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The war between khan Tokhta (1291–1312) and his cousin Nogai, leader of 

the right wing of the Golden Horde, was undoubtedly the bloodiest and the most 
devastating conflict in the early history of the Juchids. Therefore, it is no surprise 
that the causes of this conflict that took place at the very end of the thirteenth cen-
tury, as well as the course of the war and its consequences, were analyzed by a 
number of researchers [3, p. 177–184; 6, p. 131–141; 11, p. 65–71; 18, p. 246–253; 
22, p. 231–249; 28, p. 157–163; 47, p. 74–77; 51, p. 88–98; 52, p. 185–189]. The 
source materials referring to the clashes between Tokhta and Nogai are relatively 
rich. Their conflict was described in detail in the voluminous chronicle of Mamluk 
writer Baybars al-Manṣūrī [5, p. 100–108, 111; 21, p. 110–119, 122–123] and also 
by Persian writer Rashīd al-Dīn Hamadānī [16, p. 84–87]. Some useful information 
is supplanted by several Arabic writers, among them Shihab al-Din al-Nuwayri [5, 
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p. 128–132; 21, p. 158–162], and al-Muffadal [5, p. 153–154; 21, p, 195–196]; 
these events were also briefly recorded in Russian chronicles [12, p. 169, 172]. 
Finally, there are reports written by the contemporaries in the Christian Europe that 
include Byzantine, South Slavic, Latin and Old French texts. These sources provide 
only fragmentary picture of the conflict, but their value should not be underesti-
mated. Namely, they offer the possibility to critically assess how the Christian con-
temporaries looked upon the turbulent events in the Pontic Steppes and to assess 
their attitude towards the Golden Horde. 

 
* * * 

 
Before we turn our attention to the echoes of the internal Juchid war, it is nec-

essary to summarize its key points. The discord between the two leaders became 
apparent not long after Tokhta ascended to the throne of the Golden Horde in 1291, 
with the support of Nogai, who in the previous two decades gradually emerged as 
the most powerful regional lord in the Juchid lands. As early as in 1293/94, the two 
leaders lent their support to various, mutually conflicting political factions in the 
Russian lands. As a consequence of the punitive expedition against the prince 
Dmitry Alexandrovich led by his trustworthy general Tudan (Dyuden), Tokhta 
managed to suppress the influence of his cousin among the princes of the Nothern 
Rus’ [3, p. 120–125; 4, p. 144–148; 13, p. 82–83; 14, p. 32; 16, p. 345–346]. It was 
a heavy blow for Nogai and it did not take long before his reaction ensued. Around 
1296 he sent his sons to take control of the lands lying between Dnieper and Don 
and to extend his territory at the expense of the khan’s possessions [16, p. 84–85]. 
Approximately at the same time Nogai’s emissions of coins, bearing the attributes 
of the khan’s power, and manifesting his formal independence from the Juchid 
ulus, appeared [10, p. 625–626; 14, p. 35–36; 19, p. 76–79; 20, p. 17–19; 43, p. 
245–258]. Soon, several prominent Tatar aristocrats abandoned Tokhta and joined 
Nogai, and when the latter blatantly rejected the khan’s request to hand them over, 
the refusal served as the pretext of the war [5, p. 100; 21, p. 110]. 

Until that moment it became obvious that the conflict would not be resolved 
peacefully. Both sides were prepared for the war that was about to take place. The 
two commanders gathered their forces and their armies met in the late 1297, proba-
bly on the banks of Aksay, backwater of the Lower Don [6, p. 134]. Although nu-
merically inferior, Nogai’s army managed to inflict a crushing blow to the enemy 
[5, p. 101, 129, 308; 21, p. 111, 159, 435–436]. However, the old leader was un-
willing, or rather unable to exploit the victory on the battlefield to the full extent. 
Instead of pressing the enemy, he turned his attention to Crimea, in an attempt ex-
tinguish Tokhta’s influence in the peninsula. It is possible that this Nogai’s move 
was motivated by his alliance with Venice, who was at the simultaneous war with 
their traditional adversary Genoa, inclined to the khan.  

