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14 Š�
�• , � �•��•��• ��••• �, 31.
15 Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, IV/3, 490–493. �. �
�••
•�� 	���•� �
•
••, Az Árpád-házi 

királyok, 489–490.
16 � 

­� ��••�•­� �…�, •��� ��••�•­� � ��ƒ��­� �…�, •�••�	��� ��€ 
, � ��
, …
��
 

���†� 

­
 IV, ��� , 465   � 466 (ñ. 
���­�); ‰�••� , ��••�	��� � ���� �, 73–74. 
17 ÷...Hinc est, quod cum nos pro contumacia, ac propter deuastationem terre de Mocho, in 

auxilium karissimi nepotis nostri Bele ducis, contra Wros, regem Seruie, nostrum exercitum destinasse-
mus...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, IV/3, 491–492.

18 ÷..ut idem Michael in ipsa area certaminis, duos Barones, videlicet generum eiusdem Wros, et 
—lium magistri tauarnicorum suorum, captiuasset...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, IV/3, 491; ���
	��•�• , 
�� ­� „
 ���† ���•,  202� 203. ��„ •��•��
� ��•• „
 ��� �••�€
� ‚­�•�• � 	��•�†�•� � •�	�ó�� „
 
€
••��
 ò�•��• ��••�. ��­��� „
 ��­�  �
	��•• •
 �
­�� �„
 •�‚��„
•� •���‹
 �‚ •�•
��•
 �••� � 
, 
��„� • 
	�€� 	� „
 ‚� �•��• 	 �„��
  
­���•� •�
��­� 	� •
 •�
	� 800 �•��•��ƒ •�����, � ‚� ��•• „
 
���† ��ƒ��­� ò��� •�
��­� 	� 	â 500. �
‹�•�•, ��ƒ�­� „
 •��ó�� •�•
	
 � ‚�•
�� ‚� ��••, � � ••� 
„
 ���† 

­� IV •��••��, „	ƒ	•�• , � 	 � �‚•��†
�� •�••�� �
­�� �„���, 114 ¨ 132. ��‡€	•�• , �
•� -
‚��•� �…�, 164–165, �‚�
� „
, •� ��•
• •�•†
‡�, �•�� 	��� •�
••�••� �� 	� „
 ÷���†
  ‚
•£ ��„� •
 
� ��€ � ����� �‚ ���†� ���•� ��� ‚�•�� � •�ó ‡
•� 
 	���• �•
��• �
•�‚��•
 •
••�
.

19 ����‹
, ���� „
 �
€
��, •� �••�� � �•� 	�•�• 9. �•��­ 1269. •�	��
, ÷...datum per manus 
magistri Demetrii, dilecti et —delis nostri, electi Albensis, etc. aule nostre Vice-Cancellarii, Anno Domi-
ni MCC. sexagesimo nono; quinto idus Aprilis. Regni autem nostri anno tricesimo quarto£, Fejér, Codex 
diplomaticus, IV/3, 493.

20 ÷..Hinc est, quod accedentes ad nostram personaliter praesentiam magistri, videlicet Dorni-
nicus, et Michael, —lii Petri de genere Chak, dilecti et —deles nostri, exhibuerunt nobis quoddam priui-
legium victoriosissimi Principis, domini Bele,£ Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 24. ���
	��•�• , �� ­�
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j
 ��� † �•
ˆ�� V  �	
� • �„�• �€�•� ���� •� •
, ÷��	� „
 �••� •�••�	�� ���† 


­�, ��• •�
	��•� �•�� ‚��• �
•�•­�•��••� � ‚��• •�••�•
‡� ‚
•†
 ��€ 
 
• �„�  �„•�� •�•­�� •��•�  ���•�, ���†� ����„
, •��
•�•
��•� ��•���� � 
��ƒ��­� •��ó�� ����­� •��•�  •�•����€�
  �„•�
 �
€
��• ���†� � •���• 
ƒ �­
  �
	�
 ����
 •
•�
 •� ���
 ‚�	���­�.£ 21 ��• •��­���• •� ‚����†
�� 	 � 
 
­���•� ���†� ���•� � •� ‚
• ���†� ���•� � •�� ‡
•� �• ��‚��€���. 22 � � •�„ 
•� 
†� •
 •��� � �� �	� 	� „
 •�• •��­���• ‚�•­
‡
�  
�•� •��•��
� ��••. 23 
���­
, •­�€��••� •� �� �	�•� •� 
†
 ��„� „
 	�•����� 9. �•��­�• 1269. •� �€� -
•­
	�
 – •���� �‚•
‹� •�••��• � �•��•��• ���†� ‚��� •
 � ��€ �, • •�• ••� •
 
� •�
…�„ �� �	� 	� •� ��� ���•� �‚ ��	� ò��, ��•���� � ��ƒ��­�, ‚�	���­� 
÷•
•�
 ���
£. ����‹
, � � ‡�„ •
 ‚� ��‚­��� �	 ��
 �‚ 1264 (1268. �­� 1269!) �
 
