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THE DAUGHTERS AND SONS
OF PRINCE MIKHAIL VSEVOLODOVICH
OF CHERNIGOYV (1179-1246)*

According to the sparse information that is available concerning
the offspring of Prince Mikhail Vsevolodovich of Chernigov (1179-
1246), he had two daughters and five sons. The daughters moved
to Suzdalia where the elder one became a nun in Suzdal’ and the
younger one lived as the princess of Rostov. Of the five sons the
eldest, Rostislav, deserted his father after the Tatar invasion and
entered the service of the Hungarian king. The four younger sons
Roman, Mstislav, Simeon, and Yury ruled domains in the Chernigov
lands as vassals of the Tatars.

Key words: Mikhail Vsevolodovich, daughters and sons of the
prince, Chernigov land, Vyatichi lands, Suzdalia, Tatar invasion.

The Tatar invasion of Rus’ during the middle of
the thirteenth century sounded the death knell for
the political fortunes of the Ol’govichi of Chernigov.
Nevertheless the conquerors did not eradicate the
dynasty. Having satisfied his need for vengeance against
the dynasty’s senior prince Mikhail Vsevolodovich for
his insubordination by having him executed in 1246,
Khan Baty took no punitive action against his family
[1]. This consisted of two daughters and five sons. The
chronicles give us varying amounts of information
concerning their fate after Mikhail’s execution.

While Mikhail was still alive, the two princesses
moved from Chernigov and lived out their lives in
Suzdalia. His eldest offspring was the daughter Feodula
whom the chronicles never mention. Nevertheless,
according to the «Life» (Zhitie) of St. Evfrosinia written
in the second quarter of the sixteenth century, in 1227,
at fifteen years of age, she was betrothed to a certain
Prince Mina Ivanovich. Before she arrived in Suzdal’
for the marriage, however, he died. Rather then return
to her parents in Chernigov she entered the convent
dedicated to the Deposition of the Precious Robe of
the Mother of God at Blachernae (Rizpolozhenskiy
monastyr’). There she adopted the religious name
Evfrosinia. She died on 25 September 1250 and was
interred in her monastery [2].

As a nun she became renowned for her piety,
healing powers, and apparitions. Among these she had
visions of Mary, the infant Jesus, and the Holy Cross.
Moreover, it was reported that through her intervention
fire from heaven prevented the Tatars from attacking
her monastery. As her reputation for sanctity grew
many women came to her to be instructed in the life of
holiness. According to the Zhitie when Mikhail was in
Saray being cajoled by the Tatars and by his grandson
Boris of Rostov into apostatizing, Evfrosinia sent
him «books’ (knigi) which she herself had written, to
help him defend the Orthodox precepts [3]. After her
father’s martyrdom she also advanced his cult to judge
from a seventeenth-century account which reports the
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existence of a wooden chapel in Suzdal’ dedicated to
the Miracle-Workers of Chernigov, as Mikhail and his
boyar Fedor who was put to death with him came to be
known [4]. Feodula was the first princess of Chernigov
to renounce her worldly privileges and to dedicate
herself to a life of holiness. Moreover, she was the only
princess of Chernigov to be canonized. Accordingly, the
Orthodox Church honoured her with a Zhitie, a canon
(kanon), canticles (stikhiry) and created her Feast Day
on 25 September [5].

In 1228, Mikhail’s younger daughter Maria married
Vasil’ko Konstantinovich the prince of Rostov. She was
one of a few princesses who kept a chronicle. Her close
ties to her family in Chernigov are reflected in the entries
that she had recorded concerning that town’s fate at the
hands of the invaders. Moreover, since she employed
a chronicler it is not surprising that he mentions here
seven times before her death on 9 December 1271 [6].
Accordingly, we learn that in her role as matriarch
Maria participated in the formal events that required
the presence of members of the princely family. These
occasions included the marriages of princes, their
deaths, the visits of neighbouring rulers, the installation
of bishops, and the consecration of churches. Moreover,
in 1246, after the Tatars had devastated Suzdalia and
Chernigov and killed her husband Vasil’ko, Maria sent
their son Boris to accompany his grandfather Mikhail to
Baty’s court in Saray. After the khan’s courtier Eldega
failed to cajole Mikhail into worshipping an idol, Boris
also attempted unsuccessfully to persuade him to do so
in order to save his life [7].

