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Abstract: VOLOSHCHUK, Myroslav. Galich, was it a real (part of) Rus’? Historical Galician
land (semna Ianuuxas) during the 10th — 14th centuries remained the permanent intersection
of civilizational influences that determined the ethnic background of the region, political
orientations of the elites and local identity. For a long time since the end of the 11th century
the local thrones were occupied by various branches of the Rurikids (the Rostislavovids and
the Romanids), the bearers (with an official Orthodox Church support) of the concepts of
“Rus™ and the “Rusyns” in the politics and language. The presence of the Ruthenian princes
in Galich (Halych) consolidated the perception of the region at the inter-dynasty level as
a part of the “Ruthenian world” However, the local definition of the inhabitants as the
Galicians (it is known as a separate term terminus post quem 1138) and their homeland as
Galicia (Galician land), which had been known since 1152, allowed to coexist, periodically
to conflict and systematically to “fight” with “Ruthenian” definition in the ideological and
often military-political spheres. Only before the final inclusion of Galicia to the possessions
of the Romanids dynasty, “Russification” (“Ruthenization”) of this region (included to the
uninstitutionalizated Kingdom of Rus’ - Regnum Russiae) began after 1253. Hence, the
Ruthenian identifications became stronger than Galician, influencing the perception of the
Galician past and historical research during the 19th — beginning of the 20th century.

Keywords: The Rurikids, the Rostislavovids and the Romanids, Rus’, Regnum Russiae, Galicia
(Galician land), terminology

The affiliation of Galich (Halych) to the “Ruthenian (Rus’ian) land”, or the “land of Rus™ (Poycv,
Poycvckas 3emna, Pycckaa 3emna), which has been mentioned in the chronicles (zemonucu) and
church literature since the 11th century? was periodically discussed as an issue in the field of
Russianistics and Mediaeval studies due to the prominent role of the city-policy during the 12th -
13th centuries in the context of the Central-European history. The special studies by Henryk
Paszkiewicz (Paszkiewicz 1996, 446-455; Paszkiewicz 2020, 96-108), Arseniy Nasonov (Nasonov
1951, 130-142), Dmitriy Obolensky (Obolensky 1971, 260-271), Simon Franklin, Jonathan
Shepard (Franklin — Shepard 1996, 347-350, 366-367, 369; Franklin — Shepard 2009, 513-515,
527), Aleksandr Mayorov (Mayorov 2001, 89-187), Hardi Dura (Hardi 2002, 17-22) Serhii Plokhy
(Plokhy 2006, 33-38,40-41, 46, 50-51), Leontiy Voytovych (Voytovych 2015, 3-5, 26-30) are among
the most indicative ones. The positive changes in the scholarly research of the Galician problems

I would like to thank Prof. Aleksandr Musin from Saint-Petersburg (Russia) for his very useful advice and
consultation.

See, in particular, the reception of the concepts of the “Ruthenian land”, “Ruthenian princes”, the “lands of
Rus” for the “Kueso-ITeuepcoxuii namepux” (“Kyiv-Pechersk Patericon”) in the 13th century (Kashuba -
Pikulyk 2007, 12-13, 48, 50-52, 54-55, 58, 63, 66, 69, 79, 82, 84).

CONSTANTINE’S LETTERS 14/2 (2021), pp. 37 - 50 see |37



MYROSLAV VOLOSHCHUK

that have recently appeared?, allow us to rethink the terminological and further historical aspects
of these problems in a new way (Nagirny — Voloshchuk 2018).

In a scrupulous review of some methodological aspects of the medieval studies of “the heritage
of Rus”, it becomes clear that there is a complete or partial discrepancy between the modern
knowledge and the terminology used in the scientific and educational literature on the subject
of medieval Rus” and concrete historical realities of the mentioned period for its separate lands.
Historical (since the middle of the 12th century) Galicia occupies the main place in this process.
It owes its name to Galich - the largest city of the region in the 12th - 13th centuries. There were
three stages of its development: the pre-chronicle (the 9/10th - 11th centuries), the chronicle (the
12th - 13th centuries) and the late medieval, widely-dated by the 14th - 18th centuries (Tomenchuk
1999, 299-307). Both historically and archaeologically, through the constant expeditions of the
scholars since the second half of the 19th century and especially in the Soviet times as well as
after 1991, paradoxically, we are able to give only a very general answer to the key questions of
the formation and development of the place which was so important in the past. Many problems
remain open.

