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Omxe Bce, Mo Oyno mepekiaaeHe cBB. Kupuiom
i MedozaieM, TXHIMH YYHSIMH Ta MOCIIJIOBHUKAMH
octaHHix mnepeinmm mo KwuiBchkoi Pyci i 3akmanm
iBAJINHU JIABHLOPYCHKOT JIITEpaTypHu.

YTiM, 3HaHHS 3 TIPOOJIEMH, BUHECEHOT Ha PO3IIISII,
a TaKOoX TMUTAHHS MEPEeKJAiB 3 TPElUbKOl MOBH 3a
gaciB KwuiBcekoi Pyci, Xo4 sk 1€ IWBHO, JOCI HE
CUCTeMaTH30BaHi, a II¢ JOCTOMHO 1 BapTO OKPEMOTO
HAyKOBOTO JIOCHiKeHHs. | B  Oymb-sikomMy pasi
JOIITIBHICTP MTiTOTOBKHM 010i0TpadiqHOTO MOKaKIMKA
3 i€l Temu Oe3rnepeyHa.
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Cononckas H.I. Kumxnas xynsrypa Kuesckoit Pycu u
rpeueckas nepekiaaasas aureparypa X-XII ct.

Xpucmusancmeo, obpazosanue us I peyuu pacnpocmpansanucy 6
0asHue ClasaHcKue cmpansl euje 3a00120 0o kpewerus Pycu. 1100
GNUAHUCM DMO20 HAYAA PA3BUBAMCS CLABAHCKASL NUCLMEHHOCMb,
yenmpamu komopotii cmanu boneapus u Cepous. Ilpeumyujecmeenio
u3 Boneapuu (xoney X — nauano XI 6.) 6 [pesnepycckyro oepawcagy
ObLIU NPUBHECEHbl NEPegodbl C 2peueckoeo sA3blKa OubnelicKoll,
YEepKOBGHO-YUUMENbHOU, HCUMUIHOU, UCMOPUYECKOU JTUmepamypbl,
npouseedenuti Omyos Yepkeu.

Aemop  cmambu  paccmampueaem — KOpHyc — 2peqeckoll
NepeKkNaoHoll Umepamypsl He MONbKO KAK OCHOBY pPA36UMUs
XpucmuaHcrkotl Kyibmypul 6 [pesnepycckom 2ocydapcmee, HO U
KAK OCHOBY KHUJICHO20 (ponoa bubnruomex Kuesckoil Pycu, npesicoe
6ceco bubnuomexu fpocnasa Myopozo, umo ocywecmensiemcs 6
VKPAuHCKOU UCmopu4eckoli HayKe enepesbile.

Solons’ka N. H. Book’ cultural of Kievan Rus and Greece
interpretive literature of the X-XII centuries

Khristiyanstvo, education from Greece spread to the old slavonic
countries yet zadovgo to christening, under influencing of this
beginning to develop the slavonic written language, by the centers
of which steel Bulgaria and Serbia Mainly from Bulgaria (end X —
XI began in.) in Old Russian power translations were privneseno
from Greek biblical,church-teaching, zhitiynoy, historical literature,
works of fathers of church.

The author considers the corpus of Greek literature as a chaise
basis for the development of Christian culture in the ancient Russian
state, as well as the basis for the book fund libraries Kievan Rus, the
first Library of Yaroslav the Wise, which is carried out in Ukrainian
historiography for the first time.

M. Dimnik
THE DEMISE OF IGOR’S SONS (1206-1211)*

In 1206, after Daniil Romanovich fled from Galich, the
Galicians invited the sons of Igor’ Svyatoslavich to be their
princes. They welcomed all three Igorevichi suggesting that they
wished to install the entire Igorevichi family as their new dynasty.
Unfortunately for the brothers a faction of Galician boyars, which
was supported by the Hungarian king, opposed them and in 1211
successfully deposed them.

Roman Mstislavich the prince of Galich died on
19 June 1205 fighting the Poles. He was survived by
two sons: Daniil was four years of age and Vasil’ko
was two. The Galicians pledged their loyalty to the
elder Daniil [1]. His succession was vulnerable,
however, because in addition to his youth he had no
genealogical claim to Galich. His father’s patrimony,
and consequently his inheritance, was Vladimir in
Volyn’. Of course, Daniil could defend his claim to
Galich on the grounds that he had the traditional right
to sit on the throne of his father. This right, however,
would have carried little weight with ambitious
challengers. One of the most powerful potential
rivals was the prince of Kiev. According to custom,
if the dynasty of a principality became extinct, as
that of Galich had become in 1198 with the death of
Vladimir Yaroslavich, its lands reverted to the prince
of Kiev [2].
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What is more, it was unlikely that neighbouring
princes would watch disinterestedly while Galician
magnates manipulated the princeling Daniil. The
Igorevichi were one such family of princes. They were
the cadet or junior branch of the Ol’govichi of Chernigov
whose patrimonial domains were in the Posem’e region.
Although they were the sons of Igor’ Svyatoslavich of
Novgorod Severskiy, the hero of «The Lay of Igor’s
Campaign» (Slovo o polku Igoreve), they were also the
grandsons of Yaroslav Osmomysl, the renowned ruler of
Galich who had died in 1187. His daughter Evfrosinia
had been Igor’s wife and the mother of his sons [3]. The
purpose of this investigation is to examine the bid that
Igor’s sons made to rule the Galician lands.

& 3k ok

On learning of Roman’s death, Ryurik Rostislavich
of Vruchiy, whom Roman had forced to enter a
monastery, reoccupied the throne of Kiev. Soon after
Vsevolod Svyatoslavich Chermnyy of Chernigov
and the Ol’govichi marched to Kiev and made a deal
with Ryurik to capture Galich [4]. We are not told if
Vsevolod and Ryurik agreed to partition the principality.
Nevertheless, the chronicler’s enigmatic statement that
Vsevolod accomplished nothing after the campaign
failed suggests that he evidently had intended to
capture the town for himself. In exchange for Galich
Vsevolod had most likely promised to defend Ryurik’s
reinstatement as prince of Kiev.

In the summer of 1206 Vsevolod Chermnyy
summoned all the Ol’govichi to a general assembly
(snem) in Chernigov. The chronicler explains that
Vsevolod attended with his brothers, the senior
branch, and that Vladimir Igorevich attended with
his brothers, the cadet branch, thus informing the
reader that the genealogical distinction within the
Ol’govichi dynasty was significant. We are not told
why Vsevolod assembled his relatives and allies.
Since in the previous year his major undertaking
had been the attempt to capture Galich, he probably
solicited their help for a second campaign. At that time
he would also have declared to whom he intended to
allocate Galician domains. After the attackers set out
for Galicia, Ryurik and his forces joined them at Kiev.
Vsevolod and the Ol’govichi had no rightful claim
to the Galician lands but Ryurik’s participation gave
Vsevolod’s expansionist policy legitimacy. As has
already been observed, Ryurik as grand prince of Kiev
had the right to appropriate the lands of an extinct
dynasty. Consequently, as the princes of the original
dynasty of Galicia had died out, and since Daniil’s
father Roman had usurped control of Galich, Ryurik
had the authority to seize it from Daniil and hand it
over to a prince of his choosing.

On learning that the OI’govichi were approaching
with a large force to attack Galich, the townspeople
sought aid from King Andrew II of Hungary and

allowed Daniil to return to his patrimony of Vladimir
in Volyn’ for safe keeping. The Poles, however, came
to the assistance of the O1’govichi and marched against
Daniil. On receiving this news the king diverted his
attack against the Poles and invited Prince Yaroslav
of Pereyaslavl’ to occupy Galich presumably as a
stopgap measure until Daniil could return to Galich.
He undoubtedly reasoned that if Yaroslav replaced
Daniil in Galich the Ol’govichi could not evict him
without drawing Yaroslav’s powerful father Vsevolod
Bol’shoe Gnezdo of Suzdalia into the rivalry.
Meanwhile, Vsevolod Chermnyy learnt that the
Hungarian troops had arrived near Vladimir in Volyn’
to defend Daniil against a Polish attack so he delayed
his advance against Galich to monitor their conflict.
The Hungarians and Poles, however, adopted delaying
tactics and finally concluded peace. When Vsevolod
Chermnyy learnt that the two sides had avoided a
confrontation he withdrew his troops.

The Galicians were thrown into great consternation
when they discovered that the Hungarians had returned
home. Fearing that the Ol’govichi would attack them
because they had no prince, they secretly sent an
invitation to Vladimir Igorevich of the cadet branch
to be their prince. The chronicler reports that he stole
away at night from the Ol’govichi camp and rode
to Galich where the townspeople welcomed him. It
is noteworthy that the Galicians and Vladimir acted
clandestinely. The townspeople undoubtedly feared
to proffer the invitation to Vsevolod Chermnyy, the
commander-in-chief of the attacking force, for fear
that he would come with his troops and pillage their
lands before appointing a vassal prince of his choice
to Galich. Vladimir most likely rode away secretly at
night because in accepting the Galicians’ invitation he
violated the agreement that the Ol’govichi had reached
at the snem before the campaign. Namely, Vsevolod
probably intended to appoint a different Ol’govich
to Galich. As we shall see, at a later date he would
evict Yaroslav from Pereyaslavl’ and give it to his
son Mikhail. It is reasonable to assume that he had at
first wished to appoint his son Mikhail to Galich and
that after failing to give him Galich he compensated
Mikhail with Pereyaslavl’. Since Vladimir knew
Vsevolod’s intentions for Galich he withdrew covertly
from the camp so that Vsevolod would not learn his
objective and prevent him from occupying Galich.
Meanwhile, the chronicler informs us, Yaroslav of
Pereyaslavl’ had not yet reached Galich when he
discovered that Vladimir had already occupied it so he
returned home.

Vladimir’s brothers accompanied him to Galicia
where they also obtained domains. Roman became
prince of Zvenigorod and, to judge from later
information, Svyatoslav got Peremyshl’. Never
before had an entire branch of Ol’govichi vacated its
patrimonies to occupy domains in another dynasty’s
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principality. Moreover, the Galicians’ invitation
to Vladimir and his brothers suggests that their
supporters were united in their resolve to be ruled by
not just one prince, as was to be the case with Daniil,
but by a number of princes. They seemingly wished to
install Igor’s sons as their new dynasty. In addition to
the consideration that the Igorevichi were descended
from Yaroslav Osmomysl, the Galicians probably
had three other reasons for inviting the brothers.
First, they would have argued that three princes could
defend Galicia more effectively against an invader
than just one prince like Daniil could from Galich.
Second, since the Igorevichi belonged to the junior
branch of Ol’govichi their dynastic relationship to
Vsevolod Chermnyy the senior prince of the entire
Ol’govichi dynasty would, it was hoped, dissuade
him from attacking Galicia in the future. And third,
by inviting the Igorevichi of the cadet branch the
Galicians probably hoped that Vsevolod would not
be able to control them as closely as he would control
a prince like his son of the senior branch.

We are not told who occupied Novgorod Severskiy,
the capital of the cadet branch, and the Igorevichi towns
in the Posem’e region. As we shall see, later evidence
suggests that the Igorevichi remained absentee
landlords, as it were, of their patrimonial domains with
the right to return to them from Galicia. During their
absence, however, Vsevolod Chermnyy most likely
appointed his posadniki to govern the Igorevichi towns
[5]. This arrangement undoubtedly made him more
willing to forgive Igor’s sons for seizing the Galician
towns even though they had frustrated the plans that
he had for his own son.

Although Vsevolod Chermnyy failed to capture
Galich on his second attempt, he nevertheless used
his troops to achieve a great personal success. On
his march home from Galicia, the chronicler reports
that Vsevolod placed his hope in his military might,
evicted Ryurik from Kiev, and forced him to flee to
his patrimony of Vruchiy. After securing his hold
of Kiev, Vsevolod evicted Yaroslav Vsevolodovich
from Pereyaslavl’. He probably reasoned that as long
as Yaroslav ruled Pereyaslavl’ he remained a rival for
Galich. Since its citizens had been willing to accept
him as their prince when the king of Hungary invited
him, there was the possibility that the Galicians
themselves might invite him again. If the Igorevichi
were forced to return to their domains in the Posem’e
region, Vsevolod would lose control of their lands.
Therefore, it was probably in the main to prevent
this possibility from occurring that Vsevolod decided
to remove Yaroslav from Pereyaslavl’. Following
the latter’s flight to his father in Suzdalia Vsevolod
strengthened his personal power by appointing his
son Mikhail to Pereyaslavl’ [6].

After Vsevolod had dispersed the troops that
he had assembled for his attack on Galich and then
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used to capture Kiev, Ryurik had little difficulty in
driving him out of Kiev. He also ordered Vsevolod’s
son Mikhail to depart from Pereyaslavl’. Ryurik,
however, refused to hand back Pereyaslavl’ to
Vsevolod Bol’shoe Gnezdo with whom he was at
odds. Instead, he gave it to his own son Vladimir [7].
Meanwhile, Vsevolod refused to give up his bid for
Kiev. At the beginning of 1207 he launched another
attack but on this occasion his force, made up of only
his brothers Gleb and Mstislav and their sons, was too
small. What is more, Vsevolod had lost the advantage
of surprise. Ryurik was prepared for the assault and
successfully fended off the attackers. The chronicler
reports that the Ol’govichi achieved nothing and
returned home [8].

Meanwhile, the Igorevichi attempted to consolidate
their control over Galicia. Vladimir Igorevich, his
brothers, and Galician troops invaded the lands of
Volyn’. Roman’s Greek wife Anna and her sons Daniil
and Vasil’ko fled from Vladimir to the Poles for safety.
While Daniil was in Vladimir he remained a threat
to the Igorevichi rule in Galich as a rival candidate.
Consequently, like Vsevolod Chermnyy who had
removed Yaroslav from Pereyaslavl’, the Igorevichi
drove out Daniil from neighbouring Vladimir in
Volyn’. Vladimir Igorevich however did not follow
Vsevolod’s example in making his appointment to
the vacated town. Unlike Vsevolod who had given
Pereyaslavl’ to his son Mikhail, Vladimir appointed
his brother Svyatoslav to Daniil’s town. [9]. His action
was a testimony to dynastic solidarity. Instead of
augmenting his personal authority by giving the town
to his son Izyaslav, Vladimir strengthened the power
of Igor’s sons as a family by rewarding his brother
with Daniil’s patrimony.

Although the Igorevichi attained their objective by
driving Daniil into exile, they misjudged the aspirations
of Daniil’s cousin, Aleksandr Vsevolodovich of Belz.
[10]. He was next in seniority among the Mstislavichi
to succeed Daniil’s brother Vasil’ko to Vladimir.
Following his cousins’ flight Aleksandr obtained the
aid of Leszek of Cracow and with the Poles attacked
Svyatoslav. To the latter’s chagrin, the Igorevichi had
antagonized the townspeople of Vladimir when they
forced the Romanovichi to flee. Consequently, when
the besiegers attacked the town the townspeople
turned against Svyatoslav and opened the town’s gates
to Aleksandr and the Poles. Svyatoslav capitulated,
Aleksandr occupied the town, and the Polish king took
Svyatoslav captive. [11]. Nevertheless, fortune smiled
on him in captivity. According to Polish sources he
and Leszek formed a bond of friendship and sealed
it with a family tie. They arranged for the marriage
of Svyatoslav’s daughter Agafia to Leszek’s brother
Conrad of Mazovia [12]. On an unspecified date
Svyatoslav returned to Galicia.

In the summer of 1207, Vsevolod Chermnyy
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marshalled his brothers, nephews, the Polovtsy, and
the princes of Turov and Pinsk to attack Ryurik.
Noteworthy for our investigation is the information
that Vladimir Igorevich also came with his troops
from Galich. Vladimir’s participation in the campaign
confirms that Vsevolod held no animosity towards
the Igorevichi for seizing the Galician towns against
his wishes, and that they were still his subordinates
who owed him allegiance as the senior prince of the
Ol’govichi. On this occasion Vsevolod’s offensive
evidently caught Ryurik by surprise. Moreover,
Vsevolod’s forces were superior to his. Realizing
that it would be futile to resist he fled to Vruchiy
even before the invaders attacked Kiev. Following
Ryurik’s flight and Vsevolod’s victories over Kiev’s
outposts the Kievans capitulated and he occupied
Kiev once again [13].

In the following year Galicia experienced great
political unrest. As already noted, early in 1207 Igor’s
sons had forced the Romanovichi to flee to the Poles.
Leszek kept the younger Vasil’ko at his court but
dispatched the elder Daniil to Andrew II requesting
the king to install the princeling in Galich. The king
however neglected to fulfill Leszek’s request because
in the meantime Vladimir Igorevich had bribed both
him and the Poles not to attack Galich. Thus, at the
beginning of 1208 Vladimir’s rule in Galich was still
seemingly secure [14]. Nevertheless, to his dismay an
unexpected challenger presented himself from within
his own family. We are told that Vladimir quarreled
with his brother Roman who, with the help of the
Hungarians, deposed his elder brother and seized
control of Galich. Vladimir fled for safety to Putivl’ in
the Posem’e region [15]. Although the chroniclers do
not report the cause of the dispute it was undoubtedly
over domains. Since their brother Svyatoslav had
been taken captive by the Poles, Vladimir, as the
senior prince of the cadet branch, most likely assumed
control of Svyatoslav’s Galician territories. Roman
would have looked upon Vladimir’s appropriation of
Svyatoslav’s lands as unjust and demanded that he be
given a fair portion. To judge from the news that they
quarreled, Vladimir evidently refused to comply.

It is noteworthy that after losing Galich
Vladimir sought safety in the Igorevichi domains
in the Chernigov lands. His action is testimony to
the observation that he and his brothers retained
possession of their dynastic towns in the Posem’e
region and the right to return to them from Galicia.
This right, it seems, carried with it the continued
obligation of owing allegiance to Vsevolod Chermnyy
as their genealogically senior prince. It is surprising,
however, that Vladimir occupied Putivl’ rather than
Novgorod Severskiy where, as the senior prince of
the cadet branch, he had most likely been prince
before moving to Galich. Although the chronicles
are silent on this question the most likely answer is

that Vsevolod Chermnyy had given the capital of the
cadet branch to a member of his senior branch. Losing
Novgorod Severskiy to the senior branch may have
been a price Vladimir had to pay for seizing control
of Galich against Vsevolod’s wishes.

After we are told that Roman Igorevich seized
control of Galich, the dating in the chronicles becomes
very confusing. The correct order of events from 1208
to 1215 is especially difficult to establish owing to the
conflicting dates given by various chronicle traditions.
Keeping in mind that the historian must sift through
significant discrepancies of dating in the chronicles, it
appears that events in Galicia occurred as follows.

On 4 September, the townspeople drove out Roman
Igorevich from Galich and gave it to Ryurik’s eldest
son Rostislav. Soon after in the autumn, however,
they evicted Rostislav and reinstalled Roman with his
brother [16]. According to Tatishchev who alone gives
this information, Ryurik sent Rostislav to Galich after
convincing King Andrew II to persuade the Galicians
to depose Roman [17]. This information is seemingly
right. As noted above, Roman himself had replaced his
brother Vladimir in Galich with Hungarian assistance
and the backing of the Galicians. It is very unlikely
that Rostislav, only a minor prince, could have evicted
Roman without similar powerful backing. Rostislav’s
father Ryurik as prince of Kiev probably played a
significant role in his son’s occupation of Galich.
On the one hand, Ryurik’s high political status made
Rostislav’s candidacy more desirable to the Galicians.
On the other hand, given Ryurik’s high office he was
in a position to negotiate the assistance of the king
of Hungary. The latter would have been amenable
to evicting Igor’s sons and placing another prince
in Galich as a stopgap measure until he was able to
appoint his candidate, Daniil, to the Galician throne.
Since, as we shall see, Ryurik evidently died in 1208,
Rostislav must have occupied Galich in that year
before his father’s death.

The Galicians expelled Rostislav in the autumn
of the same year that they had installed him as prince.
The chronicles do not report why they removed
him after seemingly only a few weeks. In our view
Ryurik’s death which deprived Rostislav of his
father’s backing probably prompted them to reinstate
Roman Igorevich with an unidentified brother. It is
unlikely that the latter was Vladimir since Roman
was the one who had evicted Vladimir. What is more,
if Vladimir had been recalled to Galicia he, owing to
his seniority among the Igorevichi, would have had
the prior claim to ruling Galich ahead of Roman. It is
reasonable to assume therefore, that the unidentified
brother was Svyatoslav whom Leszek had released
from captivity. Thus, by the end of the eventful
year 1208 the two younger Igorevichi, Roman and
Svyatoslav, were back in power in Galicia while
Vladimir, their senior prince, was relegated to distant
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Putivl’ in the Posem’e to bide his time.

Meanwhile, fortune smiled on Vsevolod Chermnyy.
Under the year 1208, two minor chronicles give
important information: “In that year Ryurik prince of
Kiev died and Vsevolod Chermnyy occupied Kiev” [18].
Since, as noted above, Ryurik helped his son Rostislav
to become prince of Galich on 4 September, he must
have died soon after that date and probably before the
Galicians evicted Rostislav that autumn. Ryurik’s death
allowed Vsevolod Chermnyy to enter Kiev uncontested
for the first time.

In 1209 Roman Igorevichi suffered more setbacks.
Whereas the Galicians had taken Ryurik’s death
as the excuse for expelling his son Rostislav from
their town, Andrew II in turn took their expulsion of
Rostislav as the pretext for punishing them. After the
king was informed of their ‘lawlessness and revolt’,
he sent Palatine Benedict Bor to attack Galich.
The Hungarians captured Roman Igorevich in the
bathhouse and carted him away to Hungary. After
occupying the town, we are told, they persecuted
the inhabitants with countless atrocities [19]. The
king’s response to Rostislav’s eviction suggests
that according to his agreement with the Galicians,
the latter had pledged to accept Rostislav as their
prince. Instead they had expelled him in favour of
the Igorevichi and therewith provoked Andrew II.
Consequently, following Roman’s capture, he refused
to give the Galicians another prince even though he
had Daniil at his court. Instead he avenged himself
by allowing Palatine Benedict Bor and his troops to
inflict all manner of violence on the Galicians for
breaking their pledge to him.

In the early part of 1210 Roman escaped from
Hungary and returned to the Posem’e just as his
brother Svyatoslav had done after Roman had been
taken captive. On learning of Roman’s escape the
Galicians sent messengers to Vladimir in Putivl’. They
confessed that they had sinned against Igor’s sons and
pleaded with him to free them from their oppressor. In
response the three Igorevichi marshalled their troops
and set out against Benedict [20]. Their joint action
confirms that Vladimir and Roman had settled their
differences. We may assume that after Svyatoslav
had returned from the Poles rivalry over his Galician
domain ceased being an issue, if indeed that had been
the bone of contention between Vladimir and Roman.
Moreover, we see that the Galicians once again invited
all three Igorevichi, and not solely Vladimir or not
just Roman and Svyatoslav. Their action supports the
view that they were attempting to adopt the entire
Igorevichi family as their dynasty. It also suggests that
the argument between Vladimir and Roman had been a
family matter and not a dispute with the townspeople.
The Galicians turned to the Igorevichi not only because
they were descended from Yaroslav Osmomysl the
former prince of Galich, but they probably reasoned,
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as in the past, that the three princes with their troops
would have greater military success than a single
prince in Galich would have. Their united rule would
bring greater political stability to Galicia.

The Igorevichi drove out Palatine Benedict Bor
and the Hungarians from Galicia and presumably
reoccupied the same domains that they had
administered before Vladimir and Roman quarreled.
Thus, Vladimir returned to Galich, Roman returned
to Zvenigorod, and Svyatoslav, the chronicler tells us,
got Peremyshl’. On this occasion Vladimir also gave
his elder son Izyaslav the town of Terebovl’ and sent
his younger son Vsevolod to Hungary with the tasks
of appeasing the king and of persuading him to let
Igor’s sons remain in Galicia. One chronicler adds that
Vladimir sent Vsevolod laden with many gifts in the
hope of bribing the king [21]. According to another
Vladimir requested Andrew II to hand over Daniil
to him but the king refused because he had arranged
for the Romanovich to marry his daughter [22]. The
failure of Vsevolod’s mission did not augur well for
the future of the Igorevichi in Galicia.

The year 1211 was catastrophic for the cadet
branch. The chronicler reports that Igor’s sons plotted
to eradicate the Galician boyars and over time executed
some 500 of the magnates. One boyar reportedly
accused the princes of perpetrating other atrocities.
When instigating the townspeople of Peremyshl’
to revolt against Svyatoslav Igorevich, Volodislav
Kormil’chich accused the Igorevichi of killing their
fathers and brothers, of pillaging their lands, of forcing
their daughters to marry slaves, and of handing over
their Galician patrimonies to Igorevichi henchmen from
the Chernigov lands. In light of such alleged outrages
a delegation of Galician boyars rode to Hungary and
beseeched the king to hand over Daniil to them to
help them drive out Igor’s sons from their domains.
According to another account the Galicians plotted
to kill Roman Igorevich and his brothers. It was only
after their attempts to poison him and to ambush him
failed that they sent messengers to Andrew Il asking
him to help [23]. On this occasion the king thought
that the time was right for his intervention and sent
Daniil accompanied by a large force.

