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THE MEMBERS OF THE BRANKOVIC FAMILY
AS HUNGARIAN NOBILITY IN LATE MEDIEVAL SLAVONIA

Abstract: In contrast to their role as landlords and fiefholders in southern Hungary,
even after the fall of medieval Serbia in 1459, a topic that has been well researched in
Serbian historiography, the role of the Brankovi¢ despotal family as Hungarian nobles
and property owners in the 15th-century Kingdom of Slavonia has never been the sub-
ject of a comprehensive study. This paper examines the activities of two members of the
Brankovi¢ family who acted as feudal lords in late 15th-century Slavonia. The first was
Kantakuzina-Katherina (Serbian: Katarina) Brankovi¢, daughter of Despot Durad (George)
Vukovi¢ Brankovi¢, and the last Countess of Celje (Cilli), who, after the murder of her hus-
band Ulrich Il, inherited his Slavonian estates and governed them from 1456 until 1461,
when she finally sold her remaining possessions in Slavonia. The second was Kantakuz-
ina’s nephew, the titular Serbian despot Vuk Grgurevi¢, who received numerous estates
in Slavonia for his service to the Hungarian crown from 1464 until his death in 1485. He
bequeathed most of his Slavonian estates to his wife, Barbara, née Frankapan.

Keywords: Brankovi¢ family, Hungarian nobility, Kantakuzina-Katherina (Katarina)
Brankovi¢ of Celje (Cilli), Counts of Celje (Cilli), Vuk Grgurevi¢ Brankovi¢, titular Serbian
despots, Kingdom of Slavonia, County of Zagreb, County of KriZevci, District of Zagorje
(County of Varazdin).

Introduction

The late Middle Ages in Southeastern Europe, particularly the 15th century, were
marked by the gradual rise of the Turkish threat and the eventual conquest of several

" benjamin.hekic@iib.ac.rs
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Byzantine and South Slavic states by the Ottoman Empire.! The prolonged nature of
this process brought about changes in both international and regional relations and
also triggered population movements, either under the pressure of war or as a result
of the organisation of military frontiers.?

Serbia, after the fall of the Serbian Empire, found itself caught between the
Ottomans and Hungary and came under strong influence from both powers. Although
the state of the Lazarevi¢ family, established on much of the former Serbian lands
prior to King Milutin’s conquests, never became an integral part of Hungary nor
entered into full vassalage before 1403/1404, its policies were significantly shaped
from the outset of Prince Lazar’s rule by the actions of King Louis | (Lajos, Lajos) the
Great of Hungary and by the nobles responsible for guarding Hungary’s southern
borders. Relations between Lazar’s Serbia and King Louis and his successors ranged
from hostile to allied.? In the years leading up to the famous Battle of Kosovo (1389),
the Serbian ruler even temporarily joined a coalition of Hungarian barons and Bosnia
against King Sigismund, the husband of Queen Mary. Although relations were
smoothed over before Lazar’s death, and a marriage was arranged between his
daughter and Sigismund’s close ally Nicholas (Miklds) Il Garai (Nikola Il Gorjanski),
Serbia soon again faced Hungarian attacks, partly because Lazar’s successors were
compelled to cooperate with the Turks after 1389.%

For more than a decade, Serbian prince Stefan (Stephen) Lazarevic¢ was repeatedly
compelled to join the Ottoman military camp, playing a prominent role in wars against
Hungary and its allies (for example, at Nicopolis in 1396). A new chapter in Serbian—
Hungarian relations opened with Timur’s (Tamerlane’s) attack on the Ottoman Empire
and the defeat and capture of Bayezid | at the Battle of Ankara in 1402.> The ensuing
ten-year civil war among Bayezid’s sons followed, and, on his return from the battle,
Stefan received the title of despot and entered into a vassal relationship with Hungary
in 1403/1404, gaining Belgrade and a number of estates along Hungary’s border with
Serbia. Throughout his reign, Despot Stefan had to navigate between King Sigismund
and the now-stabilized Ottoman Empire under Mehmed | (from 1413), managing to

1 Tamas Palosfalvi, From Nicopolis to Mohdcs: A History of Ottoman-Hungarian Warfare 1389—
1526, Leiden — Boston 2018, 51-208.

2 Cuma hmpkosuh, ,,Ceobe cpnckor Hapoaa y KpasbesuHy Yrapcky y XIV u XV Beky”, in: Ceobe
cprickoe Hapooa 00 X1V do XX eeka. 360pHuUK padosa noceeheH mpucmozoduwHuyu Beauke
ceoba Cpba, beorpag 1990, 37-46.

3 Page Muxamuunh, /lazap XpebeswaHosuh. Ucmopuja, Kyam, npedarbe, beorpaa 20013,
29-132.

4 Muogapar An. Nyprosuh, KHe3 u decnom CmedpaH /lazapesuh, beorpag, 1978, 9-17, 31-32;
Cuma M. Rupkosuh, ,CTape 1 HoBe KOHTpoBep3e 0 KHe3y Jlasapy n Cpbuju youn Kocoscke
buTke”, 360pHUK Mamuuye cpricke 3a ucmopujy 42 (1990) 9, 14-16; idem, ,,KocoBcka 6uTKa
y mefyyHapoaHom KoHTeKcTy"”, [nac Cpnicke akademuje Hayka u ymemHocmu 378 (1996) 53—
54, 60-68.

> M. A. Nypkosuh, KHe3 u decnom, 33—63; T. Palosfalvi, From Nicopolis to Mohdcs, 51-66.
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maintain this position until his death in 1427.% In addition to his possessions in the
Hungarian—Serbian border region, Stefan also acquired numerous estates within the
Realm of St Stephen, becoming one of the Hungarian barons. However, none of these
estates were located in the Kingdom of Slavonia.”

After Stefan’s death, his nephew and successor, Durad (George) Vukovic¢
Brankovi¢, pursued a similar political course. However, Ottoman pressure continued
to intensify, and relations with Hungary grew increasingly complicated. Although
Belgrade and its surroundings were taken from him as early as 1427, burad appears
to have retained all of his uncle’s other Hungarian possessions (and possibly acquired
more), along with the associated obligations toward the Hungarian court. In line with
the policy of dual vassalage, he had to marry one daughter, Mara (Maria), to Sultan
Murad Il, and another, Kantakuzina, to Ulrich Il of Celje (Cillei Ulrik 11), an influential
baron of the Realm of St Stephen.® Through this latter marriage, a member of the
Brankovic¢ family came to indirectly possess estates in Slavonia, acting at times in her
husband’s name during his lifetime and certainly after his assassination in 1456.

During the first period of Ottoman rule in the Serbian Despotate (1439-1444),
Despot Durad endured the tragic blinding of his two sons — Grgur (Gregory), his heir
at the time, and Stefan (Stephen). Although he restored the Despotate with Hungarian
help, he chose not to join King Vladislaus (UlaszId, Vladislav) I's campaign, which ended
with the Battle of Varna and a catastrophic defeat for the Christian coalition. By
abstaining, he avoided Turkish reprisals, but this decision led to prolonged and troubled
relations with the Hunyadi (Corvinus) family, rivals of the house of Celje (Celjski) to
whom he was related by marriage.® Much has been written about the dynamic
relations between Despot Durad and John (Janos) Hunyadi, as well as John’s brother-

& M. A. Mypkoswuh, KHe3 u decriom, 63—106; Momuuno Cnpemuh, Jecnom bypah bpaHkosuh
u He2oso 0oba, beorpaa 1994, 50-63; Dimitris Kastritsis, The Sons of Bayezid. Empire
Building and Representation in the Ottoman Civil War of 1402-13, Leiden — Boston 2007;
HeHapg O6pagosuh, ,,HoBM nogaum o ycnocTas/baky BasanHMX ogHoca usmehy aecnota
CredaHa n Kpasba MurmyHaa“, beoepadcku ucmopujcku enacHuk 12 (2021) 37-55.

’ Frigyes Pesty, Brankovics Gyérgy rdcz despota birtokviszonyai Magyarorszdgon és a rdcz despota
cim, Budapest 1877; Bophe bybano, ,Moceamn cpnckux gecnota y ogd6pambeHMm naaHosrma
KpasbesuHe Yrapcke 1458. n 1459. roguHe”, in: Mad Cpricke decnomosuHe 1459. 2oduHe:
360pHUK padosa ca Hay4YHoe cKyna odpxcaHoe 12—14. Hosembpa 2009. 2oduHe, ed. Momunno
Cnpemuh, Beorpag 2011, 229-243; Anekcangap Kpctuh, ,,JJOKyMeHTV 0 yrapckum noceamma
aecnota bypha fatum y 3anor JosaHy Xyrwaaujy 1444. roanHe”, Mewosuma epaha—Miscellanea
32 (2011) 125-156; idem, ,,Mosesba aecnota hypha bpaHkosuha o AaBatby y 3a10r nocesa y
Yrapckoj JosaHy Xyragaujy”, Cmapu cpncku apxue 11 (2012) 151-174; Nenad Obradovic, ,,Szerb
despotdk birtokai Magyarorszagon (attekintés)”, in: Micae Mediaevales X. Fiatal torténészek
dolgozatai a kézépkori Magyarorszagrdl és Eurdpdrdl, Budapest 2022, 61-75.

8 M. Cnpemuh, Jecnom Bypah, 89—-124, 158-159, 177-180, 191-196. On the estates of the
Serbian despots in Hungary between 1427 and 1459, see: b. byb6ano, ,Mocegun”, 230-240;
A. Kpctuh, ,,JorkymeHTtn”, 125-130, 132-155; idem, ,,Kpasb urmyHz y Bopuu, nnm kaga je
1 Kako beorpag, npeaat Yrpuma 1427. roguHe?”, Ucmopujcku yaconuc 61 (2012) 115-127.