After the deaths of Mikhail and Vasil’ko, Maria
demonstrated her loyalty to her family by propagating
the cults of her father and husband. Thus, her chronicler
recorded Mikhail’s martyrdom and Vasil’ko’s death [8].
She commissioned her father’s «Lifey» (Zhitie). Maria
and her sons also inaugurated the Feast of the Miracle-
Workers of Chernigov on 20 September and built a
church dedicated to them [9]. She died on 9 December
1271 and was laid to rest in the Monastery of St. Saviour
that she herself had built [10].

Mikhail had five sons. The chronicles mention only
the eldest, Rostislav, for the period before the Tatar
invasion. He is reported helping his father in the 1220s
in Novgorod and later in Mikhail’s quest to assert his
authority over Galich and the Galician domains [11].
Around 1242, after marrying Anna the daughter of King
Béla IV, he deserted his father and defected to Hungary.
The Ol’govichi therefore ostracized him and he
disappeared from the history books of Rus’. Rostislav,
for his part, severed all ties with his family. He lived out
his life in the kingdom of Hungary where his father-in-
law granted him various titles and lands [12]. Rostislav
had two sons and four daughters [13]. Not one of them,
however, came to live in the principality of Chernigov.

In addition to Rostislav four other sons survived
Mikhail. Only the Ermolinskiy Chronicle gives their

names and identifies their domains in the Chernigov
lands. Under the year 1246, after reporting Mikhail’s
death, it states: «The sons of Grand Prince Mikhail of
Chernigov were: Grand Prince Roman of Chernigov, who
was childless and left no heirs; the second was Mstislav
of Karachev and Zvenigorod; the third was Simeon of
Glukhov (Hlukhiv) and Novosil’; the fourth was Yury
of Bryansk and Torusa.» Thus we see that the chronicler
deleted Rostislav’s name from the genealogical chart of
the Ol’govichi. Instead he recorded the names of the
four remaining sons as if they were Mikhail’s only sons
and listed Roman as the eldest [14].

The Lyubetskiy sinodik edited by R. V. Zotov
seemingly corroborates this information. Basing his
order of seniority on lists given by later sources, Zotov
identifies the brothers in the following order: Roman
‘the Old’ (Staryy) prince of Chernigov and Bryansk;
Simeon prince of Glukhov and Novosil’; Mstislav
prince of Karachev; and Yury prince of Torusa [15].
Writing in the second half of the nineteenth century,
Archbishop Filaret of Chernigov observed that in his
day many branches stemming from Mikhail flourished.
He listed nine: the Boryatinskie, the Gorchakovy, the
Dolgorukie, the Eletskie, the Zvenigorodskie, the
Kol’tsovy-Mosal’skie, the Obolenskie, the Odoevskie,
and the Shcherbatovy [16]. Thus both Zotov and
Archbishop Filaret confirm that Mikhail had other sons
in addition to Rostislav even though the sources, aside
from the Ermolinskiy Chronicle, never mention them.

