Reconstructing the Past: Journal of Historical Studies 62
Volume I Number 4 December 2023

ON THE ISSUE OF SUBORDINATION OF THE GALICIAN-VOLHYNIAN
PRINCES TO THE MONGOL EMPIRE AND ITS CONSEQUENCES

Vladyslav Gulevych
M.S. Hrushevsky Institute of Ukraine Archeography and Source Studies, Ukraine
gulevych v(@ukr.net
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4040-817X
http://dx.doi.org/10.54414/BZFF5202

Abstract: This research deals with the immediate consequences of the subordination of
the most influential prince of Southern Rus', Daniel Romanovich, to the Mongol Empire
at the beginning of 1246. It considers the problem of issuing symbols of Mongolian
kaans' power to subordinate rulers, jarligs (yarlyks) and paitza, to the Galician and
Volhynian princes (knyazes), conducting censuses of population on the conquered
Galician-Volhyn lands for taxation, and introduction of taxes and duties by the Mongols
in the territories, they conquered. Due to the conciseness of sources, in the Galician-
Volhynian lands existence only part of the taxes and duties, known in other lands of Rus',
can be confirmed. More clear conclusions can be drawn regarding the problem on
introduction the Mongols’ possible direct rule in Galicia, however currently known
sources cannot reaffirm this assumption. In the same way, the sources do not contain
information about the Horde origin of a small specific stratum of the population called
“Ordyntsy” and “Kalannyie” on the territory of Galicia. The combination of known
factors in the subordination of the Galician-Volhynian princes confirms the previously
made assumptions about their rather specific status within the Mongol Empire.
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INTRODUCTION

The study on the history of relations between the princes of Rus' and the Mongol
conquerors has, without exaggeration, a huge historiography, the analysis of which is not
the task of this work. However, even despite the gigantic amount of seemingly
comprehensive research on this topic, there are still many problems to solve that are very
difficult, and sometimes simply impossible, due to the silence of sources. The subject of
this research is determination of the immediate consequences of the Galician-Volhynian
princes' subordination to the Mongol Empire in 1246.

The fact of Prince Daniel Romanovich’s subordination to the power of the kaan
through the “mediation” of Batu is undeniable. The author of the corresponding part of
the Galician-Volhyn Chronicle (hereinafter - GVC) described this as such that the prince
is now “called a serf” (xomonmoms HaswiBaercsi) [PSRL (1908): 808]. According to
Ruthenian Pravda, there were three sources of servitude, limited to a certain “row” (riad)
(contract): marrying a serf, selling oneself into slavery, joining the tivuns (tiuns)'
[[Mamsatauku (1952): 119; 3imin (1966): 56]. Other sources for serfdom were captivity,
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birth from a serf, crime, etc. From the point of view of a person of the 13th century, in the
case of Daniel there is only one thing: the prince was forced to “sell” himself to Batu.
Probably, Daniel’s co-ruler, his brother Vasilko Romanovich, should have been in the
same condition. The existence of documentary evidence of subordination by any of the
Romanovichs is carefully hushed up by the GVC, but in the Mongol Empire these were
yarlyk and paitza, as well as taxes and duties.

Jarlig and Paitza

Being administrative act of the kaan/khan, jarlig comes from the Mongolian “jarliq”
or “Jarliy”, where the root “jar” means “order, promulgation” [Cynayesa (2011): 37-38;
YcemanoB (1979a): 7-8; YemanoB (1979b): 218-244]. In the Ruthenian written tradition,
the familiar term “gramota” continued to be used for some time. Only at the beginning of
the 16th century we encounter a “transitional” form, when in 1304, after the arrival of
Grand Prince Andrei from the Horde, the dukes and the metropolitan bishop gathered and
“read the gramota, the Tsar’s jarligs” [IIpucenkoB (1950): 351].

Nor a single of the princely jarligs has survived to this day, neither a single source
mentions the issuance of jarligs to princes in the 13th century; moreover, it is not even
known what their text might have been. We have only one indirect allusion to the jarlig in
the GVC in a not entirely clear episode describing the events during the
“Kremyanetskaya Kuremsina army” with the participation of a certain Andrei:

«Ilotom xe Koypembca npuzne ko KpemaHio . u Boea . wkoino KpemaHna .

AnnpbeBu xe Ha 1Boe O0YIOYyIIOYy . WBOTZIa B3BIBAIOIIOYCA KOPOJIEBH €CMb.

wBorna e TaTapbCKbIMb. Jepkalioy Henpasaoy Bb cp(m)uu . b(or)s
MpeaacTb Bb pOyud U(X) WHOMOY K€ pekiuoy. bamsleea zpamoma oy MeHs
ectb» [IICPJI (1908): 829].

However commenting on the fragment mentioning the “Batu gramota”, V. Stavisky
and A. Tolochko note, “in essence, we have before us a string of episodes that are not
connected by plot or logic... The impression is that we have before us a “broken” text, a
mixture of episodes from different stories, mechanically staged one after another” [ BJI:t
(2020): 511]. Though it is important that the author of the text does not deny the very fact
of the existence of gramota. Thus, the next mention of the gramota of Jochi Khan,
granted to the Orthodox Church, dates back to 1267 [Pycckuii (1987): 588-589;
[Mamsarauku (1953): 467-468]. Also, the “Tsar's gramota” is mentioned in the agreement
between prince Yaroslav Yaroslavich of Tver and Novgorod in 1270 [['pamotsl (1949):
13].

