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INTRODUCTION

...heind graffen von Cilli und nyemermer...1

More than a hundred years after Franz Krones first published Die Freien von Saneck

und ihre Chronik als Grafen von Cilli the story of this famous family still fascinates

both the historians and their audience. What is it that draws our attention so intensely

to a family whose presence on the stage of greatness lasted a little more than a

century, a mere act in a play? Was it perhaps that in that short moment that was given

to them on the great wheel of time, it shone brighter than the stars? Indeed the history

of the House of Cilli2 resembles a success story rarely seen. Rising from the obscurity

of lesser nobility in 1341,3 in less than a century the Cilli climbed the mountain of

medieval hierarchy with meteoric speed, nearly reaching the pinnacle before exiting

the stage in a Shakespearean manner.4 Yet in this short interlude they have left a trace

in history that still inspires historians today, so that the amount of literature written on

them could fill whole bookshelves. But, as Heinz Dopsch said thirty years ago and

Štih repeated in 1998, the Cilli were and are “ein Forschungsproblem.”5 With

1 Franz Krones v. Marchland, Die Freien von Saneck und ihre Chronik als Grafen von Cilli, Part 1:
Die Freien von Saneck und der erste Graf von Cilli, Part 2: Die Cillier Chronik (Graz:Leuschner &
Lubensky, 1883), 129 (henceforth: Krones, Chronik).
2 The family is called differently in different countries. I have decided to adopt the usual German and
English form.
3 Heinz Dopsch, “Die Freien von Sannegg als steirische Landherren und ihr Aufstieg zu Grafen von
Cilli,” (henceforth: Dopsch, Freien) in Celjski grofje, stara tema—nova spoznanja (The Counts of
Cilli, old topic—new knowledge), ed. Rolanda Fugger Germadnik, (Celje: Pokrajinski muzej, 1998),
23-36 (henceforth: Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje).
4 See Johannes Grabmayer, “Das Opfer war der Täter,” Mitteilungen des Instituts für Österreichische
Geschichtsforschung 111 (2003): 286-316 (henceforth: Grabmayer, Opfer).
5 For a review of the literature see Heinz Dopsch “Die Grafen von Cilli – ein Forschungsproblem,”
Südostdeutsches Archiv 17/18 (1974/1975): 9-49 (henceforth: Dopsch, Grafen), and Peter Štih,
“Celjski grofje – še vedno raziskovalni problem?” (The counts of Cilli – still a research problem),
(henceforth: Štih, Celjski grofje) in Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 11-22.
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possessions spread over four present-day countries: Austria, Slovenia, Croatia, and

Hungary, and with dynastic connections and alliances spanning virtually half of

Europe, it is no wonder that a historian faces a serious challenge when trying to delve

into the sources that have survived until our time.6 Moreover, as an “international”

family with no clear “national” designation, the Cilli have fallen victim to the

romantic and nationalistic historiography. Branded as enemies of the Habsburgs, of

the Hungarian “national hero” John Hunyadi,7 or simply as foreigners, and oppressors

in Croatia, they seem always to have been on the “wrong” side of any arrangement.8

Furthermore, the most of the earlier works were based on narrative sources whose

writers were predominantly associated with the courts of their enemies.9 It is great

fortune that the Chronicle of the Cilli survived, as one of the few contemporary

accounts that sheds some positive light on their role in history.10

The second half of the twentieth century witnessed a revival of interest in the

history of this family, as historians started approaching the problem from different

perspective s and trying to repair the damage inflicted by the romantic period.11 This

development also resulted in the first symposium dedicated solely to the Counts of

Cilli in Celje in 1998.12 Although, judging by the papers on the conference, the

6 For a review of the sources see Dopsch, Grafen, 31-34
7 Pál Engel, The Realm of St. Stephen, tr. Tamás Pálosfalvi, ed. Andrew Ayton, (London, New York:
I.B.Tauris, 2001), 285 (henceforth: Engel, St. Stephen). For more information on John Hunyadi see
Joseph Held, Hunyadi: Legend and Reality, (New York: Columbia University Press, 1985).
8 For a review of  of Austrian and Hungarian litertature see Dopsch, Grafen, 35-37. For Croatian see
Tomislav Raukar, “Grofovi Celjski i hrvatsko kasno srednjovjekovlje” (The counts of Cilli and the
Croatian Middle Ages) Historijski zbornik, 36 (1983): 113-140 (henceforth: Raukar, Grofovi Celjski).
9 See Janez Mlinar, “Podoba Celjskih grofov v narativnih viri” (The image of the counts of Cilli in
narrative sources), Ph.D. dissertation, Ljubljana: Universtity of Ljubljana, (2001) (henceforth: Mlinar,
Podoba).
10 Ibid.  Also Johannes Grabmayer, “Die Cillier und die Chronistik,” (henceforth: Grabmayer, Cillier)
in Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 219-220.
11 Nada Klaić, Zadnji knezi Celjski v deželah sv. krone. (The last counts of Cilli in the lands of the holy
crown), (Celje: 1982, reprint, Presse 1991) (henceforth: Klaić, Zadnji knezi), Raukar, Grofovi Celjski,
Erik Fügedi, A 15. századi magyar arisztokrácia mobilitása (The mobility of the Hungarian aristocracy
in the fifteenth century), (Budapest: KSH Könyvtára - Művelődésügyi Minisztérium Levéltári
Osztálya), 1970, Engel, St. Stephen.
12 Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje.
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dominant trend still seems to be political history, scholars have approached the

problem from other fields as well: economy, art history, archeology, heraldry,

numismatics, sphragistics, ecclesiastical history, even medicine. Two achievements

deserve special mention here. One is the invaluable contribution of Božo Otorepec,

who transcribed all the Cilli charters in the Slovenian state archives – eight hundred of

them – and prepared the material for publication.13 The other is a similar contribution

by Janez Mlinar.14 His dissertation, for the moment still unpublished, encompasses the

whole corpus of narrative sources dealing with the Cilli, which greatly facilitates the

use of the material for scholars. Hopefully both will be published soon. Both Dopsch

and Štih agree that further studies on many aspects of their history are still necessary

in order for their role in history to be critically assessed.15 It is the aim of this MA

thesis to contribute to this project in a field which has so far been completely ignored

by the scholarship: rank, status, and identity.

...dieser Hunadt Janusch aus dem landt Walachey pürtig und eines
geringen rittermessigen geschlechts was...16

This comment of the anonymus chronicler of the Cilli perhaps best illustrates the

scope of this thesis. As Grabmayer states: “Schlimmeres als mindere Abkunft konnte

man in einer von Äußerlichkeiten und übersteigertem Machtempfinden geprägten

Gesellschaft wie der Adelsgesellschaft des 15. Jahrhunderts gegen einen

13 Božo Otorepec, Centralna kartoteka srednjeveških listin. (Central database of medieval charters)
(Ljubljana: Zgodovinski inštitut Milka Kosa Znanstvenoraziskovalni center Slovenske akademije
znanosti in umetnosti) (henceforth: CKSL). The transcribed charters are available for use by
researchers at the institute.
14 Mlinar, Podoba.
15 Dopsch, Grafen, 38-49, Štih, Celjski grofje, 19.
16 Krones, Chronik 2, 102.
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Gegner...wahrlich nicht vorbringen.”17 The world of medieval nobility was governed

by two main ideas: rank and the preservation of dignity.18 Rank, expressed by prestige

and social standing,19 was the basis of a hierarchical society in which the terrestrial

kingdom mirrored its heavenly counterpart.20

Rival groups and individuals encounter one another and show the need
for a most powerful expression of their ambitions. This very aspiration
to standing, to the recognition by the community of high position,
demands a continual display of superiority.21

Social standing is, however, a matter of perception, and it was often difficult to

decide who outranked whom in any particular situation. A “measurement” unit for the

nobility, product of the age and ideals of chivalry, was honor. It was the central

determining factor for social interaction in medieval society and can be understood as

the “ideal capital of public respect, that a person enjoys based on his social standing

and his political role”22 As William Ian Miller says “A person’s honor was fragile and

easily violated; its state of health was closely monitored by his (and even her) sense of

shame and a keen ability to discern whether others envied him more than he envied

them.”23 While it might come as a surprise to people today that a war could break out

17 Grabmayer, Cillier, 221.
18 Gerd Althoff, Family, Friends and Followers. Political and Social Bonds in Early Medieval Europe,
(Cambridge: University Press, 2004), 62 (henceforth: Althoff, Family).
19 Raymond van Uytven, “Showing off One’s Rank in the Middle Ages,” (henceforth: Uytven, Showing
Status) in Showing Status: Representations of Social Positions in the Late Middle Ages, ed. Wim
Blockmans and Antheun Janse, (Turnhout: Brepols, 1999), 19-34, here: 19 (henceforth: Blockmans,
ed., Showing Status).
20 See Wim Blockmans and Esther Donckers, “Self-Representation of Court and City in Flanders and
Brabant in the Fifteenth and Early Sixteenth Centuries,” in Blockmans, ed., Showing Status, 81-113,
here: 81.
21 Wim Blockmans, “The Feeling of being Oneself,” (Henceforth: Blockmans, Being Oneself) in
Blockmans, ed., Showing Status, 2.
22 Jean Marie Moeglin, “Fürstliche Ehre im Spätmittelalterlichen Deutschen Reich,” in Verletzte Ehre,
Ehrkonflikte in Gesellschaften des Mittelalter und der frühen Neuzeit, ed. Klaus Schreier and Gerd
Schwerhoff, (Cologne:  Böhlau, 1995), 77-91, here:77 (henceforth: Moeglin: Fürstliche Ehre). See also
Kiril Petkov, The Kiss of Peace, Ritual, Self, and Society in the High and Late Medieval West, 213-218
(Leiden: Brill, 2003) (henceforth: Petkov, Kiss).
23 William Ian Miller, The Anatomy of Disgust, 144 (Cambridge MA: Harvard University Press, 1997)
(henceforth: Miller, Disgust).
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over the seating arrangement at a royal banquet24 or that displaying a guild banner

without also unfurling the banner of the sovereign could result in execution and

confiscation of property,25 that was the “reality” of medieval life. My intention is to

try to catch a glimpse of that reality.

…do nun die vorgenandten zwen von Cilli und ihr erben und
nachkommen recht frey edel gefürste graffen und fürsten des römischen
reichs genandt und bleiben solten...26

The origins of the Cilli reach back to the twelfth century.27 The family von Sannegg28

were members of the lower Styrian nobility. In 1308 Frederick of Sannegg gave his

allodial possessions to Frederick the Beautiful of Habsburg and received it as a fief.

As a reward for their fealty the Habsburgs, who had only recently acquired the duchy

of Styria and Austria, rewarded them with many new possessions and offices. Even

more important was an imnheritance from the counts of Heunburg in 1322, by which

they acquired the town of Celje.29 In 1341 Emperor Louis of Bavaria elevated

Frederick of Sannegg to count of Cilli, which was confirmed by Charles IV in 1372.30

The crucial moment in their history was the disastrous campaign of Nicopolis in 1396

in which Hermann II saved the life of the Hungarian king Sigismund of Luxembourg,

and aided him in escape. The king rewarded him with vast possessions in the banate

24 Gerd Althoff, “Huld,” in Spielregeln der Politik im Mittelalter, ed. Gerd Althoff, (Darmstadt:
Primus, 1997), 217.
25 Blockmans, Self-Representation, 97.
26 Krones, Chronik 2, 82
27 For a general overview of the history of the Counts of Cilli see Dopsch, Grafen, 12-30.
28 Slo. Žovnek.
29 Ger. Cilli.
30 Dopsch, Grafen, 13-14, and Peter Štih, “Die Grafen von Cilli, die Frage ihrer landesfürstlichen
Hoheit und des Landes Cilli,” Mitteilungen des Institus für Österreichische Geschichtsforschung 110
(2002): 67-98, here 71-75. (henceforth, Štih, Grafen)
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of Slavonia that bordered on his Styrian possessions.31 Moreover he married

Hermann’s daughter, Barbara Cilli, in 1406. Until Hermann’s death in 1435, they

remained close friends and allies. When Sigismund became king of the Holy Roman

Empire he continued strengthening the Cilli, which also complemented the traditional

anti-Habsburg policy of the Luxembourgs. The culmination of this policy was their

elevation to the rank of princes of the empire in 1436. Not Frederick II, Hermann’s

son, but his grandson, Ulrich II, took the reins of power. Ulrich devoted himself fully

to “grand” politics. In contrast to his grandfather, he was not interested in the slow

accumulation of possessions within the Habsburg territories, but instead it seems that

his ambition was the acquisition of a crown. The lands of the Holy Crown became the

focus of his interests, especially after King Albrecht’s death and the birth of Ladislaus

Posthumous (V) in 1440, related to the Cilli through his grandmother Barbara.32 In the

twenty years from the elevation to the rank of princes until Ulrich’s assassination, the

Cilli occupied center stage in the region. They feuded with Emperor Frederick for

recognition of their princely status, but also for control over Ladislaus V and his

inheritance of Austria, Hungary, and Bohemia. It was in the lands of the Holy Crown,

where their rise to greatness had began, that the curtain dropped. The power struggle

between Ulrich and John Hunyadi, a success story in its own right, inevitably led to a

Shakespearean ending. At the height of his power he enjoyed the full confidence of

King Ladislaus, whom he virtually tore out of the emperor’s grasp in 1452.33 After

Hunyadi’s death in 1456 he inherited his position as captain general of the kingdom,

31 István Tringli, “Die Würden und die Besitzungen der Cillier in Ungarn,” (henceforth: Tringli,
Würden) in Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 115-123.
32 See Engel, St. Stephen, 278-298.
33 Karl Gutkas, “Der Mailberger Bund von 1451,” Mitteilungen des Instituts für Österreichische
Geschichtsforschung 74 (1966): 51-94, 347-392 (henceforth: Gutkas, Mailberger Bund).
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but his power did not last long. In November of the same year, he was assassinated by

his enemy’s son, Ladislaus Hunyadi, and the line of Cilli died with him.34

The Scope

The main scope of this thesis is to provide new insights in matters of rank and

standing of the Cilli as princes. I opted for this period in their history for two reasons.

Firstly, becoming a prince was a tremendous achievement for a noble of the empire,

the pinnacle of ambition. Secondly, the source material from this period is sufficient

to conduct this kind of study. Furthermore, their status as princes of the empire has

been both constructed and deconstructed from the legal and political point of view,

leading to the conclusion that they were princes in name only, without a territorial

lordship.35 How this reflected on their standing in the noble society has not been

researched. My goal is to try to explore this lacuna. In order to accomplish this, I shall

analyze the presentation and reception of the new status of the Cilli in the empire and

in Hungary. Although, in order to be able to provide a complete picture of self-

representation and its acceptance, one would need to consider numismatics,

archeology, patronage, art, architecture, and so on, this lies outside the scope of an

MA thesis. My goal is to add a piece to the puzzle. Therefore, I have focused

primarily, but not exclusively, on written documents and seals. These two sources are

naturally linked as integral components in the communication between the nobility

and they reflect the message that a noble was sending, both about himself and about

34 For details regarding the assassinations see Grabmayer, Opfer, 302-309.
35 Otto Brunner states that the Cilli had a territorial lordship until 1456, which has later been, in my
opinion successfully disproved by Peter Štih. See Otto Brunner, “Land and Lordship,” tr. and
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the addressee.36 From a more pragmatic point of view, whereas, for example,

archeological excavations are still being conducted in the princely palace in Celje,37

documents and seals are available for research. Other sources that help determine how

medieval people judged social standing are, for example, ranks assigned to people in

processions, cavalvades, festivities, public events, gifts, entourages, and so on. I have

incorporated these, as well, aware, however, that the image might be distorted due to

bias of the authors.38

I have analyzed documents from the rich archival material of the Slovenian

and Hungarian state archives39 and from a number of published documents in

Hungary, Croatia and the Czech Republic.40 In total they contain more than five

Introduction Howard Kaminsky and James Van Horn Melton, (Philadelphia: University of
Pennsylvania Press, 1992), 181-182, and Štih, Grafen, 67-98.
36 Katja Žvanut, Pečati grofov Celjskih-Seals of Counts of Celje, tr. Franc Smrke, (Ljubljana, Narodni
muzej Slovenije, 2001), 15-21 (henceforth: Žvanut, Pečati).
37 See Danijela Brišnik, “Stari grad nad Celjem. Keramičko gradivo iz sektorjev A in B” (The old
castle above Celje. Ceramic finds in sectors A and B), in Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 261-309, and
Robert Krempuš, “Arheološke raziskavke knežjega dvora v Celju” (Archeological research in the
princely palace of Celje), in Srednjeveško Celje (Medieval Celje), ed. Mitja Guštin, (Ljubljana:
Filozofska fakulteta, Oddelek za zgodovino, 2001), 43.
38 Christiane Thomas states that Aeneas Sylvius was making propaganda for Emperor Frederick III.
See Christiane Thomas, “Der Kampf um die Weidenburg,” Mitteilungen des Österreichischen
Staatsarchivs 24 (1971): 1-86, here 10-11.
39 Magyar Országós Levéltár, A Mohács előtti gyűjtemény (Hungarian National Archives, Collectio
Antemohacsiana) (henceforth: DL)
40 József Teleki, ed., Hunyadiak kora Magyarországon (The Age of the Hunyadis in Hungary), vol. 10
(Budapest: Emich Gusztáv Könyvnyomdája, 1853) (henceforth: Teleki, Hunyadiak); Georgius Fejér,
Codex diplomaticus Hungariae ecclesiasticus ac civilis, vol 10, no 4 (Buda: Typis Regiae
Universitatis, 1834) (henceforth: Fejér, CD 10/4); Lajos Thallóczy and Antal Áldásy, ed., Codex
diplomaticus partium regno Hungariae adnexarum. A Magyarország és Szerbia közti összeköttetések
oklevéltára, Monumenta Hungariae Historica Diplomataria, vol. 33 (Budapest: Magyar Tudományos
Akadémia, 1907) (henceforth: MHH 33); Lajos Thallóczy and Samu Barabás, ed, Codex diplomaticus
comitum de Frangepanibus 1113-1453, Monumenta Hungariae Historica Diplomataria, vol. 35
(Budapest: Magyar Tudományos Akadémia, 1910) (henceforth: MHH 35); Lajos Thallóczy and Samu
Barabás, ed, Codex diplomaticus comitum de Frangepanibus 1454-1527, Monumenta Hungariae
Historica Diplomataria, vol. 38, (Budapest: Magyar Tudományos Akadémia, 1913) (henceforth:
Thallóczy, MHH 38); Imre Nagy, ed, A zichi és vásonkeői gróf Zichy-család idősb ágának okmánytára
(Charters of the Zichy family), vol. 9 (Budapest: Magyar Történelmi Társulat, 1899) (henceforth:
Nagy, Zichy 9); Ivan K. Tkalčić, ed, Izprave:1400-1499, Monumenta historica liberae regiae civitatiis
Zagrabiae, vol. 2  (Zagreb: Brzotisak K. Albrechta, 1895) (hencefortth: MCZ 2);  Zlatko Tanodi, ed,
Codex Diplomaticus 1209-1526, Monumenta historica liberae regiae civitatis Varasdini, vol. 1
(Varaždin: Svobodina “Narodna Tiskara” 1942) (henceforth: Tanodi, MCV 1); Duje Rendić-Miočević,
ed., Codex diplomaticus regni Croatiae, Dalmatiae et Slavoniae, vol. 18 (Zagreb: Jugoslavenska
akademija znanosti i umjetnosti, 1990) (henceforth: Rendić-Miočević, CD); Emilije Laslowski,
Povijesni spomenici plemenite općine Turopolja nekoć “Zagrebačko polje” zvane (The Historical
Monuments of the Noble Communitiy of Turopolje Formerly Known as “Zagrebačko polje”), vol. 1
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hundred charters and letters that pertain to the Cilli in this period.  For seals I have

used the collection of the Budapest History Museum,41 as well as the material

published in Slovenia by Katja Žvanut.42 I also used contemporary narrative sources

for which the dissertation by Janez Mlinar was an invaluable component.43

Methodology

Wim Blockmans has said “After all, at any one time, people use a number of codes to

express their position in relation to others. It is the task of the researcher to recognize

and translate the language of symbols used and implicitly understood by

(Zagreb: Tisak Antuna Scholza, 1904) (henceforth: Laslowski, Turopolje 1); Šime Ljubić, Listine o
odnošajih između južnoga Slavenstva i Mletačke republike (Documents regarding the relations between
the southern Slavs and the Venetian Republic), vol. 10 (Zagreb: Jugoslavenska akademija znanosti i
umjetnosti, 1891) (henceforth: Ljubić, Listine 10); Blažena Rynešová, ed, 1438-1444,  Listár a listinář
Oldřicha z Rožemberka 1418-1462 (Archive of Ulrich of Rosenberg 1418-1462), vol. 2 (Prague:
Nákladem Ministerstva školství a národni osvéty, 1932) (henceforth: Rynešová, Rosenberg 2); Blažena
Rynešová, ed, 1445-1448, Listár a listinář Oldřicha z Rožemberka 1418-1462 (Archive of Ulrich of
Rosenberg 1418-1462), vol. 3 (Prague: Nákladem Ministerstva školství a národni osvéty, 1937)
(henceforth: Rynešová, Rosenberg 3); Blažena Rynešová and Josef Pelikán, ed, 1449-1462, Listár a
listinář Oldřicha z Rožemberka 1418-1462 (Archive of Ulrich of Rosenberg 1418-1462), vol. 4
(Prague: Státní pedagogické nakladitelství, 1954) (henceforth: Rynešová, Rosenberg 4); Joseph Chmel,
Regesta chronologico diplomatica Friderici III. Romanorum Imperatoris (Regis IV.), Vienna, 1838-
1840 on Andreas Kuczera, “Regesta Imperii,” http://regesta-imperii.uni-
giessen.de/regesten/index2.php?abteilung=13 (May 27 2005) (henceforth: Chmel [no. of the regesta,
date, place]); Heinrich Koller and Paul-Joachim Heinig, ed., Die Urkunden und Briefe des
Österreichischen Staatsarchivs in Wien, Abt. Haus-, Hof- und Staatsarchiv: Algemeine Urkundenreihe,
Familienurkunden und Abschriftensammlungen (1440-1446), Regesten Kaiser Friedrichs III. (1440-
1493), vol 12, (Vienna: Böhlau, 1999) (henceforth: Koller, Regesten), and Thomas. R. Kraus, ed., Die
Urkunden und Briefe aus den Archiven und Bibliotheken des Regierungsbezirks Köln, Abt. XIII, Hefte
1-10 Regesten Kaiser Friedrichs III. 1440-1493, ed. Heinrich Koller and Paul-Joachim Heinig, vol. 7
(Köln: Böhlau, 1990) (henceforth: Kraus, Urkunden).
41 Budapesti Történeti Múzeum (Budapest History Museum) (henceforth: BTM).
42 Žvanut, Pečati.
43 Helene Kottaner, The Memoirs of Helene Kottaner (1439-1440), tr. Maya Bijcoet Williamson,
(Cambridge: D.S. Brewer, 1998) (henceforth: Kottaner, Memoirs), Elizabeth Galántai and Julius
Kristó, ed., Johannes de Thurocz, Cronica Hungarorum I. Textus¸ (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadó, 1985)
(henceforth: Galántai, Johannes de Thurocz); Die Chroniken der fränkischen Städte: Nürnberg, Die
Chroniken der deutschen Städte vom 14. bis ins 16. Jahrhundert, vol. 2 (Göttingen:Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 1961) (henceforth: Chronik Nürnberg 2); Die Chroniken der fränkischen Städte: Nürnberg,
Die Chroniken der deutschen Städte vom 14. bis ins 16. Jahrhundert, vol. 3 (Göttingen:Vandenhoeck &
Ruprecht, 1961) (henceforth: Chronik Nürnberg 3).
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contemporaries in particular contexts.”44 In order to do that, I decided to approach the

problem from two sides, to look at the explicit and at the implied.

