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Oleh Vus

Hawecmeue Iynnos na socmounviil Vinnupux e 441-442 ze. H.s

B mepsoit monosune V B. H. 5. B CeBepHoM IlogyHaBbe pe3KO OCIOXKHMIACH BOEHHO-
HOMUTHNYeCKas 06CTaHOBKA. ITO OBIIO CBA3aHO C IPUXOIOM IIeHTPaIbHO-a3MaTCKOTO TIJIEMEHHOTO
obbenyHeHNsA I'yHHOB. [yHHBI mosBmiuch Ha JyHae okono 400 r. ITocTenmeHHO OHM 3aHAIN
teppuroputo [TanHHOHNM, BeITeCHUB B 406 T. I/IeMeHa BaH/Ia/I0B, OypryH/IOB 1 ajaH 3a PeiiH.

B 422 r. rynnbl Hantan Ha @paxuto. BocTouno-pumcknit ummneparop Peogocuii 11 (408-450)
COTTIACWJICA BBIIIAYMBATD MM JIaHb B pa3Mepe 350 ¢pyHTOB 30/10Ta B Tofi. B 433 1. BO>KIb ryHHOB Pya
(?-434) yrpoxan ViMnepun pasopsBath MUpPHbIE COITIALICHMS 13-3a epeOeKINKOB, YKPBIBIIIXCS
Ha ee TeppuTopun. BoOilCKO KOYEBHUKOB IEpENpaBUIoCh Yepes [IyHail ¥ IpUHAIOCh Pa3opATh
®pako. [TpuMmevaTenbHO, YTO IIaBHOM Lie/blo Pya ObUT He pAZOBOI Ipabex, a 3aXBaT CTOJIVLIBI
BocTounoit nmnepun — KoncTaHTHHONONA.

HoBbiit Boxip ryHHOB ATTina (434-453) 3actaBun nmneparopa @eopocus 11 Bblmiadmsarhb
TaHb B JIBOVHOM pasMepe M HAJIOKWI JPyrue TAXKENble yCrnoBuA Mupa. B mpasmenme ATTuIbI
oObeliHeHe TYHHOB C LIeHTpOM B [IaHHOHUM KOHTPOMMPOBANIO OTPOMHBIE TEPPUTOPUM OT
Bonrn u Cesepnoro Kaskasa o Peitna. Kpome ryHHOB, ATTH/IE IOJYMHANNUCD I/IEMEHA MAaCKyTOB,
aKalMPOB, a/IaH, CJIaBSH, OCTTOTOB, I'€NIUJIOB U JIP.

Mup mexpy Bocrodnoii nMmmepuein u mjaeMeHHbIM o0'benHEHNEM T'YHHOB OBLT HapyllIeH B
441 r., xorza Bojicka ATTIbl 1 ero Opara brenbr (434-444) ¢dopcuposanu [lynait B Boctounom
Vnnupuxe, Bo3ne coBpeM. benrpama. ITo coobuenuto Ilpucka ITanuiickoro (V B.), moBopom
JUIsL BOVIHBI CT/IO IOXMIEHNE eMICKOIIOM ropofia Mapr COKpOBUL I'yHHOB, SIKOOBI U3 LIapCKUX
rpo6Hu1L. B pesynbrarte ObU1 paszopeH ropos Mapr, B3ATHI IITYpMOM U pasrpabnensl Singidunum,
Sirmium n Viminacium. Bce nacenenue Cunrnpynyma 6su10 npogano B paberso. ITocre aroro
TYHHBI TIOUIIM HAa BOCTOK Bfionb JlyHasa Kk ropopy Ratiaria, a 3arem moBepHynM Ha 1T BAIONb P.
Mopasbs! k ropopny Naissus.