Functions of paitza, its iconography, languages of inscriptions, metrology, etc. have
quite a significant literature [PeBa, bensieB (2017): 25-37; Kpamaposckuii (2002): 212-
224; Manwm (1976): 71-74; Miinkiiev (1977); 185-215; Haneda (1936): 85-91; Jluxauen
(1916): 70-86; Nuoctpanues (1908): 0172-0179; Crouupia (1909): 130-141; Mas Latrie
(1870): 72-102; banzapos (1850): 72-97], but its main purposes were still in the 19th
century by Dorji Banzarov - a reward for important services and a certificate of
protection [banzapos (1850): 91].

We do not know whether Daniel and Vasilko received only jarligs, or whether paitzas
were also added to them, but it is known that sometimes the khans issued them together.
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Thus, on September 17, 1332, Uzbek Khan issued the Venetians of Tana “paitza and
privilege with red seals” (baisa et privilegium cum bullis rubeis) [Diplomatarium (1880):
244; Mas Latrie (1868): 584]. Khan Berdibek in the 1240-50s gave them jarligs with
paitzas (preceptum et paysanum, baissinum de auro et nostrum preceptum cum bullis
tribus; comandamento e paysam; comandamento cum le bolle rosse et lo paysam)
[Diplomatarium (1880): 262, 263, 312; Diplomatarium (1899): 48, 51; Mas Latrie
(1870): 585, 586, 587, 594, 595], and in 1357 to Metropolitan Alexei “baisu (i.e. paitza)
and a jarlig with a scarlet tamga” [[Tamsatauku (1953): 470].

When rulers submitted to the Mongols, they were given a jarlig (decree) that
indicated the khan’s approval as well as their own tamgha so that the orders the local
notable issued were viewed in connection with the Mongol Empire [May (2017a): 96]. It
is unknown what happened in the case of the Romanovichs. If Daniel and Vasilko
received jarligs or jarligs along with the paitzas, then it was not Kaan, who did not exist
at that time, who issued them, but Batu, although it cannot be ruled out that it was on
behalf of the central Mongolian government.

It is also known that in the office of Kaan Munke there were “scribes of every kind
for Persian, Uighur, Khitayan, Tibetan, Tangut, etc., so that to whatever place a decree
has to be written it may be issued in the language and script of that people" ['Ala-ad-Din
'Ata-Malik Juvaini (1997): 607]. Since Batu borrowed the palace ceremonial of the
Kaans, it can be assumed that he could also organize his office on the model of the
imperial one. At his headquarters there should have been educated people who could read
and write in Uyghur and Arabic script [YcmanoB (2009): 658-660]. Thus, in April 1246,
John de Plano Carpini, together with Batu’s translators, translated the papal gramota “in
the letter of the Ruthenias, Saracens and the language of the Tatars” [Giovanni di Plan
Carpine (1989): 311]. Guillaume de Rubruk testifies that at the headquarters of Sartak,
son of Batu, there were people who knew Armenian, Turkic, Arabic and Syriac languages
[Guglielmo di Rubruk (2011):76]. In the description of the royal archive in the 1570s
there is an interesting mention of “old deffers from Batu and other kings; they have no
translation [and] can’t translate anyone” [Omucu (1960): 32]. Unfortunately, it is now
impossible to say whether these were really “deffers” of Batu. Since none of the jarligs
issued to the princes has survived to this day, the possibility of writing them in the
Ruthenian language remains exclusively hypothetical and very doubtful, since the jarligs
to the metropolitans of Rus', Venetians and Genoese have reached us only in translations
[['puropses (2004); I'puropses, I'puropses (2002); Ipucenxos (1916)].

One of the signs of the subordinate status of the princes relative to Batu and his
descendants was their trips to the khan's headquarters. Among the Romanovichs, the only
trip of Prince Daniel to Batu at the turn of 1245-1246 is documented. However it is
possible that in the case of the Romanovichs we are hostages of the main source of this
period, the GVC. Thus, an entry in the Volhynian kormchaia book reports that prince
Vladimir Vasilkovich of the Vladimir principality (1247/49-1288), Daniel’s nephew,
personally went to Nogai in 1286: «Bp abro 6794... moexan r(o)c(mo)ap H(a)mb K
HoroeBu» “In 6794... our lord visited Nogois” [Cromspoa (2000): 144-145;
Cpesnesckuii (1882): 147; Bocroko (1842): 312]. This trip is in no way reflected in the
GVC. That is, the compilers of the GVC could deliberately omit any information about
the trips of one of the Romanovichs to Batu and his descendants. However, this
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assumption is purely hypothetical, since in the sources of the 14th century we do not have
any hints about the trips of the Galician-Volhynian princes to Sarai. But the chronicles
well reflect numerous trips in the 13th-15th centuries by the princes of North-Eastern
Rus', often with the aim of resolving disputes regarding seniority, not only to Batu and
his descendants, but even to Karakorum. What was the reason for such a striking
difference? It is likely that in 1243 Batu recognized Yaroslav Vsevolodovich of Vladimir
as the senior prince of Rus' and gave him Kyiv [IICPJI (1927): 470], and in 1249 Ogul-
Kaymysh, the regent of the Mongol Empire, approved the main city of Rus' for his son
Alexander [PSRL (1927): 742]. Daniel, and the other Romanovichs, were forced to
abandon Kyiv, which quickly lost its status as the political center of Rus'. At the same
time, the Romanovichs gradually moved away from the princes of North-Eastern Rus',
abandoned the fight for the status of the Grand Prince, being satisfied with their Volhyn,
Galician and other possessions. In the middle of these domains, no conflicts between
them over seniority have been recorded. All this together meant there was no need to
travel to Sarai and/or Karakoram in person.
Taxes