For the explicit aspect I have looked into the intitulatio45 and the forms of

address in the letters and charters.46 Why? How a person is addressed speaks directly

about the perception of that person’s social standing in the eyes of the one who

addresses him or her.47 Even in modern societies we are sometimes very sensitive

whether someone calls us “Sir,” or simply “Hey you.” The main question was

whether their new status was accorded appropriate respect, and if not, why? This is

even more interesting in Hungary where their princely title was a “foreign” one. It is

important to point out that an omission of respect is only valid in cases where the Cilli

are addressed directly. In communication between other parties it could have been

coincidental, which is virtually impossible to verify. For gifts, and rankings as

preceived by the burghers, the Chronicle of Nuremberg was especially useful and has,

to my knowledge, not been used before for research regarding the Cilli.

In the realm of the implied I have analyzed the non written-material. I have

tried to contextualize the meaning of the components on seals, their choice and

arrangement. This was possible under the presumption that it was indeed an arbitrary

decision of the Cilli and thus reflects their ambition and claims. The presumption is

based on two facts. Firstly there is no “Wappenbrief” preserved from the period of

elevation. The charter with which Sigismund granted them the new status did not

44 Blockmans, Being Oneself, 2.
45 See Lexikon des Mittelalters, vol. 5 (Munich, Zurich: Artemis, 1991), 471; Leonard E. Boyle,
“Diplomatics,” in Medieval Studies, 2d ed. ed. James M. Powel. (Syracuse, NY: Syracuse University
Press, 1992), 82-113, and Jakov Stipišić, Pomoćne povijesne znanosti (Auxiliary sciences for history)
(Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 1991), 150.
46 I shall use the term “form of address” to designate the part of the “salutatio” in a letter or charter,
preceding the name and title of the one who is addressed. In German the term used is “Adelsprädikat”
and it stands for the honorific title given to a person according to rank.
47 See Seija Tisala, “Power and Politeness: Languages and Salutation Formulas in Correspondence
between Sweden and the German Hanse,” Journal of Historical Pragmatics 5, no 2. (2004): 193-206.
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include a new coat of arms,48 which is especially remarkable in the case of Sigismund

who is known to have granted a huge number of coats of arms in his time.49 And

secondly, the new coat of arms that is displayed on the seal appeared in the period of

“anarchy,” when Hungary was torn by civil war and the Cilli were feuding with

Emperor Frederick. As such it seems reasonable to assume that it was the Cilli that

were behind its creation and thus the message that the seals project is a reflection of

their ideas, ambitions and claims. In order to “decipher” these messages I have

concentrated predominantly on the iconography of the seals’ elements. It is important

to point out that I am not interested in an in-depth study of the entire corpus of the

seals of the counts of Cilli, which has been done.50 Nor am I approaching them from

an art historical point of view. I am interested only in the new elements that appeared

after the elevation to the status of princes, and what message they might have

contained and projected.  In order to discover this, I tried to contextualize the

meanings of the symbols with the help of other sources. Eyewitness accounts of

Helene Kottaner, the chronicler of the Cilli, but also of Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini,

proved especially useful in this regard. Their descriptions and opinions, though

blurred by political allegiances, are still the best source for rituals and ceremonies,

which together with seals belong to the symbolic language of the medieval soceity,

which our ancestors understood much better than we do today.51

In order to test the hypotheses that were the result of these analyses, as well as

to test what role the social standing could have had as a motivator for their actions, I

48 CKSL, 1436, November 30, Prague.
49 A great many of Sigismund’s “Wappenbriefe” can be found in Lászlo Fejérpataky, Monumenta
Hungariæ Heraldica, 2 vols. (Budapest: A Magyar Tudományos Akadémia támogatásával kiadja a
magyar heraldikai és genealógiai társasag, 1901-1902), and Antal Áldásy, Monumenta Hungariæ
Heraldica, vol. 3 (Budapest: A Magyar Tudományos Akadémia támogatásával kiadja a magyar
heraldikai és genealogiai táarsasag, 1926).
50 See Žvanut, Pečati.
51 Althoff, Family, 136.
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have tried to trace the history of the Cilli in this period, concentrating on the points

that seemed to be concerned with rank and identity.  The reconciliations with King

Wladislaus Jagiełło and Emperor Frederick III were especially useful as they dealt

directly with the standing of the Cilli in the empire and in Hungary, but I have also

included processions, gifts, and the funeral of Ulrich II. In my opinion, concepts like

ambition, motivation, and self-identification can only be understood by placing the

symbolic messages in a proper context. Though I do not expect to be able to

conclusively determine the principal driving force behind the activities of the Cilli –

that would require many more studies – I expect to ascertain on facet of this complex

problem, one which might also add to our understanding of aristocratic society in the

fifteenth century in general.

Why is this important? In the words of Johan Huizinga, the bard of twentieth

century historiography:

Pride is the sin of the feudal and hierarchic period during which
possession and wealth circulate very little. A sense of power is not
primarily tied to wealth, it is rather more personal, and power, in order
to make itself known, has to manifest itself through imposing displays,
a numerous following of faithful retainers, prescious adornments, and
the impressive appearance of the powerful. The feeling of being more
than other men is constantly nourished by feudal and hierarchic
thought with living forms: through kneeling obeisance and allegiance,
solemn respect and majestic splendor, which, if taken together, make
superiority appear as something substantial and sanctioned.52

Asserting identity, being recognized, honored, and respected, could be even

more important than owning property and wealth. How else could one explain the

chivalric deaths of John of Luxembourg at Crecy,53 or Wladislaus Jagiełło at Varna?54

Although one could say that this was a period which was no longer just “medieval”

52 Johan Huizinga, The Autumn of the Middle Ages, tr. Rodney J. Payton and Ulrich Mammitzsch
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press 1996), 25 (henceforth: Huizinga, Autumn).
53 János M. Bak, “East-Central Europe,” in Europe in the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Centuries, ed.
Denys Hay (London: Longman, 1989), 214-262, here: 225.
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and not yet “modern” the dreams and ideals of chivalry were still alive, if an ideal

could ever have been a “reality” anyway. Just as King John of France gave the duchy

of Burgundy to his younger son who stood with him at Poitiers while the older son

fled, so did Sigismund reward Hermann II Cilli on account of his virtuosis gestis55 in

the crusade of Nicopolis. Whereas the reasons behind these decisions might have been

purely pragmatic and political, contemporaries regarded them as a case of knightly

courage that had received princely rewards.56 The last Cilli were an integral part of

this world. Denying the symbolic and the implied, the matters of rank and standing,

would be depriving them of that which seems to have been in the core of their very

being.

54 Ibid 250.
55 Rendić-Miočević, CD, 245-246.
56 Huizinga, Autumn, 105.
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CHAPTER I: ACCEPTANCE AND IDENTITY

Introduction

One of the most important defining characteristics of a medieval noble was his title.

Whether he was an ordinary knight, a powerful duke or even the emperor of the Holy

Roman Empire, his title was what represented his political and social being, his body

politic. The title was his identity card in the world. One needed not know the duke of

Saxony personally, but specially appointed courtiers, like the herald, knew that there

was a duke of Saxony. When he appeared at the court of the Portuguese king, or in the

Kingdom of Naples, it was the strength of his title, his pedigree so to speak, that

opened doors for him.

The Counts of Cilli are particulary interesting in this regard as their territories

and spheres of influence spanned two realms: the Holy Roman Empire and the

Kingdom of Hungary. Despite the basic similarity in their social systems, there were

some important differences between them. It is the aim of this chapter to discuss two

things: firstly the acceptance of the new status of the Counts of Cilli – princes of the

Holy Roman Empire – by their peers in the empire and in Hungary, and secondly,

how they perceived it themselves. In order to provide an answer to these questions I

shall first outline the social systems in the empire and in Hungary, as well as the

corresponding forms of address which serve as a tool to help understand if, and how,

their new status was acknowledged and respected. Then I shall analyze specific

examples based on charter evidence and letters.
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“The Lehenspyramide” in the Holy Roman Empire

The high and late medieval Holy Roman Empire rested on the principle known as the

“Heerschildordnung.”57 The word “Heerschild” originally stood for an armed military

unit (Langob. arischild, Nord. herskjöldr), but after the end of the twelfth century it

came to be used in close association with the system of vassalage itself. It symbolized

several things: the military contingent of a senior, his right to have vassals, and to

command them in battle – in short, the ability to be a part of the noble hierarchy (Ger.

“Lehenfähigkeit”). In the Saxon Mirror the “Heerschildordnung” represents a legal

division of estates according to rank into a pyramid of seven levels. The first

“Heerschild” was reserved for the emperor; the clerical princes occupied the second

grade, and then came the secular princes, followed by the free lords (“Grafen”) and

“Edelfreien”). These four shields represented the aristocracy. The lower nobility, the

vassals of the lords, occupied the fifth (“Ritter”) and the sixth (“Edelknechte”)

shields.58 The seventh seems to have been considered only partially a Heerschild as its

members only had a passive “Lehenfähigkeit,” meaning that they could only be

vassals, but not have their own.

The practical consequence of the “Heerschildordnung” was the prohibition of

the so-called lowering of one’s own shield. This meant that one could only possess

fiefs from those who ranked higher in the pyramid without endangering his own

position in it. This development was the result of a strategy to hinder the formation of

alliances between the most powerful men of the realm against the emperor, keeping

57 See Lexikon des Mittelalters, vol 4, no 2 (Zurich: Artemis, 1989), 2007-2008, and Heinrich Mitteis,
Lehensrecht und Staatsgewalt, 437-441 (Weimar: Hermann Böhlaus Nachf., 1933) (henceforth:
Mitteis, Lehensrecht).
58 For example Emperor Frederick III ordered in all “Fürsten, Herren, Rittern, Knechten” in 1440 not to
disturb the archbishop of Salzburg in his patronage rights over the foundation of Reichersberg. Koller,
Regesten, 55.
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the crown vassals bound to the king alone.59 Originally the secular and clerical princes

belonged to the same shield, but they were separated as a consequence of the

concordat of Worms. Since the clerical princes were positioned higher in the pyramid,

this was a legal loophole that enabled the secular princes to hold fiefs from them

without diminishing their own rank.60

Another development was the formation of the so-called

“Reichsfürstenstand,”61 the estate of princes of the empire composed of the second

and the third “Heerschild.” In order to qualify for this rank one had to hold fiefs

directly from the empire and command vassals of his own. This was the beginning of

territorial lordship, as the princes received jurisdictional, mining, and coinage rights in

their territories.62 At the same time it was decided that new princes could only be

elevated with the permission of all of the other members of the “Reichsfürstenstand.”

This left the fourth “Heerschild,” the free lords, somewhere in between. Though

members of the aristocracy, they were subjected to the jurisdictional authority of the

territorial princes, which prevented them from forming direct relationships to the

emperor. Only those that achieved the status of “Reichsfürst”63 or became

59 This was done similarly in France under the term ligesse. This prohibition later evolved to include
the forbidding of alliances against the emperor and the empire. See Mitteis, Lehensrecht, 434.
60 For example the counts of Görz, who had been members of the “Reichsfürstenstand” from the
second half of the fourteenth century held a number of possessions from the patriarchate of Aquileia.
See Peter Štih, “Goriški grofje” (The Counts of Görz), in Peter Štih, Srednjeveške goriške študije
(Medieval Görzian Studies), 61-88, here: 70 (Nova Gorica: Goriški muzej, 2002) (henceforth: Štih,
Goriški). The counts of Cilli also held a number of holdings from the patriarchate which they received
as a fief. See CKSL, August 16, 1436, Celje, and Dopsch, Grafen, 19.
61 Mitteis, Lehensrecht, 432-444.
62 Ibid, 443, and Štih, Grafen, 85.
63 Although Mitteis states that both the counts and free lords were members of the fourth “shield,” to
my knowledge only counts could be elevated to the rank of princes, which suggests that the count was
a higher rank. The counts of Schauenberg thus progressed from “Edelfrei” to “Graf” in 1300 as did the
Cilli in 1341. See Alois Niederstätter, Österreichische Geschichte. 1400-1522: das Jahrhundert der
Mitte: an der Wende vom Mittelalter zur Neuzeit. Vienna: Ueberreuter, 1996, 206 (henceforth:
Niederstätter, Geschichte).
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“reichsunmittelbar”64 could escape the pressure of the princes, but, as Heinrich

Mitteis states, the fate of the count families was already sealed at the end of the

twelfth century.65 Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that to ascend to the status of a

prince was a probably the goal of every ambitious family of the fourth “Heerschild.”

Forms of Address

Each grade of the “Heerschild” had its appropriate form of address as a symbol of

rank and standing. This was an attribute that a person would add before the title and

name of a noble when addressing him or her. Originally, for the higher nobility down

to the fourth degree of the “Heerschildordnung,” the terms nobilis or edel were used.

However, after the end of the fourteenth century a greater diversification took place

and new terms were introduced to better reflect the changes in society. The lower

nobility, which previously used only the titles ritter or edelknecht, without a special

form of address, started adding nobilis or edel to their titles. They did so in an attempt

to try to erase the differences between themselves and the higher nobility. As a

response the higher nobility developed new forms of address at the beginning of the

fifteenth century in order to maintain the distinction: hochgeboren and wohlgeboren.66

Hochgeboren or illustris was reserved for the members of the “Reichsfürstenstand,”67

64 A member of the fourth shield who receives his fief from the king, and is outside the jurisdictional
authority of a prince, but is not a member of the “Reichsfürstenstand.” See Lexikon des Mittelalters,
vol. 7, 645 (Munich: Artemis, 1995).
65 Mitteis, Lehensrecht, 441.
66 Joseph Morsel, “Die Erfindung des Adels. Zur Soziogenese des Adels am Ende des Mittelalters – das
Beispiel Frankens,” in Nobilitas, Funktion und Repräsentation des Adels in Alteuropa, ed. Otto
Gerhard Oexle and Werner Paravicini, 312-375, here: 320-321 (Göttingen: Vandenhoeck&Ruprecht,
1997) (henceforth: Morsel, Erfindung).
67 This meant both the dukes and the counts who were members of this estate. I shall address the actual
practice of the form of address with regards to princely counts later in the thesis.
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whereas wohlgeboren applied to the fourth “Heerschild and then only to counts.68 In

the case of princes the form of address was also combined with the word “prince”

itself to produce hochgeboren fürst69 or illustris princeps,70 and for a count it was

wohlgeboren graf.71 The previously used nobilis and edel became associated with the

lower nobility and later evolved into a new form which stood for the nobility in

general – “Adel.”72 One example can be seen in the notaries, who adopted the new

term for lower nobility.73 The conservative papal chancellery, however still used

nobilis vir, even for princes.74

Another important difference that distinguished the members of the

“Reichsfürstenstand” from the other nobles was the dei gracia or von Gottes Gnaden,

the part of their intitulatio that symbolized the divine origin of their rule. Originally it

was reserved only for kings as it was understood that only sovereigns ruled “by the

grace of God.” However, with the formation of territorial lordships in the empire the

actual power slowly passed from the hands of the emperor to the princes. This change

was reflected in the fact that they started legitimizing their power by mimesis,

68 I have found no example in which “wohlgeboren” would be used for someone of lesser rank than
count.
69 “hochgeborn fursten herczog Friedrichs, and hochgeboren mein genedigen heren graff Friedrich vnd
graff Vlreich sein sun grauen ze Cilli vnd in dem Seger.” CKSL, 1436 May 25.
70 “illustres principes et domini domini Fridericus et Vlricus eius natus dei gracia Cillie Orthenburge
Zagorieque etc comites,” CLSK, 1439, July 29.
71 “dem wolgeporn herren Graf Johannsen von Schaunberg,” Teleki, Hunyadiak, 237; “wolgeboren
unsern besunder lieben graf Sigmunden von Crabaten,” Rynešová, Rosenberg 2, 93, 1441, March 4,
and 94, 1441, April 4; “der wolgeborn vnser lieber swager graf Friedrich  graff zu Ortenburg,” CKSL,
1436, August 16, Celje. One exception I have found is Ulrich of Rosenberg, who is addressed by
Ulrich Cilli as “wohlgeboren,” and “magnificus,” but without a title. See Rynešová, Rosenberg 4, 274,
1450 August 18, and Rynešová, Rosenberg 3, 461, 1446, February 16.
72 Morsel, Erfindung,  321.
73 Engelhart Auersperg, a lesser noble from Carniola, is addressed by the notary as “nobilis vir.” CKSL
1450, February 13, Celje.
74 “Nicolaus episcopus servus servorum dei. Dilecto filio nobili viro Udalrico comiti Cilie” CKSL
1451, January 19, Rome.
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adopting the royal “Herrschaftspropaganda,” and consequently also the dei gracia in

their titles.75

Fürstliche trewe/fürstliche würde

Being recognized and addressed by others as a prince or fürst76 and adding dei gracia

to the intitulatio was one step in the process of assertion as a prince. Another was

using the word fürst in charters with the person addressed being the issuer himself.

