VYyenble 3anucku TaBpUUECKOro HAMOHAIBHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa uM. B. U. Bepnazackoro

Cepus «Mcropuueckue Hayku». Tom 26 (65), Ne 2. 2013 r. C. 156-166.

YOK904: 726(477.7)

WRITTEN SOURCES ON BYZANTINE PORTS IN THE CRIMEA
FROM THE FOURTH TO SEVENTH CENTURY

Aibabin A. I

KpbimMckoe omdeneHue Mucmumyma eocmokoeedeHusi umeHu A. E. Kpbimckoz2o HAH YkpauHbi
E-mail: aleksandraibabin@rambler.ru

Laconic accounts of written sources document that the fourth-seventh century Crimea had two large
ports in the cities of Bosporos and Cherson and a harbour in the Bay of Symbols (Balaklava). Cherson was a
large port of transit located at the shortest sea route from Byzantium, which started in the port of Sinope.

Written sources supply ambiguous evidences on the Byzantine annexation of Bosporos in the first dec-
ades of the sixth century. The city became an important Byzantine port on the side of the Strait of Bosporos,
where the roads to North Caucasus, Caspian steppes, Western Turkish khanate, and China passed.

The port town of Sudak was first mentioned in the «Cosmography» by an anonymous author of Ravenna
from the late seventh century under the name of «Sugdabon» (from Greek Sougdaia). In the first half of the
eight century, dynamically growing economy of the eastern Crimea made Sougdaia an important Khazar port
in the area.
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Laconic accounts of written sources document that the fourth—seventh century Cri-
mea had two large ports in the cities of Bosporos (Fig. 1) and Cherson and a harbour in
the Bay of Symbols (Balaklava). Anonymous author of the Periplous of Pontos Euxeinos
lists Theodosia among the Pontic cities, though ancient Theodosia was ruined in the fourth
century. Archaeological excavations have uncovered there only the finds from Classical,
Genoese, and Ottoman periods. The layers of the fourth-century destruction were overlaid
by thick sterile layer; above, there was a layer containing fragments of glazed pottery, am-
phorae, and coins from the 1340s-1380s or the fourteenth century. In M. V. Agbunov’s
opinion, the book known as «Anonymous Periplous» and usually dated to the fifth century
is an enlarged version of the Periplous compiled by Arrian, so its main contents originates
from the second century [1, ¢ 13-14]. M. V. Skrzhinskaya has provided well-reasoned
arguments to date the Periplous to the early sixth century [15, ¢. 115, 120, 124.]. We
might explain the appearance of Theodosia in the periplous by ananonymous author
of Ravenna from the late seventh century in result of he made an uncritical compilation of
early periploi [53, c. 111-114].

The port of Pantikapaion was established by Greek colonists from Miletos in the
sixth century BC on the side of the strait connecting the Pontos and the Maiotis. The port
of Chersonesos was constructed in the fifth century BC by the Greeks from Herakleia
Pontika on the side of the Karantinnaya Bay, which was sheltered from all the sea winds.
It provided a very convenient station for ancient Greek and Byzantine ships. The harbour
on the side of deep and twisting Bay of Symbols was first mentioned by Strabo (ca. 64/63
BC - ca. 23/24 AD), Pliny the Elder (23-79 AD), and the second-century Periplous by
Arrian [14, c. 29].

Written sources and archaeological surveys materials supply enough evidences that
the city of Chersonesos and the Harbour of Symbols were annexed by the Eastern Roman
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empire in the second half of the fourth century [9; 48; 58]. In the fourth and fifth century,
the name of Chersonesos remained the same as in ancient period, though historians from
the sixth century and later called the city Cherson. This city port was the ending of mari-
time trade routes from Constantinople and other Byzantine ports in the Black Sea and
Mediterranean Sea. Although Cherson was close to Constantinople by sea, Procopius lo-
calizes Cherson «at the extremity of the Roman Empire» [34, 50].

The ports of Chersonesos and Bosporos developed economical contacts with the new
imperial capital. In rhetorician Themistios’ words, Bosporos and Chersonesos belonged to
the most important suppliers of grain to Constantinople in the early 360s. [32, ¢. 531-
532]. Zosimos informs us that Julian’s nephew Procopius hid in Chersonesos after the
failed plot against Valens and escaped from its port to Constantinople in 365 by taking a
passing ship [58, c. 266]. In 366, Phronemios, guilty of Procopius’ treason, was banished
to the city.

The Theodosian Code contains a novel informing about shipbuilding in Chersonesos.
In September 419, emperors Honorios and Theodosios Il published a decree freeing the
Chersonesites from punishment for the betraying of the secrets of shipbuilding to the bar-
barians, because of the petition of the bishop of their city, Asklepiades [31].

