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THE ISSUE OF THE ORIGIN OF MACVA
DURING THE AGE OF ROSTISLAV MIKHAILOVICH
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Abstract: The paper investigates the issue of the genesis of Macva in the mid-13t
century during the reign of its first master, the son-in-law of Hungarian King Béla IV,
Prince Rostislav Mikhailovich of Chernigov, in the context of the interpretation of
Serbian and Hungarian historiography. The author of the paper affirms that, because
Macva, as an important border area in the Middle Ages, has attracted the attention of
Serbian and Hungarian historians until the present, it is necessary to compare their
conclusions. Again, the author raises the question whether Béla IV first founded the
Banate of Macva (Banatus de Machou) and then entrusted it to his son-in-law Rostislav
and his daughter Princess Anna, or whether Macva, better known by its older name as
Lower Syrmia (Sirmia Ulterior), had a longer dynastic tradition. The language barrier
only seemingly accompanied the often-identical conclusions of the two
historiographies, though, perhaps, it was not as deep, nor as insurmountable.

Keywords: Macva, Lower Syrmia (Sirmia Ulterior), Banatus de Machou, Rostislav
Mikhailovich, King Béla IV.

The term Macva (Hungarian: Macsé; in sources: Macho/Mazo), meaning a
fortress, area (district), land and banate in the 13t and early 14 centuries, is a topic
connecting Serbian and Hungarian historiography for almost a century and a half.
Despite the fact that most of the sources have long been known, this topic continues
to attract the attention of historians. Its enduring and inspirational research character
is evidenced by the latest works dedicated to Macva, or Lower Syrmia (Sirmia
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Ulterior), as it was formerly known, by Sima Cirkovi¢ (2008),* Aleksandar Krsti¢
(2010),2 Ivana and Predrag Komatina (2018),® Balint Ternovacz (2017)* and Attila
Pfeiffer (2017),° among others. Finally, Marta Font (2017, 2020) wrote about Madva
and Rostislav Mikhailovich as the ruler of this country in previous years, together with
the author of this paper, thus sharing a common theme.®

In the aforementioned context, we thought it worthwhile to compare the two
historiographies and their views on Macva during the reign of Rostislav Mikhailovich,
its genesis as a separate country and banate, and the Hungarian-Serbian border
region in the middle of the 13*" century. Macva at that time most likely included the
area bounded by the rivers Sava in the north, Drina in the west and hypothetically
Tamnava and Kolubara in the southeast.” Defining the title of the work, we are obliged
to state the following. Before us, Attila Pfeiffer devoted his work to the localisation
of the Macva Banate and the Macva fortress precisely by means of the analysis of
Hungarian and Serbian historiography. Fully respecting the results of his work, we
will focus attention to other questions that may still remain unanswered. Also, viewed
from the aspect of history and historiography, the importance of Macva in the later
period, i.e. in the 14" and 15% centuries in Serbian-Hungarian relations, especially in
the circumstances of the emergence of a new power in the Balkans, the Ottoman
Turks, would require much wider research and word count that would undoubtedly
go beyond the scope of a single paper, which we opted for on this occasion.®

1 Cuma hmpkosuh, “3emsba Mausa 1 rpag Mausa”, 1pus103u 3a KHUXEeB8HOCM, je3uK, ucmopujy
u ¢gponknop 74, 1-4 (2008) 3-20.

2 AnekacaHgap Kpctuh, “Mausa”, y: /IeKCUKOH 2padosa u mpaosa cpedH08eKOBHUX CPMCKUX
3emarva, pegaktop CuHmwa Muwwuh, beorpag 2010, 177-179.

3 MiBaHa KomaTtuHa u MNpeapar KomaTtunHa, “BusaHtnjcku n yrapcku Cpem og X ao Xlil seka”,
360pHuUK padosa BuzaHmonowkoe uHcmumyma LV (2018) 141-164.

4 Balint Ternovacz, “A macsdi és barancsi teriiletek torténete 1319-ig”, Micae mediaevales VI
(2017) 227-240.

> Attila Pfeiffer, “A Macsdi bansag és a macsoi var lokalizacidjanak kérdése a magyar és a szerb
torténetirasban”, Vildgtorténet, Magyar Tudomdnyos Akadémia Bdlcsészettudomanyi
Kutatokozpont Torténettudomdnyi Intézetének folydirata 7 (39) (2017/1) 125-138.

& Mdrta Font, “Prince Rostislav in the Court of Béla IV”, Russian History 44, 4 (2017) 486-504;
Marta Font, “Rostislav Dominus de Macho”, u: Stefan Prvovencani i njegovo doba, odgovorni
urednik Aleksandar Rastovi¢, urednik izdanja lvana Komatina, Beograd 2020, 309-326; Bura
Hardi, Itinerarij Rostislava Mihailovi¢a, Sremska Mitrovica — Novi Sad 2019; vuctn, “JegaH
NpPWAOT NUTakby BM3aHTUjCcKOT Hacneha Ha Ty oBocTpaHor Cpema (Sirmie Citerior)”, 360pHuUK
padoea BuzaHmosnowkoe uHcmumyma LIV (2017) 117-142.

7 Due to the lack of sources, it is difficult to provide reliable data on the territorial extent and
boundaries of Macva as an area in the 13" century, and later on its extent as a banate. The analysis
of this issue was given recently by A. Kpctuh, “Mausa” 177; A. Pfeiffer, “A Macsoi bansag”, 130-133.

8 On the importance of Macdva in Serbo-Hungarian relations see: A. Kpctuh, “Mausa”, 177-
179; bypa Xapam, “MayBa Kao obnacT cpncko-mahapcKke capagke y cpegtem Beky”, in:
Magyar-szerb kapcsolatok a térténelemben 2001-ig, Tanulmanykotet, E6tvos Jozsef Féiskolai
Kiadé, Baja 2011, 41-48.
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As much as the work that follows will be limited to a few partial questions or
problems, we believe that it will reveal the dynamics and reception of scientific
results, and often reach the same conclusions as historians who were not, or perhaps
were familiar with the work of their colleagues, but kept quiet about it. Putting Macva
in the context of the analysis of historiography, we are aware that it was not the best
solution to conditionally limit ourselves to only two “national historiographies” in the
title of the paper, since scientific research certainly does not imply national
boundaries. This is rather a research approach, with the aim of confirming one
hypothesis, namely, that the results of historiography are based on scientific
discoveries that are universal, while the language of writing papers is just a tool on
that path. Of course, the language barrier often was and remains fertile ground for
some conclusions to become an unquestionable scientific norm and to be passed
down from generation to generation of historians. One of such questions is whether
the creation of Macdva (fortress and land/region) is primarily related to the
establishment of the eponymous banate by the Hungarian kings.

In historiographic terms, and we are here primarily referring to Serbian
historiography, to this day it is an almost universally accepted opinion that Macva, as a
banate, was created during the reign of Hungarian King Béla IV, who, after the invasion
of the Mongols (1241/2), in the middle of the 13t century, established a number of
banates on the southern borders of his state with the aim of defending Hungary as
military-administrative units. For example, this was the view of Konstantin Jirecek, who
wrote his History of the Serbs, according to whom Béla’s son-in-law, the husband of his
daughter Anna, Ruthenian Prince Rostislav Mikhailovich became the first ban of the
Macvan Banate after his defeat in Galicia.’ It is worth mentioning that Croatian historian
Vjekoslav Klaji¢ also stated that Béla IV founded a banate on the southern borders of
his state, which would be named Macva, after the eponymous town, but considering
that it was an area in the middle of a very important territory, he did not leave it in the
hands of just any nobleman, but of his son-in-law Rostislav.l® The great names of Serbian
medieval studies including Mihailo Dinié,** Jovan Radoni¢,'? Dorde Sp. Radojici¢,?

9 KoHcTaHTUH Jupeuek, icmopuja Cpba, npsa Krbuza do 1537. 200uHe, npeseo JosaH PagoHuh,
LpYyro, UCnpas/beHO M A0NyHEHO n3pare, beorpaa 1978, 177.

10 Vjekoslav Klai¢, Poviest Bosne do propasti kraljevstva, Zagreb 1882, 84—85.

1 Cf. Muxauno Ounuh, Cpricke 3emre y cpedrem 8eKy, UCmopujcko-2eoepagcke cmyduje,
npup. Cuma kmpkosuh, Beorpag 1978, 52, 95, 337; it is worth noting that Dini¢ regarded
Rostislav Mikhailovich as a voivode of Macva, and Macva as a voivodeship in one of his earlier
papers. Muxauno Aunuh, “JoBaH AHren, ’dominus Syrmie’”
y Hosom Cady 4 (1931) 301.

12 JosaH PagoHuh, “Cnopasym y Tatu 1426. 1 cprncko-yrapcku ogHocu og Xl ao XVI Beka”,
ac CKA 187 (1941) 127.

13 hophe Cn. Pagojuumh, “JyxKHOCIOBEHCKO-pYyCKe KyATypHe Be3se Ao nodeTtka XVIII seka”,
360pHuK Mamuuye cpricke 3a KrbuxcesHocm u jeaux 13/2 (1965) 277.

, FnacHuk icmopuckoe dpywmea
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Jovanka Kali¢,** Momcilo Spremié,*> Péter Rokay,® also believed that Béla IV founded
the Banate of Macva in the mid-13* century. This view was also shared by Sima
Cirkovi¢,’” whose conclusions about Madva, to which this author devoted a special
study, deserve special consideration further in the text.