B xope mwTypma Hamcca ryHHBI, 1j1s1 0071eT49eHNs IeperpaBbl BOWCK, IOCTPOMIN MOCT 4Yepe3
p. HuaBy Hibke ropofa, a 3aTeM IIOABE/N VH)XEHEPHbIe MAIIMHBI K 0OOPOHNUTENbHBIM CTEHAM.
3alMTHUKY He CMOITIM BBICTOSITh NPOTMB MX HATHCKA; «BapBapbl» BOPBAIUCh Yepe3 CTEHY,
HpOOUTYIO yAApaMyl TAPAHOB, U JOT/IA pa3opuyu ropof. Crrycts mrecTb sieT, korpa [Tprck ITaHuitckumit
npoesxan yepes3 Naissus B COCTaBe IIOCOIbCTBA, OH YBUJIEN TOPOJ, «Oe3/TIOIHBIM 1 Pa3pyLIeHHBIM
HETIPUATE/ISIMI. .. TI0 Oepery peKu Bc€ ObIIO HOKPBITO KOCTSIMY YOUTBIX B CPaXKEHUI».

JyHailckuit 060pOHUTENTBHBII Pybexx MOIPOCTY MepecTasl CyIecTBOBAThb. PuMcKie BOJicKa,
oXpaHsABIINe IpaHuy B Boctounom Vmmpuke, 6bUIN CMeTeHBI HAILlleCTBUEM OPJBL. Te U3 HIUX,
KOTOpBle He OBUIM YHUYTOXXEHBI Cpasy, PacCes/INCh 110 KPENOCTSAM BHYTPEHHNX IIPOBMHIVIA
muouesa. B Xome HamecTBMA TyHHBI OKKYHNMPOBaIM OOIIMPHYIO TEPPUTOPMIO HA IATH JHEN
nyTtu K tory ot lynaa. Mapnewma Komut (VI B.) yTBep>xaa, 4To KpoMe IPUAYHANCKNX, ObITIO
paspylIeHO «MHOXKECTBO APYTUX FOPOZIOB 1 KpenocTeit Vnnmpukar, u B TOM 4uciie LEHTP AMoLe3a
Hakusa - xpenocts Ceppiuka.



KoHcTaHTMHONONMD oOcCTazcAd MOYTHM 6e3 3alMThl Ilepel IUIIOM HACTYNAIOIIEro Bpara.
[Tosromy BoenHbIiT MarucTp ®naBnit AppaByp Acmap ObT CpOYHO 0TO3BaH ¢ BocToka, rje Ben
BOJIHY C IIaxyHIIaxoM JpaHna Vesnurepmom 11 (438-457). OTosBan 6611 1 monmkoBogier; Omapuit
ApeoBMHA, HaxOAMBIIMIICA ¢ (IOTOM U 4YacThio apMun y 6eperos Crumamy. OZHAKO BOJCKa
HU obecnieunTb 000pony JlyHarickoro py6exxa, Hi CTaTh 3aC/IOHOM Ha IIyTV I'YHHOB BOo ®pakun
BCe paBHO He ycreBamni. [10aTOMy i pelieHus BOEHHBIX KOH(GIMKTOB OBUIM IIPEAIIPUHSATHI
IMIUIOMAaTH4eCcKMe maru: B 442 1. Acrapy y#anoch 3aK/II0YUTh MUP C TYyHHaMM; OGHOBPEMEHHO Ha
Bocroxke 6b1710 3aK/moueHo nepemupue ¢ VMipanom. be3ycioBHO, Bce CTOpOHBI KOH(/IMKTA TOHVMATIN
CJIOKVMBUIYIOCS CUTYalUMIO KaK IEPefbllIKy Iepef, pellalolMMM CXBaTKaMU U TOTOBWINCH K
aKTVMBHBIM OO€BBIM JI€ICTBUAM, KOTOpBIE pa3BepPHY/INCh Ha bajikaHax yepes IATH JIeT.



Ivan Mikhailovich Nikolsky

Imperial Title for the Barbarian King: Gaiseric the Autokrator

The main object of the paper is the political terminology in the Early Byzantine Empire,
especially the use of the exclusively imperial title autokrator (a0TOKpATWP) for the barbarian kings
and leaders.

In the spotlight is the work by Procopius of Caesarea The Vandal War (De Bello Vandalico),
where this term is used for Gaiseric, the king of the Vandals (428-477). Speaking about his
succession to the throne, Procopius called him ‘autocrat of Vandals, avtokpdtwp Pavdiloig (De
Bellis I11.3.33), and this case is of a lot of interest.