There is an inscription from Chersonesos from 488 AD, [11, c. 10-15] indicating that
emperor Zeno (474-491) transferred the government of this city to Byzantine officials.
The garrison of Cherson was subordinated to the vicar, ad hoc officer at the commander of
the army (magister militum) stationed in the province of Thrace [20, ¢. 559-560]. Apart
from other duties, this vicariate governed the tpaxktei~ov, or customs, which collected
taxes and duties particularly from merchant ships. These means were used to support bal-
listarii and to repair fortress walls. The mentioned inscription states that the vicariate and
prakteion were headed by komes Diogenes, who represented the imperial administration.
He obviously was supreme military and civil commander in the city [26, c. 397]. From the
fact that the customs existed in this city, we might infer that the latter was included into
the Byzantine trade network. Zacharias the Rhetorician informs that Monophysite patri-
arch Timothy Ailouros, who was banished to Cherson in the early 460s, still kept contacts
with his supporters in Tomis and in the cities of Syria and Egypt [39, c. 79-80]. Most
likely, these contacts were performed by passing merchant ships.

The fifth-century inscriptions from Kerch and the Taman peninsula allow us to sup-
pose that the Bosporan kingdom kept its independence to the late fifth century [2; 6; 27].
There is an inscription about building discovered in Kerch and dated to 483 AD by
Yu. G. Vinogradov; it mentions king Douptounos, a representative of local dynasty of Ti-
berii Julii, as well as komes Sauagos and other supreme officials at the royal court.
Yu. G. Vinogradov has provided well-reasoned arguments that the name of the same offi-
cial, komes Sauagos, occurs in other inscriptions from Kerch and the Taman peninsula [6,
c. 234-240]. The latest of them is the inscription on a wall of a catacomb constructed in
491/2 AD [7, c. 4].

Written sources supply ambiguous evidences on the Byzantine annexation of Bospo-
ros in the first decades of the sixth century.

The chronicle of Zachariah the Rhetorician of Mitylene, finished in 569, tells that
emperor Justin | (517-527) sent Probos on an embassy to the Huns «in order to hires some
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of them to meet the nations in war» [13, c¢. 398, 596] According to Procopius, Justin I in
522 sent patrikios Probos to Bosporos with a great sum of money in order to establish
symmachia (alliance) with neighbouring Huns and to send them to wage war against the
Persians in Iberia. This mission failed [51-52].

Procopius suggests several versions of the Byzantine annexation of Bosporos in dif-
ferent books of his history of the wars. In the first volume of his «Persian War,» he men-
tions the Bosporians, who had been autonomous since ancient time, but lately decided to
become subject to the emperor Justin I, [51] though the second volume of the «Persian
Wars discusses how Justinian | (527-565) annexed Bosporos that was subject of the Huns
[51-52]. Moreover, the account of the reign of Justinian I in the book of the «Gothic War»
states that the city of Bosporos was subordinated by Romans not so long ago [52]. In the
book of the «Buildings,» Procopius characterized the achievements of Justinian I: «He
strengthened the defences of Bosporus particularly, which in ancient times had been a
barbarous city lying under the power of the Huns, but which he himself had brought under
Roman sway» [50, c. 10-12]. Therefore, we can see that the mentioned works by Pro-
copius call Bosporos both an independent city and a subject to the Huns, who roamed in
steppes between Chersonesos and Bosporos, near the Pontos and the Maiotis.

Contemporaries of Procopius, John Malalas (ca. 491-578) and John of Ephesos (507-
586) have described how the leader of the Huns, who lived near Bosporos, Gordas arrived to
Constantinople, was baptised there, and returned to Bosporos [13; 44]. The account of that
event by John Malalas was reproduced in later chronicles of John of Nikiu [29, c. 161, 66]
and Theophanes, [22, c. 51, 79, 80] as well as in the «Sagas» by Landulfus [43, c. 369] and
in «Synopsis Historion» by George Kedrenos [30, c. 644-665]. The second part of John of
Ephesus’ «History» is included into works of Pseudo-Dionysios of Tell Machre and Michael
the Syrian [13, c¢. 310-111]. Gordas arrived to Constantinople in the first year of Justinian
I’s reign according to Malalas, though according to John of Ephesus in 534. In Malalas’
words, the emperor himself stood sponsor for the Hun and after bestowing many gifts upon
him sent him away to his home country, to guard the roman territory and Bosporos. The
emperor stationed in the city a troop of Roman soldiers, who were Italians called Spaniards,
under a tribune. The city of Bosporos was a place of transactions between Romans and
Huns. After Gordas returned to his country, he melted down Hunnic idols of silver and elec-
trum and exchanged them for miliaresia in Bosporos. The Hunnic priests were furious, so
they incited the Huns to kill Gordas. His brother Mougel came to power. The Huns seized
Bosporos and destroyed its Byzantine garrison. The emperor dispatched to Bosporos a
squadron with a troop of Goths under the command of apohypatos John, the komes of the
Straits of the Pontos Euxeinos, by sea, and, simultaneously, sent Godilas and stratelates Ba-
dourias, the strategos of Thrace, against the Huns by land from Odyssopolis. On hearing that
the Byzantines are coming, the Huns fled from the city, which was taken by the Romaion
army. Theophanes and Malalas date these events to 527/528 [22; 29; 44].

