ADATOK A PULYKA KOLUMBUSZ ELOTTI
EUROPAI ELOFORDULASAHOZ

Bolkionyi Sandor és Janossy Dénes

A pulyka (Meleagris gallopave) 1.. az egyvetlen amerikai eredetii hézimadarunk.
Legkorabbi haziasitasinak idépontja nem ismeretes, az Amerikat felfedezé spanyo-
lok mindenesetre mar domesztikalt allapotban talaltik. Eurépaba valdé bekertilésé-
nek idépontjat a legtébb szerzd a XVI. sz. elejére teszi, igy pl. GANpERT (1953) szerint
1523 utan jutott be Dél-Eurépaba, majd innen Németorszagha. Ezzel szemben HankO
(1936) szerint mar a XV. sz. végén bekeriiltek Eurdpaba, elsésorban Spanyvolorszaghbs.
és altalaban a Foldkozi-tenger mellékére, majd a Kozel-Keletre, ahonnan a torokok
révén jutott el Magyvarorszagra is.

Az Eurépaba valo bekertilés idépontjanak a XV. sz. végére, ill. a XVI. sz. elejére
val6 helvezésével kapesolatban mar kordbban tébb szerzében kétségek meriiltek fel.
fgy pl. Hexyic (1940) szerint kétségtelen pulvkaabrazolast vélt felismerni a schle s-
wigi dém 1280 korili keltezésti allatfrizén. Hex~ic adatiat azonban STRESEMANN
(1940 és 1941) megcafolta, bebizonyitvan, hogy a kérdéses pulyvkakat a freskoét res-
tauralé festo festette oda. Hex~ic adatanal joval érdekesebb Kuenzi kdzlése (1939 ),
mely szerint 6 Svajebol a schwaniburgi varrombol (X111, szd. vége) egy tarsometatar-
sushol hatarozta meg a pulyvkat, melvnek el6fordulasat rejtélyesnek tartja. KUeNz:
adatat WURGLER ((1956) is atvette és a pulykat a svajei kozépkori gerinces fauna
tagjaként sorolja fel.

Jelen dolgozatunk keretében nem ohajtunk ebbe a problémakorbe
mélyebben belemenni, csupan a pulykidnak Amerika felfedezése elGtti
europai el6fordulisaval kapesolatban kivanunk néhdny tovabbi adatot
felhozni. Adataink koziil harom dbrazolas alapjan, egy csontlelet alapjan,
egy pedig okleveles adat révén mutatja ki a pulykat az Amerika felfede-
zése el6tti Europabol.

A X—XII. sz.-i alféldi temetdink sirjainak régészeti mellékletei
kézott eléggé gyakoriak a pecsétgytrik. Az ilyen pecsétgyiiriikon lathato
abrazolasokon gyakran szerepelnek
madarak, ezek koziil hirom esetben
olyan madar, melyet nagy valdszi-
ntiséggel pulykidnak tarthatunk.
Ilyen pecsétgytir( keriilt el6 a szen-
tes-szentlaszloi temetd 85. sirjabol
(SzéLL M. 1941), a tapé-malajdoki
B temet6 5. sirjabol (Szevr M. 1943)
és a tapémalajdoki temetd 25. sir-
jabol (Ery K. kézirat). Ezek az
’ ’ ’ L Ty
&bl‘f);zl(t)lasol’i rpeglc-_*llfft(’)sen €gyon- - 27, dbra. Pecsélgyliri, Szentes-Szentldszlé
tetie 3 eléggé primitiv (‘.]" de jol Fig. 21. Seal-ring from Szentes-Szent-
mutatjak a pulvka jellegzetes laszlo.
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fejalkatat és asérlebe-
nyét.
S Osteologiai alapon a
0 U budai varpalota dsatasa-

nak anyagabol hataroz-
/< haté meg a pul‘} ka. Itt
/ egy XIV. sz.-i réteghél

= (\UP 2. R. 585—995/
0,76—1,91 m) kerilt el6
egy tarsometatarsus. A

,'\4(,\

22. dabra. Pecsétgyiirid, Tdpé-Malajdok B. réteg, &111(‘1}"})('51 az emli-
Fig. 22. Seal-ring from Tdapé Malajdok B. tett csont elékerilt, za-

