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The Tatar Campaign of 1252

One of the more cryptic episodes described in Russian chronicles is the Tatar cam-
paign to the Suzdal' land against Alexander Nevskii’s brother Andrei in 1252. The prob-
lem is compounded by contradictory reporting in the source evidence. The chronicles
and the Life of Alexander Nevskii treat the Tatar campaign in a variety of ways and are
notoriously chary about supplying crucial details. Historians, in contrast, are very good
about filling in the gaps with imaginative speculation that fits their own views of things,
but not so good about distinguishing between what is source testimony and what are
their own conjectures.

S. M. Solov'ev, for example, has tied in the campaign of 1252 with the distribution of
towns among the sons of laroslav Vsevolodovich (Prince of Kiev 1236-1238, 1246;
Prince of Vladimir 1238—-1246) upon his death in 1246. Relying on an unspecified gene-
alogical table, Solov'ev cited an argument that Alexander and Andrei supposedly had
concerning which one of them should rule in Kiev and which one in Vladimir. Solov'ev
wondered why laroslav would assign Kiev to the elder son and Vladimir to the younger
son. He speculated that perhaps laroslav had a special love for Andrei that he did not
have for Alexander or perhaps laroslav considered Alexander more capable than Andrei
of holding on to southern Rus'. After the ouster by a younger brother Mikhail of his un-
cle, laroslav’s brother Sviatoslav, as the Prince of Vladimir in 1248, Andrei, according
to Solov'ev, managed to convince the khan that Alexander, the eldest brother, should be
assigned the senior seat of Kiev, as their father had indicated. Solov'ev conjectured that
the khan might have felt more secure assigning a less powerful seat to a prince, Alexan-
der, who he did not want to become more powerful.' Solov'ev further conjectured that
“Alexander as the elder could not have been content with such a decision, for the throne
of Vladimir long enjoyed superior status to that of Kiev as regards seniority...” (Anexk-
CaHJp, KaK CTaplliid, He MOT OBITh JOBOJIEH TaKUM pelIeHHneM, n0o AaBHO yxe Bnanu-
MUp TOJY4HJI MEepBEHCTBO Haj KueBoMm oTHOcHTENbHO crapmuHcTBa [156]). Alexander
was, thus, “able to consider himself justified in being angry with his younger brother and
in seeing him as the usurper of his rights ...” (Mor cuurars ce0s BpaBe cepauThca Ha
Miaamero Oparta, BUIETh B HEM XHUIIHHKA mpaB cBoux [156]) according to Solov'ev,
since “the Kiev princes were dependent on the Vladimir princes for survival” (kueBckue
KHSI3bsl HE MO ObITh Oe3 Bragumupckux [156]) and “Kiev was in ruins” (KueB mpen-
CTaBIsUT co0oi oguu pa3Banuusl [156]). Then “in 1252, in Solov'ev’s view, “Alexander
set off for the Don to lodge a complaint with Sartak, Batu’s son, that Andrei deprived
him of his seniority rights and was not fulfilling his obligations to the Tatars” (8 1252
rogy Anekcanap otnpaBuics Ha JloH k ceiHy batsieBy Capraky c xano0oro Ha Opara,
KOTOPBII OTHsUI y HEro CTAapIIMHCTBO M HE HCHOJHIET CBOMX OOSM3aHHOCTEH OT-
HocutenbHO Tatap [157]). This prompted Andrei to state, “Lord, what is all this? As

''S. M. Solov'ev, Istoriia Rossii s drevneishikh vremen (Moscow: Izdatel'stvo Sotsial'no-ekonomicheskoi
literatury, 1960), 3: 156-157.
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long as we are quarrelling among ourselves and directing the Tatar against each other, it
would be better for me to flee abroad than be friends with the Tatars and serve them”
(uto 310, ['Ocmonu! MoKyna HaM MeXay COOOI0 CCOPUTHCS W HABOJUTH OPYT HA JApyra
TaTap; Jydie MHe 0eXaTh B UyXKYyI0 3€MIII0, YeM JIPYKUTHCS C TaTapaMH U CIYKHUTb UM
[157]). As a result, according to Solov'ev, Nevriui invaded the Suzdal' land and defeated
Andrei in battle. After taking Pereiaslavl' and the family of laroslav (the brother of An-
drei and Alexander), they killed Iaroslav’s commander, took the people prisoner and re-
turned to the Orda. Andrei fled to Novgorod, but later returned “to Rus"” (aa Pycp) and,
according to Solov'ev, was reconciled with the khan by his brother Alexander and was
given Suzdal' as his udel (157).

George Vernadsky wrote in 1953 that after the death of their father laroslav Izia-
slavich, Alexander and Andrei “went to Batu’s ordu to pledge their allegiance” at which
time “Batu instructed both of them to go to Karakorum to pay their respect to the great
khan (1247).” When they arrived at Qaraqorum, Kagan Giiyiik “made Andrew grand
duke of Vladimir and Alexander prince of Kiev” (147). Although he did not cite any ar-
gument between Alexander and Andrei as Solov'ev did, Vernadsky’s use of the term
“grand duke of Vladimir” in contrast to “prince of Kiev”’ demonstrates that he too
thought of Kiev as secondary in relationship to Vladimir. Vernadsky stated that when a
new kagan, Mongke, came to the throne, all princely iarlyki were up for renewal. Ver-
nadsky speculated that, as a result of Mongke’s being close friends with Batu and “the
wide powers Mongka had granted to Batu, the Russian princes this time had to go to
Saray instead of to Karakorum for confirmation in their office” (148). Vernadsky con-
jectured that Batu “authorized his son and co-ruler Sartak—a Christian apparently of
Nestorian denomination—to handle Russian affairs” (148). Alexander went “without
hesitation” to Sarai, according to Vernadsky, whereas Andrei refused. Vernadsky
guessed that Andrei may have counted on the support of his father-in-law, Daniil of Ga-
licia, but if so, he was mistaken. Andrei and his army were defeated by the Tatars at
Pereiaslavl'. Andrei fled with his boyars to Novgorod, then to Kolyvan, and finally to
Sweden, while, according to Vernadsky, “[tlhe Mongols looted Suzdalia” (148). He sur-
mised that Sartaq granted the throne of Vladimir to Alexander, but that when Alexander
returned to Vladimir, although the sources mention the metropolitan, the clergy, and the
many townspeople greeting him, no mention is made of boyars. Vernadsky concluded
from this that “[a]pparently the Vladimir boyars as a group supported Andrew in his op-
position to the Mongols and were, at that time, opposed to Alexander and his policy of
loyalty to the khan” (148). Vernadsky explained Alexander’s willingness not to oppose
the Mongols on the basis that, unlike Daniil of Galicia, Alexander was in close geo-
graphical proximity to the Mongols, he did not trust the West to help him against the
Mongols, and if he fought the Mongols, he risked having the Teutonic knights split Rus'
with the Mongols: “Alexander preferred to remain loyal to the Mongols rather than di-
vide the country” (149). Vernadsky saw Alexander as being “more serious in purpose

* George Vernadsky, 4 History of Russia, 5 vols. (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1943-1969), vol. 3:
The Mongols and Russia, 143.
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and [as having] a deeper sense of responsibility toward his country and his people” than
Daniil, who he saw as being “light-hearted and addicted to the habits and notions of
Western chivalry” (149). He did not say what he thought of Andrei’s character or mo-
tives.

The evidence for this episode has also been analyzed by John Fennell in an article
published in 1973 and in his book Crisis of Medieval Russia published ten years later.’
Fennell’s analysis in his 1973 article depends heavily on hypothetical constructs and ac-
tions unattested elsewhere to interpret the chronicle evidence; for example, that Andrei,
laroslav, and Alexander each had a “personal chronicle”*or “private chronicle™ and that
Alexander engaged in “censorship” of the chronicles.® In 1983, Fennell accepted the as-
sertion of those chronicles that report Andrei rather than Mikhail ousted Iaroslav from
being grand prince. Since there are not any “reasons ... given in any source for this the
first breach of the order of lateral succession by seniority since Konstantin Vsevolodo-
vich’s accession to the grand-princely throne of Vladimir in 1216,” Fennell presumed it
was “a usurpation” (Crisis, 106). He stated that “nothing is known of Andrey’s early life
except that he was born sometime after 1220,” but even that is deduced from the later
lists of Iaroslav’s children in which he is placed second after Alexander, who was born
in that year. Fennell speculated that “[i]t was not to be expected that Aleksandr would
take his younger brother’s usurpation of the throne lightly or that Svyatoslav would re-
main quietly in the background....” but neither of them was “able to do anything about it
without the support of the Tatars” (Crisis, 106). Fennell speculated that, after Batu sent
Alexander and Andrei to Qaraqorum, “[e]vidently there was heated haggling” (107). He
accepted Pashuto’s guess that the regent Oghul-Ghaimish granted Kiev to Alexander and
Vladimir to Andrei, although we do not have direct evidence concerning who made the
determination or granted the iarlyk or indeed that any “heated haggling” took place. On-
ly the Nikon Chronicle proposes that it may have been the “the sons of the khan” (xano-
Bram) who made the determination.” From the return of Alexander and Andrei in 1249
until 1252, the chronicles do not report any conflict among the brothers, which led Fen-
nell to surmise that “if indeed he [Andrei] was obliged to struggle for the retention of his
throne, as was only too likely, his or later chroniclers saw to it that all traces of discord
were removed from the record” (Crisis, 107). Although the sources do not mention it, “it
is clear” to Fennell “that trouble was brewing in the last three years of Andrey’s reign”
(Crisis, 107). After recounting that Alexander went to the Orda in 1252, the double at-
tack by Batu on Andrei and Daniil of Galicia, the fleeing of Andrei, and the replacement
of him with Alexander, Fennell asserted that the motivations behind Alexander’s and
Andrei’s actions “can only be arrived at by deduction” (Crisis, 107).