This usually came in compound form with the words ere, trewe or würde and was

used in the corroboratio of a charter. After 1338 the members of the

“Reichsfürstenstand” replaced the usual oath form bei unseren treuwen with bey

unsern fürstlichen Eren, bei unsern fürstlichen trewen and by the fifteenth century it

was used throughout the empire. Simultaneously, furstliche wirdigkeit appears in the

arenga of the charters.77 Jean Marie Moeglin concludes that the addition of the word

fürst articulated the increased self-awareness of the princes, whose rank in the empire,

contrary to the example of France, was legally defined.78 However, there still seems to

have been some sort of barrier, perhaps psychological or social, that prevented newly

elevated princes from using this word for themselves, as seen in the example of the

75 This mimesis was not absolute as some borders were still preserved between the emperor and the
princes. The religious legitimation of their rule was done in a more humble mannner, using a parabell
of the Staufen emperors which proclaimed the princes as the pillars of the empire. Thus they were not
legitimized individually, but instead acquired their function in their totality, as the entire estate. See
Heinrich Fichtenau, “Arenga, Spätantike und Mittelalter im Spiegel von Urkundenformeln,”
Mitteilungen des Instituts für Österreichische Geschichtsforschung 18 (1957), 172 (henceforth:
Fichtenau, Arenga).
76 I have kept the word in italics as I quote it frequently from the sources.
77 Fürstliche wirdigkeit was used by Duke Rudolf IV in order to stress his equality with the prince-
electors of the empire. See Moeglin, Fürstliche Ehre, 81. It has to be pointed out that the use of arengas
in the late Middle Ages was in decline, and this form of “Herrschaftspropaganda,” is relatively rare in
this period. See Fichtenau, Arenga.
78 Ibid, 85.
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Burgraves of Nuremberg, who only adopted the formula twenty-five years after their

elevation to princely status.79

I was able to determine that the formula was still in use in the middle of the

fifteenth century in the southeastern part of the empire, more specifically, in the lands

of the Haus of Habsburg. With Duke Albrecht one finds the usual form geloben bej

vnsern fürstlichen trewen80 and even an expanded one also geloben vnd verhaissen

wir bey vnser fürstlichen wirden vnd trewn.81 In order to stress his superior rank

Emperor Frederick used either bey vnsern kuniglichen worten82 or vnsern kuniglichen

worten...geloben bey vnsern furstlichen trewn.83 It was the same with Count Henry of

Görz, also a “Reichsfürst.”84 In a charter naming delegates to appear before the court

in his stead, he also swears bei vnsern fürstlichen trewn alles das stätt vnd vest ze

hallten was die benanten vnsern diener in den sachen von vnsern wegen dieczmals

dar inn tun handeln vnd ausrichten.85 At the same time, lesser nobles used the

traditional bey meinen ern vnd treun.86

79 The burgraves of Nuremberg, the Zollern family, were elevated to the status of princes in 1363 by
Charles IV, but they were long after addressed by the imperial chancellery as spectabilis/edel
wohlgeboren and not illustris/durchleuchtig hochgeboren. It was only after the other princes started
addressing them appropriately to their rank that they adopted the formula fürstliche trewe, the first
example of which is noted in 1388. Ibid, 82.
80 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 134.
81 CKSL, 1442, May 13, Forchtenstein.
82 CKSL, 1443, august 16, Wiener Neustadt, B.
83 CKSL, 1443, august 16, Wiener Neustadt, C.
84 See Štih, Goriški, 61, and Niederstätter, Geschichte, 202.
85 CKSL, 1451, February 12.
86 “Also gelob ich dem obgenanten meinen Allerdurchleuchtigsten herren dem Romischen kunig bey
meinen ern vnd treun.” Teleki, Hunyadiak, 238.
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The Hungarian System of Nobility

The principal difference between Hungarian nobility and their western counterparts

lay in the nature of their nobilitas. In Hungary the term nobility was tied to the land,

so that all those who possessed a praedium, that is, an allodium, were counted as

members of this class. A Hungarian noble was a noble not because he was an

offspring of a knight or because of his “bones meurs,”87 but simply because the land

he lived on was his own property, whereas a peasant lived on someone elses.88 This

meant that the number of those who called themselves nobiles was much greater than

in western kingdoms. This was further accentuated by the absence of the principle of

primogeniture. The inheritance law dictated an equal partition among the heirs, which

led to disintegration of great estates, turning them in to a number of petty possessions

over a few generations.89

Instead of a de iure hierarchy that evolved in the empire, the Hungarian

nobility separated de facto. Since land, and by extension wealth, were the basis for

power, this became the main criteria for the differentiation. There was no titled

nobility in Hungary. Instead the term barones, originally introduced by Andrew II in

1217, included the most important office holders in the kingdom: the palatine, the

iudex curiae, the voivode of Transylvania, the ban of Croatia90 and the ispáns of the

counties. The barons held their offices at the will of the king – durante beneplacito –

and could be removed by him at will, though in reality this depended on the strength

87 See Howard Kaminsky, Estate, “Nobility and the Exhibition of Estate in the Later Middle Ages,”
Speculum, vol. 68, no 3 (1993): 684-709, here:695-702 (henceforth: Kaminsky, Estate).
88 Engel, St. Stephen, 84.
89 Ibid, 87.
90 The ban of Croatia was simultaneously the ban of Dalmatia, as well. See Tomislav Raukar,
“Arpadovići i Anžuvinci na hrvatskom prijestolju” (The Arpadians and the Angevins on the Croatian
Throne), in Povijest Hrvata: Srednji vijek (History of the Croats: the Middle Ages), ed. Franjo Šanjek,
185-231, here: 203-204 (Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 2003).
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of royal power.91 With lavish donations to the barons Andrew II sought to introduce a

form of feudal service, which failed because land grants in Hungary were in perpetuo,

and unconditional, not stipulating future service in return as western vassalage did.92

Instead his actions set the foundations for the rise of aristocracy that frequently

challenged royal power in times of crisis.

Familiaritas

Parallel to the strengthening of the élite, there evolved a system to supplant the lack of

subvassalage, and provide the powerful magnates with armed retinue and servants.

This was called the familiaritas, and it referred to noble-born servants in a lord’s

household whose service was compatible with his standing. The familiares served the

lord as soldiers, counselors, administrators, and even represented him in court. In

exchange the lord provided them with revenue, usually letting them keep a portion of

the income from the domains they administered. Pál Engel warns that, though

familiaritas is sometimes called the Hungarian counterpart of vassalage, this can be

misleading because the familiaris did not hold a fief. His legal status did not change

and he was accountable for his actions before a royal court, not that of his lord.

91 While for example Louis the Great and Sigismund were able to replace some of the office holders,
King Matthias Corvinus could not, or perhaps dared not, deprive Miklós Újlaki of his position as the
Voivode of Transilvania. See András Kubinyi, “Die Frage des bosnischen Königtums von N. Újlaky,”
Studia Slavica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 4 (1958): 373-384, here: 374-375 (henceforth:
Kubinyi, Frage), and Elemér Mályusz, Kaiser Sigismund in Ungarn 1387-1437, 85, (Budapest:
Akademiai Kiado, 1990) (henceforth: Mályusz, Sigismund).
92 Engel, St. Stephen¸ 92.
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Moreover, “in the eyes of his lord, the familiaris was not a companion, but a servant,

a person of a rank much inferior to himself.”93

The Angevin period set the stage for the creation of a semi-institutionalized

hierarchy in the kingdom. The royal court with its structured household,

differentiating between “pages” and “knights” resembled its Western counterparts.

This period is also marked by the development of chivalry and tournaments. The king

held two thirds of the castles in his hands, but distributed them to the barons as

‘honors,’ which means that they kept all of the royal revenues for themselves, so that

the foreigners probably considered Hungarian ‘baronies’ to be temporary fiefs. When

a baron received an honor he would appoint his familiares to govern it in his name,

meaning that their own power grew with that of the lord. Furthermore, barons

received honors appropriate to their status. Whereas the iudex curie held six castles

most of the lesser dignitaries had only one.94

Fifteenth Century

Court nobility, which developed under the Angevins, started monopolizing the

baronial offices, since a number of families served the king for several generations. At

the same time privileges which once applied only to barons – the seat on the royal

council and the right to lead a military contingent under their own banner – extended

to a limited number of families as a hereditary right. As a result these men began to be

93 Engel, St. Stephen, 126-128; Martin Rady, Nobility, Land and Service in Medieval Hungary
(London: Palgrave, 2000); András Kubinyi, “Residenz- und Herrschaftsbildung in Ungarn,” in
Fürstliche Residenzen im spätmittelalterlichen Europa, ed. Hans Patze and Werner Paravicini, 421-
462, here: 429-435 (Sigmaringen: Thorbecke, 1991) – (henceforth: Kubinyi, Residenzen), and Erik
Fügedi, The Elefánthy (Budapest: Central European Universtity, 1998).
94 Engel, St. Stephen, 151-153.
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called filii baronum.95 By 1439 it was customary for the greatest lords to be invited to

the royal council and the diet. And after the civil war in 1440, they all commanded

their own contingents in battle.96 At the same time, the new concept of baron took

hold so that in addition to barones veri, or office holders, one also referred to all the

magnates as barones naturales or barones solo nomine.97

Despite the legal equality of the nobility, a de facto differentiation was already

in place, and it slowly became legalized. Of some twenty thousand nobles in total, a

vast majority had only a single plot of land, and they were forced to pay the taxa

portalis after 1439, though only one half of what the peasants paid. Only those that

had more than one plot were considered to be true lords, but no more than a third of

them had more than twenty holdings. These were the, so called bene possessionati,

who formed the leading stratum of the counties and from whose ranks the barons

chose their familiares. Those of lesser status than the bene possessionati were also

limited in their political rights – attending the diet. 98 Thus one may conclude that a

hierarchy, even if still relatively informal, was already at place in the mid-fifteenth

century.

95 Kubinyi, Residenz, 428.
96 Engel, St. Stephen, 342.
97 Kubiyni, Residenz, 428.
98 Engel, St. Stephen, 338-342.
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Forms of Address

Hungarian kings also used dei gracia in their titles, and the usual form of address for

them was either serenissimus princeps99 or illustrissimus princeps.100 Nobilis was

used for the nobility in general,101 but already the bene possessionati had a special

term: egregius.102 The barons were entitled to the most prestigious form of address:

magnificus, though by the middle of the fifteenth century this came to be used for

magnates without offices with growing frequency.103

There were, however, a few exceptional cases. The Croatian magnates used

the title of count and were called Graf in German sources,104 as were some west-

Hungarian families, probably under Austrian influence.105 In Hungary proper,

however, Herman of Cilli was the first count who received his name after a comitatus.

Thanks to his pre-existing title of Graf, or comes, in Styria, he also became count of

Zagorje (Lat. Zagorie, Ger. Seger) so that his full title was Comes Cilie,

Zagorieque.106 Other exceptions were the foreign princes with possessions in

Hungary, like the despot of Serbia or the voivodes of Wallachia and Moldavia.

Although they were only barons within Hungary they were always addressed as

illustris princeps, which accentuated their qualitative superiority in a symbolic way,

99 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 188.
100 Ibid, 297.
101 Ibid, 296.
102 Engel, St. Stephen, 340.
103 Ibid, 342.
104 “graf Stephan von Modrusch,” CKSL, 1441, May 1, Ljubljana; “Als wir den wolgeborn unsern
besunder lieben graf Sigmunden von Crabaten,” Rynešová, Rosenberg 2, 93, 1441, March 4. In Latin
charters they are addressed as “spectabilis et magnificus comes” and not only by the Hungarian king
Ladislaus V, but also by the king of Aragon, Alphons V. See Thallóczy, MHH 38, 7, 12.
105 Kubinyi, Residenz, 421.
106 This county had in the Angeving times been an ‘honor’ which consisted of ten castles. Engel, St.
Stephen, 155. See also Tringli, Würden, 121-122.
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especially since it resembled royalty.107 Perhaps the best illustration of the exceptional

status of the Counts of Cilli in Hungary is the bestowal of the title of “perpetual

count” to John Hunyadi in 1453.108 Both Tringli and Engel conclude that Hunyadi’s

goal was to mimic the exceptional status of his rival.109

Summary

In the empire, the Heerschildordnung and hereditary titles created a complex and

diversified higher nobility whose highest elite adopted dei gracia/von Gottes Gnaden

and illustris/hochgeboren as symbols of their special status. In Hungary the magnates

used only the title of magnificus, although dei gracia and illustris did make inroads in

the kingdom through lords who brought the title from abroad. After presenting the

systems of the two realms I will turn to the Cilli’s ascension to the rank of princes and

discuss it from this perspective.

The Counts of Cilli as “Reichsfürsten”

The Holy Roman Emperor and King of Hungary Sigismund of Luxemburg elevated

the Counts of Cilli, Frederick II and Ulrich II, to the rank of princes of the empire on

107 So for example John Hunyadi in 1448: “Dicitur nobis in persona illustris principis domini Georgii
despoti Rascie,” Thallóczy, MHH 33, 150; in another letter to the city of Brasov in 1452: “quia Illustris
Princeps Wlad Wayda filius Drakwl Wayuode,” Teleki, Hunyadiak, 333, and the palatine Ladislaus
Garai in 1451: “Ilustris princeps dominus Georgius dei gracia Regni Rascie Dezpotus et Albanie
dominus,” Teleki, Hunyadiak, 305.
108Teleki, Hunyadiak, 347-356 and 365-368.

109 Engel, St. Stephen, 294, Tringli, Würden, 122.
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November 30, 1436, in Prague.110 Sigismund’s chancellery was very precise with the

proper forms of address, as can be seen from the charter:

...die durchleuchte furstyn frawn Barbaran romische vnd zu Vngern etc
kunigyn des wolgeborn Hermans grauen zu Cilli etc seligen tochter,
vnsers lieben swehers vnd getruen zu vnserer gemahl gerucht haben ze
nemen....nach abgang des wolgeborn Friedrichen grauen ze
Ortemburg...auch der egenant graff Vlrich an statt des hochgeboren
Friedrichs grauen zu Cilli zu Ortenbgurg vnd in dem Seger vnsers
lieben swagers vnd fursten sun mit zwein aufgerakten banyeren, ains
der grafschafft zu Cilli, das ander der grafschafft zu Ortenburg vnd
Sternberg...111 (emphasis mine)

Whereas in a letter to the chapter of Čazma only five days earlier Sigismund

had addressed the Cilli as spectabilibus et magnificis Friderico et Vlrico Cilie et

Zagorie comitibus112 he changed to hochgeboren during the charter, symbolizing with

this the very moment of their elevation. He also ordered that they should be called

fürsten and addressed appropriately by all the princes of the empire, prescribing a fine

of two hundred marks of gold for those who refuse to do so.  Furthermore, since

Hermann died in October, 1435, Sigismund called him only wohlgeboren¸ unlike the

patriarch of Aquileia, who in the summer of 1436 had already honored the entire

family with hochgeboren (but not fürst).113 Written evidence shows that Frederick and

Ulrich added dei gracia/von Gottes Gnaden to their title as a symbol of their new

status,114 but what was the response of their social and political environment?

In the Holy Roman Empire it seems that almost all those who had contacts

with the Cilli accepted their new rank immediately upon proclamation and acted

accordingly. One of the first was Count Henry of Görz, also a “Reichsfürst,” who

110 For details see Štih, Grafen, 84-85, and Dopsch, Grafen, 23.
111 CKSL 1436, November 30, Prague.
112 CKSL 1436, November 25, Prague.
113 CKSL 1436, August 16, Celje. However it should be noted that the Cilli were the patrons of the
Patriarch since he was forced out of Aquileia by the Venetians, so that addressing them with a higher
honorific could be considered as a form of flattery.
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concluded an inheritance treaty with the Cilli on March 14, 1437, calling them die

hochgeborn fürsten.115 Another such example mentioned in the charters of the Cilli

archives is that of Michael, burgrave of Maidburg and count of Hardeck in 1449.116

Since the formation of a Cilli Fürstentum directly endangered the territorial interests

of the Leopoldinian branch of the Habsburgs,117 in whose lands the newly formed

principality was situated, Duke Frederick V did not accept the elevation and,

consequently, did not address the Cilli as princes. A draft of a letter by the duke to

Frederick Cilli from August, 1437, shows that he avoided the title altogether by

calling them Edler und lieber getrewer von Cili.118 However, the duke’s example was

not followed even by his own vassal, Count Johannes of Schaunberg, the marshal of

Styria. In a letter to Ulrich of Rosenberg in 1440 he refers to Ulrich Cilli as dem

hochgeborn fursten, although at that time his senior was in a feud with the Cilli.119 I

shall return to this problem in more detail in Chapter 3 but for now it suffices to say

that apparently only the members of the Leopoldinian branch of the Habsburgs

refused to acknowledge their status as princes. This also includes Frederick’s brother,

Duke Albert, who, despite being an ally to the Cilli in the feud, still calls them

wolgeborn vnser besunderlieb graf Fridreich vnd graf Vlreich grafen ze Cilli und in

dem Seger.120

114 “Wir Fridreich von gotes gnaden graf ze Cili ze Ortenburg und in dem Seger etc,” CKSL 1437,
April 2, Celje; “Fridericus dei gracia Cillie, Ortenburge, Zagorieque etc. comes,” CKSL 1437,
December 21, Krapina, Tkalčić, MCZ 2, 135.
115 CKSL 1437, March 14, Gornji Dravograd. Another example is from Henry, the prior of the convent
of Gornji Grad (Ger. Oberburg), CKSL, 1443, April 5. I have named only the examples that I could
find in the sources before August 16, 1443, when the feud between Frederick of Austria and the Cilli
ended and he recognized them as princes.
116 “Wir Michel von gots gnaden des heilign römischen reichs burgraf ze Maidburg vnd graf ze
Hardegk etc... den hochgeboren fürsten vnsern lieben ohaim graf Fridreichen vnd graf Vlreichen seinen
sun grauen ze Cily ze Ortenburg vnd in dem Seger etc ban in Windischen landen,” CKSL 1449,
January 6.
117 The Habsburgs divided into two branches in 1379. The Albertinian branch received Austria, and the
Leopoldinian branch the remainder of the possessions. See  Niederstätter, Geschichte, 140-141.
118 CKSL 1437, August 23/24, Wiener Neustadt.
119 Rynešová, Rosenberg 2, 54, 1440, March 9.
120 CKSL 1442, Maj 13, Forchtenstein.
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The Albertinian branch was another matter. Albert II (V of Austria), who

inherited Sigismund of Luxemburg in Hungary, Bohemia, and the empire, was also

related to the Cilli through his marriage with Elizabeth of Hungary, daughter of

Barbara Cilli. Although Frederick V requested that King Albert II decide in this

complicated matter,121 the king seemed to follow in Sigismund’s footsteps. As early

as February 24, 1438, he referred to Ulrich as fidelis noster illustris princeps Vlricus

Cylie, Ortenburgensis et Zagorie comes122 and even appointed Ulrich governor of

Bohemia with great powers.123 It is no surprise that, after his death on October 27,

1439, his wife Elizabeth also referred to them as illustris princeps, especially since

they were among her chief supporters against the Polish king Wladislaus.124

In the Kingdom of Hungary, the new status of the Cilli seems to have found

acceptance and acknowledgment without problems. Seeing that one Hungarian king

elevated them and his successor honored them with the title, there was little reason for

Hungarian nobles to deny them the appropriate form of address, even if the

acceptance of foreign titles need not have been automatic. During the conflict

between the Cilli and the royal city of Gradec in 1437125 and the court procedure that

followed as a result, a number of charters clearly show that the chapter of Zagreb,126

the citizens of Gradec,127 and even Ban Matko Talovac128 addressed them as illustres

principes. The litigation revealed one other item. The trial before King Albert decreed

that Ulrich would be freed of the charge if he personally came to Gradec and took an

121 Štih, Frage, 89-90.
122 Tkalčić, MCZ 2, 142.
123 Dopsch, Grafen, 24. Albert wrote to Rosenberg informing him that he would send “Oldřich hrabé
Cilský, švagr náš  vérný milý” Rynešová, Rosenberg 2, 19, 1438, October 27. Already the term
“hrabé,” great lord instead of  “pán,” lord, shows that Albert was honoring Ulrich’s status as a prince.
124 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 121.
125 See Nada Klaić, “Medvedgrad i njegovi gospodari” (Medvedgrad and its masters), 129-139
(Zagreb: Globus, 1987) (henceforth: Klaić, Medvedgrad), and same, “Povijest Zagreba” (History of
Zagreb),  142-147 (Zagreb : Liber, 1982)  (henceforth: Klaić, Zagreb).
126 Tkalčić MCZ 2, 152.
127 CKSL 1439, July 29
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oath that his men did not harass the citizens.129 The chapter of Čazma notified the

king that he did not present himself at the appointed date.130 Nada Klaić concluded

that it was below his dignity to appear before the “burghers.”131 A charter from the

archive of the Cilli indicates, however, that the damages to the city were paid.132

Apparently, the Cilli preferred to settle the debt in private. Appearing before “mere”

citizens was probably damaging to honor and standing - paying them seems to have

been the preferred option.

Spectabilis et magnificus

One interesting example stands out though, apparently unique in the sources, and

therefore deserving special attention. Nicholas Újlaki, the voivode of Transylvania,

sent a letter on April 8, 1443, addressed to Spectabilis et magnifico Friderico comiti

Cilie, domino et fratri nostro honorando.133 Újlaki was not only the voivode of

Transylvania, an office which he shared with John Hunyadi,134 but also one of the

richest magnates in western Hungary, even possessing some holdings in eastern

Slavonia.135 His interests and those of the Cilli seem to have been diametrically

opposed. Furthermore, although at the beginning of the civil war he was an ally of the

Cilli and one of the supporters of Queen Elizabeth against King Wladislaus, it was his

defection that proved instrumental in Wladislaus’ victory and the subsequent

128 Tkalčić MCZ 2, 136.
129 Ibid, 146-147.
130 Ibid, 153.
131 Nada Klaić, Zadnji knezi 72.
132 CKSL, 1439, July 29.
133 Nagy, Zichy 9, 51.
134 Engel, St. Stephen, 283.
135 Kubinyi, Residenz, 439.
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submission of the Cilli in 1441.136 By 1443 Újlaki’s position in relation to the Cilli

seems to have become even stronger. Not only was he firmly in the camp of a

victorious king, but his ally John Hunyadi had inflicted two spectacular defeats upon

the Ottoman Turks in the previous two years.137 Moreover, encouraged by these

campaigns, the assembly in Buda was already collecting funds for a new expedition

against the Ottomans.138

On the other hand, the position of the Cilli was not very strong. Their feud

with Emperor Frederick was not going well, which eventually led to reconciliation in

August, 1443.139 Queen Elizabeth had died in December 1442, and their strongest ally

in Hungary, Ulrich’s father-in-law, and Serbian despot George Branković also made

peace with Wladislaus in 1442.140 At first glance it appears that only the feud should

be considered as having a negative effect on the Cilli, but some other events suggest

otherwise.

Although the Cilli did reconcile with the king, evidence suggests that they

were still supporting the cause of Ladislaus Posthumous. Two events speak for this

argument.  Firstly, when a special tax for the aforementioned campaign was set during

the summer of 1443, two nobles, Ladislaus Tethy de Bathmonostra and Detryh de

Brezewycze,141 were charged with collecting (dicare) them in the territory of the Cilli

in Hungary. For this task Frederick Cilli gave them a salvus conductus on May 27.142

136 See chapter 3 in this thesis.
137 Engel, St. Stephen, 285.
138 Vjekoslav Klaić, “Povijest Hrvata” (History of the Croats), vol. 3, 225 (Zagreb: Nakladni Zavod
Matice Hrvatske, 1975) (henceforth: Klaić, Povijest).
139 Štih, Frage, 90.
140 Momčilo Spremić, “Prvi pad despotovine” (The first fall of the despotate) in Doba borbi za očivanje
i obnovu države (1371-1537) (The age of struggles for the preservation and restoration of the state
[1371-1537]), ed. Jovanka Kalić, Istorija srpskog naroda, vol. 2, 241-253 (Beograd: Srpska književna
zadruga, 1982).
141 “Detryh de Brezewycze comes Hewesiensis et comes Filisteorum,” Nagy, Zichy 9, 56.
142 “...Intelleximus litteras vestras per latorem presencium destinatas, in quibus scribitis, quomodo ex
voluntatibus serenissimi principis domini nostril Regis ac universorum prelatorum et baronum ac
procerum et nobelium regni Hungarie...quomodo solum intencio vestra in hoc staret, quod pretenderitis



32

However, in a letter to their lords on June 2, the familiares of the two dicatores

responded that they had visited Frederick Cilli in Sunek in magnis montibus143 The

count, however, informed them that he could only permit the collecting of taxes from

his own possessions, but not from those of his son Ulrich, as quia circa me non

audiunt et ego nullam potestatem super predicta tenuta habeo.144 Since they could

not find Ulrich, the two familiares stated that after they had arrived to collect the tax

they realized that maiorem partem non permisit dicare and they were running out of

supplies. In a letter sent to Ladislaus de Bathmonostra on June 5, another pair of

familiares state that habemus magnum timorem ex parte castellanorum et servorum

comitis Cilie.145 It appears that the counts of Cilli had no intention of paying this tax

and the salvus conductus was just a clever ruse on their part.

