ANTIQUITAS ¢« ByZANTIUM ¢ RENASCENTIA XLII. l

BYZANZ
UND DAS ABENDLAND VII.

Studia
Byzantino-Occidentalia

Eo6TVv0s-J6zSEF-COLLEGIUM
ELTE



BYZANZ UND DAS ABENDLAND VII.
STUDIA BYZANTINO-OCCIDENTALIA



Antiquitas « Byzantium « Renascentia XLII.

Herausgegeben von

Zoltan Farkas
Lészl6 Horvéath
Tamas Mészaros

E6tvos-Jozsef-Collegium
2021



Byzanz und das Abendland VII.
Studia Byzantino-Occidentalia

Herausgegeben von

Erika Juhdsz

Eo6tvos-Jozsef-Collegium
Budapest 2021



Der vorliegende Band konnte im Rahmen des Nationales Forschungs-, Entwicklungs-
und Innovationsbiiro - NKFIH-Forschungsprojekts ,, Tarsadalmi kontextus
a sz6vegkritika tiikrében: Bizdncon innen és tul“ (NN 124539) realisiert werden.

= EMBER] EROFORRAS
=e TAMOGATASKEZELO

PROJECT FINANCED
; pm f e i e |[Nemzeti
FROM THE NRDI FUND EMBERI EROFORRASOK _-?;T:hrz{:été Program
MINISZTERIUMA
7N Nemzeti
e Egyiittmikodési
1 ¥ Alap

Verantwortlicher Herausgeber:
Lészl6 Horvéth, Direktor des E6tvos-Jozsef-Collegiums

Anschrift: ELTE E6tvos-Jozsef-Collegium
H-1118 Budapest, Ménesi at 11-13

© E6tvos-Jozsef-Collegium und die einzelnen VerfasserInnen, 2021
Alle Rechte vorbehalten

A nyomdai munkdkat a CC Printing Szolgaltaté Kft. végezte
1118 Budapest, Rétkoz u. 55. A/fsz. 2.
Torvényes képvisel: Szendy Ilona

ISBN: 978-615-5897-43-6
https://doi.org/10.37584/BuA_7
ISSN: 2064-2369



Inhaltsverzeichnis

VOTWOT..ueeireieeieieeteteeete st ee e e te e ste e seetestesassestesae e sassesaesassasssssssessassssersaseesansensenens 11

Peter Schreiner
Liaisons dangereuses. Die Ehe zwischen Anna von Ungarn und
Andronikos Palaiologos (1272) im Spannungsfeld
der Mittelmeermachte........couviiueueiriieiririieirecee ettt esenes 13

Stanoje Bojanin
The Byzantine Penitential Nomocanon in the Serbian and South Slavic

Early Modern Printed and Manuscript BOOK ......c.ocecverveeneererncencenerceserennces 31
Salvatore Costanza

Ungarn, Byzantinische Welt und Tiirkenkrieg in Filelfos Episteln.............. 51
Péter Ekler

Georgius Trapezuntius, Johannes Regiomontanus

and the Defensio Theonis. SecoONd Part..........coccvvvvreieerenrieneisnsiinciscissisnnans 87

Isabel Grimm-Stadelmann
Byzanz und das Abendland - Heilkunde im Dialog Byzantinische
Medizin im Spannungsfeld zwischen Ost und West..........cococveurernernceennces 97

Laszlé Horvéth
Die neu entdeckten Hypereides-Fragmente
aus Herkulaneum. RefleXiOnen ..........cucueiecniuccneeecunermneuerisenecssensecesennnes 163

Laszl6 Horvéath
Dionysius of Halicarnassus. Essay on Hyperides .........ccoceerevneuncerercencnnen. 187

Predrag Komatina
The Kangar of De administrando imperio and the Hungarian-Bashkir
CONITOVEISY ..ttt es 205

Tamas Mészaros
France and the French from the Perspective of a 15"-century
Byzantine HiStoriographer...........ocriinciessissssssnens 225

Bojana Pavlovi¢
Prophezeiungen und Trdume im Geschichtswerk von Nikephoros
Gregoras — VOrbemerkungen .........cvceeceeecerererneererneesensereesensenesensensenense 237



Inhaltsverzeichnis

Srdan Pirivatrié
The translatio of the Relics of St John of Rila from Sofia to
Esztergom and back..........cciiiiniiiiiiiisssnssenes 261

Mirton Rézsa
A Long Dispute about a Little Orchard. The Social Aspects of a Case from

the Chartulary of the Monastery of Saint Paul on Mount Latros.............. 279
Boris Stojkovski

Remarks on the Serbian Foreign Policy in the Age of Despot

Stefan LaZareVi€......oeveererireerernieneinersinesessesesessssessesssssessssssssesssssessessssenne 293
Pal Szabo

ov xpt| mAéov ToD eikdTog phavdpwnevecdar — Edict of Manuel

Komnenos Concerning the Right of Asylum (1166) .........ccoeuereuecerereecunecn 313
Ivan Téth

Some Observations on Kritoboulos” Characterisation

in the SYNGraphe HiSLOTION .....c.cucecereeeeeererereeereereeseneerasesenessssesessssssessssees 323

Vratislav Zervan
Die Begegnung des heiligen Konigs Ladislaus mit dem heiligen Sava.
Raitselhaftes aus der russischen und moldauischen
Chronistik des 15./16. Jahrhundert

Abel Csigd - Viktor Rinkécs - Keve Szdsz - Abel Torok
PVindob. G 40159: A Cut out of a List of Payments
from the Papyrus Collection of VIienna ... 355
Natasja Cici¢
Transcending Borders - Initiation of the Hero in the Epic Romance
DiGENIS AKTIEES vt nae e sasesssassssesesssssssaeane 365

Abel Torsk
A Byzantine Epic in the Chronicle of Morea
The Heroic Deeds of sir Geoffroy de Briel.........ccoovevirivinineniincnenncnnn. 375






Predrag Komatina

The Kangar of De administrando imperio
and the Hungarian-Bashkir Controversy"

There are in the work De administrando imperio of the Byzantine emperor
Constantine VII Porphyrogenitus (913-959), composed between 948 and 952,
two interesting pieces of information about the people called Kangar (Kayyap).
Firstly, in the Chapter 37, after he recounted the information about the history,
geography and the tribal and political organization of the Pechenegs who were
at that time living in the steppes along the north coast of the Black Sea and
the Sea of Azov,! including the names of the eight tribes that constituted their
people,” the emperor tells the following:

It should be known that the Pechenegs are also called Kangar, though
not all of them, but only the folk of the three provinces of Iabdierti and
Kouartzitzour and Chabouxingyla, for they are more valiant and noble
than the rest; for that is what the appellation Kangar means.’

The paper is part of the project “Tradition, innovation and identity in the Byzantine world”
(no. 177032), supported by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development
of the Republic of Serbia.

MORAVCSIK, GY. - JENKINS, R. J. H. (eds.), Constantine Porphyrogenitus De administrando
imperio (= DAI). Washington 1967> (CFHB 1) 37,2-67.

