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REFLECTIONS ON THE READ

The review analyzes not only the content of the article “Russian roots in 
Crimea” written by the famous scientist-researcher L. F. Boltenkova and 

published in journal Issues of National and Federative Relations No. 8, Vol.9, 
2019, but also explores the logic of presentation. An attempt is made to answer 
the question why such studies appear in the scientific literature today. The arti-
cle, albeit briefly, but clearly traces a historical connection of the territories that 
form modern Russia: Crimea, the North Caucasus, the Volga region, Siberia, etc. 
since the time B.C. Historically, Russian roots appeared in Crimea naturally, 
in the period before Kiev Rus, they strengthened during the Kiev period of the 
Ancient Russian state. Due to the loss of sovereignty by Kiev and its entry into 
the Lithuanian-Polish state, successive Russian relations with Crimea were his-
torically carried out by North-Eastern Russia (Moscow). Although the main form 
of communications was “attack-defense,” but they forged the victory of Russia 
(Moscow) at the cost of incredible victims.

Key words: geopolitics, history, Crimea, Russia, “Scythia”, Khazar Kha-
ganate, Byzantium, Tmutarakan Principality, Chersonese (Kherson), Moscow.

The article “Russian roots in Crimea” written by the famous scientist-re-
searcher L. F. Boltenkova and published in journal Issues of National and Fed-
erative Relations No. 8, Vol. 9, 2019, from our point of view, has several levels 
of analysis: the first level is the geopolitical view and the narrative about the 
habitation “since the time B.C.” and the movement of numerous tribes in these 
territories, some of which are now part of the Russian Federation. We see an 
attempt to explain the historical relationship of the “territories forming modern 
Russia,” where Crimea is naturally included. This level of analysis has already 
been partially tested, including in relation to Crimea (1). 

Another level is the author’s personal reaction in respect of historical sub-
jects, facts and events, real and mythical, given in documents, and presented in 



454    Political Science Issues • Issue 4(34) • Volume 9 • 2019

Slizovskiy D.E., Medvedev N.P. 

historical studies by masters of the word and historical science. We believe that 
we can say with full confidence that the article has a cognitive, explanatory and 
assertive value. The essence of this value is that the reader has an opportunity to 
observe the author’s creative search and together with the author be in the posi-
tion of an analyst-researcher. Together they can mutually formulate the answer as 
an imperative of living and natural intersections and connections of the past and 
the actual present. This imperative formula is given by the author in the following 
sentence: “although the main form of communications was “attack-defense,” but 
they forged the victory of Russia (Moscow) at the cost of incredible victims.” 

It should be emphasized that the works of Russian authors published in recent 
years cover a wide range of issues in this subject [4; 17; 10. Pp. 157-172; 11; 14. 
Pp. 80-90; 15; 12. Pp. 20-26].

We would like to add to the above the efforts and circumstances that have not 
only shaped the “attack and defense” relationship for many centuries, but also 
modified this formula of relations and ties, laying the foundation for the present 
time federative relations. The degree of recognition or denial of such relations 
by some people does not seem to put an end to this historical process and dis-
cussions about it. Will the “attack and defense” relations be the eternal shadow 
and phantom pain of such ties and relations, and will these shadows and pains be 
materialized in politics, economy, behavior and reactions of future generations of 
the one people and its branches? 

Somebody may not agree with the answer given in the article and with the ex-
planation of the Russian roots in Crimea. But even that somebody cannot but detect 
an acute and urgent importance of the issue connected with the current status and 
future of Crimea, a part of the Russian territory and state, not only for the present, 
but of the actual presence of the past in the present. The past, addressing the present 
as both a tradition and a legend. As a tradition to reproduce the features of culture 
of the European-Atlantic, Byzantine thinking, as a tradition to support the culture of 
the native Russian (old Russian) way of cognition, including this issue. 

