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Abstract. One of the least-explored aspects of the biography of the Ruthenian Prince Rostyslav
Mykhailovych, a maternal nephew of King Daniel Romanovych of Rus’, is his court in a new
homeland, the Kingdom of Hungary, between 1242/43 and 1262/64. It is known from various
sources that he had numerous supporters among the secular and clerical nobility not only in
Hungary but also in the lands of Galicia, Chernihiv, and Bolokhov. To date, however, too little
information has been obtained from historical records containing clear mention of individuals who
threw in their lot with the runaway prince in the lands of King Bela IV, especially after the defeat at
Yaroslav on August 17, 1245. Having verified chronicles and Hungarian charters, the author
concludes that the family of Rostyslav Mykhailovych and Princess Anna might well have been
related to Lev and his sons, Fedir and Stephan, who were lords of Borod Land near Mukachevo in
Bereg County. These people, who must have been descended from the nobility of Chernihiv or
Galicia, succeeded one another in an effort to put Prince Rostyslav himself or his second cousin
Iziaslav Volodymyrovych on the Galician throne throughout the 1240s and 1250s, all to no avail.
What is important is that such attempts were always timed to coincide with the Mongol threat to
the lands of the Romanids, which provided the claimants to the Galician throne with additional
(albeit missed) chances of success. Their loyalty to the son-in-law of the Hungarian king was
rewarded by the latter's daughter Anna (terminus ante quem 1264); she granted them lands, which
were afterwards in the successive possession of the last members of the Arpad dynasty on the
Hungarian throne as well as the new kings from the Anjou dynasty. Borod Land remained in the
family’s possession at least until the second half of the 14th century.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The poetics The 2019 publication by Dr. Pura Hardi [1], a historian from Novi Sad, provides new
insights into the biography of Rostyslav Mykhailovych (t before July 16, 1264), one of the most
extraordinary princes of the 13% century, who, among other things, occupied the Galician throne. The
Itinerarium of the Ruthenian prince reflects the dynamics of his life and reign; and in terms of
geography, it is almost on a par with the itinerary of his famous maternal uncle King Daniel
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Romanovych of Rus’ (t 1264) [2, p. 7-34; 3, p. 207-227]. While this short but very compact and
informative monograph of the Serbian scholar summarizes the biographical findings about the prince,
it practically makes no mention of the long-standing historiographic issues associated with the prince’s
family ties [4, p. 52-57; 5, p. 453-475; 6, p. 465-466; 7; 8, p. 844; 9, p. 12-19; 10, p. 99-129], the lives of his
relatives [11], as well as his court in Hungary composed of runaway boyars or Galician clergy”, among
others. In his book, D. Hardi mentions these issues only in passing, thus pursuing a somewhat different
research objective.

2. ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

Our interest in the above-mentioned issues, as exemplified by [15, p. 177-178, 268-269, 373; 16,
p- 112-121], has led us to conduct this small study intended to expand our knowledge about the circle
of Ruthenian boyars who were in close contact with Rostyslav Mykhailovych and his family through a
comparative analysis of the well-known chronicles and Hungarian charters of the 13* and 14t
centuries. Moreover, this research is motivated not only by the recent extensive archaeographical
studies of the 13th-century Chronicle of the Romanids (commonly referred to as “The Galician-
Volynian Chronicle”) conducted by Polish and Slovakian researchers [17; 18] or the textual criticism of
its particular parts performed by Ukrainian historians™, but also by the continuous, meticulous work of
Hungarian researchers with a view to publishing Hungarian medieval charters [20].

