
RECENT DISCUSSIONS ABOUT "ONGLOS" 

Alexandru Madgearu 

The location of the territory settled by the Bulgars few years before 680 was long time disputed, because 
the sources are not very clear. We do not intend to give here a full report on this problem. The history of the 
researches could be found elsewhere1

• Our purpose is to comment some recent viewpoints expressed in the last 
years. Since 1982 when the Bulgarian archaeologist Rafo Ra~ev published a very comprehensive study about 
Onglos, other several works brought interesting ideas about the location of the Onglos and about the 
significance of the events occurred in 680. 

The so-called Onglos recorded by Theophanes Confessor and Nikephor was a very good defended place, 
surrounded by rivers and marshes. The group led by Asparuch arrived in the Onglos short time before the war 
of 680. Some hoards hidden in Moldavia are showing the moments of their migration 2

• According to 
Theophanes and Nikephor, the Bulgars appeared suddenly near the Danube. From the Onglos, they started the 
atacks against the Byzantine territories. The campaign of summer 680 against the Bulgars was a riposte to their 
inroad that reached Thrace in spring 6803

. Both sources are suggesting that the Onglos was a small area, not a 
large geographical region. (Theophanes said that the Onglos was proper for the small number of people that 
remained after the wars). The "steep rocks" mentioned by Nikephor seem to be an invention, because 
Theophanes, who was better informed, did not record them4

• It might be an allusion to the legendary Riphaei 
Mountains. Some unidentified "fortifications" ('oxugcoµa) were included in the Onglos. Between Onglos and 
the Danube was a marshy zone. The rivers placed both sides of the Onglos are not named, but we know they 
were located north of the Danube. The translation of the passage from Theophanes made by P. Diaconu shows 
clearly this. (The word ~ogc:Lo-rtgoui; is accorded with rro-raµoui;, not with ~avou~Cou)5 . These rivers are not 
Dnieper and Dniester, because the Bulgars crossed them before they settled Onglos. We therefore should 
exclude the location of Onglos between Danube and Dnieper, which was sustained by some historians6

. 

Some researchers thought that the name Onglos comes from the Ttirkic word agul I aul, which means 
"court", "enclosure"7

, while others pointed out the likeness with the Slavic onglu ("corner"), which has the 
same meaning like the Turkish name Bugeac (the southeastern corner of Moldavia)8

• However, Nikephor said 
that the word was a Bulgarian one9

• This makes more suitable the etymology from the Ttirkic word agul. 
From the relation of the fight between Constantine IV and Asparuch we know that the triumphant 

Bulgars left the Onglos and next crossed the Danube. Therefore, the Onglos was placed north of the Danube. 
However, some historians (especially Bulgarians) tried to locate it south of the river. It is true that the 
Armenian "Geography" ascribed to Moses Chorenatzi says that Asparuch drove away the A vars from the island 
of Peuce10

. This source is late and confused. If we take word for word this information, we should locate the 
Onglos in the Danubian Delta. Because this is not possible, some rcsearchers believed that the Armenian source 
concems an island placed between the Sfântu Gheorghe branch and a disappeared branch of the Danube that 
started at Isaccea''. Unfortunately, the geological and hydrological studies do not confirm this interesting 

Diaconu 1970, 326 - 327; Diaconu 1971, 191 - 193; Rasev 198'.?., 69 - 71; Hălcescu 1989, 339 - 341. 
2 Popovic 1986, 129. 

Gjuzelev 1984, 36 - 37. 
4 Hălcescu l 98 9, 341. 