One of the most important results of the Mongol subjugation of Rus' was the census,
according to which taxation of the conquered population took place. The first mention of
it is contained in sources under 1245, when the Mongols counted the population as a
number, which began paying tribute to them: «coumawa s (i.e. population) ¢ uucno u
Hauawa Ha Huxv oanb umamuy [IICPJI (1851): 183; TICPJI (1925): 231; HILJ (1950):
298; Cepebpsiuckuii (1915): 50]. The Franciscan John of Plano Carpini also mentioned
the census, noting that it was carried out by “a Saracen from the party of Kuyuk-kan (i.e.
Kaan Guyuk), as they said, and Batu” [Giovanni di Plan Carpine (1989): 285]. Thomas
Allsen suggested that these were two different censuses, of which 1245 was carried out
on the initiative and for Batu's own purposes, and 1247 was carried out by order of the
Kaan [Allsen (1981): 37-38]. But Guyuk was enthroned on August 24, 1246, and the
Franciscan returned from Mongolia to Kyiv on June 9, 1247. Considering that the census
requires travel from Mongolia to Rus' for the officials who carried it out, and this takes
about three or more months, organizational preparation on the spot and traveling around a
significant territory for its practical implementation, it is unlikely that the scribes coped
with the task during the period from August 1246 to August 1247.

There is reason to assume that the census was carried out with the participation and
support of the Mongolian “darugachi and tanmachi” stationed in Kyiv [The Secret
History (1982): 215; The Secret History (2004): 205-206; Kozin (1941): 194]. As for the
identity of the “Saracin”, the organizer of the census, he could have been the experienced
Daruga of Turkestan and Transoxiana, Masud-bek [Pammn-an-Hur (1960): 116;
Bopoteianie (2017): 137], who fled from Ogedei's widow, the regent of the Mongol
Empire Turakin Khatun's repression to the possessions of Batu, where he was in 1242-
1247. A. Gorsky suggests that the “Kyivan centurion Nongrot”, mentioned by John de
Plano Carpini [Giovanni di Plan Carpine (1989): 331], came from the Congrat tribe,
represented the Mongol administration and was involved in the census, like the two
foreman (desiatniks) who accompanied the Franciscan in Batu’s headquarters. Thus, the
time frame for the census can be narrowed, taking into account the time it took to prepare
it, to the period between the winter of 1243-1244.
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The first census took place, seemingly, only in lands subordinate directly to the
Mongol administration. Among these, in addition to the Kyiv principality, one should
also include Chernigov, whose prince Mikhail Vsevolodovich for a long time did not dare
to return to his capital city [Pycuna (2005b): 27-28; Tomouko (2000): 166-169],
Pereyaslavskoye, which generally ceased to exist as an independent administrative and
political unit [Kopunnstii (1992): 131], and Podolia.

Already during the conquest of North-Eastern Rus', the Mongols put forward a
demand to the Ryazan princes: “asking them for tithes in all: both in people, and in
princes, and in horses, in every tenth” [HITJI (1950): 74, 286]. Plano Carpini also wrote
that they demanded “tithes of everything, both people and things.” [Giovanni di Plan
Carpine (1989): 285] But they put forward a demand to give tithes simultaneously with
an offer to the princes to voluntarily join the Pax Mongolica, which they refused and
were killed. And the Mongols behaved much harsher with the conquered peoples.

The population of Kyiv and its territories in 1240 although were significantly reduced
[UBakun, Komap (2016): 59-72], were not destroyed completely [[{oBxenok (1978): 79-
82]. Its restoration took place quite actively [MBakun (2003): 61-65; Bricotkuii (1985):
113-114], and already in 1245-1247 Breslau, Polish and Austrian merchants traded in
Kyiv, as well as Italians from Genoa, Venice and Pisa [Giovanni di Plan Carpine (1989):
332, 399]. The gradual restoration of the region allowed the Mongols to increase
exploitation of its population. Thus, John de Plano Carpini described the cruel collection
of tribute by the “Saracens of Guyuk”, when one of three sons was taken away, and
unmarried men, unmarried women and beggars were taken away, the rest were counted
and imposed a heavy tribute: the skin of a white (sic!) bear, a black beaver, sable, ferret,
black fox [Giovanni di Plan Carpine (1989): 285]. Of these animals, the beaver, ferret
and black fox were found in the territories of Southern Rus' indicated above, but not the
sable and certainly not the polar bear. That is, the Franciscan either got something wrong,
or mixed up tribute from different lands of Rus'. The situation in the Chinese possessions
of the Batuids can clarify the brutal collection of taxes in Rus'.