The idea that the founder of the banate of Macva was Béla IV is actually relatively old.
It was among the first presented by polyhistorian Samuel Timon in 1734, in his work Imago
novee Hungariae, writing the following under the heading Banatibus Matschoviensi:
“Instituit itaque Provinciam Matschoviensem Bela llll. Rex; qui quondoque eam cum
honore Ducatus dabat cognatis et affinibus suis”.’® Timon’s information was adopted by
Johann Christian Engel in his History of Serbia and Bosnia (1801).%°

Leaving Timon and Engel aside, Serbian historians certainly had the opportunity in
their research to use the works of their Hungarian colleagues, who were already
interested in the origin of Macva. Under the auspices of Hungarian historiography, a
pioneering work of great importance was written by Imre Korbuly, dedicated to the
research of Ban’s dignity from a historical-legal aspect (1868). In the chapter dedicated
to the banates created in the territory of Serbia, Korbuly believed that Béla IV, after the
death of Bosnian ban Matej Ninoslav, gave Macva and Bosnia to his son-in-law
Rostislav, and after Rostislav’s death to his daughter Anna and their sons with the
princely title of Bosnia and Macva. According to this author, it was not until the reign
of Ladislaus IV Cuman that Macva had its bans. During the decades of internal crisis in
Hungary, Macva fell under the rule of Serbian rulers, remaining there until 1319, when
new Hungarian ruler Charles | returned it to Hungarian possession. Since that time,
the Banate of Macva continuously remained in existence.? It is unlikely that, after so
much time, this analysis by a legal historian could be fundamentally challenged.

The first archontologies of the Banate of Macva were compiled by the great
historians of their time, Frigyes Pesty (1875)?! and Mér Wertner (1909).22 Pesty believed
that the Banate of Macva could have been established during the time of Béla IV, but

14 JosaHKa Kanuh-Mujywkosuh, beoepad y cpedrsem seky, beorpag 1967, 59.

15 Cf. Momuuno Cnpemuh, MpekuHym ycrioH, Cpricke 3emsve y Mo3Hom cpedrbem eexy, beorpag,
2005, 5, 44, 92.

16 Netap Pokau et al., Micmopuja Mahapa, beorpag, 2002, 83-84.

7 hupkosuh Cuma, “3emsba Mausa v rpag Mausa”, [pusio3u 3a KHUMEBHOCM, je3UK, Ucmopujy
u gponknop, 6; uctu, Ucmopuja cpedHo8exkosHe 6ocaHcke Opxase, beorpaa 1964, 73; uctu,
“Cpncke 1 momopcKe 3emsbe Kpasba Ypolwa I”, y: Ucmopuja cprickoe Hapoda, npsa Kkbura, 00
Hajcmapujux spemeHa 0o Mapuuke 6umke (1371), yp. Cuma hupkoswuh, beorpag, 2000, 349.

18 Samuel Timon, Imago nova Hungariae, Casoviae 1734, 31-32; Carolus Andreas Bel refers to
Timon, De archiofficiis Regni Hungariae, Hungari baronatus vocant, commentatio, Lipsiae
1749, 30-31.

19 Johann Christian von Engel, Geschichte von Serwien und Bosnien: nebst einer Fortsetzung der
Denkmdler ungrischer Geschichte und der historischen Literatur der ungrischen Nebenlénder,
Halle 1801, 227, 370.

20 Imre Korbuly A bdni méltésdg, Pest 1868, 183, 192.

2L Frigyes Pesty, “A macsdi banok”, Szdzadok (1875) 361-381, 450-467.

22 Mér Wertner, “Az drpadkori banok”, Szdzadok (1909) 480-481.
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he did not rule out that it happened before King Emmerich (Imre), who established
his rule in Serbia and Bosnia.?® On the other hand, M6r Wertner believed that the
Banate of Macva was created during the time of King Andrew Il and that its beginnings
should be linked to the rule of Andrew’s sister, the former Byzantine empress and
ruler of Thessaloniki, Margareta and her son William over this territory. Also, Wertner
argues that it is quite possible that at the time of those Macvan princes, there were
also Macvan bans as their officials, but that it is impossible to discover their list
(pleiad) as their sequence can traced back only to 1272 and the first mention of a ban
at the head of Macva.?* We will have an opportunity to refer back to this observation
of Wertner’s regarding the bans in the service of princes of the ruling family.

Indeed, following in the footsteps of Pesty and Wertner, but also considering
numerous new sources, in his Archontology of Hungary in the Age of Arpdd Dynasty,
published in 2011, Attila Zsoldos succinctly states that the first bans of Macva (as well
as neighbouring areas that were part of the “state” of Rostislav’s family) appear only
in 1272, after the murder of Rostislav and Anna’s heir, their son Prince Béla.? Balint
Ternovacz and Attila Pfeiffer also accept Zsoldos’s views, and indirectly those of
Korbuly, Pesty and Wertner. Therefore, before 1319, Macva was definitely organised
as a banate only during the 1270s.%6

Historiography also holds that the first preserved mention of Macva refers to
Rostislav Mikhailovich, when on 28 June 1254, this member of the Rurik dynasty, the
son-in-law of Béla IV, was mentioned in a royal charter among other barons of Hungary,
with the title: lord of Madva (Ratislaus Dux Gallicie, et Dominus de Machou).”” Anna,
the wife of Rostislav Mikhailovich, to whom he undoubtedly owed the acquisition of
Macva as an exile from his country, bore the following titles: domina Anna de Galatia,
de Machowet de Rodna (1262),% as the widow Agna Ducissa Galitie, de Bosna et de
Mazo domina (1264),% i.e. domina ac ducissa de Machav (1275). Their son and heir
Béla was addressed with the title Dux de Machow et de Bozna (1269, 1271).3°

3 F, Pesty, A macséi bdnok, 362.

24 M. Wertner, “Az arpadkori banok”, 480.

%5 Attila Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontolégidja 1000-1301, Budapest 2011, 50-51;
About the murder of duke Béla Rostislavich: Tamas Kadar, “Egy rejtélyes politikai gyilkossag
és hattere a XIII. szazadvégi Magyarorszagon: Béla macsdi és boszniai herceg palyaja”, Fons,
forrdskutatds és térténeti segédtudomdnyok 16, 4 (2009) 411-429.

%6 B, Ternovacz, “A macsdi és barancsi teriiletek torténete 1319-ig”, 235-236; A. Pfeiffer,”A
Macséi bansag”, 128.

27 Codex diplomaticus Hungariae ecclesiasticus ac civilis [=CDF], IV/2, ed. Georgii Fejér, Budae
1829, 218; Az Arpdd-hdzi kirdlyok okleveleinek kritikai jegyzéke [=RA] |-II/1, Szerk.
Szentpétery Imre, Budapest 1923-1943; 11/2-3; Szerk. Imre Szentpétery & lvan Borsa,
Budapest 1961; 11/4, Szerk. Borsa Ivan, Budapest 1987, RA | /2, 313, no. 1011.

28 Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris regni Bohemiae, V/1, edd. lindfich Sebanek et Sasa
Duskova, Pragae 1974, 512-513.

2 Vetera Monumenta historica Hungariam sacram illustrantia [=VMH] |, ed. Augustus Theiner,
Romae 1859, VMH |, 273-273, 276.

301269: CDF IV/3, 491; RA 1/3, 489, no 1605; 1272: VMH |, 303.
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In the discussion about the genesis of Macva, we must inevitably refer to the fact
that the land, which would be named Macva, was ruled by another branch of the
Arpad ruling family, descended from former Byzantine Empress Margaret (Maria),
before Rostislav and Anna and their heirs. Margaret was the daughter of King Béla lll,
whose father married her to Byzantine Emperor Isaac Il Angelos (1185/6). After
decades spent in Constantinople and Thessaloniki, and three marriages, Margaret
returned to Hungary in around 1222. From her brother, King Andrew I, she received
significant territories in the south of Hungary, which undoubtedly had the function of
establishing or strengthening her authority over the lands south of the Sava and the
Danube. These were the same territories that once made up her dowry.?! In the
famous letter of Pope Gregory IX, dated 3 March 1229, related to the issue of the
organisation of the Srem diocese, it is stated that the sister of the Hungarian king
(Margaret) governed two lands, one of which was called Lower Syrmia (Ulterior
Sirmia), inhabited by Slavs and Greeks of the Orthodox faith, as well as the other,
Upper Syrmia (Citerior Sirmia), which, according to the testimony of Ugrin, the
Archbishop of Kalocsa, was part of Hungary.3?

At this point, we need to make an excursus that relates to our topic in a broader
context. Namely, the identification of Lower Syrmia as future Macva, in relation to
Upper Syrmia, as a topographical determinant of the land between the rivers Sava
and Danube, was introduced into Serbian historiography by Mihailo Dini¢ in his
famous study Medieval Srem in 1931.33 The question was very important, because
in Serbian sources, former Serbian ruler Stefan Dragutin was referred to as the
“King of Srem”. Based on this information, some historians came to the conclusion
that Dragutin also ruled in the countries north of the Sava. Dini¢, however,
resolved this dilemma. Dragutin’s Srem was actually Lower Syrmia or Macva — the
land that this Nemanji¢, as the husband of Hungarian princess Katalin, received
after 1284 from the Hungarian King and his cousin Ladislaus IV Cuman. Before Dinic,
however, this problem was already solved by Georgius Pray,?* Frigyes Pesty,3®

31 VMH 1, 39; For more details about Margaret see: Mér Wertner, Az Arpddok csalddi torténete,
Nagy Becskerek 1892, 394-412; idem, “Margit csaszarné fiai”, Szazadok (1903) 593-611;
Luigi Tautu, “Margerhita di Ungheria imperatorice di Bisanzio”, Antemurale 11l (1956) 51-79;
Boxunaap PepjaHunh, “NMpobnem BM3aHTUjcKor Hacneha y ceseposanagHoj Cpbuju”, y:
Barbeso —nocmaHak u ycroH 2padckoe cpeduwma, Basweso 1994, 49-58; Metap Pokau, “U3
cpearoBekoBHe nctopuje Hoeor Caga”, 36opHukK 3a ucmopujy Mamuuye cpricke 11 (1975)
105-110; AnekcaHgap Kpctuh, YnaHosu duHacmuja jyzoucmoyHe Egpone y cpedH08eK08HOj
Yeapckoj (doctoral disertation, YHusep3utet y Hosom Cagy, 2014) 55-65; Cf. U. KomaTuHa
1 M. KomaTuHa, “Bu3aHTUjcku 1 yrapcku Cpem”, 153-157.