9 M. Cnpemuh, Jecnom bypah, 234-351.
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in-law Michael (Mihaly) Szildgyi. An attempt at general reconciliation through the
betrothal of Elizabeth (Erzsébet, Jelisaveta), daughter of Ulrich Il of Celje and
Kantakuzina, to one of Hunyadi’s sons (first Ladislaus, then Matthias) was thwarted
by Elizabeth’s untimely death shortly after her marriage to Matthias.°

Although the almost simultaneous deaths of John Hunyadi, Ulrich Il of Celje, and
Despot Durad, together with the events that followed, suggested a looming crisis,
the death of King Ladislaus (LaszId) V the Posthumous of Habsburg ultimately secured
the victory of the Hunyadi faction and the rise of King Matthias Corvinus (Hunyadi
Matyas) to the Hungarian throne in 1458.1! Matthias’s ascent accelerated the
downfall of the Celjski family, whose sole heir by 1456 was Ulrich’s widow,
Kantakuzina-Katherina, as all of their children had predeceased Ulrich.

Meanwhile, the final Ottoman conquest of the Serbian Despotate in 1459 created
an opportunity for members of the Brankovic¢ family to acquire estates in the Kingdom
of Hungary by other means — crossing over with their followers and becoming
Hungarian nobles and barons in the military service of Matthias Corvinus, both along
the Ottoman border and in other theatres of war. The first representative of the
former Serbian ruling dynasty to move from the Ottoman to the Hungarian side,
around 1464/65, was Vuk Grgurevi¢, the illegitimate son of Grgur, Burad Brankovic¢’s
blinded son. Unlike his aunt Kantakuzina, who acquired her Slavonian estates through
marriage and inheritance from her husband, Vuk obtained his estates through military
service to the Hungarian king, mainly in campaigns against the Czechs, Poles, and
Austrians. For his efforts in the border wars against the Turks, he received estates in
southern Hungary, in the Srem (Szerém, Syrmia) and Vukovo (Valkd) counties.?

In the decades that followed, many Serbian nobles, along with segments of the
population, crossed into Hungary and entered the service of King Matthias.
Eventually, the descendants of Durad’s other blinded son, Stefan, did so as well,
succeeding Vuk Grgurevic in the titular role of despot, a title confirmed to him by the
Hungarian king around 1471.:3

10 M. Cnpemuh, Jecniom Bypah, 335-346, 364—-367, 453-455, 473-474.

11'M. Cnpemuh, Jecnom bypah, 477-533; Pal Engel, The Realm of St Stephen. A History of
Medieval Hungary 895-1526, London—New York 2001, 288-300.

12 The latest findings on this topic: Anekcangap Kpctuh, YaaHosu duHacmuja jyeoucmoure Egpore
Y Cpedr08eK08HOj YeapcKoj (BoKTopcKa ancepTaumja, dunosodckmn daryntet Hosm Cag, 2014);
idem, ,,Which Realm Will You Opt for? — the Serbian Nobility between the Ottomans and the
Hungarians in the 15th Century”, in: State and Society in the Balkans before and after
Establishment of Ottoman Rule, eds. Srdan Rudi¢ & Selim Aslantas, Belgrade 2017, 129-163;
idem, baeosepHa 2ocnoda u cnasHe 2ocriohe. Cmyoduje o 6pa4yHoj noauMUYU, OpyUmeeHoOM
nonoxcajy u noceduma cpricke eaume y Yeapckoj (XV-XVI gek). | deo: bpaHkosuhu, Jakwuhu,
beamyxcesuhu, beorpag 2025; Henag Obpagosuh, Cpbu u kpase Mamuja KopeuH (moaumuka
y2apcKoz2 Kparea fpema CPrcKUM MOoAUMUYKUM HYUHUOUUMA) (LOKTOPCKA AucepTauuja,
dunosodckn dakyntet beorpag, 2021); idem, Szerbek Magyarorszdgon a XIV. szdzad végétél a
XVI. szazad elejéig (1389-1526) (doctoral dissertation, University of Szeged, 2023).

13 Dusanka Dinié-Knezevi¢, ,Sremski Brankovici“, IstraZivanja 4 (1975) 5-44; A. Kpctuh,
bnazosepHa 2ocnoda, 41-114.

168



THE MEMBERS OF THE BRANKOVIC FAMILY
AS HUNGARIAN NOBILITY IN LATE MEDIEVAL SLAVONIA

This paper will examine two case studies involving the aforementioned members
of the Brankovi¢ family as Hungarian nobles and landowners in the Kingdom of
Slavonia: Kantakuzina-Katherina, who acquired her estates through marriage and
inheritance, and Vuk Grgurevié, who earned his estates through military service. Both
Brankoviés held their estates as Hungarian nobles, not as foreigners. Their foreign
origin manifested only in their adherence to the Orthodox faith and in the presence
of Serbs in their surroundings, as officials, courtiers, clerics, or soldiers.

The Case Study of Kantakuzina-Katherina Brankovi¢

In her long life, Kantakuzina-Katherina (Serbian: Katarina) Brankovi¢ of Celje (Cilli)
must have been a proud noblewoman, as she was certainly a talented ruler and
politician, a tenacious defender of her family’s heritage (both by birth and by marriage),
and a pious and generous benefactress. Contemporary narrative sources describe her
as beautiful and honest (“alioquin facie et moribus honestam”); her portrait-miniature
in her father’s charter to the Esphigmenou Monastery (1429) depicts an elegant young
aristocrat.!* The blinding of her two brothers, the deaths of her children and husband,
the deaths of her father, mother, and a third brother within a short interval, and a
hard life in foreign lands (Hungary and Turkey) that at times brought her close to
vagrancy made her into a tragic figure. Some researchers of Kantakuzina’s life and
work have allowed the men around her — such as her father, Despot Burad (George)
Vukovi¢ Brankovi¢, or her husband, Count Ulrich Il of Celje — to overshadow her, but
there is enough surviving source material to let Kantakuzina speak in her own voice,
rather than to become a mere echo of the great men of her time.

The Countess of Celje was born ca. 1418/1419 as Kantakuzina, the fourth child
and second daughter of the future Serbian despot Durad Vukovi¢ and his wife Irene
(Serbian: Jerina, Greek: Eirene) Kantakouzene. Baptized with her mother’s family
name — a family that had produced imperial officers and emperors in Byzantium —
she received the name Katherina upon her marriage.’® Seeking the support of
Sigismund (Zsigmond, Zigmund) of Luxemburg, King of Hungary and Holy Roman
Emperor, in his struggle against the Ottomans, Despot Purad decided to marry his
daughter to Sigismund’s relative, Ulrich Il of Celje. Her betrothal to Ulrich is attested
before March 1433, and the wedding took place on 20 April 1434, at a time when
both the bridegroom’s father, Friedrich Il, and grandfather, Hermann Il, were still
alive.’® The Counts of Celje were powerful magnates in both the Holy Roman Empire
and the Kingdom of Hungary (i.e., the Lands of the Hungarian Holy Crown). Through
marriage they were related to the Hungarian House of Anjou, and in Germany they

14 Momuuno Cnpemuh, ,KaHTakysmHa (KatapuHa) BpaHkosuh”, Mons Aureus. Yaconuc 3a
KkbUMcesHocm, ymemHocm u 0pywmeeHa numarba 30 (Cmepepeso 2010) 82—-84.

15 M. Cnpemwuh, Jecriom Bypah, 68.

16 M. Cnpemuh, ,,KaHTakysmHa"“, 84—85.

169



Benjamin Heki¢, Neven Isailovi¢

initially supported the House of Habsburg. The House of Celje reached its pinnacle
after Hermann Il, grandfather of Katherina’s husband, allied himself closely with King
Sigismund of Luxemburg, to whom he married his daughter Barbara (Borbala).
Sigismund soon made Hermann Ban of Dalmatia, Croatia and Slavonia and later
elevated his descendants to princes of the Holy Roman Empire. This allowed the
Counts of Celje, whose ancestral patrimony lay in the Duchy of Styria in the Holy
Roman Empire, to acquire new estates in Slavonia, Zagorje, and Medimurje, thus
becoming feudal lords in the Kingdom of Hungary as well. They also received from
Sigismund numerous possessions in Carinthia and Carniola.’” With this, the strong
ambitions of the House of Celje to form their own (informal) principality were coming
to fruition. Being related to the Bosnian king Tvrtko Il Tvrtkovi¢ (Count Hermann | of
Celje married Catherine, daughter of Bosnian ban Stjepan Il Kotromani¢, in 1361), the
Counts of Celje also expected to inherit the Bosnian throne upon the death of the
childless King Tvrtko, but these aspirations ultimately proved unsuccessful.®

All the ambitions of the House of Celje were cut short with the murder of Count
Ulrich Il in November 1456. By taking part in the struggles for the Hungarian throne
after the death of King-Emperor Sigismund (1437), Kantakuzina’s husband incurred
the hatred of the Hungarian noble Hunyadi family, which led to his death at the hands
of John Hunyadi’s elder son, Ladislaus (Laszld), in Belgrade. All of the children whom
Kantakuzina bore to Ulrich Il predeceased their father. Their eldest son and heir,
Hermann, named after his paternal great-grandfather, died at the age of twelve in
1451, while the younger son, Georg (George), named after his maternal grandfather,
was born in 1445 and died in infancy. Ulrich and Kantakuzina’s daughter Elizabeth
was promised in marriage as a child — serving as a peace pledge between the House
of Brankovi¢ and the House of Celje on one side, and the House of Hunyadi on the
other — first to Ladislaus Hunyadi, and then to his brother Matthias Corvinus. The
young princess, however, died at the Hunyadi court shortly after the marriage.? After
Kantakuzina buried her husband with all the ceremonies befitting his station —
including a solemn church service held on the thirtieth day following the funeral,
when the Celjski family crest was symbolically broken and a knight in full armour cried
out three times that the counts of Celje were today and nevermore (“Heind graffen
von Cilli und nyemermer”) — the Dowager Countess was left as the last and sole
heiress of the once-powerful House of Celje.?*

The family tragedy of the last Countess of Celje did not end with her husband’s
murder; in the following two years she lost her father, Despot Durad, then her

17 |bidem, 83; Robert Kureli¢, ,,Pregled povijesti grofova Celjskih“, Historijski zbornik 59 (2006)
206-208.

