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Essays on the History of the Ancient Rus'

It is well known that "The Tale of Bygone Years" (TBY) — the primary source of the history of the Rus', began
with three questions: "Where did the Rus' land come from?", "Where did the Rus' land stand up?", and "Who began the
first princedom in Kiev?". But it is much less known, that until recently there were no satisfactory, definitive answers to
them. In this essays certain answers are proposed and justified constructively and with sufficient details, by using a new
metahistorical method, that was based on the ideology of the modern quantum theory (details see in [1]).

It should be noted that this method gives some view "from above" on the history, not reducing its to enumeration
of dates and facts. But instead it gives the possibility for analysis of entire historical processes, while exploring not only
their content, but also clarifying the deep meaning, including some moments, which not be taken into account by many
historians before us.

Here we begin a study of the Ancient Rus' (more exactly — East Slavic civilization) from its origins — prehistory
and circumstances of its origin, emphasizing the special role of Sc-CHT (Scandinavian Culture-Historical Type) in the
relevant processes.

Then we examine such long-standing problems as "the emergence of the name Rus™ (a la A. Blkner), and the
"Norman problem™ (a la W. Tomsen), offering a completely constructive solution to both, as well as other related
problems of the first Heroic time of the East Slavic civilization.

But later we also identify the "progenitors” of this civilization — well-defined historical Giant personalities,
starting with Oleg the Prophetic. But the fundamental role in the process of its birth was played by Svetoslav the Great,
who essentially turned out to be the Father of civilization. And moreover, it became its Beacon, which in many ways
highlighted the future of this civilization, which is described in some detail.
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Essays on the history of Europe and Eurasia in the 1st millennium AD

Asia has become a popular volcano. Every year it threw out new crowds

and herds from its depths, which, in turn, drove those erupted before from their places.
They crossed the mountains and reached Europe. The peoples, one might say,

did not move forward, but mechanically pushed others from their places.

These were not conquerors, but some kind of slaves who acted only out

of

fear of punishment. The chain of peoples from the east

and northeast thus stretched throughout Europe to the very south.
N. Gogol "On the movement of peoples at the end of the V century"

1. Introduction: About the ""Great Migrations™

So briefly, but very expressively, Nikolai
Vasilyevich described almost two centuries ago the
"Great Migration of Peoples”, which played a
central role in the history of not only Europe in the
1st millennium, but also Eurasia. Moreover, the latter
here means the inner part of the continent, mainly
the steppe and forest-steppe between the Carpa-
thians and Manchuria (according to L. Gumilyov).
But the apogee of this migration was the period from
the end of the IV century to the VII century, which
we proposed to call the "Long" VI century (or briefly
VI L-century, [1]), which will be discussed later.

Of course, migrations of peoples in Europe and
Asia took place before the new era for many
hundreds of years. For a brief, and at the same time
quite detailed review of events in the indicated
territory at that time (from the point of view of an
archaeologist!), we refer to the review article by
academician P. Tolochko in [2]. But even in the new
era, in addition to the "Great Migration of Peoples™
itself (unfortunately, too briefly touched upon by him
in [2]), there was both a prehistory and a post-history
of it, which noticeably changed the ethnic map of
Eastern Europe, ultimately. Moreover, in many
ways, all this gave rise to the new political map of
Europe, and not only in the zone affected by the
mentioned relocations! And since this zone often
included the territory of our future civilization, this
topic is an essential part of its prehistory.

On the other hand, another academician
D. Likhachev noted: "It should be taken into account
that not all particular problems of history and
cultural history of such a dark period as the 1st
millennium AD are sufficiently illuminated”. This
opinion is confirmed by modern historians, for
example, O. Potokina writes: "Although mountains
of words have been written and said about the era of
the Great Migration of Peoples, it still remains little
studied and in many ways completely unknown (! —
Authors). It was the time of birth and death of states
and tribes, a turning point, a transitional stage
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between antiquity and the Middle Ages in the history
of Europe" (in "Z—S", No. 4; 2014). True, we
believe that some of the above formulations can and
should be significantly clarified and supplemented,
which is what we will try to do.

It should be taken into account that this period
marks the time of the death of not just "states and
tribes", but also the collapse of the Great Roman
Empire, which is often identified with the entire
ancient civilization of the 1st level — in general
(although here too it is necessary clarifications that
will be given later). And also the birth on its ruins of
not only new states, but also entire local
civilizations, moreover, even of the 2nd level (but
more precisely here we should talk about the
corresponding Super-systems, for which we refer to
Chapter I in [1]).