In result of the mentioned events, the ports that formerly belonged to the Bosporan
kingdom were annexed by the Byzantine empire. The text of a building inscription from
the Taman peninsula, dated by V. V. Latyshev to 533, [10, ¢. 567-569] informs about the
establishment of the self-government in the city of Bosporos. According to D. Feissel, this
inscription mentions tribune Angoulates and a pater civitatis (rotai=p 15437¢ mheac).
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Byzantine Ports in the Crimea from the Fourth to Seventh Century. Cherson, Bosporus, Bay of Symbols
(Balaklava) — ports IV — VII centuries; Sugdabon (Sudak) — port the end of the VII century.

Port of Bosporus (Kerch)
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Port in a bay of Symbols (Balaklava)

House of the fisherman of the sixth centur
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D. Feissel has supposed that tribune Angoulates was Isaurian by origin. From the fourth
century on, pater civitatis in Byzantine self-government supervised over public works and
was responsible for military depots [27; 36; 37]. The city became an important Byzantine
port on the side of the Strait of Bosporos, where the roads to North Caucasus, Caspian
steppes, Western Turkish khanate, and China passed. Justinian | ordered destroyed walls
of the city of Bosporos to be reinforced [50, c. 12-13].

The materials uncovered by archaeological excavations supply evidences that former
urban planning and limits of Bosporos survived. T. I. Makarova has discovered in the sea-
side part of the city remains of a basilica church (baptismal font and water well), which
was probably built under Justinian | [12, c. 140]. Bosporos imported various types of am-
phorae, red-slip and glass vessels from many Mediterranean and Black Sea centres [2; 16;
17]. Apart from trade, metal-working, and ship-building, Bosporos kept traditional branch
of its economy, industrial fishing and fish-processing. Fishers probably lived in the sea-
side area of the city, not far from the port. In that very area, at the foot of Mitridat hill,
close to the house of the Kerch Historical and Archaeological Preserve, in 2007-2008, the
team of the Crimean Branch of the Institute of Oriental studies uncovered sites of residen-
tial and industrial buildings in three houses of fishmongers, dated to the sixth century. Ex-
cavation of one of these houses unearthed a fish-salting cistern, plastered with dark-pink
opus signinum.

Cherson was a large port of transit located at the shortest sea route from Byzantium,
which started in the port of Sinope. Menander describes how the Byzantines sailed along
that route. In 576, Tiberios, in order to get assistance from the Turks in the war with Persia
that resumed in 573, sent them an embassy with Valentine at the head. This embassy
sailed on ships through Sinope to Chersonesos and thence by sea along the southern coast
of the Crimea to Bosporos [2; 28]. In Jordanes’ words, Cherson received goods delivered
by Asian merchants [41, c. 37].

In 576, the Turks and their allies Utigurs [8, c. 12 —14] seized Bosporos, [28] burning
and destroying urban quarters on Mitridat hill and in the coastal area; in 581, they men-
aced Cherson. A fragment of inscription discovered at the southern defensive wall: «This
wall [or tower] was built... under [our most pious masters Justin] and Sophia... and under
[works]... of the doux [of Cherson]... his serene highness Theagenes» [19, c. 213-214]
documents the appearance of the doux in this city [21, c¢. 560]. In frontier areas, doux
commanded local army and headed civil administration [42, c. 282-283]. Obviously, the
mentioned events forced the administration of Justin Il (565-578) to rearrange the gov-
ernment of the Byzantine possessions in the Crimea and to strengthen the defences of
Cherson. An inscription from Taman peninsula informs that stratelates and doux of Cher-
son Eupaterios by name restored a «kaisar’s house» in Bosporos [10, c¢. 671-672]. This
document informs that the imperial power was restored in Bosporos and the imperial pos-
sessions in the Crimean peninsula were governed by single administration of the doux of
Cherson [27, ¢. 89-90].

However, the quarters in the city of Bosporos remained not restored throughout the
seventh century. My excavations in the city centre discovered that only one of the three
burnt down houses was restored. A Christian cemetery was arranged on the side of Mitri-
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dat hill and above the ruins of the fishermans’ quarter mentioned above. They continued
to salt fish in cisterns located in the maritime area of the city [12, c¢. 140-141].

According to scant accounts of written sources, the seventh-century Chersonesos re-
mained the main Byzantine port city in the Crimea keeping wide trade connections. These
connections are also documented by the seventh-century seals of Byzantine kom-
merkiarioi discovered in Cherson, including the seal of the general kommerkiarios of
the apotheke of Constantinople from 688/689 [18, c. 305-206]. A letter written by Roman
pope Martin | informs us that the empire imported salt from the city [4, ¢. 179, 187].

