m TannumHua

VIIK 94(477.83/86):327(439)]:930.22

THE ROLE OF GALICIA IN THE FOREIGN POLICY OF THE KINGDOM
OF HUNGARY IN THE LATE ARPAD ERA AND EARLY ANJOU ERA

Veronika RUDOLF
Eétvos Lorand University, Institute of Historical Studies,
Department of Auxiliary Studies of History
6-8, Muzeum Blvd., 1088, Budapest, Hungary
e-mail: rudolf.veronika@btk.elte.hu
DOl: 10.15330/gal.39.60-77, ORCID: 0000-0001-5331-7237,
ISSN 2312-1165 (opykosana eepcis),  1SSN 3083-6670 (owaaiin sepcis)

The study deals with the role of Galicia and its rulers from the Rurikid dynasty in the foreign policy of
the Kingdom of Hungary in the Late Arpad Era and in the first decade of the Anjou Era. The previous times
stayed relatively often in focus of historical research, because of the over and over again repeated attempts of
the Hungarian kings to conquer Galicia. After King Béla IV of Hungary gave up on this — thanks to his defeat at
Yaroslav in 1245 — a friendly connection and a political alliance was reached between the two countries. This
enabled the involvement of the Rurikid rulers in Béla IV’s fight for the so-called Babenberg heritage. The
marriage of Roman Danilovich with Gertrud of Babenberg and the Opava campaign of Daniel Romanovych in
1253 are well known in Hungarian and international research, although some details still need to be clarified,
which the study also attempts to do. After that it follows the history of the Galician—Hungarian relations in the
1260s, and 1270s, touching on Prince Lev of Galicia’s conduct in the conflict between the Hungarian, and the
Bohemian king. It argues for a close relationship between the last Arpadian king, Andrew III and Lev, which
manifested in common politics both on the battlefield and at the negotiating table. The common interest was
later revived by the first Anjou king and Prince Lev Il through a dynastic marriage in 1304.

Key words: Galician-Hungarian relations, diplomatic history, Babenberg inheritance, Opava
campaign, dynastic relations.

It is well known in international medieval studies that the Kingdom of Hungary, and lands of
the Rurikids and later several Ruthenian principalities, especially Galicia (Halych), had frequent
contact with each other between the 11" and 14™ centuries, whether in the form of dynastic marriages,
military actions against each other, or alliances against a third party. These relations were most intense
when the Kingdom of Hungary repeatedly attempted to conquer the Principality of Galicia, so it is not
surprising that Hungarian academic research was at first most interested in this period?. Initially, much
less attention was paid to the history of Galician-Hungarian relations in the second half of the 13"
century, but more recently, growing interest in the Mongol invasion just as in research on the
Mongols’ settlement, and politics in Eastern Europe have also led to a revival of interest in this
period?. In this study, | would like to contribute to the analysis of the history of the Galician-
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Hungarian relations from the mid-13™ century to the first decade of the 14™ century, primarily seeking
to answer the question of what role Galicia and the Rurikid rulers played in the foreign policy of the
Kingdom of Hungary toward the west during this period. Based on my previous research and on the
findings of other historians regarding the history of medieval Galicia, | examine the participation of
Daniel Romanovych, Prince (1218-1253) and later King of Rus’ (1253-1264), and his sons in the
struggle for the Babenberg inheritance, and later the relations between Prince Lev | of Galicia (1264—
1301) and King Andrew |11 of Hungary (1290-1301), and finally the relationship between Charles | of
Hungary (1301-1342) and Galicia in the early 1300s.

The struggle for the Babenberg inheritance (1252-1278)

King Béla IV of Hungary (1235-1270) decided, following his defeat at Yaroslav on
17 August 1245, to abandon his plans to conquer Galicia, and to withdraw his support for his son-in-
law, Prince Rostyslav of Chernigiv (1241-1242). The following year he also initiated peace
negotiations with his former enemies: in May, the Hungarian king sent Nikolaus, son of Obichk, and
Achilles, son of Pazmany of the Hontpazmaény kindred, to Galicia®. Due to the geographical distance,
the presence of the Mongols in the Rus’, and mutual distrust, the negotiations progressed slowly, but
between the 11 and 27 September 1247, an alliance was concluded between the parties in Zvolen. This
was confirmed shortly afterwards by a dynastic connection: the Hungarian king’s daughter, Constance,
married Lev, the son of the Galician ruler®. All this happened at an ideal time for the Hungarian king,
as a favorable opportunity seemed to be dawning in the west.

On 15 June 1246, Frederick Il, named the Quarrelsome, Duke of Austria and Styria (1230-
1246) died in a victorious battle against the Hungarians on the banks of the Leitha River, which caused
the extinction of the Babenberg dynasty, which had ruled the Duchy of Austria since 976 and the
Duchy of Styria since 1192, in the male line®. Although it initially seemed that the crisis could be
averted through the marriages of the duke’s niece, Gertrude — first to the eldest son of King
Wenceslaus | of Bohemia (1230-1253), Margrave Vladislaus of Moravia, later (under papal pressure)
to Margrave Hermann VI of Baden (1243-1250, Duke of Austria 1248-1250) an, but the successive
deaths of her husbands kept the issue on the agenda. The complexity of the situation is well illustrated
by the fact that, in addition to the emperor, who was legally interested in the matter, because the
duchies were imperial fiefs, the pope and the neighboring powers (Hungary, Bohemia, Bavaria) also
made claims to the territories. By the early 1250s, only two parties remained in race: King Wenceslaus
| of Bohemia, who now wanted to secure the duchies for his second son, the future Ottokar 11 (1253—
1278), and King Béla IV of Hungary. Both parties sought to legitimize their claims with the help of
the remaining female members of the Babenberg dynasty. Wenceslaus married his son to Margaret of
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Babenberg, the good 20 years older widowed sister of the late Duke Frederick 11, while the Hungarian
king formed an alliance with Gertrude of Babenberg, who was already widowed twice at that time, but
very keen to acquire the duchies®.

