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A PALYA VEGEN
Fraknéi Vilmos utols6 hénapjai, temetése
és korai emlékezete

,,[’Jjabbkori torténetirdsunk erds uttorét nyert benne, éles-
szemd kutatot, aki nagy nemzeti problémainkbél meritett,
hogy okuldsra hasson és tanitson. Torténetir6i munkdssagit so-
hasem allitotta jelszavak vagy partérdekek szolgilatiba, sohasem
hédolt oly irdnyzatoknak, melyek a korszer( tivlatok ellenére
sem képesek szabadulni az egyoldali partoskodds szellemétdl. ..
Fraknéi Vilmos mindezekkel az igazsigokkal tisztiban volt, a
multitéletében éles szemmel litott, nem takargatva, tomjénezve
ott sem, ahol a nemzeti hitsig életrekeltésével mindig konnyd
olesé sikert aratni.”

Fraknéi Vilmos idGs korara orszagszerte elismert, hires személy lett. Nyi-
latkozatai, tudomanyos munkai jelentGs kozérdeklGdésre tartottak szimot. Az
irinta megnyilvanulo figyelem élete utols6 hénapjaiban csak fokozodott, em-
lékét pedig a halala utani években is dpoltik.

1. AZ UTOLSO HONAPOK

Fraknéi Vilmos 1923-ban tinnepelte 8o. sziiletésnapjit. A nagyhird tuddst
ez alkalombol Horthy Mikl6s kormanyzé és* a kultuszminiszter is tidvozol-

"HorANszky Lajos, Grof Batthyiny Lajos tragédidja, A Kisfaludy-T4arsasig Evlapjai §7 (1924-
1928) 187—204., 187-188.

A Magyar Tivirati Iroda jelenti: Frakndi Vilmos piispokot Gellért-szall6i lakdsin ma dél-
ben felkereste Flandorffer Rébert kabinetirodai osztilytandcsos és dtadta a piispoknek Horthy
Miklés korményzé kivetkezd iidvizls levelét: — Kedves Doktor Fraknéi piispok! Onzetlen, ha-
zafias tevékenységben oly gazdag élete folyamin elérkezett a Mindenhaté kiilonds kegyelmé-
bl sziiletésének nyolevanadik évfordul6jihoz. Ez alkalombdl teljes elismeréssel emlékezem meg
hazink kultdrdjinak emelése koril kifejtett, a torténetirds terén kimagaslé munkalkoddsival,
a torténelmi kutatdst, timogat6 példds dldozatkészségével szerzett kivild érdemeirdl és szivbdl
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te,) Weigl Géza készitett vele interjut a Vilig cimd folyéiratban,* valamint
t6bb korabeli sajtéorganum is megemlékezett rola:

,Fraknéi Vilmos nyolcvan éves. Budapestrdl jelentik: A magyar tudomanyos vildg Frak-
n6i Vilmost tinnepi: nyolcvanadik sziiletése napja alkalmdbol, aki hatvan esztendén ke-
resztiil gazdagitotta a magyar torténetirdst. A magyarorszdgi humanizmus és renészinsz
koranak egyik legélesebb eszi buvira volt. Corvin Mityds mogé meg tudta festeni az
egész korszak sokszind hatterét. Mohdcs el6zményeit taldn senki sem tdrta fel kérlel-
hetetlenebbiil, mint 6. Martinovicsrdl és trsairdl frott munkdjit sok timadis érte, de a
legtjabban magét6l Fraknoéitdl kibinydszott ismeretlen okiratok nem tamadéinak, hanem
neki adtak igazat. A maga tudomdnyos mikodésén kiviil mindig 6nzetlen tdimogatdja
volt mdsok tevékenységének is. Ennek a torekvésnek dllitotta szolgilatdba osszekotte-
téseinek értékesitésével és anyagi erejének megfeszitésével a Rémai Magyar Torténelmi
Intézetet, amely sok fiatal magyar kutaténak tudominyos otthona, sok értékes magyar
torténelmi munkdnak bolcesdje lett.”

A szép életkor feletti 6romot azonban bedrnyékolta a cimzetes piispok egy-
re roml6 egészségi dllapota. Sulyos bélrakot diagnosztizaltak nala, s emiatt 1923
tavaszdn Bécsben megmitotték.®

Ezt kovetden hazakoltozott, de mivel nem volt a févarosban lakdsa, egy
tigyvéd ismerdsénél lakott Zebegényben, majd a budapesti lakdsukban kapott
két szobdt, s vallaltdk, hogy gondozni fogjik az egyre betegesebb Fraknait.
Ebbéli reményeiben azonban csalatkoznia kellett, mert meglehetdsen cudarul
bantak vele, ezért 1924 majusiban rokona, Szentgyorgyi Ignic segitségével a

kivinom, hogy tovibbra is lankadatlan tetterével élvezhesse munkis élete gytimaleseit. Horthy
s. k” Magyarorszag 30 (1923) 47. SZ., §-

3 ,A magyar tudomdnyos vildg dltaldnosan tisztelt nesztora, dr. Fraknéi Vilmos piispok, most
toltStte be nyolevanadik esztendejét, s az alkalombdl grof Klebelsberg Kuno kultuszminiszer ma
meleghangt idvozlGiratot intézett hozza. Méltatja benne Fraknéi nagyjelentéségt tudoményos
miikodését, mely most is Gjabb munkdkkal fogja gazdagitani a tudomdnyt, s kiemeli a Rémai
Magyar Torténelmi Intézet megalapitdsival és tudomanyos célokra tett nagylelk{ alapitvanyai-
val szerzett érdemeit. Biztosithatom Méltésigodat arrdl, — igy fejezi be tidvozlS iratit — hogy az
egész nemzet ismeri és hildsan méltanyolja a tudomdnynak szentelt minden faradozdsdt és annak
gazdag eredményeit. A Mindenhat6 dldisit kivinom tovabbi mikodésére.” Pesti Napl6 74 (1923)
45.5z2., 8.

+Lisd e kotetben (Fiiggelékek/11): Fraknii-dokumentdcio, 2. sz. Egy nappal kordbban egy rovid
cikkben emlékeztek meg a tudésrdl. Vildg 14 (1923) 46. sz., §.

sEllenzék 44 (1923) 50. sz., 5; lasd még: Pesti Napl6 74 (1923) 46. sz., 5; Aradi Kozlony 38 (1923)
46. sz., 4.

¢ Pesti Naplo 75 (1924) 248. sz., 12. Lasd Frakndi-dokumentdcio, 8.a sz. Egészségtigyi dllapotardl
korabban is cikkezett mdr a sajt6, példdul Budapesti Hirlap 14 (1894) 1. sz., 10; Uj Nemzedék 4
(1922) 278. sz., 6.
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pesti Park-szanat6riumba vitték. Mindekozben az Akadémia sajit bérhazaban
szerzett neki egy hdromszobds lakast, azonban korabbi f6bérlGje egy szerzédést
iratott ald, melyben Fraknéi hozzdjirult, hogy a neki kiutalt lakast az tigyvéd
rokonaival egyiitt vegye birtokba, cserébe a gondozasaért. A kisgyermekes csa-
lad be is koltozott a lakasba, az idGs tudés gondozasit azonban nem vallaltdk,
igy Fraknoi lakhely nélkiil maradt. A helyzet tarthatatlansiga kovetkeztében
Fraknoit rokona, Kestranek Vilmos,” az Angol-Osztrak Bank bécsi vezérigaz-
gatdja vezetésével gondnoksig ald kivanta a csalidja helyezni, valamint Bécsbe
vitetni. Fraknéi azonban sziil6t6ldjén kivint meghalni, igy Budapesten ma-
radt, s a budai Véroskereszt-kérhaz II. pavilonjaban helyezték el, ahol kitiin-
tetett figyelem és gondoskodds kozepette telhettek utols6 honapjai.® Sét, ifjonti
lendiilettel dolgozott a Corvin-konyvtar feldolgozasin, az MTA torténetének
megirdsin, valamint az Akadémiai Konyvtar igazgatdi pozicijat is megpa-
lydzta, bar végiil érezvén ereje végességét, jelentkezését visszavonta.

»A 82 éves tudds a kovetkezSket mondotta: — Ertesiilése helyes. Koriilbeliil fél évvel
megelézSleg a Corvindk torténetének, valamint a Magyar Tudomédnyos Akadémia tor-
ténetének megirisira villalkoztam. Ez utébbit aktudlissi az Akadémia jov6 év novem-
berében elkovetkezd centendriuma teszi. Valamivel késébb konkrét formdban felmertilt
a f6konyvtdrosi jeloltségem is. Nagy 6rommel és ambiciéval késziiltem ezt a tisztséget
betolteni, de kozben egészségi dllapotom annyira rosszra fordult, hogy kezelGorvosom
tandcsdra és sajit beldtasomra hallgatva kénytelen voltam irdsban bejelenti Berzeviczy
Gexelencidjinak visszalépésemet. Lemondtam, dtengedtem a teret ndlam fiatalabbak-
nak, kiknek fizikuma is megbirja az dllds terheit én elhatdroztam, hogy végleg a Voros-
kereszt lakéja maradok, ahol a legnagyobb szeretettel, gondoskodassal vesznek kortiil
Oreg napjaimra. Dolgozgatok csendes visszavonultsigban. Az Akadémia torténete ter-
jedelmes méretd munka lesz, és bir eddig csak a bevezetéssel tudtam elkésziilni, remé-
nyem, hogy illanddan javulé egészségem megengedi idejére bevégeznem ezt a meg-
tiszteld feladatot.”

7Kestranek Vilmos Frakn6i Karolina nevi testvérének fia, illetve a tudds keresztfia volt.
Durr Hart-Davis, Liszlo Fiilop élete és festészete, Budapest 2019, 40. 45.

$Lasd részletesen: Frakndi-dokumenticio, 3 sz.

9 Magyarorszag 31 (1924) 241. sz., 7. VO. Pesti Napl6 75 (1924) 6. sz., 4. A Corvindkkal kapcso-
latos céljairdl igy nyilatkozott 1922-ben: ,,Ami engem illet, ennek a folfedezésnek még egy masik
folfedezést is koszonhetek: a két tuddsban, akik a Corvindk folfedezésének dicsGségében testvé-
riesen megosztoznak, komoly munkatirsakra bukkantam és segitségiikkel megvalésithatom éle-
tem egyik 6 céljat: megirhatjuk a Corvin-kddexek torténetét.” Uj Nemzedék 4 (1922) 159. sz., §.
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A visszalépés az akadémiai f6konyvtdrossigtol azonban nem vette kedvét,
s onéletrajzat is diktalni kezdte.” Betegsége mindazondltal rohamosan terjedt
szervezetében, s dllapota 1924 novemberére vilsigosra fordult. A sajté élénk
érdeklédéssel kovette a plispok dllapotat, rendszeresen készitettek vele, or-
vosaival és az 6t apol6 névérekkel interjikat, amelyek sok kiilonleges adatot
nyujtanak Fraknéi életéhez.

»-..Es egy barométer. Zichy Géza grof ajandéka, 6t héttel ezeldtt kapta meg és tgy te-
kintett r, mint a legszebb ereklyére... A falon egyszerd nyirfa keretben egy Mariakép.
Rafael utdnzat. Alatta kedvenc irGasztala, kicsi és fehér. Rajta konyvek. Criterrion cimd
angol revii, akadémiai kiadvanyok. Jegyzetek... Melkbe szeretett volna utazni, ahol Eu-
ropa legrégibb monostora van... Cair6rdl szeretett beszélni leginkdbb az éregir — mondja
a kedves, fiatal doktor. — Cair6rél, amelyet Zichy Géza groffal egyiitt nézett meg.” — , El-
jart az Akadémidra is, ahol még a legkisebb rangt emberek is imadtik. Folyton kutatott.
Eurépanak majd minden kényvtarat bejirta. Ez volt az élete. Mindig is mondta: — En
nem é€ltem, nem 6riiltem, én mindig csak dolgoztam! — Hat akkor miért lett tudds — kér-
dezték —, mi lenne, ha még egyszer megsziiletne? — Torténetird!... Rémit mennyire
szerette. Regényt soha, de soha nem olvasott, de mivel R6mdrdl olvasni akart, bizony
gyakran el6vete Erdés Renée Suntera biboros-at.”™

November 10-én felvette az utolsé kenetet,” s meglitogattak csalidtagjai,
Kollanyi Ferenc,? valamint kivinsigdnak eleget téve bardtja, Prohdszka Otto-
kar is, azonban 6t mar nem ismerte fel a nagybeteg Fraknéi.# Utols6 napjaiban
eszméletét vesztette, s végiil november 20-dn jobblétre szendertilt.

© Reggel, amilyen kordn csak tudott, felkelt és akkor el6vette az & tudomdnyos konyveit és
irt, irt, irt... Hidba volt minden beszéd, § csak irt. Ez volt az 6réme... Gérdonyinak «Az Greg
tekintetes» cimi kényvét olvasgattuk sokszor. Hat, ha mdr ez megvan, irjuk meg «Az éreg mél-
tésagos»-t is, mondotta neki és & maris belekezdett a diktaldsba. Fletének legrégibb idGszakaira,
a kispapsdgra, a gimndziumi tandrsigra, a gyermekkordra olyan bimulatramélté pontossiggal
emlékezett vissza, hogy megcesoddltam. Az akadémiai korszakndl bizony mar gyakrabban esett
idébeli tévedésekbe.” Az Ujsig 22 (1924) 246. sz., 7.

