
Chapter VI

The Trade and Cities of Armenia

After the Fall of the Bagratid Kingdom

33.     THE SITUATION OF ARMENIA IN THE PERIOD OF THE TURCO-TARTAR
INVASIONS:

The growth in the political strength of Armenia in the period of the
Bagratids may be explained by the gradual disintegration of the Caliphate
and the weakening of the two millstones between which Armenia was
always caught as a buffer, as was.rightly noted by Valerii Briusov.1

In the first half of the Xlth century, under the emperor Basil II (976-
1025), after a bitter war lasting forty years, the Byzantine empire con-
quered the powerful Bulgar kingdom and radically changed its policy tow-
ard feudal Armenia and the small kingdoms which had arisen there. Enga-
ging actively in the East, it subjected to its power the Muslim emirates
lying around Lake Van and gradually included, within the limits of the
Empire, Tayk' (in 1001), part of Georgia (in 1023), Vaspurakan (in 1016)
and the Bagratid kingdom of Ani (in 1045). The landed aristocracy of the
acquired provinces was moved en masse, primarily to Cilicia and to Asia
Minor. The local armed forces were scattered and replaced by the newly-
arrived imperial troops. After the opposition of the ruling class had been
broken by these means, the imperial administration was introduced every-
where.

The Bagratid kingdom of Ani and the city of Ani itself were occupied
by the Byzantines in 1045 and within three years, in 1048, Ibrahim Yan-
nala and Kutulmish had already invaded Armenia from the side of
Vaspurakan and, according to the historian Aristakes Lastivertci, reached
Basean and Valarsawan, having devastated and destroyed the provinces
north of Lake Van.
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After this, the invasion of the Seljuqs into Armenia, which bore at
first the character of a plundering raid, was repeated, and each time the
Turkish bands mercilessly devastated other new provinces and returned
with rich plunder and many prisoners. The Byzantine empire, which had
to withstand the pressure of the Seljuqs, did not show the necessary energy
in the protection of its north-eastern frontiers. More than this, the emper-
ors Constantine Monomachus (1042-1054) and Constantine Ducas
(1059-1067), with the aim of strengthening the imperial finances, cut the
pay of the army and reduced everywhere the effectives of the army. For
this reason it is understandable that under Alp-Arslan (1063-1072), the
Seljuqs conquered with little difficulty the mountain provinces of Arme-
nia, and having come down from them into Asia Minor gradually almost
reached the gates of Constantinople under the successors of Alp-Arslan.

The invasion of the Seljuqs struck a heavy blow against Armenia,
primarily in its central and southern provinces. Its economic and cultural
development was abruptly interrupted, its prosperity declined and the
number of its population diminished sharply. Now, as in the period of
the Arab dominion of the Vlllth century, the economic life of the country
was set back. The cultural and economic decline of the country, and its
lengthy state of stagnation, can be seen among other things from the fact
that the standstill in building activity, in the heartland of Armenia, falls into
this very period, as has been determined by the most recent research. As
N

. Marr testifies, uwe read from the stones dug up from the ground by
the excavations of our time that building activity died out in the Arme-
nian heartland from 1061 until 1150)).2

v

After the conquest of Armenia by the Seljuqs, the Armenian
kingdom was re-born far to the south-west, by the Mediterranean sea, in
the mountains of the Cilician Taurus. The insufferable conditions of

life in Armenia itself forced the Armenians to emigrate to neighbouring
lands, and many Armenians settled in the cities and regions of the provin-
ces bordering the Mediterranean sea where an important Armenian popu-
lation, which had moved there upon the seizure by Byzantium of the
Arcruni kingdom of Vaspurakan and the Bagratid kingdoms of Ani and
Kars, was already to be found. Here they fortified themselves in the moun-
tains of the Taurus, having seized some of the Byzantine fortresses,

 and

gradually added to their possessions the adjacent territories of Cilicia.
Little by little, small Armenian principalities arose on Greek terri-

tory; of these, the principality founded by Ruben (1080-1098), and his
successors, gained particular strength. The Rubenids, who had given great
aid to the Crusaders, successfully fought against Byzantium, by seeking aid
in their turn from the Crusaders. With the passage of time, they subor-
dinated to their power the small principalities of the vicinity and became
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the founders of the Armenian kingdom of Cilicia whose capital was first
at Tarsus and later at Sis. The Cilician kingdom reached its apogee under
Leo II (1187-1219) who was solemnly crowned at Tarsus (in January
1198) as king of Cilician Armenia.

The kingdom of the Rubenids, which had continuous relations with
European states, was under the influence of western European feudalism,
but at the same time it preserved the chief and specifically Armenian
characteristics of the ancient teudal-naxarar system. The Cilician kingdom
was divided into counties and baronies; it had a class of knights as did
western European kingdoms, the Ancient Armenian azats called jiavor, as
well as a class of bound peasants called sinakan or paroikoi. The follow-
ing offices existed at the court of the Armenian kings: the chancellor,
who supervised the royal chancery, the commander of the army called
connetahle or spasalar, the chaplain, the seneschal, and others.

The economic awakening of the Mediterranean countries, conditioned
by the trade relations of the Crusaders and the Italian city states with the
Muslim East, touched the Cilician kingdom as well. Already in the Xllth
century after the first Crusade (1096-1099), active trade relations began.
These lay primarily between Genoa and Venice and Syria, Palestine, and
Cilicia. Then, in the Mongol period, beginning with the second half of
the Xlllth century, caravan trade, through the Cilician port of Ayas to
Tabriz and Sultanieh, took on a great development. Italian merchants
established colonies and factories in the Cilician cities of Ayas, Tarsus,
and Adana. In this way the rich Armenian merchants of Cilicia  who had

trade connexions with the Armenian heartland and the lands of the
Muslim Orient, were drawn into world trade with the West.

The flourishing state of the Cilician kingdom and its political and
military might can be explained in great measure by the fact that the
main and most convenient highway for caravans engaged in world trade
ran toward the Orient through the territory of Cilicia.

From the end of the Xlllth century, the situation of the Cilician
kingdom began to worsen rapidly, as did that of all the Christian kingdoms
founded by Europeans in the East. In 1268-1291 Antioch and the cities
and fortresses of Syria belonging to the Crusaders were conquered by the
Bahrist Mamluk sultans of Egypt. Cilician Armenia, which found itself
in the immediate neighbourhood of the powerful Egyptian kingdom, suf-
fered the periodic raids of the Mamluks and exhausted itself in conti-
nuous wars against them. The country was also weakened by the intrusion
of the Papacy into the religious affairs of Cilician Armenia and by
internal religious quarrels.

In the XlVth century began the long agony of the Cilician kingdom.
The Egyptian Mamluks were displeased by the fact that the kings of
Cilicia maintained friendly relations with the Ilkhans of Iran and the
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western states and sought help from them. Left to its own devices, Cilician
Armenia could not bear alone the weight of the struggle against the great
Arab kingdom. Her final collapse came in 1375 and the last king, Leo V,
taken as a prisoner to Cairo, died in Paris in 1393.

In the Xllth century, during the period of prosperity of the Cilician
kingdom, the heartland of Armenia was re-born and rose from its ruins.

The wride empire founded by the Seljuqs did not last long. The
attempt of the talented Persian from Khorasan, Nizam al-Mulk, who was
vizier under Alp-Arslan (1063-1072) and Malik-Shah (1072-1092), to create
a centralized and powerful Seljuq state, did not meet with success. The
empire of the Seljuqs, which had reached the height of its brilliance
and power during the reign of Malik-Shah, began to disintegrate after his
death as the result of quarrels which developed within the Seljuq
dynasty. The wide empire gradually fell apart into separate independent
and semi-independent states in which ruled the various branches of the
Seljuq dynasty.

Beginning with the end of the Xlth century, Muslim emirates began
to consolidate themselves in central and southern Armenia; the Shaddadids

in Ani, the Sah-Armen in Xlat', and smaller emirates in Kars and Erzurum.

As for the Armenian principalities, they survived chiefly in north-eastern
Armenia in Coraget, Tasir, Siunik', and in the mountain regions of
southern Armenia in Sasun, Mokk'

,
 and Rstunik'.

It is supposed that, even before the Seljuq conquest, Kurdish and
Muslim (Arab) feudal lords, who were vassals of the great Armenian
feudatories, already existed in Armenia. They are the ones who rose and
began to play an important role in an Armenia fallen under the power of
the Muslim-Seljuq conquerors.

During the period of the weakening and disintegration of the Seljuq
empire, the kingdom of the Georgian Bagratids gained strength.
Already at the beginning of the Xllth century, under David II the Builder
(1080-1125), having conquered and subjected to its power the Caucasian
mountaineers, it organized a powerful army, mainly from the Kipchaks
who were also living at that time in the steppes of the northern Caucasus,
and soon it not only reconquered the provinces taken by the Seljuqs but
extended its power far afield over the neighbouring countries. In 1122
David the Builder gave back to Georgia its ancient capital of Tbilisi.
In 1123, at the request of the citizens of Ani, he took that city and its
citadel.

The successors of David not only kept the provinces conquered by
him but acquired additional new territories. Under George III (1156-
1184), the Georgian army finally became master of the Armenian capital
of Ani which had passed several times from the hands of the Shaddadids
to those of the Georgians during the Xllth century. As is well known,
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the period of apogee of Georgians might is considered to be the reign of
Tamar (1184-1213), the daughter of George III. Under her, almost all
north-eastern Armenia was conquered by her generals, the Armenian
princes Zacharias and John Mxagrjel. Under the suzerain power of this
new princely house, feudal Armenia was again recreated as a vassal pro-
vince of Georgia. To this very period belongs the appearance of new
Armenian princely houses - the Orbeliani, Vacutiani, Prosiani, Dopiani,
and others, who received extensive domains in the conquered provinces
of Armenia, chiefly in the north-eastern and central regions of Armenia.
Already under Malik-Shah and his gifted vizier, Nizam al-Mulk, a certain
order and internal safety appeared in the Armenian provinces. Armenian
sources remember with great praise the largesse of Malik-Shah

's brother-in-

law, Ismail ibn-Yaqut, appointed governor of Armenia and Azerbaidjan.
Under him the ruined and devastated localities were rebuilt everywhere and
the cultural and economic status of Armenia began to improve gradually.
During the Xllth century, the cities and provinces of Armenia continued
to grow and develop under the power of the Shaddadids, the Sah-Armens,
as well as that of the other Muslim emirs. For this reason we may suppose
that prosperity had largely been restored in them even before the recon-
quest of these provinces from the emirs by the Georgians. With the devel-
opment of Armenian principalities in liberated Armenia, we can observe
an incredibly swift rise in the cultural and economic life and a devel-
opment of building and sculpture in these principalities, as well as in
the -whole of Georgia.

Soon, however, a new painful period began once more for Armenia.
Renascent Armenia suffered heavily in 1225-1231 during the devastating
raids of the Khwarezm-shah, Jelal-ed-din, who, fleeing to Azerbaidjan
after the destruction of Khwarezm by the Mongols, also invaded Armenia
and eastern Georgia from there. After this, another heavy blow was struck
against Armenia in 1236-1244 by the Mongol invasion, the very same one
which fastened the Tartar yoke on Russia. It can be seen from the
accounts of the Armenian sources that the blows which Armenia received

during these invasions were not as terrible and continuous as in the time
of the Seljuq invasion. The Mongols met no lengthy opposition here. The
feudal rulers of Armenia were compelled to subject themselves to the
power of the new conquerors. Having preserved the feudal structure of
Armenia and given to her feudal lords part of their former rights, the
Mongols made use of this system as a ready-made organ for locak adminis-
tration and also made use of the military forces of feudal Armenia in
their campains of conquest against the Seljuqs of Asia Minor, the
caliphate of Baghdad, the Syro-Egyptian kingdom of the Mamluks, and the
khans of the Golden Horde.
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The policy of the Mongols toward feudal Armenia was basically
similar to their policy in Russia: they sought by all possible means to
prevent the strengthening of the great feudal nobles and promoted dissen-
sions among the various feudal groups. In Armenia as in Russia the clergy
was freed from a number of obligations and from the necessity of paying
the government taxes. The Mongols considered the Church an important
political force and used it for their own interests.

At the beginning of the first Mongol period, though the cultural and
economic development of Armenia continued, it was no longer with the
rapidity of the period of Georgian rule and that of their vassals the powerful
Armenian Mxargrjel (Long-arm) princes. The continuous participation
in the campaigns of the Mongols, the heavy and varied taxation of the
population and the oppressive obligations had a negative effect on the
prosperity of the country. The Mongols carried out periodically a census of
the population for the precise determination of these taxes and obligations.