According to the distribution of Ogedei's kaan, in 1236 in Northern China the house
of Batu received the Pingyang region [Xpanauesckuit (2009): 172, 247; Qiu (2018): 29-
48] and 41,320 households in it. In 1255, the scholar Hao Jing, who later became Kublai's
advisor, visited the Chinese possessions of Batu, after which he submitted a description
of the dire situation in the region to the kaan. The House of Batuids was the de facto ruler
of the territory under its control, even living far from China. Batu divided the territory
among his family members according to Mongol tradition, and it appears that each prince
or princess who received his share had unlimited power there. They exploited household
labor to the extreme to extract gold and silver, which were locally processed into
exquisite items before being transported to the Jochi Ulus [Rong (2021): 158-160].

In other Mongol uluses on conquered lands, they also practiced literally extracting
taxes, especially arrears [Pammm-an-/lun (1946): 118-119 (340 c.); ‘Ala-ad-Din ‘Ata-
Malik Juvaini (1997): 539]. In particular, this was due to the introduction of the kubchur
tax (qopcur / qubchiir) based on the census of the settled population [Anu-3age (1945):
87-102; Morgan (1982): 127, 134; boitmatoB (2018): 88-90], which was collected with
significant abuses without clearly established regularity [Pammn-an-{un (1946): 248;
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Ward (1983): 405]. Only under the kaan of Mengu was the kubchur regulated so as not to
ruin the poorest payers [‘Ala-ad-Din ‘Ata-Malik Juvaini (1997): 519, 524].

It is unlikely that in Rus' the picking of men by the Mongols was connected with the
construction of Sarai, as some historians suggest. Where exactly Sarai-Batu was located
has not yet been established exactly, but today researchers are inclined to localize it at the
site of the Krasnoyarsk settlement [[Taukanos (2002): 177; ITaukamnos (2010): 300-309;
PymakoB (2007): 24; BacumseB (2009): 436-445; Bacumse (2012): 266-270;
Apxeonorust Bonro-Ypanes (2022): 39]. Based on the results of its excavations, it can be
concluded that at the first stage of its existence between the second half of the 13th
century and 1320s the city was located on an island formed by the Akhtuba, Karaulnaya
and Mayachnaya rivers in a place that made it possible to control the waterways
connecting the Upper and Middle Volga with the Caspian Sea, as well as the crossing
across the Volga-Akhtuba floodplain. At the same time, archaeologists came to the
conclusion that most likely, the main structures of this period were represented by adobe
buildings, in which the traditionally settled population lived that came to the Lower
Volga with the Mongols (officials, traders, artisans). It is likely that in this period there
was no monumental architecture [[Iurapés (2016): 169-170]. Even in the 14th century
this settlement was quite poor from an architectural point of view. Therefore, it is not for
nothing that in 1255 Guillaume de Rubruk called it only a “new village” (Sarai, que est
noua uilla), recently built by Batu [Guglielmo di Rubruk (2011): 288]. Thus, it is more
likely that the picking of the men is related to Batu's desire to increase its military
capabilities in preparation for war with Guyuk. The conflict between them [Historia
(1967): 21] is confirmed by a contemporary of the events, K. de Bridra.” As for the taken
away of women, they were always in demand as concubines and maidservants.

The payment of taxes by the Romanovichs and the serving of duties, the main source
of this time, the GVC diligently passes over in silence. However we have some evidence
of them from the chronologically close jarlig of 1267 by Khan Mengu-Timur, issued to
the Orthodox Church: “dan" (tribute), “tamga”, “popluzhnoe” (plough), “yam”, “voyna”
(war), “podvoda” (cart) and “korm” (feed) [[Tamsaruuku (1953): 467-468].

“Tamga” is a commercial or customs tax introduced in China under the rule of
Ogedei and subsequently extended to the entire empire. It amounted to approximately 5%
of the value of the goods that the merchant transported. Its name comes from the receipt
with the “tamga” stamp that the merchant received as confirmation of the tax payment
specifically for this product. He could then travel throughout the empire and not pay any
additional taxes on these goods, which significantly reduced the cost of doing business
[May (2017a): 97; Bamapu (1987): 97-103; Doerfer (1965): 554-565]. In addition to
merchants, tamga was paid by the artisan population of cities [Amu-3ane (1955): 55]. It
was collected in the form of cash. Tamga was one of the main incomes of the khans and
can be clearly seen in later sources. However, in the territory controlled by Daniel
Romanovich and his brother Vasilko Romanovich, as well as their descendants, the
collection of tamga is never mentioned in the sources.

? It is Bridra, not Bridia, that is recorded in the earlier of his two known texts. See Krawiec (2008): 160.
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“Popluzhnoe”, obviously a tax on a certain plot of arable land, is perhaps identical to
the “kalan’”, introduced land tax by the Mongols (about the “xalan” tax, see: Blake, Frye.
(1949): 313, 387 nota 32), which was often paid in natural products [May (2017b): 100].
With this tax, the situation in the sources is similar to tamga.