The latter alliance was consolidated through a dynastic marriage, as it was customary in the
Middle Ages, but since there were no suitable candidates among Béla IV’s relatives, he turned to his
allies, where he found a man, who seemed suitable: Roman, the younger son of Prince Daniel
Romanovych. Daniel had no serious interest in the conflict or claims for the duchies. Newly,
Alexander Maiorov suggested that the intervention of the Prince of Galicia was due to dynastic
reasons, since Daniel’s mother, Eufrosina-Anna, and Duke Frederick’s mother, Theodora, were both
descended from the Byzantine Angelos dynasty, making their children second or third cousins, which
gave Daniel a claim to the Austrian throne. However, even if this — even by medieval standards —
extremely distant relationship was taken into account, it did not entitle the Prince of Galicia to the
Babenberg inheritance’. Therefore, the most probable explanation is Aleksey Martynyuk’s suggestion:
Daniel simply wanted to increase his own and his family’s prestige. If the venture was to be
successful, his son would have been the first Rurikid to sit on the throne of a Western Christian
country?,

Our main source for the events related to this is the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle®, which
gives a relatively detailed account of Daniel’s arrival in Bratislava, and the negotiations that took place
there: “The Hungarian king sent [an envoy] to Daniel requesting him to come to his aid, for he was
waging war with the Germans. Daniel set out to help him and came to Bratislava. [In the meantime]
German envoys had come to the Hungarian king, for the [German] emperor was already in possession
of Vienna, and the Rakusian and Styrian lands, and the [Austrian] Archduke had already been killed.
The names of the envoys were: the emperor’s voyevoda and bishop Salo Purs’kij known as Sol’skij;
Garix Poruns’kij; and Otto Garetennik Petovskij. The king rode forth with them to meet Prince Daniel,
and Daniel approached him with all his troops in battle formation. [...] The Germans could not cease
staring and admiring [all of this] and the king told [Daniel] that his coming [to him dressed] in
accordance with the traditions of Rus’ and of his forefathers was more important to him than a
thousand pieces of silver. Daniel asked for permission to enter the king’s camp, because it was
extremely hot that day. [The king] took his arm and led him into his tent, undressed him, and put his
own clothes on him. Such was the [great] honor that the king bestowed upon [Daniel], and he returned
home™*°.

Polish historian Norbert Mika, who was later followed by many Polish and Slovak
researchers, recently argued that the above passage refers to Emperor Frederick II’s (1212-1250)
envoy (“the emperor’s voivode™) and the Archbishop of Salzburg. In his view, the passage can be
dated to the summer of 1247, and can be linked to Béla IV’s initial aspirations to the duchies. The
Hungarian king and Daniel discussed the Galician-Hungarian alliance in Bratislava, and after the
departure of the Prince of Galicia, Béla IV, yielding to the emperor’s request, withdrew from the fight
for the Duchy of Austrial. In his latest study, Alexander Maiorov dates the meeting to the summer of

& More about the events: lbidem. Old. 136-141; Szende L. Harc a Babenberg-6rokségért (1246-1261). Sic Itur
ad Astra. 1999. Evf. 11. Old. 263-271; Zehetmayer R. Das sogenannte «sterreichische Interregnumy: von den
Babenbergern zu den Habsburgern. Tagungen zur Ostmitteleuropaforschung / hrsg. Kersken N., Tebruck S.
Marburg : Verlag Herder-Institut, 2020. Vol. 38 : Interregna im mittelalterlichen Europa. Konkurrierende Krdfte
in politischen Zwischenrdumen. S. 45-73.

7 Maiorov A. V. The Dragon Turns its Gaze to the West: The Mongol Empire’s Global Diplomacy in the
Mirror of Outsider Chronicles. Acta Orientalia Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae. 2025. Vol. 78. Ne 3. P. 519.
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nauano XVI eexa). Mocksa : Kagpura, 2019. C. 93.
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Chronicle. Vol. 1/ ed. G. Dunphy. Leiden ; Boston : Brill, 2010. P. 658.
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Dabrowski D. Daniel Romanowicz krol Rusi (ok. 1201-1264). Biografia polityczna. Krakéw : Avalon, 2012.
S. 288-291; Roha¢ P. Boj o Babenberské dedi¢stvo a 1. Cesko-uhorska vojna 1252-1254. Vojenska histéria.
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1248, the purpose of which was, on the one hand, to dissuade Béla IV from intervening in the conflict
over the Austrian throne and, on the other hand, to gather information about the Mongols’ plans
through Daniel. In his opinion, by 1248, after the death of the Moravian Margrave, Vladislaus and the
recall of the first imperial governor, Count Otto of Eberstein, anarchic conditions prevailed in the
duchies, in which the Hungarian king saw another opportunity to acquire Austria, but the emperor
made him an in details unknown, but certainly irresistible offer in Bratislava, which ultimately led
Béla IV and Daniel to call off the planned campaign'?.

It is certain that Daniel and Béla TV met in person in 1247, but, as we have seen above, not in
Bratislava, but in Zvolen, and not in the summer of that year, but probably in the second half of Sep-
tember. We have no source which would confirm that either Béla IV or the Archbishop of Salzburg
was in Bratislava or in its vicinity in 1247, which also argues against this dating. Furthermore, the
Rus’ian source unambiguously states that the Hungarian king was preparing for war with the
«Germansy, which, in my opinion, was no longer a realistic possibility in the summer of 1247. The
counter-king, Henry Raspe (1246-1247), who supported the Hungarian king, died in February of that
year, and Béla IV had no other foreign supporters, as even the pope, who had initially welcomed the
Hungarian venture, began to lean rather on Gertrude of Babenberg. In 1248, he married her to
Hermann V1, Margrave of Baden, who appeared to be politically reliable and sufficiently insignificant,
and whose reign was accepted by all the neighboring powers. Taking all this into consideration, Marta
Font’s opinion seems more well-founded: the Hungarian king and Daniel agreed at this meeting in
Bratislava on the marriage between Gertrude of Babenberg and Roman, and concluded a contract
about it, which the chronicler unfortunately refrained from mentioning, because of its length®®. Based
on the itinerary of Béla IV and Philip of Spanheim, elected Archbishop of Salzburg (1247-1257), the
meeting may have taken place sometime in late May or early June of 12524,

Accepting that the purpose of the meeting was to finalize the marriage between Gertrude and
Roman, it could be assumed that the German envoys mentioned in the source represented the bride,
and that they wished to discuss the details of the marriage and the strategy to be followed in acquiring
the Austrian Duchy, but the names preserved in a distorted form in the chronicle suggest otherwise.
All researchers agree that one of the envoys was definitely Philip of Spanheim, elected Archbishop of
Salzburg, who attended the wedding of the future Ottokar 1l and Margaret of Babenberg in February
1252, and remained at the court of his cousin, the new Austrian duke afterwards. The “emperor’s
voivode”, on the other hand, cannot be clearly identified, if only because there was no crowned
emperor of the Holy Roman Empire at that time. Furthermore, in addition to Conrad 1V (1250-1254),
who held the title of the Roman king from 1250, we must also take into account William of Holland,
who had been counter-king since 1248. Based on Philip of Spanheim’s political orientation, only
William of Holland’s representative can be considered, but based on the wording, it is also possible,
that the voivode is identical with the Archbishop of Salzburg himself's.

In addition to him (or them), at least two other ministerials can be identified among the
envoys. According to Norbert Mika, Wolfker of Porrau (Wolfker von Porrau), Hartnid of Ptuj (Hartnid
von Pettau) and Otto of Maissau (Otto von Maissau) participated in the delegation®®. According to

2016. Roé. 20. C. 1. S. 20-21. Older Russian research placed the story even earlier, to the conflict between
Emperor Frederick 1l and Duke Frederick of Austria in 1236-1237. The inaccuracy of that was already
convincingly proved by Marta Font (Font M. The Kings of the House of Arpdd. P. 222-223).