••�•�‡
 ‚����†� �‡
 ���†� ���•�,  
… 	 �„��
 ‡
•� �ƒ �•­
	��ƒ  
­���•�. 24

ò
• �•� �••�� � ��„� •�•�‡
 �
��	�•‡� •���� 	 
  �„•�
 �‚	�•� „
 7. 
•
••
•��� 1271. •�	��
 � 
�	�•�. ���•
, ‡�•
, ���†��� �
­�•� 
•�, ó
�� ��� -
†� �•
ˆ��� V, ��•��‹�„
 •�•
	�•� �
•���	 � ������ �‚ 
•��• �•��•��•  
 -
­���•� �•
���� ‚��• ‚�•­�•� � ��•� •��•�  •�••��• ���†� ���•�. 25 ���†��� 
�
­�•� 
•� �••�€
 ���� „
 �� „�• �	 ��„����„
 •­�	�••�, ‚�  �
•
 ���†� 

­
 
IV � ‡
•� 
 •�•��•
 ����„
, �€
•• � �� � ��‚­�€�•�• 
�••
	���„�•�, •
 	� •
 
•�•
��� •��•­� �� � ‚�	���� •
•�
 ���
 ��	� „
 ���†��� ����„� •�•­�­�  �„ -
•�� •��•�  ���†� ����„
, ��	� „
 •�•
��•� ���† ‚����†
� (idem rex extiterat 
captivatus).26 � •�„ �••�� � •
, ���� •
  �	�, ����•�� �•�•�„
 •���� �•��� � ����, 
��� „
	�� �	 •��•� �•
���� �ƒ ‚�•­�•� ��„
 •
 � 	�†
• •
�••� �••�€� – � ‡�„ •
, 
��� � � •� �„ •�•
��•�„ �••�� �, �‚��€�•� �� �	� 	� „
 ‚����†
� ���† ���•. 27 

æ�•­
	�‡�, •
•� �••�� � ��„� •
 � �••����•��ˆ�„� �‚�•� � ��‚•�•��‡
 � 
��„� • 
	�€� � •����� ���†� ���•� � �•��� •�
	���• XIII  
�� ��••�­� „
 1272, 
•�€�� 	�� � •
•
� ��•� �� 
	
��, � �‚	�� „� „
 ���† �•
ˆ�� V ���� �� ��ƒ��­� 

„
 ���† ���•, 203, � ‚�•�• � Š�
�• , � �•��•��• ��••• �, 31, •�
•
 � •�•�€
‡� �� 
	
��• 	��� � 
•
•
��, •
 �‚�•�„� 	� „
 �‚	�•� 17. „�­� 1270.

21 Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 24–25.
22 ÷...duos Barones, videlicet generum eiusdem Vros, et —lium magistri Tawarnicorum eiusdem 

captiuassent...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 25.
23 �� �•��•  
­���•� •
 •���‹
 �� �	� 	� •
 •��ó�­� 800 �•��•��ƒ •�����, � ‚� ��•• 500, 

Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 25.
24 Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 26. �� ���„� �••�� 
 „
, ���� „
 �
€
��, ��‚��€
� 	�•�•, 

÷...datum per manus Magistri Benedicti, Orodiensis ecclesie Praepositi, aule nostre Vice-Cancellarii, 
Dilecti et —delis nostri. Anno Domini Millesimo, ducentesimo, septuagesimo, Decimo septimo Kalendas 
Iulii, regni autem nostri anno primo£. 

25 Zala vármegye története, 57–60.
26 ÷...in diversis expedicionibus regni sui et specialiter tunc cum ipsa domina Maria regina 

mater nostra karissima contra regem Servie fecisset exercitum, in quo idem rex extiterat captivatus, ubi 
ut miles strennuus viriliter dimicans, duo vulnera letalia...£, Zala vármegye története, 58.

27 ��•��� •
, ���� „
 �
€
��, 7. •
••
•���• 1271, ÷...d�tum B ude in insula beat
 virginis, in 
vigilia Nativitatis eiusdem virginis gloriose, per manus venerabilis patris Philippi episcopi Vaciensis, aule 
nostre cancellarii —delis nostri, anno domini M°CC° septuagesimo primo£, Zala vármegye története, 59 � 60.
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� ��•����� ò��� 	��� �� ‚
•†� �
�
• ��	� ‚�•­�•� � •�•
��•�• �����•�. 28 
� ‡�„ •
 •���‹
 �� �	� 	� „
 ���• �‚ • �	�•­� �••� � �
‚��‡� •�••�•�� 
‚
•†� ��€ � � 	� „
 � •����� •�  �„•��• ���†� 

­
 IV ��� ‚����†
� (in suo 
con¡ictu fuerat deuictus, extitit et captiuatus). 

­
ó� •
 � 	� „
 ��ƒ��­� ‚�•�€�� 
�•­
	�
 ‚����†
���
 (honestos captiuos captiuasset). 29 

�� �•�� � �� 
	
��ƒ •
• �••�� � ��„
 •
 �
•�•�
	�� •�€� •����� ���†� 
���•� � ��‹���, � �••����•��ˆ�„� „
, ���� „
 �
€
��, �‚�
•� •�•†
‡
 	� „
 