vartalan, korit pontosan
datalhaté kerdmiaanyag hatirozza meg. Az elékeriilt tarsometatarsus
jo nu',qidlmsl dllapottt (csupan a proximalis epiphysise sériilt kevéssé
meg), szine barnassiarga, szinében és anyagiban megegyezik a lelGhely
hasonld kora esontjaival (BUI\U\\ 1 1957 ). E plpthls -diaphysis-hatiran az
elesontosodas befejezédott, tehat kifejlett allatbol valo. Hossza 128 mm.
Ugyancsak a pul\ ka KorLumpusz el6tti f‘l]!()pcll el6fordulasara mutat
egy igen érdekes irdsos adat is. Csinkr D. (1883) irja, hogy MATvyAis
kirdly uralkodasanak végén (1490-ben halt meg) meg ak(uta. honositani
Magyarorszagon a pul\'l([n E célbol 1490-ben megkérte MarreoT, a
mllanm herceg magyarorszagi kovetét, hogy szamara a hercegtdl pulykdkat
és hozzijuk érto embert szerezzen. Ugy latszik azonban, hogy abban az
évben még nem kiildte el a herceg a kért pulyka-
kat, mert a herceg budai kivetének 1490 marciu-
saban irt levele (Nacy I.—NyAry A. I1877) sze-
rint a kirdly mar sirgette a tél miatt eddig el
nem kiildott pulykakat és a gondozasukhoz értd
embert. A kovet levelének idevonatkozd része
igy hangzik: ,,Ho excusato la Excellentia Vostra
appresso questo Signore Re non haverli fin qua
potuto mandare le galine de Indie, ne lo Bacho
marmoreo per la importunita de lo invero. La
Maesta Sua e rimasta satisfacta del passato, ma
prega la Excellentia Vostra, che non differisca
piu ad mandarli ne aspecti altra opportunita,
che de uno messo proprio, el quale messo vole
essere de qualita, che sappia governare le dicte
galine...” A kovet levelében a pulyka tehat , galine
de Indie” néven szerepel, mely név csakis erre a
fajra vonatkozhat, lévén a mai olasz nyelvben is
~gallo d’India” a pulyka neve. (India mind-
két kifejezésben Nyugat-Indiat, tehat Amerikat 23. dbra. Pulyka tarso-
jelenti.) Nem vonatkozhat a kivet levelében sze- "w’am"'s'“'gff! a,bb,;"dm DR
replé név a valéoban Indiabdol szarmazo hazi- e Paaliaes

tyakra, mert egyrészt azt Matyas idejében Irig. 23. Tamomeaii
2 BJ Y . of Turkey from the royal

nem kellett Magyarorszagon meghonositani, mivel palace of Budapest
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akkortajt mar szélesen elterjedt volt hazinkban, mésrészt pedigazért sem,
mert a hazityik nevében . India™ neve miarakkor sem szerepelt, mikor Euro-
paban még elég frissen bekeriilt 4llatnak szamitott, hanem inkabb a hézi-
tyuk f6 (‘limjc'viulm k, a perzsiknak a nevét haszniljik a tyuk mellék-
neveként. Igy pl. Aristopnanes ,perzsa madiar’-nak nevezi a tyukot
(Ganxpert 1953). Ugy latszik egy vhlu-m hogy a pulyka elsé magvar nevét
is az olaszb6l forditjik, mert 1603-ban grof Tuurzo SzaxiszLo egyik
ebédjének étlapjan .indiai tik ” néven szerepel (Rapvinszky 1893), HANKO
pedig ugyanilyven néven ismeri XV. sz. végi és XVI. sz. eleji oklevelekbdl.

