p.479.

who ruled in Dvin and Ani from the rnid-l0th to the end of the l2rh

century, a Kurdish family was fully capable of successfully resisting the

influence of the Armenian environment even for such a rong period.

Returning to the ancestors of the Zakarids, let us once again

address the expression "Babirakan k'el" and the attempts to perceive it

as a Kurdish clan name. when attempting to trace the Zakarids to a

specific Kurdish tribe, it would seem there should be no difficulty, as

Kurdish clan names are well-preserved, have long been cataroged, and

have been .studied in a sr"rfficiently exhaustive manner. 'l-herefore, the

identification of "Babirakan k'el" with a historicar or present-day

Kurdish tribe should have been easy. However, this problern has caused

difficulties even for an authority such as the distinguished Kurdologist

and orientalist, v. Minorsky. In support of the tradition of the zakarids,

Kurdish origin, the scholar cites the fact that the name "Bapiran" is

widespread among Kurds, and then adds that a "piran" clan exists within

the Mangur tribal confederationla5.

Are the facts pointed out sufficiently convincing? First, "Bapiran"

is not a clan name, but merely a personal name, and it is not identical to

"Babirakan." Furthermore, if v. Minorsky had not subtly transitioned

l'rom the name'oBapir" to "piran,,'then the,,piran,'parallel for

"Babirakan" could have seemed much more unconvincing. continuing

the examination of v. Minorsky's viewpoint, it is not difficult to notice

rr5 See V. Minorsky, op. cit., p. 102



one more inconsistency. While considering the Zakarids' ancestors to be

"Mesopotatnian Kurds," on the same page he considers the Piran clan to

bc thc source of "Babirakan k'el," which, as is known, is located in

Iraniau Kurdistanla6.

It is also difficult to agree with V. Minorsky on the translation o1'

the second component of the expression "Babirakan k'el." Expressing

the meaning of the Kurdish word "k'el" with the word "tribe" can lead

to a certain semantic confusion. However difficult it is to convey the

unique concepts characteristic of Kurdish society in other languages, thc

foilowing is nevertheless beyond doubt. Usually, a Kurdish tribe or

"ashira" is composed of a certain number of "t'iradz" or "t'ayfa" units'

and the latter, in turn, are divided into numerous "k'el" units. Each ol'

the latterconsists of 20-30 tents or households, which are united by both

economic and familial tieslaT. Thus, "k'el" is the smallest unit in thcr

structure of Kurdish society, and it is impossible to consider it a tribe.

It turrrs out that if we interpret "Babirakan k'el" as the name o1' lt

tribal subdivision, we face a highly improbable situation. Armeniatt

historians present the Zakarids' ancestors' lineage incorrectly and

confusedly; they do not clearly imagine the timeframe of their migratiorr

to Armenia, but they show a mysterious precision in pointing out the

nrost elementary economic-familial community of the dynasty's

ancestors. ls it possible to explain this clarity by the Zakarids'farnilr

rr,,See lincyclopaedia Iranica, Vol. ill, London and New York, 1989, p. 234; A. M. Menteshashvili, The Kurds. M

I 984, p. 82.
li7 Scc'1 he lincyclopaedia of lslarn, Vol. V, pp. 410471, A. M. Menteshashvili, op. cit , pp. 72-73.
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traditions? The answer to this question is clearly a negative one. If in the

60s of the 13th century, that is, only a century later, the Zakarid

generations were unable to correctly remember the names of their most

notable ancestor, Sargis the Great, his father, and grandfather, then how

were they to faultlessly indicate the name not of their distant ancestors'

tribe or "t'ira-t'ayfa," but simply of their "k'el?" The sole testirnony of

the word "k'el" in all of Armenian historiography seems to show clearly

enough that we are dealing with a manifestation of authorial originality.

Wishing to emphasize the Zakarids' Kurdish roots, Kirakos

Gandzaketsi, in all likelihood, consciously resorted to the word "k'e1."

In turn, even his classmate Vardan Areveltsi found it difficult to grasp

this concept, and he simply omitted the expression "Babirakan k'el." As

I'or Zakaria Sarkavag, who rewrote Kirakos Gandzaketsi's account, he,

based on the structure of the tradition and the logic of the plot,

runderstood the word o'k'el" in the sense of "land, region".

Concluding the examination, the following can be recorded: None

of' the four hypotheses regarding the origin of the Zakarids is a

contemporary, reliable, or impartial verification of the facts. The

political tendencies and ideological historiographical sources of these

theories are very evident. Researchers are left to draw conclusions based

on unquestionably accurate facts, freeing themselves from the influence

rrl' medieval traditions.