2 DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 37,15-24, 34-45.

Toteov, 61t kai Kayyap ovopdlovral oi Iat{vakitat, AN ovxi Tavteg, TARY 6 TOV TPLOV
Oepdtwv Aadg, 100 Tapdinpti kai T0d Kovapt{it{odp kai tod XaBovEtyyuld, dg avdpetdtepol
Kal evyevéaTepoL TOV Aom@v. TodTo ydp Snhoi 1) tod Kdyyap mpoonyopia (DAI [eds.
MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 37,68-71).

https://doi.org/10.37584/BuA_7.205.223



206 Predrag Komatina

In the first passage of the Chapter 38, within the story of the origin and
the earliest history of the Hungarians, their origo gentis,* the emperor
recounted the following:

The Pechenegs who were previously called Kangar (for this Kangar
was a name signifying nobility and valour among them), then stirred
up war against the Chazars and, being defeated, were forced to quit
their own land and to settle in that of the Turks. And when battle was
joined between the Turks and the Pechenegs who were at that time
called Kangar, the army of the Turks was defeated and split into two
parts. One part went eastwards and settled in the region of Persia, and
they to this day are called by the ancient denomination of the Turks
Sabartoi asphaloi; but the other part, together with their voivode and
chief Lebedias, settled in the western region, in places called Atelkouzou,
in which places the nation of the Pechenegs now lives.?

The Hungarians lived in that country for some time, being subordinated to
the Chazars, but then suffered another attack from the Pechenegs and, being
defeated, fled farther West to reach the Pannonian Plain in 896.°

¢ The bulk of the information on the early Hungarians the emperor surely gathered from the
Hungarian envoys Bulcsu and Termacsu who visited his court most probably in 948 (DAI [eds.
MORAVCSIK - JENKINS] 40,63-65); THURN, J. (ed.), Ioannis Scylitzae Synopsis Historiarum. Berlin
- New York 1973, 239; DEER, ]., Le probléme du chapitre 38 du D.A.I. Mélanges H. Grégoire
IV. Bruxelles 1953, 93-121; JENKINS, R. J. H. (ed.), Constantine Porphyrogenitus De adminis-
trando imperio II. Commentary. London 1962, 145-146, 153; JIutaspus, I. I. - HoBocenbies,
A. T (eds.), Koncmanmun Bazpsamnopoonuviii. O6 ynpasnenuu umnepueii. Mocksa 1991, 391;
MORAVCSIK, GY., Byzantium and the Magyars. Budapest 1970, 104-107; CURTA, E, Eastern Europe
in the Middle Ages (500-1300). Leiden — Boston 2019, 256-258; KoMATINA, P, Constantine
Porphyrogenitus, De administrando imperio and the Byzantine Historiography of the Mid-10%"
Century. Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 56 (2019) 45-46.

5 Ot 8¢ IMatQvakital, of pdtepov Kayyap énovopalopevol (todto yap 10 Kdyyap Svopa
¢medyeveiq kol avdpeia ENéyeto map’ adtoic), tpdg Xaldpovg odv oTOLKIVAGAVTEG TONEHOV Kol
frtnOévTeg, Ty oikeiav yiv katakeiyat kai Ty T@v Tovpkwv katoKAoaL KaTvaykdoOnoav.
Avapetagd 8¢ 1@v Todpkwv ovvagdévtog morépov kal T@V Iat{vakitdy, T@V Tnvikabta
Kayyap énovopalopévwv, 10 t1@v Tovpkwv gocodtov Tthon kai eig Svo Sinpedn pépn. Kot
TO uév v uépog mpog dvatolv eig o TiG Iepoidog pépog kat@knoey, ot kal péxpt Tod vov
Kkatd TV T®V Tovpkwv dpyaiav énwvopiav kalodvtat ZdBaptot dogalol, T 8¢ Etepov pépog
£lg 10 SuTikOV KaT@KNOE PéPog dua kai ¢ Boefodw avTdV Kai dpxnyd Aeediq, ig TOTOVG
To0g ¢movopalopévoug Atedkovlov, év olg Tomotg T viv 10 T@v Hoat{ivakit@y 0vog katokel
(DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK - JENKINS] 38,19-31).

¢ DAI(eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 38,31-60, 40,6-27. There must have passed several decades
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“The land of the Turks” (1] t@v Tobpkwv yij) that was attacked by the
“Pechenegs called Kangar” is described at the beginning of the same passage
as a land “in the vicinity of Chazaria’, named Lebedia after the name of the
Hungarian leader of the time, Lebedias, “in which the river Chidmas, also
called Chingilous flows”’

As evident from the source, from that country the Hungarians, attacked by
the Kangar, were forced to flee in two directions — towards Persia and towards
the West, to the steppe on the northern shores of the Black Sea, occupied at
the time of Porphyrogenitus by the Pechenegs.®

The country of “Lebedia” of the Hungarian tradition recorded by
Porphyrogenitus is certainly the same one that the Hungarian Dominicans
of the first half of the 13 century, inspired by the same, at that time still alive
Hungarian tradition, started searching for in the vastness of Eurasia, referring
to it as “Magna Hungaria” or “Hungaria Maior”’ It denotes the first homeland
of the Hungarians in which they lived until the 9™ century, and not the country

between the Kangar attack on the Hungarians which forced them to come to “Atelkouzou” and
this one that drove them out of it in 896, since they first appeared in that territory in around
837, cf. n. 46-47.
7Ot 10 t@v Tovpkwv £Bvog mAnoiov Tfig Xalapiag O makadv Ty katoiknow Eoxev &ig TOV
oMoV TOV ¢movopaiopevov AePedia and TG Tod TpwTov Poefddov avTOV Enwvupiag...
"Ev ToUT® 00V T@) TOTIW, T@ TipoppnBévTt AePedia, motapdg éoty péwv Xidpdg, 6 kai Xryythodg
¢novopalopevog (DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 38,3-9).
8 On the “Sabartoi Asphaloi’, cf. JENKINS (n. 4) 147; MORAVCSIK, GY., Byzantinoturcica I1. Berlin
1958,261-262; RONA-Tas, A., Hungarians and Europe in the Early Middle Ages. An Introduction
to Early Hungarian History. Budapest 1999, 288-289, 416-421. On the Hungarians in the
steppes of the northern Black Sea coast, cf. MORAVCSIK (n. 4) 45-49; RONA-Tas (n. 8) 325-330.
Porphyrogenitus writes that the country “called Atelkouzou, in which places the nation of the
Pechenegs now lives” (DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 38,30-31), that is, “the country of
the Pechenegs, in which at that time the Hungarians lived, is called after the name of the local
rivers (0116 1@V Iat{vakit@v 10106, v @ TOTE Kap® kat@knoav oi Todpkot, kakeltat Katd
Ty €¢nwvopiav @V ékeloe dvtwv motapdv...) , named Barouch, Koubou, Troullos, Broutos
and Seretos (DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 38,66-71), corresponding to those between
the Don in the east and the Seret in the west, JENKINS 149. The “country of Atelkouzou” is
also mentioned in the Chapter 40 as the land named by its rivers and which was previously
inhabited by the Hungarians and then by the Pechenegs (O 8¢ 10106, ¢v @ mpotepov oi Tovpkot
vmipyov, dvopddetan katd TV énwvopiov 10D ékeloe Siepyopévov otapod EtéA kai Kovlod,
év © &ptiwg ol Mat{vaxitar katowkodoty, DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 40,23-25), cf.
MORAVCSIK (n. 8) 77; JENKINS (n. 4) 145-146, 148, 151.
DEER, L. (ed.), Relatio fratris Ricardi. In: SZENTPETERY, 1., Scriptores rerum Hungaricarum
tempore ducum regumgque stirpis Arpadianae gestarum. I1. Budapest 1938, 535-542; AHMHCKMI,
C. A, VisBectns Benrepckux muccronepos XIII-XIV BB. o Tarapax u Bocrounoit Esporne.
Hcmopuueckuii apxus 3 (1940) 95-108.
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they subsequently occupied on the northern shores of the Black Sea, remem-
bered in the Hungarian tradition recorded by Porphyrogenitus as “Atelkouzou”
and by the Anonymous Notary of the king Bela III at the beginning of the
13% century as “Dentumoger”!® That first homeland of the Hungarians is
traditionally located in the Southern Urals region, where there is today the
Republic of Bashkortostan, one of the federal entities of the Russian Federation.
Its eponymous population are the Bashkirs, a people speaking a language that
belongs to the Kipchak branch of the Turkic languages."! There have been
found in this area material remains closely resembling those of the ancient
Hungarians from the 10* century Pannonian Plain.!? Turkic elements found

10 DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 38,28-31, 40,23-25; JAKUBOVICH, E. — Pais, D. (eds.),
Anonymi Gesta Hungarorum. In: SZENTPETERY, 1., Scriptores rerum Hungaricarum tempore
ducum regumaque stirpis Arpadianae gestarum. 1. Budapest 1937, 33-41. Most scholars identify
“Lebedia” with “Dentumoger” and place it at the lower Don River, around the Sea of Azov, while
“Atelkouzou” is believed to have stratched from the Dnieper to the Danube, cf. MORAVCSIK
(n. 8) 177; JENKINS (n. 4) 147; JIutaBpun — HoBocensues (n. 4) 392; ZUCKERMAN, C., Les
Hongrois au pays de Lebedia: une nouvelle puissance aux confins de Byzance et de la Khazarie,
ca. 836-889. In: TSIKNAKES, K. (ed.), To eunéAepo Bu{avTio (906-120¢ au.)/Byzantium at War
(9th-12th c.). Athens 1997, 51-74. RONA-TAs (n. 8) 322-330, 387, 418-419, with a complete
survey of older literature, thinks that “Lebedia” was not a separate territory, but a part of
“Atelkouzou’, yet to the West of the Dnieper. However, the emperor clearly states that the
“country of Atelkouzou” which was previously occupied by the Hungarians is at his time settled
by the Pechenegs, cf. n. 8, and their territory according to his precise information comprised
both sides of the Dnieper, stretching from the Danube in the West to the Chazar city of Sarkel
on the Don in the East (DAI [eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS] 8,34-35, 37,34-45, 42,20-23), which
encompasses the supposed area of “Lebedia” at the Sea of Azov. The Hungarians dwelling to
the East of the Dniepar in the steppe interior of the Crimea in 861 were mentioned in the
Slavic Life of St. Constantine-Cyril, GRIVEC, F. - Tom31¢, E. (eds.), Constantinus et Methodius
Thessalonicenses. Fontes. (Radovi Staroslavenskog instituta 4) Zagreb 1960, 110; MORAVCSIK
(n. 4) 44-46. According to the information of the Arab authors based on the lost work of al-
Jayhani (the so-called “Jayhani tradition”), the Hungarian territory on the northern Black Sea
coast stretched between the two rivers flowing into the Black Sea, the Diina (Danube) and the
Atil (Volga), cf. ZimoNyY1, 1., The Muslim Sources on the Magyars in the Second Half of the 9"
Century. The Magyar Chapter of the Jayhani Tradition. Leiden — Boston 2016, 38-55,265-284,
though the Atil there probably means the Don, whose lower course was regarded by the Arab
geographers as the western branch of the Volga, cf. Autonos, I1. B., An-Vigpucn o 6amknpax
u crpane 6amxup. IIpobnemvt ucrmopuu, unonoeuu, kynomypot 27 (2010/1) 273-274. CURTA
(n. 4) 254-255, places “Atelkouzou” in area to the West of the Volga.

On the Bashkirs, their ethnogenesis and history, cf. Kysees, P.T., IIpoucxoxderue 6aukupckozo
Hapoda. Mocksa 1974; Yemanos, X. ®., Mcmopus Bawkopmocmana ¢ OpesHetiviux epemen
00 60-mux 20006 XIX 6. Ya 1996.

Tiopk, A., AHanu3 apxeonormyeckux Haxo#ok B X B. B Kapmarckom GacceiiHe m mMx
pOIb B M3y4eHUM BeHrepckoil mpegpictopun. In: Tonpuna, P. [I. - Mlanpan, U. I (eds.),
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in the Hungarian language represent the influence of the Oghuric branch of
the Turkic languages and have their closest parallels in the language of the
Chuvash, another indigenous people of the Russian Volga region, who are
considered to be the direct descendants of the Volga Bulgars and Suvars, who
were the closest neighbours of the Hungarians in their homeland at the foothills
of the southern Urals.”” Some of the seven original Hungarian tribes, like the
Germat (Gyarmat), the Tarian (Tarjan) and the Genach (Jend), if not all, are also
thought to be among the Bashkir tribes."* Finally, as already noticed, following
the information preserved in the Hungarian tradition about the origin of the
Pannonian Hungarians from their eastern ancestral homeland, the so-called
“Magna Hungaria” or “Hungaria Maior”, and about their relatives who re-
mained in it at the time of the Hungarian migration, the Hungarian Dominican
Friar Julian came to the Volga River in 1236-1237 and there among the Volga
Bulgars met certain woman that originated from the Eastern Hungarians and
following her instructions he finally reached those Eastern Hungarians in their
homeland “on the great river Volga” (Invenit enim eos juxta flumen magnum
Ethyl), where he could easily communicate with them, “because they had

