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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL VERSION AND INTERPRETATION
OF PEREYASLAV LAND HISTORY IN THE SECOND HALF
OF THE 13™ - THE FIRST HALF OF THE 16™ CENTURY

The history of the Pereyaslav principality during the Kyivan Rus' period
was fruitfully and thoroughly studied in the past and is being researched now
by historians and archaeologists. The nearness of this historic land to the Kyiv
gave rise to the attention of the Kyivan dukes, who elevated their sons in the
Pereyaslav. And this, on the other hand, did not stimulate the creation of the
local princely dynasty. And shortly (at the time of the struggle of the empires of
the Golden Horde and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania for the Rus’ lands and
heritage) the absence of the local princely dynasty did not contribute to the
preservation of a separate political and administrative unit. Since then, the
Pereyaslav land had become a part of Kyiv land and, in this regard, is being
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studied by scientists. If a lot of archaeological and chronicle sources from the
Rus’ times preserved, but in the subsequent period, from the time of Pereyaslav
land entry into the Golden Horde Empire (1240), their representativeness
decreases sharply. In this regard, more problematic for historians was the
“Lithuanian age” in the history of Pereyaslav land because of the minimal
preservation of sources, both archaeological and written. Consequently, our
research will allow answering several issues that remain unclear in the
historiography of Pereyaslav land in the Tatar and Lithuanian times (second
half of the 13. century - 1560ies). The main task is to study in what forms
lasted life on the territory of Pereyaslav land, because of the absence of the
comprehensive study on this topic.

The object of the research. This study deal with the political and social and
economic history of Pereyaslav Land in the second half of the 13. century -
1560-ies years.

The subject of the study consists in an attempt to analyze sources and
facts concerning the matter, that Pereyaslav Land since the Mongol conquest
has continued to exist within the new territorial unit of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania - Kyiv Land.

Therefore, the article aims to study issues concerning the continuation of
Pereyaslav Land's political and social and economic history in the second half
of the 13. century — 1560-ies.

To achieve the tasks set out in the work, we turned to the historical
methods of analysis and synthesis, the empirical method, comparative analysis,
and documentary analysis. The latter one is actively used during working with
sources of Lithuanian metrica.

Keywords: Pereyaslav Land, Pereyaslav Principality, the Golden Horde,
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, historiography, historical artefacts.
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ICTOPIOTPA®IYHI BEPCIi TA IHTEPIIPETALII ICTOPII
MEPESICJIABCBKOI 3EMJII
Yy IPYTIH MOJIOBUHI XIII - MEPILIIN [TIOJIOBUHI XVI cT.

IIpo nepiod icmopii Ilepescaascbkozo kHsa3ziecmea 8 yacu Kuiscokoi Pyci
30epez/10csl YUMAA0 ApXeo102IYHUX md JAiMONUcHUX dxcepes, wo 003804U10
docaidHukam 8idHOCHO Kom@PopmHo susHamu icmopiro IlepesicaasujuHu. [Jbo-
20 He MOJXCHA ckasamu npo HacmynHull nepiod icmopii, 8id0 uacy exodiceHHs
Ilepesicaasa do ckaady imnepii 3on0moi Opdu (1240 p.). l]e 6iabw npobae-
MamuvHuUM 045 icmopukie cmae nepiod "aumoecvkoi dobu” e icmopii I[lepesic-
sascvkoi 3emai. Taka cumyayis ckaaaacss He momy, wo ybvomy nepiody 6pa-
Ky8a./0 00cAiOHUYbKOI y8azu, a 8HACAIDOK MIHIMAIbHOT 36epesceHocmi dxce-
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pes: Ik apxeo/no02iyHuUX, mak i nucemuux. Came ye i 3ymMo8uU/10 AaKMya1bHICMb
obpaHoi memu, adce 30cepediceHHsi docaidHuYbkoi yeazu do3sorums damu
8i0nosidi Ha HU3KY NUMAHb, AKI 3a1UWAOMbCS He3'1co8aHUMU 8 icmopiozpa-
¢ii llepesicaascvkoi 3emai 8 mamapcbKi ma AUMoBChKi uacu (0pyza nososuHa
XIII - 60-mi poku XVI cm.). ['0108HUM 00CAIOHUYbKUM 3A80AHHAM € 8i0n08idb
HA NUMAHHS, Y IKUX opMax npodosxrcysanocs iumms Ha mepumopii [lepe-
scaascbkoi 3emal, adxce HA cb0200HI 8I0CYMHE KomnsjekcHe 00CAI0HCEeHHS
3 yiei memu.