���† ���• ��•�� ��€ � 1268. •�	��
 � 	� „
 •��­���• •�• ��•�	� ‡
•� �  �„•�� 
•�•�€
��, � 	� „
 ���† •�• •��­���• ‚����†
�. 30 �•­
	�� �••���€�� �. �•���„
 -
 �… „
, ��‚•�•��„�…� •�	�ó�„ •�•
��•�ƒ �••�� �, �‚�
� •�•‡� 	� „
 ���† ���• 
•�• •��­���• ‚����†
�. �� „
 •��•
•�� 	� •
 •� 
†
 �
 •­�ó� •�  •�•�‡� �� -
•��	� �‡� �•��•��•  �„•��• � 	� „
 •�•�••�� ����­�, ��„� •
 •�•�‡
 � •� �„ 
�••�� �, 	��
� �
•�€��  
•• � ‚����†� �‡� ���†� ���•�, � 	� „ 
 •�•­
 �••��� -
 †
�� 	� •� ‚����†
�� ���†
 �  
­���•�, •��� 	� „
, •� ‡
•� �• •�•†
‡�, 
�
•�€��  
•• � ���•
 �• ‚����†� �‡� ��•��„
 ��
•� � •� 
†
 �‚ 1271. � 1272. 
•�	��
. 31 ��•�• „
 � �ó
�� •��ˆ
•�� �. ����… �•��
	��• ���­�‚�• •�	�ó�„� 
•� 
†� ‚��†�€�� 	� •
 � •�� •� 
†
 �••�€
 	� „
 ���† ���• ��� ‚����†
� � 	� 
 
•• � ‚����†� �‡� ‡
•� �ƒ �••����•�ƒ  
­���•� ��„
 � •��•� � 
€��••� •� 
•�	�•��• � ���†
 �• ‚����†
��•• �. �� • •�� �• ‚��†�€�„
 	� ÷��„
 ��� ‚�	� -
•�� •� 
†� 	� •����ó� ���� „
 •
��� �
� •����. ��
 �‚��•
 •�•� ‚�•­�•
 �
��ƒ 
­�€��••� ��„
 •� •
 � ��•� �••��­
 � ‚��• €
•� •��•�„� ��•��	�£. 32 �� ��••�� � „
 
€��� •
 	�	�•�� �• �	�­� •�•†
‡
 	� „
 ���† ���• ��•�� ��€ � 1 268. •�	��
 
� 	� „
 •�• •��­��� ‚����†
�, � •�
•�  
••�•� �‚ •�•
��•�ƒ •� 
†�, � ‚����†
 -
��•• � •� 	�•�­� � �
�� �	 ��„�•­
	��„�ƒ •�••��ƒ  
­���•�. �� �•�� � 	�•�	� -
•‡
• �‚­�•�‡� � •�	�ó�„� �••�� � � ‡�ƒ� �„ ���­�‚� � 	�•�…�„ �••����•��ˆ�„� 
�
�­� ��••� 	� •
 ‚��••� •�ó
 • �	�•� 	� „
 ���† ���• ��•�� ��€ �, 	� „
 •�• 
•��­���• ‚����†
�, ��� � ‡
•� � �•­
	��  
­���•�, €�„� „
 �•��• •�• 
	�€
�. 
�
‹�•�•, • �	‡� 	� •
 •�„ •���� ‚��� 1268. •�	��
 •�
�� �‚
•� • �
‚
� �•. 

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 demonstrauerunt...£, Fejér, 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 ignorancie, et propter deuastationem 
terre de Macho, contra karissimum patrem nostrum Belam, inclytum Regem Hungarie insurgens, in suo 
con¡ictu fuerat deuictus, extitit et captiuatus...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 238. ��	��� „
, ���� „
 
�
€
�� ‚��
­
ó
��, �­� �
‚ 	��� � •
•
��: ÷..datum per manus Magistri Benedicti , Orodiensis Ec-
clesie Prepositi, aule nostre Vice-Cancellarii, dilecti et —delis nostri. Anno Dornini MCCLXX. secundo, 
regni autem nostri anno tercio£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 240.

30 �•. ��•. 6.
31 ���
	��•�• , �� ­� „
 ���† ���•, 201 � 206.
32 Š�
�• , � �•��•��• ��••• �, 32. ��•
��� „
 ���‚�� �� €�‡
���� 	� •
 � •�•­
	‡�„ 

�••�� � ��„� „
 	�•����� 1272. •�	���• �‚��•� 	� „
 ‚����†
� ���† ���•, �­� � 	� „
 ��ƒ��­� 
ò�� ‚������ ÷honestos captivos£, ‚� ��„
 •
 �� �•�� � 

­��
 •� 
†
 �	 9. �•��­� 1269. ‚�� 	� •� 
• ����� ���†
  ‚
• � •�� ‡
•� �• ��‚��€���, Š�
�• , � �•��•��• ��••• �, 35.
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�D���D���D

���� „
 �� 
	
��, •� � �••�� � 	�•����� 8. �•��­�• 1264. •�€� ��� „
 
� ���•���­� � €� � •
 � •�‹��•��• ��ó� ��• ��ƒ� � •�	 •�•��•���• DL DF 
104886, •�•��� „
 •�•�€��• •���•��­�• � �� ‡�„ „
 •�€� ��  �•
…� •
€�•. 33 � 
‡�„ •
, 	��­
, ••�•�‡
 •���� �•��•�
 � •�••�
  �„•�
, �­� •
 �
 •�
��‚��� •	
 