Bsaumoodeiicmeue napodos Eepasuu 6 anoxy eenuxozo nepecenerust Hapooos. Vixxenck 2006,
185-188; Tiopk, A., HoBble pe3ynbTaThl M NMepCHEKTIBBI APXEO/IOTIYECKMX MCCIeOBAaHMI
paHHell UCTOpMUYU APEBHUX BeHIpoB (Yrpel-Magpapel). In: /I H. Iymunes mypacut sxare
Kasipei eypasusnoix unmezpayus IX. Eypasusanvix 2ouioimu opymea Kamoicy2a waxblpaobl.
Actana 2012, 22-26; Tiopk, A., Ot Ypana go Kapnaros. HoBble pe3ynbTaThl ¥ HEpCIEKTVBEL B
apxeonoruyu Bocrounoit EBpornsl mo noBoyy ApeBHUX BeHrpoB. In: boranos, C.I. - VIBaHOBa,
H. O. (eds.), II-it MexoyHnapoorviii Madvapckuii cumnosuym: CO0pHUK HAYUHBIX MPYO0s.
Yenabunck 2013, 231-236; CURTA (n. 4) 252-254. Archeological remains testify that the area
of Bashkortostan was inhabited by peoples of Finno-Ugric descent coming from the Trans-
Urals region (Western Siberia) in the 5"-8" centuries, Kysees (n. 11) 384-388; Tiopk, A.,
O Bompoce 6alIKMPCKO-BEHTePCKMX OTHOIIEHNIT 1 Tpobeme «Benmnkoit Benrpumn» (Magna
Hungaria). In: Qopmuposanue u 3aumooeiicrnéue ypanvcKux Hapooos 6 UsMeHTIOULeliCT
amronynvmypHoti cpede Eepasuu: npobnemot usyuenus u ucmopuozpadus. Ymenus namamu
K. B. Canvruxosa (1900-1966). Yoa 2007, 352.
3 Kysees (n. 11) 413-425; RONA-TAs (n. 8) 101-116, 321-322, 209-212, 220-227.
Hewmer, [I., Benrepckue mjieMeHHble HasBaHusl y Bawmkup. Apxeonozus u smuozpadus
Bawkupuu. IV. Ya 1971, 249-262; Kysees (n. 11) 416-425. Cf. RONA-Tas (n. 8) 429-436;
Tiopk O Bompoce (n. 12) 350, for the criticism of this argument. The names of the seven
Hungarian tribes are given by Porphyrogenitus, DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 40,4-6,
while the Hungarian tradition recorded in the 13" century knows of the seven leaders of the
Hungarian tribes (Hetumoger = “Hét Magyar”, i. e. “Seven Hungarians”) that led the Conquest
of the Homeland, Anonymi Gesta Hungarorum (eds. JAKUBOVICH - PAI1s) 39-41 sq, or that
they were then divided in “seven armies” (VII exercitus), DOMANOVSZKY, A. (ed.), Simonis
de Keza Gesta Hungarorum. In: SZENTPETERY, 1., Scriptores rerum Hungaricarum tempore
ducum regumque stirpis Arpadianae gestarum. 1. Budapest 1937, 165.
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entirely the Hungarian language” (quia omnino habent Ungaricum ydioma)."®
Although he does not explicitly say so, that “Great Hungary” he found was
the land of the Bashkirs (“Bascart, id est Magna Hungaria”), as the two other
European travelers to those parts, this time both of them Franciscans, John
of Plano Carpini and William of Rubruck recorded a couple of years later (in
1246 and 1253-1254 respectively).'s The latter, furthermore, says explicitly that
his knowledge about the Bashkirs comes “from the Friars Preachers who went
there before the arrival of the Tartars’,'” confirming that it was the land of the
Bashkirs where the Dominican Julian had found the Eastern Hungarians.

This identification became widely accepted and, at the dawn of scientific
historiography, became the basis for many far-reaching conclusions about the
ties and kinship of the two peoples, the Hungarians and the Bashkirs, that went
as far as to say that it was in fact the one and same people, and the arguments
that would corroborate and confirm such claims were then sought for in the
works of the medieval Arab authors.'

!> Relatio fratris Ricardi ed. DEER (n. 9) 539-541; Anmuckuit (n. 9) 98-99; FODOR, 1., Ou le
dominican Julien de Hongrie retrouva-t-il les Hongrois de I'Est? In: ERDELYL, ., Les anciens
Hongrois et les ethnies voisines a UEst. Budapest 1977, 9-20; RONA-Tas (n. 8) 429; Tropk
O Bompoce (n. 12) 348-349.

' Dawson, CH. (ed.), The Mongol Mission. New York 1955, 30, 41, 58, 80, 101, 131-132, 170;
Tropk O Bompoce (n. 12) 348-349.

17" DAwSON (n. 16) 132.

The bibliography on the issue is quite extensive, comprising works that supported as well

as those that disputed the theory of the Hungarian-Bashkir identity, cf. XBonbcos, [I. A.,

Wzeecmust 0 xo3apax, 6ypmacax, 6onzapax, madvsapax, cnassHax u pyccax A6y-Anu Axmeda ben

Omap Mo6n-IJacma, Heuzsecmimozo docene apabckozo nucamens Hauana X éexd, no pyKonucu

Bpumanckozo myzest. Cankr-Iletep6ypr 1869, 101-114; MARQUART, J., Osteuropdische und

ostasiatische Streifziige. Ethnologische und historisch-topographische Studien zur Geschichte des 9.

und 10. Jahrhunderts (ca. 840-940). Leipzig 1903, 68-69, 515-516; apumnos, T. M. - Kysees, P.

I, ,Bamkupo-magpsipckas“ mpobnema (Kparkuit 0630p OCHOBHBIX ICTOYHUKOB). ApXxeonozust

u smuoepagus Bawxupuu. 1. Yoba 1962, 336-343; Cepebpennukos, b. A., K Bornpocy o csisu

6am1<1/1pc1<0ro A3bIKA C BEHIEPCKUM. Ytba 1963, 5-23; Kysees (n. 11) 400-413, 442-449;

Mupskanosa, C. @., O ApeBHMX 3THO-3bIKOBBIX CBsi3sX Oauikup u BeHrpos. Cosemckas

Tiopxonoeust 1981/1, 37-48; VAsARY, I, The Linguistic Aspects of the “Bashkiro-Hungarian

complex”. Archivum Eurasiae Medii Aevii 5 (1987) 205-232; GOLDEN, P. B., An Introduction

to the History of the Turkic Peoples. Ethnogenesis and State-Formation in Medieval and Early

Modern Eurasia. Wiesbaden 1992, 258-264, 397-399; RONA-TAs (n. 8) 289-294; 3umonnu,

V1., Benrper B Bormkcko-Kamckom 6acceitse? Finno-Ugrica 4 (2000) 5-41; ViBanos, B. A.,

Yropckue nnemena B Bocrounom 3akambe u IIpuypanve. Mcmopus Tamap 11. Kasann 2004,

408-417; Maxuros, H. A., K npo6ieme 6amknpo-MajbspcKux cBsieit — Annotation on the

Article “On the Relationship Between the Bashkirs and the Magyars” by N. Mazhitov. Becmnux