Cherson was a place where delinquents were sent to exile by sea. According to the
scholia on the Life of Euprepios (died in 655) and Theodoros (died in 667) in the Collec-
tanea by Anastasios the Librarian from the ninth century, [24; 45; 57] they were banish to
Cherson. In 655, pope Martin was exiled to Cherson [4, c. 179].

Theophanes, Nikephoros, and Ananias of Sirak inform of the Khazar expansion into
the Pontic steppe between 660 and 665 [21, c. 330-332]. Nikephoros wrote that the
Khazars «invaded with complete impunity» all the settlements at the Pontos [47, c. 88—
89]. There is a thick layer of conflagration with a coin from 654-659 discovered in the
seaside part of the Bosporan own, informing about the terminus post quem for the Khazar
invasion to the northern Black Sea area. The date of this fire corresponds to the «Arme-
nian Geography» account that the Khazars occupied the northern Black Sea area before
665 [3, 25, 40].

From the information of Theophanes [56, c¢. 519-523] and Nikephoros [47, c¢. 106—
109] on the events related to Justinian I1’s exile to Cherson in 695, we might reasonably
suppose that the Khazars conquered almost all the Crimea. Theophanes mentions Pa-
patzys, the governor of Phanagoreia, and Balgitzis, the archon of Bosporos [22]. Ni-
kephoros refers to the governor of Phanagoreia as the «archon of his [khagan’s] tribes-
men.» [22, 47]. A. A. Vasiliev has considered that the terms k tpocmov avd pywv are
Greek interpretations of Turkish term tudun [22, 57]. The word Baiytlig 1e Turkish, with
its etymology derived from Turkish Bulgi (Bolgi)tsi, Balgichi, «governor.» [36, 46, 49,
59]. The tenth-century Khazar-Hebrew document from Cambridge calls the khagan’s gov-
ernor of the Asiatic Bosporos BWLSSY (baligci). He also was HMQR (hapagid), and this
Hebrew word signifies the «commander of a troop or a garrison» [38, c¢. 116-117]. The
cited sources are unequivocal about the Khazar occupation of the port cities of Bosporos
and Phanagoreia, so they established control over the Strait of Bosporos, the most impor-
tant section of the way from Byzantium to the Azov Sea and thence to Asia.

The port town of Sudak was first mentioned in the «Cosmography» by an anonymous
author of Ravenna from the late seventh century under the name of «Sugdabon» (from
Greek Sougdaia) [5, 54]. The Sougdoi probably migrated to the south-eastern Crimea in
the last quarter of the seventh century, being pressed by the Khazars. It was the Byzantine
name of the Adygians who lived at the lower reaches of the Kuban river. They established
trading and industrial settlement of Sougaia on the sea coast. The earliest in Sudak is a
seal from 696/697, of Kyriakos, apohypatos and general kommerkiarios and general lo-
gothetes of Constantinople [23, ¢. 120-121]. In the first half of the eight century, dynami-
cally growing economy of the eastern Crimea made Sougdaia an important Khazar port in
the area. They probably created their customs in the city in the early eight century. There
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are more than 400 Byzantine seals from the eighth to twelfth century discovered in the
water area of the port. V. S. Shandrovskaya has published the mentioned seal of Kyriakos
and those of general kommerkiarioi of the apothekai of Honorias, Paphlagonia, and Pontic
coast imperial balnitor Anastases and hypatos John from the period of joint reign of Leo
111 and Constantine V in 720-741, as well as of the «imperial kommerkia of the eparchies
in Opsikion, protected by God» from 745/746, [23, 55] supplying information that Soug-
daia conducted direct trading with Constantinople and Byzantine ports in the Asia Minor.

List of references and literature

1. Ar6ynos M. B. Aurnunas sotust Yeproro mopst / M. B. Aroyuos. — Mocksa, 1987.

Agbunov M. V. Antichaja locia Chernogo moria / M. V. Agbunov. — Moskva, 1987.

2. Aiibabun A. V. DrHuueckas uctopusi panHeBuzantuiickoro Kpeima / A. 1. Aii6abun. — Cumpepo-
ok, 1999.

Ajbabin A. I. Etniceskaja istorija rannevizantijskogo Kryma / A. I. Ajbabin. — Simferopol, 1999.

3. Aiibabun A. U. Xazapckwuii cioii B Kepuu / A. . AiiGa6un // Matepuaisl 110 apXeoJorHu, HCTOPHU U
stHorpaduu TaBpuu. — Cumdeporons, 2000. — Beimn. 7. — C. 168-185.

Ajbabin A. I. Khazarskij sloj v Kerchi / A. 1. Ajbabin // Materiali po arxeologii. Istorii | etnografii
Tavrii. — Simferopol, 2000. — Viyp. 7. - S. 168-185.

