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OLEG SVYATOSLAVICH SUBMITS TO
VLADIMIR MONOMAKH ON THREE COUNTS

According to chronicle information Oleg submitted to Viadimir
Monomakh on three counts, each one depriving him and his
descendants of important political rights. First, at Lyubech Oleg
agreed to being demoted below his brother David in political
seniority in the dynasty of the Svyatoslavichi. Second, at Lyubech he
also submitted to Monomakh by agreeing to let Monomakh displace
him from his genealogical order of succession to Kiev. Third, Oleg
submitted to Monomakh when he agreed to let all of Monomakh's
numerous sons have the right to succeed their father to Kiev ahead
of Oleg. The agreement in effect debarred the Ol’govichi from the
right to occupy Kiev according to peaceful succession.
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rights, princely struggle for control of Chernigov and Kiev.

First Izyaslav Yaroslavich (d. 1078) as prince of Kiev
and then his brother Vsevolod (d. 1093), who succeeded
him, seized the Chernigov lands from Oleg Svyatoslavich
(d. 1115) and his brothers. The sons of Izyaslav and
Vsevolod, Svyatopolk (d. 1113) and Vladimir Monomakh
(d. 1125) who ruled Chernigov, in turn refused to return
Chernigov to Oleg and the Svyatoslavichi. In his battles
to reclaim his patrimonial domain from his two cousins
Oleg solicited the help of the nomadic Polovtsy. As Oleg’s
allies they began pillaging his cousins’ domains. The latter
two persistently demanded that Oleg sever his ties with the
tribesmen and join their alliance against the Polovtsy to
help them stop the enemy incursions onto their domains.
As Oleg refused to comply they declared war on him. In
1096 Monomakh'’s eldest son Mstislav of Novgorod finally
won a decisive victory over Oleg forcing him to agree to
attend a congress in Kiev with Svyatopolk and Monomakh
at which the princes would be reconciled.

In October 1097, some seven months after Oleg
surrendered unconditionally to Mstislav, Svyatopolk
of Kiev in collaboration with Vladimir Monomakh
convened a congress (snem) of all the princes of Rus’ [1].
They assembled at the town of Lyubech located west of
Chernigov on the left bank of the Dnepr. Even though Oleg
was the vanquished prince and had no bargaining power,
he evidently refused to meet with his cousins in Kiev and
to stand on trial, as it were, before its hostile citizens. This
can be inferred from the information that the two princes
changed the location of the snem to Lyubech and also
dispensed with the town’s proposed multifarious tribunal.
They also changed the number of participants to include, it
appears, all the princes of Rus’ descended from Yaroslav.
The chronicler identifies the participants as follows.

Svyatopolk and Vladimir, David Igorevich, Vasil’ko
Rostislavich [his elder brother Volodar’ did not attend],
David Svyatoslavich and his brother Oleg came and as-
sembled at Lyubech to establish peace. They deliberated
in the following manner: 'Why do we continue to feud
amongst ourselves and bring ruin to the land of Rus'; the
Polovtsy rejoice in our wars and ravage our lands. From

now on, let us be of one heart and preserve the land of
Rus'. Each prince shall rule his patrimony: Svyatopolk
[will rule] Kiev [and his father] Izyaslav's [patrimony];
Vladimir [Monomakh will rule his father] Vsevolod's
[patrimony]; David and Oleg, Yaroslav [will rule their
father] Svyatoslav's [patrimony]. To others Vsevolod al-
ready allocated towns: David got Vladimir [in Volyn’];
of the Rostislavichi Volodar' got Peremyshl' and Vasil'ko
got Terebovl'.' Then they all kissed the cross pledging
that in the future, should any prince attack another, all of
them and the entire land of Rus' would join forces against
the offender under the Holy Cross. And they kissed each
other and returned to their domains [2].