12 Maiorov A. V. The Dragon Turns its Gaze to the West. P. 519.

13 Font M. Az Arpad-hdzi kiralyok. Old. 255-256; idem. The Kings of the House of Arpad. P. 223. As a result,
we do not know the text of the treaty, but it is possible that a copy was kept in the Cistercian monastery of
Klosterneuburg (Maptsiatok A. /o I'epbepumetina. C. 106-110).

14 Mapteintok A. JJo Tepbepumerina. C. 83-87; Rudolf V. Kézép-Eurdpa a hosszii 13. szdzadban. Old. 155.

15 Maprintok A. «HeMIim xe JTUBSIIECS OPYKHUIO TATAPCKOMY»: C KEM M Koraa Berpedancs Jlanuun PomanoBua
B [loxonu. Colloquia Russica / eds. V. Nagirnyy, A. Mesiarkin. Krakow ; Bratislava : Jagiellonian University,
2015. Series |. Vol. 5 : Rus’ and Central Europe from the 11" to the 14" Century. Publication after the
5 International Conference, Spisska kapitula, 16"-18" October, 2014. P. 156-157. Compare: Font M. The
Kings of the House of Arpdd. P. 223.

16 Mika N. Walka o spadek po Babenbergach. S. 25.
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another view, Henry of Brunn (Heinrich von Brunn), Hartnid of Ptuj and his son Otto were present!’.
Contrary to these solutions, which consequently count with three ministerials, Alexej Martinyuk
pledged only for two. He identified one of them as Henry of Brunn, who belonged to the Austrian
Duchy, and the other as Frederick of Ptuj, the Younger (Friedrich von Pettau)®®.

The text, or more precisely the names preserved in it, are badly damaged, so it is no wonder
that several ideas have been put forward regarding their identification. Looking at these, Martinyuk’s
solution seems the most likely. Although Wolfker of Porrau was a prominent member of the Austrian
ministerial class, owned estates in the vicinity of Vienna, and appeared as a supporter of Ottokar as
early as the beginning of the 1250s, in my opinion, the name preserved in the source shows too much
difference. The situation is similar with the also well-known Otto of Maissau, whose first name at
most appears in the source!®. Hartnid of Ptuj and his son, Otto cannot be considered for genealogical
and chronological reasons, as Hartnid | of Ptuj did not have a son named Otto, only an uncle, Otto of
Kunsperk (Otto von Konigsberg), who was certainly no longer alive in 1252, just as Hartnid I himself.
His son of the same name, Hartnid Il, only appears in the diplomatic sources from 1253, so it is
unlikely that he is the person in question®. The envoys mentioned in the Galician-Volhynian Chro-
nicle were most likely on the one hand, Henry of Brunn, whose family had served the Babenbergs for
many decades, and who can be considered as a representative of the Austrian Duchy?!, and on the
other hand, the Archbishop’s own ministerial, Frederick of Ptuj, who served, and owned land in Styria.
It is unclear how the name Otto came to be included in the passage. It is quite possible that this is
simply a mistake, probably the author was misled by the name Otto, which was popular in the side
branch of the Ptujs. Of course, it cannot be ruled out that it refers to a third ministerial named Otto,
whose «surname» is missing from the text. However, there is another possible explanation. In
Perfecki’s English translation the name of Otto Garetennik Petovskij differs from the name (Drarape
TenpHUKD 11bTOBECKBIN iN the Ipatyev (Hypiatos) Codex?. Since there is no person named Ottokar in
the Ptuj family throughout their entire history, the most obvious solution would be Ottokar’s TeHBHUKD
(castellan?) in Pettau, who can also be identified with Frederick of Ptuj. Of course, this theory is
weakened by the fact that Ottokar did not actually hold the Duchy of Styria at that time, but may have
had claims to it, and that Ptuj was owned by the Archbishop of Salzburg — however, these details may
well have escaped the chronicler’s attention.

Martyniuk suspected — as we have seen — the younger Frederick (i. e. V) of Ptuj%, but I
consider the role of the elder Frederick (i. e. IV) of Ptuj to be more likely. This is because the younger
Frederick only appears independently in charters from the August of 125224, Based on this document,
issued by Archbishop Philip in Maribor, presumably on his way home from the meeting, Martyniuk
considers the role of the younger Frederick to be beyond doubt, but in fact this only proves that he

Y Krénika Halicko-Wolynska (Krénika Romanowiczéw) / ed. D. Dabrowski, A. Jusupovié¢. Monumenta
Poloniae historica. Krakow ; Warszawa : PWN ; PAU, 2017. Seria II. T. XVI. S. 311. Not. 821, 312. Not. 327.

18 Mapsintox A. «HeMmiu sxe IUBSLIECS OpYxkUI0 TaTapckomy». C. 156-157.

19 More about the two ministerials: Weltin M. Landesherr und Landherren. Zur Herrschaft Ottokars II. Pfemysl
in Osterreich. Jahrbuch fiir Landeskunde von Niederdsterreich. Neue Folge / hrsg. A. Kusternig, M. Weltin.
Wien : Verein fir Landeskunde von Niederosterreich, 1979. Bd. 44-45: Ottokar-Forschungen. S. 162, 168.
Anm. 41, S. 178-180, 200-204.

2 Rudolf V. Az Arpadok és a Pettauiak. ELTE BTK Torténelemtudomdnyi Doktori Iskola, Tanulmdnyok —
Konferenciak / szerk. E. Kovacs, V Rudolf., L. Szokola, O. Varrd, M. Veszprémy. Budapest : ELTE BTK Torté-
nelemtudomanyi Doktori Iskola, 2022. K&t. 16: Micae Mediaevales X. Fiatal torténészek dolgozatai a kozépkori
Magyarorszagrél és Euréparél. Old. 88-91; Rudolf V. Az Arpadok és a Pettauiak 1254 utdn. Manuscript.

2L More about Henry of Brunn: Rudolf V. Osztrdk, stajer, karintiai miniszteridlisok és a Magyar Kirdlysag az
Arpad-korban. Manuscript.

22 Quoting the original text: Maptrintok A. «Hemuu ke auesuiecs opysxuto tarapckomy». C. 150.

2 Mapwintok A. «Hemiu ke juBsiecs opyxkuto tatapckomy». C. 156-157; idem. Jo Tepbepwmeiina.
C. 87-89.

24 Urkundenbuch des Herzogtums Steiermark. Bd. I11/ bearb. J. von Zahn. Verdffentlichungen der Historischen
Landeskomission fiir Steiermark. Graz : Verlag des Historischen Vereins fiir Steiermark, 1903. Bd. 33. S. 181.
Nr. 114.
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appeared before his suzerain, when he arrived in Styria®®. In light of the fact that this document
contains the first independent mention of Frederick, it is unlikely that he had sufficient influence to
take part in such a diplomatic mission, especially since Frederick the Elder had already been to
Hungary in 1236, where he met with Béla IV, and may even have received a land grant from him?.