Axademuu Hayx Pecnybnuxu Bawxopmocman 11/2 (2006) 5-12; Tropx O Bompoce (n. 12)
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The Bashkirs, for their part, were mentioned for the first time by a 9 century
Arab traveler Sallam al-Tardjuman (“the Interpreter”), whose information is
preserved in the works of his contemporary Ibn Khurdadhbeh and a much
later, 12 century author al-Idrisi, though his account of his journey in search
of the Great Wall of China (“the Wall of Gog and Magog”) in around 842-844
was known to many other Arab and Persian authors of the Middle Ages.”” The
Bashkirs appear in a longer version of Sallam’s account, which al-Idrisi took
from the unpreserved Book of Routes and Kingdoms of the early 10™ century
geographer al-Jayhani.” According to it, Sallam met the Bashkirs somewhere
in the area east of the Volga and north of the Caspian and the Aral Sea.?' At the
very beginning of the 10" century (c. 902-903), al-Jayhani provides also some
information on them that is independent of Sallam’s account and, as evident
from the information taken from his lost work by al-Idrisi, placed them in the
area between the Urals and the Volga Bulgars,* in the southern Urals region,
where Ahmad ibn Fadlan met them and described them and their customs in
more detail in his description of his journey and stay among the Volga Bulgars
in 921-922.” Their contemporaries al-Balkhi and al-Istakhri report that the
Bashkirs were divided into two tribes — the one living on the border of the
Oghuz, close to the Volga Bulgars and subordinated to them, and the other
bordering the Pechenegs in the neighbourhood of the Romans (Byzantines).*

346-347; ZIMONYI (n. 10) 60-66, 79-83, 90, 99-102; AHTOHOB, V1. B., Bamkupsl 1o JaHHIM
an-Macyan (X B.): MICTOPMKO-apXeONMOTMYeCKIit AUCKypc. Magistra vitae: anekmpoHHubiil
HYPHATL NO UCMOPUUeCKUM HAYKam u apxeonozuu (2017/2) 124-131.
VAN DONZEL, E. - SCHMIDT, A. (eds.), Gog and Magog in Early Syriac and Islamic Sources.
Sallam’s Quest for Alexander’s Wall. Leiden — Boston 2009, 131-174; vaAN DONZEL, E. - KERR,
R. M., Quandoque bonus dormitat Homerus. A note on Ibn Rustah in De Goeje’s BGA. In:
KERR, R. M. - Mi1ro, TH., Writings and Writing. Investigations in Islamic Text and Script.
Cambridge 2013, 105-108. On Sallam and his journey, cf. vaAN DONZEL — SCHMIDT 175 sq.
% vANDONZEL - SCHMIDT (n. 19) 156-158; Konosanosa, 1. I, An-Vopucu o cmpanax u Hapodax
Bocmounoti Esponvt. Mocksa 2006, 27-28, 241-243; ZIMONYI (n. 10) 14-15; AHToHOB (n. 18)
126.
2 vAN DONZEL - ScHMIDT (n. 19) 135 n. 72, 191-192; Auronos (n. 10) 273-275; AHTOHOB
(n. 18) 126; ZimoNYI (n. 10) 79-80.
Pribakos, B. A., Pycckne semnu mo xapre Vpgpucu 1154 roma. Kpamxue coobujerus
Mncmumyma ucmopuu mamepuanvhoti kynomypot 43 (1952) 27; Anronos (n. 18) 126. On
al-Jayhan, his family and his works, cf. ZimoNy1 (n. 10) 7-15.
Kosanesckuit A. I1., Knuza Axmeda ubHn-@aonana o e2o nymeusecrnsuu Ha Boney 6 921—922 zz.
Cmamvu, nepesodvt u kommermapuu. Xapkos 1956, 130-131; Auronos (n. 18) 125-126.
XBonbcoH (n. 18) 105; Xysun, @. (ed.), Mcmopust mamap c opesretiuiux spemen. I1. Kazanp
2006, 751; AaTonos (n. 18) 129.
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It seems that even al-Jayhani was aware of the two groups of the Bashkirs,
since he refers to those living near the Volga Bulgars as the “Inner Bashkirs”,»
a connotation known to al-Istakhri as well.*® Al-Idrisi himself two centuries
later, following the information of his predecessors, speaks in his famous
geography, better known as the Book of Roger, after his patron king Roger II
of Sicily (1103-1154), also of the “Inner Bashkirs” and the “Outer Bashkirs”,
but in his account both groups lived close to each other, in the Southern Urals
region between the Bulgars and the Oghuz.”

At the same time as al-Balkhi and al-Istakhri, in the middle of the 10 cen-
tury, in 943-944, the famous Arab geographer al-Mas'adi also left valuable
information about the Bashkirs. In his famous Meadows of Gold (Muriij al-
Zahab), he states that the Volga River (Atil), considering, like other Arab and
Muslim authors, as its source the Belaya River in the southern Urals,” “flows
from the upper reaches of the territory of the Turks”* without mentioning
that these “Turks” were in fact the Bashkirs, mentioned in the same context by
other Arab authors, at first place al-1drisi, who consulted al-Mas'adi’s works.*
However, elsewhere in this same work al-Mastidi mentions the Bashkirs, but
apparently those living to the west, at the shores of the Black Sea, which he
identifies with the “Sea of the Bulgars, Rus, Badjnah, Badjnak (Pechenegs) and
Badjghird - those are the three peoples of the Turks”, promising that he will
pay more attention to those peoples further in his work.”’ When he reached
that point, he kept his promise and gave a full account of them: “To the west
of the land of the Chazars and the Alans there live four Turkish peoples,
descended from the same ancestor... The first of them is the people of the
Badjnah, followed by another people by the name of Badjghird (Bashkirs),
than comes a people called Badjnak (Pechenegs), who are the most warlike of

25 Ppi6akos (n. 22) 27; Autonos (n. 10) 274.

% Xysu (n. 24) 752.

27 Konosanosa (n. 20) 111, 117, 121-124, 128, 144-145, 240-241, 250-251; Auronos (n. 10)
272-280.

2 Cf. Poibakos (n. 22) 25-27; Auronos (n. 18) 125.

BARBIER DE MEYNARD, CH. (ed.), Magoudi, Les prairies dor. Texte et traduction. II. Paris 1863,

7-8; IxaxcoH, T. H. - Konoanosa, J1. I. - Ilogocuuosa, A. B. (eds.): IpesHss Pycv 6 ceeme

sapybesxcHvix ucmounuxos. T. II1. Mocksa 2009, 113; Auronos (n. 18) 125.

Konosarnoga (n. 20) 109-111; Korosanosa, 1. T, Bocmounas Eepona 6 couunenuu an-Mopucu.

Mocksa 1999, 83-91; Auronos (n. 10) 273-274; AatoHos (n. 18) 125.