Whereas Svyatopolk and Monomakh’s main objec-
tive at the congress was to bring Oleg on side against
the Polovtsy, Oleg’s primary goal was to regain posses-
sion of his patrimonial domain of Chernigov. To judge
from the chronicler’s report, not just Oleg but the other
princes attending the snem, especially the Rostislavichi
in Galicia and David Igorevich in Vladimir in Volyn’,
also sought guarantees for their domains. Their patrimo-
nies had been appropriated by the triumvirate, the three
eldest sons of Yaroslav the Wise — Izyaslav, Svyatoslav,
and Vsevolod, and their possession of their domains was
now dependent on the goodwill of the prince of Kiev.
They therefore demanded assurance from Svyatopolk
that he would honour the allocation of domains made by
Vsevolod Yaroslavich, his predecessor in Kiev. Svyato-
polk and Monomakh’s willingness to guarantee all the
princes territorial security reveals they realized that the
best way to promote peace and unity among the princes
was to provide them with hereditary domains. The chron-
icler’s report leads us to believe that the attendees at the
congress were satisfied by the guarantees endorsed by all
the princes present. Most importantly, of course, Svyato-
polk and Monomakh would have promised to honour
the rights of the other princes to keep their domains and
promised that they would not, like the triumvirate had
done, confiscate the domains of politically weaker Yaro-
slavichi [3]. Although all the princes sealed formally on
oath their agreement to respect the permanence of their
newly confirmed domains, the chronicler does not tell us
that they made any pronouncement concerning the order
of succession to Kiev.

It is noteworthy that the chronicler identified the pat-
rimonies of Svyatopolk, Monomakh, and the three Svya-
toslavichi, that is, the princes of the inner circle, only by
the names of their fathers. Nevertheless, the patrimonies
are readily identifiable. In addition to Kiev, Svyatopolk
would keep Izyaslav’s Turov. Monomakh would rule
Vsevolod’s patrimony of Pereyaslavl’, Rostov, Suzdal’,
Beloozero, and Smolensk. The Svyatoslavichi, David,
Oleg, and their younger brother Yaroslav, were given
back their patrimonial domains of Chernigov and Murom.
David Igorevich whom Vsevolod had reinstated in his fa-
ther’s patrimony of Vladimir in Volyn’ in 1087, was con-
firmed in that domain. Finally, Volodar’ and Vasil’ko’s
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rule was approved in Peremyshl’ and Terebovl’, the
territories in Galicia that Vsevolod had given them not
long before his death. The decisions agreed upon by the
princes on oath, which reflected closely the so-called tes-
tament of Yaroslav the Wise, would serve as the corner-
stone, so to speak, for the future political history of Rus’.
Nevertheless, as we shall show from indirect evidence,
Monomakh manipulated the decrees of the princes to his
advantage and that of his descendants.

Although the princes at the congress were seemingly
appeased by the allocation of domains, Svyatopolk and
especially Monomakh exacted a heavy price from Oleg
for his stubbornness in refusing to assist them against
the Polovtsy. To judge from chronicle evidence he was
demoted in the political hierarchy below his younger
brother David. This can be inferred from the manner in
which the chronicler presents the brothers’ names in his
report. He writes that “David and Oleg, Yaroslav [will
rule] Svyatoslav’s [patrimony].” In a list of princes it
is customary for the chronicler to give the names in the
order of the princes’ genealogical seniority which deter-
mined a prince’s political seniority. In this instance, since
David is placed ahead of Oleg this suggests that Oleg,
who was the genealogically older brother, was demoted
in political seniority. This meant that David replaced him
as the political head of the Svyatoslavichi [4]. This was
the first occasion on which Oleg submitted to Vladimir
Monomakh on a matter of genealogical precedence.

Although Svyatopolk and Monomakh punished Oleg
for his intransigence, they nevertheless demonstrated
their goodwill towards him and his brothers by reinstat-
ing them in their patrimonial domains. Indeed, in light
of Oleg’s campaigns against Monomakh and his sons,
Monomakh might have demanded more severe penal-
ties. For example, he and Svyatopolk could have con-
signed him to an inconsequential provincial town just
as they would do three years later to David Igorevich.
Although Oleg’s punishment appears to be relatively le-
nient, additional indirect evidence strongly suggests that
Svyatopolk and Monomakh, acting from their position of
power, also imposed a penalty on the Svyatoslavichi as
a dynasty. That penalty would be solely for Monomakh’s
benefit and the benefit of his descendants. It will be rel-
evant to review our original observations here.

