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ABSTRACT

CENTRALITY AND PARISH CHURCHES IN THE MIDDLE AGES IN THE
TOWNLESS REGIONS OF HUNGARY

The region analyzed comprised two areas, namely North-Eastern Hungary and Southern Trans-
danubia, which are considered regions without towns in the medieval town network. Due to the lack
of ‘real’ towns, other settlements had to fulfil the urban functions and these settlements might have
been market towns. The paper discusses the connection between the parish churches and market
towns, examining the number of altars and chapels, the existence of hospitals, the existence of two
or more churches, and the differences in area as an important indicator of their centrality. It can be
concluded that the churches belonging to Group 1. surpass the rest in all respects; particular settle-
ments that belong to Group 2. might partly be classified in this category. The churches of Group 3.
constitute a transitional category between the city and village churches, whilst those of Group 4.
share the features of village churches.

Key words: medieval Hungary, medieval urban history, centrality, parish churches, altars, chapels,
hospitals

INTRODUCTION

Based on the central place theory applied to medieval Hungary by Andras Kubinyi
the study of the third and last phase of medieval Hungarian town development —
the period of market town development — has shifted its focus in the last 20 years.
The core of the theory is examining the functions of settlements and based on this
data placing them in a criteria scheme and settlement hierarchy.! Kubinyi examined

' A. Kubinyi, Vdrosok, mezévarosok és kézponti helyek az Alfoldon és az Alfold szélén [in:]

Varosfejlédés és vasarfejlédés a kozépkori Alfoldon és az Alfold szélén, ed. A. Kubinyi, Szeged 2000,
pp. 59-94.
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a number of criteria which were not included in the final theory, principally because
of the lack of source material. These possible criteria are introduced in his other
works.

The present study examined market town parish churches following Kubinyi’s
ideas mentioned above. The aim of this study is to analyse the role of market town
parish churches in the groups of the criteria scheme by Kubinyi and to compare the
examined groups with the examined country regions. The urban functions of market
towns have been widely debated in Hungarian scholarly circles. My analyses aim to
find out what role parish churches played in the process of market town development
and thus to what extent do market towns, especially a certain group of them, fulfil
urban functions.

EXAMINED REGIONS

In the medieval town network the northeastern part of Hungary and the Southern
Transdanubia (especially its southwestern part) are considered to be regions without
towns.? Regions without towns are regions where there were no or very few ‘real’
towns (towns under royal authority, episcopal seats). Given the lack of ‘real’ towns,
other — smaller — settlements had to fulfil the urban functions and these settlements
might have been the market towns. As Kubinyi’s scheme divides characteristics of
urbanism into groups thus enabling classification among market towns as well, it is
of great importance for the present study.

THE CONNECTION BETWEEN SETTLEMENT NETWORK AND
GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION

The geographical characteristics of the two regions examined in this study are
rather different. Northeastern Hungary is mainly dominated by the North Hungarian
Range — the southern part of the Carpathians — and is the meeting point of highlands
and lowlands. The most influential central settlements, the market towns were either
built along international trade routes or along smaller, local trade routes running at
the foot of mountains, in the river valleys. Southern Transdanubia is characteristi-
cally different from a geographical point of view. The Transdanubian Hills entwine
the southern and western side of Lake Balaton and is highly dissected by hills, al-
luvial cones, river valleys, and flat washlands. In connection with the analysis of the

2 P. Toth, Szempontok a borsodi mezévarosok kozépkori és kora vjkori torténetének vizsgalatahoz
[in:] Varos és tarsadalom a XVI-XVIII. szdzadban, eds. J. Bessenyei, Cs. Fazekas, Miskolc 1994,
p- 113; A. Kubinyi, Mezdévdrosok egy varosmentes tajon. A kézépkori Délnyugat-Magyarorszag,
“A Tapolcai Varosi Muzeum kozleményei” 1989, no. 1, p. 319.
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central settlements of the Southern Transdanubia Andras Kubinyi pointed out that the
rate of village market places and villages is 32% in the region, compared with the
ratio of 22% of the region of the Great Hungarian Plain. The difference might have
been caused-knowing the geographical characteristics — by the dissected geographi-
cal landscape. Maybe this more even distribution is behind the higher rate of village
market places in the Southern Transdanubia, one of the region under my examina-
tion.?