? J. L. 1. Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavi¢ and the Struggle for Power in 1252: An Investigation of the Sources,”
Russia Medievalis 1 (1973): 49-63; and idem, The Crisis of Medieval Russia 1200-1304 (London: Long-
man, 1983), 106-108.

* Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavig,” 51.

> Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavi¢,” 56.

% Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavig,” 51.

7 Polnoe sobranie russkikh letopisei (PSRL), 43 vols. (St. Petersburg/Petrograd/Leningrad and Moscow,

1841-2004+), 11: 137.
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Fennell saw the sources’ portrayal of Andrei “merely as the helpless victim of cir-
cumstances” to be the result of their “doctor[ing] sometimes clumsily, at a later stage to
justify Aleksandr’s behaviour” (Crisis, 107). Fennell than used what he terms “these
garbled and fictitious accounts” to ascertain “hints of Andrey’s true motives.” He cited
the speech from the Nikon Chronicle that Solov'ev cited (see above) to suppose that “this
surely must be construed as an expression of Andrey’s desire to resist Tatar domination,
not to cooperate, not to became a vassal of the khans” (108). He speculated that his
brother Iaroslav was of the same mind since he too fought at Pereiaslavl' against the Ta-
tars. Fennell entertained favorably Gumilev’s suggestion that there had been preparation
between 1249 and 1252 for an armed uprising, which Alexander connived with the Khan
Sartaq to suppress.® Fennell pointed out that none of the chronicles “imputes to him [Al-
exander] any blame for the defeat of his brothers” but there can be “little doubt as to his
complicity” (108). As corroboration of this absence of doubt, he quoted from V. N. Tat-
ishchev that Alexander complained to Sartaq about Andrei’s “deceiving the khan, taking
the grand principality from the senior prince [Aleksandr] and not paying in full the taxes
and tributes to the khan” (Crisis, 108).” In Fennell’s view, Alexander’s return to Vladi-
mir “marked the end of a period of conflict of interests among the descendants of Vsevo-
lod III and the beginning of a new era of Russia’s subjugation to Tatar overlordship”
(Crisis, 108). Fennell saw it as “the end of any form of organized resistance to the Tatars
by the rulers of Russia for a long time to come” and “the beginning of Russia’s real sub-
servience to the Golden Horde....” In other words, in Fennell’s opinion, “[t]he so-called
‘Tatar Yoke’ began not so much with Baty’s invasion of Russia as with Aleksandr’s be-
trayal of his brothers” (Crisis, 108). Fennell saw the inception of Alexander’s reign as
“in more ways than one a cataclysmic turning-point in the history of Russia” and his
reign itself as following a “policy of appeasement” (Crisis, 109).

While all this makes for dramatic reading, one must ask to what extent such conclu-
sions are based on the source testimony or merely on the lively and creative imagina-
tions of the historians themselves. Is one justified in dismissing the sources as “doc-
tored” and, if so, are only notions that may be preconceived, nationalistic, and anachro-
nistic available as alternatives? Or are there other possible ways to look at how and in
what direction they were doctored?

Let us take a closer look at the source testimony. The Novgorod I Chronicle (Older
Redaction) does not mention this episode at all.'” The Suzdal' Chronicle (titled Continu-
ation of the Suzdal' Chronicle according to the Academy Copy in PSRL), states that Nev-
riui (otherwise unidentified as to who he was or who sent him) went against Andrei laro-

¥ L. N. Gumilev, Poiski vymyshlennogo tsarstva. Legenda o “gosudarstve presvitera Ioanna” (Moscow:
Nauka, 1970), 341.

? See V. N. Tatishchev, Istoriia Rossiiskaia, 7 vols., ed. S. N. Valk and M. N. Tikhomirov (Moscow and
Leningrad: Akademiia nauk SSSR, 1962-1968), 5: 40.

' PSRL, 3 (2000), 80. For a comparative presentation of the published chronicle testimony, see the Ad-
dendum to the present article.
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slavich and chased him beyond the sea.'' The Laurentian Chronicle (titled Suzdal
Chronicle according to the Laurentian Copy in PSRL) states that Andrei “with his bo-
yars thought to run rather than serve the khan and he fled to an unknown land with his
princess and his boyars.”'* Without mentioning the name of Nevriui, the chronicle con-
tinues that the Tatars chased after Andrei and went to Pereiaslavl' and fought a battle.
Then “the Tatars scattered throughout the land” (poccynymacs mo 3emmm), perhaps in
search of Andrei. They killed the voevoda Zhidoslav and “the princess” and took the
children into captivity."> They also “took numerous people as well as horses and cattle
and caused much misery when they left.”'* Later (post-1448, pre-Nikon Chronicle)
chronicles state that Nevriui went “against the Suzdal' land” (na 3emnro Cy3aanbckyro)
as well."” To this story, the Nikon Chronicle introduces, besides other anti-Tatar ele-
ments, an anti-Tatar speech that it puts in the mouth of Andrei laroslavich: “O Lord,
why do we quarrel among ourselves and lead the Tatars against one another! It would
be better for me to flee to a foreign land than to be friends with, and serve, the Tatars.”'®
It is this speech that Solov'ev and Fennell cited. In his article published in 1973, Fennell
called this a “pathetic interior monologue.”'” In his The Crisis of Medieval Russia pub-
lished ten years later, he described it as “a moving little speech” that the Nikon chroni-
cler places “into Andrey’s mouth.”'® This speech does not appear in earlier chronicles
but does represent the further development of an idea that was expressed in the Lauren-
tian Chronicle and the Simeonov Chronicle s.a. 1252: “Prince Andrei laroslavich
thought with his boyars that it was better to flee than to serve the khan.”'” The Nikon
Chronicle changes the focus from a specific political decision not to serve Batu to a gen-
eral religious decision not to serve the Tatars. Although Batu was not Muslim, the Rus'
Church, during the 15" and 16™ centuries, was promoting the idea that a “Russian” was
someone who accepted Christianity under the aegis of the head of the Rus' Church, and
by that time being Tatar was equated with being Muslim.

We do not have evidence from the 13" century what Andrei was thinking or his mo-
tivations. Nor do we have direct evidence of a succession struggle between Andrei and
Alexander that occurred upon the death of their father laroslav and the ascent to the

"' PSRL 1 (1928), col. 524. The Patriarch of Constantinople Nikifor’s Short Chronicle has the same in-
formation but uses the form “HeBpons”. “Nikifora patriarkha Tsesariagrada letopisets' v"skore,” in M. N.
Tikhomirov, “Zabytye i neizvestnye proizvedeniia russkoi pis'mennosti,” Arkheograficheskii ezhegodnik
za 1960 g. (Moscow, 1962), 239 (fol. 575).

2 PSRL 1 (1927): col. 473; cf. PSRL 18: 70. Fennell called this a “spurious and totally unconvincing mo-
tive.” Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavi¢,” 53.

" Fennell concluded that the children in question were laroslav’s not Andrei’s. Fennell, “Andrej Jaro-
slavi¢,” 53.

" PSRL, 1 (1927), col. 473.

'S PSRL, 3 (2000), 304; 6.1 (2000), col. 327; 7.1: 159; 15 (1863): 396; 24: 98; 26: 86; 28: 57; 28: 216; 42:
118.

' PSRL, 10: 138.

'7 Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavié,” 62, n. 38.

'8 Fennell, Crisis, 107.

' PSRL 1 (1927), col. 473: “3ayma Auapbu xua® Mpocnasu® ¢ cBouMu GOApsI GhraT Hesxenu map*Mb
CILyKHUTH .
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throne of Vladimir by Iaroslav’s brother Sviatoslav in 1246. The Patriarch of Constanti-
nople Nikifor’s Short Chronicle, which has been dated to the 1280s, and the Novgorod
1V Chronicle tell, for example, of Andrei’s ousting Sviatoslav from power and placing
himself on the throne of Vladimir (Nikifor’s Chronicle adds: “for 5 years”).”” The Ab-
breviated Chronicle Compilation of 1497 and the Nikon Chronicle claim that Mikhail
Taroslavich overthrew Sviatoslav, then was killed by the Lithuanians s.a. 1249.>' Then
Andrei ascended the throne of Vladimir.

