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KYIVAN RUS’S TERRITORIAL UNITS: PROPRIETARY BELONGING OF THE 
SNOVSK’S THOUSAND IN XI-XIII CENTURIES

Like the medieval countries of Western Europe, Kyivan Rus’ also had its own adminis-
trative division. Its largest components were called “lands”. Over time, they became pos-
sessions of individual princely families. In turn, these “lands” were divided into smaller 
territorial units. In the composition of the Chernihiv-Siversk land, this was the Snovsk’s 
thousand.

Entering the possessions of the Novgorod-Siversk’s prince Oleg Sviatoslavych in 
1097, the Snovsk’s thousand until the 40s XII century  was an integral part of the do-
main of the Novgorod-Siversk’s princely throne; therefore, it was not a separate subject 
of inter-princely relations in the Chernihiv-Siversk land. However, its transfer by Igor Ol-
hovych to his cousins in 1146 led to the fact that in the future confrontation between the 
Davydovychi and Olhovych, the Snovsk’s thousand caused the most disputes and, accord-
ingly, during 1146-1160 several times passed from one to another. The transformation 
of the Snovsk’s thousand into the princely inheritance of the sons of Vsevolod Olhovych 
also made adjustments to relations in the Olhovychi’s family itself. Because of personal 
political action of Sviatoslav and Yaroslav Vsevolodovychi, they were twice deprived of 
these possessions by their uncle. Particularly acute question of control over the Snovsk’s 
thousand arose in the second half of the XII century. Exactly because of her, there were 
two military clashes between the Olhovychi themselves.

The administrative re-subordination of a number of volosts, including the Snovsk’s 
thousand, to the Chernigov princely throne, significantly undermined the economic po-
tential of the Novgorod-Siversk’s princes. This led to the fact that, in political terms, 
Novgorod-Siverskyi lost its former significance in the first half of the XIII century turned 
into the center of an ordinary princely inheritance in the Chernigov-Siversk land. A thor-
ough review of these processes just set out in the proposed research.

Keywords: Snovsk’s thousand, Chernihiv-Siversk land, prince, princely throne, vo-
lost’ (province), Olhovychi, Davydovychi.
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Relevance of the research topic
Kyivian Rus’ is medieval country formed at the territory of Eastern Slavic tribes’ re-

settlement. The initial core of mentioned country consisted from Kyiv and Pereiaslav 
cities, but Chernihiv city was mentioned at the historical sources since 907. Chernihiv-
Siversk land was formed at the beginning of the ХІ century. It was an administrative 
center formed at the result of extension of the country borders. This land included 
the sizable territories of modern Ukraine, Belorussia and European part of Russia. 
Chernihiv-Siversk land became the property of the princes since 1054. Svyatoslav 
(died at 1077), the forth son of Kyiv ruler Yaroslav Mudryi was the founder of the 
dynasty. His sons Oleh (died at 1115) and Davyd (died at 1123) were the founders 
of two family lines: the Olhovychi and Davydovychi ones. The last line finished via 
parental lineage at 1166. They retaken Kyiv at the result of feudal wars a couple of 
times but the princes general demesnes always stayed inside of Chernihiv-Siverskyi’s 
land. This status was stable till the middle of ХІІІ century and Mongol invasion stop 
functioning of Chernihiv-Siversk land as holistic feudal formation.
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There is some information from the medieval sources that Chernihiv-Siversk 
land was separated on smaller territorial units at administrative sense. These units 
were property of Olhovychi and Davydovychi representatives (Olhovychi ones after 
1166). According to the sources and historical researches Chernihiv volost’ (prov-
ince), Zadesennia, Radymychi, Podesennya, Viatychi, Lisova zemlia (Forrest land), 
Poseim’ia, Putyvl’s volost’, Novgorod-Sivers’ka volost’ and Snovsk’ thousand were the 
administrative and territorial units. The last one is mentioned at the sources since 
1149 р. 1. One’s borders encircled the central regions of Olhovychi and Davydovychi 
(14,000  square km approximately  2. The main center of this territorial unit was 
Snovsk town. There are some additional towns of Snovsk’s thousand according to an-
cient sources: Starodub, Ropsk, Rosus’, Synin Mist, Sosnytsia, Khorobor, Blystosvit and 
Berezyi ones. 

