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I
INTRODUCTION

A“ROMANTIC" IMAGINATION:
THE “DAKO-ROMAN" EXISTENCE.,

One of the unsolved questions of the European Historiography is the
prablem of the Rumanian origin.

Some indubilable traces seem to prove that the origin of the Vlach
{Wallachian) people was actually the southern part of the Balkans. It
scems that some groups of *Romanized” Balkan shepherds survived the
historical storms that followed the fall of the Roman Empire. These
groups migrated gradually from the south towards the north, and
arriving first to the Bulgarian than to the Munthenian area (*1), with a
natural increase in the population the density increased to such an extent
that then dppeared the basis of a genuine nationality.

I'he modern Rumanian political interest sharply opposed to the facts of
the historical migration and evolution of the Viachs. Rumanian
“romantic-minded”’ nationalists presented a theory which connected the
descendents of the Wallachians directly to the Romans; especially to the
Roman conguest in Dacia. This romantic imagination became a myth,
and gradually also became a political propaganda. Influenced by this
newly recovered myth, western historians (even those who previously
adopted the documented migration of the south-Balkanic Vlachs)
became confused. They were effected by the romantic idea that the
modern representatives of “Urbs Eterna” were still in existence in
Eastern Europe! Having actually rwo theory of Wallachian origin from
now on (the northwardly Vlach migration and the newly discovered
Dako-Roman theory), most of the historians faced this problem as one of
the unsolved questions of European history.

Realistic Rumanian politicians were never really sure that the romantic
myth of Dako-Roman origin have had anything to do with historical
reality. They realized however, that this myth was useful to serve another
dream which was the dream of *“‘Greater Rumania’', 'They found that
young nationalists need historic national myths and if a young nation
does not have such myth, onc should be created. Therefare, even without
real historical evidence, Rumanian imperialists used the myth of **Dako-
Roman-continuity" as a great incentive for the “‘re-conquest” of those
territories which were *‘lost™ by their “Dak’™ and **Roman forefathers™.

#1: Munthenia, or Muntenia is an area which is situgting between the Carpathian Alps and the Lower
Danube



Byzantine, Bulgarian, Slav, and other historical sources have
mentioned various Vlach nomadic elemenls, which came to the
historical surface from the chaotic Balkan situation following the great
Goth, Hun, Avar migrations and their temporary settlements. These
nomiudic shepherds did not seem to have too much conneclion tu the
ancient and disintegrated Roman Empire. These mountain people did
not reveal the proud, sophisticated characteristics which was so typical
for the legionaries and citizens ot **Urbs Eterna’'. Thenall uf a sudden in
the annals of Balkan history, Wallachia appeared at the end of the
XIIIth century, north of the Lower Danube. First it was a semi-indepen-
dent, later as an independent Principality. It was united with Moldavia
in 1859, and with the disintegration ot the Anstro-Hungarian Monarchy
after the World War | an opportunity occured for the Wallachians
(already called '‘Rumanians” at this time) to claim Hungarian
Transylvania as a former “Roman province''| (¥2)

Sincve Transylvania was an essential part of the Hungarian national
sphere, continuously since the IXth century, Rumanian imperialists
realized that a selfcreated myth of “Dako-Roman continuity” was
needed. Pointing out again that they were originated from a historical
intermarriage between the Roman colonizers and the ancient
inhabitants of Dacia, they claimed it was “‘obvious'' that they have had
every legal right to '‘reconquer” the area, which was part of the great
Roman Empire in the Age of Antiquity. (*3).

The so-called “*Dako-Roman continuity’ (*4) could not confuse muny
historians, who reconstructed the history of the Ancient - and Medieval
Ages, with original documents and archaeological findings as bases of
their works. They were, however. as it was mentioned before, some
others, who were ruther naive, morc easily influenced, or not so well
educated, whe couid not belp but to be affected by the romantic
imagination of the Dako-Roman intermarriage. They forgot (hat the
“Dako-Raoman intermarriage” or the “Dako-Roman continuity” was
not supported by any archaeological tindings or by any Roman-,
'2 Dm.un wuyan eastern teg«m ﬂflh\ Rumun Empire, conguerced by Cmperor I'rajon i about 107 A.D.

and y E n 271 A.D. 1t was p Roman Provinee lor 164 years. 1is territory
mpuhuul]) identical with’ lrunsy]mma which becamu purt ul the Hungarian Kingdem following by
the Hungarien Conguest of the t‘nrp.uhmn anm in % A.D. ]Jl:iwuu\ 1540 and 1690, Trnnsylmnl..
wak an independent, sometimes sci lity, under the lead of

Hungariun sovereigns Atlerthis, up o 1920, Tmntylvanu was pnrl af the Hungarun Kingdiom., and
(LY suchi part of {he Austre-Hungurian Fmpire again.

*3: Acaunibing w evidenens presented by this essay, the Wallachians have bud nathing (o do with ducium
colonizers ae with 1he golonized., vaolhlr.mg \he nun-uxisting Dako-Rowan canneetion, however, the
Runvaininng have had ahout 1he same “tight” lar Tramuylvania, thut Itallans would have for Norheum
(Ausérln). Gallia (Framcel. ae Heitannia (England).

*4: This theory, ol cuwurse, buses nrsdfon pure ypuculition without any evidence. Ome example of the
typical R lan " historicul™ fr 1., the histariesl sourues. ftis true, do niv mention, henvce. it
st have been aslow but steadanﬁu:al!nn that turned into a Ruman populution, sgenklng the vulgar
L.atin tengue, the Nlyrisns and Thracians.” N larga' A Aisiory o/ Ruumuniu. p.




Rysantine-, Slav- or Bulgarian sources either. Il is quite clear thal a
vertain part of the Wallachtan vocabulary showed Latin elements,
however, there does not cexist any historical cvidence, which seems Lo
show that the Balkan oviglnuted Vlachs have had any ancient
vunnections with Dak tribes, or with the Roman colonizers of ancient
i,

Al this podnt It siso shauld be mentioned 1hai the first decades of ihe
XX1h century proved tn be a very suitable socio-political atmosphere for
rstreme, chaovinistic and cven imperialistic political propaganda. 1t
wils used much more frequently instead of objective historiography. In
this era of extteme and noisy pationalism many highly educated
historians (who attempied e be objective and appolitical) were pushed
aniche, Thelr logical, clear, but guiet voices were surpassed by thost who
really did nol wish o serve Clin, Mase of History, but who served Murs,
the pod of war. These political propagandists, ueting as “historiuns™,
have hud muinly politial interests, which molivated them to rewrite
fustory in theirown particalur way, serving their own. new political view,
As | menlioned. some of them were simply naive, but many of them
lalsificd history deliberately to tulfill the “‘national interest” which
swemed to be so “'sacred™ that (he “great nationul nterest” seemed to
mstily even dishonest methods.

Following the World War |, France desired lo paralyze the destroyed
German State, and wished 1o frustrale the possible resurrection of the
disinjegrated Austro-Hunparian Monarchy. President G, Clemenceau
crealed several, artificial, multinational states in Fast-Central Europe.
(*5), He was ussisted by several selfish and Macchiavelist politicians,
und by those, whose knowledge uf East-Central Eucopeun history was
spure, They created a “new Europe”, bug the dictated “peace’ which
onforeed the new situation uf artificial frontiers and new maltinational
stules was actually nathing else but the germs fur several future wars to
come.

The slatesmen who redrew the map of Furope welcumed the *Dako-
Roman thoory™ ynd uccepied it as true history, Now the Rumanians
could “legally” beeome “Romans™. or “Daks", or "'Dako-Romans".
They conld become unything and anybody whenever they wished. bo-
aitae their elatm conld be well adjusted to the ideas, and plans ol French
resenge, snd of Russian-oriented Panslavism, The Woallachlan
administralion received the 'green lght” from the Entente so the
descendants of Vlach shepherds werc able to march inlo Hungarian
‘I ransylvania.

*5; Grarged lomensunt (18411920} was premier of Feanee UB08-9, 19207-19) cdlied as “the Tiger”, He

wppmaed 1 honest . prawe-minsted USA President W. Wiisan in Veesallien and Trigmum. uning The pusi-
wyr epnferences as apportunllics lisr chauviniste revenge.



Of course. anyone could say at this tinie, that the lamentation of the
harshly trcated Hungary was a seemingly *'bias” voice. A voice of a
nation which is loosing one of her thotisand-years-old parts is similar to
the sound of a person which is lonsing one of his arms or limbs. This
seemingly bias cry, however, coincided with the voices of ohjective
historians, but their writings did not reach the ears of the Great Powers.
It became fashionable that victorious countries were *‘right", losers were
ulways “wrong'.

Objective historians of the world were astonished. There were no
sources, nor histerical maps anywhere (except in Rumania) which ever
showed Transylvania as a Wallachian pravinee before 1920. Nobody
could show any documents, chronicles, archaeological findings, which
could prove any Rumanian rvight for ‘T'ransylvania, In spite of this.
liuwever, Transylvania remained a Rumanian province riot only afler the
First War, but also following the Second Great War. Politicians of this
Waorld recognized, accepted with considerable cynicism, that not only
History creates nations, but sometimes nations are re-creating their
vctual history. These new historical intcrpretations were poor as far as
histarical evidence is concerned, but since *‘might was right™’, powertul
armies “guaranteed” their “rightful” existence.

Since then, Rumanian historians were desperately trying to find some
real evidence of the ' Dako-Roman origin and continuity”, which would
justity the Rumanian conquest in Transylvania. They remained
unsuccessful. They were able 10 produce generalizations which seemed
to prove that ancient Viachs adopted many cultural customs from
Reoman colonizers, but they still could not find evidences which would
aid the myth of Dako-Roman origin in Dacia. Let us guote from some of
these typical compositions.

Rumanian is derived directly from the low Lotin spoken in the
Imperial era. In syntax and grammar it reproduces Latin forms of
striking purity. Words dealing with agricultural pursuits. however,
ure generally of Slavie origin .. (¥6).

1t is still customary in any Rumanian village to attack a small coin to
the finger of the dead ufter an ancient Roman custom of providing
the soul with its fare across the Styx ... Rumania’s national dance,
the Culausare, Commemorates the rapes of the Sabines to this
day. (7).

The mountains saved the Latin character of Rumanian speech. (*8).

+h: Leon Daminian: The Frontiers of { nuprape and Nuticnelity in Eurape. n. 166,
*7: 1bid. p. 161
*R: [hid. p. 162,

10



11 is really not necessary to argue with these points above. The Vlachs as
pastoral subjects of Roman landholders in Epirus, Macedonia, perhaps
i Dalmatia, obviously adopted some sort of vulgarized Latin from their
masiers, and adopted several Roman customs as well. It was probably
also fruth that by hiding in the mountaisous regions they werc able to
preserve these linguistic and  cultural characteristics for several
centuries. All of this, however, does nol seem Lo prove that these Vlachs
vriginated from Roman Dacia, where the Roman legions in comparison
ioother provinees colonized the land the least. Thus informations about
iulapted vocabulary and customs are not adequate evidence to recreate
history in lines with the Rumanian myth of the Dako-Roman theory.

There ix much argument about the priority of the Rumanians in
Transylvania. Rumanians claim that they are the descendants of the
Romanized Dacians of the emperor Trajan’s day, who have lived
uninterruptedly in Transylvania since Roman times. Many
historians point out, fhowever, thut according to all available
evidence. the Romans completely evacuated their Dacian
settlements, und that from the third century to the twelfth, during
the caurse of nearly a thousand years, not a single trace of the
Dacians may be found in Transvlvania - even if the Rumanians were
their descendants. On the other hand there are chronological datu
concerning the Rumanians’ gradual immigration into Transylvania
{rom the twelfth century onward.(*9).

One of the well known Rumanian histortans. Prof. Giurescu often used
Lo say, that “historians should not be emploved by extreme nationalistic
forees™. Lei us mention something about this Rumanian scholar,
honoused by his own nation.His way of writing actually proves that
Rumanian nationalism (hat incorporates the Dako-Roman myth as
sume sort of springhoard for further. more extended dreams, is really
ready to re-write the history of the whole European Continent.

On the same page or which Professor Giurescu ostracizes exag-
gerated patriotism. he sqvs that the history of the Rumanians is
based on four positive and unassailable facts: |11 thut the Rumanians
ure one of the oldest peoples in Europe, |2) that the Dacians were an
elite people of the ancient world; |3) that the Rumanians are the
ofdest Christian peoples of south-eastern Europe; and [4) that they
are the only people in these regions who can boast of un uninter-
rupted political continuity. (*10).
It is val the purpose of this essay Lo argue “how 0ld” the Rumanians
really were. or “*how elite’ the Dacians were under Roman colonization
or before the Roman conquest. We don't really think that it would be

*Q: Dominic G. Kosary  S.B_ Vurdy: Hisiory of the Hungarign Nation. p. 20.
Q- Zyombor Szasa: Rumnalan Histors. (Ehe Bungarien Quarterty. 1941, pp, 198-99.)



sensible to invesitgate which south-castern peoples were the *‘oldest
Christians™. If the distinguished professor, mentioned above, and his
[ellow Rumanian "“schalars™ believed and attempted to force the belief,
thal Lthey were the “aldest™, the “most elite”", or the “oldest Christian"
people, | feel, we should let them enjoy their unbased belief and
happiness. tne false proposition about the “national continuity” in
I'ransylvania represents. however, a deliberate historical falsification,
with serious political consequences. This attempl must be criticized and
internationally corrected.

This essay does not wish (o dcal with the “Dako-Roman political
continuity”, “myth™, or “theory” in details. The real purpose of this
¢essay Lo re-introduce the history of the Vlach migration on the Balkans
from Byzantine Epirus and Macedonia to medieval Bulgaria. from
Bulgaria to Wallachia, and from Wallachia to Moldavia and
Transylvania. Belore doing it. however, we will outline the tragedy of the
hervic and unfortunate Dak people. Following this, this essay will deal
with the real history of the medieval Rumanians.



THE TRAGIC DEFEAT AND EXTERMINATION
OFTHE DAKPEOPLE

‘The racial and linguistic origin of the Dak people (the Dacians) is an
vxample of the unsalved problems in the history of Ancient Europe. We
really do not know that what sort of people they were and what part of the
liurasian Continent they came from before settling in the eastern portion
ol the Carpathian Basin. This area was called as Dacia hy the Romans,
m the Ist Century A.D.. afler the names of the inhabitants.

Same historians believe that the Daks actually belonged to the northern
subgroups of the Thracians. (*11). Herodotos, the “Father of historical
writing" visited Dacia around 480 B.C. and he named the people there as
“Getae”. There is every probability that these “Getae” were identical
with the Daks. Another assumption was that these people were the most
western element of the Scytha people. (*12). According to Herodotos
and other ancient guthors, the inhabitants of Dacia were living in the
lrameworks of four or five tribes and they built their tribal culture under
Greek and Celtic influcnce. They built strong rock-fortresses, they
tormed highly disciplined clans with militaristic social character, but
they professed agricullure and animal breeding. They were also
vxperienced miners, and they sold their gold, silver, iron and salt to the
Greeks, using Greek coins in their commercial affairs.

‘I'heir connection with Hellas was mainly peaceful, but occasionally
some of their tribes were probably victimized by Greek expansionism. In
the IVth Century B.C., for instance, slaves of Getae origin (assumably
war-prisoners) appeared on the Athenian slave market. In about the
same time they were ruled by the female-dominated **Agathyrs® people,
but not much later the Daks with a larger population absorbed the
conguerors.

1u about 280 B.C. Celtic tribes penetrated into the Carpathian Basin
prabably from the north and they dominated over the Daks for a short
time. (¥13). Beginning with the Ind Century B.C., however, the Dak

“H: Farly | hrucians populated the area ot the East-Balkans from Lie mouth of the Isier (Danube)
Jdown to the Bosphorus. They absorbed Tlellenic vuliure vuly in o limitat extent. in. . 1300 B.C. they
eeapicil prohably much Jurger areas, but in the Vth Cenrury B.C. ihey were pushed (o 1he Black
Sca-arca by flyrians and Mocedonians, Beginning with 1st Centory B.C. Theacian rufers were vassals ot
Rome.

#12: The Seythians were dic b who inhabited BE. Enrope and W. Asia. They were
robably Turanian (by some historians: Indo-Iranian) by origin. ‘They traded with the Greeks and
wimetimes acted us Greek mercennaries.

SEX The very sume Celtie invasion ruvagedt Mucedonia in 279 B.C.. defeating the Grecks in
I'wermopylae, and reaching even Delphi. They suled Thtace until 210 B.C.

13



tribes (called " Davi' and sometimes as "' Daii’”* by the Romans) became a
strong loree in Dacia. They sent troops against the Balkanie colonies of
the Romuns. Lo prevent the encroachment of Roman imperialism into
their country. (¥14). One of their greatest kings was Burebista (70-44
B.C.). who established his captial, called Savmisegethusa, in the
Southern Carpathians, and extended his power from the River Tisza
(German: Theiss) to the Pontus Euxinus (Black Sea). His political and
military power was recognized by the Roman Empire. (¥15).

In the age of the early (Julian-Clandian) emperors, Dacia was already
under the shadow of the Roman eagle. When Moesia (¥16) and
Pannonia (*17) appeared as new Roman stronghalds, it became clear
that Dacia wauld be the next step. In 10 B.C. the Dak forces withdrew to
the northern side of the Danube, forming a defensive line in the
Carpathjan Alps.

A new, and final renewal of the Dak power appeared in A.D. 85, when
King Durosdak resigned and King Decebal took over the leadership of
Dacia. (85-106). He was ambitious und warlike, and he decided io
defend Dacis against Roman colonizing tendencies. He proved to be a
successful military lcader against the legions of Emperor Domotianus
(81-96), when his Daks invaded Moesia from the north (85), and when he
was able to secure his position even when various German tribal
fragmenms (Quads and Marcomans) threatened Northern Dacia.
Domitian made a quite humiliating peace with Decebal, who retained
his independence. The king of the Daks also defeared the nordic German
invaders, and crushed the Sarmatian lazyg horsemen, nomads, who
populated the area between the Danube and the Tisza Rivers at this
tinie.

The final tragedy of the heroic, but unfortunate Daks came about with
Emperor Trajan (98-117), whowas a brilliant and ambitious soldier. His
name and activity coincides with the tinal page of Dak history. He was
responsible for the invasion and complete annihilation of the Daks, and
also tor the colonization of Dacia.

Nurtured on war. the Eneperor was a frank imperialist who preferred
arder 1o liberty and power to peuce. Hardly a year after his arrival in
Rome he set out for the conguest of Ducia ... lts anaexation woufd

*14: The Dak campuigns thicealened Moesia, Dulmatia and Thrace i 112, 109, and 75 B.C.