In the context of this research, it is important to consider several key events in Prince Rostyslav’s
life at the turn of the 1230s and 1240s which determined his destiny in the Hungarian Kingdom. Aided
by his father Mykhailo Vsevolodovych (1 1246), the prince, still rather young, took possession of
Halych at the turn of 1235 and 1236; he enjoyed considerable support from the nobility, both local and
newly arrived with the Olhovids from Chernihiv Land. However, during his campaign against the
Lithuanians in 1238 (supposedly at the head of a Galician contingent in alliance with Prince Konrad of
Masovia), he had to relinquish the city to his maternal uncle Daniel Romanovych and flee to Hungary.
Throughout the year 1239, Mykhailo Vsevolodovych made numerous attempts to marry Rostyslav to
any daughter of King Bela IV (+ 1270), all to no avail. The Mongol invasion of 1239-1241, the seizure of
Chernihiv and Kyiv by the nomads, the plunder on the territory of the Romanids and the campaign
against Hungary and Poland forced Prince Mykhailo’s family to wander the Piast lands in Volyn’,
finally returning to Chernihiv Land in the summer of 1241. From there, Rostyslav Mykhailovych,
helped by his various allies, made another attempt to reestablish himself in Halych, but all in vain. For
some obscure reasons, without the mediation of Mykhailo Vsevolodovych, Bela IV did marry his
daughter Anna (1 after 1270) to him at the turn of 1242 and 1243; and as his overlord (Galitiae
Lodomeriaequae Rex), Bela IV guaranteed his son-in-law support in his further fight for the Galician
throne. Yet, Rostyslav did not succeed; and after Hungarian and Polish allied forces were totally
defeated by the Volynian princes Daniel and Vasylko, the Romanids, (t 1270) at Yaroslav on August 17,
1245, he fled to Hungary never trying to take possession of Halych again [1, p. 124-125]. His future was
closely connected with the new fatherland. By the way, Rostyslav was the only Ruthenian prince to
marry a daughter of a ruling Hungarian king and yet choose to join his father-in-law’s court; he became
Dominus of Machou, with June 28, 1254 regarded as the datum ante quem for the title being conferred
upon him [21, p. 19-20; 1, p. 91].

Needless to say, the prince must have been surrounded by a certain hitherto little-known court or
retinue recorded in an onomasticon, whose origin has always been somewhat unclear. The court of
Rostyslav Mykhailovych, the number of his Ruthenian allies among the boyars might have continued
to increase in subsequent years. We have previously presumed that the father of the would-be-lord

* For details about individual persons, see [12, p. 79-90; 13, p. 161-172]. The names of these individuals defy identification. In addition,
it is commonly known that a Ruthenian contingent of considerable size allied itself with King Bela IV of Hungary and fought in the
battle against Duke Frederick of Babenberg on June 15, 1246; according to the latest research findings, it was Prince Rostyslav with
whom the duke was associated [14, p. 63; 1, p. 86-90].

** Relevant in this regard is the paper by a Kyivan researcher [19, p. 447-462].
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Peter Petenye, also named Peter, might have belonged to the young prince’s court [15, p. 373]. It is
highly likely that Artemii, a former bishop of Halych [17, p. 205, 254, 257], as well as Bishop X of
Peremyshl (his name being unknown) [17, p. 255], might have gone to Hungary to join Rostyslav. There
were certain boyars from Chernihiv who received allotments of land from Dobroslav Suddych in
Kolomyia Volost’, with the terminus ante quem being 1241 [17, p. 243]. Nothing is known about the lives
of those people after the arrest of the disgraced boyar by Prince Daniel in the second half of 1241. Both
they and the numerous Galician supporters of Rostyslav, whose names are frequently mentioned in the
chronicle from the late 1230s to the early 1240s, could continue to serve their prince outside his former
homeland. In order to do that, they had to move to Hungary and receive lands there, like many boyars
of various origins had done before [15, p. 166-177, 182-184, 191-193, 195-198, 202-203]. Such a tradition
is known to have continued. This might also have been connected with Prince Rostyslav’s personal
relations with his supporters among the nobility of Chernihiv or Halych.

