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Czerwien - the golden grail of the Polish historiography

Annotation: The article focus on the problem of shaping the Polish-Russian borderland in
the early Middle Ages, especially the role played by the border town Czerwen in the political
competition between of both neighboring authorities. The analysis of source concerning the
aforementioned city and the so-called , Czerwienian Gorod” and their confrontation with
the latest archaeological research, leads to the conclusion, that Czerwien did not play a key
role in the Polish Ruthenian relations, as believed historians, of the end of the 10th and the
first decade of the 11th century. The relation of the Tale of Bygone Years about achievements
Volodimir I, should be considered not, as the sequence of events that took place during the
reign of this ruler, but as a manifestation of historical memory, functioning in Ruthenia on
the eleventh and twelfth centuries, achievements which were a kind of certificate justifying
the right to rule over given territory of the successors of the mention ruler.

Keywords: Ruthenia, Tale of Bygone Years, Galician-Volhynian Chronicle, Vladimir I, Czerwen,
Cherven Cities (Cherven Grods)

Czerwien - zloty graal polskiej historiografii

Streszczenie: Artykut podejmuje problematyke ksztaltowania sie pogranicza polsko-ruskie-
go we wczesnym Sredniowieczu, a zwlaszcza roli, jakg odgrywatl pograniczny gréd Czer-
wienn w rozgrywkach politycznych obu sgsiadujacych wladztw. Analiza przekazéw zZrédio-
wych dotyczacych wspomnianego grodu jak oraz tzw. obszaru ,Grodéw Czetrwienskich”
i konfrontacja ich z najnowszymi badaniami archeologicznymi, prowadzi do wniosku, ze
wbrew opinii historiografii nie petnit on kluczowej roli w relacjach polsko ruskich korica
X i pierwszej dekady XI w. Przekaz Powiesci Lat Minonych wspominajacy o zdobyciu Czer-
wienia przez Wtlodzimierza I, rozpatrywac¢ nalezy nie tyle, jako sekwencje wydarzen jaka
miala miejsce za panowania wladcy, lecz jako przejaw pamieci historycznej, funkcjonujacej
w $rodowisku dworu kijowskiego na przetomie XI i XII stulecia, ktéra byta swego rodzaju
certyfikatem uzasadniajgcym panowanie, lub prawo panowania Rurykowiczéw nad obsza-
rem ziem nadbuzanskich.

Stowa kluczowe: Rus, Kronika halicko-wtodzimierska, Powies¢ Lat Minionych, Wtodzi-
mierz I, Czerwien, Grody Czerwieniskie



8 Mariusz Bartnicki

YepBeHB - 30JI0TOVI Ipaajib I0JIBCKOV MCTOpHorpadpmm

AnHoTans: B crtatbe paccMaTpuBaroTCs MPoOIIEMEI ITOJTECKO-PYCCKOVI TPAHMUIIBI B paHHEM
CpellHeBeKOBbe ¥, B YaCTHOCTM, POJIb IIOFPAaHMYHOIO roporaa YepsBeHb B IOJIMTUYECKMX
uUrpax obemx cocemHMX AeprKaB. AHaIU3 VICXOIHBIX COODIIEHNIT OTHOCUTEIIFHO YKa3aHHOM
KperocTu 1 TaK HasblBaeMoll Tepputopun «l'opogos YepBeHCKMX 1 MX IPOTUBOCTOSIHVIE
HOBEVIIINM apXeoJIOrMYecK/M MCC/IeJOBaHWSAM II03BOJISIOT ClielaTh BBIBOI, UTO, BOIIPEKM
MHEHMIO McTopuorpaduy, 3Ta TeppUTOpUsS He WUrpajla KIIOYeBON POJIM B IIOJILCKO-
poccurickmx oTHolleHMsIx KoHna 10-ro u mepsoro pecsitwietust 11-ro Beka. Ilepenaua
IToBecTnt BpeMeHHBIX JIeT, B KOTOPOM YIIOMMHaeTcs O 3axpaTe Yepsens Briogmmupowm I,
CIIefTyeT paccMaTpUBaTh He CTOJIBKO KaK ITOCIIeOBATeIbHOCTh COOBITHMII, VIMEBIIIVIX MECTO
BO BpeMeHa IIpaBJIeHNs] IIpaBUTesls, HO KaK IIposBJIeHVe MCTOPUYecKON MaMaTi, (PyHKIIN-
OHMpOBaBIIIEVI B Cpefie KMeBCKoro rsopa Ha pyoexe XI-XII Bekos, urto GpUIO cBOEro poma
CBUIIETETHCTBOM OOOCHOBAHVIS ITPaBJIEH IS VTN ITpaBa ProprKOBITIer IpaBUTh 3eMJISIMUL Haf,
byrom.

Knrouessie cioBa: Pycph, Jletormcs T'anmmiko-Briagmumupceknri, IloecTs BpeMeHHBIX JIET,
Brragymuip 1, Yepsens, Yepsennckue I'opopa.

In 1268, Vasilko Romanovich, the prince of Vladimir, led an army of armed war-
riors to Tarnawa, a settlement on the border of Poland and Ruthenia which was chosen
as a place for a congress with the Prince of Lesser Poland, Bolestaw V the Chaste. The
reason for the princes to meet was to re-establish good neighbouring relations severed
by the alliance of Volhynian princes with the ruler of Latvia, Wojselka. Bolestaw the
Chaste knew beyond doubt that the Latvian pillage which took place in the Eastern part
of Lesser Poland had to have involved the Volhynian princes. If not in the active pursuit,
at least they certainly did not object. The counter-offensive by the knights of the Lesser
Poland affecting Chetm and Czerwien did not result in an expected outcome. Thus, the
ruler of the house of Piast decided to end the conflict amiably.

