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n. 4. MAKAPOB

YOoMypTCKuiA rocyaapcTBeHHbli yRusepceuTeT
Wxenck, Poccus

PYCCKAR KOJTOHU3ALINA BATCKOrO KPAS:
NPOBNEMbLI, 3TAMbLI, OCOBEHHOCTU

Bonpocst pycckovt konorusarm Ipukames,
TOM YHMcITe ¥ BATCKOTO Kpast, He pa3 paccMaTpuBa-
ek asTopoM. ONHAKO OCTAIOTCS HepelleHHBIMIY
HEeKOTOpBIe IIpoBIIeMsl, TPebYIoLTIe NaTTbHEVIIIIX
YCUTTVI VICCTIEOBATESIC. Ho TIpeKIe OTMETUM Te,
KOTOPHIe yaaoch Gorree VT MeHee YIOBIETBOPY-
TETBEHO Pa3peln(Th,

McToxXu KOMOHM3AIMY CBA3AHE C PasIny-
HBIMW peruodamu BraguMupo-Cysparsckoro
KHsKecTBa ¥ HOBropoficxor seMmy, a ormocpe-
IOBaHHO — W C BeIXomuaMm us IOxHO® Pycu.
Hawuaso nipeBrHepyccKOro sacerleHvs OTHOCHTCS K
TOMOHTOJTECKOMY BPEMEHW, ITO oM TREPXKIAST-
€51 ApXEOJIOrMIEcKUMYL JAHHBIMY ¥ CBEIEHUSIMMU
MECTHBIX MCTOUHMKOB («ITosecTs 0 cTpane Bar-
cxov»). Konorusarms ssrrekoro Gacceviya Hocu-
JIa XapaKTep COYeTaHUs OBYX OCHOBHBIX (QOpM:
CTUXMIHOV (KPECThSHCKOV) ¥ NPYXKWHHOM (M3
HOBTOPOJICKMUX W BEIMKOKHTKECKUX 38MeTh).
TlepBOHATaIBHO Ha BSITKe CIIOXKMIOCE HECKOTh~
X0 (OT [ABYX [0 YETHIPEX) ApPeBHepyCeKux 0B
(o «[Tosectm» — Huxymmpsx v Kotemsrrd; mo
apXeoQJIOTMYeCKUM MaTepuarnaM IPeqIonoXn-
TeNbHO (pukcupyeres ITvpkeMcKkast v, BO3MOXKHO,
JleGsoxcKo-YpKyMcKast. 3aTeM ITPOVICXOMUT CITu-
aHve obmwH B eguHoe ofpasosarue «Barckas
3eMJIsI» C IIEHTPOM B BaTke-XIBIHOBE, UMEBIIee
BEeUEBYIO (DOpMY ITPpaBIIEHNs, OMHAKO OTIITIHYI0
ot TaxoBotr B Hosropone u Ilckose u ripovcxo-
OSALYI0, TO-BUOUMOMY, U3 BEYUEBBIX CTPYKTYD
TeppuTopwm KHsbkects Cepepo-BocTowmon Pyc.
ITpenmomnaraeTcs y9acTue B CIIOKEHWW U YIIPas-
nervyt BSITCKO 3eMIIev TIpeyicTaBuTesIen MecT-
HOT (YIMYPTCKOVL U WyOCKOY, ITO3JHee — TaTap-
CKOT) TUTEMEHHOT 3HaTH. Borpexy MHEHWIO pana
VICTOPVIKOB apXeoIoriaecKiie MCTOUHMKYL BKYTIe
€ MECTHBIMY ITUCbMEHHBIMI TIOATBEPKHAIOT BO3-
HUKHOBeHNe GONBIIVECTBA TOPONoB Ha Birke He
B XIV-XV BB., a HeCKOTLKO paHbllle — B KOHLE

L. D. MAKARQV

Udmurt State University
Izhevsk, Russia

RUSSIAN COLONIZATION OF THE VYATKA REGION:
PROBLEMS, STAGES, SPECIFICS

The issues of the Russian colonization of the
Kama River basin, including the Vyatka region
were discussed by the author more than once.
However there are still some unsolved problems
requiring further attention of the researchers.
To begin with let us mention those which were
more or less satisfactorily resolved.

The sources of colonization were tied to the
various regions of Vladimir-Suzdal principality
and the Novgorod land, and indirectly also to the
migrants from the Southern Russia, The beginning
of the ancient Russian colonization could be traced
back to the pre-Mongolian period, which was con-
firmed by the archeological data and the facts from
the local tecords (“Story of the Vyatka Land”).
The colonization process in the Vyatka basin was
a combination of the two main types: the spon-
taneous (peasants’ settlements) and the military
(from the Novgorod and the Great Principalities’
lands). Initially several (from two to four) ancient
Russian communities were formed on the Vyatka
(according to the “Story” Nikulitsyn and Kotel-
nich; according to the archeological materials they
were presumably the Pyzhem and, probably, the
Lebyazhsko-Urzhumskaya). Later these commumi-
ties merged into one administrative formation the
“Vyatka Land” with the center in Vyatka-Khly-
nov, which had a veche (popular assembly) form
of government. However it was different from a
similar organization in Novgorod and Pskov and
originated, most likely from the veche structures
of the North-East Russia principalities. It may be
presumed that the representatives of the local (the
Udmurt, the Chud, and later the Tatar) tribal nobil-
ity participated in the formation and governance of
the Vyatka Land. Contrary to the opinion of cer-
tain historians the archeological materials together
with the local written records confirmed the emer-
gence of the majority of towns on the Vyatka not in
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XII-XIII B., XOTS X TOPONCKOV CTATYC MEVCTBU-
TENRHO (PVKCUPYETCs B ZIOKYMeHTax 0ortee I103-
JTEero BpeMenu — c xoxra XIV — navana XV B.