Diaconu 1971, 191. See also Bozilov 1975, 30 - 31. 
6 Bănescu 1958, 433 - 434; Hălcescu 1989, 341. 
7 Zlatarski 1938, 132; Feher 1931, 24; Decei 1978, 42; Bozilov 1975, 31. 
8 Bănescu 1958, 433; Vulpe, Barnea 1968, 441; Fiedler 1992, 21. 
9 Diaconu 1970, 327; Diaconu 1971, 194. 
10 Decei 1978, 27, 41 - 42. 
11 Zlatarski 1938, 132 - 133. 
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idea12• Another location, north of the Carasu valley, would be more suitable, because this valley was navigable 
during the ancient and early medieval times13

• In this case, Onglos could be searched in the northem part of 
Dobrudja. However, we should remember that Theophanes speaks about some rivers placed north of the 
Danube; this excludes the identification of his Danube with the Carasu valley. The sources are indeed speaking 
about a North-Danubian territory. 

Although a location south of the Danube does not accord with the sources, the Onglos was sometimes 
identified with the earthen wall S)'Stem of Niculiţel 14

• The shape of this fortification system indicates indeed its 
Ti.irkic origin. The very scarce archaeological evidence shows only that the walls could be dated between the 51

h 

and the 71
h centuries15

• However, the building of the wall by this group of Asparuch before 680 is not proved. 
One could suppose that another Tiirkic group made this ring-shaped fortification. The information recorded by 
Michael Syrus about the migration of the legendary hero Bulgarios who built a fortress for the Romans may 
concern the erection of this wall system. The events were anachronically placed in the time of Maurikios; we 
are thinking that the most probable date is during the Heraklios' reign 16

• The discovery of some gold and silver 
Bvzantine coins issued by Heraklios. Constans II and Constantine IV iri the surroundings of Niculiţel suggests 
the existence of some local rulers payed by the Byzantins (see below). 

Another idea expressed by the Bulgarian archaeologist R. ~ev is merely a fanciful one. In his opinion, 
the ring-shaped fortification of Niculiţel was the centre of a great rcgion settled and defended by the group of 
Asparuch before 680. He considers that this region - the Onglos - was boundered by the earthen wall from 
the southern Bessarabia and by the so-called "small earthen wall" from Dobrudja. The fortification system from 
Galaţi-Barboşi was also included in this Bulgarian territory 17

. This opinion could be considered an expression 
of the nationalist tendency of some Bulgarian historians who are trying to transform Dobrudja in the genuine 
homeland of the prescnt Bulgarian pcoplc. This extreme idea was accepted and resumed by D. I. Dimitrov and 
Uwe Fiedler 18

• P. Diaconu has already shown how wrong is this thcory19
• 

A strangc opinion was recently sustained by V. Gjuzelev. He believes that the Bulgars preserved the 
fortification of Niculi\cl (thc Onglos) as a residcncc of nomad typc for cca. 50 years. cven afler their setting 
down near Vama. The camp of Niculi\el was rcplaced - says Gjuzelev - with that of Pliska. but after 737. 
when the latter became thc main rcsidence of the qagans20

• This is not possible, bccause the absence of the 
archaeological remains shows that the ring-shapcd fortification from Niculi\el was used for a vcry short time. It 
is not excluded that the Bulgars used the fortification of Niculi\el after they occupied Dobrudja, but the Onglos 
attested by Theophanes and Nikephor was not therc. 

Skorpil believed that Theophanes recorded one Onglos at Barboşi (north of the Danube), while Nikephor 
recorded another, at Niculi\el21

• This opinion was recently resumed by D. I. Dimitrov22
• One could observe that 

Nikephor gives fewer details than Theophanes. We consider that both sources are speaking about the same 
fortification, but with small variations. 

The arguments proposed for the location of the Onglos south of the Danube are not suitable. We can 
conclude that the Onglos must be searched only in the region north of thc Danube. But where? 