32\/MH |, 88-89; For a review of literature on the source: . Xapay, “JeaaH npunor nutakby BU3aHTU]CKOT
Hacneha”, 121-123; N. KomaTuHa v M. KomaTtuHa, “BusaHTujcku n yrapcku Cpem”, 154—-157.

3 Muxauno Ounuh, “CpegrosekosHu Cpem”, y: uctu, Cpricke 3emspe y cpedrbem 8eky,
ucmopujcko-eeoepagcke cmyouje, npupeano Cuma hupkosuh, beorpag 1978, 270-284.

34 Specimen Hierarchie Hungaricae, |1, ed. Georgius Pray, Posonii et Cassoviae 1779, 367—-369.

3 Frigyes Pesty, Az eltiint régi varmegyék |, Budapest 1880, 257.
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Vjekoslav Klai¢®® and Mér Wertner.3” Whether or not Mihailo Dini¢ had their works at
his disposal, he did not make a note of it.

It has also been known to historians for a long time that in the 1230s Margaret was
succeeded by her sons John Angel/Angelos (son of Emperor Isaac Il Angelos) and
eventually William, born from Margaret’s third marriage with Latin baron Nicholas of
St. Omer.>® Between 1235 and 1242, John Angelos was mentioned in royal charters as
the first among secular barons (series dignitatum), as a beloved relative of the king who,
among other services, held the title of the Lord of Syrmia (Dominus Sirmii/Dominus
Syrmie).* As Gyletus dux Sirmii, his younger half-brother William is mentioned in only
one document from 1233 —a fragmentary and disputed document recorded in the 18"
century, allegedly documenting the final part of an unpreserved charter of King Andrew
I, which included a list of dignitaries and contained a lot of mistakes.*

As for the elder John, today we know that his title of the lord of Syrmia referred
to his authority not only in Srem south of the Sava, but also in Srem between the Sava
and the Danube where, like his mother, he also held the county of Syrmia. We
explained this view in one of our earlier works, though it is not original because it
was first brought forth long ago by Gyula Pauler,** and later laconically stated as a
fact by Attila Zsoldos.*> Namely, unlike the neighbouring counties, in the county of
Syrmia during the three decades of the 13t century, between 1222 and 1253, there
is no mention of the presence of a prefect, although the county as a territorial
organisation existed and was mentioned in documents. John survived the Mongol
invasion. He was last mentioned in the sources on 16 November 1242; by 5 July 1250,
he was already dead. It is between these two dates that we should look for the time
of his death.*®

36 Vjekoslav Klai¢, “Sirmia citerior et ulterior”, Vjesnik Arheoloskog muzeja u Zagrebu 4 (1882)
101-107.

37 M. Wertner, “Margit csaszarné fiai”, 595.

38 0n Margaret’s sons see: M. Wertner, “Margit csaszarné fiai”, 593—611; L. Tautu, “Margerhita
di Ungheria”, 51-79; Netap Pokan,“O jeaHom Hacnosy KanojaHa AHhena”, 36opHuUK padosa
BuzaHmosaowkoe uHcmumyma 19 (1980) 167-171; A. Kpctuh, YaaHosu OuHacmuja
jyeoucmovuHe Espone, 65-74; b. Xapam, “JeaaH npunor nuTakby BU3aHTUjcKor Hacneha”, 118—
136; N. KomaTtunHa m M. KomatuHa, “BusaHTmjcku u yrapcku Cpem”, 156-157.

3% For an overview of views on John see: B. Xapau, “JeaaH npuaor nutarby BU3aHTUjCKOT
Hacneha”, 125-126.

40 Historia critica requm Hungariae stirpis Arpadianae, tom. V, complectens res gestas Andreae
Il. et Belae IV ad cladem usque Tartaricam, ed. Stephanus Katona, Posonii et Cassoviae 1783,
684-685; CDF 111/2, 366; RA 1/2, 163, no 510; N. Pokau, “Gyletus dux Sirmii”, 121-122; Unlike
Péter Rokay, Mdr Wertner, Imre Sentpetery and Attila expressed doubt regarding the
veracity and usability of this fragmentary note. For more details see: b. Xapau, “JegaH
NpWAOT NUTakby BU3aHTUjcKor Hacneha”, 123—-125.

4 Gyula Pauler, A magyar nemzet térténete az Arpddhdzi kirdlyok alatt, t. 1l, Budapest 1899, 92.

42 A, Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja, 207; idem, Az Arpddok és asszonyaik, A
kirdlynéi intézmény az Arpddok kordban, Budapest 2005, 158.

“ For a review of literature see: . Xapay, “JeaaH npuaor nutarby BusaHTUjckor Hacneha”, 127-130.
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Certainly, after John’s death, Béla IV assigned his uncle’s land to his son-in-law
Rostislav Mihailovich. Historiography dates this event between 1247 and 1254.
Namely, in royal charters on 2 June 1247, Rostislav was referred to as the ban of
Slavonia, whereas Hungarian lord Stephen Gutkeled was already in this position in
the spring of the following year.** In perspective, Rostislav acquired Macdva or Lower
Syrmia, certainly before his first and only mention related to this fortress and area,
on 28 June 1254.

Writing syntheses of the history of Hungary, Balint Homan, Engel Pal and Tibor
Almassy noted a direct connection between Rostislav Mikhailovich and the
emergence of the banates on the southern borders of Hungary. In summary, these
historians, each in their own way, conclude that Rostislav Mikhailovich successfully
represented the political interests of his father-in-law, King Béla IV, on the southern
borders of the country, towards Bulgaria, Serbia and Bosnia. Béla appointed his son-
in-law as the duke of Bosnia and Macva, and the creation of the banates, such as
Macva, Usora, Soli, Brani¢evo and Kucevo, is definitely linked to Rostislav’s name,
which he organised following the example of the Slavonian banate that he previously
administered.* Judit Gal, an expert on Hungarian and Serbian historiography as well
as Hungarian-Serbian relations of the 13t century, also notes that Rostislav received
the Banate of Macva from Béla IV, which marked the peak of his career.*

Having considered the previous positions of historiography, it seems to us that
now is the moment to return to the key question of our work. Indeed, in the middle
of the 13™ century, after the death of his cousin John Angelos, and faced with the
consequences of the Mongol invasion, Hungarian King Béla IV established the Banate
of Macva on the territory of Lower Syrmia, which, due to political circumstances, he
gifted to Rostislav Mikhailovich and, above all, to his daughter Anna. In other words,
did Béla give his son-in-law Lower Syrmia, in which this Rurik prince, allegedly, in
synergy with his patron the Hungarian king, and based on an already existing state
model, known for example in Slavonia or Severin (Sereny), organised the banate with
all its structures, and placed its centre in the Macva fortress, which gave the banate
its name? Another assumption is that Rostislav received Lower Syrmia from his father-
in-law and transformed its borderline territories into future Macva, without the need
for him and his protectors at the royal court to emulate the tradition of banates that
had existed until then. A historiographical cynic would note that this is a question of
which is older, the chicken or the egg.

The above assumptions are hypothetically possible, but there is no direct source
for them! One of the few great biographers of Rostislav Mikhailovich, Gusztav Wenzel,

4 A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontolégidja, 45.

4 Balint Homan & Gyula Szekfl, Magyar térténet |, irta Balint Homan, Budapest 1939, 565—
566; Pal Engel, Beilleszkedé s Eurdpdba a kezdetektsl 1440-ig, Budapest 1990, 233-234;
idem, The Realm of St. Stephen, A History of Medieval Hungary 895—-1526, London, New York
2001, 106, 108; Tibor Almasi, A tizenharmadik szdzad téorténete, Budapest 2000, 127-128.

46 Judit Gal, “IV. Béla és I. Uros szerb uralkodé kapcsolata”, Szdzadok (2013) 478.
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concluded in 1887 that Macva had an important role as a border region, and that it
went through various stages of development on the way to becoming a banate. At the
time of its creation, which is associated with the name of Rostislav Mikhailovich, it had
a great reputation and importance.*’” Acknowledging the views of his predecessors,
Emerich Szentpétery put forth as far back as in 1915, in the article Das Banat von
Machow, several important conclusions. According to this historian, the first Macva
bans appeared only in the second half of the 13t century. At the time of John, this
area was not called Macva; rather, its name appeared for the first time in 1254.
Namely, after John’s death, Béla IV gave Macva to Rostislav. During the time of John,
Rostislav and their successors, Macva was not a banate. The history of Macva as a
banate began in 1272.4

The extent to which the historiographical considerations about Macva are
complex, at least in Serbian historiography, is probably best evidenced by the work
of Sima Cirkovic. In the History of the Serbian People (Istorija srpskog naroda), based
on the chapter of which Cirkovi¢ is the author and at the same time the chief editor
of the book, Rostislav Mikhailovich is identified as the ban of Macva in the register of
names.* However, in Cirkovi¢’s study on Madva (2008), his attitudes are somewhat
different. Cirkovi¢ indeed accepts the hypothesis that “the origin of the Hungarian
banates is attributed to the reform of King Béla IV, at the time of the recovery of the
country after the Tatar invasion (1247 or somewhat earlier)”. Nevertheless, these
banates had special fates both before and later. According to him, Macva bans were
appointed to Macva only at the beginning of the 14t century. Furthermore, Sima
Cirkovi¢ essentially states that in the Hungarian charters describing the attack of
Serbian King UrosS | on Macdva (1268), Macva is referred to as “land” (terra
Machow/Macho), and that there is no mention of a ban or a banate. This leads him
to conclude that “from the end of the 12t to the end of the 13" century, the Banate
of Macva technically did not exist”.5° According to Cirkovi¢, therefore, the territory of
the Kingdom of Hungary south of the Sava originally had the character of a dynastic
creation linked to certain personalities. In a wider process of its long duration, these
personalities included respectively “royal relatives”. Among that series of rulers, after
the families of Margaret Arpad and Rostislav and Anna Arpdd, there was Hungarian
Queen Mother Elisabeth the Cuman (1280-1284), and finally her son-in-law, former
Serbian King Stefan Dragutin (1284—1316).5! We are not the only ones who, in recent
times, have accepted this opinion as a well-founded historiographical fact. For
example, there are also Dorde Bubalo, Balint Ternovacz, Attila Pfeiffer, Ivana and