/JlaHe docaidiiceHHs npucess4eHo NUMAHHAM noAimuyvHoi ma coyianbHo-
ekoHomivHoI icmopii [lepesicaascokoi 3emai y dpyeiti noaosuri XIII - 60-x po-
kie XVIcm. Y pamkax yiei npobaemu 6ydymv npoaHanizoeaHi dxcepesna ma
¢axmu mozo, ujo llepesicaascvka 3ems 8i0 4acy MOH20.1bCbKO20 3A80H08AHHS
npodosxcuaa icHysamu 8 mexcax Hosoi mepumopiansHo-admiHicmpamugHoi
oduHuyi Besaukozo kHs3iecmea Jlumoecvkozo — Kuiscbkoi 3emai.

Bidmak memoto cmammi € 00cAi0HceHHs KoMnaekcy numaHs mszaocmi
noaimu4Hoi ma coyia/ibHo ekoHoMiYHOI icmopii [lepesicaagcokoi 3emai y opy-
2iti nososuni XIII - 60-x pokie XVI cm.

Kamwwuosi caoea: Ilepescaascoka 3emas, llepescaascbke KHA3I8CMBO,
3os10ma Opda, Beauke kHsA3iecmeo Jlumoscvke, icmopiozpadhis, icmopuyHi
apmegakmu.

The history of the Pereyaslav principality during the Kyivan Rus' period was
fruitfully and thoroughly studied in the past and is being researched now by
historians and archaeologists. The nearness of this historic land to the Kyiv
gave rise to the attention of the Kyivan dukes, who elevated their sons in the
Pereyaslav. And this, on the other hand, did not stimulate the creation of the local
princely dynasty. And shortly (at the time of the struggle of the empires of the
Golden Horde and the Grand Duchy of Lithuania for the Rus’ lands and heritage)
the absence of the local princely dynasty did not contribute to the preservation of
a separate political and administrative unit. Since then, the Pereyaslav land had
become a part of Kyiv land and, in this regard, is being studied by scientists. If a
lot of archaeological and chronicle sources from the Rus’ times preserved, but in
the subsequent period, from the time of Pereyaslav land entry into the Golden
Horde Empire (1240), their representativeness decreases sharply. In this regard,
more problematic for historians was the "Lithuanian age" in the history of
Pereyaslav land because of the minimal preservation of sources, both archaeo-
logical and written. Consequently, our research will allow answering several
issues that remain unclear in the historiography of Pereyaslav land in the Tatar
and Lithuanian times (second half of the 13. century — 1560ies). The main task is
to study in what forms lasted life on the territory of Pereyaslav land, because of
the absence of the comprehensive study on this topic.

There are many artefacts and chronicle about Rus’ times of Pereyaslav land
was preserved, which allowed relatively comfortably to study and write the
history of this principality. What cannot be said about the next period, from the
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time when Pereyaslav land entered the Golden Horde empire (1240). However,
even more, problematic for historians was the period of so-called "Lithuanian
times" in the history of Pereyaslav land. This situation is caused not because this
period was lacking research attention, but because of the minimal preservation of
sources, both archaeological and written.

The poverty of the sources caused the corresponding trends in the histo-
riography of the Pereyaslav land of the Lithuanian times. The chronicles of the
after Rus’ times dispose of even fragmentary mentions or reports about the
political or any other life of Pereyaslav and its districts in the 14. -15. centuries.
Only in the 19. century, the aggregate data (statistically, in the form of notes and
reports) created by the amateur of antiquities were gaining popularity. The most
valuable in these studies is the actual material or data grouped from the various
sources about some areas of Ukraine. So, "Zapiski o Poltavskoy gubernii, sostav-
lennye v 1846" ("Notes") of N. Arandarenko is getting attention. «Notes» presented
as a brief description of the "Pereyaslav district” (Arandarenko, 1852: 359-434)
with the traditional for such historical research, topographical data, description of
the industry, population and other materials. Describing the Pereyaslav N. Aran-
darenko mentioned the citadel of the upper town, which transformed into a castle
during the Lithuanian period (Arandarenko, 1852: 372). Thus, here is a version of
the existence of Lithuanian power in the city.

