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PRINCE SVYATOSLAV VSEVOLODOVICH
OF CHERNIGOY, «KKINGMAKER»
IN SUZDALIA (1174-1179)

Prince Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich of Chernigov (1164-1177)
had Monomashichi blood in him since his mother Maria was
Prince Vladimir Monomakh's granddaughter. The genealogical
bond between him and the Yur evichi dynasty of Suzdalia therefore
may have been a strong factor in influencing him to foster friendly
relations with them. Svyatoslav gave four Yur evichi sanctuary in
Chernigov and after Prince Andrey Bogolyubskiy s assassination
in 1174 he helped Mikhalko and after him Vsevolod, as the most
senior Yur’evich in the Monomashichi family in Suzdalia, to at-
tain control of Suzdalia. By backing their claims to the throne of
Viadimir on the Klyaz ’'ma Svyatoslav showed that he supported the
ladder system of princely succession, the system that Yaroslav the
Wise had advocated.
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On 29 June 1174 a number of Prince Andrey
Bogolyubskiys disgruntled boyars assassinated him in
his residence at Bogolyubovo. His body was taken to
Vladimir on the Klyaz’ma and laid to rest in the golden
domed Church of the Mother of God (Cathedral of the
Assumption) that he himself had built [1]. He was the
first prince of Suzdalia to be interred in Vladimir. His
father Yury Dolgorukiy, the progenitor of the Suzdalian
dynasty of Yur’evichi, had died as prince of Kiev and
was buried there. Andrey’s violent and untimely death
had an unprecedented consequence for Yury’s dynasty:
it initiated a succession crisis.

According to genealogical seniority, the two most
senior candidates for succession to Suzdalia were
Andrey’s brothers Mikhalko and Vsevolod. Next in line
were the sons of Andrey’s eldest brother Rostislav, these
were Mstislav and Yaropolk. At the time of Andrey’s
death all four princes were refugees in Chernigov as
the guests of Prince Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich. He had
offered them a safe haven after Yaroslav Izyaslavich
of Lutsk in Volhynia occupied Kiev. In 1168, when
Andrey’s alliance had attacked Mstislav Izyaslavich
in Kiev, the latter’s younger brother Yaroslav had been
his staunch supporter. To judge from the information
that the four princes of Suzdalia sought sanctuary with
Svyatoslav in 1173, it appears that Yaroslav, as prince of
Kiev, remained hostile to Andrey’s relatives and refused
to give them domains in the Kievan lands.

Since the four princes were Svyatoslav’s guests,
he took it upon himself to arrange the installation of
Andrey’s successor. According to V.N. Tatishchev,
Svyatoslav took the preliminary measure of persuading
the two uncles and their two nephews to pledge loyalty
to each other. After that, significantly, he made them
acknowledge the genealogically eldest, Mikhalko, as
their senior prince and, by implication, as Andrey’s
successor [2]. Although Tatishchev’s Istoriya must be

used with caution, its information agrees with subsequent
developments. The observation that Svyatoslav made
the princes acknowledge Mikhalko as their senior prince
shows that he believed Andrey’s successor should be
selected according to the traditional system of lateral
succession.

In the meantime the inhabitants of Suzdalia, fearing
that they might be attacked by the princes of Murom or
Ryazan’ while they had no prince decided to select a
prince. The towns of Rostov, Suzdal’, and Pereyaslavl’
Zalesskiy sent their delegates to Vladimir on the
Klyaz’ma for this purpose. They rejected Andrey’s
junior son Yury who was in Novgorod, and opposed
installing one of Andrey’s brothers. Rather, they asked
Gleb Rostislavich of Ryazan’ for assistance in making
their selection. They requested that he support them in
inviting Mstislav and Yaropolk, who were his brothers-
in-law (Gleb had married their sister), to assume rule in
Suzdalia [3]. The chronicler comments that in rejecting
Yury’s sons in favour of his grandsons, the townspeople
broke their pledges to Yury Dolgorukiy who had
directed that Andrey’s younger brothers should succeed
him. This was the order of succession to Kiev according
to genealogical seniority that Yaroslav the Wise had
advocated. It was the one that Yury Dolgorukiy had
championed for Kiev but also prescribed for his own
descendants in Suzdalia. Furthermore, it was the one
that Svyatoslav of Chernigov now advocated.