The purpose of the delegation led by Philip of Spanheim is quite mysterious. Given the
presence of the Archbishop of Salzburg, it is certain that they did not intercede with Béla IV on
Gertrude’s behalf, so we must look for the solution in the interests of the elected archbishop himself,
or Ottokar. Martyniuk considers it likely, that Philip was trying to persuade the Hungarian king, who
was preparing for a military campaign against the duchies, to protect his estates in Styria, and/or
ensure the prosperity of the archbishopric, but he does not rule out the possibility that Ottokar
entrusted his cousin with some kind of diplomatic mission?’. Considering the close family ties and the
alliance between Philip and Ottokar, it seems unlikely that Philip would have negotiated with the
enemy behind his cousin’s back. Moreover, the including of Henry of Brunn in the delegation suggests
that the Austrian Duchy, or at least the Austrian elite, was also interested in the negotiations, but as
Ottokar’s subjects, they were even less likely to have been able to contact the neighboring ruler
without the duke’s knowledge and permission. For all these reasons, the most realistic scenario is that
the archbishop visited Béla IV on behalf of his cousin, as Ottokar was staying in Bohemia and then
Moravia at that time — he issued a charter on 12 April in Prague, and on 6 June in Znojmo?, before,
which meant that his newly acquired territories were unprotected. Philip may have had to prevent, or
at least delay the Hungarian attack until Ottokar was ready. The news of the Austrian duke’s absence
and the duchies’ lack of preparedness, which became known at the meeting in Bratislava, may have
been the reason why Daniel — according to the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle — returned home with his
extremely ornate army that amazed the German envoys. He saw his son’s advance into Austrian
territory secure enough with the Hungarian king’s army.

That is why, only Roman, and a small Rus’ian auxiliary troop set out with the royal army,
which had raised its flag in June 1252, to conquer the neighboring duchies?®. The main army,
marching along the southern bank of the Danube, captured several castles: Gerhaus, Rohrau,
Fischamend, Himberg, Md6dling, Sparbach, Tulln and Klosterneuburg fell into their hands, which
shows that they had surrounded Vienna, and were preparing for the siege. At the same time, smaller
Hungarian armies invaded Styria and Ottokar’s hereditary territory, Moravia. Parallel to the advance,
they also sealed the Galician-Hungarian alliance: Roman and Gertrude of Babenberg were married in
the newly acquired castle of Himberg, as reported by the Styrian Rhymed Chronicle®. However, as
the siege of Vienna took longer than expected, Béla IV decided to retreat at the beginning of July,
leaving the conquered territories in the hands of Roman and Gertrude®. The newlyweds set up their
residence in the castle on Kahlenberg (today Leopoldsberg), barely 10 kms from Vienna, which was
an obvious choice due to its strategic location and also, because Gertrude’s former residence was
there. The immediate surroundings of the castle, including Kahlenbergdorf at the foot of the mountain,
and the monastery in Klosterneuburg, were firmly under their control®,

After the Hungarian troops withdrew, Ottokar returned to the Awustrian Duchy, and
recaptured almost everything: Roman and Gertrude, lacking sufficient support, were forced to retreat
to Kahlenberg Castle. Although Béla IV launched another attack against Ottokar the following year,

% Mapreiniok A. Jlo Tepbepumerina. C. 87-88.

2% Rudolf V. Az Arpadok és a Pettauiak. Old. 92-93.

2" Maptsiniok A. «Hem1u e gusimecs opyxuto tarapckomy». C. 158-159.
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Academiae scientiarum Bohemoslovacae, 1965. P. 415. No. 242, P. 418-421. No 244.

2 Compare: Varga G. Ungarn und das Reich vom 10. bis zum 13. Jahrhundert. Das Herrscherhaus der
Arpdden zwischen Anlehnung und Emanzipation. Miinchen : Ungarisches Institut, 2003. S. 272.

% Ottokars Osterreichische Reimchronik / hrsg. J. Seemiiller. Monumenta Germaniae Historica Deutsche
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this time the main army marched not against the Austrian but against the Moravian territories®. The
plan was a two-front attack against Ottokar’s domain, so Béla IV’s eastern allies, Prince Daniel
Romanovich, his son Lev, and his brother, Prince Vasilko of Volhynia (1231-1269) joined forces with
Béla IV’s Polish son-in-law, Duke Bolestaw V (the Chaste) of Krakow (1243-1279), and Duke
Wiadystaw I of Opole (1246-1281) and invaded the region of Opava. The Polish troops were initially
defeated by Benes, and his brother Andrej, who marched against them from Opava, whereupon also
Daniel attempted to capture it, but failed. Later he changed course, captured Nasile, and several
fortified villages in the vicinity, just as Ghlubczyce. His attempt to capture Opava was unsuccessful
because, according to the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle, his men could not find enough wood for the
siege and because of the mistakes of the Duke of Opole®*. Based on other considerations, the Prince of
Galicia refrained from the siege, because of the arrival of the Moravian Bene§, who came to defend
the castle and who had previously achieved success against the Poles®. In any casg, it is certain that
Daniel did not take advantage of his (initial) military superiority, did not attempt to capture Opava,
and did not march through the Moravian Gate to Olomouc to join forces with Béla IV. This was
despite the fact that there were no castles in the immediate vicinity of Opava at that time, only fortified
villages, and, according to our sources, there were no troops capable of serious resistance in the area®.
Apart from the inhabitants of the Opava region and the men of the Bishop of Olomouc, our narrative
and documentary sources do not report any serious resistance. Wenceslaus | did not get involved in the
conflict, nor did the Silesian dukes related to the Pfemysl dynasty. In light of this, it is quite surprising
that Daniel abandoned his military operations without achieving any real results, thus ending the entire
campaign and the coalition against Ottokar®’. Even the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle, which provides
the most detailed account of his activities and depicts the Galician ruler as almost a victor, offers no
explanation for this®. The later charters of the Bishop of Olomouc, which describe the destruction
caused by the campaign, interestingly mention only the Duke of Opole, and his soldiers, which —
according to Jitka Komendova — may indicate that Bohemian-Moravian contemporaries did not attach
as much importance to Daniel, and his Rus’ian troops, and perhaps they did not stand out as much in
terms of numbers as the Rus’ian source suggests®. In addition, we can perhaps assume that Daniel’s
retreat may have been related to events on the Austrian front.