•
 •�„ •���� �	�•���. õ
�� •�
 �•ƒ�	�� ��•
�� „
 ��­� 	� •
 ��‚���� ���� „
, 
�	��•�� €�•
, •�•�••�� ����­� ��•��‹
� ‚��• ‚�•­�•� � •�• •�����. �
‹� -
•�•, ���� „
 �� •� ���‚�� �. �
�••
•
��, � 	�•���„� •�•
��• •�•�� ��•�•��„
 
��� „
  ��
����
­�� � �‚������ •�
•�‚�• �•����
�•��	•�
 ��� 
 �	 •�
	��
 
1268. � •� � •�• •
 � •� 
†� �	 5. � •�••� 1268. •�•�‡
 ��� electus Albensis 
ecclesie et aule nostre vicecancellarius, ��� � � • �• 	��•�• •� 
†�•� �‚ 1268. 
� ��„�•� �
•� •�€��• •
•
�� � 	���, � •
� �	 29. „��� 1269. •�	��
 •�•�‡
 •
 
��� prepositus Albensis ecclesie et aule nostre vicecancellarius, ��� � � • �• 	��-
•�• •� 
†�•� �‚ 1269, ��†�€�„�…� � ��
 �
‚ 	��� � •
•
��. 34 ���­
, •� � „�•�� 
��€†� � �
­�•�€��•• � ���•���­��„ �••�� � 	�•�����„ 8. �•��­�• 1264. „
••
 
€�‡
���� 	� ‡
� •�•�� ��„
 � •�  �
•
 ‚��‚�•�� •�­�ó�„  ��
����
­���,  
… 
•
� �	 1268, � 	� „
 •�
 ‡
•� ���†
   ��
����
­�� ��� ì����•. 35 �
• •�•�, 
�
���€�� „
 	� „
 �� � •�„ �••�� � ��‚ �� •�
•�‚�•�• (8. �•��­ 1264), � 	� „
 
‚�•�� � �� •�• •�­�ó�„� •�• �‹
� •
� 1269, „
� „
 	� •�	� ��� �«�••�
� ƒ•�ƒ	 -
«�� . ���­
, �� •�•���� ��„
 ��� •�•�� 1264, ��•� „
 •�	� 	�ó�� •�­�ó�„ •�
•� -
‚�•�. � •�• ••�•­�, ••� •
 	�•���„
 •�•
 �••�� 
 •�€
 „�•�� „
 	� „
 ��•�•��„
 
�� •�­�ó�„�  ��
����
­��� � •�
•�‚�•� ��� •
� �	 1269. ����‹
, � 	�•���„� •
 
�� �	� 	� „
 � •�•�‡� •��	
•
•� •�	���  ­�	� ��
 ���†� 

­
 IV, �­� �� •� �
 
�	•� ��� 1264. 36

��	�•�� ���•��•‡� ���­�‚� •�•�• •�	�ó�„� •� 
†
 ��••­���„
, •
‹� -
•�•, •�•�‡
 ‡
�
 	�•���„
. ���•
, � •� 
†� •
 „�•�� ��‚­���„
  �•
 ƒ���� -
­�•��ƒ �� ��. � •�•�• � �	� �••�� 
 ���† 

­� IV �� �	� ���� ó
­� 	� �� -
•��	� •�•�••�� ����­�, •��� ����� 	
 �
•�•�, ��„� „
 •­�ó�� �  �„•�� ó�•��� 
�•
ˆ���, •�	�„
 ���†�€���• 	 ���, • ����� ���†��
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, ‡
•� 
 ó
�
. 37 
��•�••�� ����­� •
 �••���� � ��‚��• •�ƒ�	�•� ���†
 •• �, �­� •�••� ‚��• 

33 ��•
��� ‚�ƒ �­��•• 	�•�„
• ��­
•� 	� �­
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‚�� �� •� ���� 	� •���� �• �
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 	���•
��•� ‚� � �„ ��	.

34 Az Árpád-házi királyok, 482–500; Zsoldos, Magyarország világi archontológiája, 111. ����  -
��, ��	� •�
��‚��„
 ���­�‚
 •�­�ó�„� •�•��� ��•�•��„�, �‚�‚�•�•� �••�� 
 �	 8. �•��­� 1264 
(1268. �­� 1269!) � 9. �•��­� 1269. ��
�� ��•­�•�•� 	� •� •� 
†
 �	 5. � •�••� 1268. � 29. „��� 1269. 
���•���­�
, Az Árpád-házi királyok,482, 491. 

35 Az Árpád-házi királyok, 481 � •�
•ƒ�	�
; Zsoldos, Magyarország világi archontológiája, 111.
36 
�	�…� 	� „
 

­� IV •�
�‚
� •�
••� � „
•
� 1235, �‚	� �€ �. ��‹ � ��•
�•��� �•�‚��� -

 � �� •� 	� „
 ÷•��	
•
•� •�	��� ��•
  ­�	� ��
£ ‚�•�� � 1265, Nagy, Codex diplomaticus patrius, 
VIII, 97.