Mikhail’s wife most likely persuaded him to name
their second son, Roman, after her father, Roman
Mstislavich of Vladimir in Volyn’. According to the
same source Roman married a certain Anna [17]. The
Ermolinskiy Chronicle, as noted above, claims that
they had no offspring, but other chronicles testify to
the existence of six children. Under the year 1264, the
Hypatian Chronicle reports that Roman of Bryansk sent
his eldest son, Mikhail, to escort Olga, one of Mikhail’s
four sisters, to her betrothed, Vsevolod Vasil’kovich
of Volyn’ [18]. Ten years later the same chronicler
states that Khan Mangu Temir ordered a number of
princes, including Roman of Debryansk (i.e. Bryansk)
and his son Oleg, to campaign against the Lithuanians
[19]. Thus the chronicler informs us that Roman had
a second son named Oleg and confirms that Roman’s
patrimony was Bryansk. Located on the river Desna
at the mouth of the river Bolva, it controlled the water
routes from Chernigov to Smolensk and across the
Vyatichi lands to Suzdalia.

Significantly, the Lyubetskiy sinodik and the
Ermolinskiy Chronicle identify Roman as the prince of
Chernigov. In the light of Baty’s directive that only those
princes who submitted to him would receive a yarlyk,
Roman obviously visited the khan after his father’s
execution. The chronicles do not report his visit, but John
de Plano Carpini alludes to it. He recounts how, in 1246
or 1247 when he was returning from the Golden Horde,

108



ISSN 2218-4805

he met a certain Prince Roman who was travelling to
Saray [20]. If, as is most likely the case, this reference
was to Roman Mikhaylovich, Baty gave him the yarlyk
not only for his patrimonial domain of Bryansk, but if
the information of the Ermolinskiy Chronicle is correct,
also for Chernigov [21].

Surprisingly, other chronicles never refer to Roman
as the prince of Chernigov but call him the prince of
Bryansk [22]. Available evidence suggests that, even
though he held the yarlyk for Chernigov, the town
was probably occupied by Baty’s official (baskak),
who requisitioned it for himself [23]. Roman’s
physical association with the patrimonial capital
was undoubtedly limited to the visits he made to the
baskak. He was, therefore, merely the titular prince of
Chernigov. Unlike his father Mikhail, he lacked the
power to initiate campaigns and to allocate domains
to junior Ol’govichi [24]. Nevertheless, Roman
was probably instrumental in having the bishop of
Chernigov transferred to Bryansk [25].

With Roman’s submission, the last of the major
dynasties of Rus’ formally acknowledged Baty as its
overlord. He seemingly allowed the O1’govichi to follow
the customary practices of succession and territorial
allocations. This is supported by the news that he let
Roman, Mikhail’s eldest son in Rus’, replace his father
as prince of Chernigov in keeping with the system of
lateral succession. Baty also allowed Mikhail’s sons to
remain in the regional centers that Mikhail had evidently
assigned to them as patrimonies. In like manner, to judge
from the testimony of genealogical books, when Roman’s
sons Mikhail and Oleg came of age Roman gave them
districts from his patrimony. Mikhail therefore became
prince of Bryansk and the progenitor of the Osovetskie
princes, named after the town of Osovik in the Bryansk
region [26]. Oleg, however, allegedly renounced his
inheritance to become a monk [27].

The Lyubetskiy sinodik gives Roman the sobriquet
‘the Old’ (Staryy) [28]. In 1288, according to an account
of the foundation of the Uspenskiy Svenskiy Monastery
in Bryansk, when Roman was living in that town he
became blind and was cured through the intervention
of an icon of the Mother of God. In thanksgiving for
his cure, he founded the Uspenskiy Monastery near the
Desna, where the river Svin’ flows into it. According to
some accounts, the Tatars killed him at the Golden Horde
after that date [29]. Roman’s father Mikhail had married
not long before 1212 [30]. Since Roman evidently had
three elder siblings (Feodula, Maria, and Rostislav), he
would have been born around 1215 at the earliest. If he
died after 1288, he would have been over 70 years of
age. Thus he merited the sobriquet ‘Staryy’.

