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covered (he received his wages) although he did not meet with sultan Mehmed
11 [...] quod imperator non erat in Romania, sed in Moldovia [...]." The last time
the envoy of Ragusa had missed the sultan was at the end of 1462; the messenger of
the Adriatic republic had had to wait until January 1463 to fulfill his mission.” Just
like in 1476, Mehmed II had a Wallachian failure (dating from the summer of the
year) to compensate for (in the south).® After the battles of August and September 1462,
he conquered the Genoese Mytilene (Lesbos).* At the end of 1476 Mehmed seized the
fortresses erected by Matthias Corvinus on the Serbian border between the Ottoman
Empire and the Kingdom of Hungary.®
In both cases, the Ragusan messengers’ failure to meet with Mehmed, while he had
taken departure to the north, revolve around the fate of Vlad III #/e Impaler® On 24/25
November 1462 Vlad was arrested by Matthias Corvinus under the charge of treason,
as he allegedly intended to surrender the king to Mehmed II, along with Transylvania
(and the whole of Hungary).” Fourteen years later, in November 1476, with the joint
support of Hungarian and Moldavian troops, Vlad reclaimed Wallachia (Targoviste
was occupied before 8 November,” and Bucharest was conquered before 16 November”).
Nonetheless, Vlad died less than two months later' (most likely before 5 January 1477').
Either in 1476 or 1462,"> Mehmed II issued a document addressed to the Ragusan
administration. The charter was dated 15 November, at the Wallachians (meaning while
on campaign), without any other elaboration.

O N 16 November 1476, the expenses of the Ragusan envoy to Mehmed II were

The Czar Mehmed, the Sultan Muratovic [i.e. the son of Murad)], speaks: the char-
ter and the law must be known <to all>in Ragusa. I leased the customs |of Ledenice|
to Karaman || who asked for my great chartey;, and every man needs to know this. 1
have left my slave, Kavagoz, beside him and 1 thereby ordered <that> in this town
everyone who is my tributary [harénici in the original text] pay a tax for everything
they take out and for everything they bring in through the customs of not move than 4
aspri for 100 aspri, while the Ragyusans, for everything they bring and for everything they
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take out through the customs, pay a tax of 5 aspri for 100 aspri. Besides, on the grounds
of my first law, everyone who—during the absence of Kavaman and my slave, Karagoz,
or without their knowledge—rtake out or bring <marchandise> through the customs,
and ave descried, they will have all their goods confiscated for the profit of the Treasury
of My Empire. Regavding the lands and places<in question>, <I remind you
that>everyone who owns a sandjak, a kadi, a subagsi, as well as their notables and
their delegates, ave instructed to maintain a strong grip over this situation, to be vigi-
lant and show no fiailty, as these goods ave mine and not Kavaman’s. May all be warned
<and> listen without question to my writ as their master,// Written on 15 November;
at the Wallachians [that is, also according to the editor, in Wallachia]."®

Unlike Mehmed’s order, also written in old Serbian, drafted on 12 October 1476 (accord-
ing to the note on the verso: rizevuta adi 25 oktob. 1476 de gran signor contra Dmitar
Soimironic'*) Mehmed ITs document issued az the Wallachians bears no Ragusan archival
mention that would help us date and further contextualize it. In all probability, the
document reached Ragusa at the same time as the order issued on 12 October 1476
by the sultan in his Adrianople camp." Learning that Mehmed was about to go to war,
the Ragusans rapidly sent an envoy to cover their ends.'® The entry in the register,
dated 16 November 1476, ([...] the Emperor was not in Romania, but in Moldova [...]")
indicates that Ragusa did not expect its envoy to meet the sultan precisely in Adrianople,
but neither north of the Lower Danube (in Moldavia!)." Mehmed most certainly received
the tribute of Ragusa by 17 December 1476, when the sultan sent a firman of confir-
mation (an expeditoria del charaz, according to the Ragusan note on the verso of the char-
ter) from the camp of Bolvan (i.e. Bolvan/Aleksinac, east of Krusevac, as Mehmed had
turned against Matthias at that time)."