Although the Hungarian king sent a small army to the Austrian Duchy, the latter was unable
to reverse the balance of power, and Roman, finding himself in a hopeless situation, decided to leave

33 About the events: Rudolf V. Kézép-Eurépa a hosszu 13. szazadban. Old. 160-164.
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Historica. Scriptores. 19. Hannover : Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1866. P. 681; Annales Cracovienses compilati /
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sometime in June or July®. With the help of Wernhard PreuBel, the captain of the castle of Himberg,
he left Kahlenberg, which was under siege, leaving the pregnant Gertrude behind*. Wernhard and his
brother, Henry had been loyal to Gertrude since the death of Duke Frederick, and also had very close
ties to Roman, so his help is not surprising*2. Although the Galician-Volhynian Chronicle believes that
Béla IV did not help Roman, because he wanted to acquire the duchy for himself, leaving Roman with
no choice but to flee®, it is more likely that the developments in Moravia simply did not allow to
launch an another military campaign, and the chronicler tried to portray the son of his protagonist in a
better light. This is supported by the fact that while the Hungarian troops were besieging Olomouc, a
Moravian army invaded the counties of Tren¢in and Turiec, an attack that was repelled by Béla IV’s
son-in-law, Rostislav, who had remained at home*. In July, Ottokar easily recaptured Kahlenberg
from Gertrude, who was left alone, whereupon Béla IV was forced to recognize the lack of prospects
of the venture and agreed to the truce urged by the Pope. Under the terms of the Peace of Buda,
finally concluded in April 1254, the parties divided the Babenberg inheritance between themselves:
Ottokar 11 received the Duchy of Austria, including the territories above the Enns (Land ob der Enns),
and the former County of Pitten, while Béla IV had to catch up with the rest of the Duchy of Styria
and even had to compensate Gertrude of Babenberg, who had emerged from the conflict as the clear
loser. Our sources remain silent on whether Roman still had a relationship with Gertrude, or even
with his daughter Mary, who was born after his departure?’.

Although Roman’s departure did not sour Galician-Hungarian relations, the Hungarian king
could no longer count on him in the future conflicts related to the Babenberg inheritance.
Nevertheless, it is certain that Roman’s father, Daniel, despite his failed venture, remained an ally of
Béla IV on a diplomatic level and rejected Ottokar II’s attempts of rapprochement in the 1250s*. In
addition to Roman’s adventure, Mongol pressure on the Rus’ principalities played a major role in the
Rurikids crowding out from the Western politics of the Hungarian king, which greatly complicated an
effective Galician-Hungarian cooperation. In 1259, Khan Berke launched a major attack on Rus’ian
and Polish territories: Daniel, and later Bolestaw the Chaste fled to the Hungarian court, while the
eldest son of the Galician prince, Lev remained at home and was forced to join the Mongol
taxpayers*. In light of the human and material losses suffered at that time, neither Bolestaw nor

~
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Daniel were in a position to support Béla IV with significant auxiliary troops in the decisive battle
against Ottokar 1. at Kroissenbrunn in July 1260, and we must completely rule out the possibility of his,
and his sons’ personal participation®®. As it is well known, the battle ended in defeat for the Hungarian
king, as a result of which Béla IV was forced to renounce his claims to Styria for good, and shortly
afterwards he even entered into an alliance and a dynastic relationship with the Bohemian king®.

The latter included the marriage of his granddaughter (the daughter of Princess Anna, and
Rostyslav), Kunigund with the Bohemian king in 1261, just as the marriage of the Hungarian king’s
second son, Prince Béla, to Ottokar’s niece, Kunigund of Brandenburg, in 1264. According to the
Styrian Rhymed Chronicle, Lev may have attended the wedding held near Vienna in 1264. According
to the author, Béla IV arrived with his sons, «Stephan and Béla, the king of the Rascians, the king of
Macva, whose wife was the daughter of King Béla, and even the Serbian king. You should know that
these three kings were not ashamed to accept the crown from the hands of the Hungarian king»®2.
Andras Vizkelety, who studied the part of the chronicle, which describes the wedding in depth, inter-
preted the chronicle’s term kunic von Rdzen as «king of the Rascians»®®. However, Josef Seemiiller,
who edited the critical edition of the Styrian Rhymed Chronicle, and Daniel Bagi, who recently
published a Hungarian translation of the parts, which deal with Hungarian matters, identified him as
the king of the Rus’. The former specifically suspected Daniel Romanovich to be behind it>. Although
the use of kunic von Ruizen is more common in other parts of the chronicle to refer to the Rurikid
princes, we cannot reject Seemiiller’s identification, as the Serbian king is also mentioned separately
in the passage. However, if we assume that the Galician ruler was present at the wedding, then it may
be more appropriate to identify the ruler of Galicia not as Daniel Romanovich, who died in 1264, but
as his son, Lev, who was married to Constance of Hungary and, as Béla’s brother-in-law, had more
reason to participate in the event®.

According to documentary evidence, in the dispute between Béla IV and his son, Stephen,
Lev supported the old king, even if only on a diplomatic level®®. Béla IV’s daughters were in Hungary
in the spring of 1268, as revealed in the narratio of a royal charter for Master Nikolas, son of Mark of
Spis: Nikolas had just brought news to the Hungarian king about Stephan’s victory over the Serbian
ruler, Stephan Uros I. (1243—-1276) and the latter’s capture, when the wife of the Prince of Galicia,
Constance, the wife of Bolestaw the Chaste, Kinga, and Princess Jolan of Kalisz were also present at
court. The diploma also mentions the presence of Byzantine, Bulgarian, Tatar, French, and Bohemian
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envoys®’, which was certainly not, or not only, related to the Serbian war, but also to the family affairs of
the Arpads and the conflict between the old, and the younger king, which had become more acute again.

The alliance between Galicia, and the Kingdom of Hungary did not end after the death of
Béla IV. However, based on the sources available to us, Lev did not intervene directly in the conflict
that arose between Stephen V (1270-1272), and Ottokar Il. He did not send reinforcements to the
Bohemian-Hungarian war of 1271. However, it can be suggested that Lev and Bolestaw the Chaste,
Duke of Krakow, launched an attack on Silesia in 1271 in connection with the parallel Bohemian-
Hungarian conflict. The Galician—Volhynian Chronicle reports that after Bolestaw the Chaste made
peace with the Rurikids, «he waged war against the Duke of Wroctaw, and Lev, and Mstislav rushed
to his aid. Vladimir, although he did not go in person, sent an army under the command of Zelislav»®.
Although the chronicle dates the event to 1273, and the latest English edition dates it to 12721273, it
is more likely that it took place in the first half of 1271, as Bishop Thomas II of Wroctaw (1270-1292)
mentions the attack of Bolestaw the Chaste on Silesia in the company of Ruthenians, Cumans, and
Lithuanians, and the serious destruction of churches in his diocese in a letter dated on 28 June 1271,
and then calls on the duke to pay compensation®. The latter date is accepted by recent Polish, and
Ukrainian research®. Considering the reconciliation between Stephen V, and Bolestaw the Chaste in
August 1270, it seems logical to assume that the Duke of Krakow wanted to relieve the Hungarian
battlefield, and/or deter the Silesian troops from helping Ottokar by attacking Silesia®?. However, due
to a lack of sources, this direct connection cannot be confirmed with complete certainty. What is sure,
however, is that Stephen V considered Lev, and his relatives to be his allies, as in the Peace of
Bratislava, which ended the war with Ottokar, he included Lev, Mstyslav, the latter’s brother, and their
cousin, Volodymyr of Volhynia (1269-1289), among his allies®.