The “thousand” term is derived from the decimal social organization. The most of 
researchers postulate that is appeared at the military democracy period 3. The “thou-
sand” was a territorial and administrative unit of Kyiv princes’ property at Х centu-
ry 4. They implement this administrative division at newly occupied territories. The 
archeological and written sources analyze shows that Snovsk’s thousand territories 
(as administrative unit) formed between the end of ІХ and beginning of ХІ centuries. 
This unit was a bridgehead for spreading of Kyiv princes power on the territories of 
Eastern Slavic tribes (radymychi, siveryany and viatychi tribes) 5. The Snovsk’s thou-
sand become an administrative and territorial unit of new feudal-territorial forma-
tion at 1054 when Chernihiv becomes a capital of the separate princedom. 

Presenting the research statement 
Till 1097 Snovsk’s thousand had strong relations with Chernihiv according to 

archeological data. Also this unit had second place by the temps of social-econom-
ic development (the capital volost’ had first place). This fact is also argued by two 
of three known cumans campaigns (kumans according to the Western chronicles) 
to Chernihiv-Siversk land. Mentioned campaigns were directed to the territories of 
Snovsk’s thousand 6. It is a fact that these neighbor tribes were interested in populat-
ed territories where they can catch more spoils. 

The act of Lubets’k meeting of the princes (1097) delimited the lands of 
Svyatoslavychi. According to the document, Chernihiv-Siversk land was disunit-
ed. The first part was owned by Oleh Svyatoslavych, the second one was owned by 
Davyd Svyatoslavych. Their youngest brother Yaroslav received neighbor territory 
with center at Murom city. The sources let us make a conclusion that Davyd received 

1	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 384.
2	 Kovalenko V. “The Borders and Natural Conditions of Annalistic Snovsk’ thousand”, 78-83.
3	 Gorskii A. Old-Russian Retinue (To the History of Class Society and State Genesis at Rus’), 65; Gru-

shevskyi M., The History of Ukraine – Rus’, T. 1, 307.
4	 Yushkov S. “The Sketches of History of Feudalism Origination and Initial Development of at Kyivian 

Rus”, 278-279.
5	 Grigoriev A. Severian Land at VIII – beginning of XI centuries according to archeological data, 187, 

202, 209-210; Nasonov A. «Rus’ land» and Origination of Ancient Rus’ State, 57-59.
6	 Laurentian Chronicle, col. 172, 248.
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three more administrative units (Podesennya, Radymychi, Zadesennia) together with 
Chernihiv city. The older Oleh was defeated at feudal war and lost his rights for main 
center of Chernihiv-Siversk land. Another units including Snovsk’s thousand became 
Oleh’s property (according the sources from 1149)  7. He made Novgorod-Siverskyi 
the capital. Thus, the new princedom was created at the territory of Chernihiv-Siversk 
land. 