In the 12th century, when the Zakarid dynasty first began to play an

influential role in the political life of Armenia and Georgia, it had a

distinct Armenian character (personal names, monophysitism, family

ties, etc.). In addition, the family members were considered by their

contemporaries to be the continuators of Armenian statehood-princes

"of the Armenian lineage"las-as well as patrons of the Armenian

Church. According to the characterization of one contemporary, "af\er

the untimely passing to Christ of the great Zakaria, which brought

darkness upon the land of the Armenians, his well-fated. scion, the

prince, the remnant of the lineage... enlightened with faith the darkness

that had covered the churches of Armenia due to the loss of his

father"r4e. Despite Ivane's Chalcedonian affiliation, Mkhitar Gosh

appealed to both brothers as protectors of the Armenian Church150.

No less important are the testimonies that, in addition to the

Zakarids' Armenian religious identity, emphasize their ethnic

Armenianness. "Two princes of Armenian descent, brothers to each

other"-this is how the scribe of a manuscript written in Hromkla in

1204 describes Zakare II and lvane Ir51. When speaking of the glorious

brothers, the author of a chronicle attached to the Armenian translation

rrr See Corpus of Armenian Lapidary Inrcriptions, I, p. 14.
rr') Colophons of Annenian Manu*ripts, l3h Century, p. 178.
r'" See Ararat, I 900, p. 497.
lrl Sec Colophons ofAnnenian Manuscripts, l3rh Century, p. 39
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of Michael the Syrian's work also draws attention to the salne

circumstance: "who r,vere Armenians by lineage"l52.

We consider the testimonies of the prominent historian Stepanos

orbelian to be even more impoftant. He writes the following about the

Zakarids of the late l2th century: "But after the passing of King George.

Tamar exalted the sons of Sargis, son of the prince Zakare, who were

Armenian by lineage and of Orthodox faith-Zakare and Ivane-and

elevated them to honor"ls3. As can be seen, with this highlighted

expression, the medieval author clearly delineates ethnic and religious

affiliation and emphasizes the Zakarids' complete Armenianness in both

respects. Thus, the ethnocultural profile of the first known generations of
the Zakaids, as well as the direct statements of their irnmediate

contemporaries, provide no basis for doubting the dynasty's Armenian

origin and affiliation.

Based on the facts available at this stage of the study, the followin_e

probable conclusion can be made about the Zakarids' social origin. It is

clear from the dynasty's chronology that before the rebellion led by the

Orbelis in 1176-1177, which was the turning point for the Zakarids'

spectacular rise, the lineage of Sargis II the Great belonged to the upper

stratum of the middle feudal class. Moreover, while Sargis the Great was

r52 See Michael the Syrian, Chronology, Jerusalenr, I 870, p. 526.
r5r See Stepanos Orbelian, History ofthe House ofsisakan, Moscow, I 86 l, p. 287. Thc structure ofthe sentence is
such that it is difficult to say to which olthe three mentioned generations ofthe Zakarids the highlighted worcls
refer. The most probable thing is that with that characterization, tbe historian retums to the beginning ofthe sentence
and speaks again about the sons of Sargis IL On the other hand, it is difficult to assume that an arthor who was so
sensitive about confessional ntatters could have forgotten Ivane I's religious conyersjon. Therefore, lve believe thar
lhe characterization applies equally to all three generations ofthe dynasty.
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a notable figure in Northern Armenia and Georgia as early as the I l60s

and could be "considered a prince"l54, tho descendants of his brother

Vahram continued to be recognized as "common vassals" even in the

early 1190s155. The first statements about the dynasfy's ancient and

glorious origin could have only appeared in the last decade of the l2tl'

centlrry and the beginning of the 13th century, when the sons of Sargis

the Great had acquired high positions at the Georgian court' It was

during this period that the desire to bypass the dynasty's past must have

begun, which is reflected, for example, in the work of the second

clrronicler of Queen Tamar. Speaking abor.rt the rise of Zakate II and

Ivane I, he writes, "Faithful to the kings by lineage, which is why they

u'ere greatly loved by Tamar's very grandfathers and fathers"ls6. That is

lre ernphasizes the Zakarids' direct ties with the Georgian kings. The

biased nature of the chronicler's assefiion is obviouts. How is it possible

to speak of the dynastic loyalty of participants in a major rebellion

directed against George III, Tamar's father? Or, how could Sargis II, the

"brother and beloved of the Orbelis"157, have bypassed his all-powerful

"patron" and, by violating the feudal hierarchy, established ties with the

King of Georgia? The family's positions must have been more modest at

the beginning of the 12th century, when the Zakarids ruled the provincial

i" See Vardan Areveltsi, p. 166. Stepanos Orbelian also calls Zakare I a "prince" (see Stepanos Orbelian, History, p

187), but it is diflicult to assert that this characterization is accttrate.
Lij Sce Kartlis Tskhovreba, vol. 2, p. 51.
ri" See rbid., p. 123.