Starting with the first half of the XlVth century, the economic con-
dition of the Armenian homeland began to deteriorate sharply as a result
of exceedingly heavy taxes and the unchecked extortions of the Mongol
administrators and tax collectors. As in the whole of the Mongol empire,

the activity of the tax-farmers was a national calamity in Georgia as in
Armenia. It is, therefore

, not surprising that masses of Armenian peasants
and town dwellers left their homes and fled. This is borne out by the
decree of the Mongol khan, Abu-Sa'id (1316-1335), carved on the wall of
the Manuce mosque in Ani concerning the protection of the population
from unlawful and ruinous taxation. In this decree we find a clear indi-

cation that at the time of its promulgation the city of Ani and the Arme-
nian provinces were becoming deserted, since the inhabitants of Ani and
of the adjacent provinces, ruined by unbearable taxes, were abandoning
their homes and possessions and leaving their native land.

After Abu-Sa'id and the ending of the Mongol dynasty in Iran, the
vast realm of the Ilkhans broke up into several Muslim states. At various
times claims to the possession of Tabriz and the provinces of Transcau-
casia were advanced by the new dynasties of the Chobanids and Jalayirs,
the khans of the Golden Horde and the Kara-Koyunlu Turkmen. In this
time of troubles, though life still lingered in some of the Armenian pro-
vinces, the general condition of Armenia continued to deteriorate.

In the last quarter of the XlVth century the provinces of Armenia
again suffered an exceedingly heavy blow at the time of the periodic
invasions of Timur-leng (in 1386-7, 1395-6 and 1400-3). These invasions,
accompanied by massive massacres of the population and merciless plunder,
completely emptied Armenia and put a final halt to any further deve-
lopment.
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After the death of Timur-leng his sons did not succeed in keeping
the vast conquests of their father. In 1407, Armenia was again taken by
the Kara-Koyunlu (Black-Sheep) Turkmen, while in 1467, after the defeat
and death of Jihan-Shah, the Kara-Koyunlu were compelled to cede their
place to another Turkmen tribe, the Ak-Koyunlu (White-Sheep) headed by
Uzun Hassan. From the accounts of Armenian sources, it is evident that

strained conditions and regression in the economic life of the Armenian
provinces continued in the XVth century.

34.     THE CITIES AND TRADE RELATIONS OF THE ARMENIAN PROVINCES UP

TO THE TIME OF THE MONGOL DOMINATION:

As has already been said, Armenia in the second half of the Xlth cen-
tury presented a  poverty-stricken picture. In the appropriate words of
N

. Marr, the Seljuqs had not left stone upon stone.3 Almost all of the
cities had been subjected to merciless devastation during the invasions.

In 1048 the unfortified city of Arcn was taken and reduced to ashes
by the Turkic hordes which had broken in from the side of Vaspurakan.
The population was partly massacred and partly perished in the flames.
In the following period this city was re-built, and, as we know, the inha-
bitants who survived settled in Theodosiopolis, called by them Arcn or
Arcn-Rum ( = modern Erzurum). The usual path of invasion for the Seljuq
tribes lay through Vaspurakan, for this reason the cities situated on the
northern shore of Lake Van were already destroyed at the time of the
first plundering raids.

According to the account of Aristakes Lastivertci, who was an eye-
witness of the Seljuq invasions, the city of Kars was subjected to a
sudden night raid in 1053. This attack was accompanied by a wide-spread
massacre of the inhabitants, merciless plunder and the burning of the city.
Only part of the population which had fled to the citadel managed to
escape.

4

The conquest of the central and northern provinces of Armenia took
place for the first time under the sultan Alp-Arslan (1063-1072). In 1064,
the city of Ani was taken by Alp-Arslan and given over to terrible plun-
der. Later on, in 1072, Ani was bought from Alp-Arslan by the Shaddadids.

N
.
 Marr writes:

A few years after the taking of Ani by the Turks - in 1072, the
city received a master in the person of Abul-Aswar, a local Muslim
prince from the Kurdish house of Shaddad, who resided at Dwin. This
family had connexions with the house of Revendi from which came
Saladin. Having bought Ani, Abul-Aswar entrusted it to his son
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Manuce. In the given case, what is of enormous interest for us is that
the Shaddadid does not conquer but buys the ruined city. The fact
of the purchase and sale has this profound importance that on the
one hand it reveals the type of the Muslim prince and on the other
it shows the value of Ani even in its ruined state. The Shaddadid is

not only a warrior but a 
'merchant' 

... the Muslim buyer is apparently
a citizen of the wealthy city of Dwin, who knows the price of this mer-
chandise as a commercial city, or one having all the potential for
becoming commercial, and being in addition admirably protected by
nature and art.5.

Under the domination of the Shaddadids, Ani began to prosper and to
develop again, and, with the renaissance of international trade, it played
a significant part as an important commercial centre on the road to Tre-
bizond. The rule of the Shaddadids in Ani continued with interruptions
from 1072 to 1199. After the occupation of Ani by George III (in 1161 and
1174), the governors for the city were appointed by the king of Georgia.
But under his successor, queen Tamar, as we have seen from the in-
scriptions of Ani, beginning with 1199 the hereditary rulers of Ani were
the emir-spasalar, Zacharias and afterwards his son Sahansah.

During the XHth and the beginning of the XHIth centuries, under the
Shaddadids as well as the Zacharids, the devastating raids of the neigh-
bouring power had a pronounced and negative effect on the prosperity and
development of Ani. As we have noted above, Ani passed many times from
the hands of the Shaddadids to the Georgians during the XII th century,
and a bitter war with the neighbouring Muslim principalities was waged
every time that the possession of this wealthy and fortified city was gained
by Georgia.

Already in 1123 the king of Georgia, David the Builder, took Ani
without war or bloodshed, with the help of the inhabitants of the city
who were aroused against the Shaddadid Abul-Aswar. According to the testi-
mony of Armenian sources, the Christian population of the city was dis-
pleased with Abul-Aswar because he had turned the cathedral of Ani
into a mosque and, furthermore, intended to sell Ani to the emir of Kars
for 60,000 dinars.SA

Fadlun, the son of Abul-Aswar, having received help from the Seljuq
sultan, subjected Ani to a painful siege accompanied by famine and depo-
pulation. For this reason, already in 1126, the successor of David the
Builder, Dimitry, ceded the city to Fadlun on certain conditions.

In 1161 Ani was besieged by the Sah-Armen Sukman II, but George
III came to the rescue of the city by inflicting a heavy defeat on Sukman II
and Ani was once more occupied by the Georgian army. In 1163, Ani
was besieged, by the army of the Seljuq sultan Arslan-Shah and of
the atabeg Ildigiz and passed under the power of the Seljuq Turks. In
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1174, the Georgians again gained possession of the city but this time also
they were forced to give the city back to the Shaddadids.

Both the testimony of the contemporary of these events, Mxitar Gos,6
and the Persian inscription of the Shaddadid, Key-sultan, on the central
minaret of Ani in 1198/9 as well, bear witness to the fact that Ani was
not finally re-attached to Georgia in 1174. From the content of this
inscription, we see that in 1198/9 the ruler of Ani was the Shaddaddid, K'ey-
sultan, who took measures for the concentration of the sale of cotton and

cotton products around the central mosque.

I
, Key-sultan, son of Mahmud, son of Savarj son of Manucahr

Shaddadi, for the sake of the long life of all my ancestors and descen-
dants, command that: the sale of cotton and cotton objects,

 from the

place where is the mosque of Abul-Mamaran to the shop on Sebil
street, be permitted. We have ordered for trade to take place in this
very spot. He who shows contempt for this decree will fall under the
wrath of (all glorious) and almighty God. In the year five hundred and
ninety five (A. D. 1198/9). Those who keep it firmly be blessed by
God, Amen.7

Ani suffered a terrible blow under the Zacharids. In 1209 the sultan

of Ardabil, taking advantage of the absence of the Zacharids, fell sud-
denly upon Ani and subjected the city to a terrible devastation after
having massacred the inhabitants.

The evidence cited show that in the XHth century the quiet and peace-
ful tenor of life in Ani was interrupted rather frequently and that the city
was subject to numerous assaults and devastations. All of this could natu-
rally not fail to be reflected in its cultural and economic development,
and it seems to me that those scholars who consider the period of Shadda-
did rule to be that of the highest cultural productivity of Ani are not
altogether correct.8 This hypothesis is unlikely for other and still weightier
reasons.

The cultural-economic development of Armenia, as has already been
indicated, was usually found in close connexion with the development of
world trade relations carried on along the transit routes which crossed
Armenia. We have already seen that during the Bagratid period, in the
Xth and the first part of the XIth century, as the result of a whole series of
external causes - the closing of the main southern land-routes, continuous
warfare between the Arabs and Byzantium etc...-Armenia temporarily
became a buffer territory for trade relations between the Caliphate and
Byzantium. Thanks to these very favourable external conditions we have
observed the rise and incredibly swift growth in Armenia of new cities -
Ani, Kars, and Arcn, and the prosperous development in them of the
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commercial and industrial life which we have considered in the preceding
chapter.

After the Seljuq invasions a completely different situation was gra-
dually evolving for the development of the cities and the cultural and
economic life of the Armenian provinces. With the Seljuq conquest of
Mesopotamia, Syria, and Asia Minor and with the radical transformation
of the political scene in the Near East, Armenia ceased to play her former
role and immediately lost the pre-eminent position in world trade which
she had occupied in the Bagratid period. As is well known, the Crusades
produced major alterations and sharp changes in world trade. After having
conquered the coastal provinces of Syria, and gained possession of the
main ports of Syria, the Crusaders established direct trade relations with
the Muslim East and consequently the importance of the northern trade
routes was greatly undermined.

Although the transit trade through Ani, Kars and Theodosiopolis-
Erzerum was renewed in the Xllth century, it apparently no longer reached
the dimensions which it had in the Bagratid period.

For this reason it is impossible to explain the relative prosperity of
the Armenian towns, assumed to exist after the Seljuq invasions of the Xllth
century, as the result of the development of international trade with the
West. The cultural and economic evolution in these cities was probably
closely connected with the general development of town life in the Muslim
states of the Near East, as has justly been noted by scholars.9 The great
majority of these towns up to the end of the Xllth century were, as we know,
in the possession of Muslim emirs, while the larger towns became the
political and economic centres of small Muslim dynasties: the Shaddadids,
the Sah-Armens, the emirs of Kars and Theodosiopolis-Erzurum, and
others. It is understandable that between these Muslim emirates and the

newly established realm of the Seljuqs continuous and active cultural
as well as economic relations should have been established. Unfortunately
the history of the internal life and material culture of the Muslim East
under the Seljuqs is almost completely devoid of study and elucidation.
Similarly unclear are the internal evolution and alterations which must
have taken place in the Armenian provinces under the rule of the Muslim
emirs.

We have a clear testimony as to the tolerance shown by the Muslim
emirs to the Christian church and the Christian population in the history
of Vardan. According to the testimony of Vardan, the Armenian monas-
teries and churches under the Sah-Armen Sukman II and his successors

enjoyed sixty years of ((absolute peace».10 The same historian, who is

close in time to our period, calls the atabeg Ildigiz [Eltkuz], the Sah-Armen
Sukman II and the emir of Theodosiopolis-Erzurum, Saldux, ((philochris-
tians)) and ((benevolent administrators)) of their provinces)).11
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The archeological investigations in Ani confirm this, since it is pre-
cisely from the Xllth century that the architectural monuments of Ani
bear obvious signs of close relations with Muslim Iranian art.

N
.
 Marr writes:

The characteristic architectural style of the churches of Ani,
Avhich marks an epoch in the history of Armenian art, does not belong
to feudal Armenia. Insofar as we can judge from the monuments
already discovered and studied, the characteristic style of Ani appears
and develops in the Xllth and Xlllth centuries, perhaps even from
the end of the Xlth, in connexion with urban architecture which
in its turn has relations with eastern Iranian and Muslim art. This

style manifests itself in the proportions of the building, in particular
designs of ornaments, in a particular type of workmanship and in the
materials themselves. This new style shows many related, indeed
similar, traits, not only with the art of Christian Georgia but also with
that found among the Muslim Seljuqs.12

The Muslim dominion must also have left an imprint on the social
structure of the local life and it may have helped the democratisation of
Armenian urban centres, but this question can unfortunately not be eluci-
dated with the necessary clarity in the absence of precise information.