" Példiul Az Ujsig 22 (1924) 246. sz., 7. Lasd még: Nemzeti Ujsig 6 (1924) 245. sz., 13; Az Uj-
sig 22 (1924) 246. sz., 1; 8 Orai Ujsag 10 (1924) 246. sz., 2; 247. sz., 8; Az Est 15 (1924) 246. sz., 9.

© Pesti Naplo 75 (1924) 245. sz., 1.

5, Kollinyi prépost naponta felkereste és imddkozott felgydgyuldsiére.” Magyarorszdg 31
(1924) 248. sz., 15.

4 Bardtsagukrdl: ,,Prohdszka Ottokar székesfehérviri megyéspiispok volt akkor Fraknéi Vil-
mos vendége. Tudni kell ugyanis, hogy Frakndi Vilmos nagyon szerette Prohdszka piispokot,
nagyra tartotta kivalo képzettségéért, és a koztiik fonndllo politikai és vildgnézeti kiilonbség
dacira is tobbszor kivant vele hosszasan elbeszélgetni.” LuszTiG ELEMER, A pacifista piispok em-
lékezete, Reggeli Hirlap 33 (1924) 269. sz., 8; Pesti Hirlap 46 (1924) 248. sz., 9.
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2. A VEGSO NYUGHELYEN

Fraknoi halilhire futétizként terjedt a sajtéban, s hosszabb-révidebb nek-
rol6gokban bucsiztattik az elhunytat.” Lelki tidvéért november 27-én a
budapesti Egyetemi-templomban tartottak gyaszmisét, amelyet teljes papi
segédlettel Székely Istvan prelatuskanonok, egyetemi tandr, a Szent Ist-
van Akadémia madsodelnoke celebralt. A Nemzeti Ujsig igy tudoésitott
errdl:

»(Fraknoi-rekviem.) A minap elhunyt kivilé torténettudés lelki tidvéért csiitortokon
délelétt 1o Grakor engeszteld szentmisedldozat volt az Egyetemi templomban, amelyet a
Szent Istvan Akadémia, mondatott legnagyobb jotevijéért. A gydszold kézonség soriaban
ott littuk a Szent Istvin Akadémia részérdl Apponyi Albert grof elnokat, Mihalyfi Akos
osztilyelnokot, Heiner fétitkdrt, Kollinyi Ferenc jiki apitot, Csekonics Endre gréfot,
Notter Antalt, azonkiviil szimos egyetemi professzort és akadémikust. A szentély el6tt
feldllitott katafalkot a fépapi jelvények diszitették. A rekviemet Székely Istvan prelitus
pontifikdlta névendékpapok segédletével, a papnovendékek énekkara pedig Koudela kar-
nagy vezetésével nagy rekviemet adott el6.”¢

Fraknéit az MTA és a Szent Istvan Tarsulat is sajat halottjanak tekintet-
te, s gyaszjelentésben tajékoztattdk halalirol tagjaikat.” A tuddst az Akadémia
oszlopcsarnokdban ravataloztak fel, s Csinki Dezsd, Székely Istvan és Szisz

5 Példdul Magyarorszdg 31 (1924) 248. sz., 15; Reggeli Hirlap 33 (1924) 267. sz., 5; Nemzeti Ujsig
6 (1924) 247. 5z., 6; Az Ujsig 22 (1924) 248. sz., 2; 8 Orai Ujsag 10 (1924) 248. sz., 4; Aradi Kézlony
39 (1924) 252. sz., 2; Az Est 15 (1924) 248. sz., 13; Pesti Hirlap 46 (1924) 248. sz., 9. A hir kiilfoldre,
példiul Lengyelorszigban is megjelent: Sprawozdania z Czynnosci i Posiedzen Polskiej Akademii
Umiejetnosci 29 (1924) 9. sz., L.

“Nemzeti Ujsig 6 (1924) 253. sz., 9. V6. Magyar J6v6 6 (1924) 273. Sz., 4.

7, Frakndi Vilmos haldla mély gydszba boritotta a Szent Istvan Térsulatot és a Szent Istvin
Akadémiit is, mert ennek a két intézménynek egyik nagy jotevije és tiszteletbeli tagja volt.
A Szent Istvan Tidrsulat kitlzette a gyaszlobogét, a koporséra koszorut helyez. A Szent Ist-
van Akadémia kiilon gydszjelentésben tudatja tagjaival részvétét. Az Akadémia pénteken tartott
I1. osztalybeli iilésén az elnikls Timon Akos egyetemi tandr, az ezutén tartott egyiittes iilésein
pedig Székely Istvin masodelnok emlékeztek meg meleg szavakkal az elhunyt nagy tudésrdl.”
Nemzeti Ujsig 6 (1924) 248. sz., 9. V6. Petéfi Irodalmi Mizeum, Kisnyomtatviny szakanyag,
Any:72.316.
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Kiroly mondott bucsibeszédet.™ Innen a rokonsag, Kollanyi Ferenc, valamint
a tisztelGi kiséretében diszes lovaskocsi vitte a koporsdjat a Kerepesi uti te-
metSbe.? A november 22-iki temetési szertartdst Prohdszka Ottokdr végezte.
Mindez a Nemzeti Ujsig részletes beszimolGjaban:

»Hraknéi Vilmos temetése. Ma délutdn hirom 6rakor a részvét impozans megnyilva-
nuldsa mellett temették el Frakn6i Vilmos piispokot, a nagy torténettuddst, akinek
holttestét a Magyar Tudomdnyos Akadémia oszlopos elGcsarnokdban helyezték rava-
talra. T6bbek kozott koszorit helyezett a ravatalra: a Magyar Tudominyos Akadémia,
a Szent Istvin Akadémia, a Rémai Magyar Torténelmi Intézet, a Magyar Nemzeti
Miizeum és mindazok a tudominyos intézetek, amelyekben az elhunyt torténettudés
jelentds szerepet jitszott. Pontban hirom érakor megkezd6dott a temetési szertartis,
amelyet Prohdszka Ottokar székesfehérviri megyéspiispok, az elhunyt egyik leghi-
zalmasabb bardtja végzett fényes papi segédlettel. A szertartds végzésében Prohdszka
pispok mellett Kollinyi Ferenc jiki apit és Kovics Kdlman lip6tvarosi apitplébinos
segédkeztek. Az egyhdzi szertartdst Prohdszka piispok meghaté hangt imdja és bicstiz-
tato beszéde fejezte be. Utina a Magyar Tudominyos Akadémia, a Torténelmi Térsu-
lat, a Heraldika Térsulat és a Magyar Nemzeti Mizeum nevében Csdnki Dezsg dr., az
Akadémia torténelmi osztilydnak elndke mondott meghaté beszédet. Ezutdn Székely
Istvédn dr. preldtus besz€lt a Szent Istvin Akadémia nevében, majd Szdsz Kéroly a Kis-
faludy Térsasdg nevében mondta el meghat6 buicstiztat beszédét. A temetési szertartds
befejezése utdn a gydszmenet megindult a Kerepesi temetd felé, ahol Frakndi Vilmos
piispokot a féviros dltal adomdnyozott diszsirhelyen — kozvetlentil Pasteiner Gyula
sirja mellett — helyezték 6rok nyugalomra.”

Utols6 éveiben Fraknéi meglehetGsen zildlt pénziigyi viszonyok kozott élt,
ennek ellenére hagyatéka jelentGs értéket képviselt, kiilonos tekintettel szel-

#Szdsz beszéde megjelent: A Kisfaludy-Tirsasig Evlapjai 57 (1924-1928) 350. Lasd Fraknéi-do-
kumentdcio, 9. sz.

9Err6l egy korabeli hiradé is beszamolt: betps://filmbiradokonline.hu/watch. php?id=8134 (2024.
03. 11). TOTH VILMOS, ,Nemzeti nagylétiink nagy temetije”. A Fiumei dti sirkert és a Sal-
gotarjini utcai zsido temetd adattira, Budapest 2018, 307. A 45. parcelliban taldlhaté sirja-
nak felirata: ,,Fraknéi Vilmos arbei piispok... nagyviradi kanonok... sziiletett 1847... meg-
halt 1924... A magyar torténettudomdny nagyérdemd faradhatatlan mivelje és aldozatkész
mecéndsa”.

* Nemzeti Ujsag 6 (1924) 249. sz., 11. ,A gyiszszertartdson jelen voltak: Apponyi Albert grof,
Radnay c. érsek, Mésziros Istvan érseki helynok, Wlassics Gyula baré, Héman Bilint és még
sokan.” Az Ujsdg 22 (1924) 250. sz., 6. Lasd még: Pesti Naplo 75 (1924) 249. sz., 12; Reggeli Hirlap
33 (1924) 269. sz., 2; 8 Orai Ujsag 10 (1924) 254. sz., 8.
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lemi téren konyveire és leveleire.” Bar nem mindenki tudta,” de az idGs tu-
dés végrendeletet, valamint egy potvégrendeletet is hagyott hitra maga utdn.
Ebben — miutin tiltakozott a szabadkémiivességgel val6 gyaniba keverése el-
len — altalinos 6rokosévé a Szent Istvan Akadémiit jelolte meg. Ezen kiviil a
nagyvaradi papnoveldének, a szentjobbi plébanianak hagyott nagyobb ossze-
get, levelezését, kéziratait, valamint okiratgydjteményét a Magyar Nemzeti
Muzeum konyvtaranak hagyta, a Romai Magyar Torténeti Intézetnek pedig
a Rémaban, Budapesten és Szentjobbon levé konyveit, valamint a romai levél-
tarakban végzett munkalatok gydjteményét adta. Végrendeletét sikeresen ér-
vényesitették, s valorizalva fizették ki a benne szerepl Gsszegeket.

3. AZ EMLEKEZET ELSO EVTIZEDEI
A tudés piispok emléke halalit kovetGen sem enyészett el. Bir sosem tani-

tott egyetemen, a Pizmany Péter Tudominyegyetem bolesészeti karanak 1924.
decemberi iilésén a dékdn emlékezett meg rola,** s hasonléan Budapest székes-

= JFrakndi piispok... vagyondt a Szent Istvin Akadémidra hagyta, hogy az tetszése szerint
hasznilja fol az 6rokséget kulturilis és nemzeti célokra. A leltirozds rendjén azonban az dertilt
ki, hogy az utolsé évek alatt a valamikor hatalmas Fraknéi vagyon teljesen megsemmisiilt... a
szentjobbi apdtsighoz tartozé birtokok Romdnidhoz keriiltek s ugyancsak Romdnia tertiletén
van a plispok nyolc holdas sz616je, amelynek jovedelmébdl az utébbi években nem folyt be sem-
mi. Ehhez jirult még hozza, hogy a piispokot az utolsé években arra vette rd a kérnyezete, hogy
készpénz vagyonit kosztiizletekbe fektesse. Ezek az tizletek azonban rosszul titéttek ki s a spe-
kuldcickban a piispok minden készpénze eliszott. Tényleges aktivuma a vagyonnak csupin két
tétel. Egyik a piispok nagyértékid konyvtara, kéziratai és levelezése, a mdsik a Romaniaban 1évé
nyolc hold sz616. Fraknéinak egyetlen kézirata maradt, a Corvin-kényvtar ismertetése.” Ellen-
2€k 45 (1924) 291. sz., 2. — Az édllitdsokat érdemes kritikdval szemlélni, a tényleges koriilményeket
tovabbi kutatis tarhatja majd fel. Vo. e kotetben, 174 és 177 is.

= Végrendelet — legaldbb az eddigi megallapitdsok szerint — nem maradt utdna. 1912-ben ugyan
kidllitott az akkor betegeskedd tudds egy végrendeletszer( blankettdt, de ebben nem jelolt ki né-
ven senkit szellemi 6rokségének birtokosava. Ezt az irdst most Szentgyorgyi Ignic 6rzi. Valészi-
nd tehit, hogy munkdinak kiaddsi joga és kéziratainak gytjteménye egyetemlegesen csalddjinak
életben 1év4 tagjaira fog széllani” Az Ujsdg 22 (1924) 248. sz., 2.

3 Az Est 15 (1924) 251. sz., 6.

* Elnokls Dékan Gszinte részvéttel emlékezik meg arrdl a nagy veszteségrél, mely a magyar
tudominyos vildgot Frakné6i Vilmos elhunytdval érte. Kiemeli Fraknéi Vilmos nagybecsd tor-
téneti munkdssigit, a Romai Torténeti Intézet megalapitdsit, s fGleg az egyetem alapitGjardl,
Pizmdny Péterrdl irt nagyhatdsd életrajzdt. Inditvinyozza, hogy a kar a magyar tudoményos
vildgot ért veszteség feletti részvétének az iilés jegyzdkonyvében adjon kifejezést.” A budapesti
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tévaros tandcsanak ilésén Ripka Ferenc fépolgarmester méltatta. 1924 végén
Angyal David a Magyar Bibliofil Szemle hasibjain méltatta a tuddst,” majd a Ka-
tolikus irok és Hirlapirdk Orszigos Pizminy Egyesiilete 1925. mdjus 19-én tar-
tott gytlést ,,az egyesiilet melegszivii bartjanak, Frakn6i Vilmosnak emléké-
re”.”” Az esemény elnoki megnyit6jit Prohdszka Ottokar mondta, majd Aldasy
Antal tartott emlékbeszédet. Aldasy beszédét a Katolikus Szemle kizilte, Pro-
hiszka beszédének azonban csak a vazlata maradt meg.® A kovetkezd években
is folytatodtak a megemlékezések: 1926-ban is Alddsy Antal mondott beszédet
a Genealogiai Tarsasigndl,* valamint Horanszky Lajos emlékezett meg réla,
1927-ben pedig az MTA-ban Berzeviczy Albert tartott felolvasist Fraknéirdl.
Beszéde nyomtatasban is megjelent, s a tudés leghiresebb méltatasa lett.