Before this, Andrei had been willing to serve the Mongols (he had, for example, ac-
cording to the Laurentian Chronicle, gone in 1249 to Sarai and to Qaraqorum over the
succession issue).”> The decision at that time apparently was that Andrei assume the
throne of Vladimir while Alexander was given Kiev and all Rus'. Fennell called this an
“astonishing fact.”** In Qaraqorum at the time was an interregnum as Kagan Giiyiig had
died in 1248. Pashuto speculated that the regent Oghul-Qaimish, widow of Giiyiig, con-
sidered Alexander to be close to Batu, and, since she was antagonistic to Batu, she ap-
proved Andrei.**

A simpler explanation is available. Kiev was seen by the Mongols at the time of the
invasion as the capital of Rus'.*> Mongke was chosen khan at a quriltai in 1249 or 1250
that was hosted by Batu, and a second quriltai had confirmed the choice in July 1251.%°
When a new khan was chosen he would routinely review documents granted by his pre-
decessor. This practice was later adopted by the Muscovite grand princes. Batu may
have used the occasion to require that all the Rus' princes submit their iarlyki to him for
confirmation. Andrei refused, perhaps (and here one can only speculate) because he felt
he had received his iarlyk from the kagan in Qaraqorum, not from the khan in Sarai. Al-
exander, in contrast, went to Sarai, and was rewarded by being made grand prince of
Vladimir in place of Andrei. It may be at this point that Vladimir superceded Kiev as the
capital of Rus' in the view of the Mongols. By 1252, Kiev, in great part due to the sack
of December 1240, had declined in status and power in relation to the Northeast. Yet, it
remained the seat of the metropolitan at least until 1299.%

20 «Nikifora patriarkha Tsesariagrada letopisets' v''skore,” 239 (fol. 575); PSRL, 4: 38 [adds: xopo6pu To-
poBu; X: xopobpu ToBuub]; 4 (1915), 229 [adds: xopOpu TopoBu; variant: xopoopu tarpob]. Fennell says
we “know” Andrei was born after 1220 (Crisis, 106), but does not say how we know.

*! PSRL, 10: 136-137; 27: 235.

22 PSRL, 1 (1927), col. 471.

* Fennell, “Andrej Jaroslavic,” 50.

V. T. Pashuto, Ocherki po istorii Galitsko-Volynskoi Rusi (Moscow: Akademiia nauk SSSR, 1950), 271.
** See my “City Names of the Western Steppe at the Time of the Mongol Invasion,” Bulletin of the School
of Oriental and African Studies, 61 (1998): 465-475.

*% Thomas T. Allsen, Mongol Imperialism: The Policies of the Grand Qan Méngke in China, Russia, and
the Islamic Lands, 1251-1259 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1987).

*7 See my “Why Did the Metropolitan Move from Kiev to Vladimir in the Thirteenth Century,” in Christi-
anity and the Eastern Slavs, vol. 1: Slavic Culture in the Middle Ages, edited by Boris Gasparov and Olga
Raevsky-Hughes (Berkeley: University of California Press = California Slavic Studies, vol. 16, 1993), 83-
101; revised version: “The Move of the Metropolitan from Kiev in 1299,”
http://hudce7.harvard.edu/~ostrowski/
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Batu then sent his general Nevriui to oust Andrei from the throne of Vladimir. The
First Redaction of the Life of Alexander Nevskii implies that Alexander went to see Batu
in 1249 and an unnamed khan in 1262/3 just before his death, but does not mention Al-
exander’s trip of 1252. The Nikon Chronicle interprets it in a different way by explain-
ing that Alexander left Andrei in charge of Vladimir and the Suzdal' land while he was
gone, since he (Alexander) had been grand prince of Vladimir and all Rus', in the view
of the chronicler, all along. In neither instance do the authors of these texts stipulate any
connection between Alexander’s trip and the khan’s move against Andrei. None of the
extant chronicles has Alexander Nevskii complain to the khan about Andrei. Even if
Tatishchev’s information about a complaint lodged by Alexander against Andrei existed
in a source, that source would have been late, which one can conclude from the promi-
nence given to Sartaq over Batu (see below). Therefore, it may be no more than a con-
jecture on the part of the source writer or Tatishchev himself. It seems that Andrei
thought better of his decision not to “serve the Tatars” or, as I have suggested above, to
recognize the legitimacy of the khan of the Jochid Ulus to review the iarlyk to the grand
prince of Vladimir, for, despite the report in a number of chronicles of Andrei’s demise
in exile,”® by 1256 he was back in Rus' as the prince of Suzdal'.

The chronicle accounts are most contradictory among themselves in regard to de-
scribing Andrei’s fate. The Chudov Redaction of Stepennaia kniga tells us that, when
Andrei was defeated in battle at Pereiaslavl', he fled to Novgorod.*” In their depiction of
the Mongol/Tatars the chronicles proceed after 1448 along a path of increasing radicali-
zation. The Iona Dumin Redaction of Stepennaia kniga states that Andrei was killed in
the town of Kolyvan while in exile.’® This report does not appear in the First Redaction
of the Life of Alexander Nevskii. It is unlikely Iona Dumin obtained this report from the
Novgorod I Chronicle (Younger Redaction) or from the Patriarch of Constantinople Ni-
kifor’s Short Chronicle because, although both of them state that Andrei was killed
while abroad, neither one provides the name of the town in which that was supposed to
have occurred.’’ In contrast, the Rogozhskii Letopisets, Tverskaia, Nikanorovskaia,
Vologodsko-Permskaia, and Kholmogorskaia chronicles stipulate that he was killed in
Kolyvan.

In their depiction of the Mongol/Tatars, the chronicles proceed after 1448 along an
increasingly radical trajectory. In the Iona Dumin redaction of Stepennaia kniga, Nevriui
is referred to as “evil” and as a “murza” but also as a “voevoda” as in the Life of Alexan-
der Nevskii, the Chudov version of Stepennaia kniga, and Laptev copy of the Nikon
Chronicle® but not “tsarevich” as in the Novgorod IV, Karamzin-2, Compilation of
1493, and Compilation of 1495 chronicles and in the Academy XIV copy of the Nikon

* PSRL, 6: 327; 15 (1922): 31; 15 (1863): 396-397; 27: 47; 26; 86; 33: 71.

% Stepennaia kniga tsarskogo rodosloviia po drevneishim spiskam, 1: 527: “Cam xe kb HoByrpamy ykio-
nucs.” Cf. PSRL 21: 289.

V. Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo (Razbor redaktsii i teksty) in Pamiatniki drevnei pis 'men-
nosti, 180 (St. Petersburg, 1913), 91.

' PSRL, 3: 304.

32 Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 90-91. PSRL, 10: 138.
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Chronicle.”> The Chudov version includes the statement that “the Tatars fought the Su-
zdal' land because of our sins.”** The Tona Dumin version changed “Tatars” to “dishon-
orable Nevriui”, added that he was “a thoroughly evil [Bce3nsrit] thief”, added “and
plundered” to “fought”, added the word “all” to “the Suzdal' land,” and added the *
thoroughly evil” to “our sins.”*> These modifications heighten the intensity of the depic-
tion of the cruelty of the Mongol/Tatars and extent of the punishment by intensifying the
degree of “our sins.”

Another contradiction in the sources is the name of the khan whom Alexander went
to see and who sent the Tatar expedition, whether it was Batu or Sartaq. The account
under 1247/8 of the killing of Batu, “the impure khan,” by King Vladislav of Hungary?®
helps to explain this contradiction. This story, the Tale about the Death of Batu (Ilo-
BecTh 00 youenun batsieBom), is a fabrication that first appears in chronicles of the se-
cond half of the 15™ century.”” One also finds a version of it in the Vasilii-Varlaam Re-
daction of the Life of Alexander Nevskii®® and in the Iona Dumin version of Stepennaia
kniga.** An allusion to it appears in the Kazanskaia istoriia.** Halperin referred to it as
part of the “fictionalizing” about Batu and the Tatars going on in Muscovite Church
writing of the late 15™ and 16" centuries.*' He pointed out that, in contrast, “[t]hirteenth-
century sources created an image of Batu which accurately reflected his power and in-
fluence over Russian affairs, and which resonated with the reality of Mongol superiority
over Russia at the time.”** One of the texts engaged in fictionalizing the account of Batu
is the Life of Merkurii of Smolensk in which Batu is prevented from taking Smolensk by
Merkurii.* In the Tale about the Death of Batu, not only is he defeated in battle when he
invades Hungary but he is killed as well. We have no evidence other than the Life of
Merkurii that Batu was defeated in Rus' at any time, nor any evidence other than the
Tale about the Death of Batu that he was killed when he led his army into Hungary. As
Halperin characterizes them, both the Life of Merkurii and the Tale about the Death of
Batu are texts that “would nowadays be labelled a work of historical fiction.”**

* PSRL, 4: 38; 10: 138; 27: 235, 321; 42: 11.

3 Stepennaia kniga tsarskogo rodosloviia po drevneishim spiskam, 1: 527: “TatapoBe e Tphxb paan Ha
panu Hamuxb 3emito Cyxnansekyro nosoesamts.” Cf. PSRL 21: 289.

%> Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 91: “HeuecTuBbiii sxe HeBPIOil MOBOEBA U MOILICHH BCIO 3EMITIO
CyXJalcKkyto 3a Bce3nblu rpbxu Hama.”

*° PSRL, 10: 135-136.

T PSRL, 7.1: 157-159; 15 (1863): 394-395; 18: 69; 20: 161; 21: 288; 22: 400-401; 23: 82-83; 24: 96-98;
25:139-141; 28: 56-57; 33: 71.

¥ Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 45.

%% Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 89-90.

0 PSRL, 19: 10, and Kazanskaia istoriia, ed. G. N. Moiseeva (Moscow: Akademiia nauk SSSR, 1954),
46.

! Charles J. Halperin, “The Defeat and Death of Batu,” Russian History/Histoire Russe, 10 (1983): 50, 60.
42 Halperin, “Defeat and Death of Batu,” 51.

# Cf. 1. U. Budovnits, “Ideinaia osnova rannikh narodnykh skazani o tatarskom ige,” Trudy Otdela drev-
nerusskoi literatury, 14 (1958): 171-175.

4 Halperin, “Defeat and Death of Batu,” 62.
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Halperin, furthermore, pointed out that since Batu died in 1255, many years after his
invasion of Hungary, the chroniclers had a problem of where to insert the 7Tale in their
chronicles. A period of 14 years separates Batu’s invasion of Hungary from the year of
his death. It would have been bad form to describe his death one year, then in subse-
quent years describe him as still being alive. So, instead of inserting The Tale about the
Death of Batu under 1241 when Batu was in Hungary, the chroniclers placed it under
1247/8 because they may have had no entry (or few entries) specifically naming him be-
tween then and the succession to the throne by his son Sartaq in 1255.% If they did come
across a specific reference to Batu for an entry between 1247 and 1255, all they had to
do was substitute the name “Sartak™ for “Batu”, or, as in the case of the Nikon Chroni-
cle’s account of the uprising of 1262, the formula “after the killing of Batu, so did his
son Sartaq” was used (see above).

The chronicles that have the Tale about the Death of Batu then add “Sartak” to any
reference to “khan” after 1247/8. Thus, they state that the khan who sent Nevriui against
Andrei was Sartaq, the son of Batu, although Batu was still khan in 1252. Both the First
Redaction and the Vladimir Redaction of the Life of Alexander Nevskii, in contrast, state
that Batu became angry with Andrei.*® Neither the First Redaction nor the Vladimir Re-
daction of the Life incorporates The Tale about the Death of Batu, and both of them con-
tinue to name Batu as the khan who sent Nevriui.*” Some historians have made an at-
tempt to reconcile the contradiction by explaining that Batu and Sartaq were co-khans.*®
While examples of co-rulers appeared in Byzantium, we have no evidence of such a
phenomenon among the Mongols.

Examining the Tale about the Death of Batu is relevant for our purposes, since the
Redaction of Vasilii-Varlaam of the Life of Alexander Nevskii for Makarii’s Velikie
Minei chet’i (VMCh), the Chudov version of Stepennaia kniga, and the Iona Dumin Re-

* Halperin suggested this rationale for the placement of the Tale in the chronicles and proposed: “Further
research by specialists in Old Russian chronicle-writing might profitably explore the techniques by which
the chronological contradictions generated by the ‘Tale’ were resolved.” Halperin, “Defeat and Death of
Batu,” 63.

* See “Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo (pervaia redaktsiia),” in Tu. K. Begunov, Pamiatnik russkoi literatury
XU veka “Slovo o pogibeli Russkoi zemli” (Moscow: Nauka, 1965), 174-175, 192. I date the First Redac-
tion of the Life to the second half of the 15™ century. See my “Redating the Life of Alexander Nevskii,” in
Rude & Barbarous Kingdom Revisited: Essays in Russian History and Culture in Honor of Robert O.
Crummey, edited by Chester Dunning, Russell E. Martin, and Daniel Rowland (Bloomington, IN: Slavica,
2008), pp. 23-39. In my reconstructed version of the military Tale of Alexander Nevskii, which I date to
the 1280s, the story about Nevriui does not appear and the name of the khan that Alexander visits is not
given. See “‘Dressing a Wolf in Sheep’s Clothing’: Toward Understanding the Composition of the Life of
Alexander Nevskii,” in Centers and Peripheries in the Christian East: Papers from the Second Biennial
Conference of the Association for the Study of Eastern Christian History and Culture, edited by Eugene
Clay, Russell E. Martin, and Barbara Skinner, vol. 3 of “Eastern Christian Studies” (Columbus, OH: Cen-
ter for Slavic and East European Studies, forthcoming).

*" Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 24: “IloTomb %5 1aps baTsiii passriabacs Ha Gpara ero MeH-
maro, Ha kas3s Auaphba, u mocna HaHb BoeBoy cBoero Hespros. 1 moBoesa 3emutto Cykaanbckyto.”

% See, e.g., Vernadsky, History of Russia, 3: 148; and The Nikonian Chronicle, 5 vols., trans. Serge A.
Zenkovsky and Betty Jean Zenkovsky, edited and annotated by Serge A. Zenkovsky (Princeton NJ: King-
ston Press, Darwin Press, 1984-1989), 3: 27 tn. 42.
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daction of Stepennaia kniga incorporate the story of Batu’s being killed by Vladislav.*
In each of these texts, the khan who sends Nevriui against Andrei and the Suzdal' land is
Sartaq rather than Batu. For the compilers of chronicles and Stepennaia kniga, the fic-
tional story of the killing of Batu in Hungary in 1247/8 by Vladislav had become estab-
lished historical fact.”® But the redactors of the Life of Alexander Nevskii continued to
consider Batu to be khan in 1252. The Iona Dumin Redaction of the Life, however,
adapted the stipulation of the Chudov version of Stepennaia kniga that Sartaq was khan
at the time.

The presentation of the Tale about the Death of Batu in the lona Dumin Redaction is
characterized not so much by an increase in the number of formulaic slurs but in their
intensity. In the title, instead of “About the Death of Batu Khan” (O youennu bary
xaHa) or “The Death of the evil-doing Batu in Hungary” (Y06nenue 3no4yectuBaro batsia
B Yrpexs) as in the chronicles,”’ we find “About the Death of the God-Reviled Dog, Ba-
tu Khan” (O y6uenunu Gorompsckaro mca, barsis maps).”* The phrases “accursed Batu”
and “Godless Batu” appear frequently: “The accursed Batu went to western Hungary...”
(89), “the Godless Batu...” (90).

Whereas the Nikon Chronicle represents a culmination of textual modifications and
interpolations in the chronicle representations of the Mongols, of Batu, and of Alexander
Nevskii, VMCh and Stepennaia kniga do not draw on the Nikon Chronicle accounts
about 1252 in particular or the mid 13" century in general. Instead they draw on pre-
Nikon Chronicle accounts. VMCh and Stepennaia kniga do, however, represent a further
conceptual development of the “cruel Mongols” that is depicted in the Nikon Chronicle.

As Mari Isoaho pointed out, in the Life of Alexander Nevskii in Stepennaia kniga, it is
“the Mongol conquest which dominates the narrative....””* The description of the events
connected with Alexander Nevskii follows immediately upon Degree 7 in Stepennaia
kniga where the Mongols invade the Rus' principalities and Michael of Chernigov is
killed by Batu. In earlier chronicles, the Mongol invasion is separated physically from
the accounts about Alexander Nevskii, whereas in Stepennaia kniga they are juxtaposed.
In addition, the encounter of Alexander with Batu is moved closer to the beginning of
the text on Alexander than in the First Redaction of the Life of Alexander Nevskii. All
this focus on the Mongols is in contrast to earlier sources, which tend to highlight his

* Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 45, 89-90. Stepennaia kniga tsarskogo rodosloviia po drevnei-
shim spiskam, 1: 526-527. The Vasilii-Varlaam Redaction changes the name of the land where Batu meets
his demise at the hands of Vladislav from Hungary to Bulgaria (Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo,
45). This Redaction also appears in the Uvarov no. 1787 (517) (378) copy of VMCh.

*% One, thus, finds oneself in disagreement with Halperin’s statement: “Depicting Batu as defeated in bat-
tle lessened his reputation, and apparently did not contribute to desired ideological ends, since it was the
standard and historically more accurate image of Batu which was developed in sixteenth-century Musco-
vite sources.” Halperin, “Defeat and Death of Batu,” 64.

S PSRL, 24: 96; 25: 139. See also S. N. Rozanov, “Povest' ob ubienii Batyia,” Izvestiia Otdeleniia russko-
go iazyka i slovesnosti, 21, pt. 1 (1916): 110.

> Mansikka, Zhitie Aleksandra Nevskogo, 89.

> Mari Isoaho, The Image of Aleksandr Nevskiy in Medieval Russia: Warrior and Saint (Leiden: Brill,
2006), 329.



56 Donald Ostrowski

vicotry over the Swedes at the Neva and over the Teutonic knights and their Chud allies
at Lake Chud.

