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J. Machacek

«GREAT MORAVIAN STATE» — A CONTROVERSY IN
CENTRAL EUROPEAN MEDIEVAL STUDIES

Great Moravia as a Central European phenomenon

Great Moravia is a controversial theme within Central European Medieval studies'. Rather
than being a standard subject of academic research it is a phenomenon that has been a con-
stant in Central European modern political discourse ever since the Paris Peace Conference
of 1919. It was there that the Czechoslovak delegation used Great Moravia in its arguments
when campaigning for recognition of their new state®. The historical legacy of Great Moravia
has served to this day as an instrument for cementing the legitimacy of national states in the
Central European regions®, whilst generating some negative responses which are sometimes
based on questioning the traditional location of the core of Great Moravia within the territory
of the former Czechoslovakia®.

There are even more paradoxes linked to Great Moravia. Although ever since the end of the
19" century its study has been one of the most important tasks of Czech and Slovak, and partly

! Curta F. The history and archaeology of Great Moravia: An introduction // Early Medieval Europe. 2009. Vol. 17.
P. 238-247.

2 Albrecht S. Geschichte der GroBméhrenforschung in der Tschechischen Léndern und in der Slowakei. Praha, 2003.
S. 61-64.

3 Urbanczyk P. Early state formation in East Central Europe // East Central & Eastern Europe in the Early Middle Ages /
Ed. by F. Curta. Ann Arbor, 2005. P. 139-151.

4 Bowlus C. Franks, Moravians, and Magyars. The Struggle for the Middle Danube, 788-907. Philadelphia, 1995; Eggers
M. 1) Das Erzbistum des Method: Lage, Wirkung und Nachleben der kirillomethodianischen Mission. Miinchen, 1996; 2)
«Das Grofimahrische Reich» — Realitdt oder Fiktion?: Eine Neuinterpretation der Quellen zur Geschichte des mittleren
Donauraumes im 9. Jahrhundert. Stuttgart, 1995.
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also Polish and Hungarian, historical research’, it was long neglected and marginalized by
West European medieval studies, which considered Great Moravia to be, in a more favourable
light, a «Sonderfall» /special case®, and in a less favourable light, the «Wilden Osten»/ Wild
East’. According to the traditional assumptions of Czech historians® the first fully developed
Slav state arose in Moravia in the 9™ century, dominating East Central Europe politically,
militarily and culturally. However, from the perspective of Western (mostly German) research,
Moravians were one of the many nationalities subjected to the Frankish Empire, within which
they became part of the Bavarian Eastern March («Bayerisches Ostland»)°. This controversial
approach to Great Moravia has been reflected to this day in sources such as Wikipedia where
in the Czech version the map of the territorial extent of Great Moravia depicts an empire
governing the whole eastern part of Central Europe, while in the German and English ver-
sions under the Francia keyword the same area is described as Abhéngige Gebiete/Dependent
Territories — a mere periphery of the Frankish Empire (see the keyword Fréankisches Reich/
Francia in the German and even the English version of Wikipedia!?).

The reasons for the different interpretation of one particular historical situation can be seen
in the special nature of Great Moravia, which constitutes both a divide between late antiquity
and the Middle Ages, and at the same time a boundary between the western (Germanic), east-
ern (Slav) and nomadic (Avar and Magyar) worlds. For traditional historiography the subject
is difficult to approach, partly due to the fact that written sources related to the history of Great
Moravia are scarce and the dominant role in its study over the past fifty years has been taken
over by archaeology. The situation is not made easier by the fact that the interpretation of the
historical significance of Great Moravia continues to be strongly politically exploited''. Its
existence is even referred to in the preambles of past and current constitutions of some states
(The Constitution of the Czechoslovak Republic from 1948 and The Constitution of the Slovak
Republic from 1992'?). It goes hand in hand with widespread opinion that Great Moravia laid
the foundations from which the present East-Central Europe gradually developed.

However, Great Moravia may on no account be considered a merely local subject. Its ex-
istence is connected with some cultural phenomena which are important in a European-wide
context, such as the beginning of East European literature, the origin of the Slav alphabet
invented to serve the needs of the Byzantine mission led by Cyril and Methodius in Great
Moravia®, or the Christianization of a great part of Europe.

3 Albrecht S. Geschichte der GroBméhrenforschung. S. 263-283.

¢ Brather S. Archaeologie der westlichen Slawen: Siedlung, Wirtschaft und Gesellschaft im friih- und hochmittelalterlichen
Ostmitteleuropa. 2., iiberarbeitete und erw. Aufl. Edn. Berlin; New York, 2008. S. 368.

7 Wolfiram H. Grenzen und Raiime: Geschichte Osterreichs vor seiner Entstehung. Wien, 1995. S. 223,

8 Havlik L. Velka Morava a stfedoevropsti Slované. Praha, 1964. S. 372.

 Wolfram H. Grenzen und Raiime... S. 315.

10 Francia // Wikipedia. The Free Encyclopedia // http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Francia&oldid=48393844
8 (Last accessed — 20.05.2012); Frankisches Reich // Wikipedia. The Free Encyclopedia // http://de.wikipedia.org/w/
index.php?title=Fr%C3%A4nkisches Reich&oldid=101138783 (Last accessed — 20.05.2012)

' Chorvdtova H. Slovensky spor o Velkou Moravu // Lidové noviny — Orientace. 2008. C. 21. S. 3.

12 «We, the Slovak nation, remembering the political and cultural heritage of our ancestors and the hundreds of years
of experience of fighting for national existence and our own state, following the Cyrillic-Methodian spiritual heritage and
the historical legacy of Great Moravia, based on the natural rights of nations for self-determination [...] we adopt, through
our representatives, this constitution» (the preamble of the Slovak Constitution adopted on 3 September 1992).

13 Curta F. Southeastern Europe in the Middle Ages, 500—1250. Cambridge; New York, 2006. P. 214-215; Miklas H.
Glagolitica. Zum Ursprung der slavischen Schriftkultur. Wien, 2000.
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An overview of the research into Great Moravian statehood

An excellent overview of the research into Great Moravia until the beginning of the 1990s
was presented by the German historian Stefan Albrecht. His work provides a clear conclusion
which shows the close correlation between the interest in the Great Moravian issue and the
current socio-political situation in Central Europe!'*.

In the 19" century it was mostly the Romantic/Catholic fascination in the early history of
Moravians, and/or the Pan-Slavic ideas of the perennial contest between Slavhood and Ger-
manhood (FrantiSek Palacky) which influenced the beginnings of research into Great Moravia.
Initially it was conducted mainly by various private associations and enthusiastic amateurs.
Soon afterwards, at the end of the 19" century, the philological and historical study of Great
Moravia was expanded to include archaeology, which later became the dominant scientific
discipline in this field.

Following the establishment of an independent Czechoslovakia in 1918 emphasis was
gradually being placed on the link between the new republic and Great Moravia, particularly in
relation to the coexistence of the Czechs and the Slovaks. Another aspect of the interpretation
emerged after the change in the foreign political situation on the eve of the Second World War.
It was the moment when the role of Great Moravia as a mediator between West and East came
to the forefront. An alternative explanation for Great Moravia was formulated by nationalist
circles in Slovakia, where it was appropriated by the state propaganda at the period of the
clerofascist and pro-German state. However, the greatest wave of interest in Great Moravia
arrived in the 1950s and 1960s. The period of the first remarkable archacological discoveries
coincided with a radical political coup during which communists acceded to power in the
countries of East Central Europe. At that time research into Great Moravia was transferred to
an institutional base and became fully professionalized. The state also launched a programme
of massive financial support for the research'®. One of the reasons was an effort to present
the Slavs as being culturally sophisticated, in response to the Nazi ideology and its adoration
of German, or Germanic, culture and belittling all others. The study of Great Moravia was
embedded in the context of Marxist theory and historic materialism'¢, It underlined the feudal
character of the Great Moravian state and the class divisions of society at that time. Large-scale
excavations of the main Great Moravian centres in MikulCice, Staré Mésto and Pohansko were
to provide further support for these arguments'’. They were immense undertakings and the
acquired huge amounts of finds and data still have to be properly processed. From the 1970s,
when the potential of Great Moravia to feed communist ideology had been largely exhausted,
the extensive field activities in the Great Moravian agglomerations were gradually scaled back
and the generous state support reduced. Probably as a result of the new approach to Czecho-
Slovak federalism'® the continuity between Great Moravia and what was then Czechoslovakia
came to be emphasized (see the title of the proceedings Great Moravia and the Beginnings of

4 Albrecht S. Geschichte der GroBméhrenforschung. S. 284-296.

15 The situation was similar, for example, in Poland: Buko A. The Archeology of Early Medieval Poland. Discoveries-
hypotheses-interpretations. Leiden; Boston, 2008. P. 1-28; Roslund M. Guests in the house: Cultural transmission between
Slavs and Scandinavians 900 to 1300 A. D. Leiden; Boston, 2007. P. 51-53.