''- See ibid., p. 19.

fortress of Khojornil58. Consequently, by social origin, the Zakarids

were simple Armenian nobles, vassals first to the Kyurikyans and then

to the Orbelis.

Historical-Philological Journal, issue I-2, 1994, pages' 156-175,
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THE "TIEZERAKAL'' TITLE OF THE BAGRATID KINGS

In Armenian historiography, the issue of the Bagratid kings' titles

has rarely been the subject of special examination. In particular, the

history of the "tiezerakal" (cosmic ruler or ruler of the universe)

conrponent, which is part of the Armenian Bagratid's set of titles, has

received almost no attention. The time of its appearanoe, the

circumstances of its adoption, its propagandistic goals, and its fate have

not been clarified.

In Armenian studies, it has been tacitly assumed that "Tiezerakal"

should refer to Smbat II (977 -990)1se, although researchers have

simultaneously been somewhat bewildered by the discrepancy between

this venerable title and the actual influence and military-political

achievements of the mentioned Bagratid kingr60. Leo, for example,

u'rites the fbllowing in this regard: "Smbat is the only one among the

Armenian kings who bears the loud title of Tiezerakal, which should

nrcan 'conqueror of great worlds.' This, in itself, is a misconception that

has arisen from not looking at historical sources and events with a

sufficiently deep critical eye. Smbat has a very modest name in history,

''' Il. Acharyan, Dictionary of Arnenian Personal Names, vol. D, Yerevan, I 948, p. 548. B. Arakelyan, The
llagratrd Kiugdorn at the End of the 10'1' and Beginring of the I I 'l' Centuries, "Htstory 0f the Armenian People," vol
I I l. Ycrevan, I 97 6, p. 131. "Annenian Soviet Encyclopedia," vol. I 0, Yerevan, I 984, p. 452. ( In Annenian)
""'Sce, for example, H. Harutlrnyan, Annenia in tlte l0'h-l l1r Centuries, Y., 1959, p. 106. ( In Armenian)

where he can boast of building the walls of Ani. And to call sr,rch a

peaceful builder a conqueror is even to mock 1.r1*.,161

Incidentally, the famous historian was well aware of the

testimonies of chroniclers who recorded the "tiezerakal" title and came

very close to clarifying the issue. However, the whole point is that, like

other researchers, Leo, while accusing "historical sources and events" of
not being "sufficiently critically examined," was captivated b1.

unnecessary trivial details. In his opinion, the "tiezerakal" title "was a

common compliment presented to the king in the everyday sense of
'master of the *o116.r,162 In reality, this title had gained international

recognition and was present in the set of titles of the Arrnenian Bagratids

also in later times, even during the reign of Hovhannes-Smbat.

It is interesting to note with surprise that Armenian historiographl

addressed the question of which kings bore the "tiezerakal" title quite

late. Aram Ter-Ghevondyan was the first to pay special attention to the

fact that among the Bagratid rulers, the first to bear the "tiezerakal" title

was Smbat I163. Later, in a special article, the scholar further

substantiated this observation and expanded the range of sources that

161 Leo, Historv of the Arrnenians, vol. 2, book I , Collected Works, vol. seconci, yerevan, i 967, p 600. ( In
Anrenian)
"'lbrd nofe

16r A. Ter-Ghevondyan, The Arabic Inscription ofHaghpat and the Titles ofthe Bagratid Kings, "Heralcl ofthe N,\S
RA" (Soc. Sci.), 1979, N I, p. 75. (atrnenian) Earlier, M. Onnanian and Leo mentioned the fact that Samuel of Ani
calls Smbat I a "tiezerakal," bttt the first researcher considered tlre "tiezerakal" characterization a nickname (see N,l.
Orlnanian, Azgapatum, vol. A, St. Etchmiadzin, 200 l, coiumn 1 I 70), while the second jnterpreted this fact as a
manifestation offlattery (see tlre previous footnote). A. Hovhannisyan also perceived the fhcts in the same war',
considering the "tiezerakal" title a "designation" initially assigred to Smbat I and generally an,,epithet" used ro
honor the Annenian Bagratids (see A. Hovhannisyan, Essays on the History ofArmenian Liberation Thouglrt. book
A, Yerevan, 1957,p.126, note 2). ( in Annenian)



consider this Bagratid monarch specifically as a "tiezerakal."l64 On a

cornpletely different occasion, while discussing the issue of the

Bagratid-Zakarid kinship, the author of these lines brought new evidence

tiom sources to confirm the fact that Smbat I was the first to appear with

the "tiezerakal" title I65.