It appears that the princes at the congress, indubitably
prompted by Monomakh, approved changing the political
seniority of the three families descended from the trium-
virs: Izyaslav, Svyatoslav, and Vsevolod. As has been noted
above, the chroniclers normally listed the names of princes
in the order of their genealogical seniority; a prince’s se-
niority determined his political status. Consequently, it is
noteworthy that in listing the names of the princes who
arrived at the snem before any agreement was reached, the
chronicler did not follow this genealogical order. Instead,
he listed the names of the princes as follows: Svyatopolk,
Vladimir Monomakh, David Igorevich, Vasil’ko Rostis-
lavich, and last of all the Svyatoslavichi, David and Oleg.
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The latter two, who according to their genealogical senior-
ity should have been listed after Svyatopolk as Oleg and
David, are placed out of genealogical sequence at the end
of'the list. The chronicler placed them there, it appears, be-
cause, prior to the congress, they had fallen in political sta-
tus; they were the only two who were not in possession of
a domain. David, at best, ruled Smolensk at the goodwill
of Monomakh or, at worst, Monomakh removed him as
prince of Smolensk when he was summoned to Lyubech.
Oleg had lost both Chernigov and Murom to Monomakh.

After the congress ratified each prince’s domain
and Monomakh returned their patrimony of Chernigov
to the Svyatoslavichi, the chronicler listed the princes’
names in an altered order. He placed the Svyatoslavichi
after Svyatopolk and Monomakh. Thus, in addition to
being given back their patrimony, the change in the or-
der of names indicates that Oleg and his brothers were
upgraded from the bottom of the hierarchical ladder up
to the third rung. Nevertheless, they were not returned
to their proper genealogical position, the second rung,
between Svyatopolk and Monomakh. This suggests that
in 1097 the assembled princes seemingly decreed a new
political order: Svyatopolk, Monomakh, and the Svya-
toslavichi. It was to replace the traditional genealogical
order: Svyatopolk, the Svyatoslavichi, and Monomakh
[5]. We may assume that Monomakh used his position
of power to advance himself in political seniority.

Promoting Monomakh to the rung immediately after
Svyatopolk did not give him additional domains but it
had other important political consequences for him and
his descendants. Although the chronicler fails to explain
the obvious result of Monomakh’s advancement, the in-
ference is that he became next in the line for succession
to Kiev after Svyatopolk. Had he remained in the politi-
cal rung below the Svyatoslavichi there was a very good
chance that he would not live long enough to take his turn
at occupying Kiev via peaceful succession. There were
three Svyatoslavichi ahead of him in precedence and the
youngest Yaroslav would most likely outlive him [6]. By
being promoted in the political order, however, Mono-
makh would bypass all the Svyatoslavichi. The chron-
icles indirectly confirm that Monomakh’s advancement
in the political order made him next in line for Kiev after
Svyatopolk. In 1113 he would indeed succeed Svyatopolk
and, significantly, Oleg would not challenge his succes-
sion. This suggests that Oleg, who was his political se-
nior according to genealogical seniority, saw no violation
of the system of succession in Monomakh’s occupation
of Kiev and conceded that office to him. Although the
chronicler fails to tell us that the princes at the congress
made changes to the system of succession to Kiev, the
order in which he places the names of the princes reveals
that they modified it significantly. That change was ex-
clusively for Monomakh'’s benefit.

The princes at the congress resolved three important
issues for Svyatopolk, Monomakh, and the Svyatoslavichi.
As we have seen, Svyatopolk and Monomakh’s alleged
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main concern was to secure a united defence of Rus’
against the Polovtsy; they achieved this by pacifying
Monomakh with Oleg. The latter’s main objective was to
regain possession of his patrimonial domain of Chernigov;
the princes at the congress guaranteed him possession of
his patrimony. In addition, Monomakh’s unpublicized
personal aim was to secure his succession and that of his
descendants to Kiev. Thus he seemingly returned Chernigov
to Oleg as a tradeoff; in return for their patrimony Oleg
and the Svyatoslavichi relinquished to him their turn in
the genealogical order of succession to Kiev. In the long
term, Monomakh and his descendants benefited most from
the decisions made at the congress. This was the second
occasion on which Oleg submitted to Vladimir Monomakh
on a matter of genealogical precedence [7].

