Waren de Katharen Khazaren? (theorie)
Geiserik
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In de 11e en12e eeuw leefden in Zuid Frankrijk (Languedoc) en Noord Spanje de Katharen een
vreemd volk met een eigen Gnostisch Christelijke geloof, waar men niet van weet waar ze
vandaan kwamen, maar die in onmin met de Roomse Kerk leefden en uiteindelijk door hen met
kruistochten op brandstapels uitgeroeid werden.
Langzamerhand vinden, vooral Amerikaanse, geleerden, dat het geloof het Gnostische
Pauliciaanse geloof gebaseerd op de geschriften van Paulus was. Maar dan rijst de vraag: waarom
kwam er een Gnostisch geloof uit de Kaukasus ineens in Zuid Frankrijk tot grote bloei?
Het Antwoord ligt bij de Russische Khazaren, die zich in de 6e eeuw tot het Jodendom bekeerden
[en] als een staatsgodsdienst aannamen. De Godsdienst tolerante Khazaren stonden naast het
Joodse geloof ook de Islam en het Christendom toe, zij het de Pauliciaanse versie, omdat die ook
de Sabbath in ere hielden.
Na de val van het Khazaarse Rijk zwermden de Joden als Askenazi naar het westen, net zoals de
Paulicianen, wiens priesters door de Bulgaren Bogomils (mannen van God) genoemd werden.
De Khazaarse Paulicianen zelf werden Gazari genoemd en in Italië zelfs Kathari.

WAREN DE KATHAREN KHAZAREN?
Toen rond 620nC de Khazaren het laatste bolwerk van het Zoroastrisme van de Sasaniden in
Kaukasus Albanie anexeerden, ontstond een smeltkroes van de Joodse, Orthodoxe, Zoroastrische,
Manicheistische, Elkasaietse, Esseense en Jacobietse geloven waaruit Silvanus kort daarop zijn
Paulicisme hervormde. Het greep snel om zich heen in Anatolie en Perzie. Na de bekering van de
Khazaren in 740nC tot het Jodendom werd het Paulicisme wegens hun sabatsviering, het
Staatschristendom van Khazaria.
Onder de Khazaarse keizers op de Byzantijnse troon (Leo de Ikonensmijter) vestigden de
Pauliciaanse boeren zich na 750nC in de Balkan, dat ze ook Albania gingen noemen. Met de
terugkeer van de Orthodoxe keizers werden de Paulicianen 2x naar Thracie gedeporteerd als
buffer tegen de Bulgaren, die hun Bogomils (mannen van God) noemden.
De Khazaren werden na de inval van de Maygaren in Hongarije in Europa bekend onder de naam
Cazzars. De naar de Balkan getransporteerde Paulicianen werden in het bulgaars Bogomils
(vrienden van God) genoemd. Na de val van de Khazaren zwermden de Joden als Akenazi en de
Pauliciaanse Christenen naar het westen, waar ze de oude naam Cazzar terugkregen, verbasterd
als ketzer en gazari, wat in Italië zelfs de naam voor Katharen werd. Na de kruistocht tegen de
Katharen, sijpelden deze weer terug naar de gebieden, waar Bogomils en Paulicianen nog
gedoogd werden: Bosnie en Khanate Kazan.
Geiserik

06-11-07
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De Katharen van Spanje / Catalonië komt voort uit Carcassonne
In het begin van de 9e eeuw bevond Carcassonne zich binnen het Karolingse Rijk, de Graaf van
Carcassonne in deze tijd was Bello I, die de grootvader was van Guifré de Pilós. De Karolingse
koning Karel de Kale benoemde Guifré in 870 Graaf van Urgell, Sardinië, Girona en Barcelona.
Hiermee begon de Nationale Catalaanse Dynastie.

Occitanië lag tussen twee koninkrijken ingeklemd
Toen het Karolingse Rijk eenmaal verdwenen was, aspireerden de twee aangrenzende
Koninkrijken Frankrijk in het Noorden en Catalonië in het zuiden, de feudale rechten van die
rijke en ontwikkelde graafschappen. Terwijl de Fransen de feodale rechten over het oude Gallië
van de Visi-Gothen claimden, beriepen de Catalanen zich hun sterke familiebanden en de
vazalschappen, die bloeiden met de heren van Occitanië. De Franse Dynastie van de Capets zocht
een uitgang naar de Middellandse Zee, die in die tijd de drijvende kracht van de handel was en de
culturele expansie naar het oosten. Maar de Fransen moesten al hun krachten besteden aan het
behoud en uitbreiding van het Franse grondgebied tegen de buurlanden Duitsland en Engeland.
Omdat Rome dezelfde landen als vijand had als Frankrijk ontstond hierdoor een strategisch
verbond.

Occitanië "is ook" Catalonië
De Graaf en Koning Peer de eerste van Barcelona vond het vanzelfsprekend, dat het gebied van
Occitanië natuurlijke landen voor de uitbreiding van de Catalaans Aragonese kroon waren,
ondanks dat hun voorouders hun wortels in Carcassonne hadden, eerst als vazallen van de
Fransen en later als heren van enkele Catalaanse en onafhankelijk Occitaanse graafschappen, met
veelvuldige culturele en familiaire banden, die zich voortdurend vernieuwden.
De gravin Ermengarde van Carcassonne verkocht in 1067 haar Occitaanse graafschappen aan
haar familielid Ramon Berenguer I Van Barcelona. Ramon Berenguer III de Grote trouwde met
Dolca van Provence en voegde zo in 1112 het graafschap Provence aan zijn Catalaans gebied
toe. Een eeuw later in 1204 trouwde koning Peer met Maria van Montpellier en werd zo werd de
Catalaanse koning ook nog eens de heer van Montpellier.
In het begin van de dertiende eeuw vestigde de Graaf van Toulouse, de machtigste rivaal voor de
feodale rechten over Occitanië, familie betrekkingen tussen beide dynastieën en zo zien we in
1204, dat de graaf Ramon de 4e van Toulouse trouwde met de andere zuster van koning Peer,
Sanca.
Het is daarom niet vreemd, dat ten tijde van de kruistochten tegen de Katharen in Languedoc,
Ramon en heel Toulouse Peer van Barcelona als koning erkenden. En de Catalaans-AragoneesOccitaanse confederatie zo een verbond tussen Frankrijk en Rome forceerden om deze
natievorming te voorkomen, omdat de Fransen het gevaar van een economische superpotentie
vreesden en de kerk bang was, dat de Catalanen gewoontegetrouw zich verbonden met de
vijanden van Rome en zich nog minder ïnteresseerden in een mogelijke zege van een sociaal
religieuze beweging zoals de Katharen, die het Katholicisme zou kunnen verdringen. Het liep uit
op een oorlogstreffen tussen de twee assen Barcelona-Toulouse en Rome-Parijs , waartussen de
Katharen vergruisd werden.
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De Katharen vanaf het begin
Zonder twijfel dient men er vanuit te gaan dat in de tijd van de Katharen Rosellon duidelijk
onderworpen was aan het Graafschap Barcelona en het Koninkrijk van Aragon. We zien ook dat
de Relatie tussen Occitanië en Catalonïë gebaseerd was familie-, culturele en politieke banden,
waarom sommige historici ons verzekeren, dat de kruistochten tegen de Katharen waren
aangestoken door de koning van Frankrijk met de hulp van de Paus, uit angst die de Franse
koning had voor een eventueel Occitaans - Catalaans verbond, die zou resulteren in een
economische, sociale en politieke supermacht, wat tegen de belangen van Frankrijk en Rome zou
zijn.
De Katharenkenner van Catalonië Jordi Ventura houdt vol, dat deze religieuze beweging zo
belangrijk was in Catalonië, dat er zelfs een Kathaars Bisdom in de Aran vallei was. Daarentegen
zegt Jezus Mestre, dat dit niet waarschijnlijk is en mogelijk Agen bedoeld wordt, voor haar
concentratie van Katharen. Het Kathaarse concilie van Pieusse besloot in 1216, dat Catalonië niet
langer onder het Bisdom Toulouse viel, maar overgedragen werd aan de diaken Peer Cortona.
Wat absoluut zeker is, dat het Katharisme in Catalonië voor vele jaren bestaan heeft, maar niet
van de omvang zoals in Occitanië. Een goed voorbeeld is Arnau, de ondergraaf van Castellbó en
zijn familie, met name zijn zuster en dochter, zoals beweerd werd door de Catalaanse inquisitie
geleid door Ramon de Penyafort, de gunsteling van koning Jaume I. De lichamen van Arnau en
zijn dochter Ermesenda de Castellbó (vrouw van Roger Bemat II van Foix) werden verbrand en
hun as in de wind uitgestrooid op last van de inquisiteur Fray Pere van de Cadirete, maar het volk
van Castellbo, vernederd door de gebeurtenissen, gooiden stenen naar hem, tot ze hem dood
achterlieten op een paar passen van zijn villa, zoals Esteve Albert ons in zijn dramatisch gedicht
over Arnau de Castellbó verhaalt. De inquisitie bewees, dat Ermesenda tot de volgelingen van de
"goede mannen" behoorde, met het feit, dat in haar huis een ketters sfeertje hing, maar we mogen
niet vergeten, dat zij de vrouw was van Ramon Bernat de Foix en dus daar ook woonde (in Foix).
Ermesenda ontving het Consolamentum op haar sterfbed. Alles lijkt er op, dat zij de Kathaar van
de familie was. Maar de gravin van Foix, die bij de tante van haar man woonde, de grote
Esclarmonde de Foix, perfect en hoofd van een huis in Párnies was en de moeder van Ramon
Roger kunnen ook goede Katharen geweest zijn naar Ermessenda toe. Om naar Castellbó terug te
keren, zeggen we, om zijn ketterij te demonstreren, dat de ondergraaf Arnau verwant was met
andere Kathaarse sympathisanten van de andere kant van de Pyreneën uit de Languedoc. De
familie Niort was met de familie van Catellbó verwant door de huwelijken van de zus van Arnau
met Ramon van Niort. De moeder van de Niorts, die ook Esclarmonda heette, werd door de Paus
als bekeerde ketter bestempeld. Hiermee had Arnau een Kathaarse zuster en dochter, maar het is
niet zeker of zij de religie van hun mannen omarmden of dat de meisjes dezelfde religieuze
overtuiging hadden. In de verklaringen van de inquisitie wordt gezegd, dat er in Castellbó
Kathaarse rites werden gevierd. Andreu Bertós uit Berga vertelt ons dat hij de Diaken Guillamos
Clerque en zijn volgelingen zag preken voor Arnau en andere ridders. Er zijn getuigen van de
aanwezigheid van Arnau en Mirepoix en het ontbreekt niet aan bevestigingen van hen, die
zeggen, dat er een officiële diaken in Castellbó was. Of Arnau al of niet een perfect was, weet
men niet, maar wel dat het zeker is, dat de zone rond Castellbó Kathaars geworden was. Een
andere plaats in de Kathaarse keten is Cadi, met een centrum in Josa. De familie van de Josas
hadden bindingen met de Kathaarse kerk. Ramon de Josa ontving delegaties van de ketters uit het
Noorden en moest zich over deze daden verschillende malen verantwoorden voor de Catalaanse
inquisitie, maar redde zich eruit, door te verklaren, dat het niet meer zou gebeuren. Zijn zoon
Guillem Ramon de Josa ging voort in de stappen van zijn vader en hanteerde dezelfde tactiek van
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verontschuldigingen, terwijl hij zich gedroeg als vriend van de "goede mannen", mogelijk als
gelovige, maar de geschiedenis van Arnau herhaalde zich en de inquisitie eiste de brandstapel.
Guillem Ramon en zijn moeder Timbors ontvingen de reconciliatie en de koning nam hun
bezittingen niet in beslag. Men kent geen andere personen uit die tijd, die Katharen waren, maar
dit komt omdat het Catalaanse Katharisme nooit zo belangrijk werd als in Occitanië en het lijkt er
op dat deze religieuze beweging vanuit het noorden van de Pyrenën ontsproot en weten we door
gebrek aan gegevens niet hoe het bij de bevolking werkelijk aansloeg. Ook zouden er op Sardinië
en Rosello, die onder het Graafschap Barcelona vielen, met Arnau aangetrouwde Katharen
geweest zijn. De personen die direct met het Katharisme betrokken waren, waren Guillem de
Niort, Veger de la Cerdanya, die tot gevangenschap voor ketterij veroordeeld werden, Peer de
Fenoliet, die zijn landerijen in Occitanië verloor vanwege zijn trouw aan de Kathaarse kerk en
Robert de Castell-Rosello, die weer opgenomen werd.
.

De vlucht naar Catalaanse gebieden
Na hun vernietiging in Occitanië gingen de Katharen, die op de vlucht sloegen, vooral naar Italië
en Catalonië. In het jaar 1256 trokken de inquisiteurs Pere de Ténes en de bisschop van Urgell
met een legermacht door Puigcerda en Berga naar de landgoederen van de los Josa, waar de
heerser op goede voet stond met de in zijn regio talrijke Katharen en in staat om schuilplaats te
bieden aan de vervolgde zendelingen. De graaf van Foix had de vestiging van de Katharen in de
Andorraanse gebieden, waar een bloeiende textielindustrie ontstond, die tot de vorige eeuw stand
hield. Ondertussen had in Occitanië een zware onderdrukking de Catalaanse steden geruineerd,
maar dankzij koning Jaume I daarentegen met zijn raadgever Raimon de Penyafort aan de
destructie ontsnapte en van de Catalaanse streken de meest welvarende maakten. Pater Authié,
een zeer gelovige Kathaar, ging door met het creëren van een groep Katharen in
Sardinië.Uiteindelijk viel hij in handen van de inquisitie en werd verbrand, maar zijn groep
ontsnapte naar Catalonië met een oude Kathaar, Guillaume Belibaste genaamd, die uit de
gevangenissen van Carcassonne was ontsnapt, die de laatste kerk van Occitanië
vertegenwoordigde; deze man woonde in verschillende dorpen, zijn beroep van kleermaker
uitoefenende bij de pastoor. Hij woonde in Elix, Lleida (1313), Tortosa en de bergen van Morella
(1315), die hij alleen verliet om de vergaderingen van de gelovigen voor te zitten, die van alle
kanten uit Catalonië kwamen en [zich] verzamelden in San Mateo. De inquisitie stuurde een
spion naar Catalonië om de groepen Katharen te ontdekken, die in die streken opereerden. Deze
spion was Arnau Sicre, lid van een Kathaarse familie, van wie ze de schapen hadden
geconfisceerd. De moeder van deze spion werd in huis verbrand, beschuldigd van ketterij, en
alles wat Arnau wilde bereiken was de teruggave van de familie bezittingen. In 1218 en dan nog
toevallig kwam hij op de Kathaarse gemeenschap van San Mateo, waarin hij infiltreerde en met
het voorwendsel om het Consolament aan een stervende toe te dienen, deed hij de Kathaarse
gebieden van Belibaste aan, die door Arnau beschuldigd, gevangen gezet en verbrand werd in
Villerouge-Termenés. De gemeente loste zich op, met sommigen op de brandstapel en anderen
voor eeuwig aan de ketting
Vrij vertaald en bewerkt naar Spaanse artikelen op Internet.
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MEDIEVAL QUOTES ABOUT KHAZAR JUDAISM
This is a sampling of numerous contemporary references to the practice of rabbinical Judaism
among the Khazars.
Christian of Stavelot, in Expositio in Matthaeum Evangelistam (864):
"At the present time we know of no nation under the heavens where Christians do not live. For
[Christians are even found] in the lands of Gog and Magog -- who are a Hunnic race and are
called Gazari (Khazars)... circumcized and observing all [the laws of] Judaism. The Bulgars,
however, who are of the same seven tribes [as the Khazars], are now becoming baptized [into
Christianity]."
Ahmad ibn Fadlan, in his travellogue (c. 922):
"The Khazars and their king are all Jews."
Ibn al-Faqih (c. 930):
"All of the Khazars are Jews. But they have been Judaized recently."
Khazar King Joseph, in his Reply to Hasdai ibn-Shaprut (c. 955):
"After those days there arose from the sons of Bulan's sons a king, Obadiah by name. He was an
upright and just man. He reorganized the kingdom and established the Jewish religion properly
and correctly. He built synagogues and schools, brought in many Israelite sages, honored them
with silver and gold, and they explained to him the 24 Books of the Bible, Mishnah, Talmud, and
the order of prayers established by the Khazzans. He was a man who feared God and loved the
law and the commandments."
Abd al-Jabbar ibn Muhammad al-Hamdani, in The Establishment of Proofs for the Prophethood
of Our Master Muhammad (c. 1009-1010):
"One of the Jews undertook the conversion of the Khazars, who are composed of many peoples,
and they were converted by him and joined his religion. This happened recently in the days of the
Abbasids.... For this was a man who came single-handedly to a king of great rank and to a very
spirited people, and they were converted by him without any recourse to violence and the sword.
And they took upon themselves the difficult obligations enjoined by the law of the Torah, such as
circumcision, the ritual ablutions, washing after a discharge of the semen, the prohibition of work
on the Sabbath and during the feasts, the prohibition of eating the flesh of forbidden animals
according to this religion, and so on."
Abraham ibn Daud of Toledo, Spain, in The Book of Tradition (1161):
"You will find the communities of Israel spread abroad... as far as Dailam and the river Itil where
live Khazar peoples who became proselytes. The Khazar king Joseph sent a letter to Hasdai ibnShaprut and informed him that he and all his people followed the rabbinical faith. We have seen
descendants of the Khazars in Toledo, students of the wise, and they have told us that the remnant
of them is of the rabbinical belief."
Dimashqi (1327):
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"Ibn-al-Athir tells how in the days of Harun, the emperor of Byzantium forced the Jews to
emigrate. They came to the Khazar country, where they found an intelligent but untutored race
and offered them their religion. The inhabitants found it better than their own and accepted it."
Here is a list of Jewish sources that preserve knowledge of the Khazars' conversion to Judaism:
Elchanan the Merchant a.k.a. Eldad the Danite - 9th century
Anonymous author of the Schechter Letter - 10th century
Hasdai ibn Shaprut - 10th century
King Joseph of the Khazars - 10th century
Yehuda HaLevi - 12th century
Rabbi Yehuda al-Barseloni - 12th century
Rabbi Abraham ibn Daud - 12th century
Rabbi Moses ben Nahman a.k.a. Nahmanides - 13th century
Rabbi Shem Tov ibn Shem Tov - 15th century
Rabbi Gedaliah - 16th century
Yitzhak Aqrish - 16th century
Rabbi Yehuda Moscato - 16th century
Here is an excerpt from Rabbi Moscato's book Kol Yehuda:
"Should it not be believed that the great and awe-inspiring story which is the basis and essence
of this book [The Kuzari by Yehuda HaLevi] is true and really happened? If that were not so,
why would the author of the book lie? For he wrote in the beginning of his book: 'As it has been
recorded and known from historical works.' He repeated that in the introduction to the second
part of his book: 'This is what happened afterwards with regard to the Kuzari, as it is known in
the books of Khazaria...'" (translation by Rabbi Gershom Barnard)
Here is an excerpt from Hasdai ibn Shaprut's letter to King Joseph:
"We live in the Diaspora and there is no power in our hands. They say to us everyday, 'Every
nation has a kingdom, but you have no memory of such in all the land.' But when we heard about
my master the [Khazar] King, the might of his monarchy, and his mighty army, we were amazed.
We lifted our heads, our spirits returned, our hands were strengthened, and my master's kingdom
was our response in defense. Were it that this news would gain added strength, for through it we
will be elevated further." (translation by Rabbi N. Daniel Korobkin)
Judaism has always welcomed converts like the Khazars into the Jewish fold as equals:
"And when a stranger sojourns with you and will keep the Passover to the Lord, let all his males
become circumcised, and then let him come near and keep it; and he shall be as one that is a
native of the land; for no uncircumcised person shall eat it. One law shall be to him that is
homeborn and to the stranger that sojourns among you." (Exodus 12:48)
"The Jews were dispersed among the nations so as to make converts." (Pesakhim 87b)
"Converts are beloved; in every way God considers them as part of Israel." (Mekhilta Nezikim
Mishpatim 18)
"The convert is to be exalted above the Children of Israel, since the latter would never have heard
the Word of the Law at Sinai were it not for the signs and wonders and the terrible rumblings of
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the mountain, but the convert came of his own free will to accept the Torah, and of all those
gathered at Sinai, he is the most beloved." (Mekhilta, Mishpatin, 18)
"Do not urge me to leave you, to turn back and not follow you. For wherever you go, I will go;
wherever you lodge, I will lodge; your people shall be my people, and your God my God." (Ruth
1:16)
"You shall love the convert, for you were strangers in the land of Egypt." (Devarim 10:19)
"Do not hurt the feelings of a convert or oppress him, for you were strangers in the land of
Egypt." (Shemos [Exodus] 22:20)
"The convert should be to you exactly like a born Jew and you shall love him like yourself, for
you were strangers in Egypt - I am HaShem, your God." (VaYikra [Leviticus] 19:33-34)
Nevertheless, there are many who distort history to attempt to deny the Jewishness of the
Khazars.
Famous Converts to Judaism, by Lawrence Joffe
An Introduction to the History of Khazaria
Khazaria Image Gallery
Bibliography of Khazar Studies 1901-Present
The Kuzari's References to the Khazar Conversion to Judaism
An Exploration of Khazarian Shamanism
Some Khazars Professed Christianity
Current Issues in Khazar Studies
Are Russian Jews Descended from the Khazars?
Khazaria.com Homepage
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GOG, MAGOG AND THE KINGDOM OF THE KHAZARS
http://www.apfn.org/THEWINDS/library/khazars.html