V3 uvicra pobreM IpeBHEBITCKO VICTOPV,
OCTATOITWXCS. PEINEHHBIMI IPENIIONOKMTE b=
HO, OTMETHM, B TIEPBYIO odueper(s, crabo npen-
CTABIEHHBIV HaYaJbHbIW 3TAll KOJOHU3AIINY,
VMMEIONIHIt YPe3BEIYalHO MaIoe YMCI0 PaHHUX
Haxonok (XII-XIII BB.}, ¥ cBA3B 3THX HAXOMOK €
XOPOIIIO CTPATUOULIMPOBAHHEIMI KOMIUTEKCAMU.
He Bce BOIIpOCH CHATHI ITO XPOHOJIOIMY IPeB-
HEPYCCKOVE KePAMUKY W €€ STHOKYIBTYPHEIM
rpymraM. HecMOTps Ha o4eBUIHbIE YCTIEXW B
oIIpefeNneHuH CTEEHY JOCTOBEPHOCTH CBefe-
HUV MECTHBIX IIMChMEHHBIX VCTOIHUKOB (CM.
paboter nocnepuux net B, B, Husosa, . K. Vo,
A, JI. Mycuxuna, JI. I, Makaposa), Bce xe oc-
TAIOTCS HESCHBIMU OTHENTbHBIE CIOXKETEI, KOTO-
pBIe MOTYT GBITH PEIIEHE! apXeOJIOTIeCKMM
MeTomamu. ITo-ripexremy cnabo ucmoms3yrores
IaHHEIE 3THOTpad vy, TOTOHVIMUKYL, JTVHTBUCTH-
XM, PONBKIOPUCTUKY, TTOCKOILKY VX M3YdeHue
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMM CITET[VATIVCTAMM VIV He
ApousBomMTCs BOOGIIE, MV ITPOBONUTCS BECh-
Ma HeperyspHO ¥, XaK IIPaBUiIo, BHE CBI3X C
TIpobneMamyt KOIOHM3ar.

the XIV-XV centuries, but somewhat earlier ~ in
the end of the XII-XIII centuries, though it is true,
that their urban status was registered only in the
later time documents — of the end of the of XIV —
beginning of the XV centuries.

In the group of the ancient Vyatka history
problems that still remain unsolved we may
tentatively name first of all the poorly repre-
sented initial stage of colonization with the
extremely small number of the early finds (the
XII-XIII centuries), and the relation of such finds
to the well stratified complexes. Not all aspects
of the ancient Russian ceramics” chronology and
its ethnic and cultural groups are sufficiently re-
searched. Despite the obvious successes in de-
termination of the degree of authenticity of data
from the local written records (see recent publi-
cations by V. V, Nizov, D. F. Uo, A. L. Musikhin,
L. D. Makarov) there still remain some unclear
incidents which could be clarified with the help
of archeological techniques. The data of ethnog-
raphy, toponymy, linguistics, folklore are still
poorly employed since these issues are either
not studied by the specialists at all, or looked at -
only sporadically and outside of the context of
the colonization aspects.

n. 4. MANbIrKH

P. D. MALYGIN

TBEpCKON TOCYAEPCTBEHHBIA YHUBEPCUTET
Teepb, Poccus

Tver State University
Tver, Russia

OCHOBHBIE UTOTU UCTOPUKO-
APXEONOrMYECKOro U3YHEHUA
FOPOJA TOPXKA

He 6yner npeysenueHveM ToBopuTE 0 de-
HoMeHe TOPXXKa KaK apXeoJIoriyecKoro aMsIr-
Huka. VIsygas aTot ropor, no 1478 . Bxomsmit
B cocrab Hopropopmckoro rocynapcersa, a ¢ KOH-
1a XVIII 8. monasmini & Teepckyro rybeprmio,
Hororopxckas apxeororuvaecKas 9KCIIeI I
B TeueH e riocremamx 15 et obrapyxwna u uc-
CJIemOBATIA:
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MAIN RESULTS
OF HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOQLOGICAL STUDY
OF TORZHOK

It would be no exaggeration to describe the
phenomenon of Torzhok as the archaeologi-
cal monument. In the process of the study of
this town, which until 1478 was a part of the
Novgorod state, and from the end of the XVIII
century became a part of the Tver province, the
Novotorzhok Archaeological Expedition during
the 15 years of work has found and researched:



