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Abstract. Author considers the main problems connected with the question about the founding of an ancient city
of Kievan Rus—Novgorod on VValkhov River. The reason for the reflections on this topic was the authors critical analisis
of Yevgeni Nosov's new publication. Also the author considers an important question of this city localization inthe IX —
X centuries. These questions are andlyzed on the background of ancient chronicles messages.

Key words: Novgorod, Nepoyoapdag (Nemogardas), Holmgardr (Holmgardr), ' Rurikovo Gorodysche
(Rurik’s Hillfort), localization, archaeological dating, foundation of the city, place names, architectural and
archaeol ogical research.

1. Introduction

In the callection of scientific articles published in honor of the famous Kyiv archaeologist Gleb Ivakin there was
the research of his colleague Y evgeni Nasov about the early history of Novgorod on the Volkhov River [1]. The essence
of the considered issue was defined by the author in the subtitle “ To the history of the name of the Northern Rus
center”. The researcher thus focuses attention on the name (or rather — the names) of the city. However, the examined
subject is much broader. The objectives set by the author face at least four significant problems: 1) the problem of
chronicle dating of Novgorod beginnings; 2) the problem of archeological dating; 3) the problem of parald use of place
names, 4) the problem of localization of the ancient Novgorod.

2. Wording of the problem

The first of these problems is that the several of records about the events of 9-10™ centuries mentioning
Novgorod in the generd chronicles of Rus' are not consistent with the evidence of the local Novgorod Chronicle about
founding of the city in 1044 by Prince Volodymyr, son of PrinceY arodav the Wise “B abmo xspns . [6552 (1044)]
Xoou Apocnas na aumesy . na eéecny dce Bonooumupn . sanoocu Hoe2opoow u 306aa u” [2]. (In the summer of 6552
(1044) Yarodav went to the Lithuanians and in spring Volodymyr founded Novgorod).

The second problem is associated with the unsuccessful attempts to discover the layers of 8-9" centuries
on the territory of the Novgorodian “Dytynets’ (Citadel) and 'Slavenskyi Kholm' (Slavenskyi Hill). The
unearthed remains of the original defensive shaft of the citadel (Dytynets) confirmed its foundation in the 40's
of the 11™ century. The layers of the 9" century are found only in a fortified settlement located on the Volkhov
source, 2 km south of Novgorod Dytynets, known as “Gorodische” (Hillfort) (artificial name — “Rurikovo
Gorodische” / Rurik’ s Hillfort) (Fig. 1). In addition, there are reasons to doubt the veracity of accurate dating of
Novgorod cultural layers based on dendrochronology, which alows 20-30 years of a possible error.
D. Machynsky drew attention to this problem referring to A. Uryeva sworks[3].

The third problem is caused by the fact that in the 9", 10™ and 11™ centuries Scandinavians do not know the
name of 'Novgorod', the city was known only as'Hdlmgardr’ (Holmgardr). The identity of these names is proved by
late evidence of Gongu-Hrolfs saga: “enasmwiii cmon komynea I'apoos naxooumes ¢ Xomvmeapoabopee, KOmopbiil
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menepo 306emces Hoeapoap” [4]. (The main throne of konung of Gardsisin Holmgardr which is now named Nogardr).
The oldest copy of the saga dates from the second half of the 14™ century. In addition, Constantine Porphyrogenitus in
histreatise“ On the Management of the Empire’ dated 948-952 mentions the name’ Nemogardas (Nepoyopddc) where,
according to the emperor, was Sviatodav (Zeevdoctidfog), son of Igor (Tyywp) archon of Rus'. Thereis no certainty,
whether the same settlement is mentioned in different chronol ogical sources under these names.

tynts (Citadel)
L

“Goradische” (Hillfort)
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Fig. 1. Dytynets (Citadel), “Kholm of Slavno” and “ Gorodische” (Hillfort) on the plan of modern Veliky Novgorod

The fourth problem caused by the previous three is associated with Novgorod localization and thereis no aclear
solution to it. The longstanding attempts to link the annalistic Novgorod with modern Novgorod kremlin (Dytynets)
were not confirmed. No local old fortifications were found on the territory of Novgorod. In literature the place name
"Novgorod' was also associated with “ Rurikovo Gorodische” (Rurik’s Hillfort) and ancient Ladoga. E. Nosov once
referred to V. Parkhomenko's scientific concept that challenged the North localization of 'Nemogardas [5], and
supposed that it could be Novgorod-Siversk on the Desna River, Novgorod-Volynskyi on the Sluch River (Zvyage
according to the chronicles) or Small Novgorod on the Dnieper [6]. However, the scholar didnt’t consider the recent
research, including the one proving the identity of Novgorod from 9-10" centuries chronicles with the hillfort of Volyn
type onthe River Lugathat waslater named as VVolodymyr (Y u. Dyba). In addition, L. VVoytovych identifies Novgorod /
Holmgardr with the archaeol ogical complex in Gnyozdovo near Smolensk.