Thus, in western Europe, this period marked the
beginning of the formation of a new stage in the
evolution of class society, for which there is not
much written evidence. Therefore, it is clear that
before dealing with the migrations of peoples, one
should look at the political map of Europe at the
beginning of the 1st millennium, when almost its
entire life was in one way or another connected with
the Roman Empire, which seemed to be at the zenith
of power and glory.

However, this impression turned out to be
deceptive, especially when this empire was subjected
to increasing pressure from barbarians from the north
and northeast. Here we will be most interested in the
latter direction, or more precisely, in the Danube
region, where the barbarian Geto-Dacian tribes
showed particular activity in the 1st century, and it
was then that they united into a large tribal union.

It was they who became the first barbarians to
whom the proud Romans began to pay "donations"
(or, more simply, tribute), although not for long,
because already in 109 Emperor Trajan (98—117)
— the same one under whom the territory of the
Roman Empire reached maximum size — had
already thoroughly defeated the Geto-Dacians, and
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made Dacia itself a Roman province. It was he who
then built the famous Trajan Val (Rampart) near the
mouth of the Danube, although all this did not help
the Romans when new barbarians appeared there in
the next century.

On the other hand, it is well known that in the
northern Black Sea region, and in the Crimea — in
particular, back in the second half of the 1st
millennium BC, Greek city-colonies appeared, which
continued to exist in the 1st millennium AD,
although already under the auspices of Rome (acad.
P. Tolochko speaks in more detail about this rather
voluminous topic in the collection [2]).

But in the adjacent steppe territories, their
nomadic inhabitants undergone more frequent and
radical changes, so that from the very beginning of
new era, the dominant position there — after
expulsion of the Sarmatians was occupied by the
Alans — a union of tribes also of Iranian origin.
They came from foothills of the Northern Caucasus,
periodically returning there after being pushed out of
the steppes by other waves of conquerors, a
phenomenon observed throughout the subsequent
millennia.

In the west, they bordered on Geto-Dacians
mentioned above, but soon, from the Il century
onwards, the first groups of new settlers appeared in
the Black Sea region — Goths, tribes of Scan-
dinavians origin, who soon expelled both of them
from the northern Black Sea region and the Danube
region. However, it is unfortunate that they receive
disproportionally little attention in the papers of
P. Tolochko in [2].

In our opinion, it should be them, the Goths,
who should be considered the first migrants of the
new era (from the mentioned Great Migration of
Peoples), although they come not from Asia, but
from the Northern Europe, as will be discussed in the
next paragraph.

2. The appearance of Sc-CHT in the arena

of history and the first split of the Slavdom

In fact, then, for the first time in history, a new
actor showed itself, having all the signs of a special
CHT (cultural-historical type, which was discussed
in the book [1]), namely Sc-CHT, formed by the
tribes then living in Scandinavia. The fact that they
form a CHT is obvious directly from the definition
of the latter (see [1]); it is possible that it was a
subsidiary of the larger German one, but we still
consider it justified to separate it into a special
Sc-CHT, since it will manifest itself more than once
in history, as we will see later.
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Thus, it is known that at the end of the first
century AD several alliances of Scandinavian tribes
began moving to south at once, first crossing from
Sweden to the southern coast of the Baltic — like a
kind of "landing force" (although it is not known
exactly for what reasons — either because of climate
change, or because "passionary impulse”, according
to Gumilyov [3]). But they did not stay there for
long, soon heading to the southeast, and it is
precisely this process that should be considered, in
our opinion, as the beginning of the above-
mentioned "Great Migration of Peoples”.

Among these tribes, three related alliances are
usually distinguished: Ostrogoths (or Ostgoths), the
Visigoths (or Westgoths), and the Gepids. True, it is
somewhat less known that somewhat later the
Vandal tribes moved to south from the same region.
Only the first three moved along the Vistula, and
then through the Carpathians, while the latter moved
somewhat to the west, apparently skirting the
mountains.

It is curious that in parallel, and in connection
with these processes, Slavdom (= Slavonic) is clearly
manifested on the pages of history: the first
information about it is found in the writings of Greek
and Roman authors of the first centuries AD (where
they were mentioned under the name of the Wends).
And their habitat area at the mentioned time, back in
the early XX century, was identified by academician
A. Shakhmatov in the territories of present-day Slo-
vakia and southern Poland. True, enough archaeo-
logical data has now accumulated indicating that this
region occupied by the Slavs §lavyans) at the
beginning of the new era included, in addition to the
one mentioned above, a somewhat larger strip from
the Elbe and Vistula in the west, and to the Pripyat
basin in the east, as the studies of academicians
V. Sedov [4] and P. Tolochko show (for more details
we refer to [2]), with which most historians agree.

But regarding the information about the three
Slavic tribal associations of the Wends, Sklavins and
Antes, dating back to the Gothic historian Jordan
(VI century), there is now no complete clarity either
in the circumstances of their appearance or in other
moments, as emphasized in [5]. Moreover, it is not
present in the statement that supposedly "these
associations underlay the three modern groups of the
Slavs — Western, Southern and Eastern, as was
believed in Slavic studies since the XIX century," or
more precisely, for this "there is no basis grounds"
(according to [5]), which is noted absolutely
correctly! Thus, the question turned out to be open,
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and it seemed to us that the reason for this was the
failure to take into account several factors of an
external nature, which we need to dwell on in a little
more detail.

And one of these factors is now before us — the
fact is that the Goths moved on south directly
through the center of the Slavonic's habitat, as if
"cutting" it into two parts, and at the same time
"pushing" the Slavs (those who managed to scatter!)
to west and east, respectively. And since this was not
a campaign, but a resettlement, it lasted almost the
entire 1l century, and perhaps even at the beginning
of the Il century; as a result, the western branch of
the Slavs kept moving away from the eastern one.
Therefore, it is precisely this, in our opinion, that
gave rise to the beginning of the corresponding
division of the Slavs into Western and Eastern.

It's just the beginning, but further circumstances
contributed to this process, as we will see below, and
we note that the border between them passed
precisely along the route of movement of the Goths,
which became the first historical action of the new
Sc-CHT — in fact, its accidental action!

The Goths themselves then continued their
movement on south — to the Black Sea region,
which was then controlled by the Alans, as noted
above. And now the Alans were defeated by the
Goths, after which they divided — one part went on
west, to the Danube region, where at the end of the
IV century we find them already in alliance with the
Vandals, who appeared there earlier (and were
officially located since 335 in Panonia already as
"federates" — by decree of Emperor Constantine |
the Great). And the second, the main part of the
Alans returned to the Northern Caucasus, and we
will meet with them more than once.

It was the Goths who dominated the Black Sea
region almost until the end of the IV century, turning
out to be a difficult, let's say, neighbor for the
Roman Empire. Moreover, having reached the
Northern Black Sea region, the Goths eventually
formed a pre-state, or proto-state (nowadays it is
fashionable to use the term potestar state in such
cases), which included many tribes that they had
conquered along the way, incl. and some Slavic.

In history it was called the "Gothic Empire™ of
Germanarich — after the name of the last leader.
And to imagine what it was, let us cite the opinion of
L. Gumilyov (who followed the Gothic historian
Jordan in this): "The Goths became masters of the
mouth of the Danube (where the Visigoths settled)
and modern Transylvania (where the Gepids settled).
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To the east, between the Don and the Dniester, the
Ostrogoths reigned" ([3b]). True, Gumilyov's sub-
sequent statement that the Goths allegedly subju-
gated "almost all of Eastern Europe, the lands of the
Mordovians and Meri, the upper reaches of the
Volga, almost the entire Dnieper region, the steppes
to the Crimea and the Crimea itself" should not be
taken seriously, because there is confirmation of this
entire list their "possessions” do not exist.

Note 1. As for the Roman Empire itself, "by the
beginning of the Il century in most of the empire
there was already desolation of land, degradation of
crafts and an acute shortage of labor caused by the
low productivity of slave™. This is how the crisis that
began was interpreted in "World History" ([6]),
where greater details are given, but now we can offer
a simpler and more convincing explanation of the
causes of this crisis.