Surprisingly, it is not until the year 1139, twenty
four years after Oleg’s death, that we learn about his
third acquiescence to Vladimir Monomakh which would
greatly debilitate the political fortunes of the princes of
Chernigov. On 22 February of that year, four days after
the death of Monomakh’s son Yaropolk as prince of Kiev,
his brother Vyacheslav from Turov, the new senior prince
of the Monomashichi, arrived in Kiev. The metropolitan
and the townspeople greeted him and “placed him on
the throne of his father Vladimir” [8]. Vyacheslav was
Monomakh’s third son to sit on his father’s throne. In
light of the Kievans’ support his future as prince of Kiev
looked promising. Nevertheless, before his rule could be
completely assured Vyacheslav had to secure pledges of
allegiance not only from the other Monomashichi, but also
from the princes of all the remaining dynasties, above all
the OI’govichi. He also had to negotiate new peace treaties
with the Polovtsy. Unless he fulfilled these prerequisites
successfully his reign in Kiev could be jeopardized.

Vyacheslav did not have sufficient time to secure
pledges of allegiance from all the princes. Oleg’s son
Vsevolod prince of Chernigov marshalled a small force
made up of Ol’govichi and their cousins the Davidovichi.
He led them to Vyshgorod where the local militia joined
him. On 4 March they marched against Kiev and attacked
the western suburb known as the Kopyrev quarter (konets)
[9]. Vsevolod’s attack with a small force is not surprising
in light of Vyacheslav’s history of demonstrating a lack of
political incentive and military talent. Vsevolod was aware
that in the past Vyacheslav had shunned dynastic respon-
sibilities and failed to exercise a leadership role. Whereas
his younger brothers Yury and Andrey had defended their
claims to succession to Pereyaslavl’, Vyacheslav had been
content to sit inactive in his domain of Turov. He had also
demonstrated a singular lack of loyalty to family tradition
when his brother Yaropolk appointed him to the Mono-
mashichi patrimony of Pereyaslavl’. Indeed, while ruling
the town his behaviour had been erratic resembling, ac-
cording to Yaropolk, that of a Polovtsian. Not surprisingly,
when Vsevolod attacked the Kopyrev konets Vyacheslav
demonstrated his usual lack of incentive and made no
effort to defend himself. As the new senior prince of the

House of Monomakh he could have appealed for help to
his brothers, especially to Andrey in nearby Pereyaslavl’,
where he was prince. He had ample time to do so since
Vsevolod readied himself for his attack on Kiev for some
ten days. And yet, Vyacheslav took no action.

We are told that he refused to go into battle because he
didnotwish to shed Christian blood. In light of Vyacheslav’s
pastconduct, itis difficult to accept this excuse at face value.
The desire to save Christians from death was, of course, a
noble altruistic motive and other princes from the House of
Monomakh had used it in the past to avoid going to battle.
In his “Instruction” (Pouchenie) Monomakh explained
that in 1094, when Oleg had attacked him in Chernigov, he
had yielded to Oleg out of pity for his Christian subjects.
Monomakh’s son Mstislav had used the same excuse in
1127 to avoid waging war against Vsevolod Ol’govich. In
1136 Yaropolk had also given this reason when he refused
to go into battle against Vsevolod. Nevertheless, although
a prince may have avoided going to war out of a genuine
concern for his Christian subjects, on occasion that excuse
was also given by chroniclers to cloak the real reason. He
may have wished either to justify a prince’s capitulation
to a superior force when the outcome of the conflict was
in question, or to shield the prince’s cowardice, or as may
have been the reason in Vyacheslav’s case, to justify his
unwillingness to fight for the prize to be won. That is,
Vyacheslav’s refusal to defend himself implies that he may
have been only too happy to hand over Kiev to Vsevolod
so that he could return to his preferred domain of Turov.

Vyacheslav responded to Vsevolod’s attack with
the following message that he sent via Metropolitan
Mikhail. In it he defended his succession to Kiev with
a unique argument.