The notion “tribute” is more difficult to define. Thus, in the will of Vladimir
Vasilkovich (1287), distributed by the prince among the possessions, it is said, in
particular, “a mnoGopomb u TOTappmMHOIO K KHA3I0"[IICPJI (1908): 903-904;
Kymunacekuit (2004): 317]. According to V. Aristov, both mentioned taxes were of a
situational nature [GVC (2020): 618-622]. However, Herbert Schurman believed that we
are talking about the Mongolian taxes “alban” and “qopcur/qiibchiir/qubciri”, that is,
respectively “tribute” and “extortion”, and according to John Smith, on the contrary,
“extortion” and “tribute” [Schurmann (1956): 304-389; Smith (1970): 46-85].* The
question is whether alban and kubchur can be correlated with the “extortion” and
“tatarshchina” mentioned in the will of prince Vladimir, or in the jarligs of the Orthodox
Church of 1357 and 1379 “tax” and “tribute” [[lamstauku (1953): 469, 465], remains
open, since the term “tribute” itself was known in Volhyn. Thus, prince Vladimir
Vasilkovich bequeathed to his wife “the city of Kobryn” in 1287, both with people and
with tribute” with the condition that “as they gave [tribute] in my presence, so should
they give to my princess” [IICPJI (1908): 903].

In North-Eastern Rus', the Mongols handed over the collection of tribute to tax
farmers, who then tried to compensate for their investments in excess at the expense of
the taxed population: “wkymnaxyTb 60 Thl OKAHBHUH OECypMEHE JaHU U OW TOTO BEIIUKY
naryOy monemsb TBopaxyTs” [IICPJI (1927): 476]. How Mongol tribute was collected in
Volhynia and Galicia is unknown.

Regarding the regularity of payment of tribute/taxes, we have a mention only in the
14th century. Thus, the Polish king Wladislav Loketek, in a letter to Pope John XXII
dated May 21, 1323, wrote that the recently deceased Galician-Volhynian princes Andrei
and Lev Yurievich paid the Tatars an “annual tribute” (annua tributa) [Monumenta
(1913): 73].

Obligations

“Yam” is a system of postal relay stations whose main function was the safe and fast
delivery of messengers, envoys and materials from the provinces to the capital of Mongol
Empire and in the opposite direction. Yam provided the travellers who had paitza and
jarligs with means of transportation, provisions, and housing [Shim (2017): 110-112].
However, the system of pits was neither in the western nor in the eastern parts of the
Jochi Ulus in the early 1250s was not installed [Shim (2014): 419-421]. Moreover, on the
territory of Southern Rus' during the period of dominance of the Mongolian kaans and
Horde khans, the yam system was not recorded in synchronous sources, and from later
sources only one mention of yam is known in the falsified document of the late 15th and

? Kalan is a tribute, tax, yasak, and kalanchy is the one who collects taxes [Pamos (1899): 230]
*1I take this opportunity to thank Roman Hautala (Oulu, Finland) for clarification and pointing out literature
on this issue.



Reconstructing the Past: Journal of Historical Studies 69
Volume I Number 4 December 2023

early 16th centuries [Lietuvos Metrika (2010): 15; HoBuap-3amonbckuii (1900): 3;
Kuraszkiewicz (1934): 132-133].

“Voyna” (war) is the princes' duty at the request of the Mongols to participate in
their wars. The demand “Bb moraHbCKo# OBITH BOJIM UXb M BOeBaTH ¢ HUMHK ™ (to be under
the rule of the pagans and fight together) was presented by the Mongols to the princes at
the early stage of their conquest of Rus' in 1238 [TICPJI (2000): 295]. The Mongols made
a similar demand to the local rulers of Iran during its conquest [Pammn-an-/lun (1946):
25]. John de Plano Carpini wrote that the Mongols demanded from the conquered peoples
“that they go with them in the army against everyone whenever they (the Mongols)
please” [Giovanni di Plan Carpine (1989): 285].

“Podvoda” (cart) is a transport duty that is well known from later times and consisted
of providing vehicles to officials and accompanying them [Wystouch (1936); Jarmolik
(1992): 189-197]. However, during the reign of princes Daniel, his brother Vasilko and
their descendants, references to the execution of carts duty by the population of the
Galician-Volhynian lands were not mentioned in the sources.

"Korm* (feed) is a translation of the Mongolian word “siisiin”, found in the jarligs of
the Horde khans Toktamysh (1393) and Timur-Kutlug (1398), the Crimean khans Haji
Giray (1453), Mengli Giray (1467), Saadat Giray (1523) and Sahib Girey (1523).
"Si'iisiin" or "§fsiin" was a technical term of the Mongolian postal system that outlined
the duties of the postal station service in relation to government envoys and traveling
officials. It included food, drink and probably fodder for horses [Vasary (1977): 51-59;
Allsen (2010): 267]. But the term “korm” to denote the duties of the population for the
maintenance of officials or troops has been known in Rus' since pre-Mongol times: “u
peu(r) Borecnasw . pazsedeme Opyaicuny moio no 2opodoms . Ha kopmw’ [IICPJI (1908):
130]. It is quite obvious that the population of Galicia and Volhynia performed this duty
in relation to the Mongol army during several campaigns against Lithuania, the Polish
and Hungarian kingdoms in the second half of the 13th century.

