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Abstract

This article analyses the names of Novgorodians that appear in two Hanseatic
documents from the beginning of the fourteenth century. Together, they shed
further light on the identities and relationships of individuals in medieval
Novgorod. In the first document, dated 1331 and written in Middle Low Ger-
man, I will concentrate on a person called Thyrentekey. I will propose that this
individual is the same person that is mentioned in a birchbark document (under
the name Terentij Koj) and in the First Novgorod Chronicle (Terentij Danilovic).
With regard to the second Hanseatic document (1311-1335), which is in Latin,
I will examine a mysterious and distorted list of names of Novgorodians (and
Pskovians), who “were betrayed by their own slave, who is called drelle in the
vernacular.” This list most probably includes the name of the posadnik Semen

* Twould like to express my gratitude to my Moscow colleagues Evgenij V. Akel’ev,
Pavel V. Lukin, Sergej V. Polexov, and Andrej Ju. Vinogradov for their comments and
help with practical matters pertaining to the two Hanseatic documents discussed in this
paper. I am also greatly indebted to Aleksej A. Gippius for his detailed feedback on the
tentative interpretation of the document from the years 1311-1335 (see Section 3),
and to Marina A. Bobrik for further insightful remarks.
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Klimovic (symon filius klementis), whose son, Jakun, figures in the 1331 document
(jacone symonen sone possatnicke), together with Thyrentekey.
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nicle, social network analysis

Peziome

B crathe peus naeT 00 MMeHaX HOBIOPOAIIEB, YIIOMITHAeMBIX B ABYX TaH3EMCKIX
AokyMenTax Hadaaa XIV Beka. Oba 9Tu J0KyMeHTa BMeCTe TI03BOAAIOT ITPOABI-
HYTBCSA B MASHTUDUKAIINN AT0AeTi, SXuBIuX B Hopropoge B 9Ty 910Xy, 1 B3aMO-
cBsI3ell Mexxay HuMu. B nepsom goxymente, nanncannoM B 1331 roay Ha cpea-
HEHVKHEHEeMEILIKOM SI3bIKe, sl COCPeJ0TOdy BHMMaHUe Ha YelOoBeKe II0 MMeHIU
Thyrentekey 1 mocTtaparocs mokasaTs, 9TO pedb IAET O TOM Ke Jea0BeKe, KOTO-
poiit ynomunaetcst Kak Tepenmuii Koit B 04HOI 13 GepecTsSHBIX TPaMOT M Kak
Tepenmuii Aanurosuy — B Ilepsort HoBropoackoii aerormcn. B apyrom, cocras-
A€HHOM Ha AaThIHM A0KyMeHTe ['ansbl, gatupyemom 1311-1335 rt., MeHst UHTEpe-
CyeT 3araJOuHbIil (C MCKa>KeHUAMM) CIIMCOK MMeH HOBIOPOALIeB U IICKOBUYEI],
KOTOpEIe “OBblAN BBIJaHBI IX COOCTBEHHEIM paboM, B TpocTopeunu drelle”. B aToT
CITVICOK, OYeBUAHO, BKAIOYeHO nMs nocagauka Cemena Kanmosuya (symon fi-
lius klementis), cera KoToporo SIkyn ¢urypupyet smecte ¢ Thyrentekey u B g0-
kymenTe 1331 roga (jacone symonen sone possatnicke).

KnoyeBsble C10oBa

ApesHnit Hosropoga, I'anseiickuii coios, bepectsansle rpamotsl, Iepsas Hosropoa-
CKasl AeTOIINCh, aHaAMU3 COLIMaAbHBIX CeTem

1. Introduction

Over the last decades much progress has been made in establishing the iden-
tities and social networks of persons who lived and worked in medieval Nov-
gorod. These persons were not only public figures such as posadniks, tysiatski
and other boyars. We also know the names of ordinary people and their busi-
ness: merchants, household or estate managers, financial administrators, crafts-
men, priests, etc., or simply what their concerns in daily life were—of men
and women, young and old, most notably dealing with family affairs and legal
matters. All these people who can be associated with a single medieval city
appear in historical documents that have come down to us in a variety and
quantity that is unparalleled if we compare them with the historical evidence
from other major cities in the Middle Ages.