It should be noted, that the term autokrator was the official title of the Roman emperors since
Octavian August. As the Greek replaced Latin not only as the main literary language, but also as the
official one, the title autokrator became increasingly more significant. Justinian presented himself
such way in the Constitutiones, written in Greek. Heraclius in his first Novellae also used this title.
Subsequently, due to the innovations of this emperor autokrator since 629 was superseded with the
term basileus (Bury J. B. 1940, 19-21; Ostrogorsky G. 1957, 95-96; Shahid 1. 1972, 302-303, Kaegi
W. E. 2003, 194), but didn’t become totally obsolete. In the 10-th century it dawned in the coin
legends and then, in the imperial documents, such as chrysobull. In the context of this tradition the
cases of its use in the connection with barbarian leaders or kings look extraordinary and can be an
interesting topic for research.

As for Gaiseric, in the work three possible explanations are given. The first is a great volatility
of the political terminology in Late Antiquity and the Early Middle Ages. The strongly ‘imperial’
terms, like princeps were used for the barbarian kings, and vice versa, the barbarian epithet rex
frequently appeared as the word for an emperor. Before 629 the term basileus was used both for the
emperors and for the barbarian kings.

The second explanation is that Procopius could use the more ancient tradition, especially the
text of the Peloponnesian War by Thucydides, when speaking of an autokrateia. In the ancient Greek
works, written before the Roman imperial period it had a meaning of the political independence,
and this tradition also could influence on Procopius.

The third and the main version is about use of the term autokrator for the aims of propaganda.
The fragment, where the author speaks about Gaiseric, is the prequel to the main theme of the Vandal
War, the campaign of Justinian against the Vandal kingdom in Africa (533-534). Procopius describes
this campaign as the ‘deliberating’ war against tyrannis of Gelimer, who was a usurper and violated the
order of succession, instituted by Gaiseric (Proc. Caes. De Bellis. I11.9.10-12; 24-25; 16.13-14).

Here Gaiseric can be seen as the key person. In the model, constructed by Procopius, he is
on the side of the ‘violated legality’ and the ‘suffered legitimacy’, which Justinian, Belisarius and
Justinian himself try to defend. If the situation can be presented such way, autokrateia of Gaiseric
looks not random, but quite conscious: declaring the war with Gelimer, Justinian stands up for the
legitimate ruler, recognized by the Empire.



Oleh Vus

Obopona ppaxutickoeo duouesa Bocmouroti Pumckoti Mimnepuu 6 447 2. H.».

B cepegune V B. H. 5. oTHOWEHNA MeXay Bocrounoin PumMckoit nMimepuen u mjpeMeHHbIM
00beiMHEHNEM TYHHOB pe3Ko 0060CTpunuch. Bo3MOXXHO, 3TO OBIIO CBSI3aHO C YCTaHOBJIEHMEM
eIVHONMMYHOM Bractm ATTwiabl (434-453) Hajg TyHHaMM M THOABIACTHBIMU Hapopgamu. Ilo
coobmmenuio ITpocnepa AxkBuraHckoro, B 444 1. Artuna «bneny, 6para cBoero n copaTtHuka Io
LIApCTBY, YOI 1 €T0 HapOAbI BEIHYAM ce0e TOBMHOBATbCS».

Yepes Tpu rofa mocae cMepTH COIpaBuTend ATTIIA OTpeboBal OT VIMIepyy BBHIIIATUTD
[laHb ¥ BBIZIATh MepebeXInKoB, mpurposus BortHoi. OgHako @eomocwuii 11 (408-450) Ha coBeTe B
KoHcTaHTHHOIIONIE pelnI HUKOTO He BbIIaBaTh U OTIPAaBMU/I K TYHHaM IIOC/IOB JI7Il IEPErOBOPOB.
B orBer Ha 310 ATTMNa B 447 I. popcuposan JlyHail BOCTOYHee BOCCTAHOBIEHHOTO MarucTpoM
®raBuem Homom o6oponuTenpHOro pybexa. Bojicka ryHHOB TPUHSAMNCD OITyCTOLIATh BoCTOUHBIIN
VInnupuk, CpblIu HECKONIBKO KPENIOCTEN U B35/IM IITYpMOM ropop Ratiaria.