Mikor 1927-ben Klebelsberg Rémédban jirt, az Istituto per I Europa Orientale
masodelntke, Gioacchino Volpe tinnepi beszédében megemlékezett Fraknoi
Vilmos és Berzeviczy Albert munkdssagarol a magyar-olasz kultarkapesolatok
kiépitése terén.?® A kovetkez§ évben Karinthy Frigyes is megemlékezett réla

kir. m. Pizmany Péter tudominyegyetem bolesészeti Karanak 1924. évi december hé 10-én tar-
tott II. rendes iilésr6l. ELTE Levéltdra, 8.a.30. 40. o.

5 Oszinte mély sajnilattal kell megemlékeznem, tisztelt kozgylést p6tld tandcs, Fraknéi Vil-
mos piispokrdl, aki a mult h6 19-én [!] elhunyt. A megboldogult a magyar mult egyik legnagyobb
tudésa volt, aki a magyar katolikus egyhaz hagyomdnyokban gazdag, de tudomanyos fejlettségé-
ben a jelen szinvonalon 4ll6 vildgnézetét vitte a torténetirdsba és ezzel méltGképp sorakozik a vildg-
irodalom legnagyobb katolikus torténetiréi mellé. Hitét és hazdjat egyenl§ lelkesedéssel szerette és
tudomdnyos munkalkoddsival jelentGsen gazdagitotta. Javasolom, hogy emlékét a mai iilés jegyz3-
konyvében orokitsiik meg ésa Magyar Tudomédnyos Akadémidhoz, amelynek az elhunyt f6titkdra
volt, intézziink részvétiratot. (Helyeslés.)” Févarosi Kozlony 35 (1924) 41. sz., 1107.

* ANGYAL, Fraknéi Vilmos, 129-131.

7 Magyarsag 6 (1925) 13. sz., 11; 6 (1925) 108. sz., 11; Nemzeti Ujsig 9 (1927) 105. sz., 1.

S ALDASY, Frakndi... emlékezete, 449—460.

» Székestehérvari Pispoki Levéltdr, IX.g. K, Toredékek, 1925. Eziton kosz6nom MOzZESSY
GERGELY segitéségét.

3"ALDASY, Fraknoi Vilmos emlékezete, 1.

*HORANSZKY, Grif Batthyiny Lajos tragédidja, 187-188.

2 BERZEVICZY, Frakndi... emlékezete, 2. Az irds némileg réviditve és dtdolgozva 1928-ban fran-
cidul is megjelent. BERZEVICZY, Guillaume Fraknoi, 139-165.

3 Pesti Napl6 78 (1927) 64. sz., 9; ,,Gioacchini [!] Volpe, orsziggylési képvisels, a masodelnok,
maga is nagy tudés és kivilé hird egyetemi torténettandr... Berzeviczy Albert neve nagyra-
becsiilt Olaszorszagban, éppen gy, mint Fraknéi Vilmos neve, akit mi mar szinte olasznak
is tekintiink, éppen a Vatikdni Konyvtdrban folytatott nagyjelentGségti tudomédnyos kutatdsai
révén.” Pesti Napl6 78 (1927) 66. sz., 5.
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egyik irasaban,* majd Banfty Mikl6s Martinovics c. dramaja kapesan keriilt el6
t6bbszor a neve, ugyanis az ir6 sokat tanulmdnyozta Fraknéi munkdjit, s ez
alapjan rajzolta fel Martinovics — immdr nem tdl szimpatikus — alakjat.

A Magyar Tudominyos Akadémia elnéke, Berzeviczy Albert kezdeménye-
zésére az M'TA és a Szent Istvan Akadémia elhatdrozta, hogy Fraknéinak mél-
t6 siremléket allitanak, melyhez a két intézmény megfelel6 anyagi hétteret
is biztositott.** Az 1929-re elkésziilt siremlék Damké Jozsef szobriszmivész
alkotdsa, aki még Rémdban, életében mintizta meg Fraknéit.” A nagy érdek-
16dés Gvezte tinnepségen sok intézmény és egyesiilet képviseltette magat, s
koszortzta meg Fraknoi siremlékét. Az emlékbeszédet a kezdeményezs Ber-
zeviczy Albert mondta.’®

A kovetkezd mastél évtizedben sem feledkeztek meg réla. A rémai Magyar
Torténeti Intézet és a laterani bazilikiban 1évé magyar emlékmd, illetve a
trianoni békediktatum koriili tirgyaldsok révén rendszeresen elSkeriilt a ne-
ve,¥ a Szent Istvin Akadémia évente kiosztotta a réla elnevezett dijat,* va-
lamint t6bb érdekes visszaemlékezés latott napvilagot. T6bbek kozt Hodinka

3 Nem amit az iskoldban tanultam réla. Néhdny szdraz, de megbizhat6 adat, ha jol emlék-
szem, Frakn6i piispok konyve egy szikdr sotétszemi ferencrendi apatrol, aki valami diplomaciai
kikiildetésben Pirizsban jart abban az idében és visszatért.” KaARINTHY FRIGYES, Naplim, Pesti
Napl6 79 (1928) 228. sz., 12.

% Pesti Napl6 8o (1929) 17. sz., 10. ,,...hidnyzik ez a kiil6nés, drulkodé redd, amely par évtized
Gta — f6képp Fraknoi levéltiri kutatdsinak publikiciGja nyoman — szinte démonikus drnyaldsdva
mélyiilt... Kisbdn Mikl6s ezt a Frakndi dltal markansan megrajzolt figurit nagyjiabdl valtozat-
lanul vitte a szinpadra. Kivalt ami a «jellemz6» kiilsGségeket illeti. Az ¢ Martinovicsa minden-
esetre «betéve» tudja Fraknéit.” Pesti Napl6 80 (1929) 33. sz., 14. E munka a késébbi évtizedekben
is hatdst gyakorolt, példdul Szamos 65 (1933) 18. sz., 5; Magyar Jov6 44 (1945) 176. sz., 4.

3 Tizezer pengé Frakndi Vilmos siremlékére. A Szent Istvin Akadémia péntek délutini
egyiittes {ilésén Reiner fétitkar bejelentette, hogy a Tudominyos Akadémia Gtezer pengdt sza-
vazott meg Fraknéi Vilmos siremlékére. A Szent Istvin Akadémia ugyanilyen 6sszeggel jarult
hozzi a siremlék felallitdsihoz.” Pesti Napl6 79 (1928) 108. sz., 12.

% Damko éppen Fraknéi timogatisival utazhatott ki Rémdba, s a tudds a késébbiekben is kap-
csolatban 4llt a mivésszel. PROHASZKA LASZLO, Damik Fozsef egybizmiivészeti alkotdsai, Vigilia
79 (2014) 10. 52., 739—747. A siremlék el6zménye a Magyar Nemzeti Galéridban érzott terrakotta
mellszobor lehetett. MING 19-21. szdzadi Gy Gjtemény, Szobor Osztily, 1.sz. 86.19-N; Pesti Naplo
80 (1929) 230. sz., 7; 80 (1929) 232. sz., 4; Uj Id6k 30 (1924) 49. sz., 479.

# Magyar Orszdgos Tudésit6 11 (1929) 232. sz., 1929. oktSber 11; 6. és 8. kiadds; Budapesti Hirlap
49 (1929) 232. sz., 4. Beszamolt réla még: Nagyviradi Napl6 32 (1929) 230. sz., §.

% Példiul Magyarorszag 34 (1927) 6o. sz., 9; Budapesti Hirlap 48 (1928) 13. sz., 5; Amerikai Ma-
gyar Népszava 30 (1929) 308. sz., 4.

4 Magyarsig 8 (1927) 287. sz., 7.
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Antal arrdl osztott meg egy szinte népmesei momentumokat magin visel§
torténetet, hogy Fraknoi hogyan esett el a pécsi piispoki széktdl,+ majd Papp
Sandor#* és Szomory Dezs6 idézte fel a Romdban kutaté tudés alakjat.# Leg-
fontosabb mégis Szekfl Gyuldnak az Olasz Szemle 1943-as szamédban megjelent
irdsa, amit a tudés sziiletésének centenariuma alkalmabdl {rt.+4

A vatikdni-magyar kutatdsok elsérangt tuddsinak emlékezetét a masodik
vilighaborit kévetd kommunista diktatdra elfojtotta. Ennek ellenére Fraknéi
Vilmos emléke maig €l. JelentGségét a magyar allam altal 2000-ben alapitott
Fraknéi Vilmos-dij jelképezi, romai 6rokségét pedig a nevét visel romai tor-
téneti kutatdcsoport viszi tovabb.

KANASZ VIKTOR

# Pécsi Napl6 35 (1926) 115. sz., 9—10; illetve lisd e kotetben, 1/6.

42 Abban az id6ben XIII. Le6 pdpa volt a katolikus egyhdz feje, s hogy milyen nagy érdek-
18déssel volt a magyar tigyek irant, arra jellemzd, amit 1893-ban a magyar képvisel6valasztas
utin Fraknéi ptispoknek mondott Rémdban: «Na, a vilasztds Ggy iitott ki, ahogy gondoltuk, a
szabadelvi part nagy tobbséggel gydzott, de hogy Falk Miksa Aradon megbukhasson, erre nem
gondoltam!»”. Az Est 30 (1939) 208. sz., 5.

4 Abban a nagyon régi, nagyon szent és nagyon szegény Rémaban, ahol Fraknéi piispok kis
témzsi drnya tidnt fel az utcikon. Mindig azt hittem, megkapja a fejére egy tavaszi reggel a bi-
bornoki kalapot. Mert olyan finom, kedves, tudds feje volt! Az egész ember olyan rokonszenves
volt! Maga is szerény zarindok Rémaban. Holott otthon olyan nagy rangja és sokféle cime volt.
Gondolom, énekl§ kanonok is volt. Most itt litom a tomegben ezt a kedves egyhdzi embert a
Costanzi-szinhdz el6tt. Vilt egy jegyet maginak a Tosca elsG elGadisira. Egy szerény tamlasszé-
ket a hatulsé sorokban. — Mindegy az, hol il az ember, — mondja. — Mindeniitt ugyanazt a zenét
hallja... — Milyen szép id6 van! — mondja a piispok tr bardtsiggal. — Gondolja meg, janudrban
vagyunk és siit a nap! Isten dlddsa lebeg Roma felett.” SzomorY DEZSO, Régi papirok, Pesti Nap-
16 84 (1933) 59. sz., 36. Ezenkiviil Feleky Kdroly New York-i gytjteménye kapcsin tett egykori
megnyilatkozasirdl. Pesti Napl6 86 (1935) 94. sz., 9.

+4Olasz Szemle 2 (1943) 9. sz., 1267-1274. Ujrakozlését lisd jelen kotet bevezetdjében. Ezen
kiviil mdr kordbban, 1931-ben is hasonl6 jellemzést adott Fraknéirdl: ,,...Fraknéi Vilmos pedig
rendkiviil kiterjedt munkdssigdval Hunyadi Maty4s, valamint az egyhdz és dllam viszonya tor-
ténetében szerzett érdemeket, gy kiterjedt adatgyjtésével, mint aktudlis politikdt6l meg nem
vesztegetett elGaddsival.” SZEKFU GYULA, Politikai torténetirds, A magyar torténetirds 0j ttjai,

Budapest 1931, 397-444, 435.
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Tusor PETER-FEDELES TaAMAS ET AL. (NEMES GABOR; KorTal ANDRAS—KA-
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Forgich Ferenc Okmdinytar. Levelek és iratok (1586-1615) / Ferenc Forgdch Chartulary.
Letters and Papers (1586-1615 ), bev., kiad. Kruppa TaMmAs, Budapest—Réma 2022
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8-an tartott iinnepi kozuilésén, BSz 207 (1927) §99. sz., 1-39.

BERZEVICZY ALBERT: Frakndi Vilmos siremiéke elott. Beszéd Fraknoi Vilmos sivemlékének
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BerzEVICZY, ALBERT: Guillaume Fraknoi, bistorien hongrois (1843-1924), Revue des
Etudes Hongroises 6 (1928) 139-165.
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Fraknoi (1843-1924) zur Oﬂ'mmg der Vatikanischen Gebeimarchive, Festgabe fiir Karl
Josef Rivinius SVD (Theologie und Hochschule 1), hg. v. Reimund Haas—Eric W.
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és egyhizi intézetek Romaban (1895-1995) (szerk. ud), Budapest 1998, 7—18.