Regardless of the year that we decide to ascribe to Mehmed’s order, written at the
Wallachians on 15 November, the sultan’s return north of the Lower Danube in 1476
(around mid-October), following his withdrawal from Moldavia two months before,
is an unquestionable fact, given the statement of expenses issued by Ragusa on 16 November
1476 to its messenger to the sultan, Pasqual(e) Gondola (Gunduli¢).*® Within this frame-
work of events, the crusaders™' victory in Wallachia, under the leadership of Stephen
III of Moldavia, of the Judge of the Royal Court, Stephen Bdthory, of Vlad IIT and
also of Basarab IV Tepelus and of the Serbian despot, Vuk Brankovi¢,”> was in fact a
triumph over the sultan himself. Both Targoviste (conquered before 8 November) and
Bucharest (fallen by 16 November) were taken when Mehmed—unreachable by the mes-
senger of Ragusa in early November**—was back in Wallachia. Notwithstanding this,
neither Matthias (who disseminated the Transalpine victory of his captains™), nor Stephen
(who pointed out the fact that he had supported Vlad’s™ return to the throne of Wallachia)
presented this indisputable victory in Wallachia as a defeat of Mehmed himself; as a
Christian success unparalleled since the “miracle of Belgrade,”* accomplished by John
Hunyadi, the father of Matthias and the predecessor of Stephen, the athilete of
Christendom.”” Due to the fact that Stephen had failed to defeat Mehmed II during
the summer (unable, like Matthias, to lead Mehmed into his tmp,28 in Moldavia), Pope
Sixtus IV was asked to remove Stephen from his dignity of athlete. Only the desperate
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intervention of Venice managed to circumvent such a disaster, in late November 1476,
when the sultan Mehmed IT* was defeated.

On 8 December 1476, when ‘at least’ the news of Mehmed II’s return north of the
Danube must have reached him, Matthias wrote to Pope Sixtus IV, heralding the vic-
tory in Wallachia and emphasizing the fact that it had been attained prior to the intervention
of the Moldavian voivode,” disregarding any reference to the presence of the Sultan in
Wallachia during the latest battles between the crusaders and the Ottoman troops.*" At
that time, Matthias had not yet lost his Serbian fortresses to Mehmed II, and Vlad I1I,
whose importance is emphasized in the letter to the pope, was still alive.” Normally,
unlike in the case of Stephen, though,* who could be held responsible for the disap-
pearance of Vlad (to whom he had given a personal guard)®*, Matthias had no rea-
son—especially not in December 1476, on the eve of his marriage to Beatrice of Aragon
(a matrimonial agreement arranged by Sixtus IV himself)*—to overlook Mehmed 1I’s
return to the battlefield and his subsequent defeat, especially if this had occurred before
Stephen’s arrival.* Irrespective of the circumstances, after his defeat in Wallachia, Mehmed
IT travelled unhindered toward the south-west, where he eliminated the Hungarian
outposts, precisely at the time when Vlad died in unclear circumstances.®’

Like in the autumn of 1462, the Danubian events from the autumn of 1476 were
‘unusual’.*® In 1462 it was claimed that Vlad intended to surrender Matthias (who was
in Transylvania) to Mehmed, and with the aid of Stephen, who had just pledged alle-
giance to Matthias in order to help him regain the Holy Crown of Hungary from the
grasp of Frederick III of Habsburg (just a month earlier, Stephen had joined forces
with Mehmed II to defeat Vlad).” These were, essentially, two sides of the same strange
family affair. Both in 1462 and in 1476 Vlad was married to a close relative of Matthias,*
whose son, John Corvinus was the alleged descendant of Mircea the Elder.* In 1479,
Matthias claimed that the king and the sultans shared blood ties (as Mehmed’s ances-
tors also included Wallachians**) and Mehmed II and his sons, Bayezid IT and Djem con-
sented. Stephen and Vlad were more or less close cousins,* and last but not least, Matthias’s
name featured in the “diptychs” of Putna along with Stephen’s blood kin and in-laws.**

Consequently, it is worth highlighting the manner in which, about four years after
Vlad’s death, Martino Segno, Bishop of Novo Brdo,* described the Danuabian events
from the winter of 1476-1477,* setting them against the backdrop of the Transalpine
operations of 1473-1474.*” The description of the prelate was part of an anti-Ottoman
treatise addressed to pope Sixtus IV and to Matthias Corvinus, whose father-in-law,
Ferdinand of Aragon, had just lost Otranto to the Ottoman fleet (1480), which was most
likely backed up by the Porte’s new ally, Venice.*

