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The work The Life of Vakhtang Gorgasali
by Juansher Juansheriani relates that after the
death of King Vakhtang Gorgasali, his eldest son,
Dachi, ascended the throne: “And his son Dachi
sat on his throne”. According to the same work,
Vakhtang Gorgasali had two children, twins - a son
and a daughter, with his wife Queen Balendukht,
who was the daughter of the king of Persia. The
queen “passed away during childbirth”. Vakhtang
“named his son Darchil in Persian and Dachi in
Georgian”.

Little information has survived to the present
day about Dachi of Ujarma, also known as King
Darchil. Until recent times, even the years of
his reign were not determined. Scholarly and
reference literature mentions him as Dachi of
Ujarma, the king of Kartli in the early VI century.
He was brought up in Ujarma and therefore is
known by this epithet. According to Juansher’s
account, King Dachi completed the construction
of the city walls of Thbilisi, which had been
started during Vakhtang Gorgasali’s reign, and in
accordance with his father’s will, he moved the
capital from Mtskheta to Tbilisi. That is all.

Professor Manana Sanadze has dedicated a
special monographic study to the life and deeds
of Dachi of Ujarma, titled The King of Kartli
Darchil (The Son of Vakhtang Gorgasali) and The
Chronicles Describing his Life (Tbilisi, 2020).

Recently, M. Sanadze has been actively
researching issues related to the history of ancient
and early medieval Georgia, especially the reign
of Vakhtang Gorgasali and his successors, the
composition of the opening part of The Kartlis
Tskhovreba (A History of Georgia), etc. Notably,
the researcher has provided a completely new

dating for the reign of Vakhtang Gorgasali.

Specifying the date of Vakhtang Gorgasali’s
death is crucial for the determination of the
years of his reign. In contemporary Georgian
historiography, the date of his death is accepted
as 502 AD, as proposed by Ivane Javakhishvili.
This date is based on Juansher’s account, which
states that Vakhtang Gorgasali died at the
beginning of the second Byzantine—Persian war
which took place during his reign. The researcher
referred to the Anastasian War fought from 502 to
506 between the Eastern Roman Empire and the
Sassanid Empire and dated Vakhtang Gorgasali’s
death to the fall of 502. Later, researcher
Vakhtang Goiladze, based on a Syrian source,
dated Vakhtang Gorgasali’s death to 491 AD.

According to Manana Sanadze, Vakhtang
Gorgasali’s reign, instead of the traditionally
accepted second half of V century, covers
the end of V century and the first third of VI
century. She dates his death to 531 AD and links
it to his battle with the Persian Shah, Khosrow
Anushirvan (531-579). It should also be noted
that historian Mose Janashvili, in his History
of Georgia published in 1906, dated Vakhtang
Gorgasali’s death to 532 AD, linking this event to
the battle with Khosrow Anushirvan, a fact that
M. Sanadze also highlights.

Scant information about King Dachi (Darchil)
is preserved in The Life of Vakhtang Gorgasali by
Juansher Juansheriani and in the Chronicle of The
Conversion of Kartli. However, as M. Sanadze
has found, the chronicles, which supposedly
recount the lives of the Princes of Kartli - Mir
and Archil, actually describe the life and deeds
of Dachi (Darchil) and his half-brother, Mihrdat
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(Mir). The reason for this is that Leonti Mroveli
(XT century) mistakenly identified Darchil and his
brother Mihrdat as the sons of King Stephanos I11
of Kartli, Mir and Archil.

After the death of Vakhtang Gorgasali and
following the Persian occupation of much of
Kartli, Dachi of Ujarma moved to Western
Georgia and sought help from the Byzantine
Emperor Justinian I (527-565). Meanwhile, in
532, a peace treaty was signed between Byzantine
Empire and Sassanid Persia, known as the Treaty
of Eternal Peace.

Earlier, researcher Tamaz Beradze speculated
that the provisions of the 532 Byzantine-Persian
Treaty of Eternal Peace were reflected in the
will of Vakhtang Gorgasali, but he believed that
Juansher Juansheriani had mixed the events of
Vakhtang Gorgasali’s period with those of the
Great Persian-Byzantine War of 542-562 AD.
New dating of Vakhtang Gorgasali’s reign by M.
Sanadze has clarified that the provisions of the
Treaty of Eternal Peace were indeed reflected in
his will.