HapcTtpeuy opme ms MapkmaHONONA BBICTYNM/ BOEHHBIT Maructp ®pakum ApPHETUCKIL.
PumnsHe m oObenyHeHHbIe BOJICKAa TYHHOB ATTMIBI, TelMAoB Appapuxa ¥ rotoB Bamamepa
BCTpeTwmuch B mpoBuHuMu Dacia ripensis. B permarorneit 6utBe Ha p. YTyc, HeCMOTps Ha
MY>XeCTBO, IIPOsIBJIEHHOE PUMCKUM KOMaHAYIOIMM, apMys BocTouHoit nmnepun Obira pasbura,
a cam Apnerucki noru6. Jlopora Ha MapkuaHononb 0bi1a OTKpbITa. [loc/te ero mageHus TyHHBI
npeoponenu bamkaHckuil xpeber u ABMHYMMCh 1o via militaris B gonmuuy p. Iebp; 3axBarmm
IJIaBHBIN LIeHTp Amouesa — Pummmnmononp, a 3ateM Apkaguonondb B nposuHuuu Espoma. Ilo
croBaM MapnemwmHa KomuTta, sTa BOJHa OblITa HaMHOTO TsDKe/lee, 4eM IPefbIAyIIas: «OHa
pasopuia mouTtu Bcio EBporry, ropofa 1 KpenocTy KOTOpOou ObUIN 3aXBadyeHBbl ¥ PasTpabIeHbD».

B Xone BOVHBI TYHHBI Be/lM INPAaBIIbHYI0 OCafy YKpeIUIeHWil ¥, Kak coobmaer [amibckas
XpoHuKa 452 r., B3 70 kpenocTeii Ha bankaHnax; Ha 1ore ux oTpazab! goum fo Gepmonn B Ipennm.
®eodaH VcrioBeHNK yTBEp>K a1, YTO TYHHBI yHIYTOXVJIV BCe TOPOJA AMOLe3a, KpoMe AJIPYaHOIIONIA
B lemumonre. [Ipn stom, ATTmna, «pasOuBIIM ITOTKOBOALEB PUMMCKUX, 3aXBaTwil OecuycIeHHOe
MHO>KECTBO IIEHHBIX 11 JOObIYM». B pa3opeHHbIX IPOBUHIVSX HAY/ICS TOTON, M SIUIEMUIA.

Monax Kamnumuuk us Pypunuansl coobmjan, yto @pakus 6bUIa IOTHOCTBIO OIMYCTOIIECHA;
TYHHBI pasopuwan 6omee 100 ropooB, ¥ OIHACHOCTb yrpoxana camoMy KoHcTaHTMHOMONIO, 13
KOTOPOT0 MaccoBo Oexxano HaceneHye. OCIOXXHAIO CUTYALNIO Y TO, YTO BO BPeMs 3eMJIeTPACEHNA
27 stHBaps 447 T. pyxHY/IO cpady 57 ob6opoHuTenbHbIX OamreH ctommipl. K Maro, Korja TyHHBI
BBIIIIN Ha NPsAMbIE MOACTYIB K KOHCTaHTMHONOIIO, X HACKOPO BOCCTAHOBMJIN.

Pumnane pmanmum ryHHam emie ofHO cpakeHme. OHO IpoM3oIIo Ha I-Be XepcoHecC
DpakuiicKuii, ¥ MMIIepCcKIe MONKOBOALbI ero onATh npourpam. Peopocuit 11 61 BBIHYXIEH
BCTYINTD B IleperoBopsl. B 448 1. Vimmepus, oiias Ha O4eHb TAKEIbIe YCIOBYA (€IIHOBPEMEHHYI0
BBIIIATy 6000 TUTp 30/10Ta U BBIAYY IepeOeXurnKoB), nobumach nepemupus. ITo cnosam IIpucka
[TaHmitckoro, «<B KOPOTKOE BpeMs MCTOIeHa OblTa Ka3Ha; 30/10TO 1 OeI/Ielbl OTIpaBIeHbl OBUIN K
Yrram». Ho Mup 6611 Hy>KeH /1100011 LIeHOTL.