When the author writes in the abstract that: “historically, Russian roots ap-
peared in Crimea naturally, in the period before Kiev Rus, they strengthened 
during the Kiev period of the Ancient Russian state,” we should pay attention 
not only to the physical presence of Russian roots in this territory, but also to the 
emergence, even the source of the Russian religious consciousness in the territory 
of Crimea. We speak of course, about the baptism of Prince Vladimir and the sub-
sequent history of the spread of the Orthodoxy in the Russian land. Here, we not 
only support the author’s approach in substantiating her main idea, but also draw 
attention to the fact that before us in about 1037 to 1050 this mission was fulfilled 
by the monk, ascetic, philosopher, poet and the first Russian Metropolitan Hilari-
on of Kiev, the author of the immortal work “The Word about Law and Grace...” 
Saint Hilarion, who timed “The Word” to the 50th anniversary of the Baptism of 
Rus, thought it necessary to say that the Law, Grace, and Truth “filled the whole 



political Science Issues • Issue 4(34) • Volume 9 • 2019    455 

Reflections on the Read

earth and faith spread to all peoples, and reached our Russian people. And we 
praise our Prince Vladimir, who has baptized us.” [19]. Eschatological, religious 
Russian consciousness was at that time based on the tradition, which could not 
ignore all that was connected with Crimea and the city of Korsun (Chersonese). 
The deep meaning of such events, pointing to the Russian roots in Crimea and 
the Crimean roots in Russia and among the Russians, is that they go deep into the 
distant historical (even prehistoric) past, and Hilarion of Kiev was well aware of 
it. And if we do not follow this meaning, then these are our problems, our short-
comings and miscalculations. 

L. F. Boltenkova’s turning to the distant past is important because it explains 
much in the ties between Crimea and Rus and the Russians roots in Crimea through 
the ties and relations of the changing and mobile population of Crimea and the 
adjacent Russ-Russian territories where population (tribes) were also mobile and 
successively changing during the huge historical period of time. In the historical 
narrative, the author confidently uses terms and concepts already proven by the 
historical science, but controversial and not completely understood, the seman-
tic meanings of which are hidden behind them. This is especially true, when it 
concerns the connection of these concepts and their real historical subjects to 
the particular historical era and specific historical period. The most used in the 
article are terms and concepts that explain the location of the proto-state or state 
(Khaganate), city, geographical name, population (tribe) of the past eras, appear-
ing in the territory of modern Crimea and Russ-Russia: Alans, Arabs, Scythians, 
Sarmatians, Huns, Goths, Greeks, Ugric peoples, Budins, Fissagets, Issedons, 
Tatars, Tauris, Kallipids, Alazones, Scythians-ploughmen, Persians, the tribe of 
Sinids, Slavs, Khazars, and nomads-Pechenegs. In order to understand not only 
the presence of the Russian roots in Crimea, but their natural, historical signif-
icance for the Russian tribe and for the population of Crimea, the author cites 
dozens or hundreds of tribes, each of which has always fought for its existence 
and thus created material and spiritual values. In the process of this historical cre-
ativity, these tribes left imperishable monuments of their activity, or the reality, 
destroyed and plunged, proofs lost even in memory. Some of these tribes turned 
into an artifact, and lost their value as actual facts or subjects of history. And, in 
our opinion, formed a conviction and a firm view, emphasizing the importance 
of vitality and survival of the tribe “Rus,” which could not but appear in Crimea. 

The emergence of the Russian roots in Crimea is a natural and irresistible 
historical process that developed by someone’s command in a specific (extant in 
memory and writing) historical time and mentally delineated boundaries and ter-
ritories. It is possible to ignore this fact, or to shy away from it, to grimace about it 
or to distort such event and phenomenon (such tricks are in trend now), but even 
then its value and explanation would only strengthen because at sound judgments 
it is a right direction of thought reflecting the only correct interpretation of the 
historical past which has passed to the present. The author immediately, at the 
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beginning of the article, in one phrase claims her position: “Let’s pay attention 
that Russians in Crimea are recorded historically from the IX century. That is, it is 
not a guess or an assumption, it is a historical fact.” All subsequent rhetoric and 
analysis is a confirmation of this position. 

For this purpose, a wide picture of territorial spaces and subjects of historical 
process unfolds before us: from the Caspian sea to the Dnieper Nadporozhye, 
from the Volga region to the Northern part of the Black Sea coast, territories at the 
Kuban and Don rivers, the North Caucasus, even Western Siberia and Altai, the 
rivers (Volga, Oka, Vyatka), the cities (Kiev, Moscow, Sevastopol, Chersonese), 
the countries, proto-states and states (Scythia, Bosporus, Olbia, steppe and moun-
tain Crimea, Tavria (Tavrika, Tavrida), Taman, Tmutarakan, Kuban, Kiev Rus, 
Moscow Rus, Siberia, Uzbek, Kazan, Astrakhan and Crimean khanates, Khazar 
Khaganate, Turkey, Rzeczpospolita). Introduction to the analysis and factogra-
phy of such events and phenomena serve as the basis for an impartial analysis 
of the Russian roots in Crimea. How can it be otherwise, since from the ancient 
times the Crimean Peninsula has been the crossroad of not only sea transit routes, 
but the territory of movement for hundreds of ethnic groups and tribes. Anyway, 
even if you can find some flaws in the historical sequence of changes of the his-
torical periods experienced by Crimea and its population, we still see a clear line 
that explains the rapid nature of movement of the population in its territory from 
the prehistoric period to the ancient time (Greek colonies, Roman protectorate), 
through the middle ages (the Crimean khanate, Ottoman influence) and up to the 
inclusion of Crimea in the Russian Empire, to the time of new and modern his-
tory, when Crimea was Ukrainian and then again Russian. It is not necessary to 
look for an existential essence in these historical transitions, let it remain the  lot 
of scientists, if it were not biased by the political flair. Yet, we agree with the 
author that whatever was the degree and nature of the Russian roots in Crimea, 
no matter how historians and we determine their nature, it remains an imper-
ishable fact and phenomenon. It is possible that the author’s explanation and 
interpretation are of interest only to those who treat the historical past and the 
contemporary events in which the population of the Crimea is involved with 
the same sincere empathy, sympathy and compassion, with which the author’s 
consciousness and feelings are permeated. 

Yes, in the article, the author talks about the Russian roots in Crimea! It is 
undoubtedly the phenomenon difficult to explain and difficult to argue one’s 
position. To get out of such difficulties, L. F. Boltenkova has chosen, in our 
belief, the most optimal and effective way. Explaining her position, L. F. Bolt-
enkova does not enter into a dispute with her opponents. We would like to em-
phasize again, that, perhaps, this is the most convenient and effective method: 
the topic and any aspect of it have been and will remain the subject of heated 
discussions for a long time, probably indefinitely. There is a reason and a pretext 
for this [1. Pp. 16-22; 2. P. 279-343; 3; 9. Pp. 184-226, 388-436; 7. Pp. 37-68;  

Slizovskiy D.E., Medvedev N.P. 
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8. Pp. 14-15; 13; 16; 6. Pp. 18-60; 5. 981. Pp. 30-66]. There are at least two 
important aspects of this issue or topic that remain debatable: a) whether the 
tribe “Rus” or the tribe Russy are related to the Russian people. That is, whether 
the modern Russians are direct heirs of the tribe Rus or its associations. b) How 
deep go the roots of the Russian presence in Crimea? Is there a more or less clear 
period of the Russian appearance in Crimea? Can it be traced to a particular era 
or a particular time? Is it possible to date the emergence of Russians in Crimea? 

The logic of L. F. Boltenkova’s judgments and statements is based on the pro-
vision of the sufficient and high quality evidence confirming the presence of the 
Russian roots in Crimea. This is the level of a detached objective analysis of the 
germination of Russian roots in Crimea since the pre-Kiev period. And the Russian 
tribe (Rus), which, as L. F. Boltenkova writes, in the VI-VII centuries appeared on 
the political map of the world at first not as a state, but as militant groups (Slavic 
tribes) that attacked Byzantium. At that period, they were scattered. 

In the aggregate, the author’s judgments and reasoning are a kind of virtual 
conclusions that can reflect more or less accurately the real historical events and 
facts or can contradict the historical reality. In conclusion, we insist that from 
the standpoint of geopolitics and the historical process, the presented analysis is 
objective. All other shades of the content, approaches to the interpretation of the 
history of the subject, a selection of facts and arguments are possibly colored with 
emotions. The transition from history to modernity in the emotional presentation, 
which is implicit, but still present in the article, was in the essence made under the 
practical imperative, at the intersection of the desired and the actual. 

All of us together, including Prof. L. F. Boltenkova and many of those who 
happen to get acquainted with the text of the article, shall not be ashamed to feel 
involved in the mental empathy of the geopolitical and broad historical canvas, 
in those acts and processes that collectively experienced Russians in Crimea and 
“Crimeans” in the Russian expanses. Is it not there that we have to look for the 
causes of modern changes in the life of Crimea, modern Russia and Ukraine? 
Changes have been always taking place! But no one’s vitality was undermined 
by anything, because, as L. F. Boltenkova says in the conclusion: “the history of 
ancient Russia, Moscow Russia, and the Russian (Russ) state is closely connected 
with Crimea since the beginning of our era: the Scythians, Sarmatians, Issedons, 
Khazars, Huns, etc., no matter what was its form and under whose influence it 
was. But most of all Moscow was provoked by the Crimean Tatars to war with 
them. Willing to turn the Russian state into their ulus, the Crimean khans eventu-
ally turned into Russian subjects. It happened in the process of bloody battles and 
attacks by the Crimean Tatars, but it happened.”

Only an unshakable vitality can explain the unfading creativity of Russians 
about Crimea, and the population of Crimea within Kiev and Moscow Russia. Their 
creative spirit did not rest then or after, when “ ... even Peter the Great failed to join 
Crimea. This was done by Catherine the Second only in 1783. She issued the Man-

Reflections on the Read



458    Political Science Issues • Issue 4(34) • Volume 9 • 2019

ifesto of April 8, 1783 “On the acceptance under the Russian power of the Crimean 
Peninsula, Taman and all Kuban lands.” ... G. A. Potemkin was appointed its Gov-
ernor-General. In an extremely short time, new cities were built on the new site: 
Odessa, Sevastopol, Simferopol, Kherson, Nikolaev, they are all Russian cities.”

Of course, the described historical events, phenomena and processes were 
also very painful for everyone. The author of the article says: “In its purest form, 
Russia had to fight for Crimea for 26 years, straining the whole country. Where 
there were fights, Russian blood permeated the land.” Many times the roots of the 
Russian presence in Crimea were cut. And many times, it seemed that the emerg-
ing unity of material, economic, trade, and human relations, intertribal and per-
sonal relationships disintegrated under the countless manifested diseases. What 
can be done with these diseases in history, in present or in future? Is it appropriate 
to treat such diseases the way human diseases are treated by applying the rule 
that there is no disease in general, only an individual disease of organs and cells 
[18. P. 418]. Starting from this initial position, applying it to the article reviewed 
by us, and to the author’s judgments and approaches, we can also say, that Prof. 
L. F. Boltenkova, like a doctor, makes the correct diagnosis and gives names to 
the historical subjects (diseases). In this way, she performs her professional duty. 
This is the essence of the profession for the doctor and, we assume, for the histo-
rian. Correction of historical errors, their healing will take place in future by itself 
with the help of techniques appropriate for the case. If not by itself then by the 
agents (subjects) known to the science and social practice, the historian has no 
direct relation to them. The author of the article is also outside the subjects and 
methods of healing and recovery of the Russian roots in Crimea. She has only 
diagnosed the case and named what has been diagnosed. 

NOTES:
(1) See: L. Lvov Relations between Zaporozhye and Crimea. Odessa, 1895. 

The book tells its readers about the relationship between Zaporozhye and Crimea 
after the Tatar invasion, about the factors of convergence (political, economic), 
it also contains comments to the news about these relations that has survived// 
https://runivers.ru/lib/book3114/9791/
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