In the opinion of N. Marr the importance of the Armenian cities for
international trade asserted itself again in the brilliant period of the Geor-
gian kingdom at the beginning of the Xlllth century.13 And, indeed, in the

given period, favourable conditions arose for international trade with the
West through Trebizond and the Black Sea.

After the Fourth Crusade which ended with the occupation and sack of
Constantinople (in 1204), new states, part Prankish and part Greek, were
established on the territory of the Byzantine empire. In the same year,
1204, Alexis Comnenus founded the empire of Trebizond with the help
of the strengthened Georgian kingdom. With the creation of the Latin
Empire, the first place in it was taken by Venice which received the best
part of the Byzantine possessions, the best harbours and the best strategic
locations. Venice, having reached the zenith of her political and economic
power and become a mighty ((colonial empire)) in the East, sought new
markets everywhere and widened her commercial relations northward to
the ports of the Black Sea.

Another Italian republic, Genoa, also followed Venice in establishing
permanent relations with the ports of the Black Sea. The Italian city-states
now played the leading role in the international trade with the East. The
volume of this commerce increased significantly, as new markets both in
the East and in the West were drawn into international exchanges. In this
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way a new proliferation of trade in the Black Sea, and a significant accelera-
tion of international relations through Trebizond, may be postulated, be-
ginning with the first half of the Xlllth century.

To this same period may apparently be assigned the beginning of the
new and more intensive development of Armenian cities connected by the
transit highway to Trebizond. As was correctly indicated by N. Marr,
Armenian merchants, who had already gained importance in the prosperous
days of Arab trade, now had world-wide connexions and permanent rela-
tions with the main centres of the Levant trade in which important Arme-
nian colonies had arisen from the time of the Seljuq invasions.14

Judging from epigraphic evidence and some indications in the sources,
Armenian commercial colonies appeared in the XI-XIII centuries not only
in neighbouring Georgia, in Crimea and other ports of the Black Sea, but
also in the commercial regions of Central Asia and in the city of Bulgara
on the Volga. A tomb stone wTith an Armeno-Syrian inscription of 1323
found in the cemetery of Pespek bears witness to the existence of an Arme-
nian colony in the Semirechie.15 It is also interesting that a Catalan map
shows a monastery of ((Armenian brothers)) on Lake Issi-kul.16 Armenian

tomb inscriptions have also been preserved in the city of Bulgara on the
Volga.17

A
. lakubovski, in an interesting article devoted to the campaign of

the Turks of Asia Minor against Sudak (in 1221 or 1222),18 gives valuable
information, based on Persian and Arab sources, concerning the commercial
life of Crimea and of the Polovtzan steppes. We also find in this article
the information that the city of Sudak was an important commercial centre
with a mixed merchant population composed of Alans, Armenians, Kha-
zars, Russians, Polovtzi, and Byzantines.

In the period of the Xl-XIIIth centuries, important Armenian colonies
also appeared, as we know, in the other ports of the Black Sea. The
merchant class in the urban centres of the Armenian homeland, having
relations with the growdng Armenian colonies everywhere, re-acquired an
important place in the transit trade with the East with the development
of Black Sea trade in the Xlllth century.

According to the most recent archaeological investigations a notable
development of cultural life and a considerable  increase in building activity
can be observed in Ani, Kars, Dwin, Naxijewan and other Armenian
commercial towns beginning with the first half of the Xlllth century, in the
period of the rule of the Armenian princely dynasty of the Zacharids. It is
most interesting that this new period of development in the towns of the
Armenian homeland corresponds exactly with the time of new prosperity
in the international trade of Trebizond and the other ports of the Black
Sea. For this reason we may believe that this cultural and material impro-
vement was conditioned in large part by foreign trade.
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Through Ani)), writes N. Marr, ((passed an active artery, one
of the branches of the great transit routes. Ani became the cen-
tral point in the exchanges between the East and the West, having
thus inherited the importance of the more ancient and more famous
Armenian city of Dwin. With this are connected the building of
caravanserais in Ani as well as tens of excellent stone bridges on the
Axurean river. An independant urban life headed by city elders,
having legislative authority within the walls of the city, was being
organized or perhaps had already been organized in Ani. So that Ani
touches on one side the period of the naxarars or the rule of indepen-
dent Armenian princes, and on the other the period of the appearance
and spread of Armenian colonies.19

It is evident from the written sources relating to the XHIth century
that in the period under consideration considerable monetary wealth was
concentrated in the hands of the ruling land-owning nobility and of the
merchant class. This is evidenced, for instance, by the inscription of Tigran
Honenc in Ani in 1215.20 This personage built the monastery church of
Saint Gregory at Ani which was decorated with delicate carvings and
frescoes at his own expense; he brought precious stones, pearls, gold and
silver lamps for the adornment of the church, built lodgings for the monastic
brotherhood and isxans, and presented to the monastery numerous villages,
shops, butter dairies, mills, houses, lands, gardens, a bath, and other real
estate.

This interesting inscription, first published by Sargisean, translates
as follows;

Year 664 (= 1215) by the grace and mercy of God,
 at the time

of the rule in the city of Anr.. of the arnir-spasalar and mandatur-
tuxuces Zacharias and his son Sahansah

, I, Tigran ... son of Sulyama,
son of Smbat, from the house of Honenc... built the monastery of
St. Gregory, which was formerly called the chapel of the Mother of
God

, on a rocky spot with precipices and covered with thorns, bought
by me from the owners with honestly acquired means ... I surrounded
it with a wall... and decorated it with many ornaments ...

 and adorned

it with icons figuring the saints and decorated with gold, silver,
precious stones, and pearls, as well as with gold and silver lamps... and
I built all sorts of buildings, richly ornamented for the monks and
highly placed personages, and I placed there priests, and gave to it
(the monastery) in possession... 1) half the village of Goroxonec,
2) five dangs21 of the stone quarries (near it), 3) half of the village
of Msakunec, 4) half of the village of Kapluc, 5) the whole of the
village of Caraak'

cov, 6) the village of Xuzac-Mahmund in the land
of Kars, 7) two dangs of the village of Cund, where stands the cross,
8) the hostelry-funduk in the city, 9) the private bath and the water
conduits-'mil'

 in the square, 10) the hostelry-xanapar with shops and

13
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11) the hostelry-funduk with the new vaulted roof, 12) a bath with
an ante-chamber, 13) the stables and barn of Ter-Sargis, and the
threshing-floor bought by me, 14,) the oil press with two wheels, 15) the
stables and barns at the gates of the monastery, 16) the vegetable
garden in front of the river, 18) the vegetable garden on the riverbank
bought and laid out by me, 19) by the Dwin gate, half a mill- the
whole of the milling, 20) at the other mill, two days

'

 milling per week,
-21) at one of the Glijor mills, two days' milling per week, 22) half
the river bought by me between Besk

'

enakap and the bridge, 23) four
dangs from the hostelry-xanapar called Papenc and likewise the shop
by its door, 24) all the houses located on Hateconc street, 25) many
lots of land bought near the city gates, 26) one garden in Erevan,
27) one garden in Osakan, 28) one garden in Kos, 29) one garden
called Sazot in Aruc, 30) one garden in Mren, 31) one garden in Cmak
called the '

land of the kat'oiikos', this was bought; many more lands,
which are in mortgage, are not listed in this act but given to the
monastery, if the owners pay in gold to the monastery (the lands shall
be returned to them),

 about this I have written in another will. In

addition to this I built and restored the monastery called Bexenc and
enriched it with every kind of gift.22

The inscription quoted, as was correctly observed by N. Marr, reflects
the portrait and nature of a man who had made his way by personally
acquired wealth.23 Tigran Honenc is unquestionably a typical merchant-
capitalist of his time. As we see, enormous wealth acquired by trade,
including the trade of money, was concentrated in his hands. We have
a direct indication in the inscription that Tigran gave large loans as
mortgages on real estate. And N. Marr considers it entirely possible that
in this period the transfer of princely and noble estates into the hands
of merchant-capitalists was taking place.

Equally important is the testimony of the inscription of 1283 in the
monastery of Gosavank

'

 concerning the monetary wTealth of which Umek,
one of the important representatives of the Armenian merchant class could
dispose in the first half of the XXIIth century,

... I, Car, son of paron [master] Umek, grandson of Car, from
Manazkert, at the time of the rule of the world of Karanuin and the

reign in Georgia of the Bagratid, Dimitry; Getik was bought by my
V

father Umek for forty thousand red [gold] ducats, and I, Car bought
Hovk' for four thousand gold ducats during hard times when land
was cheap and gold dear, and gave it (as a gift) to the (church) of the
Mother of God of Getik...24

According to the testimony of the Armenian historian of the XUIth
century, Kirakos Ganjakeci,23 Umek, the father of Car, who is mentioned

in the inscription, was a wealthy merchant in the city of Theodosiopolis-
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Erzurum, whence he moved to Tbilisi after the destruction of the former

city by the Mongols (in 1242). The forty thousand gold ducats for which
he bought Getik formed but a small part of Umek's wealth and his total
possessions undoubtedly equalled many times that sum. We must also note
in the cited inscription the mention of a large number of ((red ducats» in
Armenia in the first half of the Xlllth century. Of the utmost importance
also is the evidence of the inscription that, in the second quarter of
the Xlllth century, real-estate was expensive and gold was incomparably
cheaper than at Gar

'

s time in the eighties of the Xlllth century. This inte-
resting fact of the cheapness of money in the second quarter of the Xlllth
century, caused by the presence in Armenia of considerable monetary
wealth, as well as the mention in the inscription of Italian ducats, may
serve as indirect evidence confirming the participation of the Armenian
cities in international trade with the Italian city states.

The achievements of sculpture and of urban building activity of the
period under consideration, the surviving remains of magnificent churches
and monumental buildings which arose as we know in the first half of
the Xlllth century serve, in my opinion, as another indirect indication of
the development of foreign trade in Armenia under the Zacharids and
the presence of excess wealth in the hands of the ruling class.

In the brief study of Alisan On Armenian Trade is found extremely
valuable information showing that north-eastern Armenia had trade
relations with Genoa in the beginning of the Xlllth century.26 Unfortu-

nately he does not give the source of this information. According to Alisan,
the republic of Genoa concluded a trade agreement with the ruler of
Kars at the beginning of the Xlllth century, and in 1257 a Genoese official
came to Kars for trading purposes. Thus the participation of the cities of
Zacharid Armenia in the Black Sea trade is confirmed, as we see, by direct
evidence.

Summarizing all that has been said above, wre can conclude
, in spite

of the meagre and fragmentary charater of the data cited, that the devel-
opment of cities and trade in pre-Mongol Armenia progressed parallel with
the prosperity of world trade in the Black Sea which had quickened anew

from the beginning of the Xlllth century.

55. THE DEVELOPMENT OF INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN THE MONGOL PERIOD

AND THE PARTICIPATION IN IT OF THE PEOPLES OF THE ARMENIAN

HIGHLANDS:

The Mongol invasion struck a heavy blow at the prosperity of the
Armenian cities. In 1239 the cities of Ani and Kars were taken by the
Mongol armies led by Charmahan and subjected to a terrible devastation.
A few years later under the successor of Charmahan, the new general Baidju,
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the same fate befell the south-western cities of the Armenian highlands:
Theodosiopolis-Erzurum, Erzincan, and Xlat'.

Armenia was thoroughly depopulated and devastated at the time of
the second invasion of the Mongol hordes, but its economic development
was merely interrupted for a time. The shock undergone by Armenia was
not of long duration on this occasion and the Armenian provinces suffered
relatively less than the Muslim lands of eastern Persia and Arab Iraq.
We must also note that the Mongols, not having met with a bitter and
lengthy opposition on the part of the Zacharids, did not destroy the local
feudal lords here. The latter, having acknowledged the supremacy of the
Mongols, kept not only their possessions but in general part of their feudal
rights as well.

After a brief stagnation, normal life was relatively rapidly re-created
in the devastated provinces and in the second half of the Xlllth century
we observe new activity in the building and cultural-economic life in Arme-
nia, as witnessed among other things by the rich and magnificent chur-
ches, palaces and other edifices which rose at the beginning of the period
of Mongol dominion.