The congress in Tarnawa of 1268 however did not take place. When the Ruthe-
nian prince arrived at Grabowiec, he learnt the Poles had hatched a plot. Instead of
heading for the congress, they were reaching for Belz, pillaging and burning down the
nearby settlements. Romanovich, accompanied by his son Vladimir and his nephew
Svarn quickly moved from Grabowiec do Czerwieri and saw that “hamlets burn while
the Poles charge and plunder”’.

This short-lived event described in the Halycki-Volhynian chronicles is not only
a great display of the intricate relations between Volhynian rulers and their distant fam-
ily, representants of the house of Piast in the second half of the 13th century but also
serves as an introduction to a discussion of the role of the Czerwieni settlement on the
border between Poland and Ruthenia. The aforementioned passage is one of the most
significant sources indicating a precise location of this ancient hamlet. Allegedly, it was
placed on the road connecting Belz and Grabowiec, near the former since the Ruthenian
prince travelling to Czerwien observed the blaze of fires started by the Poles in the vi-
cinity of Belz?. The assumption that Czerwien was a settlement historically located near

! Kronika Halicko- wotyriska (kronika Romanowiczow), wyd. D. Dabrowski, A. Jusupovi¢, [in:] Monu-
menta Poloniae Historica [hereafter MPH], ser. I, vol. XVI, Krakéw 2017, p. 458-461.
2 Based on this reference the location of Czerwien was identified by H. Lowmianski, Problematyka
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the village, Czermno (today’s Tyszowce) was made by Zorian Dolega-Chodakowski
as early as 1820s®. The achievements of this prominent scholar were most likely known
to the authors of Starozytna Polska (ENG: The Ancient Poland) Tadeusz Lipiniski and
Michat Balifiski*. They found a connection between a village by the river Huczwa, half
a mile from Tyszowce, to Czerwien, a Slavic settlement conquered by Vladimir the
Great, a Ruthenian prince in 981°. These hypothesis of Dolega-Chodakowski regard-
ing the location of Czerwien also happened to influence Mikolaj Barsow, an alumni of
the philological faculty of the Sankt Petersburg University. In 1864, he was appointed
as a history and geography teacher in the Vilnius District of Arts and Sciences. Sub-
sequently he published Materiaty do historyczno-geograficznego stownika Starozytnej Rusi
(ENG: Materials towards a Historic and Geographical Lexicon of the Ancient Ruthenia)
in which he included a description of Czerwieni concurring its location in the village of
Czermno®.

There were also contradicting concepts regarding the location of that settlement’.
A Russian historian, Sergiej Soloviev proposed that the settlement was located by the
Dniester river®. This conjecture was continued by Wojciech Ketrzyniski, associating
Czerwieri with Chervonohrad located North from Zaleszczyki, on the left-bank side of
the Dniester, close to the Seret river’. In the 20th century, we could see in the historiog-
raphy new hypotheses regarding the location of Czerwieri and the so-called Cherven
Towns (Grody Czerwienskie) which were considered by Violetta Krzywicka as a North-
ern location by the Dniester river, Volhynia and PrzemysI*™.

These discrepancies amid scholars concerning the location of the settlement,
which had been the target of the Vladimir I's conquest as well as considering the process
the emerging of Polish and Ruthenian frontiers and the territorial influence of both Piast
and Rurik dynasties in general, were largely a result of conflicting interpretations of
the notes in the oldest Ruthenian narrative source - the so-called Rus’ Primary Chronicle

historyczna Grodéw Czerwieriskich , Kwartalnik Historyczny, R. 60, z.1 1953, p. 62; S. M. Kuczyniski, O wy-
prawie Wiodzimierza I ku Lachom na podstawie wzmianki z roku 981 w “Opowiesci Lat Doczesnych” , [in:]
Studia z dziejéow Europy Wschodniej X-XII w., Warsaw 1965, p. 87.

® D. Chodakovskij, Puti soobscenija w drievniej Rossii, “Russkij Istoric¢eskij Sbornik”, vol. 1, 1838, pp.
1-51.See V. Krzywicka, Lokalizacja Czerwienia i Grodéw Czerwieriskich, “Region Lubelski”, 5(7), 1991/1993,
p- 15.

* About extensive scientific connections and interests of Dolega-Chodakowski see A. Poppe, U Zrd-
det postepowej historiografii szlacheckiego rewolucjonizmu: Zorian Dotega Chodakowski (1784-1825), “Kwartal-
nik Historyczny”, r 62, z. 2, 1955, pp. 15-25 and others.

> M. Baliriski, Starozytna Polska, vol. II, Warsaw 1845, p. 1187.

¢ O znajomosci pracy Chodakowskiego: przez BarsowaSee N. Barsov’, Materialy dla istoriko- geo-
graficeskago Slovarja Rossii, Wil'na 1865, p. V, p. 212.