How are we to interpret these biased reports? There
can be no doubt that the Igorevichi executed certain
Galician magnates in light of the evidence that we are
given the names of a number of the more prominent
victims. However, the chronicler’s claim that there
were 500 casualties is most likely an exaggeration or,
at best, a rounded off approximation [24]. Although
Igor’s sons initiated a practice of exterminating
Galician boyars did they, as the chronicler suggests,
do so indiscriminately?

The anti-Igorevichi biases of the chronicle reports
are testified to by the citizens of the towns ruled by the
Igorevichi who demonstrated loyalty to their princes
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in times of crisis. In Peremyshl’, for example, the
townspeople defended Svyatoslav against Daniil’s
forces until the hostile boyar Volodislav Kormil’chich
incited a faction to take the prince captive. In like
manner the Zvenigorodians helped Roman to defend
their town against Daniil’s forces and refused to
surrender until they learnt that Roman had been
taken captive. According to circumstantial evidence
Izyaslav also had the backing of the citizens of
Terebovl’. The chronicler reports that, while fleeing
from Terebovl’, he successfully repulsed his pursuers
at the river Nezda but lost his packhorses. Since he
successfully fled from Terebovl’ with his valuables,
and presumably with his family, this reveals that the
citizens of the town let him depart without opposition.
Their conduct suggests that they were not supporters
of the anti-Igorevichi boyars or of Daniil. In like
manner, Izyaslav’s father Vladimir was allowed to
flee from Galich without being obstructed by hostile
boyars or townspeople. To judge from this information
we see that Igor’s sons had loyal supporters in the
towns who were satisfied with their rule and that
the princes did not pursue a policy of indiscriminate
slaughter of magnates [25].

Indeed, it would have been absurd for the
Igorevichi to alienate all the boyars since they
seemingly intended to remain in the Galician towns
permanently. Instead, we may assume that their
objective was to eliminate the hostile boyars who
supported Daniil and to replace them with their own
Chernigov boyars and loyal Galicians. In other words,
in order to consolidate their rule over the Galician
towns and lands the Igorevichi declared war solely
on Daniil’s supporters.

Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the attacking
force accompanying Daniil was made up primarily of
non-Galicians suggesting that many of the Galician
boyars and townspeople did not wish to evict
Igor’s sons. Aside from the hostile Galician boyars
who initiated the campaign, the troops that joined
them came from the Hungarians, the Poles, and the
Mstislavichi of Volyn’. The latter included Daniil’s
brother Vasil’ko from Belz, Mstislav Yaroslavich
from Peresopnitsa [26], Aleksandr Vsevolodovich
and his brother Vsevolod from Vladimir in Volyn’
[27], and Ingvar’ Yaroslavich’s son with troops from
Lutsk, Dorogobuzh, and Shumsk [28].

Although the attacking army had the common
objective of enthroning Daniil in Galich, its various
participants had different motives for helping him.
With his return to Galicia his boyar supporters no
doubt hoped to manipulate the young prince and to
recoup the privileges of which the Igorevichi had
deprived them. In like manner, the Hungarians and
the Poles also hoped to benefit from Daniil’s rule
in Galich. The Mstislavichi of Volyn’ treated the
Igorevichi occupation of Vladimir as a warning bell.

They considered it advisable to drive out the hostile
princes from Galicia lest they lose their domains
to the Igorevichi just as the two Romanovichi had
lost Vladimir. Moreover, the Mstislavichi would
have joined Daniil’s force because he commanded
their allegiances as their senior prince. Finally, the
campaign was of special significance to Aleksandr
Vsevolodovich because Daniil was the rightful ruler
of Vladimir. By helping him to seize control of Galich
Aleksandr could retain control of Vladimir.

The objective of Daniil’s heterogeneous army was
to evict the three Igorevichi from their towns, namely,
Peremyshl’, Zvenigorod, and Galich. The invaders
evidently ignored Izyaslav in Terebovl’ because they
did not consider him to be important enough to merit
attacking. Meanwhile, Izyaslav, whose mother was
the daughter of the Polovtsian khan Konchak, rode
to the steppe to recruit nomadic reinforcements. He
brought the Polovtsy to Roman’s assistance and drove
off the forces besieging Zvenigorod. Following this
success the chronicler reports that Roman set off
to seek help from the princes of Rus’, above all we
may assume, from Vsevolod Chermnyy of Kiev, the
senior prince of the Ol’govichi. When he attempted
to bypass the town of Shumsk in Volyn’ owned by the
hostile Mstislavichi, however, he was taken captive
by enemy soldiers. They turned him over to Daniil.
On learning that Roman had been taken captive, the
citizens of Zvenigorod surrendered to Daniil’s forces.
After Vladimir was informed that Svyatoslav and
Roman had been taken captive, we are told that he
fled from Galich with Izyaslav. The chroniclers tell
us nothing about Vladimir’s second son, Vsevolod,
whom he had sent to Andrew Il in Hungary. Given
the king’s hostile disposition towards the Igorevichi,
however, he had most likely thrown Vsevolod into
prison just as he had earlier incarcerated Roman.

After occupying Galich the victorious boyars and
the Hungarians installed the ten-year-old Daniil on the
throne. The Hungarians then proposed to take the three
captive princes — Roman, Svyatoslav, and Rostislav —
to King Andrew II in Hungary. However, the Galician
boyars hostile to Igor’s sons bribed the Hungarian
commanders to hand over the princes to them. The
Hungarians complied and in September, we are told,
the Galicians hanged the three Igorevichi [29].

This report contains the first reference to the
prince named Rostislav. It is noteworthy that, under
the year 1210, when the chroniclers named seemingly
all the Igorevichi who were given towns in Galicia,
they did not include Rostislav. This omission has
created controversy among investigators concerning
the prince’s identity. According to a number of them
he was not a member of the Igorevichi family [30].
Most are of the opinion, however, that he was the
brother of Vladimir, Roman, and Svyatoslav [31]. Is
it possible to ascertain his identity?