After the four Yur’evichi arrived in Suzdalia the
citizens of Rostov invited Yaropolk Rostislavich to
be their prince. They allowed Mikhalko Yur’evich to
occupy Vladimir on the Klyaz’'ma but not for long.
The brothers Yaropolk and Mstislav, accompanied by
troops from Rostov, Pereyaslavl’ Zalesskiy, Ryazan’,
and Murom attacked Mikhalko in Vladimir. During
the seven week siege that followed, the food supplies
of the town grew dangerously low. The citizens,
fearing starvation, reluctantly entreated him to flee to
Chernigov to seek military aid from Svyatoslav [4].
After Mikhalko departed the citizens of Vladimir were
pacified with those of the other Suzdalian towns and the
two Rostislavichi were welcomed as the new princes:
Mstislav occupied Rostov and Yaropolk occupied
Vladimir [5].

Meanwhile, while Svyatoslav was attempting
to arrange a peaceful succession in Suzdalia, he
encountered opposition at home from his cousin Oleg
Svyatoslavich and the Rostislavichi of Smolensk. Oleg
invited the Rostislavichi, his brothers-in-law, to help
him wage war against Svyatoslav in an attempt to
win additional territories from him. The time for Oleg
appeared to be opportune after the death of Svyatoslav’s
most powerful ally Andrey Bogolyubskiy. For the
Rostislavichi, Andrey’s death meant that the return to
Kiev of Roman their senior prince no longer depended
on Svyatoslav’s approval since his alliance with Andrey
had become defunct. Andrey’s death therefore spurred
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on the Rostislavichi to attack Svyatoslav in retribution
for his part in evicting them from Kiev in the previous
year. Thus, Oleg and his brothers besieged Starodub,
which belonged to Svyatoslav’s brother Yaroslav,
pillaged its environs, but failed to take the town.

While Oleg and his brothers were attacking
Yaroslav’s lands, the Rostislavichi and Yaroslav
Izyaslavich came from their Kievan domains to plunder
Svyatoslav’s towns of Lutava and Moroviysk. It is
noteworthy that Yaroslav Izyaslavich of Kiev joined
the Rostislavichi against Svyatoslav, presumably to
avenge himself against Svyatoslav who had plundered
his possessions in Kiev. Svyatoslav retaliated against
Oleg by setting fire to his town of Novgorod Severskiy
and by killing many of his troops [6]. It is useful to
note that whereas the Yur’evichi of Suzdalia were
working hand in glove with Svyatoslav of the senior
branch of Ol’govichi, the Rostislavichi of Smolensk
were allied to Oleg of the cadet branch of Ol’govichi.
Moreover, we see that the Mstislavichi of the Volyn’
line and of the Smolensk line united in attacking their
erstwhile enemy Svyatoslav. At the beginning of 1175
the Rostislavichi successfully reasserted their rule in
Kiev. We are told that Roman departed from Smolensk
to assist his brothers in their Kievan domains. Yaroslav
Izyaslavich sensibly vacated the capital and returned
to his patrimony of Lutsk despite, the chronicler
claims, the protests of the Rostislavichi who wanted
him to remain in Kiev. After Yaroslav departed Roman
reoccupied the vacant throne [7].

Meanwhile the people in Suzdalia discovered that
they had made a bad choice in selecting Mstislav and
Yaropolk as their princes. After they were installed in
their towns the two brothers fell under the sway of ava-
ricious advisers and used heavy-handed tactics to ac-
cumulate riches. In desperation the harassed citizens
sent envoys to Mikhalko requesting him to come and
be their prince [8]. Accordingly, on 21 May he set out
from Chernigov with his younger brother Vsevolod and
Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich’s troops. On reaching Mos-
cow they were joined by the militia of Vladimir on the
Klyaz’ma. Soon after they engaged the two Rostislavi-
chi in battle but, we are told, Mikhalko was so critically
ill that he had to command the fighting from his stretch-
er. Despite his infirmity, on 15 June the two Yur’evichi
were victorious forcing the vanquished brothers to flee.
Mstislav escaped to Novgorod [9], Yaropolk sought
safety in Ryazan’. After the Rostislavichi deserted the
battlefield Mikhalko and Vsevolod entered Vladimir on
the Klyaz’ma and Mikhalko sat on the throne therewith
assuming rule over Suzdalia [10].