7 A. Naruszewicz, Historia Narodu Polskiego, vol. II, Warsaw 1780, p. 53. See V. Krzywicka, Ibidem,
p. 9-10.

8 S. M. Soloviev, Istorija Rossii s drevniejSych vriemien, vol. 1. Moskva 1851, p. 180.

® W. Ketrzynski, Granice Polski w X wieku, Krakéw 1892, p. 11-13.

10°V. Krzywicka, Ibidem, pp. 9-19. Zestawienie pogladéw na temat Grodéw czerwieniskich See also
A. Jusupovié, “Hepsers 1 nHbI rpajgpl” or “rpomsl Yepsenbcksis”? History of the domain of Cherven’ in the
written record (9th-13th cc.), [in:] From Cherven’ Towns to Curzon Line. The lands on the Middle Bug during the
Middle Ages and the historiographic perspective on the formation of Poland’s eastern border, 18th-21st centuries.,
vol. 1, U Zrédet Europy Srodkowo-Wschodniej = Friithzeit Ostmitteleuropas, vol. 3, part 1, M. Woloszyn
(ed.), Krakéw 2017, pp. 61-64.
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as well as the developments in the archaeological research carried in the vicinity of
Czermno. This study will be focused on those two phenomena.

Rus’ Primary Chronicle represents a group of sources which, due to the complex-
ity of its narration, is difficult to define. Despite the research concerning the Chronicle
lasting a better part of 200 years, there are still inconsistencies when it comes to the text’s
origin, authorship and fidelity of some of the passages.

At the turn of the 19th and 20th century, a Russian philologist, Aleksey
Shakhmatov formulated a concept of the Old Ruthenian writing development which
played a significant role in the research of the Chronicle'. It relied on an assumption that
the existing version (the oldest manuscript is dated to 1377)* is a subsequent edition, the
first of which was written at least in 1040s. The aforementioned scholar identified four
stages of creation of the Chronicle: Kiev Edition (dated by the scholar to 1039), Novgorod
Edition (1050), Kiev-Pechersk Edition (1073) and Initial Edition (1095) which constituted
the fundament?. This concept of acknowledging subsequent editions was relying on
the comparison of the 1377’s manuscript with the versions of Chroniclee from the late
16th-17th century codices (Sophia I and Novgorod IV) ** . The scholar maintained that
the author edited out the precedent versions of this work. Thus, this particular scholar
acknowledged each supplement of the Chronicle found in the subsequent manuscripts
as the remains of the former editions.

Shakhmatov’s concept was held in very high regard by the Soviet historiogra-
phy luminaries®: Dmitri Lichatschow', Lew Czeriepnin', Arsenii Nasonov'® and Boris
Rybakov'. While limiting themselves to correct Shakhmatov’s hypotheses?, they suc-
ceeded in making it one of the most enduring dogmas of Soviet medievalism.

The hypothesis, which even Shakhmatov himself considered needed verifying,
became a historical fact?’. While relying on elusive premises, it was attempted to prove

1 A, A. Sachmatov, Razyskanija o drevnejszich ruskich letopisnych svodach. Sankt Peterburg 1908; Ibid.,
Povest vremennych let, Petersburg 1916; ibid., O nacalnom kievskom letopisnom svode, [in:] Ctenija w Impera-
torskom Obscestvie Istorii i Drevnostej Rossijskich pri Moskovskom Universitete, 1897, kn. 3, pp. 1-58;
ibid., Predislovie k’ Nacalnomu Kievskomu svodu i Nestorova letopis, [in:] Izviestija Otdelenija russkogo ja-
zyka i slovesnosti, 1908. T. 13. Kn. 1; ibid., Kievskij nacalnyj svod 1095 g. [in:] Sbornik statej i materialov,
Moskwa-Leningrad 1947, pp. 117-160.

12 Slovar” kniznikov i kniZnosti drevnej Rusi XI —pervaja polovina XIV w, S. Lichadev (ed.), vol. 1, Lenin-
grad 1987, 241-245-.

3 A. A. Sachmatov, Razyskanija, §§ 221 —228; ibid., O nacalnom kievskom letopisnom svode, p. 1-58; ibid.,
Kievskij nacalnyj svod 1095 g. pp. 117-160.

14 A. Poppe, A. A. Sachmatov i spornyje nacala russkogo letopisanija, Drevnjaja Rus’. Voprosy
Medievistiki” 3, 2008, p. 76-77; A. Tolo¢ko, Ocerki nacal’noj Rusi, Kiev-Sankt Peterburg 2015, pp. 20-34.

5 A.Poppe, A. A. Sachmatov..., p- 78; . Tolo¢ko, Ocerki. .., pp. 30-32.

1 D. S. Lichacev, Russkie letopisi i ich kul;turno-istoriceskoje znacenie, Moskva-Leningrad 1947, pp.
71-72; ibid. Kommentarii [in:] Povest’ vremiennych let, 2nd edition., Sankt Peterburg 1996, pp. 481-483,
624-625.

v L. V. Cerepnin, Povest vremennych let ee redakcji i predsestoujusce ej letopisnyje svody, “Istorieskije
zapiski”, 25,1948, pp. 330-331.

8 A. N. Nasonov.Nacalnyje etapy kievskogo letopisanija i svjazi s razvitjem drevnierusskogo gosudarstva,
Problemy Istocznikovedenija, 7, 1959, pp. 416-462.