Tonpko B X0fe TpeThUX IeperoBopoB (B 449 I.) ATTWIa HOK/ISUICS MATPUKUAM AHATONNUIO
u HoMy «B coxpaHeHMM MMpa Ha IPEeXHMX YCTOBMAX: 0053aJICs YCTYMUTb PUM/ISTHAM 3€MIIIO,
KoTopas rpannumia [c] Victpom, u He 6ecriokonTb Oostee apsl Hac4eT OerbIX... Takum o6pasom
[6b11M] IIpekpaleHbl HeCOIacysi ¢ ATTUION».

B03MO>XHO, eTro IoKa3aTelbHOe MUPO/II001e ObIIO BBI3BAHO BCE BO3PACTAIOMIVM MIHTEPECOM
K fienaM amafHolt nmnepun. Bckope moce aToro mocnegosany: 6utsa Ha KaramayHcknx mossax
(451 r.), cMepTb ATTHIBI B 453 TI., ¥ HeyhauHoe cpakeHue Ha p. Hemao B 454 1., mocje KOTOpOro
TyHHaM ObIIO yyKe He JI0 BBIACHEHMs OTHoLIeHmiI ¢ KoHcTaHTMHOMIOMEM.

[TocnepHsis mombITKa OpyibI IpOpBaThcst Yepe3 [lyHait Bo Ppakuio 3akoHYMIach Katactpodoii: B
469 r.TonoBa [leH3nka, CbIHa ATTVJIBI, IIPEBOANTES [YHHOB, ObIIa JocTaB/ieHa B KOHCTaHTMHONIOND.



Martin Hurbanic¢

Two Campaigns in One Year. The Beginning of the Second Phase
of the Avar-Roman Wars during the Reign of the Emperor Maurice Revisited

The question of the exact chronology belongs undisputedly to the most discussed topics
relating to the work of the Late Antique Greek historian Theophylact Simocatta. One of the most
controversial aspects in this matter is the chronology of the Avar-Roman wars. Up to this time, at
least four major hypotheses were proposed by various scholars. A conclusive solution, however, is
still open to discussion and the present historiography either follows the chronological scheme of
Maria Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou or that of Michael Whitby. This contribution deals with the two
starting points of the chronology of the second phase of the Roman-Avar wars - the campaign of
the Emperor Maurice in person (V.16-V1.3) and the subsequent Avar attack (VI.3-VL5). Contrary
to the previous scholars, I would like to propose a new chronological solution for these two military
operations. Based on the close textual examination, I argue that they were not only inserted into
Simocatta’s Historia in the wrong chronological order but they were also closely related and occurred
in one and the same year - 590.



Aikaterini Peppa

Lhabitat en transition :
la région entre Strymon et Nestos au début de la période byzantine

A partir du Ve siécle, la région, qui se trouve entre les deux grands fleuves Strymon et Nestos,
qui coulent en Bulgarie et en Grece actuelles, a été le théatre de nombreux retournements politiques
et militaires. Elle dut quelques convoitises a son emplacement au croisement des grands axes routiers
menant a la capitale. Ne disposant daucun grand centre commercial, son économie fut surtout
basée sur les activités agricoles qui se déroulaient dans les plaines alimentées par ces deux fleuves.

La modification de la société et de son urbanisme a partir la fin du Vle siecle a été le fruit de
lents changements économiques, politiques, et administratifs que lon peut rattacher au niveau
plus général de lempire. Ces changements refletent aussi le déclin du modéle administratif romain.
Les centres urbains locaux ne pouvaient plus assurer le fonctionnement du réseau économique
de la région, ni méme en garantir la sécurité. En conséquence de quoi la région devint de plus en
plus dépendante de la capitale a ce niveau. La transformation des villes et le déclin de Iéconomie
sont évidents en ce qui concerne larchitecture. Dans un contexte général défavorable (politique,
stratégique, catastrophes naturelles) les centres urbains eurent tendance a fortement décroitre, et la
plupart des monuments publics a étre abandonnés. Les habitants qui continuérent a y vivre malgré
tout se contenterent alors simplement dassurer leur autosuffisance. Cette période se distingue
archéologiquement par des maisons de qualité moindre, qui réutilisent des batiments antérieurement
détruits. Une partie de la population rurale transféra a ce moment ses habitations, et parfois méme
ses exploitations, vers des sites plus protégés, en hauteur, comme les études palynologiques nous
I'indiquent. On peut noter la création d'une micro-économie agricole, surtout dans la région sud du
mont Pangée, qui assure sa communication tant par la via Egnatia que par voie maritime.

