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Abstract. This article proposes a rethinking of the main patterns of Rus-Byzantine relations at the
turn of the 9*-10™ centuries. The Christianization of some groups of Rus’ elite after 860 seems to be
plausible, but short-lived. The crisis in relations with Khazaria prompted a search for new trade privi-
leges in Byzantium. The so-called Oleg’s campaign on Constantinople was nothing other than his
joining the military service. During the constant struggle with Arabs, the Empire needed to receive
new military forces from Rus. Possibly the recruitments were accompanied by a provocative dem-
onstration of strength. This action was rethought in Rus’ian chronicle writing as the great victory
of “Oleg the Prophet”. The joining of Rus’ troops to the Byzantine navy occurred no later than 906,
when logothetes Himerios was able to defeat the Muslims. The Rus-Byzantine treaty of 911 strength-
ened the partnership and fostered the baptism of some Rus mercenaries.
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I 1951, the famous scholar Alexander Vasiliev published a paper, dedicated
n to the “second Russian attack” on Constantinople'. Since that time many
refinements and new hypotheses have taken place, but the mystery in general
has remained unsolved. Frequent attempts to find a mention about this campaign
in Byzantine texts have failed, and the sources’ grounds are overall the same as some
seventy years ago. It is therefore worth posing new questions to old testimonies.

The only source of information about this campaign is the Russian Primary
Chronicle, but the issue is that the methods, which were used to build a narra-
tive, do not inspire any confidence. While describing the previous and the subse-
quent military expeditions (in 860 and 941 AD), the chronicler relied on Byzantine

" The first version of this study was partially published, but had to be refined: A.A. PoMEHCKM1,
Xenveu y eopom Koncmanmunonons. Pycv mewdy Xaszapueii u Buzanmueti 6 nauane X 6., XA 15,
2017, p. 166-198. I am very grateful to Professor Constantine Zuckerman, who read this paper
in a draft and shared with me his critical comments.

' A.A. VAsILIEV, The Second Russian Attack on Constantinople, DOP 6, 1951, p. 163-225.
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materials mainly, such as one of the versions of the work of Symeon the Logothete
and the Life of St. Basil the Younger®. These texts are silent about any actions of Oleg
“the Prophet”, who seemed to be a significant political figure. Where could the
monk of the Kievan Caves Monastery borrow the information? Some researchers
suggest that the description of Oleg’s enterprise mainly uses the Scandinavian epic
tradition®. Skeptics believe that this narrative is based on other similar evidence,
just like the so-called “preliminary treaty” of 907 appeared in the Chronicle as
a result of compilation*. Nevertheless, if the legendary “shield on the gates of Con-
stantinople” is nothing more than fiction, how to explain the privileges granted
to the Rus’ians, the protection of their property rights and personal security in an
authentic 911 treatise?” The 911 agreement begins with a notice of “love and peace”
between the Byzantines and the Rus, which also indicates a certain previous con-
flict®. Gennadij Litavrin believed that the norms favorable to Rus’ regarding duty-
free trade, which was mentioned in the Russian Primary Chronicle under 907,
could appear only due to pressure by reason of force on Byzantium’. It is notewor-
thy that the treaty of 944, much less advantageous for the northern barbarians,
was concluded after the impressive, albeit unsuccessful, campaign of Prince Igor
in 941 and a new demonstration of force three years later. The agreement of Svja-
toslav with Emperor John Tzimiskes in 971 also marked the outcome of a long war
in the Balkans®.

In contrast to hypercritical opponents, the “optimists” pointed out that the cam-
paign did take place’, and the silence of the “flattering Greeks” was affected either
by the “mediocrity of the event’, or by their tendentiousness and unwillingness

*T1.B. Ky3enkos, Tonozpagusi noxodos Pycu na Koncmanmunononv 6 IX-XI es., BB 74, 2015,
p- 84-86.

* A. STENDER-PETERSEN, Die Vardgersage als Quelle der altrussischen Chronik, Aarhus 1934 [= AJu, 6],
p. 99; E.A. MENIbHUKOBA, Yemuas mpaouus 6 ITosecmu spemeHHbIX 1em: K 60NpPOCy 0 MUNAax ycmHvlx
npedanuti, [in:] Bocmounas Espona 6 ucmopuueckoii pempocnekmuse. K 80-nemuro B.T. ITautymo,
Mocksa 1999, p. 161; JI1.B. Bonrosuy, Onez Biujuii: icmopiozpagﬁinni le2eHoU ma peanii, HIIKITHY
23,2013, p. 109.

*S. RUNCIMAN, The Emperor Romanus Lecapenus and his Reign, Cambridge 1929, p. 110; H. Gre-
GOIRE, La legende d’Oleg et lexpedition d’Igor, BCLSMP 23, 1937, p. 80-94; 1DEM, Lhistoire et la
légend d’Oleg prince de Kiev, NCl 4, 1952, p. 280-287; G. DA COSTA-LOUILLET, Y eut-il des invasions
Russes dans PEmpire Byzantin avant 860?, B 15, 1941, p. 235; R. DoLLEY, Oleg’s Mythical Campaign
against Constantinople, BCLSMP 35, 1949, p. 106-130; O.M. ®unnnuvk, Studia Byzantino-Rossica.
Excnancis, eitina ma couianvni sminu, Yepuisui 2013, p. 233; A.IL. Tonouko, Ouepku HauanvHotl
pycu, Kues—Cankr-ITetep6ypr 2015, p. 56.

* Jlaspenmoesckas nemonucy, ed. E.®. Kapckuit, Jlenunrpan 1926 [= IICPJI, 1], col. 32-38.

¢ JlaspenmovescKas nemonuco...., col. 33; G. OSTROGORSKY, Lexpedition du prince Oleg contre Constan-
tinople en 907, SK 11, 1940, p. 53-55.

7 I.I. JInTABPUH, Buzanmus, Boneapus, [ipesuas Pyco, CaHKT-HeTep6ypr 2000, p. 63-65.

8 JlaspenmvescKas nemonuce..., col. 44-46, 72.

*B.JI. TpEKOB, Kuesckas Pyco, Mocksa 1953, p. 454-455; M.B. JIEBUEHKO, Ouepku no ucmopuu
pyccko-susanmuiickux omuoueHuti, Mocksa 1956, p. 98-121; B.T. TIamyTo, BHewHss nonumuka
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to recall this unfortunate fact'. Boris Rybakov, a well-known leader of Soviet
archaeology, even assumed that two campaigns had occurred: one in 907 and the
second on the eve of the conclusion of the “big” Rus’-Byzantine treaty in 911"
The search for even an indirect reflection of this conflict in Byzantine texts led
to the attraction to information about the “Rhos-Dromitai” in Pseudo-Symeon
the Logothete, but the persuasiveness of such an interpretation nevertheless leaves
much to be desired'. It was necessary to admit that the military operation near the
walls of Constantinople in the early 10™ century was significantly inferior in scale
to the events of 860, 941 and 1043, being only a raid or local conflict. Experts
also dispute the date of 907, justifiably doubting the chronological reliability of
the Primary Chronicle for this period'*. Before joining the discussion, let’s look
at the main challenges facing Byzantium and Rus’ in the second half of the 9"
- the early 10* century.

Rus’ians, as well as other northerners, are rarely mentioned among the Byzan-
tine authors of this period. The campaign of 860, which left a deep mark in histori-
cal memory of Eastern Europe, can be considered as the beginning of their close
acquaintance. After an unsuccessful attempt to capture Constantinople, some
Rus’ians expressed a desire to be baptized. It is noteworthy that Patriarch Photius
testifies to this success with enthusiasm and exaggeration, considering recent ene-
mies among the subjects and hospitable peoples'. The struggle of various versions
of imperial propaganda was reflected in Theophanes Continuatus: the fourth book

Upesreii Pycu, Mocksa 1968, p. 60; A.H. Caxapos, IToxod Pycu na Koncmanumunononv 6 907 2.,
MCCCP 6, 1977, p. 72-103; A.H. CaxaPOB, Junnomamus [pesneii Pycu, Mocksa 1980, p. 98-130;
ILIL. Tonouko, [pesusas Pycv. Ouepxu coyuanvHo-nonumuuecxkoti ucmopuu, Kues 1987, p. 26;
V.A. ©rosHOB, Knsa3v Onee y cmen Llapvepada, [in:] Micmopuueckoe noznanue. mpaouyuu u Hosauuu,
p. 1, ed. B.B. ViBaHOBA, B.B. ITy3AHOBA, VIxKeBck 1996, p. 250-255.