Part I
PROLOG
"Son of man, set thy face against Gog, the land of Magog,
the chief prince of Meshech and Tubal, and
prophesy against him." Ezekiel 38:2
Introduction
Khazar
"A THOUSAND YEARS before the establishment of the Modern State of Israel, there existed
a Jewish kingdom in the eastern fringes of Europe, astride the Don and Volga rivers..." So begins
a thesis by Jewish author Kevin Alan Brook. The kingdom of which he speaks appears at first
consideration to be comprised of nearly as much disinformation, misinformation, "myth"
information, and, curiously, NO-information as there is actual provable historical fact. Yet upon
closer scrutiny this kingdom, known as Khazaria, or the Kingdom of the Khazars, is clearly
revealed in a vast body of historical evidence, much of which has come to light only in the last
three to five decades.
This mysterious kingdom, which has sculpted our modern world to an astounding (and
alarming) degree, once occupied an immense land area of over a million square miles extending
from western Hungary/Austria eastward to the Aural Sea, north to the Upper Volga, and its
southern region extending to the Caucasus Mountains between the Black and Caspian seas. It was
at that time literally the largest country on earth. It has only been in the last several decades,
however, that greater documented evidence from ancient manuscripts has come to light and
revealed the astonishing historical truth of this ancient kingdom and its connection to the origins
of modern-day Israel.
Though little known to the West, and, for that matter, to even those currently occupying its
ancestral land, the Khazar kingdom has been responsible for substantially shaping the history and
political landscape of Europe and specifically Western Asia, but also to a remarkable degree the
entirety of human events on this planet.
Arthur Koestler, author of The Thirteenth Tribe, easily the most expansive single work on the
subject, states, "The story of the Khazar Empire, as it slowly emerges from the past, begins to
look like the most cruel hoax which history has ever perpetrated."1
This is the story of a kingdom of belligerent, warlike Caucasian nomads, having no linked
ancestry with anything Israelite this side of Noah, yet adopting Talmudic Judaism and becoming
the dominant -- and virtually only -- current force in twenty-first century international Jewry.
1

Koestler, Arthur, The Thirteenth Tribe: The Khazar Empire and Its Heritage, New York: Random House, 1976, p.
17.
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During the course of this work salient facts and issues will be presented without a tooextensive reliance on tedious historical documentation. However, considering the delicacy of the
subject -- especially in this modern age where any divergence from certain agendas for "political
correctness" can result in epithets of racism or anti-Semitism -- and for the obvious sake of
accuracy, reasonably comprehensive documentation is necessary.
In this it will be shown that the cry of "anti-Semitism" hurled against those who do oppose the
international actions of ones calling themselves Jews, would be much like an immigrated
Scotsman to America deciding to live on an Apache Indian reservation, coming to dominate its
politics and economics, and then claiming that anyone disagreeing with his political and social
agenda is racist and anti-Apache in their beliefs.
What under different circumstances could prove to be a dry treatise on Eastern European
Jewish history is, if closely examined, actually a narrative of events that have laid a sequential
pathway to, and beyond, the destruction of the New York World Trade Center on September 11,
2001. This historical time line has been fixed in its present course, which, by all appearances and
in a most unexpected manner, is culminating in the fulfillment of the Biblical prophecies of
Armageddon. But then, it has always been so with prophecy. The most consistent aspect in the
nature of prophetic fulfillment is that it is consistently surprising. God has invariably worked to
complete His desires, prophetically, in ways that have not been understood until revealed in
retrospect -- in the light of their actual happening.
An Historical Perspective
Shortly after the death of Mohammed in AD 632, according to Columbia University Professor,
D. M. Dunlop, Arab armies began a campaign northward, sweeping "through the wreckage of
two empires and carrying all before them till they reached the great mountain barrier of the
Caucasus. This barrier once passed," Dunlop observes, "the road lay open to the lands of eastern
Europe."2 Had the Caliphate (the armies of the Muslim Caliph) surmounted that immense
geological deterrent unchallenged, the history of Europe and, indeed, the rest of the JudeoChristian world would have been vastly different than it now is.
It was at the Caucasus, however, that the Arabs encountered the Khazars, initiating a war that
lasted over a century and effectively prevented Europe from becoming Islamic. So powerful,
socially and militarily, were the Khazars that, as Kevin Alan Brook relates in his work The Jews
of Khazaria, "a 10th-century emperor of the Byzantines [Roman Empire], Constantine
Porphyrogenitus, sent correspondence to the Khazars marked with a gold seal worth 3 solidi more than the 2 solidi that always accompanied letters to the Pope of Rome, the Prince of the
Rus, and the Prince of the Hungarians." 3
Rutgers University Professor Peter Golden, referred to by Brook as "one of the principal
authorities on the Khazars," wrote, "Every schoolchild in the West has been told that if not for
Charles Martel and the battle of Poitiers there might be a mosque where Notre Dame now stands.
2
3

Dunlop, D. M., The History of the Jewish Khazars, Princeton University Press, 1954.
Brook, Kevin Alan, The Jews of Khazaria, Jason Aronson, Inc. Northvale, NJ, Jerusalem, 1999.
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What few schoolchildren are aware of," Golden emphasizes, "is that if not for the
Khazars...Eastern Europe might well have become a province of Islam." 4
The Khazarian mounted forces, with a soldiery of mainly Turkic and pagan origin, could at
times and when accounted for, show a disastrous fierceness and cruelty to the enemies of
Khazaria. They were also probably the most disciplined, as well as tactically and strategically the
most potent, martial power at that time and in that region. Evidence that they were supremely
calculating in their approach to international matters lay in the fact that, in contrast to their
brutality, Khazar officials were often consulted as diplomatic emissaries and mediators by all the
political powers surrounding Khazaria. The Khazars and their empire were at that time both
highly respected and greatly feared -- with good reason. 5
At the peak of their empire it is believed that the Khazars had a permanent standing army that
could have numbered as many as one hundred thousand and controlled or exacted tribute,
astonishingly, from thirty different nations and tribes inhabiting the vast territories between the
Caucasus, the Aral Sea, the Ural Mountains and the Ukrainian steppes.6 During their zenith,
Khazaria completely girded the lands of what are currently Astrakhan, Kalmykia, Daghestan,
Volgograd, Rostov, Ingushetia, Kabardino-Balkarsk, North Ossetia, and Chechnya. "At its
maximum extent (in the ninth century)," says Brook, "Khazaria not only encompassed the
northern Caucasus and the Volga delta, but also extended as far west as Kiev [Russia]." 7
Soviet archaeologist M. I. Artamonov states that, for a century and a half, the Khazars were the
supreme masters of the southern half of Eastern Europe and presented a virtually impenetrable
bulwark, blocking the Ural-Caspian gateway from Asia into Europe. During that entire period,
they held back the onslaught of the nomadic tribes from the East.8
Until recently, a great part of the problem with the historical obscurity of ancient Khazaria lay
with the fact that the geographical area of the country was part of the Soviet Union, which
insisted on interpreting archaeological data "within the framework of Marxist historical
materialism." 9 This Iron Curtain version of historical revisionism caused the Soviets to interpret
that data in such a way as to present as fact that which was well fabricated -- but wrong.
This peculiar and obscure race inhabiting that land were described as blue-eyed and of very
fair complexion. Commonly they had long reddish hair and were reported as very large of stature
and fierce of countenance. 10 Other sources have added observations that there were "Black
Khazars" and "White Khazars," noting that the latter were "light-skinned and handsome, while
the former were dark-skinned." This has, however, been rather conclusively refuted by scholars
who have established that the distinction was not racial but social. The "Black" or "Kara"
Khazars constituted the lower strata or caste, while the "White" or "Ak" Khazars were of the
4
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noble or royal classes. This type of class distinction was fairly common in Eastern Europe as
evidenced by the more commonly known terms "Black Russian" and "White Russian," denoting
not skin color but class. 11
In his book An Introduction to the History of the Turkic Peoples, Peter Golden claims that the
Chinese T'and-shu chronicle describes the Khazars, generally, as "...tall, with red-hair, ruddyfaced and blue-eyed. Black hair is considered a bad omen."12
THE KHAZARS OF CONQUEST AND WAR
Of the ferocity and warlike tendencies of the Khazars there is little doubt and much historical
evidence, all of it pointing to a race of people so violent in their dealings with their fellow men
that they were feared and abhorred above all peoples in that region of the world.
The Arab chronicler Ibn-Said al-Maghribi writes, "they are to the north of the inhabited earth
towards the 7th clime, having over their heads the constellation of the Plough. Their land is cold
and wet. Accordingly their complexions are white, their eyes blue, their hair flowing and
predominantly reddish, their bodies large and their natures cold. Their general aspect is wild." 13
The ninth-century monk Druthmar of Aquitaine, in his commentary on Matthew 24:14 in
Expositio in Matthaeum Evangelistam, stated that the Gazari, or Khazars, dwelt "in the lands of
Gog and Magog."14
Legends and stories abound, some of which are true according to the above quoted Aquitaine
monk, that center around Alexander the Great and his attempt to enclose the Khazars and
quarantine them, due to their violent and barbaric nature, from the rest of the civilized world.
This endeavor apparently failed, Druthmar claimed, and they escaped. Some legends even claim
they were cannibals. 15
After the kingdom's conversion to Judaism, the term "Red Jews" came into usage out of the
superstition of medieval Germans, who equated their red hair and beards and their violent nature
with deceit and dishonesty. It is also well documented that they heavily taxed those passing
through their lands, for none dared refuse them.16
According to Benjamin H. Freedman, himself a Jew and an apparent long-time associate and
confidant of presidents and statesmen, in an address presented in 1961 at the Willard Hotel in
Washington, D.C., the Khazars were so belligerent and hostile that they were eventually run out
of Asia and scattered amongst the nations of Eastern Europe. Heinrich von Neustadt, around
1300, wrote of them as the "terrifying people of Gog and Magog."17
11
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The territory of the Bulgars, themselves legendary for their fierceness in battle, was conquered
by the Khazars in AD 642. A portion of them fled westward to the region of the Danube in the
Balkans and formed what is now modern-day Bulgaria. 18 Even in modern times, Muslim history
recalls the Khazar raids and the terror of those inhabiting that land. To this day they call the
Caspian, Bahr-ul-Khazar -- "the Khazar Sea."19
It is not difficult to determine some of the motivating factors behind the legendary Khazar
ferocity in war. "When the bek [the Khazar head of the military and second in command only to
the Kagan himself] sends out a body of troops, they do not in any circumstances retreat. If they
are defeated, every one who returns to him is killed....Sometimes he cuts every one of them in
two and crucifies them and sometimes he hangs them by the neck from trees."20
Logically it seems that this would not likely happen more than once, since reason would reveal
to even the dullest soldier that defeat was not an option. Such a practice would also have
provided a strong impetus to the legend of Khazar fierceness since, when faced with the choice of
winning in battle or facing a worse death at home, the options -- and the rational responses to
them -- become painfully distinct.
All of these facts, mingled with the semi-factual legends of Alexander the Great and his
attempts to wall up the Red Jews and isolate them, has led to the numerous mythologies of the
coming escape, at the end of time, of Gog and Magog from the area enclosed by the Caucasus
Mountains. This, as the legends say, in order to fulfill Bible prophecy in the final destruction of
the world. Indeed, even Islam has such legends in its mythology.
In a writing by the Imam Ibn Kathir, he asserts that the prophet Mohammed has claimed,
"Every day, Gog and Magog are trying to dig a way out through the barrier [the Caucasus
mountains]. When they begin to see sunlight through it, the one who is in charge of them says,
'Go back; you can carry on digging tomorrow,' and when they come back, the barrier is stronger
than it was before. This will continue until their time comes and Allah wishes to send them
forth."21
As shall be shown, the Muslims to the south of the Khazarian kingdom had good reason to
attach such legends to their ferocious northern neighbors.
However, no nation can long survive,no matter how strong, by being exclusively belligerent,
and the Khazars were not an exception to this. As a vital addition to their brutality they were
possessed of a native, calculating wisdom in knowing, as the gambler's creed says, "when to hold
'em and when to fold 'em". This prescient political sense became evident in their diplomatic
encounters with the Romans. The Roman Emperor Heraclius, in 627, formed a military alliance
with the Khazars for the purpose of a final defeat of the Persians. Upon the first meeting of the
Khazar king, Ziebel, with the Roman Emperor, the Khazars displayed, in full array, their skills at
18
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diplomatic flattery -- skills that would serve them well and would not disappear with their
kingdom. He "with his nobles dismounted from their horses," says Gibbon, "...and fell prostrate
on the ground, to adore the purple of the Caesar." So enamored was the Byzantine Emperor with
this display of obeisance that it eventually led to the offer, along with many riches, of the
Caesar's daughter Eudocia in marriage. 22 That union never took place due to the death of Ziebel
while Eudocia was enroute to Khazaria. However, after the final defeat of Islam's designs on the
Northern Kingdom in AD 730, a marriage between a Khazar princess and the heir to the
Byzantine Roman Empire resulted in an offspring who was to rule Byzantium as Leo the Khazar.
Thus the "King of the North" had skilfully managed to place himself on the throne of the Roman
Empire. 23
After the defeat of the Persians a new triangle of power emerged, consisting of the "Islamic
Caliphate, Christian Byzantium and the newly emerged Khazar Kingdom of the North. It fell to
the latter to bear the brunt of the Arab attack in its initial stages, and to protect the plains of
Eastern Europe from the invaders."24 Because of their unique geographical location within the
cusp created by the Caspian and Black Seas on either side, and the frightful stone barrier of the
Caucasus Mountains along their southern border, defending their land was made considerably
easier. This situation of geography was, according to historians, one of the major factors in
shaping the history of Eastern Europe, the European continent, and ultimately the world.
The Khazars had, for years, been venturing forth southward, in their marauding raids on the
Muslim countries south of the Caucasus. Now, in the early part of the seventh century, Islam
came northward through the same Kasbek Pass the Khazars had used, and began a long war with
the "Northern Kingdom." The major attempt of the Muslim armies to take control of the
Transcaucasus came in 622 while Mohammed was still leading Islam. They conquered "Persia,
Syria, Mesopotamia, Egypt, and surrounded the Byzantine heartland (present-day Turkey) in a
deadly semi-circle, which extended from the Mediterranean to the Caucasus and the southern
shores of the Caspian." This began a long series of incursions by both sides (Khazaria and Islam)
that lasted for another thirty years. These wars eventually saw the Arabs defeated at every
advance, finally ending in 652 with the death of four thousand Arab soldiers, including their
commander, Abdal-Rahman ibn-Rabiah, and the Arab armies in complete disarray.
This inability to traverse the Caucasus successfully, made it logistically impossible for the
Muslim armies to create an effective siege against the Roman capital of Constantinople. "Had
they been able to outflank the capital across the Caucasus and round the Black Sea," says Arthur
Koestler, "the fate of the Roman Empire would probably have been sealed." 25 It was this
fortuitous situation, coupled with the military barrier presented by the Khazars themselves, that
prevented Europe from coming under the crescent moon of Islam and creating a very different
history than that which has been.
Following this expulsion of the Arabs from the Khazar homeland, the kingdom began to war
for territory rather than spoil, "incorporating the conquered people into an empire with a stable
administration, ruled by the mighty Kagan [the title given the Khazar king, sometimes spelled
22
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Khagan], who appointed his provincial governors to administer and levy taxes in the conquered
territories. At the beginning of the eighth century their state was sufficiently consolidated for the
Khazars to take the offensive against the Arabs" rather than merely defending themselves against
Muslim attacks.26
There was a brief period of Muslim incursion into Khazaria where the Caliph Marwin II, in a
surprise, two-pronged attack, drove the Khazars as far back in their own land as the Volga region.
His only terms for peace were that the Kagan convert to the "True Faith" -- Islam -- with which
the Khazar king complied, but apparently only long enough for the Muslim Caliph to withdraw
back across the Caucasus. This incident preceded by only a few years the Khazar monarch's
conversion to Judaism. Most historians agree as to the motivation behind the Caliph's withdrawal.
The Muslim ruler apparently realised that, unlike the more civilised Persians, Armenians or
Georgians, the barbaric Khazars could not be kept under military rule at such a distance.
As mentioned previously, most historical accounts credit Charles Martel and his Francs for
saving Europe from Islam. This Anglicanized version of history does not, either by ignorance or
design, consider the fact that the Franco defence of Western Europe would have been futile had
not the Khazars stopped the Muslim onslaught from the east.
The astounding historical result of all this is that the Khazar kingdom was able, eventually, to
set up and depose an emperor from the throne of the greatest ruling power on earth at that time,
The Roman/Byzantine Empire. 27 This, apparently, was only the beginning, though the records of
antiquity, until recently, have largely lost sight of this historically obscure but immensely
influential people.
An interesting side note to the legendary Khazarian ferocity again reveals their budding nature
as negotiators and consummate politicians, a talent that only intensified under Talmudic Judaism.
In The Thirteenth Tribe, Koestler tells of the Byzantine Emperor, Theodosius II, who was intent
on securing the friendship of the warrior race, "but the greedy Khazar chieftain, named Karidach,
considered the bribe offered to him inadequate, and sided with the Huns. Attila defeated
Karidach's rival chieftains, installed him as the sole ruler of the Akatzirs [a name given the
"White Khazars"], and invited him to visit his court. Karidach thanked him profusely for the
invitation, and went on to say that 'it would be too hard on a mortal man to look into the face of a
god. For, as one cannot stare into the sun's disc, even less could one look into the face of the
greatest god without suffering injury.' Attila must have been pleased, for he confirmed Karidach
in his rule."
The death of Atilla the Hun, however, precipitated the collapse of the Hunnic empire and left
an Eastern European power-vacuum which the Khazars eventually filled. They then proceeded to
subjugate all other surrounding tribes to the extent that, shortly after their defeat, those tribes
went virtually unmentioned in subsequent historical accounts. The Khazars had just swallowed
them up, historically speaking. The most difficult time they encountered in their conquests was
from the Bulgars, who were "crushingly defeated" around AD 641, with a great many migrating