1 B. A. Rybakov, Ostromirova Letopis’, “Voprosy Istorii”, 10, 1956, pp. 46-59.

2 A.Poppe, A. A. Sachmatov, p. 78.

2 B. Grekow Walka Rusi o stworzenie wtasnego patistwa. - Warsaw, 1951. - 5.69-70. See A. Tolocko,
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the oldest possible origins of the Old Ruthenian writing®. The assumption that the edi-
tion of the Chronicle from 1377 is not the primary but in fact, the final result of the
writing achievements, a work edited based on old texts which do not exist now, led to
a conclusion that the contents should be regarded as historical facts during the begin-
ning of the Rurik dynasty. Nevertheless, the Rus’ Primary Chronicle was a literary work
where fiction, artistry and journalism were equally important as the factual events®.
The Shakhmatov’s vision of the writing developments in Ruthenia heavily influ-
enced the interpretation of the message conveyed by the Chronicle regarding Czerwien
and the so-called Cherven Towns. The researchers attempting at studying the Polish
and Ruthenian relations of the 10th and 11th century recognised significant issues while
interpreting the text. Nevertheless they intended to clear them by building intricate
concepts which happened to justify all “discrepancies” and “doubts” with errors [sic!]
of the subsequent Chronicle’s editors. Thus, it was assumed that allegedly Vladimir
I did not head for Przemysl separated from Czerwieri by a strip of dense forests but for
Peremyl which was located between Kiev and Czerwieni*. The issues with the chrono-
logical order of events led to the expedition of the Kievan prince being dated to 979%,
993%, 992 or even 1012%. Similar doubts were raised by a question of who the target of
the Vladimir I's conquest was. The research on the territorial expansion of the Piast’s
monarchy indicated a relatively slow annexation of the Eastern Lesser Poland®. The
possible enemies considered are Lendians®, Dulebs® or Croats®.
The answer to the mystery of Czerwieri and the functioning of the Cherven Cit-
ies was attempted to be found in the archaeological research on the area of interfluve of
the Wieprz and Bug rivers. Their results implicated further questions. Predominantly,

Ocerkii..., pp. 30-32.

2 Ibidem, p. 32.

» See B. Kiirbis, O zalozeniach i metodzie edycji historycznych i literackich, [in:] ibid., Cztery eseje
o zrodloznawstwie, Poznan 2007, pp. 56-88, s. 75.

% S. M. Kuczyriski, O wyprawie Wlodzimierza... - 5.82-84, 103.

» R. Jakimowicz, Szlak wyprawy kijowskiej Bolestawa Chrobrego w Swietle archeologii “Rocznik Wotyni-
ski.”, vol.3., Réwne, 1934, p.82; T. Wasilewski, Dulebowie - Ledzianie - Chorwaci: Z zagadnieri osadnictwa
plemiennego i stosunkéw politycznych nad Bugiem, Sanem i Wistq w X w., “Przeglad Historyczny”, 1976, vol.
62, nr 2, p.189; A. V. Nazarenko, Drevnjaja Rus’ na mezdunarodnych putjach,MeZzdisciplinarnye ocerki
kul’turnych, torgovych, politi¢eskich svjazej IX-XII ww., Moskwa 2001, p. 408.

% J. Widajewicz, Potudniowo-wschodnie kresy Polski w X i XI w. - Poznan, 1937. - S.3; W. T. Pasuto,
Vnesnijaja polityka Drevnej Rusi, Moskwa. 1968. - C.33; W. D. Koroljuk, Zapadnyje slavjane i Kievskaja
Rus” w X-XI ww., Moskva 1964, p. 89.

¥ Kuczynski S.M. O wyprawie Wiodzimierza... - p.39, 105;

# G. Labuda., Studia nad poczqtkami paristwa polskiego, vol. II ,Poznari 1988, pp.182-183; ibid., Miesz-
ko I. - Wroctaw; Warsaw; Krakéw, 2002. - S.160 ; T. Lalik, Sandomierz w Swietle zZrédet pisanych, [in:]
Sandomierz. Badania 1969-1973, S. Tabaczynski (ed.), Warsaw 1993, vol. 1, p. 49-72; S. Tabaczyrnski,
Materiaty kopalne w narracji historycznej o poczgtkach i rozwoju osrodka grodowo-miejskiego w Sandomierzu[in:]
Sandomierz. Badania 1969-1973, vol. 2, Warsaw 1996, s. 469-484; M. Parczewski, Problem Ledzian a ksztat-
towanie sig polsko-ruskiej rubiezy etniznej, [in:] Civitas Schinesghe cum pertinentiis, W. Chudziak (ed.), Torun
2003, pp. 151-163.

¥ G. Labuda, Studia..., p. 182 and further.; S. Kuczynski, O wyprawie Wiodzimierza , p. 74 and furt-
her..See annotations by A. Jusupovi¢, “Yepsens v vHEI rpagpl”..., pp. 67-68.

% K. Fokt, Zagadka plemion znad Bugu, Sanu, Dniestru i Styru, Przeglad Historyczny 95, 2004, pp.
441-456, 453.