One of the key questions is whether Galich was Rus’ or not from the historical-terminological
point of view. If it was, then when, under what circumstances, and in what aspects of everyday
life and cult of its inhabitants, was it manifested? If not, then why the concept of Galician Rus’ has
been investigated in the scholarly publications by the huge number of a supporters since the 19th
century? The comprehensive review of the specification and supplementation of the medieval Rus’
terminology causes the necessity to find the answers to these important questions for a clearer
understanding of the historical past of certain lands of the modern Ukraine, the role and place of
its people among other European gentes.

Historically the Galician land*, being quite attractive from the commercial and economic points
of view, always remained at the intersection of the medieval inter-dynastic and trade links, which
formed the ethnic background of the region, reflected in a number of archaeological cultures
of the early Slavic and medieval times (Thracian Galstat, Pragues, Penkivska, Luka-Raikovetska,
Carpathian burial mounds etc.). Later it was supplemented by the nomadic and semi-nomadic
gentes (the Germans, Ghetto-Dacians, Sarmatians, Alans, Croats, Pechenegs, Cumanians, Tatars,
and Vlachs) settled in these lands. It affected the formation of numerous ethnic groups, local
names of the inhabitants (the Hutsuls, Boykos, Pokutians, Lemks, Bukovinians) (Kochkin -
Nikitin 2009, 43-58) of this land.

Unfortunately, we do not know the actual geographic or political definition of the city or the
region borders until the 12th century. Information from the “Kyiv-Pechersk Paterycon” (from
the 13th century) about “Galician salt” at the end of the 11th century (Kashuba - Pikulyk 2007,
82) or the contemporary anonymous “Gesta Hungarorum” (“The Deeds of the Hungarians”)
(Jakubovich - Pais 1998, 47-50) about the location of Galich during the migration of Magyar
tribes to Pannonia in the late 9th century is far from ideal.

The diverse world of religious ideas of its inhabitants, and also their culture, education, life
and so on, are still known only partially (Tomenchuk 2018, 10-42). Only a few foreign sources’

> See the publications of both series of the Collection of academic works “Ianuu” (Voloshchuk 2016-2020a;
Voloshchuk 2016-2020b).

For the first time the “lanuuane” (“Galicians”) were known since 1138 (Kloss 2001a, 305), “lanuv”
(“Galich”) - since 1141 (Kloss 2001b, 304), “semmio Tnnuukyro” (“Galician Land”) - since 1152 (Kloss
2001b, 448).

In particular, it is an issue discussed in the writing of the emperor Constantine VII Porphyrogenitus
(905 - 959) between 948 and 952, in the “De administrando Imperio” (“On the Administration of the
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give us some information about the settlement in the Pre-Carpathian territories by the Croats
(that nowadays are mostly the part of modern Ukraine, partly of Slovakia and Poland) and about
the existence of so-called Great Croatia (by the emperor Constantine VII Porphyrogenitus) at
least till 992 AD (Moravcsik 1967, 153; Mayorov 2006, 166-169; Voytovych 2011, 40-44; Alimov
2016, 249-255). At the end of the 10th century, as a result of several large-scale archeologically
proven military campaigns, the Croats were conquered by the Kyiv princes, especially Volodymyr
Sviatoslavovych (960 - 1015) (Tomenchuk 2018, 35-36). So these lands, more or less, until the
middle of the 14th century, with interruptions at the end of the 12th century and in the first half of
the 13th century, belonged to the Rurikids. This dynasty had been associated with the cultural and
religious promotion of the concepts of the Rus’ in the narrative tradition, as well as in the Western
European and Greek historical tradition.

Galich and, without a doubt, from the middle of the 12th century, Galician land occupied
a special place in the possessions of the Rurikids. Unfortunately, the identification of its
inhabitants (princes, elites, and lower segments of the population) of the mentioned period is
known exclusively by the sources written outside the capital. It undoubtedly belonged to the large
centers of the chronicle tradition and systematically “supplied information” to the scriptwriters
of monasteries and cities from the different countries in the 12th - 13th centuries. It can be seen
in the independent “Galician” passages of the Kyiv chronicles (nemonucu) since the 12th century
(Kotliar 2009, 13; Yurieva 2017, 20-23).