" H. Ycrpanos, Pycckas ucmopus, vol. I, Cankr-Iletep6ypr 1855, p. 42; A.H. Caxaros, JJunnoma-
mus..., p. 128. Cf.: A.A. VASILIEV, The Second Russian Attack..., p. 195-218; IL.B. Ky3EHKOB, Pyco
Oneza y Koncmanmunonons 6 904 2., IICB 8, 2011, p. 8-11.

"' B.A. PrisakoB, Kuesckas Pyco u pycckue kussecmea XII-XIII es., Mocksa 1982, p. 311.

2 R.J.H. JENKINS, The Supposed Russian Attack on Constantinople in 907: Evidence of the Pseudo-
Symeon, S 24, 1949, p. 403-406. Cf. counterarguments: C. MANGO, A Note on the Ros-Dromitai,
Hel 4, 1953, p. 456-462; B.JI. Huxonaes, Céudemenvcmso xporuku Ilces0o-Cumeona o pycu-opo-
mumax u noxod Oneza Ha Koncmanmuwnonons 6 907 2., BB 42, 1981, p. 147-153; A. Karriosuoc,
Poc-bpomumbt u npo6;1eMa noxooa Oneza npomue Koncmanmunonons, BB 49, 1988, p. 112-118.

3 A.A. VasiLIEV, The Second Russian Attack..., p. 172, 224-225.

!4 B.M. TamaHCKmit, Crassinckoe scumue Ce. Kupunna kax penueuo3Ho-anuueckoe npoussederue u kax
ucmopuyeckuti ucmourux, JKMHII 351, 1904, p. 145-146; L.I. JIntaspu, Busanmus, boneapus...,
p. 65; M.C. T'pviiescokuit, Iemopis Yipainu-Pycu, vol. 1, JIbiB 1904, p. 386; M.H. Truxomupros,
Hcmopuueckue c643U pyccko20 HAPOOA C HOHCHLIMU CABAHAMU C OPeBHeLliUX 8peMeH 00 NOTOBUHDL
XVII 6., [in:] Cnasauckuii coopruk, Mocksa 1947, p. 142-143; I1.B. Ky3enkos, Pyce Ozneza..., p. 25.
"> T1.B. Ky3EHKOB, IIox00 860 e. Ha Koncmanmurnononv u nepsoe kpeuerue Pycu é cpedHesexosbix
NUCOMEHHVIX UCouHuKax, [in:] Jpesnetiviue eocyoapcmea Bocmounoti Eéponvt 2000 e.: IIpobnemut
ucmounuxosedenus, ed. J1.B. Crojsapos, Mocksa 2003, p. 73.
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of the source dates the baptism of Rus’ to the reign of Michael III, while the fifth
(the Vita of Emperor Basil) endows such merits to the founder of the Macedonian
dynasty and Patriarch Ignatius, additionally announcing the mission of a certain
archbishop to the north's. Most likely, this episode was only an outward accep-
tance of Christian paraphernalia in order to establish stronger and more profit-
able trade and diplomatic ties with Byzantium". In this context, the testimony of
Ibn Khordadbeh is extremely symptomatic. He reported about the tricks of Rus’
merchants who pretended to be Christians in Baghdad to pay “jizya’, lighter than
“ushr” per capita taxation'®. In addition, the long absence of church organization
is inherent in the phenomenon of “Varangian Christianity” in Northern and East-
ern Europe®.

At this time large-scale political changes begin in the middle Dnieper region.
Two groups of Scandinavian warriors clashed in the struggle for power. At the end
of the 9" — beginning of the 10" centuries, having settled affairs in the north, the
squad of “Varangians’, possibly led by representatives of the famous Skjoldungar
dynasty, paid attention to a strategically important point in the middle reaches of
the Dnieper - Kiev, where they had to overcome the resistance of their rivals®.

16 Chronographiae quae Theophanis Continuati nomine fertur, rec. M. FEATHERSTONE, J. SIGNES
CODORER, Berlin-Boston 2015 [= CFHB, 53], p. 278; Theophanis Continuati liber V. Vita Basilii
imperatoris, rec. I. SEvCENKO, Berlin—-Boston 2011 [= CFHB, 42], p. 312-316.

'70.B. Tonosko, Bxooxenns Pyci 0o Pax Christiana Orthodoxa i popmysanus xpucmusarcokoi yep-
KosHoi opeanizauii y cnoe’sn Cxionoi €sponu (VIII-XI cm.), [in:] Actes testantibus. FOsinetinuii 36ip-
Hux Ha nouwiany /leonmis Boiimosuua, JIbis 2011, p. 239; C.A. VIBAHOB, Konyenyus K. Ilykepmana
U susaHmuiickue ucmounuxu o xpucmuanusauuu Pycu 6 IX 6., Cnas 2, 2003, p. 20-21.

'8 VIsH XoPnanbEX, Knuea nymeii u cmpan, ed. H. BEnmuxanosow, baky 1986, p. 38-42, 124.

7. LIND, Varangians in Europe’s Eastern and Northern Periphery. The Christianization of North and
Eastern Europe c. 950-1050, http://www.ennenjanyt.net/4-04/lind.html [3 VII 2020]; I. GARIPZA-
Nov, O. ToLoCHKO, Introduction: Early Christianity on the Way from the Varangians to the Greeks,
[in:] Early Christianity on the Way from the Varangians to the Greeks, ed. I. GaAripzaNOV, O. ToLo-
CHKO, Kyiv 2011, p. 13-14.

» The legendary chronicle’s date of 882, of course, has no rationale and reflects only the ideas of the
compiler. Simon Franklin and Jonathan Shepard place the arrival of Rus’ in the middle of the Dnieper
region between the 890s and 910s, while Constantine Zuckerman pushes it some ten years later.
According to Aleksei Shchavelev, the capture of Kiev by Oleg and Igor go to the time of about 900;
it is noteworthy that the first buildings of Podol appear only from the last quarter of the 9" century
(the oldest dendrodate is 887). Cf.: S. FRANKLIN, J. SHEPARD, The Emergence of Rus, 750-1200, Lon-
don-New York, p. 91-100; C. ZUCKERMAN, Deux étapes de la formation de lancien Etat russe, [in:] Les
centres proto-urbains russes entre Scandinavie, Byzance et Orient, ed. M. KAZANSKI, A. NERCESSIAN,
C. ZUCKERMAN, Paris 2000, p. 117; A.C. IIIABENEB, K damuposxke saxeéama Kuesa kHsasvamu Onezom
u Meopem Propuxosuuem (nemonucnas dama, susanmuiickue ucrouHuxy u apxeonoeus), [in:] Beno-
MozamenvHvle UCMOpUtecKue OUCUUNTUHDL 8 COBPEMEHHOM HayuHoM 3HaHuu. Mamepuanvt XXVIII
MexcoynapooHoti HayuHoti korpepenyuu, ed. FO. IllycTosa, Mocksa 2016, p. 533-536. All these ver-
sions remains albeit controversial. Finds of Arab dirhams, the earliest of which date back to the begin-
ning of the 10" century (ca 905), can serve as an important indicator of the time of the emergence
of Rus’ T.S. NooNaN, The Monetary History of Kiev in the Pre-Mongol Period, HUS 11, 1987, p. 396.


http://www.ennenjanyt.net/4-04/lind.html
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These were the founders of a new state, Oleg (Helgi) and Igor (Ingharir)*'. The dis-
cussion about the status of the first Princes of Rus’ is far from over. The Novgorod
First Chronicle of younger recension (NFC) represents Igor as the full successor of
the legendary Rurik, and Oleg as only his military subordinate, while the author
of the Russian Primary Chronicle (RPC) ranked the latter as a “member of the
princely family” without indicating the exact degree of the relationship*. Both
versions represent the later interpretations of the intellectuals that arose in the
scriptorium and it is difficult to see in them the features of reality.