7	 Zaytsev A. The Chenigov Princedom, 80, pic. 2. 
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The right of Chernihiv presbyter was received by younger brother Yaroslav after 
Davyd Svyatoslavych death (prince Oleh died earlier). His nephew Vsevolod Olhovych 
(prince of Novgorod-Siverskyi) run him out and settled in Chernihiv at 1127  8. Aft 
this fact, the abused uncle called Kyiv prince for help but successful diplomacy of 
Vsevolod hasn’t let this conflict to become a big-scale war. Prince Mstyslav Kyivskyi 
accepted his right for Chernihiv receiving Novgorod-Sivesk’s volost’ from Vsevolod 9. 
Mentioned changes cause new redistribution of property between Chernihiv-Siversk 
princes. According to sources, Yaroslav Svyatoslavych came back to Murom after his 
lost of Chernihiv 10. Later sources (when Vsevolod Olhovych was a prince) shown that 
he also owned Novgorod-Siversk administrative unit Viatychi. At 1027 he received the 
lends subordinated to Chernihiv since 1097 11. There are no information concerning 
the demesne of Volodymyr and Izyaslav (sons of Davyd Svyatoslavych). Only histori-
an V. M. Tatishchev (first half of XVIII century) wrote that Vsevolod Olhovych handed 
Novgorod-Siversk princedom to Davydovychi but the proofs of this fact are unknown 12. 
This fact is also proved by the finding of the “initial stone” at the wall of Spaso-
Preobrajenskyi Cathedral at Novgorod-Siverskyi. It demonstrates that cathedral was 
built by Volodymyr and Izyaslav Davydovychi 13. We underline that this distribution of 
property was normal for that time realities and feudal relations between the princes. 
According to abovementioned, Davydovychi received Novgorod-Siversk princedom at 
downsized format because two of its territorial units (Viatychi and Poseim’ia ones) 
were owned by Kyiv and Chernihiv rulers. In fact, cousins of Vsevolod Olhovych re-
ceived three administrative units (Lisova zemlia, Putivls’ka volost’, Snovsk’s thousand) 
form him together with Novgorod-Siversk volost’ at 1027. It is logically to acknowl-
edge that prince throne was appeared at Snovsk for youngest Davydovych (Izyaslav), 
and older Volodymyr received his throne at Novgorod-Siversk. But a lot of arguments 
doesn’t let to make this conclusion. The information from chronicles (1149) says that 
Snovsk’s thousand hasn’t had separate prince appanage. At the list of territorial units 
of Novgorod-Siversk land only this land has name “thousand” 14, demonstrating ones 
archaic character together with absence of separate prince appanage. We want to 
demonstrate the notice from chronicles (1155): “At that day Svyatoslav Olhovych’s 
nephew (Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych) came to him and kiss the cross (take an oath 
– author). At that time he gave three cities to him, but Snovsk he took himself, and 
Korachev, and Vorotyns’k, because [Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych] was his, [Svyatoslav 
Olhovych], refuse him (sell him – author). And Svyatoslav Olhovych go to Snovsk» 15. 
As we see, the chronicle author doesn’t use “thousand” name for this territorial unit 

8	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 286, 290.
9	 Laurentian Chronicle, col. 296-297.
10	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 290, 292, 293.
11	 Laurentian Chronicle, col. 310.
12	 Tatishchiev V. The History of Rus’, T. 2, 139.
13	 Bagalei D. The History of Siversk’ Land up to the Middle of XIV Century, 291.
14	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 384.
15	 The Rus’ Chronicle, 265.
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and traditionally uses information about throne city of Svyatoslav Olhovych (son of 
Vsevolod Olhovych) and Snovsk’s thousand was at this status at that time 16.

Vsevolod Olhovych catch Kyiv (the capital of Rus’) in 1139. It caused new redis-
tribution of demesnes between the relatives on Novgorod-Siversk land. According to 
chronicle analyze, Igor Olhovych (the brother of Kyiv ruler) owned Chernihiv volost’ 
Radymychi at that moment  17. The other Olhovych (Svyatoslav) owned Novgorod-
Siversk administrative unit Poseim’ia which were recovered from Monomakhovychi 
(the prince family started by the fifth Yaroslav Mudryi’s son Vsevolod) in 1138 18. In 
1139 Vsevolod Olhovych’s cousins (Volodymyr and Izyaslav Davydovychi) owned the 
demesnes they received in 1127. It is hard to image that Chernihiv prince (who had a 
war with Monomakhovychi in 1135) could downsize them to find new enemies.

Becoming an owner of Kyiv, Vsevolod Olhovych immediately quarreled with his 
brother Igor. Before Vsevolod promised to give him back Chernihiv but he give it to 
Volodymyr Davydovych 19. The hopes of young Olhovychi to receive other lands (Volyns’k, 
Smolensk and Pereiaslav ones) were also broken. They hope to give them back from 
Monomakhovychi in a military way 20. Unsuccessful military activity of new Kyiv ruler 
caused signing of peaceful act with them. According to chronicle data, the compro-
mise between Kyiv prince and his family appeared in 1142. At the result, ownership at 
the Chernihiv-Siversk land was distributed in a following way: Davydovychi received 
all father’s lands (Chernihiv volost’, «Zadesennia», «Radymychi», «Podesennya»), the 
younger Olhovychi received downscaled Novgorod-Siversk princedom (it is possible 
that Igor owned Novgorod-Siversk volost’, Snovsk’s thousand and «Forest land», and 
Svyatoslav owned Putivl’ volost’ and «Poseim’ia»), and administrative unit Viatychi 
prince Vsevolod Olhovych left for oneself even staying in Kyiv 21.