Another argument is to be found in the charter by Emperor Frederick from

September 21 1443: Vnd sindemaln, dieselben von Cili solh puntnuss, die wider

allermeniclich, sunderlich auch gen Vngern lauten soll.146 The Cilli also issued a

charter three days later in which they swore to aid Haus Habsburg against anyone

alain ausgenomen die heilig kristenlich Kirchen, das heilig Romisch
Reich vnd auch nach kunig laslos obgemelt, oder seiner erben abgang,
das gott lang wennde, einen ijeglichen kunig zu vngern, doch alain mit
den herrscheften vnd gütern die wir in Vngern haben147

disposicionem taxe generalis pro instauracione exercitus contra turcos fienda in dominiis nostris in
regno Vngarie habitis dicare et exigere. Ideo nos secundum dicta ejusdem homini vestri latoris
presencium vobis litteras nostras patentes, incluso eciam in parte nostra salvo conductu in eisdem
(mittentes), universes capitaneis, castellanis et officialibus in dominiis et tenutis nostris in regno
Hungarie constitutes firmiter precipiendo mandamus, quatenus ipsi eandem disposicionem et
dicacionem hujusmodi taxe generalis in dictis dominiis nostris vos facere permittant, nec vos in eadem
dicacione perficienda nullo modo impediant…”, Nagy, Zichy 9, 55.
143 Slo. Žovnek, Ger. Sannegg.
144 “tunc nos interrogavimus: que sunt tenuta domini filii vestri? tunc ipse respondit: videlicet castra
Chakthorna, Choren et omnia tenuta inter Drauam et Muram habita, et in Zagoria Camenicha, Vinicha,
Varosd, necnon civitas Kaprancha, cum castro Kyuar, Medwewar, Bokonok cum ipsarum tenutarum et
pertinenciarum et hoc sunt tenuta filii nostri et circa hoc nihil habemus facere, sed filio intimare
volumus,” Nagy, Zichy 9, 58.
145 Ibid, 59.
146 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 141.
147 Ibid, 144.
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Therefore, the Cilli were both resisting the king’s and assembly’s request for

money and they were plotting against him in the name of Ladislaus Posthumous.

Taking this into consideration it appears that the submission of Despot Branković to

Wladislaus was indeed contrary to the interests of the Cilli.

Returning to Újlaki’s letter another matter becomes even more interesting:

Spectabilis et magnifice vir, domine et frater noster honorande. Ecce
accedet erga vos egregious Ladislaus Tyteus de Bathmonostra, per
quem aliqua nostri ex parte magnificencie vestre verbotenus
nunciavimus; quare rogamus eandem vestram magnificenciam,
quatenus verbis et dictis ipsius Ladislai de Bathmonostra nostri ex
parte pro hac vice credencie fidem velitis adhibere148(emphasis mine)

Ladislaus de Bathmonostra was Újlaki’s man, probably his familiaris. In my

opinion, addressing the Cilli as magnificus instead of illustris was the voivode’s way

of showing his own superiority and possibly exacting revenge in a symbolic manner

for previous insults.149

Furthermore, he did it directly, addressing Frederick Cilli personally, whereas,

at approximately the same time, Ban Matko Talovac referred to them as illustres in a

letter sent to a third party.150 That it took someone of Újlaki’s power to do so – at the

time probably second only to the king, and perhaps Hunyadi – in my mind says much

about the power of the Cilli.151 Whether a foreign title was recognized in Hungary

seems to have depended on the prestige and power of the noble in question.

Apparently the Cilli had enough of both to force all but one of the strongest of

magnates to acknowledge and pay respect to their princely status. After Wladislaus’

148 Nagy, Zichy 9, 51.
149 Helene Kottaner, the maid servant of Queen Elizabeth, wrote “And every time my gracious lady
needed to discuss something urgently in a secret meeting, her grace sent for Duke Albert and for Cillei,
and this began to aggravate the Lord of Freistadt, Nicholas Újlaki, who became hostile because he was
not included in secret talks too.” Kottaner, Memoirs, 49.
150 Nagy, Zichy 9, 58. This was on June 4 in a letter to Ladislaus de Bathmonostra, so not even directly
to the Cilli.
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death at Varna, and the recognition of Ladislaus Posthumous as king, the balance of

power was once again shifting to the side of the Cilli. As a result, on January 6, 1446,

Nicolaus de Wylak inter cetera wayuoda Transsiluanius banus Machouiensis

Siculorum et Themesiensis comes issued a charter which shows that he had forged an

alliance cum illustribus principibus Friderico et Vlrico filio eiusdem dei gracia Cilie

Ortenburge Zagorieque comitis necnon regni Sclauonie banis152 Until Ulrich’s

murder in 1456 no one denied the Cilli their princely title within the Kingdom of

Hungary, not even the Hunyadis.153 In the empire it was only Emperor Frederick who

refused to acknowledge it fully, which I shall detail later.

Fürstliche Wirdigkeit

After discussing the intitulatio and forms of address it remains to be seen how the

Cilli used the word fürst or princeps themselves? Both Frederick and Ulrich made use

of it when they mentioned each other,154 but when looking for the word fürst in oaths

I was unable to find it. In a charter regarding a ceasefire with the Habsburgs in 1441

the Cilli used the von Gottes Gnaden in their title, but swore mit vnsern trewen.155

151 Újlaki did not defy only the Cilli. When he visited Vienna in order to negotiate with Emperor
Frederick about the release of Ladislaus V on September 30 1445, he greeted the emperor at the gates
of the city as an equal, without even dismounting. Klaić, Povijest, 246.
152 CKSL, 1446, January 6, Castrum Palota.
153 However, the available charters for the Hunyadis are from the 1450s. Both John and Ladislaus refer
to Ulrich Cilli as “illustris princeps,” or in the case of Ladislaus Hunyadi even “Illustrissime princeps
domine noster prestantissime.” See  CKSL, 1455, August 1, Buda; Teleki, Hunyadiak, 384, and CKLS,
1456, March 31, Buda.
154 For example Frederick in 1437 “et egregium Vilhelmum nostrum, illustrisque principis comitis
Vlrici etc. filii nostri carissimi, capitaneum de Medwe,” in 1450 “Nos Fridericus...presenciam exhibuit
nobis quasdam litteras illustris principis domini Vlrici, dei gracia etc., nati nostri carissimi,” and Ulrich
in 1456 “als der edel unser lieber freunde Ulrich von Rosenberg und sein erben weilend dem
hochgebornen fursten unserm lieben herren und vater graf Fridrichen uns und unsern erben vier tausent
gulten schuldig.” See Tkalčić, MCZ 2, 134, 210, and Rynešová, Rosenberg 4, 1456, January 21.
155 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 96.
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And on September 24, 1443, after receiving a charter from the Habsburgs in which

Albert and Sigmund swore bej vnsern fürtlichen trewen,156 they responded with bey

vnsern wirden vnd lautteren trewn.157 No less than five charters can be found in the

archive of the Cilli issued by Count Henry of Görz in which he either uses fürstlichen

trewen vnd wirden,158 fürstlichen trewen vnd eeren,159 or just fürstlichen trewn160 It is

possible that the choice of words used might have depended on the scribes or

chancellors? Robert Schwanke and Primož Simoniti suggest that the chancellery of

the Cilli was inferior to that of the Görz and the Habsburgs,161 and that Ulrich Cilli

seems not to have been very interested in developing it.162 In my opinion, the Cilli

seem to have been unsure, or perhaps modest, about their status as “Reichsfürsten,”

similarly to the Burgraves of Nuremberg in the fourteenth century, and decided to

swear with just their wirden. A very speculative suggestion would be that Emperor

Frederick, who considered Haus Habsburg to be by far superior even to the Cilli as

princes, would not allow them to use a formula that the Habsburgs were employing

with such great care. Thus the Cilli made no use of the word fürst in any of the

aforementioned combinations, save on one occasion.

Frederick Cilli elevated Celje to the status of city in 1451.163 After his death,

his son Ulrich issued another charter on October 6 1455 confirming the privileges of

Celje. It reads:

156 Ibid, 134.
157 Ibid, 144.
158 CKSL 1443, November 30, Lienz, and  CKSL 1443 December 18, Lienz.
159 CKSL 1443, December 11, Lienz.
160 CKSL 1452, February 10, Heunfels, and CKSL 1452, February 12.
161 Robert Schwanke, “Beiträge zum Urkindenwesen der Grafen von Cilli,” Mitteilungen des Instituts
für Österreichische Geschichtsforschung, Ergänzungsband 14 (1939): 411-422, here:414 (henceforth:
Schwanke, Beiträge), and Primož Simoniti, Humanizam na Slovenskem in slovenski humanisti do
srede XVI. Stoletja (Humanism in Slovenia and Slovenian Humanists until the middle of the sixteenth
century),  18 (Ljubljana: Slovenska matica, 1979) (henceforth: Simoniti, Humanizam).
162 Schwanke, Beiträge, 421.
163 Sergej Vilfan, “Glose k zgodovini srednjeveška Celja” (Glosses about the History of Medieval
Celje), Kronika Časopis za Slovensko krajevno zgodovino 22 (1984): 15-19.  The original of the charter
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Wir Vlrich von gotts gnaden graue zu Cili ze Orttenburg vnd in dem
Seger etc ban zu Dalmatien zu Croatien vnd in windischen landen,
Bekhennen für vns vnser erben vnd nachkhumen vnd tun khundt mit
dem offen brieff allen vnd yeglichen gegenwürtigen vnd khunftigen die
diesen brief hören, sehen oder lessen wie das vnser fürstlichen
wirdigkhait zuegehoret vnd woll ansteet, das wir müehe arbait vnd
leiden vnser vnderthanen vnd getrewen mit embsigen vleiss
bedenckhen vnd in vnserm gemüet bewegen auch zu statten khomen
das nach gelegenhait der zeit vnd menschlicher wandlung gemainer
nutz nicht geminnert sonder gemert vnd pesser werde…geben wir in
diesem vnsern brief mit vnsern fürstlichen anhangunden insigl
besigelt164 (emphasis mine)

This arenga as a form of “Herrschaftspropaganda,” in itself a rarity in the

charters of the Cilli,165 represents a demonstration of power and articulates their

princely self-awareness, as Jean Marie Moeglin suggested.

is not preserved. A copy can be found in Archiducis Caroli Confirmationes privilegiorum für
Innerösterreich 1, 1564-1568, manuscript in the Landesarchiv Graz, fol 218-220 (henceforth:
Archiducis). I have used a transcribed version by  Božo Otorepec at the Institute for History Milka Kos
at the Academy of Sciences and Arts if Slovenia in Ljubljana. According to Vilfan, the charter was
merely a confirmation of the actual state of things; Celje had long since enjoyed the rights of other
Styrian cities. Furthermore, in the charter with which the Cilli were elevated to the status of princes
Celje is referred to as “stat,” CKSL, 1436m November 30, Prague.
164 Archiducis, fol 220-223.
165 I have found only one other example in which the Cilli have used an arenga, in a charter issued on
September 7 1437, in which Ulrich confirms a privilege to the city of Medvedgrad. However, he was
probably only imitating Sigismund, whose previous charter, which does include an elaborate arenga, he
includes in his own. Laslowski, Turopolje 1, 250-251. Another point that should be stressed is that the
use of arengas in the late Middle Ages had considerably decreased, and became exceptional. See
Fichtenau, Arenga.
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Conclusion

With the elevation to the rank of “Reichsfürsten” the Cilli achieved something that all

members of the fourth “Heerschild” desired, but few succeeded in achieving. The

recognition of their rank in the empire was primarily a legal matter, which was

resolved in 1443. In Hungary, however their title was foreign and its acceptance by

Hungarian nobility depended primarily on their personal power. Thanks in large part

to the initial support of Emperor Sigismund and King Albert, rulers both in the empire

and in Hungary, the acceptance apparently went almost unopposed. Only in the period

of Wladislaus’ reign did one of the mightiest magnates dare disregard the appropriate

imperial form of address, but after 1444 even he was forced to pay respect to their

title. When it comes to the Cilli’s own expression of status, this was a long and slow

process. It was not until 1455, almost twenty years after the legal act of elevation, that

Ulrich Cilli first used the phrase fürstliche wirdigkeit, a symbol of self-awareness as a

prince of the Holy Roman Empire.
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CHAPTER II: PROJECTION OF POWER AND
AMBITION

Introduction: Word and Symbol

If a noble’s title was the written sum of his identity and status in the political and

social context of the Middle Ages, then his coat of arms was its visible manifestation.

In a culture that communicated extensively with signs and symbols, where literacy

was rare, an image was the perfect complement to the written word, if not even more

important as a means to facilitate recognition and identify its owner. Tracing its

origins back to the crusades, heraldry, the science of coats of arms, reached its peak in

the period between the twelfth and the fifteenth centuries as an integral component of

warfare and courtly life.166 With the notion of gentility fully developed among

members of the nobility by the thirteenth century, as Slater states, “the idea of

possessing an ancient and exclusive bloodline was accentuated, and the development

of the shield of arms created an ideal symbol to confirm the hereditary nature of that

descent.”167 Not only was it a means to project his identity to all those who could see

him personally, carrying his shield or flag, but it also served to make his presence

known in the public space. Whether on the liveries of his courtiers and soldiers, flags,

keystones, castles, palaces, or seals, the coat of arms signaled and asserted his

owner’s identity even in his absence. Far from being just a visual representation of its

owner, it also transmitted a clear political message to its audience, one that all those

more or less familiar with the rules of heraldry could understand. Just like a title, the

166 Václav Vok Filip, Einführung in die Heraldik, 16 (Stuttgart: Steiner, 2000) – (henceforth: Filip,
Heraldik). For origins and development of heraldry see Stephen Slater, The History and Meaning of
Heraldry, 6-30 (London: Southwater, 2004) (henceforth: Slater, Heraldry).
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coats of arms showed a person’s possessions and claims, which sometimes contested

someone else’s rights and frequently resulted in antagonism and confrontation.

In this chapter my intention is to discuss the heraldic symbols of the Cilli as

“Reichsfürsten.” Apart from one keystone in the parish church of Šentrupert in

Slovenia (Figure 1.), however, only seals have preserved the heraldic history of the

Cilli from the period after 1436.168 Therefore I will focus on the three princely seals of

the Cilli, two of Ulrich (1441: Fig. 2, and 1443: Figure 3) and one of Frederick (1442:

Figure 4). Seals are invaluable as a source for research on self-representation. In

contrast to a keystone or a coat of arms on a building, seals had one major advantage:

mobility. As an integral part of the charter they were attached to, seals served a

twofold function: authentication of the written document, and the assertion of the

identity and status of the issuer (or in some cases of a witness). A seal traveled in the

stead of its owners and operated in a space between the lord and everybody who came

in contact with it.169 In the following analysis I shall first describe the seals, and then

discuss them in the broader context of titles and claims in order to show how they

were used as a means of assertion of identity and what message they conveyed in

social and political environment of which the Cilli were part.

167 Slater, Heraldry, 9.
168 Robert Peskar, “Šentrupertska župnijska cerkev v srednjem veku” (The parish church of St. Rupert
in the Middle Ages), in Župnija Šentrupert: zgodovinske osnove leta 1993: 1393-1993 (The county of
St. Rupert: historical elements of the year 1993: 1393-1993), 85-97, here: 91 (Šentrupert: Župnijski
urad 1993). This is the only keystone that has the combination of shield that the Cilli used after
elevation to the rank of prince. See Katja Žvanut, “Heraldične Upodobitve Celjskih: Pomen grba pri
uvejljanju politične in družbene identitete Celjskih” (Heraldic images of the Cilli: The importance of
the coat of arms for the evaluation of the political and social identity of the Cilli), in Germadnik, ed.,
Celjski grofje, 191-200, here: 198. There is a number of keystones from the time of Herman II, which
only feature the Cilli arms. See Dubravka Peić Čaldarović, “Heraldička ostavština grofova Celjskih na
području sjeverne Hrvatske” (Heraldic legacy of the Counts of Cilli in northern Croatia), in
Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 201-212. The huge collection of the coats of arms of J. Siebmacher lists
the Cilli as Hungarian nobility, and only the coat of arms from the period before the elevation to the
rank of princes. See Géza von Chergeö, Die Wappen des Adels in Ungarn, Siebmacher’s großes
Wappenbuch, vol. 33, no. 2 (Neustadt and der Aisch: Bauer & Raspe Inhaber Gerhard Gessner 1982),
table 20, 78-79.
169 Žvanut, Pečati, 17.
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External characteristics

Just like charters, seals have both external (size and form) and internal characteristics

(image and inscription). All the seals of the Cilli belong to the group of the so-called

“round seals,” which was the most common form. The size of a seal could vary

between ten and 140 millimeters, depending on the function (great seal, secret seal),

and the social status of the owner. Seals of lesser nobles were rather small, whereas

the imperial and royal seals were among the largest, followed by princely seals.170

The three princely seals of the Cilli immediately stand out due to their

unusually large size. Ulrich’s first seal has a diameter of 88 mm, and the two other

seals are both 75 mm in diameter.171 Comparing them with other seals in the region it

appears that they were significantly larger than those of their peers, both in Habsburg

lands and in Hungary.172 Only the imperial seal of Frederick of Habsburg was larger

in size, with a diameter of 135 mm.173 His royal seal was only 54 mm in diameter,174

170 Dieter Hebig, “Siegel und andere Beglaubungsmittel,” in Die Archivalischen Quellen. Eine
Einführung in ihre Benutzung, ed. Friedrich Beck and Eckhart Henning, 207-218, here: 212 (Weimar:
Hermann Böhlaus Nachfolger, 1994) (henceforth: Hebig, Siegel).
171 The difference in size between the first and second seal of Ulrich Cilli could be the result of an
attempt to make it equal in size to that of Frederick Cilli. This was not, however, the first unusually
large seal of the Cilli. The first was the seal of Herman II Cilli from March 27, 1433 (BTM, 64.538),
which had a diameter of 70 mm. What is interesting is that Katja Žvanut, makes no reference to this
seal. See Žvanut, Pečat, 41. Her study is based on source material found in the Slovenian state
archives, so it is possible that Herman’s new seal was not preserved in the archives due to simple
chance. However, as the old seal was used twice more after the date on the new seal (Žvanut lists June
16, 1433 and July 26, 1434) it could be that the new seal was intended for use within the Kingdom of
Hungary only. One argument might be the presence of dragon figures around the shield, since Herman
was a member of the Order of the Dragon that Sigismund had established in Hungary in 1408.
172 My analysis is based on the material that I could find in the archive of the Cilli. It is possible that
other princes of the empire had seals of the same size or larger. An interesting example, however is that
of the the dukes of Saxony, Frederick and William. Their seals, which were not secret seals (they refer
to them as “insigel,” and not as “petschaft”), had a diamteter of 42 and 36 mm, respectively. CKSL
1456, February 27, Buda.  Furthermore it is necessary to point out that for the purposes of the
following analysis I have used the transcription of the charters in the Slovenian archives which
included descriptions of the seals and the dimensions. Because of time constraints I could not gain
access to the original seals. Therefore I did not make a comparative analysis with the iconography of
imperial seals. This would definitely be a good research question for further study.
173 “vnser kuniglich maiestat insigel,” CKSL 1443, August 16 Wiener Neustadt B.
174, “vnser koniglich insigel,” CKSL, 1443, August 25, Wiener Neustadt.
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and those of his brother Albert175 and his cousin Sigmund were even smaller.

Sigmund of Tyrol is an interesting example in this case, since his use of the same seal

can be followed into the 1450s. Even after achieving independence from Frederick’s

guardianship, he kept using the same seal.176 The examples177 of “Reichsfürsten:”

Dukes Frederick and William of Saxony,178 Burgrave Michael of Maidburg,179 and

Count Henry of Görz,180 and lesser nobles: Reinprecht and Wolfgang of Wallsee,181

Ulrich Eitzinger,182 and William of Liechtenstein,183 confirm that their seals dwarfed

those of most of their imperial peers, if not all save the imperial seal.184 It was the

same in the Kingdom of Hungary and Croatia. The seals of the Croatian Count

Stephen Frankopan,185 Ban Matko Talovac,186 and a number of Hungarian

magnates,187 including John and Ladislaus Hunyadi,188 were all relatively small

compared to the Cilli seals. Even the seal of Wladislaus of Poland used to sign the

peace treaty with the Cilli in 1441 was only 46 mm in diameter.189 Taking into

account that the size of a seal was in a way a symbol of its owner’s status and power,

the seals of Frederick and Cilli radiated a certain aura of power by their mere

175 Ibid. Albert’s was 40 mm and Sigismund’s 46mm.
176 CKSL 1456, July 17, Vienna.
177 In all charters the reference is made to “insigel” not the much smaller “petschaft.”
178 42 and 36 mm, CKSL 1456, February 27, Buda.
179 48 mm, CKSL 1454, September 8, Krapina.
180 36 mm, CKSL 1437, March 14, Gornji Dravograd; CKSL 1443, December 11, Lienz, and CKSL
1443, December 18, Lienz.
181 Both 34 mm CKSL 1451, December 13.
182 34 mm, CKSL 1452, March 19, Vienna.
183 30 mm, CKSL 1454, November 18.
184 Sigismund’s imperial seal had a diameter of 110 mm. BTM 66.2001, 66.2013, and 66.2016.
185 46 mm, CKSL 1444, September, 29, Ozalj, 46 mm.
186 24 mm, CKSL 1441, April 17, Szombathely.
187 Božo Otorepec identified some of them, including Nicholas Újlaki, Michael Orszàg, and Emeric de
Marczaly. All of them are quite small, 24 mm or less, but it is not certain whether they were secret
seals in this case. However seeing that even Hunyadi’s seal was of small size I would argue that they
were not secret seals. CKSL 1441, April 17 and 19, Szombathely.
188 John Hunyadi’s seal is 32 mm, and Ladislaus’ is 30 mm, CKSL, 1456, March 31, Buda. In the text
of the charter they refer to them as “presentes utrorumque sigillorum nostrorum.” Again no mention of
“sigillum secretum” which suggests that the Hungarian nobility did not use secret seals in this period.
In 1444, John Hunyadi used an even smaller seal, only 24 mm in size (BTM 66.2025). Újlaki’s from
1442 is 19 mm (BTM 64.569), and Martin Frankopan’s 25 mm (BTM 64.577).
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presence. Even before identifying the image and text itself, the viewer was aware that,

due to their size, they belonged to someone of great importance.