Historiographical speculations about Askold, who possessed Kiev this time as
a “khagan” or “tsar” of Rus’ have no sufficient grounds®; this ruler, like his com-
panion Dir, most likely, was the same Varangian konungr as his opponents. It was
not the only center of power. The alternative ones existed in Gnezdovo, Shestovi-
tsa and other fortified settlements on the Baltic-Black Sea and Baltic-Volga trade
routes®. The Varangians from Ladoga had to establish acceptable rules for the
“game’, to fight or negotiate with local leaders. The Scandinavians, who settled
in Kij’s “town”, preferred confrontation and were defeated, but in Smolensk (most
likely in Gnezdovo) and Liubech, the parties, as one might assume, managed to
come to a compromise. The RPC very plausibly explains Oleg’s military trick, who
called himself a trading “guest” and hid the warriors in their ships™.

After defeating the contenders, Oleg and Igor were engaged in the internal
arrangement and further territorial expansion of their holdings. The claims on
the Dnieper region and attempts to subdue the tribes of Radimichs and Severians
inevitably led to a conflict with the Khazaria, who also tried to get a tribute and

! On the name and origin of Onbrs cf.: E.A. MENbHMKOBA, Onven/Onee Bewyuti. K ucmopuu umenu
U Npo36UL4A Nepeoeo pycckozo KHA3A, [in:] Ad fontem. Y ucmounuxa. C6. cm. 6 wecno C.M. Kawma-
noea, Mocksa 2005, p. 138-146. Going back to the Scandinavian original form Ingharir, the form
of the name Inger is attested by Liutprand of Cremona; in Byzantine sources, the Rus’ian prince
is called"Tyywp, in the genitive case Tyyopog: Die Werke Liutprands von Cremona, ed. ]. BECKER,
Hannover-Leipzig 1915 [= MGH.SRG, 41], p. 138; KoHCTAHTUH BArpaHOPOJIHBI, OO0 ynpasneruu
umnepueii, ed. T.I. JIntasprHA, A.IT. HOBOCE/NbLIEBA, MockBa 1989, p. 44, 312, n. 9; Leonis Diaconi
Caloensis Historiae libri decem, ed. C.-B. Hastus, Bonnae 1828 [= Corpus Scriptorium Historiae By-
zantinae, 30] (cetera: LEO), p. 106.5, 144.6. Constantine Zuckerman identifies Oleg of the Russian
Primary Chronicle and certain Helgo of the Genizah Letter: C. ZUCKERMAN, On the Date of the Kha-
zars’ Conversion to Judaism and the Chronology of the Kings of the Rus Oleg and Igor. A Study of the
Anonymous Khazar Letter from the Genizah of Cairo, REB 53, 1995, p. 259-270.

?2 HoszopoOdckas nepeas siemonuco crmapuiezo u mnaouiezo u3sooos, ed. A.H. HacoHosa, Mo-
ckBa-/lenunrpap 1950, p. 108; /laspenmvesckas nemonuce..., col. 22-23; Mnamvesckas nemonuco,
ed. A.A. IlIaxmaToB, Cankr-Iletep6ypr 1908 [= IICPJI, 2], col. 16.

» MLIO. BraitueBcokuit, Xosapis i Pycw, [in:] IDEM, Bubpane, vol. II, Kuis 2009, p. 222-230; IDEM,
Ackonv0 - yap xuiscoxuil, [in:] ibidem, p. 419-464.

 Cf.: E. ANDROSCUK, Cernigov et Sestovica, Birka et Hovgarden: le modéle urbain scandinave vu de
PEst, [in:] Les centres proto-urbains..., p. 257-266; V. PETRUKHIN, Les villes (gardar) sur la “Voie
de Varégues aux Grecs”, [in:] ibidem, p. 357-364; V. KOVALENKO, La période ancienne de Uhistoire de
Cerm’gov, [in:] ibidem, p. 253.

» JlaspeHmvesckas 1emonuce. .., col. 23-24.
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the resources of the Slavs®. It can be assumed that in response the Khazar Kha-
gan stopped the Rus’ trade along the strategically important Volga-Caspian route.
It is noteworthy that in the last third of the 9" century the flow of Arab dirhams
to Eastern Europe significantly declined”. The reasons for this cannot be seen
in just one action: a complex of various economic and geostrategic factors acted,
one of which, it is possible, was the complication of relations between the Rus’ and
Khazaria. The general political instability in the region was also facilitated by the
appearance of the Pechenegs, who at the end of the 9" century struck the Hun-
garians (they had been provoked by the Khazars), forcing the latter to push into
the northwestern Black Sea region — Atelkouzou, and then into the Pannonian
plain®. It should be noted the strengthening of the Volga Bulgaria state, nominally
dependent on the Khazar Khagan, whose ruler Almush, converting to Islam, was
oriented toward an alliance with the Samanids (inheriting their coinage) and the
Abbasids (a request for help in building a mosque and a fortress against the Kha-
zars was called by the embassy of Ahmad Ibn Fadlan in 922)*. On the other hand,
finds of Arab silver in Kiev come across only from the beginning of the 10" cen-
tury, reliably marking the time when the Rus’ appeared on the new trade route®.
The introduced “sanctions” in the conditions of hostile relations with the Khazars
and the steppe nomads did not leave the Rus’ squad any other choice, turning
them towards the rich and capacious Byzantine market. But getting into it and
gaining privileges was a very difficult mission.

At the beginning of the 10" century, Byzantium undoubtedly needed military
force, reflecting the constant attacks of the Arabs, and the new allies arrived right
on time. It is noteworthy that, after a long absence, the first mention of the Rhos
people in “Naumachika” (a chapter of Taktika) of Leo VI is devoted precisely to

% B IIeTPYXMH, Hauano amuoxynvmypuoti ucmopuu Pycu IX-XI e6., Cmonenck—-Mocksa 1995,
p. 89-93; S. FRANKLIN, J. SHEPARD, The Emergence..., p. 91-110; A.A. ToprTuka, Cesepo-3anaonas
Xasapus 6 konmexcme ucmopuu Bocmounoii Esponvt (6mopas nonosuna VII - mpemos uemeepmo
X 8.), Xapbkos 2006, p. 182-183.

¥ T.S. NOONAN, Khazaria as an Intermediary between Islam and Eastern Europe in the Second Half
of the Ninth Century: the Numismatic Perspective, AEMA 5, 1985 (1987), p. 183; A.II. Tonouxko,
Ouepku..., p. 308-309.

8 The migration of the Hungarians to the Carpathian basin is usually dated to 896. Cf.: E CURTA,
Eastern Europe in the Middle Ages (500-1300), Leiden-Boston 2019 [= BCEH, 19], p. 256, n. 26.
Cf. also: C. ZUCKERMAN, Les Hongrois au pays de Lebedia: Une nouvelle puissance aux confins de
Byzance et de la Khazarie ca 836-889, [in:] Byzantium at War (9"-12"c.) | To eunélepo Bv{dvtio
(912 au1.), ed. K. Towvéxng, Athens 1997, p. 51-74; I. ZIMONYI, Préhistoire hongroise: méthode de
recherche et vue densemble, [in:] Les Hongrois et 'Europe. Conquéte et integration, ed. S. CSERNUS,
K. KoroMmPAyY, Paris-Szeged 1999, p. 40-42.