THE GROUPS EXAMINED WITHIN THE CRITERIA SCHEME

I took Kubinyi’s criteria and point system as a starting point in choosing the cen-
tral places to be analysed, however I did not include all his seven groups. I left out
his first, second and seventh groups, namely the first-rate (greater) towns, the second
rate towns, and the villages fulfilling central functions.* The reason behind my ignor-
ing them was that they included the so-called real towns or villages where markets
sometimes did take place.’

The examined groups are: Group 1. smaller towns and market towns holding
key functions (21-30 points); Group 2. market towns holding medium urban func-
tions (16-20 points); Group 3. market towns holding partly urban functions (11-15
points); Group 4. average market towns and villages of a market town nature (610
points).® After working out his system and analysing a significant section of Hun-
gary, Kubinyi concluded, that the dividing line between oppida and towns is to be
found around 15-16 points. Thus, central settlements — irrespective of their legal
status — with a score above 16 must be considered part of the town network system.
The group with the score between 11 and 15 points may be considered a transitional
group. On the one hand they are transitional because of the lack of source material
which prevents them from gaining more points and thus being classified in a group
with higher scores. On the other hand they are called transitional as both the urban
and rural characteristics are to be found in their case.’

ALTARS AND CHAPELS IN PARISH CHURCHES

Formation of altars and chapels in town parish churches in the 15" and the 16™
century followed one another and soon became an important part of church life and

3 A.Kubinyi, Varosok, mezévarosok, pp. 27, 36, 39.

4 Ibidem, pp. 13-15.

> Ibidem, pp. 15, 38.

¢ Hereafter I will allude as Group 1., 2., 3. and 4. to the examined categories.
7 A.Kubinyi, Varosok, mezévarosok, p. 16.
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also an indicator of the financial growth of the citizens.® Their formation meant that
these parish churches rose above other churches in hierarchy, and thus also indicated
the position of towns in settlement hierarchy.

The increase in the number of chapels in the greater settlements in medieval Hun-
gary began in the first half of the 15" century and became especially rapid in the
period after 1470.° This was also the period of the flourishing height of market town
development when market town parish churches were changing as well. Thus, forma-
tion of altars and chapels further emphasized the urban features of oppida.

Chart 1: Altars in the different groups

Name of settlement Date of sources and the name of altar
Group 1.
15"-16" century St. Stephen protomartyr, St.
Debrecen Peter, St. Catherine, St. Ladislaus'
Gonce 1524 2 altarists'!
Gyongyos around 1500 St. Mary"?
1483 St. Catherine'?
. 1495 St. Mary'*
Miskole 1502 St. Benedict'®
1522 St. John'®
Sarospatak 1435 and 1438 St. Nicholas, St. Mary, St.
P Lucas, St. Simon and Jude, Body of Christ'’
Syikszo 1429 2 altarists'®
1483 St. Mary"

$ E.Malyusz, Egyhdzi tarsadalom a kozépkori Magyarorszagon, Budapest 2007, pp. 140, 142.

? M.-M. de Cevins, Az Egyhdz a késé kozépkori magyar varosokban, Budapest 2003, p. 32.

10 Gy. M6dy, Debrecen egyhazi épitéstorténete, “Miemlékvédelem” 1991, Nr. 3 (2), pp. 111-112.

" MNL, DF 218205.

12 Gy. BoOnis, Szentszéki regesztak. Iratok az egyhdzi biraskodas torténetéhez a kozépkori Magy-
arorszagon, Budapest 1997, no. 3832.

3 MNL, DL 105615.

4 MNL, DL 57141.

5 MNL, DL 84018.

1 Miskolc torténete I, ed. A. Kubinyi, Miskolc 1996, p. 232.

7 M. Détshy, A sdrospataki rk. plébaniatemplom torténetének okleveles adatai, ‘“Magyar
Miiemlékvédelem” 1969-1970, p. 90.