However, the recording of the facts cannot be considered final.

There is a need for new observations to clarif,z the military and political

basis and the timing of Smbat I's adoption of a new title for the

Bagratids. Additionally, to the extent possible, it is necessary to address

the ideological means of legitimizing and sacralizing the Bagratid kings'

power, the sharp shifts in the history of Armenian statehood and political

thought since the Arsacid era, and the efforts made by the Armenian

court and church to respond to the new challenges ofthe period.

The issue of raising the authority of the royal power, it seems,

became relevant from the moment of Ashot I's coronation. Malachia

Orrnanian rightfLrlly drew attention to the fact that after Ashot I received

the syrnbols of royal power from the Caliph and was "clothed" with

them, "The Armenians were not satisfied with only the political

ceremony of investiture; they added an ecclesiastical ceremony, and

''n A. Ter-Ghevondyan, The State System ofthe Bagratid Klngdoln, "HjstoDr offhe Arnrenian people,', vol. ITI, p.
)69. ( ir Arrnenian)

"'i H. Margaryan, The Origin ofthe Zakarids, "Historical-Philological Jounral," I 994, N I -2, pp. I 59-160. ( in
,\nnenian)

with the catholicosal blessing, they renewed the restoration of' the
Armenian kingdom."l66

Indeed, the Arabic ritual of crowning a rurer was so crearrr

different from Armenian traditions and perceptions that certain steps had

to be taken to make it acceptabre to the rocar environment. It is

completely logical that this problem should have first faced the
Armenian church167. Let us not forget that the Arsacid kings had

unconditionally accepted christianity at the tirne, based also on the
consideration that the new religion "declared the king's power sacred.

given by God's grace, and the kings as God's anointed."r68 Moreover.
according to ancient tradition, the rights of the crown-bestowing knight
belonged to the Bagratids themselves. Therefore, under the ne\\
conditions, the old coronation ceremony, with the prominent
participation of the Bagratids, could not have been preserved.

However, the tradition of sanctifuing the king's power through a

ceremony of anointment, decraring it sacred and divinery protected, was
not immediately accepted in the Armenian reality. Malachia ormanian's
convincing observations show that the custom of anointing the king in
Bagratid Armenia was in use starting from the time of Ashot IIIr6e. For
comparison, let us note that even in the most powerful christian state in

166 M. Onnanian, ibid., column I 155.
167 L. 'lones, The Visual Expression^ofBagratid Kingship: Ceremonial and political Culture, Revue des EtudesAnnen iennes, t. 28, Paris, 200 1 -2002, p. :+ t _:SS. -
168 s Yerentyan, Tlre official Recogniiion ofchristianity in Annenia During the Reign ofrrdat III,,.Histor1 oftheArmenian People," vol. II, yerevan, 1984, p. 12, cf. R. Manaseryan, Ameni frorn AiLauara io iraot irr" c*ot.Y_erevan, I 997, pp. I 85- I 89. ( in Armenian)
r6e M. Onnanian, ibid., colurnns 1293-)294.
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the East, the Byzantine Empire, which had deep-rooted traditions of

state Iife, the ceremony of consecrating the emperor's power through

anointment was accepted quite late.