*15; King Burebista influcnced even the internul atfairs of Rome when he was allied with Pompey
against Julius Cucxar. (Between 49-40 B.C)

*1f: Became @ Roman peovinee. in the tinie of Octavianus {Augumus) in 29 B.C

*[7: Around (le time of the birth wf Chris, the legions of Augusius edvanced the trontiers of (he
“Inipesivm” to the Danube, | e Rumans, howsver, comsidired Pansonia as o Provinee alrcady in 10
B.C.. when Roman Jurves of Noricum (todav’s Ausiria) eatended their dumination east from the Alps.

14



sive Rome control of the road that ran dowa the Save to the Danube
und thence to Byzanlium - an invaluable land route to the Fast.
Resides, Ducia hud gold mines. In a campaign brilliantly planned
and switily executed. Trajun led his legions, through all obstacles
and resistance to the Duciun capital, Sarmisegethusa, and forced its
surrender. (*(8).

I'ie emperor reinstated Decebal as a client king and returned 1o Rome
n 102, Decebal, however, did not like his new and very humiliating role,
atd soon broke the agrecment, resuming his independent rule. Trajan
murched his legions back to Dacia (105) where he bridged the Danube,
and stormed Sarmiscgethusa again.

e Daks defended their country with enthusiasm and with blood-
sty hatred against the Roman invaders. This fact was recognized
~ven by those Rumanian historians, who later supported chauvinists to
vreitle or popularize the myth of Dako-Roman intermarriage.

The Dacians resisted in the mountains “with an incomparable fury.

in which all the people shared. Even the women joined in"'. (*19).
Sarmiscgethusa was burmed to the ground at this time. The Dacian
+ nefs had drunk poison at a final banquet, and assumably, most of the
wildiers and their familics followed the heroic example of the Dacian
leaclers. Following this, almost unprecedented collective suicide, the
legions. full of bloodthirsty revenge because of the great loss in human
esuprees on the Roman side too, almost completely exterminated the
cnire population of Dacia, The unfortunate country became one,
lwrning bloody slaughter. Some remainders were torced {o leave their
destructed home-country, in chains as slaves. In about 110, the
viclurious emperor raised in Rome a triumphal column ({(by
Apollodoros), which aimed to proclaim the victory and a serious warning
(v the world: all these wha resist will follow the Dacian example and, if’
nccessary, populations of whole countries will be annihilated.

in the 2000 figures of the 124 spiral panels we follow the conguest of
Duciustep by step: the Romun coharis issuing from their Stations in
Jull urmoar; the vrossing of the Dunube on a pontoon bridge: the
pitching of a Roman camp in the enemy's land; the confused conflict
af spears, arrows, sickles, and siones; a Dacian village set to the
torch, with women and children begging Trajun for mercy; Dacian
women torturing Roman prisoners: soldiers displaying before the
Emperor the heads of slain enemies; surgeons treating the wounded:

=18: Will Duram: Caesarand Chrisi. (1n the serles of the Story of Civilication. Vol. 11 pp.409-410.
*19: N. Tucga: The History of Rowmania. 3. 27,

N e e enbon dllhk\'uulllml ucmou:mgtlu \W"lﬂ!. *Rumadnia' is this essay. however, we
e imundl wo wse sl ss Homiano' or “Roumanin™ in yuination),

15



rhe Dacian princes drinking anc afier another the cup of poispn! the
head of Decebalus brought as u trophy to Trajun, the long file of
captive men, wamen, and children snatched from their homes into
toreign settlements or Roman sluvery - this und more the dark
cotumn tells in the most masterly narrative rellief in sculprural
history. (¥20).

Trajan's column in the Roman forum is sctually onc of the best
historical evidence of the complele destruction of Dacia indeed, which
produces a considerable addifion to the contemporary historical
documents (ol Dio Casslus, Dio Chrysostomus. Plinius, luvenalis,
Marcus Aurelius, etc.), which were describing, stating or indicating the
fact that the Romans actvally succeeded in almost completely
exterminating the nation of the Daks. Trajan's Dacian war was extended
into a genocide, (¥21). 1t isinteresting, howevet, that the *Dako-Rownan
theorcticians'” were using even Trajan's column as some sort of strange
“evidence' supporting the Dako-Roman myth, “recognizing” that the
Dacians (on the column) used Lo wear a cap, which was “very simllar” to
the skin-cap of the Rumanian peasants of to-day. (*22).

Let us also mention in connection with Trajan’s Dacian war, that
Apollodoros, the emperor’s great architect bailt a bridge across the
Danube at Dierna (Orsova). The Romans built several military camps
and roads. In Apulum (Hung: Gyulafehervar, Rum: Alba Julia) a
Pannon legion, in Potaissara (Torda) a Macedonian legion guarded the
province. Near tothe destroyed Sarmiscgethusa, a new military town was
built, called Ulpia Traiana. Only the officers were purc Romans of Italy,
while the legionaires were recruited from Asia Minor. Syria, Greece,
Tberia, cven from Berber-Africa. The soldiers were isolated by living in
their fortresses (castellum), from the almost completely depopulated
counlry. We have to assume that no elements of any human life ever
appeared around the brutal conquerors, but the military command
realized the possible dangers of these hostile mountains, so military
orders protected these soldiers from any connections with natives. Dacia
became the Land of Death, but the caretul Roman administration
wished to isolate the legions from cven visiting those ghost towns and
deserted forests. Mining was mainly a miliary duty because Roman
civilians did not dare to appear in this dangerous far-cast province, and
natives were not available cither. (It was really amazing that modern

#20: WK Durntz Cisewer vad Christ. s 412,

42T e modeno reem “genocide’ was asell muinly in mml:tmhl:mﬁ A was matte un imternatinnal
erive Iy a LN ounventiont, whepizd in 1948, and ink ellper ply in 1050), but we have w use this word as
o very churacteristic one. bequnse 1his ruse wny redlly v proto-type of it
*22: The hrindless fell hats tappeiring un Lhe eolumn) were generally worn by Seythhurs, Thraclune, unid
ull peaples of the Carputhiun Manatains hith In anvient and midern tlmes, hwever No lurga, he
Gsmivns Runignbn hisiorian mentivied ihat theeap of Dacian nubles was identical wilh the skin-capot
Rumanian posxanms ol loduy. and used this obsemvanan ag an svidetiee! (N lorge 4 History uf
Haumama. 1 2T )
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peditical interest was actoally able te fabricate the myth that the
"1¥iko-Roman population™ was made upon a *“happy infermarriage’
beiween Romans and Daks ...).

v 270 A.D. Dacia became the very first province which Roma
nhandoned. The Marcoman tribes invaded the area since about 180, and
i 25, the Roman administration began the evacuation of Dacia. In the
winter of 270-271, Emperor Aurelian ordered the legions to leave Dacia

nul ta march to Moesia, which became “Dacia Aureliana” from now on.
the Danabe represented the bordecline against the possible barbarian
invasions coming from the north, Carpathian Dacia became a German
territory for a while.

1 0 us take a linal look at the Carpathian and Balkanic provinces of the
Rinnan Empire. Let us compare Dacia with the other East-European
tetrvifories, with possibility of Romanization in mind:

Year of Yearof Yearsof

Pravince Conquest Evacuation Colontzation
Hivricum & Dalmatia 168 B.C. 476 A.D. 644

I inrus & Achaca 168 B.C. 395A.D. 563
Macedonia 146 B.C. 395A.D. 541

I hiracia 46B.C. 395A.D. 441
AMoesia 44B.C. 395A.D. 439
Pannnnia 10B.C. 408 A.D. 418

) facin 107A.D. 271A.D. 164(1)

tn (he Dalmatian coast, in Epirus, in Macedonia, in Thracia and in
Miwsia, even in Pannonia, many hundreds of years provided the
apportunity of Romanization. In the depopulated mountains of Dacia
'mly arelatively limited period was associated with the Roman vonyuest,
1he mountainous regions of the Balkans, however, prescrved some
Iragments of Romanized, rural peoples, which were called later as
Viachs.

Romanization of the Balkans were stopped when Emperor Flavius died
(495), and the Empire was divided between his sons: Arcadius and
Hunorius. Arcadius rveceived the eastern part ol the Empire including
ihe Balkans. His rule marks the beginniug of Re-Hellenization, "This
wvival of Greek culture was, of course, very slow in the Vth Century
because of the Roman iraditions and of the Goth, Hun, etc. invasions,
bl later became quite aggressive, when the clvilian bureaucrats were
~npported by military forces. “Ducia Aureliana™, which existed for 124
vears (271-395) as a Roman pruvince, becamc also u Byzantine territory.
Uiyriecum and Dalmalisa remained Latin for a longer time, thus
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“Romanizition" could have its effect there most intensively. The most

western parts of the Balkans became part of the Eastern Empire only

when Rome itself finished its long history. (476 A.D.).
The Re ians were not di dants of Roman colonists of Dacia
left bekind in East Hungary and Transylvania .., Afier the removal
and withdrawal of the Roman colonists, Dacia, for untold centuries.
was the arena of the wildest international struggles knowy to histary,
and these could not have been outlived by any nomad people
remaining there. To be sure, some express the opinion that the
Roumanian nomad herdsmen fled into the Transylvanian mountains
at gach new tnvasion (by the Huns, Bulgarians, Avars, Mugvars,
Patzinaks, Cumans successively) and subsequently always returned.
But the nomad can support himself in the mountaing only during
summer, and he must descend to pass the winter..On the other hand
each of these new invading nomad hordes needed these mountuing
Jor summer grazing for their own herds. Thus the Ronmanians could
not have escaped. and their afleged game of hide-and-seek would
have been in vain. (¥23).

On the most-western parts of the Balkans (Dalmatia and W.
Macedonia), alonp the Adriatic coast and the mountainous background,
the Romanized pastoral societies could hide themselves much casier.
These former slaves of Italian patricians, whese language still preserved
some vulgarclements of their previous mastets, survived both the nomad
invasions wid the disturbances of Byzantine tax-collectors.

During the summer they grszed ofi most of the mountains of the
Balkan penninsula and look up their winter quarters on the sea-
Cousts among a pedsant populution speaking a ditferent language.
Then¢e they gradually spread. unnoticed by the chroniclers atong all
rhe mountain runges. (¥24),

While the heroic and unfortunate Dak people disappeared from the
siuge of History, those Romanized rural peoples of the Western Balkans
who were more fumiliar with the hidden furests and roads than the
uninvited nomads and Greeks. could gradually take the oppartunity 10
migrate. step-by-step, to-new, notthern pastures, 'The descendants of
these Romanized Balkan shepherds became inventive enpugh to claim
thst they were aclually descendants of the sp-called “Dako-Romans™.

*2V, T Pgisker: Orngin of the Roveniens. 11 he Combridge Medieval History, 191). Val. 1. p. 35T,
*24: Thul, P AN,
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*ROMANIZED"” SHEPHERD-SOCIETIES OF THE BALKANS
IN THE STORMY CENTURIES
OF THE MEDIEVAL MIGRATION

It would be almost impossible to estimate how many thousands of
people remained in the mountains and in the hidden valleys, forests,
vives of those Provinces, which were abandoned by the Roman legions in
the Balkans. No deubt that [llyricum, Thracia, Macedonia and Epirus
were slill populated by pastoral societics speaking some sort of
degenerated Latin in the end of the IVth Century. These peoples did not
wish, or were not permitted to follow their lords or the evacuating legions
hack lo Italy, and they faced (if they were aware of them at all) two sorts
ol dangers which came from two opposite directions: the Byzantine-
tireek expansionism from the south and the barbaric invasions from the
north.

The druma which created sertous turmoil on the Balkans, actually
hegan in the far-off north-east. Balamber, king of the Hun
iribal-organization defeated the Alans and Heruls north of the Black
Sca, and then destrayed the Ostrogothic Empire of King Hermanrich,
ihus pushing the Ostrogoths to the west. The Ostrogoths entered into
I ransylvania from the east, and for a couple of generations they lived in
the Carpathian Basin as some sort of servant-people of the growing Hun
power. The Huns, before crossing the Carpathians, defeated the
Visigoths at the Dniester River, which caused the Visigoths, under King
Athaneric to turn to the south, towards Moesia, and penetrated in the
Balkans. (*25).

At this time (376) the Romans still attempted to stop the Great
Migration so Emperor Valens (*26) intended to disarm the uninvited
yuests, and ordered them to settle in Lower Moesia. He failed to fulfill
his plan, because the Visigoths, under the leadership of Fritigern,
defeated and killed Valens near Adrianople. (378). Following this, the
Visigoths appeared even south of Thrace. Theodosius, Emperot of the
I:ast, was able to pacify the invaders by influencing the new, young king,
Ataric, who was hoping for a position in Byzantium. Theodosius died in
W5, and Alaric, was disappointed because he realized that Arcadius, the
uew Emperor of the East did not recognize him as a “Roman’’ authority.

*15 The Visigoths were latcr also called as “Thervings™.

*2 Vulens was the yonger brother of Emp. Flavius Valentinianus ), (364-375.) The Roman Fmperor
prointed him as “C in (he East™
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In a passion of fury, he ravaged Thrace ta the gates of Constantinople.
Arcadius was quite helpless until his field marshall, Stilicho, a Vandal
by blood, was ahle to push Alaric and his Visigoths away from
Constantinople. (€27).

1n 398-99, the Visigoths were wandering first to Achaea, then to Epirus
and Ihen they turned north-west to 1llyricum. These areas, especially
ulong the Adriatic coast, were still populated by various rural peoples,
who were left behind by their Italiun masters, and who still preserved
some sort of deformed Latin in their languages and some Roman
memories in their customs. These people, mostly shepherds, were hiding
in their forests, swamps and caves, but sormme of them left their
settlements far behind. Certain groups migrated to mountainous
high-pasturages, many others took refuge to the north-east, and settled
10 the Balkan Mountains. (Moutitain-range in today’s Bulgaria.) Some
ofthen: were pushed to the northiern coasts of Dalmatia by the Visigoths
(Alaric arrived at Northern Dalmatia in 400, and left the Balkans for
Italy in 401). (*28).

‘The disturbed peoples of the Balkans now breathed more freely, but not
far too long. The Hun pawer which ruled a large part of Europe from
Gallia tathe Caucasus (*29) realized the opportunity of extension on the
Halkans down to Constantinople. The Hun horsemen crossed the Lower
Danube several times. and they raided Moesia, Macedonia and
Thessalia {446-47). At this time the Romanized pastoral peoples of the
Balkans werc obliged to tolerate the patronage of the Eastern Emperor,
who represented the only security for them, however, many branches of
them chuse the high mountains and deep forests again rather than the
support of the Greek bureaucracy. The mountains were cold and
dungerous, but they were isolated and free.

1tis obvious that the dungerous age of the Goth and Hun invasions were
not tov suitable for any northward-migrations for the Romanized people
ol the Balkans. The adventure of the Visigoths stopped, paralyzed their
movement for a while; most af them hid themselves on the higher
pasrurages al’ lllyricum, Macedonia and Epirus, Those, wha already
reached the Balkan Mountains, stopped and settled, because north of

: tailivhe derwally avoddead any batile with Alaric, w ho was faraed to Jeave mostly by shrewdness of
K1t homsedl betrasd Areadins. and was appeinterd? laer as "magister miticium®* of
ficicinn by Husiras, Fnperore al Hie Wesr,

. Stilichn, in servioe of Ronte a1 ths dimy, haled the Visigaihs at Verona ami Alarie withdrew to
Epirus, ol in 407-08. ne feft the Balkan forever. tnvaded Naly and in 410, he sacked cven Romc.
“elowing (he mates of King Kharatom aed Bang_ 3 Wi, 1he figss representative of the Tlun Coliden

it Ranga {Rngilas). He inlly ueenpiud i Carpathian Bagin, which breaow heart i e Hun
A wars papiikded Be the Gurh vassals so ftwas eathed ay “Gethie ™. After 409, he

' it ) headesins 31308 SO wia Bared 1o pay triibate. dp ¢ 440, Adtila (his cousin)
B v Balkeas asading (e campaigns again in 44647, muking Singidenum (Gelgradc),

Rt Nl Saediva (Sefla) as Hun milivsry stcongholids.




the Lower Danube, the Hun Empire seemed to be a very dangerous place
tu live in. Transylvania (the former Dacia) was still called as *'Gothia’ in
hing Attila’s time (445-453), since the great king of the Huns placed
wiany of the dominated German tribes in that area. (¥30). The
¢ urpathian Mountains were guarded by clite Hun troops. These forces
swre quite hostile against any movements which would appear from the
cauth. (%31).

Alter the disiniegrarion of the Hun Empire (¥32), Marcianus, Emperor
ul the East (450-57), continued the Hellenization of the Balkans. The
Kumanized pastoral-societies did not undersiand Greek and warrted
1bout the growing frequency of the appearing Greek military units and
tweck-speaking tax-collectors, Theirnatural tendency was, of course, to
ontinue their migration to the north, however, their movements were
lupped, or slowed, once morg again by Hun fragments on the Balkans,
{ hrogoths in Pannonia, and by Gepidas in Gothia. (*33).

At the end of the Vith Century, the Avar Empire (proud inheritors of
the “Inheritance of Attila”) (*34) extended from the Alps to the
{"aucasus. The people of Bajan khagan, which invaded the Balkans
weveral times in the VIlth Century, threatened the Gates of
¢ 'nastantinople. They seemed to be a new appearance of the Huns.

lhe new patronate of the Latin-fragments was surprisingly not
Hiwantium, but the Bulgarians.

the Bulgarians, first mentioned by this name in 354 A.D. were
wwmbers of the Turkish branch of the Turanian race. Their northern
Inanch (the Valga-Bulgars) were populating the area between the Ural
Mis. and the Central Volga River, The southern branch were organized
wn (ribal and clan-system, and werc ruled hy the “Dulo” princes of
Anik’s Hun dynasty. Their first authenticated ruler was Kan Kurt (or
Kubrat; 584-642), proud descendant of Attila, who dominated the
wueppes north of the Caucasus. In 619 he visited Constantinople to
wiuest aid against the Avar Khaganate. After his death Geeac Old
Itnlgaria was disrupted by simultaneous attacks of the Avars (from the
sest) and of the Khazars (from the cast). Isperikh (or Asperoch;

1L 0 Rumanian listerigns rerognized Veh Centoey Transylvunia as “Gothia™ singe they wer
. -.le ll:‘n:f R::ilmtos of Daks, Romans, or Daks-Ramaaos 1w the ¢asiern part of the Carpathlan
Wyl '\'vﬂ|,dummwln;|r\ eridonree abour the Szckelyvs as direet Hun desvendnnts. * Anonymus’,
oty Cirnneler of Reda 40 awho cepresemis one of the mast aytirenipe hisforics] souyees
e e Sk s cTapud Awehyle Regts' © (C. AL Macayioeys Stwidies on the Earle Hungurias

v 0T (N e sdescendants od Ve S7ghelys. o ivssure nientioned slrvadly by the medieval
T e s el Tonter guards, are suppiresasl minoevies i Grearer Ruymais iiday),

* Meey (g hate of Nedao 1454 A.DO.
* 10 Umap. Marcianus alfawed the Ostrogolhs s seille uk " inslersti™ (military alliex) in ¢
1 e Avaes were reluted 1o the Hins and rled by kings of ilun ofigin.