Be that as it may, it turned out that Nogai’s plans suffered an initial setback. His 
grandson was killed in the city of Caffa when he tried to collect the tribute from its 
citizens. Consequently, during the 1298, Nogai sent a punitive expedition to the pen-
insula and his forces took control of this port, and subjugated several other Crimean 
cities with force [5, p. 101, 153, 272–273; 21, p. 111–112, 195, 382]. Thus, Nogai 
managed to establish the control over the strategically vital region, but that success 
came with a price. Besides the exhaustion of his army, at that time the first signs of 
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rupture appeared within it. Detachments, led by three sons of Tatar general Kurmishi, 
whose possessions lied on the right bank of the Lower Dnieper, rebelled against him. 
Their uprising was crushed in blood due to the joint efforts of three energetic Nogai’s 
sons, but it did not stop the further scattering of his army [5, p. 101–102; 21, p. 112–
113]. Soon, several of his commanders decided to switch sides in secret and to join 
Tokhta, allegedly with 30,000 men [5, p. 102; 17, p. 85; 21, p. 113]. The provided 
figures are doubtful, but their desertion evidently weakened Nogai’s military power 
to a significant extent. Simoultaneously, the old commander tried in vain to secure 
the support of Ilkhanid ruler Gazan, but the khan of the Mongols in Persia was reluc-
tant to meddle into the internal war between his distant cousins. Eventually, contrary 
to Nogai’s expectations, he made a non-agression pact with Tokhta [5, p. 153; 16, p. 
86–87; 21, p. 196]. 

In such a way the khan managed to prevent the forming of potential coalition 
against him and the initiative passed into his hands. He again gathered his army, 
attaching to it also the detachments positioned in the Caucasian border, which 
guarded the passages towards Ilkhanid lands. In late 1299, he launched an attack 
deep within Nogai’s territories. The opponent, aware of his numerical inferiority 
was forced to retreat, but he could not avoid the decisive battle. It probably took 
place on the banks of the river Cogîlnic (Kogylnik) in Moldova at the very end of 
1299 or in early 1300 [17, p. 92; 26, p. 163; cf. 2. p. 356; 14, p. 36]. The outcome 
was Nogai’s complete defeat. The old commander was slain by a Russian horse-
man from Tokhta’s army, many of his men fell in the battle, and multitude was 
captured and later sold into slavery. However, Nogai’s sons Chaka, Theka and 
Turai with minor part of their father’s force managed to escape from the battlefield. 
Although only a fraction of once formidable Nogai’s army survived the slaughter, 
the resistance and the struggle among the Juchids continued for two more years, 
before his sons disappeared from the historical stage and Tokhta finally succeeded 
to establish his control in the territories ruled by his deceased opponent. As a con-
sequence of the war tribulations, hunger and mass emigrations of Nogai’s subjects 
to the neighboring lands, the Pontic Steppes were depopulated to a high extent [5, 
p. 103–104, 111; 6, p. 141–147; 21, p. 114–115, 122; 28, p. 259–263; 50, p. 65–80; 
51, p. 91–98].  

 
* * * 

 
Many of the former Nogai’s subjects and his comrades in arms found refuge in 

the Balkans. It was not a coincidence. During his turbulent career, Nogai managed 
to gradually build his sphere of influence in the region, and to establish himself as 
an undisputed arbiter in the mutual squabbles of the states in southeastern Europe. 
Initially, he meddled in the Balkan affairs in the capacity of a trustworthy ally of 
the Byzantine emperor Michael VIII Paleologos (1258–1282), whose illegitimate 
daughter Euphrosyne he married around 1273 [9, p. 124; 22, p. 138–139, cf. 50, 
p. 79]. The alliance lasted approximately a decade and during that time the Tatars 
proved to be of invaluable help in the Byzantine attempts to curb the threat from 
neighboring Bulgaria. After the death of his father-in-law, Nogai changed his ap-
proach. He became undisputed master of the Danube delta and he brought the Bul-
garian lands, at the time divided between the two states – the Empire of Tarnovo 
and Principality of Vidin, under his control. Eventually, he also managed to obtain 
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the acceptance of his suzerainty from Serbian king Stephen Uroš II Milutin 
(1293/94) [22, p. 219–224] It took place exactly at the time when the discord be-
tween him and Tokhta became apparent. Nogai’s Tatars carried several attacks on 
the Byzantine possessions in Thrace in 1285, 1292 and finally in 1297, but the 
threat stopped only after the war in the steppes broke out [22, p. 195–198, 210–
211, 225–226; 50, p. 80–88]. 