The "Notes" ' author also presents an interesting fact of the life and economic
activity continuation of the one village, ruined by Mongols in 1239. It is about a
small town, Zaruby, which was destroyed in 1239. However, part of the inhabi-
tants, fleeing from death, managed to cross on the right bank of the river Dnipro.
There, opposite the ruined Zaruby they founded a new settlement Zarubantsi
(Arandarenko, 1852: 399). Thus, the life after the destruction of Pereyaslav land
had continued and acquired new forms already in the Lithuanian times. N. Aran-
darenko noted that at the beginning of the 14. century Pereyaslav belonged to the
Grand Duke loan Kalita, son of Olexander Nevsky. In 1320, the Lithuanian duke
Gedimin defeated Pereyaslav duke Oleg, who, in an alliance with the Kyivan duke
Stanislav, arrayed against the Lithuanians (Arandarenko, 1852: 400-401)%.
Another important fact for our study is the date of 1514, which N. Arandarenko
had mentioned in the context of social composition changing of Pereyaslav: "C»
1514 200a HayuHaemcs 8axcHasl enoxa 8s 2paxcdaHckoms o6bime Illepesicaasa. [lo
mozo 8peMeHU KOPEeHHbIMU HcumeasiMu 3mux mecs 6bliu CaassiHe; a €b 3mozo
20da s18u0ck 3dect dpyeoe naem’s, kozaku" (Arandarenko, 1852: 402). Of course,
the evidence about Cossack's presence in Pereyaslav in 1514 needs to be clarified
by the sources.

Mykhailo Hrushevsky paid some attention to the forms of government in the
Pereyaslav land during Mongolian and post-Mongolian times both in a particular

! These data became controversial in the circles of professional historians.
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work (Hrushevs'kyj, 1891: 460-462) and the multi-volume series "The History of
Ukraine-Rus’™ (Hrushevs'kyj, 1905: 167-168, 170-172, 167-171). HrushevsKy, in
particular, having supported his teacher Vladimir Antonovich, refuted the opinion
of his predecessors about the total desolation and depopulation of the Dnieper
region in the Mongolian times. In his "Essay of the Kyiv land from the death of
Yaroslav to the end of the 14. century”, M. Hrushevsky made a careful analysis of
the second Lithuanian-Rus’ chronicle concerning the conquest of Kyiv land by the
Lithuanian duke Gedimin. Having argued with the points of view on this event
with V. Antonovich and M. Dashkevich, M. Hrushevsky described the Gediminas
campaign on Kyiv as a real, not a fantasy (Hrushevs'kyj, 1891: 473-484). The
chronicle report itself stated, that Pereyaslav inhabitants sworn to Gedimin: "4
IlepeecaasasHe caviwaau, uxes Kiees u npuzopodku Kiesckie genukomy KHA3H0
T'udeimuHy, a 2ocnodaps uxs kHA3b 0126 0M® 8eAUK020 KHA351 [udbimMuHa 86umM®s,
a OHU hpiexaswiu, U N00AUCS 35 20POO0M CAYHCUMU 8EAUKOMY KHSA310 [udbimuHy, a
npucsiey ceorw Ha moms daau" (quoted by: Hrushevs'kyj, 1891: 474-475). So,
while the scientists have different views, we cannot completely reject the
chronicle message like a real fact in the history of the Pereyaslav land of the early
14. century.

M. Lubavsky, in his work on the regional structure and local government in
the GDL, dedicated a separate section of the book to Kyiv land. In particular, he
described the administrative structure of the Kyiv province [voevodstvo] before
the First Lithuanian Statute’s adoption. Thus, in the territorial and administrative
aspects, the Kyiv province consisted of the governorships [namestnichestvo] (the
governors were in Mozyr, Bryagyn, Ovruch, Chernobyl, Zvyahol, Zhytomyr, and
Cherkasy) and volosts [volost] (Olevsk, Vyshgorod, Zavshska, Chudnovska, Osterska,
and Putivlska) (Lyubavskiy, 1892: 235-248; Lyubavskiy, 1915: 95-102, 122-
132). M. Lubavsky considered the Pereyaslav land as a deserted territory of the
Kyiv province and thus defined boundaries of Kyiv province as: "Kuesckas 3emss
Ha s1esoll cmopoHe /JHenpa o6HuMana ece bviguiee [lepesicaagckoe KHAXHECmao u
3ax8a4uU8a10 HXCHYH Yacmb 3emau Cesepckoll, m. e [locembe" (Lyubavskiy, 1892: 247).