643-701) son, or grandson of Kubrat, leader of one of the fragmems.
moved tp former Dacia Inferior (area between the Transylvanian Alps
and the Lower Danube) with his people {after 650). Tn about 680, the
Bulgars crossed the Lowee Danube, moved {o tormer Moesia, defeated
the army of the Eastern Roman Empirc, and established their capital at
Pliska. At this time they dominated both sides of the Lower Danube,
Moldavia and Bessarabia. Isperikh and his successors welcomed more
and more Romanized refugees coming trom the south, and they became
the most important patrans of them,

Pushed by various Turanian (Ural-Altaic) tribe organizations (Huns,
Avars, Bulgarians) a ncw type ot race and language appeared on the
Northern Balkans called the Slavs, This (easiern) branch of the
Indo-European language family was already known by Greek and
Roman writers of the 1st and 1Ind Centuries as 'Venedi' and in these
early times they already inhabited the region beyond the River Vistula.
(In today's Poland). As a direct result of the Hun and Avar conquests,
the Slavs were separated into notthern (Pales, Czechs, Moravians,
Slovaks), eastern (Russian, Ukranians), and southern branches
(Slovenians, Croatians, Serbiuns), however, the officials of Constan-
tinople called them only by rhe simplified name of "'Sclaveni'.

They quickly populated the Balkan valleys and they became servani-
peoples of Hun-, Avar-, later Bulgarian lords. After the fall of the Hun
Empire. and in a later time. when the Avar Empire was already
weakened by the growing Frankish power, the Slavs already
outnumbered by population all other races of Ilyricum-Dalmatia.
Western Moesia and Northern Macedonia. Krum, one of the greatest
Bulgarian rulers (§08-814), 2 Pannonian Bulgar, was probably still Hun
by origin, but when Boris 1. (852-89) converted his Bulgars Lo
Greek-Orthudox Christianity, supposedly almost the whole Bulgarian
population was actually Slavicized, and the blood-brothership of Attila
wus nothing else in Greek-Orthodox Bulgaria but a part of a loggy and
heroic mytholugy.

In the [Xth and Xth Centuries. Greek-Orthodox, and Sliv-Bulgaria,
{especially its central-mountainous regions) was the best pastoral arca
for those fragments, which still preserved certain elements of Latin in
their language. These people (the Vlachs) were converted to
Greek-Orthodaxy by Greek missionaries, bur they renined illlterate,
T'hey did not know anything ubout the foces of Roman disintegration or
about the long-time exterminawed Dak people. Living in primlitive
circunistunces among their sheep and goats, they did not cven know that
there is iun old City, called Rome, somewhere In fur ol Huly. (n nther
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sonde we have to assume vhat they did nor have historical memuries and
they Wil not have geogeaphical perspective either.

tu the Xth Century one of the largest portions of these degenernted
“Romuns' were living in the Pindos mountains, in Thessalia. (Between
Fyurus and Macedonia), They were ¢alied by linguists as *Megieno-
Kmauns”. Anolher significant group, the so-called *'Arumuny™
tArumuns) were already in (he Balkan Mountains, populating the
“alleys from the Central Balkans to the Black Sea. The third, and a
cnnsiderably large group, the “Istro-Rumuns™, still populated the
Adriatic Coast, {Dalmatia, and W. Mucedonia), arcas, which belonged
in the old Roman Empire centuries ago. {(¥35).

Just as the Bulgarians. the Wallachians were also Slavicized by
miermarrioges with Skiv vlements. The only difference was that the
Wilgariuns became Slays almust complelely, while the Wallachians still
presevved almost half of their vocabulary some sort of deformed
Latin. (*3h).

The immigration of the Slavs did not fuil (v influence the oncient
Rumaniuns. That is clearly proved by many Sfav features in the
Rumanian ethnical development and by the richness of the
Rumanian languuge in Slav elemenss, which goes so far that on this
hasis severyl earlier scholars numbered the Rumuniuns among the
Stav peoples. (¥37).

tine could ask a question: were thesc shepherd societles really
Nlavicized Romans®. or were they rather **Romanized Slavs''?

Muadern Rumanions are stressing the Romen connectlon, but
nnimizing the Slavic influence, in spite of the fact thar the Rumanian
Linguage actually consists more Slavic than Latin words, (*38). Let us
it thaf since the Roman Empire disintegrated already in the Vth
tentury, and because the first Slavic Iragments appeared on the Balkans
by around the Viith Century, the questioned shepherd-socicties were
nrubably Macedonians, Hlyrians and other peoples of the Balkans, who
were first Romanized by their Roman lundlords and later Slavicized by
the Slav newcomers, who were infiltrating from the north. 1t was quite
i Meplenn-Rumuns, Arurauns and Isira-Rumuny; - Uzese espressions ure elearly shawing the Yact
hat the: Visehs were aciually peaplasavho were left by Roman volonizers in these nrean. These nanies are
oranabyen gt He fiet Hiat these tragments weee the maln starting puints ol o lnter nnified people, which
alht il Rumanis,

* i Acewriing 1o Clhae, o Rumanian linguist, even in the XXIb Ceniury, the Rumanian languuge
v aamied 43.7% Stavic, 31.5% Lutin, 8.4% Yurkish, 7% Groek, 6% Hungarian, and 0.6% Albanian
Saris,

* . L. Fiekes: The Dovelopment of the R Pouple. |'The Hungarien Quarieely. Winier, 1941,
LGN

U4 Flhig Jinguistic statialics mentlonid in *30 was 1aken ltom 1. Szakonyi: The first hiviorical noves
ainuee thie Watheehivns aad the historieal buses af the Duka-Roman Theory (Kanadai Magyarsag. 1966)
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obvious, however, that these pastoral clans, villages were not **pure”
Romans.

The origins of the Rumaniuns paini o many different components.
This is not astonishing if we conswler that all Eurapeun nations have
experienced a considemble mixture of blnod so that in most cases the
raciul basis is no longerrecognizable. Thivix narsrully the cuse of the
Rumanians, who lived at one af the nost troubled puints of the
Continent and thus were exposed to many amd varied foreign
influences. (¥39).

In light of historical evidence there i pronl that thiese mixture-peoples
migrated from south to north, and movedl as clans, Tamilics or as
individuals, but not as tribes. Of course. this picee ol lustorienl evidence
did nai fit to the *Dako:Roman theory”, avdd it certainlv il pot [it 1o the
imagination of a ‘“Dako-Roman confiunily 1 Fransylvania®.
Consequently, it seemed to be a national task {or mudern Rumaman
politicians, and government-supported historuis o puove, that the
‘Walluchian migrarion was actually not feans the sonth to the north, hur
from the north to the south! For example, Ghyka was mentiowimg some
“"Romanized population™ which was established by the  Avars in
Pannonia (A.D. 618), and he also explains the unguestimable xistence
al'Viachs in Northern Bulgaria (A, D. 860) as ““Dcinn rebugees form the
north™ (*40).

The traditional date of the Hungarian Conguest ol the ¢ arpathian
Basin is 896. This was the yéar, when Arpad the Conqueror lvd the
Magyar tribes (*41) into the Carpathian Basin. Sime ol the Liest
rescarches, however, seem to suggest, that the sa-called “Tate Avary'
which joined the Avar Khaganate in 670, were actually "Me Magyars”,
They were related both the Avars and the Magyars, winl tepreaenied
some sort of irdnsitional tribe-organization betwevrn Avars anrd Magyars,
both racially and linguistically, (*42). Aceording ta thiy newess thenry,
the Magyars of 896 were simply the Hnal link i g Huu Avae Late
Avar-Magyar chain. Each link was interrefated 10 1he others, vach af
them included Mongol, and Turkish clements i a covinio cxtent eachn|
them were led by Hun kings or chieftains, and all of them comse sty
belonged to the great Turanian (Ural-Altaic) people, (%))

*39: L. Elekes: The Development of the Rumenisn People. p. 618,

: M. Gykit: A Ducumented Chranelogy of Raumanion Histary, p. 71 0

+ Cunstituting scven Lribes. they wete callod the “Helumoger™ (Fhe Sevan Moyysier

2 The westwanyl moveimant of the Late Avars way somechal assasingat @ih e nugt din o

k'q Bulyoers (v Moesia, This lucr scenis 16 Gndicale tha periuips bl 1apmente veie 1m el
and borb werealivected by Hunchieltains, UThe Lut. Avar/ Pro Magver Flous s wnn (iiahin i

hy Grula Taszlo: A Ketrns Honfogtelarsol. (About the Double Congwnt. Anvhuoataprs o Voo,
Budapust. 1970, p, 161-190)

%332 Assunning the reality of this theory. the Szekelys (whit ate fvagitionally 1ua Ity i Ty
Vae Avars by oprign. The canscisus  interrclationship belween  Jugnnmn 11000 Min

tribe-urganizations were suggusied by several histurians before G. Laszin
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From the point of view of the Transylvanian problem it did not really
wake any difference if the actual Hungarian Conquest took place at the
vnd of the IXth Century, or two hundred years earlier. The Late Avars
did not find any traces of **“Dako-Romans” in Transylvania, and the
Magyars did not find them either. They certainly found, however, Hun,
and Avar frugments and Gepid. Goth, Hun, Avar cemeteries.

Simultaneously, the Viach fragments were still to be found in various
places of the Balkans at this time. Supposedly, most of them reached the
Ralkan Mountains, and several clans, families were slowly migrating
northwards in Macedonia and at the Dalmatian coast. The new,
Orthodox Bulgaria seemed to be very attractive for them. The Bulgars of
Boris (852-89), Viadimir (889-93), and Symeon (893-927) counteracted
the aggressive Byzantine influence and consequently there appeared a
natural hase for all those. who took refuge from Greek soldiers and
tax-collectors. Both Bulgarians and the Romanized fragments were
already Slavicized. consequently communication was relatively easy.
Finally the mountains of Bulgaria offered excellent pasturages,
well-separated dwellings for these welcomed shepherd-societics.



Iv.

VLACHS IN THE “FIRST BULGARIAN EMPIRE”
(V1N - XI CENTURIES).

In 867, the Schism hetween Byzaniine and Roman Christianity was
axsociated with the sharp controversy between ilie pro-Raman Ignatius
and Parriarch Photius. who proved to be uot only an enthusiastic
Greek-Orthodox by faith. but an anti-Roman and pro-Greek by national
feeling. (#44). His patriarchale coincided with the rule of Basil 1.,
founder of the Macedonian Dynasty (R67-886), an Armenian, whosc
reign initiated what was probably the most glovious period of Byzantine
history. Under his dircetion the Empire became o purely Greek
Monarchy, In 867, Photius had heen biunshed ol lgnatius, the
pro-Roman, was recalled lor a while, to symbalize the peace with Rome
on papal tcrms (*45), but the conflict between Geeeks and Latins
became permanent. The emperor himsell was only Armenian by
extraction, bul he was born in Macedania, thus he concentrated on
Balkanic atfairs much more than his predecessors had done,

We could rightly assumne, thai the reinforced re Hellemvsation, and the
increased bureaucratization of the Balkans disiurhed ihe lives of all
those rural fragments, which still communivated ustng some sort of
deformed, vulgarized Latin, and did nol wish (o adop Greek language
and culture. These ¢lans, tamilies and individuunds followind the ways of
those, who lefi Epirus, Thessalonica and Mucedonin devinles (perhaps
even centuries) ago. This narthward migration nsed the patural
roadways of rivers (and their valleys) flowing into ilee Avgean Sea
(Vardar, Strymon, Hebrus, cte.). They also moved aliy the Adriatic
cousl up to Dalmatia. where the direction of their movement turned to
the cast, and using the vivers (Drina, Morava, Sava) apaw, imos| of them
reached the area south of the Lower Danube. In 877, ths norlhward
movement of these pastoral societies assumably becaime quncker, when
the cnthusiastically pro-Greek Photius was restored anee more again,
and he, in alliance with imperial troops, turned sharply apainst Ruman
customs and Latin-speaking groups everywhere n the Hysanline
Fmpire. 1t was true that Leo VI (the *Wise; 886-912) pi finatins back
in power again, but at this time (c.900) most of the Ramameed
inhabitants already left the Southern Balkans.

*44: 1n 1he Counvil of Constantinople (867), Phatius anathematized the pope. and irpwetiot e nlia of
Rome’s primacy.
#45: The papes of (his time were Nichalas 1. (the Saint: B58-67), and Adrian 1) it ™
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We must not think thai the Romanized elements of the Balkuns knew
anything about the Greek-Latin controversy. Living in the mountains, or
on the Adriatic coast, occupied with grazing their animals, they were
separated from internal and international cveunts not only by their
petmanent separation but by their illiterate characteristics too. They
really did not know anything about political, social, religious, etc.
reasons, but actually suffcred under the circumstances of the growing
Greek pressure.

The most atttactive place of migration was (or seemed to be) Bulgaria,
where Symeon, second son ol Boris [. was ruler at this time. (893-
027). He was a proud, ambitious ruler, and the first of those Bulgarian
kings, who assumed the title of *“Tsar”. (*46). He had been cducated at
Constantinople (as a monk), and he was deeply imbued with Hellenistic
culture, but he also realized that his people were a mixture of many racial
eluments, and not any of these elements were Greeks. (¥47).
Ambitioning to be the only authority on the Balkaas, he lurned against
Byzantium several times with force, and obviously, he welcomed
non-Greek refugecs. especially those peaceful-looking shepherds, in his
country,

‘The Balkan Mountains proved to be not only a good pastoral area for
the newcomers. but it was a relatively peaccful place, quite far-away
from wars of the north and of the south. (¥48). As a result of these wars,
Bulgaria lost its territories in Southern Transylvania, Munthenia and
Moldavia. (¥49). In the south, the Byzantine forces prevented Symeon
from becoming ruler of Byzantium, however, this cvent could not stop
“the Tsar” to proclain himself as *Emperor of the Romans and the
Bulgars.” (*50).

At the times, when various Romanized pastoral (ragments werc
migrating (northwards) on the Balkans, and many of them found
temporary security in the Balkan Mts. of the Bulgarians, it was also

*46: “Tsar”, or “*Czat™ was actually o shortened form for the Latin “Caesatr™.

#47. The term “Holgar” (“Bulgar™) meons “mixjure™ in Old Turkish linguage. This werm is

underslandable, it we consider that Old-Bolgary (N. of the Black Sea) already consisted elements of

Hun, Turkish. Tatar, Mongol, eic. The Slavization of the Balkan-Belgars, who were still ruled by Hun

atistoeracy, represented newer elements of mixture. The majority of the Bulgars became Slavs. The

adaptiion of the Romanized population from the south brought anciber racial amil Jinguisnic clement

inta the country,

*43: In e noeth. Symeon was allied with the F against 1the Magy but finally. the

Bulgariun Zalan was drwven oul from Maros valley. (I'ransylvania). ‘The Petcheneys stopped at the

Carpithians, bit eeijuered Maldavia and all areas N. of 1he Lower Danube. [ the south the Bulgan
| ed 1he Greeks in 894, peace was matle three years bater, but Symeon airacked Hyzanrium in 914

roiding inca Macedonta. Thessaly, ani Albania, Symenn also defeated the Serbs (926), bt way

unable (o tuke Constantinople withoul a feel.

*49: the Petchenegs (Slav: Patzinaks. Hung: Besenyos) were Turko-Tatur nomads,

*50: Constantinople vonsidered ilself 3s “"the Sevond Reme . thus the title represented the elaim to rule

bath Bulgars and Byzuntines, Enmp. Conslontuos (Porphyrogenites; 913-59) protésicd, but Pope John

X. 1914-28) recognized his ntle.
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possible that some limited groups crossed already the Lower Danube,
und even infiltrated ro 8. Transylvania. Anonymus, notary of King Bela
11 (or IV), mentioned "certain Vlach". named “Gelou", who ruled a
small group of "'Vlachs and Slavs’ in Transylvania in the Xth Century.
Although Anonymus confitsed his awn (political, sorial, ethnographic)
age (which was the XII-XII1 C.) with the age of the Hungarian Conquest
11X-X Centuries), after all, it was not corapletely impossible that some
small Viach settlements already infiltrated from the Balkans, {*51).
Rumanian historians. however, welcomed “Gelou'' as the “‘missing-
and-found link"" between the ' Dako-Romans’ and mordern Rumanians
of Transylvania. and they introduced Gelou as “Prince” of a "'Walla-
chian Principality” in Transylvania in the X Century. (*#82).

‘Fhe Mugyats, arrival to the Carpathian Basin (vounsidered us the
“Inheritunce of Atfila'") at the end of the IXth Centucy, valled Tran-
sylvania as “*ErdGelve” ("Erdd: forest, “'elve’: principhe or - in this case
- indland; later it became “Erdely", and ‘Trunsylvanian Viachs
detormed 1t to “Ardeal). In the X-XTI Centuriex, the most powertial lord
or Erdoelve was Gyula, a chieftan, whose daughter. Sumidduo (Sarolta)
was educated in Constantinople and married to Priney Geza, who was
later to become head of the Hungarian state, (972.97). Sarallu became
the mother of Vajk (Christianized as Istvan). fisst king of Hungary
(997-1038); canonized in 1083). (*53).

Although “Wallachian Principalifics’ did not exist in Hungarian
Transylvanla afier the Hungarian conquest (or before it), one shauld not
completely deny the possibllity of the exisience of small Veich ¢lans on
both sides of the Lower Danube and even on the Transylvanian Alps.
Most of them, of course were victimized by bloodthirsty Peicheneg
nomads, who ruled the outside semi-circle of the Carpathinns at this
time, or forced to ussimilate. There is no evidence of wny Viach
principalily in Transylvania in the X-XIth centuries, and there s nat any
authentic historical map of the world which would show “*Wallnchians®,
or "'Vlach principalities” on the map of Transylvania betore the XITth
Century.

The Magyars assert when they entered it, Transyhama was still
uninhabited, unless the Szekelys were there, or a fevw Rulpary and

“31: We will re(um to1his Anomymus-problem in vur Chaprer VI

*52: R iun histutinns are foninyg ulso M ul, and VG’ an - Wallne i wrmees' in

X Century Yrangylvania, Aecording to Anonymos, “Men-Mistot™ was thy granduns w Mand). wne of

Kepibd, the Congueror's chieRain, who sertied in the aren of (he Marns Sz sivma (HE livame

"Mdn"-Mardt, beeanse be kept tun many concubines. Flung. “men’™ horsel Gl ww pudibly &

Bulgwiun chief, living south af the Mares at this lime.