Brother, I have come here [that is, to Kiev] after my
brothers Mstislav and Yaropolk according to the testa-
ment of our fathers. But if you covet this throne and
wish to abandon your patrimony, then, brother, I am
younger than you so let it be yours. Withdraw to Vysh-
gorod for the time being and I shall return to my former
domain, and Kiev shall be yours.

Vsevolod did as Vyacheslav requested and the
latter returned to his domain of Turov. On 5 March
Metropolitan Mikhail installed Vsevolod as prince of Kiev
[10]. Significantly, Vsevolod could not occupy the town
according to the traditional axiom that he had the right to
sit on the throne of his father because his father Oleg had
never ruled Kiev. He seized control of the capital through
force with the approval of the Kievans. Usurpation was an
accepted means of becoming prince of Kiev provided that
the townspeople welcomed the aggressor as their prince.

Vyacheslav’s reference “to the testament of our
fathers” is an allusion to Vyacheslav’s father Monomakh
and Vsevolod’s father Oleg. This is the only instance
in the sources in which the two princes are reported
concluding this pact. In 1097 at the Congress of Lyubech
Svyatopolk and Monomakh had changed the order of
succession to Kiev by placing Monomakh ahead of the
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more senior dynasty of Svyatoslavichi, that is, ahead of
Oleg and his two brothers David and Yaroslav. At a later
date, not content with promoting himself in the line of
succession, it would seem that Monomakh had forced
Oleg to make an additional concession. According to it
all of Monomakh’s sons would succeed him to Kiev in
genealogical order beginning with Mstislav. In this way
Monomakh attempted to ensure that his descendants
would become the sole ruling family of Kiev.

At the time that he and Oleg concluded their pact
Monomakh had some seven living sons who were
eligible to succeed him. The Svyatoslavichi, however,
had only three princes. These were Oleg and his two
younger brothers who all belonged to an older generation
than Monomakh’s sons. This meant that a number of
the younger and more numerous Monomashichi would
inevitably outlive the three Svyatoslavichi who would
never sit on the throne of Kiev. Accordingly, the latter’s
sons, including Oleg’s son Vsevolod, would also be
debarred because their fathers had never sat on the throne
of Kiev. When Oleg agreed to this pact, this was the third
occasion on which he submitted to Vladimir Monomakh
on a matter of genealogical precedence. The agreement
in effect debarred the Ol’govichi from occupying Kiev
according to peaceful succession. In the future they
would have to challenge the Monomashichi with arms
for their right to rule the capital of Rus’. In 1139 Oleg’s
son Vsevolod was the first such challenger.

According to the arrangement Monomakh’s sons
would also succeed him ahead of his genealogically most
senior nephews, Svyatopolk Izyaslavich’s sons, from the
senior-most family of the triumvirate. Such a pact could
not have been concluded while Svyatopolk was alive
since he would have objected to his sons being debarred
from succession to Kiev. Monomakh and Oleg therefore
must have formulated their deal after Svyatopolk’s death
in 1113 and before Oleg’s death in 1115.

Of Oleg’s three submissions to Monomakh the third
is the only one for which there is firm chronicle evidence.
Consequently, since Oleg’s first two submissions were
determined according to indirect circumstantial data, Vy-
acheslav’s declaration helps to give credence to Oleg’s first
two submissions. That is, it shows that he was prepared to
make genealogical concessions at a great cost to himself
and to his dynasty. For the sake of maintaining harmonious
relations with Monomakh, he was compliant in his nego-
tiations with his cousin even to the point of undermining
his own political rights and those of his descendants.

In conclusion we have seen that Oleg submitted
to Vladimir Monomakh on three counts, each one de-
priving him and his descendants of important political
rights. First, at Lyubech Oleg agreed to being demoted
below his brother David in political seniority in the dy-
nasty of the Svyatoslavichi. Second, at Lyubech he also
submitted to Monomakh by agreeing to let Monomakh
displace him from his genealogical order of succession
to Kiev. Third, Oleg submitted to Monomakh when he
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agreed to let Monomakh’s numerous sons to succeed
their father to Kiev ahead of Oleg. The agreement in
effect debarred the Ol’govichi from the right to occupy
Kiev according to peaceful succession. In the future
they would have to challenge the Monomashichi with
arms for their right to rule the capital of Rus’.
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Hdimaik M. OuJer CaaTocJaBu4 TpUYi HigKopsiETbCs
Boaoaumupy Monomaxy