In studying medieval Novgorod, we encounter public figures and ordinary
people primarily in writings on parchment, birchbark, and in stone.! The

1 Other writing surfaces, on which we mostly find single words or shorts texts, include
(precious) metal (coins, ingots, “snake amulets,” liturgical objects, etc.), lead (seals),
slate (spindle whorls), wax (coated on wooden tablets), and wood (cylinder-seals,
tally-sticks, panel icons, etc.). For a detailed overview, see [Franklin 2002: 16-82].
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social elite is predominantly present on parchment, especially in the chronicles
and particularly in the First Novgorod Chronicle. However, the names of the
upper strata of society are also frequently attested in writings on birchbark
and even graffiti on church walls. These two writing surfaces were also used
by many other individuals to communicate with each other (on birchbark) or
to leave their traces—their names, hopes and thoughts—in a public space (on
church walls). A telling example is the boyar, priest and icon-painter Olisej
Grecin, who lived at the turn of the thirteenth century and appears in the First
Novgorod Chronicle (under the year 1196), in several birchbark letters, and
most probably as the author of graffiti in the Hagia Sophia in Istanbul as well
[see Schaeken 2017a: 133, with further references].

In addition to the chronicles we find other parchment documents in which
Novgorodians appear who also make their appearance elsewhere, most pro-
minently in birchbark letters. The contents of these parchment documents can
be of a personal or public nature; in the latter case they mainly relate to formal
contacts with other principalities or internal governmental affairs. A special
subgroup are the documents that testify to the close commercial relations be-
tween Novgorod and the Hanseatic league. They have been preserved from the
late twelfth century onwards and have survived in different languages: Middle
Low German, Old Russian, and Latin. Already in the oldest extant treaty
(1191-1192), between Novgorod, Gotland and the German Cities, we find a
prominent boyar, Miro$ka Nesdini¢, who served as posadnik of the city and
occurs on several occasions in the First Novgorod Chronicle and in corres-
pondence on birchbark. Even the envoy of the treaty, a person called Griga—"1
(Prince Jaroslav Vladimirovi¢) have sent my envoy Griga to (conclude) these
terms”—, seems to be mentioned in a list of names on birchbark [Schaeken
2017a: 128]. In fact, this birchbark list (N2 935, ca. 1180-1200) also includes
the name of the aforementioned Olisej Gre¢in [NGB 12: 32-34].

In this paper, we will further explore the social networks in medieval Nov-
gorod by concentrating on evidence provided by two Hanseatic documents.
Both documents are dated to the first decades of the fourteenth century and
contain names of Novgorodians whom we also encounter in the birchbark cor-
pus and the First Novgorod Chronicle.

2. The Hanseatic document from the year 1331:
the case of Thyrentekey

The first Hanseatic document to be discussed is a well-known report of Ger-
man merchants to the council of Riga about conflicts with the Novgorodians.
The Middle Low German manuscript is dated to the year 1331 and consists
of a single parchment sheet, which is kept in Riga in the National Archives
of Latvia (f. 673, app. 4, no. 18/26). The most recent edition can be found in
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Lukin’s 2014 monograph [2014: 521-531, with Russian translation],? in which
he carefully examines the function and composition of the Novgorod vecte.
The 1331 document mentions a number of Novgorodians who played a role in
the confrontation with the Hanseatic merchants. The passages, in which they
occur, are given below:

Table 1

1331 Original
(edition [Lukin 2014: 521-531]

1331 Translation [Ibid.]

[1] | des sanden se boden vte deme dinghe Torma oHM MoCTAIN TTOCTAHTIEB € Beda
to den duschen. eynen de heyt K HeMIIaM, oJHoro ssaan ®uiaumm, a
phylippe . von eynen de heyt zyder Broporo 3Baju Cugop, crapocra
den olderman

[2] | vnn worpen en Jowanen vor. de to 1 cocnanucy' na MoaHHa, koTopblit
darbete slaghen wart // de dar heytet ob11 yout B [leprre // ®KoTOpPOTO 3BAN
Jowane Cypowe // de borchgreue Noann Cein // nocaguuk [. . .] or ume-
[. . .] vann Jowanen kindere weghene nu gereii Moanna, csoero 3ars //
sines swaghers // mit Jowanen nicht Huvero He geqauu ¢ Moanuom // cBoero
to donde // eren boyernen Jowanen 6osspua Moanna

[3] | do sprach eyn rusce de heyt Toraa roBopuJI OfMH PYCCKUii, 110
Thyrentekey umenn TepenTuii

[4] | eynen de heyt Matphe Coseken. vnn oxroro mo nmexn Margeii Koska,

eynen de heyt zyluester vnn Oliferien
den Olderman // Och warf deselue
olyferie de Olderman. men scholde
eme gheuen. V. stucke syluers. von
syluester. V. stucke. von matphe
coseken eyn scarlakens cleyt // eyn
de heyt matphe Coseke

onHoro 110 uMenu CuabBeeTp, u
Ouepns, crapocry // Takske

tor cambiii Qugpepuii, crapocra,
JoOuBaJICsA, YTOOB eMy A O TPUBEH
cepebpa u CuibBecTpy 5 rpuBeH u
Margew Koske — Garpsanoe nmiarse //
omun 110 umenn Margeit Kozka