18 M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTakysmHa“, 83-84, 86.

19 |bidem, 8687, 89-91.

20 |bidem, 89-91.

2L Franz Krones, Freien von Saneck und ihre Chronik als Grafen von Cilli I, Graz 1883, 128-129;
Nada Klai¢, Zadnji knezi celjski v deZelah Sv. krone, Celje 1982, 105; M. Cnpemuh,
,KaHTakysmHa“, 92
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mother, Despotess Jerina, and finally her youngest brother Lazar, the new despot of
Serbia.?? Undoubtedly devastated, the Dowager Countess Kantakuzina also had to
face challenges to her inheritance during this period, the most formidable of which
came from the Holy Roman Emperor and Austrian Archduke, Friedrich Ill of Habsburg.
The ancestral Styrian estates of her husband’s family, including Celje as their seat of
power, were fiefs of the Holy Roman Empire, and as a woman and widow, Kantakuzina
could not inherit them. Emperor Friedrich therefore contested her hold over Celje and
other fiefs in Styria, Carinthia, and Carniola, advancing his own claim on the basis of a
contract signed with the Counts of Celje in 1443, which stipulated that the House of
Habsburg should receive all the fiefs of the House of Celje upon the death of the last
male heir.2® Certainly before 10 March 1458 Kantakuzina left Celje and settled in
Varazdin (Varasd) in Slavonia, where on that date she issued a charter to Friedrich of
Habsburg, surrendering and granting to him all of her husband’s fiefs in the Holy
Roman Empire. In return she was compensated with money and property rights over
a single fortress — Krsko (Gurckfeld) in Carniola. She also received from the Emperor
an annual allowance of 2,000 ducats to be paid for the rest of her life, as recorded in
her second charter to the Emperor, issued on 13 May 1459 in Varazdin.?

Initially, the towns and forts belonging to the Slavonian estates of the House of
Celje remained loyal to the Dowager Countess. The counts of Celje had acquired these
estates in Hungary, in the Kingdom of Slavonia, not only as fiefs but also by purchase
or by lien, and as such Kantakuzina could inherit them as the widow of the last male
scion of the family, since all of their children had predeceased them.?> At the height
of their power, the House of Celje held twenty-two forts in Slavonia, most of them
located in the County of Varazdin and its associated district of Zagorje (the so-called
comitatus Zagoriensis): Varazdin, Vinica, Vrbovec, Krapina (Korpona), Lobor, Ostrc,
Belec, Trako$éan (Trakostyan), Lepograva, Kostel, and Cesargrad (Csaszarvar).? In the
County of KriZzevci (Koros) their possessions included Rakovec (Rakolnok), Veliki Kalnik
(Nagykemlék), Stari grad — Kamengrad (K&var) near Koprivnica (Kapronca), and
Durdevac (Szentgyorgyvar); in the County of Zagreb (Zagrab) they possessed
Medvedgrad (Medvevar), Samobor (Szamobor), Stupnik, Hrastovica, Steni¢njak
(Sztenicsnyak), Buzim, and Krupa. They also acted as de facto overlords of Turopolje

2 M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3mHa", 92-93.

3 N. Klai¢, Zadnji knezi celjski, 105; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3suHa“, 92, 95.

% Anekca Wewuh, ,Hosu nogaum o rpodumum KatapuHu Liesbekoj“, /lemonuc Mamuye cpricke
268 (1910) 45-46; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3nHa“, 95.

% N. Klai¢, Zadnji knezi celjski, 105; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3auHa“, 92—93.

%6 Nada Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |: Zagreb u srednjem vijeku, Zagreb 1982, 138; eadem,
Medvedgrad i njegovi gospodari, Zagreb 1987, 124; Suzana Miljan, ,,Grofovi Celjski, njihovi
sluZbenici njemackog porijekla i Zagorsko knestvo (comitatus Zagoriensis) krajem srednjeg
vijeka (1397.-1456.)“, Godisnjak Njemacke zajednice. DG Jahrbuch 19 (2012) 99-101; eadem,
,,Grofovi Celjski i Nijemci, sluzbenici njihovih utvrda u Zagrebackoj i Krizevackoj Zupaniji u
kasnom srednjem vijeku (1385.-1456.)“, Godisnjak Njemacke zajednice. DG Jahrbuch 20
(2013) 12.
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(Campus Zagrabiensis, the commune of lesser nobles) in their capacity as lords of
Medvedgrad, and since 1433 they were in possession of Gradec (the free royal town
of Zagreb), although they had nominally obtained this right much earlier.?” In 1405 the
Counts of Celje also acquired the fort of Cakovec (Csaktornya) and its surrounding
region of Medimurje, in the County of Zala, neighbouring Slavonia (see the map).2®
Their rule in Slavonia was consolidated when King Sigismund — as already mentioned
—appointed his father-in-law Hermann Il of Celje as ban of Croatia-Dalmatia and ban
of Slavonia, as well as administrator (gubernator) of the Bishopric of Zagreb in
1405/1406. The Counts of Celje thereafter regarded these offices as hereditary, since
both Hermann’s son Friedrich Il and his grandson Ulrich Il managed to hold them.?
During the period in which Friedrich Il and Ulrich Il of Celje held the offices of ban
—that is to say, even before she became a widow — Kantakuzina took part in governing
and judicial affairs. A letter sent by the Hungarian king Vladislaus | Jagiellon on 19
April 1441 to the Counts of Celje, concerning the reconciliation between the king and
the House of Celje, records that Count Ulrich Il and and Ulrich’s wife had been
disturbing and causing damage to the citizens of Gradec near Zagreb, and that the
king demanded of Ulrich and “the said lady wife” that they desist at once.*® This
confirms Kantakuzina’s involvement in the family’s affairs in Slavonia. Several years
later, in 1445, we find Kantakuzina independently deciding on the composition of the
court of appeals in Gradec,? and on 15 August 1451 she ordered the city authorities
and judges of Kalnik to bring before her a certain lawsuit,?? thus asserting her judicial
prerogatives. On New Year’s Day 1453, she issued a charter in Varazdin confirming
that she had received the annual tribute from the representatives of the town of
Gradec.?® At that time, Kantakuzina’s husband Ulrich was absent from Slavonia, while
her father-in-law Friedrich was preoccupied with the affairs of the banate and judicial

27N, Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 138—140; eadem, Medvedgrad, 124-125; Suzana Miljan, ,,Nijemci
u Turopolju u kasnom srednjem vijeku“, Godisnjak Njemacke zajednice. DG Jahrbuch 18
(2011) 32-33, 41; eadem, ,,Grofovi Celjski i Nijemci“, 15-19.

8 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba 1, 138.

2 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba 1, 138; eadem, Medvedgrad, 124; S. Miljan, ,Grofovi Celjski i
Nijemci“, 12-13.
30 1van Krstitelj TkalCi¢, Monumenta historica liberae regiae civitatis Zagrabiae ||, Zagreb 1894,
183-184, no. 130; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 147-148; M. Cnpemuh, ,, KaHTaky3nHa“, 87.
31 van Krstitelj Tkal¢i¢, Monumenta historica liberae regiae civitatis Zagrabiae V|, Zagreb 1900,
421-422; N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 140.

327agreb (Croatia), Hrvatski drzavni arhiv, Plemenita opéina Sv. Jelena Koruska (=HR-HDA-54),
no. 47; Budapest (Hungary), Magyar Nemzeti Levéltar Orszagos Levéltara (=MNL OL),
Diplomatikai Fényképgy(jtemény (=DF) 286113; Emilij Laszowski, , Listine opcine sv. Jelene
Koruske kod Krizevaca®, Vjesnik Kr. hrvatsko-slavonsko-dalmatinskoga zemaljskoga arkiva 7
(1905), 11-12, no. 47.

33 Zagreb (Croatia), Arhiv Hrvatske akademije znanosti i umjetnosti, Zbirka latinskih isprava
(=HR-AHAZU-70), D-XII-26; MNL OL, DF 231314; Monumenta historica Zagrabiae 11, 230, no.
167; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba 1, 154.
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duties, as shown by his charter concerning a lawsuit in Gradec, issued later in January
1453,** a few weeks after Kantakuzina had received the tribute from Gradec, all of
which demonstrates that Friedrich entrusted the governance of the estates to his
daughter-in-law.