In this sense, the inscription of 1261 found at Mren on the main gate
of the palace of Sahmadin is of the utmost interest,

In the summer of 710 (= A. D. 1261) in the time of the rule over
the world of Hulagu Khan, I, Sahmadin the son of Avetik, bought this
royal place of Mren from Artasir, the son of Sahinsah with my honestly
acquired means for my own use and that of my children. May God
grant the happy use thereof for time everlasting. In 725, in the time
of the rule over the world of Abagu Khan, since there was no summer
residence and palace for my lord [paron], I, Samtin [sic], bought those
vineyards and gardens called Ark

'

ayutiwn [the royal place] each from
its owner, drew up a plan from my own wit, without a master work-
man, laid the foundations of this palace and completed it in ten years.
May God grant to lord Sahmatin [sic] the happy use thereof from
generation to generation. 40,000 gold ducats-dahekans were spent on
this palace.27

It is not difficult to guess that the Sahmadin mentioned in this inscrip-
tion, like the Tigran Honenc, Umek, and Car mentioned before, was a
representative of the rich Armenian merchant class. The expenses for the
building of his summer palace at Mren reached 40,000 ducats-dahekans
which was an enormous sum for the time. Under the name ducats are

evidently meant the Venetian gold coins whose value is presumed to have
been equal to 12 gold francs.28 Consequently approximately half a million
of gold francs was spent on building the palace.
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As is well known, international trade relations with the West reach-

ed a greater development under the Mongols than under the Seljuqs.
The Armenian historian Kirakos Ganjakeci gives the valuable informa-
tion that trading caravans enjoyed immunity already under Charmahan,
the conqueror of Armenia. According to the testimony of Kirakos,

 a cer-

tain Symeon, a Syrian by birth, who was known as ((Raban At
'a)) came

to Charmahan with a special charter from the khagan. He protected
the peaceful Christian population everywhere, saved many from death,
freed prisoners and even built churches in Muslim provinces. ((And his
people, the merchants)), rielates Kirakos, ((those who had from him a
tamga, that is an insignia and a letter, they travelled boldly throughout
the country, and no one dared touch those who uttered the name of
Raban)).29

The vast empire of the Mongols, which had united the civilized lands
of the Near and Far East under the power of the dynasty of Gengis Khan,
could not fail to help commercial exchanges. World trade under the Mon-
gols undoubtedly widened and included ever new provinces. In the inter-
national exchange participated on one side Persia, Transcaucasia, Southern
Russia, Central Asia, Mongolia, and China and on the other, with the
extensive co-operation of the Italian city states as middle-men, the Medi-
terranean, Italy, and Western Europe.

It is also well known that under the Mongols, not the southern
transit routes but the northern ones - through Caspian Turkestan, Khiva,
Saray, to the northern ports of the Black Sea, and through Armenia to
Trebizond-:were the most important. This may be explained in part by
the fact that, in spite of repeated attempts, the Mongols did not succeed
in making a firm conquest of Syria and in taking into their power the
southern route as well as the northern one.

The shifting of the route and the major part now played by the
countries of the north had as a result the appearance of large commercial
centres on the main highways - from the Far East through Urgenj and
Saray to Southern Russia, and through Northern Persia and Armenia
to the Black Sea. From the second half of the XIHth century, the most
important commercial centre in Azerbaidjan w7as Tabriz, rebuilt as a large
city by Ghazan Khan (1295-1304). In addition to Tabriz, also in north-
western Persia, appeared the new commercial centre of Sultanieh built at
the end of the Xlllth and the beginning of the XlVth century under the
Ilkhan, Argun (1284-1291) and his successors.

In connexion with the shift in the routes noted above, we also observe

a great animation in the maritime trade of the Black Sea during the
Mongol period. Here too appear large centres of international trade, pri-
marily along the northern shore of the Black Sea. In the sixties of the
XIHth century, the Genoese acquired in Crimea the city of Caffa, the pre-
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sent Theodosia, which had great commercial importance under their rule
and became the centre of the Genoese colonies in the Black Sea. An equally
important commercial centre in the Mongol period was the city of Tana
standing on the site of the present Azov.

Basing themselves on their fleets and their Black Sea colonies
,
 the

Genoese as well as the Venetians tried to widen their trade connexions

and sought new markets and new routes everywhere. As we learn from
a valuable account of Marco Polo, Genoese ships, transferred from the
Black Sea, also plied the Caspian Sea in the second half of the Xlllth cen-
tury.30 According to the words of Marco Polo, the silk known as geele
came from here.31 Both Heyd and Barthold suppose that the goal of
Genoese merchants here was primarily the silk of Ghilan which had become
an item of international trade at this time.32

As we can see from the evidence of Italian sources
,
 Genoese and Vene-

tian merchants, during the time of the Hulagids, carried on caravan trade
through Armenia to Tabriz and Sultanieh and had their offices and even
their consulates in Tabriz. The Florentine Francesco Balducci Pegolotti
(in the beginning of the XlVth century) gives a description of the trade
route leading from Ayas, through Armenia to Tabriz.33 This route ran
through Sivas, and Erzincan to Erzurum, and from Erzurum to Tabriz.

Cilician Armenia, beginning with the Xlllth century, participated acti-
vely in the international trade of the West with the East, as has been
said earlier. The most important port here was Ayas, while Sis, Mamistra
(Misis), Adana, and Tarsus were important commercial cities in which the
Italian merchants had their factories. According to the testimony of Marco
Polo, it was possible to buy in Ayas every type of spice, silken cloth, gold
embroidered brocade and other goods which were brought there from
Central Asia. Here came the merchants of Venice, Genoa, and other coun-

tries to sell their wares and buy what they needed. Marco Polo relates in
addition that, in his time, that is in the second half of the Xlllth century,
Ayas was the usual point of departure for western-European travelers on
their way to the countries of the Far East and that they arrived at the
same port upon their return.

The route from Ayas to Tabriz, which was of world importance, is
described by Pegolotti in great detail. Yule and Kiepert have tried to
define the direction of this route basing themselves on his indications.34
Later this problem was studied in detail in the fundamental work of
Heyd.35 The junction points of the indicated road, as we now see, were,
Kayseri or Caesarea, Sivas, Erzincan, Erzurum, and Xoy. The following
points are indicated by Pegolotti on the first lap of the road: Ajazzo
(=Ayas), Colidara, Gandon, and Casena. Heyd identifies the station of
Colidara nearest to Ayas with the fortress of Kopidar [Gobidar] which stood
in the Taurus mountains on the northern frontier of the Rubenid
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kingdom.30 The name and site of Gandon are still unelucidated, as Heyd
points out. The site of the fourth station, Casena, however, is placed by
Kiepert in the mountain province of Kazan-dagi, while in the opinion
of Heyd, it is to be identified with the Kokison [Gogison] of Armenian
sources, the modern Gogsun.37 Kiepert supposes that the direction of the
road from Ayas to Sivas was through the present. Misis, Sis, and the Kazan-
dagi mountains in the north. Heyd, however, disagrees with him and indi-
cates the path of the road along the ( ihan [Djihan] river to Anabad, then
along the Anabad-su and the gorge of Gaban to Gogsun, further to the
north-west, to the upper course of the Sarus, and finally to the Halys and
along to Sivas. The course of the road through Gaban is confirmed by
the evidence of a charter of Leo II in 1201 in which it is seen that the

Genoese had to pay duty to the lord of the fortress of Gaban upon passage
of the (Jihan, as was pointed out by Heyd.38 This indication of Heyd is
worthy of attention and we may indeed suppose that the caravan route
from Ayas followed the valley of the (Jihan to the north-west, and then
went north through Gaban and Goksun. There is no doubt,

 however, that
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the further direction of this road is incorrectly determined by Heyd. We
know that in recent times it has been definitely ascertained that the fourth
station, Casena, is to be identified not with Goksun, as Heyd supposed,
but with the city of Kayseri or Caesarea which lies on the way from Ayas
to Sivas. It is, therefore, perfectly evident that the road ran from the
fortress of Gaban not to the upper course of the Sarus, but north-west
through the present (Jar which stands in the opinion of Kiepert on the
site of Comana of Cappadocia.39

On the second section of the road Pegolotti indicates the following
stations: Casena ( = Kayseri), Gavazera dell

'

 amiraglio, Gadue, Gavazera di
casa Jacomi, Salvastro ( = Arm. Sebasteia). On this line, from Kayseri-
Caesarea to Sivas-Sebaste, two of the station points were caravanserais
(Gavazera). Between them is mentioned the station of Gadue whose name
and location are still unknown.

From Sivas to Erzincan the following stations are indicated in Pego-
lotti: Salvastro, Dudriaga, Greboco, Mughisar, Arzinga. Heyd identifies
the station of Dudriaga with the present village of Todiirge40 lying not
far from the lake, Todiirge golii, while Yule identifies it with the present
Dubpuru [Divrigi] (Arm. Tevrik, Byz. Tephrike)41 lying north-west of
the present Egin. Heyd thinks that it is possible to identify the fourth
station Mughisar with the present settlment of Muhar [Mouchar, Mehar]
lying south of the Qimen-dagi.42 Between Dudriaga and Mughisar was
found the station of Greboco, which Kiepert very successfully identified
with the station of Agreboce marked on the map of the Pizigani brothers
in 1367. Here he most perspicaciously found the correspondence Gre-
boco, Agreboce, with the Arauraci of Roman itineraries. The given iden-
tifications can of course not be considered final and the problem of the
stations indicated needs a new study. It is, however, perfectly evident
that the shortest and most convenient way from Sivas to Erzincan was
not the road through Divrigi presumed by Yule, but the highway line
through Enderes and Rifaya [Refahiye] indicated by Heyd.

From Erzincan to Erzurum the following stations are noted by Pego-
lotti: Arzinga ( = Erzincan), Gavazera sulla montagna, Ligurti, Ponte,
Gavazera fuori d'Arzerone, Bangui d'Arzerone. On this line are indicated
two caravanserais, a bridge, probably over the Euphrates, baths near Erzu-
rum (Bangui d

'

Arzerone) and only one settlement, Ligurti, whose location
is as yet unclarified. Concerning the bridge over the Euphrates, Heyd
gives the following explanation: In our time, he notes, caravans cross the
Euphrates over the ancient bridge of Kot'ur [Lot'ur], approximately half
way between Erzincan and Erzurum, near Maraahat'un. On the route de-

scribed by Pegoletti, however, this bridge is apparently found nearer Erzu-
rum. And indeed, Kiepert shows that in antiquity there was another nor-
thern route and that the Euphrates was crossed not near Maraahat

'un but
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in the vicinity of Askale.43 This indication is correct as it seems to me.
We have already seen earlier that the route of the Tabula Peutingeriana,
Satala-Artaxata ran not through Mamahat'un but considerably to the north
through the khans of Sogan and Askale, while the crossing of the Euphrates
occurred at Gaitaric, a village some 7 kilometers

' distance from Askale.

Heyd also points out that under the name, Bangni d'Arzerone, we must
understand a building near Erzurum in which baths and a customs post
were located.

As we see, the direction of the road Ajazzo-Arzerone can generally be
determined with adequate accuracy. This route ran from Ayas to Erzurum
through Gaban, Kayseri, Sivas, Enderes, Rifahiye, Erzincan, Askale, and
Gaitaric.

Erzurum was an important junction point for caravan trade relations
both with Asia Minor and Cilicia and with the main centre of eastern Black
Sea trade, Trebizond. From Trebizond the caravan route ran to Erzurum

through the present Bayburt, which is called Papertum in the Italian
sources. From here, that is from Erzurum, both roads from Ayas ran to
Tabriz through stations which are noted in detail by Pegolotti: Arzerone,

Bangni d'Arzerone verso Torisi, Polorbecch, Sermessa calo, Aggia, Cala-
cresti, Tre chiese, sotto Larcanoe, Scaracanti, Locche, Plana di Falconieri

,

li Camuzoni, Plana del Flume rosso, Condro
, Sandoddi, Torisi.44

The first station after Arzerone, namely Bangni d'Arzerone verso
Torisi, standing on the road from Erzurum to Tabriz, was, like the station
of Bangni d

'

Arzerone mentioned above, a station building containing baths
and a customs post, in the opinion of Heyd. After this station came
that of Polorbecch which Heyd altogether correctly identifies with
the ancient Armenian Polorabahag, more correctly uBolorapahak)), the
present Kopriikoy, which lies at the junction of the Pasin-su with the
Araxes. Here the caravans crossed the river over an ancient bridge with
seven arches now called Coban-Kopri [Tchoban-Keupri].43

It must be noted that the caravan highway from Erzurum to Xoy,
described by Pegolotti, is identical whith the ancient route of the Tabula
Peutingeriana which wre studied in detail in section 24 above. We must
bear in mind the fact that roads in

,

 mountainous countries laid out in

antiquity according to the natural conditions had to remain generally
unchanged in subsequent periods.

