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e paper discusses documents that testify to the conjict between King Stefan Uro$
I and the Hungarians in the 1260s. Based on both an external angairnalysis of the
mentioned documents, it questions the generally accepted dating of the attaul OfdS
on Ma(Eva and proposes a new possibility.
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12 ~Quod cum Vros rex Servie in superbiam elevatus: se non solummodo a iurisdiccione nostra
retraxisset, imo ausu ductus temerario con—nia regni nostri per suas depredaciones destasset, d
guamplurima committendo, et nos ad sedandam sue superbie contumaciam eunpleam8tecormi
tem Posoniensem in capitaneum nostri exercitus pre—cientes, super ipsum misissiagyCdiex
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13+ .quod non solummodo exercitum ipsius Vros regis noster exercitus convicisset, et predam
innumerabilem accepisset, imo eciam ipsum Vros regem cum suis principibus captivasset et nostro
conspectui ducerent captivatos; et in signum triumphi vexillum eiusdem Vros regis ante aulam nostre
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auxilium karissimi nepotis nostri Bele ducis, contra Wros, regem Seruie, nostrum exercitum destinasse
mus..fejér Codex diplomaticus, 1V/3, 491-492.

18 - ut idem Michael in ipsa area certaminis, duos Barones, videlicet generum eiusdem Wros, et
—lium magistri tauarnicorum suorum, captiuass€ejéy Codex diplomaticugyV/3, 491; e« ,

- T . 202203. e o o f oo ete o ( N
€ee oo oo - I e - e e e ( ee o oo ,

,* € I I - e e - o o 800 e f . , o, e

1 f -0 o - a500. <eo, f -, 00 e Je ., e .
" T - IV e oo s . f oo s K T oo -, , 114 "132. 1€ , . -
,e ...,164-165, , ,, e eeeet i o o oo o0 T T S

€ , T e eOFfe e e o o o 00

19« ) € ,e e o eeQ «-.1269. ¢ ...datum per manus

magistri Demetru dilecti et —delis nostri, electi AlbenS|s etc aule nostre Noedta®a, Anno Domi
ni MCC. sexagesimo nono; quinto idus Aprilis. Regni autem nostri anno tricesimo deejépf-odex
diplomaticus, 1V/3, 493.
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+...datum per manus Magistri Benedicti, Orodiensis ecclesie Praepositi, aule nostre Vice-Cancellarii,
Dilecti et —delis nostri. Anno Domini Millesimo, ducentesimo, septuagesimo, Decimo septimo Kalendas
lulii, regni autem nostri anno primo£.
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28 + _Quod cum Nobiles et honesti viri, dilecti et —deies nostri, Comes Dominicus, et Magister
Michael, frater eiusdem, filii Comitis Petri, de genere Chak, regno et regie dignitati indicia deuote
—delitatis quampluries demonstrauerurfEefgr Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 238.

29 = Nec hoc pretermittimus, sicut eciam per nobiles et Barones nobis constitit, per nostrum re
gnum constitutos, quod Wros, rex Seruie, qui pro contumacia sue igngranpimpter deuastationem
terre de Macho, contra karissimum patrem nostrum Belam, inclytum Regem Hungarie insurgens, in suo
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7 +...quod cum magister Nicolaus filius comitis Marci de Scepus serviens Stephési comi
Posoniensis iudicis curie domine regine consortis nostre karissiNegyECodex diplomaticus patrius,
VIII, 96.
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ticus patrius, VIII, 96.

39 + _Stephani comitis Posoniensis..£, Zataegye torténete 51; +...et Stephano Comite-Poso
niensi ac Judice Curie domine RegiusVehizel Arpadkori (j okménytér, 156—158ZsoldosMagyaror
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non et nuncios regis Francié, sollennes et honestos; eadem eciam hora domina Constancia ducissa Gal
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diplomaticus patrius, VIII, 96-97.