3a aimonucnumu danumu Onee mpuyi nioxopasca Bonooumupy
Monomaxy i xodxcnozo pasy empauas ona cebe ma c6oix HAWjaoKie
sadicaugi nonimuyni npasa. Y nepuiomy eunaoky 6 Jlooeui 1097 p.
Onez nozoouscs iddamu tioco bpamy Jasudy nonimuuny 36epxHicnme
vy ounacmii Ceamocnaeuuis. Y opyeomy, 6 Jlwbeui Onee makoc
niokopuscss Monomaxy i mycug 6iOMoSUmuUch 6i0 C8020 Npasa
nacnioyeamu Kuis 3a eeneanociunum nadom. ¥ mpemvomy eunaoxy
Onee niokopuecsi Monomaxy, Konu 6U3Ha8 npaeso ycix toeo YUcieHHux
CUHIB YCNAOKY8amu KUiBCbKe KHAICIHHS NICIIsL cMepmi ix 6ambKa none-
peo Oneza. Daxmuuno ysay2o0a no3oaensina Onb2o8uis MOXCIU80CHi
kuastoeamu y Kuesi 3a npasom npecmononacinioyeanis.

Knrouosi cnosa: Onee Ceamocnasuy, Bonooumup Monomax,
OQuHacmuyHi npasa, bopomvoa kHA3ie 3a cmonu y Yepricosi ma Kuesi.

Juvauk M. Ojer CaATOCHaBHY TPUKIBI MOTIYHHSETCS
Baagumupy Monomaxy

Io nemonuchvim oannvim Onee mpudicobl noOuuHsNCs Braoumu-
py Monomaxy, kasicowiii paz ympauusas Onsi cebs u c60uUX NOMOMKO8
savicHble nonumuyeckue npasa. B nepsom criyuae 6 Jlobeue ¢ 1097 2.
Onee coenacuncsi ycmynums e2o opamy /lasudy nonumuieckoe cmap-
wuncmeo 6 ounacmuu Ceamocnasuyetl. Bo smopom, 6 Jliobeue Onez
maroice nooyununcs Monomaxy, omrazasuiucs om ceoe2o npasa Ha-
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cnedosams Kuee 6 ceneanocuueckom nopsioke. B mpemwvem ciyuae Onee
noouunuics Monomaxy, npusnas npaso 6cex €20 MHOSOYUCIEHHbIX
CbIHOGET HACNIe0068aNMb KUEBCKOe KHAJICEHUEe NOcie CMepmu ux omyd
npedxcoe Oneza. @axmuuecku 3mo coenawenue auwano Onveoguuel
603MOdICHOCIU KHsdIcumb 6 Kuese no npagy npecmononaciedogamus.
Knroueevie cnosa: Onee Ceamocnasuy, Baaoumup Monomax,
Junacmuueckue npasa, 6opvoa kusizeil 3a cmonvl Yeprueosa u Kuesa.

14.03.2013 p.

YJIK 902(477.51) «09/12»
O.M. Bepemeiiuux

MPOAYKILIA OBPYILILKOI IPO®LIITOBOI
IHAYCTPII HA TEPEHAX YEPHIT'IBCBKOI'O
MMOJIICCA Y X—XIII CT.

Y cemammi  posensioaromvca  eupobu 3 nipoghinimosoco
ClaHylo Ha apxeonociynux nam’smkax Yepmiciecvkoeo Ilonicca
v X=XIII cm. Ananizytomvcs winsiaxu nonaoanus nipoginimy ma
6Up06I8 3 HbO2O Y PecioH.

Kntouosi cnosa: Uepniciscoke Iloniccs, Yepuicis, Jlobeu,
nipoghinimosuii craneyv, X—XIII cm.