Internal characteristics

All Cilli seals, except that of Bishop Hermann of Freising,190 belong to the group of

heraldic portraits, meaning that the owner of the seal is represented by his coat of

arms.191 Prior to their elevation to the status of “Reichsfürsten” the coat or arms of

the Cilli was a combination of two shields, Heuenburg (Figure 5), and Sanneg (Figure

6), the combination of which began to be used on seals after the time of Hermann II

(Figure 7),192 and continued with Frederick II193 and Ulrich II.194 Despite a rise in

status the Cilli did not introduce a new seal for five years. It was only in 1441 that

Ulrich II appeared with a new, princely seal.

All three princely seals of the Cilli feature three shields. In the center stands

the shield with the arms of Celje, the combined Heunburg-Sanneg arms. On the dexter

side is the shield of Zagorje, three crowned lions on a blue field, and to the right side

189 CKSL 1441, April 19, Sabbaria. It is possible that he had another, greater seal, similar in size to that
of Emperor Frederick or Sigismund.
190 Illegitimate son of Hermann II.
191 Žvanut, Pečati, 43.
192 Žvanut, Pečati, 99. The shields themselves appeared first on a seal from the year 1424. In the
Slovenian archives only one copy of this seal is stored. The other seal used by Hermann II from 1387
to 1434 only features the Heunburg arms, but Žvanut describes this as a combined seal as well, since
the helmet decoration, ostrich or cock feathers, were later associated with the Sanneg shield.
Hermann’s seal from the year 1433, kept in the Budapest History Museum (BTM 64.538), is also a
combination of both shields.
193 Before the creation of the great princely seal he used two seals with a combined shield, and one seal
with two separate shields. Žvanut, Pečati, 103-105.
194 All of his seals, five in total, feature the combined Heunburg-Sanneg arms. See Žvanut, Pečati, 108-
113.
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one sees the shield of Ortenburg with three eagle feathers.195 On Ulrich’s first seal all

three shields are vertically positioned and only the main shield is decorated with

helmets, whereas his second seal and Frederick’s seal have the side shields arranged

diagonally, and with their own helmets.

The inscriptions on the seals correspond to the new title of the Cilli. All three

contain the dei gracia cillie, ortenburge, segorieque etc comitis,196 and they also

contain the date of manufacture. Thus we know that Ulrich II’s first seal is from the

year 1441, his second from 1443, and Frederick’s seal is from 1442. The discussion of

the iconography of the seals will situate them in the socio-political context.

The Shield of Zagorje

The shield of Zagorje is a special case in the princely coat of arms of the Cilli, as it is

the only one which they have not inherited from the previous period, and as such,

seems to have been purposely selected. The three crowned lions197 first appeared in a

Belgian heraldic manual Gerle. This book, kept today in the royal library in Brussels,

was written sometime between 1369 and 1396. It shows this coat of arms, together

with those of Poland and Hungary, as parts of the domain of King Louis the Great of

195 The Cilli inherited the County of Ortenburg in 1420. See Therese Meyer, “Die Grafen von Cilli als
Erben der Grafen von Ortenburg. Zur Geschichte Kärntens 1377-1524,” in Germadnik, ed., Celjski
grofje, 85-94.
196 Žvanut, Pecati, 105, 110, 111.
197 Habjan and Klaić think that these are leopards and not lions, but a charter in which Frederick III
donated the coat of arms of the Cilli that became his “als Kunigen von Hungern mit abgang weilent der
grafen Zilli,” clearly states that they are “drey gekrönt lebenköpf.” See Vlado Habjan, “Družbeno-
razvojni pomen knezov iz Celje v slovenskem poldrugem tisočletju” (The social importance of the
prince of Cilli the the second half of the millenium in Slovenia) (henceforth: Habjan, Družbeno) in
Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 51-70, here: 62. Klaić, Povijest, 254), and Ivan Bojničić, Der Adel von
Kroatien und Slavonien, Siebmacher’s großes Wappenbuch, vol. 4, no. 13 (Nuremberg: Bauer und
Raspe, 1899), 17.



44

Hungary.198 Presumably, it represented the Kingdom of Croatia and was inherited by

Sigismund of Luxembourg, whose use of it is evidenced on his royal seal from the

year 1405 (Figure 8),199 as well as on his imperial seal from the year 1436 (Figure

9).200 At the Council of Constance (1414-1418) it represented Croatia, as is reported

in the heraldic manual of Conrad Grünenberg from 1483.201 The seal of Sigismund’s

successor, Albert, also includes the three crowned lions (Figure 10),202 as do those of

Ladislaus Posthumous (Figure 11),203 and Matthias Corvinus (Figure 12).204 The

question that arises is why would the counts of Cilli use a shield obviously belonging

to the royal coat of arms as their own?

That the three crowned lions stand for Zagorje is clear from the inscription on

the seal itself – Zagorieque. However, if their intention was only to symbolize their

county, which was located in the Regnum Slavonie, they could have used an already

established symbol of Slavonia, the marten, which was at the time not claimed by the

king (Fig. 13).205 One possibility, suggested by Vlado Habjan, is that they chose the

arms of Croatia to represent the lands that Ulrich II had inherited through his mother,

Elizabeth Frankopan.206 This seems unlikely for two reasons. First, they were only

198 Marijan Grakalić, Hrvatski grb (The Croatian Coat of Arms), (Zagreb: Nakladni zavod Matice
Hrvatske, 1990), 56 (Henceforth: Grakalić, Hrvatski grb).
199 BTM 66.2001. I hereby point to the fact that the dates mentioned are those from charters on which
the seals were attached, not dates of manufacture.
200 BTM 66.2016.
201 Above the coat of arms it is written “Der Küng von Croaccien,”Grakalić, Hrvatski grb, 57.
202 BTM 66.2019.
203 BTM 66.2030.
204 BTM 66.2038.
205 The marten as a symbol of Slavonia was first used on the coins of Duke Andrew at the beginning of
the thirteenth century. The silver denarii of the ban of Slavonia, which were minted in the thirteenth
and the fourteenth century, has a marten passant on the avers. Tomislav Raukar, Hrvatsko
srednjovjekovlje (The Croatian Middle Ages), (Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 1997), 230-231. The marten
appears on the seal of Matthias Corvinus from the year 1468 (BTM 66.2038), and was officially
granted to Slavonia by Wladislaus Jagiełło in 1496. Grakalić, Hrvatski grb, 49-51.
206 Habjan, Družbeno, 62. These holdings were pawned to Friedrich Cilli in 1390 as the dowry of his
wife Elizabeth Frankopan., but after Elizabeth’s murder in 1424 her relatives occupied them. See
Vjekoslav Klaić, Krčki knezovi Frankapani (Frankapani, the Counts of Krk), 181, 210 (Rijeka:
Izdavački centar Rijeka, 1991) – (Henceforth: Klaić, Frankapani).
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pledged possessions, whereas Zagorje was their property, donated in perpetuo.207

Secondly, when Sigismund judged that the Frankopani had to return these

possessions, he specifically named Ulrich II as the affected party,208 but the coat of

arms appears on the seal of Frederick II as well. Therefore, it probably did not refer to

these possessions, at least not explicitly. I would argue that the Croatian coat of arms

had a two-fold purpose. It expressed on the one hand the ambitions of the Cilli

towards acquiring a royal crown, on the other the association with Ladislaus V.

Königsnähe

Hermann II relentlessly strove to build the Cilli “Hausmacht.” The marriages of his

son Frederick II with Elizabeth Frankopan, and his daughter Barbara with Sigmund

were both very important in this regard, but the real opportunity presented itself in

1427. Through mediation of Louis the Great of Hungary Herman I had married the

daughter of the Bosnian ban, Stephen II Kotromanić, in 1361. This relation was the

basis for the treaty in which the Bosnian king, Stephen Tvrtko II, named Herman II –

consanguineus et frater noster dilectus – his heir in case he left no sons of his own.209

207 “de manibus nostris regiis perpetuo et irreuocabiliter dedimus, donauimus et contulimus…” Rendić-
Miočević, CD, 416.
208 “...triginta duo millia florenorum auri puri, boni et iusti ponderis in dotem et ratione dotis predicte
condam domine Elizabeth matris ipsius comitii Ulrici...ex predictis iuribus suis maternis occupatis per
predictos banos et alios comites Segnie...predictum comitem Ulricum in pacificum dominium et realem
possessionem sepetacte medietatis insule Wegle ac omnium suarum pertinentiarum, necnon ville
Birchopag et ipsius vinee in Vinodolio penes mare proprie villam dictam Selea habite, per memoratum
condam comitem Johannem avum ipsorum olim domine Katherine ave ipsius comitis Ulrici,
mediantibus suis litteris privilegialibus coram nobis productis imperpetuate, omniumque et singularum
tenutarum, pertinentiarum et contratarum castrorum Cersath, Bwchary et Berbery...sub titulo et nomine
veri et iusti pignoris pro dictis triginta duobus millibus florenorum auri...,” Thallóczy, MHH 35, 258-
263.
209 Klaić, Povijest, 136. Unfortunately Klaić did not use footnotes in his book so I was unable to find
the original charter. Ignacij Voje, “Balkanska politika Celjskih grofov” (The Balkan policy of the
counts of Cilli), in Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 103-114, here: 62. The Kotromanići became kings
after the death of Louis of Hungary.
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For the first time a royal crown became an achievable goal for the ambitious Cilli.

The next step was the marriage of Ulrich II to Catherine, daughter of the Serbian

despot and Hungarian baron George Branković,210 which provided him with a

powerful ally in his Bosnian aspirations, and united the two most powerful Hungarian

families.211 It also opened up new inheritance opportunities for the Cilli in case the

line of the Brankovići died out.212

The third “Heerschild” was the most desired goal of imperial nobility, but a

royal crown was the pinnacle of ambition, the step that brought a family to the top of

the medieval hierarchy. The dei gracia of princes was of lesser quality than that of

royalty as it lacked the religious legitimacy of their rule.213 A king, however, was

related to God in a more direct manner: “by mimesis, by rhetorical or substantive

participation in the three common terms held by both of them: limitless energy,

boundless majesty, and absolute virtue.”214 An anointed head became sacred and

210 The wedding ceemony took place at the court of the despot in Serbia. The Cilli made many
concessions to achieve this marriage alliance. Catherine remained Orthodox, and members of her
entourage became castellans of the Cilli in their Slavonian possessions. The despot also benefited from
this alliance as he became related through marriage to his senior, King Sigismund. See Momčilo
Spremić, Despot Đurađ Branković i njegovo doba (Despot George Branković and his Age), 178-179
(Beograd: 1994) (henceforth: Spremić, Despot Đurađ); Nada Klaić, Zadnji knezi, 77-78, and Nada
Klaić, Zagreb, 154-156. Furthermore, even Ulrich’s and Catherine’s daughter Elizabeth remained
Orthodox, and the Cilli gave the despot permission to marry her off. “Ut ad voluntatem et beneplacitum
ipsorum filiam unicam videlicet nostri comitis Ulrici etc. carissimam iuvenculam dominam Elizabeth,
illi cui maluerint et ad illam ad quam voluerint domum matrimonialiter copulare et desponsare
possent...ut premittitur per prefatum despotum et eius consortem filio sepedicti Johannis de Hwnyad
factam...”  Thallóczy, MHH 33, 149-150.
211 In the foundation charter of the Order of the Dragon in 1408 the Serbian despot, Stephen Lazarević,
(uncle of George Branković) is listed first, followed by Herman II and Frederick II Cilli, before even
the palatine Nicholas Garai. Together, the Cilli and the despot possessed about ten percent of the total
number of castles in Hungary, and even individually they held more castles than any other magnate in
the kingdom. Moreover, their power was further increased by their holdings abroad, in the empire for
the Cilli and Serbia for the despot. For more information on castle ownership see Erik Fügedi, Castle
and Society (1000-1437),123-129 (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiado, 1986). Text of the charter Fejér, CD
10/4, 682. On the Order see Mályusz, Sigismund, 75-76.
212 The treaty of Tata between King Sigismund and Despot Lazarević stipulated that the throne of
Serbia would revert to Hungary in case Despot Branković dies without male heirs. It is possible that in
such a case the Cilli could have worked out an agreement similar to the one they made with King
Stephen Tvrtko II of Bosnia. Spremić, Despot Đurađ, 179.
213 Fichtenau, Arenga, 172.
214 Aziz Al-Azmeh, “Monotheistic Kingship,” in Monotheistic Kingship, ed. Aziz Al-Azmeh and János
M. Bak, 9-29, here: 11 (Budapest: Central European University Department of Medieval Studies and
Pasts Incorporated: CEU Studies in Humanities and Archaeolingua, 2004).
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qualitatively superior to the nobility.215 The Burgundian duke, Charles the Bold, was

after a royal crown and even the Habsburgs nurtured ideas about a kingdom of

Austria.216 With the help of luck money, and a goal the Cilli, who only became counts

in 1341, achieved three royal marriages by 1405.217 The connection to the Brankovići

was also prestigious, for in the Byzantine hierarchy of states, the title of despot was

second only to that of the emperor.218 Were there any iconological allusions to royal

ambitions on these seals?

All three seals contain angels as supporters. Supporters in themselves were not

a common component of a coat of arms, but mainly associated with the highest ranks

of nobility and royalty.219 Angels or cherubim are considered to be guardians of the

throne and holy places, or even envoys sent by God to special mortals.220

Additionally, the seal of Frederick II and the second seal of Ulrich II feature lions,

and Frederick’s seal also an eagle. A lion is a frequent heraldic motif, and as a king of

215 See Sergio Bertelli, The King’s Body (University Park: The Pennsylvania State University Press,
2001). For example the king of Poland was able to dispense justice, a sphere of public life always
associated with the sacred, only after he was crowned. See Aleksander Gieysztor, “Gesture in the
Coronation Ceremonies of Medieval Poland,” in Coronations. Medieval and Early Modern Monarchic
Ritual, ed. János M. Bak, 152-163, here: 153 (Berkley: University of California Press 1989) –
(henceforth: Gieysztor, Gesture)
216 Emperor Frederick seems to have been planning the creation of a Kingdom of Austria.  Maximillian
I addressed his son Phillip as “King of Austria,” and intensified his efforts to create the kingdom in
1518, but the attempt failed due to the resistance of his grandson Charles V, who, at that time already
king of Spain, did not want his brother Ferdinand to enjoy the same status. Niederstätter, Geschichte,
139-140.
217 Through the marriage with Catherine Kotromanić, daughter of the Bosnian Ban Stephen II, in 1361,
Hermann I became a brother-in-law of King Louis the Great of Hungary. His nephew William got the
hand of Princess Anna of Poland in 1380 from Louis, who wanted to remove her as a potential threat to
his claim in Poland. The daughter from this marriage, Anna Cilli, was then married to Władislaw
Jagiello to legitimate his hold over Poland after Hedwig of Anjou died. And finally the union between
Barbara Cilli and King Sigismund brought a member of the family to the imperial throne. The large
sums of money that Hermann II gave to Sigismund for dowry and pledges of land were undoubtedly a
very important factor for this development. See Dopsch, Grafen, 14-18.
218 See Jovanka Kalić “Veliki preokret” (The great turn), in Doba borbi za očuvanje i obnovu države
(1371-1537) (The age of struggles for the preservation and restoration of the state [1371-1537]), ed.
Jovanka Kalić, 64-74, here: 65, Istorija srpskog naroda, vol. 2 (Beograd: Srpska književna zadruga,
1982).
219 Slater, Heraldry, 60.
220 Dubravko Lovrenović, “Fojnički Grbovnik (Ilirska heraldika) i Bosansko Srednjovjekovlje. The
Fojnica Armorial Roll (Illyrian Heraldry) and the Bosnian Middle Ages,” in Franjo Miletić, Fojnički
grbovnik – Fojnica Armorial Roll, 4-40, here: 20 (Sarajevo: Rabic, 2005) (henceforth: Lovrenović,
Grbovnik).
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the animal world it is a royal symbol par excellance.221 As such it appeared on the

seals of Emperor Sigismund222 and King Albert.223 Especially Urlich’s seal, with a

chained lion beneath the Celje shield, seems to allude to the image on Sigismund’s

shield – a tame or tamed king of the beasts beneath the symbol of the owner. The

eagle, being a king of the sky, can also be understood in this regard. As far as the

significance of lions is concerned, it is worth mentioning that the coat of arms granted

to Hunyadi in 1453 was that of a lion holding a crown in his paw.224

Bosnia was not only important to the Cilli as a means to achieve royalty, but

also for more practical reasons. As their rise in status rested in large part on their

financial power, their strategy revolved around control over trade routes.225 With the

Frankopani port of Bakar in their hands, they were building an axis that stretched

from the river Drava down to the Adriatic Sea, of which Bosnia, with its important

silver and lead mines, would become an integral part. However, in order to reach

Bosnia, the Cilli needed to control Croatia.226

A “Hereditary” Banate?

Despite the crisis after the death of King Albert, Hungary did not break up into

smaller semi-independent territories, as was the case at the beginning of the

221 Lovrenović, Grbovnik, 21. See also Eniko Bekes, “Physiognomy in the Descriptions and Portraits of
King Matthias Corvinus,” MA dissertation, Budapest: Central European University, 2003, 17-21.
222 BTM 66.2016.
223 BTM 66.2019. A Lion heads rest on top of each shield on the avers side of the seal.
224 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 347-356. This coat of arms is present on the seal of Matthias Corvinus.
225 See Miha Kosi, “’Prometna Politika’ Celjskih grofov” (The “Traffic” Policy of the Counts of Celje),
in Germadnik, ed., Celjski grofje, 165-180, here: 62. About the trade route through Celje see Othmar
Pickl, “Der Viehhandel von Ungarn nach Oberitalien vom 14. bis zum 17. Jahrhundert,” in
Internationaler Ochsenhandel (1350-1750), ed. Ekkehard Westermann, 39-83, here: 40-41 (Stuttgart:
Klett-Cotta, 1979).
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fourteenth century. The direct link between the king and the nobility, and the

dispersed nature of the magnates’ possessions were probably the principal reasons for

this. However the viceroys of the kingdom, the voivode and the bans, held their own

courts, named the ispáns in their territories, and held assemblies for the local nobility.

Although nobles could appeal to the royal court, the regional nobility was not directly

connected to the king and even in war they stood under the command of the viceroys.

Thus these offices gave their holders considerable power which might easily have led

to the creation of a territorial lordship.227

Though the Cilli did not have hereditary rights to the titles of ban of Slavonia

and Croatia/Dalmatia228 this does not mean that they did not consider them theirs.

Baronial families were inclined to “appropriate” an office at court or a position of

viceroy, but the central power was constantly struggling to sever the link between a

particular family and the office they identified themselves with.229 The seal of

Hermann II from the year 1433 is interesting in this regard as it is the only one that

has in the inscription necnon Sclavonie bani (Figure 7), and it might have indicated

some kind of claim to the banate.230 The aggressive conquest of the Slavonian banate

by Ulrich Cilli after the death of Matko Talovac in 1445 certainly seems to suggest

that he did consider it his by right. Hunyadi’s attempts, as governor of the kingdom, to

break Cilli’s power by force in the spring of 1446 and through election of a new ban

226 Grabmayer, Opfer, 295, 298. When Matthias made Újlaki King of Bosnia in 1471 he also bestowed
on him the banates of Dalmatia/Croatia and Slavonia. Kubinyi, Frage, 376-377.
227 Kubinyi, Residenz¸ 430-432.
228 Heinz Dopsch and Nada Klaić claim that the Cilli enjoyed the title of ban of Slavonia as a hereditary
right. Dopsch, but Tringli states that there was no such thing as a hereditary office in the medieval
kingdom of Hungary. See Dopsch, Grafen, 21, Klaić, Zadnji knezi, 34, and Tringli, Würden, 116.
229 Mályusz, Sigismund, 85, and  Kubinyi, Residenz, 431. In the eighty-four years between the death of
Louis the Great and the reign of Matthias Corvinus the Garai held the office of palatine for fifty-five
years.
230 BTM 64.538.
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proved unsuccessful. In 1448 he was forced to recognize Ulrich and Frederick

officially as bans of Slavonia.231

Since it appears that the Cilli were willing to acquire by force what they

considered theirs,232 it seems suggestive that Ulrich Cilli tried to take control of the

banate of Croatia in 1454. After two campaigns he managed to capture the

strategically important castle of Ostrovica, and one other castle from the count of

Krbava.233 This brought him close to Knin, the ancient capital of Croatia, which

caused alarm at the Bosnian court. With Knin in his possession, and in alliance with

the Serbian despot and the rebellious Bosnian Duke Stephen Vukčić, Ulrich would

have practically surrounded King Stephen Tomaš.234 The Bosnian king even asked

Venice for an alliance against the Cilli, but the “Serenissima” refused.235 Seeing that

Croatia was a vital component for the conquest of Bosnia and the throne, it comes as

little surprise that the first thing Ulrich Cilli gained from King Ladislaus after their

reconciliation in 1455236 was official recognition as the ban of Dalmatia and

Croatia.237 Thus it seems that the symbolic meaning of the three crowned lions from

the times of Louis and Sigmund now reflected the actual state of things with Ulrich in

control of Croatia.