Thus Mykhailo Hrushevskyi noted the diploma confirmed by Junior Queen Elisabeth (t around
1290) in 1264; it mentions certain noblemen who served Anna, Prince Rostyslav’s wife. The historian
referred to them as “Ruthenians by origin or authochtons” [22, p. 501]. Let us consider the context and
content of the document.

“Nos E(lisabeth) dei gracia iunior regina Hungarie, ducissa Transsilvana, domina Cumanorum,
significamus universis quibus expedit per presentes, quod Lve cum duobus filii suis Fudur scilicet et
Stephano, ad nostram accedens presentiam, nobis humiliter suplicavit petens, ut terram Borod vocatam
[possibly present-day Barbovo Village in Mukachiv District, Transcarpathian Region, Ukraine. The
possibility of interpreting the toponym as Brod, i.e. “ford”, is not rejected either. — M. V.] in comitatu de
Bereg sitam prope Munkaach [present-day Mukachevo in Mukachiv District, Transcarpathian Region,
Ukraine. — M. V.] sibi per dominam Annam ducissam de Machov, sue de Bazna perpetualiter collatam,
prout in literis eiusdem domine Anne exinde confectis nobis per predictum Lve presentatis vidimus
contineri, eidem pacifice relinquentes, nostrarum eciam patrocinio literarum dignaremur confirmare”
[23, p. 98].

Chronologically, the confirmantion of the land tenure coincided with Prince Rostyslav’s death,
which occurred between 1262 and 1264, with around December 17, 1263 being the datum ante quem, as
per D.Hardi [1, p.120]. While it is difficult to identify the date of Anna’s land tenure and state
conclusively that the need for the confirmation arose from the Dominus of Machou’s death, it seems
possible that the group of boyars in question belonged to the court of Anna and her Ruthenian
husband. What is particularly intriguing is the onomasticon of the newly arrived men, Lev and his two
sons, Fedir and Stephan, especially in the context of examining the textual complexity of the chronicle,
which has hitherto been dated 1255 and which we consider to be thematically connected with Princess
Anna’s diploma cited above:

“B ta x[e] abra — mau mpexxe, mau oToM[p] rpielxasire Tatape Kb bakorh, 1 mpuaoxuca Muaeii
[first Prince Daniel’s boyar, then the Tatars” accomplice. — M. V.] k Hum[5]. | dannaosu [Romanovych.
— M. V.] x[e] momiea[p]u1io Ha BOMHOY Ha AnTBOy Ha HoBBropoaok[s], | ObIB[B]mII0 pockaaio, mocaa
c[p1]a cu A[p]a [Danylovych, t+ 1301. — M. V.] nHa bakoroy. ITocaass | /eBb aBop[b]ckoro mpea[s]
coboro. Vspexas[b]mre, @ma Muaba | n 6ackaka, u npusese /lesb Muaba wr[b]roy cu, 1 ObIC[TB] ITaKsI
| bakora kopoaesa, w[tp]ma ero. [Totrom[p] ke 3g0ymaBb cb c[prJHWM[B] cu1 | u wr[B]TIOYCTH, a
MIOPOYYHMKDL ObIC[TB] /leBb, ®KO BBp[b]HOY emoy | ObrTu. V1 makel mpiexaBmuM([b] TaTapoMm[b], u
CBTBOPU A€eCTh, | U mpesacts 10 maksl TaTapoM[b], bakoroy. ITorom[p] s5xe Koypemca [a Genghisid,
Horde lineage, t before 1251. — M. V.] | npinge x» KpemaH[s]i110 1 BoeBa okoa0 KpemaH[s]ma.
Anapsesn x[e] | Ha aBoe Omaoymo [Prince Daniel’s constable. — M. V.]: oBorga BB3BIBAIOIIIOCA:
«Kopoaess | ecmb», — oBorga x[e] tarap[p]ckbIM[b], ApBKamo HenpasAoy BB | c[b]pa[s]iin, Blor]s
npejacts U Bb p&Lrb nx[s]. OHOMOY K[e] pek[b]umio: «balTbIeBa rpamora oy meHe ec[Tb]». OHBM|[B] ke
0oa[p]Ma BB3bAPUB[B]ImmMca Ha H[b], Ma oybiendb ObIc[Th], M c[b]pa[b]Ue ero BwIpesamra, u He |
oycmrbsire Hato oy Kpeman[s]ija, Boporumac[a] 85 crans! csoa. | Vizacaas[s] [Volodymyrovych. — M.
V.] ’xe mpocu oy Hux|[s] nomomm ntn Ha I'aany[s], oun xe | pexormra emoy: «Kako naemm B I'aana[p], a
Aanuao xHa3[p] ao01[p] ec[Tp]. | ke wrumer[p] T XuBOT[Bb], TO KTO TA U30aBUT[B]|?». OH[B] XKe
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Hero | caoyma ux[b], HO cbOpaBb b 0K0A0Y cebe, nae B aanu[p]. Janmaw x[e] | caplmasp TO, CKpbOEHD
ObIC[TB], ®KO B HeBMAeHIM ce OBICTD, | 1ocaa c[p]Ha cBoero Pomana [Danylovych, t between 1258 and
1259. — M. V.] u Goapsl cBOA BCE Ha Hb, /l[b]Ba | Ow m1peske wr[b]paana[s] 65 Kb KOpoaesy, a caM[b] exa
nposoanT[s] Bou | ceoux[s]. Ezoymrio x[e] emoy 4o I'pyOereBa, 1 oyOousb Berpesb | S0, cam[b] ke
oyou ux[p] porarmHoO I, a Tpu — orporu ero, u || Bbsacts Maca BoeM[b] Ha I&T[b], a cam[B]
nopoyuusca c[Ba]r[o]moy Hukoas | u peule] Boem[B] cBonm[B]: «Arrie camu 0%40yT[b] TaTapoBe, 4a He
BHIZET[b] Oy>KalcTb BB [b]pa[p]i1a Bamra». OubM[b] ke pekinM|[s]: «b[or]s 6%au momory[b]HKUKS TH, |
cbTBOpUM[B] moBeseH[b]Haa TBoa». [Toem[b] >xe PomaH[b] Boa, uAe AeH[p] u Hwii[b], | 1 BpHe3amIOy
Hanag[p|mmM[b] Ha Ha. OHOMOy >X[e] He BB3MOI[B|UII0O KOYylAa OyTeunm, BB3OBXKe Ha KOMaphbl
11[p]pKoBHBIa, MAeXe OelsakoH[p]Hble oOyrpe BB30Bram Oaxs. Croamov >k[e] wkoao ero KHalsio
PomaHOy, >Ka’kelo BWA[b]HOIO M3MMpAIOI UMb, YeTBepThin | A[b]Hb cHuge. KHA3[b]C >Ke mpuBese ero
w[Tp]0Y cBoemoy. Cabrias[b] ke | Jeps, €ko Pegops [emphasis added. — M. V.] mocaans wr[b] Hero
kb CozeM[B], mouma cb col60I0 cA0YTEI CBOQ, I'Ha IO HeM[b], caM[B] Xe OyTede, a AI0AU €ro romMma |
rioexaa[s] 65 BB oyrpet” [17, p. 355-361].

The chronicle is based on several narratives, and we are interested in the one telling about the
short-lived unsuccessful reign of Prince Iziaslav Volodymyrovych in Halych and in the concluding
passage connected with it: “capimas xe Jess [Danylovych. — M. V.] . ®ko ®ejopb nocaans W Hero
[Iziaslav. — M. V.] xo Coaems [present-day Svaliava in Transcarpathian Region, Ukraine]. n mouma co
coDO0IO CAOYTM CBOZ . THa II0 HeM'b . CaM'b JKe oyTede . a Aloaue riouma” [17, p. 361].