We know much less about Mikhail’s third son,
Mstislav. The Lyubetskiy sinodik fails to give his
baptismal name and that of his wife. According to the
Ermolinskiy Chronicle, the couple had two sons, Tit and
Andrey (Ondreyan) [31]. Mstislav’s patrimonial domain

was Karachev, but he also controlled Zvenigorod. The
latter town was located on the high left bank of the
river Moskva west of Moscow. The written sources
mention it for the first time in the 1330s when it formed
part of the Moscow domain. The chronicles never
identify Zvenigorod as belonging to the Vyatichi lands
of the Ol’govichi. Nevertheless, archaeologists have
established not only that the town existed as early as the
eleventh century, but also that princely stamps found
on pots in that town from the twelfth century resemble
those of the princes of Chernigov. Consequently, it has
been suggested that Zvenigorod was the northeastern-
most point in the lands of Chernigov on the border
with Suzdalia [32]. Karachev and Zvenigorod probably
marked the southern and northern limits of Mstislav’s
domain. This is supported by the information that
Mstislav’s grandson Ivan, the son of Tit, later ruled
Kozel’sk located between Karachev and Zvenigorod
[33]. The location of Ivan’s domain also suggests that
Mstislav allocated towns within his patrimony to his two
sons. The Lyubetskiy sinodik confirms this observation
when it reports that Mstislav’s second son Andrey ruled
Zvenigorod [34].

We have only snippets of information about
Simeon. His baptismal name and the identity of his
wife are unknown. Although the Ermolinskiy Chronicle
does not list Simeon’s sons, other sources name three:
Mikhail, Aleksandr, and Vsevolod [35]. Simeon was
prince of Glukhov in the Posem’e region, and Novosil’.
The latter was a town south of Mtsensk on the river
Zusha in the southeastern frontier of the Vyatichi lands.
Evidently, in 1238 the Tatars did not raze Novosil’ after
they withdrew from Kozel’sk. Significantly, Simeon
was the only son to whom Mikhail gave a town in the
Posem’e district, the region traditionally ruled by the
junior branch of Ol’govichi.

Details concerning Yury’s life are also sparse. As
Mikhail’s youngest son, he was born around 1220. He
and his unidentified wife had several children, but their
number is disputed. The most extensive list claims the
couple had six sons. They were: Simeon of Torusa and
Kanin, who fathered the Kaninskie and Spasskie princes;
Vsevolod of Torusa, who fathered the Mezetskie and
Baryatinskie princes; Mikhail of Myshaga (Myshega),
who fathered the Myshetskie princes; Ivan ‘the
Elder’ of Torusa, who had no children; Konstantin of
Obolensk, who fathered the Obolenskie princes; Ivan
‘the Younger’ of Volkon, who fathered the Volkonskie
princes. Their one daughter, Ksenia, married Prince
Yaroslav Yaroslavich of Tver’ [36].

Although the Ermolinskiy Chronicle identifies
Yury as prince of Bryansk and Torusa, a town located
in the northeastern region of the Vyatichi lands, [37]
the available evidence suggests that he ruled only
Torusa. [38] Since the Ermolinskiy Chronicle made
an error in claiming that Roman had no children, it
may well have made another error in calling Yury
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prince of Bryansk. As he did not allocate Bryansk to
one of his sons, he most likely did not rule it himself.
This is supported by the observation, as has been
noted above, that it was Mikhail who most likely
succeeded his father Roman to Bryansk.

In conclusion we have seen that according to the
sparse information available concerning the offspring of
Mikhail Vsevolodovich, he had two daughters and five
sons. The daughters moved to Suzdalia where the elder
Feodula became the nun Evfrosinia in Suzdal’ while the
younger Maria was the princess of Rostov. Of the five
sons the eldest, Rostislav, deserted his father after the
Tatar invasion and entered the service of the Hungarian
king. The four younger sons Roman, Mstislav, Simeon,
and Yury ruled domains in the Chernigov lands as
vassals of the Tatars.
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Himuik M. JIoHbKH Ta CHHHM 4epHIriBCbKOro KHS3s
Mmuxaiisia BeeBosionosuya (1179-1246 pp.)