¥ P. Lukcsics, XV, szdzadi papak oklevelei. V. Marton pdapa (1417-1431) I., Budapest 1931,
no. 1086, no. 1088.

9" Oklevéltar a grof Csaky csalad torténetéhez 1/1, Oklevelek 1229—1499-ig, ed. L. Bartfai Szabo,
Budapest 1919, p. 462.
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Group 2.
Kisvarda 1423 St. Mary®
Nagykallo 1351 Holy Cross?
Nagykanizsa 1430 St. Salvator*
Ozora 1531 St. Andrew®
Paszto 1459 altarist®*
Segesd 1475 Holy Cross®
Tolnavar 1478 altar®
Group 3.
Babocsa 1501 St. Giles?
Bataszék 1428 altar portabile®
Dunaszekes6 1429 St. Mary®
Kéroshegy 1493 altarist.a”
1518 4 altarista®!
Sétoraljatijhely between 1420f1444 a]t.ar.ista32
1468 St. Sophia and Trinity™
Somogyvar 1455 St. Stephen protomartyr>*
Szerencs 1524 altarista®
Tamasi 1433 altar portabile®
Group 4.
Babarc 1429 St. Mary*’
Bélavar 1496 St. Mary?®
Bodrogkeresztur first half of 16" century St. Catherine®
Fehérgyarmat 1448 Michael archangel*
Forr6 1430 altar*!
Hejécsaba 1502 altarist*
Hetes 1496 St. Mary*
Labod 1492 All Saints*
Marcali 1456 St. Ladislaus*®
Pellérd 1542 2 altarists*
Somogyszil 1524 altarV
Somogytar 1500 All Saints*#®
Zalaegerszeg 1540 altarista®
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The formation of altars and chapels financed by market town citizens shows their
claim to the contribution of church finances in proportion with their wealth. In return
they used the inner areas of churches, e.g. in order to pray for salvation. Besides
forming chapels and altars they also laid a claim to be buried inside the church as
a crucial part of their advowson.

Market towns ranking higher in the hierarchy were, in many respects, rather simi-
lar to free royal towns, and tried to imitate them with their buildings or donations.
However, there has always been a dividing line which they could not or did not
want to cross, so they were always ranked lower than free towns. The example of

2 MNL, DL 87971.

2 Szabolcs megye hatésaganak oklevelei I (1284-1386), ed. F. Piti, Szeged—Nyiregyhaza 2004,
Nr. 468-469, 470.

2 P.Lukecsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 1361.

B A Hédervary-csalad oklevéltara I, eds. B. Radvanszky, L. Zavodszky, Budapest 1922,
Nr. 32.

2 R. Békefi, 4 Cziszterci Rend multja Magyarorszagon 1098—1898, Pécs 1898, p. 169, note 8.

» Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis III (1416-1492), eds. V. Frakndi, J. Lukcsics,
Budapest 1902, Nr. 436.

2 Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis IV (1493-1526), eds. V. Fraknoi, J. Lukcsics,
Budapest 1907, Nr. 393.

27 Ibidem, Nr. 113.

% P.Lukcsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 1060, 1063.

» Ibidem, Nr. 1118, 1129.

30 Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis IV, Nr. 11.

31 MNL, DF 208185.

32 MNL, DF 285058.

% MNL, DL 8797.

3 MNL, DL 14915.

3 MNL, DL 23997.

3% P. Lukcsics, XV, szdzadi pdpdk oklevelei. IV. Jend papa (1431-1447) és V. Mikiés pdpa (1447—
1455) I1., Budapest 1938, Nr. 177.

37 P.Lukcsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 1117, 1129.

3 Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis IV, Nr. 113.

% 7s. Bandi, Eszakkelet-magyarorszdgi pdlos kolostorok oklevelei (regesztdk), “Borsodi Levéltari
Evkényv” 1985, Nr. 5, Nr. 18,

0 A nagy-karolyi grof Karolyi csalad oklevéltara II, ed. K. Géresi, Budapest 1883, Nr. 161.

4 P. Lukesics, op. cit., I, Nr. 1366.

2 MNL, DL 84018.

$ Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis IV, Nr. 113.