In the end, we have to ask the question, how would the sources have looked if Alex-
ander had not betrayed his brothers, as Fennell surmised he did, ir if there had been no
dispute over succession between Alexander and Andrei, as Solov'ev, Vernadsky, and
Fennell surmised? Let us say, for the sake of argument, that Alexander, as I suggested,
went to Sarai in 1252 because he was requested to do so by Batu in order to have his iar-
lyk renewed. Let us say further that he did not complain about Andrei, as Tatishchev or
his no-longer-extant source says he did, then the extant sources would look exactly as
we have them. We would not have to suppose a doctoring of the sources that removed
such information or a censuring to prevent that information from being included in the
first place. While cognizant that sources can be deceptive, either intentionally or unin-
tentionally, I also recognize that it is not correct methodological procedure to dismiss a
source because it does not say what we want it to say. I do not know whether Alexander
was upset about not being designated grand prince of Vladimir by his father in 1246 or
in Qaraqorum in 1249, or whether he betrayed his brothers Andrei and Iaroslav in 1252,
but I suspect, and here is my own speculation, that the reality was more complex and
nuanced than the sources indicate or historians have imagined.

Addendum
Parallels

I. Tatar Campaign of 1252:

Who came?
Cyzdany: Hesprons (IICPJI, 1 [1928]: 524).
Huxugop.: Hesprons (Tuxomupos, 239).
Jlagpenmoes.: — (ITICPJI, 1 [1927]: 473).
Hoge.I-mn.peo.: Hesprou (IICPJI 3 [2000]: 304).
Hoege IV: Hesprou napesuds parsto Tarapsckoro (IICPJI, 4: 38).
Kapamzun-2: Hesprou napesuds patsto Tatapckoro (IICPJI, 42: 118).
CumeoHosCK. — (ITCPJI, 18: 70).
Kumue AH: BoeBoja cBou Hesprons (beryHos, 174).
Epmonun.: [He]spyu u Kotnaxs u Onabyra xpa6pst (IICPJI, 23: 83).
Ce00 1493 2.: Hesptou napesuus patbio (IICPJI, 27: 235).
Cs00 1495 2.: Hesprou napesuus parsio (IICPJI 27: 321).
Cs00 1497 2.: Hesprou u Kotsk u JIabyra xpa6ps! (IICPJL, 28: 57).
Koney 15-20 8.: Hesprou u Kotes 1 OnaGyra xpabpsl ... co mEHOrumMu Bou (IICPJL, 25: 141).
Cs00 1518 2. Hesprou Kotsixo u JIaboyra xpadpst (IICPJI, 28: 216).
Pozoorcck.: Hesptou ... patiro (IICPJI, 15 [1922]: 31).
Teepw: Hesprou u Kotssks u Onabyra xpabpst (IICPJI, 15 [1863]: 396).
Huxkanoposck.: Hesprou u Kotbst 1 Oanabyxa xpaOpsl ... CO MHOTUMU BOEBOAAMU U CUJIOIO TaTaph-
ckoro (TICPJI, 27: 47).
Couiick.-I: Hesprou u Kotbst 1 Onabyra xpabpsl ... CO MHOTUMHU BOEBOJAMH U CUIIOI0 TaTaphb-

ckoro (IICPJI, 6: 327).
Tunoecpadgh.: Hesprou u Kotna u Onaboyra xpabpsl ... co mHorumu Bou (ITICPJI, 24: 98).
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Hesprou u Kotss, 1 OnabGyra xpabpsl ... O MHOTUMHU BOeBOJaMH U cunoio TaTap-
ckoro (IICPJI, 26: 86).

Hesprou u Kotes u Onabyxa xpabpsiu ... co MHOTeIME BoH (IICPJL, 7.1: 159-160).
Hesprou u Kotsar u Onabyra xpabpsiu (IICPJI, 33: 71).

Hesprou, u Kotssrs, u Onabyra xpabpemu (IICPJI, 20: 163).

Hesprou mapesuus, u kH13b KaTiakb U kHA3b AnblOyra xpabpsiu patsio (IICPJI,
10: 138).

BoeBoja Hesprou, u xus13b Kariaks 1 kHI3b AnbiOyra xpabpsid U ¢b npouuMu Ta-
tapsl patsio (IICPJI, 10: 138).

patsto Hespuu canrtan (IICPJI, 37: 30).

Hesprou u Kotes n OnalGyxa xpabpsiu ... co mHoremu Bou (IICPJI, 34: 97).
BoeBoja ceou Hespron (MaHcukka, 24).

BoeBoja cBou Hesprou u ¢ npounmu Tatapsl (CKLIP, 527).

BOEBOJIa CBOU M 3JTOUMSIHUTHIM Myp3a Hesprou u cb npounmu TaTtapsl (MaHCHKKa,
91).

I1. Tatar Campaign of 1252:

The Khan
Khan whom Khan who Tale of
Alexander sent the the Death
went to see expedition of Batu
— — — (IICPJI, 1 [1928]: 524)
— — — (Tuxomupos, 239).
— — — (IICPJI, 1 [1927]: 473)
— — — (IICPJI, 3 [2000]: 304-305)
— — — (IICPJL, 4: 38)
— — — (IICPJI, 42: 118).
— — + (IICPJI, 18: 70)
Bary bary — (berynos, 174)
Captakx — + (IICPJIL, 23: §83)
— — — (IICPJI, 27: 235)
— — — (IICPJI, 27: 321)
Captakx — + (IICPJIL, 28: 57)
Capraxk — + (IICPJI, 25: 141)
Capraxk — — (IICPJI, 28: 216)
— — — (IICPJI, 15 [1922]: 31)
Capraxk — + (ITCPJI, 15 [1863]: 396)
— — — (IICPJL, 27: 47)
— — — (IICPJI, 6: 327)
— — + (IICPJI, 24: 98)
— — — (IICPJI, 26: 86)
— — + (Mancuxkka, 24)
— — + (IICPJI, 7.1: 159-160)
CapTakx — + (IICPJL, 33: 71)
Capraxk — + (ITCPJI, 20: 163)
naps Caprak Caprak — (IICPJI, 10: 138)
batrieB chiH
HOBBIU apb Captak  CapTtax — (IICPJIL, 10: 138)
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— baty —
naps Caprak naps Caprak +
naps Caprak naps Caprak +

I1I. Tatar Campaign of 1252:
Who and/or what they went against

AHnnpeun

Ha Cy3pankylo 3eMiio, Ha KHs3s1 AHnphs
Ha Cy3nanb

Ha Cyxnaib

Ha Opart ero, meHmaro Aaaphbs

Ha Belikoro kus13s Aunphbs SpocnaBuda u
Ha Bclo || 3emitro Cy3/1anbCeKyo

Ha Poych

Ha Poych

Ha BEJIUKOTro KHA3s AHApes SIpocnaBuua
U Ha Bclo 3emunto Pycckyto

Ha 3eMi1t0 Cy>KIalmbCKyIO ...

Ha BENUKOro kHA3s Anapbs SApocnasuda
Ha BENUKOro kHA3s Anapbs SApocnasuda
1 Ha BCIo 3eMii0 Coy31anbCKOyI0

Ha Cyxnaib

Ha BEJIMKOro KHA3s AHapba fpocnaBuua
1 Ha BCIo 3eMiio Cy3JancKyro

Ha 3eMitt0 Cy>KIalmbCKyIO ...

Ha BEeJIUKOro kA3 AHapba fpocnaBuua
Ha 3emJ110 Coy3aalbCKyIO ...

Ha BenMKaro kuszsg Auaphbs SIpocnaBuua
Ha 3emit0 Coy3aalcKoyio ...

Ha BEIUKOro KHs3s AHApbs SpacnaBuua
Ha 3emitto Cy37aiabCKylo ...

Ha Benukoro kua3s Ouapbs fApocnasuda
Ha 3emitto Cy37aiabCKylo ...

Ha BEJIUKOro KHA3s AHapbs SApocnasuda
Ha BEJTUKOTro KHA3s AHApes SIpocnaBuua
1 Ha Bcio 3eMit0 Cy31abeKyto

Ha BeIUKOro kHA3s Anapbs SApocnasuda
1 Ha Bcio 3eMit0 Cy31abeKyto

(IICPJL, 37: 30)
(IICPJL, 34: 97)
(Mancukka, 24)
(CKLP, 527, 526-527)
(Mancukka, 91, 89-90)

(TICPJI, 1 [1928]: 524).
(Tuxomupos, 239).
(TICPJI, 1 [1927]: 473).
(TICPJI, 3 [2000]: 304).
(TICPJI, 4: 38).
(TICPJI, 42: 118).
(IICPJI, 18: 70).
(berynos, 174).
(TICPJI, 23: 83-84).
(IICPJI, 27: 235).
(IICPJI, 27: 321).
(TICPJI, 28: 57).
(TIICPJI, 25: 141).

(TICPJL, 28: 216).
(TICPJL, 15 [1922]: 31).