Tlie custom of holding a coronation ceremony with the

participation of the Patriarch of Constantinople was adopted in

Byzantium from the beginning of the 7t1'century, during the time of the

crnperors Phocas (602-610) and Heraclius I (610-641). Moreover, the

perfbrmance of the coronation ceremony had a significant role in the

recognition and establishment of the rights of Heraclius I's heirs,

contributing to the founding of the Heraclian dynastyrT0. High-ranking

clergy participated in the coronation ceremony both in ByzantiumlTl and

in Western European countries, particularly in France and Spainr72,

It can be assumed that involving the Catholicos of Armenia in the

coronation of the Bagratid kings served a similar purpose. From the

surviving description of the Bagratid coronation ceremony, it appears

that the Armenian Catholicos robed the king in a purple garment,

anointed him with myrrh, and finally crowned himl73. Mkhitar Gosh

' L'ulture ofByzantium. Second halfofthe ?rlll2Ll oenturies, M., 1989, p. 62. Theophanes the Confessor,
I rrlslation fron the original lext, foreword and notes by Hrach Bartrkyan. Foreign Soulces on Annenia and
,\rrttcrt iarrs, I 3, Byzantine Sources, D, Yerevan, I 983, pp. I 4, I 6,227 , note I 09. ( rn Annenial)
'-r C. Ostrogorsky. Evolution ofthe Byzantine CoronatioD Rrte., Coll : Byzantiutn, Southen] Slavs, Ancient Rus'
arrd Western Europe, M., 1973, pp. 35-40. ( in Russian)
' i.1. M. 1'hieny, The Kilgdorn of the Bagratids oithe 1Otl'Century: between Byziltiuln and the Caiiphate (884-
I 0l,i), In: Ali, capital o1'Arrnenia ir the year 1001, Paris,200l, pp. 82-83. K. Manaseriau. The esfablishrnenr ofa
rolal sovereigntv il Bagratid Annenia: The king and God, ibid., pp. 125-129. ( in Annenian)
r-' Gh. AIishan, Mernentos ofthe Alnenian Honeland, vol. A, Venice, 1869, pp. 439-442. ( in Armenian)
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asserts that "a king should not be crowned without the command of thc

Patriarch."tT4

The consideration of transferring royal power withor-rt upheaval

must also have compelled the Bagratids to take appropriate steps. The

recognition of Ashot I's royal rights did not at all mean that after his

death, the throne would pass to his erder son, the future Smbat I, without
any turmoil. However ancient the traditions of inheriting tlre crown br.

the eldest son may have been in Armenia, the events that followed Ashot
I's death showed that the rights of the elder son could be challenged

even by powerfuland influential members of the Bagratid family.

Therefore, the vigorous efforts of Hovrrannes Draskhanakerftsi to

substantiate the principle of Arsacid-Bagratid legal succession are

understandable. This idea even became a central tenet of his historical

conceptlT5. Three centuries later, Mkhitar Anetsi also consistently came

forward with the ideological justification of the Bagratids' rightsrT6.

As is well known, Smbat I was only able to establish himself on

his father's throne after overcoming significant difficulties through a

two-year military conflict. However, for the justification of the rights of
the new king and his son Ashot II, a convincing basis already existed in

the lbrm of their titles "son of the king" and "king-born ofl-spring." it

174 Mkhitar Gosh, The Book of.r*dgernents, edited by Klr. Torosyan, yerevan, 1975, p. 29. ( in Annenian)r7J M. Darbinyar-Melikyan' The HLtorical Conceptiln of Houlrirnes Draskhanakertisj, ,,Historical-phiiological
Journal," I 983, N 3, pp. I I 9- I 25. ( in Armenian)
176 Mkhitar Anetsi, Book of worldly Events, ediied by H. Margaryan, yerevan, r983, pp. gg-89. ( in Armenian)
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\\'as precisely this point that his contemporary and close associate,

Hovhannes Draskhanakertts i, emph asizedl77 .

Yet, the Armenian court considered it necessary to emphasize

Smbat I's high status, starting from the time of Ashot II, by introducing

the new "tiezerakal" title for the Bagratids into a Christian context.

According to Malachia Ormanian, Smbat I began to be called

"tiezerakal" from the moment he subjugated the capital Dvin and

established his rule over the territories to the northr78.

This view is based on the testimonies of Hovhannes

Draskhanakerttsi regarding the expansion of the borders of the Armenian

kingdom during Smbat I's reign. According to him, "...he brought all his

dorninion from the west of the north up to the cify of Karin, and beyond

Kars to the shore of the great sea, and up to the borders of the Iberians

and to the foot of the great Caucasus mountain, taking Gudars and

Tsanars up to the gate of Aghuank, and also the fortress of the gate-

keeper there. And from there to the south, along the Kura river, up to the

city of Tifthis. And the province of Utik up to the city of Hunarakert

and up to Tajk and Shamkhor."lTe

However, the chronicler did not address the issue of the southern

borders of Bagratid Armenia here, while Smbat I's main actions in this

direction were carried out later. Furlhermore. it is clear that the first half

'-- Hoyhannes Draskhailakerttsi, llistory olArmenia, Yerevar, I996, pp. 12t6,286. V. Harutyirnova-Fidanyalt,
Btzitrtiunt ard Arrrenia iD the iO'rLl2'r'centrLries: a zone ofcortaot., Coll.: Byzanttutn between West and East. Alt
Alternpt at a Ilistorical Clraracterizaliol, Saint Petersburg,2001, pp.392-393. ( in Artnenian)
r-" \4. ornalian, ibid., colurnn I I 70,
r-' Hor4rannes Draskhanakerttsi, p. 164. ( ln Annenian)

of the 990s was less favorable for Smbat I in terms of fbreign policy as

well. The control of the Arab Caliphate was not fully eliminated; he had

only recently granted the right to collect taxes from Armenia to the ernir

of Atropatene, Afshin, and this circumstance constantly created an

interference and threat to Smbat I's internal affairs.