The next station after Polorbecch, Sermesso calo, which is called

Sarbisacalo in the work of Ordericus of Pordenone (beginning of the XlVth
century), was probably to be found in the mountain province of Delibaba,
in the opinion of Heyd. The name of the station Sermessa or Sarbisacalo
can not yet be explained.46 Both the name and the location of Aggia, the
next station after Sermessa calo, also remain unknown.
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As is correctly indicated by M. Yule, the next stations after Aggia,
Calacresti and Tre chiese, i. e. ((three churches)), correspond to the present
villages of Kara-kilise and U -kilise (((Three churches))).47 We have already
seen earlier that U -kilise is identical with the ancient Armenian Bagawan
and the junction point Bagauna of the Tabula Peutingeriana. In this way
we see that the line from Arzerone to Tre chiese ran, as in Roman times,

through the present Kopriikoy and the plain of Alaskert to the ancient
Bagawan called Tre chiese by Pegolotti.

Beyond Tre chiese was to be found the station ((sotto Larcanoe)) which
means in Italian uUnder Noah's Ark.)) Heyd localizes this station at the
present Diadin, and supposes that the station was called sotto Larcanoe
since the Great Masis [Ararat] could be seen from it. It is possible, however,
that the site of the station sotto Larcanoe should be sought considerably
further east than Diadin since this settlement is relatively very near to
Uc-kilise.

The next station Scaracanti is unquestionably identical with the
present Larak

'ent [Karakent],48 not far to the south-east of which was

determined the location of the station Ortispi of the Tabula Peutingeriana,
as was demonstrated in section 24 of this work.

The name and location of the next station Locche are not explained.
The station next to it. Plana di Falconieri, however, was to be found in

the plain of Tay-zawar which lay on the way from Karakent to Xoy, as
was discussed in detail in my work. The Alain Roads of Ancient Arme-
nia.  Piana di Falconieri means in Italian ((the plain of the falcon hunt,)>
and it is interesting that we find a locality mentioned in ancient Armenian
sources at the very same point under the same Bazujor, or ((the Falcon
gorge))50 which may be identified with the Piana di Falconieri. J. Morler,
the secretary of the British Embassy in Teheran, who rode in 1809 from
Tabriz to Erzurum through Xoy and described this ancient route, testifies
that in the valley of Tay-zawar, not far from the village of Kara-Eyne, wras
a swamp on whose surface innumerable wild ducks and other birds were
to be seen.51 We may, therefore, assume that this is the very neigh-
bourhood in which we must suppose the Piana di Falconieri, i. e. ((The
valley of the falcon hunt)).

The site and name of the next station, li Camuzoni, are not clarified.

But the next station after li Camuzoni, Piana del Fiume rosso (i. e. ((Red
river valley))), is identical with the valley of the present Kizil- ayi, Arme-
nian Karmir get (((Red river))), as is correctly explained by Kiepert.52 This

is called Ak ay on Lynch's map,
After this station, Pegolotti indicates the station of Condro which was

identified by me in the first edition of the present work, with the present
Lot'ur [Kotur], lying south of the Kizil- ayi. However, a careful study
of the main roads of Armenia in the Roman period, and particularly of
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the route Artaxata - Gobdi- Paresaca, convinced me that the road des-

cribed by Pegolotti went to Tabriz not through the town of Kotur and
the pass of Kotur but through the ancient Armenian province of Artaz
and through Xoy. For this reason in my work. The Main Roads of Ancient
Armenia,5* I thought it more likely that Condro should correspond to
the Gobdi of the Tabula Peutingeriana, whose Persian name was first
ChoS and later Choj in Markwart's opinion.5'1

Two roads from Xoy to Tabriz are mentioned by ancient sources,
one through Marand and Sop

'

ian, and the other, which ran along the
eastern shore of Lake Urmiah, through Tasvic or Tarspedo of the Tabula
Peutingeriana. Kiepert supposes that the itinerary described by Pegolotti is
not the one through Marand but Tasvic since ancient customs stations are
found on this route.55 This problem is still unclear, however. It may be
clarified if we succeed in elucidating the name and site of the post of
Sandoddi which lay between Condro and Torisi.

In addition to the caravan highway described by Pegolotti another
road existed from Trebizond and Asia Minor to Tabriz through southern
Armenia. We have brief references to it in the itineraries of Marco Polo

and de Langele. Galfried de Langele, who went to Persia (in 1292-1293)
as ambassador of the king of England Edward I, returned,

 as we know,
from Tabriz to Trebizond through Xoy, Arces, Manazkert, and Erzurum.
It is easy to see from the description of Armenia by Marco Polo that this
southern route through Arces was also familiar to the Polo brothers. In
addition to the ((most excellent city)) of Armenia, Arzinga { - Erzincan),
two other cities are mentioned by Marco Polo - Arces and Erzurum.5ti

This second road, which I considered secondary in the first edition
of the present work, played an equally important part in the Mongol
period, as is demonstrated by I. P. Petrushevski.57 It is described in detail

by a contemporay of Pegolotti, Hamdallah al-Qazwini, a writer of the
first half of the XlVth century, who mentions the following stations on it:
Marand, Xoy, Arces, Malasjird (Manazkert)j

 Xnus, Arzan ar-Rum (Erzu-

rum), Arzinjan (Erzincan), Sivas.58 In the opinion of Petrushevski, the
main caravan highway was not the route described by Pegolotti, which
al-Qazwini does not mention, but the second route mentioned above.
I believe that we may conclude from the evidence of Italian as well as
Arab and Persian sources, that both roads played an equally important
part in the international transit trade.

In the opinion of Heyd, the commercial importance of Tabriz and
of the caravan highway through Armenia to Trebizond and Ayas was
greatly increased after the destruction of the caliphate of Baghdad and of
the city of Baghdad by Hulagu in 1258. Until that time Baghdad occupied
an outstanding position equal to that of Tabriz in international trade, but,
after 1258, first Tabriz and then Sultanieh took first place.58A
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The enormous importance attributed by the Genoese to the trade
with India through Tabriz may be seen among others in the most important
account of the bishop of Sultanieh, Guillielmus Adae, which is quoted
by Heyd.59 According to Heyd, there is evidence of a grandiose plan of
the Genoese concerning trade with India, worked out with the approval
of Argun-khan (1284-1291), in the unpublished work of bishop Adae, De
modo extirpandis Saracenos. The Genoese proposed to Argun-khan to
create a special port in the Persian Gulf and to direct the whole of the
India trade to it. It was also intended that watching warships stationed
at Aden should close the way to all merchant ships sailing toward Egypt
through the Red Sea. In the opinion of Heyd this plan was not carried out
because Genoa at the end of the XIHth century was greatly weakened by
internal party strife between Guelfs and Ghibellines.

Marco Polo, who returned to Europe through Persia in 1293-4, testifies
that Tabriz was a very important centre of international trade with India
in the Mongol period:
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Toris is a large city in the country of Iraq. There are many other
towns and fortresses there, but Toris is the best in the entire pro-
vince, for this reason I will tell you of it. The people in Toris are
merchants and occupied with crafts. Very expensive silken and gold
cloths are made here. Toris is on a good site; here are brought wares
from India, from Bodak ( = Baghdad), Mosul, Kremozora ( = Garmsir)
and from many other places, here gather Latin merchants seeking
foreign goods. Precious stones are also bought here and they are
numerous.

60

In the opinion of Heyd, the goods primarily exported from Tabriz
were those expensive oriental wares whose price was not significantly
affected by the length of the journey or by their weight.61 Their export
through northern Persia and Armenia was profitable since the duty levied
on expensive goods in the Mongol empire was lower than in Egypt.

The main items of export from Tabriz were spices, cubeb pepper,
nard, cloves, nutmeg, ginger and cinnamon, precious stones, mainly tur-
quoises and rubies, pearls, lapis-lazuli, the silk of the Caspian provinces,
indigo, amber, musk, incense, costly cloths - taftah, zendado, bucherame,
setunis, and others. Concerning the goods imported to Tabriz, we have
only some indirect information in Pegolotti and the will of the Venetian
Pietro Viglioni written in Tabriz in 1264. In these testimonies are men-
tioned goods and manufactured products brought from the West - the
woolen cloths of Venice, Lombardy, Germany and Flanders, linen, furs,
camelot, and pewter.62

Two factors of the utmost importance must be taken in consideration
for the clarification of the problem of the influence of trade in the Mongol
period on the development of Armenian cities. In the Byzantine-Sasanid
and in the Bagratid period the centres of international trade were the
capitals of Armenia, as has been said above. Now,

 however, the central

point in the international exchange was the capital of the Ilkhans, Tabriz
and later Sultanieh. As a result, Armenia could not pretend to the position
in international commerce which it had enjoyed at the height of the
Bagratid kingdom. Another fact of the greatest importance, and deserving
particular attention, is the shift in the main highway line for transit rela-
tions south from Ani and Kars to the plains of Basean and Alaskert and
to the region of Arces-Manazkert-Mus. This may be concluded, not only
on the basis of the direct indications of Pegolotti, but also from the infor-
mation found in de Langele and other authors.

For this reason it is natural that not one of the European travellers
crossing through Armenia on the way to Tabriz or Trebizond mentions
the northern Armenian cities of Ani and Kars in the description of his
trip. A few particulars concerning Ani are given William of Rubruck
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who passed through Ani in 1255, but, as we know, he was journeying to
Asia Minor not from Tabriz but from Saray--through Derbent, bemaxi,
Naxijewan, Ani, and Kamax on the Euphrates.63

In his article, ((Hamdallah al-Qazwini as a source for the Social and
Economic History of Eastern Transcaucasia)),

 mentioned above, I. P.

Petrushevski supposes that the shift of the caravan route to the south,
which I noted, brought about the decline of urban life not only in the
central provinces of Armenia but also in northern Transcaucasia, in the
present Soviet Azerbaidjan.'G 1

In general)),
,

 writes Petrushevski, «if we co-ordinate the informa-

tion of al-Qazwini concerning the cities of southern and northern
Azerbaidjan we will obtain a picture which is the opposite of the one
drawn for us by the Arab geographers of the IX-Xth centuries (and even
to a great extent by Yaqut in the beginning of the XHIth century). In
that period the more important trade and artisan centres were concen-
trated in northern Transcaucasia - Derbent, Berdaa, Tbilisi, Dwin...

...In the XlVth century, the description of al-Qazwini gives us the
opposite picture: in southern Azerbaidjan - numerous cities (in the
first place Tabriz), a developed artisanate and trade, in northern
Azerbaidjan- the decline of the old commercial centres, a number
of cities (Baylakan and others) in ruins/

'

85

Petrushevski also explains in part the downfall of the cities of northern
Azerbaidjan by the fact that the territory of northern Azerbaidjan was
subject to periodic depopulation and devastation during the wars of the
Juchids of the Golden Horde and the Hulagids of Iran.

A result of the shift in the trade routes and of the creation of new

centres of world trade in modern Iranian Azerbaidjan was the decrease in
the commercial importance of Ani and Kars and their gradual decline.
It is most interesting to note in this connection that the process of impove-
rishment of the city of Ani, begun at the beginning of the XIVth century,66

occurs precisely in the period of prosperity of Italian trade with Tabriz and
Sultanieh.

As is well known, Armenian historical tradition attributes the downfall

of Ani to the earthquake of 1319.67 In the opinion of N. V. Khanykov and
the academician Barthold this tradition is contradicted by the Persian
inscription of the Ilkhan Abu-Sa'id (1316-1335), published by them,

 in

which is recorded the ruin and depopulation of Ani as the result of unbea-
rable tribute and taxation.68 From the evidence of Armenian inscriptions
of the beginning of the XlVth century, it is also seen that the city of Ani,

despite its privileged position and inclusion in the domain of the ilkhans
(hasinj), was economically weakened by extremely heavy and unbearable
taxation and that its prosperity deteriorated gradually.
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The inscription of Abu-Sa'id just mentioned, which contained the text
of a decree (yarlik) was incised in a prominent place on the wall of the
Manuce mosque of Ani for the protection of the population from unlawful
and ruinous taxes:

Let nothing else be taken except the tamgu and the lawful
custons

'

 duty)),69 states the inscription. ((From each man let nothing
be demanded as tax, kalan, nemeri, tarh, and others, as was done before
at Ani and other cities of the province of Georgia, where under the
pretext of (taxes), kalan, nemeri, unlawful adscriptions, and tarh70

(taxes) were collected and force used. (The place) started to become
deserted, men from among the common people scattered, the eiders
of the city and of the province because of the (taxes), kalan and
ternagir, abandoned their possessions real and movable and their fami-
lies, and went away.