3Ha4eHHS PEYOBUX JDKEpeNl Al PEeKOHCTPYKLii
rajxy3ei 1aBHbOPYChKOT€KOHOMIKH BaXKKO TEPEOIIHUTH.
CyTTeBe HakOoMMYCHHS iHGpOpMAIii, 0coOIMBO 3a
OCTaHHI POKH, JO3BOJISE MO-HOBOMY MOIISHYTH Ha
6arato mpobisieM, OB’ A3aHUX 3 JaBHHOIO EKOHOMIKOIO,
BH3HAYWTH raIy3€eBy CIIellialli3alliio, OI[iIHUTH 3HAYCHHS
il ramyseii ans okpemux perioHiB JlaBuboi Pyci. Bee
BHIIIE CKa3aHE B IIOBHiN Mipi CTOCYEThCS JaBHBOPYCHKOT
TOpriBii, HampsMKu skoi mnpotsarom X—XIII cr.
CYyTTEBO 3MIHIOBAJINCh. BpaxoByoun BUCOKHIl PiBEHb
apXEO0JIOTIYHOTO BUBUYEHHS ACAKHX TEPUTOPIiH, IUIIXOM
KapTorpadyBaHHS OKPEMHX Kareropiii 3HaxioK,
MOJKHA OI[IHUTH PiBEHb TOPTOBEIHHUX 3B’ SA3KiB ITOMiXK
perioHamu Ta KpaiHamH.

OnHi€r0 31CKpaBUX 0COOIMBOCTEH JaBHBOPYCHKOTO
KyJIBTYpHOTO IIapy € BUPOOH 3 MipOQiTiTOBOrO CIAHIIIO
(mmdepy) pi3HUX BiATIHKIB YePBOHOTO KOIBOPY — BiX
CBITJIO-POXEBOTro 10 hiosneroBoro. Bupobuszmipodimity
Iye pI3HOPiJHI: TUIMTH IJisi TPOOHHWIL Ta KPYIHI
JeKOpaTHBHI pi3bOJIeHI 1eTalli MPUKpac 1aBHOPYCHKUX
XpaMiB, iKOHKH, JXOpPHA, OCENKH, I'py3Wia, JHBapHi
dbopmu, mpscIML, XPECTHUKH, HAMHCTUHH Ta
iHmi BupoOu. I[lompu BUBUEHHS PI3HUX KaTeropii
BUPOOIB 3 MipodUIITOBOTO CIAHII0, MaHCTepeHb
Mo iX BHUTOTOBJICHHIO, MLUIIXiB PO3MOBCIOIPKEHHS
TOTOBOI MPOIYKIii Ta mepiony MOOyTyBaHHS pedei 3
mipodimity [12, 188-195; 11, 220-224], He3’ scoBaHUX
nuTaHb 3anummiocs Oarato. OcTaHHIM —yacowm,
3aBJIKA TPOCKTYy TI0 BHBYCHHIO Ta 30€pEeKEHHIO
cnagky cepeaHboBiYHOi OBpyIBKOI BOJOCTI TiA

kepiBHuLTBOM A.Il. Tomamescbkoro [16, 151-155; 18,
186-194], BinOynucs CyTTEBI 3pYIIICHHS Y BUBUCHHI HE
TIJABKM POAOBUII MipO(iTITOBOrO CIAHIIO, MOCEIEHb
Ta MalCTepeHb MO BUPOOHHUIITBY BHPOOIB MOOIH3Y
OBpyua, ajie i 3HaXiIOK 31 CIAHIIO 1HIIUX TEPUTOPii
[TiBnennoi Pyci.

OmauM 3 perioHiB, Ae 3poOieHi crmpodu OB
IMOOKOTO BHBUEHHA BHPOOIB 3 mipodimity, Oyma
teputopiss  Yepniriecekoro  Ilomiccs.  Tak, 3a
3alPOMOHOBAHOI0 aBropamMu OBpPYLBKOTO TMPOEKTY
CXEMOI0, 00pOOJICHI MPSICIUIIS 3 CUIBCHKUX TOCEICHb
PETioHy Ta MpSICIULS 3 apXEOJOriUYHOTO KOMIUIEKCY B
yp. Koposens mno6musy c¢. llecroBuns [1, 339-375;
15, 286-297]. OmHak HAaKOMUYCHHHA IO CHOTOICHHS
MOTEHLIa PEYOBUX JKEpel 3 1aHO1 MPpoOIeMaTuKy He
BUKOPUCTAHUH B JOCTATHLOMY CTYIICHI.