CsorBA LAszLO: Fondazione dell' Istituto Storico Ungherese a Roma (1895—1922), Cen-
to anni al servizio delle relazioni ungaro-italiane. Gli istituti ungheresi, scientifici,
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biolex.ios-regensburg.de/ BioLexViewview php?ID=824.

Frakendi (Frankl), Wilbelm (1843-1924 ), Historiker, Osterreichisches Biographisches Le-
xikon (Austrian Centre for Digital Humanities and Cultural Heritage), hrtps://
biographien.ac.at/oebl/oebl_F/ Fraknoi_W ilhelin_1843_1924.xml.
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I. CHAPTERS FROM THE FRAKNOI BIOGRAPHY

1. THE FAMILY
AND HOMELAND OF VILMOS FRAKNOI

Vilmos Fraknéi was an important figure of the Hungarian ecclesiastical middle
class of the 19th century, who had an exceptional clerical career. Thanks to his talent
and the support of his patrons and superiors, he was able to pursue his academic activ-
ities professionally as a priest.

From a rural background in Nyitra (Nitra) County, as a Catholic priest of Jewish
origin, he came to the forefront of Hungarian ecclesiastical and secular science, and
for a time he was a member of the leadership of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences.
Vilmos Frankl was born on 27 February 1843 to Jewish parents in Urmeny, Nyitra
County. His father, Sandor Frankl, served as a manorial physician on the Urmény es-
tate of the Hunyady Counts, one of the most advanced farms in Nyitra County, and
converted to Catholicism. His wife, Johanna Gerstl, however, remained a Jew until
her untimely death in 184s5.

The study includes a source-based description of place and time of birth, village of
birth and baptism. The family circumstances of the parents are examined: the ances-
tors of Sdndor Fraknoi and Johanna Gerstl and their life histories; the father’s remar-
riage; an overview of Fraknéi’s siblings and relatives. Vilmos was baptised at the age of
two, when he was a toddler, while his mother was still alive, in the Roman Catholic
ceremony in the Catholic Church of St. Ldszl6 (Ladislaus) of Urmény, part of the
Archdiocese of Esztergom, together with his two sisters. Sindor Frankl later became
a manorial physician at the Ersektjvar (Nové Zamky) estate of the Archdiocese of
Esztergom, and allowed his talented son to enter the Church.

"The presentation of Vilmos Fraknéi’s family circumstances and the early stages of
his life also sheds light on the assimilation strategies of Hungarian Jewry and the role
of the Catholic Church in social mobilization in the middle third of the 19th century.

BaLAzs RETFALVI
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2. ON FRAKNOI'S EARLY CAREER AS A HISTORIAN
(with bis letters to Prince Primate Simor publicized)

Based on the 1924 curriculum vitae of Fraknéi’s and his biography of the previous
year, the essay traces the years of his studies, their decisive moments and the actors in
his career choice. A surprising result is that Fraknéi, born in 1843, was — according to
his own account — a minor seminarian in Nagyszombat (Trnava), which dates from
1849-1850, since the institution closed its doors in 1850. He eventually continued
his secondary school studies at the Benedictines in Esztergom, where he was greatly
influenced by Jakab Zsigmond Ferenczy OSB, his professor of History and Hungar-
ian. From 1855 he was a student and convictor at the Archepiscopal Gymnasium in
Nagyszombat, from 1856 a cleric, a resident of the Semsinarium Marianum, and from
that time on a fellow student of Kdroly Hornig. He was only 15 years old, when in
the summer of 1858, he was assigned to the Central Seminary by Prince Primate Janos
Scitovszky. It was within the walls of the Semzinarium Centrale, reading the books of
the Pauline library, that his vocation as a historian matured. His first publications were
related to the Seminary’s School of Ecclesiastical Literature and he was involved in the
translation into Hungarian of St. Augustine’s De Civitate Dei.

His determination to become a historian turned into a firm decision by his success-
ful application to the Hungarian Academy of Sciences in 1859—1860, and especially
by the favourable assessment of Antal Csengery and Gusztdv Wenzel. Imre Szabd,
papal prelate and rector of the seminary, and Cardinal Jinos Scitovszky helped him
to achieve this goal. Thanks to them, he was able to remain a resident of the Cen-
tral Seminary after completing his theological studies, and in 1862 he enrolled in the
Faculty of Arts, where he obtained a second doctorate after two years, in addition to
his theological one. This special opportunity was based on Fraknéi’s early schooling
and rapid study progress. According to canon law, he could not even be ordained as a
subdeacon in 1862, at the age of 19.

From among the other ecclesiastical patrons to advance Fraknéi’s career, the Bish-
op Jézsef Lonovics of Csandd, the appointed Archbishop of Eger, who had returned
home from exile, requires specific mention. It was at Lonovics’s encouragement that
he began to study Péter Pdzmdny. His three-volume series of Pizmdny monographs
(1868-1869 and 1872), based on eight years of research, brought Fraknéi corresponding
and full membership of the Academy, and the recognition and support of Mihaly
Horvéth, who was initially reticent in the development of his academic career. After
years of teaching at the Gymnasium in Nagyszombat in 1864/1865 and at the Lyceum
in Esztergom in 1865-1871, Fraknéi came to Pest and there, thanks to Arnold Ipolyi,
with whom he became friends, came into closer contact with Horvith.

In addition to Scitvoszky, who ordained Fraknéi a priest in the Esztergom Basilica
in 1865, another Archbishop of Esztergom, Janos Simor, also played an important
role in the development of his scientific career. An analysis of Frakn6i’s letters to the
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Prince Primate, published in the appendix, forms the second, more extensive part of
the study. The documents allow us to draw several important conclusions. Fraknoi’s
first research trips to Rome, Italy (1867 and 1870), Spain and France (1868) were made
possible thanks to Simor’s permission and various general and personal recommen-
dations (e.g. to cardinals, Prime Minister Andrissy). All this, in addition to the un-
doubted personal interest of the Prince Primate in History, shows the extent to which
contemporary interest in Fraknéi’s research, and in history in general, was different
from that of today. It is noteworthy that Fraknéi expects and anticipates direct eccle-
siastical and didactic benefits from his expected results. What is more, when referring
to the examples of his great predecessors, he formulates — in general terms — expecta-
tions towards the Prince Primate. In 1872 and 1873, both Fraknéi and Simor stated that
the main aim was to write a synthesis of Hungarian church history with a modern
approach. Fraknoéi finally realised his “life’s goal” in his monographic treatise on the
relations between the Holy See and Hungary.

The letters preserved in the Primate’s Archives, published in the Appendix, con-
tain historically important information that Fraknéi not only started his Hungarica
research with the assistance of his archpastor, but also began to explore the archives of
Hungarian aristocratic families thanks to Simor’s intervention. This enabled him to
study the documents of the Batthydny archives in Kopesény (Kittsee) in the summer
of 1872. The impressions he gained there may also have contributed to the fact that a
few years later he began to collect private archives for deposit at the National Muse-
um, which Antal Alddsy considered to be an outstanding achievement of his oeuvre.
Fraknéi’s achievements in the systematic research of the Hungarica are better known,
viz. the systematic exploration of diplomatic reports in Italy, especially in Rome and
in Simancas. The discovery that Fraknéi had not gained access to the Vatican archives
before 1881 is a real gem in the history of research. He could only obtain indirect
access to his material through the archives staff, for the first time by Theiner in
the summer of 1870. The repertory-like information he had on the Archivio Segreto’s
fonds and Hungarian-related documents were based on lists from Paris, dating back
to the Napoleonic period. In 1874, Fraknéi intended to use the Prince Primate’s new
cardinal’s dignity to have a senior official of the Vatican archives copy the Hungarian
aspects of the 16th-century reports of the Viennese nuncios with him.

In the light of 14 years of persistent, increasingly impatient waiting, it is under-
standable why Fraknéi, putting everything else aside, hurried to Rome in the spring
of 1881 to finally receive the first two volumes of the Nuntiatura Germaniae, the re-
ports of Cardinal Legate Campeggio preserved in the Archivum Arcis, the first four
volumes of the Lettere dei Principi and the accounts of the papal tithes in Hungary.
And even more understandable is the organisation of the broad ecclesiastical coali-
tion which, with the persuasion of 43 bishops, cathedrals, chapters, grand chaplains,
canons and monastic magistrates, made possible the foundation of the Monumenta
Vaticana Hungarige in 1882 and the publication of the first volumes soon afterwards.
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In view of the preceding events, it is surprising that from 1881 the main role of the
episcopate was played not by Cardinal and Primate Simor, but by Cardinal Lajos Hay-
nald, Archbishop of Kalocsa, in supervising and supporting the research of Hungarian
history in the Vatican.

PETER "TUSOR

3. VILMOS FRANKL AND THE HUNGARIAN
ScuooL oF CHURCH LITERATURE
(1859—1861)

"The study provides an insight into a little known period of Vilmos Frankl/Frak-
ndi’s life, the period of the first scientific attempts of the scholar who was to lay the
foundations for modern Hungarian historiography and systematic Vatican research.
Between 1858 and 1862, Vilmos Frankl was a student at the Central Institute for the
Education of the Clergy (Seminarium Centrale) in Budapest. Since 1813, the seminary
had a self-education circle for seminarists, which has continued its work under the
name of the Hungarian Ecclesiastical Literature School since 1850 to this day. It has
been intended to promote the linguistic, stylistic and rhetorical skills of the seminari-
ans, in the framework of which translations, poems and studies are prepared and pre-
sented at their meetings; they also evaluate each other’s work. The annual “output” is
usually published as the Munkdilatok (Acts) publications.

The present study shows that, in addition to the renowned scholar’s priestly vo-
cation, he had strong historical-scientific goals and interests from a very young age,
and that he developed a strong affinity for them as a seminarist. Already at such an
early age, at the dawn of his career, he displayed an objective critical vision, com-
bined with a mature self-awareness. He is largely responsible for the establishment
of this evaluative perspective within the School. Frankl was a full member of the
School for two academic years between 1859 and 1861, but remained closely associat-
ed with it until his death. Between 1879 and 1892, Fraknéi also offered a prize for the
best students who had written the best dissertations on religious studies (preferably
on church history).

GYORGY SAGI
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4. NOTES ON CANONICATE OF VILMOS FRAKNOI
IN NAGYVARAD (ORADEA)

The scholarly and commemorative literature on Vilmos Fraknéi’s career as a his-
torian, science organizer and patron of the arts has so far paid little attention to the
activities of this eminent scholar in relation to his ecclesiastical dignitaries. Even the
few exceptions have mostly dealt with the difficulties and conflicts of his career as
a high priest. Fraknéi formulated his own human and research identity primarily
in the context of his status as a clergyman, and by his own admission his main aim
in life was “to explore the history of the Catholic Church in Hungary”. Besides the
titles and dignities he held in the Catholic Church, and which he mostly acquired
early in life (canon of Nagyvirad [Oradea], titular abbot of Szekszard, bishop-elect
of Arbe [Rab], abbot of Szentjobb), gave him a social status and influence that greatly
assisted him in his work. The most significant of these were his dignified ecclesiastical
positions in the Diocese of Nagyvirad — his 46-years membership of the Cathedral
Chapter of Nagyvirad and his nearly quarter of a century as Abbot of Szentjobb —
provided a stable and substantial financial basis for his life and professional career.
This paper summarises the historical and cultural background of Vilmos Fraknéi’s
canonry at Nagyvdrad, and his ecclesiastical, scientific and artistic activities related to
the Nagyvarad stallum.

Vilmos Fraknéi received his appointment on 24 March 1878, and on 8 April of the
same year he was invested in one of the canonries, called literary canonry (stallum
litterarium), of the Cathedral Chapter of Diocese of Nagyvérad. This peculiar and
unique institution, uncommon in the history of the Hungarian Catholic Church,
was then only 7o years old, but it was established at the beginning of the 19th cen-
tury as the institutionalisation of a much older, almost half a millennium old local
ecclesiastical tradition. Founded by King St. Ladislaus in the last decades of the 11th
century, initially as a collegiate and later as a cathedral chapter, it was an important
institution of ecclesiastical culture, especially historiography, in Hungary. Thanks
mainly to its bishops of Italian and Dalmatian origin, it was already from the first
third of the 15th century significantly influenced by the emerging Italian Proto-Re-
naissance and later by humanist culture. As a consequence, from the 1430s onwards,
it became a common practice within the see to grant prestigious canonical estates
to their holders, usually young ones, so that they could use them for higher studies
abroad, mainly in Italy. In addition, it later became a means of rewarding acquired
humanist culture and merits in its dissemination, and some members of the chapter
established one of the earliest humanist literary circles (contubernium, convivium)
of the early European Renaissance outside Italy at the court of Bishop Jinos Vitéz
(1445-1465) of Nagyvirad. The process, which continued with interruptions until
the mid-16th century, came to an end with the late medieval disintegration of the
diocesan organisation. After the religious wars, the Turkish destruction and the
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difficult decades of reorganising the diocese afterwards, this tradition was revived
at the court of Bishop Adam Patachich (1759-1776), who organised a literary, ar-
tistic and scientific circle with an arcadian approach, now inspired by the ideas of
the Church Enlightenment, partly using the canonry of the See. This custom was
institutionalised at the beginning of the 1gth century, when the former chapter of
10 stalls was enlarged to include 16 of them, and part of the new canonry posts were
reserved to reward ecclesiastical figures who had distinguished themselves in the
scientific and literary life of the country.