(5]

do quam eyn de heyt boris zyluesters
sone

IIpunieJ HeKTo 110 UMeHN BOpI/lC
CuibBecTpoB ¢blH

(6]

eyme de heyt zacharie phyfilate . vin
eyme de heitet jacone symonen sone
possatnicke

O/THOMY 10 UMeHU 33,Xapl/lﬂ
DeopuIAKTOBUY U IPYTOMY 110 HMEHH
Axyn cpin CumoHa mocajHIKa

The document identifies ten individuals by name from the Novgorodian side.
As already pointed out by Lukin [2014: 420—-421], two of them are well known
from the First Novgorod Chronicle:

e Jowane Cypowe (see [2]) is Ivan Syp. He is mentioned under the year

1329 as an envoy, who was killed in Jur’ev (“Toro xe sbra y6uina s FOpbeb
HOBIOPOYKOTo 1ocJia Myxa dectHa MBana Coima”; [NPL 1950: 342], and

2 See [Polechov 2017: 38-39] for further references to the scholarly literature.
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e Matphe Coseken (see [4]) is Matfej (Varfolomeevi¢) Kozka, who was
Ivan’s uncle and whose name occurs several times as of the year 1331.3

Furthermore, in the same chronicle we find another name, which is related to
one of the persons mentioned in our document:

¢ The posadnik Semen Klimovi¢, who must have been the father of Jakun,
i. e. jacone symonen sone (see [6]), mentioned for the first time under the year
1293 [Lukin 2014: 343]. We will return to Semen Klimovic in Sections 3 and
4 below.

As for three other individuals, Lukin is of the opinion that an identification on
the basis of evidence from the First Novgorod Chronicle is less clear:

o Thyrentekey in [3] might be identified as Terentij Danilovi¢, mentioned
under the years 1333, along with a certain Danil Maskovic¢, and 1340, along
with Matfej Kozka. In view of [4], it is obvious that the latter connection
contributes to the plausibility of the identification proposed by Lukin
[Lukin 2014: 336].

o gyluester/syluester in [4] might be the same person, whose name is
attested as Selivestr VoloSevic under the year 1339, although the identification
is merely of a speculative nature [Lukin 2014: 337].

e The same holds for boris zyluesters sone in [5]: a relative of zyluester/
syluester? | Lukin 2014: 343].

The names of the four remaining Novgorodians do not appear in the First
Novgorod Chronicle and a possible identification remains inconclusive:

e Is phylippe in [1] the same person mentioned under the same name in
another Hanseatic document, dated to the year 1338 [Lukin 2014: 336]>

o Is zyder den olderman in [1] the same person as mentioned under
the same name in yet another Hanseatic document, from the year 1342
[Lukin 2014: 336]?
e Who is Oliferien den Olderman in [4] [Lukin 2014: 292-230, fn. 313]?
o  Who is zacharie phyfilate in [6] [Lukin 2014: 343]?
If we now look at the evidence on birchbark, we first encounter Matfej Kozka
(see [4]), who was posadnik between ca. 1332 and 1345, and figures several
times in the correspondence from the early 1340s between a group of boyars,
including Davyd, Esif Davydovic, and Mark [see DND 2004: 534-538].

Second, we encounter the likely wife (widow) of Ivan Syp (see [2]) in the
birchbark document N¢ 261-264 (ca. 1360-1380), which consists of a list of

3 Matfej Varfolomeevic Kozka was the son of Varfolomej Jur’evi¢ Kozka; Ivan Syp was the
husband of Varfolomej’s sister. The “borchgreue” (posadnik) not mentioned by name
in the 1331 document (see [2]) was undoubtedly Varfolomej Kozka, who held office
between 1316 and 1342 [Lukin 2014: 421; Janin 2003: 502].
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names and goods that should be understood as a memorandum of wedding
gifts received from the invitees to the ceremony [DND 2004: 608-611].* The
third entry of the list reads in the Russian translation: “Ot CbinoBo¥i XeHbI 5
(6nrom), cadpbsin”. As Zaliznjak points out in [DND 2004]: “YuursiBasi pej-
KOCTb UMeHU Coins, CleflyeT NPU3HATh HEKOTOPYIO BEPOSTHOCTh TOTO, YTO
Coinosasa — 3T0 BOBa «My’Ka yecTHa» MBana Cblina, HOBTOPOJCKOIO IIOCJA,
youtoro B OpbeBe B 1329 1. (HILJT). B MoMeHT rubesiu ee My»ka OHa BIIOJIHE
Morja OBITh ele MOJIOAA, T. €. 0koyio 1370 r. eil Moryo 6biTh 60-70 ner”
[Ibid.: 611].

In the remainder of this section, I will try to show that the person named
Thyrentekey in our Hanseatic document (see [3]) might be identified as
Terentij Koj, who appears in the ninth entry of the birchbark list N¢ 261-264:
“Ot Tepentus Kosi 5 (611101), oTpes. . .".