The city belonged to a group of grandiose Croatian settlements (Plisnesk, Revna, Stylske,
Iliv, etc.), stretching along the course of the Upper Dniester, bordering on its lower part with
the settlement of the Ulychs and Tiverts (gentes), and closely coexisting with the carriers of the
Scandinavian subculture at least in the 10th century (Liwoch 2003, 213-297; Liwoch 2005, 37-59;
Liwoch 2006, 77-87; Liwoch 2011, 89-100; Liwoch 2018, 130, 135, 161, 163-164). Intercultural
relationships affected the origin of the city’s name and the identity of its inhabitants. The name
Galician grave (now in Kachkiv, Krylos village, Galich district, Ivano-Frankivsk region, Ukraine)
was mentioned between 1208 - 1211 in the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle (the Chronicle of the
Romanids). Its origin for unknown reasons was not discovered by the chronicler of the 13th
century, but he could explain the name of the city (Dabrowski - Jusupovi¢ 2017, 24-25). Until 1991
the problem remained unresolved, and the place of burial ground was not localized. The discovery
of the cenotative Galician grave and its research during 1991 - 1992 allowed us to connect the
city-making processes and the name of the settlement with a remarkable person of Scandinavian
(Varangian) origin (modern scientists have no doubt about it). There have been found many
items of exactly Scandinavian (but not Slavic or other) cultures (Gutsuliak - Drohomyretskyy —
Tomenchuk 2005, 14-26; Tomenchuk 2006, 14-21; Baran - Tomenchuk - Figurnyy 2017, 15-
17). It seems that we are talking about the analogy to the Polotsk variant of the centre that was
accessible from the economic and commercial point of view and was also captured during the
Kyiv prince’s military campaigns. Of course, no kind of Rus’ self-identity of the region or the city
in the 9th - 10st centuries was mentioned. At least the sources are “silent” about this.

The conquest of Galich in 992/993 by Prince Volodymyr Sviatoslavovych caused a rather
long period of decline in this area. After that period, as we know from the Kyivan and Volynian
chronicles (nemonucu), as well as from the foreign narrative sources of the 12th - 13th centuries,
within a relatively short time in the 12th century this city quickly gave a name to the region and

Empire”), in the testimony of the Arabian and Persian travelers, as well as in the “ITosecmv epemennvix
nem” (“The Tale of Bygone Years”) of the early 12th century.
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its inhabitants®. Many sources since the 12th century mentioned the names of Galicia (in the Latin
version Galitia, Galithia, Galicia, Galatia and others, in the Middle Greek - I&Airlw), Galician
lands and the Galicians (Kloss 2001b, 558; Kloss 2001a, XXXVT) that are obviously (self)identities
which arose as a result of systematic contacts of the elites and the enlightened stratum of the
medieval society from the different countries. This principality, though not big in a territory, but
rather prosperous, was acquired by the Princes Rostislavovids around 1084 and became widely
known. The collection of the West European Latin language texts’, as well as the sources written
in the Middle Greek® or Arabic (Konovalova 1999, 133-142) during the 12th - 13th centuries are
the most typical in this regard from our point of view.

The descendants of Prince Volodymyr Sviatoslavovych, Rurik (+ 1092), Volodar (+ 1124) and
Vasilko (f 1124/1125), probably with the consent of the local elites, received the right to take
possession of Przemysl, Zvenigorod and Terebovlya, which was backed by the princely congress
in Liubech in 1097. The land was centralized in 1141 with the capital in Galich (Kloss 2001a, 257;
Cross — Sherbowitz-Wetzor 1953, 187; Kloss 2001b, 230-231). The existent Rurikids undoubtedly
should have been the bearers of the concept of Rus. At least in such reception they are presented
in the official court chronicles (nemonucu). Everything that falls into the Rurikids spheres of
influence and power is Rus’ in the broad sense from the chronicler’s (zremonucey) point of view.
However, a thorough analysis of the written sources of various origin convinces us about the
controversial character of this terminology.

The concepts of Ruthenia or Ruscia are well known and used in the Western European history
during the late 11th-12th centuries exclusively as related to the states of the Rostislavovids®. In our
opinion, these definitions have become of the universal type, demonstrating the belonging of
these lands to the members of the Rurikids family, from which the named three princes came out.
All lands controlled by the Rurikids from Novgorod in the North to Tmutarakan’ in the South
and from Przemysl in the West to the Zalissya lands and the Over-Volga region in the East, were
understood in the western courtyards and scribes as something integral from dynastic, probably
confessional and partly culturally point of view *°.