4. Bopomun O. P. Pumckuit nana Maprus | u ero mucema us Kpeima / O. P. Bopomun // TIpuueprHoMopbe
B cpemHue Beka. — Mocksa, 1991, — C. 173-190.

Borodin O. R. Rimskij papa Martin I | ego pisma iz Kryma / O. R. Borodin // Prichernomorie v srednie
veka. — Moskva, 1991. — S. 173-190.

5. BacwuibeBckuii B. T'. Tpyast / B. T'. Bacuibesckuii. — ITerporpaz, 1915. — T. 3.

Vasilevskij V. G. Trudy / V. G. Vasilevskij. — Petrograd, 1915. - T. 3.

6. Bunorpasos 0. I'. Tlozaneantnunbiit bocriop u panuss Busantus / 10. T'. Bunorpanos // BectHuk
npesHeit ucropuu. — M., 1998. — Ne 1. — C. 233-247.

Vinogradov Yu. G. Pozdneanticnij Bospor i rannjj Vizantij / Yu. G. Vinogradov // Vestnik drevnej
istorii. — M., 1998. — Ne 1. — S. 233-247.

7. Kynakosckuii FO. A. Kepuenckas xpucruanckas karakom6a 491/2 r. / 10. A. Kynaxosckuii // Mare-
puansl no apxeonorun Pocenn. — M., 1891. — Bem. 6. — C. 1-30.

Kulakovskij Yu. A. Kerchenskaj xristianskaj katakomba 491/7 g. / Yu. A. Kulakovskij // Materiali po
arxeologii Rossii. — M., 1891. — Vyp. 6. — S. 1-30.

8. Kymnaxkosckuii 10. A. K ucropun Bocriopa Kummepuiickoro B konue VI B. / FO. A. Kynakosckuii //
Buzanruiickuii Bpemennuk. — 1896. — T. 3. - C. 1-17.

Kulakovskij Yu. A. K istorii Bospora Kimmerijskogo v konce VI v. / Yu. A. Kulakovskij // Vizantijskij
Vremennik. - 1896. - T. 3. - S. 1-17.

9. Kymnakogsckuii FO. A., Conn A. W. ed. and trans Ammianus Marcellinus // Pumckast ucropust. — CaHkT-
IerepOypr, 1996.

Kulakovskij Yu. A., Soni A. I. ed. and trans Ammianus Marcellinus // Rimskaj istorij. — Sankt-Peterburg,
1996.

10. JTateies B. B. Dtroasl no BusanTHiickoit snurpaduke / B. B Jlarsiues // Buzantuiickuii Bpemen-
nuk. — 1894. - T. 1. - C. 657-672.

Latihev V. V. Etyudy po vizantijskoj epigrafike / V. V. Latihev // Vizantijskij Vremennik. — 1894. —
T.1.-S.657-672.

11. JlateimeB B. B. CoopHUK rpedeckux Haamuceid XxpucTuanckux BpeMeH u3 fOsxHoit Poccun. — CaHkT-
[erepOypr, 1896.

Latihev V. V. Sbornik greceskih nadpisej xristianskix vremen iz Yuzhnoj Rossii. — Sankt-Peterburg,
1896.

12. Makaposa T. U. Bocriop-Kopues 1o apxeosnoruueckum gaunabiv / T. Y. Makaposa // Busantuiickas
Taspuka. — Kues, 1991. — C. 121-146.

Makarova T. I. Bospor-Korcev po arxeologiceskim dannym // T. I. Makarova // Vizantijskaij Tavrika. —
Kiev, 1991. - S. 121-146.

163



AIBABIN A. I.

13. TMurynesckass H. B. Cupuiickast cpenaneBexoBas ucropuorpadust / H. B. IMurynesckas. — CaHKr-
Tlerp6ypr, 2011.

Pigulevskaiya N. V. Sirijskaiya srednevekovaya istoriografiya / N. V. Pigulevskaiya. — Sankt-Peterburg,
2011.

14. Capuosckwmii T., Casens O. 5. banaxnasa. Pumckast Boennast 6a3a u csruumie FOmurepa ommxe-
na. — Warschau, 2000.

Sarnovskij T., Savelya O. J. Balaklava. Rimskaya voennaya baza | cvyatiliche Yupitera Dolixena. —
Warschau, 2000.

15. Cxpxunckass M. B. Tlepurn [Tonta EBkcunckoro anonnmuoro asropa / M. B. Ckpxwunckas // Uc-
crietoBaHums 1Mo antH4YHOU apxeonoruu Ceseproro [IpuuepHomopss. — Kues, 1980.

Skrchinskaya M. V. Peripl Ponta Evksinskogo anonimnogo avtora / M. V. Skrchinskaya // Issledovaniya
po anticnoj arxeologii Severnogo Prichernomoria. — Kiev, 1980.