The most recent analysis of the above lengthy passage was conducted by Vadym Aristov, who
argues that it is hardly possible, or imposible, that Prince Iziaslav might have struggled for the Galician
throne in 1255 [19, p. 450]. Having made complicated textual reconstructions, the historian believes that
this passage “intergrates two texts which [...] refer to different events: the preparations of Iziaslav
Volodymyrovych for the campaign against Halych in the 1230s and Kuremsa’s attack at Kremenets
"7 [19, p. 461]. Thus, according to the historian, the Ruthenian ruler,
whose last mention in the narratives of similar sort of events dates as far back as 1236 [19, p. 452], could
hardly have been able, after 19 years, to renew attempts to gain possession of Halych. By contrast, he
believes that Fedir who is mentioned in the above passage served as an emissionary for the Tatar
named Milei, whom the Romanids punished for treason [19, p. 459]. Though the researcher rightly
points out that there is “an abundance of toponyms with the root ‘coas’ [meaning “salt”, i.e. “sil” in
Ukrainian — transl.note] in Galicia” [19, p. 460 note 31], he links the toponym “ko Coaem»” with the
present-day urban-type settlement called Stara Sil in Staryi Sambir District, Lviv Region (Ukraine).

That being said, however, the researcher leaves the following questions unanswered: Why did
Milei send Fedir “xo Coaems” (sic!) and who is Fedir? Nor does the researcher consider the fact that the
forces hostile to the Romanids made repeated attempts to reconquer Halych and Galicia taking
advantage of the Mongol threat to the Volynian lands owned by Ruthenian princes. In late 1253, Prince
Daniel accepted a royal crown from the Pope’s legate Opizo in Dorohochyn, thus creating a clear
reason for breaking the 1246 agreement with Batu Khan (+ 1255).

It should be noted that before the publication of V. Aristov’s article, the majority of researchers,
including Mykola Kotliar, the only author of a special biography of Prince Iziaslav Volodymyrovych
[24, p. 228], did not question the fact that Prince Iziaslav had intended to take possession of Halych in
1255 [25, p. 376; 26, p. 154 : I1ziaslav Mstyslavovych, not Iziaslav Volodymyrovych; 18, p. 226], though
they did not conduct a textual analysis of the above-cited passage as thoroughly as V. Aristov did. The
Polish researcher Adrian Jusupovi¢, one of the most recent and most meticulous explorers of the 13th-
century Chronicle of the Romanids, did not find it strange that Prince Iziaslav had made a long (1236—
1254) pause [27, p. 107].

Leaving the textual disputes aside, let us consider more profoundly the content of the above-cited
diploma of Junior Queen Elisabeth. It mentions “Lve, cum duobus filiis suis Fudur [emphasis added. —
M. V] scilicet et Stephano”, who were once rewarded by Rostyslav’s wife Anna (datum ante quem 1264)
with “[...] terram Borod vocatam in comitatu de Bereg sitam prope Munkaach” [23, p. 98; 28, p. 51]. In
our opinion, the localization terram Borod is the equivalent of Barbovo Village (Mukachiv District,

during his campaign against Volyn
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Transcarpathian Region), which is located at a distance of approximately 25 km from the Mukachevo
mentioned in the act, which may well be described with the word prope. By contrast, the urban-type
settlement called Svaliava, which we regard as equivalent to the description “xo Coaems” given in the
chronicle, is situated on the famous pathway running from Hungary to Galicia, also at a distance of
approximately 25 km from Mukachevo in a south-westward direction.