[According to Segono, the sequence of events unfolded as follows: Suleiman Pasha,
of Rumelia, attempted to conquer Scutari. He failed and had to withdraw (this happened
in 1474).*°] [...] Dopo queste cose, Maometto [Mehmed 11}, udita ln morte del ve de Dacin
[depending on the date: Radu III the Handsome™/ Viad 111 the Impaler®], subito con
Pessercito passo il Danubio accio ficesse survogare di quella nazione uno della famiglia Bassaranban
[Basarab III Laiotd (both in the case of the death of Radu and of the death of Vlad)]*]
¢ ln ingrinrin da lovo poco prima vicevuta vendicasse. Ma havendo Dacia Maygyiore quictata
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et appavecchiandosi per ire alla Minove [ Dacia Minore/ Moldavia®™], <Mehmed > fir chiam-
ato dni Samandyini by the inhabitants of Smederevo™] i quali teme-vano della venuta
del ve d°’Ungherin [of Matthias Corvinus]®® [in all likelihood, Matthias’ return took
place during the winter of 1475-1476, when, with Vuk Brankovi¢ and Vlad acting as
his captains, he conquered Sabac, while the captains of the king appalled the Christians
with their cruelty] [...].%

[In order to shed light on some of the challenges of this intricate timeline, a closer
look at some of the events that preceded Segono’s text on the Dacian intervention of
Mehmed II will prove most useful. |

[...] Havuta questa vittorin [against Usun Hassan (1473)%] se ne ritorno Maometto
in Constantinopoli e per tre anni se astenne dal guerveqgiave. Infratanto Soliman bassi nella
Romania mandato oltre al Danubio fu da i Daci tra le paludi e tra le strettezze delle selve
cosi valovosamente combattuto, che perso Pessevcito appena egli con pochi si salvo [this is a
clear reference to the battle of Vaslui of 10 January 1475°*] [...].*" [Segono continued
with a description of the fall of Caffa® that took place Pistesso anno.®" Further on, guasi
ancon nell’istesso tempo, Segono presented Suleiman’s departure for Scutari, the defeat
of the Ottoman army by the Dacians, followed by the death of the King of Dacin, who
had brought Mehmed across the Danube, where la ingiuria da lovo poco prima vicevuta
vendicasse.®” This wording can only refer to the battle of Vaslui and—from the point of
view of the chronological order of events—it can only be traced to the winter of 1475-
1476 (a span of time when Basarab III was the uninterrupted ruler of Wallachia).®?
However, although Segono made no reference to Mehmed’s campaign in Moldavia
during the summer of 1476 (a catastrophe for the crusaders and particularly for Matthias
and Stephen),** he continued his account of the two Dacias not by covering the Hungarian
campaign of Saba¢ of the winter of 1475-1476,% but with a review of Mehmed’s rav-
age of the (wooden) forts erected by Matthias on the Sava and the Morava,” which took
place during in the winter of Vlad IIT’s death (1476-1477). The following quote is taken
from the beginning of the fragment in discussion. |...] Il quale [Matia] havea gia fatto
edificarve due vocche alla foce del fiume Movavia, le quali assalite da i Tirchi furono valorosa-
mente difese dagli Ungheri |...]."

[What happened in Dacia and when it happened is difficult to tell. In 1476, Mehmed
returned north of the Danube alone, after he was forced to retreat during the sum-
mer,” right before Stephen 111 and Stephen Bithory succeeded in imposing Vlad I11 Tepes
and Basarab IV Tepelus.”” Stephen and Matthias “forgot” about the sultan’s return and
about his defeat in November 1476, although they desperately needed a victory (espe-
cially Stephen).”]

[Eventually, in order to have a better grasp of Segono’s construction, of the way in
which he sequenced the events (and, obviously, of the degree of reality that we can attach
to the prelate’s accounts), it is worth resorting to his account of Mehmed II’s cam-
paign in Wallachia (1462): [...] Ma non molto dopo questa vittoria [ the victory of Mehmed
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in Lesbos (Mytilcne),7l in the spring of 1462, according to Segono, but which was, in
fact, subsequent to Mehmed’s campaign in Wallachia|] seguito un grave et atvoce eccidio nel-
Pessercito turchesco, impevoche combattendosi in Dacin, dove haveva Maometto transferitta la
guerva, Draula |1, con sei mila cavalli, e con una buona squadra di fanti, assaltando nel silen-
zio della notte il campo turchesco, pose quello in tanto terrove et spavento che, se non se accla-
mava et gridava per tutto Pessercito <il> consiglio di Maimuti Bassy [Mahmud Angelovi¢”]
per trombetti che ciaschuno a piedi davanti al suo padiglione combattesse, tutti per Pervove della
notte si savebbono Pun Paltro occisi. La magyior pavte nondimeno per le mani dei Daci fu
prostrata ¢ movta ¢ Paltra sopra veloci cavalli si salvo |...]."°[ Segono then proceeded with
Mechmed’s campaign in Bosnia (1463) without mentioning that Vlad had lost his throne
and his freedom at the end of 1462.”* We may infer that Segono overlooked the fail-
ures of the Dacians (he most certainly omitted the battles in Moldavia during the sum-
mer of 1476), and, additionally, he did not seem to make any connection between Vlad’s
nickname and the devil.”]