Thus it is noteworthy that although Andrey Bo-
golyubskiy had expended much energy in manipulat-
ing the appointment of princes to Kiev, he lacked the
foresight to make arrangements for his own successor
in Suzdalia. Ironically, it fell to his former ally Svyato-
slav Vsevolodovich of Chernigov to secure his succes-
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sor’s rule in Vladimir. Accordingly, the two Yur’evichi
became indebted to the Ol’govich for helping them to
obtain control of their patrimonial domains in Suzdalia.
This debt would persuade them and their descendants to
pursue in the main amicable relations with the princes
of Chernigov in the future.

In the south, Roman faced a crisis in his own dy-
nasty so that his rule in Kiev was once again of short
duration. On this occasion a quarrel with his broth-
ers was his undoing. In May of 1176 the chronicler
reports that the Polovtsy raided towns along the Ros’
River in the Kievan lands [11]. Roman ordered his
brother Ryurik and his sons Yaropolk and Mstislav
to drive off the tribesmen. Roman’s brother David,
however, quarrelled with his brothers over some un-
explained issue and refused to go with them at first
but joined them at a later date. Evidently, however,
he came too late to offer any effective assistance.
As a result the nomads inflicted a humiliating defeat
on the Rostislavichi [12]. David’s quarrel prompted
Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich of Chernigov to challenge
Roman. He cited a clause of the agreement that Ro-
man had concluded with him after the former occu-
pied Kiev. It stated that if a prince committed an of-
fense (the nature of the offense is not specified) he
was to be deprived of his domain. According to Svya-
toslav, David’s offense deserved that punishment (it
has been suggested that refusing to join the campaign
when instructed to do so by Roman was David’s of-
fense) [13]. Roman, however, refused to impose such
a severe penalty on David. Svyatoslav treated this re-
fusal as a breach of their agreement and attacked.

Svyatoslav’s force consisted of Ol’govichi
contingents, the Chernye klobuki, and surprisingly, the
Kievans who were traditionally hostile to the Ol’govichi.
Alsonoteworthy isthe news that Mstislav Vladimirovich,
who had succeeded his father Vladimir Mstislavich to
Dorogobuzh in Volyn’, joined the attacking force. Even
though he was a Mstislavich he was also Svyatoslav’s
son-in-law. He evidently considered the latter
relationship to be of greater importance. Accordingly,
Svyatoslav ordered Mstislav to break off his alliance
with his cousins the Rostislavichi [ 14] At Vitichev, where
Svyatoslav crossed the Dnepr with his troops, Kievans
joined him and informed him that Roman had fled to
Belgorod. Consequently, on 22 July Svyatoslav occupied
Kiev temporarily because later, when Roman’s brother
Mstislav arrived with reinforcements, he withdrew to
Chernigov. Before departing from Kiev, however, he
sent for the Polovtsy who attacked Torchesk and took
many captives. According to the chronicler, it was the
merciless intervention of the nomads that allegedly
prompted the Rostislavichi to finally surrender Kiev to
Svyatoslav. We are told that they ceded control of the
capital to prevent inflicting further bloodshed on the
Christians of Rus’ [15].