* A.I1. CmnpHOB, Bomckue Byneapor, Mocksa 1951, p. 39-40; PI. ®axpyTamHos, Ouepku no ucmo-
puu Bomwcxoti Byneapuu, Mocka 1984, p. 81-82; A.II. HOBOCENBLEB, Xasapckoe 20cydapcmeo
u e20 ponv 6 ucmopuu Bocmounoti Esponvt u Kasxasa, Mocksa 1990, p. 197-198; S. FRANKLIN,
J. SHEPARD, The Emergence..., p. 64.

¥ T.S. NoONAN, The Monetary History..., p. 392-396.
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their seaworthiness. The crowned author, who composed his work around 905-
906, compares the fleet of “Saracens” and “so-called northern Scythians”: the Arab
“koumbaria” are slow and large, while the “akatia” of Rhos are small, light and
fast. Leo VI adds that the “Scythians” cannot have large ships when they go to the
Euxinus Pontus®. This note shows that the Emperor was well aware of the condi-
tions for navigation along the Dnieper and other rivers of the region. The treatise
of Constantine Porphyrogenitus De administrando imperio describes the misfor-
tunes of the “Scythians” in more detail. Possibly, this information was partially
collected already during the reign of Leo VI*2.

The adjacency of information about the fleet of Rus’ and Arabs in “Naumachika”
is not accidental: in the beginning of the 10" century, the Empire had to deal with
both barbarians. The expeditions of the Muslim fleet posed a direct threat to the
main centers of Byzantium, which suffered a number of sensitive defeats. In 888,
the eunuch Yazaman, ruler of Tarsus, captured four Byzantine ships; in 891, he
attacked the town of Salandu in western Cilicia®. Between 891-893, the Arabs
besieged Samos and forced it to surrender along with the strategos, Paspalas; in 898,
another Muslim eunuch commander, Raghib, captured three thousand Byzantine

1OV yap ‘0 adToG £0Tiv 0TONOG TOV TAOIWY TOV Te Zapaknvy Kai T@v Aeyopévwv Pag Popeiwv
ZkvB@v. Ot pév yap Zapaknvoi kovppapiorg xp@vral peifovot kai apyotépolg, oi 8¢ olov akartiolg
HKPOIG Kai Eha@poTépolg kal yopyoic, oi ZkvBat St moTap®v yap €ig 1oV EbEvov eumipmovteg mo-
vTtov, o0 Suvavtat peiCova éxewv mhoia (For the fleet of ships of the Saracens is not the same as that
of the so-called Russians, northern Scythians. The Saracens use larger and slower koumbaria, while
the Scythians use akatia, which are small, lighter and fast, as they cannot have larger ships when raid-
ing down rivers to the Black Sea): . H. PRYOR, E. JERFREYS, The Age of the APOMQN. The Byzantine
Navy ca 500-1204, Leiden-Boston 2006 [= MMe, 62], p. 512-515. However, this edition follows
the version of Codex Ambrosianus B 119 sup. (139), which contains some different readings when
compared with other manuscripts (such as, the specifying ethnonym P@g). There is no doubt that
“northern Scythians” are precisely the same Rhos. Cf.: The Taktika of Leo VI, ed. et trans. G. DEN-
N1s, Washington 2010 [= CFHB, 49], p. 532; ]. HALDON, A Critical Commentary on the Taktika of
Leo VI, Washington, 2014 [= DOS, 44], p. 417. Cf. also: O.M. ®wmmnuvk, Studia Byzantino-Ros-
sica..., p. 69; A.C. IIIABENEB, VM3secmue o “ceseproix ckugpax” (“pocax”) 6 mpakmame “Taxmuxa”
suzanmuiickozo umnepamopa /lvea VI Myopoeo, VIT' 3, 2016, p. 236-250.

*2]. HOWARD-JOHNSTON, The De administrando Imperio: a Re-examination of the Text and a Re-eval-
uation of its Evidence about the Rus, [in:] Les centres proto-urbains..., p. 327-332; O.M. OMImnmiyk,
Studia Byzantino-Rossica..., p. 112. On the contrary, Aleksei Shchavelev considers that the informa-
tion about “Northern peoples’, including Rus, was compiled by Emperor Constantine VII personally.
The author dates the text of DAI between 952 and 959 and attributes it to the cooperation of the
Emperor and his co-author, the “Anonymous Collaborator”: A. SHCHAVELEYV, Treatise “De Adminis-
trando Imperio” by Emperor Constantine VII Porphyrogenitus: Date of the Paris. gr. 2009 Copy, Years
of Compiling of the Original Codex, and a Hypothesis about the Number of Authors, SCer 9, 2019,
p- 698, 701sqq.

3 The History of al-Tabari, vol. XXXVII, trans. PM. FIELDs, New York 1987, p. 157, 175; A.A. Ba-
CWIbEB, Busanmus u apabvl. [lonumu4eckue omuouieHus Busanmuu u apa6os 3a épems MaxedoH-
ckoti ounacmuu, Cankr-Iletep6Oypr 1902, p. 108-109; S. TOUGHER, The Reign of Leo VI. Politics
and People, Leiden-New York-Kéln 1997 [= MMe, 15], p. 185.
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sailors and burned their ships, having devastated a number of fortresses*. In 900,
the renegade Damianos, on the orders of the Caliph, destroyed the fleet of Tarsus,
which, it would seem, was supposed to bring consolation to Byzantium, but the
effect of the intra-Muslim strife was short-lived®. The war continued with vary-
ing success: in 901, the same Damianos disrupted Demetrias, and in 902-903
the island of Lemnos was captured; in 902, Taormina fell, the last stronghold of the
Byzantines in Sicily*. In the summer of 904, the Arab squadron, led by another Byz-
antine traitor, Leo the Tripolite, approached Constantinople itself, capturing Aby-
dos and the harbor of Parion at the entrance to the Sea of Marmara. Established
by the Emperor at the head of the fleet, drungarios Eustathios could not oppose
Leo the Tripolite in anything, like his successor, protoasikritos Himerios. Pseudo-
Symeon considered that the Hagarenes left the straits, fearing their narrowness
(al-Masudi also hints at the reason for the changing course being the shallow water);
but on the whole, ghulam Zurafa focused on the sea much better than the Byzantines,
having captured on the way back the second most important city of the Empire,
Thessalonica (July 31, 904)*. Emperor Leo VI could not take any effective coun-
termeasures against this disaster’; in turn, Patriarch Nicholas Mysticus dedicated
one of the sermons to the capture of Thessalonica, in which he addressed St. Deme-
trius, surprised that the city under his protection suffered so many troubles®.

** Symeonis Magistri et Logothetae Chronicon, rec. S. WAHLGREN, Berolini 2006 [= CFHB, 44] (cetera:
SYMEON), p. 274; A.A. BACWIbEB, Buzawmus u apabui..., p. 134-135, n. 6; The History of al-Tabari,
vol. XXXVIII, trans. E ROSENTHAL, New York 1985, p. 73; S. TOUGHER, The Reign of Leo VI...,
p- 185.

% The History of al-Tabari, vol. XXXVIIL..., p. 91.

* SYMEON, p. 282-283; A.A. BACwibEB, Buzaumus u apabui..., p. 125-126, 135-136; S. TOUGHER,
The Reign of Leo VI..., p. 185-186; on chronology cf.: R.J.H. JENkINs, The Chronological Accuracy
of the “Logothete” for the Years A.D. 867-913, DOP 19, 1965, p. 106-107.