It is also difficult to assume that Smbat I could have taken tlre step

of being called "tiezerakal" in the second half of the 990s, when the

Armenian king suffered one internal and external failure after another.

For example, in 896, he was defeated by the troops of Ahmad Shaybani,

which at the same time revealed the complete bankruptcy 01-Smbat I's

policy in Vaspurakan. Surbat I's next venture, proclaiming Prince

Atrnerseh "king of the land of the Georgians and thc second in his

weakness,"l80 aimed at strengthening his positions in Arrnenia and

Georgia, became a prelude to new foreign policy trials. The actual powcr

of Atrnerseh extended to Tayk and Klarjetil8r, and other parts of Georgia

were by no means included within the borders of his kingdom, let alone

the entire countryl82.

A study of the chronology of Smbat I's activities shows that thc

most favorable period for his undertakings was betrveen the years 902

and 908, when he achieved remarkable internal and external successes.

rr" lbid., p. 188.
l8l"Essays on the'IIistory ofGeorgia," vol. II, Tbiljsi, 197i, pp.445-.174 (in Ceorgiat).
182 In Arnrenian sludies, the issue of locating Atnterseh's donrains is usual 11' b; passcd (sce, for errnrple, l\{.

Ormanian, ibid., coluurns I 189-1190, Leo, ibid., p. 524, S. Pogltosl'an, llistor)'oflhe Arrltenian I'eoplc, vol. 2,

Yerevan, l965, pp.22-23). B. Arakelyan gxpresses himselfrnore speci.ficalll'. Fron his account, it Qan bc ootlcluded

that Atrnerseh was appointed king irr Eastern Georgia (see B. Arirliely'an, Tlte drive to unify the cour)try altl thc liglrt
against foreign invasion, "llistory ofthe Arrnenian People," vol. III, p.33).1 in Anncnian)



llc'coLrld genr"rinely lay claim to creating a regional power and being

proclaimed "tiezerakal" by medieval standards.

First, during those years, the Caliph al-Muktafi was in power in

Baghdad, and he was keen to prevent the further strengthening of YusLrl,

tvho had succeeded Afshin. Therefore, he sought to create a

counterbalance against the Sajid emir, in the person of Smbat I. On thc

other hand, Yusuf had not yet gained the former power of his brothcr

and, at the same time, was forced to refrain from overt actions against

Smbat l. ln this regard, the events of the year 902 are significant, when

Smbat I, with the decisive support of the Artsrunis, re-establishecl

corrtrol over the Kaysik emirate.

Thus, the Armenian king simultaneously acted as a unifier and

coordinator of all Armenian forces, which was extremely important for

demonstrating the growing power and authority of the central

govemment. He also asserted his rights as a supreme suzerain ovcr

lbreign rulers.

It is a characteristic fact that Yusuf made no attempt to thwart thc

irnplementation of Smbat I's planned actions. The same can be saitl

aboLrt the events concerning the fate of Nakhijevan, when the emir ol

Atropatene could not profit from the disagreements between thc

Artsrunis and Syunis, which had not yet turned into an opbn conflicl.

The handover of Nakhijevan to Ashot Artsruni only took place after l
dernonstration of the superior power of the Bagratids and Artsrunis ovcr

Smbat Syuni. Finally, the premature death of Ashot Artsruni around 904

and the handing over of Nakhijevan to the Syunis once again proved that

Smbat I was not meeting resistance when carrying out his undertakings

within the country.

Yet, it is not difficult to see that Smbat I's main actions werc still

unfolding within the boundaries of Armenia. Smbat I undertook decisive

steps to extend the influence of the Armenian Bagratids to Central

Georgia, strengthen his rights over the southem foothills of the Greater

Caucasus mountain range, and thereby be proclaimed "tiezerakal,"

approximately in the year 904183, by resuming the struggle for Kartli, the

heart of Georgia,thaL Ashot I had initiated.

Smbat I's successes in this arena have been recorded by both

Armenian authorslsa and the Georgian chronicler who wrote the "Lifc of

Kartli." It is noteworthy that precisely in connection with these events,

the Georgian author calls Smbat I "tiezerakal" without any reservations,

thus recording the Armenian king's title that had earned internationai

recognitionls5.