Drafted at a time when the Geto (Dacian)-Scythian (Hunnic) imbroglio was already
commonplace in the anti-Ottoman”® writings, owing particularly to De bellis Gothorum
(1473-1474) written by Bishop Nicholas de Modrus (+ 1480),” the enemy of Matthias
Corvinus’® in the Balkans, and author of a famous portrait of Vlad” depicted as a seri-
al killer, Segono’s treaty drew an almost bright image of Draula, the ruler and even the
king of the Dacians.” Holder of the Diocese of Novo Brno, a nest of Serbian unrest
for Mehmed and his stepmother Mara Brankovié,* Segono overtly disregarded the sto-
ries about Vlad’s acts of cruelty and the reports on the massacres he perpetrated during
his Lower Danube offensive in early 1462** (a campaign that made him postpone the
marriage to a relative of Matthias, or more precisely to his sister, according to the German
subjects of Frederick TIT*). All in all, this was a case of misrepresentation, an informa-
tional tangle and an image battle (developed long before modern writings emerged) that
left little room for unambiguity. Mehmed’s return north of the Danube in 1462 and then
in 1476, during the autumn, after his respective Wallachian summer c:ampaigns84 are
among the only certainties we can identify. On each occasion, Mehmed’s return revolved
around the figure of Vlad IIL.* Both were overlooked by Matthias Corvinus and Stephen
111, the secular suzerain of the Crusade and the athlete of Christendom in 1476.%

Q
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Handsome was loyal to Mehmed 1, this voivode was ‘logically’ identified with Peter III Aaron,
the former ruler of Moldavia, who had taken refuge in Hungary (cf. Victor Eskenazy, “O
precizare asupra politicii externe a Tdrii Romanesti in vremea lui Radu cel Frumos,”Revista
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Siebenbiivgen, V1. 1458-1473, eds. Gustav Giindisch, Herta Giindisch, Gernot Nussbicher,
Konrad Giindisch (Bucharest, 1981, no. 3389,192; no. 3400,200), as (3) the wife of Vlad
was a close relative of Matthias (Ion Bianu, “Stefan cel Mare. Cateva documente din arhivul
de stat de la Milano,”Columna lui Traian (Bucharest), 4 (1883), 1-2, 30-47, at no. 1,34).
In connection to the Bosnian events of 1463-1464, we recall that Matthias’ spearhead was
Emeric Szapolyai. According to Emeric’s son, John, voivode of Transylvania and later king
of Hungary, he, John Szapolyai, was related to Voica, the wife of Mihnea I #he Evil, proba-
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at the time of trilateral alliance between Buda, Moscow and Suceava), Stephen’s official stance
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speech of John Tzamplakon (May 1477). Venice perceived the speech also as a form of
blackmail and responded by revealing Stephen’s shady Caffese dealings from the summer of
1475 (on the sources: Pop-Simon, Re de Dacia, 161-162).

The 200 soldiers appear more than insufficient as Mehmed himself had recently been defeat-
ed. On the other hand, only a year earlier, such an elite Moldavian corps had successfully inter-
vened in the Crimea (see Maria-Magdalena Székely, Stefan Sorin Gorovei, Maria Asanina
Paleologhina, o prinesi bizanting pe tronul Moldoves (Putna, 2006), 49-57).

See also Péter E. Kovics, “Magyarorszdg ¢s Ndpoly politikai kapcsolatai a Matyas koraban,”
in Tanulmdanyok Szakdly Ferenc Emlékére, eds. Pal Fodor, Géza Pilfty, Istvan Gyorgy Toth
(Budapest, 2002), 229-247.

Meaning that Matthias could have easily claimed victory over Mehmed, without having to
share it.