M. Vladymyrsky-Budanov examined the Institute of local government in the
GDL. In particular, for him, "Ukrainian" elderships [starostvo] in the 16t century
was the district of the state power, which gradually pushed off the significance of
provinces. Headmen [starosta] concentrated in their hands the administrative and
judicial power e corresponding territory. Such important elderships were not
numerical. For example, there were six elderships in the Ukrainian lands of the
GDL on the southern border (Bila Tserkva, Vinnytsia, Zhytomyr, Kaniv, Cherkassk,
and also the Kyiv province, which had a character of eldership) and even three in
Volhynia (Volodymyr, Kremenets, and Lutsk) (Vladimirskiy-Budanov, 1911: 52-53).

In the "History of Ukraine-Rus™ (in volume dedicated to the social and
economic relations in Ukraine in the 14.-17. centuries) M. Hrushevsky explained
the changes and weakening of Kyiv and neighboring cities (we mean the towns
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that provide a single trade complex, for example, Pereyaslav, Vyshgorod, Irpin,
etc.) as a result of Tatar conquests and the pogroms. These actions "strongly
cut the southern trade". Since then, the indigenous merchants have lost their
positions in favour of foreign ones (Hrushevs'kyj, 1995: 4-8).

An exciting event in the scientific world was the publication of the book by
P. Klepatsky "Essays on the history of the Kyiv land. Vol. I. The Lithuanian times"
in 1912, Odesa. The author himself considered his work as a continuation of the
well-known work of M. Hrushevsky (was analyzed above). Leading scientists
(N. Yakovenko, L. Voitovich, O. Rusyna, etc.) spoke about its professionalism and
high scientific level, while essays’ reprinting to the 100th anniversary to its first
edition made the work more accessible to a wide range of scholars and historians
(Klepatskij, 2007). For our research, the essays' author position on the problem of
the Kyiv land entering into the political system of the GDL and the place of the
Pereyaslav region in it his process is essential. Having carried out a detailed study,
P. Klepatsky gave a lot of information on various aspects of the history of Kyiv
region during the Lithuanian times. Meanwhile, there are very few references to
Pereyaslav town and Pereyaslav land in his work. This limitation of mentions, on
the one hand, points to the peripheral significance of the Pereyaslav region in the
Lithuanian times, and on the other, it proves the poverty of sources on this topic.
Despite this, the author, having described the activities of the Kyiv dukes
Olelkoviches, gave a valuable fact concerning dukes' colonial policy, which was
also directed to the ruined by Mongols Pereyaslav region. It is a fragment of the
document which was published in one of the volumes of "Kievskaya starina" in
1896 (details below) about the lands granting to Olekhno Sokhnovich on the
territory of the former Pereyaslav principality (Klepatskij, 2007: 76-77).

The work of A. Yablonovsky concerning the colonization of the Left Bank
Ukraine of the 15. - 17. centuries deal with the place of Pereyaslav in the history
of Kyiv land. The editors of "Kievskaya starina" published this study in 1896
(Yablonovskiy, 1896: 85-101) from the Yablonovskiy’s article "Zadniprovia" from
the "Geographical Dictionary". So, the scientist took the reference point for his
essay from 1471, when the status of Kyiv land had changed from the local
principality to the Kyiv province. In Yablonovsky’s opinion, the northern part of
the Kyiv province was occupied by the areas of the former Pereyaslav principality,
because as he counted the Mongol invasion turned Pereyaslav region into wild
fields similar to the neighboring Polovtsian deserts until the end of the 16.
century (Yablonovskiy, 1896: 85-101).