(TICPJI, 15 [1863]: 396).
(IICPJL, 27: 47).
(TICPJL, 6: 327).
(IICPJL, 24: 98).
(TICPJI, 26: 86).
(IICPJI, 7.1: 159-160).
(TICPJI, 33: 71).

(TICPJI, 20: 163).

Ha BenuKoro kHsa3st Auapbs Apocnasuus Cyspanbckaro,

BHyKa BceBonoika, npasayka FOpsa Jonropykaro,

1 Ha BCIo 3eMiio Cy3JancKyro

(TICPJI, 10: 138).

Ha BenuKoro kHa3st Auapbs Apocnasuus Cyspanbckaro,

BHyKa BceBonoxka, npasayka FOpss lonropykaro

Ha 3emJ1t0 Cy3[alCKyIo ...

(IICPJI, 10: 138).
(IICPJL, 37: 30).
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Ha BEJTUKOTro KHA3s AHApes SIpocnaBuua (IICPJIL, 34: 97).
Ha OpaTta ero MeHIaro, Ha kHs13s1 AHapba (MaHcukka, 24).
— (CKLP, 527).

— (Mancukka, 91).

IV. Tatar Campaign of 1252:
What happened to Andrei?

3a mope (IICPJI, 1 [1928]: 524).

3a Mope(Tuxomupos, 239).

3ayma Arnpbu kaa® SIpocnaBu” ¢ cBouME 0OApBI ObraTu HEXeN P Mb CILYKUTH 1
no6txe Ha HeBbIOMY 3eMITI0 CO KHATBIHEIO CBOEIO U ¢ Gompbl cBoumu (IICPJI, 1
[1927]: 473).

n Obxa xHa3p Augpbu Spocnanuup 3a Mope Bb CBHUCKYIO 3eMIil0, U yOuIia U
(IICPJI 3 [2000]: 304).

3a Mope Bb CBhio, a xHspkmrs Ha Pycu 3 nbra, n youma u Yrons (IICPJL, 4:38).

3a Mope Bb CBhi0, a kHsDKWIb Ha Pycu 3 mbTa, u youma ero urons (IICPJI, 42: 118).
noobokana Ha HeBbOMY 3emitto ¢b KHsrnHero cBoeto (IICPJI, 18: 70).

— (beryHos, 174).

u 6exxe Bb HoBbropoas Benukon, taxe u ko [I5CKOByY, U Ty TOKJaBb KHATHHH, UIE
Bb KonbiBab, U 0TTyny maku Bb CBECKyr0 3e€MIIIO, U TaMO MecTepb cpbTe ero u
mpus ero ¢b 4ecTbio. OHB ke 1o KHATruHIo nocia Bb Konbi[Baus] (IICPJI 23: 84).

3a mopb (IICPJL, 27: 235).

3a mopb (IICPJL, 27: 321).

u 6bxe B HoBsropon Benukuu, Ta sxe u xo IIckoBy, U Ty, H10KJaB KHATHHHU, UAE B
KonsiBanb, n ortyay naku uae B CBbHbCKYIO 3eMIII0, M TaMo MecTepb cpbre ero u
npus ero ¢ yecturo. OH xe u 1o kHsAruHio nocna B Koxsisans (IICPJI, 28: 57).

a kHA3b Benukuu AHApbu ensa yobxa m npubxa B Benuxuu Hossroposa. Hosro-
POJIIIH K€ ero He Mpusia; oH ke bxa ko IIbckoBy U TaMO OBICTH HEMHOTO, OKUAAT
60 0b cBOce KHATWHU; U OH OTTOJIC U cO KHsaruHer une B Hbmerkuu rpag Komnu-
BaHb, M OCTaBUB Ty KHATHHIO, a caM CTYIH 3a Mope Bo CBbuckyto 3emito. Mectep
xe CBbUCKBI cpeTe ero U Impus ero co 4ecThlo, OH K€ Mocia Mo KHAruHIo B Kombl-
BaHb U OBICTH Ty HbKOJIIMKO BpeMs U co KHsaruHer Bo Cebuckou || 3emimu. [IpeObiBb
ke Maku Ty, 1 HoToM npuje Bo cBoto otunny (IICPJL, 25: 141-142).

u 6bxe B HoBropon Benuxuu, Ta xe u xo IIckoBOy, U TOy J0X/1aB KHATHHHU, UJE B
KonsiBanb, 1 oTToyay naku B Cbuckoyto 3emiro uie, u ramo mecrep cpbre ero, u
npus ero ¢ gecturo. OH ke U 1o kHAruHIo nocia B Konssans (IICPJL, 28: 216).
6%xe kHA3p AHapen SpocnaBuu 3a mope Bb CBbio u oybuma Yrogs (IICPJI, 15
[1922]: 31).

U 6bxe kua3p Anapbu Bp HoBropoas Benwmkin, taxke u kb IIbCKOBY, Tyxe no-
XaBcs KHATBIHY, uae Bb KonblBaHb; 0TTYQy maku uzae Bb CBbuckyro 3emiro, u Ta-
Mo || Mmecteps Cebuckin cpbre ero, u mpia ero ¢b 4eCTir0, OHB KE MOCIa O KHATHI-
HI0 Bb KonbIBaHb, 1 TaMo 3a MopeMb KHA3b AHnpbu B CBbuckon 3emnb yOieHb
6s1cTh. (ITICPJI, 15 [1863]: 396-397).

Benukun xe xus13p Anapbu ensa oy6bixa; u npuexa B Benmukuu Hoswsropoa. Hos-
ropoaiu xe ero He npuama. OHb ke bxaB ko IIckoBy M Tamo OBICTH HEMHOTO:
oxunan 6o 0b kHATMHU cBoes; M npubxa ke K HEMy ero KHAMHU. Bemukun xe
kHA3b AHApbU npuexa B Hemenkuu ropoa KonbIBaHb U CO KHATHHEIO; OCTaBH XKeE Ty
KHSIMHIO, a caMb cTynu 3a Mope Bo CBbuckyro 3emito. Mecreps ke Cebucku cpbre
ero u npua ero ¢ 4ecturo. OH xke Mocia o KHATHHIO B KobIBaHb; IpHexa ke ero
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kHsuHsA. U ObicTh Bpemst HbkoIko Bo CBbUCKOM 3eMITH, TIOCIIEAN JKe Ha paTH 0yOu-
eHb O0bicTh 0T Hbmens (IICPJL, 27: 47).

BEJIMKBIN ke KHI3b AHnpbu ensa yobroma. I npubxa Bp Benuksin HoBbsropoas,
HOBOTOPOJBIIM K€ €r0 He Mpusia, oH ke bxa kb [IbckoBy U Tamo ObIc(Th) HEMHO-
ro, oxunanb 60 0b cBoen kHAruHU. W npubxa jxe K HEMy €ro KHATMHH, BEIUHKbI
ox(e) xHsa3p Anapbu npubxa B Hemeusksiu ropog KonbsiBans 1 ¢b KHATHHEO. OcTa-
BH K€ Ty KHATHHIO, a CaMb CTYIH 3a Mope Bb CBbuCKyI0 3eMiTi0, MecTeps ke cBbu-
ckbl cpbre ero u mpus ero ¢ yecturo. OHB K€ Mocia MO KHATHHIO Bb KobiBaHb,
npubae ke ero KHAruHu. beic(Th) BpeMs Hbkonko Bb CBbuckou 3emuu, mocibau
ke Ha patH yobeHb 0b1c(Th) oT Hembus (IICPJI, 6: 327-328).

a KHs3b AHJIIpen U ¢b KHenHero O0bika Bb CBbaxckyto 3emutto (IICPJI, 24: 98).
Benukun xe kusa3p Ouznpbu ensa yoexa u npubxa 8p Benuxun Hoswsropon. Hos-
ropoaiu xe ero He npusima. OHb ke bxaB ko IIckoBy M TamMo OBICTH HEMHOTO,
oxungan 6o 0b xHaruHU cBoes. U mpubxa ke K HEMy €ro KHSUHH, BEIMKUHU XKe
kHs3b Onnpbu npubxa B Hemerikuu ropoa KonbsiBaHb M CO KHSMHEIO, OCTaBU Ke
Ty KHATHHIO, a caM cTynu 3a Mope Bo Cmbuckyto 3emmo. Mecrep xe Cbucku
cpbre ero u mpust ero ¢ yectuto. OH ke mocna no KusaruHio B KonbiBaub, mpubxa
ke ero KHsaruHu. beicts Bpemst Hbkonuko Bo Cebuckon 3emirh, nociean xe Ha pa-
Tn youen ObicTh 0T Hbmens (IICPJI, 26: 86).