But with all the male members of the House of Celje gone, the Dowager Countess
Kantakuzina soon faced challenges to her authority in Slavonia as well. In the first
week of January 1457, while in Celje, Kantakuzina once again received the emissaries
of the town of Gradec, and on 8 January she wrote to the city authorities, informing
them that she had given oral replies to the emissaries concerning certain matters
brought before her. This demonstrates that the Dowager Countess regarded Gradec
as her property, and that the citizens of Gradec acknowledged her as their mistress.®
At the same time, the emissaries probably also delivered the annual tribute
(customarily due on New Year’s Day).>®* However, in May 1457, the canons of the
Zagreb Chapter petitioned the Hungarian king Ladislaus V the Posthumous of
Habsburg for the return of a tower in Gradec (Popov turen), which they claimed had
been taken from them by the city authorities during the rule of the House of Celje.?”
The king granted their request and, on 24 May, wrote to Kantakuzina, ordering her
to return the said tower to the Zagreb Chapter, as well as the Medimurje tithes, which
had likewise been seized by the counts of Celje,*® who had held Medimurje since it
was granted to them by King Sigismund in 1405.%° On the following day King Ladislaus
issued a charter confirming possession of Popov turen to the canons, and on 1 June
he wrote directly to the citizens of Gradec, ordering them to restore Popov turen to the
canons, thus ignoring and setting aside any authority that Kantakuzina had held over
Gradec.? In fact, the Dowager Countess was not mentioned even once in the King’s
charter to the canons as the current possessor; instead, only her husband and father-in-
law were identified as the chief perpetrators of the injustice done to the canons of
Zagreb.** A few months later, King Ladislaus wrote to the newly appointed ban of
Slavonia, John (Janos, Jan) Vitovec, informing him that the Dowager Countess
Kantakuzina was to surrender the castle in Gradec to its citizens.*? As Gradec was officially

3% Monumenta historica Zagrabiae 11, 231, no. 168; N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 144—145.

35 HR-AHAZU-70, D-XIlI-3; MNL OL, DF 231385; Monumenta historica Zagrabiae I, 249, no.
186; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 155; eadem, Medvedgrad, 144-145.

36 N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 145.

37 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 157; eadem, Medvedgrad, 145.

38 Andrija Lukinovi¢, Povijesni spomenici Zagrebacke biskupije VII, Zagreb 2004, 315-316, no.
296.

39 Cf. note 28.

4 Monumenta historica Zagrabiae |1, 249-251, no. 187-188; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 157;
eadem, Medvedgrad, 145; Povijesni spomenici Zagrebacke biskupije VIl, 316-317, no. 297.

41 Monumenta historica Zagrabiae Il, 249-250, no. 187; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 157;
eadem, Medvedgrad, 145; M. Cnpemuh, , KaHTaky3unHa“, 94.

42 Monumenta historica Zagrabiae Il, 252-253, no. 190; N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 146-147; M.
Cnpemuh, ,KaHTakysnHa“, 94.
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a free royal town, the king was exercising his regal prerogatives and restoring governance
to the citizens, while Kantakuzina was obliged to demolish the castle. Should she refuse,
the citizens themselves were to carry out the demolition with the assistance of the Ban.*®
King Ladislaus was determined to dispossess Kantakuzina, but his orders went unheeded,
since the citizens of Gradec did not dare to obey him or to recognise his direct authority,
knowing that the neighbouring castellans (of Medvedgrad, Stupnik, Rakovec) and the
Zupans of Turopolje still remained loyal to Kantakuzina.*

After the death of King Ladislaus and the election of Matthias Corvinus, who had
once been Kantakuzina’s son-in-law, the policy of the Crown towards the Dowager
Countess of Celje did not change. Matthias’ uncle and regent of the realm, Michael
Szilagyi, likewise wrote to Kantakuzina, ordering her to return the Medimurje tithes
to the Zagreb Chapter.*> On the same day (30 January 1458), Szilagyi also wrote to Ban
John Vitovec, instructing him to protect the citizens of Gradec (Zagreb) and to “care
for the city”,%® which in practice meant dispossessing Kantakuzina. The King and
Regent thus sought to set John Vitovec against Kantakuzina and to persuade him to
abandon any sense of loyalty or gratitude towards the widow of his late benefactor.*’
For it had been Ulrich II’'s support and patronage that enabled Vitovec, an
impoverished Czech nobleman, to rise in the Hungarian political and social hierarchy.*
Vitovec acquired estates in return for his military services to the House of Celje, and
he was appointed vice-ban of Slavonia under Ulrich Il. After Ulrich’s murder, he fought
against Emperor Friedrich Il of Habsburg in defense of Kantakuzina’s interests and
estates. In the subsequent conflict between Friedrich and Matthias Corvinus, Vitovec
at first allied himself with Corvinus, which earned him the office of ban of Slavonia.
However, in 1459 he defected to Emperor Friedrich, who rewarded him with new

4 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba 1, 155, 157—-158; eadem, Medvedgrad, 146-147; M. Cnpemuh,
,KaHTakysnHa“, 94.

4 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 155-157; M. Cnpemuh, , KaHTaky3nHa", 94.

4 Povijesni spomenici Zagrebacke biskupije VI, 331, no. 309. Since Szildgyi had to issue this
order to Kantakuzina, it is evident that she paid no heed to the earlier command of the late
King Ladislaus to return the tithes to the canons (cf. note 38). The question of the Medimurje
tithes was still unresolved in September 1458, when King Matthias Corvinus instructed the
Pécs Chapter to notify Kantakuzina that she was to relinquish the tithes to the canons of
Zagreb, after which the canons were to be formally invested with them. In October, King
Matthias once again had to order Vitovec to compel Kantakuzina and her castellans to
restore the tithes to the Zagreb Chapter, cf. Povijesni spomenici Zagrebacke biskupije VII,
347-350, 356, no. 327, 330, 335. Since King Sigismund had granted Medimurje to the House
of Celje, Kantakuzina clearly considered herself, rather than the Zagreb Chapter, entitled to
the said tithes, and the castellans of Cakovec and Strigovo (Johann and Friedrich Lamberger,
and a certain “Wnfardus”) carried out the Countess’s will in this matter.

4 Monumenta historica Zagrabiae 1, 261, no. 198; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 158; eadem,
Medvedgrad, 151.

47 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba 1, 158.

48 N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 150.
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properties and, in 1460, the title of Count of Zagorje.* This, too, constituted an
undermining of Kantakuzina’s rights, since she held the title of Countess of Zagorje as
Ulrich II’s widow (“Katherina... Zagorieque comitissa relicta”).

The Crown’s attempts to undermine Kantakuzina in Slavonia must have become
quite apparent to the local actors, for they soon sought to do the same. In 1457 and
1458, officers from Kantakuzina’s estates who remained loyal to her came under joint
attack by both the Crown and local actors, which indirectly weakened Kantakuzina’s
position as well. In 1457, King Ladislaus convicted Sebold Mayer-Fischer, Kantakuzina’s
long-time attendant and then captain of Gradec, on charges of treason for joining the
party of Emperor Friedrich of Habsburg. He was deprived of his properties in Gradec,
which were granted to magister John, a notary of Gradec, who had originally brought
the charges against Mayer.>® Nevertheless, Mayer remained loyal to Kantakuzina and
continued in her service, later becoming her castellan at Rakovec.*! Bogavec
Milakovi¢, Kantakuzina’s castellan of Medvedgrad and Zupan (ispdn) of Turopolje,
was accused in 1458 by the citizens of Gradec of committing numerous robberies,
thefts, and assaults together with his “Rascians” (Serbs). However, the charges appear
to have been either false or, at the very least, greatly exaggerated.>? The actions of
another of Kantakuzina’s officers, Hans Apprehar, castellan of Samobor, likewise
brought the Dowager Countess under the scrutiny of the Crown’s officials. In 1459,
Kantakuzina herself was charged before the bans John Vitovec and Nicholas of Ilok
(Ujlaki Mikl6s) by Lord Hening of Susjed and his wife Dora, from whom Apprehar had
seized certain properties (Oresje, Strmec, Novake, and Rakitje).>

It seems that the attacks on Kantakuzina and her officials arose from several
causes: perceived opportunities to oust the Dowager Countess and seize her
properties, personal animosities toward her and her men, and even hostility on the
grounds of their ethnic, and by extension, religious identity. The counts of Celje
employed men of diverse backgrounds: Sebold Mayer and Hans Apprehar were
evidently Germans; John Vitovec, as already noted, was a Bohemian, i.e., a Czech;
Bogavac Milakovi¢ was a Serb; and Kantakuzina herself was a Serbian princess. Yet,
as Nada Klai¢ has observed, during the zenith of the House of Celje in Slavonia, their

4 Bogo Grafenauer, ,Vitovec grof Zagorski, Jan (?—1468)“, in: Slovenski biografski leksikon 13,
eds. Alfonz Gspan, Joze Munda & Fran Petre, Ljubljana 1982, 493—-494 (viewed via Slovenska
biografija. Slovenska akademija znanosti in umetnosti: http://www.slovenska-biografija.si/oseba/
sbi793428/#slovenski-biografski-leksikon, date of access 14.3.2024).

0N, Klaié, Povijest Zagreba |, 152—153, 158; eadem, Medvedgrad, 147-150; M. Cnpemuh,
,KaHTakysnHa“, 94-95.

L N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 154; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTakyauHa“, 93-94.

52 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 155; eadem, Medvedgrad, 147-150; M. Cnpemuh, ,,KaHTaky3unHa"“,
93-94.

53 HR-AHAZU-70, D-XI11-45; MNL OL, DF 231427; Jakov Stipisi¢ & Miljen Samsalovi¢, ,,Isprave u
Arhivu Jugoslavenske akademije (Nastavak — do smrti kralja Matije Korvina)“, Zbornik
Historijskog instituta Jugoslavenske akademije 3 (1960) 591, no. 2426; N. Klaié, Povijest
Zagreba |, 62; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3nHa“, 95.
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subjects appear not to have been troubled by the ethnicity of their officials, nor by
that of their countess and “gracious mistress”. When the fortunes of the House of
Celje declined, however, ethnic origin suddenly became a convenient pretext for
attacking the Countess and, in particular, her Serbian attendants.>* An illustrative
example is a forged document from Turopolje, supposedly sent by King Ladislaus V of
Habsburg to Ban John Vitovec in 1457. In it, the Serbs (“Rasciani”) from Medvedgrad,
Rakovec, Veliki Kalnik, Mali Kalnik, and Koprivnica are accused of harassing and
troubling the local Slavonian nobles; naturally, the Ban was instructed to extend his
protection to the nobles.>> The question of ethnic and religious prejudice against
Kantakuzina’s Serbian officials becomes even more complex when we consider the
contradictory reports regarding her own religious identity. She had certainly been
raised as an Orthodox Christian. Enea Silvio Piccolomini (later Pope Pius Il) claimed
that the Countess of Celje was “tainted by Greek perfidy”, while the author of the
Chronicle of Celje wrote that she “was not of our but of the Greek faith, and she lived
in that faith, having priests and chaplains of her faith, and she seldom went to our
mass and Lord’s service”.® In 1453/1454, she had a Praksapostol (an Orthodox
liturgical book) copied for her in Varazdin, and she herself embroidered a mitre for the
Orthodox Metropolitan of Belgrade.>” All this would seem to confirm that she
remained of the Orthodox faith, were it not for a report from 1458 mentioning
Sigismund, Archdeacon of Varazdin and co-canon of Zagreb, as chaplain to “lady
countess” (i.e., Kantakuzina),>® which would suggest that she converted to Roman
Catholicism. These conflicting accounts prevent us from reaching a definite conclusion
regarding Kantakuzina’s faith.>®

Through all the hardships of the years following Ulrich II’'s murder, Kantakuzina
could rely on her loyal officers in Slavonia. Alongside Sebold Mayer, Hans Apprehar,
and Bogavac Milakovi¢, these included Smolyk, castellan of Stupnik, and Ivan
Cudorovi¢, who succeeded Mayer as captain of Gradec while also serving as Zupan of
Turopolje.®® Their support for the Dowager Countess must have stemmed at least in
part from gratitude toward her late husband, through whose favour they had
obtained their positions, properties, and social standing. Sebold Mayer, for example,

% N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 150.

5 |bidem.

56 F. Krones, Freien von Saneck 1, 93; N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 150; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3uHa“, 86.

57 M. Cnpemwuh, ,,KaHTakysmHa“, 90-91, 107.

%8 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 155; eadem, Medvedgrad, 148; M. Cnpemuh, , KaHTaky3nHa“, 86,
n.27.

%9 Perhaps we may assume that, in matters of faith, Kantakuzina and Ulrich reached some sort
of compromise: she was required to convert to Catholicism but was allowed to maintain her
ties with Eastern Orthodoxy. This seems supported by the fact that Ulrich appears to have
permitted their daughter, though baptized as a Roman Catholic, to be raised at her maternal
grandfather’s court in Smederevo, i.e., at the court of Despot Durad, as an Orthodox
Christian, cf. M. Cnpemuh, , KaHTaky3mHa“, 89-91.

0 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 154-155; M. Cnpemuh, , KaHTarkysuHa“, 93.
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acted as Zupan of Turopolje in 1439, and in 1441 he is recorded as Kantakuzina’s
courtier, her master of the kitchen. In September 1460, still serving as Kantakuzina’s
castellan of Rakovec, he donated the hamlet of Novak near JakuSevac to the
Cistercians of Zagreb, explicitly noting that the hamlet had once been granted to him
by “his gracious master”, i.e., Ulrich Il of Celje.®* Mayer went on to acquire numerous
other properties through purchase and even obtained the status of citizen of Gradec,
achievements he certainly owed to the patronage of the counts of Celje.®?

But gratitude to her late husband was not enough to secure the lasting loyalty of
these men, and Kantakuzina herself had to act as a gracious mistress by bestowing
new gifts and confirming privileges. One such instance is recorded in her charter of
18 December 1457, issued in Celje, by which her chamberlain Jacob, in recognition of
his loyal service, received as a gift the village of Lavrecan, belonging to the fort of
Vinica in the district of Zagorje.®® At the same time, in her capacity as mistress of the
Slavonian estates of the House of Celje, Kantakuzina confirmed earlier donations. Her
charter issued in Varazdin on 9 May 1458 confirmed a grant made by John, Bishop of
Zagreb, to Margaret, widow of Luke, castellan of Kamengrad.®* A few weeks later, on
21 May in Varazdin, she again confirmed this donation, as well as Margaret’s grant to
the Pauline monks of Streza, in response to a petition from Prior John of Lepoglava.®
At that moment, the Pauline monks clearly recognised Kantakuzina as the lady of the
estate on which the donated properties lay, while she in turn looked after their
interests. This is further evident from her charter of 15 June 1459, issued in Varazdin,
by which she ordered the payment of annual tribute to the Pauline monks of
Remete.®® Her charters also reveal that in 1460 Kantakuzina was exercising her rights
in Rakovec. In a charter of 12 May, issued in Varazdin, she granted the inhabitants of
Rakovec the right to feed their pigs on acorns in the forests of Radoviska and Vranja
(i.e. Jasenovac).?’ Later that year, on 14 September, also in Varazdin, she confirmed

1 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 151-152; M. Cnpemuh, , KaHTaky3uHa“, 87, 93—94.

2 N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 151-152.

8 Budapest (Hungary), Magyar Nemzeti Levéltar Orszagos Levéltara (=MNL OL), Diplomatikai
Levéltar — Mohacs El6tti Gy(ijtemény (=DL) 49424. The charter was published in: HeHag,
O6pagosuh, ,MoBesba Lesbcke rpodue KatapuHe (KaHTakysmHe BpaHkoBuh) KOMOPHWMKY
Jakosy”, Cmapu cpricku apxus 21 (2022) 93-102, albeit with incorrect conclusion that the
seal is identical with the seal from the Countess’s charter to the Emperor Friedrich in 1460.
The seals, in fact, are not identical, since they differ both in size and inscriptions, cf. berbamuH
Xekuh, ,Meuyatm KaHTakysuHe-KaTapuHe bBpaHkosBuh Lemcke”, Mewosuma zpaha—
Miscellanea 43 (2022) 16-18.

64 Zagreb (Croatia), Hrvatski drzavni arhiv, Pavlinski samostan Streza (=HR-HDA-656), fasc. 3,
no. 29; MNL OL, DL 34810.

8 HR-HDA-656, fasc. 3, no. 30; MNL OL, DL 34811.

6 Zagreb (Croatia), Hrvatski drzavni arhiv, Pavlinski samostan Remete (=HR-HDA-653), fasc.
3, no. 10; MNL OL, DL 34478.

7 HR-AHAZU-70, D-XI1I-53; MNL OL, DF 231435, J. Stipi$i¢ & M. Samgalovi¢, ,Isprave u Arhivu
Jugoslavenske akademije”, 593, no. 2440.
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the property rights of the local nobles Anthony and Michael Puci¢ to equal shares of
the Forest of Rakovec.®®

However, Kantakuzina must soon have realized that no amount of support could
help her to retain her estates in Slavonia, for she was coming under pressure on all
sides — by the ambitious rulers in Buda and Vienna, as well as by the Slavonian bans
and local nobles whose territorial appetites were steadily increasing. Her position
became even more difficult to maintain after the fall of the Despotate of Serbia to the
Ottoman Turks in 1459, when her brother, the exiled and blind Despot Stefan (Stephen)
Brankovi¢, came to live with her in Slavonia, a burden that must have strained her
finances. Together they planned to travel to Dubrovnik (Ragusa), and the city authorities
granted them permission to enter in early 1460. Yet in the end Stefan made the
journey alone, and from Dubrovnik he continued on to Albania, where he married.®

During her brother’s absence, Kantakuzina sought to sell her Slavonian estates. On
10 March 1460, in Vienna, she issued a charter to Emperor Friedrich of Habsburg, by
which she sold him her possessions in Hungary, i.e. the Kingdom of Slavonia —namely
Medvedgrad, Rakovec, Koprivnica, Veliki Kalnik, Mali Kalnik, Burdevac, Cakovec,
Strigovo (Stridévar), and Varazdin — in exchange for 29,000 gulden and the property
rights over a single fort, Postojna (Adelsberg) in Carniola. If he so wished, the Emperor
could later also purchase the castle of Turnlein for 3,000 gulden, while Andreas
Baumkircher received the fort of Samobor for his services.”” On the same day, the
Emperor issued a charter confirming the purchase of Medvedgrad, Rakovec,
Koprivnica, and both Kalniks, as well as acquiring half of the revenues from burdevac,
Cakovec, Strigovo, and Varazdin.”* Then, on 3 June, he issued another charter, giving
in lien all these properties to Andreas Baumkircher and Ulrich of Grafenegg, under the
condition that they pay 17,000 gulden to him and 29,000 gulden to the Dowager
Countess Kantakuzina. Only Medvedgrad was excluded from the list of forts pledged
to Baumkircher and Grafenegg, since the Emperor already considered the castle to
have been given to John Vitovec.”> None of these transactions, however, were carried
out, as we later find Kantakuzina selling these same estates once again.”® By a charter
issued on 8 May 1461 in Zagreb — sealed by both the Countess and her attendant

68 Zagreb (Croatia), Hrvatski drzavni arhiv, Pavlinski samostan Krizevci (=HR-HDA-649), fasc. 3.
no. 3; MNL OL, DL 35627.