37 ÷...quod cum magister Nicolaus filius comitis Marci de Scepus serviens Stephani comitis 
Posoniensis iudicis curie domine regine consortis nostre karissime...£, Nagy, Codex diplomaticus patrius, 
VIII, 96.
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 �� •�• •�­�ó�„� ��� �	 1267. 39 ���­
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 � 1264. ��•�• •
, ���� ••� � ����„
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	�� �	 ���ƒ  �ó��„�ƒ •�ƒ�	� ��„� ÷•
 €� �„� � 
•
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„
 	��
� •�•�••�� ����­�, ���† 
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•
, •
‹� ��„�•� 
� •�•
•� ‡
•� �ƒ �…
�� •� ‡�ƒ� �• •�ó
 �•�, �� �• ����­� �€
• ��
‚�• 
��­�€�, 
�­
•­� �• V ��
‚�• ����� � � ���	�•��� � 
�­
•­� �• ��
‚�• �� -
­�•� � �‡
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 IV � ‡
•� �• •��� �•
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 23. •��•� 1266. �� ���•��
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•���• �••� � � 
�	�•�, � •�  �
•
 ��‚� ���• �
€„�•, ���† 

­� IV � ‡
•�  
•�
••�­���•­
	��� •­�	� ���† �•
ˆ�� •�••�•�­� •� •��. 41 ��• •��­���• 
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 •­�	� ���† �•
ˆ�� ��� 
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­�... • �• ���•�, •�••�‹� 
 �„ �•��‡� ���, • �„� •
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­�, ‡
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38 ÷..tamen de gestis eiusdem memoriter retinentes...iussimus annotari...£, Nagy, Codex diploma-
ticus patrius, VIII, 96.

39 ÷...Stephani comitis Posoniensis...£, Zala vármegye története 51; ÷...et Stephano Comite Poso-
niensi ac Judice Curie domine Regiue...£, Wenzel, Árpádkori új okmánytár, 156–158; Zsoldos, Magyaror-
szág világi archontológiája, 185.

40 ÷... et medio tempore nuncios diversorum regnorum recepissemus, grecorum scilicet, bulga-
rorum, boemorum et specialiter Yybar —lium Beubarth, Abachy et Tbamasy nuncios tartharorum, nec 
non et nuncios regis Francié, sollennes et honestos; eadem eciam hora domina Constancia ducissa Gal-
licie et Lodomerie, domina Kyngve ducissa Cracovie et Sandomerie, nec non et domina Jolen ducissa de 
Calis, karissime —lie nostre, cum principibus earumdem ad visitandum nos convenissent...£, Nagy, Codex 
diplomaticus patrius, VIII, 96–97.

41 Wenzel, Árpádkori új okmánytár, 128–131, 136–139.
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44 ÷...quo viso accrevit nobis nova matéria gaudiorum, quia famam nostre victorie sine aliquo 
intervallo, ortus et occasus, aquilo percepit et auster...,£ Nagy, Codex diplomaticus patrius, VIII, 97.

45 Nagy, Codex diplomaticus patrius, VIII, 97.
46 Wenzel, Árpádkori új okmánytár, 156–158 (���•���­ •
 €� � � ��ó� ��• ��ƒ� � � 
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•
••� •�	 •�•��•���• DF DL 65703.
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 „
� „
 „
	��� •�	� ��� ƒ•�ƒ	«�� , ���� •
 � ‚� � -
•��• 	
­� �� �	�, � �•�„�…� �  �	� 	� �•�•�„
 	�•�‹�„
 �‚ 1266,  
�� �•�� „
 
•�•�
•�� � 	�•�•� •� 
†
 •�•�…� anno domini M °CC° sexagesimo 1111°, •� „
, 
•��•
•� •� •�
•��, 	� ��„
 ��­� €
• �•� �
•� •
••�, � •��	�ó
•�� ��•�•�� 
sexto, •
 �� � •�• •­�€�„� 	�•�• ��� idus Április, 	��­
 13. �•��­. � • ���• •­� -
€�„�, 	� ­� „
 •� ���	�� • ��•
��• �­� „
 ‚��• •�	�ó�„� „
	��••� �� ••� �� •� -
•�
•�� •�	��� ‚��„�…� 	� •�•
 � 	�•�‹�„�•� �‚ 1266, �
 •�ó
•� ‚��•�. ò�‡
 -
���� 	� „
 ƒ•
� 	� •�•��
•� 	�•���„� � •�	���• ���†
 �‡� regni autem nostri 

47 Zsoldos, Családi ügy, 71–72; Zsoldos, Magyarország világi archontológiája, 184.
48 Az Árpád-házi királyok, 488–489.
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anno tricesimo, 	��­
 1264/1265, 	�	�•�� ���‚�„
 �� •� 	� ��„
 ��� •�•����, •„. 
	� „
 ��•�� �� •�
•�� . ���­
, �‚
 •� • 
 �� 
	
�� � ��‚��, ••�•��•� 	� „
 •� -
 
†� ��••�­� 1269, �­� 	� •
 •���� ���†� ���•� � �•���, ���� •� 
†� • 
	�€�, 
‚��� ��„��•��„
 •�€
•��• 1266.