Tehdt — mint fentebb lattuk — a pulyka Amerikabol vald bekeriilésé-
nek idépontja a fenti adatok alapjan bizonyos modositiasra szorul. Mivel
mar a Koruvmsusz el6tti id6bdl kimutathatoé Eurdpibol a pulyka, azt
kell feltételezniink, hogy valamilyen uton-mdédon mar koribban bekeriil-
hetett. Ennek feltételezésére Haxko adatait is feljogositanak. Hanko ezt
irja: , ... a pulykdt hamarosan athoztak onnan (ti. Amerikabol)
Eurdpaba. Itt legelGszor Sp.mvnlmsmtrhdn meg a Foldkozi-tenger part-
vidékén tenyésztették. Innen atterjedt a tenyésztése a keletre, ahonnan
aztan indiai tyuk neve alatt jutott el mihozzank is a torokok révén és a
XV. szazad végén, a XVI. szazad elején mar gyakran szerepel régi leve-
leinkben.” Ezzel kapesolatban azt kell higyjik, hogy az Amerika fel-
fedezése és a XV. sz. vége kozott eltelt 8 év (feltéve, hogy KoLumBusz
elsé utja utin rogton bekeriilt Eurépaba a pulyka) tal rovid id6 dhh()Z
hog} egy 0j haziallatfaj ilyen szélesen elterjedjen, tehit a pulyka XV,
végi emlitése okvetleniil kordbbi behozatalra utal. LegdéntSbb bizony 1191\
azonban a MAryAs udvaraban tartézkodd milindéi kovet itt emlitett
levele, melyet kétségkiviil még Matyas életében irt, a kiraly pedig két
évvel Amerika felfedezése el6tt halt meg.
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Data abouth the Occeurrence of the Turkey in Europe -
before the time of Coloumbus

by S. Bokinyi and D. Jdnossy

The Turkey ( Meleayris gallopave 1..) is our only domesticated bird of American
origin. The earliest date ol its domestication is not known; the Spanish explorers
of America have, at any rate, found it already in a domesticated state there. The
date of its importation to Europe has been put by most authors to the beginning of
the XVI-th century, so e. g. according to GANDERT (195. 3 ) it arrived to Southern
Europe after 1523 and from there to Germany. In opposition to this HanNkO (1936 )
affirms that they arrived to Europe already at the end of the XV-th century, first
to Spain and in general to the shores of the Mediterranean Sea, then to the Near East,
trom where the Turks brought it to Hungary.

As for putting the date of their arrival to Europe to the end of the XV-th, respeeti-
vely the beginning of the XVI-th century, several authors have for some time already
raised doubts about the accuracy of this date. So for instance according to HENNIG
(1940 ), he thought to have recognized, without any doubt, the image of a Turkey
on the animal-friezed of the Dome of Schleswig, dated about 1280. But this date of
Hen~1Gc has been refuted by StrEsemann (1946 and 1941), who proved that the
Turkeys in question had bc‘r,‘n painted there by the restorer of these frescoes. Much
more interesting than HENNIG's is the communication of KU ENzI (1939 ) according to
which he determines the Turkey from a tarsometatarsus found in the ruins of the

Castle of Schwaniburg, Sw itzerland (end of XIII-th century), the occurrence of
whir-h he considers mysterious. The datum of Kt e~z1 was adopted by WURGLER (1956 )
too, who registers the Turkey amongst the vertebrate fauna of Mediaeval Switzerland.

We do not wish, in the frame of our present paper, to enter deeper into these
problems; we just want to register a few further data concerning the European oceur-
rence of the Turkey, previously to the discovery of America. Amongst our data
proving the occurrence of the Turkey in Europe previously to the discovery of America,
three are based on images, one on an osteological found and one on an evidence
from a document.

Amongst the archaeological annexes of the graves of the X-th — XIII-th century
of the Great Hungarian Plain, the signet-rings are fairly frequent. On the images
found on these rings we frequently find effigies of birds, of which, in three cases,
the bird may be taken, with great probability, for a Turkey. Such a signet-ring came
from the grave Nr. 85 of the cemetary of Szentes-Szentlaszo6 (SzivL M., 1947) ( figure 24 ),
from the grave Nr. 5 of the cemetary B of Tapé-malajdok (Szerr M., 1943 ) ( figure 245 )
and from the grave Nr. 25 of Tapé-malajdok (Ery K, manuscript ). These images are
fairly conform, rather primitive, but they show the characteristic form of the head
of the Turkey and the piece of bare skin well, that is hanging down beside the bill.