26
27

Ibid.
Dunlop, D. M., "Khazars" in Enc. Judaica, 1971-2 printing.

Cor Hendriks, Waren de Katharen Khazaren? (Infofile; PDF jan. 2018)

14

westward toward the Danube, and as previously mentioned, eventually establishing what is now
modern Bulgaria. 28
THE KHAZAR KINGDOM'S CONVERSION TO JUDAISM
"A warrior-nation of Turkish Jews must have seemed to the [western] rabbis as strange as a
circumcized unicorn." A. Koestler
According to Benjamin Freedman the Khazars' conversion to Judaism was first precipitated by
their monarch's abhorrence of the moral climate into which his kingdom had descended.
Freedman has claimed, and other historians confirmed, that the "primitive" Khazars engaged in
extremely immoral forms of religious practices, among them phallic worship. Animal sacrifices
were also included in their rites.
The Khazar religious structure centered around a shamanism known as Tengri, which
incorporated the worship of spirits and the sky as well as zoolatry, the worship of animals. Tengri
was also the name of their "immortal god who created the world," and the primary animal
sacrifices made to this deity were horses.29
The actual mechanics of the Khazarian kingdom's turn to Judaism was, most historians agree,
rather well thought out -- from a humanistic perspective at least -- rather than random and
capricious as some have believed.
According to George Vernadski, in his book A History of Russia, in AD 860 a delegation of
Khazars were sent to Constantinople (now known as Istanbul), which was then what remained of
the ancient capitol of the old Roman Empire turned Christian under the Emperor Constantine.
Their message was:
We have known God the Lord of everything [referring here to Tengri] from time immemorial ...
and now the Jews are urging us to accept their religion and customs, and the Arabs, on their part,
draw us to their faith, promising us peace and many gifts. 30
This appeal, in all its implications, was obviously made for the purpose of drawing the
Christian Roman Empire into the debate with an eye perhaps toward a balanced argument
amongst the major monotheistic religions.
Brook makes the observation that "this statement reveals that the Jews were actively seeking
converts in Khazaria in 860." He also adds that "in the year 860, [Christian] Saints Cyril and
Methodius were sent as missionaries to the Khazars by the Byzantine emperor Michael III ....
since the Khazars had requested that a Christian scholar come to Khazaria to debate with the
Jews and Muslims." 31
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Inasmuch as the world has seldom (or perhaps never) witnessed any culture of people more
adept at the art of religious debate than rabbinical Jews, the Khazar's conversion to Talmudic
Judaism is not a surprising outcome, given that such a forum was to be the determining factor in
their choice, rather than purely spiritual perceptions. The outcome was even further assured by
the fact that the Christian representatives in the debate came from a church in the latter formative
years of the Holy Roman Empire in which, by that time, spiritual sensitivity had become
somewhat rare to nearly extinct.
It was at that period of time (about AD 740) that King Bulan of Khazaria was reputed to have
converted to Judaism. In the debate amongst the Islamic mullah, the Christian priest and the
Jewish rabbi, each presented to the king the advantages and truths of his own precepts of faith.
This king, however, according to some accounts of history, had his own logic for determining
which he should embrace. He asked each representative in turn, which of the other two faiths he
considered superior. The result was that the Muslim indicated Judaism over Christianity, and the
Christian priest chose it over Islam. The king then concluded that Judaism, being the foundation
upon which both of the other monotheistic religions were built, would be that which he and his
subjects should embrace. The Khazars, themselves being monotheistic, had also apparently
expressed reservations about the polytheistic nature of the Trinity doctrine of the Christians. 32
So as not to exclude the Islamic account of these events, the following is taken by D. M.
Dunlop from al-Bakri's eleventh century work the Book of Kingdoms and Roads:
"The reason for the conversion of the king of the Khazars, who had previously been a heathen,
to Judaism was as follows. He had adopted Christianity. Then he recognised the wrongness of his
belief and began to speak with one of his governors about the concern with which he was filled.
The other said to him, O king, the People of the Book form three classes. Invite them and enquire
of them , then follow whichever is in possession of the truth. So he sent to the Christians for a
bishop. Now there was with him a Jew skilled in debate, who disputed with the bishop, asking
him, What do you say about Moses, son of Amram, and the Torah which was revealed to him?
The other replied, Moses is a Prophet, and the Torah is true. Then said the Jew to the king. He
has admitted the truth of my creed. Ask him now what he believes. So the king asked him and he
replied, I say that the Messiah, Jesus the son of Mary, is the Word, and that he has made known
the mysteries in the name of God. Then the Jew said to the king of the Khazars, He confesses a
doctrine which I know not, while he admits what I set forth. But the bishop was not strong in
bringing proofs. So he invited the Muslims, and they sent him a learned and intelligent man who
understood disputation. But the Jew hired someone against him who poisoned him on the way, so
that he died. And the Jew was able to win the king for his religion." 33
Koestler presents an interesting alternative to these views. His position was that the king's
conversion was essentially a political decision. "At the beginning of the eighth century," he
writes, "the world was polarized between the two super-powers representing Christianity and
Islam. Their ideological doctrines were welded to power-politics pursued by the classical
methods of propaganda, subversion and military conquest."
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It may be observed here that it is quite evident modern Christianity has well learned this same
form of statecraft (propaganda, subversion and military conquest) inasmuch as they have torn a
page directly from the first millennium history of the church.
"The Khazar Empire represented a Third Force," Koestler continues, "which had proved equal
to either of them, both as an adversary and an ally. But it could only maintain its independence by
accepting neither Christianity nor Islam -- for either choice would have automatically
subordinated it to the authority of the Roman Emperor or the Caliph of Baghdad."34
Although they suffered no want of protracted efforts by either Islam or Christianity to convert
the Khazars to their respective religions, it resulted in no more than an exchange of political and
dynastic courtesies (i.e., intermarriages and shifting military alliances, etc.). It was clear that the
Khazars were determined to preserve their supremacy as a "Third Force" in the world, and
undisputed leader of the countries and tribal nations of the Transcaucasus. They saw that the
adoption of one of the great monotheistic religions would confer upon their monarch the benefit
of both prelatic and judicial authority that their system of shamanism could not, and that the
rulers of the other two powers clearly enjoyed.35
J. B. Bury concurs: "There can be no question," he says, "that the ruler was actuated by
political motives in adopting Judaism. To embrace Mohammadanism would have made him the
spiritual dependent of the Caliphs, who attempted to press their faith on the Khazars, and in
Christianity lay the danger of his becoming an ecclesiastical vassal of the Roman Empire.
Judaism was a reputable religion with sacred books which both Christian and Mohammadan
respected; it elevated him above the heathen barbarians, and secured him against the interference
of Caliph or Emperor."36
It would be illogical, however, to think that the Khazarian rulers had embraced Judaism blindly
without intimate knowledge of what they were accepting. They had encountered the faith
numerous times throughout the preceding century from traders and refugees fleeing persecution
at the hands of the Romans, and, to a lesser degree, Jewish flight from the Arab conquests of Asia
Minor.
Benjamin Freedman expresses differently the science behind the process of choosing a national
Khazarian religion. He claims they were much more informal and random, and not nearly so
intellectual in their approach.
It matters little what the mechanics were of the conversion of the Khazar kingdom to Judaism.
It matters only that it happened, and that it happened with a clanging historical ring that resounds
to the present age.
"The religion of the Hebrews," writes John Bury, "had exercised a profound influence on the
creed of Islam, and it had been a basis for Christianity; it had won scattered proselytes; but the
conversion of the Khazars to the undiluted religion of Jehovah is unique in history." 37
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It is indeed a unique historical event, as Bury claims; however it is also interesting that he
should refer to their conversion to Talmudic Judaism as "to the undiluted religion of Jehovah." It
is evident that present-day Ethiopian Jews would disagree with Mr. Bury on this matter since
they do not adhere to the precepts of the Talmud, Mishnah, Midrash or any of the extra-biblical
writings that have arisen since the close of the Old Testament canon. These Jews of North Africa
claim only Torah as their scriptural authority. And, unlike their distant "brothers" of the Talmud,
they practice their religion quietly and with relatively no involvement in worldly politics.
According to an ancient document entitled King Joseph's Reply to Hasdai ibn Shaprut, Joseph
(a later Khazarian king) stated that, "From that time on the Almighty God helped him [King
Bulan] and strengthened him. He and his slaves circumcised themselves and he sent for and
brought wise men of Israel who interpreted the Torah for him and arranged the precepts in
order."38
There appears to be as many historical accounts as to how King Bulan was converted to
Judaism as there are historians and mystics to present them. Many of them involve visions of
angels, such as the tale by a Sephardic Jewish philosopher detailing a dream in which an angel
told the king that his "intentions are desirable to the Creator" but the continued observance of
shamanism was not.39 In the aforementioned document, King Joseph's Reply, its author claims
that in that same dream God promised King Bulan that if he would abandon his pagan religion
and worship the only true God that He would "bless and multiply Bulan's offspring, and deliver
his enemies into his hands, and make his kingdom last to the end of the world".
It is believed by scholars that the dream was designed to simulate the Covenant in Genesis and
meant to imply "that the Khazars too claimed the status of a Chosen Race, who made their own
Covenant with the Lord, even though they were not descended from Abraham's seed."40
[emphasis supplied]
King Joseph corroborates this in his document as he claims to have positively traced his
family's ancestry back, not to Shem the father of the "Shemites" or Semite peoples, but to another
of Noah's sons. "Though a fierce Jewish nationalist, proud of wielding the 'sceptre ofJudah',"
Koestler says, "he cannot, and does not, claim for them Semitic descent; he traces their
ancestry...to...Noah's third son, Japheth; or more precisely to Japheth's grandson, Togarma, the
ancestor of all Turkish tribes."
Koestler adds a footnote to King Joseph's genealogical claims that is piercingly relevant to this
study: "It also throws a sidelight on the frequent description of the Khazars as the people of
Magog. Magog, according to Genesis 10:2-3 was the much maligned uncle of Togarma." Add to
this that two other of the sons of Japheth, the progenitor of the Khazars, are Meshech and Tubal,
central figures in biblical prophecies of the end times.
King Joseph's Reply also revealed that the successor to King Bulan, his son Obediah,
"reorganized the kingdom and established the [Jewish] religion properly and correctly," bringing
38
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in numerous Jewish sages who "explained to him the twenty-four books [the Torah], Mishnah,
Talmud, and the order of prayers."
This entrenchment in the Jewish religion outlasted the kingdom itself and was transplanted,
whole cloth, into the Eastern European settlements of Russia and Poland. 41
Whatever the religious machinery (and/or chicanery) that was set in motion to accomplish the
task, the consequence is historically undeniable that the Khazarian king was indeed converted to
Talmudic Judaism. And the temporal consequences of that conversion have rung down through
history like a warped and distorted bell, answering clearly to prophetic declarations of the last
days of earth's history.
THE DECLINE OF THE KHAZARS AND THE EMERGENCE OF THE ASHKENAZIM
The Khazarian kingdom reached its peak of power and world influence in the latter half of the
eighth century. The death knell of their empire was eventually seen in the dragon-headed ships of
the Vikings who were to cross and navigate all the major waterways in their onslaughts. Even the
legendary ferocity of the Khazars was outdistanced by these Norsemen who "did not deign to
trade until they failed to vanquish; they preferred bloodstained, glorious gold to a steady
mercantile profit."42 They were also called Rus, from which descended, among others, the
Russians.
Because historical Scandinavian literature did not begin until after the time of the Vikings,
little of actual fact is known of them, with much of it apocryphal and contradictory and almost
none of it laudatory. Of their military powers, however, virtually all accounts are in harmony. In
his book, The Magyars in the Ninth Century, C. A. Macartney quotes the Arab historian, Ibn
Rusta:
"These people are vigorous and courageous and when they descend on open ground, none can
escape from them without being destroyed and their women taken possession of, and themselves
taken into slavery." 43
There was even coined a specific term for the Viking ferocity: berserksgangr, from which is
derived the English word berserk.
"Such were the prospects," says Koestler, "which... faced the Khazars."
Even in light of their viciousness and military prowess, these Norse Vikings focused their
pillaging assaults on the Byzantine Roman Empire, preferring to trade with the Khazars rather
than to tangle with them. Though eventually outmatched in ferocity, the Khazars were still able,
for a while, to exact their ten percent taxes even from the Vikings on all of their "cargo" (more
correctly spelled plunder) that passed through their land.
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An interesting story emerges from this period of the Khazar Empire that gives a clear vignette
of the emerging cultural schematic that was eventually to be scattered throughout the world.
In 912 the Rus Vikings, with an armada of 500 ships, each manned by 100 warriors, were set
on invading and plundering the Muslim lands south of the Khazars, with whom the Khazars had a
loose alliance of protection due to the thousands of loyal Muslims in the Kagan's army. The Rus
commander sent a letter to the Kagan asking permission to pass through his territory, to which the
Khazar king acceded on condition of receiving half of the spoils upon their return.
On the Viking's return from their bloody mission, and paying the tribute required by the
Khazars, the Muslims loyal to the Khazarian monarch, who lived in the eastern part of his
kingdom, requested of the Kagan that they be permitted to fight the Vikings in retaliation for
what they had done to their brethren to the south. The king granted them permission to do so,
which resulted in the complete eradication of the Rus force -- except for five thousand who
escaped and were subsequently killed by the Butas and Bulgars to the north.
Here pictured is a classical perspective of what was to become the Khazar/Jewish heritage in
nearly all their dealings -- business, social or cultural: a king who becomes a willing though
passive confederate of marauding Rus/Vikings, claims half of the loot they have taken in their
bloody assault, licenses a retributive attack against them by Muslims under his own command,
but then informs the Vikings of the imminent reprisal he himself has authorised.44
The weakening of the Khazar military influence had a very wide and unexpected influence in
that it greatly hastened the extinction of the Byzantine Empire. They no longer had a powerful
force on their eastern borders to prevent the Vikings, Mongols and others from invading an
already weakened dominion. This, and internal factions within Khazaria, was the prolog to the
scattering of the Khazar/Jewish seed throughout Russia and eastern Europe -- and eventually, as
shall be shown, to the reshaping of world history.
The swan song of the Khazar kingdom was not a precipitous decline in a climactic or decisive
series of battles, but rather a gradual, evolutionary succumbing to superior forces over a
protracted period of time.
"In general, the reduced Khazar kingdom persevered," says S. W. Baron. "It waged a more or
less effective defense against all foes until the middle of the thirteenth century, when it fell victim
to the great Mongol invasion set in motion by Jenghiz Khan. Even then it resisted stubbornly
until the surrender of all its neighbours....But before and after the Mongol upheaval the Khazars
sent many offshoots into the unsubdued Slavonic lands, helping ultimately to build up the great
Jewish centres of eastern Europe."45
"Here, then," remarks Arthur Koestler, "we have the cradle of the numerically strongest and
culturally dominant part of modern Jewry."
The ancient Hebrew nation had started branching into the Diaspora long before the destruction
of Jerusalem. Ethnically, the Semitic tribes on the waters of the Jordan and the Turko-Khazar
44
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tribes on the Volga were of course 'miles apart', but they had at least two important formative
factors in common. Each lived at a focal junction where the great trade routes connecting east and
west, north and south intersect; a circumstance which predisposed them to become nations of
traders, of enterprising travellers, or 'rootless cosmopolitans' -- as hostile propaganda has
unaffectionately labelled them. But at the same time their exclusive religion fostered a tendency
to keep to themselves and stick together, to establish their own communities with their own
places of worship, schools, residential quarters and ghettoes (originally self-imposed) in whatever
town or country they settled. This rare combination of wanderlust and ghetto-mentality,
reinforced by Messianic hopes and chosen-race pride, both ancient Israelites and mediaeval
Khazars shared -- even though the latter traced their descent not to Shem [S[h]emites] but to
Japheth." [underscore supplied]
This more recent "Diaspora" resulted in a strong, oftentimes politically overwhelming, Khazar/
Jewish influence in especially Hungary and Poland, but also in the whole of Eastern Europe. Jews
were found in positions of power and political influence in virtually every major category of life,
business and society. There may have already been a small population of what Koestler calls
"real Jews" living in that region, "but there can be little doubt that the majority of modern Jewry
originated in the migratory waves of ... Khazars who play such a dominant part in early
Hungarian history".
The Khazar influx into the Hungary/Poland region was only a small part of an overall "massmigration" from their homeland to Eastern and Central Europe. They were employed as
"mintmasters, administrators of the royal revenue, controllers of the salt monopoly [at that time
salt was a valuable commodity often used in place of money. From this comes the saying "worth
his salt".] , taxcollectors and 'money-lenders' -- i.e., bankers."46
Western European Jews historically displayed such a talent and acumen at trading and as
userers (money lenders) that in virtually any society and culture in which they found themselves,
they became the possessors of and controlling influence over large portions of that nation's
wealth. "In the 'dark ages' the commerce of Western Europe," wrote Cecil Roth in the 1973
edition of The Encyclopedia Britannica, "was largely in Jewish hands, not excluding the slave
trade, and...Jew and Merchant are used as almost interchangeable terms."
"The floating wealth of the country," Roth continued, "was soaked up by the Jews, who were
periodically made to disgorge into the exchequer [national or royal treasury]."47 It was evident
that the ruling class periodically became intimidated by the mass of their nation's wealth
accumulating to the hands of so small a minority -- and a very clannish minority at that. This
would logically give any ruling authority cause for concern -- when a particular group virtually
controls the nation's economics while at the same time appearing to have a tenuous allegiance to
the country in which they reside. Such a course of events evidently led to the creation of a
stereotyping blueprint for Jews and Jewish communities that has been expressed -- and reacted to
-- in various cultures for centuries.
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"The nucleus of modern Jewry," remarks Koestler, "thus followed the old recipe: strike out for
new horizons but stick together."48 This, as previously mentioned, was the course of Western
European Jews, but the similarity between them and the Khazarian Jews is striking, especially in
their unequalled aptitude at things economical and political.
This mass of historical data "has lead several historians to conjecture that a substantial part,
and perhaps the majority of eastern Jews -- and hence of world Jewry -- might be of Khazar, and
not of Semitic Origin."
The far-reaching implications of this hypothesis may explain the great caution exercised by
historians in approaching this subject -- if they do not avoid it altogether. Thus in the 1973
edition of the Encyclopaedia Judaica the article "Khazars" is signed by Dunlop, but there is a
separate section dealing with "Khazar Jews after the Fall of the Kingdom", signed by the editors,
and written with the obvious intent to avoid upsetting believers in the dogma of the Chosen Race.
[underscore supplied]. 49
Abraham N. Poliak, Tel Aviv University's post-war Professor of Mediaeval Jewish History,
wondered at "how far we can go in regarding this [Khazar] Jewry as the nucleus of the large
Jewish settlement in Eastern Europe. The descendants of this settlement," Poliak declares, "those
who stayed where they were, those who emigrated to the United States and to other countries,
and those who went to Israel -- constitute now the large majority of world Jewry [emphasis
supplied].50 Some historians, such as Austrian Hugo Kutschera, assert that Eastern European
Jewry was not part, but entirely of Khazarian origin. 51
Still further proof that the Jews of Eastern Europe had no origins in the West is Yiddish, the
language commonly used by the Eastern Jews. Yiddish was, until the latter part of the twentieth
century, a dying language. It is an amalgamation of several tongues, primarily Hebrew, and
written with Hebrew characters, but which includes much of mediaeval German and components
of other languages like Slavonic. The German elements incorporated into Yiddish have been
clearly shown to have originated in the east of Germany where it joined the Slavonic regions of
Eastern Europe. Yiddish is a sort of linguistic "sponge" in that it readily absorbs and incorporates
whatever words or idiomatic expressions best suit its purpose. It would therefore naturally have
become a cultural marker for whatever region in which it was spoken, absorbing the telltale
indicators of dialect like a tattoo.52
Another respected Austrian historian, Matisyohu Meises, questions, "Could it be that the
generally accepted view, according to which the German Jews once upon a time immigrated from
France across the Rhine, is misconceived?" Meises, who knew virtually nothing about the
Khazars, was perplexed at the fact that no Yiddish linguistic roots whatever could be traced to
Western Europe. He also noted that, inexplicably, there was a large geographical gap clearly
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delineating the Yiddish spoken by the Eastern Khazar transplants from any spoken in Western
Europe.53
"The evidence," Mr. Koestler nicely summates, "...adds up to a strong case in favour of those
modern historians -- whether Austrian, Israeli or Polish -- who, independently from each other,
have argued that the bulk of modern Jewry is not of Palestinian, but of Caucasian origin. The
mainstream of Jewish migrations did not flow from the Mediterranean across France and
Germany to the east and then back again. The stream moved in a consistently westerly direction,
from the Caucasus through the Ukraine into Poland and thence into Central Europe. When that
unprecedented mass-settlement in Poland came into being, there were simply not enough Jews
around in the west to account for it; while in the east a whole nation was on the move to new
frontiers." 54
With the overwhelming evidence that the modern Jewish population is of Khazar origin,
Koestler remarks that this would clearly indicate that "their ancestors came not from the Jordan
but from the Volga, not from Canaan but from the Caucasus, once believed to be the cradle of the
Aryan race; and that genetically they are more closely related to the Hun, Uigur and Magyar
tribes than to the seed of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob." This conclusion would then logically render
the epithet "anti-Semitism" "void of meaning," Koestler says.
The latter conclusion is a position Palestinian Arabs might well dispute with Mr. Koestler due
to the fact that this revelation ironically places the modern Jew, currently occupying Palestine, in
the unenviable position of, themselves, being anti-Semitic -- an historical mockery of somewhat
amazing proportions.55
But what, one may ask, became of the greater part of the population of "real Jews"?
Towards the close of the ninth century the Jewish settlements of Germany, who were nearly all
of Semitic origin, had been virtually wiped out by the "mob-hysteria" that resulted from the First
Crusade in 1096. The Encyclopedia Britannica on the Crusades vividly sets forth the mindset of
the crusaders:
"He might butcher all, till he waded ankle-deep in blood, and then at nightfall kneel, sobbing
for very joy, at the altar of the Sepulchre -- for was he not red from the winepress of the Lord?" 56
The Jews who found themselves in that "winepress" significantly assisted in their own demise.
Like those of Massada who committed mass suicide rather than surrender to the armies of Rome,
a great many of the Jews of the Rhineland and surrounding countries, when presented with the
choice of baptism into "Christianity" or death at the hands of their captors, chose neither, opting
for the Massada solution.
Imitating on a grand scale Abraham's readiness to sacrifice Isaac, fathers slaughtered their
children and husbands their wives. These acts of unspeakable horror and heroism were performed
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in the ritualistic form of slaughter with sacrificial knives sharpened in accordance with Jewish
law. At times the leading sages of the community, supervising the mass immolation, were the last
to part with life at their own hands. In the mass hysteria, sanctified by the glow of religious
martyrdom and compensated by the confident expectation of heavenly rewards, nothing seemed
to matter but to end life before one fell into the hands of the implacable foes and had to face the
inescapable alternative of death at the enemy's hand or conversion to Christianity. 57
Of the German cities of Worms and Spires, being somewhat representative of the whole of
Western European communities that were devastated by the Crusades, Salo Baron writes, "the
total Jewish population of either community had hardly exceeded the figures...given for the dead
alone". 58
The most common historical concept, before the modern revelation of the existence of
Khazaria, was that the 1096 Crusade literally "swept like a broom" virtually the entire German
Jewish population into Poland. This was an invention of apparent necessity because those
historians could account by no other means for the inexplicably large population of Eastern
European Jews. They concluded this in the face of the total absence of any historical account of a
mass migration of Jews to eastern Germany and certainly not Poland.
By the close of the 1300s much of Western Europe was, for all practical purposes, completely
empty of any perceivable Jewish population. What the Crusades failed to accomplish in the
eradication of Western European Jewry the "Black Death" -- the Bubonic Plagues of the bacilli
Pasteurella pestis -- virtually completed. Those Jews of that era suffered doubly; from the plague
itself and from the proliferation of superstitious rumours that they were responsible for the
disease by poisoning wells, just as they were blamed earlier for "the ritual slaughter of Christian
children." This resulted in the burning alive of Jews in great numbers over the whole of Europe.59
Later some of the Sephardic Jews of Spain immigrated northward, accounting for some of the
smaller Jewish populations of Western Europe.
"Because of the long and varied history of the Jews," says the 2001 edition of World Book
Encyclopedia, "it is difficult to define a Jew. There is no such thing as a Jewish race. Jewish
identity is a mixture of religious, historical, and ethnic factors." Thus, those who might have truly
claimed to be of the genealogy of Abraham and of true Semitic origin became extinct as a
discernible race, being replaced by the white Khazars of the Transcaucasus, none of whose
ancestors, as Benjamin Freedman phrases it, have ever placed a foot in the land of Palestine. This
causes a serious problem with modern Christianity's infatuation with the Jews and their "return to
their Homeland," begging the question: How can one return to a place where they have never
been?
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GOG, MAGOG AND THE KINGDOM OF THE KHAZARS
http://www.apfn.org/THEWINDS/library/khazars_2.html