47 Gusztav Wenzel, Rosztizlaw galicziai herczeg, IV. Béla kirdlynak veje, Budapest 1887, 10-11.

48 Emerich Szentpétery, “Das Banat von Machow (Machd)”, Ungarische Rundschau 4 (1915)
872-876.

4 C. hmpkosuh, “Cprnicke 1 nomopcke 3emsbe Kpasba Ypouwa 17, 690.

50 C. hmpkosuh, “3emsba Mausa”, 6; the new chronology of attacks of Uro$ | on Madva is
advocated by: MBaHa KomaTtuHa, “O BpemeHy Hanaga Kpasba Ypouwa | Ha MauBy v HeroBom
3apobsbaBatby”, 360pHUK padosa BuzaHmosowkoa uHcmumyma 58 (2021) 73-91.

5! |bidem, 4-6.
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Predrag Komatina.>? A note should also be included here that this land had a female
key, or that it was most likely related to dowry, with the Hungarian rulers giving it as
an appanage to their daughters (and mothers), rather than to their sons-in-law. This
Hungarian-Serbian dynastic series related to Macva or Lower Syrmia, as confirmed by
the latest studies, was connected in multiple ways. Serbian Queen Jelena, the wife of
Uros$ | and mother of Stefan Dragutin, was the daughter of John Angel and an offshoot
of the Arpad dynasty. In this light, the Serbian claims to Maéva and the conflict that
would follow from 1268 could have had a dynastic justification.>?

The toponym Macva apparently had pre-Slavic roots. As a country and banate, it
was undoubtedly named after the eponymous fortress.>* If we know that the first
mention of Macva is connected to the name of Rostislav Mikhailovich, it seems quite
possible to assume that it was Rostislav who was the builder, or at least a witness to
the creation of the Macva fortress, which over time overshadowed the name of Srem
south of the Sava, which we already wrote about earlier.>® Is it possible, however,
that Macva as a fortress and the area of the same name had existed before the arrival
of the former prince of Galicia in the Hungarian-Balkan borderlands? There is a view
that it was the younger son of former Byzantine Empress Margaret Arpad, William of
St. Omer, who was in fact the first lord of Macva, or (Lower) Syrmia, before Rostislav.
Margaret’s son William is mentioned as the prince of Macva in a posthumous source
from 1276, created as a record in the process of canonisation of nun Margaret, the
daughter of Béla IV. Among the witnesses of the holy exploits of the princess and
saint Margaret there is a mention of her cousin and spiritual sister, also Margaret
“filia domini Gulielmi ducis de Maconia”, or “de Macotisa”.>® The distinguished nun
Margaret was thus presented as the daughter of Duke William, who ruled the country

52 Cf. B. Xapam, “JepaH npuaor nutary BU3aHTUjcKor Hacneha”, 117-142; Dorde Bubalo,
Katarina Mitrovi¢ & Radmila Radi¢ Jurisdikcija Katolicke crkve u Sremu, Beograd 2010, 47; B.
Ternovacz, “A macséi és barancsi teriiletek torténete 1319-ig”, 227, 232-235; A. Pfeiffer, “A
Macséi bansag”, 127-128; . KomaTtuHa v M. KomaturHa, “BM3aHTnjckm 1 yrapckm Cpem oz X
no Xl Beka”, 141-164.

3 MBaHa KomaTtuHa, Kpass CmegaH Ypow | Beauku u He2o8 gek, beorpag 2021, 115-138;
AnekcaHgap Y3enau, “Mapwija ge Kajo, cectpa Kpasbuue Jenene”, y: Mamehy lNodyHasswa u
Cpedozemsba, memamcKu 360pHUK nocseheH npog. Op CuHuwu Muwuhy nogodom Hez2o802
60. poheHOaHa, yp. KaTapuHa Mutposuh n AnekcaHgap Ysenau, MNoxkapesau—Huw 2021,
187-206; Hebojwa Mopuunh, “Mapuja, cecTpa cpncke Kpasbuue JeneHe”, Mcmopujcku
yaconuc 70 (2021) 31-68; J. Gal, “IV. Béla és |. Uros”, 471-499.

54 petar Skok, Etimologijski rje¢nik hrvatskoga ili srpskoga jezika |l, Zagreb 1972, 346; Lajos
Kiss, Féldrajzi nevek etimoldgiai szotdra Il, Budapest 1988, 60; Péter Rokay & Miklds Takacs,
“Macsd”. in: Korai magyar térténeti lexikon (9—14. szdzad), F6szerk. Gyula Kristo, Szerk. Pal
Engel & Ferenc Makk, Budapest 1994, 421; A. Kpctuh, “Mausa”, 177; A. Pfeiffer, “A Macsoi
bansag”, 133-128.

5B, Xapau, UmuHepapuj Pocmucnasea Muxaunosu4a, 91.

% Monumenta Romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis, A veszprémi plispkség romai oklevéltdra
I, 1103-1276, ed. Jozsef Lukcsics, Budapest 1896, 183, 189.
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called Maconia or Macotis. This William was long ago identified in historiography as
the younger son of Margaret Arpad, whereas Maconia was identified as Mac¢va.’ If
we add to this source a fragmentary one that refers to the year 1233, that William or
Gyletus, as his name is written, was the dux Sirmii, perhaps Rostislav, according to
the will of his father-in-law, did indeed arrive at the already-built fortress and the
area called Macva, which previously belonged to another royal relative.

Mor Wertner was the first in historiography to present William as the ruler of
Macva. Considering a reference to William as duc de Maconia, Wertner concluded
that after his mother’s death, William acquired Macva, i.e. Lower Syrmia, from King
Andrew I, and that, therefore, it was he who was the first duke of Macva, rather than
his younger contemporary, Ruthenian prince Rostislav Mikhailovich. At the same time,
all things considered, his brother John was left with the rule over Syrmia north of the
Sava.>® Referring to Wertner, Ludovic Tautu went a step further, asserting that while
John Angel inherited Kovin, (Upper) Syrmia and Backa from his mother, William
received Macdva.*® Taking into account an earlier study by Péter Rokay, and apparently
without insight into Mér Wertner’s work (?), Sima Cirkovié¢ stated that Margaret’s
second son was referred to as dux Sirmii, but also as the lord of Maéva.®®

Based on the analysis of Wertner’s research, in his work Gyletus dux Sirmii (1983),
Péter Rokay presented the identity of William of St. Omer to Serbian historiography.
He concluded that the mention from 1276 of the long-dead William as the Prince of
Macva, who passed away three decades before (after 20 April 1242), immediately
after the Mongol invasion of Hungary and was buried in Trogir,% is in fact an
anachronism. Macva (as a principality) did not yet exist, and the compiler of the
testimonies about the miracles of St. Margaret wanted to say that during his lifetime
William was the prince of the land that was called Maéva in 1276.52 Rokay’s logical
conclusion is accepted by Attila Pfeiffer.%® Supporting Péter Rokay’s position, we have
previously presented several additional reasons why William was not the first lord or
prince of Macva, or that he held a title with the name of this country. We consider it
meaningful to repeat them once again on this occasion.%

The issue of William’s position in the Hungarian state government structure is
related to the fact that he is mentioned as the Duke of Syrmia in only one
contemporary diplomatic source (1233), whose elements of credibility must be
accepted with certain reservations. When he died in 1242, on his tombstone (not

57 M. Wertner, “Margit csaszarné fiai”, 608; M. Pokau, “Gyletus dux Sirmii“”, 124-125; C.
TFupkosuh, “3emba Mayea”, 5.

%8 M. Wertner, “Margit csaszarné fiai”, 607-610; M. Wertner, “Az arpadkori banok”, 480.

59 L. Tautu, “Margerhita di Ungheria”, 69.

80 C. hupkosuh, “3emma Mausa”, 5; M. Pokau, “Gyletus dux Sirmii“”, 123-127.

61 M. Wertner, Az Arpddok, 408; M. Wertner, “Margit csdszarné fiai”, 605; . Pokau, “’Gyletus
dux Sirmii’”, 125-126.

211. Pokau, “’Gyletus dux Sirmii’”, 124-125.

8 A. Pfeiffer, “A Macsoi bansag”, 127.

5 For more details see: b. Xapau, “Jesan npunor nutary BUsaHTUjcKor Hacneha”, 123-126.
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preserved today) in the Trogir Cathedral, as befits the character of the distinguished
deceased, numerous praises were engraved in poetic verse, yet for some reason a
reference to his princely title was missing.®® On the other hand, in the royal charters
on the list of state dignitaries we find only William’s older half-brother John Angel.
Between 1235 and 1242, John was usually listed first among secular barons, as the
king’s beloved relative (dilecto cognato nostro), who, in addition to other titles, always
held the title of the Lord of Syrmia (Dominus Sirmii/Dominus Syrmie).®® The striking
silence about William as the prince of Syrmia or Macva in the royal charters at the
same time when his older half-brother John is mentioned in them, only leads us to the
conclusion that there was a hierarchy within the family and that Syrmia was not
formally divided into two parts of which the southern one bore the new name Macva.
John Angel, in our opinion, as Dominus Sirmii, was the ruler of (both the Upper and
Lower) Syrmia.?’ This did not mean that there was no “place” for William on his
mother’s estates, which, based on the right of inheritance through the female line,
belonged to him equally, as is probably indicated by the mention of his title Dux Sirmii
from 1233, at the time when the head of the family, former Queen Mother Margaret
was, we believe, still alive.%®

