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ILONA ZRÍNYI, THE SYMBOL OF FREEDOM AND 
COURAGE

The article describes the important moments of life and active political activity of one 
prominent female fi gure in the history of Transcarpathian region – Countess Ilona Zrínyi, 
who lived in Mukachevo in the 17th century and protected Mukachevo Castle from the Aus-
trian invaders. The Countess’ personality is also shown as a symbol of freedom and courage, 
which was especially emphasized during the siege of Mukachevo Castle by the Habsburgs 
in the second half of the 17th century (1685–1688).

The article analyses eleven original letters written by Ilona Zrínyi before the siege of 
Mukachevo Castle. They testify to the connection between the Countess and the leadership 
of the Uzhanskyi and Berezhskyi counties (present-day territory of Transcarpathian region). 
They are stored in the Berehove Branch of the State Archives of Transcarpathian Oblast. 
These letters are important sources of evidence of Europe-wide history of our region.

In the fi nal part of the present article we have collected evidence based on press mate-
rial and documents in the State Archives of Transcarpathian Oblast describing the so-called 
«Ilona-days», i.e. celebrations commemorating the personality of the great political and 
historical fi gure, Countess Ilona Zrínyi. All the offi  cial documents provide proof of the fact 
of how local people of Uzhanskyi and Berezhskyi counties (present-day Transcarpathia) 
loved and deeply respected the countess for her courage to fi ght for freedom against the 
Habsburgs, for her never-ending feeling of responsibility for her nation, and attentive care 
for her own motherland. During the siege of Mukachevo Castle with Ilona Zrínyi had her 
son, Ferenc Rákóczi II with her, who was still a child. The siege at that time taught the future 
leader of the liberation struggle of 1703–1711 to be courageous, and to love his motherland.

Further research into sources related to Ilona Zríny’s activities may continue in the 
archives of Hungary and other countries as she unsuccessfully sought to form an international 
anti-Habsburg coalition.
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1. Background to the study and its aims
The present paper deals with an outstanding personality of local Transcarpathian 

history, namely, the Hungarian countess Ilona Zrínyi (1643–1703), the famous defender 
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of Mukachevo castle in the 17th century. 
Our aim is to present her life briefl y and 
show her signifi cance in local history of 
Transcarpathia. 

In addition, our objective is to pre-
sent the eleven original letters written and 
signed by Ilona Zrínyi that are kept in the 
State Archives of Transcarpathian Oblast 
(SATO). Moreover, we intend to report on 
the so-called «Ilona days», i.e. celebrations 
to commemorate the great personality of 
the countess.1

2. Review of the academic litera-
ture

When writing up the present paper, 
we have consulted monographs about Ilona 

Zrínyi (Horváth, 1869; Gaal, 1899), as well as several studies (Thaly, 1896; Torma, 
1866), which described the countess and her age in detail.

Ilona Zrínyi is a great woman of Hungarian history, daughter of Péter Zrínyi and 
Katalin Frangepán, Ferenc Rákóczi II’s mother. She is the heroic defender of the castle 
of Mukachevo. She became the symbol of the action against the Habsburgs. She was 
born in 1643 in the castle of Ozaly, Croatia. She passed away in Nicomedia in Asia 
Minor on 18th of February, 1703. She has a prominent role among the feminine fi gures 
of our history.

Ilona Zrínyi spent her childhood in a loving aristocratic environment. She learnt 
foreign languages, thus she could speak Croatian, Hungarian, Latin and German. Besides 
horse riding, she acquired the art of shooting arrows with a bow as well. Surely her pa-
ternal uncle Miklós Zrínyi2 played an important role in the development of her versatile 
education. The Countess, when she became an adult, picked a groom who corresponded 
to her mother’s rank, Ferenc Rákóczi I3, a landowner from northern Hungarian High-
lands. According to the contemporary customs, young people exchanged their portraits, 
which was followed by a personal meeting. The engagement took place at the Spa of 
Trencsénteplic4. The relationship based on marriage between the two families linked the 
southern and northern estates of the country. Later the wedding ceremony took place 

1 Countess Ilona Zrínyi. Wikipedia. URL: https://hu.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zr%C3%ADnyi_Ilona#/
media/F%C3%A1jl:Helena_Gr%C3%A4fi n_Zrinski_-_Zr%C3%ADnyi_Ilona_1673.jpg

2 Miklós Zrínyi (1620–1664) was the head (High Sheriff ) of Somogy county, major aristocratic land-
owner, poet, commander-in-chief, politician and military scientist.