Nevertheless, there may have been another reason
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why Roman surrendered control of Kiev without a
fight. On 20 June, a month before Svyatoslav occupied
Kiev, Mikhalko Yur’evich of Vladimir on the Klyaz’ma
died. He was buried in the golden domed Church of
the Mother of God that had been built by his brother
Andrey Bogolyubskiy, and where the latter was also
buried. The citizens of Vladimir, remembering their
pledge to Yury Dolgorukiy that they would install his
sons as princes of Vladimir, kissed the Holy Cross to
Mikhalko’s only surviving brother Vsevolod Yur’evich.
They installed him on the throne of his father. Soon
after, however, he was challenged by his nephew
Mstislav Rostislavich whom the citizens of Rostov had
invited from Novgorod to come and be their prince.
Vsevolod, the chronicler notes, sought to avoid war
by proposing that Mstislav rule Rostov, that he rule
Vladimir, and that the citizens of Suzdal’ be allowed
to choose whichever of the two princes they preferred
to rule them. Mstislav, however, wished to be the sole
ruler and refused to accept a compromise. Therefore
he attacked. On 27 June 1176 Vsevolod, who became
known as ‘Big Nest’ (Bol’shoe Gnezdo) because of
his many offspring, defeated Mstislav [16]. He fled
to Novgorod but its citizens rejected him because he
had deserted them. He therefore sought sanctuary with
his brother-in-law Gleb in Ryazan’ [17]. Svyatoslav of
Chernigov, who had given Vsevolod safe haven in the
past, formed an alliance with him. Accordingly, their
combined military force became the most powerful
in the land. Svyatoslav’s alliance with the new senior
prince of the entire House of Monomakh would have
been a strong incentive for Roman Rostislavich to cede
control of Kiev to him.

As Svyatoslav’s ally, Vsevolod Bol’shoe Gnezdo
wanted to follow up his victory over Mstislav
Rostislavich by eliminating once and for all the two
Rostislavichi because they were rival candidates
for Suzdalia. He assembled troops from Rostov and
Suzdal’ and marched against Gleb Rostislavich of
Ryazan’ who was sheltering Mstislav and Yaropolk.
Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich sent reinforcements from
Kiev and Vsevolod’s nephew Vladimir Glebovich of
Pereyaslavl’ also brought troops. On reaching Kolomna
Vsevolod was informed that Gleb and the Polovtsy,
having come by another route, were pillaging his lands,
slaughtering his people, and desecrating churches
around Vladimir. He therefore hastened back to defend
his domain. He confronted the raiders on 7 March
1177, routed them, and took Gleb, his son Roman, and
Mstislav Rostislavich captive [18]. When he brought
them to Vladimir its citizens demanded that he blind
the princes. Vsevolod however refused to maim the
captives but, instead, incarcerated them in a pit. After
that he also commanded the people of Ryazan’ to hand
over Yaropolk Rostislavich whom he threw into the pit
with his brother.

Mstislav Rostislavich, with his sister the wife of

Gleb Rostislavich, appealed to Svyatoslav in Kiev to
intercede on behalf of the captives. Taking seriously
his moral responsibility of prince of Kiev as mediator,
Svyatoslav sent two prelates to intercede with Vsevolod
Bolshoe Gnezdo. Instead of requesting that Vsevolod
release Gleb and allow him to return to Ryazan’ where
he could continue to wage war on Vsevolod, Svyatoslav
asked Vsevolod to dispatch the captive to Rus’ where
Svyatoslav would grant him a domain. Gleb however
refused to live in Rus’ and on 30 June died in the pit.
Roman, hisson, however, pledged allegiance to Vsevolod
who allowed him to return to Ryazan’. Vsevolod was
not as generous to his two Rostislavichi nephews. The
townspeople of Vladimir were adamant that the brothers
be blinded. Unable to pacify the mob, Vsevolod had
Mstislav and Yaropolk blinded and expelled them from
Suzdalia. They travelled to Smolensk. There, we are
told, they miraculously regained their sight at the Church
of St Gleb on Smyadyn’ hill [19]. From Smolensk they
proceeded north to Novgorod where the townspeople
made Mstislav their prince and to Yaropolk they gave
Torzhok. To their cousin and ally Yaroslav Mstislavich
they gave Volok Lamskiy [20].