First it should be pointed out that Thyrentekey must have had a special
connection with Ivan Syp if we read the Hanseatic text in more detail (cf. the
excerpts in [2] and [3] above), which says in the Russian translation: “Torzna
pyCCKYe He 3aX0TeJId JaBaTh HeMIlaM BpeMeHH, HO TOBOPUJIY TaK: IaliTe HaM
BIHOBHBIX VJIU BBI BCe Oy/leTe MepPTBbI, U COCIAMUCh Ha FloaHHA, KOTOPBIHA
6b11 your B JlepnTe. Toraa HeMIlbl TOBOPHUJIN: Bl MOXKETe Hac BCEX BMeCTe
yOUTB, [XOTs| MbI Be/lb IIpHe3KaeM MO/l PYKOW BeJIMKOTO KHS35 M BCEX HOB-
ropozues. Torza roBOpUII OAWH PYCCKUMA, O UMeHU TepeHTHiA: IPHUIIJIO Te-
Tepb BpeMs, YTOOBI BbI Bce yMepsiu oT Hamreit pyku” [Lukin 2014: 409)].

Second, the spelling of Thyrentekey is unique if we compare it with other
attestations of the same name in Hanseatic documents: Tyrentey, Terentey,
Terentejen, Terente(n), Terenteen, Therenti, Therothen.” It seems that -key in
Thyrentekey represents some sort of addition to the basic name. In fact, final
-kej may be identified with the nickname (Terentij) Koj as attested in the birch-
bark list.® According to Vasil’ev [2005: 144], Koj can be connected to Proto-
Slavic *kojiti ‘to calm, to silence’ (cf. Russian pocit’, pokoj, etc., as well as the
personal names Koj in Old Czech, Koya in Old Polish, Koji¢ in Serbian, Kojka
in Bulgarian, etc.). The unexpected spelling -e- in -kej instead of -o- in Koj
can be corroborated by other examples in Hanseatic documents; for instance,

4 See also [Schaeken 2017b], with comments on the specific meaning of two lexemes,
cator and bljudo, which occur in the birchbark list.

5 See for instance the Middle Low German and Latin Hanseatic documents from the
years 1286 (Tyrentey Rutenus; see [Goetz 1916: 147], 1345 (Terentey; [LUB 2: 385]);
1392 (Terentejen; [LUB 3: 693]); 1392, 1396, and 1550 (Terente(n); [Ibid.: 693];
[GVNP 1949: 83]; [RLU 1868: 375]); 1392 (Terenteen; LUB 3: 695); 1392 (Therenti;
[LUB 3: 694]); 1423 (Therothen; [GVNP 1949: 103]).

¢ Elsewhere on birchbark we find the name Terentij in N2 69 (ca. 1280-1300;

[DND 2004: 512-514]), N2 1064 (second half of the thirteenth century; [Gippius
and Zaliznjak 2016: 8]), and N2 1097 and 1098 (two birchbarks from the fourteenth
century, which were recently found in the 2017 excavation season; see the preliminary
report by Zaliznjak and Sicinava [2017].
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in the text under discussion we find the same variation in zyder for Sidor (see
[1] above).” Incidentally, if we take a closer look at the original we see that the
scribe experienced some difficulty in writing down the name. He first left out
the syllable -ze- between Tyren- and -key and inserted it afterwards above the
word: Thyré‘key (é = en according to medieval spelling conventions); this may
indicate that he was not very familiar with the unusual name.

Finally, I would like to return to Lukin’s observation, according to which
Thyrentekey might be the same person as Terentij Danilovi¢, who appears
twice in the First Novgorod Chronicle, together with Danil Maskovic (1333)
and Matfej Kozka (1340). This first person was a boyar whose family, the Mas-
kovy, must have lived on St. Elijah’s Street (II'ina ulica) on the Trade Side of the
city [Janin 1981: 55, fn. 12]. It remains a matter of speculation whether Teren-
tij’s companion, Danil MaSkovi¢, was somehow connected to Maksim Maskov,
who figures in the last entry of the birchbark list N¢ 261-264: “Ot Maxkcuma
Mamkosa 5 (6:10z), capbsn.” The same holds for the eighth entry where we
read the name Jakun: “Or xens! SIkyHa, @omuHo# cHoxY, 3 (6111013),” it might
be pure coincidence that the same name appears in our Hanseatic document
(jacone symonen sone; see [6] above).

In sum, if our Thyrentekey in the Hanseatic document (1331) can be iden-
tified with Terentij Danilovi¢ in the First Novgorod Chronicle (1333 and 1340),
and with Terentij Koj on birchbark (ca. 1360-1380), it is quite plausible that
he must have been around 20-30 years in the late 1320s, hence of the same
young age as Ivan Syp, and of the same age as Ivan’s widow at the moment of
his mention in birchbark document N2 261-264, let’s say 60-70 years old.