For the different versions (and legends): Rezachevici, Cronologin critici, 1, 117-118.

Due to old and more recent documentary uncertainties, this would be the right phrasing.
Ovidiu Cristea, “The Friend of My Friend and the Enemy of My Enemy: Romanian Participation
in Ottoman Campaigns,” in The European Tiibutary States of the Ottoman Empire in the Sixteenth
and Seventeenth Centuries (=The Ottoman Empive and Its Heritage, 53), eds. Gabor Karmdn,
L. Kuncevi¢ (Leiden-Boston-Cologne, 2013), 253-274, at 263-264.

Recently Mihai Florin Hasan, “Aspecte ale relagiilor matrimoniale dinastice munteano-maghiare
din secolele XIV-XV,”Revista Bistritei, 27 (2013), 128-159.

I.-A. Pop, Al. Simon, “Hungaria, Polonia, Dacia et Cronatia: Venetia, Casa de Habsburg si
Moldova la sfarsitul secolului al XV-lea,”Anuarul Institutului de Istorie A.D. Xenopol, 52 (2016),
suppl., 43-89, at74-75, note 163. The subject is worth revisiting. It is known that immedi-
ately after Voicu, John’s father, received Hunyad (Hunedoara) from king Sigismund of
Luxemburg, Mircea, previously the possessor of Hunyad (usually identified with Bologa),
attacked Transylvania.

Al Simon, “La parentéle ottomane du roi Mathias Corvin,” in Matthias Corvinus und seine Zeit:
Europa am Ubergangy vom Mittelalter zur Neuzeit zwischen Wien und Konstantinopel (=Denkschriften
der Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften,401), eds. Christian Gastgeber, Ekaterini
Mitsiou, I.-A. Pop, Mihailo Popovic, Johannes Preiser Kapeller, Al. Simon (Vienna, 2011),
25-33.

Mark Whelan, Al. Simon, “A New Source of Moldavian Politics at the End of the Rule of
Alexander I the Just,”Studii si Materiale de Istorie Medie (Briila), 31 (2015), 149-160; Idem,
“The Moldavian Lady and the Elder Lords of the East,” Transylvanian Review, 24 (2015),
3, 113-129.
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On this and other Wallachian ‘lines of succession,” see Al. Simon, “Cwiisorii valahilor din a
doua jumitate a secolului al XV-lea,”Crisia (Oradea), 40 (2010), 159-167.

First noticed by Andrei Pippidi in his “Lucruri noi despre $tefan cel Mare,” Analele Putnei,
1 (2005), 1, 79-92, at 89.

Strictly in relation to Vlad’s death, this may be the main particularity of the treatise.

See Pop-Simon, Re de Dacia,20-21. The chronology was apparently adapted to serve other
needs and purposes.

Agostino Pertusi, Martino Segono di Novo Brdo, vescovo di Dulcigno. Un umanista serbo dalmata
del tardo Quattrocento. Vita e opere, ed. Chiara Faraggiana (Rome 1981), Appendix: Opusculum
rveverendi Domini Martini de Segonis natione Cathavensis ovigine autem Serviani ex Novomontio
aliter Novobawrdo dicto Dei gvatin episcopi Olchinensis nd Beatissimum Sixtum IV Romanum Pontificem.
Tractatus de provisione Hydronti et de ordine militum Tivrci et eius ovigine, 78-146 (Segono), at 137.
On the events in Albania: O.-J. Schmitt, “Die venezianischen Jahrbiicher des Stefano Magno
(ONB Codd. 6215-6217) als Quelle zur albanischen und epirotischen Geschichte im spiten
Mittelalter (1433-1477),” in Siidosteuropa von vor-moderner Vielfalt und nationalstantlicher
Vereinheitlichunyg. Festschrift fiir Edgar Hosch, eds. Konrad Clewing, O.]J. Schmitt (Munich,
2005), 133-183, especially 174-175).

Radu passed away the latest in early 1475 (Constantin A. Stoide, “Legaturile dintre Moldova
1 Tara Romdneasci in a doua jumitate a secolului al XV-lea,” Studii si Cercetdri Stiintifice.
Istorie (Iast), 7 (1956), 1, 59-73). On the other hand, on October 3, 1474, in Genose Chios
it was known that [...] Lo Segnore de Volagquin Alta [Radu 111 of Wallachia| e morto, lo Segno<re>
de la Velnquin Basa | Stephen 111 of Moldavia] et intrato dentro lo paise et a un Segnore | Basarab
III Laiotid] a lo so modo |...] (for this and other reports: Al. Simon, “Anti-Ottoman Warfare
and Crusader Propaganda in 1474: New Evidences from the Archives of Milan,” Repue Roumaine
A’Histoire, 46 (2007), 1-4, 25-39).