8 M. Cnpemuh, ,,KaHTaky3mHa", 96-97.

79 Vienna (Austria), Osterreichisches Staatsarchiv (=0eStA), Haus-, Hof- und Staatsarchiv
(=HHStA), Urkundenreichen (=UR), Allgemeine Urkundenreihe (=AUR), 1460 I1l 10; MNL OL,
DF 258251; Ivan Kukuljevi¢ Sakcinski, ,,Dogadaji Medvedgrada“, Arkiv za povjestnicu
jugoslavensku 3 (1854) 45-46, 97-98, no. 20; A. Weuh, ,Hosu nogaumn”, 47-48, 6p. 1; M.
Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3suHa“, 95; S. Miljan, , Grofovi Celjski i Nijemci“, 17.
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Paul Herold und Kornelia Holzner-Tobisch, Regesten Kaiser Friedrichs Ill. (1440-1493) nach
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Andreas Kraiger — she sold her properties in the Lands of the Hungarian Crown,
namely Gradec near Zagreb, Medvedgrad, Rakovec, Varazdin, Vinica, both Kalniks,
and Koprivnica, together with the revenues from the then-derelict Kamengrad, as
well as half of the revenues from Durdevac, Cakovec, and Strigovo, to her compater
John Vitovec, Count of Zagorje and Ban of Slavonia, and to his brothers-in-law
Sigismund and Balthazar of Weyspriach, for the sum of 62,000 gold florins.” The other
half of the revenues from Cakovec and Strigovo Kantakuzina had at some earlier date
sold to Count Michael of Maydburg (Magdeburg), as we learn from a letter of King
Matthias Corvinus in 1462, who claimed that the Countess’s sale was unlawful (since
Michael of Magdeburg was a foreigner).” Ban John Vitovec and his brothers-in-law
issued a charter confirming the purchase of Kantakuzina’s estates on 8 May 1461 as
well.”® From this charter we learn that the buyers undertook to deliver the contracted
sum to Andreas Kraiger and Friedrich Lamberger in Ptuj (Petau), who were then to
transfer it to Kantakuzina in Krsko. Vitovec and the Weyspriach brothers were also
obliged to provide an escort for Kantakuzina, her entourage, and their belongings
from Krsko to Pusja vas (Peuscheldorf) in Friuli (today Venzone), and to recompense
her for any possible damages, or else return the purchased properties. This shows
that Kantakuzina was determined to leave Slavonia and the Hungarian Lands once
and for all, intending to settle in Friuli, in Pusja vas, where indeed we find her in 1469,
when she issued her final charter to Emperor Friedrich of Habsburg, relinquishing to
him all her revenues and rights, including her annual allowance and the fort of Kr$ko.””

Kantakuzina’s charter to Vitovec also states that her brother, Despot Stefan, was
co-proprietor of these estates, and that they had made the sale together, thus
relinquishing their rights over these possessions.’”® This demonstrates both
Kantakuzina’s effort to frame her already contested property rights as a dynastic
matter,”® and her intention to provide for her brother and his family. It is also worth
noting that a document from 1457 records an earlier transaction in which the late
Count Ulrich of Celje and King Ladislaus V of Habsburg sold the fort of Rakovec to

74 Zagreb (Croatia), Hrvatski drzavni arhiv, Ugarska dvorska komora. Hrvatske plemicke obitelji
i vlastelinstva — Neoregestrata acta (=HR-HDA-25), fasc. 1525, no. 14; MNL OL, DL 33809; I.
Kukuljevi¢ Sakcinski, ,Dogadaji Medvedgrada“, 46, 99-100, no. 21; Lajos Thalloczy & Antal
Aldasy, A Magyarorszdg és Szerbia kézti ésszekéttetések oklevéltdra 1198-1526, Budapest
1907, 250-253, no. 352; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 156; eadem, Medvedgrad, 152; M.
Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3snHa“, 96—97.

> Epistolee Matthize Corvini regis Hungariae ad pontifices, imperatores, reges, principes,
aliosque viros illustres datae, Cassovie 1764, 53, no. 43; |. Kukuljevi¢ Sakcinski, ,,Dogadaji
Medvedgrada“, 46; N. Klai¢, Povijest Zagreba |, 156; eadem, Medvedgrad, 152.

76 MNL OL, DL 15581.

7 A. Usuh, ,Hosu nogaum”, 48—49.

78 HR-HDA-25, fasc. 1525, no. 14; MNL OL, DL 33809; I. Kukuljevi¢ Sakcinski, ,Dogadaji
Medvedgrada“, 99-100, no. 21; L. Thalléczy & A. Aldasy, A Magyarorszdg és Szerbia, 250—
253, no. 352.

% N. Klai¢, Medvedgrad, 150.
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Ulrich’s brother-in-law, the Serbian Despot Lazar Brankovi¢, another of Kantakuzina’s
brothers. This purchase was never carried out, as Lazar’s realm was in a precarious
situation due to the Ottoman threat, and the Despot himself soon died.®
Nevertheless, the episode suggests that there had been attempts to secure property
rights in Slavonia for the despotal House of Brankovié. The joint rule of several family
members was not unfamiliar to the House of Celje, since Kantakuzina’s husband Ulrich
spent years co-ruling with his father and even grandfather, and they also permitted
Kantakuzina to participate in governance. The House of Brankovi¢ likewise had a long
tradition of joint rule in family affairs. After the death of Vuk Brankovi¢, his state i.e.
domain (“drzava”) on Kosovo was governed jointly by his widow Mara (Maria)
Lazarevic¢ Brankovi¢ and their three sons. Only after the eldest son Grgur (Gregory)
took monastic vows and died in 1408, and the youngest son Lazar was killed in the
Ottoman succession struggles in 1410, did Burad Vukovi¢ emerge as the chief ruler, still
sharing power with his mother Mara.®! Mara’s influence began to wane only after her
son’s marriage to Jerina Kantakouzene, who thereafter participated in governance
alongside her husband. Jerina continued to wield influence both during her husband’s
reign as Despot of Serbia and, after his death, as dowager despotess during the rule of
their son, Despot Lazar Brankovié, until her own death. In fact, some sources claim
that Despot Durad left his throne jointly to his wife and their sons, meaning that she
was regarded as an equal heir and co-ruler.®? Given these family traditions of joint rule,
it is not too far-fetched to assume that Durad and Jerina’s daughter Kantakuzina may
have entertained similar intentions of ruling jointly in Slavonia with her brothers — first
with Despot Lazar, and later with Despot Stefan — after her husband’s untimely death.

But in 1461, Kantakuzina’s years in Slavonia were drawing to an end. As a newly
widowed countess, she was still residing in Styria, in Celje, as shown by her charters
issued there on 8 January and 18 December 1457. Before 10 March 1458 she had left
Celje and moved to Varazdin, where she had previously held her court even during her
husband’s lifetime, certainly in 1453/1454 (on 1 January 1453 in Varazdin she received
an annual tribute from Gradec, and in the same year her Praksapostol was copied
there). She resided in Varazdin for the next three years: there she issued charters on
9 and 21 May 1458, and on 13 May and 15 June 1459. While attempting to sell her
properties to Emperor Friedrich of Habsburg, she stayed in Vienna, as evidenced by
her charter issued there on 10 March 1460. Afterwards she returned to Varazdin,
where she again issued charters, on 12 May and 14 September 1460. The sale of her
properties to John Vitovec was finalized on 8 May 1461 in Zagreb, where Kantakuzina
was then staying. Since Vitovec’s charter issued on the same date stipulated that the
proceeds of the sale were to be delivered to Kantakuzina in Krsko, and that an escort

8 HR-AHAZU-70, D-XIII-7; MNL OL, DF 231389; J. Stipisi¢ & M. Samsalovi¢, ,Isprave u Arhivu
Jugoslavenske akademije”, 586, no. 2344; M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaky3aunHa“, 93.

81 Munow Bnarojesuh, ,CaBnagapcTso y CPNCKMM 3eM/bama nocie CMpPTU Lapa Ypowa“,
360pHuUK padosa BuzaHmosowkoe uHcmumyma 21 (1982) 202—-205.

82 M. bnarojesuh, ,Casnagapctso”, 205-206; M. Cnpemuh, Jecnom Bypah, 64, 497, 504-506.
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was to be provided for her, her retinue, and their possessions for the journey between
Krsko and Pusja vas, we may assume that by then Kantakuzina had already moved her
court from Varazdin to Krsko, certainly only temporarily, given her plans to proceed
to Pusja vas in the near future.

After securing funds from the sale to Vitovec, in 1461 Kantakuzina travelled first
to Venice, then to Dubrovnik (where she stayed in August and September 1461), and
finally to Corfu, where she met her Byzantine relatives who had taken refuge there
after fleeing from the Ottomans. Around 1465 she purchased from her late husband’s
kinsman, Leonard, Count of Gorizia, the derelict castle of Belgrad (Belgrado) near
Udine in Friuli, intended for her brother Stefan Brankovi¢ and his family.®® At that
time, she herself was residing nearby in Pusja vas, to which she had planned to move
her court and retinue in the spring of 1461, as previously mentioned. After relinquishing
her annual allowance and surrendering Krsko to Emperor Friedrich in 1469, and with
her finances running low, Kantakuzina departed for JeZevo in the Ottoman Empire
(today Dafni, formerly Ezova, in Greece) to join her sister Mara, the Dowager
Sultana.®* She had issued the charter to the Emperor while residing in Pusja vas,®® but
after purchasing Belgrad she may also have stayed there on occasions. Despot Stefan
appears to have settled in Belgrad only after 1466, since at the end of that year he
may still have been in Albania with his wife.%¢

Finding herself in the Ottoman Empire, once again living surrounded by
compatriots from her native lands, the Dowager Countess of Celje reverted to using
her Orthodox Christian name, Kantakuzina. She began writing letters in her Serbian
mother tongue, enlisted Orthodox clerics as her personal envoys, and acted as a
benefactress of Orthodox monasteries on Mt. Athos,? all of which further complicates
the question of her religious identity. This issue likewise cannot be resolved simply by
analysing Kantakuzina’s earlier relationships with various religious orders of the
Roman Catholic Church in the Kingdom of Slavonia, since those relationships were
not necessarily a reliable indication of her personal religious convictions. If her ties
with the Pauline monks appeared cordial and harmonious — cordial enough for the

8 M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTaKysunHa", 96-98.

8 |bidem, 98.