Nevertheless, A.Yablonovsky was the first to give an extract from the
document, which was published in one of the volumes of "Kievskaya starina" in
1892, which ruined the myth concerning the total desolation of the Pereyaslav
region in the Lithuanian times. It is an extract of the document dated February 1,
1455, in which Kyivan duke Olexander (Olel’ko) Volodymyrovich generously
granted lands in the Pereyaslav region to landlord Olexandr Sokhnovich: «...ue-
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mbipe Mrocma 6bl8WUX® YKpIoneHill (ecopoduwa: Cmapoe Ha /[Henpe (Ilokaaaypo-
80), Bycypmanckoe, Apocaasckoe u Canvbkoso) u yemuipe Mrbcma 6Obl8UWUXD HE
YKpronieHHbuIXs nocenerill (ceauwja: byaauuns (Heine c. Epkosybt), Kpyaaoe, Com-
Hukoso 3a Kapanwto u IIpoyeso)» (Yablonovskiy, 1896: 88).

Moreover, O. Yablonovsky added an interesting fact that the indicated lands
in 1524 passed on to the gentry Lozki as a marriage portion. Further, he
developed a theme about the intensification of colonization and new settlement
arising in a steppe border at the end of the 15. and early 16. centuries. Thus, the
scientist proved the fact of the colonization process restoration on the north-
western border of the ancient Pereyaslav principality, when the Grand Lithuanian
duke Olexander Jagiellonian granted his nobleman considerable lands in the
upper reaches of the Trubezh and Sopoy rivers in 1503 (Yablonovskiy, 1896: 88,
90). Olexander Yablonovsky concluded his study of the colonization processes in
the Kyiv region as follows that «under the Lithuanian dukes the left bank of the
Dnipro region ["Zadniprovya"] began to revive and populate by inhabitants,
mainly from the upper reaches of the river Dnipro" (Yablonovskiy, 1896: 91). It
should be noted, that the author introduces the concept of "Zadniprovya" into the
scientific treatment and as a separate slogan this term was published in one of the
volumes of the Polish "Stownik Geograficzny".

0. Andriyashev widely raises the colonial subject in the history of Pereyaslav
land. The author detailed the geographical boundaries of Pereyaslavl land before
the Tatar times and in the 15. century in the broad sense of the territory that went
under the Lithuanian rule - Zadnipryanshchyna (corresponding maps of this
study are of great value for modern research). O. Andriyashev having studied
colonization processes in the territory of Pereyaslav land during the 10. - 15.
centuries regularly address the current political situation, presents various
points of view to controversial issues, tries to submit own objective position
(Andriyashev, 1931: 1-29). The important thing is that in the so-called centuries
of the endless desert (as scholars characterized Pereyaslav land mainly because of
the lack of sources), as the author rightly notes, «there are too many names of
settlements in Pereyaslav region which we know from the annals preserved to
our days. For example, these are Pereyaslav, Pryluka, Pyryatin, Romen, and
others. If the entire older population had died, then these names would not have
been saved and would have died like the names of those nameless settlements
that are so many now in the territory of the former Pereyaslav region» (Andriya-
shev, 1931:19-20). The author also considered that the political unit, under the
name of Pereyaslav principality, disappeared forever, and the former lands of
Pereyaslav region received a new name "Zadnipryanshchyna" (Andriyashev, 1931:
20). Thus, according to O. Andriyashev, Pereyaslav principality in political aspect
have been transformed in a territorial and geographical sparsely settled area
"Zadnipryanchshyna", which was under the formal rule of the Lithuanian dukes.
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Some changes in the studying of Rus’ lands in the Tatar and Lithuanian times
occurred in the 1990-ies and continue until today. Mostly, this is a separate study
of narrow issues concerning the history of Kyiv land in the Tatar and Lithuanian
days. Thus, the volume "Starozhytnosti Pivdennoji Rusi" (1993) based on historical
and archeological workshop "Chernihiv and its surroundings in the 9. - 14. Cen-
turies" (May of 1990) summarized these studies (Starozhytnosti Pivdennoyi Rusi,
1993). Concerning our topic, articles about Kyiv land and as its constituent part
Pereyaslav land at the end of the 13. - 14. centuries are of interest. In particular,
there is S. Belyaeva’s study concerning the regional peculiarities of the agriculture
development in the Middle Dnieper in the 10. - 14. Centuries (Belyayeva, 1993:
82-86). The author outlined that such factors as natural, social and economic,
political, and ethnocultural influenced this development (Belyayeva, 1993: 82).
The other scientist L. Ivanchenko drew attention to Poros’ land, which was sepa-
rated in volost’ of the grand dukes’ domain in the 12. century and started to play a
significant role during the periods of political instability in Kyiv (Ivanchenko,
1993: 105-107). The theme of Poros’ volost is essential for our study, first of all,
because of the similarity of the territorial and administrative role and its
significance with the Pereyaslav land in the 13. - 14. centuries.