16 Graus F. D&jiny venkovského lidu v Cechach v dobé predhusitské 1. D&jiny venkovského lidu od 10. stol. do prvni
poloviny 13. stol. Praha, 1953. S. 155-158; Poulik J. K otazce pocatkd feudalismu na Moravé // Pamatky archeologické.
1961. Ro¢. LIL S. 498-505.

17 Poulik J. K otazce pocatki feudalismu na Moravé. S. 498, 503-504.

18 Constitutional law from 27" October 1968 on the Czechoslovak Federation.
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Czechoslovak Statehood)". In liaison with Soviet researchers® the thesis about Great Moravia
as the first western Slav state?!, with its characteristics placing it somewhere between a western
and an eastern type of early feudalism??, was further elaborated on.

After 1989 the extensive excavation campaigns came to an end on most sites due to the
change in the political situation and economic problems. Research continued by concentrat-
ing on processing the huge collections of finds. New themes, which the research community
had more or less ignored until that time, were being looked at (e. g. the natural environment
during the Great Moravian period, the centres and their hinterland, the development of the
settlement structure). The scientific community was split in its approach to Great Moravian
statehood and its continuity, with the older generations of researchers in particular adhering
to the traditional notion of Great Moravia as an early feudal state with a direct line to the later
developments in the region®. In Slovakia the issue of Great Moravia continued to play an
important part in political discourse. Its interpretation once again attained a strong patriotic-
nationalistic accent®.

The idea that Great Moravia was the earliest state (state-like polity) of Central European
Slavs, which was a direct predecessor of the statehood of the Czech Pfemyslids, the Polish Piasts
and the Hungarian Arpads family, remains very much alive in the Central European region®.
Current proponents of this idea maintain that it was not a barbarian empire, but a «powerful
state» with «developed elements of feudal land tenure and some relationships characteristic of an
early feudal state»?. Also surviving is the image of Great Moravia as the link between the West
and the East (see the title of the proceedings Great Moravia between the East and the West)?'.

However, even within this traditional school of thought there have been some shifts.
The originator of the idea of direct continuity between old Moravia and the later Premyslid
Bohemia, D. Trestik?®, reformulated it by stating that the Great Moravian state disappeared
at the beginning of the 10™ century together with the Moravian tribe and the imprint it left
in history is more of a supranational idea which cannot be appropriated by any of the states
existing today®’. He thus refuted the «evolutionist mythology» of a «perennial» nation which
has been developing within a given territory from an early medieval tribe to the present day™.

1 Poulik J. Pfedmluva // Velka Morava a pocatky eskoslovenské statnosti / Red. J. Poulik, B. Chropovsky. Praha;
Bratislava, 1985. S. 5-7; Trestik D. Botivoj a Svatopluk — vznik ¢eského statu a Velka Morava // Velka Morava a pocatky
Ceskoslovenské statnosti. S. 273-301.

2 Canuyk I O. HekoTOpbIe HTOTH H IEPCIIeKTHBbI H3yyeHus Bemukoit Mopasuu // Benukast Mopagus, €€ HCTOPHYECKOE
u KyIsTypHOe 3uavenne / Pen. B. JI. Kopomok, I. IT. Mensuukos, . Hoymux, I1. Parkorm, T. 3. Canuyxk, B. XpomoBckuii.
M., 1985. C. 6-28.

2! Poulik J. Pfedmluva. P. 5.

2 [aenux JI. TocynapeTso u epxaa MopasaH (K Borpocy o mecte Bennkoit MopaBHH B ITOIMTHYSCKOM H COLIHAIBHOM
pasButuu EBpomnsi) / Benukas Mopasusi, ee ncTopuueckoe U KyinsrypHoe 3HaueHue. C. 96—107.

2 Ruttkay A. GroBmihren: Anmerkungen zum gegenwértigen Froschungsstad iiber die Siedlungs- und sozialskonomischen
Strukturen // Origins of Central Europe / Ed. by P. Urbanczyk. Warsaw, 1997. S. 143-170.

2% Chorvdtova H. Slovensky spor o Velkou Moravu. S. 3; Urbanczyk P. Early state formation in east Central Europe.
P. 141.

% Galuska L. Slované. Doteky ptedki. Brno, 2004. S. 139.

% Merinsky Z. Ceské zemé od piichodu Slovant po Velkou Moravu II. Praha, 2006. S. 907.

77 Staria C. Slovanské Velka Morava — integralni sougast rang sttedovéké Evropy // Velka Morava mezi Vychodem a
Zapadem / Red. L. Galuska, et al. Praha, 2001. S. 365-369.

2 Trestik D. Botivoj a Svatopluk — vznik ¢eského statu a Velka Morava. S. 273, 292-293.

» Trestik D. 1) Misto Velké Moravy v d&jinach. Ke stavu a potfebam badani o Velké Moravé // CCH. 1999. Ro¢. 97.
S. 689-727; 2) Mysliti d&jiny. Praha; Litomysl, 1999. S. 163, 172-173.

3 Trestik D. Mysliti d&jiny. S. 104-109.
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According to Tiestik, this has no effect on the statement that as early as the 9" century Great
Moravian dukes «decided» on a first-ever Slav state®'. For Ttestik the implementation of this
«experiment» is Great Moravia’s greatest historical contribution®2.

The weak point of the earlier approaches consists in the fact that the state was taken to
be an axiom, the existence of which was not questioned. This conviction may be rooted in
Marx’s theory of society, according to which a state comes into being at a particular stage
of development when society divides into classes and the need arises to secure the rule and
ownership by the dominant class®. If by this logic Great Moravia is a feudal society, i. e. a
class society, a state must therefore also exist by «the law of logic». Schooled in the method
of historical materialism, supporters of the existence of a state in Great Moravia were un-
able to go beyond the given interpretational limits and test alternative options concerning
the arrangement of Great Moravian society. It was also for those reasons that at a general
level they did not think it necessary to define what an early medieval state looked like** and
whether Great Moravia met these criteria. If a researcher were to analyse a specific historical
phenomenon and its development over an extended period of time, it could happen that he
stepped out of the mainstream and classified Great Moravia as a transient or pre-state entity.
This is the case of J. Zemli¢ka®, who examined market organization, and J. Hoffmann?%, who
studied medieval towns.

The contemporary line of research examines Great Moravian statehood from a more critical
point of view. There is an attempt to understand the essence of Great Moravian society and
seek an answer to the question of «how the Moravians became a polity and to what extent
Moravian dukes controlled the public space»®’. Just as with modern European medieval stud-
ies®® it turns to ethnology as well as social and cultural anthropology, where it hopes to find
support for its interpretational models and new terminology. One of the first people to take a
step in this direction was J. Klaps§té, who as early as 1994 bemoaned the fact that the adoption
of a new approach to the study of Czech and Moravian history had been hindered by strange-
sounding anthropological terms and the tradition of Central European historiography. The new
methodological points of departure were eventually applied mainly by a young generation of
archaeologists who concentrated on the vast Great Moravian agglomerations and attempted
to explain the economic and social causes of their rise and fall*.