However, other definitions that best reflected the mentality and local features of the culture,

» <«

self-awareness and self-perception, as well as attitude towards “them’, “strangers” and “others”

¢ In short, in the European practice, in addition to Rome, which originated the Romans and subsequently

Moscow with its Muscovites (Moscovites), this is chronologically the second case (Voloshchuk 2016, 7).
7 See (Voloshchuk 2010, 165-178; Voloshchuk 2014, 113-125). In our opinion, in most cases, the
Galician and Russian/Ruscian (Ruthenian) terminology are contradictory, thus reflecting less or more
precise understanding by the authors of the texts of the historical realities of the described time.
Applying to the Galician rulers and the local population the concepts of Tavroskifiya and Tavroskifs
(TavpookivBag), in a contrast to the terms rus” (Pwg), which are primarily characteristic of the Kyivan
princes, the Greek authors also used the typical Galician nomenclature — TaAit{ng (Maineke, 1836, 115.14-
19, 232.7; van Dieten 1975, 129.29-30, 522-523; Ephraemii monachi imperatorum et patriarcharum
recensus 1840 267) Tait{ag (Avwvipov Zovoyig xpovikr 1894, 428). For the given materials, I express
my deep gratitude to Olga Kozachok from Lviv, Ukraine (Kozachok, 2017, 146-147). On the topic see the
“Ruthenian” terminology (Rossia, Ruthenia) in the German and Middle Greek languages of the middle of
the 12th century (Nazarenko, 1999, 166-179; Bibikov 2004, 117, 119-120).
The Ukrainian historian Vitaliy Nagirnyy at the International Conference Colloquia Russica, Series II
on “Medieval Rus™ Problems of Terminology”, (May 25-27, 2017, Ivano-Frankivsk and Galich, Ukraine)
presented the topic “The Galician Principality” or “The State of Rostyslavovychs”? but has not published it.
See the content of agreements of the princes of Smolensk with Riga, where “cmonut#unus” and “pycun”
are noted, as different from the Ruthenian (Rus’ian) law (Avanesov 1963, 10-13, 20-35 etc.). Similar motives
of contrasting the “movement” with other neighboring lands are also present in the Novgorod chronicles
(nemonucu) (Forbes — Michell 1914, 26, 30, 36, 51-52, 62 etc.).
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were formed and gradually fixed in the narrative sources of the foreign, regional, national or
international (here — the Ruthenian) origin (Voloshchuk 2010, 165-178). Undoubtedly, the princes
Rostislavovids were considered in Galicia as native princes, despite their dynastic origin''. But
the elites strongly influenced the princes’ life'. The prince and boyar elites of the neighboring
lands (controlled by the Rurikids, in particular, Volynian Volodymyr, Kyiv and Chernihiv), were
perceived as the “others” and sometimes as “strangers”. This opposition can be seen in Kyivan
and Volhynian chronicles (nemonucu) of the 12th - 13th centuries which used Galician oral and
written memory.