# MNL, DL 15038.

# Ibidem.

% Gy.J. Horvath, Gy. Timar, XVI. szdazadi dikadlis konscripciék Baranya megyérdl (1542, 1551,
1564), “Baranyai Helytorténetiras” 1972, p. 116.

7 AK.Németh, 4 kozépkori Tolna megye templomai, Pécs 2011, p. 145.

% Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis IV, Nr. 113.

¥ 1. Bilkei, Egerszeg a XIV-XVI. szdzadban [in:] Végvarbol megyeszékhely. Tanulmanyok Za-
laegerszeg torténetébdl, ed. A. Molnar, Zalaegerszeg 20006, p. 16.
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Miskolc in 1508 — in connection with gilds and altar formation — shows this role of
market towns, when the gild functioned as an organisation in the formation of the
altar. Interestingly they did not form a new altar but chose from the existing ones.*
Furthermore, this is the only example in the case of the examined settlements when
the gild functioned as an organisation in the formation of an altar. Also in the case of
chapel formations belonging to the church we do know about one example when the
tailor gild of Gyongy®6s have had a chapel (the St. Anna chapel) built next to the par-
ish church.>! This few examples suggest that it was probably these settlements which
fulfilled the urban functions in areas without towns.

Chapels can be divided into 2 groups: chapels inside the church and chapels out-
side the church. Chapels inside the church are indicators of the economic power of
citizens of late medieval towns. Religious disposition and the desire to redeem sal-
vation coincided with the desire to represent and with the opportunity to execute it.

Chart 2: Chapels inside the church

Name of settlement Date of sources and name of chapel

Group 1.

Gyongyos 15" century St. Anna®?

Miskolc 1489 St. Mary and St. Michael archangel>
Group 2.

Pécsvarad 1428 St. Mary**
Group 3.

Babocsa 1455 St. Mary™

Kéalmancsa 1455 St. Mary**
Group 4.

Gyongyospata 13" century St. Andrew®’

Matraverebély 1400 Trinity and St. Mary Magdalene®®

Szepetnek 1492 chapel®

3 MNL, DL 39386.

31 1L Valter, 4 gyongydsi Szent Bertalan-templom épitéstorténete a varos torténetében [in:] Détshy
Mihaly nyolcvanadik sziiletésnapjara. Tanulmanyok, eds. 1. Bardoly, A. Haris, Budapest 2002,
pp- 95-96.

2 Ibidem.

3 MNL, DL 83949, Miskolcz varos torténete és egyetemes helyirata 111, ed. J. Szendrei, Miskolc
1890, pp. 120-122.

3% P. Lukcsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 994.

35 MNI, DL 14915.

¢ Ibidem.

37 F. Levardy, Gydngydspata, plébaniatemplom, Budapest 1984, p. 2.

% Monumenta Vaticana historiam regni Hungariae illustrantia I/4 Bullae Bonifacii IX. p. m., Bu-
dapest 1888, Nr. 311.

¥ Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis III, Nr. 480.
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Visonta chapel®

Zalaszanto 15" century chapels®!

Chapels outside the church were first mentioned in 14" century sources and their
formation was probably triggered by the growth in the number of inhabitants and
the geographical expansion of these settlements. Two types of chapels should not be
included in the aforementioned group. One is the subcategory of cemetery chapels
which did not serve the everyday religious life of the community.®> Another subgroup
is the castle chapel which were formed by the advowee himself — sometimes to the
honour of his patron saint, as in the case of Ozora — for its own and his family salva-
tion, and to the fulfilment of the religious needs of his court.® To this last subcategory
belongs the question of boundaries of the parson which was examined — in connec-
tion with free boroughs — by Marie-Madeleine de Cevins; however, because of the
lack of accurate data her results are questionable.*

Chart 3.: Chapels outside the church

Name of settlement Date of sources and name of chapel

Group 1.

end of 14" century All Saints’ and St.
Debrecen Elizabeth®
first part of 15" century St. Nichola®

Gyongyos 15" century St. Urban®’
Miskolc 1376 St. George®

© A.Fuilop, A. Koppany, Visonta rk. templom miiemléki szonddzo kutatdas dokumentdcié, Buda-
pest 1999.