*” THEOPHANES CONTINUATUS, [in:] Theophanes Continuatus, loannes Cameniata, Symeon Magister,
Georgius Monachus, ed. 1. BEKKER, Bonnae 1838 [= CSHB, 45], p. 366-367; SYMEON MAGISTER,
[in:] Theophanes Continuatus, Ioannes Cameniata..., p. 707; MAGOUDI, Les prairies dor, vol. II, trans.
C. BARBIER DE MEYNARD, A. PAVET DE COURTEILLE, Paris 1863 (cetera: MAGOUDI), p. 318-319.
Cf.: IL.B. Ky3EHKOB, Pycv Orneza..., p. 16-21; Ioannis Caminiatae De expugnatione Thessalonicae,
rec. G. BOHLIG, Berolini-Novi Eboraci 1973 [= CFHB, 4]; The History of al-Tabari, vol. XXXVIIL...,
p. 148; H. GREGOIRE, Le communique arabe sur la prise de Thessalonique (904), B 22, 1952,
p. 373-375; W. FARAG, Some Remarks on Leo of Tripoli’s Attack on Thessaloniki in 904 A.D., BZ 82,
1989, p. 133-139.

% A.A. BACWIBEB, Busanmus u apabu..., p. 141.

¥ Nicoras I, PATRIARCH OF CONSTANTINOPLE, Miscellaneous Writings, ed. et trans. L.G. WESTER-
INK, Washington 1981 [= CFHB, 20], p. 11-13: ITod pot, Anufitple pdpTug, 1 &fTTTog cuppayia;
T1I&g TV ofv oA OTepeideg opBovpéviy; IIwvg OO cot ToAtovxw 1j €xOpois dPatog, d’ 0d xpévov
TduTny fjAog ébedoato, ToooVTWY Kak®V &ig elipav éyéveto; IIwg Thg T@V SuooeBodvtwy OQpYOgG
NVEOXOL KATOPXOVHEVWY THiG iepdg TpooTaciag; IIwg vmépetveg Tadta kai Stekaptéploag; “H mavtwg
dv elneg fpiv, einep d&lot [fpev Thg ofig pw]vijg dkovdpey, 8¢ dpwg ¢k Tod otkeiov ovveidotog Aayp-
Bavovteg Thv amdkplowy.
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Noteworthy that St. Demetrius was a beloved saint of Emperor Leo VI, who
devoted three homilies to him®.

The fight against the Arabs at sea remains the main military task of Byzantium
in subsequent years. In 906, on the day of St. Phocas, the appointed logothetes tou
dromou Himerios finally defeated the enemy fleet in the Aegean. This victory was
overshadowed by the fact that, shortly after it, Andronicus Ducas, who was obliged
to contribute to the Roman naval commander, rebelled and sided with the Arabs.
The situation was aggravated by the intrigues of the parakoimomenos Samonas,
who clearly sympathized with the soldiers of Islam*'. Byzantine diplomacy often
succeeded where the armed forces failed: for example, in 907 the famous Leo the
Choirosphaktes achieved the conclusion of a peace treaty favorable to the Empire
in Baghdad and the exchange of prisoners*. Three years later, logothetes Himerios
undertakes the largest military expedition to Syria. Rus'ian mercenaries are also
widely used in this theater of operations: in 910, 700 of their soldiers were part
of the Byzantine fleet®. Since that time, information about the military service of
the “Tauroscythians” in Byzantium has been appearing more often; it is provided
by an agreement concluded with Rus’ on September 2, 911*. The still unsolved
enigma is the prehistory of the appearance of the Rus’ in the naval expedition
of Himerios.

Possibly, it is in the context of the mention of the Arabs’ marine activity that we
encounter the evidence on the Rus’ in Byzantine sources again. Scholars repeatedly
analyzed the note about the “Rhos-Dromitai” and saw in it a reflection of Oleg’s
campaign®, the raid of a certain “Slavic-Varangian squad” on the Byzantine capi-
tal, which happened simultaneously with the attack of Leo the Tripolite*, or even
the reflection of the sending of “Rus-Varangian” troops by the Prince Vladimir the
Great at the end of the 10™ century”. Some academics even compared this text
with the narration of Thietmar of Merseburg about the “swift Danes” in Kiev at the

0 Leonis VI Sapientis Imperatoris Homiliae, ed. T. ANTONoPOULOU, Turnhout 2008 [= CC.SG, 63],
p. 243-266.

" Theophanes Continuati Chronographia, p. 371-372; SYMEON, p. 289-290; cf.: A.A. BACU/IbEB,
Busaumus u apabot..., p. 160.

2 The History of al-Tabari, vol. XXXVIII..., p. 181; A.A. BACWIbEB, Busanmus u apabu..., p. 162-163.
# CONSTANTINE PORPHYROGENNETOS, The Book of Ceremonies, vol. I-II, trans. A. MOFFATT,
M. TaLL, Canberra 2012 [= BAus, 18], p. 651; cf.: H. AHRWEILER, Byzance et la mer, Paris 1966,
p. 113, n. 4; J. HALDON, Theory and Practice in Tenth-Century Military Administration. Chapters II,
44 and 45 of the Book of Ceremonies, TM 13, 2000, p. 203; C. ZUCKERMAN, On the Byzantine Dromon
(with a Special Regard to De Cerim. II, 44-45), REB 73, 2015, p. 73-91.

4 Jlaspenmovesckas n1emonuco..., col. 36.

# R.J.H. JENKINS, The Supposed Russian Attack..., p. 403-406; A.A. VASILIEV, The Second Russian
Attack..., p. 188.

40 B.JI. Hukonaes, Ceudemenscmeso XPOHUKU IIcesdo-Cumeona..., p.- 151-152.

7 A. MARKOPOULOS, Encore les Rés-Dromitai et le Pseudo-Symeon, JOB 23, 1974, p. 97-99.
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beginning of the 11" century®. The potential of Pseudo-Symeon’s message has not
yet been exhausted: the mysterious “Dromitai” could also be associated with the
Thracian Memnos, the Argonauts, Augustus’ victory over Anthony and Cleopa-
tra, Heracles or the Pharos lighthouse, since references to them are also contained
in the scholia under consideration, which are a repository of etymological and
toponymic records*. The compiler of the scholia became interested in the origin
of the ethnonym “Rhos” and the term “Dromitai’, recording certain information
about them:

Pdg 8¢, ol kal Apopital epwvupol, amd PG TIVOG 6podpod StadpapdvTeg dnnyiuata TOV
xpnoapévov €€ drobnkng 1 Beoklutiag Tivog, kol DTEPOXOVTWY AVTOVG, EMKEKANVTAL
Apopital 8¢ dnd T00 0&€wg TpEXeEly adTOIG TposeYéveTo, ¢k yévoug 8¢ TV Dpdyywy ka-
Biotavtar®.

Researchers who interpreted the source considered this record in the chrono-
logical context of events related either to Leo the Tripolite’s campaign in one way
or another®’, or as an insert lacking a strong connection with previous informa-
tion**. The options for its translation are radically different®. Cyril Mango trans-
lated the passage into English as follow:

The Russians, who are also called Dromitai, have been so named after certain mighty
(or crafty) Ros, after they had escaped the consequences (lit. echoes, repercussions) of the
oracles made about them through some admonition (perhaps magical doctrine) or revela-
tion from above, and which had overpowered them. The name Dromitai accured to them
because they run fast™.

8 P. KARLIN-HAYTER, “Swift Danes”, B 35, 1965, p. 359; O.M. JIvrosuit, “ZJanu” na Pyci ma y Bizanmii
Ha nouamxy XI cm., IXVIAE 13, 2015, p. 69-76.

% On the methods of the narrative’s construction used by Pseudo-Symeon, cf. W. TREADGOLD, The
Middle Byzantine Historians, Basingstoke 2013, p. 217-224; C. ZUCKERMAN, Emperor Theophilos
and Theophobos in Three Tenth-Century Chronicles: Discovering the Common Source, REB 75, 2017,
p. 101-150, esp. 149-150.

0 Theophanes Continuatus, loannes Cameniata..., p. 707; cf.: A. MARKOPOULOS, Encore les Ros-Dro-
mitai..., p. 91-93; A. Kapriosmnoc, Poc-0pomumpt..., p. 113-116; I1.B. Ky3eHKOB, Pycv Orneza...,
p. 16-21.