231 Engel, St. Stephen, 290,  Klaić, Povijest, 248-253, Klaić, Zadnji knezi, 80-90, Krones, Chronik 2,
103-107. Hunyadi’s opposition did not prevent the “de facto” recognition of their banate. Nicholas
Újlaki and Martin Frankopan both address the Cilli as bans of Slavonia as early as 1446. CKSL 1446,
January 6, Castrum Palota, and CKSL 1446, February 2, Senj.
232 A similar attempt was made in 1437, when they tried and failed to conquer the city of Gradec after
the death of Sigismund. See Nada Klaić, Zagreb, 142-147.
233 Krones, Chronik 2, 116.
234 Ulrich Cilli aided Duke Stephen Vukčić in his war against the city of Dubrovnik in 1451 by sending
him artillery and engineers, and in 1454 he arranged a marriage between the duke’s son and one of his
nieces. See Ignacij Voje, “Celjski grofi in Dubrovnik” (The Counts of Cilli and Dubrovnik), Celjski
zbornik (1990): 27-41, here: 31-34; Marko Šunjić, Bosna i Venecija (Bosnia and Venice), 254
(Sarajevo: Napredak, 1996) (henceforth: Šunjić, Bosna).
235 Šunjić, Bosna, 278.
236 As the tutor of Kign Ladislaus, Ulrich was “the uncrowned ruler of Austria” in 1453, only to be
ousted through the intrigues of Ulrich of Eitzing in September, 1453. He returned triumphantly to
Vienna in 1455 and remained the chief advisor and power behind the throne of Ladislaus V. See
Dopsch, Grafen, 28.
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Ladislaus V

Another possible explanation of the arms of Croatia as part of the coat of arms of the

Cilli is that it was an expression of links to the royal dynasty through Barbara, wife of

Sigmund Luxemburg and grandmother of Ladislaus V. After King Albert’s death,

Ulrich Cilli was the closest advisor and ally of his widow Elizabeth. When the queen

gave birth to Ladislaus in February, 1440, “he and the lords from Croatia and the

other magnates and the entire court were all overjoyed.”238 Furthermore, when the

young king was crowned, it was Ulrich Cilli who read the coronation charter239 and

held the Holy Crown over his head during mass. After the coronation Ulrich was the

only man riding a horse and carrying the crown, holding it over the king’s head for all

to see that it was the Holy Crown of St. Stephen he was crowned with.240

Including a royal coat of arms in one’s own was not unheard of before. The

Bosnian duke, Hrvoje Vukčić, had the Bohemian lion on his shield as a symbol of his

allegiance to Sigismund of Luxembourg, and before that, when he was in the camp of

Ladislaus of Naples, he used the Angevin fleur-de-lis.241 The Angevin symbol is also

present on the coat of arms of the Bosnian ban Tvrtko, who was a vassal of Louis the

237 Beginning with January 27 1455 Ulrich calls himself “Regnorum Dalmacie, Croacie ac Sclauonie
Banus”, Klaić, Povijest, 325, and Teleki, Hunyadiak, 437.
238 Kottaner, Memoirs, 35.
239 Helene Kottaner only states that “they read the coronation charter,” Kottaner, Memoirs, 44.
Thuróczy, however, writes in his chronicle “Vlricus comes Cilie et idem proximus regine adfuit, qui
pro puero coronato adinstar aliorum regum Hungarie tempore coronationis pro observanda sue plebes
libertate sacramentum prestantium reale prestitit iuramentum.” See Galántai, Johannes de Thurocz,
236, and Elemér Mályusz and Julius Kristó, Johannes de Thurocz, Cronica Hungarorum II.
Commentarii 2. Ab anno 1301 usque ad annum 1487, 301 (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadó, 1988).
240 Kottaner, Memoirs, 43-44.
241 Lovrenović, Grbovnik, 17.
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Great.242 Following the same pattern, the Cilli might have added the three crowned

lions due to their family relations with King Ladislaus, especially since the first seal is

dated to February 14, 1441,243 before the battle of Bátaszék, while Ladislaus’ party

still had the upper hand in the civil war.244 What is also interesting, is the position of

the shield itself in the composition of the seal. The dexter side is considered to be the

more “worthy” side, and this might be yet another means of expressing the

importance the Hungarian and Croatian possessions represented in the overall Cilli

ambitions.245

242 Franjo Miletić, Fojnički grbovnik – Fojnica Armorial Roll,  239 (Sarajevo: Rabic, 2005). The fleur-
de-lis is also found on the seal of the Bosnian king Stephen Ostoja from the year 1400 47) but is
replaced by the symbol of a crown on the seal of Stephen Tvrtko II from 1420. See Klaić, Povijest,
47,132).
243 Žvanut, Pečati, 110. The only copy of the seal in the Slovenian archives is dated to February 14,
1441, and since the year 1441 is in the inscription of the seal, the date of manufacture can be placed
between January and February 14. The charter states “versiegelt mit vnser baider anhangunden
insigel.”  Frederick sealed with his old seal, which contained two shields: Heuenburg and Sannegg.
CKSL 1441, February 14, Celje
244 See Engel, St. Stephen, 280-283.
245 Slater, Heraldry, 78. For example, the seal of Ladislaus V seems to suggest this as well. The
hierarchy of shields on the seal gives the following composition: in the top row stand the shields of
Hungary and Bohemia, in the second Croatia and Austria, and then Styria and Moravia. See BTM
66.2030. Compared to his “intitulatio” the order is identical. “Ladislaus dei gratia Hungarie Bohemie
Dalmatie Croatie etc. Rex Austrieque et Stirie Dux necnon Marchio Moravie etc.” Since the title of the
Cilli was “Cilie, Ortemburge, Zagorieque comes” it would be logical to expect the shield of Croatia to
be on the sinister side. On the small “secret” seal (BTM. 64.818), which, due to size limits contained
only the shields of Celje and Ortenburg, the Celje shield is positioned to the left in accordance with the
title. The earliest use of this seal I was able to find was on a charter issued to the city of Varaždin on
February 19, 1443 in Krapina. See Tanodi, MCV 1, 163-164.
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The Knight Supporters

A further element that deserves special attention are the two knights in armor as

supporters on the second seal of Ulrich II, holding the arms of Zagorje and Ortenburg.

Why did Ulrich decide to leave one angel and exchange the other two for knights? I

would argue that the contrast between the two seals seems to correspond to the goals

of the Cilli at the time of their creation. When the first seal was struck, in 1441, the

Cilli were engaged in a feud with Emperor Frederick over the recognition of their title

of “Reichsfürsten.” The three angels on the shield are, to my mind, a kind of

“Herrschaftspropaganda,” with the function of stressing the dei gracia as members of

the third “Heerschild.”

The inscription on Ulrich’s second seal dates it to the year 1443. In that year

the goals of the Cilli changed completely. In August they reconciled with Frederick,

and King Stephen Tvrtko II died in November of the same year, creating the

opportunity for the promised Bosnian inheritance. However, the Bosnian nobility

elected Stephen Tomaš, who had to seek Hunyadi’s help in defending his throne

against the Cilli. In exchange for his help Hunyadi exacted a yearly tribute of 3000

ducats from the Bosnian king.246 Evidence suggests that the Bosnian rulers were

vassals of the Hungarian crown more or less continuously – with short interruptions

after the death of Louis the Great.247 It was Matthias Corvinus who named Nicholas

246 See Grabmayer, Opfer, 298; Dopsch, Grafen, 27; Klaić, Povijest¸ 230-231.
247 In 1356  the intitulatio of the Bosnian ban states “dei gracia Bozne banus..ad petitionem serenissimi
principis domini nostri Ludovici.” See  Mile Brković, “Bosna i Hum” (Bosnia and Hum), in Povijest
Hrvata: Srednji vijek (History of the Croats: the Middle Ages), ed. Franjo Šanjek, 232-239, here: 239
(Zagreb: Školska knjiga, 2003). Sigismund led several campaigns into Bosnia and it was not until the
reign of Stephen Tvtrko II (1421-1433) that it became firmly dependent on Hungary. Engel, St.
Stephen, 233-236. There is also a charter issued by Stephen Thomas (1443-1461) from the year 1449 in
which he promises loyalty to the Holy Crown and John Hunyadi. See Teleki, Hunyadiak, 245.



54

Újlaki King of Bosnia in 1471.248 Also, by 1443, Hunyadi’s victories over the

Ottomans made him an “idol of the ‘nation’.”249 Considering that the greatest threat to

Bosnia came from the Ottomans,250 it seems reasonable to assume that Ulrich decided

to change his image in order to better suit the new focus of his ambitions, the crown

of Bosnia.

Cultivating the image of a knight was no innovation. In 1428 Ulrich went on a

pilgrimage to Santiago de Compostela, spending a considerable amount of money on

his journey. On the way he was received by the Castilian king, Juan II, who made him

a knight of the Collar of the Scale.251 In the late Middle Ages, the number of those

who could afford to become knights decreased significantly, making the title even

more prestigious.252 Furthermore, prior to the coronation of Ladislaus V, it was Ulrich

who presented him the sword with which he was knighted, “mounted with silver and

gold, and on which the motto read: ‘Invincible’.”253 Taking into account the

mercenary history of the Cilli,254 as well as the general Ottoman threat and Hunyadi’s

newly won fame, the decision to present the image of a knight seems reasonable.

Moreover, not only was Ulrich portraying himself as a warrior, but he also practiced

his skills as an army leader. In 1450 he personally led a campaign against the robber

248 Kubinyi, Frage, 376-377.
249 Engel, St. Stephen, 285.
250 Raukar, Srednjovjekovlje, 86.
251 Ulrich borrowed thirty-seven thousand florins from his father Frederick II for the trip. See Ignacij
Voje, “Romanje Ulrika II. Celjskega v Kompostelo k sv. Jakobu” (The Pilgrimage of Ulrich II. Cilli to
Santiago de Compostela), Zgodovinski časopis 38, no. 3 (1984): 225-230; D´Arcy Jonathan Dacre
Boulton, The Knights of the Crown: The Monarchical Orders of Knighthood in Later Medieval Europe
1325-1520, 327-328 (Suffolk: The Boydel Press, 1987) (henceforth: Boulton, Knights), and Wilhelm
Baum, “Die Grafen von Cilli, das deutsche Königtum und die ‘internationale Politik’,” in Germadnik,
ed., Celjski grofje, 37-50, here: 43-44.
252 Boulton, Knights, 10.
253 Kottaner, Memoirs, 43.
254 Grabmayer, Opfer, 290-292, On mercenary activities during the the region in the fifteenth century
see Niederstätter, Geschichte, 54-58.
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baron Pankraz of Holics, who was pillaging Austria,255 and in 1454 he offered his

services to Venice, which at the time was at war against the duke of Milan.256

Conclusion

The analysis of the princely seals of the counts of Cilli reveals that they reflected their

increase in rank. Their large size immediately identifies the owners as persons of great

importance. Their iconography seems to paint a picture that comes very close to

royalty. The adoption of the arms of Croatia further accentuated the link to the royal

dynasty, but also seems to have expressed an ambition towards the southeast, in the

direction of the Bosnian crown. Ulrich’s second seal, especially, created with the

crown “close at hand,” seems to have supported this ambition. By combining leonine

and knightly elements it projects the image of a warrior and a ruler, exactly the sort of

“propaganda” that a region plagued by the Ottomans might have wanted to see. Since

the crown of Bosnia seems to have been in some way dependent on Hungary, Ulrich’s

association with Ladislaus appears to be an important element in his aspirations.

255 Karl Gutkas, “Der Mailberger Bund von 1451,” Mitteilungen des Instituts für Österreichische
Geschichtsforschung 74 (1966): 51-94, 347-392, here: 84, and Krones, Chronik 2, 91.
256 Klaić, Povijest, 323.
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CHAPTER III: THE GAME OF THRONES

Introduction

The emphasis of the first chapter was on the acceptance of the new rank of the Cilli in

charters and correspondence, as well as the articulation of identity as a “Reichsfürst.”

The analysis of the seals in Chapter 2, suggested that the driving force behind their

policy seems to have been the acquisition of the royal crown of Bosnia, which

depended to a large extent on the Hungarian court. Since King Ladislaus V was a

close relative of the Cilli it seems that this goal was within the realm of possibilities.

In this chapter my intention is to provide a context for the problems raised in the

previous two chapters. I shall analyze significant historic moments in order to present

an overview of the presentation and acceptance of the higher status of the Cilli. One

aim is to test the hypotheses from the iconographical analysis of the seals; the other is

to try to determine why Ulrich referred to himself as Fürst as late as 1455.

Royal Reconciliation

In the civil war that tore apart Hungary after the death of King Albert, the Cilli took

the side of the widowed queen Elizabeth, and her infant son Ladislaus V, against the

Polish pretender, Wladislaus III Jagiełło.257 Wladislaus was supported by the majority

of the Hungarian nobility, whereas the richest magnates, including the Serbian despot

and the Garai, were in the Habsburg camp. The forces were evenly matched until the
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battle of Bátaszék, in which John Hunyadi and Nicholas Újlaki defeated the last army

Elizabeth could muster from the central and southern parts of the kingdom. This

seems to have been the turning point of the war, and most of Elizabeth’s supporters

surrendered, and made peace with Wladislaus. The Cilli submitted on April 19, 1441,

near Szombathely which, according to Vjekoslav Klaić, “finally tipped the scales in

Wladislaus’ favor.”258

Neither side appeared to be defeated. The Cilli’s general, Jan Witowec, had

achieved a great victory against the king’s forces near Samobor on March 1, capturing

many prisoners.259 On the other hand the king still had a large army at his disposal,

and could muster additional reinforcements from the east of the kingdom. Therefore, a

treaty could be reached without any of the parties losing face.

In exchange for a pledge of loyalty and his acceptance as king, Wladislaus

recognized the Cilli as veris atque legitimis membris corone regni Hungarie.260 This

was an important achievement for the Cilli. It not only legitimized their status as

Hungarian nobles,261 but it also awarded them special status comparable to another

great man, Despot George Branković, whom King Albert had called principale regni

huius membrum in 1439.262 This special status was evident at the assembly in Buda in

the summer of 1442.  In the list of witnesses Frederick II Cilli is ranked immediately

257 Engel, St. Stephen, 280-283, and Klaić, Povijest, 209-221.
258 Klaić, Povijest 216.
259 The chronicler of the Cilli describes the battle in great detail and with a certain measure of pride:
“Do drang Jan Wittowecz mit seinem volgk in die wagenburg oder pasteyen, und an dem eindringen
wurden die Hungern so hertigklich geschlagen und gestochen, dass die zagheit ganz in sy kam. Und
welche da nicht wurden geschlagen oder gefangen, die flochen in das gmœss mit alle und trengten sich.
Do nun die Hungern den streidt vnd sieg hatten verlohrn und die von Cilli des streidts sighafft worden,
do raumbten sy in der pasteyen ihre getzelt und wagen und funden darin goldt, silber, geldt und anders
gut ein gross theill und nahmen das. Item sy nahmen an der wahlstadt fünff hundert gesatleter pfert,
item sy fiengen der Unger gar viel; darundter was ein hertzogk von Lindau und viel andere herrn, ritter
und knecht; die wurden all in die thurn und gefenknuss gefürt; und mit selbigen gefangen wardt graff
Ulrich von Cilli und die genandten leuth sein geisel, von dem von Poln ledigk gemacht hat...” Krones,
Chronik 2, 101-102.
260 CKSL 1441, april 19. near Szombathely.
261 On the problem of the acceptance of the Cilli as Hungarian nobles see Grabmayer, Opfer, 296.
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after the Serbian despot, before the other secular magnates of Hungary.263 Moreover,

Wladislaus addresses them in the charter as illustres principes Friderico et Vlrico

Cillie, Ortemburge et Zagorie comites. Being recognized by a king, even one without

direct imperial ties, probably carried a certain amount of “prestige” capital that the

Cilli could use in their feud against Frederick. Wladislaus also pledged to protect

them from all enemies, securing thus their possessions in Hungary.

Another matter in question was honor. After Wladislaus captured Ulrich in

1440264 he was released in exchange for 24 hostages. It is possible that the release

alone would have been considered a debt of honor by Ulrich. However, he certainly

had an obligation to the hostages.  As the chronicler reports, also lies graff Ulrich von

Cilli sein gaisel gar lang in die gefengknus sitzen, das er die nicht ledigte.265 As it was

the duty of seniors to protect their men, Ulrich’s honor was at stake if they were left in

prison. As part of the peace treaty, Wladislaus set 12 of them free, while the

remainder were kept as insurance that Ulrich would return the king’s towns he still

held in his possession. This apparently did not happen or there might have been other

difficulties, since in the alliance treaty with Emperor Frederick III, on September 21,

1443, five of them are mentioned as still being in the custody of King Wladislaus.266

262 Quoted from Klaić, Povijest, 188. Vjekoslav Klaić did not use footnotes, and I was unable to locate
the original source.
263 The list of the witnesses goes as follows: “Et nos Symon Agriensis, Johannes Waradiensis, Mathias
Wesprimiensis Petrus Chanadiensis Joseph Boznensis Episcopi, Georgius despotus Rascie, Fridericus
Cillie Ortenburge et Zagorie Comes, Laurencius de hedrehwar Regni Hungarie palatinus, Nicolaus de
wijlak wayuoda Transiluanus et Banus Machoviensis, Mathko de Tallowcz Comes Cetine, necnon
Regnorum dalmacie et Croacie ac tocius Sclauonie Banus, Petrus Odrawasch, leopoliensis, Hirczko
podolie palati...”  See Teleki, Hunyadiak, 120.
264 Simon Rozgony, who captured Ulrich, was richly rewarded for the deed by Wladislaus. DL 13619
and DL 13620
265 Krones, Chronik 2, 98.
266 When the alliance treaty was signed a special reservation was made delaying its coming to power
until the the hostages were released. “Vnd sindemaln, dieselben von Cili solh puntnuss, die wider
allermeniclich, sunderlich auch gen Vngern lauten sol, von ettlichergefangen wegen die zu Ofen zu
Geijsel geseczt sind, dem Kunig von Polan, mitnamen Jorg von wynnden, Heinrich Ranndekger,
wolfgang Ekger, Fridrich verl, Jorg Gall, zu disemmal nit gewerttigen mugen...” See Teleki,
Hunyadiak, 140-142.
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Yet, even liberating most of them was a signal that the Cilli were fulfilling their

obligations as seniors, thus preserving their honor.

Wladislaus also profited from the arrangement. Not only did the submission of

the Cilli mean the end of the civil war, but the event served as a display of royal

mercy. It is unknown whether this was due to counsel or the king’s own nature, but

the otherwise harsh critic of Emperor Frederick’s enemies, Aeneas Sylvius, wrote

that:

Erat Wladislaus adolescens, quamvis facie et corpore deformis,
liberalitate tamen et animi magnitudine dignus laude. Alloquebatur
populum absque interprete: quos virtute praestantes viros nouit,
muneribus sibi conciliauit; plura donauit, quam sibi retinuit267

Largitas was in fact one of the principal qualities of kingship and it appears that the

young king tried to be an ideal king.268 Even his chivalric, but meaningless death

confirms this.

The Cilli gained much from that peace treaty. Their prestigious status in

Hungary was legitimized, their honor preserved, and their princely title confirmed by

royal recognition, which, apart from Újlaki, seems not to have been disputed again by

Hungarian nobility. Moreover, as I have mentioned before, the Cilli seem to have

continued to champion the cause of Ladislaus V, and were resisting the king’s

attempts to collect funds for his campaigns, thus making his suzerainty nominal at

best.

Imperial Reconciliation

Since the Cilli’s elevation to the status of prince was done without his consent, and

also threatened the integrity of his lands, Frederick of Habsburg did not recognize it.

267 Quoted from Klaić, Povijest, 204.
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This resulted in a long-lasting feud269 which was also reflected on the symbolic level.

The draft of a letter by Frederick of Habsburg to Frederick II Cilli from August 1437

degrades them even below the fourth Heerenschild. Instead of being addressed at least

as wohlgeboren the term used is Edler und lieber getrewer von Cili.270 In the

armistice treaty from August, 1440, he refers to them simply as die von Cilli.271 A

year later, in September 1441, the Cilli issued a charter prolonging the armistice treaty

and this time, for the first time since their elevation, they omitted the dei gracia from

their title. Instead, for themselves they used simply grauen zu Cili etc, while

according Frederick full respect.272 That the Cilli were insulted by this is clear from

the chronicle of the Cilli:

und der fürst von Oesterreich wolt ihn ihr würdigkeit als fürsten an
seinen briuen nicht schreiben und ihren titul nicht hocher setzen weder
vor, das verdross die von Cilli also, das von desselben tituls wegen
mancherley schreiben ihn geschach, und wardt ein grosser unwillen
zwischen ihnen und kamen zuletzt darumb in krieg, der lang zwischen
ihnen gewehrte.273

Finally, in August, 1443 the two parties finally negotiated a peace treaty.