Part II
THE KHAZAR ORIGIN OF THE ASHKENAZIM
"Judah...hath married the daughter of a strange god. The Lord will cut off the man that doeth
this." Malachi 2:11, 12
Khazar
Modern Jews are essentially divided into two major categories, ethnically and culturally:
Sephardim and Ashkenazim.
The former are primarily of Spanish origin; the name Sephardim being derived from Sepharad,
the Hebrew word for Spain, and are likely the closest to actual Semitic Jews that can be
established. They were expelled from Spain toward the beginning of the sixteenth century and
immigrated to the eastern Mediterranean and Balkans.
As late as 1960s the Sephardic Jews numbered only about 500,000, compared with the
Ashkenazim of the same period estimated at approximately twelve million. 60
In defining the origins of the Ashkenazim, Alan Brook states that "The geographic location of
the Ashkenaz, based on references in the Torah, may be centered around southern Russia,
Armenia, and Asia Minor. The ashkaenoi (askae or askai) were the people also known as
Phrygians or Mysians (Meshech)." Some historians claim that the name Ashkenaz applies
exclusively to German Jews. However, more recent evidence shows that they had immigrated
from the southern regions of Russia and western Asia and Asia Minor -- that region clearly
identified as the location and origin of the ancient Khazars. The name originally indicated
Iranians and was later given as the name of the god of Meshech, Men Askaenos. "It should also
be pointed out," Brook adds, "that Ashkenaz did not become a definite Jewish designation for
Germany until the eleventh century." 61
"According to the explanation by the Talmud," writes Hugo Freiherr, "Ashkenaz thus means a
country near the Black Sea between Ararat and the Caucasus, within the original region of the
Khazar empire." 62 This, again, is precisely the geographic locality of the Khazarian empire. The
Talmudic observation is abetted by Scripture which names Ashkenaz as descending not from
Shem but from Japheth through Gomer, and whose uncles were Magog and Tubal. (See Gen.
10:3)
Ashkenaz (alt. spelling: Ashchenaz) is mentioned in but one scripture other than 1 Chronicles
6:1, which is only another reference to the genealogy as descending from Japheth. In the book of
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Jeremiah the prophet, God announces that Israel is to call upon other nations as allies in bringing
His judgments against Babylon. Among those allies, who are not part of Israel or Judah, and
therefore could not be numbered as Jews, is Ashchenaz. (See Jer. 51:27)
UNESCO, the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization, published a
series of booklets entitled, The Race Question in Modern Science, in which one of the authors,
Harry Shapiro, states:
“The wide range of variation between Jewish populations in their physical characteristics and the
diversity of the gene frequencies of their blood groups render any unified racial classification for
them a contradiction in terms. For although modern racial theory admits some degree of
polymorphism or variation within a racial group, it does not permit distinctly different groups,
measured by its own criteria of race, to be identified as one. To do so would make the biological
purposes of racial classification futile and the whole procedure arbitrary and meaningless.
...despite the evidence efforts continue to be made to somehow segregate the Jews as a distinct
racial entity.” 63
Thus, attempting to claim the existence of a "race" of Jews has been proven to be an
anthropological impossibility. Though their God consistently warned them against intermingling
themselves amongst non-Jewish races, their miscegenistic tendencies are well documented, and
has resulted in their complete erasure as a distinct, genetic peoples.
When, inevitably, there was mixing of Western European and Khazarian Jews, there was a
notable difference between the educational levels of the two Jewish sub-cultures. The Khazars
greatly admired their vastly less numerous but far more learned Western (German speaking)
brethren and quickly adopted their language, education and cultural practices. This resulted, also,
in an assimilation of their other talents in the area of economics, business and things politik.
"The Khazars were not descended from the Tribes," says Koestler, "but, as we have seen, they
shared a certain cosmopolitanism and other social characteristics with their co-religionists." 64
Somewhere in the historical roots of the Ashkenazi Khazars there incubated a desire to possess
a national Jewish homeland. That desire expressed itself in the form of a Messianic movement in
twelfth century Khazaria that took on the texture of a "Jewish crusade" whose goal was the
forcible subjugation of Palestine. A Khazar Jew named Solomon ben Duji instigated the
movement and began an international correspondence with all the Jews of surrounding nations.
It seems that ben Duji was possessed of messianic delusions of his own in that he claimed that
"the time had come in which God would gather Israel, His people from all lands to Jerusalem, the
holy city, and that Solomon Ben Duji was Elijah, and his son the Messiah." 65
This desire for a Jewish homeland echoed down the centuries and found expression again. "It
was among Ashkenazi Jews," says the Encyclopedia Americana, "that the idea of political
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Zionism emerged, leading ultimately to the establishment of the state of Israel... In the late 1960s,
Ashkenazi Jews numbered some 11 million, about 84 percent of the world Jewish population." 66
At times Arthur Koestler, in his broad and extensive treatment of this subject, appears, as a Jew
himself, to wrestle with the glaring contradiction that the Jews, who have no genetic or true
ethnic identity, are entitled to land they have never, by any right of descent, owned or possessed,
and whose ancestors have never occupied. Then, claiming to be the state of Israel, created by
United Nations fiat, they arbitrarily removed that land from the possession of those who have
legitimately owned and occupied it for thousands of years. Mr. Koestler claims that such right "is
not based on the hypothetical origins of the Jewish people, nor on the mythological covenant of
Abraham with God; it is based on international law -- i.e., on the United Nations' decision in
1947 to partition Palestine...[actually declared, May 14, 1948.]"67
Thus he eliminates what would logically seem to be the most legitimate grounds (if there are
any at all) for the establishment of Israel (possession by racial lineage), and bases his argument
on the vaporous contention of what he calls "international law".
What the United Nations did in 1948 was arguably to make its first official act a violation of its
own charter in the dispossession of over four million Palestinians for the purpose of creating a
nation that had no ancestral or current right whatever to the land.
The apparent conflict in Koestler's mind becomes evident in an apparent contradiction as he
concludes that the faith of Judaism "transformed the Jews of the Diaspora into a pseudo-nation
without any of the attributes and privileges of nationhood, held together loosely by a system of
traditional beliefs based on racial and historical premises which turn out to be illusory." 68
Succinctly stated, he maintains that the idea of a Jewish national identity is based on an illusion
created by a history that does not exist.
It will be shown that the influx of what we now know to be Jews of Khazarian origin
constituted the first "invasion" of Gog from the land of Magog, as prophesied in Biblical
scripture. The fascinating aspect of it is that, as with virtually all other prophecies, those claiming
theological pre-eminence in their knowledge of Scripture completely missed the fulfilment -- just
as did the Jews at the first coming of the Messiah.
GOG, MAGOG AND THE ASHKENAZIM
It has long been the belief of twentieth (and now twenty-first) century Christianity that near the
end of this world's history as outlined in the Bible, Gog from the land of Magog, defined by those
Christians as Russia -- the "King of the North" -- would invade the Holy Land of present-day
Israel.
World and local ministries of the conservative Christian persuasion spend inordinate amounts
of time in attempts to "decode" such prophecies as found in Ezekiel 38 & 39, Daniel 11 and
Revelation 20, and virtually all of them have come to the above stated conclusion. In most cases,
66