3 BARBIER DE MEYNARD, CH. (ed.): Magoudi, Les prairies dor. Texte et traduction. 1. Paris 1861,
261-262; Tapkasu, A. ., CkazaHus mycynoMaHcKuxo nucamesneil 0 caéAHAXb U PYCCKUXD.
Cankr-Iletepbypr 1870, 127-128.
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these peoples, followed by another people, called the Niikarda..”, after which
he adds a detailed description of their joint attack on the Byzantine territory
in around 932.2 Al-Masadi, therefore, also knows of the “western” Bashkirs
in the neighbourhood of the Pechenegs, but, according to him, they were not
only the neighbours of the Pechenegs, but also a part of their tribal alliance.
It has long been considered in historiography that the information on these
“Western Bashkirs” provided by al-Balkhi, al-Istakhri and al-Mas™adi actually
refer to the Hungarians, in connection with the aforementioned thesis about
the close relationship and even identity of the ancient Hungarians and the
Bashkirs.” The attack of the Pechenegs, Badjghird, Badjnah and Nukarda on
the Byzantine Empire in around 932 described by al-Mastidi is almost ex-
clusively identified with the Hungarian attack on Thrace in 934 known from
the Byzantine sources, which is thus usually referred to by the scholars as the
“Hungarian-Pecheneg attack”** However, the Byzantine sources on the attack

32 Magoudi (ed. CH. BARBIER DE MEYNARD) II. 58-64; Konosanosa, I1. I, K Bompocy 06

3THOHMME HyKapoa y an-Mac’ygu. In: Topcknmit, A. A. (ed.), Cpednesexosast Pyco. Boim. 2.
Mocksa 1999, 4-6; Autonos (n. 18) 127.

Cf. n. 18. Most scholars share the opinion that the ethnonyms Badjghird and Madjghir,
Madjghar, the Arab form of the Hungarian endonym “Magyar’, are identical, supposing that
the former was in fact Turkic or Volga Bulgar form of the latter, cf. XBonbcon (n. 18) 111-114;
MARQUART (n. 18) 515; GOLDEN (n. 18) 261-264, 397-398; RONA-TAS (n. 8) 289-294; ZIMONYI
(n. 10) 60-61, 79-80, though that assumption is not universally accepted, cf. Kysees (n. 11)
445-446. However, the information of the Arab authors on the Hungarians, deriving from the
lost work of al-Jayhani and collected by ZimonyI (n. 10) 38-55, refer to the Hungarians exclu-
sively as the “Magyars” (Madjghir, Madjghar), Autoros (n. 18) 128. The fact that a later Arab
author and traveller al-Garnati who visited Hungary (called by him Ungiiriyya) in the mid-12%
century, refers to the country and its inhabitants also as the “Bashkird”, Bonpirakosa O. I.
- Mosraitno A. J1., [lymewecmeue A6y Xamuda an-Iapnamu 6 Bocmounyio u Llenmpanviyio
Espony (1131-1153.). Mocksa 1971, 38-44, 54, and that a number of Muslim authors from
the 13" and the 14" centuries mention Bashkirs in Hungary, XBonbcon (n. 18) 101-114;
Kysees (n. 11) 446-447; ZimoNyI (n. 10) 79-81; Tropk O Bompoce (n. 12) 346-347, remains
controversial, but it is out of the scope of this research.

BEKKER, 1. (ed.): Theophanes Continuatus, loannes Cameniata, Symeon Magister, Georgius
Monachus. Bonnae 1838, 422-423, 746, 917; WAHLGREN, S. (ed.), Symeonis magistri et log-
othetae Chronicon. Berlin - New York 2006, 136,69, p. 334; Scylitzes ed. THURN 228. Cf.
MARQUART (n. 18) 60-74; GOLDEN, P. B, The People Nukarda. Archivum Eurasiae Medii
Aevi 1 (1975) 21-35; ZIMONYL, L., The Origin of the Volga Bulgarians. Szeged 1990, 168-169;
Konosanosa (n. 32) 7; ZiMoNYI (n. 10) 65, 80, 90, 105, 113, 243, 262, 306, 339; AuToHOB (n. 18)
128. The Badjnah of al-Mas’ad1’s account are usually identified with the Badjnak (Pechenegs)
themselves, while the Badjghird are regarded as the Hungarians, sometimes identified also with
the Nukarda, cf. GOLDEN (n. 34) 35; ZIMONYI (n. 34) 169; AnToHoB (n. 18) 129. According
to Konosasnosa (n. 32) 8-9, the name ,,Badjnah“ most probably refers to a separate group of
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of 934 mention only the Hungarians as the invaders and make no reference
to the Pechenegs as the participants or as their allies.”® Al-Masadt’s account
contains a detailed description of the siege of the mysterious city Walendar
situated between the mountains and the sea by the four tribes, how the city
fell and how they ravaged all the country towards Constantinople.’ A shorter
description of the event is found in his other work, Book of Notification and
Verification, where he writes how the four tribes, here along with the Bulgars,
“who are called Walandariyyah after a town located at the extremes of the
border of Rum”, blocked the road from Constantinople to Rome and ravaged
all the land to Constantinople.”” There is, however, in the Byzantine sources
a description of another attack just a little bit earlier than the Hungarian
one of 934. Namely, when the Bulgarian pretender Michael rose up in rebel-
lion against his brother Peter (927-969) and took hold of a certain fortified
Bulgarian city, he was joined by the “Scythians who defected from Peter’s rule”
After his death, these “Scythians” invaded the Roman lands “from Macedonia
through Strymon towards Hellas and Nicopolis and raided everything there”.?®
The “Scythians” was a regular term used by the Byzantine authors for the
nomads to the north of the Danube throughout the Empire’s history, includ-
ing the Pechenegs in the 10*-11" centuries.” Their attack affected the region
of Strymon, where the road from Constantinople to Rome, the famous “Via
Egnatia” was passing through, and their attack ensued after the internal strife
in Bulgaria. Thus, there is strong possibility that al-Mastdi actually refers to
this attack, that may have occurred indeed in 932. In any case, the attack of the
Pechenegs, Badjghird, Badjnah and Nitkarda he speaks of was not that of the
Hungarians in 934. So, there is no reason for the identification of the Badjghird
with the Hungarians. On the other hand, only recently I. V. Antonov has seri-
ously considered the possibility that the information of al-Balkhi, al-Istakhri

the Pechenegs, while the identification of the Nukarda with the Russian Novgorodians seems

quite questionable, cf. ibidem, 9-15, with a review of older scholarship.

In the first half of the 10" century the Hungarians and the Pechenegs were considered to be

enemies, DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 3,2-5, 4,3-8, 8,18-33, 13,9-11; AuToHoB (n. 18)

129.

% Cf.n. 32

¥ MARQUART (n. 18) 63; GOLDEN, P. B., The Migrations of the Oguz. Archivium Ottomanicum
4 (1972) 58-59; ZIMONYTI (n. 34) 168; ZIMONYI (n. 10) 231.

¥ Theophanes Continuatus et. al. (ed. BEKKER) 420; Scylitzes (ed. THURN) 226.