Here are some examples. Thus, during the so-called Battle of Holohory in 1144, we read:
“Baupomra Pycckpin monuu [Prince Izyaslav Davydovych. — M. V.] Ha ropsl . u 3amupgomia
n W Ilepempinia . u W lanmya . Bupgbebuie ke To lanmmvane. ChbTbCHYIIACK pEKyIe . Mbl
clle CTOMM®BI . @ WHaMo >keHbl Haurb BpamyTh  (Kloss 2001a, 311-312)". A similar example
is the collision of Izyaslav Mstyslavovych (1097 - 1154) with the Galician prince Yaroslav
Volodymyrkovych in 1153 (Kloss 2001a, 340-341; Kloss 2001b, 465-468). The campaign of
the “land of Rus” against Galich was noted in the Novgorod first chronicle (Hoszopoockas
nepeas nemonucyv) in 1145 (Forbes — Michell 1914, 18). The negotiations of the Galician Prince
Volodymyrko (near 1104 - 1152) with the ambassador of the Kyivan ruler Izyaslav Petro
Boryslavych (about returning the number of cities promised by Volodymyrko to him) in 1152
became well known. After the Galician ruler refused to fulfill the promise, that was made
incidentally, by an oath of the Life-giving Cross (1/boBa Bceu‘THaro x<a), the ambassador was
sent away from Galich: “[...] moBsgu >xe kb cBOoeMy KH310 IleTpd ke IONOXKA eMy TPaMOTbl
. Kp“TbHB1®. Th3e BOHD . 1 He jama [Prince Volodymyrko. - M. V.] IlerpoBu . Hu 1mososa
H1 KopMma Iletpd ke mobxa Ha cBOM® KOHMXD. M @KOXe Ccbbxa IleTpdb cb KHAXA [gBOpa
u Bonogumups nmonpge x 60kHULIM . Kb cTMy CIICY Ha BeUepHIOI . 11 &KOXKe O0'b1 Ha Iepexon .
no 6oxHuiy u Ty Buau Iletpa @pyma . u mopyraca emy . u pe’ nobxa myxs Pyckun [sic! -
M. V.] woyumasdp Bca Bomoctu u To pekd’ (Kloss 2001b, 463-463). Therefore, the question
arises: didn’t the Galician prince consider himself to be the Ruthenian (Rus’ian), as if related to
the Rurikids biologically or genealogically? Apparently — not to the end; not to mention the self-
identification of the inhabitants of all the land that he owned. Under 1202 it was written: “Pomaus
CKOILA TONKBL. [annmubckb1b. 1 Bonogumepbckpib. n Bbbxa B Pycckyro semmo” (Kloss 2001a,
417). Finally, there is the appeal of the Galician boyar Volodyslav Kormylchych to the citizens of
Przemysl in 1210/1211 in order to expel Prince Svyatoslav from the Thorids family, who was the

' Carried out in 2017 the DNA analysis of the remains of the Galician prince, whom some scholars consider

to have been Yaroslav Volodymyrkovych, and who was nicknamed in the “Cnoso o nenxoy Meopesn”
(“The Tale of Igor’s Campaign”) as Osmomysl, — investigated by the Ukrainian archeologist Yaroslav
Pasternak in 1937 (Zholob - Koval - Stasiuk 2018, 107-115), — causes serious doubts in his dynastic
affiliation, perhaps due to the parental origin and therefore - to the review of his relationship with his
contemporaries — the Kyiv, Chernihiv, Smolensk rulers, whether they were the representatives of the same
genus “by the sword” (“for men’s line”). See the documentary historical film “IToseprenna” (“Return’)
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3pitjzmz0Uo), as well as the results of the official report on the
Prince’s remains from the Paleo DNA Lab of the University of Lakehead (Expert — Stefan Fratpietro),
published there, for which we express our sincere gratitude to Igor Piddubnyy from Kharkiv, Ukraine (see
below).

The most eloquent example is the capture and burning of the alive mistress of the Galician prince Yaroslav
referred in the chronicle as Nastasia from the nomadic genus of Chagr: “Taymryanu >xe HakTagbllle WrHb
COXTOIIIA 10 @ CHA e B 3aTOYeHNe MOC/AIIA . 2 KHA3A BOJUBIIE KO KPTY &KO eMy UMBTI KHAIMHIO Bb
mpaspy. u Tako oynapusbiieca” (Kloss 2011b, 564).

13 See also: Liaska 2017, 12-14.
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representative of the Chernihovian Olgovids: “peu[e] um[b]: «Bpatie, mo|uro cmoyuaeTeca?
He cen mm us6bumra wr[p]uy Baum u | 6parito Bauo, a uHiM nMBHIa Bama pasrpabumia u |
[blepy Balla falia 3a pabbl Bala, a Wr[b]uecTBiu Ba|mummu Bragbiua uHin npuesn|b]uux?
To 3a TBx[b] 11 x0ue|re f[y]urro cBoro nonoxurn?” (Dabrowski - Jusupovi¢ 2017, 33). An epic
confrontation of a large part of the Galician boyars'* and the Romanids in the first half of the
13th century deserves particular attention.