Encyclopedia Americana, 1985 edition.
13th Tribe, Appendix IV, p. 223.
68
Koestler, The Thirteenth Tribe, Appendix IV, p. 224.
67

Cor Hendriks, Waren de Katharen Khazaren? (Infofile; PDF jan. 2018)

27

belief in the invasion of Israel by Russia and the defeat of anti-Christ in the subsequent war of
Armageddon is accompanied by the idea that there will be a one-thousand year reign of peace
after Christ returns to the earth.
Representative of this almost universal belief are such as Grant Jeffrey, Tim LaHaye (principle
co-author of the Left Behind book series), the Jack Van Impe ministries, etc.
Van Impe, a widely known radio and television evangelist, has published volumes of literature
on Biblical prophecy and much on the matter of Gog and Magog.
"When Russia heads south to do battle," writes Van Impe in an article entitled Armageddon:
The End or the Beginning?, "she will be a mighty force as she comes against the Antichrist's
army with chariots, horsemen, and with many ships. This is the first military wave," Van Impe
continues, "of the three-pronged Armageddon campaign mentioned in Daniel 11:40 when the
king of the south (Egypt and her Arab Federation) and the king of the north (Russia) begin their
pincer movement. Ezekiel 38:16 says, 'And thou shalt come up against my people of Israel, as a
cloud to cover the land; it shall be in the latter days, and I will bring thee against my land, that the
heathen may know me, when I shall be sanctified in thee, O Gog, before their eyes.' Once Russia
has made her move, the Antichrist will be furious. He will enter the 'glorious land,' Israel.
"Immediately," concludes Van Impe, "he situates himself in Jerusalem."
In reference to former Russian President Boris Yeltzin and other Russian leaders, Van Impe
asks, "Could one of these above leaders be the 'Gog' of Ezekiel 38:2?"
This scriptural perspective of Gog invading Israel from the north at some future time is also
largely held by Jewish theologians. For example in an October, 1996 Jerusalem Post article
entitled "All a-Gog", columnist Moshe Kohn addresses the subject:
"The war to end all wars is to be launched against Eretz Yisrael by 'Gog of the land of Magog,
chief prince of Meshech and Tuval' as foretold in Ezekiel 38 and 39.
"We don't know what or who Magog, Meshech, Tuval and Gog are; we only know that Gog
and his allies are to come down on Eretz Yisrael from the north. God will then destroy the
invaders, and 'I will restore the fortunes of Jacob, and have mercy on the whole House of Israel ...
and I will not hide my face from them any more.'
"The New Testament also mentions the Gog/Magog War, in Revelation 20, as the final battle
between the rulers of Earth led by Satan and the forces of God. In that version, this war may also
be what is known in Christian tradition as the Battle of Armageddon, a place mentioned in
Revelation 16:16."69
How some historians view the origins of Gog and Magog:
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Flavius Josephus claimed that "Magog founded those that from him were named Magogites, but
who are by the Greeks called Scythians." 70
Josephus lived and died a half-millenium before the founding of the Khazar kingdom and
therefore could not connect those in the region of the Scythians with the Khazars. The Catholic
Encyclopedia observes that "Josephus and others identify Magog with Scythia, but in antiquity
this name was used to designate vaguely any northern population." 71
However Josephus does have an interesting comment on Tubal, the brother of Magog and
Meshech, which sounds as if it were tailored specifically for their descendents, the Khazars:
"Tubal exceeded all men in strength, and was very expert and famous in martial performances."72
Vasiliev in The Goths in the Crimea quotes from the Life by Saint Abo of Tbilisi, who claimed
that "the Khazars were savage 'sons of Magog' who had 'no religion whatever, although
recognizing the being of a sole god.'" 73
References made by Rabbi Petakhiah in his travelogue Sibbuv ha-Olam, concerning the
conversion of King Bulan to Judaism, makes mention that the kingdom was that of ancient
Meshech. 74
Much in harmony with Biblical prophetic terminology, Koestler writes that the Persians and the
Byzantines referred to Khazaria as the "Kingdom of the North" with whom nearly all modern
theologians connect Gog and Magog. 75
Ibn Fadlan, the noted Arab traveler of the 700's made the comment in his journals that "the
Khazars and their king are all Jews. The Bulgars and their neighbors are subject to him. They
treat him with worshipful obedience. Some are of the opinion that Gog and Magog are the
Khazars.
"Westphalian monk, Christian Druthmar of Aquitania, wrote a Latin treatise Expositio in
Evangelium Mattei, in which he reports that there exist people under the sky in regions where no
Christians can be found, whose name is Gog and Magog, and who are Huns; among them is one,
called the Gazari [Khazars] who are circumcized and observe Judaism in its entirety." 76
"After a century of warfare," Koestler notes, the Arab chroniclers "obviously had no great
sympathy for the Khazars. Nor had the Georgian or Armenian scribes, whose countries, of a
much older culture, had been repeatedly devastated by Khazar horsemen. A Georgian chronicle,
echoing an ancient tradition, identifies them with the hosts of Gog and Magog -- 'wild men with
hideous faces and the manners of wild beasts, eaters of blood'".77
The Talmud - Avodah Zara 3B states: "The war of Gog and Magog [Russia] will be one of the
key events to usher in the Messianic Era." The Jerusalem Targum claims that, "At the end of
days, Gog and Magog shall march against Jerusalem, but perish by the hand of Messiah."
Simply speaking, "Gog is a symbolic name, representing the leader of the world powers
antagonistic to God." [The Imperial Bible-dictionary]
In response to those who believe that Gog in the land of Magog is specifically Russia,
Revelation 20:8 provides a clarification as to the true geographical region of Gog in the last days:
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"the nations which are in the four quarters of the earth, Gog and Magog,..." This world force,
from "the four quarters of the earth" is ubiquitous, not existing in Russia only; not just exclusive
to the area of the compass north of Palestine. The names Gog and Magog appear to be used only
as an indication of their origins, not their final location.
There is but one identifiable group which fits that "ubiquitous" designation of occupying "the
four quarters of the earth"; a group whose religious-cultural identity has remained intact, though
their ethnic origins have vanished in antiquity; that, in spite of two thousand years of being
decimated by persecution, forced emigration, disease and war, have still survived; whose roots
are precisely where prophetic Scripture says they would be -- in the northland of Magog, the
southern steppes of Russia.
Just as the Jews, by misinterpreting Scripture to suit their nationalistic desires, missed the first
coming of their Messiah, so also have Christians, in the same way, reinventing the same
mistakes, missed the prophetic issues of the last days -- and -- the second coming of Messiah.
They have placed the invasion of Palestine as being sometime in the future when it has already
taken place, and in such an unexpected manner as to have come upon them, as does the Messiah,
like "a thief in the night."
As one nineteenth-century prophet wrote: "The world is no more ready to credit the message
for this time than were the Jews to receive the Saviour's warning concerning Jerusalem." 78 This is
clearly as much the case now as when those words were penned.
A HOMELAND FOR GOG and MAGOG
If the present trend continues for another 37 years in the same direction and at the same rate
traveled for the past 37 years, the Christian faith as it is professed today by Christians will have
disappeared from the face of the earth. In what form or by what instrumentality the mission of
Jesus Christ will thereupon and thereafter continue to make itself manifest here on earth is as
unpredictable as it is inevitable. --Benjamin H. Freedman
In a word, to sum up our system of keeping the governments of the goyim in Europe in check, we
shall show our strength to one of them by terrorist attempts and to all, if we allow the possibility
of a general rising against us, we shall respond with the guns of America. --The Seventh Protocol
of the Learned Elders of Zion
It is not my intention in this letter to expose the conspirators who are dedicating themselves to the
destruction of the Christian faith nor to the nature and extent of the conspiracy itself. That
exposure would fill many volumes. The history of the world for the past several centuries and
current events at home and abroad confirm the existence of such a conspiracy. The Christian
clergy appear to be more ignorant or more indifferent about this conspiracy than other Christians.
The Christian clergy may be shocked to learn that they have been aiding and abetting the
dedicated enemies of the Christian faith. --Freedman
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Freedom of conscience has been declared everywhere, so that now only years divide us from the
moment of the complete wrecking of that Christian religion: as to other religions we shall have
still less difficulty in dealing with them. We shall act clericalism and clericals into such narrow
frames as to make their influence move in retrogressive proportion to its former progress. --The
Seventeenth Protocol of the Learned Elders of Zion
What secret mysterious power has been able for countless generations to keep the origin and the
history of the Khazars and Khazar Kingdom out of history text-books and out of class-room
courses in history throughout the world? The origin and history of the Khazars and Khazar
Kingdom are certainly incontestable historical facts. --Freedman
Our power in the present tottering condition of all forms of power will be more invincible than
any other, because it will remain invisible until the moment when it has gained such strength that
no cunning can any longer undermine it. --The First Protocol of the Learned Elders of Zion
Benjamin Freedman, as mentioned earlier, was an Ashkenazic Jew who was highly placed in
the American government in the early to middle part of the twentieth century and had rather free
access to presidents and statesmen up to the Kennedy Administration.
Mr. Freedman, once a wealthy Jewish businessman, became disillusioned with his Jewish
heritage after learning of their origins and their political machinations worldwide. Breaking with
organized Jewry he spent the majority of his great wealth in attempts to reveal to the world the
true driving force behind the establishment of the nation of Israel by the United Nations as well
as other historical misconceptions concerning the Khazarian roots of modern Judaism.
In a compelling narrative of the world history of that era, Freedman relates the fomenting of
the treachery he witnessed in the manipulation of the outcome of WWI.
Germany, according to Freedman and other historians, was apparently winning, and had
virtually won, the war, when they made, in the summer of 1916, a very surprising and
magnanimous offer to Great Britain. England was in a very precarious position at that time;
essentially out of ammunition with food supplies for about one week remaining, to be followed
by national starvation; German submarines, taking the Allies completely by surprise, had cut off
all shipping convoys. Then came the most unexpected of all -- Germany offered terms for peace.
"At that time," says Freedman, "the French army had mutinied. They had lost 600,000 of the
flower of French youth in the defense of Verdun on the Somme. The Russian army was
defecting, they were picking up their toys and going home, they didn't want to play war anymore,
they didn't like the Czar. And the Italian army had collapsed.
"Not a shot had been fired on German soil" Freedman continues. "Not one enemy soldier had
crossed the border into Germany" yet they offered peace. And not the ordinary peace of the
conqueror to the conquered. The Germans proposed a status quo ante peace settlement, meaning
that both sides would return to the same status as before the initiation of hostilities.
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With the enticement of such an offer, and with all other options effectively eliminated, Britain
had little choice but to accept. However, there arose another offer, much more attractive to the
British ego, which would bring about a victory heretofore impossible.
While Germany was attempting to end the war in a more-than-equitable manner, German
Zionists, representing Zionists from Eastern Europe, approached the British War Cabinet and
offered them an alternative to merely pretending that a war had never happened.
At this point, it would be well to define "Zionist". Those were (and are) Jews whose dominant
purpose was the establishment of a "Jewish Homeland", a proposition that the majority of Jews at
that time did not endorse. Webster's Collegiate Dictionary defines "Zionism" as "an international
movement orig. for the establishment of a Jewish national or religious community in Palestine
and later for the support of modern Israel."
At the time that the United Nations decreed Israel to be a legitimate state, May 14, 1948, the
most conservative of Jewish sects, the Hasidim, strongly opposed the establishment of a secular
state of Israel, claiming that it was wrong to do so apart from Messiah's coming.
The offer made the British at the time of Germany's near total victory, consisted of a proposal
to bring the United States into the war on Britain's side and thus insure an Allied victory. This
was contingent on the British, after the defeat of Germany, agreeing to secure a large section of
Palestine as a Jewish homeland -- keeping in mind that this cabal was being created by those who
had no connected ancestry, whatever, to the Semitic tribes of ancient Israel, and therefore no
ancestral right to fabricate even a remote claim to the region.
Freedman makes the observation that England had no more right to promise Palestine to the
Jews than "the United States would have to promise Japan to Ireland" -- but that is precisely what
they did. This promise resulted in the drafting of a small historical document called The Balfour
Declaration. The following is the text, in its entirety, of this short and concise historical
document:
Foreign Office
November 2nd, 1917
Dear Lord Rothschild,
I have much pleasure in conveying to you, on behalf of His Majesty's Government, the following
declaration of sympathy with Jewish Zionist aspirations which has been submitted to, and
approved by, the Cabinet.
"His Majesty's Government view with favour the establishment in Palestine of a national home
for the Jewish people, and will use their best endeavours to facilitate the achievement of this
object, it being clearly understood that nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and
religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine, or the rights and political status
enjoyed by Jews in any other country."
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I should be grateful if you would bring this declaration to the knowledge of the Zionist
Federation.
Yours sincerely,
Arthur James Balfour
Note the second sentence (which is also the second paragraph) which claims that "that nothing
shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish
communities in Palestine". Was it perhaps not considered at that time that the forcible
dispossession of other persons from their land and property -- namely the Palestinian Arabs -was a violation or prejudicial to their "civil and religious rights"? That does seem a bit of a
stretch.
An interesting point in Freedman's presentation is that the German Jews were very well treated
in their land, many of them having fled persecution from Russia and other Eastern European
countries. As Freedman puts it, "the Jews had never been better off in any country in the world
than they had been in Germany." Nearly all of the great industrial giants of that time, the
Rathenaus, the Balins, Bleichroder, the Warburgs, and of course, the Rothchilds (to whom the
Balfour letter is addressed), were Jews and resided in Germany.
What the Zionists did was nothing less than a classical "sell out" of their German homeland.
The methods used to bring the United States into the war against Germany also appear to be
classical in that it was a pattern for many other such inducements for the US to enter wars it had
no business fighting. As with the Serbian conflict and many others of this age, where fabricated
atrocities against ethnic minorities, women and children were used to gain the agreement of the
American Congress and citizens, so also was that device used to bring the US into WWI.
Freedman notes that the American media, which prior to that had been somewhat pro-German,
began reporting that the Germans were engaged in the commission of atrocities which, it was
later proven, were utterly false: atrocities such as the shooting of Red Cross nurses and cutting off
babies hands, etc.
During Freedman's involvement with matters of state he attended the Paris Conference in
1919, where Germany was presented with demands for reparations. In that conference, according
to Mr. Freedman, there were 117 Jews present, being represented by Bernard Baruch, presenting
their demands for the partitioning of Palestine as a Jewish homeland.
As to what made it possible for the actual establishment of the State of Israel as opposed to a
mere political declaration by the United Nations, Mr. Freedman expounds. "It is a wellestablished and an undeniable historic fact," he writes, "that the active participation of the United
States in the conquest of Palestine, on behalf of the Zionists, was the factor responsible for the
conquest of Palestine by the Zionists. Without the active participation of the United States,"
Freedman reemphasizes, "it is certain that the Zionists would never have attempted the conquest
of Palestine by force of arms."
The rest, as it is said, is history.
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When one considers all of that history which has been involved in shaping the world and
especially the Middle East as it is today, it becomes less of a mystery as to why the Palestinian
Muslims are possessed of such an animosity and hatred of those who, according to all that has
been presented here, literally stole their lives and lands. It also seems to remove the mystery from
the question the American president asked as to why they hate America as much as they do -America, who has been the chief military supplier and financier of Gog and Magog in the
Khazarian usurpation of Palestine. As Mr. Bush has said, "If you support terrorists, you are a
terrorist;" so also can it be said by the Muslims, "If you support our enemies who steal our land
and our dignity and our history, you are also our enemies."
That message should have rung loud and clear on September 11, 2001 when even two of
America's top Christian evangelists (Pat Robertson and Jerry Falwell) claimed that the act was
Divine retribution for the sins of America. They, of course, abandoned that unpopular position
when public sentiment turned against them. One would have to ask if, in that instance, those two
men had effectively defined the terms conviction and commitment for the followers of their
brand of "Christianity".
EPILOG
Many historians, some cited within this work, quote widely from Arthur Koestler's book The
Thirteenth Tribe as a credible literary resource for a comprehensive history of the Khazars. This
writing has also leaned heavily on Mr. Koestler's tome as well as several other Jewish historians
and academics. It is interesting to note that of the Jewish scholars citing The Thirteenth Tribe in
their historical accounts, virtually none quote such comments of Koestler, previously cited, as
"The story of the Khazar Empire, as it slowly emerges from the past, begins to look like the most
cruel hoax which history has ever perpetrated." One would have to ask if such omissions are not
intentional and do not amount to a de facto censoring of many unpopular aspects of this
interesting and far-reaching history.
Koestler, himself an Ashkenasic Jew, expressed these sentiments in an apparent
disappointment with the history of his own faith and the essentially deleterious effect it has had
upon the world. Yet he did not forsake the religion of his fathers, nor is it implied in this thesis
that he should have.
For a non-Jew, such as this writer, to quote him and use his work to such an extent,
incorporating it so as to illustrate that biblical prophecies concerning the evils of Gog and Magog
clearly point to the Talmudic Khazarians, risks the accusation of anti-Semitism. Such a response,
however, should have been clearly shown to be vacuous at best, considering the proofs herein
presented that those Jews who hold political rule over Palestine are not even remotely descended
from Semitic tribes.
One cannot, however, help but stand in awe at the consummate ability of these peoples who,
comprising from one to six per cent of the average population of countries outside of Israel, have
managed to acquire positions of power and influence far exceeding their representation in the
general populace of those nations.
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Mr. Freedman, as mentioned, was an Ashkenazic Jew. In his disgust with what he witnessed
his brethren doing he has used rather forcible language outlining their actions and origins.
Concerning them he unequivocally states:
“There wasn't one of them who had an ancestor who ever put a toe in the Holy Land. Not only in
Old Testament history, but back to the beginning of time. Not one of them! And yet they come to
the Christians and ask us to support their armed insurrections in Palestine by saying, "You want
to help repatriate God's Chosen People to their Promised Land, their ancestral home, don't you?
It's your Christian duty. We gave you one of our boys as your Lord and Savior. You now go to
church on Sunday, and you kneel and you worship a Jew, and we're Jews." But they are pagan
Khazars who were converted just the same as the Irish were converted. It is as ridiculous to call
them "people of the Holy Land," as it would be to call the 54 million Chinese Moslems "Arabs."”
The plain, blunt conclusion to the matter is that Gog and Magog have clearly and stealthily -albeit, in a slow-motion tidal wave -- invaded from the north as per Biblical prophecy. Invaded
not only Palestine, but the entire world; every nation on the "four quarters of the earth" has come
within the pale of their influence. These descendants of the "pagan Khazars" who profess to be
the true and original people of God have insinuated themselves into every bastion of power on
earth. If there are any exceptions to that fact, they are as insignificant, in their estimation of
things, as a fly to a rhinoceros.
They (the race of Gog) control fully ten percent of the United States Senate, arguably the most
powerful and influential legislative body on earth. They have skillfully controlled the U.S.
Administration and the Department of Defense and again involved this nation in a war in which it
has no business. This extraordinarily ingenious and talented race have placed spectacles astride
the noses of politicians and Christians alike that cause it to appear to them as if this conflict is
justified; to elicit statements, as from the U.S. President, that those with whom this nation has
declared war are haters of democracy and freedom, when all they truly wanted was to be left
alone to worship under the tenets of their own religion, unmolested by those who have already
stolen nearly everything they have -- and done so with the money, influence and guns of the
United States of America.
This writer spent some time in Israel witnessing personally the injustices perpetrated there by a
people who had no rightful claim to the land, upon a people who did. Having gone there with a
somewhat "pro-Israeli" bias, it soon became evident that any ruling class that skillfully engineers
an economy where one segment enjoys an average 15 to 1 income advantage over another, under
the same cost of living, cannot feign innocence when they experience the hatred and animosity
from those whom they oppress.