Recently, the name Macva has become significant beyond the Hungarian-Serbian
border area, to a lesser extent because of the country, but to a larger extent because
of its rulers who, as members of the Hungarian ruling family, had a very important role
in the royal court, as well as in European politics of the second half of the 13* century.
The reputation was achieved through the female line of the family of Rostislav
Mikhailovich, who passed away before 15 July 1264 (date ante quem),®® owing
foremost to his wife Anna and their daughters, the eldest Anna, who became the

5 For more details see: M. Wertner, “Margit csdszarné fiai”, 504—605; . Pokau, “’Gyletus dux
Sirmii’”, 125.

6 1235: CDFIV/1,27; RA1/2, 186, no. 608; 1238: CDF IV/1,111; RA1/2,194-195, no 637; 1241:
Codex Diplomaticus Regni Croatiae, Dalmatiae et Slavoniae — Diplomaticki zbornik kraljevine
Hrvatske, Dalmacije i Slavonije [=CDRCr], IV, ed. Smiciklas Tadija, Zagreb 1906, 136, no 124;
RA /2,212, n0 709; 1242: CDRCr IV, 158 no 142; RA 1/2, 217, no 721; 218, no 723; CDF IV/1,
264;; A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vilagi archontoldgidja, 207; M. Wertner, “Margit csaszarné
fiai”, 610-611.

7 1n our opinion, there was only one Syrmia for the people of the time in question, a vast plain
between Fruska Gora and the Danube in the north, and Cer mountain in the south, in the
centre of which was the Sava river and on it the remains of the Roman capital Sirmium, i.e.
the two medieval settlements St. Demetrius and St. Irenaeus. The names, Lower Syrmia
(Sirmia Ulterior) or the future Macva, and Upper Syrmia (Citerior Sirmia) were mentioned
once in the sources in 1229. The reason for this reference was that the archbishop of Kalocsa
wanted to emphasise religious and church circumstances, i.e. the difference between these
two parts of Syrmia, of which the one north of the Sava was part of Hungary.

% That Margaret most likely died in 1235 see: b. Xapau, “JeaaH npuaor nuTakby BU3aHTUjCKOT
Hacneha”, 125-126.

8%, Xapau, UmuHepapuj Pocmucnasa Muxaunosuya, 117-121.
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Empress of Bulgaria (around 1255), Kunigunda Queen of Bohemia (1261) and Griffina,
the Princess of Krakéw and Lesser Poland (1265).7° In this context, the anachronism
from the year 1276, when the recorder of the miracle of St. Margaret, referred to
William of St. Omer as the prince of Macva, will be more understandable.

It is without doubt that the Macva fortress was built on the Sava river, though
exactly where, remains unknown, due to the river meandering in its lower course.
Owing to Ludwig Thalléczy, beginning in 1895 Hungarian historical geographers place
Madva in the region of today’s Valjevo.”* This mistake was first corrected by Pal Engel,
who noticed the news from a royal charter that the army of King Charles Robert, during
the successful conquest of the fortress of Macva in 1317, crossed the frozen river Sava
from the direction of the Serbs.”? Pal Engel’s discovery was first presented to Serbian
historiography by Sima Cirkovié.” In anticipation of a new result of (underwater?)
archaeology, the potential location of Macva was analysed by Aleksandar Krsti¢ and
Attila Pfeiffer. Krsti¢ quite argumentatively places the town of Macva on the right bank
of the river between Drenovac and Debrc, while Sima Cirkovi¢ places it closer to St.
Irenaeus, that is, to Madévanska Mitrovica in the location of Stari No¢aj.” In any case,
in relation to the fortified towns and churches of St. Irenaeus and St. Demetrius,
apparently the newly built fortress of Macva must have had a strategic and economic
importance to give the entire area a new name over time.

As we promised earlier, on this occasion we are obliged to return to another point
of historiography that is related to the genesis of Macva. To repeat, Mor Wertner
stated that during the time of the Macvan princes, there were most likely Macvan
bans as their officials, but that it is impossible to discover a list of their names.” Before
Wertner, Lajos Thalloczy, compiling the genealogies of the rulers of Bosnia, laconically
recorded that Rostislav, the Duke of Macva, was the governor of upper Bosnia and
that Hungarian bans were under him.”® This assumption appears to be correct. It is
known that even though Rostislav’s widow, Princess Anna, who after the death of
her father Béla IV (3 May 1270) fled to Bohemia with the royal treasures and insignia
to her daughter Queen Kunigunda and Czech King Otakar Il Przemysl, nevertheless
returned from exile. This happened after the death of her brother and enemy Stephen
V and after the cruel murder of her son Duke Béla Rostislavich (mid-November 1272).

7 Djura Hardi, O cérkach Anny i Roscistawa Michajtowicza, in: Europa Srodkowo-Wschodnia w
Sredniowieczu i wczesnej nowozytnosci. Studia poswiecone pamieci Norberta Miki, edd. Ewa
Mika & Vitaliy Nagirnyy, Krakéw 2023, 87-98.

"1 Ludwig Thalldczy, “Bruchstiicke aus der Geschichte der nordwestlichen Balkanlander”,
Wissenschaftliche Mitteilungen aus Bosnien und der Herzegowina 3 (1895) 332.

72 pal Engel, “Az orszag Ujraegyesitése, |. Karoly kiizdelmei az oligarchak ellen (1310-1323)”,
Szdzadok (1988) 115; idem, Beilleszkedés Eurdpdba, 283; idem, The Realm of St. Stephen,
132; A. Pfeiffer, “A Macséi bansag”, 133—-134.

3 C. hmpkosuh, “3emsba Mausa”, 4; A. Pfeiffer,”A Macsdi banség”, 133—134.

74 A. Krsti¢, “Macva”, 177; A. Pfeiffer,”A Macs6i banség”, 133—135.

> M. Wertner, “Az arpadkori banok”, 480.

76 Lajos Thalléczy, “Bosnyak nemzedékrendi tandlmanyok”, Turul 13 (1895) 5-17.
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The return took place, certainly in new and favourable political circumstances for her,
during 1273 or 1274 at the latest, as Emil Jakubovich believed.”” From then until the
end of her life, Anna took over the former power of her family in Macva and part of
Bosnia (she died probably in late 1278 or early 1279).78

Anna’s return to Hungary and the restoration of her principality marked the end
of the short-lived period of existence of the banate, which included, in addition to
Macva and Bosnia, Brani¢evo, Kucevo, Usora and Soli (1272-1273). These territories
were formed after the murder of her son Béla and probably coincided with the former
state that belonged to Rostislav and Anna.” At the time of Anna’s second reign over
Macva and the surrounding lands, the historiography can identify bans in her service.
The Legend of St. Margaret, a version written in Old Hungarian, testifies to this fact.
It refers to Princess Anna, as well as the members of her court who were all actors and
witnesses of the miracle of St. Margaret during the events that took place in the
summer—autumn of 1276. Among them, two dignitaries of the ban were mentioned
in the source: Albert, who is listed as “chycety ban”, and in another place as prefect
(ispannya), and Ompud ban of Bosnia (bocynay Ompud ban).® Albert was also noted
as the ban of Macva (Albert banus de Machou) in 1275, though in a forged charter.5!
In any case, in the mid-1270s, Albert and Ompud (Ampod?) were in the service of
Princess Anne.®?

Anna returned to Hungary at a time when both her father Béla IV, to whom she was
filia nostra dulcissima, and her brother Stephen V, were no longer alive, and when at
least two baronial parties were busy fighting over the rule of the country in the name
of underage King Ladislaus IV Cuman and his mother Queen Elisabeth Cuman.®
Perhaps in such circumstances, the daughter of Béla IV “surrounded” herself with

77 Emil Jakubovich, “Kan Erzsébet nétestvére”, Turul 37 (1922-1923) 22.

8 For a more detailed review of literature see: Dura Hardi, “Nekoliko zapaZanja o boravcima
Ane, majke ¢eske kraljice Kunigunde, na vladarskom dvoru Pfemislavovi¢a®“, in: Pro pana
profesora Libora Jana k Zivotnimu jubilee, K vydani pfipravili Bronislav Chocholdc et al., Brno
2020, 233-250.

% A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontolégidja, 50-53; Cf.: P. Engel, Beilleszkedés
Eurdpdba, 233-234; idem, The Realm of St. Stephen, 108.

80 “Szent Margit élete”, in: Nyelvemléktdr, Régi magyar codexek és nyomtatvdnyok 8, Budapest
1879, 69-70; For the interpretation of the source Sandorhegyi, “Albert a “chycheti” ban”,
Szdzadok (1902) 678-681; Emil Jakubovich, “Kun Erzsébet nétestvére”, 22—24; Sorin Fortiu,
“Banologia (XI): Alberto [Magno] bano de Zeurino (1272)”, Morisena 6, 1 (2021) 10-12.

81 Norbert C. T6th, “Egy hatalmaskodds lezarasa az Arpad-korban”, Levéltdri Szemle 50 (2000)
31-38; A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vilagi archontoldgidja, 51.

82 Historiography made many more references to Albert: Mér Wertner, “Kicsedi Albert ban”,
Szdzadok (1900) 771-777; Sandorhegyi, “Albert a “chycheti” ban”, 678—681; E. Jakubovich,
“Kun Erzsébet nétestvére”, 22-24; S. Fortiu, “Banologia (XI): Alberto [Magno] bano de
Zeurino”, 10-17; A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja, 51, 282, 283, 340.