3! Trestik D. Misto Velké Moravy v d&jinach... S. 689-727.

32 Trestik D. Vznik Velké Moravy. Moravané, Cechové a stfedni Evropa v letech 791-871. Praha, 2001. S. 199-201.

33 Hauser M. Marxova dynamické sociologie // Historicka sociologie / Red. JI. Subrt. Plzeii, 2007. S. 39-72, 64.

3% The lack of an explicit definition of an early medieval state was also a long-term issue in Western Medieval studies,
see: Pohl W. Staat und Herrschaft im Frithmittelalter: Uberlegungen zum Forschungsstand // Staat im friihen Mittelalter /
Hrsg. von S. Airlie, W. Pohl, und H. Reimitz. Wien, 2006. S. 9-38, 32.

35 Zemlicka J. Entstehung und Entfaltung der Marktorganisation in Bohmen und Mihren // Hausbau und Raumstruktur
frither Stddte in Ostmitteleuropa. Pamatky archeologické — Supplementum 6. Praha, 1996. S. 17-27.

36 Hoffimann F. Ceské mésto ve sttedoveku. Praha, 1992. S. 27.

3T Wihoda M. Morava v dobé& kniZeci 906—1197. Praha, 2010.

38 Pohl W. Staat und Herrschaft im Friihmittelalter: Uberlegungen zum Forschungsstand. S. 16.

3 Machdacek J. 1) Disputes over Great Moravia: Chiefdom or state? The Morava or the Tisza River? / Early Medieval
Europe. 2009. Vol. 17. P. 248-267; 2) The rise of medieval towns and states in East Central Europe: Early medieval centres
as social and economic systems. Leiden; Boston, 2010; Stefan 1. Great Moravia, Statehood and Archaeology. The «Decline
and Fall» of One Early Medieval Polity // Frithgeschichtliche Zentralorte in Mitteleuropa. Internationale Konferenz und
Kolleg der Alexander von Humboldt—Stiftung zum 50. Jahrestag des Beginns archdologischer Ausgrabungen in Pohansko
bei Bieclav, 5-9.10.2009, Bieclav, Tschechische Republik / Hrsg. von J. Machagek und S. Ungerman. (Studien zur
Archéologie Europas/ Bd. 14). Bonn, 2011. S. 333-354.
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The Great Moravian state and non-state — current approaches

If we want to provide a plausible answer to the question as to whether Great Moravia was a
state or not, we should start from the definition of early medieval statehood («Staatlichkeity),
as formulated by contemporary European medieval studies in the works of such authors as
W. Pohl* and R. Hodges*.

According to Pohl*, the states are invariably long lasting. Neither a change in government
nor territorial division can disrupt the continuity of their existence. State power guarantees
social stability and protects «public institutions» such as bishoprics, monasteries, towns and
villages, which thus attain a permanent nature. The state must also be a functional unit where
it is more or less clear who and what belong to it, how it is delimited or arranged. Those be-
longing to the early medieval state largely identify with this entity, regardless of their ethnic
origin. An important role is also played by adherence to a church and a religious community
(ecclesia), which represents the ideal role model of a shared unity of the realm and its inhabit-
ants. Through religious literature and the activity of the church Christian discourse becomes
the «language» of the whole community. For powerful individuals and families the political
system of the state provides a framework within which they can fulfil their ambitions and
which at the same time regulates their conflicts. These arguments must not lead to the col-
lapse of the state union, although the central power may be weakened as a consequence. The
central power led by the ruler must always be able to exploit the available economic, human
and military resources. While the role of the ruler is clearly determined by his social status,
he must have sufficient scope within its framework for autonomous political action which
can lead to success or failure.

In his definition of the state R. Hodges* developed the ideas of K. Flannery. According to
him, the state is a well-defined political organization. Its leaders are no longer held back by
regulatory mechanisms. There is a strong central power consisting of the professional ruling
class which is generally immune to the restrictions ensuing from kinship-based relation-
ships. The state is built on the foundations of an efficient and stable hierarchy which must
withstand the destructive effect of a whole series of shocks and disturbances. In relation to
this the state leader has to attain some attributes of being sacred or he should be inaugu-
rated by specific ceremonies associated with his extraordinary status. The sacredness then
becomes an instrument of power (compare, for example, the coronation of medieval kings
by important church dignitaries). It is a new concept of society which isolates the leader
of the state from the rest of the population on the ideological level as well. The state is an
extremely costly form of social organization. Its effective function requires transfers of
large energy resources and permanent growth through positive feedback. The state needs
an army and bureaucracy, a complete infrastructure which is provided for by an efficient
collection of taxes. The only natural economic expression of this system is the market. Only
a market allows efficient circulation of energy in society and the existence of a sophisticated
infrastructure.

4 Staat im frithen Mittelalter / Hrsg. von S. Airlie, W. Pohl, und H. Reimitz. Wien, 2006; Der fruhmittelalterliche Staat:
Europaeische Perspektiven. Perspektiven / Hrsg. von W. Pohl und V. Wieser. Wien, 2009.

* Hodges R. Dark Age Economics. London, 1982.

42 Pohl W. Staat und Herrschaft im Friihmittelalter: Uberlegungen zum Forschungsstand. S. 36-38.

4 Hodges R. Dark Age Economics. P. 186-193.
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If we apply the above definitions we find that Great Moravia fails to meet many of the
statehood criteria. First of all, it was neither lasting nor stable. This allegedly «powerful state»
irreversibly disappeared after four generations with all of its institutions. Its administration and
military power as well as the main centres and most of its elites vanished without replacement.
Some continuity, more anticipated than evidenced, is only assumed for the church adminis-
tration, the skeleton of which may have survived the critical 10™ century somewhere on the
margins of the former realm*. In the centres, however, excavations confirmed a short-lived
pagan reaction, which happened in connection with the collapse of the power structures at the
beginning of the 10" century®. Even before that time Christianity had not yet firmly estab-
lished itself in Great Moravia. Written sources mention its crude nature (rudis christianitas)*
and at the time of the Byzantine mission of Cyril and Methodius Moravian society was still
partly pagan*’, which is also corroborated by excavations*. We can even consider the pos-
sibility of a form of Christian-pagan syncretism*. The church in Moravia was not coherent
either as it was being split by prolonged arguments between adherents to Greek-Old Slav
and Franco-Latin liturgy*®. Only with difficulty could it meet the requirement for a common
Christian discourse and unity within the Christian community. The territorial extent of Great
Moravia and its boundaries are unclear®'. Many of the annexed territories, which were mostly
only formally dependent, became separate again after a short period (Pannonia, Bohemia,
Lusatia, Vistulans land)*?>. Between Great Moravia and the Frankish Empire a buffer zone
arose, the nature of which was variable and not completely clear>’. Based on archaeological
finds most researchers have no doubts as to the location of the core of Great Moravia in the
south-eastern part of today’s Czech Republic and in south-western Slovakia®*. Nevertheless,
some written sources make a different interpretation possible®. All of the above show that

4 Jan L. Strukturelle Verédnderungen — zwischen Altméhren und dem frithptemyslidischen Staat // Die friihmittelalterliche
Elite bei den Vélkern des 6stlichen Mitteleuropas (mit einem speziellem Blick auf die grossméhrische problematik) / Red.
P. Koufil. Brno, 2005. S. 19-23.

4 Machdcek J. Die heiligen Bezirke in Pohansko bei Bfeclav-ein Beitrag zur Kenntnis des Heidentums und des
Christentums der mitteleuropéischen Slawen im frithen Mittelalter // Handbuch zur Ausstellung I, Europas Mitte um 1000 /
Hrsg. von A. Wieczorek, H.-M. Hinz. Stuttgart, 2000. S. 405-406; Machdcek J., Pleterski A. Altslawische Kultstrukturen
in Phansko bei Bieclav (Tschechische Republik) / Studia mythologica Slavica. 2000. Vol. 3. S. 9-22.