3eiono obmeocenoi ingopmayii nasenux Odcepenr npo
cnaoxkoemyie uepmiciscbko2o kHA31 Muxatina Bcesonodosuua
(1179-1246 pp.) 6in mas 080x 00OHbOK ma n’simepo cunie. JJonbKu
nepenecaucs 00 Cy30aibCbKoi 3emMii, 0e cmapuia nOCmpuziacs y
yepruyi 6 Cyzoani, a Monoouta cmaia pocmoBCcbKor KHASUHEIO.
Cmapwuii 3 n’amu cunie Pocmucnas nicia mamapcvkoi naganu
3anuuue ceo2o0 bamvka i cmag HAa CayHcOy 00 Y20PCbKOZO
xoponsa. Yomupu monoowi cumu Poman, Mcmucnas, Cumeon
ma FOpiii ynpasnanu ceoimu yoinamu 6 uepuici6CovKiu 3emi AK
sacanu mamap.

Knwuoei cnosea: Muxaiinio Bcegonooosuy, 0oHbKu ma CuHu
KHS35l, UepHIIBCbKA 3eMis, 3eMli 8 Amuuie, Cy30anbCbKa 3emis,
mamapcovKka Hasaid.

Juvauk M. JloyepH M CbIHOBbSI YCPHUIOBCKOIO KHS3S
Muxania BeeBosiomoBuua (1179-1246 rr.)

Coenacno  ocpanuvennoli  ungopmayuu 6  UMEIOWUXCA
UCIMOYHUKAX O HACTIEOHUKAX YepHU206CK020 KHA3A Muxauna
Bcesonooosuua (1179-1246 22.) on umen 08yx Oouepeil u nsamo
cviHogell. [louepu nepecenunucb 8 CY30anbCKYIO 3eMao, 20e
cmapwas nocmpuenacy 6 monaxunu 6 Cysoane, a Miaowas cmana
pocmosckoll kHazunel. Cmapwuii us namu cvinogell Pocmucnag
nocie mamapcKo20 HaueCmsust OCMAsUL C60e20 Omyd U HOCHY N
HA CysHcy K eneepckomy Kopomo. Hemeepo maaouiux cbiHogel
Poman, Mcmucnas, Cumeon u IOpuil ynpagaanu ceoumu yoeramu 6
UEPHUL0BCKOTL 3eMTie KAK 8ACCalbl mamap.

Knroueswvie cnosa: Muxaun Bcesonodosuu, douepu u cuiiogus
KHA35, YepHUL06CKAS 3eMIIA, 3eMl 6Amudel, cy30anbCKkas 3eMis,
mamapckoe Hawecmeue.
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K BOITPOCY Ob ATPUBYIIUUN

CBATHIINILI ITIOJTOBLEB
Ampubymol nozpebanbHvix NAMAMHUKOS nonosyes
Onpedensiiomes,  no  3axopoHenusm. Kamenuvie — cKynbnmypo,
KOmopbvle —C653aHbl € CAKPATNbHLIMU — 00pA0AMU,  AGTAMCS

OOUHAKOBBIM NPUSHAKOM OJisL CEAMUULY.

Komnnexe seweu uz ceasmunuwa y c. Kamenka ymounsem
aHanozuu, peKoHcmpyupyem o06psaodvl, YKIAO JICUSHU HNON0BYEE
socmounoesponetickux cmeneu XII-XII1 6s.

Knrouesvie cnoea: nonosyvi, Kamenmvle
CEAMUNUWYA, CAKPATbHBIE MPAOUYULL.