After all this, it comes as quite a surprise to learn from the Styrian Rhymed Chronicle that
Prince Lev of Galicia joined the ranks of the Bohemian king’s supporters in 1278, in the Battle of
Diirnkrut, which marked the final conclusion of the struggle for the Babenberg inheritance: «sent him
some quick-footed soldiers, Lev, Prince of Rus, too, on account of their kinship»®4. The intervention of
the Prince of Galicia on the Bohemian side is more than surprising in light of the existing alliance
between Galicia and Hungary, as well as of the marriage between Lev and Constance of Hungary, who
was still alive at the time®. Although the latter did, of course, mean that there was also a distant
kinship between the Bohemian and Galician rulers through Ottokar’s wife, Kunigunda.

~
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Recent Ukrainian research has attributed this surprising turn of events — beyond the murder
of the Bohemian king’s brother-in-law, Béla, Prince of Macs6 and Bosnia — to two convincing rea-
sons. On the one hand, Lev and Ottokar 11 had already become close before 1278, as Lev had appa-
rently helped the Bohemian king to establish contact with the Mongols®. Shortly after 1259, Khan
Berke sent envoys to Ottokar, who was not against an alliance against Hungary. We have no sources
indicating whether this ultimately came to pass, but in light of the events of 1260 and 1261, it was
probably taken off the agenda, at least for a time. However, as relations between the Hungarian and
Bohemian Kingdoms deteriorated, Ottokar once again sought allies in the east, as evidenced by the
Council of Lyon in 1274: here, the Bohemian king was accused of maintaining friendly relations with
the Mongol court, and the Mamluk sultan against the King of the Romans, Rudolf of Habsburg (1273-
1291) and, naturally, against King Ladislaus 1V of Hungary (1272-1290)%". According to a letter found
in the formulary of Bishop Tobias of Prague (1278-1296), the Bohemian king asked Duke Bolestaw the
Chaste of Krakow to ensure the safe passage of his own envoy and the Tatar envoys returning home
from the Bohemian court to Lev®. Jan Bedfich Novak dated the letter between 1269 and 1276 when
preparing the edition of the formulary, mainly on the basis of Ottokar’s intitulatio, but if we take into
account that Bolestaw the Chaste was an ally of the Kingdom of Hungary until 1273, while the
Bohemian king was rather his enemy, the date can be narrowed down to between 1273 and 1276.

On the other hand, Ukrainian research also drew attention to the fact that in the second half
of the 1270s, the Prince of Galicia came into conflict with the Vlachs living in the eastern parts of the
Kingdom of Hungary. In his work entitled The Deeds of Emperors and Popes (Gesta imperatorum et
pontificum), Thomas Tuscus mentions that, despite the peace treaty of November 1276, Ottokar Il
began to organize a rebellion against Rudolf of Habsburg, calling on the Ruthenians (Brutenni) for
help, among others, but they were unable to respond to the call due to their ongoing conflict with the
Vlachs®. According to the rest of the source, Ottokar, realizing his hopeless situation, entered into a
new agreement with Rudolf, which may refer to the events of 6 May 1277, as Manfred Stoy has
already pointed out™. However, we have no other information about the extent and timing of the
problem posed by the Vlachs, so it is quite possible that it continued to hamper the Prince of Halych in
1278. According to the newest research, it cannot be ruled out that Ladislaus IV. himself and his
entourage provoked the conflict in order to prevent Lev from personally intervening in the war against
the Bohemian king. Accordingly, if Lev did take part in the battle, he could only have done so by
sending auxiliary troops, as Ottokar aus der Geul claimed™.

As it is well known, the battle of Diirnkrut ended with the victory of Rudolf of Habsburg,
and Ladislaus 1V, as well as the death of Ottokar Il, so it is not surprising, that the Galician-Hungarian
relations broke for a time’2. This may have been influenced by the fact that in 1285, during the so-
called second Tatar invasion against Hungary, Lev was supposed to join Nogai’s and Telebuga’s
attack, but when he reached the Hungarian border, he was ultimately dismissed”.

% Boitrosnu JI. B. Jles [Janunosuy. C. 131-136.

7 Vatai G. Az Arany Horda kiilpolitikaja a XIlIl. szazad masodik felében. Belvedere Meridionale. 2011.
Evf. 23. Sz. 4. Old. 65.

8 Formuld# biskupa Tobidse z Bechyné (1279-1296) / ed. J. B. Novak. Historcky Archiv. 22. Praha : Nakl.
Ceské Akademie Cisare Frantiska Josefa, 1903. S. 43. Nr. 47.

89 (Temptat [Ottokar 11. — V. R.] cum multis nobilibus Alamanie machinari rebellionem, Brutenis et infideles
sibi in adiutorium vocat, sed Deo disponente Bruteni et Blacis inter se discordantibus suo rex Boemie proposito
defraudatur», Thomae Tusci: Gesta imperatorum et pontificum / ed. E. Ehrenfeuchter. Monumenta Germaniae
Historica Scriptores. 22. Hannover : Hahnische Buchhandlung, 1872. P. 525.

0 Stoy M. Die Schlacht auf dem Marchfeld (1278) und der “rex Ruthenorum” Lev/Leo. Mitteilungen des
Osterreichischen Staatsarchivs. 2011. Jg. 55. Nr. 2. S. 727-728.

"l Mapumn W. JI. Butea npu [ropukpyte 26. aBrycra 1278 r.: ambsuc JIbea Jlanunosuya u Iuembicna 1.
Orrokapa. Rossica Antiqua. 2012. Vol. 5. No. 1. C. 105.

2 More about the battle: Rudolf V. Kézép-Eurdpa a hosszii 13. szazadban. Old. 349-373.

8 Sz8cs T. Egy masodik «tatdrjaras» A tatar—-magyar kapcsolatok a 13. szdzad masodik felében. Belvedere
Meridionale. 2010. Evf. 22. Sz. 3-4. Old. 21.
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Andrew 111 (1290-1301) and Galicia

The alliance between the two countries was renewed by the last ruler of the Arpad dynasty,
Andrew I11. In connection with the campaign launched against the Austrian Duke, Albert of Habsburg
in 1291, one of Seifried Helbling’s poems mentions Riuzischen in the Hungarian king’s army’®. The
main goal of the well-prepared campaign was to recapture the Hungarian castles, and territories that
had previously fallen into Austrian hands, but after this was accomplished, Andrew invaded the
Austrian Duchy and laid siege to the duke’s capital, Vienna. Although no other source explicitly
mentions Rus’ian participation in the conflict, there is no reason to doubt the report, as other sources
indicate that Tatars, Ruthenians, Vlachs, Cumans, and other barbarian peoples were also present in
Andrew III’s army”. It is very likely that the Ruthenians mentioned in the annals were in fact
Rus’ians, and that the Tatars were also linked to the Rurikid princes who had become taxpayers of the
Mongols, on the basis of which Polish research considers it possible that Lev provided assistance to
Andrew Il as an ally, because he had a strategic interest in maintaining peaceful relations with the
Kingdom of Hungary’®.