The "spirit of Gog" did say it would use the "guns of America" to accomplish its purposes, and
now it is clearly seen, in Afghanistan, as they spill the blood of whom they will, to accomplish
what they will, that they were not at all jesting in that assertion.
Another fascinating element that inspires wonderment is the remarkable manner in which
Biblical prophecy has been so accurately fulfilled -- AND -- how thoroughly modern Christianity
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has missed that fulfillment. At the outset it seems strange that these Biblical "scholars" have
mislaid the lessons of history: primarily, that prophecies have never been interpreted in advance
of their fulfillment, except by the prophets who gave them, as to what they would look like. Yet
they continue to try, and the result is entertaining at best, and tragic at least, for they are left to
follow interpretations of their own devising -- sparks of their own kindling. They have been so
hypnotized and "drugged" by the idea of supporting and funding the marvelous "return of the
Jews to their homeland" that they are as lemmings being willingly herded into the sea.
Yes, Gog and Magog have invaded the entire world, and what is even more astonishing is that
it was done with not only the blessing of professed Christianity, but with their financial support
and liturgical encouragement. They have truly dug their own ecclesiastical graves.
"Behold, it is come, and it is done, saith the Lord God;
this is the day whereof I have spoken." Ezekiel 39:8
Suggested Reading:
Benjamin Freedman Speaks (http://www.apfn.org/THEWINDS/library/freedman.html)
Are Today's Jews True Israelites? (http://www.missiontoisrael.org/gods-covenant-people/chapter4.php)
The Dark Side of the Israeli Connection (http://www.apfn.org/THEWINDS/1998/03/israeli_influence.html)
B'nai B'rith and ADL hypocritical, says critics (http://www.apfn.org/THEWINDS/1998/09/bnai_brith.html)
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Khazaria kingdom map
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Khazar religion (Wikipedia)
Turkic shamanism
Originally, the Khazars practiced traditional Turkic shamanism, focused on the sky god Tengri,
but were heavily influenced by Confucian ideas imported from China, notably that of the
Mandate of Heaven. The Ashina clan were considered to be the chosen of Tengri and the kaghan
was the incarnation of the favor the sky-god bestowed on the Turks. A kaghan who failed had
clearly lost the god's favor and was typically ritually executed. Historians have sometimes
wondered, only half in jest, if the Khazar tendency to occasionally execute their rulers on
religious grounds led those rulers to seek out other religions.
The Khazars worshipped a number of deities subordinate to Tengri, including the fertility
goddess Umay, Kuara, a thunder god, and Erlik, the god of death.
Conversion to Judaism and relations with world Jewry
Jewish communities had existed in the Greek cities of the Black Sea coast since late classical
times. Cherson, Sudak, Kerch and other Crimean cities possessed Jewish communities, as did
Gorgippa, and Samkarsh / Tmutarakan was said to have had a Jewish majority as early as the
670s. The original Jewish settlers were joined by waves of immigration fleeing persecution in the
Byzantine Empire, Sassanid Persia (particularly during the Mazdak revolts),[2] and later within
the Islamic world. Jewish merchants such as the Radhanites regularly traded in Khazar territory,
and may have wielded significant economic and political influence. Though their origins and
history are somewhat unclear, the Mountain Jews also lived in or near Khazar territory and may
have been allied with or subject to Khazar overlordship; it is conceivable that they too played a
role in the conversion.
Map of the world, c. 820 CE, showing the Khazar Empire in larger geopolitical context.
At some point in the last decades of the 8th century or the early 9th century, the Khazar royalty
and nobility converted to Judaism, and part of the general population followed. The extent of the
conversion is debated. Ibn al-Faqih reported in the 10th century that "all the Khazars are Jews."
Notwithstanding this statement, most scholars believed that only the upper classes converted to
Judaism; there is some support for this in contemporary Muslim texts. However, recent
archeological excavations have uncovered widespread shifts in burial practices. Around the mid
800s burials in Khazaria began to take on a decidedly Jewish flavor. Grave goods disappeared
almost altogether. Judging by interment evidence, by 950 Judaism had become widespread
among all classes of Khazar society.
Essays in the Kuzari, written by Yehuda Halevi, details a moral liturgical reason for the
conversion which some consider a moral tale. Some researchers have suggested part of the reason
for this mass conversion was political expediency to maintain a degree of neutrality: the Khazar
empire was between growing populations, Muslims to the east and Christians to the west. Both
religions recognized Judaism as a forebear and worthy of some respect. The exact date of the
conversion is hotly contested. It may have occurred as early as 740 or as late as the mid 800s.
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Recently-discovered numismatic evidence suggests that Judaism was the established state
religion by c. 830, and though St. Cyril (who visited Khazaria in 861) did not identify the
Khazars as Jews, the khagan of that period, Zachariah, had a biblical Hebrew name. Some
medieval sources give the name of the rabbi who oversaw the conversion of the Khazars as Isaac
Sangari or Yitzhak ha-Sangari.
The first Jewish Khazar king was named Bulan which means "elk", though some sources give
him the Hebrew name Sabriel. A later king, Obadiah, strengthened Judaism, inviting rabbis into
the kingdom and building synagogues. Jewish figures such as Saadia Gaon made positive
references to the Khazars, and they are excoriated in contemporary Karaite writings as "bastards";
it is therefore unlikely that they adopted Karaism as some (such as Avraham Firkovich) have
proposed.
The Khazars enjoyed close relations with the Jews of the Levant and Persia. The Persian Jews,
for example, hoped that the Khazars might succeed in conquering the Caliphate.[3] The high
esteem in which the Khazars were held among the Jews of the Orient may be seen in the
application to them, in an Arabic commentary on Isaiah ascribed by some to Saadia Gaon, and by
others to Benjamin Nahawandi, of Isaiah 48:14: "The Lord hath loved him." "This," says the
commentary, "refers to the Khazars, who will go and destroy Babel" (i.e., Babylonia), a name
used to designate the country of the Arabs.[4] From the Khazar Correspondence it is apparent
that two Spanish Jews, Judah ben Meir ben Nathan and Joseph Gagris, had succeeded in settling
in the land of the Khazars. Saadia, who had a fair knowledge of the kingdom of the Khazars,
mentions a certain Isaac ben Abraham who had removed from Sura to Khazaria.[5]
Likewise, the Khazar rulers viewed themselves as the protectors of international Jewry, and
corresponded with foreign Jewish leaders (the letters exchanged between the Khazar ruler Joseph
and the Spanish rabbi Hasdai ibn Shaprut have been preserved). They were known to retaliate
against Muslim or Christian interests in Khazaria for persecution of Jews abroad. Ibn Fadlan
relates that around 920 the Khazar ruler received information that Muslims had destroyed a
synagogue in the land of Babung, in Iran; he gave orders that the minaret of the mosque in his
capital should be broken off, and the muezzin executed. He further declared that he would have
destroyed all the mosques in the country had he not been afraid that the Muslims would in turn
destroy all the synagogues in their lands.
Other religions
Besides Judaism, other religions probably practiced in areas ruled by the Khazars include Greek
Orthodox, Nestorian, and Monophysite Christianity, Zoroastrianism as well as Norse, Finnic, and
Slavic cults. Religious toleration was maintained for the kingdom’s three hundred plus years. The
"apostle of the Slavs", Saint Cyril, is said to have attempted the conversion of Khazars without
enduring results. Many Khazars reportedly were converts to Christianity and Islam. (See
"Judiciary", below.)
De rol van de Paulicianen wordt in wikipedia onderbelicht. Men mag niet vergeten, dat zij als
Sabathisten dichter bij de Joden stonden Ze waren de enige christelijke stroming in de Kaukasus.
Ook de Bulgaren waren massaal tot bogomils bekeerd.
Sommigen stellen, dat van de twee christenen in de rechtbank er zeker 1 Pauliciaan was.
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MARCH OF THE TITANS - A HISTORY OF THE WHITE RACE
Chapter 31 : The Fourth Great Race War
Bulgars, Avars, Magyars and Khazars
The lands making up western and southern Russia, Asia Minor (Turkey) and the southeastern
Balkans were to be the scene of some of the most dramatic racial conflicts between various tribes
of Europeans on the one hand, and various Asiatic, Mongol, and mixed race Muslim armies on
the other.
These wars started around 550 AD, a century after the crushing of the Mongolian Hunnish
invasion of Europe. They only finally stopped with the defeat of new Asian invaders some 400
years later, with the defeat of an Asiatic alliance known as the Magyars, in Bavaria in 954 AD.
This massive struggle against Asian and Mongolian hordes can rightly be grouped into one
heading, even though different players acted in the drama.
If these combined Asian invaders had not been turned back, then it would most certainly have
given the non-White Moorish invasion in Spain, which took place in the same time span, a far
better chance of success. The White race might have been exterminated between the Asians and
the Moors - but it was not.
Above: Magyars raiding a White settlement. The Magyars were an Asiatic race who burst over
the Danube river at the close of the 10th Century, ravaging wide areas of central Europe.
Although they were to be ultimately driven out, a small number of their genes remained behind in
the areas they subjugated - the origin of the small number of slightly Asiatic looking southern
Slavs. This process was by no means complete, and of course huge numbers of Slavs retain the
characteristics of their Indo-European forebears. Nonetheless, the impact of the Magyars was so
great that in the Hungarian language to this day, the name for Hungary and Hungarian is still
Magyar - although the original Asiatic Magyars have long since vanished.

RUSSIA - BULGARS FROM THE SEA OF AZOV
In the year 372 AD, the easternmost White peoples in what is today Russia were the Sarmatians,
or Alans. This group was closely related to the ancient Medes, Persians and Aryans, all of whom
had penetrated southwards and had slowly become mixed with the darker inhabitants of the
regions they had conquered.
The Alans were also the last Indo-European tribe to emerge from the ancestral Nordic homeland
between the Caspian and Black seas. The Alans had for a time ruled a larger part of modern day
Russia, but had been forced to reduce the area under their control by the eastward invasions of
the Ostrogoths, who had left northern Europe in a second migratory wave which had also pushed
the Slavs eastward.
For more than a century, the Ostrogoths mixed with the Alans and the Slavs, and as they were all
originally of the same Nordic stock, retained their racial characteristics to the greatest degree.
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The Alans and Ostrogoths were then decimated before the Asiatic Hunnish invasion, with the
White survivors fleeing both south and west.
After the Germans had warded off the Hunnish invasion in 454 AD, the Huns retreated to the
area around the Sea of Azov, where in the course of time they acquired a new name - the Bulgars.
Above: Magyar raiders set fire to a German homestead. The Magyars were eventually defeated,
but small traces of their gene pool remain in a minority of the Slavic population today. This is
particularly evident in modern southeastern Russia.

THE AVARS - ASIATIC INVASION IN MID-16TH CENTURY
In the middle of the sixth century, a new wave of Asiatics, the Avars - possibly descendants of
the Bulgars - swept into Europe from the east.
They reconquered the Slavs as they proceeded west, and were the cause of the movement of
many Indo-European tribes westwards, including the Lombards who moved into Italy.
The Avars were only finally halted by the Franks in one of the increasing number of openly racial
wars which had followed the collapse of the Western Roman Empire.
Remnants of the Avars however wreaked havoc on central Europe, on German and Slav alike.
They had occupied large areas of present day eastern Europe - Hungary, Russia to the Volga river
and a strip of territory reaching right up to the Baltic sea. However, the further west the Avars
progressed, the more thinly they became spread.
Vastly outnumbered by the subjugated Slavs, it was only a matter of time before they lost control
of their empire. By the year 626 AD, an Avar assault on Constantinople had been repulsed and
most of the Slavic nations had risen up in rebellion and overthrown the Asiatic Avars.

EXTERMINATION BY THE SWORD AND ABSORPTION
The Avars were overthrown either through their physical expulsion, or in some cases, their
biological absorption - again contributing to the "Slavic" look which can still be found amongst
certain groups of Slavs.
This is not to say that all present day Slavs are of mixed ancestry - huge numbers are not - but
what is regarded as the typically "Slavic" look has its roots in the absorption of the various
Asiatic invaders.
As any traveler to Eastern Europe or Russia can vouch, the "Slavic" look is not nearly as
common as is often believed, and confined mainly to the southeastern reaches of Russia itself.

KHAZARS - FORCE BULGARS INTO BULGARIA
In 576 AD, a new force invaded from the east - a mixed race grouping calling themselves
Khazars, occupied territory on the northwestern shore of the Caspian Sea in southern Russia.
Originally from Asia Minor (Turkey), the Khazars were the product of the integration process
which had taken place in the Middle and Near East over a process of centuries. Made up of Old
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European, Semitic and Mongolian elements, the Khazars physically closely resembled many
other peoples in that region.
The Khazars began to expand their territory westwards, occupying the land east of the Dniester
River by 650 AD. In this process they drove the Bulgar Huns from the territory around the Sea of
Azov, forcing them on into modern Bulgaria which they ruled for about 150 years and which
bears their name to this day.
At this stage then there were three major groupings of Mongols and mixed race Asiatics in
eastern Europe - the Bulgar Huns; the Avars; and the Khazars. To this group was added remnants
of a Mongoloid people who had originally settled in Finland (and whose descendants to this day
form part of the Lapp people in that country) but who were in part driven south by the IndoEuropean invaders over the centuries.
Above: A bust of a Khazar warrior circa 800 - 1000 AD. This is a remarkably accurate statue,
with the Asiatic influence being particularly marked with the eye shape and the protruding lower
lip.

MAGYARS
Three of these groupings - the Khazars, the Avars, and the Finno-Ugric - then formed what was at
first an informal alliance, which was later formalized as these groups began to physically mix
with each other.
Calling themselves Magyars, this confederation of Mongoloid/Asiatic tribes began moving
westwards in the 8th Century, setting the stage for yet another racial struggle between White
Europeans and Asiatic and mixed race invaders from the east.