4 Wolfram H. Grenzen und Raume... S. 260.

47 Trestik D. Vznik Velké Moravy... S. 130.

4 Klanica Z. 1) Mikul¢ice — Klastefisko // PA. 1985. Ro¢. LXXVI. S. 474-539; 2) NaboZenstvi a kult, jejich odraz v
archeologickych pramenech // Velka Morava a pocatky ¢eskoslovenské statnosti / Red. J. Poulik, B. Chropovsky. Praha;
Bratislava, 1985. S. 107-139.

4 Machdcek J. The rise of medieval towns. P. 451.

% Havlik L. Velka Morava. S. 256-260.

51 Havlik L. 1) Uzemni rozsah Velkomoravské e v dob& poslednich let vlady krale Svatopluka (Svetopslka)
(K problematice vzajemnych vztahi stfedoevropskych Slovani v 9. stoleti) // Slovanské Stadie. I11. Prispevky k
medzislovanskym vztahom v ¢eskoslovenskych dejinach. Bratislava, 1960. S. 9-79; 2) Velka Morava. S. 238-241.

52 Havlik L. Velka Morava. S. 270-271.

33 Friesinger I. Historische Nachrichten zur Geschichte der slawischen Befestigunsanlagen von Thunau // Sbornik praci
filozofické fakulty brnénské univerzity. 1992. E. 37. S. 67-72; Wolfram H. 1) The Ethno-Political Entities in the Region
of the Upper and Middle Danube in the 6%-9" Centries A. D. // Origins of Central Europe / Ed. by P. Urbanczyk. Warsaw,
1997. P. 45-57; 2) Grenzen und Raume... S. 260-261; Zehetmayer R. Zur Geschichte des niederdsterreichischen Raums im
9. und in der ersten Hélfte des 10. Jahrnunderts // Schicksalsjahr 907. Die Slacht bei Pressburg und das frithmittelalterliche
Niederosterreich. Katalog zur Ausstellung des Niedergsterreichischen Landesarchivs / Hrsg. von R. Zehetmayer. St. Polten,
2007. S. 17-30.

3 Machdcek J. Disputes over Great Moravia. P. 261-264.

5 Bowlus C. Franks, Moravians, and Magyars. The Struggle for the Middle Danube, 788-907. Philadelphia, 1995;
Eggers M. 1) Das Erzbistum des Method: Lage, Wirkung und Nachleben der kirillomethodianischen Mission. Miinchen,
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Great Moravia was not clearly delimited in space and its geographical configuration was fluid.
Great Moravia was not primarily organized on a territorial basis as should be the case with
states®, but more likely on the foundation of real or fictitious kinship bonds within the tribal
structure®’. Rostislav and Svatopluk were not rulers of Moravia, but dukes of the tribe/gens
of Moravians (Rastizen Margansium Scalvorum ducem, Zwentibaldus dux Maravorum)3.

Rulers in Great Moravia could not make decisions in a completely autonomous manner.
Rostislav and even Svatopluk were appointed to the Moravians by the Franks. Power was not
passed from father to son but within a wider kinship (compare the term known from Latin
sources: nepos). Only towards the end of Great Moravia’s existence in 894 did Svatopluk
manage to hand over the rule to his son Mojmir II. However, this fanned bitter succession
fights and conflicts, which in the end contributed to social collapse®. The ruling was shared
between the ruler and the other Moravian «dukes»/optimates, with whom he made all the
important decisions and who thus restricted his independence®.

The central power was not capable of efficiently exploiting the whole territory as the
standard economic instruments — most importantly coins — were lacking. The Moravians
did not have their own coinage to use within their economic system and without coins Great
Moravian rulers were losing their ability to effectively collect taxes, customs and fines and
various other fees, which radically reduced their competitiveness in Europe at that time. In
the 9" century having one’s own coinage was considered an important symbolic marker of
early medieval «Staatlichkeit», and which rulers could use to publicly demonstrate their politi-
cal authority®'. Without coins as the «objective measure» it would be difficult for a standard
internal market to develop in Great Moravia, as defined by P. Urbanczyk®, which would
enable the efficient circulation of energy in society. The necessary economic resources were
gained by the Moravian dukes mostly through intensive military campaigns in neighbouring
areas, from where they brought back slaves who they exchanged for luxury goods within
long-distance trade®.

If Great Moravia did not attain the level of an early medieval state, we have to ask how
we are to characterize it. According to the classic neo-evolutionary model the emergence of
a bureaucracy was preceded by so-called «chiefdom»®. Although it is obvious today that the

1996; 2) «Das GroBméhrische Reich» — Realitét oder Fiktion?: Eine Neuinterpretation der Quellen zur Geschichte des
mittleren Donauraumes im 9. Jahrhundert. Stuttgart, 1995.

3¢ Tainter J. A. The collapse of complex societies. Cambridge; New York, 1988. P. 26.

37 Trestik D. Pogatky Premyslovct. Praha, 1997. S. 293.

% Annales Fuldenses 863 a 894 // Magnae Moraviae fontes historici / Red. D. Bartonkova, L. Havlik, Z. Masafik,
R. Vecerka. Brno; Praha, 2008. S. 98, 123.

9 Trestik D. Pad Velké Moravy // Typologie ran& feuddlnich slovanskych stati / Red. J. Zemlicka. Praha, 1987.
S. 27-76.

0 Trestik D. 1) Pogatky Pfemyslovci. S. 279; 2) Vznik Velké Moravy... S. 130; Wihoda M. Morava v dobé& knizeci. S. 91.

" Garipzanov 1. Coins as symbols of early medieval «Staatlichkeit» / Der frithmittelalterliche Staat: Europaische
Perspektiven / Hrsg. von W. Pohl und V. Wieser. Wien, 2009. P. 411-421.
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discussion on medieval deposits of hack-silver // Historia Archaeologica — RGA-E. 2009. Vol. 70. P. 499-521, 505.
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unilinear evolutionary model is simplified and cannot be considered universally applicable,
chiefdom is taken to be one of the central theoretical notions for anthropologists and archae-
ologists who study the social organization of archaic societies®. Could Great Moravia have
been a chiefdom?

Before we start to discuss this question, it should be pointed out that today’s notion of
chiefdom has a highly variable content and covers a wide range of stateless societies from
Polynesia to Europe, from the Early Neolithic until the present®. In Europe this type of social
order was dominant in the period before the expansion of the Roman Empire and returned for
a short time after its collapse®’. We cannot make a clear-cut or artificial division between state
and non-state formations. The chiefdom reaches a peak where the state begins®. The most
sophisticated forms of chiefdoms, which can be considered for Great Moravia, are termed
complex chiefdoms®, cyclical chiefdoms™, or alternatively, early state analogues’. We may
take it to be an early stage of a state. Many of its characteristics partly coincide with what
Claessen and Skalnik call an «early state»’.

According to E. Service™, the essence of chiefdom is a hierarchical social unit, which in-
corporates several tribes. Although there is some social stratification, the whole structure is
focused on a single central person — the chief. His power is not unlimited as it is effectively
kept within limits by existing social regulators. The economic foundation of the whole system
is the principle of redistribution, not market mechanism. There are two primary tendencies act-
ing against each other within this principle. One is represented by the so-called levelling with
a negative impact on the accumulation of wealth, disappearing from under the hands of the
leaders at various potlatches, rallies, and in relation with costly funerary rituals. An opposite
trend is chiefly embodied by the so-called mobilisation, which is the amassing of goods and
services for the benefit of the elite strata. The economic development in the chiefdom can be
looked upon as a process that progressively leads to gaining control over the levelling mecha-
nisms and the accumulation of wealth through its mobilisation. However, the main production
means — land — remains in collective ownership’. The mechanisms of redistribution of the
resources is controlled by the power centre™.

