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[Teptinyn :

The theme of Cherson was founded around 840, in order to become a stronghold of the Byzantine Empire at the Taurian peninsula. Contrary to other Byzantine themes, it kept arelative autonomy in relation to the central authority.
Initially its territories were confined to the SW Crimea, but at the beginnings of the 11t century the Byzantine rule temporarily expanded eastwards. In the 131 century a part of the theme's territories passed under the control of the
Empire of Trebizond.
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Tewypagicés Zovtetaypéveg
Byzantine empire

1. The establishment of the theme of Cherson

From the end of the 7t century until the first decades of the oth century, the city of Cherson and the neighbouring territories (known by the term “klimata’)! were at loose terms with Constantinople. Typically
they constituted part of the Byzantine Empire, but what actually prevailed was a regime of relative autonomy, and power at various cities under Byzantine control was in the hands of local notables. For example,
the highest authority at the city of Cherson was the proteuion and the so-calledpatres civitatis who were locally elected, although they were usually receiving imperial titles.2

The enroliment of Cherson and of SW Crimeainto the system of the theme organization at Byzantium was the result of a series of events starting in 839,3 when the Khazars, old allies of Byzantium, sent an
embassy to Constantinople, asking Emperor Theophilos (829-842) to help them build a fortress upon the lower course of the river Don, aiming to prevent the invasions of the Rus' .4 Theophilos responded to the
appeal by sending a group of mechanics under the spatharokandidatos Petronas Kamateros. After the successful conclusion of the mission, the officer at head reported to the emperor that it would be in the
Empire's best interests to put Cherson (through which the mission had passed) and its region under the direct administration of Byzantium. Agreeing with the estimations of his envoy, Theophilos decided a little
later (around 840)° to organize Cherson and the adjacent territories to a theme; Petronas Kamateros was appointed first strategos there, since we was already acquainted with the issues of the region.®

Asit appears from certain written sources and some sigillographic evidence, the original name of the new administrative district was “theme of Klimata”.” However, since the capital of the theme and the most
important city of the region was Cherson, soon enough the name “theme of Cherson” was officially established, already by 860, if not earlier.8

2. The organization of the theme of Cherson

We have little information as regards the size of the territories and the internal organization of the new theme. Obviously, the men of the Byzantine administration were residing at the cities of southern Crimea and
they were controlling the nearby regions, the so-called “klimata’. From a seal dated at the end of the 10t or the beginnings of the 11th century we are informed about the existence of a tourmarchesGothias.?
This testimony leads to the conclusion that the organization of the theme of Cherson did not differ from that of other Byzantine themes. In addition, it reveals that at least since the beginnings of the 11th century, if
not earlier, the Byzantine dominion had expanded to the SW Crimea. Besides the local notables and the military office-holders of the theme, within the region is attested (mainly from sigillographic evidence) the
existence of officers of the financial administration, the so-called kommerkiarioi. 10

It is worth mentioning, however, that, besides the fact that power was exercised thereafter by a military commander appointed from Constantinople, and besides the presence of officers of the central
administration at Cherson, the cities of the theme preserved at a high degree their autonomy, judging from the presence of local notables at Cherson after 840,11 as well as from the continuance of the function of
the city mint.12 From the testimony of Constantine Porphyrogennetos (middle of 10th c.) we are informed that during that period the central administration paid to the local authorities of Cherson an annual grant
of 10 liters of gold and two more liters as pakton. The danger of rebellion was always visible, as we know that happened around 896-897, when the inhabitants of Cherson revolted and murdered strategos
Symeon. Constantine Porphyrogennetosin his De Administrando imperii cited a series of measures that must be taken in such an occasion and advised the strategos of the theme to cut off the payment of the

annual granting, to abandon Cherson and to settle at some of the other cities of the theme.3

3. Thestrategic role of the theme of Cherson (9th —10th c.)

In spite of the enroliment of Cherson and other cities of Crimeainto the system of theme organization of Byzantium, the Byzantine military presence in the region was not a strong one: from the attestation of the
sources it appears that the forces of the theme were mainly manned by locally recruited men, who were under the control of the local notables, that means akind of state guard.# In other words, the orientation
of the theme was clearly defensive, based on the fortified cities of the region, as it appears from the fact that from the middle of the oth century and thereafter the fortresses of Cherson were systematically
reinforced. In addition, with the treaties of the years 944 and 971 the Rus' took the responsibility not to interfere in the theme of Cherson and to protect it against the invasions of the Bulgarians of Volga river.15