3 Ferenc Rákóczi I (1645–1676) was the Prince of Transylvania and Ilona Zrínyi’s fi rst husband. In 
connection with his participation in the Wesselényi conspiracy he was sentenced to death. Fortu-
nately, he was saved from execution due to the intervention of his mother and the Jesuits who paid 
a signifi cant ransom.

4 Today it is offi  cially called Trenčianske Teplice and it is a small spa town in western Slovakia, in 
the valley of the river Teplička, at the foothills of the Strážovské vrchy mountains.

Pic. 11. Countess Ilona Zrínyi (1643–1703)



83Ilona Zrínyi, the symbol of freedom and courage

in the castle of Makovica5 on 1st March, 1666 and then the young couple moved to the 
castle of Sárospatak6. Their family life was not without troubles. Her mother-in-law was 
Zsófi a Báthory7 who disliked her, which was mainly because of political reasons, as she 
alleged that her son was involved in an anti-Habsburg movement by Ilona Zrínyi and 
her surroundings. Her mother and her sisters were locked in a nunnery (convent), where 
Katalin Frangepán died. After Ilona Zrínyi’s spiritual disturbances, she gave birth to her 
daughter Juliet in 1672. Four years later, she gave birth to Ferenc Rákóczi II in the castle 
of Borsi8. Soon Ferenc Rákóczi I got a serious illness and passed away, after it Ilona 
could only fi nd her pleasure in her children. She managed the Rákóczi estate estimated 
to be about two million acres in size and the future destiny of her children, she taught 
them to be responsive to and responsible for the surrounding world.

Imre Thököly was the leader of the Kuruc9 movements emerging in the 1670s, 
whose engaging personality aroused the widow’s attention and interest. In 1678, they 
met in the castle of Szentmiklós10, despite the age diff erence their sympathy became 
reciprocal, and soon they fell in love with each other. The castle of Szentmiklós often 
served as the scene of their love (Torma, 1866; Lehoczky, 1876). On 15th June, 1682, 
in the chapel of Mukachevo castle Imre Thököly married Ilona Zrínyi.

Besides being a gentle wife, the countess paid attention to her husband’s military 
operations as well. With the help of her negotiations she supported the policy of the 
«King of Kuruc». Even before the wedding, Thököly made an alliance with the Turks 
against the Habsburgs, but the attack on Vienna in 1683 failed. Ilona Zrínyi stayed in 
Mukachevo with her children. The imperial army captured towns and settlements in the 
northern Hungarian Highlands under general Caprara’s11 leadership and by the end of 
the year Mukachevo was besieged as well. The nearly three thousand soldiers heroically 
resisted under the management of Ilona Zrínyi who demonstrated a man’s courage. The 
heroism of the castle guards is proven by the fact that they made several successful sal-
lies against the besiegers and caused great damage to the enemy army. On 10th March, 
1686, Caprara called upon the lady of the castle to capitulate, but in her written reply 
she defended her children’s interests and the interests of the Hungarian freedom as well.

The resistance mounted by Ilona Zrínyi drew the sympathy of the surrounding 
countries. Louis XIV, king of France named her as the bravest woman in Europe. This 

5 Today it is also called Zborov Castle (Zborovský hrad) and the ruins of it are situated near the village 
of Zborov in East Slovakia.

6 Today it is the Rákóczi castle in the town of Sárospatak which is situated in the north-eastern part 
of Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén County in Hungary.

7 Zsófi a Báthory (1629–1680) was the wife of Transylvanian prince György Rákóczi II. Her son 
was Ferenc Rákóczi I. At her wedding she converted to the Reformed faith (Calvinism), but after 
the death of her husband she became a devout Catholic. She was confronted with her son for his 
involvement in Wesselényi’s conspiracy, but later bailed and saved him from death sentence. She 
died in Mukachevo castle.

8 Today it is the Rákóczi castle in the village of Borša in Slovakia.
9 The Kuruc were the Hungarians who fought to liberate Royal Hungary from control of the Austrian 

House of Habsburg in the late 1600s and early 1700s.
10 Today it is the castle of Szentmiklós (also known as Telegdy-Rákóczi castle) in the urban-type set-

tlement of Chynadiyovo in Transcarpathia, Ukraine.
11 Sylvius von Caprara (1631–1701) was an imperial general who participated in the Habsburg cam-

paigns to occupy Hungary.
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was what Dutch and French newspapers wrote about her as well. General Caprara 
strengthened the blockade around the castle and ordered to keep it under continuous 
shooting. Then the countess called upon the guard to be perseverant in defence. On the 
22nd May Ilona Zrínyi was greeted by her children on the occasion of her name day, and 
this fact deeply impressed the countess’ soul and left signifi cant traces in the Hungarian 
historiography as well (Lehoczky, 1877; R. Várkonyi, 1975).