16. Cmoxkotuna A. B. Kepamuueckuii komrutekc Bropoii monoBuubl VI B. u3 packomnok r. Bocrmopa /
A. B. CmokoruHa // Matepuaisl 10 apxeonoruu ucTopud u stHorpadun Taspun. — Cumdeporons, 2008. —
Beim. 14.

Smokotina A. V. Keramicheskij kompleks vtoroj poloviny VI v. iz raskopok g. Bospora /
A. V. Smokotina // Materiali po arxeologii. Istorii | etnografii Tavrii. — Simferopol, 2008. — Vyp. 14.

17. CmoxotuHa A. B. lllTamnbl Ha paHHEBU3aHTHHCKOIM KPacHOIAKOBOM KepaMuKe M3 packornok r. boc-
nopa / A. B. Cmokoruna // Matepuaisl 110 apxeojoruu ucropun u stHorpapuu Taspuu. — Cumdeporons,
2009. — B, 15.

Smokotina A. V. Htampy na rannevizantijskoj krasnolakovoj keramike iz raskopok g. Bospora Bospora /
A. V. Smokotina // Materiali po arxeologii, istorii i etnografii Tavrii. — Simferopol, 2009. — Vyp. 15.

18. Coxkonosa U. B. Busauruiickue neuaru VI — nepsoii monosunst IX B. u3 Xepconeca / M. B. Cokoio-
Ba // Busantuiickuit Bpemenuuk. — 1991, — Beim. 52. — C. 201-213.

Sokolova I. V. Vizantijskie pechati VI — pervoj poloviny IX v. iz Xersonesa / I. V. Sokolova //
Vizantijskij Vremennik. — 1991. — Vyp. 52. — S. 201-213.

19. Conomonuk . Y. HeckoiibKO HOBBIX IPeYeCKUX Hajmucei cpeaneBekoBoro Kpeiva / 3. U. Comnomo-
Huk // Buzanruiickuii Bpemennuk. — 1986. — Beim. 47. — C. 210-218.

Solomonik E. I. Neskolko nobyx grecheskix nadpisej srednevekovogo Kryma / E. I. Solomonik //
Vizantijskij Vremennik. — 1986. — Vyp. 47. — S. 210-218.

20. yxepman K. Enuckonsr u rapau3on Xepconeca B 1V Bexe / K. Ilykepman // Martepuais 1mo apxeo-
joruy, uctopuu u stHorpadun Taspun. — Cumdepornons, 1994/1995. — Beim. 4. — C. 545-561.

Cukerman K. Episkopy | garnizon Xersonesa v IV veke / K. Cukerman // Materiali po arxeologii, istorii i
etnografii Tavrii. — Simferopol, 1994/1995. — Viyp. 4. — S. 545-561.

21. lyxepman K. Xazapsl u BuzanTus : nepsbie konTakTsl / K. Llykepman // Marepualisl 1o apXeoaorin
ucropuu n stHorpaduu Taspun. — Cumdeponons, 2001. — Beim. 8.

Cukerman K. Xazary | Vizantiya : pervye kontakty / K. Cukerman // Materiali po arxeologii, istorii i
etnografii Tavrii. — Simferopol, 2001. — Vyp. 8.

22. Yuuypos U. C. Buzanruiickue nucropudeckue countenus: «Xpounorpadus» deodana, «bpesuapuiin»
Huxudopa. — Mocksa, 1980.

Cicurov I. S. Vizantijskie istoricheskie sochineniya : «Hronografiya» Feofana, «Breviarij» Nikifora. —
Moskva, 1980.

23. IlTanaposcekast B. C. Tamoxennas ciayxk6a B Cyraee VII — X . / B. C. lauaposckast // Busantust u
cpenHeBekoBblit KpeiM. — Cumdeporons, 1995.

Handrovskaya V. S. Tamochennaya sluchba v Sugdee VII — X vv. / V. S. Handrovskaya // Vizantiya |
srednevekovyj Krym. — Simferopol, 1995.

24. lecrakos C. I1. Ouepku no ucropun Xepconeca B VI — X Bekax no P. Xp. — Mocksa, 1908.

Hestakov S. P. Ocherki po istorii Hersonesa v VI — X vekax po R. Hr. — Moskva, 1908.

25. Aibabin A. 2006. «Early khazar archaeological monuments in Crimea and to the North of the Black
Sea.» La Crimée entre Byzance et le Khaganat Khazar. Paris: 31-65.

26. Ajbabin A. 1. 2010. «Das friihbyzantinische Chersonesos/Cherson» Byzanz — das Romerreich im Mit-
telalter. Monographien RGZM 84,2,1. Mainz.

27. Ajbabin A.l. 2011. Archdologie und Geschichte der Krim in bzyantinischer Zeit. Monographien der
Romische-Germanischen Zentralmuzeums 98. Mainz.

164



WRITTEN SOURCES ON BYZANTINE PORTS IN THE CRIMEA
FROM THE FOURTH TO SEVENTH CENTURY

28. Blockley R. C. 1985. The history of Menander the Guardsman. Liverpool.

29. Charles R. H. 1916. The chronicle of John (c. 690 A. D.) coptic bishop of Nikiu. London and Oxford.

30. Georgius Cedrenus. 1838. Compendium historiarum. Ed. Bekker I. Bonn, 2 vol. CSHB.

31. Codex Theodosiani, MCCCCV. Ed.Th.Mommsen and P.Meyer. I-1l. Berlin.

32. Dagron G. 1968. «L’Empire Roman d’orient au IVe siecle et les traditions politiques de
I’hellénisme.» TM 3. Paris: 1-242.

33. Dagron G. 1974. Naissance d'une capitale. Paris.

34. Dagron G. 2000. «Crimée ambigué (IV — Xe siécles).» Matepuaisl 110 apXeOJIOrul HCTOPHU M 3THO-
rpaduu Taspuu VII: 289-301.

35. Dunlop D. M. 1954. The history of the jewish Khazars. Prinston.

36. Feissel, D. 1987. «Nouvelles données sur Iinstitution du O%Seém=0 122”cnheac» Ed.
G. Dagron and D. Feissel. Inscriptions de Cilicie. Paris : 215 - 220.

37. Feissel D. 2004. «L’empereur et I’administration impériale.» Ed. C. Morrisson. Le Mond Byzantin I.
Paris : 79-110.

38. Golb N. and Pritsak O. 1982. Khazarian Hebrew Documents of the Tenth Century. Ithaca, London.

39. Hamilton F.J. and Brooks E.W. 1899. The Syrian chronicle known as that of Zachariah of Mitylene.
London.

40. Hewsen, 1992. R.H. The Geography of Ananias of Sirak. The Long and the Short Recensions. Wies-
baden.

41. lordanis, MDCCCLXXXII. Romana et Getica. Recensuit T. Mommzen. Monumenta germaniae
historika V. Berlini.

42. Jones A. H. M. 1973. The Late Roman Empire 284-602. Vol. I-1I. Oxford.

43. Landulfus Sagax. 1877. Addimenta ad Pauli Historiam Romanam, ed. H. Droysen (Monumenta
Germaniae Historica, AA, 2), Berlin: 227-376

44. Joannis Malalae 1831. Chronographia. Ed. Dindorf L. Bonnae.

45. Migne J. P. 1864. Patrologie Cursus Completus. Series Latina. CXXIX. Paris.

46. Minorsky V. 1960. «Balgitzi — «Lord of the Fishes» Wiener Zeitscrift fir die Kunde des
Morgenlandes 56. Vienna: 130-137.

47. Nikephoros patriarch of Constantinopole, 1990. Short history. Text, tr. and com. Mango. C.
Washington.

48. Oxford Dictionary: The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium. — New York : Oxford, 1991.

49. Pritsak O. Review. Studies on the Khazar Problem, published by the Polish Academy // Der Islam. —
1949. — Band 29.

50. Procopius, 1964. De Aedificiis. Ed. Haury J. and Wirth G. Leipzig.

51. Procopius, 1963. De bello Persico. Ed. Haury J. and Wirth G. Leipzig.

52. Procopius, MCMLXIII. De Bello Gotico. Opera Omnia. Ed. Haury J. and Wirth G. Bibliotheca
scriptorum graecorum et romanorum Teubneriana. 1. Lipsiae.

53. Pekkanen Tuomo, 1979. «The Pontic civitates in the Periplus of the Anonymous Ravennas» Arctos:
Acta Philologica Fennica 13. Helsinri: 111-128.

54. Ravennatis anonymi cosmographia et Gvidonis geographika. 1860. Berolini.

55. Sandrovskaja, V. 1993. «Die Funde der byzantinischen Bleisiegel in Sudak.» Studies in Byzantine
Sigilography 3. Washington: 85-99.

56. The Chronicle of Theophanes Confessor: Byzantine and Near Eastern History AD 284-813. 1997.
Text, tr. and com. by Mango C. and Scott R. Oxford.

57. Vasiliev A. A. 1936.The Goth in the Crimea. Cambridge.

58. Zosime 1979. Histoire nouvelle. Tome I1. Texte établi et traduit par F. Paschoud. Paris.

59. Zuckerman C. 1995. «On the date of the Khazars’ conversion to judaizm and the chronology of the
Rus Oleg and Igor.» Revue des études Byzantines 53. Paris: 237-270.

165



AIBABIN A. I.

Aiioadun A. W. [TuceMeHHBIE UCTOYHUKH O BH3aHTHICKHX MOpTax B KpbIMy B 4eTBEpTOM — CeIbMOM
Bekax / A. U. AiiGabun // VYuensie 3amucku TaBpUYecKOro HAIMOHAIBHOIO YHHUBEPCHTETA HMeE-
nu B. U. Bepuajckoro. Cepust «Hcropuyeckue Haykn». — 2013. — T. 26 (65), Ne 2 — C. 156-166.

B HEMHOTOCIIOBHBIX COOOIIEHHAX MICEMEHHBIX HCTOUYHHMKAX 3a(UKCHPOBaHO (yHKIHOHUpoBaHue B IV —
VIl BB. B KpbIMy ABYX KpYIHBIX TIOPTOB B roposiax bocrop n Xepcon u raBanu B 6yxre CumBosos (banakia-
Ba). XEPCOH SIBJISICS KPYIHBIM TPAH3UTHBIM IOPTOM Ha CAaMOM KOPOTKOM MOPCKOM ITyTH U3 Bu3aHTHH, Ha-
ypHaBmeMcs B mopty CHHOIA.

B nucbMEHHBIX MCTOYHHMKAX COJEPIKaTCsl HEOJHO3HAUHbIE CBHICTENLCTBA O NMpHcoequHeHnH bocmopa k
Buzanrtun B nepssie necstmwtetus VI B. ['opoJ cran BakHBIM BU3aHTHHCKHMM 1TOPTOM, Ha Gepery Bocmopckoro
MpOJINBa, 4yepe3 KoTopble mpoxoxwn mytd Ha Cesepublii KaBkas, B Ilpukacnmiickue ctemu, B 3amaaHbIid
Tropkckuit karanat u B Kurait. FOctunuan |, moBenen ykpenuTh pa3pylieHHbIe CTeHbI Topoaa bocmopa.

[Moptossiit ropox Cynak Brepsbeie ynoMsHyT B Kocmorpaduu PaBennckoro anonnma xonma VII B., roe
on nasBan Cyraeeit «Sugdabon». BepositHo, moa nasienunem xaszap B FOro-Bocrounsiii Kpeim B mocneueit
gerBeptu VIl B. mepecemmmce cyrasl. B nepsoit nonosune VI B. 61aromapst [uHAMHYHOMY POCTY SKOHO-
mukn Bocrounoro Kpsiva Cyraest crana BaKHBIM Xa3apCKUM TOPTOBBIM IIOPTOM PETHOHA.

Kirouesle cioBa: XepcoH, bocnop, moprt.

Aii6a6in O. L. TTuceMoBi [uKepena mpo BizanTiiicski moptr y Kpumy B IV-VII cronitsx / O. 1. Aii6abiu
/I Bueni 3anucku TaBpiiicbkoro HamioHansHOro yHiBepcutery imeHi B. I. BepHaacekoro. Cepist «Icropuuni
Haykn». —2013. — T. 26 (65), Ne 2 — C. 156-166.

VY HebaraTtbox 3rajikax MUCHMOBHX DKepen 3adikcoBano ¢ynkuionysanus y IV-VII cr. y Kpumy nsox
BEJIMKKX MOPTIiB y Mictax Bocmop ta Xepcon ta raBaui y 6yxti CumsomniB (BanakiaBa). XepcoH OyB BEITHKUM
TPAH3UTHAM TOPTOM Ha CaMOMY KypPOPTHOMY MOpPCBKOMY HITAXY 3 Bi3aHTii, sikuif po3nmoduHABCS y MOPTY
Cinomy.

Y MUCBEMOBHX JKepeliaX MICTSThCS HEOHO3HAYHI CBIJIONTBA O MpHEIHAHHI bocmopy mo BizanTii y mep-
i gecstinitrs VI cr. Micto cTano BakJIMBHM Bi3aHTiHCBKUM mopToM, Ha Oepery Bocmopcebkoi mpotoky,
yepes sIKy nmpoxoauB Hutsax Ha [liBuiunmit KaBkas, y Ipukacmiiiceki creny, y 3axiguunit TIopkchKuii karaHar
ta 10 Kutaro. FOctunian | 3Bei1iB yKpinuTH 3pyitHOBaHi cTiHk bocmopy.

IMoprose micto Cynak Brepiue 3raayerbes y Kocmorpadii PaBenncbkoro anonima kinnst VI cr., ne Bix
nasBannii CymHeero «Sugdabon». Ckopimr 3a Bce, mix HatuckoMm xasap g0 IliBaenHo-Cximnoro Kpumy B
octanHiil yBepTi VII cT. mepecemumucs cyrau. Y mepmiit noxoBuni VI cT. 3aBOsKu AWHAMIYHOMY POCTY
exoHomiku Cxinnoro Kpnmy Cyrzest cTana BaJIMBUM Xa3apChbKUM TOPTiBEIFHUM ITOPTOM PETiOHY.

Kirouosi cnoBa: Xepcon, bocnop, nopr.
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