#53: The term " gyula™ meant & high military paition among the Megyurs, hosed i M Dindoaahy "l
It recame the name of a respectful Transylvanian Magyer tamily in which (he lugh Pt of the

“gyala" was tnhcrited from father-to-som shraughaui generntions. Gyula'sresideins was (yulnivhwvur

(Rum: Alha Julia). ‘The Petcheneg iribul-system have biad also-s tvibe, mamm! el
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Slavs. The Roumunians. they say. are.of Balkan onigin, ;. atered:
Transylvania only afler the swelfth century as refugeey, vagalonds,
and wandering shepherds. The Rowmarians claim witk Prtssion ¢ ha’t
their ancestors have, onr the contrary. inhabited Tm”n’lmia in
unbroken continuity, since the duys of Roman greatness ! lmvé o
intention attemprting to judge hetween these rival views .. Wither
in uny case. there were no Roumunians in the tenth ey, o one'
or thousands: whether they constituted a quorum within the ;ma nin é
of the act or no, they cannot huve been either numerous g, imprtant
neither can they huve possessed uny ordered social or pollticall
society. for the argunization which Hungury adoped for her mevw
possession ook smull uccount o them; at most, perkap, “ﬂ‘!'ptir;
rhe allepiunce of cevtain monntuin chieftaus, who were, Presumabl 2
held responsible for the conduct of their (ollowers. 'Th,,, Yeurp m;’:
hawever, granted any siutus as « ‘ration’’ avr do we fing any rrmrd
even of isolated groups possessing “privileges” in the Migpiore ,. the
country. (*54). i
As we realize from this quotation, C. A, Macartney, the Minen British
historian, a specialist of medieval East-Ceniral Furope,, histor
attempted to be as cautious and as objective as humanly PONible W ﬁy];
the exception of Anonymus’ (mentioned) "Gelou™, e coyly m;l find
any traces of Vlachs up to the X111th Century in any of the
Bulgarian, Slav, or Hungarian). sources, but he assumes
possibility ol some Vlach fragment even before it. He did
hawever, that “Gelou''. or any other Vlach existence in the COUntryof the
varly Arpads (%35) could represent amy evidence of the "Dy, o oman
cantinutty”, only supposed that the pre-XII Century Viagg @ there
werc any) were the first forerunners of the Wallechian i"ﬂllralinn to
Tranxylvaniu.

(Byzantine,.
Some slight
ot belteve,

Ungquestionably, Symeon's Bulgaria, which was forced 1o 8hyndon the
Northern side of the Lower Danube to the Petchenegs, St owned a
stronghold af the point, where the River Sava flows into the Binube. Its
Ryzantine name was Singidunuim. Assumahly. Tsar Symeay, -
trusttul, relizble and warlike Bulgarians to guard this for{rey
them could be Viach hy origin. (#56).

sent only
Y, some of

Symeon died in 927. and his son and successor was Peter 27-69). a
ruler, whowas pioas, well-intentioned. but rathet weak - He MNyde pca. ce
with Constantinople, and Leo (the Wise) recognized him as Bulgarian
ruler, und hu also acknowledged Bulgaria as a scml-inﬂnpcnd ent
*54: C_A. Marcurtney: Hunury und Her Succrssors. Qsfint Liniversity Press, 1937,
*55; “The Arpaiin™. kings of the Arparl diynasty. descendants and suctessory of Amad e \"anv
#5b: Singidunum wos calted as “N: vae” by she Hungariam, tNanebin” By h‘"’!‘“’"
“fehervar”: white futivess), The rivy s called an “Relgrad™ roday, and ft is the capitg ¥ }" "I',{!Rl\:ﬂ

)|



Greck-Orthodox  patriarchate. Bulgaria, during this period was
preoccupicd by the constant threat from lhe Magyars and the
Petchenegs (or Patzinaks) (¥S7), who occasionally reached even the
mountainous hiding places of the Vlachs. The Croatians and Serbians
simultaneously established their small bui independent nation-states,
(*58). and gradually becaine guite hostile to Bulgaria. In the second half
of the Xth Century, Sviatoslav and his Kievan (Russian) Slavs invaded
Bulgaria. In Y67, King Peter was able to force Sviatoslav to withdraw,
but his successor, Boris 11 (969-72) was able to defend Bulgaria only by
the help of Byzantium. As a consequence the king of the Bulgars was
abliged lo ahdicate, thus the Bulgarian patriarchate was abolished, and
Bulgaria itself became a Byzantine vassel-state for a while,

‘These were black years for the Romanized shepherd-sacieties of the
Balkan Mountains. ‘They were disturbed by the attacks of Magyars,
Petchenegs, Kievan Slavs, and alsa by Byzantine bureaucracy which
reached them once more again. Several of them abandoned their ancient
occupations, such as shecp-breeding, and instcad they became trans-
port-carriers. As a matter of fact, probably so many of them adopted this
new occupation, thal the Bulgars and Serbiuns used them us “‘kjelators”
{carriers, or transporters in medieval Slavic language. (¥*59).

The year of 976 was a significant year in Bulgaria both from the
Bulgarian- und a Wallachian point of view. In this year, Samuel, son of a
Bulgariau governor of onc of the western districts. which had been
unaflected by the Russian invasion, set himsell up as the new ruler of
Buigaria. (*60). In this very ycar, the Byzaniine chronicler. named
foannas Skylitses, noted that one of Samuel's brothers, named David,
was murdered by some of the “kjelator-Vlachs', samewhere in the
region of the Lakes Prepa and Kastoria.(*61). According to our best
knowledge this was the very first occasion, when the word “Vlach”
appeared in historical writing. The Byzantine chronicler obviously
picked this expression up from the Slav-Bulgarian vocabulary, since the
Bulgarians (and also the Serbians) called almost all peoples of the
Balkan Mountains as “kjclator-Vlachs”, or simply as ““Viachs' at this
time. (ls linguistic variations are: “Vlahi", “Volochi"; its Greek
versions are: ““Vlachos”, and “*Vlachus™).

#87: The tribes of Zsolt, Vaisa. and Taksony (sucecssors of Arpad the Conqueror) ruided Bulgarra in
943, 9S8 ot 962. The Pelchenegs crossed the Lower Daatihe und raided Bulgariu in 944,

Ful: Tumistay beeame King of Croatia already in 924. accepring a trown from Pope Sohn X (414-28),
el 1urning his peaple owarls Raman Christinnity. 'Mhe Serbians remained Byraniine-Orthodox, hut
under King Chaslay (960) they separated themselves both from Bulgavia anil Byzamium.

*39: “Calator' is @ brother-word of “kjelator” in the modern Rumanian language. Ir still means:
pastoral-, or carrior-Yiachs.

*): Samuel expended bis dvminiun to $ofia, re-vstablished the Bulgurian patsiarchate and after Y86,
uxiengal his power to the Black Seu.
*01: These lakes are at the area, where the River Visivics springs,
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The first Bulgarian Empire (founded by Isperikh in the VIith Century)
disintegrated at the end of the Xth Century. Already in 996, Emperor
Basil I1 (who was called by Byzantines as *‘Bulgaroktonos'’, ; **Slayet of
the Bulgarians”; 976-1025) procecded to reduce one Bulgarian
stronghold after another. Samuel was helpless, since officers defected
from his army, and remembering the tragedy of his brother, David, he
saw the probability betrayal of his Vlach subjects too. His son, Gabriel
Radomir (or *Rormanus’’) was murdered by his own cousin, (1016), John
Vladislav, (1016-18). who (as successor of thc Bulgarian throne)
continued the war against the Byzantines. He was also killed in the baitle
near Dyrrhacium. Following this, Bulgaria was incorporated into the
Byzantine Empire. The Bulgarian Patriarchate was once more
abolished, only the Archbishop of Ochrid retained practical autonomy.
Many members of the Bulgarian aristocracy seitled in Constantinople
and assimilated into the leading Byzantine (amilies.

Somc of the Viach subjects were obviously trying to save themselves by
betraying their Bulgarian lords to the Byzantines. Others, however,
probably thosc on the nothern slopes of the Balkun Mountains,
altempted to leave dangerous Bulgaria, by migrating .-+ *-vards. Many
Vlach fragments crossed the Danube and appes:.:’ ~stcheneg-
occupied Munthenia, offering their services to the Peicnenegs. They
chose life in the unknown, dangerous Petcheneg land, fearing the
possible Byzantine persecution. In the first half of the XIth Century, the
gravity of the Vlachs was still in Northern Bulgaria, but more and more
Vlachs moved one-step-northwards again.
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V.

VLACHS IN CUMANIA
ANDIN THE SECOND BULGARIAN EMPIRE.

Following the collapse of the First Bulgarian Empire (1018), Bulgaria
was, far 168 years, part of the Empire of Byzantium. Taxadon was very
heavy in the newly oceupied Bulgarian territory. Basil I1, the “Slayer of
the Bulgarians” cruelly suppressed all new subjects. who survived, The
Bulgarian Vlachs attempted 1o disappear among their rocky mouuntains,
or they tried to confuse the Byzantine tax-collectors and other
bureaucrats by their permanent migration. From 1020 still remained
one of the "sigillipns”* (ordets) of the emperor, which prescribed the
duties and responsibilities of the Archbishep of Ochrida. (*62).
Detailing the bishopries and Hsting ol the duties, the sigillions notes,
ihat the Archbishop should organize the wundering Vlachs somehow,
and should attempt o collect the ecclesiastical tax. The Viachs were
forced ta pay and to settle down, but many of the Viach families hid
themselves successfully-again, or crossed the Lower Danuhe joining their
tellow nationalities on the figlds of (he Petchenegs, because they chose
danger and uncertainty rather than scttlement, organization and
tax-payment.

The Vlachs favoured peace and separation and they avoided fight al
this time. They used every opportunity to escape from military sexvice,
but in sbme cases they weve forced to serve their masters on the battle-
fields, whichever side they incidentally belonged. For example, when the
Petchenegs invaded the Balkans in 1027 (in the time of Constantine
VIII, the younger brother of Basil I1; 1025-28), we may assume, that
some Vlachs were recruiled both in the Petcheneg- and the Byzaotine
side. {¥63). Whes Byzantium organived campaigns agamst the Sicilian
Saracens, Vlachs wete also in the mercenary army. (*64).

In 1028, a female ruler followed Constantine on the imperial throne.
Her name was Zoe, and she was {he third daughter of the late emperat.
Though she was 48 years old, married three times, associating her
husbands (and favourites) in the imperial office. (1028-50). 1n the period
of her rule Byzantlum was involved mainly for the defense of its
far-eastern frontiers against the Seljuk Turks. it vould not concentrate
on the organization and supetvision of its Bulgarian territorics with the

€62 Ochtida is in Magedonia (il belongs to Jugostacia today) ¥ was an imporiamt polical and social

venter of Bulgarie in the X.X1. Centurics,

?)bilz The Ferclunegs (Putzinuks) wure faally-driven bavlk over tire Danube by the genwra), Consiartine
ogRInes.

*6d: The Byzantiue Neet allempred (o clear tin Maditeeranzun trom the Saraeenes (Muslem Arabal.

Purt of this vempaign win o campalgn (o Sichly. (10381
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same strength, The Bulgarian-Wallachian combined forces used this
opporiunity, to revolt under Peter Deljan, who was a descendant of Tsar
Samuel, the son of Gabriel Rudomir, Deljan was defeated in 1041, batin
1072 another Bulgarian, named George Voitech led an oprising against
the Byzantine overlords in which he was also suppressed.

Bulgaria had to suffer under the repeated attucks of the Petchencgs in
the same period. Their final raid came in 1048-54, but this invasion
proved {o be rather snme sort of migration. -undet the pressure of the
Cumans. {*65).

The Cumans were alsv nomadic hotsemen of Turkish origin. (They
were also called “'Kipchaks”, and as “'Polovisi” by the Russians and as
"*Kuns" by the Magyars.) They used the very same east-west road, which
was used by the Huns, Avars, Magyars, Petchenegs, (tribe-organizations
to which they were reluted) before them: the road of the Great
Migrutions north of the Caspian and Black Seas. They conquered South
Russia, later the reglon betwcen the Crimea and the Eastern
Carputhlans in the X1th Century, and they appeared alsu norith of the
Southern-Danube valley, destructing the Petcheneg Empire ond
threateniing the Kingdom of Rungary. 1n 1604, they crossed the Danube,
invading the Bulgarian-Wallachlan seitlements, and flouded the
Balkang as far as Thessalonica, They were finally driven back by Jocal
torces. but they wccupied Munthenia, the Sereth, Pruth, Dniester
valleys. Crimea, the southern Duiepr, the Doncts valleys east Lo the Ural
Mountains, and the northern eoast of the Caspian Sea, They touk over
all the servant-peoples of the Petchenegs, who survived rhe turmoil,
includlng the Walluschian settlements nf Munthenia.

Unguestionably, several smaller Wullachiun fragments were wan-
dering on the Balkans in the same times. Onc of the well informed
Byzantine oflicials was a man, by the name of Kedrenos, who mentioned
them as shepherds migrating all over the Balkans. Another chronicler,
was Kekaumenos, who was a chronicler of Romanos Diogenes
(1007-71), emperor of Byzantium.

Kckaamenos, who was a man of Armeniun origin, bul a faithful servant
of the Byzantine Imperial Coust, wished to commemorate his uncle, who
played same sort ol positive role on the Byzantine side, when the
‘Thessalian revalt broke oul. This revolt was associated with the Cuman
invasian. When the Cumans aitucked Thessaly, nud when svme portion
of the lacal population used this opportunity to revolt against
Constantinople. Aceording tn rhe description of the chromicler, the

25 Many uf thes seitled dawn bn nurthreatern Bulgaeia s asstmlnted inn tre Bolgars. The era of
Pricheucy dommmiion sus wyer, The Bulgars were Torved (o face the menmeas ol the Cumans.
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Wallachians of Thessaly undertook the role of the traitors immediately,
attempting to instigate the Thessalian Greeks and other nationalities
against Byzantium, and, possibly, for the support of the Cuman
invaders. Kekanmenos details the life-style of the Vlachs, reminding the
readers, that the language of these pastoral peoples show some traces of
Latin, He also mentions, that the illiterate society of these semi-nomads
could Le quite suspicious, wherever they appear, since they are
notoriously double-dealers. They are serving everybody and they are
usually betraying anybody., whoever is their master. (¥66). In one of his
other works (*67), Kekaumenos returns to this Thessalian rebellion
apain, mentions Nikulitsas, his uncle, and calls him as “Prince of
Hellas™ at this time, He also muakes some remarks about those
“trailorobs Vlachs" again. i seems that the Wallachian problem
engaged the Byzantine public opinion quite a lot in these critical years,
and probably the Imperial Court did not really mind the northwardly
,migration of thesc unrcliable shepherds. (*68).

'I'he Cumans, realizing the strength of Byzantium and attempted (o
invade Nungary in 1068 thus pursuing those Petcheneg refugee
tragments, which were requesting asylum in the Hungarian Kingdom.
(*09). The invaders penetrated into Hungary almost to the Tisza river,
bt finally they were defeated by King Salamon's cousins. Princes Geza
and Laszlo at Cserhalom, (¥70),

The Pelchenegs were already destructed and partially annihilated by
the Cumans at this lime, bot some survilving fragments still presented a
considerable force, and they pushed by the Cumans sightly westward in
the Lower Danube-valley. They probably mixed themselves wilh
migralory Viachs in 1071, when they conquered Slrmium (Hung:
Szeremsey), which happencd to be a Hungarian dominlon at this time.
The Hungarian army crossed the River Szava (Sava). cleared Sirmium

L ingly enpugh, Kek ions even Dagiu Aureligna in hiv work in wssocialion with
Remmunized peoples uw the Balkans. He proved to be very cunlusad in this particutar subrople. sinee he
puts even King Devebul into the 1Trg Century.

*h7: Kekaumenos' wirks were Tound by V. Vasiljevskii, u Russiun Byzantologist in (fe Synudlw
Library of Moscas (18813, The overall tille of the Codea, writien ln Greck, was *'Strategikon”,
tRnowledge in Strutegy).

0K The rorthward jon of the Viachx \ inued in these decades in lwo mjor
urtsan: (a) from Epiriw, Thewsaly and Macedonis 1o the Rstkan Mountuins of Bulgaria and (b) from
Bulgaria (o the land of the Cymans.

*h4: I hese Pescheneg retugees were seitled down by Solomon, king of Hungary (1063-74) pr the Lake
Furtd and River Viig aren. (1065)

*70; Princes Gezn and bayzlo kons of King Bela 1) became both rulers o Hungary (o a later period
Prince: Geva (un King Geza 1! 1074-77). and his younger brother ruled Hungary as Laszlo . tthe Saint:
1077-93), According 1o the Hungary Chromicles. vupectally Prince Laszlo proved to be u heso in battles
agangt {he imvarding Cumans.
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fram the Petchenegs, who. as it was clarified at this time, were actually
acting s froutier guards employed by Byzantium. This incident spoiled
the telutionship between Emperor Michue} VII (1071-78) and Hungary,
and the situarion became even more serioits, when the ambitious King
Sotomeu turned agaimst Nicetas, the captain of Nandorfehevar, (which
ways s Byzantine stronghold at this 1ime), to punish him, as a person who
antbitioned this Pacheney adventure. Nicetas surrendered Narnderfe-
hervar. and the Hungarians penetrated south into Byzantine territory
dawn 10 Nis. There, Prince Geza, one of the leaders of the Magyar army
made peace with the Byzantine representatives, relurning all the war
priseners, This gesture improved the Greek Magyar relationship right
awyy, (*71), and it was important for hoth Byzantizm and Hungary,
which eunteics cqually faced the problem of Cuman invasions at this
tine,

At his point. let s raise the question: just how much were those
Cumuns really “Cumans”. or in what extent were rather 3 mixture of
Cumaos and Viachs?

Unqucstionubly. g vexy large portion of the Balkan-Viachs were already
in Cuman servive. since they amalgamated themsclves with Cumans,
This amalgamaton was usefi) for the Cumans, (becanse the Vlachs
could be usixl not only as pastoral servanis, but as guides on the hidden
roads, and forests), and was gond for the Viaehs, (who were looking for
military support against the Byzantines). The Viachs, originally humble
shepherds, und refugees from the south, were proud to be assaciated
with the powerful Cumans. whose eauniry extended from the Lower
Bunube Valley to the Caspian and up to Russia.

“They were enriched by a now ruling class. That is why, in medievul
Rumanian documents, mosit of the nobles have Turki names; ... they
prove thut u cansiderable part of the Rumanian leaders in the Middle
Apes was o Turki ovigin. and for a long time remuained faithful 10
Turke custnmas, ™ (¥72).

Another episode uf Hungarian histary in which Curnans were involved
cante in 1083, when Solomon, ihe: former king, who was deposed by
Gesza |. in 1074, visited Cumania and surprisingly married one of the
daughters of Kutesk, ruler of the Soyth Danubian Cumans. (*73).