3. Formulation of the article goals

Our goal isto indicate the main contradictions arising from reading historical sources about Novgorod of
the 9-10™ centuries in the comparison with the results of archaeol ogical research of this city.

4. Presenting of the main material

The aforementioned problemsintertwined in a tight knot of contradictions which E. Nosov triesto reconcile. Ina
concluding part of the analysed publication the aLthor tries to prove that while mentioning Novgorod of 9-10" centuries
the chroniclers had in mind the fortified settlement in Gorodyshche tract. He believes this settlement center in the upper
reaches of the Volkhov River was developing in several phases: 1) Soven oldest settlement was called "Holm-gorod
which transformed into ' Holmgardr’ in Scandinavian transcoding; 2) in the middle of the 9" century Rurik founded new
fortifications on this place, whence has appeared the place name’ Novyi Gorod' ('New City") and the adjacent buildings
gradudly embraced a wider areg; 3) in the middle of the 11™ century Volodymyr, son of Yarodav, established the
Dytynets (Citadel) 2 km downstream the Volkhov and later it was named 'Novgorod' while the old abandoned placed
got the name’ Gorodyshche' .
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The novelty of these suggestions is obvious. In 1990 monograph “Rurikovo Gorodyshche” (Rurik’s
Hillfort) E. Nosov supported the idea that the name of *Novyi Gorod ('New City') emerged in the mid 11™
century as opposed to old settlement Gorodyshche, but in the analyzed article the researcher regjects the
possibility that chroniclers attributed the recorded events of 9-10™ centuries to a new place name that appeared
in the second half of the 11" century (the last date should be considered as misprint, because 1044 is mentioned
in the chronicle). Now the scientist strongly emphasizes that the name 'Novgorod' was in use before the
constraction of Dytynets (Citadel) and before appearance the place name ' Gorodyshche' (Hillfort) (p. 332). Are
there reasonable grounds for such aradical change of views?

Proving that a fortified ' Gorodyshche' is the oldest Novgorod according to the chronicle and at the sametime is
one of the local names that appeared on the later stage of urban devel opment E. Nosov gives long known facts stated in
his own previous works. there are no layers older than the third quarter of 10" century on the territory of Novgorod
Dytynets (Citadd) and its entire complex was of particular importance in the urban structure only with the adoption of
Chrigtianity (p. 332). However, earlier the same arguments gave reason to the author to formulate much more cautioudly:
“He dymaro, wo celtuac MoXCHO OOHOZHAUHO Py 6ONPOC 0 OpesHetiuem Haumenosaruu 2opoouwya’ (I do not think
that now it is possible to resolve definitely the problem of the oldest name of the ancient settlement) [7]. Inthe given case
the earlier statement is more confident and trustworthy.

Having presented his new considerations, E. Nosov |eft aside anumber of facts that require furter explanation:

First, assuming that the initial fortified settlement on the site of the ' Gorodyshche' was called ' Kholm-
gorod', the researcher didn't explain how this hypothetical name correlates with local parald place name
"Kholm of Slavno’ that was first documented in the recordsin 1134. It is difficult to agree with the possibility of
any parallel existence of two nearly identical place names, as well as to believe that the place name was shifted
to the settlement 'Slavno’ after Rurik had built a new fortification called "Novgorod' on the old place of
'Kholm-gorod' . The probability that both place names ' Holmgardr’ and ' Novgorod' were moved to a new place
is too small. We should consider the chronological gap in a hundred years from the time, when according to
E. Nosov old name "Holm' was functioned on ’Gorodyshche' in 60-70-ies of 9™ century, to appearance the
emergence of ancient layers of ' Slavno’ inlate 70's of X century, where fixed the place name’'Holm'.