According to Vakhtang Gorgasali’s will,
Dachi (Darchil), as his heir, succeeded to the
royal throne, while his half-brothers received
the principalities ranging from Tashiskari and
Tsunda to the lands bordering with Armenia
(Kvemo Kartli) and to the lands bordering
Greece - Samtskhe, Klarjeti, and Javakheti (Zemo
Kartli). They also received the region between
Egristskali and Klisura rivers as their inheritance
from their mother. According to the terms of the
Treaty of 532, Vakhtang Gorgasali’s second wife,
Queen Elena, and her children inherited the three
principalities in the southwestern part of Kartli
— Tsunda, Klarjeti, and Odzrkhi. In fact, this
territory came under the Byzantine protectorate.
The ruler of this part of Kartli, holding the title
of patricius (Byzantine governor), was Vakhtang
Gorgasali’s son, Mihrdat also called Mir.

As it turns out, Dachi of Ujarma was in Egrisi
(Western Georgia) between 532 and 542 AD,
before the start of military actions between the
Byzantines and Persians in Georgian territories.
At that time, Kartli was governed by a Persian
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official, a Marzpan, appointed by the Shah, who
was stationed in Tbilisi. During the period of
the treaty, Dachi of Ujarma asked his brother,
Mihrdat, to yield him control over the territory
between Egristskali and Klisura rivers, while
offering Mihrdat the northern part of Javakheti,
from the Mtkvari River to Lake Paravani. For
Dachi, who was stationed in Egrisi, the territory
between Egristskali (the Enguri River) and
Klisura (Kelasuri) was more important than the
northern part of Javakheti, which lay between the
Mtkvari River and Lake Paravani; for Mihrdat,
however, the region between the Mtkvari River
and Paravani Lake was of greater significance.
Therefore, their interests aligned, and the
exchange of the territories took place.

M. Sanadze -correctly emphasizes that
the cause of the military conflict between the
Byzantine empire and Persia in VI century was
control over the Great Silk Road and associated
trade routes. The Byzantine empire sought to
maintain control over the northern branch of
the Silk Road, which passed from China and
Sogdiana through the North Caucasus, Egrisi, and
the Black Sea, to the Byzantine territory. Persia,
on the other hand, sought to seize control of this
route. In order to achieve this goal, both empires
needed to gain control over Egrisi, but for Persia,
this required first subduing Kartli. The researcher
correctly draws attention to the fact that the
best way for Persia to subdue Kartli would be
by severing its spiritual ties with the Byzantine
empire and eradicating Christianity. This would
break spiritual, cultural, and ultimately political
connections of Kartli with the Byzantine empire,
which could only be achieved through converting
the Royal Court of Kartli to Zoroastrianism or
through abolishing the monarchy. Therefore,
Vakhtang Gorgasali addressed Patriarch Peter
with the following words: “You should be aware,
for it is not the payment of tribute that they
demand, but the abandonment of Christ” (The
Kartlis Tskhovreba, I, 1955, p. 201).

According to M. Sanadze, the reign of
Vakhtang Gorgasali and his successors became
unacceptable to Persia because the King of Kartli
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had offered the Byzantine empire the right to pass
the northern branch of the Silk Road through his
kingdom. To facilitate this, Vakhtang Gorgasali
conquered and subdued the historical regions
of Khunzeti and Tsukhiti in southern Dagestan
and built or strengthened a chain of fortresses:
Khornabuji, Cheremi, Ujarma, Mtskheta, and
Artanuji, in the territory from the sources of
the River Samur to the Black Sea. The latter
— Artanuji - was connected to the Black Sea
through the Nigali Gorge. Earlier, researcher
Manana Gabashvili studied the circumstances
surrounding the founding of Artanuji. Through
Artanuji and the Pontic city of Trapezus, the
Kingdom of Kartli was involved in international
trade between the East and West, particularly
Levantine trade, with the northern key point
of this network being Tbilisi, which was also
founded by Vakhtang Gorgasali.

The prince Dachi (Darchil) played an
important role in carrying out his father’s foreign-
political agenda. As a co-regent, he was entrusted
with the governance of the principality of Hereti.
It was Dachi who, together with his father, and
sometimes on his own, subdued Khunzeti,
Tsuketi, and the “mountains of Kakheti” as
described in The Kartlis Tskhovreba.