A chronological and geographic comparison of the data in the the 13th-century Chronicle of the
Romanids, Princess Anna’s diploma and Junior Queen Elisabeth’s confirmation allows for a cautious
identification of the Fedir in the chronicle as the Fedir — the son of a certain Lev. It seems more
reasonable to suggest that in 1255 Fedir moved “ko Coaemp” because, following the logic of the 1264
confirmation, it might have been very close to his family’s realms, including the terra Borod vocata
gained by the family during the rule of Rostyslav and his wife in the early 1240s in Comitatibus
Abaujvar, Szabolch et Zemplin®. In addition, it is more logical to admit the possibility that it was Prince
Iziaslav who might have sent Fedir. Most researchers agree that Prince Iziaslav also belonged to the
Olhovids, being a second cousin of Rostyslav Mykhailovych (their common great-grandfather was
Prince Sviatoslav Vsevolodovych, t1194). Iziaslav himself used to seek refuge in Hungary, often
accompanied by the other boyars from Halych, for instance by Zhyroslav in 1227 [17, p. 117]. He must
have had many acquaintances among the nobility there; and after 1245, among the nobility
surrounding his second cousin, the king’s son-in-law. Thus sending Fedir “ko Coaemp” in search of
military support seemed like a logical thing to do because it was in the eastern lands of Hungary that
Dominus Rostyslav of Machou’s family remained in the possession of the property granted by Bela IV.
Princess Anna (terminus ante quem 1264) received the Castle of Fiizér (present-day Borsod-Abadj-
Zemplén megye, Hungary) from her father [30, No. 70].

It is obvious that Iziaslav Volodymyrovych must have been close with King Bela IV’s other son-in-
law, Prince Lev Danylovych, so he was aware of his influence in the court through his wife Constance
(t after 1287/88) and so on. Thus it is no surprise that Lev’s detachments might have caught up with
Fedir at some place (unspecified in the chronicle) capturing his servants, but not him. Though nothing
is known about Fedir’s life after the events described in the chronicle, the 1264 donation of Borod and its
further confirmation by Junior King Stephan (t 1272) in 1270 seem to refer to this very Fedir, his
younger brother Stephan and their father Lev.

“Stephanus dei gratia iunior rex Hungariae, dux Transilvanus [...] volumus pervenire, quod
accedens ad nostrum presentiam Leve cum duobus filiis suis, videlicet Fudur et Stephano, literas
domine regine iunioris karissime consortis nostre nobis exhibuit humiliter supplicando [...]. Nos igitur
peticionem ipsius, quia iusta erat et legitima, regio favore duximus annuendam, ita scilicet, quod et nos
ipsam terram predictis Leve et filiis suis, ac eorum heredibus heredumque successoribus, dedimus
donavimus et contulimus in perpetuum possidendam, et confirmare ipsas literas domine regine
karissime consortis nostre nostrarum presencium literarum munimine roborando” [23, p. 98].

The names Leve/Lve/Lue/Lwe and Fudur/Fudor/Fedor, in contrast to Stephan (Stephanus), are relatively
rare in Hungary [31, No. 136, 232; 32, No. 477; 33, p. 126; 34, p. 291; 35, p. 486; 36, p. 162-163; 37, p. 165,
216, 339; 38, p. 88, 159]. Given the assumptions about the relations with Iziaslav Volodymyrovych, it
seems logical and understandable that the family obtained land grants right there, in Bereg County,
and, just as important, from the wife of Rostyslav Mykhailovych.

Still unresolved is the question about the former homeland of these royal servants. We are inclined
to regard them as belonging to the Galician nobility or the newly arrived Chernihiv nobility, who
began to sporadically appear in the life of Galicia in the early 13% century [17, p. 31-39] and even
received land donations from Galician boyars during the time of the Mongol threat. The fact that the
diploma granted by Princess Anna or the confirmations issued by the married couple, Junior Queen
Elisabeth and Junior King Stephan, do not contain the descriptive word Ruthenus, or a semantically
similar word, typically used to refer to those coming from the lands of the Rurikids, does not pose a

" 129, p 55]. In one of our previous papers, we expressed the assumption that Lev might have gained this land in reward for fighting at
Yaroslav on August 17, 1245 in alliance with Prince Rostyslav Mykhailovych [16, p.120].
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problem in this case. Not many newcomers deserved such a description [15, p. 391, 394], nor were the
inhabitants of Galicia gene rally referred to as “Ruthenians” in the 12t and 13" centuries. By contrast,
within the context of personal communication between the family of Rostyslav Mykhailovych and that
of Lev and his sons, the need for such an identification disappeared automatically.