In the last third of the Il century, the territory of
the Roman Empire was subjected to the first
smallpox pandemic known in the new millennium,
which was called the "Antonine Plague”, since its
peak occurred precisely in the years 165—180.
Moreover, the death toll is estimated at appro-
ximately 5 million people, so smallpox depopulated
entire regions of the empire. It is from here, from an
external circumstance followed, that the "acute labor
shortage" probably occurred, and only then can we
talk about the "low productivity of slaves"!

Then, as we will see below, not only the Goths,
but also other barbarian tribes began to move,
essentially beginning an assault on the empire. So
the beginning of the crisis of the slave system in it
was provoked precisely by these external circum-
stances, and then it developed in other directions, as
described in the same "World History" [6].

Therefore, it is not at all by chance that the
center of the empire shifted to the east by the end of
the 111 century, and so quickly that already "in 330,
under Emperor Constantine | (306—337), the capital
of the empire was moved to the city of Byzantium,
which was named Constantinople” (see in [6]). This
city was an important strategic point at the junction
of Europe and Asia, and Constantine understood this
— for several years he prepared the transfer of the
capital of the already Christian empire. And
moreover, on May 11, 330, he solemnly entrusted
the city to its patroness, the Mother of God (and at a
solemn liturgy in the Church of St. Irene). This, in
fact, turned out to be the birthday of the Byzantine
Empire, although it officially appeared only 65 years
later!
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The reasons for the transfer are indicated above,
but not the least of these is the aforementioned
increase in pressure on Rome from the Germanic
tribes. In Byzantium, it seemed to be calmer,
although immediately after arriving at a new place,
the Goths, along with other barbarian tribes,
repeatedly attacked not only its colonies in the Black
Sea region, but also the main territory of the empire.

Moreover, back in 251, in the battle near
Philippopolis, they defeated the Roman troops

under the command of Emperor Decius himself,
known as the "soldier's" emperor, and he died
there. And after this, the Romans entered into an
"alliance" with the Goths, hiring them to guard the
borders, although later it was they who played a
significant role in the collapse of the Roman
Empire. True, first the Gothic "empire" itself, at
the end of the 4th century, fell under the blows of
the first truly large wave of steppe nomads, this
time the Huns.
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Mukxkona Kpasuyk,

cmapwiuii HayKouil CnispoOImHuK

Tnemumymy meopemuunoi gizuxu im. M. M. Boeomobosa
Hayionanvuoi akademii nayx Yrpainu

Hapucu icmopii yueinizauii /[laénvoi Pyci

Hobpe sioomo, wo "losicme epem’snux nim" (IIBJI) posnouunaemscss mpvoma sanumanusmu: 1) "3eioxku niwa
Pycvra 3emna?”, 2) "HAx nocmana Pycvka 3emna?", 3) "Xmo cnepwy nouas xusiscumu ¢ Kuesi?". I[Ipome matidice
Hegi0oMO, W0 00HEOA8HA GUUEPNHUX 8ION0GIOel HA Yi 3aNUMAaHH HA0AHO He OYIo.

Y cmammi 30iiicneno cnpoby Haoamu 4imKko 6U3HAYeHi Mma KOHCMPYKMUGHI 8ION0GIOI, 0/l 4020 GUKOPUCIAHO

HOBULL MemaicMopuyHull Memoo, Wo 6a3yemvcsa Ha mMemoodax cydacHoi keanmoeoi meopii [1]. 3asnauumo, wo yei
MemoO Haodae noziad Ha icmopir Havebmo "3copu’, 00HaK He 3600umb ii auwe 0o onucy akmis i nepeniky dam, a
HAMOMICMb YMONCAUGNIOE AHANI3 ICIMOPUYHUX NPOYECi8, OXONIIOYU MOMEHMU, AKI ICMOPUKU He 6paxoeyeanu
paniwe.

Jocnioocennst cxiOHoOCI08 ' IHCHKOT Yusinizayii nOYuHaemMo 6i0 il BUMOKI6 — nepedicmopii ma yMo8 3apo0NCeHH s, 3
akyenmom Ha ocobausiu poni CKaHOUHa8cvk020 KyabmypHo-icmopuurnozo muny (KIT) y yux npoyecax. Ilpu yvomy
HaAMA2amumeMoCsi Ha0amu KOHCMpPYKmusHi 6i0nosioi na "npobnemy O. Bprwoxuepa"” ma "Hopmanceky npobdnemy" i
nog'sizami 3 numu numanns I epoiynux yacis [asnwvoi Pyci.
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