Catching the capital of Rus’, Vsevolod Olhovych raised the authority of Chernihiv-
Siversk princes at the interstate political relations. But they started loosing of these 
positions after his death. It is a paradox, but Vsevolod Olhovych made a lot of efforts 
to disjoin the family for his personal interests. 

Cancelling the previous agreements with Monomakhovychi, Vsevolod Olhovych 
announced his brother Igor as his successor of Kyiv throne in 1145. Svyatoslav 
Olhovych and Davydovychi also swore of this fact  22. This agreement was also con-
firmed immediate before the Vsevolod Olhovych death 23.

The Kyiv ruler dates on August 1, 1146. The malaise started at the capital of Rus’ 
and local boyars in a secret way invited Pereiaslav prince Izyaslav Mstyslavych (form 

16	 Zaytsev A. The Chenigov Princedom, 98-99.
17	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 311; Chronicle of Resurrection List, 33; Chronicles collection named as Patri-

archal or Nikon Chronicle, 166.
18	 Ipatiev Chronicle , col. 299; Chronicle of Resurrection List, 32; Chronicles collection named as Patri-

archal or Nikon Chronicle, 164.
19	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 303.
20	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 304-305.
21	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 309, 311-312, 329, 337.
22	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 318.
23	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 321.
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Monomakhovychi family) with his military forces to Kyiv. Trying to control the situ-
ation Igor Olhovych called Davydovychi for help, but these cousins didn’t hurry with 
help and willing to raise one’s territory  24. The sources don’t contain information 
about new demesnes of Davydovychi, but we can suppose that Igor Olhovych gave to 
his cousins Dregovychi volost’ and Snovsk’s thousand (according to chronicle from 
1149) 25.

At the result of Davydovychi act of perfidy, Olhovychi lost the battle hear Kyiv 
with Izyaslav Mstyslavych in 1146. During the six months, they lost their demesnes 
at Chernihiv-Siversk land (Novgorod-Siversk volost’, «Viatychi», «Lisova zemlia» and 
Putivl’ volost’ were received by Volodymyr and Izyaslav Davydovychi, and «Poseim’ia» 
was received by the son of new Kyiv ruler 26. But the situation changed at the second 
part of 1147. Sviatoslav Olhovych regained his Viatychi volost’ and catched Podesennya 
having support from Suzdal’ prince Yurii Dovhorukyi (Sviatoslav’s older brother 
Igor was arrested in 1146 and killed by Izyaslav Mstyslavych next year) 27. This sit-
uation pushed Davydovychi to change political orientation and address Svyatoslav 
with peaceful agreement together with getting previous Olhovychi’s lands back  28. 
The princes couldn’t agree, but finally they signed the agreement29. According to the 
chronicle from 1149 р., Svyatoslav received not all the territories of Olhovychi’s fa-
therland («fatherland» is a territory with the right of descent and which are owned by 
the separate prince’s family according to Lubets’k meeting). In our opinion, receiving 
Snovsk’s thousand let Davydovychi to stay the owners of the volost’ when Oleh was 
arrested and Svyatoslav performed the negotiation. In 1149 р. Svyatoslav take it back 
using situation of Kyiv ruler change and being at the role of the head of Olhovychi 
family. 

We can make a conclusion that Snovsk’s thousand was owned by Davydovychi 
(even it was a part of Olhovychi’s “fatherland”) at the result of Vsevolod Olhovych’s 
politics and was a compensation for his right for Chernihiv throne. Up to the middle 
of ХІІ century this territorial unit called “thousand” without having status of separate 
prince’s appanage. Even more according to the mentioned facts this land was consid-
ered by Chernihiv-Siversk princes as a part of domain of Novgorod-Siversk prince’s 
throne. Changing of the throne’s owner automatically caused changing of the own-
ership of Snovsk’s thousand. Weak political situation of Igor Olhovych forced him to 
separate this land form prince’s domain and give this volost’ to Davydovychi in 1146. 
This fact was a precedent to tendency for transformation of Snovsk’s thousand into 
the separate prince’s appanage.