Since Byzantium could not rely on its military force in the region of Crimea, the strategic role of Cherson became even more important, as Constantine Porphyrogennetos recognize in many parts of his work. The
theme of Cherson essentially formed a stronghold of the Byzantine power and the center of the diplomatic activity of Constantinople in relation to the nations of the region. Its creation was bound to the diplomatic
contacts with the Khazars, whereas in the 101 ., after the collapse of the state of the latter ones, their place was taken by the Pechenegs and the Rus' .26 Quite characteristic for the strategic importance of the
theme was the activity of the local generals (strategoi) within the framework of the wars against the Bulgarians: in 914 the general of Cherson John Bogas, as the representative of Constantinople, made an
aliance with the Pechenegs against the Bulgarians, whereas around 967 Kalokyres Delphinas, probably the son of alocal notable of Cherson, was sent for the same reason to a diplomatic mission towards the
Rus'. Therole of Cherson was important as well during the negotiations with the Rus’ under Basil 11 that finally led to the conversion of the former ones to Christianity around 988.

4. The theme of Cherson from the 11th to the 13th c.

The occupation of Cherson by the Rus' in 988, although temporary, caused the partial dissolution of the theme. Nevertheless, the region recovered soon enough, judging from the archaeological evidence: at the
end of the 10t or the beginnings of the 11th century new walls were constructed at the harbor of Cherson,'” whereas an inscription of 1059 witness the renovation of the gateways of the fortified circuit and of
the governor’s house of the city. The inscription is very important for another reason as well: it mentions the strategos of Cherson and Sougdaia, showing that in the middle of the 11th century the dominion of the
theme had been expanded eastwards. 18 We do not know with any certainty the time of the annexation of the SW Crimea (Sougdaia and adjacent territories), but it is considered probable that it was an outcome
of the defeat of the Khazars by the Byzantinesin 1016. A few years later it seems that changes occurred in the organization of theme, since around 1066 a Russian chronicle mentions the military commander of

the city as the one bearing the title of katepano.® At the end of the 11t century the eastern provinces of the theme passed under the control of the Cumans. During the same period the fortifications of the harbor
of Cherson were renovated.

About the history of the theme of Cherson in the 12t" century we know almost nothing. From the silence of the sources we draw the conclusion that there were no important changes in its structure and strategic
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role. The last report in a Byzantine source about the theme of Cherson and the old Byzantine territories of Crimeais related to the attack of the Seljuks around 1222 and indicates that after 1204 the region of the
old theme of Cherson belonged into the sphere of influence of the Empire of Trebizond.2

1. For the meaning of the term “klimata” in relation to the regions of SW Crimea, see Zuckerman, C., “ Two notes on the early history of the thema of Cherson”, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 21 (1997), pp. 217-220.

2. Moravesik Gy. - JenkinsR. J. H. (ed.), Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Administrando Imperio? (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 1, Washington 1967), pp.42, 44-47: «Méypi ya p Ozopiiov 106 faciiéac 0b ki v otpamnyd ¢ & 1o
1@V € vied Oev & mootellouevos, @ AN h v e 1@ mavie S101k®dV & AeyOueVos TpWTEb®Y UETA Kol 1@V & Tovoualouévay totépomy ¢ toiewe». Treadgold W. T., The Byzantine Revival 780-842 (Stanford 1988), p. 17, talking about
Cherson at the end of the 8" ¢., namesit “archontia’, wrongly suggesting that it was enrolled within the administrative system of the Byzantine Empire, that it disposed a garrison of atactical army and that the commander of the city was
appointed from Constantinople.

3. The sources date the embassy of Khazars ayear after the ascension of John Grammatikos to the patriarchal throne, the right dating of which (April 838) is due to Treadgold W. T., “The Chronological Accuracy of the Chronicle of
Symeon the Logothete for the Y ears 813-845", Dumbarton Oaks Papers 33 (1979), pp. 178-179.

4. Constantine Porphyrogennetos gives an account of the eventsin relation to the embassy of Khazars and the construction of the fortress of Sarkel narrates, Moravesik Gy. - JenkinsR. J. H. (ed.), Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De
Administrando Imperio? (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 1, Washington 1967), pp. 42, 22-55. Wozniak F. E., “ Byzantine Policy on the Black Sea or Russian Steppe in the Late 830s”, Byzantine Studies/Etudes byzantines 2 (1975), pp.
58-59, attributes the building of Sarkel to the need of protection against the Hungarians, but this opinion has not been widely accepted.