Vilmos Fraknéi gained such a literary stallum at a relatively young age, which,
with his annual net income of 15 to 20 0oo forints per year, made him one of the 300
most important landowners in Hungary. Although the holders of the literary stallum
were full members of the Nagyvarad Chapter, the special rules that applied to them
gave them a great deal of freedom and room for manoeuvre within the framework
of a regulated, ecclesiastical way of life. In the case of Fraknéi, this meant almost
complete exemption from the obligation of residency and from the liturgical duties of
the chapter during the entire period of his canonicate. As a consequence, he gave up
his right of gradual promotion in the chaplaincy as early as 1891, and retained all the
time the minor titles he had held, the archpriesthood of Central Szolnok and later of
Kraszna.

Despite his relatively loose relationship with his see, which became increasingly
distanced from the end of the 19th century, Vilmos Fraknéi’s connections with the
Diocese of Nagyvirad are well traceable. During his canonicate of more than four
decades, he spent a considerable amount of time at Nagyvirad: initially — but less
frequently in the later period — he spent the Christmas and the Easter holidays there,
as well as the Cathedral’s annual patrocinium (August 15, the Assumption of Mary),
and attended the most important events in the life of the Cathedral (inaugurations,
promotions, priestly anniversaries, funerals), as well as for recreation and official func-
tions not directly related to the work of the Chapter.

Only a few, less significant episodes of his work as a historian can be linked to
Nagyvirad, but many traces of his artistic patronage are still preserved in the city’s
built heritage (the ceiling paintings of the parish churches of Nagyvirad and Szent-
jobb, the 19th century stained glass ornaments and windows of the Episcopal Cathedral
and Residence, the majolica relief of St. Ladislaus, etc.). In 1925, the literary canonry
seat vacated upon the death of Vilmos Fraknéi was inherited by Sindor Ernszt, rector
of the Semninarium Centrale in Budapest, but after the Second World War, the political
situation and the loss of landed estates that had provided remuneration meant that
the custom of donating literary stalls disappeared. The study concludes with Vilmos
Fraknoi’s will, dated 1891 and authenticated by the members of the Nagyvédrad Chap-
ter, which contains one of the earliest version of his plans for a large-scale science
patronage.

TUNDE BALLA-ATTILA LAKATOS
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5. A HISTORIAN IN A NEW ROLE
Fraknoi, Secretary-General of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences

The name of Vilmos Frakndi is closely intertwined with the Hungarian Academy
of Sciences and Hungarian historiography. Already in 1860, he won a prize in the
Academy’s competition, which attracted the attention of Arnold Ipolyi, and with his
support he entered the academic world. In 1870 he was elected a corresponding mem-
ber of the Academy, and in 1873 he became a full member and secretary of Class II.

At the Academy, he launched several new initiatives to modernize the study of
History, and succeeded Jinos Arany as Secretary-General in 1879. During his tenure
as Secretary-General, a number of projects were carried out, such as the erection of
the statue of Janos Arany, the Széchenyi Memorial Year, the interior design of the
Academy’s new building, and multiple donations enriched the Academy. During his
office the Academy became the centre of the Hungarian scientific life.

As Secretary-General, he played a major role in the management and reorgani-
sation of the Academy’s staff, which, while not one of his most creative tasks, was
an essential part of his job. His correspondence and reports not only deal with the
internal affairs of the Academy, but also reflect his personal commitment and respect
for his colleagues.

He left a lasting mark on the history of the Academy through his significant work
as a historian and his role in its administration. He resigned as Secretary-General in
1889 to devote more time to his work as a historian.

ArTiLA HOGYE-CSONGOR CZIRAKI

6. VILMOS FRAKNOI AND THE EPISCOPAL
THRONE OF PECS

One of the most interesting questions of Vilmos Fraknéi’s life is why, despite his fame
and work, he remained a member of the ecclesiastical middle class, why he could only be a
titular (elected) bishop, why he could not actually head a diocese. During his lifetime, con-
temporary journalism was concerned with the question, and numerous reports claimed to
know that the scholar priest would become Bishop of Nyitra, Vic, Kassa or Pécs, while
other sources mentioned him as a candidate for the title of bishop of Nagyvirad. Upon
his passing, obituaries and later memoirs also raised this question, and in particular, there
arised some surprising theories concerning the bishop’s seat at Pécs. According to several
reports, in 1896 Fraknéi was the candidate of the Hungarian government for the Bishop-
ric of Pécs (Quingueecclesien. ), but the idea was ultimately defeated by Rome’s opposition.
"The present paper uses Viennese and Vatican sources to clarify the events.
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On 17 October 1896, Gyula Wlassics, Minister of Religion and Public Education,
addressed a transcript to the common (Imperial and Royal) Ministry of Foreign Af-
fairs in order to appoint Frakndi as Bishop of Pécs, among other issues. Referring to
a verbal consultation with the Emperor-King, he asked for the consent of the Holy
See. However, during the Foreign Minister’s negotiations with the Vienna nuncio, it
soon became clear that the Holy See did not consider Fraknéi’s appointment accept-
able. The reasons given were a lack of pastoral experience, an unsuitable lifestyle and
a lack of administrative skills. However, Wlassics insisted on Fraknéi’s candidacy.
He asked Prince Primate Kolos Vaszary and Bishop Lérinc Schlauch of Nagyvirad
for information, and they cleared him of these charges. The government, citing the
support and praise of the two prelates and Frakndi’s academic merits, called on Agenor
Gotuchowski, the Monarchy’s Foreign Minister, to obtain the Apostolic See’s prior
approval. However, during the negotiations conducted through the Monarchy’s Holy
See envoy, the Papal Secretariat of State did not change its position. Fraknéi, who had
meanwhile arrived in Rome, unsuccessfully sought an audience with the Pope, and
the difficulties surrounding his case finally led him to declare that he would not accept
his appointment as Bishop of Pécs and would resign as a candidate. This meant that,
despite any further attempts by the Hungarian government, he was finally deprived
of the episcopate.

What could have been behind the Holy See’s decision? In addition to the reasons
listed by the Viennese nuncio, Hungarian public opinion at the time also mentioned
Fraknéi’s family background and the Masonic stamp. The nunciature’s reports reveal
that Jézsef Samassa, Archbishop of Eger, was a serious domestic opponent of Fraknoi,
who made the same accusations against him before Nuncio Emidio Taliani did. We
must suspect the Cardinal Secretary of State, the powerful Mariano Rampolla, of be-
ing behind the Holy See’s refusal. The head of Vatican diplomacy must have frowned
upon the increasing familiarity of Frakndi in Roman circles, and in particular his
intimate relationship with Pope Leo XIII. His association with Masonic scholars, and
perhaps also his background, might have been a source of resentment. At the same
time, his appointment as bishop of the diocese, with the obligation of residency, would
have been an excellent way of removing Fraknéi from the Eternal City. This paper
attempts to resolve and understand the contradiction.

With Rome’s hindering of Vilmos Fraknéi’s higher ecclesiastical career, Hungar-
ian and universal Catholicism became poorer with a great archpriest. Despite his title
of bishop of Arbe, Fraknéi remained a member of the ecclesiastical middle class until
his death. His spiritual and human legacy, however, elevates him far above those who
preceded him in his ecclesiastical career in the memory of posterity.

PETER TusorR—VIKTOR KANASZ
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7. FRAKNOI AND THE TEMPTATION
OF AUSTRIAN CITIZENSHIP

"The study traces the last years of Vilmos Fraknéi’s career in Vienna in the context
of the transnational family ties that developed as a result of the bourgeois mobility
that unfolded in the Austro-Hungarian Empire. Through marriages in Moravia, his
entire family had moved to Vienna by the turn of the century, and he provided ad-
vice and financial support for the education that would lay the foundations for their
social advancement. He also officiated at the marriage ceremonies of several family
members, usually in places that made the public aware of their status as members of
the bourgeoisie. In 1914, in preparation for his retirement in Hungary, he followed his
relatives and bought an apartment in the imperial city, which may have been person-
ally motivated by a search for support in old age.

He remained present in Hungarian science and public life with his studies and
political initiatives, and returned to Budapest for an extended period in October 1918.
He described the bourgeois democratic revolution as a natural evolutionary phenom-
enon, and his statements legitimised the Kdrolyi government and its foreign policy,
which met the Entente’s expectations. In mid-November, the Ministry of Religion
and Public Education, under his chairmanship, set up a special commission to prepare
the sharing of the Monarchy’s cultural heritage, which envisaged bilateral negotia-
tions with Austria on the basis of the traditional Hungarian conception of public law,
applying the principles of quota and parity. He arrived in Vienna on 17 March 1919
to coordinate the preparatory work for the sharing of court museums and common
archives and to start negotiations, but he did not carry out any further substantial
activities in this field. Although the Government of the Council (Soviet) Republic
of Hungary confirmed his mandate and notification at the beginning of April, the
successor body to the commission he chaired, the Directorate for Art and Museums,
dismissed him two weeks later and ordered him to return home.

However, Fraknéi did not comply with the order, and in May 1919 he took Aus-
trian citizenship because of the hopeless conditions at home and for his personal safety.
However, his decision was not made public and his notification was not revoked. This
gave him the opportunity, as the chairman of the Hungarian liquidation committee,
to examine the confidential historical documents relating to the outbreak of the First
World War, and he attempted to clarify the role of the Hungarian government and Ist-
van Tisza in the origins of the First World War in a German-language study published
in the autumn on the basis of primary sources. After a year, he successfully applied for a
revocation of his Austrian citizenship with the intention of emigrating. It was not until
early 1922 that he finally left Austria, to escape the trap of tax prosecution for failure
to file income tax returns during his Austrian citizenship. According to his later state-
ment, he wanted to die in Hungary and be buried in Hungarian soil.

IMRE RESS
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8. THE END OF THE CAREER
The last months, funeral and early memories of Vilmos Fraknoi

By his old age, Vilmos Fraknéi had become a nationally recognised and famous
figure. His statements and scientific works were of considerable public interest. He
celebrated his 8oth birthday in 1923, but was diagnosed with colon cancer and under-
went surgery in the spring of 1923 in Vienna. He then moved finally back home, lived
in Zebegény and Budapest, then in the Park Sanatorium in Pest, and later spent his
last months in the Red Cross Hospital in Buda. Here he worked mainly on the pro-
cessing of the Corvin Library and on writing the history of the Hungarian Academy
of Sciences, and finally passed away on 20 November 1924.

Fraknoi was considered by the Hungarian Academy of Sciences and the Szent Ist-
van (St. Stephen) Society as one of their own, providing funeral honours. The scien-
tist was laid in state in the columned hall of the Academy. From there, his coffin was
taken by horse-drawn carriage to the cemetery on Kerepesi 1t, accompanied by his
relatives, Ferenc Kollinyi and his admirers. The funeral service was conducted by
Ottokdr Prohészka. On the initiative of Albert Berzeviczy, a dignified burial monu-
ment was erected by 1929. The scholar-priest’s memory did not fade after his death: a
multitude of memorials, recollections and articles have recalled his figure. And on the
rooth anniversary of his birth, he was commemorated by Gyula Szekfd in his native
country and by the Osservatore Romano in his second homeland, Rome. The memory
of this leading scholar of Vatican-Hungarian research was suppressed by the commu-
nist dictatorship following the Second World War. Despite this, the memory of Vil-
mos Fraknoi lives on to this day, his importance is symbolised by the Vilmos Fraknéi
Prize, established by the Hungarian state in 2000, and his scholarly work is carried
on by the academical Research Group of the Catholic University bearing his name.

VikTor KANASZ

II. FRAKNOI'S OEUVRE AS A HISTORIAN AND SCIENTIST

1. FRAKNOI, THE CATHOLIC HISTORIAN
AND SCIENCE FOUNDER

Vilmos Fraknéi’s view of History was not free from the influences of Romanti-
cism, and was based on historicism embedded in positivism. The quality and quantity
of his work, his founding of series, journals and institutions, and in part his scientific
creative actions in his academic positions, led him to be described as ‘surpassing the sci-



SUMMARIES 833

entific achievements of his contemporaries’. Gyula Szekf and Egyed Hermann gave
his oeuvre a worthy place in the 1940s. Later, Marxist criticism obscured Fraknoi’s
figure. Current historiography praises his work, but does not elevate it above those of
his contemporaries. In the context of the 19th century and the early 20th century, the
term ‘conservative’ is wrongly applied to him.