1 A A. VASILIEV, The Second Russian Attack..., p. 188; I1.B. Kysenkos, Pyco Oneza..., p. 24.

2 ®J. Yenenckuit, Iampuapx Moann VII Ipammamux u Pyco-opomumot y Cumeona Mazucmpa,
JKMHII 267, 1890, p. 1; A. Karnioswunoc, Poc-Opomumet..., p. 116-117; A.A. Topcku, Pyco “om
poda ppankos”, IPBM 2, 2008, p. 55-56.

3 Cf.: A.A. VasILIEV, The Second Russian Attack..., p. 187-195; B.JI. Huxonaes, Ceudemenvcmeo
xporuxu Ilcesdo-Cumeona..., p. 148; A. Kapniosuyoc, Poc-dpomumut..., p. 117; T1.B. Ky3EHKOB, Pyco
Orneza..., p. 21.

** C. MANGO, A Note on..., p. 459.
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We will nevertheless propose another version of the translation:

The Rhos, who are also called Dromitai, have originated from a certain mighty Rhos; [they]
are called in a divinatory response from a certain admonition or divine prediction that had
overcome them. [The Name] Dromitai is given from their [ability] to run fast; they originate
from the clan of Franks.

The text in question, it seems, can be considered an allusion to the mes-
sage of the book of Ezekiel, mistakenly translated in the Septuagint, and the
“mighty Rhos” is none other than Gog, “the archon of Rosh, Meshech and Tubal”
(Ez. 38:3-6). This assumption also makes it possible to understand why the
“divine prediction” is associated with the Rus’ people: the biblical prophet pre-
dicted the death of Gog and the devastation of the land of Magog, the final vic-
tory of Israel over its northern enemies. The closing part of the scholia, which is
about the etymology of the word “Dromitai”, and their origin from the Franks,
most likely, was invented by the author of this note*. Alexander Vasiliev believed
that the name Apoyitat originally indicated the toponym AyiAAeiog dpopog at the
mouth of the Dnieper, and such a meaning of the word cannot be excluded”. As
witnessed by Leo the Deacon, the Byzantines associated Achilleus with “Scythia”
and the “Tauroscythians™®. Obviously, the compiler of the note about the “Dromi-
tai” did not know anything specific about them, except for their ability to move
fast. It is noteworthy that in version A of the Pseudo-Symeon etymological list, this
evidence is placed in the context of information about the successors of Alexander
the Great; the same legend about the swift “Dromitai” is also found in the descrip-
tion of the well-known and credible attack of the Rus’ on Constantinople in 941,
probably precisely this passage was the original®. Thus, the insertion of informa-
tion about the “Rhos” in the text of the narration about Leo the Tripolite’s attack

> Twy... dpxovta Pwg, Moooy kai @ofeA. Cf.: Septuaginta, ed. A. RAHLFs, Stuttgart 2006, p. 1462.
The comparison of the Rus’ with the biblical Gog and Magog is repeatedly used in Byzantine lit-
erature of the 10™ ¢, such as, in the Life of St. Basil the Younger and in the History of Leo the Dea-
con: JKumue Bacunus Hosozo 6 Opesnetiuiem cnassHckom nepesode, vol. 1, ed. T.B. IIEHTKOBCKAS,
JLU. IIeronesa, C.A. ViBAHOB, Mocksa 2018, p. 412; LEo, p. 150.

¢ Anton A. Gorskiy supposed that Princess Olga invented the genealogy “from the Franks” with the
aim of success in the planned matrimonial union of her son, Svjatoslav, with one of the daughters of
Constantine Porphyrogenitus, but it is too unreasonable a hypothesis. Cf.: A.A. Topckuit, Pyco “om
poda pankos’..., p. 59. Perhaps we are faced with the error of a scribe who wrote ®pdayywv instead
of the original ®apdyywv or apydvwv? Such distortions of the word Bapdyyot are found in Byzan-
tine literature, including in the 10" century: Theophanes Continuatus, loannes Cameniata..., p. 815.
7 A.A. VASILIEV, The Second Russian Attack..., p. 193.

*# LEO, p. 150.

% Theophanes Continuatus, loannes Cameniata..., p. 746; A. Kapriosuoc, Poc-dpomumat..., p. 115-117;
A.A.Topckurt, Pyco “om poda ¢ppankos”..., p. 55-56.
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does not indicate any real actions taken by the Rus’ against the Byzantine capital;
it concerns mythology, but not history®. This confusing fragment provides only
an additional argument in favor of the fact that information about Rus’ became
relevant in the times of Pseudo-Symeon’s work on the chronicle.

Let us go back to the problem of Oleg’s campaign. Scholars have drawn atten-
tion to the contradiction in the story of the Russian Primary Chronicle: on the
one hand, Prince Oleg acts as an adversary of the “Greeks”, who achieved vic-
tory, a profitable peace and a rich tribute, after which he was named “the Prophet”.
At the same time, the Byzantines unexpectedly compare the leader of the barbar-
ians with St. Demetrius, the patron saint of Thessalonica; he hangs his “shield on
the gates”, which in the medieval sense symbolized protection over the city rather
than victory®'. The symbol of victory was most often the offensive weapon: for ex-
ample, in 813 the Bulgarian Khan Krum intended to thrust a spear into the Gold-
en Gate of Constantinople®. The Wielkopolska Chronicle tells us that the coron-
ation sword of the Polish kings, “Szczerbiec”, got a notch after hitting the Golden
Gate of Kiev in 1018, which, of course, is an anachronism, but corresponds to
the ideas of the era®. Gallus Anonymous confirms the fact that the Polish prince
Boleslaw the Brave struck with the sword at the gates of the captured city, in com-
memoration of the impending disgrace of the sister of Kievan Prince Yaroslav®.

At the same time, a colorful description of the cruelty of pagan Rus’ in the
RPC, obviously, dates back to the Byzantine source, possibly, the Continuation
of Hamartolos. The later editor transferred a part of the information about Igor’s
campaign in 941 to Oleg’s earlier, created by him; so, the phrase “eankoxe parnnn
TRopATK” (as warriors do) appeared in both Novgorod First and Russian Primary
Chronicles because of an incorrect translation®. In addition to the Continuation

% On the geographical glosses in Pseudo-Symeon, cf.: J. SiGNEs CODONER, A Note on the Dossier
of Geographical Glosses Used by the Compilers of the So-called Version B of the Logothete Chronicle
under the Macedonian Emperors, JOB 69, 2019, p- 303-321. The author correctly claims that Pseudo-
Symeon was not attentive to the content and did not realize that most names of the list belonged to
other passages, ibidem, p. 316.

' IL.H. Tanunesckuit, ITosecmo epemerHbix nem. IepmeresmuuecKkue 0CHO8bL UCIOUHUKOBEOCHUS
emonuctvlx mekcmos, Mocksa 2004, p. 157; A. YePHOB, Xporuku usnanouHozo epemeru, CaHKT-
ITetep6ypr 2006, p. 60-61; A.M. [ToMAHOBCbKUIL, KHssv Onee i NpuiiHAmms XpucmusiHcmea:
npuMUHKY 00 NUMAHHA i cnocmepexcents y sisanmiticokomy konmexcmi, CK 1, 2011, p. 211.

8 Theophanis Chronographia, vol. I, rec. C. DE BOOR, Lipsiae 1883, p. 503.

 Chronica Poloniae maioris, rec. B. KUrBIS, Warszawa 1970 [= MPH.NS, 8], p. 18.

 Galli Anonymi Chronicae et gesta ducum sive principum Polonorum, ed. C. MALECZYNSKI, Craco-
viae 1952 [= MPH.SN, 2], p. 22-23.