% Chabal P, Feinman G., Skalnik P. Beyond States and Empires: Chiefdoms and Informal Politics / Social Evolution
and History. 2004. Vol. 3. P. 22-40.
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and P. Skalnik. The Hague, 1978. P. 3-29, 22.

3 Service E. R. Primitive social organization: An evolutionary perspective.

™ Hodges R. Dark Age Economics. P. 15, 26; Charvdt P. NaCelnictvi ¢i rany stat? // PA. 1989. Ro¢. LXXX. S. 207-222.

> Urbariczyk P. The Polish discussion. P. 502.

2012. Ne [ (11). Aneapb—Hions 13

JuRUWIuIo0))

e



Studia Slavica et Balcanica Petropolitana

In the process leading to the establishment of the state R. Hodges’® assigns great importance
to the advanced chiefdom phase which he terms cyclical (cyclical chiefdoms). The notion
emphasizes a specific transitional condition when the chief temporarily attains the more or
less honorary political status of sovereign. The central power is gradually consolidated and
takes control over the economic sphere.

The whole system is undergoing a transformation until it reaches a state when the chief
has accumulated sufficient wealth necessary to separate himself from the rest of the com-
munity. According to R. Hodges, the process which is typical of cyclical chiefdoms is the
«mobilisation» of wealth that the chief uses to his advantage in promoting his status and
which facilitates the establishment of the ruling elites. The circulation of luxury goods and
valuable metals (and items made of them) played a crucial role in establishing power rela-
tions. Possession of commodities and their distribution constituted an important element of
maintaining one’s social status. The leader «invested» his wealth in his followers. The result
of such practices was a constant increase in the amount of commodities in circulation and a
never-ending spiral of competition”’.

These circumstances also undermine the importance of long-distance trade, which was in-
strumental in acquiring valuables intended for redistribution within the levelling mechanisms.
For the political elites the large-scale trade was not a source of financial profits but rather of
rare goods of ostentatious consumption which stressed their status’.

Societies at the level of a complex or cyclic chiefdom create a specific hierarchical set-
tlement structure’. The population is already partly concentrated in urban-like centres.
«Lower-ranked settlements are assigned to centres on the basis of proximity, and boundaries
are often visible as buffer zones of low settlement density. For purposes of administration,
tribute collection, and control, settlements can be expected to cluster towards the centres»®
This type of settlement pattern can be characterized as bimodal. In early-medieval East Central
Europe it is a pre-state structure, which does not change until the emergence of the state®!.
The characteristics of the archaic model are the concentrating of large fortified agglomera-
tions with a densely populated hinterland into an area which may be considered the core of
the early polities. However, this form of territorial organization did not prove to be viable
and disappeared during the next (state) phase of development®. Later, the whole settlement
structure was redesigned on trimodal (or more complex) structure and stabilized, including
purpose-built subcentres (e. g. fora, villae forenses), fulfilling the function of, for example,
weekly markets or inns (tabernae)®.

76 Hodges R. Dark Age Economics. P. 187-188.

" Urbariczyk P. The Polish discussion. P. 502-505.

"8 Ibid. P. 505.

7 Earle T. K. Chiefdoms in Archaeological and Ethnohistorical Perspective. P. 289.
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82 Kurnatowska Z. BildungsprozeB des polnischen Staates und seine Spiegelung in der Besiedlungsstruktur //
Interaktionen der mitteleuropéischen Slawen und anderen Ethnika im 6.—10. Jahrhundert / Hrsg. von B. Chropovsky.
Nitra, 1984. S. 165-172.

8 Mozdzioch S. Miejsca centralne Polski wczesnopiastowskiej — organizacja przestrzeni we wezesnym sredniowieczu
jako zrédto poznania systemu spoleczno-gospodarczego // Centrum i zaplecze we wcezesnosredniowiecznej Europie
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It is obvious from the above description that the most important criteria when classifying
a particular society as a chiefdom are related to the economic system and the specific settle-
ment structure. The economy must be based on redistribution (and not on market mechanisms)
to facilitate the mobilisation of wealth in the hands of the leader and, at the same time, the
circulation of luxury goods and valuable metals between the chief and his followers. The
settlement structure must have bimodal characteristics.

I believe we are able to provide evidence of these substantial markers of chiefdom
using archaeological finds from Great Moravia. The redistribution of wealth and its dis-
appearance from under the hands of the leaders can be related to the exceptionally rich
grave goods from the graves of Great Moravian elites concentrated largely in the centres,
and hence in the proximity of the ruler. Wealth found its way to the graves in the form of
ostentatiously decorated weapons, luxurious fabrics or typical Great Moravian jewellery
made from precious metals®. Jewellery in particular had an exceptional, probably even
symbolic meaning in Great Moravian society. Its production was under strict control from
the central power®. It was the result of the transformation of precious metal which was
brought to Great Moravia by long-distance trade®, military campaigns®’ and as gifts®®.
Coins appeared only sporadically® and played no part in the economy of Great Moravia.
An internal market in the form of an exchange regulated by means of reference to an
objective measure of some money®® did not develop there either. The hypothesis that the
so-called axe-shaped ingots® served as a non-coin currency was recently refuted®. The
absence of coins, which in the context of early medieval Europe served not only to aid
foreign and internal exchange, but perhaps primarily for the payment of obligations such as
royal taxation and judicial payments®, testifies to the under-developed, pre-state character
of the Great Moravian economy.

Under these circumstances Moravian rulers very likely sought other alternatives of how
to mobilise the economic resources intended for redistribution. Apart from the spoils of war

8 Dostdl B. Slovanska pohiebisté ze stfedni doby hradistni na Moravé. Praha, 1966; Kostelnikovd M. Velkomoravsky
textil v archeologickych nalezech na Moravé. Praha, 1973; Kosta J. Kollektion frithmittelalterlicher Schwerter aus dem
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einem speziellen Blick auf die grossméhrische Problematik. S. 157-191.

8 Galuska L. Vyrobni areal velkomoravskych klenotniki ze Starého Mésta — Uherského hradisté // PA. 1989. Rog.
LXXX. S. 405-451; Machdcek J., Gregorova M., Hlozek M., HoSek J. Ran¢ stfedoveéka kovodélna vyroba na Pohansku u
Breclavi / PA. 2007. Ro¢. XCVIIL S. 129-184.
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Hrsg. von A. Wieczorek, et al. Stuttgart, 2000. S. 146-147.
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stredoveku / Red. A. Ruttkay, et al. Nitra, 2002. S. 105-121.
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Ed. by F. Lifshitz and C. Chazelle. New York, 2007. P. 61-79.
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Brno, 1998. S. 151-170.
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7-14 septembre 1975. Vol. 2 / Ed. par B. Chropovsky. Bratislava, 1980. P. 211-229.

2 Curta F. New Remarks on Early Medieval Hoards of Iron Implements and Weapons // Frithgeschichtliche Zentralorte
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it was mostly long-distance trade that could be taken into account. A question that remains
open is what commodities could the Moravians have offered in exchange for weapons, luxuri-
ous fabrics and precious metals, provided that such goods found their way to central places
by means of long-distance trade. It is possible that one of the most desirable goods leaving
Moravia for Spain across the Alps and through Venice and the Near East were slaves®™. In
addition, the Moravians may have exported horses, wax and honey®. Unfortunately, none of
those commodities is visible archaeologically®.

An important role in long-distance trade was played by extensive settlement ag-
glomerations®’, one of which could very likely have been the market of the Moravians
mentioned in Frankish and Arabic sources®®. It was to this place, «ad mercantum Mara-
horumy, that Bavarian merchants, Jewish Radaniya and Venetians travelled to exchange
rare and luxurious goods for slaves captured by the Moravians during their forays into
the territories of their pagan neighbours. These places became the redistribution centres
of Great Moravia®.