His approach, extending well beyond historicism, can be seen most directly and
clearly not in his historical works, but in his publications on church politics. His writ-
ings reveal both a distinctive and a modern conception of Catholicism around 1870.
On a historical basis, Frakn6i sought to reassess the liberal, unfavourable view of 1g9th
century Hungarian Catholicism. He expected the Catholic high clergy to play an or-
ganic, rather than an isolationist role in the life of the country, in the fields of science,
culture and education. His own career would be a model of these ideals: from the
late 1870s for a good decade, his career as an ecclesiastic (abbot, canon, bishop-elect)
and secular career would simultaneously be upward. The latter was never in politics,
but exclusively in the world of science (Secretary-General and then Vice-President
of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences). His ecclesiastical publicity reveals in detail
the framework of thought and interpretation within which his scientific texts can
be placed. His goals as a historian were determined by his attitude to church politics.
With his academic work, Fraknéi aimed at the internal transformation of his own
church as much as at reinterpreting its place and role in Hungarian society. By means
of historicism, he sought to incite the high priesthood, historicising in appearances
and jealously guarding its multiple privileges and, of course, its estates, to action.

As a scholar, Fraknéi was first and foremost a Catholic, both ultramontane and
a patriote. His choice of subjects and his approach to history are determined by his
Catholicism. It is through this lens that he views his own time as well as history. It is
within this framework that the objectives of his historiography and the realisation of
those objectives need to be considered. At the same time, he is free from apologeticism.
As early as 1861, he summed up his basic stance by stating that the historian’s “special
field is the past, his main law is love for justice”. He exposed the conflict of Cardinal
Péter Pazmany with the Holy See in the same way as he exposed the character flaws
of Igndc Martinovics, a Jacobin revered as a national martyr. Fraknoi was passionate
about Catholic ideas in his quest for historical truth. His approach is based on the fact
that he no longer sees historical problems as apologetic, but as a professional historian
from the perspective of a teleological salvation history. In this respect, he is very close
to Ranke, but he also surpasses him. It is his indirect theological approach, combined
with his liberal arts studies, which gives the reason for his ‘aspect-based’ historiog-
raphy, as emphasised by Gyula Szekfd. The Catholic character of his approach to
history is indirect, apart from his works explicitly written on ecclesiastical history. His
works are never theologised or made theological, or even religiously biased. Neverthe-
less, he sees the fulfilment of the Hungarian history he researches and views in holistic
continuity in the fulfilment of its Catholic character, and he is constantly looking for
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examples and experiences from the past. An excellent example of this is his biography
of Werb6ezy, published in 1899. Only some of his publications are directly concerned
with church history, and a good part of them are on diplomatic, political or cultural
history. He should not be, therefore, regarded as a mere church historian. Fraknéi
does not establish a transitional, path-finding perspective, but a new voice and with
it a new vision in the ‘professionalising’ and ‘specialising” Hungarian historiography.

Fraknéi’s idea was a spiritually renewed Catholicism, autonomous and modern,
i.e. socially sensitive, cutting-edge in science and culture, independent of the liberal
state, but unfolding within a system of national liberalism and gaining recognition for
itself in the free competition provided by liberalism. In his own church, he was close
to Ottokar Prohiszka and Sdndor Giesswein. In the ‘race to win souls’, he himself was
a leading figure in the field of historiography, in the organisation of scientific studies
and, as a church dignitary, furthering scientific studies and the patronage of the arts.
In addition to his unique approach, Fraknéi’s historiography is characterised by a pro-
lific professionalism based on incredible diligence. His treatment of diplomatic reports,
which focuses on the widest available source base, brought a new tone and quality
to domestic historiography. He can be regarded as the most important founders of
modern medieval, early modern and modern historiography in Hungary, including
many sub-disciplines, because of the versatility and scope of his work. His decades
of research in Rome, his institute and his Vatican series have placed his oeuvre in a
European perspective. His writings still serve as the starting point or the constituent
elements of new narratives, whether medieval or early modern, and even, in part, in
the field of modern scholarship. Alongside his Roman scholarly heritage, this is anoth-
er enduring foundation of his local value as a historian.

Vilmos Fraknoi can be defined as a “professional, progressive Catholic and patriotic
priest-historian with a European horizon” in the ranks of historians of the period of
the Reconciliation. He is the most emblematic figure of the beginnings of scientific
historiography in Hungary.

PETER "TUSOR

2. FRAKNOI’S VATICAN RESEARCH
AND THE MEDIEVAL HUNGARIAN HISTORY

One of the main focuses of Vilmos Fraknéi’s work as a historian and writer was on
the 15th—16th centuries, and in particular on the biographies of the public clergy — and
to a lesser extent of the seculars. Asa member and official of the Academy of Sciences,
he played no small part in the organisation and management of scientific research,
but the impact of his work began to be perceived in the long run. His research in the
Vatican and the institutionalisation and regular organisation of source research there
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focused attention on a source area that provided a wealth of small data sources for the
study of everyday life and culture in the Middle Ages, an approach that later became
dominant in Hungarian medieval research.

Among other things, Fraknéi’s efforts to systematically and completely explore the
entire archival holdings and units of the Vatican’s Hungary-related research proved
decisive. By establishing the two series of source publications, which he founded and
whose volumes he either compiled and edited himself or designated the content and
the editor, he created a source base for researchers which not only facilitated subse-
quent scholarly research, but also determined both its themes and its direction. In
particular, the volumes of the Monumenta Vaticana containing the Lateran bulls of
Pope Boniface IX had a major impact on later studies, as did the source publications
exploiting the lists of papal tithes, the Gentile-documents, the Matthias Corvinus
correspondence and the registers of the Society of the Holy Spirit. The Monumenta
Romana has become a model enterprise in the compilation of diocesan documentary
archives, and the canonisation record in the first volume has proved to be a fertilizer
in many fields of historiography.

The content of the sources Fraknéi chose for publication later set the course for
the development of historical geography, ecclesiastical social history — especially proso-
pography — diplomatic history, the history of religion and other fields of research in
Hungary. His syntheses on the reign of Matthias and the Jagellonians, his syntheses on
the history of relations between the Holy See and his monograph on the royal canon
law are, like his source publications, reference works and handbooks for modern histo-
riography, which form the basis for further research.

KoOrRNEL SzovAk

3. VILMOS FRAKNOI, THE FOUNDER OF THE
HUNGARIAN MEDIEVAL STUDIES

Fraknéi’s research on Hungarica (Hungary-related issues) in foreign archives and
libraries has always been at the forefront of historiography, emphasising his mer-
its. At the same time, Frakn6i’s role in increasing the domestic source base has not
been emphasised. His early works were still written on strictly medieval topics in the
early 1860s. These he created on the old, rudimentary source base, and today they
have only historiographical value. From 1863 on, he published mainly modern church
history studies, books and source publications, closely connected with his teaching
activities in Nagyszombat (Trnava) and later in Esztergom. He clearly returned to
pre-Mohics topics after his appointment as head of the library (2 April 1875), obvious-
ly after having become acquainted with the rich manuscript material of the Széchényi
Library of the Hungarian National Museum. The present paper describes Fraknoi’s
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ploneering role in Hungarian medieval studies, as head of the library, in the expansion
of domestic sources and the preservation of domestic sources between 1875 and 1878.
"Together with his colleague Janos Csontosi, he invented the institution of “family in-
heritance”, and thus began the process of bringing the documents of Hungarian noble
families preserved in the rural mansions of the country into the museum.

His parallel with Gyula Pauler is particularly important for the understanding of
Fraknéi’s oeuvre, since they were not only contemporaries and fellow historians, but
they had been friends since the 1860s. Fraknéi took part in the reorganisation of the
archives in the early 1870s and, seeing that the archives were only interested in collect-
ing public records, opened the museum to private records. As a result, a well-defined
— and instinctive — division of labour between the two institutions was established.

Since the cultivation of auxiliary sciences is particularly emphasized in medieval
studies, the second part of the essay describes Fraknéi’s relationship to the Hungarian
Heraldic and Genealogical Society, founded in 1883. He declined Béla Radvinszky’s
invitation to participate in the foundation, but this is not to be seen as a sign of Frak-
néi’s insensitivity to the auxiliary sciences, but as an ex officio pose: the “treasury” op-
position of the Academy’s Secretary-General to any “new formation”. Frakndi soon
became reconciled to the Society, joined it, and in 1885 he also became a member of the
board of directors. Later, some of his publications appeared in Turul.

Fraknéi wrote summary biographies and thematic monographs instead of minor
auxiliary research, but always used the latest methods of auxiliary science. His role in
medieval studies is well illustrated by a comparison between the state of medieval studies
in Hungary in 1860 and the state it had reached in 64 years by the time of Frakndi’s
death in 1924. In Hungarian medieval studies, the results of the following six decades
(1924-1982) are not even close to the previous one.

GyYORGY Ricz

4. FRAKNOI AND THE BEGINNINGS OF
THE EARLY MODERN RESEARCH

The paper takes stock of the work of Vilmos Fraknéi in the field of early modern
history. Fraknéi’s works on the 16th to 18th centuries can be grouped around four
main topics: research on Péter Pdzmany’s biography and his oeuvre; the history of
domestic education and attendance at foreign universities; the history of Hungarian
Diets (National Assemblies); and the relations between the Papacy and the Kingdom
of Hungary. In addition, there is a fifth area on the frontier of the early modern peri-
od, the biography of Igndc Martinovics (1755-1795), leader of the Jacobin movement in
Hungary. In conclusion, Fraknéi’s research in several areas is still indispensable today,
above all his findings on the life and work of Péter Pazmany, his works and source
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publications on the relationship between the papacy and the Kingdom of Hungary,
and last but not least his source publications on the history of the 16th century Hun-
garian Diet.

IsTVAN FAZEKAS

5. TRAPPED IN NARRATIVES
Fraknots textbook and reactions to it

The grammar school textbook of Vilmos Frakndi (Frankl), published in 1863 (cor-
rected editions: 1864, 1866), received considerable press coverage. He was asked to
write the book in the years before the Austro-Hungarian Compromise, when he was a
university student, to counterbalance the Protestant secondary school textbooks that
were so numerous at the time. Transylvania was portrayed as a place of unrest and
the Transylvanian princes in a negative light. It was not widely praised in the press
at the time of its publication, but later it was used as a point of attack against Fraknoi
in much of the press, as it was described as ‘unpatriotic’. The textbook also played an
important role in the smear campaign against the author in the 1870s. In the press, the
accusations made against the textbook sought to appeal to emotions rather than to act
as substantive criticism.

Z1rtA LORINCZ

6. (GUIDED TOUR OF
THE LIBRARY EXHIBITION OF VILMOS FRAKNOI

(1877)

In 1877, the Hungarian National Museum organised an exhibition on History and
Literature of the Széchényi National Library, which included documents, codeces
and antiquarian books, as well as portraits and landscapes. Vilmos Frakndi, now in his
second year as keeper of the library, put together an extremely rich exhibition.

His catalogue was published in the journal Magyar Konyvszemle, which he founded.
Several documents appear in the subject index which are related to Fraknéi’s previous
and later book research and his work as director. The Corvinas — with special refer-
ence to the philological research of Janos Vitéz —, the humanistic book culture and
the tangible presentation of the retrospective historical bibliography in Hungarian,
including the publications of Péter Pizmadny, are all key points of interest for the
librarian. With his multifaceted approach to these topics, Vilmos Fraknéi anticipated
many aspects of modern book history and library science. And through his work as a
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scholar-organiser, he elevated bibliographical and book-historical research, practised as
an auxiliary discipline before, to the status of a discipline in its own right.

The overview analysis of the exhibition object list reveals in detail the criteria for
the selection of the presented library documents and evaluates the related research of
Vilmos Fraknéi from a scientific-historical point of view.

MARTON SZOVAK

7. ABOUT THE SCIENTIFIC
DEBATES OF VILMOS FRAKNOI

Albert Berzeviczy, Chair of the Academy of Sciences for more than thirty years,
named Kdlmdn Thaly, Lajos Kossuth and Henrik Marczali as Fraknéi’s most impor-
tant debating partners in his 1927 work The Memory of Vilmos Frakndi. The designation
of the debate partners — and thus indirectly of Fraknéi’s most important research top-
ics — was in line with the scientific policy of the time, but the sources show that Frak-
n6i had only one open exchange of correspondence with Thaly and Kossuth (in 1875
and 1877 respectively), and that he worked with the former on occasion. He main-
tained a particularly good and regular working relationship with Henrik Marczali, the
third named debating partner. Fraknéi’s works on Hungarian statehood and public
law were also subject to debates, but these are not mentioned in the memorial speech.

JurrannNa Orsos

8. FRAKNOI’S PUBLIC JOURNALISM (1870-1918)

Vilmos Fraknéi is remembered primarily as an outstanding historian, as a
canon of Nagyvirad, or as the Secretary-General of the Hungarian Academy of
Sciences. However, less is usually said about Vilmos Fraknéi’s public journalistic
activities. Yet, throughout his long creative career, in addition to the many tasks
he attended, he also expressed his public views on issues he considered important.
In the period under review, he published more than 30 articles on three major
topics. In the 1870s, he took a stand on the challenges of the period to Catholi-
cism, including the issue of Catholic autonomy. In 1882, he became involved in
the cultural debates (“Kulturkampf”) in Hungary concerning the forthcoming ed-
ucational decrees, and continued to do so afterwards. Finally, during and after
the First World War, he investigated the causes of the unfolding catastrophe and
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the possibilities for peace. Fraknéi’s views, insights and positions in the fields of
ecclesiastical, cultural and foreign policy are important elements in understanding
his personality and his oeuvre.