Frederick recognized their status as princes. In return the Cilli were forced to give up

the territorial lordship that preserved the integrity of the Habsburg lands. The

“Landschranne,” a symbol of independent jurisdiction which the Cilli proudly

stressed in 1437,274 was a necessary sacrifice on their part, but that was not all. They

268 Apart from largitas, there were other virtues rooted in Christian ethics - piety, justice, clemency and
humility. See Althoff, Family, 106.
269 See Štih, Frage.
270 CKSL 1437, August 23 or 24, Wiener Neustadt. King Ladislaus for example used the same form of
address for Ulrich Eitzinger, who was a lesser noble. CKSL, 1452, October 13, Vienna.
271 Koller, Regesten. 58.
272 CKSL 1441, September 4. He is addressed as “allerdurchleuchtigst furst und herr…unser gnedigster
herr”
273 Krones, Chronik 2, 84.
274 In 1437, when Frederick II Cilli was accused by his vassal Jost Auert of unjustifiably taking his fief,
for which he should have appeared before the “Landschranne” in Graz, he replied to Frederick of
Habsburg that his court had no jurisdiction over the Cilli and that this right belonged to the king alone,
as the only person that can try a “Reichsfürst.” See Štih, Frage, 87.
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also had to sign a mutual inheritance treaty which put the Cilli in an inferior

position.275 In exchange for all their possessions in the empire, the Habsburgs offered

significantly less territory, a good part of which was already in pledged possession of

the Cilli.276 Frederick III then elevated the Cilli to the rank of princes, but he did not

accord them the appropriate form of address. He still referred to them as

wohlgeboren,277 as did his brother Albert and cousin Sigismund.278 It seems that

Frederick III did not consider the Cilli and the Görz as fully belonging to the

“Reichsfürstenstand.” For them he used the inappropriate wohlgeboren,279 whereas he

addressed the other “Fürsten” as hochgeboren.280 Furthermore, since he also

addressed the Frankopani as wohlgeboren,281 he was effectively erasing the difference

in rank that should have existed between a member of the “Reischsfürstenstand” and

someone who was not. It seems clear that Frederick was using contempt in order to

accentuate what he probably considered to be an insurmountable distance between the

“real” members of the “Reischsfürstenstand” and those who had climbed up from the

fourth Heerschild.282 Comparing this peace treaty with the one signed with

Wladislaus, the reconciliation with Frederick seems to have been anything but

favorable. In exchange for the territorial lordship, the inheritance, and a permanent

alliance the Cilli only got their fürstlichen namen, which was an unprecedented status

275 CKSL 1443, August 16, Wiener Neustadt, B.
276 Štih, Frage, 91-92.
277 CKSL 1443, August 16, A, B, C, Vienna.
278 CKSL 1443, August 17, Wiener Neustadt.
279 “des wolgeboren Heinrichs graven zu Görtz” Chmel, 1767, 1444 Oktober 1 Nurernberg. Also CKSL
1451, January 26, Wiener Neustadt.
280 “dem hochgeborn Ludwigen lanndgraven zu Hessen,” Chmel, 612, 1442, June 18, Aachen; “der
hochgeborn Ludwig pfalczgrave by Reine,” Chmel, 2502, 1448 Oktober 18 Vienna; “die hochgeborne
furstynne frawe Margarethen herczogin zu Sassen,” Chmel, 2312, 1447 September 1 Vienna, and
“hochgebornen Bernhart marggraf zu Baden,” Chmel, 2194, 1446 November 24 Vienna.
281 “dem wolgeborn vnserm besunderlieben vnd getrewn graf Doÿm von Modrusch vnserm hauptman
in Krain,” CKSL 1443, September 23, Graz.
282 For contempt as a means to maintain social distinction see Miller, Disgust, 217-225, and Petkov,
Kiss, 137-238.
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in the empire.283 What was the compensation that Frederick had offered? It seems that

it was a place on the royal council.

The “Ear of the Lord”

Medieval kings and lords were obliged to discuss important issues with their loyal

followers, but there were no rules as to who should be included in this privileged

group.284 Consequently this means that those who were consulted on all important

matters, the counselors who enjoyed “the ear of the lord,” were able to exert

considerable influence on the politics at court and assert their claims or interests. At

the court of Emperor Frederick III, at any given time, only a small number of people,

half a dozen to a dozen at most, were consulted on any major decision.285 It is

important to keep in mind that “power could be of all kinds: political, judicial,

military, fiscal or ecclesiastical, but it could also be mere influence. What really

counted was the degree or scale of power.”286 Having the ear of the emperor carried

with it a great deal of power and prestige. In a letter from January 12, 1444, Aeneas

Sylvius wrote: Comes Cilie et dux Albertus ambo in consilium Regis sunt recepti et

283 Peter Štih, “Ulrik Celjski in Ladislav Posmrtni ali Celjski grofje v ringu velike politike” (Ulrich
Cilli and Ladislaus Posthumous or the Counts of Cilli in the ring of big politics), in Spomeni Helene
Kottaner (The memoirs of Helene Kottaner), ed. Igor Grdina and Peter Štih, 11-47, here: 29 (Ljubljana:
Nova revija, 1999) (henceforth: Štih, Ulrik).
284 Gerd Althoff, “Royal Favor,” in Ordering Medieval Society, Perspectives on Intellectual and
Practical Modes of Shaping Social Relations, ed. Bernhard Jussen, tr. Pamela Selwyn, 243-269, here:
252 (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2001) – (henceforth: Althoff, Royal Favor).
One often finds in charters the formula “nach vnser rett vnd diener rat.” For example CKSL 1444,

September 29, Ozalj.
285 Peter Moraw, “The Court of the German Kings and of the Emperor at the end of the Middle Ages
1440-1519,” in Princes, Patronage, and the Nobility, The Court at the Beginning of the Modern Age c.
1450-1650, ed. Ronald G. Asch and Adolf M. Birke, 103-137, here: 116 (London, German Historical
Institute, New York: Oxford Univeristy Press, 1991).
286 Raymond van Uytwen, “Showing off One’s Rank in the Middle Ages,” (henceforth: Uytwen,
Showing off) in Blockmans, ed., Showing Status, 19-34, here: 21.
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his diebus iurarunt287 How did this reflect on the prestige and status of the counts of

Cilli?

The Nuremberg Gifts

As I have indicated earlier, the acceptance of the princely status of the Cilli in the

empire must have been smooth and their loss of territorial lordship does not seem to

have affected it at all. Moreover, the association with Frederick’s court opened new

possibilities for Ulrich to increase his prestige. This was immediately apparent during

the meeting of the Reichstag in Nuremberg, in 1444, where Ulrich appeared as a

member of Frederick’s entourage.288 The statement of expenditures of the city shows

how much was spent on gifts to the king, the princes, and the king’s court.289 The

value of such gifts was in direct proportion to the recipient’s importance290 and it

reflected the judgment of the citizens concerning social rank.291 On this roster Ulrich

Cilli is listed together with the bishops of Trier and Mainz, the duke of Saxony, and

the margrave of Brandenburg, all of them prince electors of the empire. Though he

ranks last, the mere fact that he is grouped together with the electors implies that he

287 Quoted from Mlinar, Podoba, 323. 1444, January 12, St. Veit. Original in, Der Briefwechsel des
Eneas Silvius Piccolomini (ed. R. Wolkan) (henceforth: Wolkan, Briefwechsel). I am giving the
references in the format that Mlinar has used.
288 Aeneas Sylvius writes in a letter to Caspar Schlick on June 24 “…Illuc sequuntur regem Albertus et
Sigismundus Austrie duces, Ulricus Sillacei comes, et dominus de Wallsee…” Quoted from Mlinar,
Podoba, 324. 1444, June 24, Vienna. Original in Wolkan, Briefwechsel.
289Chroniken Nürnberg, 3, 398-401.
290 Paul-Joachim Heinig, “How large was the Court of Emperor Frederick III,” in Princes, Patronage,
and the Nobility, The Court at the Beginning of the Modern Age c. 1450-1650, ed. Ronald G. Asch and
Adolf M. Birke, 139-156, here: 141, (London, German Historical Institute, New York: Oxford
Univeristy Press, 1991).
291 Uytwen, Showing off , 20.
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was accorded great respect.292 This is even more significant as the list with the

entourage of the lords suggests that several princes were present who were not given

special gifts.293 The musicians employed by the lords were also given gifts by the city.

In Ulrich’s entourage there were four of them, each receiving 1 florin, the same as in

the case of Albert of Austria and the bishop of Würzburg. The king had nine

musicians, the margrave of Brandenburg seven, the duke of Saxony and the duke of

Bavaria six each. It is interesting, however, that the musicians of Margrave Albert

Achilles received only four florins, and those of the Bavarian duke only four. Clearly,

the gifts to Ulrich and his musicians suggest that he was in treated equally, if not

better than some “established” princes. Therefore, it appears that one of the first

consequences of the “imperial favor” was their opportunity for recognition and

influence throughout the empire.

Power and Influence

The power of influence was strongest near the center of power itself. The sources

suggest that Ulrich was most active on the local level. Even before he was sworn in as

counselor, he mediated between the emperor and the Tyrolean estates regarding the

guardianship of Sigismund of Tyrol.294 Recent research has revealed that the role of

mediator was very important for conflict resolution in the Middle Ages and very

292 He received 6 new hellers (about 24 golden florins), Frederick of Brandenburg 7, the bishop of
Mainz 8, the bishop of Trier 8, and the duke of Saxony 19. Chronik Nürnberg 3, 401.
293 The list mentions the musicians of “Herzog Ludwig,” “kunigs von Denmark,” and the “bischoffs
von Coln.” It should be noted that the bishop of Cologne was also one of the electors, but it is possible
that these lords were not present, although the presence of their musicians suggests that they were.
Chronik Nürnberg 3, 399-400.
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prestigious too, as it projected an image of trust and authority.295 Due to their status as

both imperial and Hungarian nobles, the Cilli mediated on several occasions between

the Hungarian nobility and Emperor Frederick after the death of King Wladislaus in

1444.296 Frederick Cilli also served as an adjudicator in a legal dispute between Henry

of Görz and Engelhart Auersperger in 1450,297 and Emperor Frederick confirmed his

decision.298

In addition to mediation, Ulrich served as one of the emperor’s commissioners

on the assemblies of the estates of Austria in November 1448, and in August 1449.299

It was at this latter assembly that the estates asked the king to lead an expedition

against Pankraz of Holics or einen obersten Hauptmann bestellen, und indess eine

Anzahl Reisiger den Feinden entgegenstellen damit der teglich krieg und schaden

dester paser gewendet werde.300 The choice fell on Ulrich Cilli and the successful

campaign probably brought him great prestige with the estates and contributed to his

reputation as a military leader. He also sat “in seinem kuniglichen sall zu Gericht”

taking part in court procedures with the other counselors.301 It is important to mention

294 Mlinar, Podoba, 319. Original in Piccolomini: Enee Silvii Piccolomini Pii PP. II. De Viris
Illustribus, (Studi e testi 341), (ed. Heck A. van) Città del Vaticano 1991 (henceforth: Heck,
Illustribus)
295 Gerd Althoff, “Satisfaction: Peculiarities of the Amicable Settlement of Conflicts in the Middle
Ages,” in Ordering Medieval Society, Perspectives on Intellectual and Practical Modes of Shaping
Social Relations, ed. Bernhard Jussen, tr. Pamela Selwyn, 270-279, here: 272-273 (Philadelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press, 2001). The Emperor Albert II, for example, was sought throughout
the empire to act as mediator and considered to be a “Vater der Fürsten.” See Günther Hödl, Habsburg
und Österreich 1273-1493. Gestalten und Gestalt des österreichischen Spätmittelalter (Köln, Graz:
Böhlau, 1988), 83-84.
296 Ulrich in autumn 1446.  Rynešová, Rosenberg 3, 1446, July 6, and Chmel, 2200, 1446, December 3
Vienna.  Frederick Cilli in April 1447. Rynešová, Rosenberg 3, 203-204, 1447, April 9, Ulrich also
negotiated, together with cardinal John St. Angeli a peace treaty between Emperor Frederick on one
side, and Pangraz of St. Nicholas and Michael Ország on the other in August 1448. Teleki, Hunyadiak,
237. Moreover it was decided that “Künftige Ereignisse sollten durch den Grafen Ulrich von Cilli
entschieden und vermittelt warden” Chmel,  2463, 1448, August 5 Bratislava.
297 Text of his judgement in CKSL 1450, February 13, Celje.
298 Chmel, 2657, 1450, Nov 16, Wiener Neustadt.
299 Chmel, 2506, 1448 November 4 Krems, ibid, 2587, 1449 August 26 St. Veit in Kärnten, ibid, 2589,
1449 September 1 Krems.
300 Ibid, Reg 2589, 1449 September 1 Krems.
301 Kraus, Urkunden, 84, 1448, October 3, Vienna.
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that in all of these charters Ulrich’s name is always listed before any other secular

counselor’s.

First Signs of Emancipation

The deaths of King Wladislaus at Varna in November, 1444, and of Ban Matko

Talovac soon afterwards, seem to have been a turning point for the Cilli. In 1445 they

managed to “conquer” the banate of Slavonia, simultaneously with Emperor

Frederick’s occupation of several castles in the western borderlands of Hungary.302

Under pressure from the Habsburg party the Hungarian diet recognized Ladislaus V

as king of Hungary. As one of the closest relatives of the king, Ulrich Cilli probably

hoped to gain influence and power in the kingdom, but the Diet of Rákos, in 1446,

elected John Hunyadi as regent.  Since the infant king remained in Frederick’s hands,

and Hunyadi even attempted to remove the Cilli’s hold over Slavonia by force, they

probably had no other option than to remain loyal to the emperor303 while, at the same

time, focused their activities eastwards. The alliance with Martin Frankopan in

1446304 suggests this, as does the intensification of contacts with the Moravian

magnate Ulrich of Rosenberg, another supporter of the Habsburg party. This also

seems to have been a period in which Ulrich Cilli, probably encouraged by the

certainty of his nephew’s eventual ascension to the throne, displayed signs of his

ambitions as the power behind the throne of Ladislaus.

302 Engel, St. Stephen, 288, and Klaić, Povijest, 245.
303 Hunyadi’s feud with the Cilli is described by the chronicler of the Cilli, Krones, Chronik 2, 103-
106.
304 CKSL 1446, February 2, Senj. Ulrich had already made an alliance with Stephen Frankopan in
1444.  CKSL 1444, September 29, Ozalj.
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In 1446, Ulrich Cilli sent Ulrich Rosenberg sellam vestre persone aptam una

cum equo,305 to which Rosenberg replied that bin ich ganz danknemen von euren

gnaden und hoff auch solchs abgotwillen willikleichen zu verdienen.306 Gifts in the

Middle Ages were a publicly visible expression of favor,307 and a gift of horse and

saddle were usually given by kings to those of lesser rank.308 In this context the gift,

although sent as a sign of affectionibus nostri cordis, seems to create a hierarchical

relationship between the two lords, one in which the Cilli acted almost as a senior of

the Rosenberg.

Another sign of growing self-awareness seems to be Ulrich’s bestowal of the

staple right and of a fair to the city of Varaždin in 1448.309 The staple right or

“Niederlagsrecht” was the obligation for merchants in transit to lay down their goods

in the city and offer them for sale.  In the empire staple right seems to have been

under the purview of the territorial lords, the princes,310 and in Hungary, at least in

Sigismund’s time, it seems to have been a regalia,311 as was the right to grant fairs.312

Both the content and form of the charter seem to be similar to royal privileges of the

same type313 and it is interesting to note that he did not grant the same right to Celje,

305 Rynešová, Rosenberg 3, 461, 1446, February 16.
306 Rynešová, Rosenberg 3, 108, 1446, July, 20.
307 Althoff, Royal Favor, 250.
308 Althoff names two examples in which a king gave a horse and saddle to vassals: the Carolingian
king Louis the Younger in 878 to his kinsman Louis the Stammerer, and Henry III in 1041 to Margrave
Luitpold of Austria.  The king of Naples, Charles II, sent a horse and a war engine to Paul Šubić in
1299. See Damir Karbić, “The Šubići of Bribir, A case study of a Croatian Medieval Kindred,” Ph. D.
dissertation (Budapest: Central European University, 2000), 62. Also, when John Hunyadi asked for
military assistance from King Alphonse V in 1448 he received three horses with saddles. See Klaić,
Povijest, 263.
309 Tanodi, MCV 1, 165.
310 See Miha Kosi, “Potujuči Srednji Vek” (The Travelling Middle Ages), (Ljubljana:
Znanstvenoraziskovalni center Slovenske akademije znanosti in umetnosti, Založba
Znanstvenoraziskovalnog centra, 1998) (henceforth: Kosi, Potojuči), 174-178.
311 Mályusz, Sigismund, 188, 206, 213.
312 Neven.Budak, Gradovi varaždinske županije u srednjem vijeku (The cities of the county of Varaždin
in the Middle Ages) (Zagreb, Koprivnica: Nakladnička kuća “DR. FELETAR,” 1994), 85.
313 Klaić, Zadnji knezi, 65.
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which received it from Emperor Frederick in 1488.314 Although there was no central

authority strong enough to oppose Ulrich’s, apparently arbitrary, use of royal rights, I

would argue that this mimesis of royalty could be considered a sort of display of

“Königsnähe” through the person of young Ladislaus V.

The Break in 1451

In the words of Peter Štih, the Austrian estates conducted a “revolution”315 at the end

of 1451, when the so called “Mailberger Bund” declared Frederick III’s guardianship

over Ladislaus void, and demanded that their duke be delivered to Austria. The most

prominent leader of this group was none other than Ulrich Cilli.316 Why did the Cilli

turn against his senior, whom he served as a royal counselor?

The chronicler of the Cilli mentions several reasons why a rift developed

between Frederick and Ulrich. After stating several possibilities that man sagt, that is

to say, rumors and gossip, he says ich fürcht aber von mir selbst, das alt fünckel was

zwischen ihnen vielleicht noch nicht erloschen.317 Clearly it was his opinion that the

good relations between them after the reconciliation were just a mask.

It seems that the first signs of Ulrich’s bid for power were made apparent in

1449. After Hunyadi’s disastrous defeat at the hands of the Ottomans at Kosovo in

314 Kosi, Potujoči, 176.
315 Štih, Ulrik, 33.
316 Gutkas, Mailberger Bund, 84, Engel, St. Stephen 292, Klaić, Povijest, 281-292, and Mlinar, Podoba,
217-227.
317 Krones, Chronik 2, 92. The chronicler further states that “Sy wurden auch hernach nimmer einigk,
bis das die von Cilli ihr letzte tag hie beschlossen.”
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November, 1448, he was effectively neutralized.318 Possibly emboldened by

Hunyadi’s weakness, Ulrich joined Margrave Albrecht Achilles in the feud against the

city of Nuremberg in September, 1449, despite Emperor Frederick’s request that the

feud be resolved peacefully.319 Moreover, the emperor wrote to Ulrich:

werestu gelegenhait derselben sachen recht underricht gewesen, du
hettest solchs nicht getan…es fugt sich auch nicht, daz du in solcher
veintschaft gegen in steest oder daz sy von den unsern oder aus unserm
hof und lannden oder darinn solten beschedigt warden, nachdem du
unser furst, rat und dienner bist und die von Nuremberg uns und dem
reych auch zugehoren320

The tone of the letter clearly suggests that the emperor was furious at Ulrich’s

open display of disobedience. In contrast, Count Johannes of Schaumberg respected

the emperor’s request and refused to join the margrave. The list of those who declared

the feud also states who had joined Albrecht Achilles on behalf of Ulrich Cilli. Apart

from his own vassals, those were the counts Ladislaus of St. Georg and Vösing, and

Nicholas de Blagay, Johannes, herczog zu Lymbach und grafe zu der

Eyseneynburg,321 Martin, Sigmund and Dujam Frankopan, and Engelhart Auersberg,

the chamberlain of Carniola.322 Not only was Ulrich very influential in Hungary and

Croatia, but he was also sufficiently strong to pull with him a chamberlain of

Carniola, bound to Frederick both as his “Landesfürst” and emperor. The emperor’s

futile protests only seem to have accentuated Ulrich’s effective power further.

318 Hunyadi was defeated by the Ottomans at Kosovo in November, 1448. On his return he was
captured by Despot Branković who forced him to agree to a marriage between Ulrich’s daughter
Elizabeth and his older son Ladislaus. Engel, St. Stephen, 291, Klaić, Povijest, 269-270.
319 Chronik Nürnberg 2,  136-143.
320 Quoted from Chronik Nürnberg 2, 477, footnote 2. Original in the Archive of Bamberg, Fasc. 377,
No 89.
321 Ibid, 144. I could not find out who exactly this “herczog” was. He is listed under princes, probably
because of the title of duke that he apparently had or claimed. Eisenstadt was at this time still in
Hungarian hands and it was only occupied by Frederick III after Wladislaus’ death. See Engel, St.
Stephen  ̧288.
322 Chronik Nürnberg 2, 477-478. The list also contains a number of lesser nobles and members of the
Ulrich’s court.
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Perhaps prompted by these actions, Frederick made a treaty with John

Hunyadi in 1450, and with the governor of Bohemia, George Podébrad, in 1451,

extending his guardianship over Ladislaus and prolonging their regency until 1458.323

This seems to have been the direct reason that brought together the Austrian estates,

the Cilli, and the Rosenbergs. The result was the siege of Wiener Neustadt, and the

emperor’s capitulation in September, 1452. He was forced to deliver Ladislaus V into

the waiting hands of Ulrich Cilli.