Mstislav’s reign was short-lived. On 20 April 1178
he died and was buried in the Cathedral of St Sophia. The
Novgorodians replaced him with his brother Yaropolk.
Vsevolod, however, objected to the appointment. He
ordered the Novgorodians to evict Yaropolk and to
pledge allegiance to him. They, however, rejected his
overlordship. In retaliation he pillaged their lands and
razed Volok Lamskiy. The Novgorodians therefore
invited Roman Rostislavich of Smolensk to replace
Yaropolk. He arrived on 18 February of the following
year [21]. Thus we see that Vsevolod, in imitation of his
brother Andrey Bogolyubskiy, attempted to assert his
overlordship over Novgorod. Unhappy with his rule, the
townspeople invited Roman Rostislavich whose policies
were acceptable to them. Contrary to their customary
practice of asking the most powerful prince in the land,
usually the prince of Kiev, to send them a prince, they
did not invite Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich an Ol’govich
to send his lieutenant. Instead, they continued to favour
the princes from the House of Monomakh. Their choice
evidently did not antagonize Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich
against the Monomashichi and Vsevolod.

This is confirmed by the news that in the following
year, 1179, Vsevolod Bolshoe Gnezdo buttressed his
political alliance with Svyatoslav of Kiev with two
marriage alliances. He invited Svyatoslav’s eldest
son Vladimir to Suzdalia and gave him his niece, the
daughter of Mikhalko, as wife [22]. This marriage
alliance would bind Vladimir closer to the prince
of Suzdalia, and Vsevolod could call upon him for
military assistance. On 8 November 1179 Vsevolod’s
nephew Vladimir Glebovich of Pereyaslavl’ married the
daughter of Svyatoslav’s younger brother Yaroslav of
Chernigov [23]. The match was important for Vladimir
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because Yaroslav’s principality was contiguous to
his. Consequently, it was expected that their family
bond would help them to cooperate in defending their
domains against the Polovtsy.

The chronicler reports that in 1179 Maria, the
mother of Svyatoslav Vsevolodovich, died and was
buried in the Church of St Cyril in the Kievan suburb
of Dorogozhichi [24]. The willingness of the Kievans
to permit a member of the hated Ol’govichi family of
Chernigov to be interred in Kiev, albeit in a suburb,
was most unusual [25]. Significantly, she was not an
Ol’govich by birth but a Monomashich who had mar-
ried Vsevolod Ol’govich of the O’govichi. To be sure,
at her death Maria was the genealogically eldest mem-
ber of the House of Monomakh. She was Monomakh’s
granddaughter and the last surviving child of Mstislav
Vladimirovich [26]. She was an aunt to the Izyaslavi-
chi of Volyn’; she was an aunt to the Rostislavichi of
Smolensk; and she was an aunt to the Vladimirovichi
of Dorogobuzh. Moreover, she was senior to Vsevolod
Bolshoe Gnezdo as his eldest first cousin. Consequently,
there is good reason to believe that her dynastic creden-
tials persuaded the Kievans to make an exception in her
case and allow Svyatoslav to bury his mother in a Ki-
evan monastery. What is more, the family bond between
Svyatoslav and the Yur’evichi of Suzdalia was undoubt-
edly a factor in motivating him to pursue friendly rela-
tions with his Monomashichi relatives.

In conclusion, we have seen that Svyatoslav Vsevo-
lodovich of Chernigov had Monomashichi blood in
him. Consequently, the genealogical bond between
him and the Yur’evichi of Suzdalia may have been a
strong factor in influencing him to foster friendly rela-
tions with them. He gave the four Yur’evichi sanctuary
in Chernigov when they were refugees from Suzda-
lia. After Andrey’s assassination he helped Mikhalko
and after him Vsevolod to obtain control of Suzdalia.
By backing their claims to the throne of Vladimir on
the Klyaz’ma he demonstrated that he supported the
ladder system of succession, the system advocated by
Yaroslav the Wise. After Svyatoslav helped Vsevolod
Bolshoe Gnezdo to consolidate his rule in Suzdalia, the
two princes formed a political alliance and strength-
ened it with marriage ties.
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Hacie008aHus, ycmaunogienHol ku. Apociasom Myopuim.

Knrwoueewvie cnosa: Ceasmocnag Bcegonooosuu, IOpvesuuu,
Monomawuyu, Braoumupo-Cyzoanbckasn 3emis.
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AJI. Cokynbcokuii

TPU3YH — KH?DKI/Iﬁ KJIMY PIOPUKOBUYIB
ITEPB KHIBCBKOI PYCI: BUHUKHEHHS],
EBOJIIOIISA, SHAYEHHSA

Jeporcasnuii eepd Yrpainu — Tpuzyb — epagiuno cumeonizye
mpucymms, 300padiceHe HA 207108aX /€66 3010Moi NeKmopaii
31 cKighcokoeo Kypeany opyeoi nonosunu IV cm. oo P. Xp. Tpuszy6
MaKooic Mie eBONOYIOHY8amuU 3i CKAHOUHABCLKUX OYKE PYHIUHO2O
anghagimy, 060x «r» I OOHIEl «a» NOCEpeOuni, W0 O3HAYANO
npubnusno « PAP». Bci 6idomi doci cumeonu Tpuzyba 3aceiouyroms,
Wo 6iH eoNYIOHYBA8 HA YKPAIHCOKUX 3eMIAX i 0)8 KHAMCUM
Kauyem, a nisHiwe — cepoom Kuiscvkoi Pyci.

Knrwwuoei cnosa: Tpusy6, pynu, cxigu, 2epd, mpucymms.

[{ono BUHUKHEHHSI, €BOJIOMIT 1 3HaYeHHs1 Tpu3yoa
SIK CHMBOJIy AEp’KaBHOI BJajIy, BIHCHKOBOI eMOieMu
YM [EPKOBHOTO TepaIbAMYHOTO 3HAKY, MOHOTPaMHU,
TFE€OMETPUYHOTO OpHAMEHTy Haraaye, Ha MNepHIMN
MOV, TIOENHAHHS JBOX CKAaHIWHABCHKUX PYH «R»,
IO MEPENaloTh 3ByK «I», a TOCEPEAHHI — PYHY «A»,
mo Bursaano sk «REA». Take cmomydenHs mano 6
nepenaBatu cioBo «PAPy». Ilpore pi3Hi aBTOpW mifI
TpHu3yOOoM BOadaiy popMy TaBpa, IK CHMBOJY BIACHOCTI,
a JIesKi MOPiBHIOBANH iX 3 SIKOPSIMH — CHMBOJIAMH BipH B
CIIaciHHS TOIIIO.

[lepeuncnenni TeoperuuHi mobOynosu Tpusyda
JNOCTIDKyBalla 3HayHa  IIEPeHra  HayKOBI[IB  —
M. TIpymescekuii, 1. ['ypxiit, B. MomzaneBcrkui,
I Hapoyr, O. Ilacrepnak, I. CKOTHHCBHKUH,

B. Ciunncekuii, M. Minnep, M. Anapycsk, b. Pubakos
ta iH. [4, 3257]. OmHak 7J0cCi >KOAHA 13 TeOpid i
BEpCiil HE Ja€ OCTaTOYHUX MOSCHEHb. AJie, MOIpPH BCi
npoOiemu aemrpyBaHHS CKIaJHOTO TepaibIHYHOTO
3HaKy, HOr0 CKaHJUHABCHKE MOXOMKEHHS, 1, MOXKIIUBO,
JUHACTHYHE, HE BUKJIMKAJIO CYMHIBIB B YKPaiHCBKHX
JMOCTITHUKIB [5, 60—62].

[Tepuri kommo3uiiiHi 03Haku Tpusy0a, 3a HAIIOK
BEpCi€lo, 3HAXOAMMO Ha KIEHHOAI HapchKoi Biagu
— 3050Till mexTopani (miamemi) 3 kyprany Toscra
Morwuia, po3KonaHoro apxeojoroM i noerom bopucom
MozoneBcekuM v 1972 p. daxiBii JaTyiOTh IO
KypraiHy INamMm ATKy JApYror MoyoBHHOIO IV cT. 1o
P. Xp. Kinni mekropaii 3aBepHIyloThCcs 00’ €MHHMU