ROBERT P. OLAH

9. THE LITERATURE OF THE FRAKNOI OEUVRE
Science metrics analysis

Vilmos Fraknéi’s vast body of work was almost common knowledge even among
his contemporaries, and his necrologues invariably highlighted his rich scientific her-
itage. The bibliography has also provided an opportunity to examine his work in
terms of scientific metrics. He published 67 monographs and an impressive 226 papers,
mainly in journals. He was also a prolific contributor to encyclopaedic dictionaries,
with 230 in all.

So far, no attention has been paid to Vilmos Fraknéi’s reviews, although several
of them are very interesting and educational. He wrote a total of seventeen of them
during his lifetime, so he did not often make use that kind of publication. In his re-
views, Frakndi stressed the importance of archival research and source publications
in Hungary and abroad, especially in Italy, which were intended not only to serve
Hungarian historiography but also to serve foreign historians who wished to study
the history of Hungary. His review of the Vatican archival research is particularly
interesting, and he made the important point that the focus of research should be on
the 14th and 15th centuries.

In addition to his scientific publications, he published a substantial number of ar-
ticles on other topics, almost a hundred in all. Of particular interest are his debates
on scientific works, often of a topical and sectarian nature, the two most exciting
of which were with Kalman Thaly and Lajos Kossuth. More than a quarter of his
non-academic publications are publicist writings, focusing largely on two periods or
topics. Fraknéi held strong views on Catholic autonomy and secularization. The other
period, productive in journalistic terms, was the First World War. In his publicism,
he did not deny his status as a historian: he collected, analysed, argued and synthe-
sised information. His editorial work plays a major role in his oeuvre. He wrote few
eulogies or necrologues, but almost all of them were about people he admired and to
whom he owed a great deal, such as Fléris Rémer, Arnold Ipolyi, Lajos Haynald and
Sandor Szilagyi.

GABOR NEMES



840 SUMMARIES

III. ITALY, ROME, VATICAN

1. HUNGARIAN HISTORIOGRAPHY IN A EUROPEAN CONTEXT
Vilmos Fraknoi and bis “Hungarian school of bistory” in Rome (1882-1905)

After the official opening of the Vatican Archives in January 1881, Vilmos Fraknoi,
canon of Nagyvdrad, abbot of Szekszird, and Secretary-General of the Hungarian
Academy of Sciences, who earlier had been researching in Rome with special permis-
sion but had no direct access to the material, rushed to the Eternal City in May. He
held talks with Cardinal Secretary of State Ludovico Jacobini, Cardinal Joseph Her-
genréther, the archivist of the Holy Roman Church, and was even received in private
audience by Pope Leo XIII (1878-1903). Fraknéi’s plan, presented to them, was for
the Vatican sources to be published by the Apostolic See itself, partly with the help of
priest-historians and at the expense of the Hungarian Church, in a series of its own.
As he explained in a variety of ways, this venture would enable the papacy to catch
up with the states actively supporting modern historiography without any particular
sacrifices, and at the same time the international reputation of Hungarian Catholicism
and scholarship would be greatly enhanced. Ultimately, his ambitious idea was well
received by the Curia, provided that he succeeded in raising the necessary funds. At
the same time, he asked for — and did receive — research permission to study Vatican
sources relating to Hungary between 1300 and 1526.

On his return home, Fraknéi immediately started organising. First of all, he in-
formed Cardinal Primate Jinos Simor, Cardinal Archbishop Lajos Haynald of Ka-
locsa, Bishop Arnold Ipolyi of Besztercebianya (Banska Bystrica) and Bishop Ldrine
Schlauch of Szatmar (Satu Mare) of the outcome of his negotiations in Rome. On
16 August 1881, having secured their support, he asked the Chapter of Nagyvirad
to offer soo forints per year for the publication costs of the newly established Vat-
ican series, the Monumenta Vaticana, and “to ask all the chapters of the country to
offer certain annual contributions for this purpose.” On the same day, the canons of
Nagyvirad called upon all the chapters and the most wealthy monastic orders of the
country, and one or two bishops to make donations. As the rest of the episcopate felt
neglected, they were addressed by Frakn6i in a letter of 23 November.

With one or two exceptions, the reactions were so favourable that in the sum-
mer of 1882, a total of about 170,000 lire were available for a period of ten years. In
the meantime, a major confusion, fortunately successfully averted, was caused by the
fact that in early March 1882, either in response to an action in Rome, or following
a bishops’ meeting, or both, Lajos Haynald modified Fraknéi’s ambitious idea. The
undertaking was limited to the publication of sources relating exclusively to Hungary.
Haynald’s letter to the Holy See and Fraknéi’s negotiations in May 1882, when he
hurried to the Eternal City to overcome the problems, had already included the mat-
ter of publishing Hungarian documents in the Vatican from the very beginning, i.e.
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from 1881. In other words, the preliminary ideas were retroactively modified. In the
course of his personal discussions in the Curia, Frakndi managed to avert the difficul-
ties — the State Secretariat had also had concerns about the planned publication of the
nuncios’ reports — and to clarify the details. Following Lodovico Jacobini’s agreement
by letter of 19 May 1882, the founding meeting of the participants in the enterprise
was held in Budapest on 4 June 1882, with Cardinal Haynald presiding.

The meeting precisely outlined the objective pre-approved by Rome and defined
the name of the series. According to this, the aim of the undertaking is nothing less
than the publication of “the historical monuments in the Papal archives relating to
our Church and our country, in two series: #) the publication of the correspondence of
the papal nuncios at the court of the Hungarian kings; #) the adaptation, completion
and continuation of Theiner’s Monumenta Hungariam Sacram illustrantia. The title
of the work be: Vatican Hungarian Documentary Library. Monumenta Tubularii Vaticani
Hungarica”, which was later modified. At the meeting, an editorial committee was
finally elected to direct the research, organise the publication and manage the funds.
"The institutional backing was provided by the Szent Istvin [St. Stephen] Society, the
scientific organisation of Hungarian Catholicism. Fraknéi published the foundation
documents in the summer of 1882 in the pages of the Magyar Sion. It was not only the
historiographical importance of the enterprise that prompted him to do so. The haste
seems to indicate that he also wanted to prove that the idea had been limited to the
Hungarian dimension all along.

Between 1884 and 1891, under the direction of the Monumenta Vaticana-Com-
mission, but actually under the direction of Vilmos Fraknéi, eight volumes, mostly
of heavy size, were published in quick succession, divided into two series. The editions
were extremely ornate and sophisticated, with a large historical introduction in Latin
and Hungarian, an index and, if not a large number of notes, an appendix of notes
providing the most important information.

In the end, no publisher was indicated on the volumes published in Budapest, but
the briefer of Pope Leo XIII praising the enterprise and the Papal and Hungarian coat
of arms were placed at the beginning of each work. The publications were very well
received by the peer review.

"The ten-year pledges of the Hungarian chapters and archpriests expired in 1892, and
were not renewed. The Monumenta Vaticana-Commission was not dissolved, but at
the end of the first decade, which was not only encouraging but also bright, the work
was continued in a completely new framework and along a new concept. Following the
example of the Prussian and Austrian institutes that had been set up in the meantime,
Frakndi also saw the future in institutionalisation. In his end-of-life retrospective, he
speaks of his Institute of Hungarian History in Rome as early as 1882, when the Monu-
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menta Vaticana Hungariae was launched. From 1892 onwards, the focus was on the estab-
lishment of the headquarters and the legal character of this virtual scientific institute.
However, as he had not received any substantial support for this idea in Hungary, he
alone realised his plan. The temporary fall in property prices in Rome enabled him to
buy a plot of land in the park of the former Villa Patrizi from the proceeds of his own
ecclesiastical benefices. It was here, near Porta Pia, that the headquarters of the Fraknéi
Institute of Hungarian History in Rome was built in 1894. However, it was not legally
established. The building, with its solid elegance, was a private institute for Hungarian
researchers who came to the Eternal City, above all for Vatican research.

Fraknéi’s Institute of History, which quickly became a scientific and cultural centre,
soon launched a new type of series. As French research sought to make full use of the
13th-century Vatican source material, and the Germans and Austrians had already di-
vided up the early modern material from Vienna (Prague) nunciature, which also con-
tained a wealth of Hungarian references, Fraknéi focused his institute’s investigations
on the 14th and 15th centuries. In contrast to the method of the Monusmenta Vaticana, the
Hungarian sources in the various Vatican registers, which were systematically reviewed
as far as possible, were not selected according to their archival place or a particular his-
torical topic, but were to be published according to dioceses. This procedure not only
corresponded to the nature of the papal registers of the period, which mainly contained
entries by diocese, but also made it possible to publish more colourful and often comple-
mentary sources (souplications, papal documents on various subjects). By the way, it was
expected that the diocese concerned would support the publication of Roman sources
from its own history. The latter idea, thanks to Cardinal Kdroly Hornig, was realised in
the diocese of Veszprém, one of the largest dioceses in Medieval Hungary.

Despite the strikingly similar typography, it cannot be stated that the Monumenta
Romana of the Hungarian dioceses was intended to replace the earlier Monumenta Va-
ticana. Indeed, the former method was by far not suitable for the publication of recent
age Vatican sources. The best proof of this is the last volume of the Monumenta Vati-
cana, published in 1909 after a long hiatus, containing the reports of the papal nuncios
of Transylvania.

The picture of the heyday of Hungarian research in the Vatican at the end of
the 19th and the beginning of the 20th century includes, in addition to the above
mentioned series, the works of the thirty or so researchers working in Rome, and
especially the independent works of the twenty or so members of the Institute. The
syntheses of Vilmos Frakn6i, who had been appointed Abbot of Szentjobb by King
Franz Joseph, on the right of the Hungarian kings to appoint bishops and on Holy
See—Hungarian relations stand out by far among the smaller, larger publications and
studies. The third volume of the latter, published by 1903, was not only the crown-
ing achievement of the renowned author’s Roman activities, but also the actual final
chord. Because of his advanced age, Fraknéi found himself less and less suitable to
manage and maintain his private institute. His attempts to hand over his enterprise
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to the Diocese of Nagyvirad and the Hungarian episcopate failed for various reasons.
And since, despite the wide professional recognition of the institute’s work, the supply
of personnel in Hungary was also stagnating, he returned to Budapest in 1905. The
building of his institute was rented by a nearby clinic until 1913, when he donated
the building to the Hungarian state for the purposes of the Hungarian Institute of
History in Rome, founded in the same year. Fraknoi finally closed down and sold the
Artists’ House, which was built next to the Historical Institute building in 1904, at
the beginning of 1913.

The present study and its summary differ in two essential points from the text
that was originally prepared for the review of the historiographical antecedents of the
Collectanea Vatciana Hungariae when it was launched in 2004 (CHV I/1exc.), and then
republished 18 years later with an expanded version (CVH 1/20). The first one is that
Fraknoi’s idea of a virtual Roman institute of Hungarian history had already been
present, practically from 1882, when the Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae was founded.
The other is that between June and March 1881 Fraknéi was indeed thinking of a
universal edition of the Monummneta Vaticana published by the Holy See, which he was
forced to modify retrospectively.

PETER "TUSOR

2. “My dear friend and son of great respect!”
THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN ROMER AND FRAKNOI
AND THE MONUMENTA VATICANA

The incompletely preserved correspondence of Floris Romer and Vilmos Frak-
ndi is the private correspondence of two very busy, dedicated people, scientists and
friends, but their letters also frequently discuss official business, their research, scien-
tific endeavours and scientific organisation.

Vilmos Fraknéi’s short letters are not generally informative about his travels in
Italy, but the publication of invaluable sources in the Vatican Archives is the subject of
a flurry of enthusiastic letters between the two men. Organisational matters relating
to the publication of the Momumenta Vaticana series are the most frequently discussed
ones among the letters dating back to 1881—1882. Fraknéi tried to involve Rémer in his
work, saying ‘Viribus unitis we would go further’ (6 June 1881), he often invited him
to Rome. But Rémer is only involved in the organisation, editing and checking of the
Latin texts, and he uses his contacts and his experience as a scientific organiser to help
Fraknéi in his enormous work. For example, it was thanks to him that the Chapter of
Nagyvirad took an initiative role in the publication of the Monumenta Vaticana. The
long-planned joint trip to Rome with Fraknéi and the research in the Vatican archives
were ultimately cancelled.

TerEZ CSECS
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3. THE ENCHANTMENT OF INAPLES
Lipit Oviry and the Hungarian bistoriography in Italy

Lipét Ovary arrived in Naples in 1861 as a soldier of Garibaldi. Afterwards, at the
encouragement of Bartholomeo Capasso, he began his historical research in the library
and archival collections of Naples which had not been studied from a Hungarian
point of view. From 1870 onwards, on behalf of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences,
he systematically researched the collections of Naples and its surroundings. His most
important results were initially related to the Kingdom of Hungary’s relations with
Ttaly in the Angevine period, and then, while researching the Farnese Archives in
Naples, he discovered a set of diplomatic documents from the pontificate of Pope Paul
I1I. By working on these documents, Ovéry wrote his name into the historiography
of Hungarian historical research in the Vatican. After his return to Hungary in 1876,
he became vice-archivist and later chief archivist of the National Archives, but his
research on the Vatican did not stop there, and he participated in the Monumenta
Vaticana Hungariae series. He also made several attempts at research in the Vatican
archives, the closest he came to the Cortile del Belvedere was in 1879, but this project
was not realised.

Meanwhile, Oviry continued writing for the press, and as a permanent publicist
in the press department of the Prime Minister’s Office, he regularly wrote to Italian
and French newspapers about fake news and attacks because of nationalities, mainly
Romanian. He participated in Hungarian and international academic life, was a mem-
ber of several academies, associations and societies, and gave lectures at international
conferences of historians. However, since his scholarly works were written mainly in
Hungarian, his work is little known to international scholars of church history.

VikTor KANASZ

4. PAPAL TITHES AND TAX COLLECTORS
IN 14TH CENTURY HUNGARY
Liszlo Fejérpataky and the Hungarian Monumenta Vaticana

The paper reviews the role of Liszl6 Fejérpataky, considered to be the innovator of
historical auxiliary sciences, above all diplomacy, in Hungary, in the Vatican’s source
research. The young historian joined te staff working on the Monumenta Vaticana Hun-
gariae series at the request of Vilmos Fraknoéi in 1883. At that time, he was working on
discovering and publicising documents relating to the activities of Cardinal Gentilis de
Monteflorum, the papal legate to Hungary, the result of which was published in 188s.
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On his second research trip to Rome (1885-1886), he worked on the Hungarian data
in the account books of the 14th-century papal tax collectors begun by Frigyes Pesty,
which finally appeared in print in 1887. In addition to the above-mentioned facts, he
was also the first to research the archives of the Dataria Apostolica with Vilmos Frak-
n6i, Theodor Sickel and some of his Hungarian and Austrian fellow historians, which
he reported on in detail in his letters from Rome.

From 1913 until his death in 1923, he took an active part in the work of the Hungar-
ian Historical Commission of Rome, which was part of the Hungarian Academy of
Sciences and organised research in the Vatican. The last results of Fejérpataky’s Vati-
can-related work were published after his death. The editorial staff of the Hungarian
Historical Handbook series asked Fejérpataky to prepare a paleography and a diplomatic
summary of papal documents, but his death prevented him from completing these
tasks. From the notes and sketches in his estate, his pupil, Antal Alddsy produced a
unified manuscript, which was published in 1926, three years after Fejérpataky’s death.

TamAs FEDELES

5. FERENC KOLLANYI AND ROME
(1893)

Between January and May 1893, Ferenc Kolldnyi, on behalf of the Monumenta
Vaticana Commission, conducted research on Hungarica in the Vatican and Roman
state archives, looking through the supplications of Pope John IV (1431-1447) and the
Annata books of 1471-1560. The Esztergom-Downtown chaplain, then barely thirty
years old, wrote ten letters to the general public at home during his absence, which
served as the main source material for this study. These letters not only described the
methods and sometimes difficult circumstances of his research in Italy, but also the
everyday life of the months he spent in the Eternal City. The domestic readership
— and the modern man — can get a vivid picture of the carnival and atmosphere of
Rome at the turn of the previous century, as well as of the ecclesiastical celebrations
that Kolldnyi experienced (the soth anniversary of Leo XIII’s consecration as bishop,
the beatification of Francesco Saverio Maria Bianchi) and the excursions to Naples and
Pompeii. In the letters, the young historian reveals his own emotions and thoughts
with genuine sincerity, adding fascinating contributions to the historiography of his
late 19th Century Vatican research.

Ferenc Kolldnyi, who was still at the beginning of his career, was inspired by the
trip to Rome, which was followed by a second one in 1897 (this time the scholarly cler-
ic visited not only the archives of Rome, but also those of Parma, Florence and Mi-
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lan). Known among Hungarian medievalists mainly for his work on church history
and church law, Kollanyi continued his active scientific activity until his appointment
as canon of Nagyvirad in 1911, and he participated in scientific organization until his
death in 1933.

TeEREZIA HORVATH

6. JOZSEF LLUKCSICS AND THE
GOLDEN AGE OF DIOCESAN HISTORIOGRAPHY

J6zsef Lukesics was born on 4 February 1875 in a small village in Transdanubia,
Kerta, in a well-to-do peasant family. In 1893, he was admitted to the seminary in
Veszprém, and from 1894, as a student of the Central Seminary, he continued his
theological studies at the Faculty of Theology of the Royal Hungarian University of
Budapest. After his ordination Lukcsics continued his studies at the Augustineum in
Vienna. While in Vienna he was already engaged in research on church history. In
July 1900, after completing his studies and obtaining his doctorate, Kéroly Hornig,
Bishop of Veszprém appointed him chaplain and theology teacher in Pdpa. Bishop
Hornig introduced him to Vilmos Fraknéi, a priest who was by then a nationally
renowned scholar. Hornig is said to have invited Fraknoi for a ride in his carriage and
seated the young cleric opposite him. After Lukcsics passed the exam, his journey
from the parish of Pipa soon took him to Rome.

Jozsef Lukcsics replaced his predecessor, Miklés Pallay, also a priest of the diocese
of Veszprém, who had assisted Fraknéi with the first two volumes of the Monumenta
Romana Episcopatus Vesprimiensis. For the third volume of the Monumenta, in addition
to transcribing the sources, comparing them with the originals and preparing the
index, Lukcsics also wrote the introduction, almost 6o pages long. He also began to
revise the series of the Apostolic Chamber. In the course of the work on the volume,
several leading figures of Hungarian-related studies at the Vatican (such as A. Gilbert
Zaich, Ferenc Kollinyi, Antal Beke, Menyhért Erdijhelyi, Pl Toth Szab6 and Pon-
gric Soros) also contributed to the work of the Vatican’s translation process, coordi-
nated by Jézsef Lukcsics.

While work commenced on the fourth volume, which was not originally planned,
in January 1903, Lukcsics took the lead. It was certainly in this year that he completed
his review of the volumes of the Apostolic Chamber in the Vatican archives and in the
Italian State archives. A separate publication of the collection was out of the question
at that time, and the manuscript can only be published after his death. He also un-
covered many valuable sources for the Monumenta volumes while arranging the docu-
ments at the Veszprém Chapter. Lukcsics was not idle during the summer, when the
Vatican archives were kept closed: in 1901, Hornig appointed him episcopal librarian,
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and then he was given the task of organising the archives of the Veszprém Chapter.
Volume IV and its appendix therefore contain many documents and charters from
this archive. For the last volume, he also carried out research in the Budapest Univer-
sity Library, where he worked from 1904, and includes sources from the collection
of copies of the 18th century Jesuit historians Gédbor Hevenesi and Istvin Kaprinay.

Lukesics completed his research in Rome in the spring of 1904, and in Septem-
ber 1904 he was already employed at the University Library in Budapest, assisted
in his appointment by Bishop Karoly Hornig. He worked at the University Library
from 1904 until 1909. In February 1909, also with the support of his bishop, he was
appointed professor of Church History at the Faculty of Theology. In addition to
courses in Hungarian and universal church history, he also gave seminars on Latin
palaeography and diplomatic studies, as well as a seminar on ecclesiastical antiquities.
One of the highlights of his teaching career was that he was Dean of the Faculty
of Theology in the academic years 1912/1913 and 1917/1918. Teaching and university
administration left less time for publications. On November 16, 1922, Bishop Nandor
Rott of Veszprém appointed him canon and he had to give up his chair. In recognition
of his merits and services, he was awarded the title of full professor of the University.
His diocesan bishop gave the newly arrived canon some responsibilities: from 1923
to 1935 he held the post of superintendent of the diocese, and also became a synod
examiner and judge. In 1924 he became a member of the committee of the Veszprém
County Legislature, in 1926 abbot of Kapornak, in 1927 archdeacon of Somogy, and
in 1934 papal prelate.

Jozsef Lukcsics died unexpectedly. His necrologoues remembered him not only for
his ecclesiastical career, his sensitivity to social issues or his academic work, but also
for his direct manner, his sympathy and his honesty, which made him unheard of in
his diocese.

GABOR NEMES

7. TRANSYLVANIA IN ROME. THE VATICAN RESEARCH
OF ENDRE VERESS
The pitfalls and lessons of an irregular career arc

The role of Endre Veress, a distinguished Transylvanian historian, in unveiling
Hungarian monuments in the Vatican and Italy, as well as his vast published and
unpublished oeuvre and legacy, play an inescapable role in the study of Hungarian—
Italian relations. His documentary publications have put the Principality of Transyl-
vania on the map of national and international scholarship. Vilmos Fraknéi played an
unforgettable role in initiating and then continuing his research trips to Rome and
Italy, and he soon noticed young Veress’s commitment to epistolary and manuscript
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research, which was matched by an unconventional work ethic. The result of their
collaboration was the publication of the correspondence of the Transylvanian nuncia-
ture set up by Pope Clement VIII during the prolonged Turkish wars. Unfortunate-
ly, further work was greatly hindered by Veress’s eccentric personality. This was not
only reflected in his conflict-laden relationship with Hungarian historians, but also in
the fact that he alone carried out his research and published his results. These factors
played a role in his failure to gain either the academic membership or the university
professorship that was the norm at the time. After the First World War, Veress’s pub-
lications in Fontes Rerum Hungaricarum and Fontes Rerum Transylvanicarum effectively
took over the role of the Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae and the Hungarian Academy
of Sciences’ Monumenta Hungarine Historica series.

Tamis Kruppa

APPENDICES

L
FRAKNOI-BIBLIOGRAPHY

(1861-1924)

The bibliography was mainly based on and supplemented by the following works:
Fraknoi Vilmos negyedszizados irodalmi munkdissiga 1861-1885 [Vilmos Fraknods literary
activity of a quarter of a century], Budapest 1886; Fraknoi Vilmos irodalmi munkissiga
18601910 [Vilmos Fraknois literary activity ], Budapest 1910; ROTTLER, Egyhiz, mifvelt-
ség, torténetiyas [ Church, Culture, and Hisoriography|, 346-353. The bibliography is only
complete with regard to the scholarly work of Vilmos Fraknéi. It is a hopeless en-
terprise to provide a complete list of his wide-ranging public and political activities,
so only a representative selection is included. The same can be said of the reviews of
individual works by Fraknéi.

GABOR NEMES

II.
FRAKNOI-DOCUMENTATION
Life interview, autobiography, newspaper articles

1923-1924, 1926, 1928-1929

The press of the first half of the 20th century devoted considerable attention to
Vilmos Fraknéi. His name regularly appeared in periodicals of all kinds, with a wide
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range of ideas and political backgrounds, and he was the subject of articles in newspa-
pers, literary and political journals. These reports, recollections and interviews, which
are often unknown or only scarcely known, can, by supporting and supplementing
archival sources, help to explore the life of the scholar bishop and reconstruct his
scientific activities. With this in mind, here are 15 selected contemporary documents
which may be of help to future research on Fraknoi.

"The first two articles were written on the occasion of the scientist’s 8oth birthday.
Less well known is the tangled history of the elder Fraknéi’s post-Trianon housing
problems. This is described in three articles in the Pesti Napls of October 1924. The
everyday life and death of the priest, who worked tirelessly in his last months, is de-
scribed in the following three articles. Two of the obituaries following Fraknéi’s death
are included in the selection, together with the funeral speech of Kéroly Szdsz and
the will of the deceased. Several years after Frakn6i’s death, memoirs of his life were
published. Among them are those of Antal Hodinka and Lajos Szalay, and finally the
1929 report of the Hungarian National Correspondent, which describes the dedication
of Fraknoi’s grave.

The writings published here do not even begin to cover the “Frakndiana” of the
above years in the Hungarian press. The collection of further, shorter or possibly
latent, or earlier press sources is a task for future research.

VIKTOR KANASZ

IIL.a
FROM CARICATURES TO SCULPTURES
Images of Vilmos Fraknoi

Vilmos Fraknoi was one of the most famous historians of his time, and in addition
to his scientific pursuits, he was also interested in the arts, and had friendly relations
and frequent correspondence with the art world, not to mention the Roman House
of Art he founded. Accordingly, from his early days as a young scholar to the present
day, a number of pictorial sources have survived. In many cases, these are not only
portraits, but also caricatures with political messages, as well as sculptures, paintings
and small sculptures that made on his memory.

VIKTOR KANASZ
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II1.8
PHOTO GALLERY

Several photos of Vilmos Fraknéi were taken during his life. The selection of pho-
tographs aims to provide a comprehensive visual insight into the life of the late scien-
tist. The earliest photo is from before 1888 and the latest from 1924. The published
images are the result of extensive research. In addition to the images found in various
collections, family photographs of particular importance are those that have been un-
known to researchers until now. They have been preserved in the possession of the
historian’s living lateral relatives, thus further enriching the pictorial source material
already known about Fraknéi.

VIKTOR KANASZ-GYORGY SAGI-PETER TUSOR

LIFE PATH
Chronology

The chronological curriculum vitae of Fraknéi, based on the results of the studies
in the volume and on the literature and lexicography cited in the volume, provides both
an overview and a detailed overview of the career of the scholarly high priest. The Chro-
nology is not entirely linear. The individual periods of his life, which can be bound to a
specific site, are presented separately, sometimes with a summary introduction. Many
earlier erroneous data (for example, the year of the bishop-elect of Arbe, 1892, obtained
from the air) have been checked and corrected.

PETER "TUSOR
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