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MILITARY SUPPLIES AND THE POPULATION
AT THE BEGINNING OF THE RAKOCZI WAR
OF INDEPENDENCE (1703-1704)

The article highlights that in the first two years of Rakoczi’s War of Independence, the
problems of military supply arose, in the solution of which the Prince was also strongly in-
volved. In his decrees, he ordered the leading officials and war commissioners of the county to
ensure the continuous supply of the troops, because the soldiers fighting for the independence
of their country could not and should not suffer shortages at the front. Feeding the Kuruc army
and supplying the cavalry troops, which were indispensable in the battles of the time, was a
burden on the shoulders of the common population during the years of warfare. The efforts of
the population for the benefit of the homeland were a great burden for the people, as the impe-
rial and rebel armies sometimes tried to provide food from the same area. In the first years of
the War of Independence, the present-day Transcarpathian region ensured the supply of food
and forage to the troops besieging the region’s fortresses (Mukachevo, Uzhhorod, Satu Mare).
As the siege of Satu Mare, for example, lasted nearly a year and a half, the Hungarian state
administration, which was gradually being built up in Rakdczi’s state, solved this multifaceted
task through military commissioners. Without this background work, it would not have been
possible to maintain the positions built up and there would have been no chance of occupying
the militarily significant fortifications.

It is known that in addition to the Hungarians, there was a significant Ruthenian and
Romanian-speaking population in this area, who also contributed to the supply of Rakoczi’s
troops. Through the decrees of Ferenc Rakdczi 11, which can be found in the State Archives of
the Transcarpathian Region, he organized the supply of the army, created tax districts, where
the procedure for the levies and the payments were clearly established. The «Transcarpathian»
counties (Uzh, Ugocha, Bereg, Maramuresh) were under the jurisdiction of the military com-
missioner Gyorgy Orosz, who did his utmost to provide food and forage for the Kuruc army,
which fought with varying success. Finally, the number of soldiers of the Kurucs who were
sent to the various battlefields of the War of Independence from the territory of present-day
Transcarpathia and the number of soldiers that our region was able to supply in proportion to
the number of soldiers will be pointed out. The study explores the details of the cooperation
between the military and the population, using archival sources.
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Background to the study and its aims. The War of Independence led by Ferenc
Rakoczi 1T (1703—-1711) went down in European history as the longest war aimed at
establishing an independent Hungarian state. To achieve this, the prince made consi-
derable efforts to convince the people of the country of the importance of his mission
against Habsburg rule. In the territory of present-day Transcarpathia, the example of the
unity and cooperation of the Hungarian and Ruthenian peoples was realized. Numerous
scientific works have already proved that the liberation struggle in this region began
with the unfolding of flags', and ended with the abandonment of Mukachevo Castle or
the last parliament in Shalanky (Saldnk*). The peace treaty itself was nearly signed in
the present-day Transcarpathian town of Khust (Huszt), but then actually it was signed
in Satu Mare (Szatmadr). Typically, the plan for the anti-Habsburg movement itself was
formulated in a town that now belongs to Ukraine. The castle of Berezhany (then Poland,
now Ternopil region) granted refuge to Ferenc Rakoczi I1, who had fled from Vienna, and
Miklés Bercsényi, who had escaped from capture. They were allowed to stay incognito
in Berezhany as protégés of the Polish Grand Hetman Adam Sieniewski® and his wife
Elisabeta®. The secret peasant delegations from the Hungarian county of Bereg arrived in
this castle with the aim of winning the prince for the cause of the War of Independence?*.

The strongest fortress in the north-eastern part of Hungary was Satu Mare Castle,
the possession of which was of significant strategic importance. Because of its loca-
tion, the castle controlled the roads leading to Transylvania in the valley of the River
Somes (Szamos) and was also close to the economically important mining district of
Oas (Avas), to Baia Mare (Nagybanya) and Baia Sprie (FelsObanya). In the first two
years of the War of Independence, Rakoczi attempted to take this castle, but his plan
was not completed until early January 1705. Until then, he held the castle and the town
in a long, sometimes loose siege.

The aim of the present study is to investigate the details of one of the most impor-
tant economic problems of the Rakdczi War of Independence, the supply of the war in
the historical administrative units of the present-day Transcarpathian region, based on
archival sources. Based on the evaluation of the documents available in the State Archives
of the Transcarpathian Region, it is clear that the contemporary population of present-
day Transcarpathia contributed to the military victories of the first years of the War of
Independence not only by providing soldiers but also by supplying food to the troops.

! Csatary Gy. The Rakoczi War of Independence (1703—1711) and its cult in Berehove,
Transcarpathia (Ukraine). Vkpaina: kymemypha cnadwuna, HayioHanbHa c8I00MICb, OepiCcasHiCmb.
JIeBiB, 2021. Bum. 34. C. 13-27.

* The historical XVIII century Hungarian settlement names are given in parentheses throughout
the paper.

2 Gebei S. II. Rékoczi Ferenc és a Sieniawski-hazaspar. In. A hazaért és a szabadsagért.
(Tanulméanyok II. Rakoczi Ferencr6l, korarol és emlékezetérdl) / szerk. P. Miklds. Szeged, 2013.
P. 147-162.

3 Enezou4 Janu6op Munopanosud: ITucema @epenra I1. Pakouu n3 MykadeBo Einxbere Ce-
HsaBckoit 1709 u 1710 rr. Pycun. 2019. Ne 55. C. 60-65.

4 R. Varkonyi A. II. Rakoczi Ferenc 1676-1735. Vaja, 2004. P. 40.
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Review of the academic literature. Rdkoczi arrived in Ghenci (Gencs) near
Carei (Nagykaroly) on 15 August 1703. This is when the siege began. He stayed here
continuously until 8 October and mainly organized the encirclement of the castle®. He
mobilized a large part of his troops, as the castle’s defense system gave the Austrian
army stationed inside it a considerable advantage. The garrison of the fort was under
the command of experienced chief officers — General Friedrich Lowenburg and General
Dietrich Glockelsperg. During the siege, the military supply of Rdkdczi’s army was
continuously developed. Initial practice shows that the troops themselves seized the
necessary food and fodder from the areas they occupied as a result of their advance,
in addition to the supplies they had received. Thus, the population living in the siege
zone was at the mercy of soldiers who were often undisciplined and sometimes had
difficulty obeying their commanders. In the absence of an adequate state institution, the
prince controlled the army and the supply of the army by his own decrees. The looting
of the military could not be stopped due to the circumstances. The military, mostly in
the absence of pay, considered this to be the only source of income. Based on this, it is
natural that in the petitions and county reports written to the prince, complaints against
the insurgents were also formulated®.

The state of Rakdczi had to deal with the initial difficulties, and the county leader-
ship had to be organized in accordance with the interests of the War of Independence.
Agnes R. Varkonyi (1928-2014), a Rakdczi researcher, is correct when she sees the key
to successful cooperation in the loyalty of the county officers and the effectiveness of
the county’s implementation of the decrees. «How efficient was the new state? It largely
depended on the counties and the local governments. The county and the city magistrate
accepted central decisions or politicized according to their own local interests»’.

On September 7, Rakoczi issued a military regulation from the Domaneshti (Doma-
hida) camp to Captain Pal Nagy of Carei (Nagykaroly), in 21 points, with which he
wanted to improve the discipline of the army, warning the military against disturbing
the population. He put the obligations of the gun owner and the possible penalties into
strictly worded points. He first emphasized the duty to guard, the prohibition of criticiz-
ing officers, and the punishment of escapes and espionage. During the campaign in the
Trans-Tysa region (July 7 — October 16, 1703), he issued several decrees in which he re-
peatedly warned the rebellious elements against lawlessness and the misuse of weapons®.

Rékoécezi dedicated several decrees to the organization of military supplies. On the
one hand, the siege of Mukachevo Castle and Uzhhorod Castle had to be supplied with
food and fodder for the horses, and on the other hand, the siege around Satu Mare Castle
had to be provided with food and soldier replacement by the population’. In the archives

5 Kopeczi B., R. Varkonyi A. II. Rakoczi Ferenc. Budapest, 1976. P. 128.

¢ Bankuati I. A kuruc fiiggetlenségi habort gazdasagi problémai, 1703—1711. Budapest, 1991.
P.3741.

7 R. Varkonyi A. II. Rakéczi Ferenc allamérdl. Az dllamisdg megérzése. Szerk.: Czigany Istvan,
Tanulmanyok a Rakoczi-szabadsdgharcrol. Budapest, 2002. P. 229-282.

8 MNL OL. (Hungarian National Archives, Budapest) G. 16. 27, 1. 2. d. folio 870. Ferenc Rékoczi
II’s decree on anti-wasting in the Satu Mare camp on September 18, 1703; See: Banyai K. Adalékok
a Rakdczi kor torténetéhez a Gencsy csalad balkani levéltarabol. Torténelmi Tar. 1904. P. 36-39.

° epxaBuuii apxiB 3akapmarchkoi obmnacti ([epikapxiB 3akapmarcekoi 06i.). @. 674. Apx. 8.
Cup. 409. Apk. 1-10.
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of Transcarpathia, the documents about the siege of Satu Mare (Szatmar) became regular
from September, and from this month onwards new details and connections regarding
the siege of the time can be revealed.

Research results. It is clear from Rakdczi’s first decree on the siege of Satu Mare
(Szatmar) that he continued the siege, did not regroup his regiments but withdrew further
away from Satu Mare (Szatmadr). The real reason for Rdkoczi’s departure was probably
related to the imperial army’s military actions in Transylvania. He stressed that, in order
to continue the siege, the counties had to continue the provision of war supplies'’and
food. It is clear from the accounts of the period that the counties of Bereg, Ugocha,
and Maramuresh also made a significant contribution. The catering of the mercenaries
coming from Poland to Namény in Bereg County was also provided by the surrounding
counties, according to Rakoczi’s orders!!.

Ferenc Rakoczi 11 did not have the means to besiege the fortresses in present-day
Transcarpathia, he lacked artillery and soldiers trained for the task. He nevertheless ordered
a siege around Uzhhorod Castle, Munkachevo Castle, and especially Satu Mare Castle, the
results of which were not seen until much later. Providing the blockaded army with supplies
became particularly difficult in winter. The prince kept in constant contact with the coun-
ties, and even then he demanded regular information on the problems of military supply'.

During the War of Independence, Réakoczi issued several decrees concerning the
family members of the Kurucs, their rights, and their obligations to carry their burdens.
In this respect, he sent several decrees to the surrounding counties. One of these decrees
was issued on September 27, according to which those who took up arms and fought with
him for the freedom of the country were exempt from all types of taxation and public
dues. The others were obliged to serve their landlords in their customary lawful peasant
capacity and to help restore the country to its former glory'. On August 28, 1703, the
Vetish (Vetés) manifesto was published, which determined the taxation and status of
the family members who stayed at home'*. This document protected the interests of the
population who took up arms and provided partial tax exemption for wives and children
who stayed at home. However, Rakoczi could not completely exempt them from the
supply of food to the counties. Those living in one household received only a discount
that they could not be charged for transportation's. For them, the decision was that they
must continue to serve the landlord according to the law. However, the household of a
serf soldier, if he had only his wife at home, did not owe service to the landlord under
the decree. At this time the prince also exempted the serf soldiers from the payment of
tax. The father and elder brother of the soldier under the banner of Rakdczi, as well as

10 epyxapxis 3akaprarcekoi 061, @. 674. On. 8. Crp. 408. Apk. 7.

1 Tam camo. Apk. 7-8.

12 Tepkapxis 3akaprarcbkoi 06i1. @. 4. Om. 2. Crip. 1497. Apk. 1; JlepxkapxiB 3akaprarchkoi o0
@. 674. On. 13. Cup. 110. Apk. 1.

13 Komaromy A. Kurucz vilagi emlékek Ugocsa varmegye levéltaraban. Torténelmi Tar. 1901.
P. 398.

14 For a socio-political characterisation of the Vetish manifesto, see R. Varkonyi A. 1980. P. 11-32.

15 Exemption from the burden of carriage was a great relief at this time. To compare the difficulties
of transport on the battlefields of Western Europe and Hungary, see: Perjés G. Mezdgazdasagi termelés,
népesség, hadseregélelmezés és stratégia a 17. szazad masodik felében (1650-1715). Ertekezések a
torténeti tudomdnyok korébdl. New series. Budapest, 1963. kotet 2. P. 115-133.
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the serfs who remained at home, were still obliged to pay the tribute'®. However, the
observance of the new measures encountered a number of obstacles, the solution of
which was later dealt with not only by Rékdczi but also by the county notaries. Istvan
Ujhelyi, the notary of Ugocha County, made a proposal concerning the taxation of the
family members of the soldiers. According to this proposal, the prince should lay down
in a decree the forms of taxation for them, because without settling this issue they would
not be able to meet the legally imposed taxes. On the left side of the document, we can
read the resolutions of the prince’s secretary, Janos Papai, in which he explained that
Ugocha, like the neighboring counties, could collect food from the soldiers’ family
members who stayed at home!”. Rakoczi, in a separate decree dated 30 January 1704,
sent to the counties, emphasized that family members who stayed at home were also
obliged to provide food'®. Certainly, because of the weight of the issues raised, at the
beginning of the War of Independence, he also ordered the exemption from the taxes of
those soldiers who were not yet his supporters'®.

The nobility did not want to accept the rules that were detrimental to their economic
interests. Besides the counties, Rakoczi also sent a decree to Istvan Sennyei to settle the
tensions between the people who stayed at home and the landed gentry. Here he warned
against excesses and charging the poor®. It is characteristic that even then he demanded
strict compliance with existing instructions?', while at the same time keeping an eye on
the suggestions of the county??. In any case, he sought to alleviate the tension between
the social strata even if he failed to do so in full. Soldiers who were poorly or not paid
at all could not be deterred from looting?. In warfare based on fighting traditions, loot
played an important role, as this was the only way they could feed themselves. In the
meantime, food was provided in the form prescribed by regulations. The submissions of
Uzh County were urged by Gyorgy Orosz, who demanded that wheat, barley, and meat
be delivered to the food warehouse in Ecsed®.

Rékodczi left his camp at Satu Mare (Szatmadr) on 8 October and set off for Tokaj.
He entrusted the siege to General Istvan Sennyey, who held the post until 13 February
1704. At that time he dispersed the regiment of the imperial garrison. The prince ordered

16 Kuruc vitézek folyamodvanyai / compiled by T. Esze, with introductory study and notes. Buda-
pest, 1955. P. 15-16.

17 epxapxie 3akapmarcekoi 00, @. 674. On. 8. Crp. 412. Apk. 1-2; C.f. Istvan Budai’s order:
HepxapxiB 3akapnarcekoi 001, ®. 674. Om. 8. Crp. 419. Apk. 1.

18 Thaly K. Archivum Rakoczianum. 1873. Vol. I. P. 290-291. The question of those who stayed at
home was also decided by Rakdczi later on: On February 17, 1705, from Verebély, he orders Ugocha
not to burden the relatives of the conscripted nobles and other soldiers who remain at home, not to
oblige them to pay mercenary taxes and not to tax them. Source: J{epxapxis 3akapnarcekoi oo . 674.
On. 8. Crp. 436. Apk. 3; JlepxapxiB 3akapnarcekoi oo, @. 4. Omn. 2. Crp. 1494. Apk. 3.

1 Dr. Takécs J. Kozteherviselés II. Rakoczi Ferenc koraban. Zalaegerszeg, 1941. P. 102.

20 Tepxxapxis 3akaprnarcbkoi 0611. @. 4. Om. 2. Crp. 1496. Apk. 1-2; Rakdczi hadserege 1703-1711/
selected by and foreword written by I. Bankuti. Budapest, 1976. P. 34.

2l TI. Rakoczi Ferenc valogatott levelei / ed. B. Kopeczi Budapest, 1958. P. 46-47.

22 In his letter to Ugocha County, the Prince emphasized that he understood the offer made by the
members of the embassy. See his decree: [epxapxi 3akapnarcekoi oo, @. 674. Om. 8. Crp. 408.
Apk. 5.

2 Bankuti I. A kuruc fiiggetlenségi haboru gazdasagi problémai, 1703—1711. Budapest, 1991. P. 38.

24 Tepxapxis 3akaprnarcekoi 06, @. 4. Om. 2. Cup. 1497. Apk. 2-3.
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him to leave the castle and appointed General Istvan Buday in his place, but on 14 June
1704, his camp was also ambushed by the attackers from the castle.

Rakoczi had active correspondence from his Tokaj camp, in which he covered the
further process of the siege. He recalled the decree previously passed by the counties,
according to which those who had submitted to regiments and banners were not allowed
to leave en masse. Here we are talking about those who had gone into camp at the first
call and some of whom were already tired of fighting®.

In January 1705, Rékdczi reorganized the War Commissariat, which had already
been established on 9 November 1703, in order to manage the army’s food, pay and
equipment more efficiently. He put Istvdn Csaky, the chief commissar, at its head. Csaky
was assigned a special commissar in charge of the mercenaries, food, clothing, artil-
lery, and armaments. On 29 January 1705, Rédkoczi issued an order from Topolchianky
(Kistapolcsany) on the payment of the commissars?. These posts were mainly held by
the landed gentry, who usually learned the administration as county officials. It took
years for the upper nobility to become involved in solving the complex problems of ad-
ministration and the economy. At the beginning of the War of Independence, economic
administrators, provisors, and prefects of estates were appointed to fill these posts at the
county level. They were able to continue their work while remaining on the estates, so
Rakdczi retained the social structure of the time and did not create any new posts in the
counties. However, based on the old administrative system, he increased the number of
economic officials in the counties. Thus, he sometimes expanded the powers of military
organizers at the expense of county leaders.

At the time of the first siege of Satu Mare (Szatmar), which mobilized conside-
rable forces, the commissar in chief* was already providing the troops with supplies,
especially food. Their work consisted of distributing the necessary food and fodder to
the counties, in accordance with the military rationing norms of the time. Ferenc Gyulay
had already done so on 5 December 1703 for the counties of Szatmar, Central Szolnok,
Maramuresh, Ugocha, three districts of Szabolcs, two districts of Inner Szolnok and
Chioar (Kdvarvidék). That meant 60 pounds of meat per soldier per month, half a cube
of flour, 1.5 cubes of fodder per horse?. This was the first planned levy that attempted
to distribute the burden proportionately. True, in practice, not everything went accord-
ing to the regulations, because the population living within the 50-kilometer radius of
the battlefield willingly or unwillingly still fed the besieging troops. The concentration
of the burden in one area can be explained by the poor transport and road conditions of
the time and the possible excesses of the military?. In parallel with the commissariat
in charge of military supplies, Rakdczi, Bercsényi or the generals in charge of the area

2 JlepxapxiB 3akapmnarcekoi 061. @. 674. Om. 8. Cop. 408. Apk. 3.

26 Takacs J. Kozteherviselés I1. Rakoczi Ferenc koraban. Zalaegerszeg,1941. P. 13. Bankuti I. A
kuruc fliggetlenségi haboru gazdasagi problémai, 1703—1711. Budapest, 1991. P. 41-42; Raday Pal
iratai. 1703—1706 / arranged for the press by: K. Benda, F. Maksay, T. Esze, L. Pap. Budapest, 1955.
P. 236.

* From 4 December, 1703 it was Ferenc Gyulay, then from 26 February, 1704 it was Zsigmond
Boros.

27 Bankuti I. 1991. A kuruc fiiggetlenségi haboru gazdasagi problémai, 1703—1711. Budapest, 1991.
P. 48-49.

*% Béankti I. Hadellatds és hadtapszervezet Rakoczi hadseregében. Rdkoczi tanulményok / szerk.:
B. Képeczi, L. Hopp, R. Varkonyi A. Budapest, 1980. P. 171.



Military supplies and the population at the beginning of the Rékdczi war... 31

also organized the food supply for the soldiers. Due to the workload of the center, the
role of two positions in the army food supply organization increased: that of the district
commissaries and that of the clothing, artillery, and armament commissaries.

District commissariats played a key role in the management of military supplies,
and their wide-ranging economic tasks were usually performed satisfactorily. Their
economic activities also included the takeover of castles, the minting of copper coins,
the manufacture of gunpowder, the sewing of uniforms, the manufacture of arms, the
salt trade, and the organization of the recruitment of soldiers®.

Later, the districts of the commissariats changed continuously, and during the War
of Independence, the counties of Bereg, Uzh, Ugocha, and Maramuresh were divided
into different divisions. On 13 November 1704, Rakoczi regulated the collection of food
tax for the whole country in Nové Zamky (Ersekujvar). The counties were divided into
tax districts and headed by chief commissars. In this way, he wanted to make it easier
to supply the troops during the winter. Then the counties of Uzh, Bereg, Ugocha, Mara-
muresh, Szabolcs, Bihar, Szatmar, Central Szolnok, Kraszna, Zarand and the Chioar
(K6varvidék) region were transferred to the district of Gyorgy Orosz*°. During the eight
years of the War of Independence, the commissioners ensured the supply of the army,
although their work was marked by many mistakes and shortcomings?'.

The burden of providing supplies for the war naturally fell on the counties. The
collection of the levies imposed on the nobility and serfs was handled by the county
officials according to their own interests. Therefore, in order to avoid abuses, Rakdczi
ordered the county to send two commissars with the food supply wagons, one of whom
would stay in the siege camp, while the other would organize the collection of food and
its transport to the camp. Due to the prevailing conditions, this was the only way the
prince saw to secure the supply of food. However, he stressed that the quantity of food
to be supplied to the troops could in no way be at the expense of the county*2.

During the first year of the War of Independence, food was supplied continuously,
albeit with shortages, especially from the counties close to the besieged Satu Mare Castle.
This is confirmed by records showing that food was supplied to the regiments of Albert
Kis and Tivadar Bélteki from neighboring counties. Albert Kis’s regiment came to Satu
Mare via Ugocha County, while Bélteki’s regiment, under the command of General Pal
Orosz, marched to the besieged fortress in early December. Sennyei had also informed
the relevant counties in advance of the need for supplies, which were accounted for by
Istvan Ujlaky, deputy lord-sheriff, at the end of 1705%.

In parallel with the rapid military successes, Rakoczi had to establish his own state
apparatus in the conquered territories, for the time being without a significant part of the

» 0SzK Kt, Thaly—gy(ijtemény Fol. Hung. 1389. Vol. X VII. folio 248-249. Rékdczi ordered each
commissioner to have three liaisons.

30 Takacs J. Kozteherviselés II. Rakdczi Ferenc koraban. Zalaegerszeg, 1941. P. 103.

31 Csatary Gy. Dokumentumok a szatmari varostromhoz 1703—1704. «Rakoczi urunk hadaival itten
vagyunk». Memorial conference in Satu Mare, 1999 / ed. P. Takacs Péter. Debrecen; Nyiregyhaza,
2000. P. 111-119.

32 JlepakapxiB 3akaprarcekoi o6i. @. 674. Om. 8. Crp. 408. Apk. 9.

3 IlepkapxiB 3akapnarcbkoi o6, @. 4. Om. 2. Cnp. 1497. Apk. 16. JlepkapxiB 3akaprnarcbkoi
00m. @. 674. Om. 8. Cmp. 411. Apk. 1. There are two more similar records from the end of 1703 and
the beginning of 1704.
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landed gentry. He needed to secure an economically well-functioning hinterland in order
to continue the struggle for freedom, which had become a nationwide struggle. As his
soldiers advanced, he gradually took possession of the so-called fiscal estates and the
abandoned noble estates. This process went smoothly where the prefects of the estates
stayed on and helped to manage affairs. The estates of the Perényi family in Ugocsa
County remained homeless until the transfer of the baronial family, as even before the
appearance of the regiments of Albert Kis and Janos Majos, the members of the baro-
nial family fled to Khust Castle. The management of these estates, the smooth use of
the goods here for the purposes of the army, required the appointment of clerks who
also managed the enormous territories. On October 7, 1703, Rakoczi appointed Gyorgy
Ramocsahazy* as prefect to manage the treasury areas and property occupied as a result
of the Trans-Tysa campaign. Under his authority were the thirtieth tax collectors of the
Trans-Tysa region, the officers, and the customs officers. He administered the Rakoczi
estates on the same principles. On 3 November 1703, Rakdczi took measures in relation
to the thirtieth tax from the Tokaj camp, with which he helped to establish free trade. He
collected the thirtieth tax from the merchants according to the old custom and used the
proceeds for military purposes. At that time, Balint [losvay was the thirtieth tax collector
in Vynohradiv, Gyorgy Bornemissza in Mukachevo, and Imre Haraszti in Uzhhorod. In
1704, Rakoczi sent Gyorgy Gerhart, later senator, to review the thirtieth tax.

In addition to the supplies for the siege of the Satu Mare Castle, recruits were also
ordered from Ugocha and Bereg to the Mukachevo blockade, as there they had to pre-
pare for a longer siege too. In his decree of 6 November 1703 in Tokaj, Rakdczi ordered
Ugocha to place the agreed number of soldiers under the command of Colonel Janos
Majos, who was entrusted with the capture of Mukachevo Castle. In the letter, Rakéczi
accused the people of Ugocha® of stopping the initial enthusiasm and then sent a let-
ter to the county on December 5% with similar content. The inhabitants of Uzh County
were regularly instructed by the colonels of the War of Independence to feed the people
in Mukachevo Castle, and P4l Balazs imposed grain and transport obligations on Uzh
County, among others®’. On February 16, 1704, the castle defenders were reconciled after
they surrendered the Rakoczi Castle in Mukachevo with a free retreat. The county usually
complied with the regulations for warfare, as evidenced by the relevant statements.

In order to speed up the food deliveries and get them to their destination, the
prince in his decree of 26 December 1703 ordered Ugocha to send Istvan Sennyei to
the Trans-Tysa region, first of all, to remedy the grievances of the poor, and secondly
to remedy the grievances of the nobility. He ordered Sennyei, with the help of Gyorgy
Dolhay, to catch the disorderly thieves and prosecute them or send them to the army.
He gave special priority to salt deliveries, the smooth running of which he entrusted

* Ramocsahazy held this position until 1707, and in 1711 he was the deputy lord-sheriff of Szabolcs
County.

34 Takacs J. Kozteherviselés IT. Rakoczi Ferenc koraban. Zalaegerszeg, 1941. P. 77-78.

35 JlepxapxiB 3akapmnarcekoi 061. @. 674. Om. 8. Cop. 408. Apk. 3.

36 For the circumstances of the siege and occupation of the castle, see: Lehoczky T, Beregvarmegye
monographiaja. Ungvar. 1881-1882. Vol. I-11I. P. 212.

37 TepxapxiB 3akapmnarcekoi 06ia. @. 4. Om. 2. Crp. 1497. Apk. 4.

38 TepxapxiB 3akapnarcekoi 06 @. 674. On. 8. Cup. 409. Apk. 1-10.
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to Gyorgy Ramocsahdzy®. At the end of this year, he issued a special dispatch on the
need to take action against deserters from the ranks of the army and return them to their
troops. The decree was addressed to the heads of the counties, who were responsible
for its implementation®.

In addition to food and recruitment, the counties also had to ensure the payment
of various extraordinary monetary taxes. One of these was the obligation to keep post
horses, for which the county administration allocated 1000 forints. It should be noted
that similar collections were used to cover gifts to the prince and the arrears of salaries of
the county officers. It is typical that the entire amount had to be raised by the peasantry*.
Food delivery has been regulated on several occasions, both to prevent abuse and to
impose new obligations on the part of the population staying at home. On 23 January
1704, Istvan Ujhelyi, as the ambassador of the county, addressed a petition to the Prince
in order to settle these issues. The solution to the problems was expected directly from
Rékoczi. Concerning the noble cavalry and those ordered to besiege Mukachevo Castle,
they asked to be returned to the territory of the county, as they could not be supplied
with either quarters or food*!.

Ujhelyi complained about Istvan Sennyei, the commander of the blockade, saying
that the wagons carrying food to the Satu Mare (Szatmar) blockade were being held
there by the troops. At that time, he reported the loss of 16 wagons, which the county
was unable to replace, which had a negative impact on further transport. Rakdczi’s reply
was that only the specified number of wagons was to be sent and that the commissioner
should arrange for the remaining wagons to be recalled. As regards the financial situation
of the county, the reply mentions the following case. In the summer of 1703, the county
administration borrowed a large sum of money (six thousand German forints) from the
Germans in KoSice (Kassa), which it was unable to repay because of the tax burden. The
administration, therefore, asked the Prince to intervene to cancel the debt. They also asked
the prince to put an end to the despotism of the «blaspheming and debauchingy fugitives
in the county*?. In this initial period, the prince could not count on the clear support of the
leaders of the counties, but he received useful comments, as it was in this region that the
difficulties of discipline, taxation, and food supply first appeared. In the spring of 1704,
Rékdczi controlled the supply of the army largely by his own decrees. A local historian,
Tivadar Lehoczky (1830-1915) drew the attention to a document from the archives of
Ugocha, in which Rékdczi ordered the supply of food to Satu Mare Castle, in order to
prevent soldiers from escaping from the entrenchment due to the lack of food*.

In the early days of the liberation struggle, the leadership of some counties ille-
gally levied financial taxes on peasant farms, which were not regular, but were a heavy

¥ Tam camo. Crp. 408. Apk. 1. See also: Komaromy A. Kurucz vilagi emlékek Ugocsa varmegye
levéltaraban. P. 398.

40 ITepxapxis 3akapmnarcekoi o6, @. 4. Om. 2. Crp. 1498. Apk. 1-2; MNL OL. G. 16. 27. 1. 2.
d. folio 872.

* Of'this sum, Shalanky (the estate of Sandor Karolyi) paid 60 Forints, Vynohradiv paid 50 Forints,
Toorts and Ardo paid 45 Forints, and Batarci and Veliatyn paid 40 Forints. Other villages paid
25-30 Forints, and only Nove Selo paid 10 Forints.

4 Tepxkapxis 3akaprnarcekoi 06, @. 674. On. 8. Crp. 412. Apk. 1.

42 Tam camo. Apk. 2.

4 Rakoczi’s decrees from Eger: 4 March 1704, 3 April 1704. Lehoczky T. Beregvarmegye monog-
raphiaja. Ungvarott, 1881. Vol. I. P. 218.
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burden in addition to the soldiers’ supplies. In this connection, Rakoczi stipulated that
the tax should not be collected from peasants in military service until the next time it
was imposed*.

The events around the siege of Satu Mare (Szatmar) showed the difficulties that
Rakdczi and his soldiers had to face. Due to the lack of equipment and initial lack of
organization, they were unable to successfully intercept the enemy’s attacks that some-
times broke out of the castle, so that they could always return to the castle, even if with
losses. On 21 June 1704, the Satu Mare (Szatmar) garrison succeeded in breaking the
siege barrier provided by General Istvdn Buday. The organization of the Kuruc teams
continued nonetheless. In the autumn of 1704, Pal Orosz asked 60 cavalry soldiers to the
Presov (Eperjes) camp from Uzh County alone, which he received with some delay®. In
order to ensure the supply of the besiegers, Rakoczi sent several decrees to the county
so that his soldiers would not leave their posts for lack of food*.

Istvan Buday, as the military commander in the area, wrote letters in Kall6 and
Majcichov (Majtény) demanding military supplies, as well as the mobilized inhabitants
of the county to join him*’. He stated that he would hold the county leaders responsible
if the siege barrier was abandoned due to a lack of food. This time the food had to be
transported to Szamosszeg. On 22 July, the county received a much more extensive order
from Rakoczi. Here, the Prince did not only warn the counties around the blockade to
deliver the food but also instructed Chief Inspector Gyorgy Orosz and Commissioner
Farkas Zoltany to reinforce the blockade’s military supplies*. He ordered the food and
wagons for the workers to be sent to the provisions storehouse in Ecsed. In this docu-
ment, he again urged the fulfillment of the levies established by Chief Commissioner
Gyorgy Orosz, who urged the sending of reapers and collectors to Ecsed®.

A month later, Gyorgy Orosz ordered food for General Simon Forgach’s army of
6000 people and fodder for the animals from Uzh County*’. They were stationed in Satu
Mare (Szatmar). A portion of the making of uniforms was also imposed on the coun-
ties, primarily in accordance with the order of Miklds Bercsényi of 27 July 1704°!. The
clothing and footwear that had not been sent in by then had to be delivered to Ferenc
Loényai, the military commissioner. Lonyay himself issued a number of orders to the
counties to prepare warm clothing for the soldiers for winter. He demanded 1000 shubas
(a cloak, reaching to the ankles, made of hairy sheep skin) and 100 woolen overcoats
from Uzh County®. In September 1704, the siege was further strengthened, at which

4 Takacs J. Kozteherviselés I1. Rakoczi Ferenc kordban. Zalaegerszeg, 1941. P. 102—103. The
document is not in the Ugocha archives. Former MNL OL note used by Takacs: 829/1704.b. P. 8.

4 TeprxapxiB 3akaprarcekoi 06, @. 4. Om. 2. Crp. 1497. Apk. 8.

46 Lehoczky T. Beregvarmegye monographidja. Vol. L. P. 218.

47 There are three such letters, dated 16., 24., and 26. June 1703. JIep:kapxiB 3akaprnarcbkoi 00,
®. 674. Om. 8. Crp. 420. Apk. 3—4. Komaromy A. Kurucz vilagi emlékek Ugocsa varmegye levél-
taraban. P. 399.

48 JlepxapxiB 3akaprarcekoi 06 @. 4. Om. 2. Crp. 1497. Apk. 10.

4 IleprxapxiB 3akaprarcekoi 06, @. 674. On. 8. Cmp. 417. Apk. 7.

50 TepxkapxiB 3akapnarcekoi 061, @. 4. Om. 2. Cup. 1497. Apk. 10.

51 On this issue see the letter of Sandor Keczer: JlepxapxiB 3akapnarcekoi o6i1. @. 674. Om. 8.
Cup. 413. Apk. 1.

52 JlepskapxiB 3akapnarcekoi 061, @. 4. Om. 2. Crp. 1497. Apk. 6-7.
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point Rakoczi instructed the counties to return the released officers and soldiers to their
units without delay™.

In November, the prince re-fixed the food services also by decree. He created new
tax districts by counties, where the charges and the procedure for making contributions
were more clearly defined™. This time, the counties of Uzh, Ugocha, Bereg, and Mara-
muresh also came under the district of Gyorgy Orosz. It was based on these orders that
his decrees appeared in the counties, designating specific routes and destinations for the
transport of foodstuffs®.

Finally, Simon Forgéach succeeded in forcing the surrender of Satu Mare Castle
in early January 1705%. He also warned the county that if the debt was not repaid, the
country’s interests would suffer greatly. The document concluded with a so-called appen-
dix, which contained a list of debtors and shed light on the identity of the people staying
there from the counties®’. The debt could be settled with the help of the county as the
points of the capitulation were fulfilled. After the blockade was lifted, the consignments
from Ugocha arrived in the Satu Mare (Szatmar) food store. As far as possible — on the
instructions of Rakdczi, Gyorgy Orosz, Sandor Kérolyi, and Ferenc Galambos — the
county provided workers, carts, and other economic means to Satu Mare Castle, and at
the same time to Ecsed Castle to restore it.

Summary and perspectives of further investigation of the topic. In conclusion,
comparing the analyzed censuses, we have to agree with the opinion of Professor of
History Janos Varadi-Sternberg, who stated the following about the participation of the
counties of the Transcarpathian region: «The list of the Kuruc soldiers of the 55 settle-
ments of Ugocha nicely complements the list of the Bereg Kurucs. Based on these, we
can now name 1259 Kuruc soldiers from 165 localities of the two counties. There are
no such detailed records for the other two counties in our region, but we do have some
data. Rakoczi wrote in his memoirs: “The county of Maramuresh increased my army
by about four thousand infantry and eight hundred cavalry”. As far as Uzh County is
concerned, we know that Ukrainian-Ruthenian peasants descended from the Verkhovina
in Berezna, who numbered between five and six hundred, besieged Uzhhorod Castle
from the autumn of 1703 until March 1704. Based on the above, we can say without
exaggeration that in 1703—1704 about 7-8 thousand soldiers from our region (Transcar-
pathia) served in Rakdczi’s army. This is very significant participation, if we take into
account that according to the calculations of the military historian Arpad Marké, the
Kuruc army numbered about 30 thousand at the end of 1703...»%.

Finally, if we compare the proportion of freedom fighters in the « Transcarpathian»
counties, we can conclude that the number of inhabitants was not decisive. Even though
the population of Bereg was several times larger than that of Ugocha, the participation
of Bereg was conspicuously lower than that of Ugocha in the 1706 survey. The number

33 Lehoczky T. Beregvarmegye monographiaja. Vol. I. P. 218.

3 Komaromy A. Kurucz vilagi emlékek Ugocsa varmegye levéltaraban. P. 400.

5 IepakapxiB 3akaprarcekoi 06i. @. 674. Om. 8. Crp. 420. Apk. 5.

% See: Bankuti I. Adatok Szatmar varanak ostromahoz 1703—1705. Szabolcs—Szatmdri Szemle.
1973. August. Issue 3. P. 95-97.

57 NepakapxiB 3akaprarcekoi 061 @. 674. Om. 13. Crp. 119. Apk. 1.

58 Varadi-Sternberg J. The Kurucs of Ugocha. Uj Hajtas (Supplement to the Zakarpatska Pravda).
1988. 19 June. P. 6.
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of the cavalry nobility was 72 (27 in Bereg), the number of horses 90 (46 in Bereg), the
number of servants 15 (15 in Bereg), and the number of noble infantry 99 (47 in Bereg).
Uzh County had 115 cavalry nobles, 152 horses, 24 servants, and 38 noble infantry*. If
we take into account that these figures reflect only a snapshot, as there may have been
significant changes in numbers within weeks or months, the proportions clearly indicate
mass participation in some of the north-eastern counties.

The most characteristic feature of Rakoczi’s army is the constant change, the
personal fluctuation. Not only did the upper military leadership divert each company
and regiment from one battlefield to another according to the needs of the time, but
the soldiers themselves, individually or in groups, sometimes went home from camp,
sometimes returned, and not always to the place they had come from. A careful perusal
of the military rosters, in their comments section, will support these findings®.

Examining the first two years of the War of Independence, the material of the State
Archives of the Transcarpathian Region shows that our region provided a significant
amount of military supplies and a sufficient number of soldiers in relation to the popula-
tion. Achieving this required a great effort on the part of the population on the one hand,
and on the part of the leaders of the War of Independence on the other, who were able
to achieve these goals by means of requests, or rather decrees. The population of the
present-day Transcarpathian region thus made a significant contribution not only to the
supply of the forces of the War of Independence but also to the building of Rakdczi’s
state, which they managed to maintain for eight years, albeit with shortcomings, and
raised hopes throughout Hungary for the independence of the state and the achievement
of freedom.

The topic under study can be further researched mainly for the following years,
thus combining data for the whole region.
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MOCTAYAHHS APMII TA HACEJIEHHS
HA IMTOYATKY BU3BOJIBHOI BIMHHU 11T TPOBOJAOM
®EPEHIA PAKOLI IT (1703-1704)

BucBiTiaeHo muTaHHs, OB’ s13aHi 31 3a0e3MeUeHHsAM BiliChbKa ITiJ Yac BU3BOJLHOL
BiliHM miJ npoBonoM Pepenua Pakoui 11, y BupimeHHi Skux BiH 0COOHCTO OpaB aKTHB-
HY y4acTh — BJACHUMH PO3NOPSKEHHAMH HaKa3aB TOJIOBHUM YMHOBHUKAM KOMITAaTiB
1 cBoiM KoMicapaM 3a0e3MedynuTH BIChbKO Xapyamu. MeToJ0JI0r14HOK OCHOBOIO CTaB
KOMIUIEKCHUH MiAXiA 10 aHaji3y apXiBHUX JKEepe, Ha OCHOBI KX BUCBITIICEHO CITiB-
MpalLllo HacelleHHs Ta Bilickka mij yac 60iB. [IpocTexeno, 1o xapuyBaHHS BiliCBKOBUX
KypyuiB 1 3a0e3medeHHs kaBaJiepii, gka Oyja He3aMiHHOIO B TOTOYACHUX O0sIX, IPOTATOM
OararopiyHO1 BIfHU JIATIIO HA MYl 3BUYAHOTO HaceleHHs. AKIIEHTOBaHO, L0 3yCHIUIA
HacelleHHs Juid Onara OaThKiBIIMHH CTAJIM JUIsl HAPOAY BaXKKHM TArapeM, OCKIJIbKU U
IMIIEpaToOpChKi BilichbKa, 1 MOBCTAHI YacTO Hamarajiucs 3a0e3MeYnTH MpOoBiaHT i3 TOi
camoi Teputopii. 3’sicoBaHO, 110 3eMJIi CydacHO1 3akapraTchkoi 001 3abe3neuyBany B
NepIIi POKH BU3BOJIBHOI BIHU MOCTAuaHHs XapuyaMH 1 KOPMOM 3aroHu, SKi ITypMyBa-
JIM po3TanioBaHi y kpai 3amku (MykaueBo, Yxropoa, Cary-Mape). BcTanoBieHo, 110
OCKUIbKH, Hampukiaj, oonora Cary-Mape TpuBaja Maiike MiBTOpa pOKy, Lie CKIaJHe
3aBJIaHHS BUPIIIYyBaJlK uepe3 BilicbkoBUX KoMicapiB. KoHcTaToBaHO, 110 Oe3 11i€i THI10BO1
poboTu Oys10 6 HEMOXKJIMBO YyTPUMYBaTH HOBOCTBOPEHI BiiiCbKOBi TaOOpH i HaBIThH HE
OyJ10 MIAHCY 3aiHSITH BXKIHBI 3 BiliCBKOBOTO OIS TY (POPTEIi.

BucHoBaHoO, 1110 Ha IUX TEPUTOPISIX, OKPIM YTOPIIiB, IPOXKUBAJIA BEJIHKA KiJbKICTh
PYCHUHIB 1 pyMyHIB, SIKi TAKOX JOYYHIIUCS 10 3a0e3edeHHs Bilicbka Pakorri. 3a3HadeHo,
mo @epenn Pakoni 11 kepyBaB nmocrauaHHsaM apMii depe3 ykasu, siKi 30epirarotbes y
HepxaBHoMy apxiBi 3akapnarchkoi 00I1., CTBOPIOBAB MOATKOB1 OKPYTH, IS SIKMX YITKO
OyJs10 BU3HAYEHO MepestiK MOAATKIB 1 XiJl iX BUKOHaHHA. [IpocTexeno, 1110 «3aKapmaTchKi»
koMiTatu (YxKaHCbKUN, YrouaHChKuil, bepespkuii, Mapamopocbkuii) nepeOyBanu miz
KepiBHULITBOM BiiicbkoBOro KoMicapa Jlepas Opoca, skuii ToKIIaB yCiX 3yCHIlb, abu 3a0€3-
MIEYUTH MPOBIAHTOM BOTHIB-KYPYLiB, 1110 BOIOBAJIH 31 3MIHHUM YCHiX0M. Takox 3’COBaHO
KUTBKICTh BINCHKOBUX KyPYLIB, SIKi OXOJUIIU 3 TEPUTOPIi CydacHOi 3akaprnaTcbKoi 001
Ta JOTYUYHIIUCS J0 Pi3HUX PPOHTIB BU3BOJIBHOI BiliHH, 1 T€, CKITBKOX Y MPOMOPLIHOMY
BiJTHOLIECHHI COJIIaTiB 31aTeH OyB 3a0e3MeunTH Hall Kpai.

Kntouosi cnosa: Biiicbko KypyliB, yka3u Pakoli, mocradyaHHsa apMii, KOMiTaTH,
mTypM GopTeLi, MOJaTKH I HaCeIeHHS.



