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publications on medieval and legal-historical topics: the unusually intensive wave of 
cities and markets founded during the thirteenth century in the Bohemian lands vis-a-
vis the rest of Europe. The author has paid particular attention to legal, economic, and 
social prerequisites, and examines the reception and application of foreign, especially 
German, legal models. 

T H E P E A S A N T R Y I N B O H E M I A D U R I N G 
T H E L A T E M I D D L E A G E S 

P E R S P E C T I V E S A N D N E W O R I E N T A T I O N S 

Jaroslav Čechura 

While the peasantry has been a favorite theme medievalists since the 1960s, Czech 
research has exhibited a lack in this area. In his article, Čechura attempts to 
explain this phenomenon analytically. He thinks that the apparent finality and consi-
stency of definition of the Czechoslovak interpretations, especially in the synthetic 
works since the 1950s, together with some irrefutable arguments, deter the younger 
generation of researchers from working in this area. The author also critiques Franti­
šek Graus's populär model of peasant development and presents new research per­
spectives for discussion. 

E S T A T E S A N D S T A T E I N H U N G A R Y D U R I N G T H E 
S E C O N D H A L F O F T H E F I F T E E N T H C E N T U R Y 

András Kubinyi 

One can speak of three power factors in Hungary during the second half of the fif­
teenth century: the king, the magnates, and the nobility. The prelates and the cities 
strengthened the crown. The magnates had the most influence: they controlled almost 
half of the land and part of the nobility was in their Service. The king had to také this 
Situation into consideration because he could not rule without the support of some of 
the magnates. King Matthias Corvinus understood this and played off either the 
magnates against the nobility, or some of the magnates and the nobility against the 
magnates. The magnates exercised their right to speak in the royal Council, the nobility 
did the same in the provincial diet. Indeed, the king was obliged to relinquish control 
of the chancellery to the Council, but he found means to circumvent this. With the help 
of his financial reforms, the king raised the royal revenue, which he ušed to erect a 
Standing army. Thus, the royal power factor was strengthened, but not so much that 
he could ignore the other two. 

T H E C O R V I N I A N R E N A I S S A N C E I N C E N T R A L E U R O P E : 
T U R N I N G - P O I N T O R E X C E P T I O N ? 

Ernb Mar o si 

The usual art-historical evaluation of the significance of art in the court of King Mat­
thias Corvinus of Hungary considers the end of late Gothic to be the result of the 
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reception of the art of the Italian Renaissance. It also considers Hungarian Renais­
sance art to be pathbreaking and a model for a sweeping change in Central Europe. The 
acceptance of this change of paradigms seems to be derived from the evaluation of the 
humanists of events in Italy to have little to do with the particular standard of values 
in central Europe. Hungarian court art under Matthias proved itself to be a continua-
tion of the late Gothic tradition and in fact about 1470 innaugurated a last golden age 
of Gothic art in Hungary. The reception of Italian art of the Quattrocento, partic­
ularly in the 1480s, appears to have been colored by a humanist ideology of imperial 
character. It represents a rather limited appearance of the elitě, during which the king, 
supported by his representation of broad national characteristics, never abandoned 
late Gothic artwork. 

T H E K I N G D O M O F H U N G A R Y U N D E R 
M A T T H I A S C O R V I N U S : A C E N T R A L E U R O P E A N S T A T E 

JánošM. Bak 

The 500th anniversary of the death of King Matthias Hunyadi-Corvinus has pro-
vided the opportunity for consideration of the historiography of an important era in 
the development of East Central Europe during the late Middle Ages. The rule of Mat­
thias in Hungary (1458-1490), and for part of the period in Moravia, has been charac-
terized as "Great Power", as "Renaissance State" (Gy. Szekfů), and as "Centralized 
Monarchy" (L. Elekes). These terms, along with the related "new Monarchy," con-
tradict historical reality as we know it. The Great-Power idea was ušed anachronis-
tically, while the narrow definition of a "Renaissance-State" (F. Chabod) was fulfilled 
more in a rhetorical sense than in reality. And, the overrating of "Centralization" has 
little relevance for the čase of Hungary and is also scarcely applicable to Matthias's 
rule. The real successes of the king in military matters, his attempts to make the crown 
independent of the magnates, and the progress in administration and legislation were 
indeed impressive. In summary, author points out the ideological and political 
dangers of an unfounded overestimation of the past in contrast to a critical-positive 
evalution. This, for East Central Europe apparently most important, problém has 
been recognized by enlightened Hungarian thinkers (Szücz, Bibó) as the central ques­
tion of national self-confidence. 

O N T H E T H R E S H O L D O F M O D E R N T I M E S ? 
T H E P O L I T I C A L S T R U C T U R E O F P O L A N D 

A N D C E N T R A L E U R O P E 

Stanislav Russocki 

In the period of increased centralization during the f ourteenth century, the political 
nations of Bohemia, Poland, and Hungary began to demand predominance over the 
monarchy. It was not possible for George Podiebrad, Casimir Jagiellon or Matthias 
Corvinus, with the help of their strong, personal governments, to change this. Much 
appears to indicate that if Hungary had not come under the domination of the Habs-