The described system of taxes and duties could be fully applied only if a census was
carried out. But, unlike the well-known number of censuses of North-Eastern Rus', not a
single source mentions the census in the territory of Galicia and / or Volhyn for the entire
time of Tatar rule over them, just as they do not mention the presence of Baskaks and / or
Darugs there. Among the duties, only “war” and “korm” are confirmed in the sources.
Taking this into account, the conclusion suggests itself about a certain degree of
exclusive status of the Galician-Volhynian lands in the Mongol Empire in general and the
Jochi Ulus in particular. Probably, Daniel, Vasilko and their descendants were given the
opportunity to determine tribute at their own discretion. In this regard, a still
underestimated fact is that the Galician and Volhyn lands, unlike the rest of Rus',
practically remained outside the Mongol, and subsequently the Horde monetary system.
There are significantly fewer finds of Mongolian kaans' coins and khans of the Jochi Ulus
on the territory of the Romanovich possessions than on the lands of their eastern
neighbors.

The Problem of Galicia
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Researchers have long noted that after Daniel returned from Batu, the prince seemed
to lose interest in Galich, for which he had fought throughout his entire previous life, and
founded a new capital for himself in Kholm. GVC stopped mentioning Galich for almost
thirty years. Because of this, researchers even suggest that, firstly, the Galician and
Volhynian lands were in different forms of dependence on the Mongols; secondly, the
Mongolian census was carried out in Galicia; thirdly, because of this, Moutsi’s demand to
Daniel “give Galich” allegedly arose, and, as a result, the Galician land paid an annual
tribute, and Volhyn was not included and did not pay a constant tribute; fourthly, the
Galician land (or a significant part of it) generally came under the direct control of the
Mongols [['BJI (2020): 621, 418].

A number of sources report that some principalities of Rus' were divided into
“mumur’” (tumens), which researchers associate with the Mongol military decimal division
into “tumens”, administrative units that could mobilize a corps of 10 thousand soldiers, or
had a population of 10 thousand men. Information about the existence and number of
such units is brief and contradictory. The earliest mention is in the Lyubech Synodik,
where they commemorate princes: “ku(s1)3a GDn(e)ra PomanoBuya, Ben(ukoro) Ka(s1)34
yep(HUTrOBCKOro): JICOHTiA, OCTaBUBILATO JBAHANECATh TeMb miojed. u llpiemmaro
Arrenckiii (D6pa3s: Bo Uuonex Bacunia” [3otoB (1892): 26]. The identification of
Oleg Romanovich (Fafter 1285), and his correlation with Leonty and Vasily has problems
[be3poaroB (2019): 16-34], and with this certain doubts arise regarding the twelve
tumens in the Chernihiv region.

However, from later times it is known that in 1360 Khan Nauruz gave the Suzdal
prince Andrei Konstantinovich “kusbkeHue Benukoe, 15 Tems” (a great reign, 15 tumens)
[TICPJI (1922): 68]. The situation was similar in other Mongol possessions. Thus,
Hamdallah Mustafa Qazwini (1340) names a number of provinces under the rule of the
Ilkhans, which were also divided into tumens: nine tumens in Persian Iraq, one in
Armenia, nine in Herat and seven in Mazandaran [The geographical part of the Nuzhat-
al- Qutub (1919): 54, 100, 150, 156; Watabe (2015): 30]. In the South Caucasus, the
Gurjistan vilayet was divided into eight tumens, five of which belonged to Georgians,
and three were Armenians [Dashdondog (2011): 102; ba6asu (1969): 120].

Such a division into t'ma (tumens) could only occur if a population census was
carried out, which corresponds to the situation in the Chernigov and Suzdal principalities
and the Ilkhanate. However, the label of the Crimean Khan Mengli Giray to the Polish
king and Grand Duke of Lithuania Sigismund I the Old (1507) seems to give reason to
believe that there were tumen in Volhyn. He names: a) Kyiv, Smolensk, Podolsk,
Kamenets, Bratslav, Sokal (Sokoletsk), Chernigov, Kursk; b) Tatar “Saraev son of
Egaltai” tumen, as well as, c)“Volodimer tumen” and “Great Lutsk tumen”
[Kotodziejczyk (2011): 555-558]. In group "a", obviously, a census was carried out, but
we do not have any synchronous information about the census in group "c". It should be
noted that Chernigov in the label appears as a single tumen, and not as a territory, divided
into twelve tumens. Researchers attribute the appearance of the tumen of Yagoldai to a
broad period of the late 14th - first half of the 15th centuries. [Uypcun (2021): 96-119;
I'opnos, Kazapos (2015): 46-63; 3aiiues (2014) 128-130; Xopyxkenko (2008): 302-311;
Pycuna (2005a): 100-113; Kuczinski (1965): 221-226]. These tumens are concentrated,
albeit with inconsistent presentation, into three groups: 1) eastern (Kyiv, Chernigov,
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Kursk, next to which was the tumen of Yagoldaya); 2) Podolsk (Podolia itself, Kamenets,
Bratslav and Sokolets); 3) western (Vladimir and Lutsk). We are primarily interested in
the third group.