���
	��, 	��•� �••�� � 	�•����� 9. �•��­�• 1269, •�
•� ��„� „, �‚•
 -
‹� �••�­�•,  
…��� ���€���� �‚�•� 	� „
 •� •�•�‡� •� 
 •� 
†
 	�•�• lapsus 
calami, •�€� ��� „
 � •�
•�•� �‚ 1275. •�	��
, ��„� •
 ��­�‚� � •�‹��•��• �� -
ó� ��• ��ƒ� � •�	 •�•��•���• DL DF 671. �••�� � �‚ 1275. •�•��� „
  �­� 
€�•†� �• •�•�€��• •���•��­�•, � •
€�• „
 �••��. ���­
, •� 
†� �� „� •� ��� � 
‚�•­�•�•� ��ƒ��­� ò��� � ‚����†� �‡� ���•
 �ƒ  
­���•� ‚� ��„
 „
 	�•  
 -
­��� �•��• •�€� ��� „
 � •�
•�•� •��� ••� „
 �����•������� � 	��•� •� 
†� �	 
13. „�­� 1275. •�	��
. 49 �� ­� „
 •� •� 
†� ‚�•�� � •�
•�• •� ���•���­�
 �••�� 
 
�­� ��„
, �•��� � ��• •â•� �••�� � �‚ 1275. ���•
,  ­�••
­�� ��ƒ��­� ò�� „
 
1275. 	�•�� •�
	 ���†� ��	�•­� � IV ���� �� •� �� •�• �	�� •�� �­
•�„
 ��„
 
•� „
 	�� ���† 

­� IV •�••� „
 •� •� 
†� �‚•��†
��. 50 
�	�…� 	� „� „
 •�••� �� 
��•�� ��•�•��„
, ���† •� „
 •�‚ �� 	� �� ��� •�•�� •�• �	� 	� „
 ‡
� •�••� -
 †�€, ••� „
 � �€�‡
��. ��•�• „
 ��ƒ��­� ÷„�•�� �‚­�ó��£ ���†� ��	�•­ � � 
÷•�• �	�� •�••�£ ���†� �•
ˆ��� V, ÷•�	�ó�„ � •�
	­�ó�� �‚•��†
�
 •� 
†
 
•�	 •­� ��• •
€�•�• ���†� 

­
, �­�ó
�
 �••�•
�
..., •�••� †
�, � �• •�	� -
ó�„�...£, 51 � �� 
� •�� �­
•�„� ���†� 

­
 IV, €�„� ••� •�	�ó�„ �•�•�­� � ��„� 
„
 	�•����� 9. �•��­�• 1269. ��	� •
 ‚� �•�­� ‡
�� ƒ•�ƒ•�“�•�§� , ���••�•�„
 
•
 	� ���† ��	�•­�  IV ó
­� 	� •�• �	� •�� �­
•�„
 ��„
 •� 	�­� ‡
•�  	
	� � 
�•��. 52 �� •�• �	�� •�� �­
•�„� „
 1275. •�••� �� �••� •�•�� ��•�•��„
, ••� 
•
  �	� �� �•�� � ‡
•� �• •�­�ó�„� ‚��
­
ó
��• � 	�•���„�, ‚� �•��• 	
­� 
•�� �­
•�„
 �	 13. „�­� 1275. 53 � ��•
��• ••� �•�•�
��­� �
€ ƒ•�ƒ•�“�•�§� , 

49 ��
	� ��•�•
��•� 	� •
 •� •� 
†� ��­�‚� � � 	�••� •�‚��„
• •�
•�•� �‚ 1851. (D L DF 
274875), �­� •
 �� •�•
��•�• •
••� �� �	� ��� �••�� � �‚ 1275, ��„� „
 �� �	�� �‚	�� �•
ˆ�� V, 
••� �
 •�ó
 ��•�. 

50 ÷...peruenire, quod Michael, —lius Petri, de genere Chak, constitutus coram nobis, humiliter 
postulauit, verbum ipsius dignaremur exaudire: qui nobis retulit per hec verba: vt priuilegium Aui no-
stri, Bele regis, bone memorie, et regine consortis eiusdem, felicis recordacionis, ac alia instrumenta...£, 
÷...predicta instrumenta sibi concessa, in deuastacione possessionum et in fractione ecclesiarum suarum 
, per Yuachynum , —lium Stephani...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/2, 248–249.

51 ÷..Mikael litteras con—rmatoriales karissimi patris nostri, regis Stephani clare recordacionis, 
tenorem et exemplum perditi priuilegii sub capitali sigillo aui nostri, regis Bele, bone memorie, con-
fectum, nobis exhibuit manifeste, in tenore tali: Bela (vid. ad an. 1269.)...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, 
V/1, 249–250.

52 ÷...Quamobrem institutiones et donaciones aui nostri, regis Bele, bone memorie, attente volu-
mus conseruare, et con—rmacionem karissimi patris nostri, regis Stephani, clare recordacionis, nolumus 
omittere; et (vt) super omnes benedictionem Dei omnipotentis impetrare valeamus, et ipsorum dona-
cionem et ordinacionem per ipsos factam , eidem Mikaeli, et suis successoribus quiete, paci—ce, et im-
mobiliter reliquimus perpetuo possidendam...£, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 249–250. 