According to the traditional opinion, the Onglos was the southern part of Moldavia, boundered by the 
rivers Siret or Prut and Dniester. The likeness Bugeac/Onglos played a significative role in this idea. The 
northern limit of the Onglos was sometimes identified with the Roman earthen wall built between Vadul lui 
lsac and Tatarbunar23

• From this point of view, the marshes recorded by the sources are the lakes placed beyond 
the northem bank of the Danube. A variant of this opinion considers that Onglos was only the small area 

12 Skorpil 1918, 113, 143 - 144; Fiedler 1992, 22. 
13 Diaconu 1993, 298; Diaconu 1994, 360. 
14 Zlatarski 1938, 132; Skorpil 1918, 109 - 152. 
lS Madgearu 1997, 183 - 185 with previous bibliography. 
16 Madgearu 1997, 184. 
17 Rasev 1982, 76 - 79. 
18 Dimitrov 1985, 119; Dimitrov 1987, 185 - 192; Fiedler 1992, 22 - 24 and footnote 246 for other references. 
19 Diaconu 1993, 297 - 298. 
20 Gjuzelev 1991, 84. In his previous study (1984), V. Gjuzelev accepted the location of Onglos between Dniester and 

Prut. 
21 Skorpil 1918, 145 - 152. 
22 Dimitrov 1987, 187. 
23 

Feher 1931, 9 - 12; Ferenczi 1936, 268 - 270; Decei 1978, 41 - 42; Bănescu 1958, 433 - 440; Vulpe, B::imea 1968, 
441; Gjuzelev 1984, 35 - 36; Hălcescu 1989, 339- 351. 
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between the mouths of the rivers Siret and Prut24
• In this case, the Onglos was confined by the Roman earthen 

wall built between Şerbeşti and Tuluceşti with the purpose to defend the camp of Barboşi. 
Petre Diaconu denied this ţraditional point of view into a study published in 1970 and in other further 

works25
• He supposes that the Bulgars crossed the Danube most probable by Durostorum. According to P. 

Diaconu, the Onglos was located in the southem Wallachia, somewhere near Durostorum. His main argument 
is the hiding of two treasures in Oltenia, during the Bulgar invasion. The treasures are: the hoard of Priseaca, 
Olt County (ended with silver coins issued in 674 - 681) and the treasure from Coşoveni (composed from a 
curved fibula and three earrings). P. Diaconu remarked that no such hoards were found in Dobrudja and that 
nothing proves a troubled situation in Dobrudja around 680. 

Costel Chiriac, who pointed out the significance of the hoards found in Oltenia for this theory, defended 
the location in Wallachia proposed by P. Diaconu. He considers that the hiding of the hoards of hexagrams 
issued by Constans II and Constantine IV (Priseaca, Drăgăşani and Vârtopu) was caused by an offensive led by 
the Bulgars toward Oltenia and perhaps toward Transylvania26

• 

The hypothesis sustained by Petre Diaconu since 1970 was recently resumed by Florin Curta with new 
and interesting arguments. In his remarkable study about the significance of the coin hoards hidden during the 
6'h - 7'h centuries in the South-Eastem Europe, F. Curta emphasized the idea that the Priseaca and Coşoveni 
hoards were in fact gifts for the Bulgars, sent by Constantine IV when they were still settled in the Onglos. His 
aim was the securing of the northem Byzantine frontier during the wars against the Arabs. The location of the 
Onglos in Wallachia would be supported by the discovery of a seal of Constantine IV at Durostorum. F. Curta 
considers that Durostorum was the main point implied in the military operations against Asparuch27

• The seal 
found at Durostorum proves the existence of some Byzantine military or civilian officials, and not the physical 
presence of the emperor in this city. The letter was sent by Constantine IV from another place. It is very likely 
that the imperial letter was sent during the anti-Bulgarian campaign, but this does not prove that the main war 
theatre was located in the neighbourhood, as believes our colleague F. Curta. 

The supporters of the "Wallachian" theory did not try to locate the fortified place recorded by both 
sources. They gave no alternative for a place like Barboşi or Niculiţel. Any attempt to locate the Onglos must 
identify the fortifications used by the Bulgars. 

One could observe that the principal idea of F. Curta is that the Bulgars were allies of the emperor 
Constantine IV before they started the inroads against the south-Danubian regions. He believes that 
Constantine IV tried to establish friendly relations with Asparuch and Kuber in view that both Bulgar branches 
will become a shield against the A vars. 