107



36ipnux Hayxosux npaup

Let us examine the conflicting chronicle
information about the executed princes in the order
of the chronicles’ reliability beginning with the
oldest. The report in the Hypatian Chronicle, which
was probably written by a contemporary of the
event, states: «the captured princes were Roman,
Svyatoslav, [and] Rostislav» [32]. Thus, it simply
gives the names of the princes but fails to mention their
relationship to each other. The Gustinskiy Chronicle,
which is younger but seemingly drew its data either
from the Hypatian Chronicle or from their common
source, states that «the Igorevichi, they were Roman,
Svyatoslav, and Rostislav» [33]. It adds, therefore,
that the three were Igorevichi.

The Novgorod chronicler was much further
removed from the events in Galicia but evidently still
a contemporary. Under 1212 he reports that Vsevolod
Chermnyy accused the Rostislavichi of Smolensk of
hanging «two of my brothers in Galich» [34]. This
account has baffled historians because all the other
reports mention three Igorevichi. Let us first note that
even though Vsevolod called the princes his ‘brothers’
they were not his siblings. Therefore, he most likely
referred to them as ‘brothers’ in the manner that
chroniclers frequently use the term to refer to allies
who had sworn an oath of allegiance. Why, however,
does he refer to only two of the Igorevichi, presumably
Roman and Svyatoslav, as his allies? Since they both
belonged to his generation and were heads of their
families they would have taken oaths on their own
behalf and, if they had sons, also on their behalf. If
this was the case, then it is reasonable to assume that
Rostislav had not sworn an oath with Vsevolod because
he was still a minor at that time. He would have been
included in the oath that his father had made on behalf
of his sons. If this reasoning is correct, Vsevolod
was probably not stating that the Rostislavichi were
accomplices in the hanging of only two Igorevichi, but
rather, that only two of the princes hanged had a special
relationship with him. They were not only members
of the Ol’govichi dynasty but they were his ‘brothers’
because, by swearing on the Holy Cross, they had also
formed moral and political relationships with him.

Most chronicles represent the youngest and the
least trustworthy chronicle information. According to
them “three [gorevichi, Roman with his brothers” were
hanged [35]. These are the only sources that identify
Roman’s companions as his brothers. Since, as we
know, Svyatoslav was Roman’s genealogical brother,
this suggests that Rostislav also had the same father.
As, however, the more reliable older chronicles do
not recognize Rostislav as Roman’s brother, the claim
that he was Roman’s brother is questionable. Indeed,
assuming, as the Novgorod chronicler intimated, that
Rostislav did not belong to the same generation as
the other two, who was Rostislav?

We know the following information about the
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prince for certain. Since Daniil’s army besieged only
the towns of the most important Igorevichi, namely,
Vladimir, Roman, and Svyatoslav, this implies that
Rostislav was a minor political figure. Also, since
as was the custom, the chronicles list the princes
who were hanged in the order of political seniority,
Rostislav was the least important. What is more,
because he was not given a domain in 1210, he was
of lesser importance than Vladimir’s son Izyaslav.
Since he was not in command of a town, this suggests
that he most likely lived with his father who was an
Igorevich. Finally, as the Galician boyars believed
that he deserved execution, we may assume that he
had antagonized them in a manner similar to that of
Roman and Svyatoslav.

Circumstantial evidence corroborates the evidence
of most chronicles that Rostislav was an Igorevich.
Accordingtotheavailable written evidence only princes
of'the Igorevichi dynasty ruled in Galicia. Furthermore,
as we have seen, under 1210 the chroniclers listed
only five Igorevichi: the three brothers and Vladimir’s
two sons. Circumstantial evidence suggests, however,
that this was an incomplete list of Igorevichi. The
chronicler named only those who ruled domains and
Vsevolod, who was assigned a diplomatic mission to
Hungary. According to one source, as we shall see,
Roman and Svyatoslav were executed with their entire
families which, presumably, included sons. We may
assume that the chronicler did not name any junior
Igorevichi because they were still minors.

Whose son was Rostislav, and if he was not yet
politically active why did the Galician boyars execute
him? As we have seen, the Hungarians besieged three
towns. First they captured Peremyshl’ where they took
Svyatoslav captive with his family. If he had a son
or sons, in the opinion of the chronicler no one was
important enough to be identified by name. Soon after,
Vladimir fled from Galich with his son Izyaslav. No
other prince is reported as accompanying them. In light
of this information we may conclude that Rostislav
was neither Svyatoslav nor Vladimir’s son.

According to this process of elimination it would
seem that Rostislav was Roman’s son. When Daniil’s
troops were besieging Zvenigorod, Izyaslav came to
Roman’s assistance with the Polovtsy who routed the
attackers. During the Iull in the hostilities Roman
rode out of the town to seek aid from the princes in
Rus’. According to custom, he would have placed the
town under the command of a lieutenant during his
absence. Roman’s eldest son, although still a minor,
was the logical candidate for the role of commander-
in-chief while an experienced veteran boyar served as
the acting commander [36]. Roman’s son in question,
in our view, must have been Rostislav. Daniil’s troops
would have taken him captive after Zvenigorod fell.
The hostile Galician boyars undoubtedly executed
him because he had commanded the defence of a
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town against them just as his father Roman and his
uncle Svyatoslav had done. Just the same, we lack
sufficient data to ascertain indisputably Rostislav’s
full identity.

The hostile Galician boyars expressed extreme
arrogance in avenging themselves on Igor’s sons
by executing them. Such conduct was the ultimate
crime against the princely office. According to a late
chronicle, the pro-Daniil Galician boyars wished to
eradicate the Igorevichi as a dynasty by executing
Roman and Svyatoslav with their families [37]. They
almost succeeded. After losing Galicia the Igorevichi
in effect died out as a dynasty and ceased being an
important political power. They were reduced to one
family, that of Vladimir. After escaping from Galicia,
he and his son Izyaslav returned to their domains
in the Posem’e region. In the 1230s Izyaslav would
continue to participate in the political life of Rus’
as an ally of Mikhail Vsevolodovich. The sources,
however, never mention Vladimir again.