Under the Treaty of 532, Persia, which had
established control over Kartli, blocked the Silk
Road leading from the sources of the River Samur
toward Kartli. Following this, the main goal of
Persia was to reach the Black Sea, to directly
subjugate Egrisi (known as Lazica in Byzantine
sources), and to close the northern route of the
Caucasus Mountain pass leading through western
Georgia to the Byzantine empire.

In 541, hostilities resumed between Persia
and the Byzantine empire in the historical region
of Mesopotamia. In this context, the ruler of
Egrisi, King Gubaz I, invited the Persians to
Egrisi to free his territory from Byzantine rule.
As a result, in 542, a Persian army entered
Georgia. Due to the significance of the campaign,
it was led by the Persian Shah, Khosrow
Anushirvan himself. According to M. Sanadze,
the battle between Dachi of Ujarma (Darchil)

and his younger brother Mihrdat (Mir) against
the Persians invading Egrisi and the subsequent
events are reflected in Georgian chronicles.
One of these, likely written in Greek, formed
the basis for an unknown author’s XI-century
hagiographical work The Martyrdom of David
and Constantine. In 2013, M. Sanadze and Goneli
Arakhamia published the reconstructed text and
relevant research on this VI-century historical
chronicle (M. Sanadze, G. Arakhamia, “The VI
Century Historical Chronicle in ,,The Martyrdom
of David and Costantin”, Tbilisi, 2013).

As it turns out, the hagiographer used the
era of the Arabs as a historical backdrop when
rewriting the events described in the VI-century
historical chronicle. This resulted in the narrative
being placed two centuries later than its actual
historical timeframe. M. Sanadze, based on
relevant excerpts from The Martyrdom of David
and Constantine, The Kartlis Tskhovreba, and
The Martyrdom of Archil by Leonti Mroveli, has
restored the lost pages of VI-century history of
Georgia.

M. Sanadze also observes that Leonti
Mroveli, when working with the chronicle at his
disposal, did not always adhere to the chronology
of the original source. She suggests that the
hagiographer placed the events against the
backdrop of the rule of Mervan ibn Muhammad
and the Arab period, which caused a disconnection
between the story’s actual timeline and its
presentation. Moreover, Leonti Mroveli didn’t
seem particularly concerned with preserving the
chronology of the source. For example, if Archil
had fled from the Arab general to Egrisi, who is
believed to have chased after him, as accounted
by Leonti Mroveli, he would not have had time
to carry out peaceful reconstruction activities
in Egrisi. Therefore, Leonti Mroveli placed
Archil’s reconstruction activities in Egrisi after
the Arab invasion had ended. Furthermore, M.
Sanadze reasonably suggests that the fortress
being constructed on the border between Guria
and Greece as described in the text by Leonti
Mroveli, is the one built by Dachi (Darchil) upon
his arrival in Egrisi, with the permission and
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support of the Byzantine emperor. This fortress-
city was located in the extreme southwestern part
of the country, on the border between Guria and
the Byzantine empire, near the sea. The border of
the Byzantine Empire was a day’s journey away
from this fortress.

It is noteworthy that, during the time of
Vakhtang Gorgasali and his successor, Egrisi, as
part of the Kingdom of Kartli, consisted of two
major areas: Egrisi (comprising Inner Egrisi and
Svaneti) and the principalities of Argveti. The
latter region was located in the upper reaches of
the Rioni River, extended along the left bank of
the river, in the middle and lower reaches of the
river, and included Guria. Based on the accounts of
Procopius of Caesarea and VI-century Georgian
chronicles, M. Sanadze has reconstructed the
route by which the Persians invaded Egrisi. The
old Georgian chronicle, which served as the basis
for The Martyrdom of David and Constantine,
states: “And when the ungodly took the rule of
the Persians ... and they attacked the Christians
... they came to Samtskhe and camped near the
strongholds™. Then it continues: “The pagans rose
up in Samtskhe and moved toward the country of
Argveti”.