In addition to all this, it cannot be ignored that at this time a new, albeit distant family
connection linked the Hungarian and Galician ruling houses. At the end of 1290, Andrew Il married
the niece of Duke Wtadystaw Lokietek of Kuyavia named Fenenna, whose sister, Euphemia, had been
married to Yuri, the eldest son of the Prince of Galicia. The marriage was intended to counterbalance
the influence of King Wenceslaus Il of Bohemia, who also made claims to the Polish throne, and was
hostile towards the Kingdom of Hungary. His main rival in the Polish territories was actually
Wiadistaw Lokietek. The latter was later provided with military assistance by Andrew III on several
occasions. Based on all this, it is perhaps not unreasonable to assume that a small but easily
recognizable Galician contingent also took part in the Hungarian campaign against Albert’’.

The Galician alliance played once again a role in Andrew III’s western policy. Henry of
Hainburg’s chronicle mentions a personal meeting between King Wenceslaus Il of Bohemia, and
Prince Lev of Galicia in Brno in 12997%. This may seem surprising taking his son’s Kuyavian marriage
into account. Although Lev had consistently supported Wtadystaw Lokietek in his fight for the Polish
throne since the turn of the last decade of the 13" century, he began to move closer to the Bohemian
king in the second half of the 1290s”. The meeting was probably initiated by Wenceslaus Il, as he —
before finally taking the throne in Krakow and being crowned King of Poland — wanted to gain as
many allies as possible and resolve as many issues as possible through diplomacy, so the main topic of
the discussion was likely a future agreement with Wiadystaw. If this assumption is correct, then the
effort seemed to pay off, as Wiadystaw promised to submit to the Bohemian king on 23 August
1299%°. Previous literature has placed the meeting between early March and mid-May 1299, based

"4 Seifried Helbling / hrsg. J. Seemiiller. Halle : Verlag der Buchhandlung des Waisenhauses, 1886. S. 178.

S Andrew 11l «exercitum ducens in Austriam, in quo habuit Tartaros et Ruthenos et alias barbaras nationes
[...]», Annales Florianenses / ed. W. Wattenbach. Monumenta Germaniae Historica Scriptores. Vol. 9. P. 749;
«Andreas rex Ungarie [...] collecto exercitu maximo et forti pugnatorum et sagitariorum ad estimationem 80 mi-
lium, Cozlonum, Walachorum, Ruthenorum, Chomanorum, Ungarorum, Septem castrorum, Austriam nemine
sibi resistente potenter intravit [...]», Annales Vindobonenses / ed. W. Wattenbach. Monumenta Germaniae
Historica Scriptores. Vol. 9. P. 716.

6 Woytowycz L. Lew Danitowicz i walka o tron krakowski w ostat niej éwierci XIII. wieku. Sredniowiecze
Polskie i Powszechne. 2016. Vol. 12. S. 128.

" Rudolf V. Kozép-Eurdpa a hosszi 13. szdzadban. Old. 486-487.

8 Henricus de Heimburg: Annales / ed. G. H. Pertz. Monumenta Germaniae Historica Scriptores. 17. Han-
nover : Hahnische Buchhandlung, 1861. P. 718.

9 Liibke Ch. AuBenpolitik im 6stlichen Mitteleuropa: Expansion und Hegemonie am Beispiel Polens und des
Landes Halic—Volyn’ (bis 1387). Das Reich und Polen: Parallelen, Interaktionen und Formen der Akkulturation
im Hohen und Spdten Mittelalter | hrsg. A. Patschovsky. Stuttgart : Jan Thorbecke Verlag, 2003. S. 51; Woy-
towycz L. Lew Danitowicz i walka. S. 126-130.

8 Woytowycz L. Lew Danilowicz i walka. S. 130. According to another opinion, the meeting can be related to
the Mongols. Adamovy¢ V. Rus v ¢eskych kronikach 13—14. storo¢ia. Kusowca 0o6a. 2013. Ro¢. 7. S. 98-99.
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mainly on the itinerary of Wenceslas 118, However, this can be specified by using a previously
overlooked documentary source. Bishop Antal of Cenad issued a charter in Brno on 7 May 12992, just
when the Bohemian king was also in the city®, It is reasonable to assume that the bishop did not visit
Moravia solely for the purpose of issuing the document, but was also performing some kind of
diplomatic task®, and that he himself participated in the meeting between Wenceslaus and Lev, which
can therefore be dated to the first half of May®.

The role of Galicia in the early years of Charles | (1301-1342) reign

In my opinion, the Hungarian-Galician alliance did not fall into oblivion even after the
extinction of the Arpad dynasty: Prince Lev II of Galicia and the first king of the new dynasty, Charles
I, renewed the lucrative cooperation of their predecessors. Gyula Kristo already drew attention to this
in his 1988 published study, in which he — based on a Hungarian royal charter from 1326 and the
Descriptio Europae Orientalis®’ — stated that Charles | had been married four times, contrary to the
previously assumed three. The unknown wife was the first in line, whom Krist6 identified as the
daughter of Prince Lev Il of Galicia, presumably named Mary®. Although the suggestion was criti-
cized — mainly by an Polish researchers®, and the circumstances of the marriage have since been
supplemented as well as clarified in several aspects, the Hungarian and, in part, the international
research accepted the existence of a new first wife®. However, uncertainty remained regarding the
exact date and motivations of the marriage. | have already discussed these issues in detail in a previous
study, so I will limit myself here to the results.

Based on the available direct and indirect sources, it is most likely that the alliance was
formed in Hungary in the summer of 1304, even before the campaign launched by Charles and the
Habsburg dukes in the autumn of that year against Bohemia. The main motivation was to form an
alliance against King Wenceslas II of Bohemia, and to help Wiadystaw Lokietek, who was not only
connected to Lev, but thanks to the marriage, also distantly related to Charles. Wiadystaw continued to
fight Wenceslas II for the Polish throne, while Charles’s main rival in the struggle for the Hungarian
crown was the son of the Bohemian king, the future Wenceslas 111 (1305-1306). As there were no

81 Woytowycz L. Lew Danitowicz i walka. S. 130.

82 Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris Moraviae. Urkundensammlung zur Geschichte Mdhrens | hrsg. A. Boczek,
J. Chytil. Brunae : Typographia Caroli Winikeril, 1850. VVol. V. P. 109. Nr. 106.

8 bidem. P. 110. Nr. 107, P. 111. Nr. 108, P. 112-113. Nr. 109, P. 113. Nr. 110.