As is known, with the support of "Atrnerseh, King of the

Georgians," Smbat I was able to def-eat his opponent, "Konstantin, King

of the Egerians," and consolidate his position in Kartlil86. However, afier

taking Konstantin captive, Smbat I "held him in honorable custody for

lsr "Essays on lhe'HistoryofGeorgia,r'vol. II, Tbitisi, 1973, pp.518-519.
lra Hovhannes Draskhanakerftsi, pp.202-204, Anonyrnous Chronicler, pp. l8?-19.1. ( ln Arnreniarr)
185 Kartli Tskhovleba, vol. I, Tbilisi, 1955, p.262 (in Ceorgial), c[ H. Sargsyar, i bid., pp. I 59 - I 60, notc 2 L
lEr' Kartli Tskhovreba, vol. t, p.262. Cl. The old Annenian translation of"Kartli Tskhovrcba" or the llislory oi
Georgia, published by Iiya Abuladze, Tbilisi, I 953, p. I | 5. ( in Annenian )



onl)' four months." After receiving reliable information that thc

"ligerians" "are preparing to appoint another tyrant, more powerful than

Konstantin, as their king," the Armenian king hurried to releasc

KonstantinlsT.

Evidcncc of Srnbat I's successes are his fresco preserved in thc

Ateni Sioni Church and the Armenian inscriptions written around 904 or

slrortly after. One of them was discovered relatively late in 1986 and was

not included in the studies summarizing the Armenian inscriptions ol'

Ateni Sioni. The author of the inscription, Hrahat, testifies that he carnc

Lo Ateni lor a visit "to the holy churches, and to Lord Smbat

Bagratid,"r88 Thus, it can be recorded that Smbat I's political influencc

in Karlli was not lirnited to the few months when he had not yet handed

ovcr that rcgion to the "King of the Egerians."

Atnong the Armenian chroniclers who mention Smbat I, Samuel ol'

Ani refers to hinr as "tiezerakal" twice18e. The fact that Smbat I was

honored rvith the "tiezerakal" title was also recorded by the anonymous

chronicler, Shapur Bagratid, who was particularly sympathetic to the

Bagratids.

According to his account, Smbat I, being "a father who worked

and fbught and was generous," "ruled over all the land of thc

rs? llovlrannes Draskhnnakerttsi, pp. 202-204, Kartli Tskhovreba, vol l, p 262
r88 Z. Alexidze, Le graffiti rdccmrnent d6couverl dans l'dglise Sioni d'Ateni. Revue des Etudes Armdniennes, t.

XXlll, Paris, 1992, pp. 309-313.
ri', Sarnuel ofAni, Cornpilations from Historical Writings, with a foreword, comparison, additions, and notes by L

Ter-Miclrclian, vagharshapar, I 893, p. 96. nole l, p. 98. Among the Bagratid kings natned Srnbat, Mkhitu
Ayrivanetsi also recognizes the first one as 'tiezerakal" (see Mkhitar Ayrivanetsi, History ofArmenia, 1860, p 56)

(in Armenian)

Armenians, and with a strong hand he brought under his sway Armenia

and Tayk, Georgia and Aghvank, and the plain of Ceorgia, and Parissos,

and Azornis, and Arevis, and the city and province of Partav. And he

took and ruled over Paytakaran, which is in Tiflis, Vagharshapat, and

Dvin, and Vayots Dzor, and Nakhijevan. And he captured the fortresses

of Yerrnchakay and Aghaskert, and Vagharshavan, which is in Baskan,

Apahunik, Hark, and Taron. And he built the fortress of Khlatay, and he

built the fortress and captured allthe land of Arrberan... And he became

proud and named himself Smbat "tiezerakal"."le0

It is also interesting that the chronicler explains the adoption of the

new title for the Bagratids with the fact that Smbat I also disposed of the

fate of several regions of Southem Armenia. His words refer to the cities

of Arches, Berkri, and the province of Tsaghkotnlel. Thus, Srnbat I had

indeed significantly strengthened the position of the central government

within the borders of Armenia and was taking steps airned at making his

dominion the political center of the South Caucasus.