Thus, the Persians advanced from Samtskhe,
crossing the foothills of the Odrzkhe and the
ridge of Meskheti-Imerti (Persati), and entered
Egrisi through the mountain pass of Rkinisjvari.
The Persian army that crossed into Egrisi from
Samtskhe headed left through Khanistskali River
gorge, toward Petra. At the same time, Khosrow
Anushirvan decided to attack Sebastopolis
(modern-day Sukhumi) and Pityunta (modern-
day Bichvinta) and sent part of his army in that
direction. According to M. Sanadze, the goal of
the Persian campaign was not only to capture
Byzantine fortresses but also to capture sons
of Vakhtang Gorgasali — Dachi (Darchil) and
his younger brother, Patricius Mihrdat (Mir),
who had taken refuge there. It was against this
Persian army that the rulers of Argveti, David and
Constantine, confronted.

According to The Martyrdom of David
and Constantine, the Georgians defeated the
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vanguard of the Persian army that was heading
toward Sebastopolis. It was only after the main
Persian army arrived that the resistance of the
Argveti princes was overcome. In the unequal
battle, the army of the Argveti princes was
defeated, and the Persians captured David and
his brother Constantine. The Persian commander
demanded that they renounce Christianity, but
after they refused, the Persians tortured and
executed them. The political centre of the Argveti
principality — the fortress-city of Tskaltsitela
— was plundered and burnt to ashes. Afterward,
the Persian army advanced to seize Sebastopolis
and Pityunta. The Byzantines, in order to prevent
these fortresses from falling into enemy hands,
burned Sebastopolis and Pityunta, tore down
the walls of their fortifications, and withdrew by
sea. The Persian army raided the areas around
Sebastopolis and Pityunta but was unable to
establish a foothold there due to the destruction
of the fortifications by the Byzantines.

This episode from The Martyrdom of David
and Constantine is recounted as follows: “And
the sons of the great King Vakhtang Gorgasali,
Archil (Mihr, - B. Kh.) and Darchil, went to
the fortress called Anakopia, because they were
terrified of the Persians. However, they managed
to repel the pagans after a battle with them, with
their modest army™.

According to Procopius of Caesarea, many
Persians perished in the retreat from Anakopia
due to difficult terrain, a plague, and a shortage of
food. Meanwhile, Khosrow Anushirvan took the
fortress of Petra, but due to Byzantine successes
in Mesopotamia, he was forced to abandon
Egrisi. The Persian army, while retreating from
Anakopia, crossed the Rioni and Khanistskali
rivers and, passing through Guria, joined the
main Persian force at Petra, from where, together
with Khosrow, left Egrisi via the Spheri route.

Subsequently, a temporary peace agreement
was reached between the Byzantine empire and
Persia in 545, and Persia began to strengthen
its control over Egrisi. Soon after, the ruler of
Inner Egrisi and Svaneti, Gubaz, sided with
the Byzantines and sought assistance from the
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emperor in expelling the Persians from the region.
Fearing that the Byzantines would capture Petra,
the Shah sent a large army in 550, led by the
renowned commander Mermeroes. From this
point onward, the Persians firmly controlled all
of Egrisi until 554.

In the final part of her monograph, Manana
Sanadze discusses Dachi of Ujarma’s activities
in Kakheti, recounting that after the Persians had
taken full control of Egrisi, Dachi’s presence in
the region became risky, and therefore he moved
to Kakheti. While the Persians were engaged
in military actions against the Byzantines in
Egrisi, Dachi was relatively safe in Kakheti. His
rule extended over Kakheti-Kukheti and Hereti,
where he worked to strengthen and develop the
left bank of the Alazani River in Hereti. He built
the fortresses of Kasri and Lakuasti and converted
the population of Nukhpati (Nukha, Shaki)
to Christianity. He also attempted to restore
influence over Khundzeti and Tsuketi, which had
been subdued earlier by Vakhtang Gorgasali. In
this context, a Persian army invaded Kakheti to
capture him.

King Dachi decided to approach the Persian
commander and request peace, protection of the
churches, and the “non-requirement of renouncing
the faith” (The Kartlis Tskhovreba, I, 1955, p.
245). Thus, Dachi requested that the Persian
commander not punish them for renouncing
the faith. This reference clearly implies that the
kings of Kartli were of Sassanian descent, who
had abandoned Zoroastrianism and embraced
Christianity. In the past, King Vakhtang himself

had addressed the Persian ruler, saying: “If you
fight us for having renounced the faith...” (The
Kartlis Tskhovreba, I, 1955, p. 181). The Persian
commander, upon hearing that the King of Kartli
had refused to renounce Christianity and return
to Zoroastrianism, ordered his execution on
March 20. According to the researcher, the king’s
martyrdom occurred sometime between 558 and
564. The martyred king’s body was buried in the
church he himself had built in Notkori.