% In the Greek text of the Continuation of George Hamartolos, there is a phrase dovg 8¢ to¥ iepa-
koD kAjpov cuvedduPavov; the Slavic scribe understood the word iepatikdg by consonance as
“patnblit” (warrior). Then, this mistake was borrowed in the Primary Chronicle. Cf.: B.M. VicTpuH,
Knuev spemervrois u 06pasnois Teopeus Muuxa. Xpornuka Teopeus Amapmona 6 OpesHem cnassaHo-
pycckom nepesode, vol. 11, Ilerporpag 1922, p. 61.23; I1.B. Ky3eHkoB, Pycy Orneza..., p. 29-30.
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of George Hamartolos, the chronicler also used the Apocalypse of Pseudo-
-Methodius, as well as the Life of Basil the Younger®. The texts of the Kievan
and Novgorod chronicles represent different versions of the reconstruction of an
event about which (at the time of the creation of the narrative), very little reliable
information has been preserved®.

In general, the compiler of the RPC constructed a narrative more successfully:
unlike the Novgorod colleague, he knew the reliable date of Igor’s campaign in 941
and examined the texts of the Rus’-Byzantine treaties. Therefore, he led to the con-
clusion that a similar action by Oleg took place before 911 (the treaty referred to
peace after the previous conflict). He borrowed some information about the cruel-
ties of the Rus’ from the available evidence on the campaign of 941, adding to them
the legendary motifs of Oleg’s tricks, the folklore-epic nature of which is obvious
(moving ships on wheels; the miraculous detection of the GreeK’s deception)®. Fur-
ther, in RPC we find the text of the so-called “preliminary agreement” of 907, the
insertion character of which was shown by Alexei Shakhmatov®. The author of
the NFC placed Igor’s campaign at first, which is well known from Byzantine sources
(The Life of Basil the Younger and the Continuator of Hamartolos)”, mistakenly
attributing it two decades earlier, and then described Oleg’s expedition three years

% VI.H. Janunesckuit, Ilosecmo 6pementoix nem..., p. 158.

¢ Jlaspernmuvesckas 1emonuco. .., col. 29-32; Hoszopodckas nepeas nemonuce..., p. 107-109. Over-
all, there are two main schemes of the early history of the chronicle writing in Rus’ Having compared
the Russian Primary Chronicle with the Novgorod one, Alexei Shachmatov considered that the ear-
lier version of the text is partly preserved in the First Novgorod Chronicle of the Younger Recension.
He referred to this hypothetical narrative as the “Initial Compilation”. According to the other point
of view, the differences in the Novgorod Chronicle are only the results of later alterations. Anyway,
most researchers agree that the Russian Primary Chronicle was constructed on the basis of some
earliest narration or, at least, annalistic notes. Cf.: A.A. IITAXMATOB, Pasvickanus o OpesHeliuiux
pycckux nemonuctvix céodax, Cankr-Iletep6ypr 1908, p. 1-13; K. LlyvkepMaH, Habmodenust Had
crioxceHuem opesHetiuiux ucmounukos nemonucu, [in:] Collectanea Borisoglebica / Bopucoene6ckuii
cboprux, ed. IDEM, Paris 2009, p. 183-306; A.A. Tunrnyc, Jo u nocne Hauanvrozo c600a. pamnHss
JIeMONUCHAR ucmopus Pycu kax 06vexm meKcmonozudeckoil pekoncmpyxkuuu, [in:] Pyco 6 IX-X 8.
Apxeonoeuneckas navopama, ed. H.A. MakapoB, Mocksa 2012, p. 50-51; A.A. GIPPIUS, Reconstruct-
ing the Original of the Povest’ vremennyx let: a Contribution to the Debate, RLin 38, 2014, p. 341-366;
A.B. HA3APEHKO, JJocmosepHole 20006bie 0amvl 6 parHem eMONUCAHUL U UX 3HA4eHUe O/ U3yHe-
Hus OpesHepycckoii ucmopuozpaguu, [in:] Ipesnetiuiue cocydapcmea Bocmouroti Esponui. 2013 200:
3aposoerue ucmopuonucanus 6 obuiecmeax [pesrnocmu u Cpednesexosvs, ed. JI.1. Bensies, T.B. T'n-
MOH, Mocksa 2016, p. 593-654. The survey of counterarguments: D. OsTrRowsK1, The Nacalnyj
Svod Theory and the Povest’ vremennykh let, RLin 31, 2007, p. 269-308; A.I1. Tonouko, Ouepku...,
p. 20-34.

5 I1.B. AHVMKMH, Vccnedosanue s3b1k0801 nuuHocmu cocmasumens «Ilosecmu 8pementbix em»,
Bapuayn 2004 (PhD dissertation), p. 115.

% A.A. IlIaxmaTOB, Heckonvko 3ameuanuti o 0ozosopax ¢ epexamu Oneea u Meops, 3HO 8, 1915,
p. 385-400.

70 B.M. VctpuH, Knuevt epemenvhoiA..., vol. I, p. 567; vol. I, p. 60-61; JKumue Bacunus Hosozo
8 OpesHeiiuiem cIABSTHCKOM nepegode..., p. 412-418.
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later. The mechanism for constructing information in this part of the Initial Com-
pilation raises doubts not only in chronology (which, of course, was constructed
artificially), but also in most details of the events under consideration”. According
to RPC, Oleg’s campaign on Constantinople was carried out both by pedestrians
and horsemen; NFC of the Younger recension is silent about the land component
of the route”. Attention to this information prompted the belief that the war with
Byzantium happened no later than the conclusion of peace with the Bulgarian
tsar Symeon the Great in 904, after which the movement of nomad equestrians
to the capital of the Empire would have been impossible”. However, it cannot be
ruled out that the chronicler borrowed the information about the horse campaign
from the description of Igor’s military preparations in 944, who was assisted by
the Pechenegs in a similar situation”. The list of the participating ethnic groups
subordinate to Oleg also cannot be considered authentic. These ethnonyms are
found already in the ethnographic introduction of the RPC, which the chronicler
often operated on later”. The use of military cunning (moving ships overland on
wheels) and blocking the Golden Horn (or the Bosphorus) by Byzantines with
a chain seems likely due to the existing parallels”®, but one cannot be completely
sure that the chronicler did not transfer them arbitrarily from his available sources
to the constructed narrative about the campaign. Summing up these observations,
we can conclude that at the time of the compilation of the annals, the chronicler
only reliably knew that during the reign of Oleg and Igor, there were two military
travels to Constantinople. However, he has conflicting information on the time
and circumstances of these events.

Nevertheless, it is impossible to deny completely the reflection of realities in the
ideas of the second campaign of Rus’ on Constantinople. The text of the treaty of
911 convinces that shortly before the conclusion of the agreement a certain conflict
between Byzantium and Rus” occurred and a new peace conclusion was needed”.
The clauses of 911’s treaty on Rus’ian and Byzantine captives are noticeable: the

' M. Kasauckuit, K. LIVKEPMAH, Yuuu, Psl 25, 2017, p. 19-24.

72 Jlaspenmvesckas nemonuce. .., col. 29; Hoseopodckas nepeas nemonuco..., p. 108.

73 T1.B. Ky3EHKOB, Pycv Orneza..., p. 13.

74 Jlaspermoesckas nemonuce. .., col. 45.

7> It is noteworthy that the chronicler use choronym “Benmnxas Ckyds” (MeydAn Zxvbia), borrowed
from the late antiquity. Cf.: A.C. Illasenes, Om nosonearnmuunozo xoporuma MeydAn Zxvbia k opes-
Hepycckomy amuoxopoHumy «Benukas Ckygo»: 0630p mexcmos, [in:] Ckupus: 06pas u ucmopuxo-
-KynvmypHoe Hacnedue. Mamepuanv konpepernyuu 26-28 okmsabps 2015 e., ed. T.H. JIKAKCOH,
JL.I. Konosanosa, A.B. ITonocnHoB, Mocksa 2015, p. 117-125; M. Kazanckui, K. IIyKEPMAH,
Ynuuu..., p. 24-26.