71 i\i?ty_mihh' of Byzantine geatitudy, King Geza {. receivest @ vrown from Mdglme] VIX (Dirkas) s
about 11774 75, This «ramn becuine part of the Iun,iamn **Huly Crowst'’ . Geza alsq enrried Synadene,
2 Byaanting princs. Bor Burautium this step sas levportany, because the Empin: wes endungered by
(hentisehunt hi: Cumans {fram the aors), and of the Seijuk Turks {om Asia Minor) in the sante tinte.
72 L. tlekey: “The Developmenit of the Rumanian Peaple. ' p. 681
INuse “The Wnfles W most uf the Rumanians arc stilf ‘Tuckivh. Yhe edinic customs ate-stmilar to the
cuntums or Vierkey Proger, The reiim sias not spraock cnnnedud with the long Miglern domination
oF Waltovhia, but with the fact of Cumun-Viegh inveimapriage m tbe X4, Centizy.)
*¥4 Qdamon heeanie 6 bisdmisl sibee e wns altcady hukband of Judith, d. of Ewypesor Benry 1], of
Germpare (1004-50)
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winmon encouraged Kulesk toinvade Hungary, but Laszlo L., the rayal
lwsv of Cuman wars defeated the invaders again. Then Sclomon and
r.atesk turned the Cuman forces againsi Byrantium (1087), but this
attack was unsuccessful again. (*74).

A much more daogerous and memorable Cuman invasion threatened
+ snstantinople in 1094, when Constantine Diogenes, a pretender to the
tinuue of Alexius Comnenus, the ruling emperor (1081-1118), crossed
1iw Danube with a large asmy of Cumans. He besieged Adrianople, but
finally was defeated in the battle of Taurocomon. Anna Komnena,
dhmghter of the emperor, and enthusiastic chronicler of the age,
mentians the Wallachians again in connection with the Cumans. When
the emperor led a campaign against theinvaders (1095), he reached even
the Balkan Mountains of Bulgaria, where he considered a decisive
bantle. Pursing the already defeated Cumans, and being prepared for
sime other confrontation with other Cuman forces, the Byzaatine army
arrived to Anchiales (a certain point en the northern slopes of the
Ralkan Mountains, not too far from the Danube, dominated by the
{'umans at this particular time). Then, Pudolas, a2 Vlach adviser of the
emperor, suggested that the Byzantine forees should approach the
anube, where the Cumans could be expected to appear. At the same
1ime, other Vlachs, (we do not know that they were co-operating with
Pudolos or not), led the main force of Cumans and advanced in various
hidden paths to surround the Greeks, and to attack them from bchind.
The Vlachs (boih in Byzaniine and in Cuman service) were more familiar
with the Mountains than their masters. Anna Komnena could not really
justify, who were planned victims of this treachery, and whether the
Vlachs in Cuman service and in Byzantine serviec were co-operating at
all. Beside the pussibility of co-uperation it was also possible that the
Cumanian Vlachs gttempted 10 betray their (cruel) Cuman masters,
while Byzantine Vlachs tried to betray the hated Greeks, so the Vlachs,
coincidently, betrayed cach other. Whatever was the real case of this
incident (described by the imperial chromicler), il scemed to prove
Kekaumenos' opinion about the Viachs, whose history contuins several
of very similar trcasons, whoever was their ally. (*75).

While Vlach fragments amalgamated with the Cumans north of the
Danube, a considerable number of other Vlachs remained among the
Bulgars. who werc dominated by Byzantium since 1018, and who

*14: The Cumans ravaged the entite assrern Ballan veyion as Tar us Constantinople, unril Emperor
Alexius bought (hem off, 1ok them into anperigl service and used them W annihitare the Perchenggs.
(Battle of Leburnon; 1091.)

#75: Hyzantium tearned From tiis bitter lessiom;: O nfiowptedid nol need ro.use Viach “advisers’’ nr
Vigth "glitance” unymare. [Erapeoor Alesius rather employed Cuman jun sking King
) asvio's Hungary, - without success. Later, Em: John Comnenus, 1118-43. also used Cuman foreus
delenting the 1asr surviving fragment of the Peteheacgs In 1122).
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attempted an uasuccessful rebellion against Constantinople in 1040,
and alse in 1072. Using the confusion on the Balkans caused by the
Cuman invasions, the Bogomil heresy (¥76), the marches of the First
and Second Crusades (1096 and 1147), and also using the opportunity
that Byzantium was weakened by the Seljuk Turks. a third attempt
finally brought freedom for the Bulgars. In 1185, two Bulgarian lords,
John and Peter Asen (¥77) collected u large force of embittered
Bulgarians and Vlachs. and being supported by the Cumans, attacked
the local imperial forces of Emperor Isaac Angelus. (1185-95), The
imperial army defeated them in the first battle. but the two Asens tled to
the Cumans and returned again with a buge Cuman army. The
combined Cuman-Bulgarian forces devastaied the Central Balkans and
even Thrace, anmihilating the Greek population. The Greek
commanders were unable to suppress the movement at this time, which
resulted in the formation of 2 new Bulgarian State north of the Balkan
Mountains. (1188), called the Second Bulgarian Empire. It became a
very powerful kingdom, and Trnovo became the new political and
cultural centre for the two Asen Brothers, who were joint rulers of this
new Bulgaria.

The participation of the local Vlachs conld have been very strong in this
new kingdom. The founders, John and Peter Asen, were Vlachs
themselves.

"“The Bulgarians ... regained their independence and again created a
powerful kingdom under the Asenids ... That dynasty was of "Viach’
origin.”" (¥78).

The Asens were supported, of course, not only by their local Bulgarians
and Vlachs, but by their northern neighbours, the Cumans and
Turko-Wallachians. This alliance, however, did not seem to be strong
enough facing the still powerful Byzantians. Then, in 1189, the Asens
attempted to effect an alliance with Frederick Barbarossa, ruler of the
Holy Roman Empire (1152-1190), when he took the Cross, and led the
Third Crusade to the Holy Land (1189-1192). John Asen offered him a
combined Bulgarian-Wallachian-Cuman army, if he would turn all his
crusading forces not against the Seljuk Turks but against Byzantium.
The German Emperor avoided friction and did not welcome thc
proposition. (*#79). The Bulgarians, however, resumed their raids into
Thrace and cven Macedonia, and they completely defeated the imperial
army of [saac Angelus near Berrhoe (1190) and at Arcadiopolis (1194).
*76: I'his religious movement Hourished especially amang Bulgars. advocating political independency
and reseniment of Byzantine culture.

*77: The Asen-brothers apprarcd from the vicinity of Traovo. (North-Central Buijgaria).

*78: Qscar Haleczki: Burderlands of Western Civilization. p. 66.

#79: For the satislaction of Barbarossa, Isnac Angelus did not oppose the erossing ol the crusaders into
Anatalia.

40



1n 1196, John Asen was murdered by boyar conspirators, and Peter Asen
heciime the sole ruler, but one year later he himself became victim of his
tivitls, Their youngest brother, Kaloyan (Joanitsa) took over leadership
11197-1207) and the Asenid Dynasty ruled Bulgaria until 1258, The
ereatest ruler of the Asenids was John Asen 11 (1218-1241). (Accarding
1y some svurces: lvan Asen). During his tule, Bulgaria became the
wirongest and largest stale of the Balkans. After his rule. however,
Bulgaria was victimized by the invasion of the Mongols (Tatars; (241),
aidl by the insurrection of Ivajlo, the “Tsar of shepherds”, (1277-80),
which was directed both against the Tatar invaders, and Bulgarian
leudal lords. When the Turkish invasion began at the beginning of the
X1V, Century, Bulgatia already disinlegrated into three small portions
(Trnovo, Vidin and Dobrudja). Thus they became easy victims of Osman
imperialism of Bayazid [. (1389-1402).

Until this time, part of the Vlachs of Bulgaria assimilated to the
Bulgars, the larger part, however. followed the roads of their relatives
into Cumania and cven to the Hungarian Kingdom.
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VI.

KARLY WALLACHIAN INFILTRATION
TO THE HUNGARIAN KINGDOM.
{XI1-X11I CENTURIES.)

Some groups of Vlachs from Munthenia and Oltenia (#80) crossed the
Transylvanian Alps in the second helf of the XlIth Century, and
appearcdon the northern slopes of these high mountains. Itis not easy to
assume the first years of their appearance, and it would also be hard to
justity as to what exactly was the real racial and linguistic characteristic
of those pastoral families, who sneaked into the Transylvanian Basin
Irom the land of the Cumans, using the high and narrow
mountain-passes, the valleys of the Qlt, Csill, Jolomica and Bodza rivers,
and especially the Focsani Gate, which led to Fogaras county. Were they
““Romanized" Cumans or were they ‘‘Turkicized" Ylachs? Sirice a large
part of their vocabulary indicated that they were actually Slavic, or
Bulgarsian, or Serbian origin, since they werc using a considerable
number of vulgarized Latin words, and since they entered from Cuman-
Wallachia, theit name remained Vlach even in Transylvania. This was
how they called their own nationality, and following this expression, the
Magyars also called them as “Olah". These newcomers seemed to be
humble. They chose the high-mountainous no-mans-land for their
dwellings, for theirsheep and goats, and they seemed to be quite grateful
for the permission af settlemont.

They did not call the new land as *“Dacia™, or “Transylvania”, since
they never heard of these geographical terms. Since they did not have too
much conneetion with Magyar officials, whose official language was the
Latin at this time, they adapted the expressions of the local rural
Hungarian population. Transylvania was not called as Erdoelve in the
turn of the XII-X11I Century, but as Erdely. The newcomers deformed
this termed 1o “*Ardeal”, and this word remained their expression for
Transylvania up to the XXth Century. They seemed to acknowledge with
humility that they were admitted, and they could occupy certain limited
areas, consequently the Hungarian word for “‘admission” - *‘befogadas”
became ‘“‘fagadui’”, and the other Hungarian word, which means
“offering a shelter"” - “'szallasadas” was adapted as “salasdui” in their
primitive communication.

For the Vlachs it scemed {o be natural that they could not claim any

*K0: Olrenia and Munthenia ore Lhie maia areds of the territory between the Transylvanian Alps aod the
Luwey Danube. On the historical maps this ared was murieal as Wallschia beginning with the XIT-XTTL
Cintiries.
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leading cultural position in Hungary. First of all, they werc completely
illiterate. ancd without any desire or tendency for education. Secondly,
they did not wish to be part of the peasant-society of Medieval Hungary
since they isolaied themseclves to ureas which were previously
unpopulated. Thirdly, these neweomers have a tradition to being only
humble scryants, whercver they appearcd in the course of their
wanderings of many centurics. In Byzantium the Grecks, in Bulgaria the
Bulgars, in Cumaniua the Cumans were Lhe ruling class and

v... the Serbian princes, for example, bought and sold the Rumuan-

ians living in their country like sluves. ™ (*81),

The uther - rather linguistic - observation was that

... the ancient nen-Latin element, the vore of the Rumaniuns, was
at the time latent, mostly hiding in the lower classes, but by its num-
vrical mafority it was gradually getting the upper hund and ussimilat-
ing its leaders of ethnically foreign origin. This process was not a
difficult one, because of the primitive social order, in which leaders
did not come from u secluded group but mingled wish 1he people in
unditierentiated forms af small communities.' (%82).

[t was quite possible that in this early time of Wallachian migration,
their chiefs. their leaders, heads of oluns and families were not Vlachs at
all, but Slavs or Turki-Cumans.

“Thus, the Council of Ragusa once mentions ‘Slav Vigehs', Pope
Clement V1 speaks of 'Rumanian Viachs' ™
-hut this expression was born alrcady in the middle of the
X1Vih Century. (¥8)).

When in the yeur of 1150, Geza I (1141-1162) permitied a Saxon
settlemenl (Germans from the Mosclle region) in the southern
Transylvanis regions, in the same period some Petcheneg and Cuman
Iragments were ulso permitted to settle in Eastern Hungary, Were these
Turkish elements associated with Wallachians? There is no
documentary evidence which concerns it, but after all, il is not
complelely impossible. The following years, could be characterized
parrly as the years of Byzantine wars, and partly as the years of Byzantine
influence. The opportunity of infiltration was very limited. The southern
fronticr-line was heavily guarded. and in times when Byzantium
influenced the Hungarian inlernal affairs, Vlachs and Cumans probably
did not feel 1o join a country, where bureaucrats fram Constantinople
iniroduced customs and guve advice.

Alter (e death of Bela IIT (1172-1196) who proved to be one of the
greatest rulers of Medleval Hungary, and who was educated in

*$1 L. Elekes: The Dewelopment o the Rumsanion People. p. 680
W2 i 6812,
$83: Ihid. . BH2.
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Constantinople himself, iroubled times came to Hungary. Bela's weak,
unable suceessors between 1196 and 1235 did not have time or did not
lake time to look at what was renlly happening in Transylvania, or ay o
malter of Tact in other parts ol Hungary as well. This was the period,
when more and more Viachs poured into Southern ‘Transylvania,
especially into the unpopulated areas of the Fogaras county. More and
more shepherds of Balkanic origin appeared on the mountiin
pasturages.

On these muuntains life was very simple, even though starvation was
purt of the problem. these newcomers enjoyed the fuel that the
inhabltants of Transylvania dld nol disturb them. and from now on the
Transylvanian Alps separated them and delended them from the south.
Mauny of these shepherds probably escaped from their Cuntan lords,
taking the Nock with them. Some of them perhaps were previously
victimizued by the severe domination of the Serbinns, where (since 1168)
lhe new Nemanyid Dynasty more vigorously, The semi-nomad
shepherds did not like order and organization. so they used the first
oppartunity to leave. In Bulgaria, Joanitsa Kaloyan, the youngest of the
Asen bralhers (1197-1207) began a serics of wars against his neighbours
und Lhere were many Viachs in Bulgaria who lefi this country (where
their lorefuthers spent sonte generations), and joined their relatives in
Cumania, or in Fogaras, where they were not foreed to perform military
duties. (In Hungary the Szckelys were the traditional frontier-guards.)
livthe yesr 1204, Byzanlium collapsed, Alexius Y. (Dukas) escaped and
the Empire was divided between Latin and Greek states. This turmoil
also gave upportunities for thousands of Vlachs to leave the Southern
Balkans, and to migrate northwards, possibly up 10 ‘I'ransylvania, wheee
they could continue their humble, simple Hfe, but also where (heir future
seenicd Lo be secured.

Until the age of Bela 111, chroniclers of Hungary did not mention
Vlachs in Transylvania at all, simply because there were no Vlachs thete
in their times.

The 'Gesta Ungarorum™, which was written in the time ol Laszlo the
Saint (1091), reports aboot Transylvania several times, but this
(unknown) auther never heard aboat Viachs. Bishop Miklos (official
chronicler nf Andrew 1. in the X1 Century), and an unknown author frum
the Court of Istvan Il (from about 1130) did not hear about Vlachs
cither. Some medern historians assumed that Rumanians senled in
Trunsylvania already in the XI Century. basing their theoties, of course,
on (he “Dako-Roman continuity”. bul without any, produced
evidences. The question could be raised: why would any chronicler uf the
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Xith and of the early XIlth Century deny the existence of thesu
setilements? These contemporary chroniclers described the palitical,
social and ethnographic circumstances of Hungaty, including
Trunsylvania, which was an integral part of the Kingdom. These
medieval historians performed these duties in the royal Court with a
demonstraled responsibility and knowledge in detail. These chroniclers
gave accounts about many non-Magyar elements, such as Jewish and
Ismaelite tradesmen, Kievan Slavs, (who came to the country with King
Kalman's wife in ¢.1100),German,French, ltakian crusadefs (1096, 1147,
and 1189), Perchenegs and Cumans. There were documents about
Saxons, who were invited in by Geza Il in 1150 from the Moselle region
and were settled down in Sauthern Transylvania, and en the northern
Irontiers. Why wonld thesc chroniclers completely ignore the presence of
Viachs, if they were alroady in the country?

Nodoubl, these chroniclers were responsible to their feudal lords and to
the king himsell. The rayul coust had cvery right ro know what was going
on in the country. In these vigorous circumsiances of the XI-XT1
Centuries, those chroviclers (usually monks). who were empluyed to note
every nolable thing in the country, and who ignored any facts, could be
seriously punished and even exccuied, On this theory, we have every
reason tabelivve that the Viachs did not infilirate into the Transylvanian
Basin belare 1200, and if lew families hid (hemselves in the Fogaras
Mountains, they were clever enough to disappear trom the walchful eves
of the guarding Szekely military force or of the local government.

‘The lirst chronicler, who mentions Vlachs in Transylvania, was
“Master P.”", or “‘Anonymus™, this Parisian-educated priesily-
historian of Bula (11, His work was written in Latin, and it deseribes the
asstimed origin of the Mugyars anel their settlement In the Carpathian
Basin. MHis '‘Gesta Hungarorum' mentions various events of the
Conquest (of 896), but he confuses these events with the political, social,
ceonomie and ethnographic circumstances of his own age (the X1I-X11
Centuaries). He puts Chiet Arpad into the foeus of a late-rmedicval,
chivalrie Court, and the semi-nomad fellow chicftans are appearing in
the Chranicle as baronial oligarches. This enthusiastic but quite
superlicial chronicler also mentioned 3 cerluin Viach", named
*Gelou", who, according to Anonymus, fought.against the conquerors.
(We tuuched this *Gelou-problem already in Ch. IV.) With Gelou, there
appeared another Transylvanian chieftain, whose name was **Glad" and
whuse settlement (sonth of the River Maros) was supported by “his
Cumans”, Although we may assume some carly Viach infiltration Lo
"I'riinsylvania, at this point we must express some sceptivism again, since
the Cumans were somewhere north of the Caspian in the Xth Contury.
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and they appeared in Transylvania only in the second half of the Xith
Century. Looking &t this obvious mistake about the Cumans, we may
ronclude that perhaps this mystetivas *“Gelou", the Vlach chieftain also
appeared in Transylvania only in Anonymus' own age. (*84),

It is possible that the war between thc combined Cnman-Bulgarian
forces against Byzantium (1185-89) was one of the major events, which
forced most of the Viachs to move northwards and eatetr the
Transylvanian Fogaras by the use of the Foscani Gate and other paths.
imre (Emerich; 1196-1204), and Laszio (Ladislas [II; 1204-05) were
shadaw kings, and their successar, Andrew 11 (1205-35) represented the
most disastrous reign in the Arpad period. He led a crusade to the Holy
Land (1217) which required much moncy. He accomplished this by
alienating huge iracks of the royal domain, thus supporting the
emergence of powerful oligarches. (*85),

It was the second year of this rule that a document, (the first in
Hungarian history of this kind) mentioned the uppearance of few Vlach
shepherds. (1206), This document was followed by another one in 1222,
when the privileges of the Transylvanian Saxons werc set down. They
received self-gavernment, directly under the king of Hungary, and
Andrew 11, in a document that permits the Saxons when they were
trunsporting sall on the ateas of the Szekelys and Vlachs (*'per terram
Balacorum'') not to pay any toll. At this point, it is also important {o
mention that the *“Terra Balacorum™ was often mentioned also as
*Terra deserta et inhabitata™ (deserted and uminhabited territory),
which in faci seems to prove that only the uninhabited, unclaimed or
neglected areas were yiclded or ceded to the Viachs, and these areas
remained uninhabited in a large exieni, because the Vlach population
was still too small in the beginning in the X111th Century 10 populate the
mountainous regions, the pasturages and valleys of Fogaras.