Mais ensuite, un siecle plus tard environ, un nouvel essor se fit jour, comme le prouvent par
exemple la tour que Nicéphore Phocas édifia a Philippes, les trouvailles numismatiques faites dans
toute cette région, la multiplication des villages, ou encore la création de nombreuses métoques
dans le bas-Strymon. Et cest également a ce moment qu’il y eut une tendance a la réinstallation dans
les villages tardo-antiques.

En conclusion,les changementstopographiques etlesbouleversements delavie urbaine refletent
des modifications sociales et administratives, ainsi que l'altération des dynamiques démographiques.
A la fin de PAntiquité tardive la région perdit son caractére urbain pour devenir principalement
agricole. Pendant les VIle et VIIIe siecles, il y a certes dans cette région des changements sur le plan
topographique, mais aucunement une rupture. Les popoulations sadaptérent aux changements
économiques et climatiques, mais leurs mouvements resterent surtout régionaux, les amenant vers
des sites plus fortifiés. Les nouveaux peuples slaves qui arriverent trouveérent quant a eux leur place
pres des rivieres. Cest finalement au Xe siecle que ces dynamiques eurent tendance a se cristalliser.



Milos Cvetkovié

The Transfer of the Mardaites on the Balkans and Their Status
in the Structure of the Western Themes — Peloponnese, Nicopolis and Cephalonia

During the 7" century the Mardaites were an important military and political factor in the
Byzantine-Arab relations on the eastern border of the Empire. On the basis of the peace treaty
which the Emperor Justinian II made with the Arabs, one part of the Mardaites was moved from
the eastern border deeper into the interior of the Empire. In the following centuries they became
an important part of the Byzantine naval forces in Attaleia — in theme of Cibyrrhaeots - as in the
western themes — Peloponnese, Nicopolis, and Cephalonia.

Historians have not determined the precise time when the Mardaites resettled in the three
western themes. It is unlikely that it occurred at the end of the 7" century — when Abd al-Malik
ibn Marwan and the Emperor Justinian II concluded the agreement - because Constantinople at
that time did not have a strong power in the area of the Peloponnese and Epirus. The authority
of Constantinople in that part of the Empire was determined at the end of the 8" century, after
campaign of Stauracius and conquest of significant part of the Peloponnese in 783. Therefore, it is
possible to set the time of the colonization of the Mardaites in the southern Balkans in the interval
between 783 and 877/878 when the sources record their presence in this area for the first time.

The only colonization implemented in the Peloponnese during this period, which is
documented, was carried out by the Emperor Nicephorus I (802-811). The Chronicle of Monemvasia
gives information on settling the soldiers from different parts of the Empire in the theme of
Peloponnese, Thracesians, Armenians and certain Kaféroi, among others. The author of Chronicle
puts Kaféroi on the same level with Thracesians, who were residents of the Thracesian theme, as
well as Armenians, probably members of the Armeniac theme, so it seems that Byzantologist Peter
Charanis was right when he said that the name of Kaféroi also comes from the name of the same
theme. In this case it could be the theme of Cibyrrhaeots. One part of those Cibyrrhaeots who were
settled in the Peloponnese could certainly be the Mardaites of Attaleia.

Hence, it can be assumed that the Emperor Nicephorus I was responsible for the relocation
of Asia Minor Mardaites in the Peloponnese. This colonization can be seen as part of the extensive
colonial policy which the mentioned Emperor implemented in order to strengthen the Byzantine
authority in different parts of the Empire.