3 V. D. Koroljuk Zapadnyje..., 81-89.
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doubts were raised regarding the functioning of gord centres which along Czerwienr
possibly constituted a system of Cherven Towns. In the light of the aforementioned
excavations, the research on the tribal settlements on the discussed lands was fo-
cused between two areas: Leczna and Chelm regions®. These are where we could
find the most considerable remains of settlements, production sites, burial grounds
and gords. The most densely situated settlements existed in the Leczna, Puchaczéw,
Stara Wie$ as well as Cycéw, Harisko, Buséwno, Czulczyce and Chelm regions®.
In the landscape of the Eastern part of the Lubelski region, both near the perimeter
and in the centres, first gords emerged between the 8th and 9th century e.g. Klaréw,
Kulczyn-Kolonia complex dated between the 9th and 11th century and in Tarnéw
from the 9th century*. Nevertheless, it poses quite a challenge to connect the afore-
mentioned examples of small gords functioning as shelters with the Cherven Towns.
There are even more concerns regarding the excavations in Czermno from the previ-
ous century. Based on the archaeological observations, surface research and acciden-
tal discoveries, it was concluded that the settlement complex consisted of: a two-part
gord surrounded by embankments, a fortified outside-the-gates settlement, nearby
located open settlements and burial grounds. It was all connected by causeways and
wooden bridges. The complex was surrounded by elongated embankments of ap-
proximately 1,5km constituting a border for the settlement from the Southern side®.
The main issue of matching the Czerwieni from the Chronicle to Czermno gord was
that the aforementioned archaeological research (carried between 1940 and 1997)
underlined that the predominant part of discoveries dated back to a period between
the 11th and 13th century, pointing to the 12th and subsequent century as the golden
years of the settlement complex in Czermno.

The lack of discernible traces of other, older settlements in the Czermno re-
gion as well as the lack of evidence for the gord’s fortification to exist before the
11th century led to speculations whether it was really the Czerwieni conquered by
Vladimir I. There were notions pointing to another location mentioned in the Ru-
thenian source e.g. in the vicinity of Przemys1*. The chronological order of events
in Czermno was additionally complicated by the results of an analysis dendrochro-
nological of wooden elements of the gord’s fortification from 1997. The samples of
wood collected from the oldest part of the embankment (first building phase) re-
vealed four dates indicating that they must have been cut after 1007, 1027, 1030 and

% S. Hoczyk-Siwkowa Matopolska potnocno-wschodnia w VI-X wieku. Struktury osadnicze. Lublin 1999.

% T. Dzierikowski “Poleskie” pogranicze kulturowe w XI-XIII wieku.[in:] Badania archeologiczne na
Polesiu Lubelskim, E. Banasiewicz-Szykula (ed.). “Skarby z Przeszloéci” 8 Lublin 2006, pp. 119-134.

3 T. Dziertkowski , Plemienne grody wschodniej Lubelszczyzny. Miejsca wladzy, obrony i kultu?
Wybrane przykiady, [in:] Stowianie w dorzeczu Bugu, J. Libera (ed.), Leczna 2008, pp. 30-33.

% Gurba J., Gajewski L.Z najnowszych badasi nad wczesnosredniowiecznym osadnictwem Lubelszczyzny.
“Annales Universitatis Mariae Curie-Sklodowska”, sec. F,32 (1977), pp. 57-61; ]J. Gurba, Problematyka
“Groddéw Czerwieriskich”. “Rocznik Tomaszowski” 1,1983, pp. 11-14, ibid., Wezesnosredniowieczny Czer-
wieri i Grody Czerwieriskie na pograniczu polsko-ruskim. [in:]: Geograficzne problemy pogranicza Europy
Zachodniej i Wschodniej, red. H. Maruszczak, Z. Michalczyk.Lublin 2004, pp. 53-60; M. Florek, Prob-
lematyka “Grodow Czerwieriskich”[in]: Stowianie w dorzeczu Bugu, J. Libera (ed.), Leczna 2008, p. 40-41.

% J. Kotlarczyk, Grody Czerwieriskie a karpacki system obronny pod Przemyslem we wczesnym Srednio-
wieczu. “Acta Archaeologica Carpathica” 11, 1970, pp. 239-269; E. Kowalczyk, Systemy obronne watow
podtuznych we wczesnym Sredniowieczu na ziemiach polskich. Wroctaw 1987, pp. 201-210.
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1050 which undeniably places its functioning in 11th century, most likely even in its
second quarter?.

On the other hand, the wood samples from one of the interconnecting bridges
within the settlement complex suggest that it was created by the end of the 12th
century (somewhere between 1186 and 1190). The aforementioned research undeni-
ably places the build of Czermno’s fortifications no earlier than the second quarter
of the 11th century. Thus, new hypotheses emerged trying to reconciliate the infor-
mation included in the Rus” Primary Chronicle with the results of those excavations.
According to M. Florek, it was only after Cherven Towns were conquered by the
Rurik dynasty, Yaroslav the Wise and Mstsislav in 103, when the gord build and the
reorganisation of the Cherven “volost” were commenced of which the city became
the centre.

The aforementioned scholar highlighted also that the gord was studied only
to a limited extent, hence there is no certainty that the chosen wood samples are in
fact the oldest from those fortifications. It is entirely possible, according to Florek,
that the primary Lendian gord referenced from 981 was in fact decimated complete-
ly during the conflict leading to a reconstruction after 1031. After Czerwieri became
part of Ruthenia again, the remains of the former gord might have been removed
and then the build of the new princely gord intended as a centre of the newly-organ-
ised “volost” which in turn poses a difficulty to archaeologists®.

In order to solve the mystery of Czerwien, a team of historians and archae-
ologists funded by the National Programme for the Development of the Humani-
ties planned complex palaeographic, geophysical and archaeological research of the
Czermno region. The results were astonishing and concerned predominantly the
first phase of the gord’s functioning, arguably the most debatable one.