An alliance between the Bulgars and the Byzantine Empire was previously supposed by A. Petre (who 
believed that the ring-shaped fortification of Niculiţel was built in these circumstances)28

• In fact, there is no 
proof for this assertion in the literary sources. 

The location of the Onglos in Wallachia is based on the supposed relation between the invasion of the 
Bulgars and the treasures hidden in Oltenia and at Stejanovci. This argument must be carefully examined. 

The curved fibula from Coşoveni is a piece from in the first half of the 71
h century, while the earrings 

from this treasure could be dated around the mid the 71
h century29

. We think that the Coşoveni treasure has no 
signification for the events occurred around 680, because it represents most probable the inventory of a grave. 
However, it is not possible to establish afirm date around 680 for the findings of Coşoveni. The Priseaca hoard 
could be a silversmith treasure30

, like that of Stejanovci. Although we could admit that the coins arrived in 
Barbaricum as gifts for a chieftain, we could suppose that their master gave the coins to a silversmith with the 
purpose to use the silver as material for jewels. Therefore, the date of the hiding could be a bit later than 681. 
The hiding in 680 is possible, but not certain. As like as the hoard of Stejanovci invoked by V. Popovic31 and F. 
Curta, the Priseaca hoard is too far from the region involved in the conflict, even if we admit that Constantine 
IV crossed the Danube by Durostorum. 

24 Schafarik 1844, II, 163; Bozilov 1975, 33- 36; Dimitrov 1985, 119; Madgearu 1997, 181 -185. 
25 Diaconu 1970, 330- 333; Diaconu 1971, 197 - 199; Diaconu 1993, 297 - 298; Diaconu 1994, 359 - 361. 
26 Chiriac 1991, 375 - 376. See also Mitrea 1975, 124. 
27 Curta 1996, 114 - 116. 
28 Petre 1981, 563 - 564. 
29 Curta 1994, 250; Madgearu 1997, 46, 62. 
30 Butoi 1968, 102; Chiriac 1991, 375. 
31 Popovic 1986, 129. The place is near Sremska Mitrovica. 
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In fact, the treasures from Priseaca, Drăgăşani, Vârtopu and Coşoveni belong to a group of findings 
which represents the testimony of a power centre located in Oltenia and dated in the first half of the 7rh century. 
The late Roman fortified settlement from Răcari (located in the centre of this area) was used until the :first half 
of the 71

h century. This centre is defined by the concentration of several valuable objects: coins (stray-finds and 
hoards), curved fibulae, Byzantine buckles and star-shaped earrings. These objects were found in Oltenia and 
on the right bank of the Danube, in the zone of the Iran Gates32

• 

It seems more likely that the hexagrams from Oltenia were sent as tribute for a peripheral group of the 
Avar confederation. We could suppose that Byzantium tried to stimulate the centrifugal trends aroused after 
626 inside the Avar qaganate. The hexagrams are present especially in the marginal areas like Oltenia. We 
already sustained in our Ph. D. dissertation that the gold and silver coins found in the northem Dobrudja andin 
the nearby areas are testifying Byzantine some payments for unknown local rulers, made during the period 
between Heraklios and Constantine IV33

. The hoard from Galaţi belongs to this group and it shows a long 
accumulation, which includes hexagrams from Heraklios (3), Constans II (4), and Constantine IV (5). This 
contradicts the idea of F. Curta, that this hoard (as like as those from Oltenia) was a gift sent by Constantine 
IV to Asparuch. The stipends were payed since Heraklios, mast probable after 626, when began the decline of 
the Avar qaganate. It is known that Heraklios established an alliance with Kubrat in the same circumstances of 
the anti-Avar policy. The fortification of Niculiţel was built perhaps by this group, as we can infer from the 
relation of Michael Syrus. We could even admit that these al I ies were of Bulgar origin, but they were not the 
men of Asparuch. 

The same Byzantine policy is suggested by some 7rh century Byzantine silver and gold coins and silver 
vessels discovered in far places like Zcmiansky Vrbovok34

, Cuciurul Mare35
, Krylos36 and Zotk6w37

• It seems 
that Heraklios started a policy of surrounding thc Avar qaganatc with severa) Slavic tribes allied with the 
Byzantine Empire. This expiai ns the origin of thc hoards found in Oltenia and in the regions east and north of 
the A var qaganate. 