CKYbnmypbl,

IIpu u3yvueHnn KaMHEpE3HOTO UCKYCCTBA TIOPKIOTOB
HEOOXOIMMO YUHUTHIBATH CAKPAIUTET TFOPKCKUX HAPOJIOB
Hentpanpnoit Aszum VI-X BB., orkyma B XI Beke
IJIEMEHA KBIMTYAKOB IEPEMECTUIIUCH B cTeNX BocTouHOM
EBponbl. B ycroBusx HOBOM «pOJUHBD UX MIPU3HAKU, B
npoctpanctse oT [ToBomxkbst 10 [1oayHaBbs, onpeneneHsl
B OCHOBHOM 110 TIorpedenwsiM [21, 217]. UccnenoBarenu
TIOJIOBEIIKMX JIPEBHOCTEH, CChIIAasACh Ha apTedakThl W3
3aXOPOHEHUM, BBIACTIIN XapaKTEPHBIC M KBITYaKOB
oOpsSaBl ¥ WHBEHTAph, YTO TO3BOJHMJIO HA WX OCHOBE
OMpENETUTh BHYTPUITHUYCCKUE TPYHIBl B TPAHUIAX
ITomosenkoit 3emmu. He MeHee BakHyI0 WHGOPMAIIHIO
0 TeorpaduM pacceleHUs TMOJOBIEB NPEIOCTABHIH
CO3/aHHBIC MU KaMeHHbIe cTaryw [16, 19, puc. 5; 17,
273-297]. OnmHako, HECMOTpPS Ha TO, YTO B padoTax,
KacCalolIUXCsl  IOJIOBSIKUX  H3BasHUM, 000OIIEHBI
JAHHBIE 00 WX CaKpajuTeTe, B TEME CEMAaHTHKH He
TUIHUMHA OyayT HOBBIe MCTOYHMKU [16, 72-74], Tak
KaK MMEIOIIHECS B JIUTEpaType MaHHBIC, KaCArOIIHeCs
BEPOBAaHMH W  OOpSAIOB, 3a4acTyl), BOCCO3/aHBI
Omaromapss HMCTOPUYECKOM WHTYHIIMA W apXeoJoro-
STHOTpadUIeCKUM UCCIIeOBaHUAM CTaTyH LleHTpanpHOM
Azun VI-X BB. IlpuumHOil TOMy — HemocTaTodHas
W3yYeHHOCTh CBATHJIMIN KaK CaKpajbHBIX MECT, TJE B
o0psimax 3aeHCTBOBAIIUCH KAMEHHbIC U3BasHus [1, 73-
82; 4, 18-20; 104-115; 25, 55-64].

B nmanmHOM Marepmaiie UW3IOXKEHBI CBEIEHUS
0 3aKpBITOM KOMIUIEKCE, B KOTOPOM HaXOIWJIHUCH
CTaTyl BOWHOB, HaOOpbl BOOpPY)KEHHS, HWHBEHTapS,
JKEPTBEHHUKH, CIIEABI IOKIOHEHUS OTHIO. B 3TOM CBs3M
BBI3bIBAIOT HHTEPEC HE CTOJIBKO (haKThl CKYJIBITYPHOIO
UCKYCCTBa, CKOJBKO HA3HAuYCHWE W3BasHUH, UX
XPOHOJIOTHSI, COACpPKaHHWE OOpSIIOB, CBI3aHHBIX C
CaKpaIbHOCTHIO M HCITOJIb30BAHUEM CTaTyM.

leorpadus pacrpocTpaHeHus MOJIOBELIKUX
KaMEHHBIX CKyIBNTYp B cTemHOM llogoHmoBbe
CBUJICTEIBLCTBYET O TOM, YTO BCE yUTeHHble Hamu 120
9K3EMIUIIPOB M3BASTHUN H3TOTOBJICHBI M yTHIN30BaHbI
B npegenax Jlonerkoro kpspka [9, 50-53, 68-88, Tabm.
I]. 3mech ke oOHapyKeHBI W PACKOMAHBI MaMSITHUKH
CaKpaJIBHOTO COJEPKAHMS.

IlepBble cBATUIUIA HA KpSOKE MCCICAOBAHBI B
1974r. y c. AcraxoBo Ha Jlyranmusue [24, 199-209].
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