* %k ok

In conclusion let us make the following observations.
The Galicians invited the Igorevichi of the cadet branch
of Ol’govichi to be their princes as a compromise after
their first choice, Daniil Romanovich, fled from Galich
before an attacking army. Consequently, the Igorevichi
were not the preferred princes but were thrust upon the
Galicians, so to speak, by the need for military defence
in a time of crisis. Nevertheless, it is noteworthy that
the Galicians did not invite just one Igorevich to replace
Daniil but welcomed all three brothers. This suggests that
the Galicians wished to transplant the entire Igorevichi
family to their lands. The brothers were a logical choice
because they were the most direct surviving descendents
of Yaroslav Osmomysl, the last major prince of the
extinct dynasty of Galich. To increase the defensive
potential of the Galician lands the Galicians had them
rule the three most important towns in the principality.
They evidently hoped that such an arrangement would
create greater political stability than a single prince
ruling only Galich could ensure.

Although the Igorevichi abandoned their
patrimonial domains to assume possession of the
domains in Galicia, they neither renounced their
right to the possession of their patrimonial towns in
the Posem’e region nor severed their dynastic ties
and political allegiances to the senior prince of the
Ol’govichi. The first is testified to by the information
that Vsevolod Chermnyy allowed them to return from
Galicia to their domains in the Posem’e region. The
second is confirmed by the news that in 1207 Vladimir
assisted Vsevolod in his campaign against Ryurik,
and that in 1211, when Zvenigorod was under siege,
Roman set out to obtain reinforcements from Vsevolod
in Kiev. Finally, the strongest evidence in support
of the argument that the Igorevichi remained loyal

Ol’govichi under the authority of their senior prince
Vsevolod Chermnyy was the evidence that, in 1212,
he claimed that the Igorevichi were his ‘brothers’ at
the time of their execution in Galich.

Unfortunately for the Igorevichi, their main rival
Daniil had faithful backing from a powerful faction
of Galician boyars and from the king of Hungary. The
latter was opposed to the Igorevichi rule in Galicia and
invited two minor princes, Yaroslav of Pereyaslavl’
and Rostislav Ryurikovich, to rule Galich as stopgap
measures. Yaroslav was not a serious claimant because
his father Vsevolod Bol’shoe Gnezdo of Suzdalia showed
no interest in appropriating Galicia. Rostislav became
an insignificant candidate soon after his appointment to
Galich because he lost the backing of his father Ryurik
who died as prince of Kiev. As the king’s appointees
each was evidently expected to rule Galich only until
Andrew II considered it to be opportune to place his
ward Daniil on the throne of Galich.

The news that the hostile Galician boyars had to
seek help from Andrew II suggests that the Igorevichi
had considerable success inundermining their military
might and in reducing their numbers. Nevertheless, in
addition to local boyar opposition to their rule it could
be argued that the Igorevichi were their own worst
enemies. First, they provoked the Mstislavichi of
Volyn’. They attempted to seize control of Vladimir,
the hereditary domain of the Romanovichi. They
therewith sought to assert their authority over a town
that belonged to another dynasty. Their aggression
forced the Romanovichi to seek safety with the Poles
and the Hungarians who rose to their defence. The
Igorevichi attack on Vladimir also antagonized the
other princely families of Mstislavichi in Volyn’ by
making them fear for the safety of their domains. In
the end the Igorevichi not only lost Vladimir to the
Mstislavichi but the Poles also captured Svyatoslav
whom the Igorevichi had appointed to rule the town.
Second, instead of living at peace with one another
in the face of opposition from hostile boyars and
foreign rules, Roman and Vladimir quarreled. On
the one hand, the rift between them undermined
their military effectiveness by reducing the number
of Igorevichi in Galicia. On the other hand, it fueled
the determination of the anti-Igorevichi faction to
evict them. Third, in consolidating their authority
the Igorevichi resorted to using extreme measures
even to the extent of executing enemy boyars. These
measures compelled survivours of the latter faction
to ask Andrew II to help them to evict the Igorevichi
and to install Daniil as their prince.

Finally, of the three princes who were hanged,
namely, Roman, Svyatoslav, and Rostislav, the latter
may have been Roman’s son. Moreover, by executing
two of the three Igorevichi families, the pro-Daniil
Galicians eliminated the threat of the Igorevichi
ever returning as a dynasty. Their removal made it
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possible for the king’s allied forces to reinstate the
youthful Daniil, to whom the Galicians had initially
pledged their allegiance in 1205 after his father’s
death. Ultimately, the five-year involvement of
Igor’s sons in the politically volatile principality of
Galicia proved to be a disaster. The only princely
survivors, Vladimir and his son Izyaslav, returned
to their patrimonial Posem’e region and gradually
disappeared into the mists of history.
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following the hangings in September, Vsevolod Chermnyy evicted
the Rostislavichi of Smolensk from their Kievan domains for
their alleged complicity with the Galicians in the execution of
the Igorevichi. The Rostislavichi sought help from Mstislav of
Novgorod, who attacked Vsevolod Chermnyy in Kiev in June
of 1212 (under the year 1214: Novgorodskaya pervaya letopis’
starshego i mladshego izvodov [abbreviated NPL], edited by A. N.
Nasonov [Moscow-Leningrad, 1950], pp. 53,251-252. Concerning
the correct date, see Berezhkov, Khronologiya, p. 257). Since the
September in question occurred before June of 1212, the latest
possible date for the hangings was the September of 1211. The
Igorevichi, as we have seen, had returned to Galicia sometime in
1210. Accordingly, the hanging’s occurred in 1211.

30. See V. T. Pashuto, who claims that only two princes were
hanged (Ocherki po istorii Galitsko-volynskoy Rusi [Moscow, 1950],
p- 198). According to another view Rostislav was named in error and
did not exist (Mayorov, Galitsko-Volynskaya Rus’, p. 392).

31. See, for example, Baumgarten, Génealogies, 1V, 48;
Perfecky, The Hypatian Codex, Table I; Makhnovets’, Litopys
rus 'kyi, p. 373.

32. Ipat., col. 727.

33. Gust., p. 332.

34. NPL, pp. 53, 251.

35. See, for example, Mosk., p. 108; L’vov, p. 147; Erm.,
p- 63.

36. According to chronicle evidence, a princeling who was
still a youth could be officially in charge of the defence of a town.
This was the case in 1238, when Vasil’ko, who was only twelve
years of age, ‘commanded’ the defence of Kozel’sk against the
Tatars (Ipat., cols. 780-781; Mosk., p. 130; Dimnik, The Dynasty
of Chernigov 1146-1246, pp. 345-346).

37. Nikon., p. 63.

Jimuix M. [ToBaneHHS KHA31BCHKOTO MpaBIIiHHS [ropeBudiB
(1206-1211 pp.)