Since Podolia was under the direct rule of the Mongols and bordered the Galician
land, it is necessary to delineate their border at least approximately. Due to the lack of
direct indications in the sources, this can only be done indirectly. Thus, in the grant from
Jagiello of 1395 to Spytka of Melsztyn, the counties of Stenka and Terebovlya were
named as part of Podolia, the castles of Skala and Chervonogrod are located to the west
of Kamenets and are located on the left bank of the river. Streepa, and the royal act of
1403 reports that the route from Lvov to Tartary went first through Podolia, and then
Kamenecz: “Illis vero qui Thathariam transire voluerint per Podoliam et Camenecz”
[Kodeks (1879): 146]. The road from Lvov to Kamenets went through Terebovlya. Thus,
the Podolsk tumen probably covered the territories to the west and northwest of
Kamenets, namely: Terebovlya, Yazlovets, Chervonogrod, and also, possibly, Skala and
Smotrich.

In this regard, a number of land centers in Daniel’s possessions is absent in the jarlig:
Kholm, Dorogichin, Belz, Przemysl, Syanok, Galich and Lvov. The time of foundation of
the latter is a debatable issue [[lumka (1993a): 25-36; IlIumka (1993b): 9-13; Janeczek
(1994): 7-36; Kuauur (2006): 53-56]. The mention of it in the Tver Chronicle under 1241
[TICPJI (1922): 375], according to J. Knysh [Kaum (2008): 130-136], is the result of an
unsuccessful interpolation of an excerpt from the “List of Ruthenian Cities, Far and
Near” [HIII (1950): 476; IICPJI (1910): 163; TICPJI (1856): 240]. Thus, the first
mention of the city in 1259 contains a GVC text that is problematic in terms of the
chronology of events, which describes a fire in Kholm, which was allegedly seen even in
Lviv [TICPJI (1908): 841]. Taking into account chronological errors, it can be dated to
approximately 1256 [Ictopis JIsBoBa (1956): 8], and it testifies to the important status of
Lvov already at that time.

However, it should also be noted that in the label of Khan Haji Giray (1461) Kyiv,
Lutsk, Smolensk, Podolia, Kamenets, Bratslav, Sokolets (Sokal) and Chernigov are not
called tumen, Vladimir is absent altogether, and only the possession of “Szaraiewicza
Jagalta” " is called "tumen" [Kotodziejczyk (2011): 529-530]. Mengli Giray's jarlig
(1472) contains a similar list, but with Vladimir, although all the mentioned lands are also
not called tumen [Kotodziejczyk (2011): 539-540]. In the jarlig of Sahib I Girey (1541)
“Lucesk with tumens...; Smolnesk with tumen; Polotsk with tumens...; Podolia with
tumens...; Sokal (Sokolets) with tumens...; Braslavl with tumens...; Korske (Kursk) with
tumens; Saraevich Yakgaldai with tumens; GDhura with tumens..., Rezinsky (Ryazansky)
Pereyaslavl with tumens..." [Kotodziejezyk (2011): 722-723]. That is, Kyiv is again not
called tumen, Vladimir is missing, Lutsk is not one tumen, but several, Polotsk was
added, which was never under the rule of kaans or khans, Sokal also has tumen in the
plural, the incomprehensible “Ohura” appeared along with tumen and Pereyaslavl -
Ryazansky with tumen.

It is noteworthy that at the time, when the Crimean khans jarligs were issued in 1461,
1472, 1507, 1541, Kyiv, Lutsk, Vladimir, Podolie, and Sokolets were part of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania, and Kholm, Dorogichin, Belz, Przemysl, Syanok, Galich and Lvov,
missing from them, were still in the 14th century were part of the Poland Kingdom. It is
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problematic to explain their absence in the texts of the jarligs, even though the first two
have come to us in a defective Polish translation with an obvious mechanical compilation
of several texts.

Taking into account the described circumstances, we can say that the sources do not
give reason to believe, firstly, that Volhyn (Vladimir and Lutsk lands) was divided by the
Mongols into tumen, as well as Galicia, and secondly, that the taxation of the Galician
land in favor of the Mongols something different from Volhyn. In our opinion, Galich
was not directly subordinate to the Mongols. This is also evidenced by the war of the
Romanovichs with the Mongol ruler of the right bank of the Dnieper Kurumyshi
(Kuremsa) for Bakota, located far to the southeast of Galich and which Daniel
Romanovich considered his possession.