Unlike the Mardaites from the Peloponnese, who participated in the fightings around Syracuse
877/878, and in Nasser’s expedition on the Ioninan Islands 880/881, the Mardaites from Nicopolis
and Cephalonia were first mentioned in the sources in connection to the Byzantine expedition to
Syria and Crete 910/911. Therefore, 910/911 year can be taken as a terminus ante quem of their
settlement in the two western themes. Their transfer is, therefore, not probable earlier than 880/881
— before the Nasser’s expedition — because the Mardaites of the Nicopolis and Cephalonia did not
take part in this campaign. In accordance with this, their transfer to Nicopolis and Cephalonia
should be dated between 880/881 and 910/911. Colonization was probably followed shortly after
Nasser’s campaign, in order to strengthen Byzantine military capabilities in Cephalonia and Epirus
coast which were exposed to attacks by the Arab navy.



The Mardaites of the western themes were organized in the military units led by tourmarchés.
In each of the mentioned themes there was one fourma of the Mardaites. Such a structure reminds
of the organization of Persian tourmai which were distributed to themes throughout the Empire
in the 9™ century. The sources attest similar structure also in the case of the ethnic tourmai of the
Goths, Bulgarians or Aibiditai. Therefore, the tourmai of the Mardaites should be considered as
military (and perhaps administrative) units of an inferior rank in the Byzantine thematic structure
in the 9" and 10™ century.
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Stojko Stojkov

The Term “Sclavinia” - Byzantine Invention or Western Influence

This article attempts to shed light on the emergence of the term Sclavinia. It calls in question
the thesis that term appeared in Constantinople in the VI or VII century. In addition, it argues that
Theophilact Simokatta was not the first author who used it. The oldest manuscript of Theophylact’s
History is from X c., when the term was already well atfirmed - all other Theophylact’s manuscripts
depend on this one. Theophylact used the term Sclavinia in only one place in his History, and in the
way which made it unclear for his contemporary readers. None of his contemporary writers used
it, and there is not any sign that anybody borrowed it from him. Patriarch Nicephorus, who wrote
his history as a continuation of Theophylact’s in the second half of VIII c., did not know the term
Sclavinia at all. Theophane the Confessor, who widely used the term Sclavinia at the beginning of IX
c., and who incorporated a big amount from Theophylacts History in his Chronicle, did not use the
term in the sections based on Theophylact. Therefore, it is very possible that Sclavinia did not exist
in the original of Theophilact’s History but actually was an interpolation from X c.

If Theophylact is not the first author who used Sclavinia, then the oldest source in which we
find is not byzantine but western one: Life of Willibald, written in 778, in northern Italy. The term
was used in it for part of Peloponnese, indicating that in year 723 the Saint passed nearby by boat.
Nothing supports the suggestion that he learned it in Byzantium. It is remarkable that it is not in a
byzantine form - Sclavinia, but Slawinia.

This article proposes two possible explanations of emergence of the term. First, the alternative
hypothesis that the term appeared in the region of the Adriatic Sea where Latin, Greek and Slavonic
languages met each other, and was invented and used first by the Slavic neighbors. From Adriatic
shores, it has expanded during the conflict between Franks and Romeos for Istra and Dalmatia in
late VIII - early IX century. The second explanation is that the term Sclavinia was not invented in one
place but it appeared spontaneously in many different places and authors often without connection
between them. It was a very common way of making toponyms from ethnonyms in the middle ages,
and it was easy to create Sclavinia form Sclavi(ni), so we do not need to explain it through inventions
and borrowing.

Sclavinia failed to take a permanent place in the official terminology of Byzantine or western
imperial court. The first official use in Byzantium we find in a letter of Emperor Michael II to
Emperor Luis the Pious, and in the west - in letter of Louis II to Basil I in 871. In general, the use of
this term in Latin and Byzantine sources was very limited. In the old Slavic written tradition, it was
never used, which suggests that Sclavinia was an external name.

Its use has spread at the time of inclusion of independent Slavic communities in Central Europe
and the Balkans, in the sphere of influence and domination of the great empires form the end of
VIII c. A suitable collective term, its weakness was its too general and uncertain meaning. With
the disappearance of small Slavic tribes or their evolution in larger independent state formations
established under their own well-known names, it loses its relevance.
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