Therefore, in the light of the arguments presented, Lev and his sons, Fedir and Stephan, can be
regarded as belonging to the nobility who supported Prince Iziaslav Volodymyrovych and Prince
Rostyslav Mykhailovych and who were probably descended from boyars. Lev’s son is mentioned in the
1255 chronicle as well as among the lords of Borod Land in Bereg County [23, p. 98; 28, p. 51]. One of the
best explorers of the historical geography of the Hungarian Kingdom, Gyorgy Gyorfty, believed that it
was not known from the charters of the 13t and 14% centuries who the other recipients of the land grant
were [39, p. 535-536]; however, we know exactly that Fedir had a family. On August 28, 1313, after a
thorough examination, Charles Robert confirmed the donation of Borod to Fedir’s son Leuenthke [40, p.
28; 41, p. 266]. Fedir’s other children, Thoma dictus Fodor and his daughter Elisabeth (with Georgius, her
husband, and comes Blasius, their adult son), are mentioned in the 1356 cadastre of Borod [42, p. 75, 224,
226, 246-248, 317]. The time of Fedir’s first mention in the charters suggests that 1239/40 should
represent a terminus ante quem for his birth, which is another reason to believe that he was the one
mentioned in the 1255 chronicle. Lev’s other son might also have belonged to the court of Iziaslav Volo-
dymyrovych. For their merits, no record of which is available, he, his brother and father were granted
Borod Land in Bereg County near Mukachevo by the wife of Rostyslav Mykhailovych [23, p. 125].

3. CONCLUSIONS

Therefore, we consider it possible to conclude that Lev and his sons, Fedir and Stephan, were
among those who followed Prince Rostyslav Mykhailovych to Hungarian lands after 1245 or during the
next fifteen years. The above-mentioned individuals must have been descended from the boyars of
Chernihiv or Halych. Considering Lev’s age, he might have participated in the battle at Yaroslav on
August 17, 1245 and might have been rewarded by Prince Rostyslav in the Hungarian kingdom, his
new homeland. By contrast, his son Fedir must have been supporting Iziaslav, the son of Prince
Volodymyr Thorovych executed by Galician boyars in 1210/11, in his (albeit unsuccessful) attempt to
gain possession of Halych while taking advantage of the Mongol threat to the lands of the Romanids in
1255. The latter event was recorded the 13th-century Chronicle of the Romanids. Though some
researchers may rightly question the credibility of the textual criticism of the chronicle, its comparison
with the 1264-1270 Hungarian charters allows for the possibility of identifying this particular Fedir as
the lord of Borod Land located near Mukachevo in Bereg County.

The Family Tree of Lev and His Sons Fedir and Stephan

Leu
(terminus ante quem
1225 — post quem 1270)

Y A

Fudur Stephanus
(terminus ante quem (terminus ante quem
1239/40 — post quem 1270) 1239/40 — post quem 1270)
/ _______ l_ ______ Bs
Leuenthke | Thoma dictus Fodor i Elizabeth Georgius

1
(terminus ante quem ' (terminus ante quem ' (terminus ante quem (terminus ante quem
1298/99 — post quem i 1298/99 — post quem 1356) i 1328 — ad quem? 1356) 1326 —ad quem? 1356)

Blasius

(terminus ante quem
1340 — post quem 1356)
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Boaomyk Mupocaas. OtoueHH:1 KHA34 i Tocriogapst Mausu Poctucaasa Muxaiiaosmda B YTOpIiuHi (3 icropii
oani€l pogunn Apyroi noaosuam XIII — cepeaunn XIV cr.). XKypnaa Ipuxapnamcoxozo yuisepcumeny imeri
Bacuasa Cmeganuxa, 7 (2) (2020), 42-50.