Written reports of Great Moravian centres are found mainly in the imperial annals, such
as the Annals of Fulda or the Annals of St. Bertin which mention, for example, urbs antiqua
Rastizi or ineffabilis Rastizi munitio'®. The term civitas describes, for example, Dowina,
situated at the confluence of the Danube with the Morava river'”!, or places temporarily taken
by Engelschalk and William, two commanders of the Bavarian duke Karlomann (duces Karl-
manni) during an episodic East-Frankish occupation of Moravia!®,

Only rarely can we identify the settlements mentioned in the Frankish annals with spe-
cific places: Dowina is modern-day Devin'® and Neutra is Nitra!® in Slovakia. Although
the majority eludes localization and they remain nameless, we assume they refer to some
of the rich archaeological sites explored by archaeologists over the last fifty years in the

% McCormick M. 1) Origins of the European Economy. Communications and Commerce AD 300-900. Cambridge,
2001. P. 691, 767, 774; 2) Verkehrswege, Handel und Sklaven zwischen Europa und dem Nahen Osten um 900: Von der
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Czech Republic. The most important ones are Mikuléice'®”, Staré Mésto! and Pohansko
near Breclav!'?.

A well-documented, published example of a Great Moravian central place is the last of
the sites listed above. The early medieval agglomeration at Pohansko near Bfeclav had an
area of around 60 ha, two suburbs and a massively fortified central section. It was built in
9% century following a unified urban planning concept on the place of an earlier agricultural
settlement'®. It lies in a strategic location where Moravia was entered both by foreign armies
and merchants. Its task was military protection as well as the control and management of
long-distance trade. At the same time it concentrated professional craft production. A site of
this type could have only been built by somebody with the highest authority in the country,
i.e. the ruler. He also had one of his residences there, which he had built on the model of the
palatium of the Carolingian Pfalz'®.

The reasons which led the Moravian ruler to the massive investment into the vast ag-
glomeration at Pohansko ensued from his efforts to achieve personal independence. A logi-
cal consequence of this development is the emergence of the trade centres, fortifications and
separate royal residences. At Pohansko the three functions are integrated into a single whole.
It is therefore simultaneously the munitio, emporium and palatium of the Moravian rulers'.

By its characteristics it corresponded to a great extent to Viking and Anglo-Saxon type
B emporia as defined by R. Hodges'!"!. Their existence is related to a greater emphasis on in-
dependent traders, controlled from afar by the ruler, who wanted to increases the import of
prestigious and specific utility goods. The sites sprang up suddenly thanks to massive invest-
ment by the king or a similar authority who tried to gain control over local production and
distribution in this way''2. A significant role in this development is certain to have been played
by the rivalry between kings and traditional family aristocracy. They were clearly permanently
lived in settlements of the urban type. They are distinguishable by the street arrangement
of the built up area constructed to a plan in a pre-defined network, superimposed over the
previous cluster settlement structure. An example is Viking Loddekopinge, Hedeby or the
Anglo-Saxon Hamwic and Frisian Dorestad. It seems that, in the emporia, the buildings were
allocated too much space and covered an unusually large area, especially when compared to
later medieval standards. The sites of this type were 40 to 50 times larger than the other sites

195 Polacek L. 1) Great Moravia, the power centre at Mikul€ice and the issue of the socioeconomic structure // Studien
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in the settlement hierarchy. The population of the sites was up to ten times higher compared
to the contemporary rural settlements. Type B emporia often took up an extremely large area
in the range between 12 to 100 ha. According to R. Hodges, type B emporia can be associated
with cyclical chiefdoms and endeavours to mobilize wealth.

The vast early medieval agglomeration at Pohansko could not have existed self-sufficiently
without an agricultural hinterland. The existence of the large concentration of population
within the stronghold was apparently made possible by a system of smaller settlements.
A settlement structure fully subordinated to the needs of the centre was established in the 9th
century in the immediate surroundings of Pohansko. The settlements supplied the stronghold
with food, mainly grain crops. Based on the current state of research, agricultural settlements
clustered in the hinterland of important Great Moravian centres. In the case of Pohansko
near Bieclav it is obvious that the contemporary agricultural settlements were not randomly
located in its environs. The peripheral areas on the interface between the hinterlands of two
neighbouring centres remained only sporadically settled. They were probably de-populated
due to the dislocation of the population which provided for the needs of the centre (in addition
to producing the fundamental foodstuffs probably the construction and maintenance of the
road and fortification systems as well)!'*. It is a typical bimodal settlement pattern (centre —
hinterland), which is characteristic of pre-state societies (see above).

The pre-state characteristics of Great Moravian society are also related to its fall. As a
result of the redistributive nature of its economy, the central power was critically depend-
ent on long-distance trade, which brought objects of prestige into the country, with which
the rulers would buy the loyalty of their supporters. An interruption of the trade routes was
unavoidably accompanied by massive turbulence in the social system as a whole. In Great
Moravia this situation occurred around 900 when Central Europe came under the control of
the newly arriving Hungarians''"*. Although it was not just the breakdown of long-distance
trade which led to the collapse of Great Moravia''®, this cause can be considered to be one
of the most important.

Conclusion

Great Moravia did not attain the level of early medieval statehood. The characteristics of
its economy, social and settlement structures correspond more readily with chiefdom in its
most developed form. Does this give us ground to consider Great Moravia to be something
extraordinary and different in contemporary Europe? The opposite is true. A similar stage of
development was reached by other societies situated beyond the boundaries of the Frank-
ish Empire. A good example is the early Anglo-Saxon kingdoms (600 to 900 AD), which
«were probably at best “proto-states” rather than states»''6. The situation was similar with
Scandinavian kingdoms!!”. The Celtic world (especially Wales and Ireland) was, in terms
of the development of statehood, even more significantly delayed compared to Central

113 Dresler P, Machdcek J. The hinterland of an Early Mediaeval centre at Pohansko near Bieclav // Das wirtschéftliche
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Europe!'®. In general it can be stated that the polities of the northern world (England, Wales,
Ireland, and Denmark) are seen as pre-state systems — tribal society in which warfare and
tribute were more important than taxation and exploitation of landed resources and where
royal centrality was for a long time much more ad hoc, much more personal'®.

The position of the rulers in early medieval Moravia could be best compared to Offa in
Mercia, Ine in Wessex or Godfred in Denmark. In a similar way, the Moravian Mojmir family
attempted, by massive investment in agglomerations of the Pohansko type, to gain economic
control over society, neutralize the equalizing mechanisms, mobilize wealth and separate
themselves form the rest of the community. However, the fruit of their effort was not the
origin of a state, reminiscent of the Wessex of Alfred the Great or the Denmark of Harald I
Bluetooth, but the fall of the «Great Moravian empirey.

If today we describe Great Moravia as a state, then we have to be aware that we are con-
sciously participating in the political manipulation of history and the construction of a national
or Central European mythology concerning «dukes from mighty castles on the Morava river»,
who at the very beginning of the 9" century «decided in favour of a state». This will have
nothing to do with reality and we will veer off the modern stream of European medieval
studies, which abandons rigid ideological dogmas and applies new procedures, which help
us better understand the function of early medieval societies.