5. Treadgold W. T., The Byzantine Revival 780-842 (Stanford 1988), pp. 313-317 dates the embassy of Khazars, the building of the fortress of Sarkel and the creation of the theme of Cherson on the same year (839), whereas Zuckerman C.,
“Two notes on the early history of the thema of Cherson”, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 21 (1997), pp. 212-215 places the embassy of Khazarsin the year 839, the building of Sarkel in 840 and the creation of the new themein 841.
The older researchers, and some younger ones as well, date the creation of the theme of Cherson around 833 or 834. Cf. Bury, J. B., A History of the Eastern Roman Empire fromthe Fall of Irene to the Accession of Basil | (A.D. 802-867)
(London 1912), p. 417- Vasiliev, A. A., The Goths in the Crimea (Cambridge, Mass. 1936), p. 108 Obolensky, D., “The Crimeaand the North before 1204", Apyeiov I16vrov 35 (1978), p. 128 Neshitt, J. W. - Oikonomides, N., Catalogue of
Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art 1: Italy, North of the Balkans, North of the Black Sea (Washington 1991), p. 183. Pritsak, O. - Cutler A., “Cherson”, in Kazhdan A. (editor-in-chief), The Oxford History
of Byzantium 1 (New Y ork - Oxford 1991), pp. 418-419 date the creation of the theme around 832.

6. Bekker 1. (ed.), Theophanes Continuatus (Bonn 1838) p. 123, 14-124, 3.

7. Thefirst mention of the theme of Klimatais on alist of the dioceses of the Empire dated around 842, the so-called Taktikon Uspenskij, Oikonomides, N. (ed.), Les listes de préséance byzantines des | Xe et Xe siécles (Paris 1972), p. 49,
whereas a seal is preserved of the strategos of “Five Klimata” which is attributed to the new theme: see Nesbitt, J. W. - Oikonomides, N., Catal ogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art 1: Italy, North of
the Balkans, North of the Black Sea (Washington 1991), p. 182. Baranov, |. A., “Administrativnoe ustrojstvo rannesrednevekovogo Hersona”, in Aibabin A. (ed.), Materialy po archeologii, istorii | etnografii Tavrii 3 (Sinferopol’ 1993),
pp. 137-145, without being based on any source, believes that the theme of Klimatawas short-lived, had nothing to do with the theme of Cherson and had its seat in ahypothetical city of Klimataat Crimea, whereas the |ater theme of
Cherson was created in the middle of the 101 c.

8. This opinion had been supported by Zuckerman C., “ Two notes on the early history of the thema of Cherson”, Byzantine and Modern Greek Studies 21 (1997), pp. 215-222 and was based on the identification of Nikephoros, strategos
of the themein 860, with the strategos of Cherson Nikephoros, seals of which publish Seibt N. - Seibt W., “ Pecati stratigov vizantijskoj femy Herson”, in Vizantija | Srednevekovyj Krym (Anticnajadrevnost” | Srednie Veka 27, Sinferopol’
1995), p. 92. Sokoloval. V., “Les sceaux byzantines de Cherson”, in Oikonomides N. (ed.), Studies in Byzantine Sigillography 3 (Washington 1993), p. 99 wrongly supports that the name of “theme of Klimata’ was still in use until the
decade of 870.

9. Alekséenko, N. A., “Un tourmarque de Gothie sur un sceau inédit de Cherson”, Revue des Etudes Byzantines 54 (1996), pp. 271-275.

10. Alekseyenko, M., “Ladouane du théme de Cherson au | Xe et au Xe siécle: les sceaux des commerciaires’, in Aibabin A. - Ivakin H. (ed.), Kiev — Cherson — Constantinople (Occasional Monographs 1, Kiev - Simferopol - Paris 2007),
pp. 121-164.

11. Neshitt, J. W. - Oikonomides, N., Catalogue of Byzantine Seals at Dumbarton Oaks and in the Fogg Museum of Art 1: Italy, North of the Balkans, North of the Black Sea (Washington 1991), p. 183.