The information testifying to the reason for the desertion of Ani con-
tained in the cited inscription is, as we see, of the utmost value

,
 but it

would seem to mc incorrect to attribute the material impoverishment and
gradual decline of Ani exclusively to the exorbitant taxation or the disor-
ganization of Mongol administration. The main and fundamental reason
which brought about the downfall of Ani was, as we said earlier, the shift
of the trade routes to the south and the loss by Ani of its pre-eminent
position in international commerce. Were it not for this reason, I do not
believe that excessive taxation could have brought about the state of decay
and ruin spoken of in the yarlik.

In spite of the Armenian tradition mentioned above, the city of Ani
continued to exist in the following centuries, as may be seen from a whole
series of indications in the sources. In the XVth century, gold coins were
minted there, in the XVIth century it was merely a village, and from the
XVIIIth century, already in the form of ruins, it belonged to the Turkish
Khatun-oglu begs.71 Together with the decline of Ani, caused by the
transfer of the trade routes to the south, we observe the drift away of the
Armenian merchant population, and after it of the mass of the peasants,
from Ani and the adjacent provinces to the south of Russia and from there
to the West - to Poland and Galicia.

At the same time as the development of economic life was gradually
coming to an end in the north and the city of Ani was irrevocably headed for
ruin, the international trade relations through Kopriikoy and the plain of
Alaskert, or through Manazkert and Arces, brought forth in the first half
of the XlVth century an important enlivenment in the southern provinces
of Armenia which lay along the caravan routes. The economic quickening
of the south and the relatively prosperous state of the southern provinces
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of Armenia may be seen at least from the fact that, in the Mongol period,.
this southern part of the realm of the Ilkhans, called Greater Armenia (its
capital was considered to be Axlat

'

 on the shore of Lake Van), ranked
considerably higher in income than Georgia in which were included the
northern provinces of Armenia.

We are told, in the geographical work of Hamdallah al-Qazwini, in
which the tax figures of the individual provinces of the Mongol empire
are given for the year 1336, that Georgia furnished 120 tomans and 2,000
dinars to the treasury of the Ilkhans72 (120 x 10,000-4-2,000 = 1,202,000
dinars), while Greater Armenia furnished 39 tomans (39 x 10,000 = 390,000
dinars). It seems to me that the figures cited confirm our hypothesis of
the relative economic prosperity of southern Armenia,

 since the Greater

Armenia of the Mongol period paid to the treasury of the Ilkhans 390,000
dinars or approximately one third of the taxes of Georgia when it was far
inferior in dimension to the vast kingdom of Georgia into whose compo-
sition entered Mongol, Georgian, Armenian, and other provinces.

Some information as to the flourishing state of the cities of southern
Armenia are found in medieval itineraries and mostly in Marco Polo. In
this connexion it is interesting that the city of Erzincan, lying on the
caravan route from Ayas to Tabriz, is called ((the most excellent city)) of
Greater Armenia in the Travels of Marco Polo,

Greater Armenia is a large country. It begins at the city of Arzinga
where the best bokara in the world are made. Here too are baths and

the best springs in the world. Armenians live there who are subject
to the Tartars. There are many towns and fortresses there. The most
excellent city is Arzinga. The archbishop lives there. There are also
the cities of Arziron ( = Erzurum) and Arziz ( = Arces).73

In the detailed version of the Travels of Marco Polo wrhich appeared
in the Italian edition of Ramusio, there is interesting information con-
cerning the southern cities of Mus and Mardin as important trade and
manufacturing centres in which the making of various cloths was car-
ried on.

Beyond that province (Kurdistan))) it is said in Ramusio, ((there
is another which is known as Mus and Meridin. Here grows much
cotton from which are made bokkacies [bukram] and many other
cloths. Here there are craftsmen and merchants, they are all subject
to the Tartar king.74

The Arab traveller of the XlVth century, Ibn-Battuta, also gives simi-
lar information as to the manufacture of various textiles in Mardin and

Erzincan. According to his evidence, cloth of fine goat wool called almeritz
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was made at Mardin while in Erzincan magnificent textiles were manu-
factured, and cups, as well as three-legged candelabras of a particular shape
called ha

'

isous, made from copper.75 Here too, in Erzincan,
 were admi-

rably organized bazars.76
Another interesting fact deserves attention in connexion with the

southward shift of the commercial highway and the animation of interna-
tional trade relations through Erzurum-Koprukoy-Bagawan, and Erzurum-
Manazkert-Arces. It is known, from Armenian and Arab-Persian sources,
that Hulagu founded at Alatag, in the plain of Daran or Darn-dast, a sum-
mer residence which was also expected to become the commercial centre of
the Ilkhanate. The French scholar Saint-Martin and the Armenian historian

Camcean [Tchamitch] supposed that the site of this Mongol residence,
in which merchants were forcibly settled,77 was to be found in the plain
of Mughan,78 on the lower courses of the Kura and Araxes. But we must
now presume that the name of Alatag corresponds to the mountainous pro-
vince south of Diadin and Bagawan, as is altogether correctly indicated in
the most recent works.

The information cited as to the foundation of a residence for the

Ilkhans, and of a new trade centre in Alatag, testifies clearly to the fact
that in the Mongol period the centre of gravity of Armenian commercial
and economic life had been transferred from the northern provinces to
the southern ones. In addition, it confirms the fact which we see common

to almost all the cities of Armenia, namely that all of them rose in ancient
times along the caravan routes of international trade.

The residence of the Hulagids in Alatag lasted but a short time des-
pite its favourable site. It did not succeed in establishing itself firmly and
developing, since the southern provinces of Armenia lost their interna-
tional commercial significance with the downfall of the Hulagid dynasty
and their economic prosperity suffered the stunning blow of the devastating
raids of Timur-leng.

The international commercial relations with Tabriz and subsequently
with Sultanieh, which had reached considerable proportions after the des-
truction of Baghdad in 1258, continued until the fall of the Mongol state
of the Ilkhans. After the death of Abu-Sa'

id (in 1335) the realm of the
Ilkhans fell apart, as we know, into a number of secondary principalities.
The internal wars which broke out after this and the increase everywhere
of lawlessness and anarchy halted the caravan trade through Armenia, and
international commerce with the capitals of the Ilkhans declined gradually
and temporarily came to a stop.

We know from the evidence of Italian sources that, in both the second

half of the XlVth and the XVth centuries, repeated attempts, emanating
from the East, were made to re-establish the interrupted commercial rela-
tions. These attempts obtained but temporary success, since, as a result of

14
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continuous warfare and the rapid succession and political instability of the
Chobanid, Jalayirs, Timurid, and Kara-Koyunlu or Ak-Koyunlu Turkmen,
it was not always possible to provide the security for caravan routes through
the south of Armenia required for the success of international trade. The
degree to which travel here was difficult and dangerous is seen at least
from the fact that in the XVth century the point of departure for a journey
to Tabriz and Persia was not Trebizond but the city of Tana.

In the XV century, after the destruction of Astrakhan (1395) and
Baghdad (1400) by Timur, the caravan routes crossing southern Armenia
again acquired a great importance for the transit of EuropeanAsiatic
trade. In this century too, the economic role of Tabriz, from which orien-
tal wares were exported to Europe through the Syrian ports, was quite
exceptional. In the words of Schildtberger, who was in the East in the
beginning of the XVth century, the revenue received from the city of Tabriz
by Mihran-shah (1405-1408), the son of Timur, was larger than the reve-
nue of the greatest Christian monarch, since this city was the centre of
enormous commercial exchanges.79 In the year 1460, the right of collec-
ting the merchant-artisan tax (tamga) and the duties in Tabriz was gran-
ted at the price of sixty thousand pieces of gold.80

From the end of the XVth century, as is well known, completely new
circumstances were created for international trade with India and China

and the caravan land-routes no longer had the importance which had been
theirs in the preceding periods. The great discoveries of the end of the
XVth century radically altered the paths of world trade. In 1498 the Portu-
guese Vasco de Gama rounded the Cape of Good Hope and reached the
port of Calicut in which were concentrated at that time the trade relations
between India and Western Asia. Almost at the same time Christopher
Columbus discovered the islands of the Atlantic Ocean and America, in

1492. These two important and almost contemporary events brought about
a radical transformation in the sphere of world-wide commercial exchanges.

After the discovery of the direct sea-route to India and China the
provinces adjoining the Black Sea lost their former position in internatio-
nal trade. And it is, therefore

, natural that the commercial development
of Armenia irt the subsequent period should assume a different character
and that this country should have no further significance in commercial
relations with India and China.
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74 (306,1) Ibid., p.
_

38, note 1.

(306,2) Ibn-Battutah, Le Voyage d'Ibn-Batoutah, tcxte et trad., C. Defremery et B. San-
guinetti eds

*

.

*

 and trans., Paris, 1854, II, pp. 143, 263, 294.
(306,3) Ibid., p. 294.

77 (306,4) Heyd, Histoire du commerce du Levant, II, p, 108.
78 (306,5) Saint-Martin, Memoires...  sur I'Armdnie, II,  p.  283.  M.  Caracean,  History of

Armenia, Venice, 1786, III, p. 259.
79 (308,1) J. Schildtberger, "The Travels of John Schildtberger in Europe, Asia and Africa

from 1394 to 1427)), F. Braun trans., Zapiski of the University of Novorossisk, Odessa,
1857, I, 1-2, p. 47.

(308,2) I. P. Petrushevski, ((The Kingdom of A/.erbaidjan in the XVth Century)), Izvestiia
of the Azerbaidjan Federative Academy of Sciences, VII, Baku, 1944, p. 88.

80



Bibliography

Abclean, M.-Armenian Popular Myths, Valarsapat, 1901 [in arm.].
Avkerean, A. - Investigations of Ancient Weights and Measures, Venice, 1821 [in arm.].
A-Do-The Vilayets of Van, Bitlis and Erzerum, Erivan, 1912 [in arm.].
Adontz, N. - Armeniia v» epokhu lUstiniana [Armenia in the Period of Justinian], St.

Petersburg, 1908.
Akulian, Aram - Einverleibung armenischer Territorien durch Byzanz im XI Jahrhundert,

Griiningcn, 1912. [Diss.].
Alizade, A. A. - «K istorii feodal'nykh otnoshenii v Azebaidzhane v XIII-XIV vv. Termin

'

tarkh' [For the History of Feudal Relationships in Azerbaidjan in the XIII-XIV Cen-
turies. The term 'tarh';), Izvestiia AZFAN, III [Izvestiia of the Azerbaidjan Federative
Academy of Sciences, III], (1942).

Alisan, L.- Ayrarat, Venice, 1890 [in arm.].
-- Hayapatum, Venice, 1911 [in arm.].
 Sisakan

, Venice, 1893 [in arm.].
  Sissouan

, Venice, 1885 [in arm.].
Ananias of Sirak-Works, Patkanov, K. ed., St. Petersburg, 1897.
  Questions and Answers, Orbeli, I. A. ed. and trans., Petrograd. 1918.
Anderson, J. G. C. - Studia Pontica, I, Brussels, 1903.
Anonymi Ravennatis Cosmographia, Pinder, M. and Pathley eds., Berlin, 1860.
Appian

.
- Roman History, White, H. trans., 4 vols., London-New York, 1912-1933.

Aristakes Lastivertci-History, Tiflis,
 1912.

Asian, K.-Etudes historiques sur le peuple armenien, Paris, 1909.
Asolik-Universal History, St. Petersburg, 1885.
Asturian, P.

_ - Die politischen Beziehungen zwischen Armenien und Rom, Venice 1911.
Axverdov, IU. F. - Tiflisskie Amkary [The Amkars of Tiflis], Tiflis, 1883.

Baladhuri - Kniga zavoevaniia stran [The Book of the Conquest of Nations] (2 chapters),
Guse, P. K., ed. and trans., Baku, 1927.

Baynes, N. - The Byzantine Empire, London, 1925.
Barthold, V.-Istoriko-geograficheskii obzor Irana [Historico-geographical Survey of Iran], St.

Petersburg, 1903.
 Istonia izucheniia Vostoka v Europe i v Rossii [A History of Orientalism in Europe

and Russia], St. Petersburg, 1911.
  Persidskaya nadpis na stene Aniiskoi mecheti Manuche, Aniiskaia seriia No. 6 [The Per-

sian Inscription on the Wall of the Manuce Mosque in Ani, Ani Series, 5], St. Peters-
burg.1911.

  Mesto Prikaspiiskikh oblastei v istorii musul'manskogo mira [The Place of the Caspian
Provinces in the History of the Muslim World], Baku, 1925.

- Iran, Tashkent, 1926.

Barxudarean, M.-History of Albania, Valarsapat, 1902 [in arm.].