Coming back to the question as to why Ulrich turned against his senior I will

state one of the reasons that the chronicler of the Cilli offers:

auch so (der) graff gen hoff zu dem könig gangen wer, so het man ihn
offt lang an der thur anhangen und nicht eingelassen; aber andere sein
raht und diener weren allweg eher eingelassen worden, und das solt
den von Cilli verdrossen haben.324

Aeneas Sylvius confirms that Ulrich felt marginalized by the emperor, despite

being his counselor secretiores res absque se geri,325 but later he also adds that

Ulrich’s envoys, when delivering Ulrich’s official “resignation” to the office of

counselor, stated that one of the reasons was that the emperor did not respect Ulrich’s

interests in his policy towards Hungary.326 The Cilli are supposed to have told

Frederick in the negotiations before Wiener Neustadt that the war could have been

avoided had the emperor honored Albert’s testament and mittereturqe Ladislaus ad

Posonium, iuxta patris voluntatem nutriendus, donec adolesceret,327 where clearly,

the young king would have been under Ulrich’s influence. It seems that the principal

323 Engel, St. Stephen, 292.
324 Krones, Chronik 2, 92.
325 Quoted from Mlinar, Podoba, 292.  Original in Piccolomini: Aeneae Sylvii Senensis, sive Pii Papae
II. Historia Australis. V.: Lollarius Analecta monumentorum omnis aevi Vindobonensia II, 212-213.
(henceforth: Piccolomini, Historia Australis) See also Mlinar, Podoba, 219.
326 Mlinar, Podoba, 222, 297.
327 Quoted from Mlinar, Podoba, 299. Original in Piccolomini, Historia Australis, 384-385.
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reason was in fact the struggle for control over the young king and, by extension, over

his inheritance.

Ulrich II – the Uncrowned King

I shall now discuss the last two years of Ulrich’s life.328 This period, apparently the

pinnacle of Ulrich’s power is delimited by two powerful symbolic events: his

triumphant entry into Vienna in February 1455 and his opulent funeral in Celje in

December 1456.

After a brief period of “disfavor,” caused by the intrigues of Eitzinger, Ulrich

returned to Vienna in February 1455.329 Aeneas Sylvius writes:

Comes iis gestis, per amicos clam reconciliatur, reversurusque
Viennam mango et splendido apparatus, mille ducens equites expeditos
in armis, adit, venienti rex obviam extra urbem factus est. Primores,
nobiles, populares, omnes secuti salutare, amplecti, laudare comitem,
certare invicem, contumeliosius eieccerint, an magnificentius
revocaverunt…in trium phantis modum revertitur.330

This description resembles a royal “joyful” entry into the city after a

coronation.331 De facto, Ulrich’s influence and power were such that the reaction of

the citizens, expressing homage to him, seemed to mirror their perception of his

power. He was the informal guardian of the king,332 as Ladislaus V wrote after his

328 Frederick II Cilli died in 1454.
329 Ulrich was removed from power in september 1453. See Dopsch, Grafen, 28; Štih, Ulrik, 39-41, and
Klaić, Povijest, 314-315.
330 Quoted from Mlinar, Podoba, 312-313. Original in Historia Bohemica cap. 63 in Piccolomini:
Aeneae Sylvii Piccolominei  Senensis...opera quaae extant omnia. Basel 1551 (Frankfurt 1967).
331 See Gieysztor, Gesture 159, and Lawrence M. Bryant, “The Medieval Entry Ceremony at Paris,” in
Coronations. Medieval and Early Modern Monarchic Ritual, ed. János M. Bak, 88-118 (Berkeley:
University of California Press 1989).
332 Štih, Ulrik, 39.
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assassination: pro decore Curie nostre ac directore rerum nostrarum.333 Was he able

to fulfill his ambitions?

The aspirations towards Bosnia seem to have come under full swing during

this period. One of the first displays of the king’s favor was the official bestowal of

the banate of Dalmatia/Croatia. 334 By September 1456 Ulrich ruled all of Croatia

except the castle of Klis, which had surrendered to Venice.335 Additionally, Ulrich’s

niece married the son of Duke Stephen Vukčić.336 Thus, the two allies against the

Bosnian king became relatives, and together with the Serbian despot they encircled

King Stephen Tomaš on all sides. His appeal for help from Venice was turned down.

The “Serenissima” apparently did not dare go to war with Ulrich, as that would have

meant war with Hungary. 337 It seemed that the crown, promised to Hermann II, was

now close at hand.

In Hungary proper, the power of the Cilli grew continuously. Although

Hunyadi still retained the title of “captain general of the kingdom” (capitaneus regni

Hungariae generalis) and held a great share of royal revenues in his possession, he

was abandoned by his long term ally Újlaki, who joined the baronial league which

wanted to restore royal authority, led by the Cilli, Garai and the iudex curiae

Ladislaus Pálóci.338 Hunyadi’s power was gradually decreasing.  He signed an

333 Teleki, Hunyadiak, 549.
334 In 1453 the nominal holder of the banate was Ladislaus Hunyadi, as can be read in a letter to the city
of Bratislava from May 3 of that year (Teleki, Hunyadiak, 384). However, it seems that Ladislaus
never actually ventured into Croatia and what is even more interesting is that in a letter to Ulrich
bearing the same date as the aforementioned charter he does not use the title of Ban of
Dalmatia/Croatia (Teleki, Hunyadiak, 385). See also Klaić, Povijest, 323. In a letter to the
“Serenissima” in May 1455, Ulrich informed the Venetian government of his appointment by the king.
See Ljubić, Listine 10, 95. The first charter I was able to find in which he called himself “regnorum
Dalmacie, Croacie et Sclauonie banus” is from January 27 1455. See  Nagy, Zichy 9, 351, and Klaić,
Povijest, 329.
335 Venice became guardian of the late ban Pavao Talovac’s children and the city of Klis was taken
under this pretext. See Klaić, Povijest, 330.
336 Šunjić, Bosna, 279, and Klaić, Povijest, 328.
337 Klaić, Povijest, 329.
338 Engel, St. Stephen, 294. Alliance treaty in Teleki, Hunyadiak, 437-438.
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alliance with Ulrich in August, 1455,339 and at the beginning of 1456, he had to resign

from some of the royal revenues, as well as some of the royal fortresses.340 After he

died of plague in August, the king appointed Ulrich “captain general of the realm,” by

which token he seems to have fulfilled Ulrich’s ambition in Hungary. There was no

man more powerful in the kingdom than he.

Hochgeboren Fürst

Another important success was achieved on the symbolic plane. In a charter issued on

January 25, 1455, Sigismund of Tyrol addressed Ulrich as dem hochgeborn fürsten

vnserm lieben öheim graf Vlreichen grauen zu Cili zu Ortemburg vnd im Seger etc,

ban zu Dalmacien Croacien vnd in Winndischnlannden.341 Nineteen years after the

elevation, this was, to my knowledge, the first time that a Habsburg addressed a Cilli

as hochgeboren, according Ulrich, now the last male member of the dynasty, the

appropriate form of address. How much thus recognition could have meant to Ulrich

is impossible to tell, but the content of the charter might be an indication. According

to the charter Ulrich loaned Sigismund two hundred thousand florins. Taking into

account that the yearly revenue of the Kingdom of Hungary in 1475 was from five to

seven hundred fifty thousand florins,342 it seems that Ulrich paid dearly for this honor.

Additionally, in February, 1456, Ulrich forged an alliance with William and

339 CKSL 1455, August 1, Buda, A. He also agreed to the previously arranged marriage between his
son, Matthias, and Ulrich’s daughter Elizabeth, which he had cancelled when Ulrich was out of the
king’s favor. Furthermore, he confirmed that the dowry was to be determined solely by Ulrich. See
CKSL, 1455, August 1, Buda, B.
340 Engel, St. Stephen. 295.
341 CKSL 1455, January 25, Lienz.
342 András Kubinyi, “Stände und Staat in Ungarn in der zweiten Hälfte des 15. Jahrhunderts,” Bohemia
31 (1990): 312-325, here: 323, and János M. Bak, “Monarchie im Wellental: Materielle Grundlagen
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Frederick, the dukes of Saxony and electors of the empire. Clearly, at this time, there

was no question regarding his status as “Reichsfürst.” The previously mentioned

arenga shows that at this stage he expressed himself as one.

“Staatsbegräbnis”

After his assassination in Belgrade by Ladislaus Hunyadi in November, 1456, Ulrich

was buried in the Minorite church in Celje. The funeral ceremony was described in

detail by the chronicler of the Cilli.343 Funerals, just like coronations, princely baptism

sor marriage ceremonies, were a public event, attended by many people and an

outstanding opportunity to show social standing.344 Ulrich’s funeral was no exception.

Opulence and splendor are accentuated by the chronicler through repetitive use of the

des ungarischen Königtums im fünfzehnten Jahrhundert,” in Das spätmittelalterliche Königtum im
europäischen Vergleich, ed. Reinchard Schneider, 347-384 (Sigmaringen: Thorbecke, 1987).
343 “Do nun das alles ergangen was, do wardt edlen vnd fürstlich graffen Ulrichs todter leichnamb in
ein truhen gelegt und reinigklich verschagen und gen Cilli in begrebnus gefürt und in dem closter
daselbst in den sargk gelegt, und wardt von der edl fürstin Catharina, seiner gemahl, vnd von seinen
herrn rittern und knechten und dienern hochgelagt unf fürstlich bestat. Und als man ihm das dreyssigst
beginge, do wurden viell furstlicher berat und viell sendlicher klag gesechen, davon ich ein venig sagen
will. Von erst so wardt in mittn des gotteshauss des closters Cilli ein köstliches grab gemacht und
aufgesetzt. das was mit schwartzen tuch köstlich umbhangen und bedeckt, und umb das grab wurden
vier brinnende stekertzen köstlich aufgesteckt, die lichten schein gaben. Darnach wurden zwelf arme
menschen, köstlich in schwartz gekleidet, geordnet, die innerhalb der stekerten zu runde vmb das grab
stunden, und ein jeder hatte eine brinnende wachskertzen in seiner handt. Und vor diesem grab was ein
altar zugericht; darauf wardt das grosse seelambt gesungen. Und als man das offertorium gesang, und
do nun die edle fürstin, frau Catharina, ihr opfer auf den altar hett gelegt und nach ihr viel ritter und
knechte, do waren geordnet fünf panir, nämblich Cilli, Ortenburg, Sannegk, Seger und dad fünfft was
ein schwarz Klagfändl, und zu iedem panir sein schildt und vergoldener helmb; die wurden von gutten
ritter und knechten zu dem grab und zu dem altar gertragen und geopfert. Und nach diesem wurden
zwelff ross köstlich getziert und mit schwartzen tuch köstlich bedegt; und auf einem jeden ross ein
knab köstlich in schwartz gekleidet sass. (Also wardt) zu dem grab und zu dem altar geritten und zu
dem seel-ambt geopffert, und ein geharnischter mann ging vor ihm. Und als das opffer der panir,
schildt, helmb und ross nun beschach, do legt sich dieser harnaschte mann nieder; do hub ainer ein
sendlich geschrej ob diesem geharnaschtem man mit aufgethanem hellen mund und schrej laut: heind
graffen von Cilli und nymermer, und ruffet das dreimal; und darnach zerbrach er das panir ob sein; do
erhub sich in dem closter zu Cilli von frauen und mannen ein so senndliche klag von wainen, das
niemandt volschreiben mag”. Krones, Chronik 2, 127-129.
344 Robert Stein, “Gifts of Mourning-Cloth at the Brabantine Court in the Fifteenth Century,”
(henceforth: Stein: Mourning-Cloth) in Blockmans, ed., Showing Status, 51-80, here: 54.
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adjective köstlich or prescious - köstliches grab, zwelf arme menschen, köstlich in

schwartz gekleidet, zwelff ross köstlich getziert und mit schwartzen tuch köstlich

bedegt; und auf einem jeden ross ein knab köstlich in schwartz gekleidet sass. The

example of the Brabantine court suggest that it was the duty of the lord to provide the

mourning cloth to the courtiers,345 and the twelf poor people “preciously” dressed

seems to indicate that this was the case here as well. Certainly the decorations within

the church came from the Cilli treasury, which once again indicated the great wealth

of the family.

Several elements point to similarities with royal funerals. One of them is the

sacrifice. On the funeral of Charles IV, in 1378, twenty six horses, his banners,

shields and helmets were sacrificed.346 The same happened at the funeral of Ladislaus

Posthumous in 1457. Horses were offered as sacrifice, then his seal, scepter, orb and

sword were broken, and his banner torn and trampled.347 In both cases there were

mounted knights, dressed in black with candles.

Another feature was the imaginary presence of the dead person, the ymago.

This was a standard part of the French funeral ritual, appearing in Hungary at the

burial of Charles Robert of Anjou.348 His son Louis the Great, who organized the

burial of his grandfather Casimir of Poland, introduced the custom to Poland as well.

The horseman, who was specifically called the representative of the dead king, was

the symbolic means for the king’s body natural to escape the rigor mortis. He

appeared at the entrance of the cathedral, then collapsed with great noise on the

345 Stein: Mourning-Cloth, 51-53.
346 Marie Bláhova, “Die königliche Begräbniszeremonien im spätmittelalterlichen Böhmen,” in Der
Tod des Mächtigen, ed. Lothar Kolmer, 89-112, here: 97-98 (Paderborn: Ferdinand Schöningh, 1997) –
(henceforth: Blàhova, Königliche Begräbniszeremonien).
347 Ibid, 106.
348 Áron Petneki, “Exequae Regis. Die Begräbniszeremonie des Königs Matthias Corvinus vor ihrem
ungarischen Hintergrund,” in Der Tod des Mächtigen, ed. Lothar Kolmer, 113-135, here: 118-119
(Paderborn: Ferdinand Schöningh, 1997).
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pavement at the same time when the seal of the king was broken, without uttering a

word. This “mimed drama was sufficient to convey the end of the power of the

deceased and move the emotions of the audience.”349 At the funeral of Charles IV a

knight also “sacrificed” himself on the altar.350

As Grabmayer concluded:

Die vom Cillier Chronisten geschilderte Begräbniszeremonie ist ein
letzter und zugleich überzeugender Beweis dafür, daß mit Ulrich II.
von Cilli ein ganz Großer des europäischen Hochadels ums Leben
gekommen war. Trauerfeierlichkeiten wie die in der Minoritenkirche
von Cilli fanden sonst nur für Könige statt351

And finally, the humanist Johannes Roth composed the Oratio funebri

Iohannis Rot de casu illustris comitis Ulrici de Cilia,352 which was, according to

Simoniti, “one of the first if not the first clearly humanist funeral speeches north of

the Alps.”353

349 Gieysztor, Gesture, 155.
350 Blàhova, Königliche Begräbniszeremonien, 98.
351 Grabmayer, Opfer, 316.
352 Published in, Simoniti, Humanizam, 239-244.
353 Ibid, 30. “Vsekakor je po moji vednosti v prostoru severno od Alp ta Rotova oratio funebris eden
prvih, če ne sploh prvi znani primer izrazito humanističnega nadgrobnega govora” The translation is
mine.
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CONCLUSION

The analysis of the forms of address revealed that the acceptance and recognition of

the princely rank of the Cilli apparently went smoothly. In the empire the feud with

the Habsburgs seems not to have impeded their recognition by others, including the

vassals of the Habsburgs.  Sources do not permit a conclusion that all members of the

Reichsfürstenstand recognized them before the reconciliation, but it seems that after

1443 they were recognized and treated as princes throughout the empire. From the

point of view of social status, the fact that they were deprived of a territorial lordship

seems not to have affected their new standing.

In Hungary, which had a different system of nobility and a different set of

forms of address, the recognition of their new rank was also relatively smooth. This

was probably the result of close association with the kings of Hungary, Sigismund and

Albert. The reconciliation with Wladislaus, which included a formal recognition of

their status in Hungary as a “part of the Holy Crown” suggests that their standing in

the kingdom still depended predominantly on their effective power. That Újlaki,

certainly one of the most powerful nobles in the kingdom, was able to dispute their

special status, apparently only during the reign of King Wladislaus seems to support

this hypothesis.

When considering the self-perception of the Cilli, it seems that despite being

virtually universally recognized as princes, they were still somewhat hesitant to refer

to themselves as such. The formulaes used by princes of the empire to articulate their

status only appeared in the charters of the Cilli in 1455, nineteen years after their

elevation.
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The analysis of the seals suggests that, at least from a symbolic perspective,

they did consider themselves equal if not even superior to other princes. The size of

the seals, in particular, places them somewhere between princes and royalty. The

images on the seals also suggests “Königsnähe,” especially the choice of the “three

crowned lions” as the shield of Zagorje, and also the inclusion of characteristically,

but not exclusively royal imagery, like lions or eagles. The knight supporters, which

together with the lion seem to project an image of a “warrior king” could be

interpreted as a message that corresponded with the needs of the time: the constant

wars with the Ottomans who were threatening “their” kingdom of Bosnia. The

“crowned lions” also suggest an association with the person of Ladislaus V, with

whom Ulrich was inextricably connected during almost the entire period. Since

Ladislaus’ birth, when Ulrich held the crown over his head, his political activity

seems to have been focused on “holding the crown over his head,” which might

explain the choice of the shield on the coat of arms, especially, considering that the

seals were cast only after Ladislaus’ birth.

It was only in the last two years of his life that Ulrich, for the first time,

referred to himself as prince. Coincidentally or not, it was also the first time that a

Habsburg recognized his title as prince appropriately. Since it seems that Ulrich paid a

great amount of money for this recognition, as he apparently had done twenty years

earlier to avoid appearing before a burgher’s court, it appears that the driving goal of

this powerful and wealthy dynasty, or at least its last members, was recognition and

rank. That they were willing to spend their great fortune on it, buying ascendency

over three generations certainly seems to confirm that.

In an ironic twist of fate, the meteoric rise that began in a purely knightly

ideal, the crusade of Nicopolis, ended with Ulrich’s assassination at the head of a
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crusader army. Chasing one crown, and holding the other over his nephew, the last

Cilli seems to have realized his ambition in the end. He was crowned in death and

buried like a king.

A great many questions still remain to be answered. The court of the Cilli

should be studied. The number and type of courtiers might shed more light on the

presentation of power, as well as the status of the vassals of the Cilli, how they were

treated in the empire since they were under jurisdictional authority of the Habsburgs.

Moreover, the activities of the Cilli in Hungary suggest some kind of appropriation of

regal rights, but it has not been researched how they governed their possessions in

Hungary. The status of their familiares, whether they were also members of imperial

nobility, could offer new insights on the mobility of lower nobility, and their

integration. When it comes to aspirations towards Bosnia, further studies are needed

to determine the full scale of their activities in that direction, which might indicate

how determined they were in their ambitions to achieve kingship. Furthermore, their

activities in Croatia have not been sufficiently researched. Especially their

relationship with the Croatian family of the Frankopani in this period should be

studied, both to clarify the complex network of connections in the region, but also to

offer new insights into political and dynastic strategies of the aristocracy living on the

border between the empire and Hungary. This thesis has brushed against only one

small piece of this huge mosaic, but many more remain to be found and put into their

place.
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ILLUSTRATIONS

Figure 1. The only known keystone featuring the princely coat of arms of the Cilli.
Robert Peskar, “Šentrupertska župnijska cerkev v srednjem veku” (The parish church
of St. Rupert in the Middle Ages), in Župnija Šentrupert: zgodovinske osnove leta
1993: 1393-1993 (The county of St. Rupert: historical elements of the year 1993:
1393-1993), 85-97, here: 91 (Šentrupert: Župnijski urad 1993).
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Figure 2.  First princely seal of Ulrich II Cilli from the year 1441; 88 mm. Katja
Žvanut, Pečati grofov Celjskih-Seals of Counts of Celje, tr. Franc Smrke, (Ljubljana:
Narodni muzej Slovenije, 2001), 58.
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Figure 3. Second princely seal of Ulrich II Cilli from the year 1443; 75 mm.
Vjekoslav Klaić, “Povijest Hrvata” (History of the Croats), vol. 3, 225 (Zagreb:
Nakladni Zavod Matice Hrvatske, 1975), 254.
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Figure 4. Princely seal of Frederick II Cilli from the year 1442; 75 mm. Katja Žvanut,
Pečati grofov Celjskih-Seals of Counts of Celje, tr. Franc Smrke, (Ljubljana, Narodni
muzej Slovenije, 2001), 87.
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Figure 5. The Coat of arms of Heunburg. Géza von Chergeö, Die Wappen des Adels
in Ungarn, Siebmacher’s großes Wappenbuch, vol. 33, no. 2 (Neustadt and der Aisch:
Bauer & Raspe Inhaber Gerhard Gessner 1982), table 20.
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Figure 6. The coat of arms of Sannegg. Géza von Chergeö, Die Wappen des Adels in
Ungarn, Siebmacher’s großes Wappenbuch, vol. 33, no. 2 (Neustadt and der Aisch:
Bauer & Raspe Inhaber Gerhard Gessner 1982), table 78.
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Figure 7. The seal of Hermann II; 70 mm. Budapesti Történeti Múzeum (Budapest
History Museum) 64.538.
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Figure 8 The seal of king Sigismund, avers; 110 mm.  Budapesti Történeti Múzeum
(Budapest History Museum) 66.2001.
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Figure 9. The seal of Emperor Sigismund, avers; 115 mm. Budapesti Történeti
Múzeum (Budapest History Museum) 66.2016.
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Figure 10. The seal of king Albert II, avers; 115 mm. Budapesti Történeti Múzeum
(Budapest History Museum) 66.2019.
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Figure 11. The seal of king Ladislaus V, revers; 120 mm. Budapesti Történeti
Múzeum (Budapest History Museum) 66.2030.
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Figure 12. The seal of King Matthias Corvinus; 120 mm Budapesti Történeti Múzeum
(Budapest History Museum) 66.2038.
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Figure 13. The silver denarii of the ban from the thirteenth and fourteenth century.
Tomislav Raukar, Hrvatsko srednjovjekovlje (The Croatian Middle Ages), (Zagreb:
Školska knjiga, 1997), 231.