¥ KAZHDAN, A. P. (ed.), The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium III. New York - Oxford 1991,
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and al-Mas'adi actually refer to the Bashkirs themselves, which would testify
to the existence of the two Bashkir groups in the mid-10" century, the one in
the Southern Urals region and the other within the Pecheneg tribal alliance
at the northern shores of the Black Sea.* As outlined at the beginning of this
text, in the De administrando imperio of the Byzantine emperor Constantine
VII Porphyrogenitus, composed at the same time, in the mid-10" century,
there are certain “Kangar” mentioned in two places, first as a common name
for the three of a total of eight tribes of the Pechenegs on the northern Black
Sea coast and then as a people who attacked the Hungarians and invaded
their old homeland in the Urals and forced them to abandon it and to head
west to the Black Sea. Aren’t the Kangar of De administrando imperio actually
the Bashkirs spoken of by the Arab authors contemporary to the emperor
Constantine VII?

Within the shorter account on the Pechenegs, Bashkirs, Badjnah and
Niukarda in his Book of Notification and Verification, al-Mas'udi notes that in
one of his unpreserved works he wrote about how these four Turkish tribes
immigrated from the east due to the conflicts that took place between them
and the Oghuz, the Karluks and the Kimaks on the al-Djurdjaniyyah (i.e. Aral)
Sea.*! Thisled the researchers to conclude that between the middle and the end
of the 9™ century, the Pecheneg tribal alliance suffered defeat by the alliance of
the Oghuz, Kimaks, and Karluks, which forced them to leave the Aral Steppe
around the Syr Darya and move west and reach the northern Black Sea coast,
from where they expelled the Hungarians around 896.*> However, according
to De administrando imperio, before settling in the then Hungarian country
on the northern shores of the Black Sea, the Pechenegs lived “on the river Atil
(Volga) as well as on the river Yayik (Ural), having as their neighbours the
Chazars and the so-called Oghuz”, and that “fifty years ago’, that is, about 896,
“the so-called Oghuz agreed with the Chazars and attacked the Pechenegs,
overran them and expelled them from their land, which is still occupied by
the so-called Oghuz”* It was only this clash that forced the Pechenegs to go

4 Aurtonos (n. 18) 124-131.

4 BommuHa, C. JI. - PomackeBnua, A. A. - SIky6oBckoro, A. 10. (eds.), Mamepuanvi no ucmopuu
mypxmen u Typxkmenuu 1. Mocksa - Jleanurpag 1939, 166; GOLDEN (n. 37) 58-59; Konosanosa
(n. 32) 6; Auronos (n. 18) 129.

4 Kysees (n. 11) 134-135; ZIMONYI (n. 34) 164-169; AnToHOB (n. 18) 129-130.
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west to the Black Sea coast where they encountered the Hungarians once more,
expelled them and occupied their land, which they had been ruling already
for “fifty five years” in the time of Porphyrogenitus.* On the other hand,
the conflict between the Pechenegs and other related tribes and the Oghuz,
Karluks and Kimaks described by al-Masadi occurred in the Aral Steppe and
probably took place in the mid-8™ century, after the collapse of the Turkish
Khaganate in Mongolia in 745. Most probably it was the same conflict between
the Oghuz and the Pechenegs that was recorded in a Tibetan source dating
from the late 8% century.® Thus, al-Mas'adi and Porphyrogenitus do not speak
of the same event, but of the two different ones, chronologically separated by
a century and a half. Al-Mas'adi says nothing about the subsequent fate of the
Pechenegs, Badjnah, Bashkirs and Niikarda before their arrival in the steppes of
the northern Black Sea coast around 896, although it is possible that he wrote
about that in more detail in the unpreserved work that he mentions. However,
it is quite certain that precisely because of this defeat by the coalition of the
Oghuz, Karluks and Kimaks in the Aral Steppe in the mid-8" century, which
forced them to leave that area, they came to the Caspian Steppe between the
Volga and the Ural Rivers, where, according to De administrando imperio they
lived “from the beginning”.*¢

If the Kangar of De administrando imperio were in fact the Bashkirs of Arab
sources who, as part of the Pecheneg tribal alliance, along with the Pechenegs,
came from the Aral Steppe to the area between the Volga and the Ural River
in the mid-8" century, then the information recorded in De administrando
imperio about their attack on the first Hungarian homeland, certainly located in
Southern Urals in the territory of the latter Bashkortostan, would have a crucial
and invaluable significance for their history, as it would actually testify to the
way in which the Bashkirs conquered and settled their current land at the foot

dpovonoavteg kai TOAepov ovpParovteg mpodg tovg Iatvaxitag, dnepioxvoav kai &mod Tig
idiag ywpag avtovg Eediwgay, kal katéoxov avtiv pEXpL TG onuepov ol Aeydpevot Odlot,
DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 37,2-8.

#  DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 37,8-14.

GOLDEN (n. 37) 58-61; PriTsAk, O., The Pecenegs. A Case of Social and Economic
Transformation. Archivum Eurasiae Medii Aevi 1 (1975) 215; GOLDEN (n. 18) 264-265; CURTA
(n. 4) 158. However, recent scholarship tends to identify the opponents of the Pechenegs as
the Uygurs, who crashed the Turks in Mongolia and established their empire in Central Asia
in 745, ZIMONYI (n. 10) 68.

The presence of the Pechenegs in the Volga-Ural area in the 8"-9'" centuries is well attested in
the Arab sources and by archeology, Kysees (n. 11) 133-134; Z1MONYI (n. 34) 163; GOLDEN
(n. 18) 265; ZimoNYI (n. 10) 68-70; AuToHoB (n. 18) 130.
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of the southern Urals.*” As one of the tribes of the Pecheneg tribal alliance, they
would then come from the Aral Steppe to the area between the Volga and the
Ural River in the mid-8" century, from which territory a part of them, due to
an attack by the Chazars from the west, would have been pushed north to the
southern Urals, from where they would have in turn expelled the Hungarian
tribes, which for the most part went to the northern Black Sea coast. Since the
Hungarians were first mentioned north of the Black Sea around 837,* then, the
aforementioned Kangar/Bashkir attack on the Hungarians in the southern Urals
can be safely dated to some year before, in approximately 830.* This, on the
other hand, is quite consistent with the fact that the Bashkirs were for the first
time mentioned as a separate people in the area in the description of the journey
of Sallam al-Tardjuman in 842-844.% The fact that according to the Chapter
38 of the De administrando imperio those were the “Pechenegs formerly called
Kangar” or the “Pechenegs then called Kangar” who attacked the Hungarians
does not change anything in the identification of these Kangar with the Bashkirs.
The fact that in the emperor’s account it had been previously stated that the
three Pecheneg tribes were called Kangar led to the conclusion that the Kangar

47

According to the most common opinion, cf. Kysees (n. 11) 133-138, 425-435; YcmaHos (n. 11)
91-92, the Bashkirs originally dwelt along with the Pechenegs in the Aral Steppe around the Syr
Darya, from where they in the 8"-9* centuries gradually migrated westward to the Ural-Volga
region and then farther west to the northern Black Sea coast and north to the Southern Urals.
AmnroHos (n. 18) 130, ends his minute analysis of the information of al-Mas'adi on the Bashkirs
with a conclusion that the Bashkirs and the Pechenegs lived at the Aral Sea until the 9* century,
then, pressed by the Oghuz and their allies, came to the Volga-Ural area, from where at the
very end of the 9" century, again under the pressure by the Oghuz, a part of them went north
and settled in the Southern Urals, in the present Bashkortostan, while another part proceeded
with the majority of the Pechenegs to the north shores of the Black Sea.