334 H- A- MANANDIAN

lielck, W. - «Majafarkin und Tigranokertai), Zeitschrift fiir Ethnologic (1899).
  Beitrdge zur alien Geographic und Geschichte Vorderasiens, I II, Leipzig,

 1901.

Beloch, J. - Grieschische Geschichte, III, 1-2, Strassburg, 1904.
Berr, A.-Istoriia vsemirnoi torgovli [A History of World Trade], Tsimmerman, E. trans., I,

Moscow, 1876.

Brosset, M.-Histoire de la Georgie depuis I'antiquite jusqu'au XIX siecle, 5 vols., St.
Petersburg, 1849-1858.

Briusov, V. - Letopis' istorichiskikh sudeb armianskogo naroda [Chronicle of the Historical
Codes of the Armenian People], Moscow, 1918.

Boissevain - ((Ein verschobenes Fragment des Cassius Dio», Hermes, XXV (1890).
Buzeskil, V. - Otkrytiia XIX i nachala XX veka v oblasy istorii drevnego mira, I, Vostok

[Discoveries of the XIX and XX Centuries in the Fields of the Ancient World, I, the
Orient, Petrograd, 1923.

Burv. J. B.-A History of the Later Roman Empire, 2 vols., London, 1925.
Camcean, M. [Tchamtchian]-History of Armenia, 

'

6 vols., Venice, 1784-1786 [in arm.].
Christensen, A.--L'Empire des Sassanides, Copenhagen, 1907.
Constantine Porphyrogenitus-De Administrando imperio, Bonn, 1829-1840.
Cosmas Indicopleustes-Topographia Christiana, Winstedt ed., Cambridge, 1909.
Corpus luris Civilis - Mommsen ed., 3 vols., Berlin, 1886-1895.
Cumont, Fr. and Eug. - Studia Pontica, II, Brussels, 1906.
Daghbaschian, A. - Griindung des Bagratidenreisches durch Aschot Bagratouni, Berlin, 1893

[Diss.].
Decourdemanche, J. A. - Traite pratique des poids et des mesures des peuples anciens et

des Arahes, Paris, 1909.
Diehl, Ch. - Justinien et la civilisation byzantine au VI siecle, Paris, 1901.
Diodorus Siculus-Bibliotheca, 11 vols., London-New York, 1932.

Dionvsius of Tell Mahre-Chronique de Denys de Tell-Mahre, Chabot, J.-B. ed. and trans.,
Paris, 1895.

Droysen, J. G; - Geschichte des Hellenismus, 2 ed., vol. Ill, Gotha, 1877.
Dubois de Montpereux-Voyage autour du Caucase, 6 vols., Paris, 1839-1843.
Dzhavakhov, I. - Gosudarstvenny stroi drevnei Gruzii i drevnei Armenit [The Administrative

Structure of Ancient Georgia and Ancient Armenia], St. Petersburg, 1905.
Dzhivilegov, A. - Torgovlia na Zapade v sredniie veka [Western Commerce in the Middle

Ages], St. Petersburg, 1905.
Eckhardt. K. - «Die armenischen Feldzuge des Lukullus)), Klio IX,     X, 1-2.
El'nitskii, L. A.--(dz istoricheskoi geografii drevnei Kolkhidy [Out of the Historical Geo-

graphy of Ancient Colchis])), Vestnik Drevnei Istorii (1938,2 [3]).
Eremyan, -«Torgovye puti Zakavkazia [The Trade Routes of Transcaucasia])), Fe tnift

Drevnei Istorii (1939,1).
Eutropius - Bfeviarium historiae romanae, RuchI, Fr. ed., Leipzig, 1897.
Fabricius ed.~-Der Periplus des Erythrdischen Meeres von enem Unhekannten, Leipzig,

1883.

Faustu=
vof Byzantium [P

'awstos Biwzandaci] - History of Armenia, 1832.
Garagascan, A. - Critical History of Armenia, I, Tbilisi, 1895 [in arm.].
Gelzer, H. - c<Zur armenischen Gotterlehrea, Berichte der Konigl. Sachs. Gesellchaft der

Wissenschaft, Sitzung vom 7 December 1895.
Geographi latini minores, A. Riese ed., Hcilbronn, 1878.
Georgius Cedrenus - Compendium historiarum, Bekker, I. ed., Bonn, 1839.
Ghazarian, M. -  Armenien unter der arabischen Herrschaft, Marburg, 1903.
Gurko-Kriazhin

, V. - «Proshloe i nastoiashchie Sovetskoi Armenii [Past and Present in Soviet
Armenia])), Novy Vostok [The New East] XVI-XVII.

Giiterbock, K.-Byzanz und Persien in ihren diplomatisch-volkerrechtlichen Beziehungen im
Zeitalter Justinians, Berlin, 1906. 

Gyuzarean, L. T. - «Persidskaya nadpis' Kei-Sultana Sheddadi v Ani [The Persian Inscription
of Kei-Sultan Sheddadi in Ani])),

 Sbornik Akademii Nauk SSSR - akademiku N. I A.

Marru [Collection of the USSR Academy of Sciences dedicated to N. J. Marr], Moscow-
Leningrad, 1935.

Hamdallah al-Qazwini-Nuzhat-i Kulub, Le Strange,
 G. ed., Gibb Mem. Series, XXIII.

Haykuni, S.-Bagrewand, Valarsapat, 1894 [in arm.].



THE TRADE AND CITIES OF ARMENIA 225

Herodotus - History, Godley, A. D. ed. and trans., 4 vols, London Cambridge, 1928-1945.
Russian translation: Mishchenko, F. G. trans., vol. I, Moscow, 1885.

Heyd, W. - Htttoirc du Commerce du Levant au Moyen Age, Raynaud trans., 2 vols.,
Paris, 1923.

Hoffman, G. - <(Addenda» to Gelzer, H.,Georgius Cyprius, Leipzig, 1890.
Huart, C.-La Perse antique et la civilisation iranienne, Paris, 1925.
Hubschmann, H. - Die altarmenischen Ortsnamen, Strassburg, 1904.
lakubovski, A. - «Rasskaz Ibn-al-Bibi o pokhode maloaziatskikh turkov na Sudak, polovtsev

i russkikh v nadiale XIII veka [The Account of Ibn-al-Bibi of the Expedition of the
Turks of Asia Minor against Sudak, of the Polovtsy and the Russians in the beginning
of the Xlllth century])), Vizantiiskii Vremmenik, XXV (1927).

Ibn JBattuta - Voyage d'Ibn Batoutah, Defremery and Sanguinetti, B. eds., Paris, 1854.
Incicean, L. [Indjidjian]-Ancient Armenia, Venice, 1882 [in arm.].
John the Kat'olikos - History of Armenia, Tbilisi, 1912.
Josephus, Flavius - Works, Thackeray, H. St. J. and Marcus, R. eds. and trans. 7 vols.,

London-New York, 1926.

Justi, F. - Geschichte Ivans, Grundrisse den iranischen Philologie, II, Strassburg, 1903.
Juvenal - Satires, Friedlander, L. ed., vols. I-II. Leipzig, 1895.
Karaulov, N. A. - Svedeniia arabskikh pisatelei o Kavkaze, Armenii i Azerbeidzhahe [Infor-

mation of Arab writers concerning the Caucasus, Armenia, and Azerbaidjan], Sbornik
materialov dlia opisaniia mesnosteT i piemen Kavkaza [Collection of Material for the
Description of Places and Peoples of the Caucasus], XXIX (1901), XXXI (1902),
XXX// (1903).

Karbe, H.-((Der Marsch der Zehntausend vom Zapates zum Phasis-Araxes)), Wissenschaftliche
Beilage zum Jahresbericht des Konigstddtischen Gymnasiums zu Berlin,

 1898.

Karst, J.-Sempadscher Kodex aus dem XIII Jahrhundert, 2 vols., Strassburg, 1905.
ILhanzadian, Z.-Atlas historique, Paris, 1920,
Khvol'cov,   D. - «Syri.sch-Nestorianische   Grabinschriften   aus   Semirjetschieu,   Memoires de

I'academie des sciences, VII serie, XXXVII, 8, 1890.
Kiepert, H. ~ Lehrbuch der alten Geographic, Berlin, 1878.
 Atlas antiquus,

 11 ed., Berlin.

  «Ueber die Lage der armenischen Haupstadt Tigranokerta)),
 Monatsberichte der Ber~

linische Akademie der Wissenschaft, 1873.
Kiepert, M. H.-((Ueber Pegolotti's vorderasiatisches Itinerap), Sitzungsberichte der philoso-

fisch-historische Classe der Berlinische Akademie (1881).
Kiepert, R.-Atlas von Kleinasien in Z4 Bldttern, 1902-1905.
Kirakos Ganjakeci-History of Armenia, Tbilisi, 1910 [in arm.].
Kliuchevski, V. - Kurs russkoT istorii, chast' I [Course of Russian History, Part I], Moscow,

1914.

Xostaneanr, K. - Letopis na kamniakh [Annals on Stones], St. Petersburg, 1913.
Kremer, A. - Culturgeschichte des Orients unter den Chalifen, 2 vols., Vienna, 1875.
Kulisher, I. M. - Istoriia russkogo narodnogo khoziaistva [History of Russian Domestic Eco-

nomy], Moscow, 1925.
Lagarde, P. de--Symmicta, 2 vols., Goettingen, 1877, 1880.
Lazar P'arpeci-History of Armenia, Tbilisi, 1904 [in arm.].
Latyshev, V. V.-Izvestiia drevnikh pisatelet grecheskikh i latinskikh o Skifii i Kavkaze

[Information of Ancient Greek and Latin Writers Concerning Scythia and the 
'

Caucasus],
St. Petersburg, 1890.

Lehmann-Haupt, K.-  Armenien einst und jetzt, 2 vols,, Berlin, 1910-1926.
Lehmann, C. F. - «Ueber Tigranokerta)), Verhandlung der Ifi Versamtnlung deutscher Phi-

! lologen und Schiilmanner in Strassburg, Leipzig, 1904.
 Lewond - History of Armenia, St. Petersburg, 1887 [in arm.].

Lynch, F.-Armenia, Russian translation of E. Dzhunkovskaia, 2 vols., Tbilisi, 1910.
Laurent, J. L'Armenie entre Byzance et I'Islam, depuis la conquete arabe jusqu'en 886,

Paris, 1919.

Magie, D. - ((Roman Policy in Armenia and Transcaucasia)), Annual Report of the Ame-
rican Historical Association, 1919 (1923).

Mahaffy, J. P. -Greek Life and Thought from Alexander to the Roman Conquest, London,
1896.      /    .    .        ' 



226 H. A. MANANDIAN

Macri, Christo, M.-L'Organisation de I'economie urbaine dans Byzance sous la dynasiie
de Macedoine (867-1057), Paris, 1925.

Manandian, H.-History of Armenia in the Period of the Turkish-Tartar Invasions, Erevan,
1922 [in arm.].

  Weights and Measures in Ancient Armenian Sources, Erevan, 1930 [in arm.].
  ((Materials for the History of Ancient Armenian Economic Life», Izvestiia of the State

University of Armenia, IV (1928  [in arm. and rus.].
  «Notcs on the Position of the Sinakan in Ancient Armenia during the Period of the

MarzhanatO), Izvestiia of the State University of Armenia, I (1925), [in arm.].
  «The Ancient Routes of Armenia))

, Izvestiia of the Institute of Arts and Sciences of the
Armenian SSR, V, Erevan, 1931 [in arm.].

 Minor Studies (the uStation Harizan of the Tabula Peutingeriana), Erevan, 1932.
  The Solution of the Problem of Movses Xorenaci, Erevan, 1934 [in arm. with rus. and

germ, summaries].
  Feudalism in Ancient Armenia (in the Period of the Arsacids and of the Marzbanate),

Erevan, 1934 [in arm.].
  ((Srednevekovyi itinerarii v armiankoi rukopisi X stoletiia [A Medieval Itinerary in an

Armenian Manuscript of the X Century]»,
 Sbornik Akademii Nauk SSSR-akademiku

N
. IA. Marru [Collection of the USSR Academy of Sciences-dedicated to N. J. Marrr

Moscow Leningrad, 1935.
  The Main Roads of Ancient Armenia, Erevan, 1936 [in arm. with rus. and. germ.

summaries].
  Tigran the Second and Rome in a New Light, According to the Sources, Erevan, 1943.

[in arm.]
  The Cities of Armenia in the X-XIth Centuries, Erevan, 1940. [in arm.]
  "Krugovoi put

'

JPompeia v Zakavkaz'e», ((The Circuit Route of Pompey in Transcaucasia);,
Vestnik Drevnei Istorii (1939, 4).