8 A, Uewuh, ,Hosun nogaumn”, 48—49.

8 saH boskuh, ,beneluke o bpaHkosunhuma (1460—1480), 360pHuK ®unozogckoz harkynmema
y beoepady 13-1 (1976) 105. It seems that Aleksa Ivi¢ (in: A. UBuh, ,Hosu nogaun”, 46; idem,
Ucmopuja Cpba y Yeapckoj: 00 nada Cmedepesa 0o ceobe nood YapHojesuhem (1459-1690),
3arpeb 1914, 18-19) took for granted that Kantakuzina lived with her brother and his family
in Belgrad from ca. 1465 until she left for JeZzevo, yet she clearly issued her final charter in
1469 while in Pusja vas.

87 1j. Thalléczy, ,Prilozi k objasnjenju izvora bosanske historije”, Glasnik Zemaljskog muzeja u
Bosni i Hercegovini 5 (1893) 208-209; idem, Bosnydk és szerb élet-s nemzedékrajzi
tanulmdnyok, Budapest 1909, 65; idem, Studien zur Geschichte Bosniens und Serbiens im
Mittelalter, Miinchen — Leipzig 1914, 125-126; A. isuh, Ucmopuja Cpba y Yeapckoj, 20-21;
M. Cnpemwuh, ,KaHTakysnHa“, 104-107.
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prior of Lepoglava to petition the Countess for confirmation of earlier charters, to
which she assented, and for her to order the payment of tributes to the Pauline
monks (see notes 64—66) — this was because the practical interests of both parties
either aligned or, at the very least, did not conflict. By contrast, her relationship with
the Zagreb Chapter was nothing short of open hostility, arising from disputes over
property and possession rights. The canons of Zagreb blamed all their troubles on
the rule of the House of Celje over the town, and they pursued their claims before the
Hungarian Crown. There, they accused Kantakuzina’s late husband and father-in-law
of unlawfully depriving the Chapter of its tower in Gradec (Popov turen) and of the
tithes from Medimurje. The Medimurje region had been granted to the Counts of
Celje in 1405 by King Sigismund, from whom they had purchased it for a considerable
sum (see notes 28, 37-41). Documents issued by King Ladislaus V the Posthumous in
1457 and by Regent Michael Szildgyi and King Matthias Corvinus in 1458 (see note 45)
show that Kantakuzina, considering herself the sole heiress of the House of Celje, at
that time refused to allow the canons from Zagreb to collect tithes from the
Medimurje forts of Cakovec and Strigovo. It is also evident that she was supported in
this matter by the castellans of those forts, who remained loyal to her even though
they held castles which the Hungarian Crown regarded as royal possessions. Friedrich
Lamberger, who, together with his brother Johann, continued to hold the office of
castellan of Cakovec by royal grace long after Kantakuzina’s position in Slavonia had
deteriorated, likewise remained her confidant. It was he, in fact, to whom John
Vitovec was instructed to hand over the money due to Kantakuzina following his
purchase of her Slavonian estates in 1461 (see note 76).

Well received in the Ottoman Empire at first, owing to her intercession in diplomatic
relations with Venice, Kantakuzina later endured many indignities at the hands of
Sultana Mara’s stepson, Sultan Mehmed Il. He attempted to compel the Dowager
Countess to sell the Friulian Belgrad after the death of Despot Stefan in 1476 and to
surrender the proceeds to him. Outliving Mehmed (11481), Kantakuzina managed, with
the consent of Stefan’s widow, Angelina, freely to dispose of Belgrad in 1485, when she
gave it in lien to her Byzantine relative Matthew Spandounes (Spandugnino), an
attendant of Emperor Friedrich of Habsburg.®® Kantakuzina also outlived her sister Mara
(t1487), and ultimately died around 1491. She was buried in the Church of St Stephen
in Konca (today Konce in Northern Macedonia). Her worldly possessions passed to her
niece Mara-Jelena, daughter of Despot Lazar Brankovi¢, and widow of the last king of
Bosnia.®® By then, however, these could only have been meagre remnants of the once
vast and long-vanished fortune of the Countess of Celje in Slavonia.

As the childless widow of the last Count of Celje, Kantakuzina inherited the
Slavonian estates of the House of Celje, which at the height of their power comprised

88 M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTakysunHa“, 99-106. The best survey of the sale of Belgrad, based on
archival material, was provided by Lj. Thalloczy, ,Prilozi k objasnjenju izvora bosanske
historije”, 202—210.

8 M. Cnpemuh, ,KaHTakysunHa“, 96-98, 106—107.
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twenty-two forts (some held as fiefs, others in lien) across the counties of Zagreb and
Krizevci and the district of Zagorje, together with the free royal town of Gradec near
Zagreb and the entire neighbouring region of Medimurje with its forts. After her
husband’s murder, it is certain that Kantakuzina retained ten towns and forts in
Slavonia: Varazdin, Vinica, Rakovec, Veliki Kalnik, Mali Kalnik, Koprivnica, Kamengrad,
burdevac, Medvedgrad, and Samobor, as well as Gradec near Zagreb, along with
Cakovec and Strigovo in Medimurje. Most of these towns and forts had been granted
to the Counts of Celje in lien, though not all—for example, Varazdin and Vinica. She
conducted herself as a Hungarian noble and proprietor of these estates until the very
end of her stay in Slavonia, which came in 1461, when she sold all her property rights
and left the Kingdom of Hungary for good.

The Case Study of Vuk Grgurevié

The other prominent member of the Brankovi¢ dynasty who acquired vast
possessions in the Kingdom of Slavonia was Vuk Grgurevi¢, later celebrated in epic
poetry as Zmaj Ognjeni Vuk (“Vuk the Fiery Dragon”). According to historiographical
findings, Vuk was most probably an illegitimate son of Grgur (Gregory) burdevic¢
Brankovié, the son of Despot Durad (George) Vukovi¢ Brankovi¢ and Jerina (Irene)
Kantakouzene. Grgur was blinded by Sultan Murad Il in 1441 due to unauthorized
contacts with his father Burad. He had been heir apparent to the Serbian throne at
least since 1428/1429, but was effectively disqualified when he and his brother Stefan
(Stephen) lost their eyesight. Grgur returned to Serbia from Ottoman captivity in
1444, after the restoration of the Despotate, and in 1446 his youngest brother Lazar
became the official heir and his father’s co-ruler.®® There is practically no information
on either Grgur or his son Vuk until the late 1450s. During the divisions within the
Brankovi¢ family following the death of Burad Brankovi¢, Grgur assumed a pro-
Turkish stance against his pro-Hungarian brother Lazar, and in May 1457 he left Serbia
for Ottoman territory together with his sister Sultana Mara (the widow of Murad 1),
his uncle Thomas Kantakouzenos, and his son Vuk. Grgur and Mara’s mother,
Despotess Jerina, who initially accompanied them, died en route in Rudnik.®® It is
possible that Grgur hoped to become ruler of Serbia with Sultan Mehmed II's support,
since he and Vuk joined the campaign of Mahmud Pasha Angelovi¢ against the
remnants of the Serbian Despotate in 1458. This suggests that Vuk must have been
at least around 18-20 years old at the time, so we may assume that he was born in
1440 or earlier. The Ottoman army reached Smederevo, but the town held against the
invaders until the following year. Since the capital was not taken and the campaign
ended, Grgur eventually retreated to Macedonia. He became a monk in the Chilandar
monastery, taking the name Germanos (Serbian: German), and died shortly

% M. Cnpemwuh, Jecriom bypah, 68, 139-140, 195, 251-252, 297-298, 315, 320.
! Ibidem, 505-506.
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thereafter, on 16 October 1459.%2 Although Smederevo had already fallen by that time
(the Ottomans entered the fortress on 20 June 1459) and Serbia had ceased to exist as
a separate polity, Vuk Grgurevi¢ succeeded to his father’s claim to the throne and,
probably already in 1459, assumed the title of despot, most likely on his own initiative.>

Vuk remained in Ottoman service until at least 1464, and his military actions were
most likely conducted along the Hungarian—Ottoman border, which at that time ran
through parts of northern and central Bosnia and along the Sava and Danube rivers.
He may have joined the campaign of Mahmud Pasha Angelovi¢ against the Hungarians
at Jajce in 1464, but later that year (certainly before February 1465) he changed sides,
entered the service of King Matthias Corvinus (Hunyadi) of Hungary, and resettled in
the Realm of St Stephen.® His career in Hungary began only several years after his
paternal aunt, Kantakuzina-Katherina, had permanently left Slavonia, having lost or
sold all the estates of the Celjski (Cilli, Cillei) family that she had inherited from her
murdered husband, Ulrich Il, in 1456. Although they belonged to the same Serbian
dynasty, no estate formerly held by Kantakuzina ever came into Vuk’s possession,
and there is no indication that they even maintained contact.®® Unlike his aunt, who
was a Slavonian landholder by marriage (to a foe of the Hunyadi family, which
ascended to the Hungarian throne in 1458), Vuk became a Hungarian nobleman and
acquired estates on the strength of his military service throughout Central and
Southeastern Europe, as well as through the important offices he held in the royal
army and along the Hungarian—Ottoman frontier.