The most significant data originated from another instance of examining the
gord’s construction. Excavations reached the length of 26m and the depth of 6m.
Additionally, there were supplementary explorations of small stretches of territo-
ries. Based on the wood samples, it was concluded there were two phases of the
gord’s functioning. The oldest entrenchment found was allegedly constructed with
oak beams carved at the turn of the 10th and 11th century (985, 983, 989, 1001)%.
However the proper extension to the gord took place only in 1030s and 1040s. Most
artefacts are dated back to especially thel2th and the first half of the 13th century
which appears to confirm a thesis that the golden years of Czermno/Czerwien fell
in those times*. What is remarkable is that up until this moment there are not traces
of the gord being damaged before the second half of the 13th century which could be

% Gurba J., Urbanski A., Nowe materiaty do datowania drewnianych konstrukcji zespotu grodowego “Czer-
wiert” w Czermnie nad Huczwg. “ Archeologia Polski Srodkowowschodniej”1998, 3, p. 159; M. Krapiec,
Wyniki analizy dendrochronologicznej prob drewna debowego z Czermna. “Archeologia Polski Srodkowo-
wschodniej”1998,3, p. 166.

% M. Florek, Problematyka “Grodow Czerwieriskich” ... p. 42-44.

¥ R. Dobrowolski, J. Rodzik, P. Mroczek, P. Zagérski, K. Balaga, M. Woloszyn, T. Dzierikowski,
1. Hajdas, S. Fedorowicz, Environmental conditions of settlement in the vicinity of the mediaeval capital of the
Cherven Towns (Czermmo site, Hrubieszow Basin, Eastern Poland), Quaternary International 493 (2018), p.
260-262

“ ITbidem.
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an indication that the aforementioned complex was not an area of an armed conflict
between the 10th and 12th century*'.

The archaeological conclusions were additionally confirmed by a paleobothani-
cal study. They suggested a discernible decrease in the volume of oak pollen grains in
the first two decades of the 11th century which could imply logging for a settlement
build or a related infrastructure. A sharp, distinguishable yet short-lived (only two
decades long) increase in human activity took place at the turn of the 10th and 11th
century. Intensive cultivation was combined with a substantial oak logging, as proven
by the oak pollen grains analysis. The said analysis also seems to confirm the previous
archaeological and dendrochronological conclusions, namely dating back to 999, 1020.
Hence, the second period is a well document phase of build for fortification embank-
ments. A discernible limitation of activity in the vicinity of the fortress lasted from the
first half of the 11th century until the second half of the 12th century. Another phase
of human activity is dated back to the second half of the 12th century*’. The afore-
mentioned conclusions yet again pose the question regarding credibility of the Rus’
Primary Chronicle regarding Polish and Ruthenian relations in the 10th and the first
decade of the 11th century.

Shakhmatov’s hypotheses concerning early origins of the first Rus’ Primary
Chronicle edition caused apprehension among W.M. Instrin® and J.S. Lur’e while the
latter highlighted that medievalist bases assumed by that Russian philologist were
inadequate and his interpretation left a lot to be desired regarding source and tecto-
logical analyses*. These critical comments remained untacked as the overall pursuit
to prove the earliest 14th century’s version of the Chronicle persevered. Only in the
recent years, new attempts were made to verify Shakhmatov’s conclusions. The prog-
ress achieved in medievalist research, especially the development of tectological as
well as narratological studies yet again intended to answer the question of the most
ancient monument of Ruthenian writing. The works by Andrzej Poppe®, a Ukraini-
an tektology researcher Tatiana Vilkul*, comments by Alan Timberlake* and Simon
Franklin®® leave no trace of ambiguity that the origins of the earliest edition for the
Chronicle should be associated with 1070s or the beginning of the 12th century. Alexi

4 Ibidem, p. 162; A. Jusupovic, , “UepBens u unst epadet” or “epodsr Uepbenvckoia”?... s.73.

“ R. Dobrowolski, J. Rodzik, P. Mroczek, P. Zagérski, K. Balaga, M. Wotoszyn, T. Dzierikowski, 1.
Hajdas, S. Fedorowicz, Environmental conditions..., p. 269-271.

# M. Istrin, Zame&anija o nacale russkago letopisaanija (Po povodu izsledovanij A. A. Sachmatowa
v’ oblasti drevnierusskoj letopisi, Izviesta otdiela Russkogo Jazyka i Slovesnosti Rossijskoj Akademii
Nauk, vol. XXVII, L 1923, 19244(24), p. 207-251.

# Ja. S. Lur’e, Obsceruskijele topisi XIV - XV w., Leningrad 1976, p. 5-15 and further.

% See especially A. Poppe, A.A. Sachmatov..., pp. 76-85

% T. V Vilkul, Novgorodskaja pervaja letopis’ i Nacal’nyj svod, XI, Cambridge, Massachusetts, vol. 11,
p. 5-35. also Tolkovaja Palela i Poviest’ vremennych let. Sjuzet o “rozdelenii jazyk”, Ruthenica, vol. 6, 2007,
p. 37-85.

¥ A. Timberlake, Redaction of the Primary Chronicle [in:] Russkij jazyk v naucnom osvescenii, t I, Moskva
2001, p. 196-214.