  ((Marshruty pontiiskago pokhoda Pompeia i put
'

 otstupleniia Mitridata v Kolkhiduw, ((The
Itineraries of the Pontic Expedition of Pompey and the Line of Retreat of Mithradates
into Colchis)), Vestnik Drevnei Istorii (1940), 3-4).

-- Certain Problems in the History of Ancient Armenia and Transcaucasia, Erevan, 1944.
[in arm.]

  A   Critical Survey of the History of the Armenian People, Erevan, 1944 [in arm.].
  The Greek Inscriptions of Armavir in a New Light, Erevan, 1946. [in arm.]
  ((Roman Byzantine Grain Measures and the Price Index of Grain Prices Based on them)),

VizantLkfi Vremennik II (XXV11) (1947).
Marx and Engels - Worfts, vol. IX. [No edition indicated].
Markwart, J. - Eranschahr nach der Geographic des Moses Xorenaci, Berlin, 1901.
  Osteuropdische und ostasiatische Streifzilge, Leipzig, 1903.
  «Untersuchungen zur Geschichte von Eran», Philologus, Supplementband X, Heft 1.
  Sudarmenien und die Tigrisquellen, Vienna, 1930.

  Die Entstehung und Wiederstellung der armenischen Nation, Berlin, 1919.
  Das Itinerar von Artaxata nach Armastica nach der romischen Weltkarte, Skizzen zur

historischen Topographic und Geschichte von Kaukasien, Vienna, 1928.
  Die Enstehung der armenischen Bistiimer, Messina, J. ed., Rome, 1932.
  ((Le berceau des Armemens»

, Revue des Etudes Armeniennes, VIII, 2 (1928).
Marr, N. J. - ((Novye materialy po armianskoi epigrafike [New Materials On Armenian

Epigraphy])),  Zapiski  Vostochnago  Obshchestva  [Notes of the Oriental Society, VIII
(1893-1894).
 ((Nadgrobnyi kamen

' iz Semirechiia s armiansko-siriiskoi nadpis'iu 1323 goda [A Gra-
vestone from Semirechie with an Armeno-Syrian Inscription from 1323])), ZVO [Notes
of the Oriental Society, VIII (1893-1894).

  Kavkazkii kultumyi mir i Armeniia [The Cultural World of the Caucasus and Armenia],

Petrograd, 1915.
  ((Kritichnaia stat'ia [Critical Article])), Zhurnal Ministerstva Narodnago Prosveshcheniia

[Journal of the Ministry of Education (1908).]
  Gruzinskaia poema uVitiaz' v barsovoi shkuren Shoty iz Rustava i novaia kulturno-

istoricheskaia problema [The Georgian Poem «The Hero in the Leopard Skin» by Shota
Rustavelli and a new Cultural and Historical Problem], Petrograd, 1917.



THE TRADE AND CITIES OF ARMENIA 227

  <(Legendy ob osnovanii Kuara v Armenii i Kieva na Russi [Legends Concerning the
Foundation of Kuara in Armenia and Kiev in Russia])), Izvestiia GAIMK [Izvestiia of
the Armenian State Institute of Material Culture, III], Leningrad, 1924.

 Ani
, knizhnaia istoriia goroda i raskopki na meste gorodishcha [An, Literary History

of the City and Excavations on the Site of the Ruins, Leningrad-Moscow, 1934.
Matthew of Edessa - History, Jerusalem, 1868.
Melikset-Bek - Armeno-Hebraica, Tbilisi, 1945.

Meyer, Ed. - Bliite und Niedergang des Hellenismus in Asien, Berlin, 1925.
Mickwitz,   G. - «Ein  Goldwertindex der romisch-byzantinischen  Zeit)),  Aegyptus,   XIII, t

(1933).
Miller, K.-Itineraria Romana, Reisewege an der Hand der Tabula Peutingeriana, Stuttgart,

1916.

Minaev, I. ed. - Putishestvie Marko-Polo, perevod staro-frantsuskogo teksta [The Travels of
Marco Polo, a Translation of the Old French Text\, St. Petersburg, 1902.

Minorsky, V.-. Hudud al-'Alam, The Regions of the World, London, 1937.
  «Transcaucasia)>, Journal Asiatique (July 1930).
Minns, E. - ((Parchments of the Parthian Period from Avroman in Kurdistanw, Journal of

Hellenic Studies, XXXV (1915).
Michael the Syrian-Chronicle, Jerusalem, 1871 [in arm.].
Michael Attaliates - Historia, Bekker, I. ed., Bonn, 1853.
Movses Kalankatwaci - History of the Albanians, Moscow, 1860 [in arm.].
Movses Xorenaci - History of the Armenians, Venice, 1843.
Moltke, H. von--Briefe iiber Zustdnde und Begebenheiten in der Tiirhei (1835-1839), Berlin.
Mommsen, Th.-'((Die Lage von Tigranokerta", Hermes, IX (1875).
  Romische Geschichte

, vols. 1-3, 5, Berlin, 1881-1886.

Morler, J.-A Journey through Persia, Armenia and Asia Minor to Constantinople, Lon-
don, 1812.

Muller, A.-Istoriia Islama s osnovaniia do noveishikh vremen [Geschichte des Islams vom
Anfange bis zum Neuzeite], Mednikov, N. A. trans., 4 vols., St. Petersburg, 1895-6.

Neumann, K. - wStrabons Landeskunde von Kaukasien)), Jahrbucher fur Classische Philologie,
III

, Supplementband (1883).
Nocldeke, Th. - Tabari, Geschichte der Perser und Araber zur Zeit der Sasaniden, Leyden,

1879.

Orbeli, I. - «Razvaliny Ani [The Ruins of Ani]*), Neva (1911).
Ostrogorsky, G. - ((Lohne und Preise in Byzanzw, Byzantinischen Zeitschrift, XXXII, 2 (1932).
Patkanov, K.-Armianskaia geografiia VII veka po R. Kh. [Armenian Geography in the

VII Century A. D.], St. Petersburg, 1877.
Pauly-Wissowa - Realencyclopddie des classischen Altertumswissenschaft.
Pakhomov, E. A. - ((Monetnye klady Azerbaidzhana i Zakavkaz'ia [Coin Hoards in Azer-

baidjan and Transcaucasia])), Trudy Obshchestva obsledovaniia i izucheniia Azerbaidzhana
[Works of the Society for the Investigation and Study of Azerbaidjan, Fasc. Ill, Baku,
1926.

Pegolotti, Fr. - ((La Pratica della mercaturau, as cited in Alisan, Sissouan, Venice, 1885 and
Heyd, W. Histoire du Commerce du Levant, Paris, 1923. [See also Evans ed., Cambridge,
Mass., 1952].

Petrushevski, I. S. - ((Khamdallakh Kazvin kak istochnik po sotsialno-ekonomicheskoi istorii
vostochnogo Zakavkazia [Hamdallah al-Qazwini as a Source for the Social and Economic
History of Eastern Transcaucasia])), Izvestiia Akademii Nauk SSSR Otdeleniie obshches-
tvennikh nauk [Izvestiia of the USSR Academy of Sciences, Division of the Social
Sciences] (1937).

C
. Plinius - The Natural History, Rackham, H. trans., 10 vols., London-Cambridge, Mass.,

1938.

Pigulevskaia, N. V.-Mesopotamiia na rubezhe V-VI w. [Mesopotamia at the Turn of the
V-VI Centuries

, Moscow, 1940.]
Plutarch - Lives, Perrin, B. ed., London-New York, 1948.
Polybius - The Histories, Paton, W. R. trans., 6 vols., London-Cambridge, Mass.
Procopius of Caesarea The Wars, Dewing, H. B. trans., 5 vols., London-Cambridge, Mass.,

1914-1928.



228 H. A. MANANDIAN

On Buildings, Dewing, H. B. trans., London-Cambridge, Mass., 1950.
Ptolemy, CI. - Geographia, Muller, K. ed., vol. I, Paris, 1901.
Reinach, Th.-Mithridade Eupalor roi du Pont, Paris, 1890.
Rostovtzeff, M. - Ellinstvo i iranstvo na iuge Rossii [Greeks and Iranians in South Russia],

Petrograd, 1918. .
Rubruck, Wm. of-The Journey of William of Rubruck to the Eastern Part of the World

(1253-1255), Rockhill, W. W. trans., London, 1900.
Saint-Martin, J. M.-Memoires historiques et geographiques sur VArmenie, 2 vols., Paris,

1817-1819.

Samuel of Ani - Annals, Vatarsapat, 1893.
Sandalgian, J.-Histoire documentaire de VArmenie des ages du paganisme (llflO av. - 305

ap. J. C), 2 vols., Rome, 1917.
Schur, W.-<(Die Orientpolitik des Kaisers Nero» Klio, XV (1923).
Schildtberger, J. - «Putcshestvie Ivana Shil'dbergera po Evrope, Azii i Afrike s 1394 po 1427

god [The Travels of John Schildtberger in Europe, Asia and Africa from 1594 to 1427],
Brun, F. trans., Zapiski Novorossiiskogo Universiteta [Zapiski of the Novorossish Uni~

 

versity, I 1-2, Odessa, 1857.]
Sebeos - History, St. Petersburg, 1874.
Speck, E. - Handelsgeschichte des Altertums, 4 vols., Leipzig, 1900-1906.
Stein, E. - Studien zur Geschichte des byzantinischen Reiches, Stuttgart, 1919.
Strabo - Geography, Jones, H. L. trans., 8 vols., London-New York, 1917-1956.
Sysoev,   V.   M.-((Berdaa»,   Izvestiia   Azerbaidzhanskogo   Arkheologicheskogo Obshchestva

[Izvestiia of the Azerbaidjan Archaeological Association , 11, Baku, 1926.
Tacitus-Works. Moore, C. H. and Jackson, J. trans., 5 vols., London-Cambridge, Mass.,

1951
.

-1956.

Ter Mkrcean - Ananias of Sirak, Valarsapat, 1896 [in arm.].
Tomaschek, W. - ((Sasun un das Quellengebiet des Tigris»,  Sitzungsberichte der Wiener

Akademie der Wissenschaft, CXXXIII, 4 (1895).
-- ((Caspiae», in Pauly Wissowa, Realencyclopadie des Classischen Altertumswissenschaft.

Ill (1899),
 1654.

  ((Historisch-topographisches vom oberen  Euphrat und aus ost-Kappadokien», Kiepert
Festschrift, Berlin, 1898.

Toramanean, T. - ((Ani-gorod ili krepost'? [Ani-City or Fortress?])), Etnograficheskoe obozre-
nie [Ethnographic Survey], XII, Tbilisi, 1912.

Thopdschian, H. - Die inneren Zustdnde Armeniens unter Aschot I, Berlin, 1904 [Diss.
Westasiatischen Studien].

Thomas Arcruni-History of the Arcruni, St. Petersburg, lfi87.
Tournebize, F.-Histoire politique et religieuse de VArmenie, Varis, 1900.
Uspenskii, F. - ((Vizantiiskie zemlemery [Byzantine Land-Measurements])), Trudy VI Arkheo-

logicheskogo S'ezda v Odesse, 188[Works of the VI Archaeological Congress in Odessa,
1884], Odessa, 1888.

Xalateanc, G.-Armianskii epos v istorii Armenii Moiseia Khorenskogo, [The Armenian
Epic in the Armenian History of Movses Xorenaci], Moscow, 1896.

  Ocherk istorii Armenii [Outline of Armenian History],
 Moscow 1910.

Xenophon-The Cyropaedia, Miller, W. trans., 2 vols., London-New York, 1914.
 -

_

The Anabasis, Brownston, C. L. trans., 2 vols., London-New York, 1921-1922.
Yaqut - Jakut's Geographischer Worterbuch, Wiistenfeld, P. ed., Leipzing, 1866-1873.
Yule, M. -Cathay and the Way Thither, vol. II, London, 1856.

The Arab Sources: Ibn-Fakih, ibn-Hauqal, ibn-Khurdadhbih, al-Istakhri, Qudama are cited for
the most part according to the edition of De Goeje, Bibliotheca Geographorum Arabo-
rum, Leyden.

\
.hn al-Athir is cited according to the edition of Tornberg, Leyden, 1851-1876.


	The Trade and Cities of Armenia after the Fall of the Bagratid Kingdom
	33. The Situation of Armenia in the Period of the Turco-Tartar Invasions
	34. The Cities and Trade Relations of the Armenian Provinces up to the Time of the Mongol Domination
	35  The Development of International Trade in the Mongol Period and the Participation in it of the Peoples of the Armenian Highlands
	Footnotes, Chapter 6
	Bibliography