A kHs3b Benukin AHapbu ena yobxa u npibxa Bb || Benuksin Hossropoas. Hos-
TOPOJILIM JKe ero He mpisia, oub bxa kb [IckoBY U TaMO OBICTH HEMHOTO, OXKU/IATH
60 0b cBOEs KHSTHHU; NpiUJe Kb HEMY ero KHATMHU, U OHb OTTONb M cO KHATHHEIO
une B> Hbmenkin rpans KonbiBans. 1 0ocTaBUBD Ty KHATHHIO, @ CaMb CTYIH 33 MO-
pe Bo Cebuckyro 3emitto, Mectepb xe CBbuckin cpbre ero u mpis ero cb 4ectito,
OHB K€ IocJIa Mo KHATHHIO Bb KosbIBaHb; U OBICTH Ty HBKOIMKO BpeMs U CO KHs-
ruHero Bo Cebuckou 3eminu. [Ipe6sIBS XKe Maksl Ty, U MOTOMb Ipinje BO CBOIO OT-
ugpny (IICPJI, 7.1: 159-160).

u 6exa Annpeu B Hoswsropon Benukun, Taxe u ko IlckoBy, u B KonbiBaHs, U co
KHATHHEIO, OTTYAy Naku uje Bo CBUTCKYIO 3€MIIIO, U TaMO MeCTep CIpeTe €ro, u
MIPUAT ero ¢ yecTuro. Y co KHATHHEIo NpeObIB HeKoIMKo BpeMs B Cpbuckon 3emiy,
u y6ieH 6bIcTh Ha paTtu oT Hemen (IICPJI, 33: 71).

u 6exxa Annpbu s HoBropoas Benukin, Taxke u ko IIckoBy; Ty ke H0XKIaBb KHS-
uHy, uae x KonelBaHio, u oTTyqy uje naku Bo CBUTBCKYIO 3eMIII0, © TaMO MECTepb
ctpbTe ero, W mpisiTh €ro Chb 4YECTiIO; OHB K€ MOcia MO KHSIMHIO Bb KoibiBaHb
(IICPIJI, 20: 163).

no0bxa xua3b Benuku AuApbu Cysnanckin, ¥ ¢b KHATHHEIO CBOEIO U 3 OOSIPHI CBO-
umu, Bb HoBropoas Benukiu u orTyny une Bb IICkOBB, U TaMO 0AaBb KHATHHIO
cBoto, uae u3o IlckoBa Bb KomnpiBanb, u maku u3b KonbiBanu une Bb Cebuckyro
3eMIJII0, U TaMO MecTepb cTpbTe ero, u mpisTh ero ¢b BeNUKOIO decTio. OHB ke U
10 KHATHHIO cBOO nocia Bb KonsiBans (ITCPJI, 10: 138).

a kHA3b Benukbel Anapbu exasa yobxa. U npibxass B Benukin Hossropoas. Hos-
TOPOJIM K€ ero He Ipusiiia; oHb ke bxaB ko IIckoBy M Tamo OBICTH HEMHOTO,
oxunanb 6o 65 ceoeb kusrunu. Ilpinne sxe Kb HEMY €ro KHATHHU, U OHb OTTOND 1
co KHATHHEeIo uae Bb HbMmenkin rpanxs KosibiBaHb, 1 OCTaBUBB Ty KHATHHIO, @ CaMb
ctynu 3a Mope Bo CBbuckylo 3emito; Mecteps xe CBbuckin cpbre ero u mnpis ero
Ch YECTil0; OHB K€ IOCJIa [0 KHATHHIO CBOIO BB KoubIBaHb, U ObICTh Ty HbKOIHKO
BpeMms U co KHsAruHero Bo Cbuckou 3emnu npedsIBs xke naku Ty (IICPJI, 10: 139).
3a mope (I[ICPJI, 37: 30).

A kHs13bp AHZIpeu U co KHATHHEro O0exa Bb CBuszckyro 3emmto (IICPJL, 34: 97).

— (Mamncukka, 24).

Cawm xe k5 HoByrpany yknonucs (CKIIP, 527).
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Camp xe kb HoOBy roposy ykioHHCS U OTTyAy Bb CBIMCKyIO 3eMIII0 U TaMO Bb
rpaxb KoneiBanb ckonua xuBoTh cBou (MaHcuKKa, 91).

V. Tatar Campaign of 1252:
What did the Tatars do?

nporHa kua3a Aunpba (IICPJL, 1 [1928]: 524).

nporHa u [Auapeu] (Tuxomupos, 239).

n norHama Tarapose B ciibib ro u nmocruroma u oy ropoaa Ilepemcnasina.... Ta-
TapoBe e POCCYHYIIAcs M0 3eMII0 U KHATHIHIO [Apocnasmio mma u nbtu ussuma-
ma 1 BoeBoxy JKumocnasa Ty oyOuia U KHAT[bIH]to oy6uma u xbtu Mpocnasiu B
MOJIOHD TIOCNAIlIa U JIOAUM Oe-IMCiIa MOBEJOIa 10 KOHb M CKOTa M MHOTO 37a
ctBopuie Wunoma (IICPJI, 1 [1927]: 473).

— (IICPJI, 3 [2000]: 304).

u nporHa Auapbs Apocnasnuga (IICPJL, 4: 38).

u nporHa Axzpea Spocnasuua (IICPJI, 42: 118).

n nornama TatapoBe Becabab ero m nocruroma u y ropoaa Ilepecnasns.... Tara-
pOBe e poccyIacs Mo 3eMIH, KHATHHIO SIpocnasito dma u bty nmoumMaria, u Boe-
BoJy M3bIMaria JKunucnaBa v youIa u Ty, U KHATHHIO youmia, u nbru Spocnasnu
BB IIOJIOHB ITIOCJIAINA, a JIF0JeH 0e3b YucCla Bb MOJIOHD MOBEJONIA, H 10 KOHb, U JI0
CKOTa, U MHOTO 311a cbTBopIe u orbugoma (IICPJI, 18: 70).

noBoeBatu 3emito Cyxaansckyto (berynos, 174-175).

n unoma kb [lepecnasito, tasmecs. U cpbre u Auapbu ¢b nonku cBoumu, u nooh-
qumia uxbp Tatapu.... a Tarapu, Hesprou B3sua Ilepecnabib, sima kHAruHio SIpo-
CNIaBIIO U 3b AbTMU U maku yOuia ro, a bt BB monoHs moeesomia, a XKuauciasa
BoeBoy youma (IICPJIL, 23: 84).

nporHa kusa3g Aunpea Cyxxnanckaro (IICPJL, 27: 235).

nporHa kusa3g Aunpea Coyxnanckoro (IICPJL, 27: 321).

Tarapu, Hesptou, B3sima [lepecnaBib, u sima KHSArHHIO SIpocnaBimio u 3 abT™u, u
maku oyoOwuia 1o, a 1bti B monoH Bexpoma, U XKunucnasa Boesony oyourra (IICPJI
28:57).

BricTh ke B kaHyH bopumry nuu, 6e360xHun Tataposb mox Bomoaumepem mepe-
6ponumacs Kissmy, u mounoma ko rpaxy k Ilepesicnairo Taromecs, HayTpeu xe
Ha bopumr feHs, cpere UXb KHI3b BETUKHH AHJIpEU ChbBOMMU IOJIKH, U CPa3UIIACs
obou moiuu, u 6sicTh chust Benuka. ['HbBoM ke Boxxnum, 3a yMHOXKEHHHE IPEXOB
HaIlMX MOTaHBIMHM XpUCThHsIHE 00bKeHu Oblmia.... || a Torna 6e300xunu TaTapose
mienuma rpan Ilepecnasns u kHATHHIO SpociaBiio smia ¥ ATy u3sIMaIia ¥ youmra
Ty BoeBoay JKumocnaBa m KHsAruHio youma, a gbtu SlpocnaBiu B MOJNOHB ITOBe-
JI011Ia, ¥ JIFOJIEM MHOTO TIOJIOHMIIIA, U MHOTO 371a ctBopu oTbuaoma (IICPJL, 25: 141-
142).

n upoma k Ilepecnasmio, Tasimecs. M cpbre nxp Anapbu ¢ monxu cBoummu, u
no0bauma ux Torapu.... A Torapu, Hesprou, B3 IlepecnaBib, U dila KHATHHIO
Spocnasmto u 3 7bT™u, u maku oyowina 1o, a 1bTH B MOJNOHB Beoiia, u JKuaucnasa
BoeBoy oybouma (IICPJI, 28: 216).

— (IICPJI, 15 [1922]: 31).

upoma kb [lepescnasmio tasiecs, 1 cpbre Uxb KHA3b Benukin AHApbU cb moaku
cBOMMH, 1 noobauma nxs Tatapose.... || TarapoBe HeBproess! B3siiua [lepesicnasis,
U silia KHATBIHIO SIpocnasiio u 3 1bTMu, n maku youma 10, a 1bTH Bb ITOJIOHD ITOBE-
noua, u XKuaucnapa Boeoay youma. (IICPJI, 15 [1922]: 396-397).
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BricTh ke B kaHyH bopumy nuu, 6e360xuuu Tarapose mox Borxogumepom u Opo-
quma Knssmy u nounoma ko rpany Ilepeacnasito, Tasmecs. Ha yrpua xe, Ha bo-
pui nenb, cpbre ux Benukuu kua3p AHnpbu co cBonmu nosiku. U cpasuiacst obon
oJuy, 1 O0bicTh chua Benuka. ['HbBOM 00XMKM 32 OyMHOXeHHe TpbXOB HAINX MO-
ra"bIMH oO0bxkenu Obima.... be30oxxuun TaTapose mienuma rpajn IlepeacnaBines u
oTToJe Bo3paruiacs B 3emitto cBorw (IICPJL, 27: 47).