Getting no support from anywhere, fi nally, the mother superior decided to surrender; 
however, historian’s opinions about the reasons for capitulation are not unanimous even 
today12. Thanks to the negotiations, she managed to gain amnesty for the defenders and 
to leave the castle with the imperial approval.

In January 1688, the countess packed up her valuables and left for Vienna. However, 
the most terrible judgement for her was that her children had to be raised in a convent as 
they were separated from her. She endured all trials and diffi  culties like a man in spite 
of the fact that she had a wounded soul because of the lack of her children. Ilona Zrínyi 
spent her last years in Nicodemia13. She died on the 18th February, 1703. She was buried 
in Constantinople14. Her fi nal resting place from the 29th October, 1906 is the crypt of 
Saint Elizabeth Cathedral in Košice15, where Ilona Zrínyi’s remains lie in a common 
sarcophagus together with the remains of her son Ferenc Rákóczi II and of her never 
seen grandson Prince József Rákóczi (Mészáros, Seres, 2014).

3. Research results
3.1 Original Ilona Zrínyi letters
In this part of the article, we are going to analyse the letters written by Ilona Zrínyi 

kept in the State Archives of Transcarpathian Oblast16.
The original Ilona Zrínyi’s letters were mentioned twice in the historiography of 

our region. The letters are valuable for us not only because of their content, but they 
also have the decisive character of the writing of the given age and they bear the style 
of the author. The fi xed expressions and wordings fully refl ect the uncertain Hungarian 
spelling of the age (so the letters are of interest not only for historians, but for linguists, 
too). The original documents show the lack of accents, the letter «i» was replaced by 
«j», «y» and sometimes by letter «é». According to the contemporary customs the text 
of the letters was written by personal secretaries and the signature was only done by the 
countess herself. The documents show the countess’ decisive character and her position 
on various personal and other issues. Five of the letters were written in that time when 
her mother-in-law Zsófi a Báthory lived. It was characteristic of her that she retained 
her autonomy during the time which she spent in Mukachevo castle, despite of her 
mother-in-law’s pressure and infl uence. According to her letters, she maintained a close 
relationship with the leaders of Uzhanskyi and Berezskyi Counties. Among the letters 

12 For the conditions of surrender of the castle see: R. Várkonyi Ágnes. A fejedelem gyermekkora. 
Budapest? Bp., 1989. P. 277–283. [Ágnes R. Várkonyi. The prince’s childhood. Budapest Bp., 1989. 
P. 277–283].

13 Today it is the modern city of Izmit in Turkey and located at the Gulf of İzmit in the Sea of Marmara, 
about 100 km east of Istanbul, on the north-western part of Anatolia.

14 Today it is the modern city of Istanbul in Turkey.
15 Today it is a city in Slovakia.
16 The letters can be found in Fonds 4 and 10.
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that have been searched so far the earliest one dates back to the 6th August, 167717, in 
which she writes to Uzhanskyi County about the case of the fi nancial settlement with 
the German merchants. The next letter was dated on the 8th February, 1679. Here the 
countess informed the Uzhanskyi County that having understood the message she had 
received she would continue to inform the county about the issues and keep in touch 
with the County via János Petrovay. The appropriate respect and good wishes at the 
end of the letter give evidence of good neighbourly relations between the countess and 
the leaders of Uzhanskyi County18. At that time Earl János Homonnai Drugeth was the 
lord-lieutenant of Uzhanskyi County. At the same time, Imre Thököly with his Kuruc 
fi ghters carried out great destructions on the Homonnai estate. In 1674, then in 1684 he 
occupied the Jesuit College19 in Uzhhorod and banished its adherents. In the letter of 
21st February, 1679, Ilona Zrínyi recommended the noblewoman Klára Pichuli and her 
stepson Zsigmond Apagyi to Uzhanskyi County. Furthermore, she asked the County to 
appoint the day when the noblewoman Klára Pichuli could have meetings in Uzhhorod. 
In the letter being dated on 1st May, 1679, the countess asked the deputy-lieutenant of 
Uzhanskyi County for help in order to release Péter Kulin20. The next letter dates back 
to 25th April, 1680. From the letter it turned out that Ilona Zrínyi’s secretary and court 
clerk György Hidi was sent as an emissary to Berezskyi County for proper orientation. 