In the same year unother document mentions that the king gives the
forest of the Vlachs and of the Petchenegs to the Saxons. (“Silvam
Balacorum et Bissenorum'’), thus they had te leave certain areas in
favour of the Suxons. We have to assume, however, that in the third and

*84: ~Naster 17, or “Aranyinn was (by some svurcss) Peter. nolary of King Bels 111, (1171-94).
provost ol Caztetpum, (“ Anoitymus Belae regin glorjosissimi pofarivs. ") He complorwl his Chronicke In
o 1200, Ag & rraud of u new sesearch, however, Profeasor Karcpi siaced (1961) that Anonymus was
whemiicul with Bishop Pans, 2 Doniinican, who wasmotary of King Bela tV (1245-70), and died v, 1272
Thig assuruption mabseven more le Anony ' ledge sbvut Viach und Cuman settlers.
(Note: Thase “Doko-Romian thearists, whe welvomed Anaiymos’ “Qelou” as the found “missing link "'
between the Duhks aud mivlern Roemanians made not onty “Gelou™, but abso “Glad”, und the
Hougarim Menumormt as “Wallichian Prisces™ of X Century ‘Transylvania. OF counse, thtese
Distorins [urget tommiion thal the same Anonymus als called the Mogyars as “the pruple of the greal
King Attita."

“R5: Ax a tesimtancs agalnst. oligarehes (he leaser nobility foreed the King ta decfare the Golden Bull
11222) 0s @ churler pf feudal privilege. (7 veurs after the Magna Charial,




fourth decades of the X1Irh Century, some of Lheir fragments werw
already leaving Fogaras, and they even reached with their famllics and
with their Nocks some other areas of Transylvania, as far as the Bihar
county, by carcfully remaining on the high pasturages.

They weee not dissimilar to the other Slavs which wore infiltrating to
Hungary from the Balkuns in these years. They did not show any
characteristics of Roman origin, As we mentioned previously, they did
not adapt the name of “l'ransylvania’™ from the Hungarians, whose
official language was the Latin. (¥*86), but used the term “‘Ardeal”,
which was a deformed way to use the Magyar word “Erdely”. A
Latin-oricnted people would probably welcome Latin terms very
happily. The Vlachs did not seems to adopt any other Latin terms from
the Hupparians, and. hating and escaping the educational attempts and
efforts of the local governments, they remained illiterate. They came
from & Byzantine-oriented Slav world, so they detcsted anything which
was "Roman’™, "Latin"", or “Western”, They still belonged to the Old-
Slavon Archbishopry ol the Bulgarian Trnove, and their priests (the
*'popa’-s) juined their Transylvanian settiemenis in growing number,
tid their very besl to irritate them against the Latin-oriented, Roman-
Christian Magyars and Saxons.

Considering the mentioned (hree smail branches of Viachs on the
Balkans (*87), we may call thosc Iragments which poured from Cumania
to Transylvania as the lourth branch.

The tourth branch turned nonth-east and crossed the Lower Danube
in the eourse of the tenth und eleventh centuries. In the thirteenth
century we find them mentioned in the Banar (%88), and in Southern
Transyhvania as subjects of the King of Hungary. (*89),

Following this philosophy of grouping, it would be safe to say, that in
the Xillth Century, therc were not three or four, but actually tive
branches of Vlachs: (1) the “'Megleno-Rumuns' on and around the
Pindos Mountains, (2) the “Aurumuns™ on and around the Balkan
Mountuins in Bulgaria, (3) the " Istro-Rumuns'’ on the Dalmatian Coast
and to the cast of the Adriatic on the mountains, (4) the “Turko-
Wallachiuus in Cumania, in the area between the Transylvanian Alps

Atz Sinee Hlungure utlipied Roman Chrisuanity aleeudy in 1the X1 Century. ecrlesiuniion) Lutin eeaime
the uifigial languuge of Government, Church aml ifjeraryre for many inove uiutics.

*H7: Meglens-Rumnns, Arumuns. ani) Inirps Rununs,

HA8: The ferm “Dunut” was originaily sl for several nillary fromtier provisees ol Hungary san
Ly, The ynwrlmmlﬁud thavtigles af the " Bua'™. The 'Vrasytvants *Banat™ was actwally the " Bunat
ub Temenvar' p lertile plain betwei Lhe Dunnbe, the Tlsza,aod the Maris vivers, s levges city wiis
Tvmesvar tfurt ol lemuad, whivh nume was deformed in (oduy's Rumunian Transylvama uy
“Timisoarn”. (Ramasdnn wificialy iust cald oot find ony surablc “Dak”, "Romun" or Wallavhjun
e or Hhis old Hnngarlun ey, satheysiniplyre-wrote B ceiginil usme using Wablachiun disheer and'
spelling. )

=W Zsombine Seawz: Kemanian Hliviort” (The Hnngaran Quarierly 1941, |1 1991
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and the Lower Danube, and (5) the infilirated Vlach fragments in and
arpund Fogaras and the Banat of Transylvania.

These branches represented the step-by-step migration of the
Romanized pastoral fragments. The ‘'Megleno-Rumuns® and the
“Istro-Rumuns” became only quite small branches, and almost
completely assimilated inta the Macedonian and Dalmatian-Slay
population. The Bulgarian “Aurumun® hranch was still large in the
XI1Ith Century, and it lost most of jts Latin identity, under the influence
of the Turco-Slav Bulgarians. The population of Cumania was not
‘Turko-Cuman aud was not Wallachian anymore, but a mixture of the
two, Tt became a society led by the Turko-Cumans, gradually absorbing
the growing number of the Bulgaro-Slavo-Vlachs. Although the
Transylvanian branch of the Vlachs in the XIIIth Century was much
smaller than the Cumanian, or Bulgarian branches, later it gradually
trecame larger than the Bulgarian branch and approached the size of the
Cumanian branch, because (1) circumstances for the Viachs were much
mare favourable in Transylvania than in Cumania or Bulgaria, thus the
Transylvanian Vlach population was growing faster both by natural
increase, and further infiltration, and (2) because the Magyars did not
intermarry with the newcomers, which the Cumauns. - © * lgarians did,
so thus the Vlach identity especially in Bulgaria dis .ared.

In this chapter I already meuntioned two important points about the
I'ransylvanian Vlachs: (1) they favoured the high-mountainous
no-mans-lunds, and (2) they madc attempts to isvlute themselves trom
the Lutinized socicty of the Magyars, becausc they felt that they could
preserve their old Slavonic culture by this isolation.

“At all events, we find them occupving in eompact masses the head
waters of the Muros (Mures), the Aluta. and the Nagy Kukullo (Tar-
nava Mare) in the cxtreme east of Transylvania: and there we find
their descendants to-day, They retain, indeed, a strong local and
‘tribal’ patriotism, (¥90).

“If vou look at the country today where Mugyars and Roumanians
live together, vou will still jind the mountain portions, und especially
the tops. seitled by Roumanians, and the lowlands scitled by
Mugyars. who also enter to mouths of the vallevs; because the one
has ulways been fond of the mountains und the other hus always bren
Jond of the pluin. (*91).

Looking at the Wallachians, thesc people, which jealously guarded ils
Slavonic culture from Western-Christians, and which tried to isolate
itself as much as possihle ont ihe high mountain-regions, one could not

) A Muwariney. “Husngary and Mor Sucevssory' . p. 255
*91: Count Punl Veleki: The Evalution of Huagars and Us Phee in Evropsan Tivtery, p.3v |
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help bot to suspeet, that they favoured mountain-life not anly becauso
Alpine-pasturage was their traditional occupation, but becausc the
mouniains represented the best way for separation fram the dominuting
Hungarigns.

Golog back to theedict uf Andrew Ui, which was discussed previously in
this chapter in association with the privileges of the Saxams, let us
meption an aspect, which belongs to this particular subtopic: the
infiltration of members of nnother Wallachian branch - from the East:

“The edict of King Andrew 11 of Hungary in 1222 fur the establish-
ment of the Teutonic Knightyin Bursenland speaks of the land of the
Brodnicti, east of the territery granted to the Teutonic Order. And o
Pupal Bull of the sume year, repeuting this passage aof the royul edici,

replaces “ad terminox Brodntcorum” by “ad terminos Blavurum’ as if
these two terms were mierchangable. ™ (*92).

Yes, in the time of Andrew L1, the actual Wallachian infiktration poured
inte Hungary not only from Cumania, but e¢rossing the Eastern
Carpathiens, - from the east as wall. The “Brodnicii™ were a Viach-Slay
mixture, between the Sereth and Dniester rivers, and having been
molested by theit Cuman nverlords, they joined thelr fellow-Viachs
(comiing from the south) in Transylvanlu, Obviously, since “Bradnicii”
and ""Blacli’” were actually the same people, these two terms became
“roterchangeable™ in the Jand of the Hungarians.

1o 1235, an interesting Hungariun political step gave opportunity for
vven more Wallachians «w pour Into Transylvania from Cumania:
“King Bela orgunized in 1235 a large Hungarian settlement ... for
the prorecrion of the Foesani Gate. The autonom settlement wus
culled the "Bansag of Szoreay', Even thday, maore than 200 town und
villuge names remind us inthis ures uf their Hungarian origin.*'t*93),
This ‘‘Bansag of Szoreny' was south ol the Transylvanian Alps. which
cul olf a consideruble area from the land of the weskening Cumans. (The
possible renson was probably not connected with the cowing Mongol
invasion, since the king received information about it only one year later),
The reasan was Lo prutect Transylvania from the growing power of Ivan
Asen ([ of Bulgaria, wha broke with Rame in 1232, and allied himself
wiily Johit Dukas Valatzes, the powerful Greek emperor of Nicaea.
(1222-1254). ‘T his *Bansag of Sroreny™ uctually embraced an area with
Inrge Wallachuan pupulatioo. From this new "Bansag' the Vlachs could
fuite casily pour into Southeeyt Trunsylvania again but they did not have
to cruss an “international burder’ anymore, since both sides of the
Carpathian Alps actually belonged to the same royal authority.

W4k M 3éhyka: A Dogumenied Chrunalogy wf Runmunion Hisory. p 40,
91 Zowhireecaky: Lenvivanda. Cithadel of tie Wave, p. 3%
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Itis interesting that the modern Rumanian historiography writes about
the Mongol (Tatar) invasion of 1241 with the same dramatic solemnity as
that of Polish or Hungarian historians, in spite of the fact that
Wallachians of Cumania or Transylvania certalnly did not act as
“defenders of European Christian culture', as it was the case in Poland
and in Hungary.

Bela IV (1235-70) was informed about the Mongol danger from
Dominican monks, whao were investigating traces of Asiatic Magyars at
the northern areas of the River Volga. (1236-37). (*94). In 1223, the
Mangols defeated a strong force of Russians and Vumans at the Kalka
River, but after their victory they returned to Asia. In 1239, new and
huge Mongol armies appeared under Batu and Sabutai and they
defeated another Cuman force led by King Kutun (Kotony) at this time.
Remainders of this army were asking permission from the King of
Hungary toenter the country. Since they promised military co-operation
against the Mongol invaders, Bela allowed some 40,000 families to settle
between the Danube and Tisza rivers. (*95). The Mongols overran
Hungary, Poland and even Bohemia with great speed. Previously, they
easily conquered Cumania, south of the Transylvanian Alps, and those
Wallachians, who survived, became slaves of the new conquerors, who
willingly guided them throughout the well-known paths into
Transylvania. The Hungarian army was defeated at Muhi (beside River
Tisza), and the Mongols devastated the country. Suddenly they gave up
their conquests when news arrived of the death of the great Khan
(Ogodai at this time.).

When the Mongols left Munthenia and Oltenia the Wallachians came
forth from their hiding places. From now on they represented am
overwhelming majority between the Transylvanian Alps and the Lower
Danube, since many of their former Cuman masters died in the Mongel-
wars, or were permitted to settle in Hungary. Many Wallachians,
however, used this opportunity that the king, returning to Hungary,
planned to rebuild the country and had a great need for more popula-
tion. The Bansag of Szoreny and Transylvania Proper received more
Vlach immigrants, and Bela IV accepted the foundation of a
semi-independent ‘‘voivode’’, as part of this Bansag. (1247.)

This royal grant (which was associated with the simultaneous
settlement of the Knights of St. John;)(*96), was followed by another

*94; The Mongol chief, Temujon (1162-1227) proclaimed himself ax *'Chinjtz Khan (“Very Mighty
King'') making the foundation of the Greal Mongol empire. Fatirer Julian brought informarion ubout
them from “Great Hungary™ at the Velgs,

*95: Interestingly enough, the Rumanian historian Ghyka puts a “‘Rumaaian-Cuman duchy in
Transylvania in the X1Ith Century". {4 Documented Chronalogy qf Roumerion History.™)

“96: This Order grew oul of & hesgit\d (which was established in {he XIth Century to care pilgrims io the
Holy Land. Later it was reconstituted as a Military Order

I3 ]



similar document of royal grant, dated on June 23, 1250. 1n this letter,
the king was obviously (rying to attract various minoritics, including
Vlachs to come and setile in Hungary's depopulated arcas. This royal
Tetter indicatcs that faithiulness of same national minorities were already
proven in 1210, when Szekelys, Saxon. Petchenegs and Vlachs were
participating in an army, which was sent by Andrew I to Boril, King of
Bulgaria (1207-18) against the Franks. (*97). Bela 1V permitted new
Wallachian settdements in the counties of Bihar (Rum: Bihor),
Maramaros (Maramures), Hunyad (Hunedora), and new Wallachian
waves pourcd into Fogaras (Fugaras)., One of (he aclive organizers wus
Voivode (Vajda) Lorincz. who personally invited Viach shephberds and
Cuman-Petcheneg families from Cumania. It was very possible that the
number of Viachs increased signilicantly in Transylvania both by
natural increase and immigration between 1250 and 1260. Somc
Balkanic Vlachs moved first to the Duchy of Boszna-Mucso. (an area
south of the Sava river, which belonged to Hungary since 1210), and to
the most notthern part of Bulgaria, (which became some sort of vassal
territory ol Bela IV, since Ratislaw, shadow-king of disintegrated
Bulgaria hecamc u permanent guest in the Hungariun rayal court, in the
vear 1255). Later these Viachs juined their fellow-natioualities in the
southern counties of Transylvania, (¥98). They did not mingle with the
Hungarians but instead they isolated themselves on the mountainous
regions under the leadership of their own {Cuman?) chiefs, and under
their Greek-Orthodox pricsts. They did not participate in internal
affairs, partly because they were still illilerate, and ignorant about the
ofticial Latin administration, and also becausc they did not seem to be
interested in Hungarian events. Consequentily, one could understand
why Master Akos (a chronicler working around 1270) did not mentlon
them in his chronicle. and why Simon Kezai, chrenicler of Laszlo IV
(1272-90), warking around 1285, could not find unything remarkable
about them.

Tt iy necessary to record 1hat u peculiar national hatred sppears ta
have reigned beiween the Roumanians and the other nationalities of
Transylvaniu, Old ducuments and literature about in scathing and
venomous references 1o the Viach vagubonds, thieves, und whores.
They were regarded as an alien element und, {f in theory membership
of the Hungariun “nation’' was open to them as to every Hungarian
suhbject, in practice the vast majority of them remutnted outcasts, an
viemenr deliberately excluded from the hody politic. Nor did the
Roumunians, on the whole, wany assimilation. Nutably unsedentary

*97: This sl of the King of Hungary tid unt hidp Borit, He was detealed at s time Frwo Henry 1,

11205-16). Latin vmip. of Constaniinuple

*98: The aumber of the Viachs was prohubly sill vere limitwl comparing (hem th the wriginat

intmhltanty (hu Mugyars and Seckelyst of Trannylyamiu Fhe cénsus i Nagyvarnd tuday's Kumanine
uanic in Orades) of 1230 did not show sny Viach pames on e citizenship™s livia
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in their habits, and practically uncncumbered by the ownership
ofthings, they seem only ta have lived with one foot in Hungary. (*99)

It would be hard to say to what extent the Vlachs participated In the
rebellion of the Cumans In 1280 and if they did, they only followed
arders of ¢their Cuman chiets, since they oceupied always a secandary role
in thelr relationships. When Laszlo 1V (son of 1« Cuman woman) spent
most of his reckless life among his Cuman friends, assumably some
Vlachs fawned around his throne too, When the tropps of Nogaj (Khan
of the Dnyeper Tatars) appeared as the King's guest (1285); we da not
hear ahout Vlachs, hut when the Cumans finally murdered their royal
“friend” (1290), chroniclers mentioned the quick Vlach reappearance.
For {he first time in their hislory, sume of them begun lo dream about the
foundalion of an independent Wallachian state.

Same histortcal accounts suggested that Radu Negru (or Rudolf the
Black), a 'Transylvanian Vlach escaped the religious perseculions of the
Cutholic Kings, (*100), and returned (o Wallachia. We donut think that
Ihis was the reason, Stephen V (1270-72) was a weak ruler. who did nat
have time 1o deal with ‘[vansylvanian affairs during the course of his
short rule. His successor, Laszlo (Ladislas) 1V, was excommunicated
(rom the Calholic Church himself and the Holy Sce declared a Christrian
Crusade against him, because his Cuman friendship and anti-Christian
altitude. Radu Negru, lhis courageous adventurer simply used the
opporiunity offered by history, when Hungary was in chaos. Laszlo was
dead, and his successor, Andrew 11 (1290-1301), the last onc from the
Arpad Dynasty, spent most of his early “rule’” as prisoner of the
Austrians and his own oligarches.
According to legend, Rudu Negru, avoevod in Truansylvani founded
Wulluchia in 1290. He seitled near Fagarash and, uaceording to
Rumanian historians, began fo pluy a role anulogous to thut u) Pied-
snont in creating Italian unity. Muny nobles followed Radu Nogru,
and the result was a weukening of the Rumanian buse in
Trunsylvania. (*101).

Radu Negru did not dare to tfuuch Triansylvania, because the Vlachs
represenled only a small minority there, and Radu did not know
anything about the possibility of “Dak relationship’. He declared
himself as u true Wallachian, and considered Wallachia as the main
humeland ofthe Viachs. Returning to Wallachia, estublished himself at
Campulung. and became one of the leading chieftains. He gave the
*9¢: ¢ A. Macariney: Hungory und Her Sicressurs, p. 2600-61,

100: W. Miller: The Batkan States. (The Canibridpe Medivval Hixrory, Vol 1L p, $400
*1U1; R. Ristwlihueher A Histom-of the Balkan Proplox. p 49,
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essentially flat country of Wallachia the local name of “land of
mountains”, in memory of those mountains whence he came. At this
time, the large majority of the Wallachian population were his fellow
Vlachs, because the Cumans were murdered by the Tatars, or they
settled already in Hungary. The Mongols (The Khanate of the Golden
Horde of Kublai Khan) withdrew eastwards, since the Great Khan con-
centrated on Chinese affairs and he did not wish to disturb European
countries for a while. When the weakened Hungarian Kingdom released
the Bansag of Szoreny, then the weak Balcanic nationalities
concentrated their attention on the growing power of the Ottoman
Empire, nobody stopped the Wallachian effort to the foundation of their
own country. Radu Negru was able to secure leadership, and by his
successots (the Basarab family) a new principality, Wallachia appeared
on the historical map of Balkans.