3. The Hanseatic document from the years 1311-1335: /sti sunt viri
qui proditi sunt. . .

The next Hanseatic document is more obscure than the one discussed in the
previous section. It is kept in Moscow in the Russian State Archive of Early Acts
(RGADA, £. 1490, op. 1, no. 21).% The text is written in Latin on three parch-
ment sheets and was included several times in nineteenth-century collections
of Hanseatic documents.” Editions are provided in Sartorius and Lappenberg

7 See also for instance in the Hanseatic document from the year 1392 Cidere(n) for Sidor
and Iwanewitz/ Ywanewitze for Ivanovi¢ [LUB 3: 693-694]. Besides e-o variation, we
also encounter e-g variation in the rendition of Russian names, such as Cidaren for
Sidor (in the same document; [Ibid.: 695] or eren boyernen Jowanen (“cBoero 6osipuna
Voanna”) in [2] above.

8 Olim Archiv der Hansestadt Liibeck, Urkunden, Externa, Ruthenica, no. 18.

° For an extensive overview see the website of the Liibeck City Archive: Liibeck City
Archive (http://www.stadtarchiv-luebeck.findbuch.net; last access on: 06.06.2018) (>
“07 Urkunden, Testamente, Kassenbriefe” > “07.1-3 /25 - Russland (Ruthenica); Kontor
zu Novgorod” > “Ruthenica 187).
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[1830: 156-161] and in Urkundenbuch der Stadt Liibeck [LibUB 2/1: 565-
569]. As far as I know, later references are sparse and marginal.'

The document is dated 1335, after June 4, on the basis of two identical
notes in the manuscript, at the end of the second and third sheet: Hanc litteram
dominus Hinricus de Bocholte tulit de Nogard(ia) anno MCCCXXXYV, post Pen-
thecosten (“Sir Heinrich of Bocholt brought this document from Novgorod in
the year 1335, after Pentecost”).!! The main body of the text consists of a list of
goods, which were stolen by Russians from German merchants on their travels
between Novgorod and Pskov in the years 1288-1311. Skvajrs and Ferdinand
[2002: 160] speculate that the text must have been compiled shortly after 1311.

The main text can be found in three different versions (in different hand-
writings),'? on the first, second and third parchment sheet (basically starting
with Hec dampna Theutonicis mercatoribus infra Nogardiam et Pleschow in
bonis suis contingebant. . .). On the other side of the second and third sheet we
find two similar versions of further specifications regarding the nature of ac-
cusations made against the Russians (Hij sunt articuli contra Ruthenos. . .). It
remains unclear what the purpose was of drawing up different versions of the
same event.!?

But what is most interesting in the light of the present article is a sup-
plementary note of ten lines on the back of the first sheet, which contains a
list of names, designations, and specific locations of people from Novgorod
and Pskov. The note is included in the edition of Sartorius and Lappenberg,
who comment on the bad condition of this part of the manuscript: “fast ganz
verloscht, meist entstellte Nahmen und kaum lesbar” [1830: 161]. Liv-, esth-
und curldndisches Urkundenbuch |6: 44] only gives the beginning of the text and
notes that the names are of no particular interest (“von keinem besonderem
Interesse”). This is far from true. The relation between the note and the main
text remains enigmatic,'* including the dating; perhaps the supplement may
also have been compiled shortly after 1311, or later, somewhere before 1335.
Nevertheless, it is significant in its own right, because it contributes to our
knowledge and understanding of the people and their social networks in the
medieval Novgorodian lands.

The following edition of the supplement is based on [Sartorius and Lap-
penberg 1830: 161; LiibUB 2/1: 567, fn. 15], and my own inspection of the

10 Cf., e. g., [Skvajrs and Ferdinand 2002: 159-160; Squires 2009: 58, 70, 90, 220].

11 Cf. [LUB 6: 44]: “von dem Liibeck’schen Rathsherrn H. von Bocholt nach Pfingsten
1335 aus Nowgorod mitgebracht”.

12 See [LitbUB 2/1: 569] for paleographic details.
13 Cf. the conjectures in [Sartorius and Lappenberg 1830: 156, fn. 1].

14 See [HUB 2: 78], with reference to [LitbUB 2/1: 567, fn. 15]: “auf der Riickseite
des Blatts Namen ‘verrathener’ Russen, die in diesem Zusammenhange nicht
unterzubringen sind.”
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original. The first entry (]1]) was also published in [LUB 6: 44] and has been
taken into account as well.

Table 2

Supplement on the first sheet of the 1311-1335 document

(1]

Isti sunt viri qui proditi fuerunt a proprio seruo qui drelle in vulgo dicitur
veraciter? in ante quam suspenderetur | et fuit de villa sla[n/u]kauice?