The analyze of the sources (dedicated to activities in the middle of XII century) 
let us to link appearing of new prince’s throne in Snovsk’s thousand with Svyatoslav 
Vsevolodovych (older son of Vsevolod Olhovych). At the result of father’s rul-
24	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 324.
25	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 384.
26	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 338, 342, 343, 347, 355.
27	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 342.
28	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 342-343.
29	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 342-346.
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ing at Kyiv this prince lived outside of Chernihiv-Siversk lands. In 1147 he went to 
Davydovychi to ask for demesnes at Chernihiv-Siversk lands leaving the volost’ at 
Kyiv land 30. According to the chronicles, Snovsk’s thousand was owned by Izyaslav 
Davydovych up to 1149. According to the same sourced, it was owned by Svyatoslav 
Vsevolodovych in 1155 31. There is a question how and from whom he received the 
volost’? We already wrote that Svyatoslav Olhovych took away Snovsk’s thousand 
form Izyaslav Davydovych at 1149 (the representatives of Monomakhovychi (Yurii 
Dovhorukyi and his nephew Izyaslav) fighted one against another). At 1151 the ruler 
of Kyiv was changed again and Olhovychi together with Yuri Dovhorukyi loose the 
battle at Ruta river. Probably, at that moment Izyaslav Davydovych take the volost’ 
back as a wartime ally of the new Kyiv prince. This fact also is proved by information 
from the peace agreement between Izyaslav Davydovych and Olhovychi (1151). This 
document contains the fact of previously occupied land assignment to Izyaslav 32. At 
chronicles we can find the facts that Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych already had his appa-
nage prince throne at 1152 33. We think that this prince get Snovsk’s thousand from 
his uncle Svyatoslav Olhovych in 1149-1151 instead of Izyaslav Davydovych (accord-
ing to B.  Rybakov (1971)  34). This fact is also proved by the next historical events: 
for example, Svyatoslav Olhovych (as a ruler of family) take away this volost’ form 
Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych for his treason 35.

The content of XII century sources depending the activity at Chernihiv-Siversk 
lands was interpreted by some historians as a fact of Snovsk’s thousand disintegra-
tion with adding to the lands of Kyiv appanages. We think that analysis of this infor-
mation doesn’t let us make this univalent conclusion.

The researches point that Snovsk’s thousand ceased to exist as a whole adminis-
trative-territorial union at the second part of XII century. They consider the chron-
icle information dated 1156 as an argument of this fact. This information says that 
Izyaslav Davydovych nephew (Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych, son of dead Volodymyr 
Davydovych) escaped from Berezyi town (South-West part of Snovsk’s thousand) and 
occupied uncle’s Podesennya volost’. At the same time Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych (sup-
ported by Smolensk prince) also rebelled against his uncle. Then Izyaslav Davydovych 
(who was on negotiation with cumans together with Kyiv prince Yurii Dovhorukyi 
and Svyatoslav Olhovych) performed the march to Berezyi town where Svyatoslav 
Vsevolodovych was at that moment. Rostyslav Smolenskyi came to help Svyatoslav 
Vsevolodovych form Starodub town (North part of Snovsk’s thousand). The matter 
terminated by peace agreement between Chernihiv, Novgorod-Siversk princes and 
one’s nephews near Mstyslav town (Smolensk’s lands) 36.

30	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 343.
31	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 379.
32	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 444.
33	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 460.
34	 Rybakov B. «The Tale of Igor’s Campaign» and his contemporaries, 111.
35	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 479.
36	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 484, 485.
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P. Golubovskyi (1908), O. Andriiashev (1928) and V. Kovalenko (1995) perceived 
this activity as a fact of separate prince appanage existence at Berezyi town which was 
a property of Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych (the Davydovychi clan representative)  37. 
O. Zaitsev (1975) thought that text of this chronicle see out present time due to later 
re-writing (the chronicle with mentioned information has been re-written at) in in-
jure way. Thus, according to his opinion, it doesn’t let us make any final conclusions 38.