Pe3iome

B uccnenoBanusx neHrpansHo-eBporneiickoro CpeaHeBekoBbst Bennkas Mopasust sBisieTcs
JUCKYCCUOHHOU TeMoU. He SIBIISCH TPU 3TOM JIMIIb OOBEKTOM aKaJIeMU4eCKOro HHTepeca,
oHa — co BpeMeH [lapmkckoil MupHOU KoH(pepeHIuu 1919 r. — MOCTOSHHO NPUCYTCTBYET
B COBPEMEHHOM MonuTruieckoM auckypce Llentpansaoit EBponsl. XoTs yxke ¢ koHna XIX B.
n3ydeHrne Benrkoit MopaBuu CTano OJHOM M3 BaXKHBIX 3a7a4 YELICKOM U CIOBALIKOW, a OT-
YacTH TaKXKe MOJIbCKOM U BEHTePCKOM METMEBUCTHKH, 3aITaJHOEBPOIICcKas HcTopruorpadus
B TEUEHHE JIOJITOT0 BPEMEHHU HE yiessiiia BHUMaHHA JJaHHON TeMe WM MapTHHAIU3HPOBaja
ee, paccMarpuBasi Benukyro MopaBHio B JIy4llleM ciiydae Kak «0coOblii ciyyaii» (Sonderfall),
a B XyauieM — Kak cBoero poaa «Jlukuii Boctok» (Wilden Osten). IlpuunHbl pa3nudHoil
HHTEpPIIPETAINU JAHHOTO UCTOPHYECKOTO (DEHOMEHA MOKHO YCMaTPUBATh B CIICIIH(YUIECKOI
npupojiec Benukoit MopaBuu, koTopasi IpeACcTaBiisia COO0H HE TOJIBKO BOIOPA3ICI MEXKIY
AHTHYHOCTHIO U CpeHEBEKOBbEM, HO U B TO )K€ CaMO€ BPeMs IPAHUILYy MEKIY 3araJHbIM
(repMaHCKUM), BOCTOYHBIM (CTIaBSHCKIM) M KOYEBHUYECKIM (aBapCKUM U MaJbsIPCKAM) MU-
pamu. [ TpaJuiMOHHON HCTOPUOTPpadUU MOACTYMUTHCS K ATOM TeMe ObUIO TPYIHO OTYACTH
Y MIOTOMY, YTO MUCbMEHHBIE HCTOYHHUKH, OTHOCAIIMECA K ucTopuH Benukoit MopaBuu, cKyn-
HBI, ¥ IOMUHUPYIOIIYIO POJIb B €€ U3YUCHUU B T€YEHHE MOCIEIHUX MATUAECATH JIET Urpaja
apxeosorus. He crmocoOGCcTBOBaN YIIYUIICHAIO CUTYyallud U TOT (aKT, YTO WHTECPIPETALIHSI
HCTOPUYECKOTO 3HaUeHHs Benmmkoit MopaBun npomomkana ObITh CHIIBHO NOJTHTH3NPOBAH-
Hoit. Cchuiky Ha Benukyro MopaBuio conepajich Jaxe B MpeaMOynax CTapbIX U HOBBIX
KOHCTUTYILMI HEKOTOPBIX TOCYIapcTB. Bee 3To muto pyka o0 pyKy ¢ MIMPOKO pachpocTpa-
HEHHBIM TPEICTaBICHUEM O TOM, YTO Benukas MopaBus 3a10Xuiia T€ OCHOBBI, H3 KOTOPBIX

18 Davies W. States and non-states in the Celtic world // Der frithmittelalterliche Staat: Europaische Perspektiven.
S. 155-170.

"9 Wickham C. Framing the early Middle Ages: Europe and the Mediterranean 400-800. Oxford; New York, 2005.
P. 56, 339-351.
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MOCTETIEHHO Ipou3pocia coBpeMenHas LlenTpansHo-Boctounas EBpona. B 1o ke Bpems
Benukas MopaBust HU B KOeM ciydae He MOXKET paccMaTpuBaThcs Kak Cyry0o JoKallbHas TeMa.
Ee cymecTtBoBaHue CBA3aHO C PAJOM KYJIBTYPHBIX ABJICHUH, UMEIOIIHUX BaKHOE 3HAUYECHUE
B OOIIIEEBPOIICHCKOM KOHTEKCTE, TAKUX KaK 3apOKICHHE BOCTOYHOCBPOIICHCKON KHU)KHOCTH,
TIOSIBJICHHE CIIABSHCKOM a30yKH, CO3MaHHOMN JUTs HY X1 BU3aHTHIICKOH Muccuu CeB. Kupuiia
1 Medonusi, Ui XpUCTHAHNU3AIINS 3HAYUTEILHOTO MPOCTpaHcTBa EBpOEL.

B LlenTpansuoii EBpone 1o cux mop *uBa Hjes, cormiacHo kotopoil Bennkas MopaBus
ObuIa JPEBHENIINM CIIABIHCKUM FOCYJapCTBOM B 3TOM PETHOHE, PSMBIM MIPEALIECTBEHHUKOM
rocynapctB yenickux [IpsxembicnoBuyeid, moabckux [1cToB 1 BeHrepckux Apnanos. CoBpe-
MEHHBIC CTOPOHHHKH 3TOW WU YTBEPXKIAIOT, uTo Benukas MopaBus Obliia HE BapBapCKOi
JCPIKaBOil, a «MOIIHBIM TOCYIAPCTBOMY C «PAa3BUTHIMH JIEMEHTaMH (he0NaIEHOTO 3eMIIeBIa-
JICHUSI K HEKOTOPBIMHU OTHOIIICHUSIMH, XapaKTEPHBIMU [T paHHE(PEONaIbHOTO TOCYIapCTBaY.
CoxpansieTcs Takke U 00pa3 Benmnkoit MopaBum Kak CBSI3YIOIIETO 3BeHa MEXY 3amajgoM 1
Bocrokom.

Crnaboe MecTo MpeXHUX MMOJIXONOB K H3yueHuto Bennkoli MopaBun 3aKkIr04aeTcsl B TOM,
YTO rOCYapCcTBO NPUHUMAIIOCH 332 aKCUOMY U €T0 CYLIIECTBOBaHHME HE CTaBUIIOCH IO/l COMHE-
HUe. DTO yOekIeHHe, BOBMOXKHO, KOPEHHIIOCh B MApKCUCTCKOM TEOPHH, COTTIACHO KOTOPOH
roCyapCcTBO BOSHHUKAET HA OMPEIEIICHHOM dTare pa3BUTHsI, KOTIa 0OIIECTBO pa3iensieTcs Ha
KJIACChI M BO3HUKAET OTPEOHOCTh 00ECIIeUUTh BIACTh U COOCTBEHHOCTH TOCIIOJCTBYIOIIECTO
knacca. Eciu B cooTBeTCTBUM C 3TOi JTorukoi Benukas MopaBus 00baBisiach peonanbHbIM,
TO €CTh KJIACCOBBIM, OOILLECTBOM, TO, «I10 3aKOHY JIOTUKH», 3/1€Ch JOJKHO OBLIO MO3TOMY
CYLLECTBOBaTh U roCyAapcTBO. BocnuTanHble Ha METOE HCTOPUYECKOTO MaTepuaIn3Ma,
CTOPOHHUKH CyIIECTBOBAHUS TOCYIapCTBEHHOCTH B Benmmkoit MopaBuu ObUTH HE B COCTOSI-
HUY BBIWTH 32 PAMKH YKa3aHHBIX HHTEPIPETAMOHHBIX PAMOK U IPOBEPUTH ABTCPHATUBHBIE
MOJIEJIA YCTPOHCTBA BEIMKOMOPABCKOTO O0IIECTBa.

B coBpeMeHHBIX UCCIIEIOBaHUAX 0003HAYMIIACH JIMHUS, pacCMaTpUBaloIIas BETUKOMO-
PAaBCKYI0 TOCYJapCTBEHHOCTH C OoJiee KPUTUYECKUX MO3UIHHA. Tak ke KaKk 3TO MPOUCXOIUT
C COBPEMEHHOM eBPOIEHCKON MEMEBUCTUKOM B I1€JI0M, 3TH HCCIICAOBaHUS 00paniatoTcs K 3T-
HOJIOTMH, PABHO KaK U K COLMAIbHON U KYJIBTYpHOI aHTPOIIOJIOTHH, TJI€ OHU HAJICI0TCsl HAalTH
MOJACPKKY B TOM, YTO KacaeTcsi HHTEPIPETALMOHHBIX MOZIeJIE U HOBOM TEPMUHOJIOTHH.