# S. Franklin, Borrowed Time: Perceptions of the Past in twelfth-Century Rus’. [in:] Perception of the Past
in Twelfth Century Europe, ed. P. Magdalino, London 1992, pp. 157-171, ibid., Writing, Society and Culture
in Early Rus’ c. 950-1300, Cambridge 2004.
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Toloczka made a significant contribution to the source research®. This scholar sup-
ported the theory that the origins for the Chronicle date back later than assumed at the
time. He proved the superficiality of the chronological order of the events in Ruthenia
between the 9th and 10th century referenced in the Chronicle. Three Ruthenian and
Byzantium’s treaties, known to the Chronicles” authors from Byzantium, constituted
a fundament of assigning dates to other events in the early ancient times of Ruthenia®.

The aforementioned conclusions convince us to exercise scepticism towards the
apriorism for the assumption that the Chronicle faithfully details the events taking
place in the Ruthenia near the 10th century. Reflecting on the earliest period of Polish
and Ruthenian relations as well as the role of Czerwieri and Cherven Towns, we need
to acknowledge that the Chronicle is simply a vision of Ruthenia written from the per-
spective of a chronicler basing it on the then existing legends, stories and tales as well
as the scarce written sources, most likely of Byzantium origins. It is history told from
a perspective of a Christian ecumene member for whom the Christianisation of Ruthe-
nia was in fact a “new beginning”, a turning point in the history of Ruthenia®. Thus,
Vladimir I appeared to have been a vital figure in that story. The prince was displayed
not only as an avid Christianisation supporter in Ruthenia but also as a founder of the
new order based on Christian ethics®.

If we consider the references of Vladimir I's conquests not only from the angle
of that many a time repeated sentence concerning the conflict with the Poles but holis-
tically, the narration describing the conquests of this ruler, we could see it is a reflec-
tion of a fable well known in the ancient times. He was not only a ruler but a great
warrior who embarks upon both a real and symbolic act of demarcating his kingdom.
It follows a specific pattern: firstly, Vladimir extends his power over three centres:
Novgorod (where he was a supreme ruler even while his father was still alive), Polotsk
and Kiev®. The special status of Kiev and Novgorod was referenced multiple times as
centres regulating the main route in Ruthenia: from Varangians to Byzantium. Polotsk
was not as prominent due to the fact that it was not referenced in the Chronicle fre-
quently. It is worth noting that it was the third centre where a Saint Sophia’s cathedral
was founded®. After conquering the central settlements, Vladimir extended his reign
West over Czerwieri and Przemysl®. In the following passage, there is a mention of
the Eastern frontiers - the lands of Vyatichi - conquered by the Prince and forced
to pay tribute””. Eventually, the Kievan ruler headed North to subduing Yotvingia,
Radimichs (the chronicler did not seem to mind that just a few pages earlier there is
a mention of Prince Oleh conquering this exact land) and finally the lands of Volga

# A. Tolocko, Ocerki nacalnoj Rusi, Kiev-Sankt Peterburg 2015.

% ibid., pp. 20-68 and further

51 cf. A. Tolo¢ko, Ocerki..., pp. 43-49.

2 See S. Franklin, Borrowed Time, pp. 157-17

% M. Bartnicki, Wiadca i poddani w historiografii ruskiej XI-XIII wieku, Lublin 2015, pp. 43-60.

5 Lavrent'evskaja Letopis’, Polnoe Sobranie Russkich Letopisej [hereafter PSRL], vol. I, Leningrad
1926-1928, kol. 24-26.

% M. Bartnicki, Wiadca..., pp. 49-54.

% Lavrent’evskaja Letopis’..., kol. 26.

5 ibidem.
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Bulgars®. The description of borders under Vladimir end with the Southern frontiers,
conquering Croats and the conflict with Pechenegs. These updates are divided from
the rest of Vladimir’s achievements by an elaborate passage on the perturbations re-
lated to the christening of the Kievan ruler®.

The emerging borders of the Vladimir’s reign was built according to the usual
pattern of bringing order by previous communities. The most important location was
the area considered central to the remaining lands, however not from a geographical
perspective but a sacral one®®. What constituted a “centre of the universe” for former
communities was usually the ruler’s residence along with the nearest temples. Such
was the function of plethora of princely residences over the course of one million square
metres of the Rurikids’ reign. Nevertheless amid those in the 11th century, only those
three in Novgorod, Kiev and Polotsk had temples which were a direct reference to the
imperial symbolic - Hagia Sophia.

Traditional communities, as a basic rule, perceive the territories occupied by di-
viding them by four directions or four pieces with an indicated central point®. It appears
that the references in the Chronicle should not be considered as a sequence of events
during the reign of Vladimir I but rather an expression of a collective memory, justifying
specific lands being part of Ruthenia since at some point they were conquered by him.
Vladimir’s conquests constituted somewhat of a certificate rationalising the right to rule
over the said land, also by his successors.

A good example for the functioning of such collective memory is a myth concern-
ing the borders of the Piast's monarchy. Vladimir’s counterpart in the Polish historical
storytelling was Bolestaw I the Brave who is credited with the forming of the borders
for the Polish tribe. The historiographical fact of Bolestaw conquering Kiev and defeat-
ing Ruthenian armies led to Master Vincent (at the turn of the 12th and 13th century)
describing this intervention in the following manner: “the ruler decisively marching
through Ruthenia could rest after the triumphant victory only if by thrusting the sword
into the Kievan gate, he successfully restored the borders established by our forefa-
thers” 2. The subsequent Polish chroniclers continued and even elaborated on the myth
of the Piast borders, as for example the author of the Silesian and Polish chronicle who
bore no doubt that Bolestaw “Russiam subiecit sue dicioni”®.