[2] | primus dicitur dymiter [17] | Ttem poppe de sla[n/u]kauis ex | villa
rospope. abraham.
[3] | Item stepan sistnich. [18] | filii clerici cuseman.
[4] Item manul. [19] | Item petrus filius. symeonis.
[5] | Item jurie | [20] | Item cuzma [my]de.
[6] | Item ro[g/z]be[n/u]. [21] | Item | sydile.
[7] | Ttem essip cusila[m/ni/ui]s. | [22] | Item domaz.
[8] | Item gleba dimit[ini/riu/ [23] | Item kanan duo fratres.
ruils.
[9] | Item ywan posudnich. [24] | Item foma vter strate. Item rouaz
vlich[se].*
[10] | Item yvt[um] micula | ex [25] | Item | cusa[m]a kalikenis.
uilla regina de plescowe
[11] | paulus de villa conradi. [26] | Item stepan copuil vter strate cusma
demian vlychse
[12] | Item ratimer de plescowe. [27] | symon filius | klementis vter state
rogatece
[13] | Item [f]ere | [m]echdonie. [28] | jone filius gleben.
[14] | Item vechsen barde. [29] | yvan posudnich
[15] | Item jurien knegse: [30] | allochsa de dj[mini]ssa |
[16] | Item misinich. [31] | Item cusile ex villa regina cum pueris

suis

First of all, it should be noted that the transcription above can only be tentative.
In several instances, an exact reading of the text is impossible because it is not
clear which specific word is implied. This is especially the case regarding the dis-
tinction between 7, u and v, and the interpretation of ., which might also be read
as ni, ui or vi."> Ambigous readings have been placed between square brackets;
for instance, cusila[m/ni/ui]s in [7] might be read as cusilams (as in [Sartorius
and Lappenberg 1830: 161; LibUB 2/1: 567, fn. 15], but also as cusilauis (as
suggested below). A correct interpretation of the text is all the more difficult

15 Note the scribe’s inconsistent use of an accent mark to distinguish the letter 7 (7); see,
e.g., misinich in [16], with an accent mark only on the first i.
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because the scribe obviously had little understanding of the Russian words he
was copying. He must have been a German considering the Middle Low German
words he uses in [1] (drelle as a translation of Latin servus) and in [24], [26] and
[27] (vter strate as a translation of Russian ulica); see further below.

The first sentence ([1]) is an explanation of the list of names in the re-
mainder of the text: “These are the men, who were betrayed (proditi fuerunt)
by their own slave (a proprio seruo), who is called drelle in the vernacular (in
vulgo), truthfully,'® before he would have been hanged (suspenderetur), and he
was from the village/estate (de villa) sla[n/u)kauice.” Since we have no further
context or any other relevant historical sources, it is impossible to reconstruct
the specific course of events. It looks as if the scribe wanted to make clear to
his fellow countrymen in their own language that the ‘servus’ in question was
a drelle, which is a translation of Old Russian xolop ‘(dependent) serf’; perhaps
he wanted to avoid a misinterpretation of ‘servus’ as rab ‘slave’? The word
drelle in a medieval Russian context is attested in another Hanseatic document
(1268/1269), which mentions the place Dhrelleborch, i. e. Xolopij gorodok, loca-
ted near Novgorod.!” The toponym sla|n/u]kauice, where the drelle came from,
cannot be identified with certainty. As far asI was able to find out, there is a place
called Slavkovici near Pskov, which is mentioned by Vasil’ev [2005: 345]; a pos-
sible identification would imply the conjecture slauk(o)uice for sla[n/ulkauice.'®

Let us now take a look at the list of names, designations and locations.
Most of the personal names are well known: Dmitrij/Dmitrin [2], Stepan in [3]
and [26], Manu(i)!in [4], Jurijin [5] and [15], Esip in [7], Glebin [8] and [28],
Ivanin [9] and [29], Mikula in [10], Pavel and Konrad in [11], Ratemirin [12],
Barda in [14] [see Tupikov 1903: 40; Vasil'ev 2005: 358], Avram in [17], Kuzo-
main [18]," [20] and [25], Petrin [19], Sim(e)on in [19] and [27], Sudil in [21],%°
Kanan in [23],>* Foma in [24], Klement in [27]. In addition, allochsa in [30]

16 Obviously, the qualification “truthfully” refers to the testimony of the slave.

17 See [HUB 1: 230; Goetz 1916: 112]; cf. also [Skvajrs and Ferdinand 2002: 121;
Squires 2009: 25].

Another possible identification, as suggested by M. A. Bobrik (p.c.), is Slavenskij konec
(Slavno), located to the south of the Trade Side of the city of Novgorod. This alternative
interpretation is far removed from the original spelling sla[n/u]kauice, but not entirely
implausible considering the corrupt state of the transcription of Russian names and
designations.