Boic(Tp) xe B kaHyHb bopuiny nuu. be3ooxnun tataposb mons Bonoxumepems u
6ponuma Knssmy, u mouga kb rpany llepescnasmio, Tasmecs. Haytpue xe, Ha bo-
puLIb aeHs, crpbre nxb Benukuu KHA3b AHApbU ¢b cBOMMU TONKEL W cpasumacs
o6ou o, 1 0bic(Th) chbua Benuka. I'ub||BoMb 00 6(0)kHUUMB 32 yMHOKeHHE Tph-
XOBb HAIIMX NOTaHbIMH 1MoObkeHu Obila... be3boxHuu xe taraposb miueHumma
rpao Ilepescnasns u omTole Bb3BpaTHIIacs B 3eMito cBoro (IICPJI, 6: 327-328).

N Opomuma Knszmoy xanoyns bopumro nuu moas Bomomumepems. KHs3p ke
Anapbu cpbre uxs ¢b cBoumu nonkel. U 6vicTh chbua Benuka. M mobGenuma nora-
Hin.... TatapoBe ke meHuma rpags llepeacnaBnb, KHAMHIO SIpacnaBmio fma u
abTu n3pManta u oybuina Ty BoeBoxy XKumucnasa u kHeuHo oyOua, a 1btu fApa-
CJIaBIH B IOJOHB MOBEAOIIA U JIOJEH MHOTO MOJOHHIIA U, MHOTO 371a CTBOPUBD,
orpugoma (ITICPJI, 24: 98).

BricTh ke B kanyH bopumtto aHu, 6e360xkHNM TaTapose nox Bonoaumepem 6poau-
mra Knssmy u mounoma ko rpany Ilepecnasito, Tasmecs. Ha yrpus ke, Ha bopu
JeHb, cpbre nx Benmukuu KHA3b OHapbu cb cBouMu nonku. U cpasuiacs obou mou-
1y, U O6bICTh chbua Benuka, rHbBOM GOXHHMM 3a yMHOXXEHHE TPEXOB HAIMX IIOTa-
HBIMU TOOexkeHH Oblma.... bezboxuuu xxe Tatapose mnenuma rpan Ilepecnasns u
oTToJIe Bo3paruiacs B 3emitto cBor (IICPJL, 26: 86).

6e300xHin TarapoBe moas Bomogumepems Opoxaumacs Knssmy, n moupjoma ko
rpagy kb IlepescrnaBiro Tasmecs; HayTpiu xe, Ha bopums aeHs, cpbre uxp kHA3D
BeNuKin AHIpbU CO CBOMMU MOJIKBI, U Cpa3uiiacs 000U IIbIH, U ObICTh chua Benu-
ka, rHbBOMB ke Boxinmsb, 3a yMHOXKEHHUie TPbXOBb HAIIMXb MOTaHBIMH XPHCTiaHe
noobskenn Oblna.... || a Torna 6e300xHin Tarapose mrbuua rpans Ilepeacnasis,
U KHATHHUIO SlpocnaBmio sima, ¥ bty n3ommaina, u youma ty BoeBony JKuau-
CllaBa, U KHSATMHUIO yOumia, a 1btu SpocnaBiu BB MOJIOHB MOBEAOIIA, U JIFOJEH
MHOTO TUIOHHINIA, 1 MHOTO 371a cOTBOpUBH oThuomma (IICPJI, 7.1: 159-160).

U ctpere ux kHA3b AHIpeu ¢ nonku ceoumu. M mobeauma ux tatapu (IICPJI, 33:
71).

Wpnoma kb Ilepecnasimto, Tasmecs, u cpbre uxs kHI3p AHAPbYU CHb MONKH CBOUMHY,
u no6bauma uxe Tatapu.... A Tatapu, Hespion, B3sma Ilepecnasib, U dia KHATU-
HIO SIpocrnaBiio, U 3 1bTeMu, U Maku youia 1, a breu Bb moJaoHb Benomia, u JKu-
Jaucnasa BoeBoxy youma (IICPJI, 20: 163).

A TarapoBe ruamacs 3a HUMb, U TIOCTUrOIIa ero y rpajaa Ilepecnasns, mxe Ha Kie-
muHb o3eph, Ho bork chxpanu ero u npeuncra boroponuua; Tarapose 60 cyruas-
1€ ero M paccoBaiacs cbMo u oBaMo OHB ke mocpenu uxb u3dbxa, cenbpr Ha Be-
JUKOMB KHsDKeHiu Tpu ibra. [lapeBuus sxe HeBpyu cb Tatapsl cBonmu B3sius [le-
pecnaib, wxe Ha Knemend ozeph, u sima xusirunio Spocnasmnio u 3 1bt™u u you-
mIa esl, a yHbId SIpocnaBiu Bb MOJIOHB MOBEONIA, a BoeBoy JKuaucnasa youma, u
JIIOM BCSI BB MOJIOHB MOBeMoIIa, U Bce uMbaie B3suust, u unomra Bo Opay (IICPJI,
10: 139).

A TarapoBe ruamacs 3a HUMb, U IOCTHroma ero y rpajga Ilepecnasmis, uxe Ha
Knemmmnb ozepb, Ho borb cbxpanu ero u mpeuncra boroponuna; Tatapose 060
CYTHaBILIE €r0 U paccoBamniacsi cbMo M 0BaMO OHB ke Iocpean uxb u3obxa, cenbnb
Ha BEIMKOMB KHsDKeHiu Tpu ibra. IlapeBuus ke HEBpYH ¢b TaTapbl CBOUMH B3I
[epecnaBnb, mxe Ha Kiemend oseph, u sma kusrunio SApocnasiro u 3 xbt™Mu u



Yemioe:
Tuckapesck.:

BMY-Bnao.:
CK-Yyoos.:

CK-U. Jymumn:

beryHos:

The Tatar Campaign of 1252 63

ybura esi, a yHbIa SIpociaBiu Bb MOJIOHB IOBeAOIIA, a BoeBoay Kumucnasa you-
11a, ¥ JIIOJAM BCs Bb IOJIOHB TOBejolIa, U Bce umbaie B3ams, u unoma Bo Opay
(IICPIJI, 10: 139).

nporHa kusa3g Aunpesa Cysgansckaro (IICPJI, 37: 30).

u 6ponuma Knssmy kanysn bopuca nau non Bonogumepem. Kua3b xxe AHapen cpe-
T€ UX C CBOMMH IIOJIKH, ¥ OBICTh Ceua BeJIMKa, ¥ MoOeauilia MoraHuu... TaTapose xe
mienuma rpaj [lepecnasis, kKHATUHIO SIpociaBiio Ama ¥ yOuIa, a AeTH U3bIMAIIIsL
U BeJIOIIS B MOJIOH, U BoeBoay JKuaucnasa youmia Ty, U JIOAE€M MHOTO MOJOHHIIA,
U 371a MHOTO coTBOpHB, oThunows (IICPJI, 34: 97).

U nosoesa 3emmro Cyxaanbckyto (MaHcuKKa, 45).

Onu xe ckopo u 6e38bcTHO mpunnoms kb rpaay Ilepescnasmo. Kuass sxe Annpeu
OpaHb CHTBOPH C HUMH, U boxxnumb rebBoMb noohskenn Obimia mibky ero.... Tara-
poBe xe rpbxb pagu Hammxb 3emimo Cyxaainbekyto nooears (CKLP, 527).
Hesprou, SIK0O TaTh BCE3NbIN, U CKPagoMb npiuje ko rpany Ilepescnasmo. KHaA3b xe
Annpen OpaHb COTBOPH Cb HUMH, M BboxinMb rHbBOMB moOhbxeHu Oblla Moaku
ero.... Heuectussin sxe HeBpron moBoeBa 1 HOIUIeHU BCiO 3eMito CyKIalCKyro 3a
Bcesnblsa Tpbxu Hama, sxe mpends boroms ObiBaeMbl. CUMB YOO HEH3pEUEHHBIMD
MIPOMBIIIIEHIEMb BpyYaeTh bors ckuneTpo Benukaro KHsbkeHia BraguMupcekaro u
Hasropoaukaro ceMy yrogHuky csoemy Anekcanapy HeBckoMy, KO OTb MHOI'B
ab1h Ob1BB M30panb cocynb Hyxy IlpecBiaromy, momaszans boroms. U ObicTh cku-
MeTPOHOCENs NpeuBeHb, Bees Pyckia 3emnu camapbxkens. [logacts xe bors npu
€ro 1apCTBiM TUIINHY BEJII0 OTh BChXb CTpaHb SA3BIYECKUMXb BCEH 3eMin Pyccren
MOJIUTBAMH €T0 CBATBIMU U OJIarOCTPOEHis IIepkBaMb CBATHIMB (MaHcukka, 91).
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