The Rus’ Primary Chronicle’s author while featuring Western conquests of Vladi-
mir referenced two gords: Przemysl and Czerwient which, contrary to the popular belief,
specifically defined the lands which, according to his opinion were previously an object
of rivalry between Poland and Ruthenia. It is worth highlighting that Przemys$l did not

% ibidem., kol.26-27.

¥ ibidem., kol. 41-42.

0 M. lliade, Traktat o historii religii, Warsaw 1993, pp. 361-370.

61 S. Czarnowski, Podziat przestrzeni i jej rozgraniczenie w religii i magii, Warsaw 1939 (reprint from
Przeglad Socjologiczny, vol. VII, 1939), pp. 18-20. ] Banaszkiewicz, Jednos¢ porzqdku przestrzennego, spo-
tecznego i tradycji poczqtkow ludu. (Uwagi o urzqdzeniu wspdlnoty plemienno-paristwowej u Stowian, [in:] ibid.,
Takie sobie Sredniowieczne bajeczki, Krakéw 2012, pp. 156-160.

62 Magistri Vincentii Dicti Kadtubek, Chronica Polonorum, M. Plezia (ed.), [in:] Monumenta Poloniae
Historica [hereafter MPH], nova series, vol. XI, Krakéw 1994, p. 52.

& Chronica Polonorum (kronika Polska) L. Cwiklinski (ed.), MPH, vol. 3, Lwow 1878, p. 619 . cf. J.
Banaszkiewicz, Fabularyzacja przestrzeni. Sredniowieczny przyktad granic, [in:] Takie sobie $redniowieczne ba-
jeczki,, Krakow 2012, p. 137.
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incidentally referenced as first on the list. By the end of the 11th century, the aforemen-
tioned gord constituted a centre for the sovereign principality of Rostislav Rurikovich
and due to its political and economic significance surpassed Czerwieri. Hence, consider-
ing the Przemysl region as part of the Cherven Towns, if they are themselves not a his-
toriographic creation altogether® , seems to be unfounded.

Hence, what was the role of Czerwieni in the Polish-Ruthenian relations between
the 10th and 11th century? The aforementioned archaeological research allows for as-
suming that the gord located near the Huczwa river functioned as a local trade and
communication route and did not in fact play a significant political or economic role
by the end of the 10th century and in 1020s. Considering the economic and political
potential, other settlements such as Volhynia and Brest, and the intention of control-
ling those gords might have led to a conflict between Piasts and Rurikids. It is worth
highlighting that Czerwieni and the Cherven Towns function as key points defining the
rivalry between Poles and Ruthenians in the 10th and first half of the 11th century solely
in the Rus” Primary Chronicle. If we consider the historiographical tradition referenced
by Gall Anonim in his chronicle, it appears that the court chronicler of Piasts was in fact
not aware of Czerwien at all. Detailing Polish and Ruthenian conflicts during the reign
of Bolestaw I the Brave, Gall Anonim referenced one specific point defining the venue
for the action. It was the Bug river which, according to Gall Anonim, constituted the bor-
der of the Piasts’ rule®. While describing the Kievan expedition of Bolestaw I the Brave,
the chronicler did not mention any conflicts near the Bug river, conquering gords. After
directly arriving at the river, the charge on Ruthenia began®. Similarly, the message
conveyed by the Rus” Primary Chronicle regarding Bolestaw’s 1018 expedition under-
lines the role of the river as a natural frontier defence forte. Czerwien, according to the
Chronicle’s author, is only a mention of an area which was annexed by the Piast prince
under his rule while returning from the Kievan expedition®.

The memory of the clash of Vladimir I, the Kievan ruler with a neighbouring
Piast ruler most likely functioned in the Ruthenian court by the end of the 11th centu-
ry. Nevertheless, the circumstances and details of this “great war” could have possibly
been forgotten®. The author of the Rus’ Primary Chronicle was forced to depict and
adapt them to the then reality. Undeniably, for a 11th and 12th century chronicler, the
hotbed of Polish and Ruthenian conflicts could have been the most westward point for
the lands: both Przemysl and Czerwieri volosts.

¢ See A. Poppe, Grod Wotyrn: z zagadnien osadnictwa wczesno-Sredniowiecznego na pograniczu polsko-
-ruskim, Studia Wczesnosredniowieczne t.4, Wroctaw- Warsaw 1958 , p. 283.

% Galli Anonymi, Cronica et Gesta ductum siwe principium polonorum, ed. K. Maleczynski, [w;] MPH,
ns. 2, pp. 21-23.

s ibidem..See K. Kollinger, Polityka wschodnia Bolestawa Chrobrego (992-1025), Rzeszéw 2014, pp.
267- 285.

7 Lavrent’evskaja Letopis’..., k. 48-49.

% See M. Grusevs'kij, Istorija Ukralni -Rusi, vol. 1, Do pocatku XI v.Kilo 1991. - 5.493; M. Korduba
Stosunki polsko-ukrainiskie w w. X-XIII, “Sprawy Narodowosciowe” T.7, 6, Warsaw 1933. - p. 756.
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