Ecnu MBI XOTUM HaWTH yIOBJIETBOPUTEIBHBIA OTBET Ha BONPOC, Obu1a 1M Benukas Mo-
paBUs TOCYIapCTBOM WM HET, Mbl JOJKHBI HauyaTh C ONpeAesieHUs] paHHECPEIHEBEKOBOU
rocygapctBeHHOCTH (Staatlichkeif) B TOM BHIE, B KAKOM OHO (DOPMYJIHPYETCS B COBPEMEH-
HOU MenueBUcTHKE. OOpaTUBIINCH K STHM (OPMYITHPOBKAM, MBI OOHAPYKUM, 4TO Bemmkas
MopaBusi He COOTBETCTBYET MHOTUM U3 KpuTepueB rocyaapctseHHocTu. [Ipexne Beero, ee
CylIeCTBOBaHME He OBUIO HU MPOMOJIKHTEIBHBIM, HH CTa0OWIBHBIM. JIUIIIb ¢ TpymaoM Moria
OHa COOTBETCTBOBATh TPEOOBAHHUIO OOIEro XPUCTHAHCKOTO JUCKYpCa M €AMHCTBA, HEOO-
XOIIMMOTO JJIsl XPUCTUAHCKOTO 0ob1ecTBa. TepputopuaibHblii oxBatr Benukoit Mopasuu u
ee TpaHMLbl HeacHbl. Bee aTo moka3eiBaeT, uto Benukas MopaBus He Obljia sICHO odepueHa
B IIPOCTPAHCTBE U ee reorpaduueckas KOHPHUTypanus Oblta pa3MbIToil. Bennkas MopaBus
ObLIa OpraHu30BaHa HEe CTOJIBKO HA TEPPUTOPHATIBHON OCHOBE, KaK 3TO JOJDKHO OBITH B CIIy-
4ae ¢ TOCy/lapCTBaMH, CKOJIbKO Ha OCHOBE PEANTbHBIX MM (PUKTUBHBIX POJICTBEHHBIX CBSI3EH
B paMKax IJIEMEHHOH cTpyKTyphl. LleHTpansHas BI1acTh He ObuIa B COCTOSHUU (P PeKTHBHO
3KCIUTYyaTUPOBaTh TEPPUTOPHIO CTPAHBI, TaK KaK JJIsl ’TOrO HEAOCTABAJIO CTaHIaPTHBIX 3KO-
HOMHYECKUX HHCTPYMEHTOB, B IIEPBYIO O4EPENb — MOHETHOW CUCTEMBI.
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Ecimu Benukast MopaBus He JOCTUINIA YPOBHS PAHHECPEAHEBEKOBOIO IOCYyAapCTBa, TO HAM
HEOoOX0IUMO 331aThCs BOIIPOCOM, KaK €€ CIeAyeT XapakTepu30BaTh. COMIACHO KIIACCUUECKOM
HEODBOTIOIOHNCTCKON MOJICITH, BOSHUKHOBEHHIO OIOPOKPATHIECKOTO aIlliapara MpeecTBO-
BaJIa CTAAMs TaK HA3BIBAEMOTO «BOXKAECTBa». Hambonee pa3BuTeie (hOpMBI BOXKIECTB, KOTO-
pBIe MOTYT OBITH MPUIIOKUMEI K Benmkoir Mopasun, IMEHYIOTCSI CIIOKHBIMU BOXKIECTBAMH,
LIUKIMYECKUMU BOXK/IECTBAMH, & MHOIZA, C IPOTUBOIIONOKHBIX MTO3ULIMH, AaXKe TPAKTYIOTCs
KaK «paHHHE IOCYyapCTBay.

Benukas MopaBus He JOCTUINIA YPOBHS PAHHECPEIHEBEKOBOM IOCYIapCTBEHHOCTH. Xapak-
TEpHBIE YePTHI €€ SKOHOMUKH, COIHATBHBIX U MOCENICHIECKIX CTPYKTYp O0JIee COOTBETCTBYIOT
BOXKIECTBY B ero Haubolee pa3BuToil opme. JlaeT i TaHHBINA BBEIBOJ OCHOBAaHHE CUMTATh
Bemukyio MopaBuio 4eM-T0 3KCTPaOpANHAPHBIM, OTIAMIHBIM OT JPYTHX OOIIECTB paHHECPe -
HeBekoBol EBponbl? OnpenenenHo HeT. Ha cxoxxell cTaauu pasBUTHs HAXOIMWIUCh MHOTUE
Jpyrue o0IecTBa, pacroaraBInecst BHE rpaHuI] umnepun KaponuHros (aHIIO-CaKCOHCKHUE,
CKaHUHABCKUE, KEIIBTCKUE KOPOIEBCTBA).

Iepesoo c anenuiickozo /. E. Anumosa
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Pe3iome: B nccnenoBannsx neHTpaibHo-eBpornelickoro CpenHeBekoBbs Benmrkas MopaBust sIBIsieTCs iHc-
KyCCHOHHOH TeMoi. He sSBISsIsICh py 3TOM JIHIITE OOBEKTOM aKaJeMHUIECKOTO HHTEPeca, OHa — CO BPeMeH
IMapwmxckoit MupHoii koHdepenimu 1919 . — MOCTOSIHHO NPUCYTCTBYET B COBPEMEHHOM HOJIMTHIECKOM JIUC-
kypce Lienrpansnoii Esponsl. B LlenTpansHoii EBpone 1o cux mop xwuBa ujes, CoriacHo KoTopoi Benukas
MopaBus Oblna JpeBHEHIINM CIaBTHCKUM TOCYAapCTBOM B 3TOM PETHOHE, MPSIMBIM IIPEAIECTBEHHUKOM
rocynapcts yemickux [Ip:xembicioBudeit, nonbekux [1scToB u BeHrepekux AprnanoB. Ciiaboe MEcTo MpexHUX
TIOJIXO/IOB K M3y4eHnIo Bemkoit MopaBuy 3aKimodaeTcs B TOM, 9TO FOCYAapCTBO IPHHUMAIIOCE 38 aKCHOMY
U €TO CYIIEeCTBOBAaHUE HE CTABMIIOCH O]l COMHEHHUE. B COBpeMEHHBIX NCCIIE0BAaHMIX 0003HAYMIACE JTNHHS,
paccMaTpUBarOIas BEIMKOMOPABCKYIO TOCYAapCTBEHHOCTD ¢ 00j1ee KpUTHYECKHX MO3ULHH. Tak e Kak 310
MPONUCXOIUT C COBPEMEHHON €BPOIEHCKON MEANEBUCTHKON B IETIOM, STH HCCIEIOBaHUS 00paIaroTcst K
STHOJIOTHH, PaBHO KaK M K COIMAIBHON U Ky/IbTypPHON aHTPOIIOJIOTHH, T/I€ OHU HAaACIOTCSI HAWTH MOATEPKKY
B TOM, YTO KacaeTcsi MHTEPIIPETAOHHBIX MOJIeJICH 1 HOBOW TEPMHUHOJIOTHH.
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Title: «Great Moravian State» — a controversy in Central European medieval studies

Summary: Great Moravia is a controversial theme within Central European Medieval studies. Rather
than being a standard subject of academic research it is a phenomenon that has been a constant in Central
European modern political discourse. The idea that Great Moravia was the earliest state of Central European
Slavs, which was a direct predecessor of the statehood of the Czech Pfemyslids, the Polish Piasts and the
Hungarian Arpads family, remains very much alive in the Central European region. The weak point of the
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earlier approaches consists in the fact that the state was taken to be an axiom, the existence of which was not

questioned. The contemporary line of research examines Great Moravian statehood from a more critical point

of view. Just as with modern European medieval studies it turns to ethnology as well as social and cultural

anthropology, where it hopes to find support for its interpretational models and new terminology.
Keywords: Great Moravia, archaeology, early medieval statehood, early state, chiefdom
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