On Of-.toologl( al base the Turkey may be determined from the excavation of the
Royal Castle of Buda. Here a tarsometatarsus (figure 26 ) came from a stratum of
the XIV-th century (NUP 2. R. 585—995/0,76—1,91 m). The stratum, from which
this bone came, is undisturbed and its age is defined by the ceramic material having an
exactly definable date. The found tarsometatarsus is in a well-conserved state (it is
only its proximalis epiphysis which shows a slight lesion) its ecolour is brownish-
vellow and concerning its colour and material it is conform with the other hones of the
same age and of the same locality (Bokionyi, 7957 ). On the limit of Epiphysis-diaphysis
the osteization is completed, so it is from a developed animal. Its length is 128 mm.

Another very interesting written evidence attests the pre-columbian occurrence
of the Turkey in Europe. D. CsAnk1 (1883 ) writes, that at the end of his reign King
MatniAs (died 1490 ) wanted to acclimatize the Turkey in Hungary. With this aim
in view he asked in 1490 MA¥rEo0, envoy of the Duke of Milano in Flungary, that he
should get for him, from the Duko Turkeys and a man who knows how to handle
them. Tts seems, however, that the Duke did not send the Turkeys that vear, because
according to the letter of the envoy, written to the Duke in March 1490 (I. Nacy—

A. Nvirv, 1877) the King had urged the Turkeys and the expert, who — owing to
the winter — had not been sent yet. The relative part of the envoy’s letter runs as

follows:
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,,Ho excusato la Excellentia Vostra appresso questo Signore Re non haverli fin
qua potuto mandare le galine de Indie, ne lo Bacho marmoreo per la importunita
de lo inverno. La Maesta Sua e rimasta satisfacta del passato, ma prega la Excellentia
Vostra, che non differisca pit ad mandarli ne aspecti altra opportunita, che de uno
messo proprio, el quale messo vole essere de qualita, che sappia governare le dicte
galine . . .”

So in the letter of the envoy the Turkey is mentioned as ,,galine de Indie”, which
can mean only this species, as in the actual Italian language the name of the Turkey
is also ,,gallo d’'India”. (India means in both expressions Western-India, that means
America.) The name in the envoy’s letter cannot refer to the House-Poultry, really
of Indian Origin, partly because this had not to be acclimatized in the times of King
MAaTHIAS, as it was then already widely spread in Hungary, and partly because the
name of India played no role in the name of the Poultry, not even when it was freshly
imported to Europe; as an adjective of the Hen the name of Persia was used then, as
the Persians were the principal propagators of the Poultry. So for instance Aristo-
PHANES calls the Hen ,,Persian bird” (GAxpERT, 1953). Besides, it seems that the first
Hungarian name of the Turkey was translated from Italian, as on the Menu-card of
one of the dinners of Count StanisLas Tuurzd (1603 ) it is mentioned as ,,Indian
Hen” (RapvAnszky, 1893), and Hankd knows it under the same name from the
diplomes of the end of the XV-th and the beginning of the XVI-th century.

So — as we have seen above — the date of the importation of the Turkey from
America has, on base of the above data, to suffer some alterations. As the Turkey can
be traced in Europe in the times before Colombus, we must suppose, that it has been
imported by some other ways, before that date. Hanké's data also support this
supposition. HANKO writes: ,,. .. the Turkey has been soon imported from there (i. e.
America) to Europe. Here it was first bred in Spain and on the shores of the Mediter-
ranean Sea. From here its breeding spread to the East, from where it came to us, by
the Turks, towards the end of the XV-th century; at the beginning of the XVI-th
century we already frequently find it mentioned in our old letters.” In connection
with this we have to believe that the 8 years between the discovery of America and the

end of the XV-th century — supposing that the Turkey came to Europe immediately
after the first journey of CorLumpus — was too short a time for the wide spreading

of a new species of a domestic animal, consequently the mentioning of the Turkey
from the end of the XV-th century points at any rate to an earlier import. But the
most decisive proof is the quoted letter of the envoy at King MaTuias’ court, which

he wrote undoubtedly during the lifetime of the King, and the King died two years
before the discovery of America.