The concept of the Galician land and the Galicians (in the broad sense of the term beyond the
limits of Galich city policy®) was approved in the territories controlled by the Rostislavovids in the
12th century. This concept gradually penetrated beyond the borders of their domain, mainly to
their closest neighbors that had common economic interests and the genealogical ties with them.
The awareness of Galicia as something different from the rest of Rus’ in official documentation
is evidenced for the first time in the Galician titulature (Galaciae Rex - the King of Galicia
(Hardi 2018, 251-264)) of the Hungarian King Bela III (1172 - 1196) used on May 2, 1189 and
June 26, 1190 (Smiciklas 1904, 234, 247). His son Andrew II (1205 - 1235), after the meeting
with a widow of Prince Roman in August 1205, converted this casus in the dynastical tradition
(Galitiae Lodomeriaequae Rex - the King of Galich and Volhynian Volodymyr lands), existing in
the royal Hungarian practice till the beginning of the 16th century (Font 2005, 196). According
to the Bratislava-Vienna treaty of 1515, the death and defeat of King Louis II (1506 — 1526) from
the Jagiellonian dynasty in the Battle of Mohacs on August 29, 1526, the “Galician titular heritage”
was acquired by his Austrian relatives of the Habsburg family. Theoretically they possessed it until
1772, and practically until November 1918'¢. However, the Hungarian royal dynasties during the
12th - 14th centuries did not appeal only to Galician and Volhynian titulature and did not consider
Galich and the Galician land as Ruthenia in general (Voloshchuk 2014, 120, 122). Repeated use of
the title Ruthenorum Rex (Prochdzkovd 2016, 208-212; Font — Barabds 2017, 42) by the Galician
King Koloman (1208 - 1241) after 1215 requires additional study on the meaning of the terms
Rutheni and Ruthenia in the Hungarian intellectual environment.

The Galician concept could supplant the Ruthenian during the first half of the 13th century in
the circumstances of the opposition of a part of the local elites to the Princes Danylo (1200/01 -
1264) and Vasilko (1203 - 1269), the heirs of Roman (1155/1156 — 1205), the “autocrat of all Rus”,
who died on June 19, 1205". His sons personified the Ruthenian (Rus’ian) tradition in titulature and
in practice. Undoubtedly, both brothers were associated with the “world of the Rurikids” among the
Western European courts, and Galich belonged (but sporadically), only on the ideological level to

4 See the biohrams of the boyars (Jusupovi¢ 2013, 99-304).

In a similar context see a modern analysis of the concepts the “Ruthenian (Rus’ian) land” (Kuchkin
1995, 74-100; Vediushkina 1995, 101-116).

The Hungarian and hence the Austrian (later — Austro-Hungarian) monarchs used the title “king of
Galicia” since the end of the 12th century. During the years 1387 — 1772 the historical Galician land was
the part of the Polish kingdom (Regnum Poloniae), and since 1569, the part of the Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth (Rzeczpospolita). The situation changed only after its first division, when Maria Theresa
(1717 - 1780) became Dei gratia Galliciae Regina Apostolica, as well as the ruler of Hungary (in practice —
Dei gratia Galliciae Regina Apostolica), for the first time since Louis I of the Anjou dynasty (1342 - 1382)
(Gall 1992, 50).

The reasons for the using of the characteristically chronicle’s (memonucv) passage to the Prince Roman
are due to the long sphragistic tradition, which was begun by his direct ancestor Vsevolod Yaroslavovych
(1030 - 1093), married at the first time to the daughter or a close relative of the Emperor Constantine IX
(1000 - 1055). The title of “princes of Rus™ or “princes of all Rus™ remained with this branch of princes
(Alfyorov 2012, 143-146; Alfyorov 2016, 9-16).
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this “world of the Rurikids”. Their direct fiefdom was the land of Volynian Volodymyr, which was
also known abroad and was reflected in both Romanids’s intitulations.

The sources dated terminus ante quem 1245 — 1246, mostly mentioned princes Danylo and
Vasylko in general as dux Ruthenorum', dux Russiae, illustrissimus Dux etc. (Voloshchuk 2017,
105). Even when they held the Galician throne, the closest neighbors knew the permanent titular
(Galitiae Lodomeriaequae Rex) and sometimes their ownership of Galicia (1205 - 1206, 1207/8 -
1208/9, 1214 - 1221 with interruptions, 1228 - 1234 with interruptions) to the Hungarian King,
and the representatives of his family. Even the Ruthenian princes, set in Galich, in one way or
another were compelled to recognize the nominal or real dependence on the Kingdom of Hungary
(Voloshchuk 2014, 151-152). However, after the Romanids’ victory under Yaroslav on August 17,
1245 over the united Hungarian-Polish troops reinforced by hostile units of the Galician boyars,
the return of Prince Danylo from the voyage to Mongol Khan Batu (+ 1255/56) in 1246 and more
active contacts with Pope Innocent IV (1243 - 1254), the palette of the famous titles of both
Romanids has changed significantly, though not in favour of the Galicia. Correspondence with
the Pontiff since 1246 shows a peculiarly complex identification of Danylo as Illuster Rex Russiae,
and his brother Vasylko as Lodomerie Rex, Laudemerie Rex (Welykyi 1953, 30, 33, 35-36, 38-42,
50-51).