7 E.A. PeinseBckas, K nemonucromy ckasamuio o noxooe Pycu na Llapvepad 6 907 200y, UAHCCCP.
OOH 6, 1932, p. 478-479; I1.B. Ky3EHKOB, Pycv Orneza..., p. 26-30.

77 JIaspeHmvesckas nemonuch. .., col. 33-34.
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very presence of such conditions indicates the recent hostility of the parties’.
It seems that the contradictions can be resolved if we assume that Oleg’s journey to
the Royal City was not originally intended to damage him: presumably, the Rus’ians
were sent to Byzantium to be hired for military service in order to strengthen
the Empire’s position in the war against the Arabs. The search for new allies in the
early 10™ century was obviously one of the main tasks of Byzantine diplomacy.
This does not exclude that there were some dissensions during the negotiations
between the parties, because of which the Byzantines blocked the sea approaches
to the City for safety, and the “Scythians” launched a demonstration of force, which
made it possible to achieve more favorable terms of employment, as well as later
preferences. Not by chance, John Skilitzes noted a similar situation that happened
in the last years of the reign of Basil II, when a certain “relative” of Prince Vladimir,
Chrysocheiros with a detachment of 800 people made an unsuccessful attempt to
apply for military service, which ended with his death”. Usage of foreign “military
specialists” in the service was common for the Empire and naturally did not attract
the attention of the Byzantine chroniclers: the incident with Chrysocheiros was
recorded only because he was related to the son-in-law of the born in the purple
Byzantine Emperors. Oleg and his squad could not boast of the existence of such
blood ties. Subsequently, the fact of hiring and concluding a profitable contract
together with the possible use of force in a skirmish before was rethought in Rus’
as a grand victory for Oleg and forcing the “Greeks” to pay tribute. Despite this,
the chronicle’s text also retained several signs that Oleg’s action was not initially
hostile: this is evidenced by the complimentary comparison of the leader of the
barbarians with St. Demetrius and the placing of the shield on Constantinople’s
Gates as a sign of protection over the city®.

78 Jlaspenmvesckas 1emonuce. .., col. 36; E.A. PHII3EBCKAS, O 60eHHbIX OMHOUEHUAX CKAHOUHABOG
u Pycu k Busanmuu no epeko-pycckum 002060pam u no cazam, [in:] EADEM, [pesrss Pycv u Ckanou-
nasus 6 IX-XIV ee., Mockpa 1978, p. 153.

7 Joannis Scylitzae Synopsis Historiarum, ed. I. THURN, Berlin 1973 [= CFHB, 5], p. 367; H. AHRWEI-
LER, Byzance..., p. 128; LI. JlutaBpuH, Busanmus, Boneapus. .., p. 223-227; A.M. ®unnnuyk, Pyce
u Busanmust 6 nocnedrue 200vi npasnenus Bacunus II: Xpusoxup u ezo sounvt, CRu 5,2015, p. 55-70.
It is noteworthy that the number of Chrysocheiros’ warriors, 800, was approximately the same as
the one that princes of Kiev had at their disposal. For example, in 1093 prince Sviatopolk Iziaslavich
has 700 or 800 “fellows” in his “druzhina”: /laspenmuvesckas nemonuco..., col. 218; Mnamvesckas
7emonuce..., col. 209. This is also consistent with the number of Rus’ mercenaries, 700, in the ma-
rine expedition of Himerios: J. HALDON, Theory and Practice..., p. 203.

% Scholars often found in this plot the influence of some lost Bulgarian or Byzantine source.
Cf.: A.A. IIIAXMATOB, Pasvickanus o OpesHetiuiux..., p. 466; G. OSTROGORSKY, Lexpedition du prince
Oleg..., p. 57-58; A.A. VASILIEV, The Second Russian Attack..., p. 174.
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The context of Byzantine-Arab relations (the increased threat from the Arab
fleet after the raid of Leo the Tripolites to Constantinople and the capture of Thes-
salonica), as well as Oleg’s comparison with St. Demetrius, indicate that the sum-
mer of 904 can be considered as the terminus post quem of the campaign. In our
opinion, only the aggravation of military danger and defeat forced the Byzantines
to make a deal with Rus. From the point of view of contemporaries, the arrival
of Oleg’s army and an agreement with him came together as the evidence of return-
ing God’s grace after a sudden catastrophe that occurred with the second city of the
Empire. It is no coincidence that there is a similarity between the words of Nicho-
las Mysticus, addressed to the spiritual patron of Thessalonica, and the annalistic
comparison of the Prince of Rus’ to the Christian Saint. The terminus ante quem is
910, the undoubted participation of Rus’ians in the Syrian campaign of the logo-
thetes Himerios. It is noteworthy that the turning point in the war at sea and the
transition of the initiative to the Byzantines took place after the battle of October 6,
906, in which, according to Pavel Kuzenkov, new allies were also used®. If so, the
summer of 906 or sometime later seems to be the most likely time of the cam-
paign and agreement. Oleg’s detachment replenishes the strength of the Byzantine
fleet and successfully manifests itself in the war, because of which it achieves favor-
able conditions for trade and increases the legal status of its colleagues. In 911, the
parties concluded a “big treaty” that secured the partnership.

The connection between Oleg’s Byzantine campaign and the Caspian raid
of some Rus’ians in 300 (912/913), information about which is reported by
Masudi, is disputable. According to Alexander Kazhdan, the baptism of certain
Rus’ians after the conclusion of the treaty with Byzantium in 911 and joining the
service of the Byzantines are very likely®’; this idea seems sound. The establish-
ment of allied relations between Rus’ and Byzantium changed the balance of forces
in the region. It is possible that the Khazar Khagan let the boats of the Rus’ to the
Caspian Sea in agreement with the Byzantine Emperors®. The strike on the terri-
tories of the Southern Caspian region, which were dependent on the Samanids, as
well as the Transcaucasia, was beneficial to the Byzantines, weakening their Mus-
lim antagonists, and to the Khazars, with whom the Rus’ians agreed in advance on
the division of the spoils. Further events showed the duplicity of the Khazar leader.
On the way back, the Rusian fleet was ambushed by the Khazars at the mouth
of the Volga. Al-Masudi, obviously, exaggerates the number of Rus’ians killed
(30 thousand), reporting that some of them found a way through to the Burtases

8 T1.B. Ky3EHKOB, Pycv Oreza..., p. 35.

82 Cf: AIL Kaxnan, K xapakmepucmuke pyccko-8u3anmuiickux OmHOuleHUll 68 cO8peMeHHO
6ypacyasnotl ucmopuozpaguu, [in:] Mewoynapoonvie cessu Poccuu do XVII 6., ed. A.A. 3umuH,
B.T. ITamyTo, Mocksa 1961, p. 14.

8 A.I1. HOBOCE/BIIEB, Xa3apckoe eocydapcmeo..., p. 193.
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and Volga Bulgars, where they were murdered later®. However, there is no cer-
tainty that Oleg himself headed the Caspian raid: the surviving legends make him
die due to his own horse after victorious celebrations in Kiev or Ladoga®.

So, the scheme of the main events can be represented as follows: at the turn of
the 9"-10" c. Rus” were established in the Middle Dnieper region, and the Oleg and
Igor group murdered the rival Varangians Askold and Dir. After 904, Byzantium
again drew attention to the “northern Scythians’, in dire need of their military ser-
vices. In 906, on the day of St. Phocas, the imperial fleet defeated the Hagarenes.
Around this time, Oleg’s detachment had already arrived in Constantinople to
serve the Emperors and replenished the forces of the logothetes tou dromou Hime-
rios. In 910, Rus’ians again supported the Byzantines during the operation in Syria,
and on September 2, 911, the parties entered into a full-scale cooperation treaty,
because of which some of the barbarians converted to Christianity. The defeat
of the Rus’ detachment by the Khazars after the Caspian campaign in 912/913
briefly halted their expansion, but did not change the main trends in international
politics in Eastern Europe, in which the “Rurikids state” began to play an increas-
ing role.
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