TOJIOBKAMHU JICBIB, IO CIYryBajiW 3aMHUKAJIbHUM
OPUCTPOEM. 3BepXy, B CTWII BHCOKOXYHOXXHBOT
rpadikd, BOHH  OpPHAMEHTOBaHI  300MOP(HHHM

penbedom, 3podnennm rpadiuanm pizuem. Kommoszuiis
rpadivHIX MaTIOHKIB Y BUrIsAAl Tpu3yOa TppoxuieHa.
TpucyTTs MOBOUM 3pOCTa€ MOMiX JBOX KYIIiB KOBUJIH.
Tpu3y0 yTBOPIOIOTH J1Ba OOKOBI MENIOCTKH TIOJNbIIaHA
CTEMOBOTO 3 MEHTPAIbHUM IPOPOCITHM CTPHIKHEM.
Kommo3uiiiiinuii MagtOHOK BPIBHOBAXXCHHH BMIJIOO
PYKOIO TOpEBTa B IIPOCTOpI 1 yaci [6, 76].

[IpounTaHHs OCHOBHOTO 3MICTy TIe€palbAUIHOTO
CUMBOJIY Ha CKi()ChKOMY 30JI0Ti HaJ3BUYAHHO BayKIIMBE
11e i ToMY, IO BOHO TIepeae ysBICHHS MPo CKipchKuid
CBIT, OTOTO)XHEHHH 4epe3 TPHCYTTS (TpU sIpycH
nekropali, Tpu3yOu Ha TOJIOBKAX JIEBIB) peaTiCTAIHUMHA
1 TOCTUYHMMH 3aC00aMU CUHOHIMIYHHMX TEKCTIB
XyIOKHBO-OCMHUCJIEHUX 00pa3iB. [IBi ronoBku JeBiB
3aMHKaIld MICSIIEBUIHY JiaJileMy — BiJ3HaKy [apchKol
BJIaJIM, MOKIIBO, BOJIOJApsl TPhOX CKiCHKUX LAPCTB,
aki B amoreid po3BuTKy CremoBoi Ckidii 3aiimamu
JOMiHyIOoue cTaHoBuUILE cepen IwieMed [liBHiUHOTO
IIpugopraomop’s. CyTHICTE TPHOX MEKTOPATEHUX
ApycCiB (TPUACHHE) CUMBOJIi3yBaj0 TPUCYTTS 3€MHOTO,
peanbHOro, MOTOHOIYHOTO KUTTSA. ABTOP JIOCIIIHKEHHS
naM’siTku b, Mo30J€eBChKHM CXUIISIBCA 10 IOYMKH,
0 JaHWuil CKIimeTp BJIaJd MIr HaJeKaTH [apro
Arero [6, 230-232].

VY modaTKOBOMY e€moci Ha YKpaiHCBKHX TepeHax
(cxio-capmarcbka 100a) HaBAKIIUBIIT BIUTHBY UITUTH
3 OpienTy uyepe3 capmariB, xo3apiB, apadiB, mepciB
[3, 98]. HacTynHOO apXeonoriyHor 3HaXiJIKO, MiCIs
CKHTCHKOI ITeKTOpaTi, 3HaX1Tku TpHuaeHca BiTHOCATHCS
o I ct. mo P. Xp. Leii Tpuaenc HaitiMmoBipHie OyB
3HAKOM BJIaJIM, CHMBOJIOM INUIEMEHI, SIKE Mi3HIIIE CTaJIO
CKJIaJJOBOIO YKpaiHChKOTrO eTHoCy. BrumuB CkananHaBii
MO3HAYMBCSI Ha EBOJIONII YKpaiHChKOI Jep:KaBHOCTI,
opraHizamii BiiCEKOBOi cHpaBH. 3BiATH MpHiIDIa
BJaJlHA JTUHACTiS PropukoBuuiB i Oyna opraHizoBaHa
JIaBHBOPYChKa JEepKaBHICTh, fAKa IM3HIMIE TpHI0aE
Ha3By KuiBcbka Pyce. OTxe, BuagHa enita, JepKaBHA
opraizamisi, iM’s JIep)KaBH EBOIOIMIOHYBAIH IIiJT
BIUIMBOM CKaHIWHABCHKUX YWHHHKIB. CIOBOM pycH,
pych (B OIHUHI) HOBrOpPOACHKI CJIOBEHHM Ha3UBAJIU
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