These titles, especially Danylo’s, in no way contradicted the titles of the Hungarian rulers, and
even practically expanded their use in independent lands, which in the dynastic ideology of the
princes were considered the “Ruthenian”, “Rus’ian”. Galicia, of course, belonged to these lands.
The beginning of the process was the official coronation of Prince Danylo at the end of 1253
and the right de iure to use the title of Rusciae Rex. Historically, the prospect of the rise of the
Kingdom of Rus’ (Regnum Russiae) was opened. The institutional organization of it has been
studied so far only very superficially (Grechylo 2008, 260-276; Odnorozhenko 2009; Voloshchuk
2019, 84-95).

The final occupation of the Galician land by the Romanids in the mid of the 13th century
and the recognition by the part of the elites of their suzerainty led, first of all, to the loss of the
main princely residence status of Galich in favour of Holm and Lviv. Consequently, it caused
slow demographic downturn and economic decline. The smooth Rus’ification (Ruthenization) of
Galicia continued (here not to be confused with the notion of “Russification” (“spociitijenss’)
inherent in the Ukrainian-Russian relations of the 18th-20th centuries) and transformed it into
a peculiar outpost of Rus’ led by the heirs of King Danylo.

Even after the loss of opportunity to use the royal titulature in the relation to their own lands,
they used its more neutral forms, always emphasized the affiliation with the “Rurikids (Ruthenian
or Rusian) world”, and retained the Regnum Rusciae concept for more than 150 years. Lev
Danylovych (+ 1301), known in the foreign narratives as the King of Rus’ (rex Ruscie) (Zemek
2003, 78), in diplomas rather avoided such a title because of the dependence on the Chingissids
(Kupchynskyy 2004, 138, 529-530, 552, 569). His son, Yuriy I (+ 1308/15), with the only survivor
seal, is known as Rex Rusie, Dux Ladimerie (Kupchynskyy 2004, 147-148). The heirs of the ruler,
LevII (1 1323) and Andrew (t+ 1323), however, were titled as Dei gratia duces totius Terrae Russiae,
Galiciae and Ladimiriae (Kupchynskyy 2004, 150-151). In this case, other variants of the title are
also known, including Prince Andrew as dux Ladimiriae et dominus Russiae, dux Ladomiriensis
et dominus Terrae Russiae (Kupchynskyy 2004, 156, 160). Instead, his nephew Yuriy II Boleslav
(t 1340), preserving, on the one hand, the princely title dux Russiae, dux Terrae Russiae Caliciae
and Ladimeriae, dux et dominus Russiae, dux totius Russiae Minoris (Kupchynskyy 2004, 169, 172,

18 Here it is important to note the distinction of Koloman'’s title the Ruthenorum Rex which in the feudalized
world hierarchy was higher than Danylo’s title Ruthenorum Dux.

CONSTANTINE’S LETTERS 14/2 (2021), pp. 37 - 50 see | 43 |



MYROSLAV VOLOSHCHUK

178, 185), sometimes appealed to the royal traditions of his predecessors in the dux et heres Regni
Russiae (Kupchynskyy 2004, 190) title and in his own seals he is titled as Georgius Dei gracia Rex
Russiae (Mykhailovskyy 2013, 705-706; Longinov 1887).

Thus, Galicia and its inhabitants became an integral part of the Kingdom of Rus’. From an
ideological point of view, they all became narrated in the sources as the Rutheni (as since the
end of the 11th century). At the same time, the Galician terminology was definitely preserved in
the oral tradition among inhabitants of the region, and before Galician Metropolis appearance
in 1302/03 the mentioned terminology was noted in the church documents (Skochylias 2011,
246-279). The Rus/Rusyn (wider) and Galician (narrower) definitions undoubtedly co-existed
in Galicia after the decline of the Kingdom of Rus’ in the second half of the 14th century and
during the subordination by the Kings of Poland 1387 - 1772 (since 1569 — Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth). The famous chronicler Jan Dtugosz (1415-1480) knew and used the term terra
Haliciensis in the second half of the 15th century (Wyrozumski 2005, 107). Galician terminology
is also known in the sources of the 14th — 18th centuries in the governing bodies of Galician
Land of Palatinatus Russiae, like Haliciensis starosta, castellanus, ensiger, notarius, pocillator and
others (Przybo$ 1987, 35-77). It means that a partial preservation of “Galician memory”, which
was insufficient for more long-time memory, existed.