Iicna emeui xu. [anuna Pomanosuua 3 Tanuua y 1206 p.
eanuvanu 3axauxkanu cunie leopsa Ceamociasuya KHA3106amu HAO
Humu. 3anpowenns pazom mpvox leopesuuie 0eMOHCMPY8ano ix
baxcants 6cmanosumu yetl KHA3I6CLKULL pio AK HO8Y OUHACMIIO
6 lanuui. Ha nuxo ona 6pamie, ¢pakyia eanuyvkux 060sp,
RIOMPUMAHA Y20PCOKUM KOPOTIeM, CIBOPUILA ONO3UYII0 NPABLIHHIO
leopesuuis i ycniwno ckunyna ix énady 1211 p.

Jlumurk M. CBepikeHne ¢ KHsDKecKoro crona Mropesudeit
(1206-1211 rr)

Ilocne beecmea uz I'anuua kn. JJanuuna Pomanosuua ¢ 1206
2. eanudane npuzeanu cvinogei Meops Ceamociaguua KHAICUMD
Hao Humu. Ilpuenacue emecme mpoux Heopeeuueii, onu mem
8bIpAsUNU dcelanue ozeecmu 6ecv Heopeé pod na npecmon
TI'anuua xax nogyio oumnacmuio. K mnecuacmvio 011 Opamves,
Gparkyus  canuykux  60sp, NOOOEPACUBAEMAS.  BEH2EPCKUM
Koponem, cozoana onnosuyuro npasienuro Meopesuueti u ¢ 1211
2. 000UNACH UX HUZTOINCEHUSL.

I 1O. Cmapoodyoues

MOHETBI 30J10TO# OP/IbI C TOPOJMILIA
«[JAPCKHH1 JIBOPEILI» (11O MATEPHAJIAM
UCCJIEJIOBAHMIA 2007-2008 I'T.)

Cmamws nocesiuyena HaxoOKam cepedPAHbIX U MEOHbIX MOHEN
3onomoui Opowr na copoouwe «llapckuii /[eopeyy, 6xooauezo 6
cocmas Touesckoco apxeonoecuueckoco komniekca (Kypckas
oonacmse, bBenoeckuii pation). B mexcme oaemca npoumenue
naonuceu u oam na momemax XIII 6., ux eec. ITomumo smozo
asmopom  8bICKA3bIBAIOMCA  NPEONONONCEHUS — OMHOCUMENbHO
NpUYUH U B6peMeHU NONAOAHUs HAXO00OK HA Meppumopuio
Kpenocmu, a maxce 0 603MONCHOU oame 2ubenu cpeoHe8eK08020
samka na p. Ilcén.

Komrieke  cpelHeBEKOBBIX — apXeoJIOTHYECKUX
MaMsTHUKOB, pacnojoxkeHHeli B 1,8 kM k CCB
ot ¢. ['oueBo Ha mpaBoOepexHO# Teppace p. [lcén,
coctout u3 ropomuma | («Kpyroit kypram») mu
ropoauma 2 («Llapckuit J{Bopeny), NpUMBIKaIOIIEro
K HuM cenuma 1 (mocaga), a Takke KypraHHOTO
U TPYHTOBOTO MOTHJBHUKOB. Bce mamsaTHUKH
KOMITJIEKCa B3aWMOCBS3aHBl M OTPAXalOT 3Tarlbl
Pa3BUTHA OJTHOTO MOCEJIEHUs B MEPHO C KOHIAa X B.
o pyoex XIV — XV BB. COCTaBISIOIINE KOMILICKC
9JI€MEHTHl yKa3bIBAlOT HA HaJlW4YHe B JTOM MeECTe
apesHepycckoro ropoga XI — XIV Bs.

B nmamHO#T paboTe TpEmCTaBICHBI MOHETHI
nocnennedt tpetu XIII B., oTuekaHeHHbIE B 3010TOU
Opze ' u oOHapyXeHHbIC PU MPOBEACHUH OXPaHHBIX
uccienoBanuii Ha roponuine «llapckuit JIBopen» B
nocnenHue roapl. [Ipw 3ToM HEOOXOIUMO OTMETHTH,
YTO 3TO TEpPBbIE HYMH3MAaTHYECKHE HAXOIKH ATOTO
nepuoza B [oueBo’.

[Ipu nccnenosannu ropoaumia B 2007 r. B macte 2
kBajpara M 5 packoma I (puc. 1) Obi1 0OHAPYKEH peIKHiA
THIT CepeOpsSIHOTO JPKYYMJICKOTO SIPMaKa, HMEIOLIEro
CIIelbl OTHSA Ha JIMIEBOM cropoHe [7, 11]. Monera B
XOpOILEl COXPAHHOCTH € YETKO YUTAEMBIMH HaITUCSMH:
Ha aBepce — «Kaan cripaBemmBbl-//it  Menry-Tumyp//
yekaH Kpeima//(Tamra moma bary)»; Ha peBepce — «Her
Oora kpome AJniaxa//eqMHOrO, HET eMy COTOBapH-//Ila.
665 Tom XWIKphI», 4TO COOTBETCTBYeT 1266/1267 rT.
(puc. 3, 2). Bec monertsI coctapmsier 1,99 .

IIo umerommMmcss AAHHBIM IO 30J0TOOPABIHCKON
nymusmaruke B cepenune XIII B., korga Opna Tosnbko
Hayana 000co0isIThed u3 MOHTONBCKOW HWMIIEPUH B
CaMOCTOSITETILHOE TOCYIapCTBO, MOHETHBIE CHUCTEMBI,
CyllecTBOBaBIIME B pasHeIXx ee uacTix (Hwknee
IToBommkee (OwBmass Bomxckas Bbomrapus), Xopesw,
KppiM), ObIIM 10OCTaTOYHO aBTOHOMHBI. MOHETHI,
UMEBIIMECS B OOpalleHUH Ha DTUX TEPPHUTOPHSIX,
WMENM pa3inyHble Ha3BaHUSA M Bec. B 9acTHOCTH, B

1. Arop BhIpakaet npusHatenabHOCTh B.I1. JleGeneny 3a mo-
MOILb B ONPEACIEHUN MOHET.

2. Mosners! Bropoii nonosuHs! XIII B. oTyekaHeHHbIe B 30I10-
Toit Opze BriepBble 0OHAPYKEHbI Ha aPXCOJOTHYECKUX TaMATHH-
kax Kypckoit obmactu.
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