8 For a more detailed review of literature see: D. Hardi, “Nekoliko zapaZanja o boravcima Ane,
majke Ceske kraljice Kunigunde, na vladarskom dvoru Premislavovi¢a“, 238-250.
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nobles to whom she gave the service of a ban, as was recently established in her lands.
In this way, bans in Anna’s service were a consequence of new political circumstances.
Did her husband Rostislav already have bans in his service, though in other
circumstances, as Wertner and Thalléczy believed? If that were the case, there would
be a continuity of servitium bani from the beginning of the creation of Macva. If we
were to invoke the argumentum ex silentio, we would be free to reject this assumption.
However, as our main goal is to analyse the positions of historiography, we must
inevitably at this point remain focused on one question posed by Gyula Pauler.
Analysing Rostislav Mikhailovich’s campaign to Galicia and the battle at the
Yaroslavl fortress that took place on 17 August 1245, Pauler paid special attention to
the Hungarian commander of Rostislav’s army.®* It was nobleman File (in the
Hungarian language interpretation), named as “Fila banus” in the charter of
Hungarian King Béla IV from 1250, or “®una” in the Galician-Volyn chronicle. Both
sources testified that this military lord commander, whom the office of the Hungarian
king knew had the title of ban, was captured in the battle and then beheaded by
Rostislav’s rival, the Prince of Volyn, Daniel Romanovich.?® In connection with the
identity of Fila, Pauler laconically asked a logical question of whether this great man
was a Northern or a Macvani ban?% In the preserved sources that referred to the
bans of the Severin banate of that time, which was founded in 1227, Fila’s name
remained unknown.®” In the case of Macva, the hypothetical service of this lord brings
up several questions that are impossible to answer. Fila could have been the ban of
Macva between the last mention of John Angel as the lord of Syrmia, on 16 November
1242, and his death in Galicia, on 7 August 1245, on the condition that in that
relatively short period of time, the Hungarian king’s attempt to establish a banate in
Syrmia south of the Sava river also took place, while in Syrmia north of the Sava, the
work of the Srem county institution was renewed. The issue related to ban Fila is
certainly worth mentioning, because this Hungarian nobleman played a prominent
role in the Hungarian policy towards Galicia in the previous decades and it was no
coincidence that he was the commander of Rostislav’s army in 1245. Actually, his

84 Because of the Ukrainian-Hungarian language barrier, Pauler, like many Hungarian historians
after him, did not know the exact year of the battle fought by Mykola Dashkevich and Mihajlo
Hrushevsky, which does not diminish Pauler’s analysis and the justified doubt in the
chronology of events that this great Hungarian historian pointed out. Hukonaii M. Jawkesny,
KHaxceHue [aHuuna [aauyKkozo no pycckum u UHOCmpaHHsim udgecmuam, K. 1873, 57;
Muxaino pylweBcbkuid, “XpoHonboris noaiin Mannubko-BoanHcbKoi nitonucn”, 3anucku
Haykosozo mosapucmea imeHi Lllesuerka 41 (1901) 32-33, 67; Marta Font, Arpdd-hdzi kird-
lyok és Rurikida fejedelmek, Szeged 2005, 246—249, 262; . Xapan, UmuHepapuj Pocmucnasa
Muxaunosuya, 78-79.

85 Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris Slovaciae I, ed. Richard Marsina, Bratislava 1987, 247—
248; RA1/2, 290, no. 939; Mnameesckas nemonucs, MonHoe cobpaHune Pycckux netonucen
I, CM6. 1908, 803—804.

86 Gy. Pauler, A magyar nemzet térténete |1, 215-216, 524-525.

87 Cf. A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja, 49.
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connection with Rostislav and the influential Galician boyar elite has deeper roots.
Could Fila, in the triangle between Béla IV, Rostislav and Galicia, have been the first
ban of Macva before the summer of 1245?88

As for Rostislav Mikhailovich, in those years (1241-1245) he was still preoccupied
in his thoughts and actions with the struggle for the princely throne in Galicia. The
turning point was Béla IV’s decision to give him the hand of his daughter Anna (at the
end of 1242, or during 1243), and thus Rostislav became a Hungarian pretender to
Galicia. His meeting with Lower Syrmia or Macva (in the making) will most likely follow
only after the Yaroslavl battle, i.e. after the peace and alliance of Hungarian King Béla
IV with Rostislav’s rival and uncle Daniel Romanovich (Zvolen, September 1246).%°
These circumstances, and the marriage of Béla’s second daughter, Konstanza, to
Daniel’s son, Lev, forever distanced Rostislav from the land of his ancestors, to which
he claimed legitimate rights.®® Therefore, the chronology does not support the
hypothesis of Fila’s service as the ban of Macva in Rostislav’s service; possibly he was
a ban in the service of the Hungarian king, but we have already stated that we have
no sources testifying to this.

Summarising what has been said thus far, we can conclude on the basis of
numerous opinions of historians and available sources, that during the reign of
Rostislav Mikhailovich, Macva was certainly not a banate, but rather a land ruled by
members of the Arpdd ruling family. Regarding this position, contemporary studies of
Hungarian and Serbian historiography have a consensus. The genesis or emergence
of Macdva as a dynastic territory and ruling title is linked to the name of the former
prince of Galicia, Rostislav Mikhailovich (1254: Dominus de Machou) and his wife
Anna, the daughter of Béla IV, and their son Duke Béla. There is clear continuity and
connection of the rule over Macva, or Srem, as it was called by its older name, of the
female members of the ruling dynasty of Hungary — the family of Anna and Rostislav
Mikhailovich and the previous lords of this land, the daughter of King Béla Ill, former
Byzantine Empress Margaret (Maria) Arpad and her sons John Angel and William.
Finally, John and Rostislav bore the identical title of Dominus. The help of the
Hungarian kings in consolidating the power of their relatives over Syrmia or future

8 The identity of the Hungarian baron, ban Fila requires more research. Cf. A. Zsoldos,
Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja, 302; Dariusz Dabrowski, Krél Rusi Daniel Romanowicz
O ruskiej rodzinie ksigzecej, spoteczenstwie i kulturze w XIll w., Krakéw 2016, 287-288;
Mupocnas Bosowyk, “®@uns apesne nperopapiv” / Fila Supruniensis, Manosigomi cioxetu
3 icTopii FanuubKoi 3emni neploi nonosuxu Xlll ctonitra”, in: Actes testantibus, tOsineliHuli
36ipHUK Ha nowaHy J/leoHmis Bolimosuya, /beis 2011, 189-196; idem, “MpoconorpadiyHi
cTyaii buteu nig Apocnasom 17 cepnHa 1245 poky”, in: Colloquia Russica, JaHuno
PomaHosuy i lio2o yacu, 3a pea. B. HaripHoro & M. Bonouyka, IBaHo-®paHKiBcbK, Kpakis
2017, 114-115.

8 Toru Senga, “IV Béla kilpolitikaja és IV Ince papahoz intézett ‘tatar—levele’”, Szdzadok 1-2
(1987) 593-594.

% For a more detailed review of literature see: H. Xapaun, MmuHepapuj Pocmucnasa
Muxaunosuua, 58-95.
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Macva was implied. Hypothetically, it is possible that in the process of the creation of
Macva, before 1254, an eponymous banate was established, but there are no sources
for this claim. The reference to the Hungarian lord Fila with the title of ban, who was
also the military commander of Rostislav Mikhailovich (1245), which was pointed out
long ago by Gyula Pauler, will have to wait for a future prospographic research. The
appearance of the first bans of Macva in the service of the Hungarian king, as
established by historiography, is related to the short-term loss of power over this
land by Rostislav’s family (1272-1273). Also, the return of Rostislav’s widow, Princess
Anna, to Hungary from Bohemia (1273/4-1279), entailed bans in her service, which
Emil Jakubovich drew attention to.
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Pura Hardi

MACSO EREDETENEK KERDESE ROSZTYISZLAV MIHAILOVICS IDEJEBEN
A SZERB ES A MAGYAR HISTORIOGRAFIABAN

Reziimé

Macsé (a forrasok szerint Macho/Mazo) mint var, tertlet és bansag a 13. szazad-
ban és a 14. szazad elején a szerb és a magyar historiografia masfél évszazadanak
koz6s témaja. Annak ellenére, hogy az erre vonatkozé forrasok tobbsége mar régtdl
fogva ismert, Macso tovabbra is foglalkoztatja a torténészeket. Aktudlis és inspirativ
kutatasi téma, errél tandskodnak a legujabb tanulmanyok, amelyek Macséval vagy
az un. Tulso-Szerémséggel (Sirmia Ulterior) foglalkoznak (utébbi a teriilet korabbi el-
nevezése). Jelen tanulmany célja, hogy 6sszehasonlitsa a két historiografiat, illetve
allaspontjukat Macso keletkezésérél mint kiilonallé térségrél és bansagrdl, elsd ural-
kodadinak, Rosztyiszlav Mihailovicsnak, Galicia hercegének, IV. Béla magyar kiraly ve-
jének és feleségének, Anna hercegnének idejében. A historiografiai kérdések egyike,
hogy vajon Macsé (vara és térsége) keletkezése elsGsorban a magyar kiralyok altal
alapitott azonos nevii bansag létrejottéhez kotédik-e?