On January 27, 1477, news reached Venice that the Ottomans had taken the bastion built
by Matthias. A few days later, on February 1, other news arrived in Venice that the Ottomans
[...] hanno tagliato ad pezzi Dracuglia [Vlad 11| capitaneo del dicto Re, con civea quatro mille
persone, et similiter hanno morto Bozrab |Basarab IV, Signore della dicta Valachia [i.e. Mayyyiore]
[...] (Ivin Nagy, Albert Nyary, Magyar diplomacziai emickek. Mdatyds kirvily korabol1458-1490
(=Monumenta Hungarine Historica, 4, 1-4), 11. [1466-1480] (Budapest, 1876) (MDE), no.
234,340). We see the distinct dignities held by the two fallen figures (in fact, Basarab sur-
vived): Vlad was the captain of the said king, while Basarab was the lovd of said Wallachin.
The identification is valid irrespective of the dating of the event. We must also note that at
Vaslui, Basarab III changed sides and supported Stephen at the end of the battle (Actac et epis-
tolae, 1, no. 9,10).

To our knowledge, this was the first time Moldavia was named Dacia, more precisely Lesser
Dacia. The ‘Dacian transfer’ seems to have occurred via Wallachia proper, usually called
Great Wallachin, while Moldavia was Lesser Wallachia.

MDE, II, no. 234,340. The bastion conquered by the Ottomans had been built per obsid-
tone de Semedyo.

It was only a rumour. After he wed Beatrice (22 December 1476), Matthias did not leave
Buda until April 22, 1477 (Richard Horvath, Itineraria vegis Matthine Corvini et veginae Beatvicis
de Aragonin (1458-1476-1490) (Budapest, 2011), 105).

See the sources analysed by Andreescu, “L’action de Vlad Tepes,” 261-265.
Segono,135-136. See O. Cristea. N. Pienaru, “Tara Roméneasci, Moldova si Batilia de la
Baskent,”Analele Putnei, 8 (2012), 1, 17-36; Al. Simon, “Habsburgs, Jagicl-lonians and
Crusading: The Wallachian Case in the 1470s,” in The Jagicllonians in Europe: Dynastic Diplomacy
and Foreign Relations, ed. Attila Barany (Debrecen, 2016), 53-68.
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For the first time Dacians was used to designate the soldiers of Stephen. Segono (133) had used
the same name for Vlad’s subjects. Still, several Szeklers were among Stephen’s troops at Vaslui,
as well as numerous Hungarians, though not as many as Matthias later claimed (see O. Cristea,
“Victoria de la Vaslui §i actiunile diplomatice ale Iui $tefan cel Mare: citeva opinii,”Analele
Putnei, 13 (2017), 1, 241-250).

Segono,136. Like in the case of the Venetian-Milanese report on the battle of Baia, fought
between Matthias and Stephen in December 1467, a report that reasserted the Roman ori-
gins of the Wallachians, Stephen was not mentioned, though the report stated Matthias’ defeat
(Pop-Simon, Re de Dacia, 99, note 104). As Segono did not mention the anti-Ottoman
victory of Matthias’ captains at Cimpul Painii (October 1479), Segono’s failure to name
Stephen, the victor of Vaslui, must be viewed, at least in part, as a result of the prelate’s
desire to avoid hurting Matthias’ pride, without however omitting Vaslui. Segono even list-
ed Vaslui (Vasilum castrum) among the main stations on the planned crusader route of
1480-1481, though, as Pertusi already noted, Vaslui lacked the actual strategic value for
such an offensive endeavour (Segono, text and commentaries, 99, 217-222).

For some new evidence: Al. Simon, “The Western Impact of Eastern Events: The Crusader
Consequences of the Fall of Caffa,”Istros (Braila), 18 (2011), 383-396.

Segono,136. When the text was written, less than five years had elapsed since the events.
Segono,137. The prelate apparently ‘contracted time.’