The location in southcrn Bcssarabia was dcnied becausl! no coin hoards were hidden there around 680. 
In fact, thc rcason seems to be the wasting of this area severa) decades before. The last coins found in the 
southern Bessarabia are from Hcraklios38

• 

The single Bulgarian archacological evidencc at thc Lower Danube bcfore 680 seems to be the grave 
found at Bălteni. Buzău County. This grave was first ascribed to the 51

h ccntury, but a recent study showed that 
the gold tiara found there is dated in the rh ccntury. lts analogics in the North-Pontic steppes and at Varna are 
showing that the grave belonged to a Bulgar woman from the group of Asparuch39

• This is a very significative 
discovery, because it givcs true data about the area wherc thc Bulgar families are to be found. As a nomad 
people, the Bulgars needed pasture lands and salt for thcir cattle. It is known from other cases (Hungarians, 
Tartars) that the nomad tribes wandered up and down along thc rivers' valleys with the purpose to acquire food 
for the cattle40

• We could suppose that the Bulgars that arrived near the bend of the Danube wandered along the 
Buzău valley and along other rivers. The Onglos was only the power centre of a larger territory dominated by 

32 M adgearu 1997, 164 - 165. Curved fibulae: Coşoveni, Drănic, Kladovo, Korbovo, Orlea, Prahovo, Vela, Velesnica. 
Buckles: Balta Verde. Eanings: Maglavit, Priseaca. Coins: Almăj, Argetoaia, Cioroiul Nou, Craiova, Răcari. Coin 
hoards: Priseaca, Drăgăşani, Vârtopu. 

33 
Madgearu 1997, 106 - 107, 145, 185. The hoards are the following: Galaţi (3 AR, 615 - 638, 4 AR, 647 - 659, I AR, 
668 - 673, 4 AR, 674 - 681); Piua Petrii (I AR 641 - 668, 2 AR, 668 - 685), Valea Teilor (I AR, 641 - 646, 1 AR, 
668 - 673, from a lost hoard). Stray - finds: Istria (I A V, 674 - 681 ), Niculiţel (I AR, 674 - 681 ), Tulcea (I A V, 641 -
646), Dobrudja, passim (I AV, 661 - 663). A recent discovery from Agighiol is published by Custurea 1998, 291 (I 
AR, 668 - 669). 

34 
Avenarius 1985, 1024 - 1025 supposed that this treasure represents atribute payed by Byzantium for the Avars around 
680. However, the date of the last hexagram (668 - 669) suggests a gift sent to an enemy of the Avars. (Peaceful 
relations between Byzantium and the Avars were established only in 678, after the great victory of Constantine IV 
against the Arabs). 

35 Noll 1974, 267 - 273. 
36 Kropotkin 1971, 65 - 71. 
37 

Skowronek 1969, 128 - 129. 
38 Chiriac 1991, 377. 
39 

Comşa I 989, 77 - 86. The grave found at Târguşor (Prahova County) was in its turn ascribed to the Bulgars, but its 
dating and ethnic originare not clear. See Madgearu 1997, 152 - 153. 

40 Spinei 1990, 135 - 138. 
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the Bulgars. The highlands of the Buzău basin are rich in salt. In this way could be explained the discovery of 
Bălteni, located on the valley of the Buzău river, not too far from the bend of the Danube. 

We continue to sustain the location of the Onglos in the corner between the mouths of the Siret and Prut 
rivers41

• Theophanes mentioned these rivers without name as the limits of the Onglos. We can alsa take into 
account the Bârlad river. According to a study of historical geography, this river flowed until the Middle Ages 
directly into the Danube, between Siret and Prut42

• The fortifications ('oxugcoµa) could be identified with the 
relics of the Roman camp of Barboşi, which was in its turn defended by an earthen wall placed between 
Şerbeşti and Tuluceşti43 • The stane fort has a surface of 5,25 ha and includes an earlier fortlet in the central 
part. A small castellum of 30 x 30 rn was discovered east of the big camp. The geographical environrnent 
accords with the description given by the sources. 