12. The autonomousissues of the local mint are dated from around 860 (reign of Michael 111) until the reign of Basil 11 (976-1025). Cf. Nystazopoulou-Pé ékidou, M., “L’ administration locale de Cherson &I’ époque byzantine (IVe-Xlles)”,
in EYWYXIA. Mélanges offerts a Héléne Ahrweiler (Byzantina Sorbonensia 16, Paris 1998), pp. 577-579.

13. Moravesik Gy. - Jenkins R. J. H. (ed.), Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De Administrando Imperio? (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 1, Washington 1967), pp. 53, 512-535.

14. Treadgold W. T., The Byzantine Revival 780-842 (Stanford 1988), pp. 315-317, without being based on any contemporary source, supports that a garrison of 2.000 men was sent to the new theme.

15. Smedley, J., “ Archaeology and the History of Cherson: A Survey of Some Results and Problems”, 4pyeiov ITévrov 35 (1978), pp. 180-183. Obolensky, D., “ The Crimeaand the North before 1204”, Apysiov ITévrov 35 (1978), p. 130.
16. Obolensky, D., The Byzantine Commonwealth. Eastern Europe, 500-1453 (London 1971), pp. 176-179.

17. Smedley, J., “ Archaeology and the History of Cherson: A Survey of Some Results and Problems”, Apyziov Iévrov 35 (1978), pp. 176, 183-184.

18. Laty3ev, V., Sbornik greceskich nadpisej christianskich vremen iz Juznoj Rossii (St. Petersburg 1896), no. 8.

19. Minns, H. E., Scythians and Greeks (Cambridge 1913), p. 539. Cf. Honigmann, E., “ Studies in Slavic Church History”, Byzantion 17 (1944-1945), pp. 161-162. The Russian chronicle reports that the “katepano” was stoned to death by
the inhabitants because he had murdered a Russian prince who had captured Tamatarcha (Tmutorokan) afew years before, on the north shore of the Black Sea.

20. Joseph Lazaropoul 0s, “Ez: givoyis t@ v 700 @ yiov fawvudtov uepixh € k 1& v mleiotov, Papadopoul os-Kerameus A. (ed.), Fontes Historiae Imperii Trapezuntini 1 (Amsterdam 1965), pp. 117, 10-118, 3. The relevant passage refersto
the cause of the clash between the Seljuks and the Trepizondians, the confiscation of a ship while she was returning from Crimea currying the annual taxation of the theme: «zepoptiouévy peta @ v dnuosiaxd v teAeoudrwv th ¢ Xepad voc
Kkal @V E kel oe klpdtov Fotbioc kai  dnuociaxot & pyovioc Adeciov 1ot oxtidpn kai @ pyoviwv tvéd v Xepowvitd v, & pyouévy & viat Oa ovykopiool 1@ fooiiéi Tidw 1@ & mnéteia téin».
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TI'kwcodpto :
katepano

(from "epano","above") Governor of a katepania. Title that from the end of the 10th century characterized the commanders of large provinces as Italy or Mesopotamia and from the 11th century, it was used aso in the
regions of Bulgaria, Antioch etc.

kommerkiarios (commerciarius)

Anofficial of thefiscal servicein charge of the levying of the tax called commercion (3sxdn<, 10%), that was imposed over the portage and the selling of articles. The jurisdinction of each commerciarius was exersised either over specific
urban centerswith vivid commercial activity or over particular widespread territories of the empire. Since the official had been appointed by the emperor himself he used to be called "royal commerciarius'.
In the Late Byzantine era the commerciarius acted also as an individual entrepreneur who used to merchandise silk for his own interest.

pakton
From lat. pactum. A term of Byzantine diplomacy, designating the treaty between two states or peoples, and also the sum of money that was paid as tribute.
pater civitatis
(lat., mean. the Father of the City). An office dating to the Late Antigity and Early Byzantine years. It was an office of local civil administration and designates a magistrate whose responsibility was the restoration and maintenance of the
city.
proteuon, protos
Known in the West already in Antiquity (lat. principalis), thetitle designated local city officials. In the East it emergesin the late 3rd C. and it dissapears from the sources by the early 7th C. It was ascribed to the curiales of the cities.
spatharokandidatos
A lesser title in the Byzantine court hierarchy. The title first emergesin 645 and probably designates the kandidatoi who were also granted the title of spatharios.
strategos ("general")
During the Roman period his duties were mainly political. Office of the Byzantine state’s provincial administration. At first the title was given to the military and political administrator of the themes, namely of the big geographic and
administrative unities of the Byzantine empire. Gradually the title lost its power and, already in the 11th century, strategoi were turned to simple commanders of military units, responsible for the defence of aregion.

tourmarch
Civilian and military commander of atourma, subdivision of a theme.
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LatysSev, V. (ed.), Sbornik greceskich nadpisej christianskich vremen iz JuZnoj Rossii (St. Petersburg 1896).