Particular attention should be paid to the fact that the propaganda

efforts of the Armenian king and the cout1, which would fuliy reflect the

specific period of the adoption of the "tiezerakal" title, its spread, and ils

entrenchment in Armenia and the international arena, have fbund only a

r'0 The History of the Anonymous Chronicier: Shapur Bagratid, Yerevar, l 9T l , pp. l 60- l 6 l . Thc chrouiclcr's
testimonies, of course, require a detailed sfudy and cannot be accepted uncondilionalll . Al the sarne tinrc, tltcrc is rto

doubt that it woLild be equally wolg to abruptly rejecf the authenticity oflhese accounls. The rvork ol clarilyirrg thc

veracity ofthe Anonynrous Chlonioler's data and dating Smbat I's tenitorial acquisitions could beconte the subject
of a separate article. lncrdeutally, Minas Hamtetsi (Harndatsi), a late'period author, also characterizes Snrbat I tvith
similar tones (see Minas Hantetsi, Genealogy olthe Armenians, Vagharshapat, 1870, pp. 30-3 I ). (in Arrncnian)
r"l The History ofthe Anonyrnous Chrorricler, p. l6l.



distarrt echo in historiographical works. The official messages sent by

and received by the Annenian king have not been preserved, which

could have provided a more complete and accurate understanding of the

second Bagratid monarch's new title. For now, apart from the mentions

in narrative works, only two primary sources are known that have

preserved fleeting evidence of Smbat I's "tiezerakal" titlete2.

Smbat I's subsequent fate and the harsh conditions of Armenia in

the years following his death should, it seems. have consigned the

"tiezerakal" title to oblivion. It appears that for a time, this was indeed

the case, especially since Ashot Yerkat had adopted the honorary title of

"shahanshah," which was fully consistent with the situation and realities

that had emerged in the country. The subsequent spread of the

"shahanshah" title among other branches of the Bagratids, and even

rnore so it is becoming a traditionalre3 title among the Bagratids of Ani,

also had its justification: Armenia had become a land of small kingdoms.

The revival of the "tiezerakal" title during the reign of Smbat II

.should probably be explained by the Bagratids' persistent efforts to

emphasize their role. An analysis of the testimonies of the authors who

mention Smbat I and Smbat II with the "tiezerakal" title leads to the

conviction that the first chroniclers to call Smbat II "Tiezerakal," namely

r"2 A. Ilovhannisyan (see A. I{ovhannislan, ibid., p. 126, note 2) had at the time drawn attention to the fact that
Srnbat I is tnentioned as "tiezerakal" in the Kotuk ofSanahin (see K. Ghafadatyan, The Monastery ofSanahin and
ils lnscriptions, Yerevan, 1957, p. 190), and A. Ter-Ghevondyan (see A. Ter-Ghevondyan, ibid., p. 75) pointed to a

colophon (see G. llovsepyan, Colophons ofManusoipts, vol. A, Antilias, 1951, p. 172). (in Annenian)
r"' A. Tcr-Ghevondyan, ibid., pp. 76-78.

Matthew of Edessalea and Vardan Areveltsile5, did not make a Inislake

or confuse the honorifics of the kings with the same narne, but ratlter

recorded an undeniable fact.

In addition to being "shahanshah," Smbat II was indeed also a

"tiezerakal,)' which should be considered quite a normal occlrrrence.

Finally, Gagik Ire6 and even Hovhannes-SmbatreT also appear with these

two traditional titles for the Bagratids, which should make his actual

military-political achievements all the more questionable. The facts

show that the "tiezerakal" title also gained widespread use. From the 965

colophonre8 of the priest Pangagheon, it is evident that for a tirne, the

rulers of the Artsruni kingdom of Vaspurakan also bore the "tiezerakal"

titleree.Thus, the "tiezerakal" title appeared in the list of Bagratid titles

probably in the beginning of the second decade of the reign of the

second monarch of that dynasty, and it maintained its honoraty place for'

more than a century. This title was considered so cotnlnon for the

Bagratids that in the beginning of the l31h century, the Zakarids, rvho lor

a time declared themselves the successors of the Bagratids, also included

it in their set of titles, "Issues of Armenian History': Collection ol'

Scientiflc Afticles", 2005,6, pages 98-l 10.

rea Mallhew olEdessa, Chronicle, Yerevan, 1991, p. 162. (in Armenian)
1'5 VaLdan Areveltsi, Universal History, Moscow, lE6l, p. I 16. (iu Artnenian)
l'6 S. Sadurnyan, The Nervly Discovered Inscription of King Gagik I. "Herald ol the NAS RA" (Soc. Sci. ), I 9It9. N
9, pp. 9l -92. (in Annenran)
re7 Corpus ofArrnenian Laprdary lnscriptions, l'asc. I, cornpiled by H. Orbeli, Yerevan, 1966, p.48. (in Alrnerriart)
r'8 Colophons ofAnnenian Manuscripts. 5rlll2d'centuries, edited by A. Malevoslan. Yerevan, l9li8, pp 5?-5ti. (il
Annerriarl
lee A. Flovhannisyan, ibid., p. I 32. V. Vardanyan, The Ansruni Kingdom ol Vaspurakan, Ycrevalt, I 969, pp. I 76 -

177. (in Annenian)
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