It is worth recalling that Stephen and Mehmed were still negotiating at that time (O. Cristea,
“Intre Cruciada i Imperiul Otoman. Relatiile diplomatice ale lui $tefan cel Mare cu Imperiul
Otoman in anii 1475-1476,” Studii si Materiale de Istorie Medie, 36 (2018), 247-258, at 256).
We must recall that subsequently Stephen’s demotion as athlete was demanded. The same had
happened to Skanderbeg after Mehmed’s Albanian campaign of 1466. On both occasions, the
athletes were saved by their Italian protectors (Simon, “Sa nu ucizi o pasdare cantitonre,” 163-
164).

In full monarchic conflict with Stephen, Matthias took great pride in this campaign.
Mehmed probably feared the Hungarian response after Vlad’s death and acted swiftly.
Segono,137. See MDE, 11, no. 234,340; Fine, “A Tale of Three Fortresses,” 189.

DAD, A.C., Acta Consilii Rogatorum, reg. 23, ff. 58", 60", 617" (2, 9, 14, 16 November 1476).
We remind that Vlad was deemed captain and Basarab lord (MDE, 11, no. 234,340).
Simon, “Sd nu wucizi o pasdre cantitonre,” 163; Idem, “Cruciada din Moldova,” 377.
Babinger, Mehmed, 213. Murad II had already politically connected the island to Moldavia
(AL Simon, “Porturile Moldovei. Stefan II, Iancu de Hunedoara $i Murad II in documente
italice (1444-1446),Analele Stiintifice ale Universitigii Alexandru-loan Cuza. Sevin Istorie (asi),
NS, 52-53 (2006-2007) [2008], 7-25).

Serbian by descent (the members of his family in Novo Brodo were executed by Mehmed
in 1477, not after Mahmud’s fall in 1474, but after Vlad’s death), Mahmud was listed,
alongside Mehmed II and Stephen III, as one of the three recipients of Vlad’s alleged pledge
to capture Matthias (November 1462). Mehmed II later executed Mahmud because he had
also fieed the eflaki, the name used by the Ottoman Turks for the Wallachians (Theoharis
Stavrides, The Sultan of Vezirs: The Life and Times of Ottoman Grand Vezir Mahmud Pasha
Angelovic (1453-1474) (Leiden-Boston-Cologne, 2001), 182-183, 342-343).

Segono,133. The passage ended abruptly (in relation to what followed) with this flight.

The highly mediatised arrest of Vlad was undoubtedly known to Segono.

Draunla might support the hypothesis that the nickname derived (also) from the Romanian
Drayyul (Aurel Radutiu, “Sur le nom de Drakula,” Transylvanian Review, 5 (1996), 1, 101-
113).
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Margaret Meserve, “Italian Humanists and the Problem of the Crusade,” in Crusading in
the Fifteentl Century: Messaye and Impact, ed. Norman Housley (New York, 2004), 13-38; N.
Housley, Crusading and the Ottoman Threat. 1453-1505 (Oxford, 2012), 31-33, 40-50;
Luka Spoljari¢, “Ilyrian Trojans in a Turkish Storm: Croatian Renaissance Lords and the Politics
of Dynastic Origin Myths,” in Portraying the Prince in the Renaissance: The Humanist Depiction
of Rulers in Historiographical and Biographical Texts, eds. Patrick Baker, Ronny Kaiser, Maike
Priesterjahn, Johannes Helmrath (Berlin, 2016), 121-156.

Vilmos Frakndi, “Miklds modrusi plispok élete, munkdja és konyvtara,”Magyar Konyvszemle
(Budapest), 5 (1897), 1-23, at 13; Giovanni Mercati, “Notizie varie sopra Niccolo
Modrussiense,” in 1d., Opere minore, IV (Vatican City, 1937), 205-267.

L. Spoljari¢, “Nicholas of Modrus and his De Bellis Gothorum: Politics and National History
in the Fifteenth-Century Adriatic,” Renaissance Quarterly (New York-Cambridge), 92 (2019),
457-491.

See Serban Papacostea, “Cu privire la geneza i raspindirea povestirilor scrise despre faptele
lui Vlad Tepes,” Romanosiavica (Bucharest), 13 (1966), 159-167.

We recall that, around 1471-1472, Vlad, confused with his grandfather Mircea, was named
by the supporters of the House of Habsburg Dracola de Molda et Walachia (Bayerische
Staatsbibliothek, Miinchen, Abendlindische Handschriften, Cod. Lat. 14668, ff. 7°-43", at
ff. 23, 24").