In archaeology we find the essential points concerning the continuity of
Pereyaslav land history in the Lithuanian times, what the studies of S. Belyaeva
reflect. Thus, S. Belyaeva in a joint monograph with A. Kubyshev by the materials
of settlements near the village Komarivka (Pereyaslav-Khmelnytskyi district, Kyiv
region) gives a vivid description of the economic life continuation of the local
population during the Tatar and Lithuanian times - the second half of the 13. - 15.
centuries (Belyayeva, Kubyshev, 1995).

G. Kozubovsky gives exciting results concerning the economic development of
the Kyiv land of the second half of the 14. century. Based on the research of coins,
which the Kyiv duke Volodymyr Olgerdovich minted in the 1390-ies (one of such
finds is the Borshchiv treasure, localized in Pereyaslav region), G. Kozubovsky
concludes the high economic level of the Kyiv principality and the political status
of Volodymyr Olgerdovich too (Kozubovs'kyj, 1993: 131-136). According to the
author's observations, coins from Volodymyr Olgerdovich’s treasure give grounds
to talk about the dominant role of the Kyiv coins in the circulation on the consi-
derable part of the Middle Dnipro in the 1390-ies. On the Kyiv region (including
Pereyaslav land as its part) and the southern part of the Chernihiv region, the Kyiv
dukes’ coins practically displaced the Horde ones (Kozubovs’kyj, 1993: 131-136).
Thus, the numismatic materials provide significant evidence of economic life and
the development of political and administrative units in the context of the poverty
of the written and act sources.

The collection "The Place and the Value of the Poros’ land in the History of
Ukraine (in the 9. - 17. centuries)" (Mistse i znachennia Porossia, 2007) raises
essential scientific issues about the place and significance of another district of
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Kyiv region, i.e., Poros' land. According to M. Kvitnytsky, there were no clear
boundaries and the system of territorial and administrative management in
Poros’ land (modern Korsun' region) in this period too. He also noticed the unique
role of Poros’ land in the Kyiv land line of defense, the so-called "Poros’ line of
defense" (Kvitnyts’kyj, 2007).

Petro Kulakovs'kyi examines the history of the Zvynyhorod district in the
Lithuanian times. This region in the 14. - the first half of the 16. century like the
Pereyaslav region suffered from the permanent destructive influences of nomadic
hordes. Therefore, both contemporaries and researchers regarded it as a sparsely
settled and ruined territory. However, according to P.Kulakovsky’'s studies,
Zvynyhorod during the dukes Olelkoviches’ reign remained as a Kyiv suburb.
After the loss by Kyiv principality its separate status, Zvynyhorod district became
relatively independent from the Kyiv governor. Because since that time the Li-
thuanian grand duke appointed the governors, but not the Kyiv governor ["voevo-
da"] himself. Also, the economic decline of Zvynyhorod land became an additional
factor that promoted weakening the connection with Kyiv (Kulakovs’kyj, 2015).
Having followed V. Antonovych, P.Kulakovs'kyi noted the absence of boyars in
general (that is noble stratum) in Zvynyhorod and Pereyaslav districts; both
districts were devastated by the Tatars so much, that the dukes stopped to send
there the governors (Kulakovs’kyj, 2015: 222; Antonovych, 1995).