Six letters are known from the year of 1681. The fi rst letter21 was written on 13th 
April, 1681 in connection with the mission of Mihály Czeglédy who was the court judge 
of Mukachevo. Similar topics emerged in the two letters dating back to 11th June, 1681. 
They included useful information regarding missions of István Ignéczi22 and Mihály 
Kádas23 who were county emissaries. The fourth letter of 15th June, 1681 was about the 
protection of Kuruc soldiers in Berehove granted by the countess24. Ilona Zrínyi’s next 
letter, written on 2nd July, 1681, addressed Berezskyi County in connection with issues 
of Mihály Komlóssy and János Fuló who were emissaries25. The last letter of the year 
of 1681 dated on 21st July dealt with the protection of peasants living in Berehove. In 
this letter Ilona Zrínyi also expressed her views on the administration of justice and the 
military situation26.

3. 2 Love and respect of local population towards Ilona Zrínyi
In this subsection of our paper we intend to introduce and depict the deep feelings 

of love and great respect that the people of Transcarpathia have always felt and demon-
strated towards the outstanding personality of Countess Ilona Zrínyi.

Ilona Zrínyi celebrated her name day every year after the death of Zsófi a Báthory, 
her mother-in-law (1680). On this day the representatives and the noblemen from 
17 State Archives of Transcarpathian Oblast (далі – SATO). F.(Fonds) 4 (Documents of Lord-lieutenant 

of Uzhanskyi County), op.(opis) 17, s.u.(storage unit) 69, sheet 5. 
18 SATO. F.(Fonds) 4, op.(opis) 2, s.u.(storage unit) 1058, sheet 3.
19 The predecessor of the Homonnai Drugeth Secondary Grammar School in today’s Uzhhorod/Ужгород.
20 SATO. F.(Fonds) 4, op.(opis) 2, s.u.(storage unit) 1058, sheet 5.
21 SATO. F.(Fonds) 10, op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage unit) 241, sheet 1.
22 SATO. F.(Fonds) 10, op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage unit) 241, sheet 5.
23 SATO. F.(Fonds) 10, op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage unit) 241, sheet 3.
24 SATO. F.(Fonds) 10, op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage unit) 242, sheet 1.
25 SATO. F.(Fonds) 10, op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage unit) 241, sheet 7.
26 SATO. F.(Fonds) 10, op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage unit) 242, sheet 3.
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neighbouring counties came to demonstrate their respect and admiration towards the 
countess. A spectacular knight tournament was usually held around the castle. The event 
was also visited by a lot of people from surrounding villages. The sumptuous feasts, dis-
cussions with the noblemen, and the parties lasted almost for a week. The celebration of 
the Ilona name day did not pause even during the siege of Mukachevo castle (1685–1688); 
only the knight tournament was cancelled. At that time the knight tournaments were 
replaced by heroic military outbursts against the enemy. The Kuruc soldiers carried out 
a successful raid on the enemy in Berehove. The defenders of Mukachevo castle got to 
know that the imperial soldiers were accommodated for overnight in the Roman Catholic 
churchyard in Berehove. «On the 7th June, 1686 in the afternoon about 350 Kuruc soldiers 
headed for Beregszász (Berehove) from Munkács (Mukachevo) castle. They spent the 
night in the nearby forest, and at dawn they surprised the Labanc27 soldiers who were 
frightened so, that they fl ed into the tower of the church. The siege took nearly three 
hours. From the enemy troops about 100 soldiers were killed and about 45 were wounded. 
Finally the Labanc gave up fi ghting. The Kuruc captured 225 Labanc, while their losses 
were 10 dead and 18 injured soldiers» (Csatár, Ölvedi, 1939). In 1687 the «Ilona-days» 
were the most modest, but the offi  cers of the castle dressed up in festive ornaments. 
The countess’ children, Júlia and Ferenc, recited poems in which they expressed their 
love for their mother. After the transfer of Mukachevo castle (17th January, 1688) the 
feasts were cancelled for centuries, but Ilona Zrínyi’s memory continued to exist in the 
recollection of the local people. After an epoch, when the circumstances allowed, the 
countess was commemorated with respect in Berezskyi County. In 1903, because of the 
200th anniversary of her death her heroic participation in the defence of Mukachevo 
castle was recalled in the local press (Tóth, 1903). At the beginning of the 20th century, 
it became possible to bring home Ilona Zrínyi’s, Ferenc Rákóczi II’s and other exiles’ 
ashes from Turkey. Besides Košice (now Slovakia), Mukachevo (now Ukraine) also 
applied for their mortal remains in order to place them in the territory of Mukachevo 
castle. On 18th April, 1904, Emperor Francis Joseph I28 allowed the ashes to be brought 
home. On 7th May, 1904, the municipal assembly of Mukachevo passed the following 
resolution: «It is patriotic and admirable blessing to fi nd a fi nal resting place for Ilona 
Zrínyi in the castle of Mukachevo, which she loved more than any other castles. Let 
Mukachevo castle, the thousand-year-old castle, be the glorious pantheon of her noble 
fi gure, where the national patriotic grace brings home her holy ashes with royal pomp, 
to become the pilgrimage destination of national grace»29. The attempt of Mukachevo 
concerning the ashes did not succeed, but the whole country acknowledged the legiti-
macy of the insistence of Mukachevo. Finally, according to Rákóczi’s will, the precious 

27 The Labanc were the Hungarians who fought in support of the Austrian House of Habsburg against 
the Kuruc.

28 Francis Joseph I, also known as Franz Joseph I (18th August 1830 – 21st November 1916) was 
Emperor of Austria, King of Hungary, and monarch of many other states of the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, from 2 December 1848 to his death (1916). He was the longest-reigning Emperor of Austria 
and King of Hungary, as well as the third-longest-reigning monarch of any country in European 
history, after Louis XIV of France and Johann II of Liechtenstein.

29 SATO. F.(Fonds) 1552 (Documents of the Mayor’s Offi  ce of Munkács), op.(opis) 1, s.u.(storage 
unit) 2466, sheet 1–6.
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remains were permanently placed in Saint 
Elizabeth Cathedral of Košice (Slovakia).

In honour of the 300th anniversary 
of Ilona Zrínyi’s birth, Szabolcs Péchy the 
lord-lieutenant of Berezhskyi County de-
clared the year of 1943 as Ilona Zrínyi’s 
year. During the assembly of the county 
among others he stressed the following30: 
«When the never-ending gratitude and 
grace of the Hungarian nation devotes this 
year to the memory of the great countess, 
the Hungarian nation testifi es that they ap-
preciate and respect the memory of their 
historic fi gures».

At this county assembly being held 
on 11th May, 1943 in Berehove, the painter 
László Pataky off ered his painting titled 
«The transfer of Mukachevo castle» to 
the county. The citizens of Berehove who 
were deeply sympathetic to Ilona Zrínyi, 
on the initiative of the chief physician dr. 
Zoltán Zsebők bought the historic paint-
ing and handed it over to the county. The 
painting depicts the sad but also glorious 
fi nal scene of the heroic protection of Mu-
kachevo castle from 1685 to 1688 when the countess with her two orphans had no choice 
but to capitulate and pass the castle to the imperial army because of superior force31. 
The country festivals devoted to the memory of Ilona Zrínyi certainly took place in 
Mukachevo and in its castle. «On 23rd May, 1943 the eyes and heart of Hungary will 
have a look at Mukachevo, where the city and the whole Hungarian nation fall on their 
knees with gratitude and grace before Ilona Zrínyi’s immortal memory» – written in 
one of the local newspapers32.

The contemporary press testifi es that Ilona Zrínyi’s commemorations were held 
not only in Berezskyi County but also in other counties. For example, in Uzhhorod, the 
associations of women paid tribute to the female defender of Mukachevo castle. In the 
city theatre a memorial concert for Ilona Zrínyi was organized. There were lectures, 
recitals and singing chants. Scenes from Ilona Zrínyi’s life were presented with the help 
of contemporary costumes33.

30 A nagy Zrínyi Ilona ünnepség rendje. Az Őslakó (Politikai és társadalmi hetilap). 1943. 16 május. 
[The schedule of the celebration of the great Ilona Zrínyi. The Native (Weekly Newspaper of Politics 
and Society). 1943. 16th May].

31 The copy of the above-mentioned paintings is kept in the castle of Munkács (Mukachevo). The Na-
tive. 1943. 16th May.

32 The schedule of the celebration of the great Ilona Zrínyi. The Native. 1943. 16th May.
33 A memorial concert for Ilona Zrínyi in Ungvár/Uzhhorod. Carpathian News. (Ужгород). 1943. 

6th June.

Pic. 2. The statue of Ilona Zrínyi and her 
son, the little Ferenc Rákóczi II in Mu-
kachevo castle (2006, sculptor: Péter Matl; 
photo: the author)
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At the beginning of the 21st century Ilona Zrínyi and the young Ferenc Rákóczi 
«returned» to Mukachevo castle. Their life-sized statue was put up on the Lorántff y bas-
tion on 27th February, 2006. The work of Péter Matl, a sculptor from Mukachevo, stands 
on a low pedestal and proclaims the history of the Hungarians living in Transcarpathia 
(Popovics, 2006).

From the beginning of the 21st century, the Ferenc Rákóczi II Transcarpathian 
Hungarian College of Higher Education (located in Berehovo) initiated the organiza-
tions of the commemorations connected to the memory of Ilona Zrínyi. Lately, Ukrain-
ian traditionalists have also taken part in the festivities that have been revived in their 
original form.

4. Summary and perspectives of further investigation of the topic
In the present article it has been attempted to demonstrate the greatness of an 

outstanding historical fi gure in our local Transcarpathian history, that of Countess Ilona 
Zrínyi, the 17th century heroic defender of Mukachevo castle. She was and has been 
a symbol of freedom and courage that we have tried to illustrate via depicting her life 
and actions and analysing her original letters that can be found in the State Archives 
of Transcarpathian Oblast. In addition, based on 19th century press material, we have 
reported on the historical celebrations called Ilona-days, held at Mukachevo castle to 
celebrate the great woman and show respect to her.

The local Transcarpathian people of today still continue to love and respect the 
fi gure of Countess Ilona Zrínyi and as a proof of it, a life-sized statue showing Ilona 
Zrínyi and her little son Ferenc Rákóczi II as a child, was put up in Mukachevo castle 
in 2006 as a memorial in honour of the great woman.

Further research is needed to be done in the Hungarian National Archives (Magyar 
Nemzeti Levéltár) in Budapest, Hungary, or even other eastern European countries, e.g. 
Slovakia, where other letters of Ilona Zrínyi are kept. This new investigation might point 
out further unknown valuable information about the relations between the countess and 
our region’s history.
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ІЛОНА ЗРІНІ, СИМВОЛ СВОБОДИ ТА ВІДВАГИ
Описано важливі моменти життя й активної політичної діяльності однієї з ви-

датних жіночих постатей історії Закарпатської обл. – графині Ілони Зріні (Ilona Zrínyi), 
яка проживала в ХVII ст. у м. Мукачево та захищала місцевий замок від австрійських 
окупантів. Також показано особистість графині як символ свободи і мужності, що було 
особливо продемонстровано під час облоги Мукачівського замку Габсбургами у другій 
половині ХVII ст. (1685–1688).

Проаналізовано 11 оригінальних листів, які написала Ілона Зріні ще до облоги 
замку, і вони свідчать про зв’язки між графинею та керівництвом Ужанського й Березь-
кого комітатів (тепер – територія Закарпатської обл.). Вказано, що вони зберігаються 
у Берегівському відділенні Державного архіву Закарпатської обл. Зазначено, що ці 
листи – важливі джерела-докази всеєвропейської історії нашого регіону.

Зібрано докази на основі матеріалів преси та документів у Державному архіві За-
карпатської обл., котрі описують т. зв. «Ілонині дні», тобто урочистості, які вшановують 
особу великого політичного й історичного діяча – графиню Ілону Зріні. Констатовано, 
що всі офіційні документи свідчать про те, як місцеві жителі Ужанського та Березького 
комітатів (тепер – Закарпаття) любили й глибоко поважали графиню за її мужність у 
боротьбі за свободу проти Габсбургів, за її нескінченне почуття відповідальності за 
свою націю та уважну турботу про власну батьківщину. Встановлено, що під час облоги 
Мукачівського замку з Ілоною Зріні перебував ще маленьким Ференц Ракоці ІІ (Ferenc 
Rákóczi II) – тодішня облога навчила майбутнього керівника визвольної боротьби 
1703–1711 рр. сміливості, любові до батьківщини.

Констатовано, що подальше дослідження джерел, які стосуються діяльності Ілони 
Зріні, може продовжитись в архівах Угорщини й інших країн, оскільки вона намагалася 
створити міжнародну антигабсбургську коаліцію.

Ключові слова: графиня Ілона Зріні, Мукачівський замок, історія Закарпаття.
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