8 Szabb A. Venczel és Ott6 kiralyok oklevelei. Turul. 1916. Evf. 34. Sz. 1. Old. 16.

8 Rudolf V. Kozép-Eurdpa a hosszii 13. szdzadban. Old. 518-519.

8 Magyar Nemzeti Levéltar Orszagos Levéltar, Diplomatikai Fényképgytiijtemény 265464,

87 Anonymi Descriptio Europae Orientalis, «Imperium Constantinopolitanum, Albania, Serbia, Bulgaria,
Ruthenia, Ungaria, Polonia, Bohemia» anno MCCCVIII exarata / ed., praef. et adnot. O. Gérka. Cracoviae :
Sumptibus Academiae Litterarum, 1916. P. 40. About the source: Grzesik R. Descriptio Europae Orientalis. The
Encyclopedia of the Medieval Chronicle. Vol. 1. P. 518-519; Xuskosuh T., I[lerposuh B., Y3enan A. Bpeme
Hacranka DEO. Anonymi Descriptio Europae Orientalis — Anonumos onuc ucmoune Eepone | xpur. wusn.,
npeson J1. Kyuuep. U3zgopu 3a cpneky ucmopujy 13. Jlamuncku uzsopu Vol. 2. Beorpay : Vicropujckor HHCTH-
tyta. 2013. S. 51-64.

8 Kristd Gy. Karoly Robert elsé felesége. Acta Universitatis Szegediensis de Attila Jozsef nominatae. Acta
Historica. 1988. Evf. 86. Old. 27-30.

8 Sroka St. Hungarian-Galician Marriage at the Beginning of the Fourteenth Century? Harvard Ukrainien
Studies. 1992. Vol. 16. No. 1. P. 261-268; idem. Ki volt Kéaroly Robert elsd felesége? Aetas. 1994. Evf. 9. Sz. 1.
Old. 187-193.
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kovits E. Az Anjouk Magyarorszdagon I. vész. I. Karoly és uralkoddsa (1301-1342). Budapest : MTA Bolcsészet-
tudomanyi Kutatokozpont Torténettudomanyi Intézet, 2012. Old. 126-127; Kadar T. Megjegyzések, észrevé-
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suitable marriage candidates among Wiadystaw’s immediate family, he established a dynastic
connection with the new Hungarian king through his nephew’s daughter, reviving the alliance that had
existed during the reign of Andrew IIl. However, the dynastic connection, which promised to be
beneficial for both parties, failed to meet all expectations, as it did not produce any children, most
likely due to the early death of the Galician princess. In 1306, Charles was forced to marry for the
second time, but the common interests with Lokietek, and Lev II persisted for almost a decade®.

~

Summary

Looking back at the Galician—Hungarian relations from the mid-13™ century to the first
decade of the 14" century, it can be concluded that, unlike in earlier periods, these relations were
fundamentally balanced, and largely friendly, and cooperative. After Béla IV finally gave up on
acquiring Galicia, the marriage between Lev and Constance cemented the friendship between the two
parties for a long time, which also led to the Rurikid participation in the western wars of the
Hungarian king. It is true that Roman’s involvement in the struggle for the Babenberg inheritance did
not turned out that way, as Béla IV planned, but even this did not spoil the relationship, as indicated by
Lev's possible participation in Prince Béla’s wedding in 1264, and the Galician prince’s support for the
old king in his dispute with his son. There was no direct intervention in the western policy of the
Hungarian kings in the 1260s, but in 1271 it is possible that Lev and Bolestaw the Chaste destroyed
the Silesian territories on behalf of their brother-in-law, Stephen V.

Relations temporarily deteriorated during the reign of Ladislaus IV. Although, Lev sent
auxiliary troops to the Battle of Diirnkrut, not for the Hungarian king, but to the Bohemian king.
Relations were restored during the reign of the last Arpadian ruler, thanks to a common relative,
Wiadistaw Lokietek, and a common enemy, King Wenceslaus II of Bohemia. Lev sent troops to
Andrew 11 for his Austrian campaign in 1291, and then, with the change in the political situation, in
1299, the Prince of Galicia personally and the Hungarian king through his envoy took part in a
meeting with the Bohemian king in Brno. In my opinion, the common interests between the Kingdom
of Hungary and the Principality of Galicia did not cease with the extinction of the Arpad dynasty: the
intention to revive the alliance can be traced back to the first marriage of Charles I with the daughter
of Lev Il of Galicia, presumably named Mary.

POJIb TAJIMYAHMU B 30BHILIHIN MOJITULI YTOPCHKOI'O KOPOJIBCTBA
3A OCTAHHIX APITA/IIB TA IEPIINX NPEJACTABHUKIB IMHACTII AHXKY
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Hocnidoicennss npucesiuene poni Ianuuunu ma it npagumenie 3 ounacmii Propuxoguuie y 306HIWHIl
noaimuyi Yeopcvkoeo roponiecmea 3a ocmauHix Apnadie ma 6 nepute Oecamunimms AHAICYUCHKOI enoxu.
IHonepeoni uacu Odocumv uacmo Oyau 6 yeHmpi yeazu ICMOPUUHUX CMYOIll uepe3 HeOOHOPA308i Cnpoou
yeopcwvkux kopoaie 3agorsamu I amwuuny. Ilicis moeo, sk kopoaw Yeopwunu bena IV 6iomoeuscs 6i0 yvboco —
uepez nopasky nio AHpocnasom 1245 p. — misc 0éoma Kpaimamu Oy10 00CASHYMO OPYICHIX 38'513Ki6 ma
noaimuuno2o coio3y. Lle 0o3gonuno zanyuyumu npasumenie 3 ounacmii Piopuxosuuie 0o 6opomwvou benu IV 3a
maxk 36any babenbepsvky cnaowuny. [Llno6 Pomana /lanunosuua 3 I'epmpyooro Babenbepsvkoio ma Onascokuii
noxio /Januna Pomanosuua 1253 p. 0obpe 8i0oMi 6 yeopcoKux ma HA3a2an €6PONEUCbKUX OOCTIONCEHHIX, X0Ud
Oeski demaii 6ce uje nompedyomsb YMOUHEHHs, W0 MAKONC HAMA2AEMbCL 3p0OUmu aemopka yici nyonikayii.
Hacmynuuii eman  eanuyvko-yeopcokux eionocun y 1260-1270-x pp. siomeoproe yuacme kuszs Jlesa
Janunosuua y Kouguixmi misnc yeopcoKum ma 602eMCcbKuM KOpoasimu. Y cmammi 00IpyHmogyomucst micHi

% Rudolf V. Some Remarks on the First Wife of Charles | of Hungary. Miscellanea Hadriatica et
Mediterranea. 2024. VVol. 11. P. 9-38.
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CMOCYHKU MIJHC OCMAHHIM KOpoliem 3 poounu Apnadie — Audpiem III, ma Jlegom, wo nposgiaiuca y chiibHit
noaimuyi, K Ha noui 6010, Max i 3a cmoaom nepezosopis. CninbHull inmepec nizuiwe 0y 6i0pOONCeHUL NePUUM
Koponem 3 ounacmii Auocy Kaprom Pobepmom i knazem Jlesom Il uepesz ounacmuunuii winro6 1304 p.

Knrouosi cnosa: canuyvro-yeopcoki 6iOHOCUHU, OJuniomamuyuna icmopis, babenbepsvka cnadwuna,
Onagcoka KamMnamis, OUHACMUYHI CIOCYHKU.
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