Meanwhile, in Transylvania (as M. Ghyka, the Rumanian historian
reports in his Chronology) (*102), on March 11, 1291, the Assembly of
Gyulafehervar (Rum: Alba Julia) recognized the Vlachs of Transylvania
as a nationality with equal rights to other member nationalities under the
Hungarian Holy Crown. (*‘Cum universis nobilibus, Saxonibus, Syculis
et Olachis™). Two years later

Andrew II decreed in 1293 thar "all Wallachians, whether to be
found on noblemen's estates or on others' estates, should be settled
on his own estate known us “‘Szekes'', the territory of which is esti-
mated between 45,000 and 65,000 acres, (*103).

The king did not have any other choice but to take this step, since the
Vlachs did not seem to give up their semi-nomad behaviours, and did not
stop wandering from county to county, from village to village. The royal
estate (mentioned) was relatively small, thus once more this indicates
again that at that time the Vlachs comprised only a small percentage of
Transylvania’s population.

*102: M. Ghyka: A Dy d Ch Ry uf R ian History p. 54
*103: D.G. Kosary: History of the Hungarian Nation. p.}.

4






TRANSYLVANIA
FART OF HUNGARY SINCE THE ENU OF THE 9Tl CENTURY

Py

L .
N\ Pouapd|
\ 4

EMPIRE ! {
I %

TRangyiyann B,

HIUNGARY

BLneK Sea

BvyzAnTINE

E_HP‘p’E
About 1100
\ T o N
‘J\L'Hll‘|;j
, POLAND ,l -“t
F\

HoLy
/_/\ L- -

RO MAY

EMPLRE

About 1350



' 3OHEWQ‘RBPOI.AND
‘ HUNGARY

[Lry
Pl b, 1 VWL
Pl LT -

ar




VIL

CONTINUQUS INFILTRATION AND MULTIPLICATION
INTHE LATE MEDIEVAL AGES.

After the extinction of the Arpad Dynasty Czech, German and Ttslian
parties attempied to put their own candidates on the Hungarian throne.
Finally, the Italian-French Anjou family was efected, and for about eight
decades, the Anjous (¥104) continued the traditions of the Arpads to
establish Hungary as one of the most powerful states of Eurape.

‘Under Charles Robert of Anjou the **Latinization™ (which was typical
in olficial, ecclesiastical, litcrary, etc. affairs in Christian Hungary for
three hundred years anyway) continued and strengthened. Charles
introduced Italian chivalry in his capital (Visegrad), and Latin, ltalian,
French became the languages of the law, church and learning. QOne
would think that the Transylvanian Vlachs would welcome these
charges; after all, people who were ‘'Roman by origin™ should be happy,
when their new, adopted cotntry became more and more *'Roman™ in its
culture. The new king realized the muliinational character of Hungary,
especially Transylvania. and he atlempted to please the minorities
including the Wallachians.

“Magyar, Saxon, Slovak, Roumanian, Serb, all met in friendliest
terms and learned t respect, and undersiand one another. " (¥105).

Charles Robert encouraged settlements on the North-Eas{ Carpathians
t00, and he guatanteed their freedom. He subdued Laszlo (Ladislas),
the powerful lord of Transylvania. not only to preserve royal overlordship,
but protecting those nalionalities, whose relative freedom was
endangered by the “little king’". (*106).

In spite of all efforts of Charles Robert (and of his successors) the
Wallachians still did not show uny willingness to become an integral part
of the kingdom, They considered “'Latinization™ as a cultural invasion
against their (basically Slav) primitive culture, and as undermining
tendencies by Roman Christianity against their Greek-Slavonic religion.
They remained isolated and hostile. Since the king needed a large army
to sceure Hungary's international position and to protect rayal power
from ihe “little kings™. he introduced the first “direcl tax", and
encouraged trade. These aclivities were quite welcomed in Transylvania
by the Magyats and Saxons, but the Wallachians (whose life on the
*104; Charles Robert 1. (1308-42), Louis “the Grear™). (1342-82). und Mary of Anjou {1382-85),
*105: A. B. Yolland: A History of Hungary. p. 0.

*106: Muihkios of Csak, ond Ladislas of 'ransylvanis were the most powerful ot those "'fhic kings °
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Balkans were associated with endless flight from military service, from
urbanization and from taxation) did not sympathize with the new order
at all. Isolating themselves on the mountains more sternly than ever
before, the Vlachs became an even more mobile and more separated
sub-society.

The years between 1324 and 1330 marked the real beginning of
Wallachian history, south of Transylvania. Radu Negru's successor
...Ivanko Basaraba, the ally of the Bulgarians in the campaign of
1330, extended his authority vver “little Walluchia™, completely
routed the Hungarians, and strengthened his position by marrying
his daughter to the new Tsar of Bulgaria. (*107).

When Stephen Dechanski (who became king of Serbia as Stephen
Urosh 11in 1321) attacked the weak Bulgarians, a considerable number
of Bulgarian Vlachs left their former patrons by joining Wallachia,
which made Wallachia somewhat more populous and slightly stronger.
Basarab 1. attempted 1o side with the Bulgars against Serbia, but Urosh
defeated the Bulgarians near Kustendil, occupying the Vardar Valley,
and practically putting an end to the Bulgarian power. Since his Balkan
policy did not work out, Basarab turned his attention to Transylvania. In
1324, he surprisingly invaded the Bansag of Szoreny (S. of the Tran-
sylvanian Alps) and attached it to Wallachia. This “Bansag” was
partially inhabited by Hungarians since Bela IV. (1247).

A number of Hungarian sertlements, like Hosszumezo, now
Campolung, were signs of Hungary's ethnic expansion. Contem-
poraries called this territory Ungro- Wallachia, the westward portion
of which was directly under the jurisdiction of Hungary. (*108).

Charles Robert reconquered this “Bansag™ again, but this Wallachian-
Hungarian confrontation became another stimulus in the Vlach-Magyat
hostility, which gradually became traditional both on the Wallachian-
Szoreny frontierline and in Transylvania itself.

Nevertheless. Basarab had to recognize Hungary's sovereignty over
Wallachia. In exchange, however, Hungary agreed to an
enlurgement of his domain. The Wallachians then secured author-
ization for the establishment of an Orthodox metropolitan in
Walluchia. Such recognition hy the Greek Putriarch affirmed the
crearion of the Principality of Wallachia to which it granted an
ceclesiastical seat. (%109),

In 1330, Charles Robert was forced to realize that he could not compete
with Vlachs who knew the hidden routes of Wallachia so well. Visiting

*107; W. Miller: The Balkar Stutes, (The Cambridge Medieval History, Vol. 111, p.540.)
CHE: 10.G Kosary: Histery of the Hungerian Nation. p. 40,
*109. R. Ristelhueber: A History of the Balkun Peaples. p. S0,



the *Bansagof Szoreny", he fell into a trap prepared by Basarab and the
only way ol escape was by changing armour with his man. Dezso
Hedervari, The self-sacrificing hero was murdered by bloodihirsty
Wallachians, but the king, dressed as Hedervari. returned to Hungary
safely. From now on, the Anjous abandoncd the **Bansag of Szoreny”,
und recognized the independence of Wallachia, which was called by
Basarab as ‘““Fara Romanesca”. (This denomination was probably
counecied with the fact that a few decades ago, Pope Clement V. -
1305-14 - recognized the Latin clements in the Wallachian language and
called the Viachs as “Olahi Romani™). (*110).

Charies Robert's son and successor, Louis (called by Hungarians as
“Lanis the Great™; 1342-82) concentrated his altention an Transylvania
vven more than his lather did. The first interesting act of the new king,
who ascended the throne at the age of seventeen, was a visit to the tomb
ol Ladislas (Laszlo) I (canonized by the Church in 1192) ar Nagyvarad,
which was regarded traditionally as the city of this important king of the
Arpad-house. (Nagyvarad is called as ‘Oradea’’ today. The Rumanians
did not have their own name for this city, thus they deformed the
Hungarian expression.) By this ceremonial visit. the young king wished
Lu symbolize his intention of imitating his great predecessor, by devoting
his life for Hungary. and especially for Transylvania.

In Lhe age of the Anjou kings not only Wallachia, but alse Serbia
rectived a growing number of Vlach population. This Balkan country of
Grevk-Orthodox Southern-Slavs atieacted Viachs Irom two dirvections.
Allthose Vlachs who were stillon the Dalmatian coast, or in Epirus. orin
Thessalonica, rapidly migrated lo Serbia. when this Slav country
gradually extended his possessions, taking full advantage of the growing
weakness of the Byzantine Empire. The olher wave of Viachs came from
Bulgaria. when Kaliman 11, the last of the Asen Dyuasty was deposed
and cxpelled. In Scrbia

...the Viachs constituted an impartant element and a rich source of
fncome for the sovervign and the other landlords. By then the larger
mountain pastures were made the most of and indeed devastated and
disforested hy the reckless grazing-off of the new growth, hy the
searing of the grass Lo freshen pasturage. and by the peeling of young
heech-trees as a substitute for honey to sweeten mitk foods. (¥111).

Stephen Dechanski (Urosh I11; 1321-31), and Stephen Dushan (Urosh
1V;1331-1355) werc the kings of Scrbia, when the Vlachs provided their
state with excellent horses of small stature but hardy, and good cavalry

*140: Ink, ftam M. Ghyka: A D a Ch fugy of R tant History, p W
¥111: 1. Peisker: Expansion of the Stavs. (The Combridge Medieve] Historv, Vol. 11, p.440
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lor the army. The Vlachs also managed the commerce with these pack-
horses, and traded in wool, skins, and the famous Vlach cheese, which
cven served as a substitute for money.

By this trading the Vlachs acquired knowledge of the world, and
becume fur supetiorin experience and shrewdness to the boorish Slav
peasuant. They grazed the mountain pastures (planina) to the height
of 5000 fi., from the end of April to the middle of September. and
then slowly made their way. often taking two months, tu winter on
the coasts on account of the mild snowless climate and the salt which
spendidly nourishes the sheep. They lived chieflv an milk and
cheese. (¥112).

The problem of Serbia with the Vlachs came when they became a heavy
burden lor the peasantry, especially through their destruction ol the
vornfields. The Serbian peasunts and the Vlach herdsmen were in a
urowing opposition. there was no more intermarriage between them, and
the Serbian State had to regulate the wandering shepherds and to proteel
its own Slav peasants with draconic laws. King Sicphen Dushan’s
law-hook (1349) states that

“Where a Viach or un Albunian camps in a villuge district, there
another who comes after him shall not camp: it he camps there by
force, he shall pay the fight-fine (100 hyperpyres, that is fifty gold
ducats) bestdes the value of what he has grazed off.”" (*113).

This situation embittercd the Viachs and many of them migrated Lo
Wallachia, (where ihe Basarab Dynasty welcomed them), or to Tran-
sylvania. (where King Louis tolerated them and where their life-standard
was slill higher than in any Vlach populated area of the Balkans).

‘The northward migration of the Vlachs reached (the previously

Cuman) Moldavia too, and
... about the same time as the foundation of the Wallachian prin-
cipality, a second principality, dependent however on the Hungariun
crown, was created in Moldavia by another colony of Roumanians
from the north of Transylvania under a chief named Dragoche. This
vassal state threw off its allegiance ro Hungary about 1349, and
became independent. (*114).

This independence was declared by Bogdan, a Viach, who succeeded
Dragoche (Dragosh). Transylvania, from now on, had to exist as a
Hungarian province with growing Vlach population, and as an area
partially encircled by Vlach principalitics. Additivnally, the Patriarch of
Constantinople delegated a large number of Orthodox priests to the
#112: T. Peisker: Expansion f the Slavs. (The Cumbridge Modiewd] Hivtoey, Vol. 11 p. 441.)
S13: Tbid.

I W Miller: The Buikaa States. (Phe Combridge Madiovad Hixroen, Val 111 p.540,)
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Transylvanian Vlachs, appointing Hiakinthos to be Archbishop of
“Ungro-Vlachia”. Beginning with this period, most of these priests
became not only the religious but the '‘national” leaders of the
Transylvanian Vlachs. When the king, who realized that these priests
were acting as national agents of Wallachia and Moldavia trying to
undermine Hungarian authority, expelled Hiakinthos, Vlach hostility
grew considerably in Transylvania again.

Differences between national (linguistic, cultural) traditions could, of
course. become reasons tor national hostilities, and we could see several
examples of these problems in European history. This factor was very
noticeable in the Magyar-Viach case by two significant elements. One of
them was the ditference between the Roman- and Byzantine
Christianity, which was intrigued simultaneously by Catholic - (later also
by Protestant), and by Greek-Orthodox priests, respectively. In this
controversy, not simply opposing religions, but the West (Catbolic, -
luter Renaissance - later Protestant) and the East (Byzantine-
semi-Oriental) as sharply opposing socio-political views faced each other
with hostility. The other additional element was the anger of the poor
and illiterate observing the rich and educated, and occasionally, the
irritation of the serf living under the feudal lord. Feudalism as a new
social order included many good elements, but abviously created many
new problems. These problems were especially complicated in muiti-
cultural areas. Transylvanla was a province with a relatively high
lite-standard, where feudal lords (mostly Hungarians and Saxons) were
usuully wealthy and educated, and the Saxan “burgers’ and Magyar
und Szekely peasants wete hard-working. On the other hand, the
Transylvanian Vlachs were still illiterated, they still continued their
semi-nomadic life, they still attempted to escape from citizenship duties
like military service and tax-paying. Most of them remained very poor,
because & nomad life on unproductive mountains really did not offer too
much opportunity. Since trade was occupied mostly by Saxons and Jews,
they could not create a privileged position for themselves as they did
(tempoatarily for a few decades) in Serbia, but hostility between the
Hungarian peasants and Vlach shepherds was very similar to the Serbian
situation,and from the same reasons. The society of farmers and artisans
was irritated by the appearance, disappearance and reappearance of
these semi-nomads, who did not consider any parts of Transylvania as
thelr permanent hume, The Vlachs hated those who admitted them, with
the hatred of the nomad against the settled, with the hatred of the
illiterate against the educated, with the hatred of the poor against the
well-to-do, and (in the case of feudal relationship) with the hatred of the
serf against the lord.

Economic situations in Wallachia and Moldavia was not better for the
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Vlachs. In these principalities. the Vlachs were suffering under the
domination uf thelr own (Vlach) landlords, and they wete even poorer
than their relatives in Transylvania.
Conditions in both Wallachiu and Moaldavia remained extremely
primitive fora long period afier their foundation, There were no real
towns. Buth countrivs were completely isolated, Education wus
ulmost unknown. Even the Church was backward and unorganized,
served mainly by Slav pricsts. (*¥115).
.o With us, said Bratiunu, one of the prme ministers of Rumania,
in the course of u public lecture, the Middle Ages began when they
ended in other countries ... We were owrside the civilization of
Lurope. (*116).

As a historical puradox, when the Ottoman pawer advanced on the
Balkaus, swallowing the smnall, powerless countries one-by-one, the
Viachs depended on the protection of the hated Hungarlan State in
Wallachia, Moldavia, and. of course. 1o Transylvania.

Osman L. (1290-1326), the traditional fuunder of the Ottoman dynasty,
alrendy extended his territory at the expense of the Byzaatine Empire,
Under Orkhan 1. (1326-59), the Muslems conguered Nicaea (1331), and
Nicomedin (1338). Tn 1345, the Ottomans crossed into Europe and
settled in Gallipoli in 1354, Murad 1. (1359-89) 100k Adrianople and
made the city his capital. (1366). In the same year the Turks were
vonfrooted by (he Hungatians of Louis the Great, and the king defeated
them near Vidin. (At the Lower Danube, on the Wallachian-Bulgarian
frontier). Thus. in the time when the Bulgarians were already paying
wibute to the Sullan, Wallachia was being defended by the Hungarian
Kingdom. Lajk, the local vucvod, showed some gratitude to the
Hungarian king, but memhers of the Basarab family were already
speculating ahout the possible opportunity against Hungary in the
stuation uf possible turther Ottoman advance. Moldaviz was still far
enough from the advancing Turks, it hecame stronger by the aunexation
of Bessarabia (1367), and the neighbourhood of the strong Hungarian
army gave them more feeling of security.

In the yeors of 1369-72, Murad conguered Bulgaria, and up to the
Biilkan Mountains the Bulkans became pant of the growing Ottoman
Emplre. At this time, those Viachs who still hid themselves in these
mountains, joined thelr relatives in Wallachia, Moldavia and alsa in
‘I'ransylvania.

2115 R W, Seton-Wapon: #iscory of the Roumantans 1729

Flib: ind. from Zwmbur Szeszt Rumoniun (fisis |g. 204, (Noter), Bratianu, {1R64-1927) wax prime
miniater ot Rumanig three simes, (1909-11, 14{4-18, and 1822.27.)
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In 1370. Louss, (he king ol Hungary, hecame king of Poland too. He
pald little atrention (o his Polish obligation, but used his extended
military power ay the proteclor of Christian civilization against the
approaching Mustems. In 1371, the Turks defeated a combination of
Serbian lords in the baltle of the Maritza river, and this victory secured
their dominution in Thrace, Macedonia and in Bulgaria. In 1380, the
year, when the great shadow of the Ottoman Empire actually reached
Walluchia. Mircea (the Grean), one of the Basarabs was expected to join
Hungary in ihe Christian defence-line ugainst the Muslems, but in these
critical limes, he began a policy to act as the balance of power hetween
Hungary and the Turks. His Wallachian army, seemingly, stoord beside
the Hungarian lorees, hut when the Turks captured Sofia (1385) and
Nish (1380), the Wallachian leader considered the opportunity (v
beeome king of an exlending Wallachia, under Ottoman suzerainty.
Aller some hesitation, Mircea purtivipated in the collective defence of
Greek-Orthodox states, but with definitely less effort than the Serbians.
(Alreidy in 1371, Lazar 1. of the Hrebelyanovich family became the
Prince ot Serbia, who in association with Tvartko I, Lord of Bosnia,
became a very able defender of his Slav state.) On June 15, 1389,
however. Murad defeated a coalition of Serbs, Bulgars, Bosnians and
Wallachiuns in the baitle of Kossovo (Hung: Rigomezo).The Serbians
fought with great heroism. but they were nat supported well cnongh by
thelr allies. (*¥117).

After this decisive battle, the Turks arrived at the Hungarian border,
pursuing thousands of Vlach and Serbian refugees, who found asylum in
Transylvania again. Sigismund of Lusembourg (hnsband of Mary of
Anjou), wus King of Hungary at this time, (1387-1437).(%¥118). Following
the unfortunale battle of Kossovo, he began o organise a crusade
aguinst the Muslems, who conquered Bosnia (after Tvartko's death of
1391). und Bulgaria (after the fall of its capital. Tirnovo in 1393), and
blocaded Constantinople (since 1391).