It may be argued that the most important source about the Byzantine relations 
with the Tatars of the Golden Horde is historical work of George Pachymeres 
(1242–1310). Highly educated man and holder of high public offices in Constanti-
nople, he composed his ‘Historical writings’ at the end of the first decade of the 
fourteenth century [30, p. 77–82; 39, p. 288–291]. However, although Pachymeres 
dedicated his attention to the topics such as the establishment of Nogai in the 
Pontic steppes and internal conditions in the Golden Horde during the second half 
of the thirteenth century, the report about the internal war between the Juchids in 
his work is conspicuously short:  

 
‘[...] such were the conditions for a while, and Nogai was taking pride 
in his marital alliance with the emperor. After many [Tatars], who had 
the power by their birthright, were removed, only Tuctais [Tokhta] 
remained. He attacked Nogai, who was in old age. During the vigor-
ous attack he overwhelmed him and Nogai was slain. A separate story 
is necessary, told in an extraordinary language, to tell all that had hap-
pened after that war, about the turmoil in that region, how the entire 
land was deserted and people put to death, and how those who were 
saved moved out from there and came here, as well as how the entire 
cargo on the ships was made of human beings’ [31, p. 289–290]. 

 
Despite the fact that Pachymeres deliberately omitted to narrate the course of 

the war, there is no doubt that he was well informed about it. He had some infor-
mation about the enthronement of Tokhta in 1291 and he was aware that Nogai was 
old, which is also mentioned by some oriental sources [5, p. 103, 129; 21, p. 114, 
159–160], In the continuation of his work, the Byzantine writer dedicated more 
attention to Nogai’s oldest son Chaka and his flight to Bulgaria, where he was 
eventually slain by his brother-in-law, Bulgarian ruler Theodore Svetoslav in 1301 
[8, p. 27–33; 31, p. 289–290]. He also described in detail the migrations of a large 
group of sixteen thousand Alans, able-bodied men and their families, from Nogai’s 
lands to Byzantiumс [31, p. 336–339]. Obviously, Pachymeres expressed stronger 
interest to the episodes that had direct influence and stronger importance for the 
Byzantine Empire than to the war itself. 

No Bulgarian narratives of the era were preserved, but an important south 
Slavic text dealing with the war exists. Namely, the events are recorded in the life 
of Serbian king Stephen Uroš II Milutin (1282–1321), written by his contemporary 
archbishop Danilo II [23, p. 102]. Danilo’s biography of the king was composed 
between 1324 and 1337, as part of the larger work – so-called ‘Compendium of 
lives of Serbian kings and archbishops’. It contains important notices about the 
participation of Tatars in the events that shaped the destiny of the Balkans and 
Danubian region during the last decade of the thirteenth century, as seen from the 
perspective of the Serbian royal court. After Danilo described how king Milutin 
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acknowledged Nogai’s supremacy and sent his son and successor Stephen as a 
hostage to the Tatar leader [1, p. 120–122], he related how Milutin’s son: 

 
‘[…]spent a lot of time in the court of unlawful Tatar Tsar Nogai. No 
one has told him to return to his fatherland, but good God, who cares 
for all of us, returned this young man unharmed to his father. After his 
departure a little time had passed, and the devil, unable to do any harm 
to the pious king [Milutin], wanted to be cheered by their deaths, and 
to look how they mutually devour themselves. Therefore, he aroused 
murdering hatred in them; one, who bore a powerful name among the-
se Tatars, revolted with all his powers and came upon that wicked 
Tsar Nogai, who himself boasted against the state of the pious king. 
There was a great war between them and the bloodshed; he killed him 
[Nogai] with his own weapon and took his throne. Since then, a dis-
sension among them [the Tatars] continued, and they began to exter-
minate themselves’ [1, p. 122]. 

 
Similarly to Pachymeres, the Serbian writer was not concerned so much with 

the course of the war. He was more focused on the demise of Nogai, who was pre-
viously a formidable opponent of his king, and on the direct consequences of the 
conflict that led to the disappearance of the Tatar political influence in Serbian 
lands. The conclusion of his report reveals that he was undoubtedly familiar with 
the internal struggles that took place after the death of Nogai between his descend-
ants. Considering the important role that Nogai played during his lifetime in south-
east Europe, it is not surprising that the crisis in the Pontic steppes was closely 
followed in the Balkans and that the war sparked the interest of the local historians 
to record its outcome. 