When Vuk Grgurevi¢ changed sides, he was already known as Despot Vuk. As noted
earlier, it is most probable that he styled himself thus after his father’s death in 1459.
Itis less likely that the title was bestowed upon him by Sultan Mehmed I, and even less
convincing that it might have come from a ruler of one of the Byzantine successor states,
which survived until 1460/1461 (and of which only that of Trebizond bore the imperial
title). King Matthias Corvinus did not grant Vuk the title but merely acknowledged and
recognised it once he had proved indispensable in border warfare, most certainly from
early 1471 onward, after which he was consistently referred to as despot.®® The

92 |lvan Nagy & Albert Nyary, Magyar diplomacziai emlékek Mdtyds kiraly kordbdl (1458—1490)
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CnoseHcmea u oKosHux Hapooda I, Beorpapg 1882, 115, 218-219; /by6omup CrojaHosuh,
Cmapu cpricku podocsosu u semonucu, beorpaa — Cpemcku Kapnosum 1927, 243-245; Cuma
Fupkosuh, ,,0 gecnoty Byry Iprypesuhy”, 360pHuUK 3a uKosHe ymemHocmu. Mamuya
cpnicka 6 (1970) 284-285; M. Cnpemuh, [Jecnom bypah, 521, 531, 547.
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Dini¢-Knezevic, ,Sremski Brankovici“, 7-8; KatapuHa Mutposuh, ,Byk I'prypesuh nsmehy
Mexmega Il u MaTtnje KopsuHa (1458-1465)“, bpaHu4escku enacHuk 2 (2004) 27-29.
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Hungarian frontier system, strengthened by territorial gains in northern Bosnia, held
firm against the Ottomans during the first five or six years after Vuk’s arrival north of
the Sava and Danube. Following a successful campaign near Smederevo in June 1466,
the Serbian titular despot was dispatched to wage war against the Habsburgs, as well
as the Czechs and Poles.”” Earlier historiography mistakenly claimed that Vuk had
already become a Hungarian baron (the highest-ranking noble) ex officio as early as
December 1467, when “dominus despotus Servie” was mentioned in a peace
agreement between King Matthias and Emperor Friedrich Il of Habsburg. However,
that document was misdated: it actually refers to the peace concluded in 1487, and
the despot in question was Vuk’s first cousin and successor in the despotal title, Dorde
(George) Brankovi¢.®® At the outset of the war with Bohemia (1468-1471), the
Hungarian ruler conquered Lusatia, Silesia, and Moravia, which in turn led him into
conflict with Poland (1470-1474), whose ruler had similar territorial ambitions.*®
During these wars, in which Vuk rose to prominence as a military commander
against the Czechs in 1469, the first historical evidence of his estates in Slavonia
appeared. Namely, for his loyal service, in 1470 or 1471 King Matthias granted
Grgurevic the fortress (castrum) of Bela Stena/Bijela Stijena (Fejérkd) in the County
of Krizevci (Koros), together with its appurtenant estate, which, according to a later
source, consisted of sixty villages.’® The original donation charter is not preserved,
and most information about this large estate comes from sources written after
Grgurevic’s death. Although this was almost certainly his first known possession in
Slavonia, we can confidently assume that Vuk already held some estates that provided
him with income prior to 1470. It is possible that, upon entering Hungary, he received
part of the old possessions of the Serbian despots in the County of Srem (Szerém,
Syrmia), since he sometimes resided in Kupinik (Kdlpény, present-day Kupinovo), also

97 A. Kpctuh, YnaHosu duHacmuja, 345; Norbert C. Toth, Richard Horvath, Tibor Neumann &
Tamas Pélosfalvi, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja 1458—-1526. |. Fépapok és badrok,
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,Sremski Brankovié¢i“, 9, 41; K. Mutposuh, ,,Byk lprypesuh®, 30. Yet again, it should also be
noted that as early as October 1468 Vuk bore the epithet magnificus (MNL OL, DL 29828), a
designation reserved for high-ranking nobility, although in March 1471 he was once again
referred to as egregius, denoting nobles of the middle rank (MNL OL, DL 17199).
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Stephen, 302—-305; MeTtap Pokau, 3ontaH bepe, Tubop Man & AnekcaHgap Kacaw, Micmopuja
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a residence of Despot Durad Brankovi¢, and because Kupinik later appeared as his
noble predicate.'®! Vuk also held Irig (Urég) in the same county, as well as Berkasovo
(Berekszd) in the County of Vukovo (Valkd). It remains uncertain when Vuk acquired
Berkasovo (not before late September 1480), but he certainly held it by March 1482.
In 1486, by royal decree, it passed to his cousins, the new Despot Dorde and his
brother Jovan (John), since Vuk had no heirs.1°2 Although the evidence is insufficient
for a definitive conclusion, it seems likely that Vuk’s estates in Hungary proper
(namely in Srem and Vukovo) were granted to him earlier, as a reward for his decision
to enter King Matthias’s service and for his role on the southern border, whereas his
Slavonian estates were obtained later, in recognition of his war efforts in Central
Europe.® He also temporarily held estates in the County of Kraszna in Transylvania,
but these were restored to their previous owners in October 1468.1%4

Unlike Bela Stena, it is entirely uncertain when Despot Vuk acquired the estate of
Tetesevina (also known as TetuSevina, TituSevina, TotuSevina, Tottdsevina, and in
various Latinised forms), which had previously belonged to the noble family of T6ttos
of Batmonostor and Blinja, whose name the estate bore (from the Slavic “land of the
Tottos family”).2% It is, however, probable that Vuk obtained it around the same time,
i.e. ca. 1470/1471, since Ladislaus Tottos (Tottds LaszIlo, Ladislav Titusevié) had died
in 1468. Some of his properties passed to the Vardai family through his daughter’s
marriage, while others reverted to the crown.'% TeteSevina was divided between two
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Slavonian counties: partly in the County of Zagreb (Zagrab) and partly in the County
of KriZevci, on both banks of the Sava River.1%” A document from early 1475 records
that the village of Sugje (Schwchye) belonged to Vuk, and since this village was part
of the TeteSevina estate, it is rather certain that he had acquired the entire estate
before that date.'% In 1478, litigation arose between Oswald, Bishop of Zagreb, and
Despot Vuk concerning the tithe from Bela Stena, TeteSevina, and other Grgurevic¢
estates under the jurisdiction of the Roman Catholic diocese of Zagreb. The lawsuit
was initiated by the Bishop because Vuk, being Orthodox (and probably not only for
that reason), refused to pay the tithe. It concluded with a settlement whereby Vuk
acknowledged his obligation to remit money from his estates to the Bishop.'®

Since the situation on Hungary’s southern borders worsened, especially after the
Ottomans established their fortress at Sabac (1470-1471), Vuk left the Czech
battlefields and became one of Matthias’s principal commanders in operations against
the Turks. In a punitive campaign launched in response to Ottoman reinforcements
along the frontier, Vuk burned Srebrenica and pillaged its surroundings in January
1471. The following year, in retaliation, the Turks from Sabac raided Srem.1
Negotiations in 1473 failed due to the unacceptable terms demanded by both sides:
the Turks insisted on receiving Jajce, while the Hungarians demanded the fortresses of
Golubac (Galambéc) on the Danube and Zrnov near Belgrade.''! Between 1473 and
1476, intensive warfare broke out between the Hungarian marcher lords, including
Despot Vuk, and Mihaloglu Ali Bey, the sanjakbey of Smederevo. While Ali Bey
plundered the southern regions (Délvidék) and the areas of the major towns of
Timisoara (Temesvar, Temisvar) and Oradea (Nagyvarad, Veliki Varadin), King Matthias,
once hostilities with Poland had ended, devised a plan to attack the Turks on two
fronts: to capture Smederevo and to reinstate Vlad Il as voivode of Wallachia.!*? Failed
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negotiations led to winter campaigning. Instead of Smederevo, the Hungarian forces
led by Despot Vuk, Paul (Pal) Kinizsi, and Vlad Il of Wallachia besieged Sabac in
January and February 1476 and ultimately captured it. From there, Vuk and Vlad
advanced into the Podrinje region, moving upstream along the Drina River. They
plundered and burned Srebrenica and the fortress of Kuclat, and unsuccessfully
attacked Ottoman Zvornik, where the Despot was wounded.!'? Afterward, the
Hungarians shifted their operations to the Danube. Despite their efforts, and despite
Ali Bey’s defeat near PoZeZena in August 1476, Smederevo remained untaken when
the campaign ended later that year.!'* Nevertheless, Vuk’s actions contributed to the
establishment of a new Hungarian frontier territory south of the Sava River. The area
that had once formed the Banate of Macva (Macsd), largely lost to the Ottomans after
1459, was reorganised into the Banate of Sabac (by 1491 at the latest), which was
administratively linked to the Banate of Belgrade.!*

Although Ali Bey resumed his activities along the Hungarian—Ottoman border in
1477, by that time Vuk Grgurevi¢ was primarily engaged in King Matthias’s new war
against Emperor Friedrich Ill, during which the Despot’s and Dmitar Jaksi¢’s Serbian
troops conque