On Sept. 25, 1396. the Christian forces, led by Sigismund of Hungaty,
and supported by Balkan rulers and by French, German and English
knights. were disastrously defeated at Nicopolis (Nikopol; it is a town of
N. Bulgariatoday, on the Lower Danube, opposite Rumania), When (he
Hungarians werc forced to withdraw, Mircea realized that perhaps the
time arrived for a belter Turkish-Wallachian vo-operation. (Hu
probably suspected thar if his people survived as “Roman-Vlachs™,
“Byzuntine-Viachs™, “Bulgaro-Viuchs', "'Cuman-Viachs™ and “*Serbo-

107 Soltun Murad was killed ry o Serh who posed as v traliur, bk Murad'sson Buyazid 1. (138Y-1402)
wob d wickry Lavar wos vaplased and killos . Serpin lwcame 3 vasswal state at ihie Turky,

*118: Heginnlng with 1410, Siy d also becae Geman Fmperor, and i 1436 the King of
Bohemia,
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Viachs", the tinte was ripe to cxpect further intluence, even power, more
lerritorics by becoming **Turko-Vlachs” at this critical time).
The consequences of Nicopolis obliged him to pay (ribute to the
Turks who in turn granted him a degree of autonomy. His people
were grateful to Mircea for all his exploits and uggrandizement of
of the country by annexing the Dobrudju (Dobruja, Dobrogea), a
region south of the Danube which furnished Watluchia with outlet to
the Bluck Sea, (*119),
While Mircea was negotiating with Sultan Bayazid and his successars,
hoping for Dobrudju (area of his previous ally, the Bulgars), and for
other territories, some other Wallachians took refuge in Transylvania.
The Ottoman leaders musl have had gond reasons to assume thal
Wallachians on both sides of Lthe Transylvanian Alps (in Wallachia and
Transylvania itself) could represent sume sort of hridge into the heart off
Europe. Meanwhile, King Sigismund founded a soclely of knights, the
"Order of the Dragon" (1408), to fight Turkish invasion. Scveral
members of this new military arder were noblemen of bolh Hungarian
and Vlach origin. One of the was Ylad “'the Impaler', who obviously
disagreed with Mircea al this time. (¥*120). Mirven agreed with
Maohammed 1. (1413-1421) to become a falthiul v = n1 of the Sulian
(1415). but: Vlad was still ready to fight ¢n the ¢ it side.

Vlad the lmpalee’s military and palitical appearanvieou the Wallachian
scene was associated with the confusion, followmng Mircea's death
(1418), When Moldavian and Wallachian nobiemnen struggled over the
yuestion of suceession, in spite of Mircea's previous agreement with the
Sultan, many of the candidates sought support from Sigismund. Viad
waus one of them, and, of course, he attempied to prove to the king that he
(Vlad) was on his side. When Mohammed sent a strong army to pacily
the restless population of Wallachia, Viad disguised himself as a Turk
und engaged in such successtul espionage thal he was able to secure
himself from Turkish defear. Following this, Vlad (called by his
superstitious peasants as “Draculu’) justified his nicknames (Impaler
und Dracula), by impaling the Turkish prisoners with unprecedented
cruelty.

The hostilisy berween the two groups of Rumanians did nor prevent

some princes from occasionally pluying significant roles. Such was

the case of « Wallachiun prince, Viad the Impaler, who nchknurme

sadly indicated his barburism. He warred in brigandage, intimidoted

the nobles intu vbeying his authority, and considered himself suf

fietently strong enough to refuse tribute to the Turkish sultan. (*121).
*119: R. Rigtelhuchur: A Mistory of she Batkun Peuples. 1. 31,

LAz 1 he: wame ol theOnler win "Miles Deaconis’™. ¥lad actunlly jdined |In-r)me| wily 143 (lat, §
Cuabayic The Heal Oments. \The Hungaetun Quarnesty. 1941, p. 127-28,

*121: R. Riswelhucher: A Hestrry of the Bathan Peuples. p, S2.



Vlad the Impaler was the greatest authority on Wallachian areas
between 1456 and 1462. But before we would describe happenings in
Wallachia after his rule, let us return to Transylvania.

In 1437, a peasant revolt broke out among Transylvanian serfs against
the nobility. Seme of the Rumanian historians introduced this event as
the revolution of the Vlachs against Hungarian domination. Actually, it
was a revolt of serfs (both Hungarians and Vlachs) under the leadership
of Antal Budai-Nagy, a Hungarian. It was true, however, that the
"borderly union" (Magyar, Szekely and Saxon noblemen) did not
include Vlachs, and this union (formed in Kapolna) suppressed
the rebellion of the serfs. The Union of Kapolna

was really « sort of defensive alliance ugainst all social, political and
foreign enemies: peasants, Turks. and royal encroachments. This
“union’ developed into a sort of Federal Diet for settling the
common affairs of Trunsylvania (each of the purtners continuing to
enjoy self-governinent in its internal affairs). (*122).

This year of 1437 also marked the first victory of Janos (lohn) Hunyadl
over the Turks. Also in the very same year Albert of Habsburg, son of
Sigismund (1437-39) followed his father on the throne.

According to some sources, Hunyadi was a frontier lord of '‘uncertain
arigin®, 11 is very probable that he was actually a common-law son of
Emperor Sigismund himself. (The large royal grants he received in a very
young age seem to strengthen this version). The most widely spread
version is Lhat he was son of a Vlach “kenez" name Vajk, who had
considerable authority in south-castern Transylvania. Hunyadi became
the most outstanding Hungarian hero of his age. He served several kings.
but most of these tulers were nothing else but shadows behind him.
(*123). He became Ban of Szorcny in 1439, voevod of Transylvania in
1441, and became chief captain of the southern frontiers in about the
same time thus making him the holder of about four million acres. His
main duty was the military protection of Transylvania, later of Hungary,
and actually, he became the protector of the whole Christian Europe,
when his victorious campaigns stopped the Ottoman advance for eighty
years. Although he was deteated at Varna at the Black Sea on Nov. 10,
1444, (King Vladislay 1. died in this hattle), he became Governor uf
Hunpary and protector of the child king, Laszlo {Ladislas).

His greatest victory against the Turks was in 1456, defending
Nandortchervar, (It is called Belgrad today, and it is the capital city of
Jugoslavia), lohn Cupistrano, a Franciscan hero (later canonized by

*122% C.A. Macartney. Huagary und Her Successurs, p. 257-5K.
*123 Albert414.37-39), Viadislay 1. {King ot Poland arul Hingary; 1439-44), aud Ladislas V.(1444-57).
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Rome) led une wing of Hunyadi'sarmy. This heroic defense was nol only
tur Hungary, hut it was the glorious defence of the Christlan culiure of
Europe. (Following the declaration of Pope Calizius 111, chwgch-bells vy
noons are still honouring the memory of Hunyadi's heroic victary all over
the world.)

As we mentioned, Hunyadi's origin is still very gquestionable.
Rumanian hisloriography was atlempting to introdoce him as a
“Rumanian’. Considering his possihle Vlach origin, Hunyadi was 2
person, who assimilated completely to the Hungarian culrure. costnnig
and language. He was a Catholic, and he was a living and dying
Hungarian. (He died on August 11, 1456, in "black death™. (*124).

Mentioning the assimilation of Hunyadi, it sheuld be pointed out that
the Hungarian governments did not force the assimilation of the Viuchs,
only expected their peacetul settlement and moderate integration. All
thase wha voluntarily integrated, even those who assimilated, did il a5 0
humanly natural effort for better social, evonmomic. educational
oppartunities. Obviously, the integrated Vlachs could become one of the
respected groups under the Holy Crown of the Hungarians. Intcgration
itself did not mean the ubandonment of their native language. their
original religions and customs, but the integrated Viach was expected 1o
be a good neiglibour and a faithful citizen. Unfortnnately, most of the
Vlachs never atlempted this sort of sacial behaviour in Traosylvanin

Steeling, erecping across the Carpathians, settling an the high, mostly
unpopulated arcas, endlessly moving from place to place, most of them
did nol adopt Transylvania as their land tn the late Medieval Ages. Thry
remained npt only isolated, but hostile. They used the better pasfurai
apportunities of Transylvania in contrast to the dangerous and primitive
Balkans, but they remained some sort of **Balkanic” cammunity in the
heart of Transylvania too. Their separation was encouraged by their
Byzantine-minded priests, who were looking al Western Chyristianity
with jealousy and hostility. These priosts gradually becante palitical
leaders too, and under this leadership, Transylvanian Vlachs
communicated more and more with their velatives in Wallachia and
Maldavia. Although modern Rumanian historians are discossing John
Hunyadi, this Hungatian hero of the Christian world as a *Rumamun®.
Transylvanian Viachs of the XVth Cuntury were hoping for the support
of Viad the Impaler (who tripped Hunyadi after 1444, perhaps beeause
Vlad atiempled (o please the Sultan at this time). or for the support of
Stephen, Prince of Moldavia (1457-1504), who did his very best io
encourage Vlach nationalism in 'ransylvania. (He received the cpithet
of “the Great™ from some Rumanian historians.

*124: Hixyourmger son, Mathins, {Lorvinay, “Ihe Jast''; 1458- L480) betaune 3 great Rendissance-Ling o
Hungary,



Under the shadow (and occasionally under the protection) of the
Ottoman Empire, puppet-leaders of Wallachia and Moldavia realized
the growing population of Vlachs in Hungarian Transylvania, and
probably they alrcady visvalized a great dream that was becoming
clearer afler cvery passing decade; the dream of a greater Wallachia
(Rumania) in the future.

The planned framework of this essay is not intended to describe
detailed Ve allachian history, or to detail Vlach history in Hungarian
Transylyania, but only 1lo discuss the origin, migration and
Ttansylvanian infiltration of the Vlach people, from the disintegration
of the Roman Empire to the end of the Medieval Ages. Thus, let us end
this outline-chronology with (the mentioned) Stephen of Moldavia, who
was. fighting against Mathias the Just, the great king of Renaissance
Hungary, son of Hunyadi. Mathias was not only a great supporter of
renaissance culture, but he was the recognized defender of Christian
Europe at this time. Stcphen “‘the Great", the Vlach prince of Moldavia
did really his very best to undermine the political activity of Mathias.
Although in his younger age he was also trying to detend Moldavia
againsl Ottoman penetration, after the fall of his principality (1456), he
became a vassal of Mohammed 11 (1451-1481) and later of Bayazid 11
(1481-1512), In his vassal position, he also adapted the great plan of the
Wallachian leaders, which was to create a great Wallachia some day, - a
Wallachia, which embraces all Vlach populated countries of Eastern
Europe.
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VIIL.
CONCLUSION

The history of Transylvania (since the cod of the Medieval Ages) and
the history of the Viach peoples in all Vlach-populaied areas (since the
satne time) was (and will be) discussed in various, detailed approaches.
instead of poing into further details, let us conclude this brief study only
with a few additional comments.

Wallachia and Moldavia came under Turkish influence and
domination in the XVth Century, which served as bases of Ottoman
military campaigns Central Europe.

After the downfall of the medieval Hungarian Empire (*125), these
wo Rumanian provinces did not see any hope for resistance, and
turning their back to the West, they became an active part of the
Halkon. (*126).

Before the Turkish Conquest, in the beginning of the XVIth Century,
the papulation of Hungarian Transylvania cansisted of 425,000 people.
rom: these figures only 100,000 were Viachs. {(¥127). Ai the end of the
same century due to the greal loss of lives in the Turko-Hungarian wars,
the Transylvanian papulation dropped down to 400,000, but the number
ol the Vlachs remained at 100,000 (*128), which seems to prove that
defence was mainly a Hungarian responsibility and the Vlachs were
almost untouched by the war.

... wheeher by naturalincrease, by immigration, by the fact that their
mouniain fastnesses they sutfered relatively little from the Turkish
urrd Tatar inroads, or, what is mast probable. through a combination
of ull these causes, they increased very rapidly, (*¥129).

I'he increase of the Vlachs was significant in the age of the
semi-independent Transylvanian Principality (XVI-XVII Centuries).
The princes of Transylvania securcd a relatively comfortable and
prusperoug lite for the Vlachs. Obviously in this period thousands of
them poured into Transylvania from Moldavia and from Wallachia
again. crossing the Eastern and Southern Carpathlans. (o Transylvania
they lound protection trom their Turkish overlords, better pasturages,
and much mare freedom to live their traditional way of life. (*130). In the

=126 10 Augtest 293, 1520 1hé Turks defeured the Hungayian forees ot Mohaws. In 1540 Hungary

sated o three pons: Royal (Wabsburg) terrftory, ‘Turbish-ovcupied Hunguey, and the
epemiend Transylvania. Hungary was liberated and unifizd voly afler 1686

#120: Oy, Zuchurcezky: Tronsylvaniv. Citadel of the Wesi, p. 40.

©127. Zs. Syuse: Hong - Rumanions. (Hunparian Quarterty. 1941, p. 590.)

KU Telehi: Evolution of Hungery. und its Place in Europeurr Hixtory. p. 83.

*129: Macariney. Huagary and Her Successars. p. 259.

2130, The first tnon-Savie) Viach documet was the Bible, which was {runslated from the Hungeriun

sersivn w the Viegh laaguuge by Michuel Tordasi. a Hungatian Culvinist bishap (1581-82), following
the anler ol the Hupguvini Prince ot Trauaylvania,
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middle of the XV1Ith Century, the Vlachs represented already ¥ of the
Transylvanian people.(¥131). Fifty years later, when the population of
Transylvania reached ¥z million, the Vlachs consisted about half of this
number. (¥132).

Finally, the Vlach population increased se much
that the Saxon and Szekely settlements, and even some of the Magyar
groups in the west (of Transylvania), hud become islands in the
Roumanian sea - a singularly unfortunate matter for the Szekelys in
particular, who, being by now. at least, true Magyars, found them-
selves isolated from their kinsfolk. (*133).

The rest of the Vlach-story is well known in the history of Modern
Europe. The Congress of Paris (1856) gave to Wallachia and Moldavia
virtualindependence under nominal Turkish overlordship, and in 1861,
these principalities were united as “Rumania’. At the Congress of Berlin
(1878), this new country obtained full independence, and in 1881, it was
obtained as a kingdom. As a consequence of the Second Balkan War
Rumania occupied South-Dobrudja from Bulgaria. (1913). In 1914,
Rumania proclaimed neutrality, but in 1916, she surprisingly joined the
Entente in World War 1. The Treaties of St. Germain (1919) and of
Trianon (1920) awarded Transylvania, Eastern Banat, Crisana-
Maramures, and Bukovina to Rumania.Thus, the imperialistic dream
ol "Greater Rumania™ became a reality.

In 1940, Rumania joined Hitler’s Germany, hoping for the defence of
‘T'tansylvania from Hungarian revisionism, and for the possible further
vonquest (from the Ukraine). In the same year, however, when Nazi-
Rumania already withdrew from the League of Nations (July 11, 1940),
Premiers Teleki of Hungary and Giurtu of Rumania were called to
Vienna to acknowledge the decision which returned the northern part of
Transylvania to Hungary. By this decision the Axis Powers wished to
satisfy Hungary, (which was already an unwilling satellite of the Axis),
and still keep the support of the Rumanian fascists. Under German
influence, in June 22, 1941, Rumania attacked the Soviet Union, hoping
4 ain that perhaps the Germans would let them bile a piece from
Ik raine. and also hoping that Hitler would return North-Transylvania
tovthem as a reward for their faithfulness, Five days later, the Hungarian
Caovernment also declared war against the Soviet Union. partly under
ihe pressure of Germany, partly because any resistance at this point
« uuld have surely resulted in the immediatie return of N. Transylvania to
‘e “more faithful'* Rumanians. In August, 1944, however, when the
“1 1. Gy, Zathureczky: Tmruwvnum Ciradel of lhr Wrn p. 401,

“V4? /5. Szose: H) i \the K Qu I, 1941, p. 590),
1t A Macertuey: Hungary und Her Successors. p. 259-60.
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Russian forces atracked Rumania from the north,King Michael quickly
dismissed the pro-German Antonescu government and ordered his
troops 1o align to themselves with the United Nations against the Nazis.
Hungary could not follow this example at the same time, since Hitler's
{roops occupied the country on March 19, 1944, degrading this unwilling
satellite into a helpless colony.

The quick transformation of Fascist-Rumania into Pro-Soviet-
Rumania was rewarded by Moscow. By the Peace Treaty which was
signed ar Paris in February, 1947, Northern Transylvania (where the
Hungarian population represented 52.3% of the whole population) was
restored to Rumania. (¥134).

Haw many Hungarians are still living in Transylvania? There are
certain reasons which make it very difficuit (o estimate their numbers.
‘The Rumanian governments transfered thousands of them fto
Wallachia, and to Moldavia. Hungarian families were forced to
“Rumanize" their family-names by intimidations in jobs and in schools,
These factors and the “official” , but unrcliable census could prevent any
objcetive investigation by individual historians. Only a well prepared
group of professionals, authorized and protected by the United Nations
Qrganization, or by another international body, could measure the true
situation of this humiliated and tortured country.

‘The future of discriminated minerities in Transylvania is hopetully not
only in the hand ol the Rumanian Government, but also in the hand of
the United Nations and of the leaders of the World. In the days, when
this study was written, Hungarians of Transylvania are exposed to terror
and genocide on their own land, which was the land of their forefathers
for much more than a thousand years. They are exposed to a pcople,
which was originaled in the Balkans, which migrated and infiltrated to
Transylvania, and which was permitted to settle down by generous
Hungarian rulers. Hungarians of Transylvania are exposed to an alien
and rancorous administration, which was clever enough to cover and
justify Wallachian impcrialism introducing the ‘“theory” of Dako-
Roman continuity. In light of this theory the Wallachian conquest of
Transylvania became actually a *“re-conquest’” of the “‘descendants” of
those Daks, wha were almost completely exterminated by the Romans in
117 A.N.. and of those Romans, who evacuated Transylvania in 271
A.D.

#1.34: The Census of Transyhania found 2.678 people in thisprovince, in 1910. of which 1,472,021 were
Viachs 151 %) (C. A, Mucariney: Hungury and Her Succvssors, p.246-65). According 1o the Census of
1941, fenm 1he 2.577.291 papulation of Norih Transylvania 1.347,012 were Hungariuns (52.3%).
1.066,33 were Rumanians (41.3%), and 6.4% were ather nativnalities. (C.A. Macarmey: Octoher
Fitteenth p. 42).)
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To study, to understand the irue history of the Wallachians is very
imporiant, because in our complex world, objective historiography and
education should be the only base of international justice. Objective
historical writing must replace political propaganda in conncction with
Transylvania and in association with true Vlach history. Only purified
historical writing could restore the reputalion of professional historians
all over the world. and only an objective historical approach could
become a base for a restoration which will grant justice for Transylvania.
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