 
* * * 

 
At first glance, it may seem that the chroniclers in western Europe skipped the 

internal conflict between the Juchids altogether. The reason for this did not lie in 
the lack of interest to the Chingisid world. Quite the contrary, around 1300, Roman 
Catholic world was full of hopes in the establishment of the alliance with the 
Ilkhanids, aimed at the reconquest of Jerusalem [45, p. 805–819], but in such a 
climate, unlike the affairs in Palestine, the events in the Golden Horde passed rela-
tively unnoticed. There is, however, one notable exception. Among the western 
writers who dedicated their attention to the Mongol world was a disciple and con-
fidant of St. Thomas Aquinas, named Bartolomeo Fiadóni, and better known as 
Bartholomew of Lucca or Tolomeo da Lucca (ca. 1236–1327). He wrote two im-
portant historical works – ‘The Annals’, written around 1308, and ‘The New 
Church History’, composed ca.1315. In both of them, Bartholomeo provided a 
short, but vivid description of the war between Nogai and Tokhta [46, p. 302–309]:  

 
‘In the year 1301 [sic!] one of the lords of the Tatars, the emperor 
named Theca [Tokhta], a good man who did many favors to the Chris-
tians, attacked the other, emperor Nocha [Nogai], who was the worst 
sorcerer and persecutor of all the good things, and destroyed him 
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completely. And so, he became the lord in the North, Asia and in the 
eastern lands’ [48, p. 237; 49, p. 646]. 
 

The year 1301 is obvious chronological mistake, but it may be easily ex-
plained, considering that the news about the Nogai’s ultimate defeat and death in 
the Pontic Steppes probably reached western Europe with some delay. The more 
important is the author’s positive view of the legitimate khan of the Golden Horde 
and open indignation towards his opponent. It undoubtedly reflects the stance of 
the influential circles of the Roman Catholic church. Despite the fact that 
Bartolomeo’s source of the information is unknown, its origin may be suggested. 
Namely, it needs to be borne in mind that it was the Franciscan missionaries in 
Crimea and the Danube delta who served as the most trustworthy carriers of the 
news from the Golden Horde to the West. Both of the Juchid leaders had close 
contacts with the mendicants. At the height of his career, Nogai welcomed Francis-
cans in his lands and his chief wife Yaylak or Baylak-khatun (called Alakha by 
Pachymeres) was baptized by them during her stay in Crimea in 1286/87 [24, 
p. 193–199; 32, p. 444–445; 39, p. 157–162]. In the beginning of the fourteenth 
century the activities of the Franciscan mission reached its apogee under Tokhta’s 
patronage. Moreover, according to a letter of the Franciscans from Crimea in 1323, 
written a decade after the khan’s death, he was so inclined towards the mendicants 
that he allegedly agreed to be baptized, or, according to their own words: ‘[...] the 
lately deceased Emperor [the khan] died a Christian, leaving behind him also three 
sons who were Christians’ [33, p. 170–175; 35, p. 336–346; 45, p. 308].  

There is no preserved Franciscan correspondence, directly related to the con-
flict between Tokhta and Nogai. It is, however, noteworthy that celebrated John of 
Montecorvino (1246–1328), the Franciscan who was ordained as the first Roman 
Catholic archbishop of Khanbaliq, made a striking reference to it. In one of his 
letters, sent to the pope in 1305, while discussing the routes from Europe to the Far 
East Montecorvino wrote: 

 
‘As to the road: I report that the way by the land of Cothay [Tokhta], 
the emperor of the Northern Tartars, is safer and more secure, so that, 
travelling with envoys, they might be able to arrive within five or six 
months. The other route is longer and more perilous since it involves 
two sea voyages […], but the first mentioned route was not safe for a 
long time on account of the wars, and for twelve years I have not re-
ceived news of the Roman Curia, and of our Order and of the state of 
the affairs in the West’ [29, p. 226; 53, p. 349; 54, p. 48–49]. 
 

In another letter, written in the next year, Montecorvino mentioned that: ‘[…] 
a friend of ours, who was among the companions of the Lord Cothay [Tokhta] 
chan, came to the Lord chan of Cathay…’ [29, p. 228; 53, p. 351; 54, p. 52]. These 
words reveal the hitherto unknown Montecorvino’s informant about the Juchid 
affairs during his residence in China, and may serve as an important indication of 
the status of the Franciscans within the inner circles of the Juchid elite in Saray at 
the beginning of the fourteenth century.  
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* * * 
 

The notices about the events in the Golden Horde did not reach the West only 
through the missionary channels. There were other mediums of information, and 
other travelers and adventurers, experienced in the eastern affairs. Among them, 
the prominent place belongs to a noblemen and historian from Armenia Minor, 
named Hayton (Het’um) of Corycos, a member of Armenian royal house of 
Het'umids. At the end of the thirteenth century, he traveled to France where he 
stayed several years and joined Premonstratensian order. In 1307, while residing in 
Poitiers, Hayton dictated his famous work ‘Flower of the Histories of the East’ to 
his secretary Nicholas Faulcon, who wrote it in Old French, and simultaneously 
translated it into Latin. In his work, whose aim was to promote the Frankish–
Mongol alliance in the Levant [7, p. 343–360; 27, p. 67–84], Hayton did not omit 
to discuss the internal conditions in the Golden Horde:  