53 ÷...datum per manus magistri Demetrii, dilecti et —delis nostri, electi Albensis, aule nostre 
Vice-Cancellary. Anno Domini Miliesimo, Ducentesimo, septuagesimo quinto. Tercio idus Iulii, regni 
autem nostri anno quinto (tertio )... £, Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 250.
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� •� -
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­��
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�
 •� 
†
, 
�­� � • 
 •�„
	���••� �‚ ��•�•��„
 �• •�
•��€� �‡� 	� �	
 � •�•‡�. ò�‡
 -
���� 	� 1275. �� •�•���� ��„
 ���  ��
����
­��, ��•� „
 •�•�� 	� ��	
 �«�••�
� 
ƒ•�ƒ	«��  •
 •�	��
, ���‚�„
 �� •� 	� „
 •�ó	� ���† ��	�•­�  IV •�‚ �� •�•��� 
���†� 

­
 IV 	� �‚	� •�• �	�� •�� �­
•�„�, �­� „
 ��  
�� �•�� •� •
…�‡� �• -
•�•�� � 	�•����, •
 �� ���„� •�•�
•�� �� 
� • �„� •�	�•‡� ˆ�����„�. � • ���• 
•­�€�„�, •� •� 
†� 	�•����� 9. �•��­�• 1269. �
 •�ó
 •
, ‚��• • 
•� �� 
	
��•, 
�‚�•�•� ��� �
­
 ��•�� ‚� 	�•���‡
 ��•�	� ���†� ���•� �� ��€ �. 

��
…� •�€� ��� �••�� � ��„� •
 •�€
 •����� 	 
  �„•�
 �‚	�•� „
 15. „��� 
1270. •�	��
; •�€� ��� „
 � ���•���­� � ��­�‚� •
 � •���‹
 � •�‹��•��• �� -
ó� ��• ��ƒ� � •�	 •�•��•���• DL DF 712, � •�•��� „
 •�•�€��• •���•��­�•, 
� �‚ ‡� „
 •�€� ��  �••��� •
€�• •��€ �•…
� ‚
­
��•  �•��•. �‚ ‡
, ���� 
„
 •��
 �
€
��, •�‚��„
•� 	� •� ���…� ��•���� � ��ƒ��­� ò�� ‚�„
	�� 	�•­� 
•�
	 ���†� �•
ˆ��� V ���� �� �• •�• �	�� •�� �­
•�„
 ��„
 �• „
 	�� ‡
•� � 
�•�� 

­� IV, ••� „
 ���† �•
ˆ�� V � �€���� •�••� •
 • �„�• �€�•� � 
��� 
� •�� �­
•�„� ��„� �• „
 ‚��• ‡�ƒ� �ƒ ‚�•­�•� � ��•� •��•�  •�••��• ���†� � 
��€ � 	�� ‡
•�  �•�� � � ��• •� ��� ���•� ‚�	���­� •
•�
 ���
. 54 �•��, �� �� 
„
	��• •
••� •
 �
 �� �	� ��„
 •�	��
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 �‚	�•� •� 

­��� •�� �­
•�„�. ò��� 
��• •
 	� ‡
� •�	�ó�„ ��� ���•���­�
 �••�� 
  
… 	��
�­
 	� �	� � •�•�‡
 
�� �	
 •�•��� ��•�•��„� � �‚•��†
��„ 

­���„ �••�� �. ���•
, �� �•�� � �• -
•�� 
 �	 13. „�­� 1275.  �	� •
 	� „
 ��ƒ��­� ò�� •�• •�•� •�•�••�­�� •��ó�� 
•�• �	� •�� �­
•�„� �	 ••���
 ���†� ��	�•­� � IV, ••� •�ó
 	� �•�•� �� •� 
	� „
 ‡
•�  ���• ��•���� •�
•����, �­� •�� 	� •
 •�• •��­���• ��ƒ��­� ‚� -
­�•�� •�•� ‚� •
�
 � • �„
 •�•�•�
. ����‹
, �••�� � �‚ 1275, •	
 �� •��� �••�•�, 
��••�­� „
 •
• •�	��� ����� ���•���­�
 �••�� 
 �‚ 1270, ��„� „
 �‚	�•� ���…� 
‚�„
	��€��. � 
 �•�…�„
 �� •� 	� �� 	�•�• �‚•��†
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­��
 •�� �­
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•� •� �
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 •�•��� •�• �	�
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54 Fejér, Codex diplomaticus, V/1, 24–25.
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 �‚•��†
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 �••�� 
 •��� •
 �‚
•� •� 
�
‚
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€�• „
 �‚•��†
�, •�••�„
 •���
‚� ��„� ���‚�„� �� •� 	� •� „
 
��­�. 55 õ
� ��† „
 ��� 	� •�• �	� 	�	
†� �‡
 •�� �­
•�„� �•
����, „
	��• 
�•­
	��•  
­���•�, �­� „
 �‚	�•�, •�
 • 
•�, 	� �� •
 �� ��•��	�� ‚�  
���•• 
���†��� �
­�•� 
•� � ���†� �•
ˆ��� V – •���• •��‹��•��• ��•� �‚•
‹� ���†� 


­
 � �•
ˆ��� �� �•­���	�� ���†��� �‚ ‚����†
��•• �, •� „
 ‚��• •
 ‚�•­�•
 
��•�•� 	��� ��, ����€�•� ‚��• €�‡
���
 	� „
 �	 ��„����„
 •­�	�••� ��� �	�� 
�•��•��„ ���†
 •��„ �����. 56 � �••�� � •
, ���� „
 �
€
��, �‚•�
	 •�•�‡� �•
 -
���� 
 ����„
 ‚�•­�•
, •
 •
 �
 �� �	� ��  �
•
 �� •
••� •����� �‚•
‹� •�••�
 
� �•��•�
  �„•�
, ��•� •
 •�•�‡
 �•
 •�••��• ���†�,  
… •�•� •� 	� „
 ‚��� -
�†
�. ���­
, •� �••�� �, •���‹
 •�€� ��� � ���•���­�, •�•�‡ 
  �­� •�•���� 
•���� � ‚�•­�•
  
­���•� �•
���� � ••�„� �
‚� �•�� �	 	�•�‹�„� ��„� •
  
‚�„� 
‚� 	
­� �‡
 ���…
 ò��.