UepHiriB, $SK WEHTp KHA3IBCTBA, HACUYCHUH
BUpoOaMH 3 MipodiNiTy 3Ha4HO Oinblne, HDX iHII
HaceleHI MyHKTH. Xoda CIeIlialbHuX IIiIpaxyHKiB
KUTBKOCTI pI3HUX Kareropiii pedeid, y Tomy YHuCIHi 3
nipodinity, y YepHIroBi He MPOBOANIIOCH, 3 ITyOTiKaIIii
MOXHA BiI3HAUUTH OCTaTHHO BHUCOKY KOHIIEHTDALiIO
nporo MiHepaiy. Kpim Toro, y UepHirosi 3adikcoBaHo
BUKOPHUCTAHHSA MipodiTiTy i B iHTEp €pi NeTKUX COOOPIB,
i U1 cnopymKeHHs1 rpoOHuIb. OcobnrBO 3ayBakuMo,
o0 TpH JOCTDKEHHI JUISHKH JaBHBOPYCHKOTO
mutrHI B 50 M Bing nepkBu-ycunanbHuii (70-i pp.
XI cr.) BusBIEHI 3aMUIIKH PO30UTHX MipodiTiTOBUX
TUTHAT, KOTPi 32 XapaKTePHUMH CJTiIaMU 0OpPOOKH MOTIIH
Oytu aeransmu TpoOHUIL. Ha AymMKy JOCHIIHUKIB,
BHSIBIICHUH Ha ITill JUISHIN IIap 3 BEJIHKOIO KiTBKiCTIO
KPOUIKH Ta YJIaMKiB (BUpOOHHYOTO Opaxy Ta BiJXOiB)
CBIMUMTH TIpO BUTecyBaHHSA TwmT [4, 122]. V mapi
mipodiIiTy MPOCTEKEHI CTOBIOBI SIMH, BIPOTiTHO
BiJl HaBicy abo cropymu, sKa 3axWiiaja TEPHTOPIIO
MaiictepHi Bim omaniB [19, 8]. Takum uymHOM, IO
UYepHiroa NOTpaIIsUIM SIK TOTOBI BUpOOW, Tak i
CHUpOBHHA, 00pOOKa sIKOi BimOyBajiacss Ha MiCIT.

Oxkpim YepHirosa, mipodiniToBa IinTa Bif rpoOHHII
3a(pixcoBana Ha moceneHHi CuOepex, po3TalIoBaHOMY
npUOJIM3HO TOCEPEHHI OAHOTO 3 BiAraldy>KeHb BOAHOTO
nusixy Mixk UepairoBom ta JIro6edem. B iHmmmx HaceaeHnx
IMyHKTaX MipodidiToBi BUpOOH, SIKI BUKOPHCTOBYIOTH Y
MOHYMEHTaIbHIN apXiTeKTypi, BiACYTHI.

BinbIn po3noBCIOMKEHIMH BUSBIITUCS TIPOQLITITOBI
KOpHA, X04a iX BUSBJIEHO MEHILE, HiJK KOPEH 3 1HIINX
TOpiJ KaMeHIo y perioni. Ix 6arato 3agikcoBaHo y
UepHirosi, JIro6eui (six ¢hparMeHTOBaHMX, TAK 1 IITNX),
KOMILIeKci mam’siTok B yp. Koposenb, ropoamiiax
perioHy Ta Ha 14 CiTBCHKHX MTOCETICHHSIX.

Bapro 3a3HaunTH, moO Maike Ha KOKHOMY
MOCEJICHH] BUSBIICHI TAKOXK BEJIHKI YIaMKH MipOQLIITY.
He nuBnsumch Ha HEMOXJMBICTH iX ieHTH(IKYBaTH,
3aJMIIATH Oe3 yBark (akTH MONIOHMX 3HaXiJOK, Ha
HAlll IOV, HEIPUITYCTHMO.

CaMOI0 PpO3MOBCIOPKEHOIO KaTEeTOpi€l0 pedeil 3
nipodinity € npsicnung. Ha 46 cimbChKHUX MOCENEHHSIX
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