 
‘Tochtay [in the French text Tocthaï], king of the Tatars, has his pow-
er in the realm of Komania, in the city of Sera [Saray]. He is able to 
gather 600,000 warriors. His men are not as brave as those of Chapar 
[Lord of the Chagataids, son of Khaidu], but they possess better hors-
es. Sometimes they wage a war against the people of Carbanda 
[Öljaitü, ruler of the Ilkhanids, 1304–1316], sometimes against the 
Kingdom of Hungary, and sometimes they fight between themselves. 
Currently, Tochtay holds his dominion in peace’ [36, p. 215, 335].  
 

While Hayton left the recent events in the Pontic steppes on the margins of his 
work, except the allusion in the last two sentences of the quoted passage, it was 
another celebrated traveler, Venetian Marco Polo (1254–1324), who provided the 
most detailed account in the Christian world about the war between Nogai and 
Tokhta. It is presented in the final chapters of Polo’s travels, dealing with the histo-
ry of the Juchids and with the exception of the Tuscan redaction, composed in 1309 
[41], it appears in most of its early manuscripts.  

There is no need to underline here that this segment of Polo’s text is not a 
proper historical account. Descriptions of several battles between the various fac-
tions in the Chingisid world, prominent in the Venetian’s ‘Travels’ – those between 
khan Kublai and his opponent Naian, between Berke and Hülegü in the first 
Juchid–Ilkhanid conflict, as well as the first battle between Tokhta and Nogai – 
were shaped according to the narratives present in the European literature of that 
era. It was much due to the influence of the Venetian’s co-author, Rustichello da 
Pisa, writer of several chivalric romances, who shared the living quarters in the 
Genose Prison with Marco [34, p. 133–143; 38, p. 84–85; 44, p. 157–187].  

Moreover, Polo’s account of Juchid history is full of factual mistakes. Accord-
ing to him, khan Möngke Temür (1267–1282) was succeeded by Töle Bugha 
(1286/7–1291). Khan Töda Möngke (1282–1286/7), who in reality reigned be-
tween them, was, according to the Venetian, ‘a very powerful man, who killed 
Tolobuga [Töle Bugha] with the evil help of another king of the Tartars whose 
name was Nogai… He reigned a while and not long; and then Totamongu [Töda 
Möngke] died, and Toctai who was a very wise and prudent man had the rule and 
was chosen for lord’ [25, p. 402; 42, p. 483]. In addition to this conspicuous mis-
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take with respect to the relative chronology of the reigns of Juchid rulers, Marco 
Polo wrote that it was the two sons of Tolobuga, who wanted to avenge their father 
and asked Tokhta for help against Nogai, that provoked the war. The motive is, no 
need to emphasize, unhistorical. 

Finally, it is important to note that the Venetian’s account of the internal 
Juchid war is incomplete. It ends with the battle in which Nogai was triumphant. 
Being captured by the Genoese, probably in the battle of Kurzola (modern island of 
Korčula) in 1298, Polo did not know about its final outcome at the time when the 
earliest version of his ‘Travels’ was composed. Nonetheless, his account contains 
some valuable and intriguing information with respect to the place of the first battle 
between Nogai and Tokhta and the numbers of the engaged forces. According to 
the Venetian, the battle took place when ‘both these kings came into this plain of 
Nerghi where they stopped for ten days so as to prepare themselves and to be fresh 
and rested on the day of the battle’ [25, p. 405; 42, p. 486; cf. 28, p. 252; 52, 
p. 187–188]. As for the size of the armies, it is mentioned that ‘the king Toctai 
made twenty battalions and put a good leader and good captain in each, and the 
king Nogai made fifteen battalions because in each he put 10.000 horsemen, and he 
put there a good captain and good leader’ [25, p. 406; 42, p. 487]. These numbers 
are undoubtedly exaggerated, but they correspond to those provided by the oriental 
sources. According to Baybars al-Manṣūrī, Nogai had 200.000 horsemen, while 
Rashīd al-Dīn mentions that he had at his disposal 30 units of 10.000 men. Marco 
Polo (or his coauthor) also added a figure of 60.000 soldiers slain in the battle [25, 
p. 408; 42, p. 489]. The number is also just an invention, but oriental sources also 
record that the losses were great on both sides [5, p. 308; 21, p. 435–436]. 