1

3

19 Cuseman for Kuzema: cf. similar spellings in other Middle Low German and Latin
Hanseatic documents, e. g., Cusemann(um) [HUB 1: 379] and Kuseman [RLU 1868:
135, 145-147].

Cf. Sudils in birchbark letter N¢ 121a [DND 2004: 275]; note that the word has a
question mark in the glossary on p. 803), but also variants of the type Sudilo in the First
Novgorod Chronicle (the posadnik Sudilo Ivankovic; see [Janin 2003: 509] and Ssdils,
Swdila, Ssdyla in other birchbark documents [DND 2004: 795-796; NGB 12: 187).

Cf. the names Kanan and Konon in two Old Russian documents from the beginning of
the fifteenth century [DND 2004: 687, 692].

2

S

2
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might well be Aléksa (Oleksa); cusile in [31] is perhaps Kuzilo/Kuzila;?* and
domaz in [22] could be read as Domas [see Vasil’ev 2005: 299]. Other words,
which are probably also names, are far from clear: jone in [28] (Ioann?), vechsen
in [14] (Uecw?),?® ro|g/z]be|n/u] in [6] (connected with Rox?),?* and fere in [13]
(fe(de)re = Fedor?).
The situation becomes more difficult with regard to the interpretation of
further designations accompanying these names:
e Dmitrij/Dmitr in [2] is apparently a defrocked priest (Rospop). The
name of the priest in [17] is not mentioned; he is simply called Pop.
e Stepan in [3] might have been called Sestnik or perhaps even was a Sest-
nik,” whereas the Stepanin [26] is further named Kopy! [see Tupikov 1903: 195].
e Esipin [7] could be Esip Kuzil(o)vic if we read cusilauis (cf. cusile in [31]).
e Glebin [8] could be Gleb Dmitr(ie)vic if we read dimitruis.
e Ivanis identified twice as posudnich, in [9] and [29], and seems to be
the same person, who perhaps was a pos(a)dnicij (Celovek) or an (unknown)
pos(a)dnik.

e Kuzemain [25] is apparently Kuzema Kalikenic.?

o Furtheridentification of Kuzemain [20] as [my]deis unclear (Mude?).”

e Unclear is also de dj|mini]ssa in [30]: Latin de ‘from’ (?), followed by a
toponym (?), perhaps something like Diminici?*

e Equally mysterious is the designation [m]echdonie in [13].

e A very speculative interpretation of (jurien) knegse in [15] might be
knjaze or knjazij (Celovek), parallel to posadnik and pos(a)dnicij (Celovek) as

22 This was suggested by A. A. Gippius (p.c.), who also points to the toponym Kuzilovo in
the Yaroslavl Oblast. An alternative reading of cusile might be Kozel (cf. [Tupikov 1903:
187]; also attested in birchbark letter N2 410, [DND 2004: 508—509], which, however,
seems less plausible because of the deviating spelling (cu-, not co-, and esp. -sil- instead
of -sel-).

Cf. the spelling vechsen = Uecs (?) and vlich[se] /vlychse = ulica in [24] and [26]. The
name Uecs is attested in birchbark letters N2 1046 and 1047 [NGB 12: 147-149].

Cf. the name Rox in birchbark letter N2 610 [DND 2004: 571]; also Rox, Rosko in
[Tupikov 1903: 339] and [Vasil’ev 2005: 221-222]. As an alternative interpretation,
as suggested by A. A. Gippius (p.c.), the word might be a distortion (rogb- instead of
gorb-) of the name Gorbens/Gorbans/Gorbuns (cf. [Tupikov 1903: 113-114].

This was suggested by A. A. Gippius (p.c.); the meaning of the social term Sestnik is
unclear (see [DND 2004: 669].

Cf. the village Kalikinici and the personal name Kalika [Vasil’ev 2005: 273], which is also
attested in birchbark letter N¢ 917 [DND 2004: 641].

Cf. Mudo as recorded as a nickname of a certain Ivanko Elizar’ev in [RIB 1912: 352].

I owe this reference to M. A. Bobrik (p.c.). A similar form ending in -e, like in [my]de,
might point to a dual form.
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28 Cf. the toponym Diminici in the Kaliningrad and Kaluga Oblast.
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suggested above for [9] and [29].” We know of a knjazs Jurij in the period
the list may have been compiled; between 1316 until his death in 1325, there
was a Jurij Danilovic, Prince of Novgorod [see Janin 2003: 247, 263; Stepa-
nov 2007]. However, if we would combine [15] with the next entry, which
says misinich, we might also think of another public figure, namely Jurij Mi-
§ini¢, a prominent member of the leading MiSini¢i boyar clan in Novgorod
(Nerevskij konec), who served as posadnik from 1291 until his death in 1316
[see Janin 2003: 252-253, 511; DND 2004: 511].

