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Arnold J. Toynbee,1 otherwise an 
advocate of the Transylvanian dissolu-
tion of the modern Kingdom of Hun-
gary, but also of the Romanian-Rus-
sian partition of Bassarabia,2 would 
have certainly enjoyed an experimental 
pleasure if he had focused on the east-
ern and southeastern borders of the 
medieval realm of Saint Stephen,3 a 
challenge for which few scholars were 
ever suited, although several of them 
attempted to rise to that challenge.4 
Devoted to yet another of “God’s 
playgrounds” in Central and Eastern 
Europe,5 that is, the historiography 
of the Hungarian-Romanian medieval 
coexistence (something that is still dif-
ficult to stomach),6 Ambrus Miskol-
czy’s recent book is most revealing in 
this respect.7 

The cover features a provoca-
tive suc cession of images en dégradé:  
Stephen III the Great (†1504), Vlad 
III the Impaler (†1476/1477) and 
Nicolae Iorga (†1940), even though—
in that same context—Ioan Bogdan 
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(Iorga’s brother-in-law)8 would have been a better choice, because Ioan Bogdan, 
in 1896,9 and Vilmos Fraknói, a year later,10 authored the “scientific damnation” 
of Vlad III on the occasion of the Hungarian Millennium.11 But one would 
search in vain for any such contextual references in the book, or for Fraknói’s 
mentioned work on the famous depiction of Vlad III, carved by Nicholas, bish-
op of Modruš (c. 1473).12

Built largely—still much less than it should have been—on the highly re-
searched “Benedictine inventories” of András W. Kovács,13 the book could have 
been a much needed complement, and prelude, to Levente Nagy’s elaborate 
analysis of the impact and spread of the Reformation among the Romanians.14 
It would have put into perspective the “master reset” experienced in the 16th 
century by areas mustered by imperial Vienna and by imperial Istanbul.15 None-
theless, for that, a “half-way decent” Romanian historiography of the Reforma-
tion would have been required.16 Shifting any blame to Professor Miskolczy’s 
work would consequently be a grievous mistake, more severe than the national-
ist abominations of the (living) past, eloquently listed across the borders.17

The book has few real shortcomings (meaning also shortcomings that can be 
traced in Romanian historiography as well). A couple of them deserve—subjec-
tive—highlighting.18 First, our study on King Béla III’s contra furorem Bulgaro-
rum et Rumenorum charter (1194),19 already mentioned by Klára Jakó,20 which 
might be relevant for the (ad)migration of the Vlachs/Wallachians (i.e. of the 
medieval Romanians).21 Second, Ioan-Aurel Pop’s study on Pope Pius II image 
and title of Matthias Corvinus as king of both Hungary and Dacia (1462),22 al-
ready known to Ludwig Pastor,23 which reveals a different picture of the region 
on the eve of Dracula’s rise and of the Peace of Wiener-Neustadt.24 Last but not 
least, a “pairing” of recent Romanian and Hungarian scholarship, by no means 
deprived of critical analysis or of documentary additions,25 would have been 
most useful for all the parties involved. Yet, it would have implied removing the 
altogether futile “Kosovo historiography” of medieval Transylvania (i.e. Marius 
Diaconescu, Adinel Ciprian Dincã,26 Radu Lupescu,27 Dan Ioan Mureşan and 
Adrian Andrei Rusu). This would have however been “a border too far.” De-
spite such academic and contextual slips, Ambrus Miskolczy’s synthesis consti-
tutes a post-Trianon 100 “bridgehead.”

q
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the First World War, translated by Leonard Ciocan (Cluj-Napoca, 2008), 269–278. 
Fortunately, even though under duress, the Historical Class of the Romanian Acad-
emy forfeited the “honor” of granting an award to the cited book, a well-rehearsed 
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manian works from the last decade of the 19th century are also worth a closer inspec-
tion. The same applies to the 1920s and the post-Trianon talks for a personal union 
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 25. See, for instance, the studies of Tibor Neumann, largely left out of the volume, 
e.g. “Békekötés Pozsonyban-országgyðlés Budán: A Jagelló-Habsburg kapcsola-
tok egy fejezete (1490–1492),” Századok 144, 3 (2010): 335–372; 145, 3 (2011): 
293–347, and—for “Count Stephen of Transylvania”—especially “A gróf és a her-
ceg magánháborúja (Szapolyai István és Corvin János harca a liptói hercegségért),” 
Századok 148, 2 (2014): 387–426. On the Romanian side, the “forgotten” study 
of Adrian Magina should be mentioned: “Rãufãcãtori sau… schismatici? Statutul 
ortodocşilor bãnãþeni în jurul anului 1400,” in Românii în Europa medievalã (între 
Orientul bizantin şi Occidentul latin): Studii în onoarea Profesorului Victor Spinei, ed-
ited by Dumitru Þeicu and Ionel Cândea (Brãila, 2008), 283–294.

 26. Conspicuously omitted from Miskolczy’s references, in spite of Dincã’s involve-
ment in George Copos’ mitigated—and protracted—release from prison, based 
on a booklet on the medieval matrimonial ties of the voivodes of Wallachia (e.g.  
https://www.hotnews.ro/stiri-esential-20757916-universitatea-din-bucuresti- 
george-copos-plagiat-subtil-prin-repovestire-cartea-scrisa-inchisoare.htm). See, how-  
ever, most recently Adinel Ciprian Dincã and Mihai Kovács, “Consideraþii prelimi-
nare privind documentele medievale din arhiva familiei Cândea (Kendefi) la ju mã-
tatea secolului al XVI-lea,” Corviniana 14 (2021): 73–94.

 27. Tellingly abridged Radu (not Lupescu) in A román középkor idøszerð kérdései, 622.
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The publication of Ambrus Miskolczy’s latest book (2021) provides the author with an opportu-
nity to reflect (sometimes on a polemical note) upon the Hungarian and Romanian historiogra-
phy devoted to the Hungarian-Romanian coexistence during the Middle Ages.
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