Polo’s account abruptly stops after the description of Nogai’s victory. Subse-
quent events that led to the disaster of the old commander and his army, although 
not mentioned in the early versions of Polo’s ‘Travels’, are described in the so-
called Latin manuscript Z, written in the fifteenth century by an unknown hand and 
kept in Toledo [37, p. 456–463]. It is difficult to say whether its compiler relied on 
a written source when he added some of the following details, or just attempted to 
logically concluded Polo’s narrative, but it is certain that demise of Nogai at the 
hands of his enemy was known to him: 

 
‘[…] in this action the king Toctai did not gather the whole force 
which he could, for he fully believed he would defeat Nogai with the 
people whom he had collected, since Nogai had come to the battle 
with one quarter fewer people than he. But yet, as you have heard, be-
cause the people of Nogai were more valiant and tried in the use of 
arms than the people of Toctai, so king Toctai succumbed in the battle 
and the conflict overwhelmed him. And therefore afterwards king 
Toctai gathered his whole force together and rose up manfully against 
king Nogai and defeated and killed him and his four sons [sic!], who 
were very valiant and tried men. And so vengeance was done for the 
death of Tolobuga’ [25, p. 408; 42, p. 489]. 
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* * * 
 

The sources described and analyzed on the previous pages are all mutually in-
dependent, emerging from the various authors of different background. However, it 
is important to note that the Byzantine official, the Serbian Archbishop, the Italian 
cleric and Armenian and Venetian traveler, were contemporaries of the war be-
tween Nogai and Tokhta. All of them composed their works in the first decades of 
the fourteenth century and their accounts contain some striking parallels. Namely, 
the writers did not express interest in the origin of the conflict, or provided longer 
report about it, with the notable exception of Marco Polo (and Rustichello da Pisa). 
Archbishop Danilo and Bartolomeo Fiadóni, the writers who descended from the 
highest circles of Orthodox and Roman Catholic Church, expressed open enmity to 
Nogai, while Pachymeres and Marco Polo took more neutral stance. Unlike the 
authors in western Europe, the contemporaries in the Balkans were more familiar 
with the tragic consequences of the war that affected their lands – the depopulation 
of the Pontic Steppes, starvation and mass emigration of Nogai’s former subjects. 
On the basis of these four texts, as well as allusions preserved in the writings of 
Montecorvino and Hayton the Armenian, it may be concluded that, despite the 
scanty notices preserved in the sources, the rumors about the internal struggles in 
the Golden Horde at the turn of the centuries were well known throughout Europe 
and that they reached the remotest parts of the Christian world. 
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Цель исследования: статья посвящена анализу отображений войны (1297–1300 гг.) 
между ханом Токтой и его старшим кузеном Ногаем в христианском мире. Кроме пре-
доставления общего обзора конфликта, его политического фона, военных действий и 
географического расположения, текст посвящен различным европейским и христиан-
ским синхронным источникам, в которых уделялось должное внимание этой войне. 
Хотя эти источники содержат лишь фрагментарные известия о конфликте, они дают 
возможность критически оценить, как христиане-современники воспринимали бурные 
события в Понтийских степях, и насколько они с ними были знакомы. 

Материалы исследования: синхронные источники, в основном тексты, написан-
ные византийским историком Георгием Пахимером, сербским архиепископом Дани-
ло II, итальянским клириком Бартоломео Фиадони, его соотечественником франци-
сканцем Иоанном Монтекорвино, натурализованным французом армянского проис-
хождения Хетумом из Корикоса (Хетум Патмич), а также венецианским путешест-
венником Марко Поло. 

Результаты и научная новизна: анализ источников показывает, что они, несмот-
ря на разное происхождение их авторов, содержат некоторые общие черты относи-
тельно турбулентных событий в Золотой Орде. На основе их сообщений можно сде-
лать вывод, что ключевые моменты и основные события этой войны, оказавшей 
сильное влияние на историю Золотой Орды, а также ее последствия, были хорошо 
известны на Балканах и в несколько меньшей степени в Западной Европе. Более того, 
они показывают, что слухи об этих событиях достигли самых отдаленных частей 
христианского мира. 

Ключевые слова: Ногай, Токта, христианский мир, Георгий Пахимер, архиепи-
скоп Данило II, Бартоломео Фиадони (Птоломей из Лукки), Марко Поло, 13–14 века 
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