KHAZARS AND JUDAISM
The Khazars themselves had also undergone a transformation during this period. After wandering
aimlessly for centuries, waves of Jewish Semites who had fled north from Palestine following the
Roman-Jewish Wars and Diaspora of 70 AD, finally reached southern Russia around the
beginning of the 7th Century. At the precise time of their arrival, the Khazar king was looking for
a religion to adopt as the formal Khazar belief: Judaism was decided upon.
This did not represent a radical racial sea change for the Semitic Jews - they, like virtually all the
peoples who inhabited the Middle East over the previous centuries, were themselves mixes of
original Old European, Semitic, Arabic and Asian peoples. The Khazars themselves were not that
different, perhaps a little lighter than the original Semites, but that was all. In this way the core of
what was to become the European Jews was formed - the basis of the Ashkenazim.

KHAZAR SLAVE TRADERS - ORIGIN OF THE WORD SLAVE
Even before their conversion to Judaism, the Khazars, like the Huns and other Asiatics, were
active slave traders. The Slavs however bore the brunt of the Khazar slave catching expeditions so much so that the word slave was to derive from the word Slav - and with the Khazar
conversion to Judaism, an association of Judaism with slave trade in the east became firmly
established. This was the origin of the association of Jews with slave trading - an allegation
which had some basis in fact at this stage in history.

Cor Hendriks, Waren de Katharen Khazaren? (Infofile; PDF jan. 2018)

42

THE NORSEMEN DEFEAT THE MAGYARS
In the midst of the rise of Magyars, a new Nordic power entered the fray - the Norsemen. As
early as the 6th Century, these tall blond Germanic tribesmen, emerging from Denmark and
southern Scandinavia, had started to establish settlements along the Baltic Sea and had sent
expeditions into central Russia up the western Dvina River.
By the end of the 8th Century the Norsemen had built fortified settlements at Novgorod and Kiev
and had set up smaller trading posts further down south, into Khazar territory. In short order they
were at war with the emerging Magyars. The Asiatics were defeated by the Nordic Norsemen,
and the entire area around the lower Don River became known as Great Sweden as a result of the
dominance and immigration into the area by Norsemen and their families.
The Norsemen, who called themselves Varangers, mixed with the Indo-European remnants in
western Russia, the Alans and parts of the original Slavs. The Alans had originally called
themselves the As, and a leading clan amongst them was known as the Rukhs-As (the "shining"
or "leading" Alans). From this developed a tribal name, the Rus. After a while the Norsemen also
began taking on the customs of these original Indo-Europeans, eventually calling themselves the
Rus. It is from this time that the word Russia originated.

VIKINGS AND THE BIRTH OF RUSSIA - 856 AD
The Khazars then attacked the Rus without warning. Initially taken aback by the ferocity of the
Khazar attack, the Rus called for re-enforcements from Scandinavia. The call was answered by
Rurik, ruler of southern Jutland and Friesland in Denmark, who set off for the steppes of Russia
with an army, arriving in 856 AD. It is from this date that the Russians formally count the history
of their country as having started.
Rurik had already established a reputation as an adventurer, warrior and pirate - in the West he
would have been called a Viking (as indeed many of his compatriots who went west on their
forays, were called).

MAGYAR SETBACK
In the interim, the Magyar alliance had suffered a grievous setback: in central Europe the
Frankish King Charlemagne, had utterly destroyed the Avars, rooting them out of their
stronghold in eastern Austria and Hungary, managing in the process to kill off most of them.
Charlemagne established a buffer state in central Europe to ward off further incursions (the
Ostmark, or 'Eastern March' - Austria) and extended Frankish protection over the areas now
known as Bohemia, Moravia, Austria and Croatia.
This defeat, combined with arrival of yet more Norsemen under Rurik, caused the Magyars to
desist from further attacks on the Indo-Europeans for the time being. Instead, spurred on by the
arrival of yet another non-White tribe from Turkey, the Magyars turned on the Bulgar Huns and
in 893 seized their territories in modern day Bulgaria and Hungary.
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RUS EXPANSION UNDER RURIK AND OLEG
Rurik had in the interim become king of the city Novrogod, and led the emerging Rus
successfully until his death in 879. His successor, the Norwegian born Oleg, united the
principalities of Novrogod and Kiev and then started expanding the territory under the control of
the Rus.

DESTRUCTION OF THE KHAZARS - 965 AD
In 964 AD, Oleg's grandson, Svyatoslav, became ruler of the Rus. A fierce warrior who adhered
strictly to his Scandinavian upbringing - even refusing to become a Christian after his mother had
converted - Svyatoslav set as his first task the destruction of the Jewish Khazar empire in the
south.
In 965, the Rus army under Svyatoslav, crashed through the Khazar borders and utterly defeated
the Jewish slave trading empire forever. The Khazars who survived this great assault were
scattered throughout the region, with many moving west into what became western Russia and
Poland. There they re-established Jewish communities and absorbed some Nordic elements
(mainly through marrying Jewish women to non-Jewish men; Jewish law dictating that only
persons born of a Jewish mother can be classified as a Jew), creating the basic stock of today’s
modern European Jews, known as the Ashkenazim.

BULGARS CRUSHED - SVYATOSLAV KILLED
Not content with smashing the Khazars, Svyatoslav then turned his attention to the remaining
Bulgar Huns along the Danube River, and in 967, he decisively defeated them, occupying large
areas of Bulgaria in the process. He would have finished off the Bulgar Huns, but was forced to
return to Kiev when that city was attacked by an invasion of Turks called the Patzinaks (a mixed
race tribe forming part of a Islamic Turkish invasion all along the southeastern borders of Europe,
concentrated on Constantinople). Svyatoslav saved Kiev, but in a follow-up operation against the
Patzinak Turks in 972, he was killed in battle.
In 1068, new waves of Muslim invaders, the Cumans, occupied the Crimean peninsula while
pushing the Patzinaks westwards into the Balkans. In the south, the Eastern Roman Empire was
on its last legs, having lost the decisive battle of Manzikert to another group of invading
Muslims, the Seljuks, in 1071. This allowed the Seljuks to occupy large parts of western Turkey
and prepare the way for the final assault on Constantinople.

MAGYAR ASSAULT ON WESTERN EUROPE
In central Europe, the Magyars started moving out from their base in Hungary, which they had
earlier seized from the Bulgar Huns. They launched raiding parties as far afield as Bremen in
Germany, Orleans in France and Constantinople, raping, pillaging, looting and destroying where
they went. In 954, a Magyar raiding party consisting of an estimated 100,000 soldiers crossed
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Bavaria and the Rhine River, penetrating France as far as Rhiems and Burgundy, then crossing
the Alps to pillage Lombardy in Italy.

MAGYARS CRUSHED: THE BATTLE OF LECHFELD
Left: The White victor over the Magyars, Otto I. Called Otto the Great, he was crowned 'Holy
Roman Emperor' in 962 AD. His name will always be remembered as the leader of the great
White victory at the Battle of Lechfeld, where the Asiatic Magyars were crushed. The victory
was so complete that the Magyars were never again to threaten Europe. From a statue in
Magdeburg.
The following year, another Magyar army invaded Bavaria and besieged the town of Augsburg,
northwest of modern day Munich. This time however the Bavarians were prepared. The Saxon
king, Otto I, counter attacked with a specially prepared army and annihilated the Magyars in the
Battle of Lechfeld. Contemporary accounts have it that the Saxons slew retreating Magyars for
three days after the battle. Whether this is true or not, the fact remains that after the Battle of
Lechfeld, the Magyars were never again to threaten Europe.
The defeat and dissolution of the Magyars marks the end of the second great Asian invasion - the
next would occur in 1221, when an even more cruel Mongol leader would establish a reign of
terror in eastern and central Europe so terrible his name is still a byword for tyranny today Genghis Khan.
Click Here for Genetic Evidence of Avar and other Asiatic Admixture in Central Europe
uit de Geschiedenis van de Sabath vierende gemeenten The Paulicians increased greatly in
numbers under Sergius Tychicus and they were found chiefly among the hardy mountain people
of the Taurus. Scott says that alike as defenders of the empire and as objects of imperial
persecution, they showed the greatest stubbornness and courage (ibid., p. 697).
They were protected by Constantine Copronymous (741-775) and invited to settle in Thrace.
Nicephorus (802-811) employed them in the protection of the empire on its eastern frontier.
Michael and Leo V ruthlessly persecuted them.
But the Paulicians were too numerous, too warlike, and too well organised to be dragooned into
orthodoxy. They resisted, revolted, and even retaliated by raiding Asia Minor from their
mountain fastness. After twenty years of comparative tranquillity they were exposed to still more
violent persecution under Theodora (842-857), which under Basil developed into a war of
extermination (see Krumbacher, p. 1075). The Paulicians were driven into the arms of the
Saracens, and with some assistance from them, under the leadership of an able ruler Chrysocheir,
they not only successfully resisted the imperial forces but forced them back and pillaged Asia
Minor up to its western shores (Scott, ibid.).
This demonstrates two aspects of the Paulicians. Firstly they used arms and secondly the Muslims
regarded them as a separate group to Trinitarian Christians and rendered them assistance and
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protection. This protection was not confined to Asia Minor, but also extended into Spain. The
distinction between the groups was known and preserved in the Koran.
The comment by Christ against the Pergamum Church, which might be identified with this sect,
is thus made more intelligible when he says in Revelation 2:16, that he will fight against [those
holding false doctrines among them] with the sword of his mouth.
Scott records that a second deportation of Paulicians, on a large scale, from Armenia to Thrace,
was carried out by John Tzimiskes (970) (ibid.). Latin crusaders found the sect in Syria in the
eleventh century and Lady Mary Montagu, found them in the neighbourhood of Philippopolis, in
the eighteenth century (Scott, op. Cit.).
In Europe they developed into or amalgamated with the Bogomils (q.v.), and their views and
influences were propagated throughout the Middle Ages by various anti-Catholic sects - e.g.,
Cathari, Albigenses – whose filiation with the Paulicians is probable, though difficult to trace.
Their name, like 'Manichaean,' became in turn a generic description of any of these movements
which opposed the development of Catholic hierarchy and doctrine (Scott, ibid.).
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De val van Khazaria en de trek van ketzers en Joden naar het westen
1 bericht van 1 auteur
Geiserik

16-11-06

De val van het Khazaarse rijk in de elfde eeuw moet een enorme klap geweest zijn, die over de
hele wereld gehoord werd. Zij hadden namelijk voor een half millenium de steppenvolken achter
de Oeral en de Arabieren onder de Kaukasus gehouden. Ze waren een soort ruilbeurs voor de
wereldhandel en een toevluchtsoord voor allerlei vervolgde geloven zoals de Joden en
Paulicianen, die na de val uit angst voor de gevreesde vervolging door de Christenen alle kanten
heen vluchtten.
Kevin Brooks weidt er in zijn standaardwerk Khazaria wel 4 hoofdstukken aan.
Chapter 8 -- THE DECLINE AND FALL OF THE KHAZAR EMPIRE:
The Beginning of the End, The Rus'ian Conquest of the Khazars, The Passing of the Khazar
Empire, Reasons for Khazaria's Destruction
Chapter 9 -- THE DIASPORA OF THE KHAZARS:
Khazars in Hungary, Khazars in Transylvania (Romania), Khazars in Moldova, Khazars in
Lithuania and Belarus, Khazars in Poland, Khazars in Kievan Rus' (Ukraine), Khazars in the
Byzantine Empire, Khazars in Spain, Khazars in Azerbaijan, Khazars in the North Caucasus,
Khazars in Russia, Khazars in Kazakhstan, Khazars in Other Parts of the World.
Chapter 10 -- EASTERN AND CENTRAL EUROPEAN JEWS AFTER THE TENTH
CENTURY:
The East Slavic-Speaking Jews of Eastern Europe: Remnants of the Khazars?, The Migration of
Czech Jews into Eastern Europe, The Migration of German Jews into Eastern Europe, How
Yiddish Became the Mother Tongue of Eastern European Jews, Are There Khazarian Words in
Yiddish?, The Migration of Sephardic Jews into Eastern Europe, The Migration of Mizrakhi
("Eastern") Jews and Romaniote ("Greek") Jews into Eastern Europe, Jews in Medieval Ukraine,
Other Early Traces of Jews in Poland, Jews in Lithuania and Belarus, Jews in Hungary: A Special
Case?, Jews in Historic Romania, What Genetic Data Demonstrates about Ashkenazic Origins,
Do Ashkenazic Jews Descend from Khazars?, Do Krymchaks Descend from Khazars?, Do
Crimean and Lithuanian Karaites Descend from Khazars?, Do Mountain Jews of the Caucasus
Descend from Khazars?, Do Georgian Jews Descend from Khazars?, Conclusions
Helaas hebben deze boeken het alleenmaar over Joden en vergeet men de sabathvierende
Paulicianen, die als Gazari de Askhenazi op weg naar het westen begeleiden..
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Khazaarse en Pauliciaanse keizers op de Byzantijnse troon
1 bericht van 1 auteur
Geiserik

15-11-06

Leo IV the Khazar (from Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia)
Leo IV the Khazar (Greek: Λέων Δ΄, Leōn IV ), (January 25, 750 – September 8, 780), Byzantine
Emperor from 775 to 780.
Life: Leo was the son of Emperor Constantine V by his first wife, Irene of Khazaria (Tzitzak).
His maternal grandfather was Bihar, a Khazar ruler.
Leo was crowned co-emperor by his father in 751, and was married to the Athenian Irene in 769.
In 775 he succeeded his father as sole emperor.
In 776 he associated his young son, Constantine, with himself in the empire, and suppressed the
first in a series of uprisings led by his half-brothers Christopher and Nikephoros which broke out
as a result.
The failed claimants to the throne were blinded, tonsured, and exiled.
During his short reign, Leo fought against the Abbasid Caliphate under Al-Mahdi. He dispatched
forces into Syria under Michael Lachanodrakon in 776 and 778. Nevertheless, the Abbasid forces
succeeded in raiding into Asia Minor in 776, 779, and 780.
Unlike his father and grandfather, Leo showed himself relatively tolerant towards iconodules, and
restored an iconophile patriarch. Only at the very end of his reign, in 780, did he have a number
of iconodule officials tortured and imprisoned. Following the precedent set by his father, he
prepared an expedition against Kardam of Bulgaria, but died before achieving anything of
significance.
During his reign Leo was largely under the influence of his wife Irene, and when he died
suddenly in 780 she was left as the guardian of his son and successor, Constantine VI.
Family: By his wife Irene, Leo IV had only one child: Constantine VI, who succeeded as
emperor.
Preceded by: Constantine V Byzantine Emperor 775–780. Succeeded by: Constantine VI.

De Khazaarse annexatie van Albania in de Kaukasus
1 bericht van 1 auteur
Geiserik

15-11-06

Chronology of Azerbaijan History and neighboring regions:
(compiled by Zaur Rzakhanov)
Turkic peoples: Huns, Kazars, Sabirs, Saragurs, Kuturgurs, Barsils, Kok-Turks, Seljuk Turks.
-------------------Chronological Table
-------------------131-140 A.D. Ancestors of Khazars settle in the lower regions of rivers Terek and Sulak
191-200 A.D. "Hordes of Barsiles and Khazars crossed Kura, but were defeated by Alans"
(Source: Moisey Kalankatly "History of Albans")
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Benchmark event: 226 A.D. Sassanian dynasty established in Iran (Non-Turkic)
381-390 A.D. Huns in Greece. Emperor Pheodosius invited Huns to join his army.
391-400 A.D. Huns overrun Syria and Mesopothamia(Iraq). Huns supress Gothish apraising in
Byzantium.
400-600 A.D. Barda becomes capital of Caucasian Albania in VI century A.D.
441-450 A.D. Reign of Attila
451-460 A.D. Huns invade Azerbaijan
461-470 A.D. Saragurs invade Azerbaijan
511-520 A.D. Sabirs attack Iran and Asia Minor(Anatolia)
551 A.D. Kuturgurs invade Byzantium
559 A.D. Second Kuturgur invasion of Byzantium
551-560 A.D. Sabirs and Khazars invade Azerbaijan, but defeated by Sassanian Iran
589 A.D. Sassanian Iran defeats joint Byzantium-Khazar Georgian assault on Azerbaijan
Benchmark Event: 593 A.D. peace between East and West Kok-Turks, restablishment of Great
Khaganate, (Kok-Turk Empire)
623 A.D. Byzantine Emperor Irakli invades Azerbaijan
626 A.D. Byzantine and Kok-Turk army surround Tbilisi
629 A.D. Army of Kok-Turk Empire and Khazars enter Azerbaijan (Albania), defeating Persians.
Azerbaijan is declared to be "eternal possesion" of Turks. The capital of Albania - Kabala renamed into Khazar. Albanian nobility and clergyman escape from Barda to the Albanian
stronghold - Mountaineous Karabagh. [Source: "History of Albans" by Moisey Kalankatly]
Benchmark event: 622 A.D. Muhammad's flight from Mekka to Medina Beginning of Islamic
Era.(Non-Turkic) Around 640 A.D.: Sassanian Iran falls to Arabs.
645 A.D. Albanian prince Jevanshir's apprising against Persian rule in Azerbaijan(Albania)
656 A.D. Formation of Khazar Khaganate
660 A.D. Albanian prince Jevanshir defeats Khazars in Albania(Azerbaijan)
661 A.D. Arabs conquer Azerbaijan(Albania)
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661-670 A.D. Arab-Khazar War in Azerbaijan.
683-684 A.D. Khazars invade Azerbaijan
693 A.D. Derbent conquered by Arabs
711-720 A.D. Khazars invade Azerbaijan, but defeated by Arabs in 737 A.D.
731 A.D. Death of Kul-Tegin
762 A.D. Khazars invade Azerbaijan and Transcaucasus.
764 A.D. Khazars take Tbilisi
791-800 A.D. Khazar raids in Transcaucasia. Clashes with Arabs.
Sources:
(1) L.Gumilev "Thousand Years Around Caspian" pp. 269 - 295
(2) L.Gumilev "Ancient Turks" pp. 433-458
(3) F.Mamedova. "Political History and Historical Geography of Caucasian Albania", Baku
"Elm" 1986. From _Historical Geography of Azerbaijan_ volume, Baku,"Elm", 1987
(4) F.Mamedova. "O nekotorykh voprosakh istoricheskoi georgraphii Kavkazkoi Albanii", pp. 746
(5) M.H Sharifly "Feudal states of Azerbaijan in IX-XII centuries" pp.88-93
(6) Z.Buniyatov "Ethnopolitical boundaries of Azerbaijan under Ildenizids" pp.93-98
(7) V.Piriev "On historical geography of Azerbaijan in XIII-early XV centuries"pp.98-110
(8) O.Efendiev "Territory and boundaries of Azerbaijani states in XV-XVI centuries" pp.110120
(9) A.Rakhmani "Azerbaijan: boundaries and administrative divisions in the late XVI-XVII
centuries", pp.120-129
(10) F.Aliev "Azerbaijan in XVIII century" pp.129-140
(11) I.Aliev
"Nagorny Karabagh: History, Facts, Events", Baku,"Elm",1989

Het Gazari asiel aan de Duitse hoven
1 bericht van 1 auteur
Geiserik

15-11-06

Geisenrik schreef
“Het Gazari asiel is door de Italiaanse koning Frederic de II en (minderjarige keizer van het
Heolige Roomse Rijk) in 1215 door Frederik II voor de Duitse hoven verstrekt en in 1224 door
Paus Innocentius (sic) herroepen.”
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De fameuze kerkhistoricus Mosheim schreef erover in 1735
"In the Thirteenth Century, in the year 1215, the Pope Innocent III, of bloody celebrity held a
council at the Lateran and announced anathemas against heretics of every description. By his
power over the ruling prince, Frederick II, Honorius extended his sanguinary measures to the
kingdom of Italy, and the people of God began to flee, and, according to Mosheim, they passed
out of Italy, and spread like an inundation throughout the European provinces, but Germany in
particular afforded an asylum where they were called Gazari instead of Cathari (Puritans)." -Mosheim, Ecc. Hist., v. 2, pp. 426, 430, and Orchard, Bap. Hist., p. 155.