Second, the author does not provide the compelling reasons that might force the Scandinavians and Rurik
to name their rebuilt fortifications as Novgorod and not to save already locally assimilated Scandinavian form
"Hélmgardr’ which reinterpreted the traditional local name’'Holm-gorod' and was often recorded in the various
Scandinavian sources, at least until the second half of the 14™ century. Moreover, even much bigger urban
reconstruction and development as for example in Novgorod Dytynets (Citadel) or in Kyiv at times of
Volodymyr or Yaroslav did not lead to a change of a city name. The new name was given only to a newly
established settlement (city/gorod of Volodymyr, city/gorod of Yaroslav, etc.). Gorodyshche itself was not
outstanding by its size and hypothetical numerous changing names were not backed up of the visible urban
transformations. Except the desolation which was affected by its name.

Third, while agreeing that the oldest name ' Xonms-ropoas’ / "Holmgardr’ was well-assimilated in the
Scandinavian environment and used to denote a settlement located on the origins of the Volkhov River. But also
the name the name 'Nepoyopddg’ characterised by E. Nosov as habitual Scandinavian (p. 333). This name must
be recognized as such located further south, outside the influence of the Scandinavian residents in river Volkhov
basin. It is worth recalling that up to the second half of the 10™ century the Scandinavians had little focused on
the realities of the Middle Dnieper territory and they do not have specific information even about Kyiv.

Fourth, referring to the chronicled legend about the invitation of the Varangians (p. 335) E. Nosov
emphasizes the mention of Rurik’s arrival to Lake llmen, where he founded the city on the Volkhov River that
completely topographically corresponds to the location of the modern fortification in Gorodyshche placed 2 km
upstream from the 1044 Dytynets (Citadel). But the author avoided mention about the legendary city Slovensk
with no less eloquent analogy: “2padv ra nosoms mbems oms cmapazo Crosencka no Boaxogy siko nonpuwe u
oons, u napexowa Hoevepaow Benuxin” (the city founded on the new place from Sovensk down the Volkhov
River was named Veliky Novgorod) [8]. The reason seems to be simple as a critical number of names borrowed
from varying sources is concentrated in one place: ' Slovensk’ — ' Xoams-ropoms’ / 'Holmgardr’ —'Novgorod' —
"Nepoyapdag', 'Kholm of Slavno’, and that fact could jeopardize the hypothesis.

Fifth, all the chronicled records about the invitation of the Varangians are still legends despite their vivid
literary form. The literature clearly indicates that there is practically no information of the northern lands from
hte time captured Kyiv by Oleg (882) to the division of lands between the sons of Svyatoslav (970).
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Fig. 1. Variants of the campaign of Princess Olgato Novgorod 947:
1 —international trade route Bulgar-Kiev-Regensburg; 2 —international waterways,
3 —regional waterways; 4 —the boundaries of thetribal territory of the Derevlyans; 5 — settlements, cities;
6 —the options of itinerary Princess Olga's 947 year (a—to the north; b —to the west);
7 —the territory where Princess Olga founded Pogosts
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Between these dates Novgorod was mentioned only once in The Tale of Bygone Y ears in the entry dated
947:“6 16" . ¥5. 7 . fie . [ 6455 (947)] ude Cnea k Hosyeopody . u oycmagu no mbcmb . no2ocmul u 0aHs . U no
JIy3t nococmour u oans u wopoxet” [9]. (In the year 6455 (947) Olga went to Novgorod and founded on the Luga
the pogosts and imposed rents and tributes). Cited events are usually explained by the chronicler as the reforms
of Kievan Princess Olga on the northern territories that started after the war in Drevlyanian land in 946 which
was started by Princess Olga to revenge for her killed husband. Having punished the Drevlyans (“no mocms” /
after revenge), Olga went westwards to Novgorod and founded the pogosts (administrative units) on the Luga
(“no JIyst") and imposed rents and tributes. Referring to this record the theory of reasonable probability of early
identification Novgorod with the settlement on the Luga River founded in 10" century as Dytynets (Citadel) of
the future VVolodmyr city was grounded in the book “ The Homeland of St. Volodymyr” [10] (Fig. 2).

3. Conclusions

The problem formulated by by V. Parkhomenko relating to the South localization of Novgorod in the
chronicle of the IX-X centuries should not be ignored. Hopefully Novgorod scientists will consider this
problemin spite of all patriotic feelings and contrary to scientific inertia.
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FOpiii /luba

JIO IMTPOBJIEMM IHTEPITPETAILIl ICTOPUYHUX CBIITYEHB
PO JITOIMMACHUM '"HOBI'OPOJI’ Y IX — X CTOJITTSIX
(3ayBazkeHHs 3 NIpUBOAY HOBOI myoOuikauii €. Hocosa)

Anomauia. Aémop pozensioac ocHogui npobiemu, o8’ A3ani 3 uUpiuleHHAM nUManHs npo 3acuysanns Hoszopooa
na Boaxosi. ITiocmagoio cmana nosa nybnixayis €ecenis Hocosea, npucesuena numannio nouamkie Hoscopooa na
p- Bonxosi. Mema yiei nybaixayii — exazamu oCcHOGHI NpOMuUpiyys, WO BUHUKAIOMb NPU YUMAHHI ICMOPUYHUX Odicep el
npo Hogzopoo IX—X cmonime nopieuano 3 pe3yibmamamu apxeonio2iyHux 00ciiodcens ybo2o micma. Bucnoenioiouu nogi
mipkyeanns €. Hocos 3anuwue noza yeazoio nu3ky gakmis, aki eumazaioms noscrenus. Ilo-nepwe, oonyckanouu, wo
nepsicue 2opoouujeHcvke YKpinjiene noceneHHs cl08'aH Mano Ha3ey 'Xoamv-2opoov’ H0820p0O0CbKULl OOCHIOHUK He
NOACHUB, AKUM YUHOM YA 2INOMemuyHa HaA36d Kopenoemvcs i3 mononimom 'Xoam' Cnasencvkoco Kinysa, nepuia
3a00KyMenmosana 32adka npo saxuti oamyemocs 1134 p. Ilo-opyee, asmop ne nHagooums 00cmamunbo 8a2OMuX NPUYUH,
Akl 0 smywysanu ckanounasie Plopuxa naszeamu nepebyoosane Humu 2opoouujencvke ykpiniennus Hoezopodom, a ne
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30epeemu 6dice BKOPIHEHY HA MicyesoMy IpYHmMI ckanOuHascovky Gopmy "Holmgardr'. Ilo-mpeme, no2odxcyrouucy 3 mum,
wo Haticmapwa Hasea ' Xoamwv-copoov''Holmgardr’ miyno npuoicunacs 6 CKAHOUHABCLKOMY cepedoguwyi i
BUKOPUCIMOBYBANACA HA O3HAYEHHA HACENeH020 NYHKMY pO3MAulo8ano2o Ha eumokax Bonxosa, eunaodano 6 nazey
' Nepoyapdag' euznamu makxor, wjo cmocy8andacs HaceieH020 NYHKMY, pO3MAaulo8ano20 3HA4HO NiG0enHiwe, 3a Melcamu
6NAUBY CKAHOUHABCLKUX Kononicmie [10eoaxog’s. Ilo-uemeepme, €. Hocoe axkyenmye ysazy na momy, wjo 32a0ka npo
npuxio Propuxa 0o Inbmens, oe 6in 3pybas copod nad Boaxoeom, nosnicmio monocpaiuno 8ionogioae Micyro
posmawysanns cydacnozo I'opoouwa il pozmawogyemocs 2 km 62opy 3a meuicto i0 oumunys 1044 p. Oounauve asmop
yuuxae 32aoxu npo aecenoapuuii Cnosencox. Ilo-n’sme, aimonuchi 0nogioi nNpo NPUKIUKAHHA 6apseie, AKuMuU 0
ACKpagumu 60HU He euoasanucs, € aecenoapuumu. Ilopywene ceoco uacy B.Ilapxomenxom numanmns niedennoi
noxanizayii nimonucnoeo Hoszopooa IX=X cm. ne cnio obxooumu 6oxom. Cnodisarocsi, 36epHymo Ha ylo npodiemy yeazy
i H082OPOOCLKI HAYKOBYT, NPU BCIX NAMPIOMUYHUX NOYYMMAX MA 6cyneped HayKoeill inepyii.

Knrouosi cnosa. Hoszcopoo, Neuoyopdas (Hemorapoac), Holmgardr (Xoamrapo), Propukose 2opoduwye, noxanizayis,
apxeonoeiune 0amy6amisl, 3aCHy8AHHs MICIA, HAUMEHYBAHHS, APXIMEKMYPHO-APXEO0N02IUHI 00CTIONCEHHS.