Joseph Lazaropoulos, Ett 6voyic twv tov ayiov Oavudtwv pepikn ek twv ndeiotwy, Papadopoulos-Kerameus, A. (ed.), Fontes Historiae Imperii Trapezuntini 1 (Amsterdam 1965).

Tapoadépata

A Byzantine writer of the 10™ century describes the status of Cherson before the creation of the theme:

H d¢ Xepowv 10 maAatov ovk v eig Gvoua Oépatog, ovdé év unteomoAews oxfuatt dAA’ oi Tod Boomdgov kQatodvTeg ékQATOLY Kail XeQuwvog avThg Kal TV AOLTWV KALATWY, QOTE Kai BaTtAeVewy Tovg €v
@ Boomoow katokovvtag Aéyetat

Pertusi, A. (ed.), Constantino Porfirogenito, De Thematibus (Studi e Testi 160, Citta del Vaticano 1952), 98.1-4.

The establishment of the theme of Cherson in the 9™ century, as it is described by a later Byzantine chronographer:

£0idov d¢ Kal el TOL XeQUWVOS TQ PATIAET YV Y T Kai BovAny, oig eig teigav T@v avOewmwy NADeV Kai T@V TOTWV OUOD, Kai «0UK AAAWS &QEEIS TS XWQAS KAl TWV TOTWY OA0TXEQWS 1) ITEATN YOV
TIROXEQILOUEVOG IDLOV, AAA’ OV TOIG EKEIVWY AQXOVOT TE KAl TRWTEVOVTL KATATUOTEVWY TAVTOV». 0VDE YAQ OV NUETEQOS Tw TG EKEVWY TIROVOOVHEVOG EEaTETTEAAETO 0TQATIYOG, AAA” O Aeydpevog
TWTEVWV HETA KAL TV TATEQWV TG TMOAEWS TA TAVTA NV DIOKWV. ETL TOVTR 0 BaTIAeLE OeOPIAOG 0K AAAOV AAAX TOV €lgnuéVov TTETQWVAY, MG EUTIELQOV KQIVAS TOV TOTIOV, TQWTOOTIABAQLOV Te éTiunoev
Kal oteatnyov ééanéoteidev, TOV Te MEWTEVOVTA KAl TOLS AAAOLG BeoTioag DTElKELY AVEVIOLATTWS AVTG! £€ HTOL TEQ KAL UEXQL UMV EKQATNUTEV ATIO TWV £VTeDOEV £ig XeQu@VA MEOPBAAAE0BAL 0TQATNYOUS.
Bekker, 1. (ed.), Theophanes Continuatus (Bonn 1838), 123.14-124.3.

Revolt of the inhabitants of the theme of Cherson around 896-897:

€71 ToUTOL é0datav Kai €v XeQowvL 0l TOL KAOTEOV TOV UTRATNYOV abT@V Zupe@va, Tov viov Tava.

Wahlgren, S. (ed.), Symeonis Magistri et Logothetae Chronicon (Corpus Fontium Historiae Byzantinae 44/1, Berlin — New York 2006), 277.138-139.

Inscription of April 1059 which dedicated Leo Aliates, strategos of Cherson and Sougdaia:

+Eyévovto ai mogTat Tod meattweiov odneat, evekaviobnoav kai ai Aotmai 1o k&oTEov €t Toakiov peydAov BaciAé(ws) kai avtokedto(og) Pwuai(@v) tod Kopvnvoo k(at) Alkategivng tg
evoePeotatng Avyovotg dux Aéovt(og) m(at)oukiov K(at) oteatnyod Xegowvo(g) k(at) Zovyd(aiag) o AAdt(ov), un(vog) Amou(Aiov), ivd(tktiwvog) 1f’, ét(ovg), CHEL'+

Latysev, V. (ed.), Sbornik greceskich nadpisej christianskich vremen iz JuZnoj Rossii (St. Petersburg 1896), no. 8, 1-8.