Over het ontstaan van de Paulicianen
3 berichten van 1 auteur
Geiserik

15-11-06

Paulicians: Catholic Encyclopedia on CD-ROM Contains 11,632 articles. Browse off-line, adfree, printer-friendly. Get it here for only $33 plus FREE shipping worldwide A dualistic
heretical sect, derived originally from Manichaeism. The origin of the name Paulician is obscure.
Gibbon (Decline and Fall, liv), says it means "Disciples of St. Paul" (Photius, op. cit., II, 11; III,
10; VI, 4). Their special veneration for the Apostle, and their habit of renaming their leaders after
his disciples lend some colour to this view. On the other hand, the form (Paulikianoi, not
Paulianoi) is curious; and the name seems to have been used only by their opponents, who held
that they were followers of Paul of Samosata (Conybeare, op. cit., cv). The birthplace of their
founder evidently suggested this; but there is no connection between their doctrine and his.
Photius relates that a certain Manichee woman, named Kallinike sent her two sons Paul and John
to Armenia to propagate this heresy; the name is corrupted from Pauloioannoi (Friedrich op. cit.,
I). The existence of such persons is now generally denied. The latest authority, Ter-Mkrttschian
(Die Paulicianer, 63), says the name is an Armenian diminutive and means "followers of little
Paul", but does not explain who little Paul may be. It occurs first in the Acts of the Armenian
Synod of Duin in 719, a canon of which forbids any one to spend the night in the house of "the
wicked heretics called Pollikian" (Ter-Mkrttschian, 62).
I. DOCTRINE
The cardinal point of the Paulician heresy is a distinction between the God who made and
governs the material world and the God of heaven who created souls, who alone should be
adored. They thought all matter bad. It seems therefore obvious to count them as one of the many
neo-Manichaean sects, in spite of their own denial and that of modern writers (Ter-Mkrttschian,
Conybeare, Adeney, loc. cit.; Harnack, "Lehrbuch der Dogmengeschicte", Tubingen, 1909, II,
528). But there is a strong Marcionite element too. They rejected the Old Testament; there was no
Incarnation, Christ was an angel sent into the world by God, his real mother was the heavenly
Jerusalem. His work consisted only in his teaching; to believe in him saves men from judgment.
The true baptism and Eucharist consist in hearing his word, as in John, iv, 10. But many
Paulicians, nevertheless, let their children be baptized by the Catholic clergy. They honoured not
the Cross, but only the book of the Gospel. They were Iconoclasts, rejecting all pictures. Their
Bible was a fragmentary New Testament. They rejected St. Peter's epistles because he had denied
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Christ. They referred always to the "Gospel and Apostle", apparently only St Luke and St. Paul;
though they quoted other Gospels in controversy.
The whole ecclesiastical hierarchy is bad, as also all Sacraments and ritual. They had a special
aversion to monks. Their own organization consisted first of the founders of their sect in various
places. These were apostles and prophets. They took new names after people mentioned by St.
Paul, thus Constantine called himself Silvanus; apparently they claimed to be these persons come
to life again. Under the apostles and prophets were "fellow-workers" (synechdemoi) who formed
a council, and "notaries" (notarioi), who looked after the holy books and kept order at meetings.
Their conventicles were called, not churches, but "prayer-houses" (proseuchai). They maintained
that it was lawful to conceal or even deny their ideas for fear of persecution; many of them lived
exteriorly as Catholics. Their ideal was a purely spiritual communion of faithful that should
obliterate all distinctions of race. Their enemies accuse them constantly of gross immorality, even
at their prayer-meetings. One of their chief leaders, Baanes, seems to have acquired as a
recognized surname the epithet "filthy" (ho ryproz). They would recognize no other name for
themselves than "Christians"; the Catholics were "Romans (Romaioi), that is, people who obey
the Roman emperor, as the Monophysites called their opponents Melchites. Harnack sums them
up as "dualistic Puritans and Individualists and as "an anti-hierarchic Christianity built up on the
Gospel, and Apostle, with emphatic rejection of Catholic Christianity" (Dogmengeschichte, II
528).
Since Gibbon the Paulicians have often been described as a survival of early and pure
Christianity, godly folk who clung to the Gospel, rejecting later superstitions, who were grossly
calumniated by their opponents. Conybeare (op. cit.) thinks they were a continuation of the
Adoptionists. Dr. Adeney calls them "in many respects Protestants before Protestantism" (The
Greek and Eastern Churches, 219). This idea accounts for the fact that the sect has met among
modern writers with more interest and certainly more sympathy than it deserves.
II. HISTORY
Constantine of Mananalis, calling himself Silvanus, founded what appears to be the first
Paulician community at Kibossa, near Colonia in Armenia. He began to teach about 657. He
wrote no books and taught that the New Testament as he presented it (his "Gospel and Apostle")
should be the only text used by his followers (Georgios Monachos, ed. Friedrich, 2). The other
Paulician Apostles after Constantine were Symeon (called Titus), sent by the emperor
Constantine Pogonatus (668-85) to put down the sect, but converted to it; then Gegnesius an
Armenian (Timothy); Joseph (Epaphroditus); Zachary, who was rejected by many and called a
hireling; Baanes; Sergius (Tychicus). They founded six congregations in Armenia and Pontus, to
which they gave the names of Pauline Churches (Kibossa was "Macedonia", and so on).
Constantine-Silvanus, after having preached for twenty-seven years and having spread his sect
into the Western part of Asia Minor, was arrested by the Imperial authorities (by Symeon), tried
for heresy and stoned to death. In 690 Symeon-Titus himself, having become a Paulician, was
also executed with many others. The history of these people is divided between their persecutions
and their own quarrels. An Armenian Paul (thought by some to have given his name to the sect)
set up congregation at Episparis in the (Armenian) district Phanaroea (d. c. 715). His two sons
Gegnesius-Timothy and Theodore quarreIled about his succession. Gegnesius went to
Constantinople in 717 and persuaded the emperor Leo III and the patriarch Germanus I that he
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was orthodox. Armed with an imperial safe-conduct he came to Mananalis and succeeded in
crushing Theodore's opposition. After his death his son Zachary (the "hireling") and his son-inlaw, Joseph-Epaphroditus, again quarrelled and formed parties as to which should succeed.
Zachary's party went under; many of them were destroyed by the Saracens.
Joseph (d. 775) founded communities all over Asia Minor. Then came Baanes (Vahan; d. 801).
Under him the sect decreased in numbers and influence. But a certain Sergius-Tychicus, who
made a new schism, reformed and strengthened the movement in his party. The Paulicians were
now either Baanites (the old party), or Sergites (the reformed sect). Sergius was a zealous
propagator of the heresy; he boasted that he had spread his Gospel "from East to West. from
North to South" (Petrus Siculus, "Historia Manichaeorum", op. cit., 45). The Sergites meanwhile
fought against their rivals and nearly exterminated them. >From the Imperial government the
Paulicians met with alternate protection and persecution. Constantine IV, and still more Justinian
II, persecuted them cruelly. The first Iconoclast emperors (Leo III and his successors) protected
them; Conybeare counts these emperors as practically Paulicians themselves (op. cit.).
Nicephorus I tolerated them in return for their service as soldiers in Phrygia and Lycaonia.
Michael I began to persecute again and his successor Leo V, though an Iconoclast, tried to refute
the accusation that he was a Paulician by persecuting them furiously. A great number of them at
this time rebelled and fled to the Saracens. Sergius was killed in 835. Theodora, regent for her
son Michael III, continued the persecution; hence a second rebellion under one Karbeas, who
again led many of his followers across the frontiers.
These Paulicians, now bitter enemies of the empire, were encouraged by the khalifa. They
fortified a place called Tephrike and made it their headquarters. From Tephrike they made
continual raids into the empire; so that from this time they form a political power, to be counted
among the enemies of Rome. We hear continually of wars against the Saracens, Armenians, and
Paulicians. Under Basil I the Paulician army invaded Asia Minor as far as Ephesus, and almost to
the coast opposite Constantinople. But they were defeated, and Basil destroyed Tephrike in 871.
This eliminated the sect as a military power. Meanwhile other Paulicians, heretics but not rebels,
lived in groups throughout the empire. Constantine V had already transferred large numbers of
them to Thrace; John I Tzimiskes sent many more to the same part to defend it against the Slavs.
They founded a new centre at Philippopolis, from which they terrorized their neighbours. During
the ninth and tenth centuries these heretics in Armenia, Asia Minor, and Thrace constantly
occupied the attention of the government and the Church. The "Selicians" converted by the
Patriarch Methodius I (842-46), were Paulicians. Photius wrote against them and boasts in his
Encyclical (866) that he has converted a great number. In Armenia the sect continued in the
"Thonraketzi" founded by a certain Smbat in the ninth century. Conybeare attributes to this
Smbat a work, "The Key of Truth", which he has edited. It accepts the Old Testament and the
Sacraments of Baptism. Penance, and the Eucharist. This work especially has persuaded many
writers that the Paulicians were much maligned people. But in any case it represents a very late
stage of their history, and it is disputed whether it is really Paulician at all. Constantine IX
persuaded or forced many thousands to renounce their errors.
The emperor Alexius Comnenus is credited with having put an end to the heresy. During a
residence at Philippopolis, he argued with them and converted all, or nearly all, back to the
Church (so his daughter: "Alexias", XV, 9). From this time the Paulicians practically disappear
from history. But they left traces of their heresy. In Bulgaria the Bogomile sect, which lasted
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through the Middle Ages and spread to the West in the form of Cathari, Albigenses, and other
Manichaean heresies, is a continuation of Paulicianism. In Armenia, too, similar sects, derived
from them, continue till our own time.
There were Paulician communities in the part of Armenia occupied by Russia after the war of
1828-29. Conybeare publishes very curious documents of their professions of faith and
disputations with the Gregorian bishop about 1837 (Key of Truth, xxiii-xxviii). It is from these
disputations and "The Key of Truth" that he draws his picture of the Paulicianis as simple, godly
folk who had kept an earlier (sc. Adoptionistic) form of Christianity (ibid., introduction).
III. SOURCES
There are four chief documents: (1) Photius, Four books against the Paulicians(Diegesis peri tes
ton neophanton manichaion anablasteseos), in P.G., CII, 15-264. (2) Euthymius Zigabenus, in his
"Panoplia", XXIV [P.G., CXXX, 1189, sqq., separate edition of the part about the Paulicians, ed.
Gieseler (Gottingen, 1841)]. (3) Peter the Abbot, "Concerning the Paulicians and Manichees", ed.
Gieseler (Gottingen, 1849), who idlentifies the author with Petrus Siculus, who wrote a "Historia
Manichaeorum qui Pauliciani dicuntur", first published by Rader (Ingolstadt, 1604), of which
work Gieseler considers "Concerning the Paulicians" to be merely an excerpt. (4) George
Monachos, "Chronikon", ed. Muralt (St. Petersburg, 1853).
Of Photius's work only book I contains the history; the rest is a collection of homilies against the
heresy. There is interdependence between these four sources. The present state of criticism (due
chiefly to Karapet Ter-Mkrttschian) is this: - Photius's account (book I) falls into two parts.
Chapters i-xiv are authentic, xv-xxvii a later edition. The original source of all is lost. George
Monachos used this. Peter the Monk either copied George or used the original work. Photius may
have used Peter (so Ter-Mkrttschian) or perhaps the original. Derived from these are Zigabenus
and the spurious part of Photius's book. Bonwetsch (Realencyklopädie für prot. Theol., 3rd ed.,
Leipzig 1904, XV, 50) represents (according to Friedrich and as probable only) the order of
derivation as: (1) An account contained in a MS. of the tenth century (Cod. Scorial. I, phi, 1, fol.
164 sqq.) ed. Friedrich in the "Sitzungsbericht der Münchener Akademie", (1896), 70-81; (2)
Photius, i-x; (3) George Monachos; (4) Peter the Abbot; (5) Zigabenus; (6) Pseudo-Photius, xxxvii; (7) Petrus Siculus.
Other sources are the Armenian bishop John Ozniensis [ed. by Aucher (Venice, 1834) and used
by Dollinger and Conybeare] and the "Key of Truth" [Mrkttschian in "Zeitschrift für
Kirchengeschichte", 1895, and Conybeare's edition, Armenian and English, with introduction and
notes (Oxford, 1898)].
Geiserik

29-11-06

De dorpspastoor schreef
Nog iets over uw vraag i.v.m. de Paulikanen voor Constantin van Mananalis. Het woord
Paulikanen is Armeens en kan twee dingen betekenen. Ofwel volgelingen van de één of andere
verachterlijke Paulus of gewoon viezerik. Omdat de Paulikanen vooral Paulus in ere hielden
dacht men dat de naam vooral het eerste zou betekenen. Petrus Siculus dacht hetzelfde. Velen
gaan er van uit dat Petrus Siculus de voorgeschiedenis van de Paulikanen probeerde te linken aan
andere ketterijen, met name de ketterij van Paulus van Samosata en die van de Manichese ketters.
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Vandaar de voorgeschiedenis. Anderen denken dat die linken echt zijn. De link met Paulus van
Samosata stelt ons voor problemen. Als de Paulikanen volgelingen van deze bisschop van
Antiochië waren, hoe komt het dan dat zij dualistisch waren? Paulus' opvattingen waren
adoptianistisch, terwijl die van de Paulikanen het tegenovergestelde, docetisch, waren. Er is als
antwoord geopperd dat de Paulikanen geen dualisten waren maar dat ze alleen maar zo benoemd
werden door hun vijanden. Ze waren dan maar adoptionisten en hadden niets te zien met de
dualisten in het westen, ik spreek over bij voorbeeld de Bogomilen. Deze mening stuit echter
weer op problemen, want de Griekse bronnen tonen wel duidelijk aan dat de Paulikanen
dualistisch waren. Dus, zo werd door weer een ander geopperd ontstond er in de tijd van Sergius
een schisma onder de Paulikanen, één groep bleef hetzelfde, een andere groep evolueerde naar
het dualisme. De Thondrakiërs zouden dan een overblijfsel van die eerste groep zijn en de
Paulikanen in Balkan een overblijfsel van die tweede groep. Knap gevonden oplossing, maar
ondertussen zijn er alweer talrijke bezwaren tegen ingebracht en lijkt de oplossing dus ontkracht
te zijn. Het onderwerp vergt een zeer verregaande bestudering
Geiserik

07-12-06

Eerst nu kwam ik op Internet het volgende boek tegen, waar Paulicianen kenners vaak naar
refereren en waar ook de eerste referentie naar de Bogomielen in Constantinopel in zou staan.
Anna Comnena: The Alexiad: Introduction and Preface by E.A. Dawes
(Zie https://sourcebooks.fordham.edu/basis/AnnaComnena-Alexiad-intro.asp en voor het boek zelf
https://sourcebooks.fordham.edu/basis/AnnaComnena-Alexiad00.asp.)
Zie hierin boek 7: Bij de oorlog met de Scythen is er een leider, genaamd Solomon, in het
Dacische legerdeel. [Nog niet echt gelezen.]
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