Olena Rusyna has a significant accomplishment in the studying of Kyiv land
history in Tatar times. As the researcher pointed out, was describing Ukraine in
the political system of the Golden Horde, "there have also been more large-scale
changes of political structure, as evidenced by changes in the macro toponomy of
Ukrainian lands" (Rusyna, 2008: 62-63). In her opinion, the unknown from the
old Rus’ time concept of «Kyiv land» and "Siversk land" (Rusyna, 2008: 63) was
established to replace the term "Kyiv land" in the sense of the political and
geographical nomenclature (as the collective name of the Kyiv region, Pereyaslav
region, and Chernihiv region). Since that time, Pereyaslav land in a terminological
sense associated with the term "Kyiv land". In general, the Kyiv land history in the
post-Mongol and Lithuanian times did not acquire the value in the studies of many
generations of historians, which should belong to the key region, the nucleus, and
centre of state-building processes in Ukraine. The processes of depopulation and
"liquidation of the principality” and "the parallel Tatar administration formation
and the Tatar population centres resulted in the development of the term "Tatar
land", which had been turned out to the stable component of the ethnographic
conceptions of the 14. - the 16. centuries" (Rusyna, 2005b: 24). Earlier M. Korinny
stated the destruction of the state system, the cessation of the significant number
of administrative centres and even principalities, such as Pereyaslav. There, after
the Mongol conquest, according to the historian, neither the local Ruthenian
dukes nor their governors are mentioned (Korinnyj, 1992).
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In her final work, O.Rusyna, relying on the works of V.Antonovich and
M. Hrushevsky, rejected the theory of the continuous decline of Rus’ after the
Mongol invasion. In her opinion, it "caused a devastating blow to historical life in
the Dnipro region, but did not stop its flow" (Rusyna, 1998: 21). Pereyaslav in the
Tartar times continued to be a "pin" of Kyiv, and the absence of the Kyiv duke's
dynasty in the second half of the 13. century led to the fact that these lands left
without dukes (Rusina, 1998: 30).

0. Rusyna also, on the example of the Putivl volosts of the Lithuanian period,
showed a strong economic connection of this left bank region of the Kyiv province
(Rusina, 1996; Rusina, 2005b: 114-136). In particular, she mentioned about
stable profits flows to Kyiv from fourteens Putivl’ volosts, and therefore the Kyiv
nobility always kept these lands in their hands (Rusina, 2005b: 114-115).

According to O. Pritsak’s keen observation, the chronological period from the
middle of the 13. century to 1440 remains the darkest in the history of the region
(Pritsak, 1988). This point of view also shared Olena Rusina. The scientist, in
particular, in "Studies on the History of Kyiv and the Kyiv land» noted that «the
progress in the study, what is traditionally called the "Tatar" and "Lithuanian”
times in the history of Kyiv region was rather insignificant" (Rusina, 2005b: 6).

An interesting observation concerning the political and administrative system
and the management system of Pereyaslav land in the Tatar and Lithuanian times
presents Yu. Mykhailuk in his monograph on the Southern part of Kyiv region in
the 1360-ies and 1560-ies (Mykhaylyuk, 2011). In particular, the historian denies
"a categorical judgment that the lands of the middle reach of the Dnipro left
without dukes from the time of the Mongol invasion to the end of the 13. century".
The author gives an example of the duke Yurij Porossian’s reign in Poros as a real
fact (Mykhaylyuk, 2011: 53-56).

The problem of "leaving without dukes" in the Middle Dnipro (Kyiv region
and Pereyaslav region) in the second half of the 13. century as scientists noted,
still has no an unambiguous algorithm for its ultimate solution. Moreover, the
problem of administrative and territorial and also state subjection of these
territories remains controversial. Thus, S.Tomashivsky and Y. Tereshchenko
considered that the lands of the Middle Dnipro (Kyiv Region and Pereyaslav
region) included into the Golden Horde and have become the Tartar provinces
with the khan’s representative ["baskak"] at the head (Tomashivs’kyy, 1919;
Tereshchenko, 1996). However, the vast majority of scholars tend to think that
"the Ruthenian lands did not enter directly into the ulus of the Juchid, but were in
vassal dependence on the khan" (Mykhaylyuk, 2011: 48-49). Based on the
analysis of scientists' points of view, chronicles and numismatic finds on the
territory of the Middle Dnipro, G. Kozubovsky concluded the permanent rebirth of
life in Pereyaslav region in the 14. Century (Kozubovs'kyj, 2012b; Kozubovs’kyj,
2012a; Kozubovs’kyj, 2015; Veremejchyk, Kozubovs'kyy, 2016; Kozubovs'kyj, 2016).
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Thus, scholars’ particular research interest to the history of Pereyaslav land
created the basis for studying the "dark" ages of Pereyaslavl region. Different
points of view and interpretation of a few sources cause a lot of questions in the
history of the Pereyaslav region of the second half of the 13. - the middle of the
16. century. At the same time, new archaeological finds and written sources in
combination can result in a more detailed study of the stated topic.

(translated by Larysa Zherebtsova)
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