M. Cazacu, “Les parentés byzantines et ottomanes de ’historien Laonikos Chalkokondyle
(c. 1423-c. 1470),” Tircica (Paris), 16 (1984), 95-114, at 104-105.

Recently confirmed by a Roman report (Archivio di Stato di Mantova, Mantua, Archivio
Gonzaga, E. Affari esteri, XXV. Roma, busta 834. 1404-1499, nn; 30 March 1462).

See also Andrei Corbea, “Cu privire la corespondenta lui Vlad Tepes cu Matei Corvin,”Anuarul
Institutului de Istorie si Arheologie A.D. Xenopol, 17 (1980), 669-685.

In addition to the aforementioned arguments in favour of the 1462 dating of the charter issued
by Mehmed II on 15 November in Wallachia, we draw the attention upon the fact the sul-
tan could have hardly issued such a charter on 15 November 1476, when Bucharest was about
to fall or had already fallen (on 16 November the Ottomans had certainly lost Bucharest).
See also the information collected in Simon, Bimdnturile crucii, 117-118.

In our view, as the logical assumptions of $tefan Andreescu (“L’action de Vlad Tepes,”
270) and Stefan Gorovei (“Cronologii controversate in istoria lui Stefan cel Mare. Observatii
asupra izvoarelor,”Analele Putnei, 3 (2007), 2, 75-90, at 85-87) appear to be validated by
the sources, any future analysis of the events of 1476 must factor in Vlad’s difficult position
between Matthias and Stephen. Prior to or at the latest on 8 November, the Hungarian
host took Targoviste. Prior to or at the latest on 16 November, the Moldavian host (with
or, more likely, without Hungarian support) conquered Bucharest. This further draws atten-
tion upon the ‘partnership’ between Vlad I11, the captain of the king, and Basarab IV, the lord
of Great Walachia (MDE, II, no. 234,340). On 15 November 1476, Matthias announced
to the duke of Saxony, Ernest of Wettin, only the 7ise of Vlad as Transalpinevoivode (V. Fraknoi,
Matyds kivaly levelei. Kiiliigyi Osztdly, 1. 1458-1479 (Budapest, 1893), no. 245,355). Under
the circumstances, it is mandatory to view Basarab IV as Stephen IIT’s prefect (designation
later used by Jan Dlugosz for Basarab IV). In all likelihood, Great Wallachia (<Great>
Dacin following in Segono’s footsteps) was temporarily partitioned between Buda and Suceava.
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Abstract
Mehmed II’s Return to Moldovia in 1476 and the Death of the King of Dacia

On 16 November 1476, the travel expenses of Pasqual(e) Gondola (Gunduli¢), the envoy of Ragusa
sent to Mehmed II, were reimbursed even though Gondola had not met the sultan [...] guod
imperator non evat in Romania, sed in Moldovia |...]. At that time, Moldavian and Hungarian
troops were occupying Wallachia, taking Targoviste (before 8 November) and Bucharest (precise-
ly on 16 November). After the failure of Stephen IIT of Moldavia and of King Matthias Corvinus
of Hungary to trap Sultan Mehmed II during the latter’s Moldavian summer campaign (July-August
1476), this was a major success. In fact, it was/would have been the first Christian victory over
the sultan i personam since the “miracle of Belgrade” twenty years carlier. Yet it was never celebrated
as such, even though both Stephen and especially Matthias widely circulated news of the anti-Ottoman
victories in Wallachia. Especially for Stephen, a victory over the sultan would have been more
than needed, because, in the same month of November, several political voices called for his dep-
osition as the athlete of Christendom (eventually, in late November-early December, Venice succeeded
in convincing pope Sixtus IV to keep Stephen as athlete). The paper focuses on these events that
marked the beginning of the third and final Wallachian reign of Vlad 111 the Impaler (Dracula),
who then, within less than two months, lost his life (around the beginning of January 1477).
Meanwhile, Mehmed II (also) managed to take and destroy king Matthias’ newly erected Serbian
fortresses. Previously, Mehmed II had returned north of the Danube, after a failed summer cam-
paign, only in November 1462, on the eve of Vlad’s imprisonment by Matthias. Vlad was accused
by his royal relative that he had plotted to hand over his suzerain to the sultan.

Keywords
Mehmed II, Vlad III the Impaler (Dracula), Stephen III of Moldavia, Matthias Corvinus, Wallachia,
Hungary, Ottoman Empire, Ragusa