Later writer describes the administrative subjugation of part of the former theme of Cherson to the Empire of Trepizond in
1222:

VaS TIC TEGOQTIOUEVT) UETA TWV DNHOTLAKWDV TEAETUATWV TS XEQUWVOS KAl TV €keloe kKAnaTwv FotOiag kai dnpooiakot agxovtoc AAe&iov Tov IMaktidon kai aQXOVTWV TveV XeQowvit@v, Egxouévn
EvtavBa ovyropioal 1@ BactAel T'ide ta éméteta TEAN, KUPHALVOREVNS TG BAAATTNG, €ig vV MEOTWKEAE KAl 0 OnOeic d¢ "Paiong t0 MAOIOV TODTO KAl T XQNHATA KAl TOVG EVTOG ATAVTAG TUV TOIG
vavtalg katamoefnoag Adeide, Kai KATAGQAKTA UeTA TavTA TAOLA katd XeQUWVOG ATEOTEIAE Kal KaBEIAOV TAG XWEAS AVTNG AKQWS. TOVTO HABOVTWY TV ToameLovvtiony, £yvw kal 6 BactAevg v
oLUPOEAV TV BagBaowv kai T@v 0LVBNKOV TOD COLATAVOL THV KATAAVOLY, £’ @ Kal O TNS LIVOTINE ROXWV TOLADTNY ETyayev. 68eV kail 0TOAOV Ay elQovot kKatd ZvaTne kai 0TéAAovoLy ékel TavomAiay,
kai e0B€wg eig Kagovoav mpoowopictnoav kai éAnicavto tag avtddi xwoas Andoag, al maQékevto axoL kai avTod UmoQiov Zvdmmg. Kai avtdg d¢ Tag vang, &g év t@ Atuévi e0ov, elAov kai ToAAovg
ATERTEWVAV €€ AVTWV KAl TOVG AAAOVG TXHAADTIOAY. 0L D¢ Y& TOVTOLS TEOOTKOVTES KAt 0l TV TAoiwV vavnyol énavéomoav 1@ Paiorn kai Aoidogov YA@ttay nrovnoav kat avtov. oTéAAeL Tolvuy Toig
TEURAQXALS M) peAnjoag O Paiong meéoPets dlaAAaynvat (nt@v. kai petd ToAAX Tov TTakTidenV Kai 10 LEQLOV, TNV VDV EKEIVIV, HETX TWV XQNHATWY £i6 AXHAADTOVS HOVOLS ApepavTES ol TQUNQAQXAL

oikade émavieoav XalQovTeg HETd MOAADVY XONHATWY. GAAX Kal G0a €K TOV KAHATWV XEQUMVOG EKEIVOL EANITAVTO, OVTOL KAl TADTA EKOHITAVTO.

Joseph Lazaropoulos, ETt 6ovoyic twv Tov ayiov Qavudtwv pepikn ek twv nAeioctwy, Papadopoulos-Kerameus, A. (ed.), Fontes Historiae Imperii Trapezuntini 1 (Amsterdam 1965), 117.10-118.3.

Xpovordylo

Around 840: Annexation of Cherson and the adjacent territories to the system of the theme organization of Byzantium: Creation of the theme of Klimata

Around 860: Change of name from theme of Klimata to theme of Cherson

Around 896-897: Revolt of the inhabitants of Cherson. Assassination of strategos Symeon

914: Strategos of Cherson John Bogas as representative of Constantinople, made an alliance with the Pechenegs against the Bulgarians

Around 967: Kalokyres Delphinas, probably the son of a local notable of Cherson, was sent to a diplomatic mission towards the Rus’

988-989: Vladimir, prince of the Rus’ of Kiev, captured, temporarily, Cherson and its region

End of 10" - beginnings of 11" ¢.: Gradual restoration of the Byzantine power upon the theme of Cherson. Construction of new fortifications

Between 1016-1059: Expansion of the lands of the theme of Cherson eastwards after the defeat of the Khazars. Temporary annexation of Sougdaia and of the adjacent territories.
Around 1066: Reference to the katepano of Cherson

End of 11" c.: Loss of the eastern regions of the theme, which passed under the control of the Cumans. Renovation of the fortifications of Cherson.

After 1204: The region of the theme of Cherson passed under the control of the Empire of Trepizond