Finally, in a number of instances the list tells us more about the places

associated with the individual names:

e In [10] we read that (yv#{um]?) Mikula is ex uilla regina de plescowe,
which is obviously the city of Pskov. Pskov is also mentioned in [12], but
now without the specification villa regina, which might point to the region
(principality) rather than the city. In [31] we find villa regina for the second
time: “Kuzilo/Kuzila (?) from the city together with his children.” The city is
not indicated, which probably means that we are dealing with the metropolis
of the region, Novgorod.*

e We already discussed de villa sla[n/u]kauice in [1], which reappears in
[17] as de sla[n/u]kauis with the addition ex villa abraham. Apparently, villa
(without regina) should be understood as ‘village’ or ‘estate’. The word is
also attested in [11]: “Pavel from the village/estate of Konrad.”

o Itis clear that vier strate in [24] and [26], and vter state in [27], should
be read as Middle Low German ‘from the street’, especially in view of vlich|se]
in [24] and vlychse in [26], which undoubtedly should be interpreted as ulica.
The streets mentioned in the three entries are all located in Novgorod: rouaz
vlich|se] in [24] is Rozvaza ulica in the Nerevskij konec on the Sophia Side of
the city. Only one street further on, in the same konec, we find cusma demian
vlychse [26], i.e. Kozmodemsjanskaja ulica. This means that Foma [24] and
Stepan Kopyl [26] must have lived very nearby. Sim(e)on, the son of Klement
[27], lived elsewhere in town, in the street rogafece, i. e. Rogatica, in the
Plotnickij konec on the Trade Side of the city.!

Whereas it is not possible to establish the identity of the neighbours Forma

and Stepan Kopyl, there is good reason to assume that Sim(e)on, the son of
Klement [27], is the same person as the posadnik Semen Klimovi¢, who held
office between 1292 and 1316, roughly in the same period as Jurij MiSinic (see

2 Cf. spellings such as knese, knesa, knesz, knessz for knjaze in other Hanseatic documents.
I was unable to find a spelling of the word that includes the letter g (knegse) or, similarly,

Jj (knejse).
% In the corpus of birchbark texts, the city of Novgorod is usually simply referred to as
gorod.

31 See the street maps of medieval Novgorod in [Gordienko 2007, esp. pp. 460, 464].
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above). The historical sources do not reveal the exact year of his death, which
must have been somewhere after 1317 [see Janin 2003: 252-253, 260, 509;
XorosSev 2007]. Semen not only appears several times in the First Novgorod
Chronicle, but also in a Hanseatic document dated to the year 1301, where we
also find his seal, which says Smenova pecate Klimovica [RLU 1868: 24-25;
GVNP 1949: 63; see also Janin 2003: 304].

It is interesting to note that Semen Klimovi¢ was a member of a boyar
tamily which is usually associated with the Prussian Street (Prusskaja ulica)
[see Janin 2003: 242, 278, fn. 65; Lukin 2014: 343], on the other side of the city,
on the Sophia side, not with the Plotnickij konec on the Trade Side, as recorded
in our list of names. However, there is evidence of a strong coalition between
the leadership of the Prussian Street and the Plotnickij konec, known as the
Prussko-plotnickaja bojarskaja gruppirovka [see Janin 1991: 20; Idem 2003:
259, 401-402; Dubrovin 2010, Idem 2013]. Of course, we do not know the
exact dwelling of Semen Klimovic¢, but the alliance between the two locations
in the city may well have caused confusion on the part of the compiler of the
list (or his informant).

4. Concluding remarks

The occurrence of the posadnik Semen Klimovi¢ in the mysterious list of names
presented in the previous section brings us back to the first Hanseatic account
which was discussed in this paper. In the document from the year 1331, we
encountered his son Jakun: jacone symonen sone possatnicke. It turned out that
two seemingly unrelated Hanseatic documents from the early fourteenth cen-
tury together shed further light on the identity and relationships of indivi-
duals in medieval Novgorod.

Novgorodians left behind marks of their existence in “domestic” writings,
in the records of the chroniclers, in their testaments, their financial trans-
actions, and many other official documents on parchment; in everyday corre-
spondence on birchbark; as well as on church walls in Novgorod. At the same
time, the names of some of these individuals have also survived in historical
sources that testify to the relations of the city of Novgorod with the world
‘outside,” with other principalities on East Slavic territory and far beyond,
as an international hub for traders. Undoubtedly, Hanseatic documents are
among the most prominent witnesses. There is a true wealth of evidence—
in an unparalleled variety—that gives us the unique opportunity to further
reconstruct comprehensive sets of social networks, and, ultimately, a full-
fledged prosopography of medieval Novgorod.
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