The work includes excerpts from The
Conversion of Kartli, The Kartlis Tskhovreba, The
Martyrdom of David and Constantine, describing
the life and deeds of King Dachi (Darchil), as well
as relevant passages from works of Procopius
of Caesarea, which allow the reader to directly
access the primary sources. The monograph is
well-illustrated with appropriate maps, which
make the content more understandable.

To sum up, we are presented with an
exceptionally interesting monographic study
offering numerous new insights into the life and
deeds of Dachi of Ujarma, son of King Vakhtang
Gorgasali, a heroic and martyred king. Some of
the arguments presented in the monograph will
undoubtedly provoke debate, and certain theses
will require further clarification and substantiation
in the future, but this is perfectly natural for a
scientific work that addresses a relatively less-
studied and distant historical period. It can
confidently be said that the monograph is a
valuable contribution to historical science and
will certainly benefit further development of the
field.
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BEKAH XOPABA
JlokTop McTOpHYECKHX HAYK, Ipodeccop, I'py3unckoro Yuusepcurera (I'py3us)

YTEPAHHBIE CTPAHUIIBI UCTOPUU I'PY3UU VI BEKA
PELHEH3US HA ITPOU3BEJAEHUE MAHAHBI CAHA/I3E «IIAPb KAPTJIN AP-
YNJI» («CbIH BAXTAHI'A 'OPT'ACAJIN») U «XPOHUKHU, OIIUCBIBAIOIIIHUE ET'O
AKNU3Hb» (TBUJINCH, 2020).

Pe3rome

B tpyne «’Kutne Baxranra ['opracanmy [xyanmepa J[»yaHiepuanu oBeCTBYETCSI, YTO TOCIIE
cMeptu 1apst Baxranra ['opracaim Ha mpecTolt B3o1en ero ctapiuii ceid Jlauu: « M cen Ha nmpecTose
ero ceiH Jlaum». CormnacHo ToMmy ke Tpyady, y Baxranra ['opracanu Obuto aBoe jeteid, Onu3Hes —
CBIH | JI0Yb, OT €r0 XeHbI Hapullbl baneHayxt, kotopas Obuia nodepsto naps [lepcun. [apuna «cxon-
yaach BO BpeMs poJioB». BaxraHr «Ha3Bai ceiHa Jlapunn no-nepcuacku u Jlaum no-rpy3unckm». Jlo
HAIIUX JHEH COXpaHMIOCh MaJlo cBeleHuit o Jlaun u3 YpkapMbl, Takke H3BECTHOM Kak 1apb Jlapuui.
Jlo HenaBHETO BpEMEHH Jake TO/bI €T0 MpaBJeHus He ObLIN onpeaeeHbl. B HayuHoil u cripaBouHOK
JTUTEpaType OH yrnomuHaeTcs kak Jaun u3 Ymkapwmel, aps Kaptiu B Hauasne VI Beka. OH BOCIIUTEHI-
BaJIcd B YJDKapMe U I03TOMY M3BecTeH o 3TuM snureroM. CoracHo pacckasy JlKyaHniiepa, apb
Jlaum 3aBepIINI CTPOUTEIBCTBO TOPOJICKUX cTeH TOMimcH, HauaToe BO BpeMsl IpaBiieHus BaxTtanra
['opracanm, u B COOTBETCTBUH C 3aBEIIAaHKEM OTIIA TIepeHeC CTONUITy U3 MitxeTsl B TOMmmMCH.

[Ipodeccop Manana Cananze mocBsITHIA KU3HU U JessHUSM Jlaun u3 YikapMbl cieniuaibHOe
MoHorpadudeckoe uccienoBanue moja HazBanueM «llaps Kaprim Jlapunn (ceie Baxranra ['opracaim)
¥ JICTOIIMCH, OTIUCHIBarOIIUE ero ku3Hby (Tommucu, 2020).

B nmocnennee Bpemst M. Canaj3e akTHBHO HCCIIelyeT BOIIPOCHI, CBS3aHHbIE C UCTOPHEH JpeBHEH
U paHHecpeqHeBekoBo# ['py3un, ocodbenHo npasnenus Baxranra ['opracanu u ero npeeMHUKOB, CO-
cTaB BeTynuTeapHOM yacTu «Kaptmuc mxopeda» (Mcropus ['py3un) u 1. 1. [I[pumeuarensHo, 9To uc-
cllefioBaTeIbHMIIA J1ajla COBEPIIEHHO HOBYIO JIaTUPOBKY NpasiieHust Baxranra ['opracanu.

VYkazanue natel cMepty Baxranra ['opracanu nMeeT pemiaroinee 3Ha4eHue JIJIsl ONpeAeIeHus JIeT
ero IpaBJicHUs. B coBpeMeHHO# Ipy3HHCKO# HcTOpHOTpaduu JaTo# €ro CMepTH MPUHATO cIUTaTh 502
rOJl H. 3., KaK 3To mpeioxkmi MBans JkaBaxummBuin. JTa 1aTa OCHOBaHA Ha pacckase J[KyaHiepa, B
KOTOpOM roBopurcsi, yTo Baxranr ['opracanu ymep B Hadajie BTOPOil BU3aHTHIICKO-TIEPCUICKON BOMA-
HBI, KOTOpas MPOU30IILIa BO BpeMs ero mpasjienus. Mccnenoparens ceplialcs HAa AHacTacueBy BOMHY,
kotopas Besack ¢ 502 mo 506 rox mexry Bocrounoii Pumckoit umnepueii u umnepueii Cacanuzios,
U natupoBall cMepTh Baxtanra ['opracamu ocenbto 502 rona. [lozauee uccienosarens Baxranr [oii-
J1aJ3€, OCHOBBIBASICh HA CUPUIMCKOM MCTOYHHUKE, AaTupoBai cMepTh Baxranra ['opracamm 491 rogom
H. 9. [lo cmoBam Manans! Canazze, npasienne Baxranra ['opracanu BMecTo TpaJuIIHOHHO TPUHATOMN
BTOpPOH TOJIOBUHBI V BEeKa OXBaThIBAeT KOHEIl V BeKa M MepByro TpeTh VI Beka. OHa AaTupyeTr ero
cMepTh 531 roioM H. 3. U CBA3BIBAET €€ € €ro OUTBOM ¢ MEPCUICKUM HIaXOM XOCPOBOM AHYIIMPBAHOM
(531-579). Cnenyer Takke OTMETUTH, UTO UCTOpUK Moce J[»kanammsuinu B cBoeli « Mctopuu I py3um»,
m3nannoit B 1906 romy, natuposai cMepth Baxranra ['opracamm 532 rojoM H. 3., CBA3BIBas 3TO COOBI-
THe ¢ OUTBOI ¢ X0cpoBOM AHYIIMPBAHOM, HA UTO Takxke oOpaiaer BHumManue M. Cananse.

Ckynnbie cBepenus o nape lauu ([lapunne) coxpanmiuck B « Kutun Baxtanra ['opracamm» JIxy-
anmepa J[xyanmepuanu u B « Xponuke obparenus Kaptimy. Onnaxo, kak oorapysxui M. Cananse,
JIETOMHCH, SIKOOBI MOBECTBYIOIIKE O XU3HU KHsi3el Kaptiiu — Mupa u Apuuia, Ha caMoM Jiejie Olu-
CBHIBAIOT KU3Hb U Aesinus Jlauum (Jlapunna) u ero equHokpoBHOTO Opara Muxpnaara (Mupa). [Tpuanna
sToro B ToM, uto JleonTuit Mposenu (XI Bek) omubovYHO HaeHTHPUITMpoBan Jlapunia u ero Opara
Muxpnara kak ceiHoBel 1apst Kapriu Credanoca I, Mupa u Apunna. Ilocne cmeptu Baxranra
['opracanm u moce nmepcuacKoi okkymnamnuu 6omeineit yactu Kaptnu, Jlaun u3 Ymkapmel iepedpancs
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B 3anaznHyro ['py3uto u oOpaTuiics 3a MOMOIIBIO K BU3aHTUlickomy umMreparopy HOctunmnany I (527—
565). Mexy teM, B 532 roay ObUT OJANIMCAH MUPHBINA TIOTOBOP Mex 1y Buzantuiickoir mmmepueit u
Cacanuyckoit [lepcueit, u3BecTHbIM Kak JloroBop 0 BEUHOM MHUpe.

Panee uccnenosarens Tamaz bepanze npeanosnarai, 4To NoJ0KeHUST BU3aHTHIICKO-IIEPCUACKOTO
JloroBopa o BeunoM Mupe 532 roga ObIIM OTpaXXeHBI B 3aBemmannu Baxranra ['opracanm, HO OH cum-
tai, uro Jxyanmep JlyaHimepuanu cMernan coobITus neprosa Baxranra 'opracanu ¢ coObITUSIMI
Benuko#t nepcuicko-Bu3aHTHICKONW BOMHBI 542-562 romoB H. 3. HoBasi marupoBka npasienus: Bax-
tanra [ opracasm M. Canajze nmposicHUIIa, 9TO ToJIokeHus JloroBopa o BEUHOM MHpE AEHCTBUTEIHHO
OBUIHM OTPa’KEHBI B €T0 3aBEIAaHUH.

Cornacno 3aBemanuto Baxranra ['opracamu, Jlaun ([lapuwni), kak ero HacjaeaHHUK, HACIETOBAIT
[ApPCKUl MPECTON, a €r0 eMHOKPOBHBIE OpaThs MOMYyUHIN KHsDKecTBa oT Tammckapu u Llynast 1o
3eMenb, rpannyamux ¢ Apmenueit (Ksemo Kaptnm) u 3emens, rpannuamux ¢ 'penueit — Camixe,
Knapmxkern n JlxxaBaxetu (3emo Kaptiam). OHm TakKe MOTYyYnIIM B HACIEACTBO OT CBOEH MaTepu 00-
JacTh MexXIy pekamu Orpunkanu u Knucypa. CornacHo yciaoBusiM gorosopa 532 rosa, Bropasi jkeHa
Baxranra ['opracanu, napuna Enena, u ee 1eTi yHacie0BaId TPH KHSDKECTBA B FOr0-3aMa Hoi 4yacTi
Kaptim — Iynny, Knapmketn u Op3pxu. @aktudecku 3Ta TEpPUTOPHUS IOMaja Mo MPoTeKTopar
Buzantuu. IlpaButenem st1oit yactu Kaptiau, HOCUBIIMM TUTYN Harpunus (BU3aHTUICKOTO HaMecT-
HUKa), ObUT chIH Baxranra ['opracanu.

Kax okazanoce, Jlaun u3 VYmxapmsl Haxoauics B Drpucu (3amaanas [ py3us) mexay 532 u 542
roJlaMu Halllei 3pbl, 10 Havyalla BOCHHBIX JIeHCTBUN MEXKy BU3AHTUNUIIAMU U TIEpCaMy Ha TPY3UHCKHUX
Tepputopusix. B To Bpemst Kaptium ynpasisist nepcuICKui YMHOBHUK, Map3IaH, Ha3HAYSHHBIN IIaXoM,
KOTOPBIN Haxoawiics B Towmcu. B mepuon neiictBust qoroBopa Jlaun YmxapMcKoro mompocui CBoe-
ro 6para Muxppara ycTyluTh eMy KOHTPOJIb HaJl TEppUTOpUEH MeX Ty pekaMu Drpuciikanu u Kinucy-
pa, npeuioxkuB Muxpaary ceBepHyro yacth J[>kaBaxetu, oT peku MTkBapu J10 o3epa [lapaBanu. [{is
Jlaan, KoTOpBIi HAXOMUIICS B DTPUCH, TeppUTOpUs MexXay Drpunikanu (pexa Uurypu) u Kiucypoit
(Kenacypu) Opuia BackHee ceBepHOH dactu J[>kaBaxeTu, KOoTopas Jiexaya Mexay pekoil MTkBapu u
o3epoM [lapaBanu; mist Muxpaara sxe Oosblliee 3HAYCHHE MMEN PerHOH MEXAy pekol MTKBapu u
o3epom [lapaBanu. [losTOMy UX MHTEpECHI COBIAIH, U COCTOSIICS OOMEH TEPPUTOPUSIMH.
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