However, the Ruthenian self-identification was more stable. That is why it was not surprising
that the concept of Galician Rus’ (Galician-Volhynian or Galician-Viadimir Rus’) was significant at
the time of the appearance in the 19th century of the local history works on the history of Galich
and Galicia, historical intelligence and archaeological studies (Khrystan 2018, 160-174). A whole
pleiad of the native-born authors of the historical Galician land considered it the integral part
of the once seemingly single “world of Rus™ that was formed during the times of princes. Thus,
the idea of the indisputable and continuous historical community of the lands of Rus, which in
the 19th and early 20th centuries were a part of the possessions, for example, of the Habsburg
and the Romanov dynasties, is promoted in the life and works of Denys Zubrytskyy, Ivan
Vahylevych, Markiyan Shashkevych, Yakiv Holovatskyy, Antin Petrushevych, Bogdan Didytskyy,
Isydor Sharanevych (Khrystan 2018, 165-173), Ivan Franko' and even Mykhailo Hrushevskyy?
and many other modern scholars. This was a result of the characteristic “Rus’ian” (“Ruthenian”
pseudo- Galician researchers whose works, dedicated to Galicia, stimulated establishment of
associations, societies and later also political parties.

So, to what extent were Galicia and Galich (part of) Rus’ during the 11th-14th centuries? The
question would be more than rhetorical even for the Rurik dynasty representatives on the thrones
in Galich, Przemysl, Zvenygorod, Terebovlya and others like that.

As a component (albeit not permanent) of the possessions of the Rurikids, the bearers and
“missionaries” of the concepts of Rus’, Galicia and Galich from the 11th - 12th centuries were

Mykhailo Hrushevskyy, one of the most famous Ukrainian writers, was born in 1856 in the village of
Naguevychi (now the village with the same title in Drohobych district of the Lviv region, Ukraine).
He founded the Rus’ian-Ukrainian radical party (“Pycvko-Yipaincoxoi Paduxanvroi ITapmii”) (1890), and
the Ukrainian-Rus’ian Publishing Union in Lviv (“Ykpaincoxo-Pycoxoi Budasnu4oi Cninku y JIve06i”)
(1899). He was one of the first initiators of the broader use of the Ukrainian identity, as opposed to the
identity of the Rusyn. (Hrytsak 2006, 175-199).

It is worth paying attention to his work “3euuaiina cxema “pyccxoi” icmopii i cnpasa pauionanvHoeo
yknady icmopii cxionoeo cnos’sncmea” (“The usual scheme of the ,Rus’ian” history and the matter of the
rational structure of the history of the Eastern Slavs”) (1903), represented also in a multi-volume work
“Icmopii Ykpainu-Pycu” (“The history of Ukraine-Rus”) (1895 — 1933), where the stories of Galicia did not
have an independent historical line, but they are described in context of the history of Rus’ (Hrushevsyy
1991, 7-13).
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often associated abroad with the terms Ruthenia, Rutenia, Ruscia, Russia, Rossia etc. However,
the prestige of the princes, the wealth of the elites, broad external contacts of the intellectual
environment simultaneously strengthened in the history writings and official charters the term
Galicia. A slow, but tireless “Rus’ification” (“Ruthenization”) of the average citizen at the level
of self-awareness began in the 12th century, especially after the coronation of Danylo as Rusciae
Rex at the end of 1253, and the rise of Regnum Russiae. Hence both definitions (Galician and
Ruscian) used in the sources and probably in the long oral tradition were doomed to coexistence
and co-use. Galicia was more actively manifested in religious life of the 14th-18th centuries and
in the management of Galician Land of Palatinatus Russiae. Ruthenian terminology was, however,
more actively used by the scholars from Galicia in the 19th — 20th centuries in their research and
political activities.

In modern historical studies and in the process of revision of the long-established historical
narratives, often enshrined by the imperial ideology, which may operate using the terms that
distort the perception of the historical past, there is a need to get rid of the previous load of
illogical historiographical concepts. We hope this study contributes to that endeavour.
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