Before everything else we have to underline that mentioned historians (according 
to their works) made a mistake considering Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych as a general 
figure of the 1156 conflict. But he couldn’t be this figure because he was only eleven 
years old (his parents married in 1144) 39. Trying to analyze some events of previous 
two years and analyze carefully the text of this chronicle (1156) we can see that “adult” 
princes are the initiators of the conflict. We thinks that they were Smolensk ruler 
Rostyslav Mstyslavych and Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych (the last one was from Olhovychi 
clan, but was a nephew of Rostyslav Smolenskyi maternally). These princes has many 
reasons for such kind of activity. Rostyslav was defeated by Izyaslav Davydovych and 
lost Kyiv at 1154. The second prince was deprived of the most of one’s demesne (in-
cluding Snovsk’s thousand) by Svyatoslav Olhovych. At 1142 Smolensk prince tried 
to expand one’s demesne by means of some Chernihiv volost’s («Radymychi» and 
«Podesennia») and it initiated longtime controversies between the princes 40. Thus, we 
can consider that Rostyslav Smolenskyi received the right for the mentioned territo-
ries using cabal approaches. Standing at the side of Rostyslav Smolenskyi, Svyatoslav 
Vsevolodovych hoped to regain Snovsk’s thousand. In our view, it is proved by his visit 
to Berezyi town and presence of Smolensk military forces at Starodub town at the 
beginning of the conflict. It looks really that Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych also was an in-
termediary of the agreement between Rostyslav Smolenskyi and his mother together 
with Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych boyars. 

It is written at the chronicles (1156) that Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych gone from 
Berezyi town. In our view, it proves that he was there not as a ruler but as an owner of 
other kind rights. The question is risen: why this young prince happen at Berezyi town 
of Snovsk’s thousand (Olhovychi property) instead of Davydovychi lands? We think 
that answer can be formulated if some events of previous five years will be discov-
ered. There was a longtime scramble for Kyiv between Suzdal’ prince Yurii Dovhorukyi 
and Volyn ruler Izyaslav Mstyslavych in 1151. Regularly Davydovychi acted together 
but that year they emerged at the different conflict sides. The reason of this fact still 
unknown but it is possible that the conflict between brothers was a reason. Thus, 
in 1151  Volodymyr Davydovych and Olhovychi clan supported Suzdal’ prince, but 

37	 Andriiashev O. The Sketch of Colonization History of Siversk’ Land at The Beginning of XVІ Century, 
104; Golubovskii P. The Historical Map of Chernigov Governorate up to 1300 year, 4; Kovalenko V. 
The Borders and Natural Conditions of Annalistic Snovsk’ thousand, 82.

38	 Zaytsev A. The Chernihiv princedom, 83.
39	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 317.
40	 Miatselski A., Smolensk-Chernihiv Borderland in XII century in the area between Dnieper and Desna, 

151-157; Ipatiev Chronicle , col. 311; Chronicles collection named as Patriarchal or Nikon Chronicle, 
166.
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his younger brother Izyaslav supported Volyn one. At later battle Yurii Dovgorukiy 
and his allies were defeated and Volodymyr Davydovych died 41. Taking into account 
the previous conflict between the brothers, Izyaslav became a new Chernihiv ruler 
and derived all Davydovychi lands and Volodymyr’s widow had to seek refuge at the 
other folks. Probably they received the refugee at Svyatoslav Olhovych or Svyatoslav 
Vsevolodovych (we think that the last one already was the owner of Snovsk’s thou-
sand including Berezyi town  42. Thus, widow of Volodymyr Davydovych temporary 
owned mentioned town with the rules of local tax receiving. The quarries also prove 
this thesis. For example, wife of Svyatoslav Olhovych get Oblov town at 1158 43. Thus, 
there are no reasons to authorize that Berezyi town became a separate prince ap-
panage in the middle of ХІІ century as well as substantiate that Snovsk’s thousand 
stopped its functioning as a consolidated administrative-territorial union. 