Ogniero i3 HaliMeHIIT 40CAiAXKeHUX CTOPiHOK 6iorpac1)i'1’ PYCBKOTO KH:35, IIAeMiHHMKa «3a Ky>KeaeM»
kopoast Pyci Aanmaa Pomanosmya — Poctmcaasa MmxaiiaoByya € JOTO OTOYEHHsA B MeXKaX HOBOI
OaTBKIBIIUHU — YTOPCHKOTO KOpOAiBcTBa oMix 1242/43-1262/64 pp. I3 pisHOIIaHOBMX AXKepea BigOMO IIpo
BeAMKY KiABKICTh JIOTO IPUXMALHUKIB cepe/, CBITCHKOI Ta LIePKOBHOI 3HAaTi He TiAbKM B YTOPIIMHI, a i y
laaumekin, Yepriricekini Ta boaoxoscekint sdemasx. OgHak Ipo YiTKO Ha3BaHUX JsKepelaMU ocib, 1o
po3aianan A0AI0 KHA3-BTiKaua B 3eMAsX Kopoas beam IV ocobaumso micad mopaskm mig SApocaasom 17
cepnHa 1245 p., aoci 6yao Bigomo Maao. My, masxom BepM(l)iKaui’i AITOINMCHUX 3BICTOK Ta yTOPCHKOTO
aKTOBOTO MaTepiaady, AIMIIAM BUCHOBKY, IIIO A0 0AM3BKUX poauHi Poctucaasa Muxaitaosuya i npuHiecn
Annan oci6 cmiamso MokHa 3aaiumty /lesa, itoro cuuis ®egopa i1 Credpana — Jeprkareais 3emai Borod
o6an3y Mykadeporo y komirtaTi beper. Lli, BoueBnapb 3HaTHI 3 IOXOAXKEHHs AIOAM, MOTAM HadeXaTu A0
YepHiribcbKoi abo raAMIIbKOI 3HaTi, ITOYEProBo, ale Oe3yCIilIHO, MATpUMYyOUn yripogosx 40-50-x pp. XIII
cT. camoro KH:a3s Pocrucaasa abo x itoro tpoiopignoro 6parta Issacaasa Boaogumuposnya Ha raanmbpKumii
npecroa. o BakamBo, 3aBXAM Taki iHcIipallii cHiBHagaAy i3 MOHIOABCHKOIO 3arpoO30I0 BTOPTHEHH: Y
BOAOAiHHsA PoMaHOBMYIB, 11O A04aBaAo y IepCIeKTUBi IIpeTeHAeHTaM Ha l'aamy A04aTKOBMX IIaHCIB Ha
ycmix, yTiM — 3aBXAU HeBAaa0. 3a CBOI 3aCAyIU Ilepes 35TeM YIOPChbKOTO KOpOAs 4OHbKa OCTaHHLOTO AHHa
terminus ante quem 1264 p. ylianysaJa IX BiAIIOBIAHUM 3eMeAbHUM HajaHHSIM, KOTpe IIOYepProBo KOHPipMy-
BaAl sK OCTaHHi IIpeACTaBHUKU AMHACTiI ApIiagiB Ha yropcbKOMY IpecToi, TakK i HOBi KOpoai 3 AMHacTil
Amxy. Boaoainns Borod mepeOyBaao y BAaCHOCTI poAVHI IIIOHalIMeHIIe 40 Apyroi rmoaosuun X1V crt.

Karouosi caosa: Poctucaas Mmuxaiiaosuy, mpunileca AHHa, I3scaas Boaogummposuy, I'aamy,
laannpka 3emas, 3HatHi e Ta ¥oro cunu Pegip i Credan, xomitar Beper, Mykaueso, semas Borod,
Cpaassa, xponika Pomanosnuis XIII cT., yropchkuii akToB1it MaTepiaa.