��•­
	‡�, •
•� �••�� �, �‚	�•� „
 1272. •�	��
 � �
 •�	�ó� 	�� � •
•
�, 
� •�€
 •
 ���…
 ò�� � ‡�ƒ� �• �€
•…� � •����� �•��•�
 � •�••�
  �„•�
 •�
	� -
��• XIII  
��. �•�� � ��� � � �• �••��ó� �€��• •�••�•�� 	��� •� � ��„ 
…
 
�‚�
��‹
‡
 •�� ��‚•�•��‡� ‡
��ƒ ••�†�•‡�ƒ �•��
��••�. ����„� �••��ó� -
 �€� •� „
 �‚��€�­� ��� •�•‡� �,  �	
…� •
 •�
 • 
•� ��
��• �. î��
��, 57 �­� 
•
 ���, ��� ���•���­, €� � � •�‹��•��• ��ó� ��• ��ƒ� � •�	 •�•��•���• DL 
DF 825. ��•��� „
 •�•�€��• •���•��­�•, •
€�• „
 •�€� �� � •�� 
‚�� „
 �� 
 -
��•  �•��•. �••�� � „
, ���� „
 �
€
��, �‚	�� ���† �•
ˆ�� V 	� �� ��•��	�� 
��•����� � ��ƒ��­� ò���, •� •
 � ‡�„ �� �	
 ‡�ƒ� 
 ���„�
 ‚�•­�•
 � �	���•• 
���†� �•
ˆ��� V, �­� •
 	�„
 �• �• � �� •���� ���†� 

­
 IV � •�••��• ���†� 
���•� � ��€ �, ��	� „
 •�••�� ���† ��� •���ó
� � ‚����†
� (in suo con¡ictu 
fuerat deuictus, extitit et captiuatus), •�� €
•� •
 �••�€
 	� „
 ��ƒ��­� ‚������ 
�•­
	�
 ‚����†
���
 (honestos captiuos captiuasset). 58 ����‹
 •
 �� �	� 	� •� 
• � ÷•�	 �‚� �‚­�ó
�� � •�� �­
•�„� •�
	��•�• ��•
• ���†� 

­
, �­�ó
�
 
�••�•
�
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55 Slovenský národný archív, Rod Esterházi – Œesnecká línia, 15624 Fasc. 21, nr. 19 (Slovenský 
národný archív Rod Esterházi – Œesnecká línia 146, in: monasterium.net, URL </mom/SK-SNA/4173-
RodEsterhazi-CesneckaLinia/146/charter>, accessed at 2021-06-26Z ). ��•
�‚�„
 •� 
†
: 540 x 240 + 
60 ••. ��
•� Az Árpád-házi hercegek, hercegn� k és a királynék, 64–65, •�••�„�­� •� � 	 � •�‚��„� 
•�
•�•� �‚ 1325. •�	��
.

56 Zala vármegye története, 59� 60.
57 Huber, Geschichte, I, 475, nap. 1; ���
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ON THE TIME OF THE ATTACK OF KING UROŠ I ON MA� VA 
AND HIS CAPTURE

From King Uroš 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 to Hel-
ena, daughter of John Angelos, lord of Syrmia, and Matilda of Vianden probably 
contributed to that. In addition, Uroš, king of Serbia, and Béla IV, king of Hungary, 
had clearly recognized a common enemy in John III 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 Uroš and the 
Hungarian army, with some of them describing King Uroš I’s incursion into MaŒva 
(Macsó). Although all scholars were well aware that the —rst of the mentioned doc-
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 Uroš’s con¡ict with the Hungarians 
took place in 1268 during his incursion into MaŒva (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 Uroš I’s campaign happened in 
early 1266 at the latest and that the document was probably written in 1269. More 
speci—cally, the scribe Demetrius, who wrote it, did not take the ožce of praepositus 
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, Henry I K� szegi (Heinrich II von 
Güns), is mentioned for the last time in that ožce in 1263 and is known to have 
been imprisoned in 1265. •e charter, which awards magister Nicholas for having 
distinguished himself in the con¡ict with King Uroš, 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 of Zólyom, 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 fact incor-
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 an elected praepositus), although he was certainly neither a chan-
cellor nor a praepositus at that time. It is possible that King Ladislaus IV 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), I believe that it should not be taken into consid-
eration when attempting to date King Uroš’s attack on MaŒva.

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 Uroš. However, none of them specify when the attack took place, but some 
name MaŒva 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 con¡ict between the Serbs and Hungarians in MaŒva happened in 
1265/1266. •e king probably took advantage of King Béla’s vulnerability a›er the 
Battle of Isaszeg and attacked MaŒva no later than early 1266. •e peace between 
father and son was short-lived, and the con¡ict 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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