The analysis of developments of the middle of ХІІ  century let us suppose that 
Svyatoslav Olhovych give back Snovsk’s thousand to Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych 
at 1156. It was a result of peace agreement between Olhovychi and Davydovychi. 
Next year Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych received Novgorod-Siverskyi prince throne be-
cause Izyaslav Davydovych went to Kyiv and Svyatoslav Olhovych went to Chernihiv. 
Mentioned prince turned his volost’ to his younger brother Izyaslav. In our view, it is 
proved by chronicle of 1158: Yaroslav met princess of Izyaslav Davydovych (who lost 
Kyiv at that days) at Ropsk town (at the centre of Snovsk’s thousand) and accompa-
nied her to his husband at Radymychi volost’ 44. But some researchers (Shynakov and 
Minenko 1993) perceived this information as a fact of the separate prince throne ex-
istence at Ropsk town 45. We suppose that there is a contradiction between the men-
tioned conclusions and the route analysis which was used by Izyaslav Davydovych 
wife. According to the sources, she wanted to reach Radymychi volost’ but in this case 
she had to pass through the lands of Chernihiv and Novgorod-Siversk princes who 
had contradictions with her husband Izyaslav Davydovych. Thus, the princess went 
to her brother-in-law at Pereiaslav town and next to Gorodok town at the border of 
Pereiaslav and Novgorod-Siversk lands. After this she went to Glibl’ town at the bor-
der of Chernihiv volost’ Zadesennia and Vyrsk volost’ (property of her husband). And 
after this she went to Khorobor town (North part of Snovsk’s thousand) and Ropsk 
town 46. As we can see, the territory of Snovsk’s thousand was a comfortable territory 
for her escape between the lands of hostile princes. Thus, the owner of Ropsk volost’ 
and whole Snovsk’s thousand Yaroslav Vsevolodovych (neutral depending Izyaslav 
Davydovych) and the princess could pass the route and departure to her husband. 

It is possible that Yaroslav Davydovych was deprived his property (Snovsk’s thou-
sand) by his uncle Svyatoslav Olhovych because of the conflict before 1160. It can be 
41	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 438.
42	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 444.
43	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 502.
44	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 502.
45	 Shynakov E., Minenko V. The localization of Ormin and Ropesk − the chronicle centers of Chernihiv 

land, 42-43.
46	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 502.
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proved by the military march of Izyaslav Davydovych (he had a war with Svyatoslav 
Olhovych) to the North lands performed at this year 47. Izyaslav Davydovych wouldn’t 
choose this aim if Yaroslav Vsevolodovych was the owner of Snovsk’s thousand (as we 
wrote, he helped the wife of Izyaslav Davydovych). Also at 1160 Svyatoslav Olhovych 
and his allies violate Podesennya volost’ (these lands were the property of Svyatoslav 
Volodymyrovych − the nephew of Izyaslav Davydovych. But protection of famous 
Suzdal’ prince Andrii Boholubskyi let Svyatoslav stay the owner of volost’ and even 
expand his property. According to peace agreement, Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych ac-
knowledged suzerainty of Svyatoslav Olhovych at receive Snovsk’s thousand form 
Chernihiv prince 48. It is possible that these actions of Svyatoslav Olhovych pushed his 
own nephews (Svyatoslav and Yaroslav Vsevolodovychi) to get agreement with his 
enemy Izyaslav Davydovych.

According the mentioned facts we suppose that Novgorod-Siversk prince throne 
lost one’s value as administrative centre of territorial unions at the second part of 
ХІІ century. And Olhovychi settled at Chernihiv. Novgorod-Siversk princes actually lost 
their control under Svonsk thousand already during Svyatoslav Olhovych governance 
(he died at 1164). Becoming a Chernihiv ruler (1164), Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych 
cancelled the rights of Novgorod-Siversk princes for Snovsk’s thousand as well as 
for some other lands they owned since 1097  49. Understandably, that these actions 
of Chernihiv princes caused resistance from the side of Novgorod-Siversk rulers. At 
the second part of ХІІ century (after 1160) there were only two military conflicts at 
Chernihiv-Siversk lands and both of them for Snovsk’s thousand.