A szerb historiografidban ma szinte altalanosan elfogadott nézet, hogy Macso ban-
sag létrejotte IV. Béla uralkodasanak idejére tehetd, aki a mongol betorések utan
(1241/2), orszdganak déli hatarain bansagokat alapitott, azzal a céllal, hogy azok — ka-
tonai-adminisztraciés egységekként védelmezzék a Magyar Kirdlysagot (ezt az
allaspontot képviselték Konstantin Jirecek, Mihailo Dini¢, Jovan Radoni¢, BDorde Sp.
Radoji¢i¢, Jovanka Kali¢, Mom¢ilo Spremié, Petar Rokai és Sima Cirkovic). Ezt az allitast
a magyar historiografiabdl vették at a torténészek. Ugyanakkor a magyar torténészek
és archontoldgusok felfigyeltek arra a tényre, hogy a bansagot vezet6 banok csak a 13.
szazad hetvenes éveitél kezdve jelentek meg a forrasokban, mig a Macsdéi Bansag tor-
ténete 1319. utan folyamatosan nyomon kévethet6 (Korbuly Imre, Pesti Frigyes, Vert-
ner Mor, Zsoldos Attila, Ternovac Balint, Fajfer Attila). Macsé els6é uralkodéi,
Rosztyiszlav Mihailovics (1254-ben szerepel mint dominus) és felesége Anna, vala-
mint fiuk, Béla voltak a bansag élén, és hercegi cimet viseltek.

Rosztyiszlav és Anna el6tt a késGbbi Macsé bansagnak megfeleld teriilet felett az
Arpadhazi uralkodé-csaldd egy masik dganak leszarmazottai uralkodtak: Margit
(Maria) volt bizanci hercegndnek, Ill. Béla lanyanak utddai. Margit 1222-ben tért vissza
a Magyar Kiralysagba, s ebben az id6ben orszagdnak a Szavatdl délre esé terileteit
nem Macsdénak, hanem Tulso-Szerémségnek nevezték (Ulterior Sirmia). Ezt a terile-
tet akkor pravoszlav vallasu szlavok és gorogok laktak. Tulsé-Szerémség Macsénak
valé megfeleltetése Mihailo Dini¢ nevéhez fliz6dik, aki a K6zépkori Szerémség (Sredn-
jevekovni Srem) cim{ m(ivében 1931-ben vezette be ezt az elnevezést, InnensG-Sze-
rémséggel szemben, amely a Duna és a Szava kozotti teriiletet jel6lte. De még joval
Dinic¢ el6tt Praj Gyorgy, Pesti Frigyes, Vjekoslav Klaics és Vertner Mor, a neves torté-
nész el6dei megoldottak ezt a problémat. Margit fia, a tronorokés Kalojan loannész
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Angelosz, aki tulélte a mongol invaziot, 6 viselte Szerémség uralkodoi cimét (dominus).
IV. Béla valdban megalapithatta a Macséi Bansagot rokona, Kalojan halalat kbvetGen,
majd a terilletet vejének, Rosztyiszlavnak, illetve sajat lanyanak, Annanak adoma-
nyozta 1247 és 1254 kozott. A bansag székhelyét az (Gj!?) Macsdi varba helyezte,
amelyrdl azutan az egész térséget elnevezte. Mindez mar egy bejarddott kozigazga-
tasi modell alapjan zajlott, hiszen Szlavonia mar bansagi statuszban volt, de a Szoré-
nyi Bansag is példaként szolgalhatott. Ugyanakkor e hipotézis alatdmasztasara nem
létezik egyetlenegy kozvetlen forras sem. Szentpéteri Imre 1915-ben irt cikkében (Das
Banat von Machow) mar arra a kovetkeztetésre jutott, hogy ez a teriilet Kalojan ural-
kodasanak idején nem a Macsé nevet viselte, mert ez az elnevezés elGszor 1254-ben
jelent meg a forrasokban. Kalojan és Rosztyiszlav idejében Macsd nem volt bansag.
Szentpéteri alldspontjaval jelen tanulmany szerzGje is egyetért.

A Macsoval kapcsolatos historiografiai dilemmak 6sszetettségére hivja fel a fi-
gyelmet Sima Cirkovi¢ is. Szerinte a Magyar Kirdlysag Szavatol délre esd teriileteibél
dsszedllt kdzigazgatasi egység el6szor dinasztikus képzédmény volt, amely az Arpad-
hazi uralkodéhazzal rokonsagban allé személyekhez kétdott. Arpadhazi Margit és
Rosztyiszlav valamint Anna utan a kovetkez6 a sorban Kun Erzsébet és veje, Stefan
Dragutin volt szerb kiraly voltak. Ezt az elképzelést, amely a dinasztikus folyamatos-
sagra hivta fel a figyelmet, tobb torténész is tdmogatta: Dorde Bubalo, Ternovac Ba-
lint, Fajfer Attila, lvana és Predrag Komatina, Dura Hardi. Vertner Mér, majd 6t
kévetSen Ludovik Tautu és Sima Cirkovi¢ alltak el& azzal a feltételezéssel, hogy még
Rosztyiszlav el6tt az elsé macséi uralkodd Margit bizanci csaszarné fiatalabb fia, Saint-
Omeri Vilmos volt. Az 6 neve egy hiteles egyhazi forrasban szerepel 1276-bél, amint
halala utan Macso hercegeként emlitik. Petar Rokai szerint ugyanakkor ez az emlités
anakronizmus. Utdbbi véleményével értenek egyet Fajfer Attila és Dura Hardi. Hardi
tobb érvet is felhozott, amelyek az anakronizmus mellett szélnak. IdGsebb féltestvé-
rétél Kalojantdl eltéréen Vilmost nem emlitik a bardk sordban (y series dignitatum) IV.
Béla kirdlyi leveleiben. Id6kézben Macsd mint cim, elsésorban ,,tulajdonosainak”, An-
nanak éa Rosztyiszlavnak koszonhet8en, kozismert lett az uralkoddi udvarhazakban
szerte Kozép- és Délkelet-Eurdpaban. Minden arra utal, hogy Macsé (a var és a tér-
ség) keletkezése Rosztyiszlav Mihailovics idejében zajlott. Rosztyiszlav mindenkép-
pen élvezte apdsa tdmogatdsat ebben a vallalkozasban.

Thalloczy Lajos, csakugy mint Vertner Mor szerint Macso (és Bosznia) els6 herce-
geinek szolgalatdban voltak magyar banok, de — ahogyan azt Vertner megallapitotta,
szinte lehetetlenség feltarni kilétiiket. Ugy tlinik, hogy ez a feltételezés igaz lehetett.
A forrasok szerint voltak banok Anna hercegnd, Rosztyiszlav 6zvegyének udvardban.
IV. Béla lanya, testvére és ellensége, V. Istvan halala utan, majd fianak Rosztiszlavlje-
vics Béla hercegnek a kegyetlen meggyilkolasat kovetSen (1272. november kdzepén)
a megvaltozott politikai korilmények kozott visszatért a Magyar Kiralysagba (valdszi-
nlleg 1273-ban vagy 1274-ben), amit el6szér Emil Jakubovics erdsitett meg. Anna
Magyar Kirdlysagba vald visszatérésével, illetve hercegségének visszaallitasaval véget
ért a bansagok rovid torténete, amelyek kdzé Macsé és Bosznia mellett tobb tovabbi
bansag is tartozott: Barancs, Kucsé, Ozora és a Séi bansag (1272-1273). Ezeket fidnak
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meggyilkoldsa utan hoztak létre, és minden bizonnyal egybeestek az egykori orszag-
gal, amely Rosztyiszlav és Anna iranyitasa alatt allt. Az utdkor szamara fennmaradt
feljegyzés két vilagi méltdsagrdl Anna hercegnd szolgalataban, Albertrdl, aki valdszi-
nileg Macsd banja volt és Ampudrdl, Bosznia banjardl (1276). File ban személyének
azonositasa tovabbi kutatasokat igényel. Pauler Gyula a maga idejében lakonikusan
fogalmazta meg a kérdést, miszerint Fiile sz6rényi vagy macséi ban volt-e? Rosz-
tyiszlav és Fiile azonban minden bizonnyal kapcsolatban élltak, hiszen Fiile volt Rosz-
tyiszlav magyar csapatainak parancsnoka a jaroszlavli csataban, ahol foglyul ejtették
majd kivégezték (1245).
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bypa Xapagu

MUTAKE TEHE3E MAYBE Y JOBA POCTUC/TIABA MUXAUJTOBUYA
Y CPMCKOJ U MABAPCKOJ UCTOPUOTPA®UIN

Pesnme

Mausa (mahapckun — Macso; y nssopmma Macho/Mazo) kao ume Tephase, 3em/be
n 6aHoBuHe y Xlll 1 noyeTkom XIV Beka, npeactaB/ba TeMy Koja crnaja Cprcky U
mahapcky nctopunorpadujy CKopo BeK 1 No. YNpKoc OKOAHOCTK A3 je BehuHa nssopa
Beh 0ofaBHO NO3HaTa, OHa M Hajasbe MPUBAAYU Naxmkwy muctopuyapa. Koauko je
aKTye/IHa U MHCNMPATMBHA 33 UCTPAXKMBaKbE CBeA0YE HajHOBUjU pagoBu nocseheHun
Mausu nnm OHoctpaHom Cpemy (Sirmia Ulterior) KaKko je rnacuno ctapuje ume ose
3emsbe. Llnsb oBor paga 6mo je fa ynopeam ase uctopuorpaduje 1 HMxoBe CTaBOBE O
HacTaHKy Mause Kao nocebHe 3em/be 1 6aHOBUHE y f06a BNafaBUHE HEHUX MPBUX
rocnogapa, busler KHesa lanuumje Poctucnasa MuxanmnoBmya, 3eTa yrapckor Kpasba
bene IV, n rerose cynpyre yrapcke npuHuese AHe. JegHO 04, pa3smaTpaHmx
nctopurorpadCcKux nuTarba je 6Mno 1 oHo, Aa M je HacTaHak Mause (TBphase 1 061acTu)
NPMMAPHO BE3aH 3a OCHMBAHbE NCTOMMEHE DAaHOBMHE Of, CTPAHE YrapCKMX Kpasbesa?