Associated with the Mongols is the still not fully explored existence in the Galician (5
villages) and Lvov (10 villages) lands of a very small population category of the
“ordyntsy” and/or “kalannye”. From the acts of the 15th-16th centuries it is known that
they lived under the authority of their officers with the characteristic Turkic name
“vathaman” (vathamanum, vathaman, wathamano) [Akta (1887): 152-153, 156; Akta
(1906): 239], i.e. ataman, in villages that belonged to the Polish king. They owned
movable and immovable property, sometimes quite significant, provided carts at the
request of the king, were on duty in the castle, delivered mail, in the event of the arrival
of the monarch, provided four horses for his needs, grazed the royal cattle, and for this
they used the land for free, but had no rights moving to another place of residence and
changing duties [Vernadsky (1951): 255-264; Hejnosz (1928): 73-102; JInHHHYEHKO
(1894): 98-107].

According to G. Vernadsky, the term ‘“kalannye” comes from the Turkic word
“kalan”, that is, a land tax introduced by the Mongols. Researchers have suggested that
the appearance of the Horde / sea otters is connected 1) with the Horde prisoners
ransomed by the princes, who were settled in a certain area and obliged to perform
service related to the Horde: to carry tribute, provide vehicles for this, etc.; 2) that these
were “descendants of settler colonists from the lands of the Golden Horde” [XKnmau
(1967): 28]. Both versions are not sufficiently substantiated since all our knowledge
about the Ordintsy and Kalannye comes from sources of the 15th-16th centuries in which
the genesis of the existence and activities of these people is not traced.

In our opinion, it is very doubtful that the kalan was imposed by the Mongols on
such a small group of the population and only in the Galician and Lviv lands. Already G.
Vernadsky noted that the term “kalanniy” in the meaning of “unfree” was widely known
in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania [["icrapsrunsl cinoynik (1996): 186] in those territories
where there was neither power nor taxes of the Mongol Empire and the Ulus of Jochi.
Therefore, it is more reasonable to assume that this group of people was formed from
among the prisoners taken by some prince from the Belarusian or Lithuanian lands and
settled in the indicated areas for the purpose of “Horde service”. The duties of the Horde
were not too burdensome, and they to a certain extent overlapped with those established
by the Mongols, and also somewhat resembled the functions of the “Horde servants” of
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, traces of which we find in the revision of the Ovruch
Castle (1552). A whole category of servants is mentioned with the duty of “nonBoast u
CTallMU TOCIOMB M TOHBIIOMB [BEIMKOTO KHA3Sl JHMTOBCKOTO| BUHHM JaBaTH CIYTH
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Opwsaunckue” (Horde servants are obliged to give carts and lodging to ambassadors and
messengers [of the Grand Duke of Lithuanian]) and “ciryru opabIHCKHE - CIIyTH KOTOpBIE
MOBHMHHBI TIPU TOCJIAXbh U TOHIAXb TOCTOAAPCKUXB e31uTH A0 Opabr” (servants of the
Horde - servants, who are obliged to travel to the Horde with the ambassadors and
messengers of the Lord [i. e. the Grand Duke of Lithuanian]) [Apxus (1867): 41].

And yet, the existence of atamans at the head of the Horde does not allow us to
completely discard the influence of the Horde element. This, however, does not mean that
people of Mongolian or Turkic origin lived under their leadership. Thus, in the Ovruch
and Chernobyl districts of the Kyiv land, the atamans represented the local administration
of the lower level, and in Mozyr and Lyubech they were “startsy” (elders). The presence
of an ataman in a certain area indicated its subordination to the Horde administration and
reflected the political border of the second half of the 13th - first half of the 14th
centuries. [Pycuna (1998): 83-84]. We see a similar picture in Moldova, where atamans
(votamans) appeared, obviously, synchronously with the Podolian, Kyiv and, not
excluded, the Galician. Sources indicate that they led rural communities [Documenta
(1975): 59, 80, 119, 134, 136, 218, 254, 322, 340, 360, 373, 377; Bogdan (1913a): 367,
Bogdan (1913b): 70-73] first in settlements with Moldavian and Ruthenian inhabitants,
and subsequently Tatar ones [Documenta (1976): 152; Costachescu (1932): 128].

Due to the lack of sources, it is impossible to answer the question about the time of
the appearance of the “ordyntsy” today. Let us pay attention to the fact that the very name
“Horde” was not recorded in the sources of Galicia and Volhyn in the 13th century. The
residence of the Horde in only fifteen villages of the Galician and Lvov lands testifies
against their direct subordination to the Mongols and makes us think that they probably
received their name no earlier than the 14th century based on the specifics of his service -
servicing contacts with the Horde. It would not be superfluous to point out that categories
of population similar to the Galician Ordyntsy and Kalannye with the names “Ordyntsy”
and “Deluy”arose in North-Eastern Rus', with functions, still not fully understood
[Topckuit (2018): 173 -178].

CONCLUSION
Summarizing the results of this short study, one can state that the sources of the
Galicia-Volhynian principality are diligently silent about any kind of dependence of
princes from the Mongol Empire:
* possible census of the population;
* possible trips of the princes to Batu;
* the system of collection and payment of taxes in favor of the Mongol Empire;
* serving by the population of the duties established by the Mongols.
However, the sources do not suggest that:
* the Mongols conducted a census of the population in Galicia-Volhynia lands;
* that Galicia was under the direct rule of the Mongols;
* that Volhynia was divided into tumens and its taxation was somehow different
from Galicia.
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