The first conflict took place at 1166 when childless last representative of 
Davydovychi clan (Svyatoslav Volodymyrovych) died. He was the owner of Podesennya 
volost’ and Snovsk’s thousand. Chernihiv ruler Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych gave 
Snovsk’s thousand to his brother Yaroslav and gave Podesennya to his son in spite of 
the previous agreement with Novgorod-Siversk prince Oleh Svyatoslavych (oldest son 
of Svyatoslav Olhovych). This way of lands distribution was unadmitted by Rostyslav 
Kyivskyi but he only sent merit certificates to Chernihiv prince 50. Oleh Svyatoslavych 
was invited by the citizens of Starodub town and tried to grasp Northern lands of 
Snovsk’s thousand in abortive way. As a response, Yaroslav Vsevolodovych togeth-
er with allies (cumans) attacked Novgorod-Siverskyi. The unexpected sickness and 
treason of Rostyslav Kyivskyi pushed Oleh Svyatoslavych to admit unprofitable peace 
agreement with Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych  51. But next year’s activity demonstrated 
that Novgorod-Siversk prince admitted Snovsk’s thousand lose as temporary fact.

The second war raised at1174. Using conflict between Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych 
and Kyiv prince, Oleh Svyatoslavych attacked Starodub town again but he didn’t catch 
the town. His expectations for allied Kyiv prince also were broken: the prince burn out 
two near-border towns and stopped. Also Kyiv prince admitted peace agreement with 
47	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 508.
48	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 509, 525-526.
49	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 525, 602, 679.
50	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 525.
51	 Ipatiev Chronicle, col. 526.
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Svyatoslav Vsevolodovych. After that Kyiv prince started counter-attack which was 
finished by the battle near Novgorod-Siversk where Oleh Svyatoslavych got beaten 52. 
In accordance, he had to abjure his previous territorial claims. Thus, after mentioned 
final of conflict (1174) the control for Snovsk’s thousand passed to Chernihiv prince 
throne. This fact is also proved by the archeological sources. Thus, the diggings of 
Synin Mist town (near-border point of Snovsk’s thousand which controlled the road 
from Starodub from Novgorod-Siversk) demonstrated that one’s fortifications were 
renewed at the second part of ХІІ century 53. We suppose that this fortifications ren-
ovation was a result of previous campaigns of Novgorod-Siversk prince to Starodub 
(this town stayed to be controlled by Chernihiv prince throne).

The sources demonstrate that situation depending Snovsk’s thousand hadn’t 
change at the first half of ХІІІ century. It was controlled by Chernihiv princes at that 
period. This administrative-territorial union left a property of Vsevolod Olhovych 
successors 54.

Conclusions 
Thus, big area and near-border placement of Snovsk’s thousand (between 

Chernihiv and Novgorod-Siversk prince thrones) caused that it had a valuable place 
at the system of interrelations of Chernihiv-Siversk princes. But the value and sta-
tus of this administrative-territorial union was different at period of ХІ – first half of 
ХІІІ centuries.

As a part of the Novgorod-Siversk prince Oleh Svyatoslavych lands since 1097, 
Snovsk’s thousand was an inalienable part of the domain of Novgorod-Siversk prince 
throne. That is why it hasn’t been a separate subject of inter-prince relations at 
Chernihiv-Siversk lands. But at 1146 the control was passed from Igor Olhovych to 
his cousins that caused the fact that Snovsk’s thousand became subject of contradic-
tions between Olhovychi and Davydovychi. At 1146-1160 it passed from one hands to 
another ones a couple of times. There were some important correctives in relations 
inside Olhovychi clan because of transformation Snovsk’s thousand into the prince 
appanage for Vsevolod Olhovych sons. Because of own political activity, Svyatoslav 
and Yaroslav Vsevolodovychi were two times deprived the rights for this lands by 
their uncle. The question of control over Snovsk’s thousand rose critically at the sec-
ond half of ХІІ century. This question caused two military conflicts inside Olhovychi 
clan. The administrative re-governance of some volost’s (including Snovsk’s thou-
sand) to Chernihiv prince throne extremely reduced the economical potential of 
Novgorod-Siversk princes. It was a reason for decreasing of the political value of 
Novgorod-Siversk. At the result it transformed into the center of usual prince appa-
nage of Chernihiv-Siversk lands at the first part of ХІІІ century.
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