8 Theophanes Continuatus et al. (ed. BEKKER) 817-819; Symeonis magistri et logothetae Chronicon
(ed. WAHLGREN) 131,11-13, pp. 236-237.

The advance of the Hungarians from the East towards the northern Black Sea coast in the
830-ies urged the Chazars to improve their defense with the construction of the fortress of
Sarkel on the Don River, DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 42,20-55; SIGNES CODONER J.,
The Emperor Theophilos and the East, 829-842. Court and Frontiers in Byzantium during the
Last Phase of Iconoclasm. Aldershot 2014, 337-345. On the general situation in the area north
of the Black Sea at the time and the first appearance of the Hungarians, cf. ibidem 349-364;
CurTA (n. 4) 128-151.

% According to Kysees (n. 11) 136; Ycmanos (n. 11) 91, Sallam met the Bashkirs east of the
Volga, in the steppe between the Aral and the Caspian Sea, before they moved to their present
territory in the Southern Urals. However, in the middle ages the Bashkir territory stretched
farther south than in modern times and approached the steppe region east of the Volga, cf.
Kysees (n. 11) 436-438; AuToHoB (n. 18) 126-127.

49
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were Pechenegs, so the author understood and interpreted the information on
the Kangar attack on the Hungarians as an attack by the Pechenegs.

That would be the way in which a part of the Kangar/Bashkir people sepa-
rated from their compatriots and other tribes of the Pecheneg tribal alliance in
the Volga and Ural rivers area, and settled in the former Hungarian countryin
Southern Urals, pushing the Hungarians west to the northern Black Sea coast.”!
The other part of the Kangar/Bashkir people remained in the Volga-Ural area
and within the Pecheneg tribal alliance, and with them they reached the north-
ern shores of the Black Sea at the very end of the 9" century, from where they
once again expelled the Hungarians, and where they were mentioned in the
following century by al-Balkhi, al-Istakhri and al-Mas’tdi, and as the Kangar
by the emperor Constantine Porphyrogenitus. From the account of al-Mastid1
about their position, it cannot be concluded which part of that area was oc-
cupied by the Bashkirs.”> However, the Chapter 37 of the De administrando
imperio contains precise information on the distribution of the eight tribes of
the Pecheneg tribal alliance, among them the three from the Kangar, who we
consider to be the Bashkirs - Iabdierti, Kouartzitzour and Chabouxingyla.
The Kouartzitzour tribe lived east of the Dnieper River, “towards the eastern
and northern regions facing the Oghuz, the Chazars, the Alans, Cherson and
the other Climata’,* while the Chabouxingyla and Iabdierti lived west of the
Dnieper, the first in the neighbourhood of the Hungarians, therefore, near the
Carpathians, and the other near the Eastern Slavic tribes, the Russian subjects
of Uglichi, Drevlyani and Lendjani (Poljani), therefore towards Podolia.>*

Regarding the very name “Kangar’, it is stated in the De administrando im-
perio at two places that it signifies “more courageous and nobler” than other

' Cepebpennukos (n. 18) 22-23; Kysees (n. 11) 127-128, 442-445; Tiopk O Bompoce (n. 12)
352, point to the fact that the Hungarian and the Bashkir languages have very little in com-
mon, which would mean that when the Bashkirs conquered their country there were not many
Hungarians left in it, because the impact of the Hungarian language on the Bashkir would be
significantly greater had they encountered larger Hungarian masses. But, the Bashkirs won
over the war and, as a consequence, expelled the Hungarians, so there was no opportunity
for a deeper contact between the two. However, scarce remnants of the Hungarians may
have remained in the country among the Bashkirs, preserving their language as late as the
13" century and their tribal organization, but gradually losing their identity and becoming
turkified and assimilated into the Bashkirs, GOLDEN (n. 18) 262, 264, 399.

%2 AnroHos (n. 18) 130.

53 DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 37,34-39.

** DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK - JENKINS) 37,39-45. On the Pecheneg tribes, cf. GOLDEN (n. 18) 266;
CURTA (n. 4) 160-161.
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tribes of the Pecheneg tribal alliance.”® The scholars pointed to an ancient
Turkic word gingir with approximately the same meaning,* while others con-
nected it to the ancient Indo-European sedentary population of Central Asia,
who later merged with the nomadic Turkic tribes and identified them with the
Kiingdrds mentioned in an inscription of the Turkic khagan in 732.”” The name
itself cannot be linked to the name of the Bashkirs neither morphologically
nor etymologically and semantically.”® There is, nevertheless, among the most
important Bashkir tribes the one called “Kangly”, which is thought to reflect
the old name “Kangar”** Since the Chapter 38 of De administrando imperio
that contains the story on the Kangar attack on the Hungarians is mostly based
on the Hungarian tradition,* it may mean that the Hungarians used the name
“Kangar”, borne by one of their tribes, for the Bashkirs in general. It is assumed,
on the other hand, that the information on the Kangar as the name for the
three Pecheneg tribes in the Chapter 37 comes from the Pecheneg source.®
It may mean that the Pechenegs also used that name for their allies Bashkirs,
but alternatively it could testify that such information in fact comes from the
Hungarian, rather than from the Pecheneg tradition.®

The proposed identification of the Kangar mentioned by Porphyrogenitus
with the Bashkirs whose part branched off of the Pecheneg-Bashkir tribal
alliance in the Volga-Ural region under the pressure of the Chazars in the
middle of the first half of the 9* century and went north to the Southern Urals
where they attacked and expelled the Hungarians and settled in their land, ex-
plains in a satisfactory manner how the ancient Hungarian homeland “Magna
Hungaria” became the “country of the Bashkirs” - modern Bashkortostan.
On the other hand, it obviously excludes the possibility of the identification
of the Hungarians and the Bashkirs, which would be a contribution to this
long standing scholarly controversy.

5 DAI (eds. MORAVCSIK — JENKINS) 37,70-71, 38,20-21.
%  MORAVCSIK (n. 8) 145; JENKINS (n. 4) 145.

7 PRITSAK (n.43) 212-214; GOLDEN (n. 18) 265; Xamupyms, C. V. (ed.), Mcmopus bauikupckux
pooos. T. 5. Ypa 2014, 22-38; ZIMONYI (n. 10) 69-70.

On the etymology and meaning of the name “Bashkir”, cf. Kysees (n. 11) 447-449; Tiopk
O Bompoce (n. 12) 346-347.

¥ Kysees (n. 11) 356-359; Xamupymmus (n. 57) 38-42, 69-91.
% DEER (n. 4) 93-121; JENKINS (n. 4) 145-146, 153.

o JENKINS (n. 4) 145.

2 KOMATINA (n. 4) 45-46.
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