We have shown into a previous study that the zone around Barboşi was offered by Justinianus to the 
Antae as a defended place against the Kutrigurs. (We tried to identify Turris with this fortress)44

. As we have 
already observed with that occasion, the area between the rivers Siret and Prut had always a very important 
strategic value. In this zone the distance between the Carpathians and the Danube is the srnallest one and the 
defence against the attacks from northeast is more easy. The fortress of Barboşi was abandoned in the early 41

h 

century, but we know that Justinianus thought that Turris could be restored. This rneans that the precinct and 
the earthen wall were still well preserved. One century later, Asparuch found there perhaps a good defended 
area. The Bulgars did not built a camp. They used the existing Roman fortifications and they applied to them 
the Bulgari an name for "carnp"45

. 

The solution given by I. Bozilov seems to be the best: the Onglos was the srnall area boundered by Siret, 
Prut and Danube. 

Bibliography 

Antonovici, N. I. 1938, L'identification d'un affluent inconnu scythique du Danube, le Tiarantos (le Bârlad), 
offprint frorn Comptes Rendus du Congres International de Geographie - Varsovie, 1934, IV, Varşovia, 
44-52. 

Avenarius, A. 1985, Die Konsolidierung des Awarenkhaganates und Byzanz im 7. Jahrhundert, Byzantina 13, 
2, 1021 - 1032. 

Bănescu, N. 1958, Onglos - Oglu - le premier habitat de la Horde d'A~paruch dans le region de Danube, 
Byzantion 28, 433 - 440. 

Bozilov, I. 1975, Kăm istoriceskata geografija na severozapadnoto Cernomorije, IzvestijaVarna 11 (26), 
27 -36. 

Butoi, M. 1968, Un tezaur de monede şi obiecte de podoabă din secolul al VII-iea descoperit in comuna 
Priseaca, Slatina, StComPiteşti 1, 97 - 104. 

Chiriac, C. 1991, Despre tezaurele monetare bizantine din secolele VII - X de la est şi sud de Carpaţi, Pontica 
24, 373 - 378. 

Comşa, M. 1989, Betrachtungen iiber das Diadem von Bălteni im Zusammenhang mit den Ereignissen der 
Jahre 6701680, in Problemi na prabălgarskata istorija i kultura, Sofia, 77 - 86. 

Curta, F. 1994, On the Dating ofthe "Veţel-Coşoveni" Group ofCurved Fibu/ae, EphemNap 4, 233 - 265. 
Curta, F. 1996, lnvasion or Inflation ? Sixth - to Seventh - Century Byzantine Coin Hoards in Eastem and 

Southeastem Europe, AnnIIN 43, 65 - 224. 
Custurea, G. 1998, Monede bizantine dintr-o colecţie constănţeană, Pontica 31, 291 - 294. 
Decei, A. 1978, Românii din veacul al IX-iea până În al XIII-iea În lumina izvoarelor armeneşti, in Rela,tii 

româno-orientale, Bucureşti, 15 - 117. 

41 
As we did in Madgearu 1997, 181 - 185. 

42 Antonovici 1938, 44 - 52. 
43 

The idea was first expressed by Schafarik 1844, II, 163 and it was.developed by Bozilov 1975, 33. 
44 Madgearu 1992, 203 - 208. 
45 

Skorpil 1918, 146 - 147 remarked that Onglos was nota proper name, but a common noun (a camp surrounded by 
earthen walls). 