Y cpnckoj uctopunorpadujm Ao gaHac je ckopo onwrtenpmuxsaheHo mul/bere aa
je MauBa Kao 6aHOBMHa HacTana y Bpeme BiaZaBMHe yrapckor Kpasba bene IV Koju
je, HakoH Haje3ae MoHrona (1241/2), Ha jy»kKHUM rpaHULaMa CBOje [AprKase ycrno-
CTaBMO HU3 BAHOBMHA Ca LU/bEM A3 OHE, KAo BOjHO-agMUHUCTPATUBHE LieSIMHE, BpaHe
Yrapcky (TakBor cy Mull/berba 6UAn KoHcTaHTUH Jupedek, Muxaunno OuHuh, JoBaH
Paponuh, Hophe Cn. Pagojuuunh, JoBaHka Kannh, Momumno Cnpemuh, MeTtap Pokaun
nnn Cuma hinpkosuh). Osa Tesa je npeyseta n3 mahapcke uctopmorpaduje. Mahapckum
ncTopuyapm, UCTparkmeaum Mause Kao 6aHOBMHE U HbeHe apXOHToNoruje cy, MehyTum,
3anasuau ga ce 6aHOBM Ha HEHOM Yeny y u3Bopuma cpehy Tek og, cegamaeceTmx
roguHa Xlll BeKka, a ga ce uctopuja MauBaHcke 6aHOBUHE MOXKE KOHTUHYMPAHO
npaTuTK 3anpaso HakoH 1319. roanHe (Mmpe Kopbysb, puhel NewTtn, BeptHep Mop,
Atuna ongouw, banuHT TepHoBau, Atuna Pajdpep). Mpeu Bragapun Mause, Poctncnas
Mwuxaunnosuu (Kao dominus 3abenexeH 1254) u werosa cynpyra AHa, Te HbUXOB CUH
bena, Hocuam cy TUTYNEe rocnoAapa U KHeXKeBa OBe 3eMJbe.

Mpe Poctucnasa u AHe, 6yayhom Mausom je Bnagana gpyra rpaHa Bnagapcke
nopoauue Apnagosuha, notekna og 6uBle BM3aHTMjcKe Uapuue Maprapete
(Mapwuje), hepke Kpasba Bene Il Koja ce y Yrapcky BpaTtuaia oko 1222. roguHe. Y To
Bpeme, tbeHa 3em/ba jy*KHO og peke CaBe ce Huje 3Bana Mausa, Beh (OHoCTpaHwM)
Cpewm (Ulterior Sirmia) koju je 6una Hece/beH CnoBeHUma u MpuMma NpaBocnaBHe
Bepe. NaoeHTndukaumnjy OHocTpaHor Cpema Kao b6yayhe Mause, y ogHOCy Ha
OBocTpaHu Cpem Kao TonorpadcKy oapeaHuuy semsbe namehy Case u yHasa, y
CpncKy uctopuorpaodujy je yseo Muxanno AnHuh y cBojoj ctyanju CpedHo8eKosHU
Cpem, 1931. roanHe. Npe AuHuha, mehyTum, oBaj npobaem cy MHOrO paHuje pelmnam
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rerosu nperxoaHunum beph Mpaj, Ppuhew MewTn, Bjekocnas Knanh n Mop BepTHep.
MaprapeTuH cuMH 1 HacneaHuK, uapesuh JosaH (KanojaH) AHheo, Koju je npexKneeo
MOHTFO/ICKY Haje3ay, Hocuo je TuTyny dominus Cpema. bena IV je goncra morao ga
ocHyje MauBaHcKy 6aHOBMHY, HaKOH cMpTK cBor pofhaka JosaHa AHhena 1 aa je Kao
TepuUTOopUjy NOKAOHU cBOM 3eTy PocTucnay u 3anpaso hepuun AHu Herge namehy
1247 v 1254. roamnHe. Cpeanwite baHaTa cmecTuo je y (Hosy!?) TBphasy Mausy, no
Kojoj he uena obnact noHetn ume. YpaheHo je To Ha ocHoBy Beh nocTojeher
APrKaBHOT mogena, Nno3HaTor Ha npumepy CnasoHuWje, Kaga je buna y ctatycy 6aHaTa,
unn CeBepuHa. MehyTm 3a NoTBpAY OBE XMMNOTE3E HE NOCTOjU HU jeflaH HenocpeaaH
nssop. Mmpe CeHtnetepu je caga Beh gasHe 1915. roauHe, y unanky Das Banat von
Machow 3aKk/byy4no fa TOKOM BnafaBuHe JoBaHa AHhena oBa 3emsba HMje HocuAa
Hasue MauBa, Beh ce 0BO MMe npBu NyT jaBsba 1254. rognHe. Y Bpeme KanojaHa 1
PoctucnaBa 1 werosux HaciegHuka Mausa Huje 6una 6aHat. Ca CeHTneTepunjeBnum
MULL/bEHEM C/1aXKe Ce U ayTop OBOr pasa.

KomnnekcHocT uctopuorpadckmx pasmatparba o Mausu notephyje u Cuma
Fupkosuh. Mo hupkosuhy, Teputopuja Yrapcke KpasbeBuHe jyxHo og CaBe nmana
je NpBOBUTHO KapaKTep AMHACTUYKE TBOPEBUHE Be3aHe 3a oapeheHe MMYHOCTU U3
pena KpasbeBckMx pohaka nopoauue Apnagosuh. Mehy wuma ce y TOmM HU3y
BNnagapa, nocne nopoamua Maprapete Apnagosuh n Poctncnasa u AHe Apnagosuh,
Halw/a yrapcka KpasbMua majka Jenncaseta KymaHKa M KOHAYHO HEeH 3eT, 61BN
cpncku Kpasb CtedaH [AparytvH. OBO mMuULL/bEHE O AMHACTUYKOM KOHTUHYUTETY
obnactn, nogpxasajy bophe bybano, bannHt TepHoBau, Atuna Majoep, MBaHa n
Mpeppar KomaTtnHa, bypa Xapan. BeptHep Mop, a nocne wera u Jlyaosuk Tayty u
Cuma hmpkosuh cy nsHenu Tesy 4a je, jow npe Poctucnasa, Nnpsu Baagap Mause 61o
mnahu cuH buswe uapuue Maprapete, Bummsem og CeHT Omepa. OH ce y jeaHOM
BEPOLAOCTOjHOM LLPKBEHOM M3BOPY M3 1276. roanHe, NOCTXYMHO MOMWHA0 KAo KHe3
Mauge. MeTap PoKkau, Ha ApYroj CTpaHuM, CMaTpa 43 je oBaj NomeH 61O aHaxpoHM3aMm.
Heroso muwsbere npuxeatajy Atuna ®ajoep n bypa Xapaun. Xapau je nsHeo suwe
aprymeHaTa y Npuaor Tesnm o aHaxpoHW3My. 3a pas/MKy og cTapujer nonybpaTa
JoBaHa AHhena, Bu/bem ce He HaBoau y series dignitatum, cnuckoBnma bapoHa y
KpasbeBCKUM nosesbama bene IV. Y mehyspemeHy, MauBa je Kao TUTyNa, 3axBasbyjyhu
npe ceera teHUM ,BnacHuumma“, Aum Apnagosuh u PocTucnasy nocrana
Npeno3HaT/bMBa Ha BAafapCKMM ABOPOBMMA cpearbe U jyronctodHe Espone. Mo
ceemy cyaehu, reHesa Mause (TBphaBe u 3emsbe) ce 36una y Bpeme Poctucnasa
Mwuxannosuya. Y Tom nogyxsaTy OH je CBAaKaKo yKMBao nomoh csor TacTa.

Najow Tanouu, kKao n Mop BepTHep cy cmaTpanun ga cy y Bpeme npBux xepuera
Mause 1 (bocHe) y HMX0OBOj CAyXbM NocTojann yrapcku 6aHOBM, anu Kako je
KOHCTaToBao BepTHep, Hemoryhe je oTKpUTK HbMxXOB cnucak. OBa NpeTnocTaBka je
nsrneaa 6muna TauHa. M3sopwm ceepoye o npucycTey 6aHOBA HA ABOPY KHermkbe AHe,
vaosuue Poctucnasa. Khu Bene IV, ce HakoH cmpTu cBor 6paTta u Henpujatesba
CredaHa V, 1 nocne oKpyTHOT yBUCTBa HeHOT CMHa Xepuera bene Poctucnas/besnya
(cpeanHom HoBembapa 1272), y usmetb€HUM NOJUTUYKMM OKONTHOCTMMA BpaTUAa y
YrapcKky (BepoBaTHO Tokom 1273. uam HapeaHe 1274. roauHe), Kako je To nNpBsu
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yTBpAno Emun Jakybosuy. C AHMHMM NOBPATKOM Y YrapCKy 1 pectaypaLmjom teHe
KHEXKEBUHE, OKOHYAH je KpaTKOTpajHU nepuoa nocTojarba 6aHOBUHA, Y YMjU CNIUCAK
cy nopea Mause u bocHe, ynasunm bpaHuueso, Kyueso, Ycopa n Conn (1272-1273).
OHe cy 6une obpasoBaHe HaKOH yBUCTBA HEeHOT CMHa U Be3 Cymibe Cy ce MoK/anane
Ca HeKajawHOM ApXKaBOM KoOja je npunagana Poctucnasy n AHu. CadysaHu cy
NOMEHM Y HbeHOj CNYyXKOU ABa BEIMKOAOCTOjHMKA, AnbepTa Koju je no ceemy cyaehu
6uo 6aH Mause, n Omnyana baHa bocHe (1276). MaeHTuteT 6aHa Pune, 3axTesa
[04aTHA UCTparkmMBaka. [laBHo je byna MNaynep NakoHCKU NOCTAaBMO NUTakbe A3 U je
duna 610 ceBepPUHCKU MU MauBaHCKKM baH? Besa nsmehy dune n Poctmucnasa je
nssecHa. OBaj yrapcku BesiMKal 61o je 3anoBeaHMK POCTMCNaB/bEBUX YrapCKMX CHara
y 61umM Koa Japocnassba Kaga je 3apobsbeH v norybsbeH (1245).
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