41 Wenzel Arpadkori tj okménytar, 128—131, 136—139.
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ON THE TIME OF THE ATTACK OF KING UROS | ON MA/A
AND HIS CAPTURE

From King UroS I's ascent to the throne (1242/1243-1276) to the 1260s, Ser
bo-Hungarian relations were peaceful. e fact that the king was married te Hel
ena, daughter of John Angelos, lord of Syrmia, and Matilda of Vianden pyobabl
contributed to that. In addition, UroS, king of Serbia, and Béla IV, king of Hungary,
had clearly recognized a common enemy in John |ll Vatatzes, emperor of Nicaea.
However, this idyllic picture of neighborly relations changed already in the 1260s.
Five documents dated 8 April 1264 (publishers usually date it to 1268 or 1269) and
9 April 1269, 1270, 1271 or 1272 mention a conflict between King Uro$ and the
Hungarian army, with some of them describing King Uro$ I's incursion into MaEva
(Macg)). Although all scholars were well aware that the —rst of the mentiamed do
uments, dated 8 April 1264, was the original, both the Serbian and the Hungarian
historiography usually date it to 1268 or 1269 "based on the wider context of those
events and a comparative analysis with other charters£ no doubt the remaining four
documents. Consequently, they argue that King UroS§’'s conjict with the Hungarian
took place in 1268 during his incursion into MaEva (Lower Syrmia) and that he was
captured in the o"ensive.

An external and internal analysis of the —rst document reveals that the da-
ting of 8 April 1264 is incorrect, as well as that King Uro$ I's campaign happened in
early 1266 at the latest and that the document was probaitignain 1269. More
speci—cally, the scribe Demetrius, who wrote it, did not take the ogmepbsitus
until 1269, and the |upan Stephen of Pozsony mentioned in it is evidenced as being
in that position only from 1267. However, he could have already occupied it in 1266
given that the previous |upan of Pozsony County, Henrydz€gi (Heinrich Il von
Glns), is mentioned for the last time in that oZce in 1263 and is known to have
been imprisoned in 1265. «e charter, which awantsgisteNicholas for having
distinguished himself in the conjict with King UroS, clearly states that the attack
took place during a visit of the kings' daughters and their husbands, no doubt with
the objective of making peace between Béla IV and his son Stephen on 23 March
1266. ~at would suggest that Nicholas was awarded in 1269 for having taken part
in a conflict that happened in 1266. He was given the estate of Vrbica, which an
original document reports as being in the king's possession at the time and no lon
ger owned by Mika, |upan oféom, and his successors. e scribe was obviously
aware that he was recording past events, and so an original document bears an in
correct dating for unknown reasons, which is a rare occurrence indeed.

It is important to note that the document dated 9 April 1269 was in factincor
porated into a document issued on 13 July 1275. Also, from the text of the document
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of 13 July 1275, we learn we learn that Béla’'s diploma to the Czak brothers (sic!)
was lost and that Michael, one of the brothers, came to King Ladislaus IV to get the
previously granted privileges con—rmed. ¢e scribe of the 1275 document was again
Demetrius (now as aslectegbraepositus although he was certainly neither a chan
cellor nor apraepositust that time. It is possible that King Ladislaus 1V called him

in to write from memory the privilege extended to Michael Czaka (sic!), which he
dated 9 April 1269. Based on all of the above (the fact that the document is a copy
and that its contents seem dubious), | believe that it should not be taken into consid
eration when attempting to date King UroS’s attack on Ma(Eva.

The remaining three documents (from 1270, 1271, and 1272) are originals
issued by Béla's successors on the throne, primarily as privileges or con—rmations
granted to magnates who had distinguished themselves in battles, including those
against UroS. However, none of them specify when the attakkptace, but some
name Ma(Eva as the battleground and the persons imprisoned on that occasion.
So, the only reliable chronological evidence we have about the time of the Serbian
king’s attack is in the document incorrectly dated 8 April 1264 (instead of 1269),
meaning that the conjict between the Serbs and Hungarians in MaCEva happened in
1265/1266. «e king probably took advantage of King Béla’s vulnerability arer the
Battle of Isaszeg and attacked Ma(Eva no later than early 1266. «e peace between
father and son was short-lived, and the conjict is known to have continued until
Béla died in 1270. *e marriage between the Serbian king Dragutin and Catherine
of Hungary, daughter of Stephen V of Hungary, should also be seen in this context.
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