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro



348 Alexandru Madgearu 

Diaconu, P. 1970, Le probleme de la localisation de l'Onglos, Dacia, N.S. 14, 325 - 334. 
Diaconu, P. 1971, Despre localizarea Onglos-ului, Peuce 2, 191 - 203. 
Diaconu, P. 1993, Sur Ies necropoles danubiennes (Vr - -X: siecles), Dacia, N.S. 37, 291 - 300. 
Diaconu, P. 1994, Unde trebuie căutat Onglos ?, lstros 7, 359 - 361. 
Dimitrov, D. I. 1985, La culture materielle sur la rive septentrionale gauche du Bas-Danube aux vr - -X: 

siecles, Etudes Balkaniques 21, 1, 114- 132. 
Dimitrov, D. I. 1987, Prabălgarite po sevemoto i zapadnoto Cernomorije, Vama. 
Feher, G. 1931, Les monuments de la culture protobulgare et le urs relations hongroises, ArchHung 7, 

Budapesta. 
Ferenczi, A. 1936, Sind die bessarabischen und moldawischen Trajanswălle bulgarisch-turkischen Ursprungs?, 

Siebenbiirgische Vierteljahrsschrift 59, 4, 257 - 296. 
Fiedler, U. 1992, Studien zu Grăberfeldem des 6. bis 9. Jahrhunderts an der unteren Donau, Bonn. 
Gjuzelev, V. 1984, Chan Ajparuch und die Grundung des bulgarischen Reiches, Mitteilungen des 

Bulgarischen Forschungsinstitutes in Osterreich 6, 2, 25 - 46. 
Gjuzelev, V. 1991, Hauptstădte, Residenzen und Hofkultur im mittelalterlichen Bulgarien, 7. - 14. Jh. (Vom 

Nomadencampus bis zum Zarenhof), Etudes Balkaniques 27, 2, 82- 105. 
Hălcescu. C. 1989, Din nou dejpre Onglos, SCIVA 40, 4, 339 - 350. 
Kropotkin, V. V. 1971, Klad serebrjanich vechei VII veka iz s. Krylos u Podnestrovje, ActaArchCarp 12, 1 - 2, 

65 - 71. 
Madgearu, A. 1992, The Placement of the Fortress Turris (Procopius, "Bell. Goth. ", III. 14. 32 - 33), Balkan 

Studies 33, 2, 203 - 208. 
Madgearu, A. 1997, Continuitate şi discontinuitate culturală la Dunărea de Jos în secolele VII - VIII, 

Bucureşti. 

Mitrea, B. 1975, Date noi cu privire la secolul al Vii-lea. Tezaurul de hexagrame bizantine de la Priseaca, 
jud. Olt, SCN 6, 113 - 125. 

Noii, R. 1974, Zum Silberschatz von Kuczumiare, in l1r Me11wriam Constantini Daicoviciu, Cluj, 267 - 273. 
Petre, A. 1981, Byzance et Scythie Mineure au Vlf siecle, RESEE 19, 3, 555 - 568. 
Popovic. V. 1986. Koubrat, Kouber et A.\parouch, Starinar, N.S. 37, 103 - 133. 
Rakv, R. 1982, L'Onglos - te11wignages ecrits et faits archeologiques, Bulgarian Historical Review 10, 1, 68 

- 79. 
Schafarik, P. J. 1844, Slawische Alterthumer, Leipzig. 
Skowronek, S. 1969, Solid byzantynski z Z.Otkowa nad Wistowa, ActaArchCarp 11, I, 128 - 129. 
Spinei, V. 1990, Migraţia ungurilor în spaţiul carpato-dunărean şi contactele lor cu românii în secolele 

IX - X, ArhMold 13, 103 - 148. 
Skorpil, K. 1918, Anciens monuments bulgares dans la Dobroudja, in La Dobroudja. Geographie, histoire, 

ethnographie, importance economique et politique, Sofia, 109 - 152. 
Vulpe, R., Barnea, I. 1968, Din istoria Dobrogei, II, Romanii la Dunărea de Jos, Bucureşti. 
Zlatarski, V. N. 1938, lstorija na bălgarskata dărtava prez srednite vekove, Ul, Sofia. 

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro


	0383_R
	0384_L
	0385_R
	0386_L
	0387_R
	0388_L
	0524_L