° T. Koppany, 4 Balaton kornyékének miiemlékei, Budapest 1993, pp. 190-191.

2 Group 1. Nagykapornak: 1522 — Kozépkori oklevelek Vas megyei levéltarakban I, Regesztik
a vasvari kaptalan levéltaranak okleveleirél 1212—1526, ed. P. K6ta, Szombathely 1997, Nr. 693; Group
2. Paszt6: mid-13" century St. Ladislaus — I. Valter, Pdszto, egy Zsigmond-kori mezévaros [in:] Miivészet
Zsigmond kiraly koraban 1387-1437 I, eds. L. Beke, E. Marosi, T. Wehli, Budapest 1987, pp. 271-
282; Group 3. Satoraljatjhely: 1515 11000 virgins — MNL, DL 22709; Group 4. Zalacgerszeg: 1415
century — L. Vandor, Adatok Egerszeg kozépkori topogrdfiajahoz [in:] Zalaegerszeg évszazadai, ed.
I. Kapiller, Zalaegerszeg 1997, pp. 104-107; Zalaszanto: 1441 — Monumenta romana episcopatus
Vesprimiensis 111, Nr. 192.

% Ozora: MNL, DL 88142 and Siklés MNL, DL 75740.

¢ M.-M. de Cevins, Az Egyhdz, pp. 23-25.

9 Gy. Mody, Debrecen egyhazi épitéstorténete [in:] Historia et ars. Mody Gyérgy vilogatott ta-
nulmanyai, ed. I.V. Szathmari, Debrecen 2006, p. 113—115.

% Tdem, 4 falutol a mezdvarosig [in:] Debrecen torténete 1693-ig, ed. 1. Szendrey, Debrecen 1984,
p. 122.

7 1. Draskoczy, Gyongyds telepiilés — és birtoklastorténete a kozépkorban [in:] Tanulmanyok
Gyongyosrol, eds. P. Havassy, P. Kecskés, Gyongyos 1984, p. 115.

8 Miskolc torténete I, p. 240.
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Group 2.
Nyirbator 1433 Body of Christ®
Ozora 1420 St. Anna’”
Segesd 1455 St. John the Baptist”
Tolnavar 1553 St. Bartholomew
Group 3.
Bataszék 1470 St. Thomas and St. Sophia’
Keszthely 1247 St. Martin and St. Lawrence™
Poroszld 1420 St. Jacob™
Tamasi 1432 All Saints’”
Telkibanya before 1367 chapel”
Group 4.
Iregszemcse 1531 chapel™
Kesztdle 1437 St. Michael”

Independent chapels outside the church are mentioned in the 14% century or earli-
er, while the spread of chapels within the church — together with altar formations —was
in the 15" century, especially in the last decades of the century. In the first half of the
century primarily the greater settlements and centres were mentioned, while records
from the 16™ century usually refer to churches of settlements lowest at the hierarchy.
The period of the increase in the number of chapel and altar formations in market
town parish churches coincided with the period of market town urbanization, which
could primarily be traced in the case of churches classified into higher categories.
Consequently there is a connection between the formation of altars and the place of
central settlements and town markets in the settlement hierarchy.

69

Kozépkori oklevelek a Szabolcs-Szatmdr-Bereg Megyei Levéltarban (1300-1525), ed. G. Ersze-

gi, Nyiregyhaza 2000, Nr. 50.

70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78

79

P. Lukcsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 284..

MNL, DL 14915.

A.K.Németh, op. cit., p. 166.

Ibidem, p. 40.

Hazai okmanytar VI, ed. A. Ipolyi, Gy6r 1876, Nr. 33.

Zsigmond-kori oklevéltar VII, eds. E. Malyusz, I. Borsa, N.C. Toth, Budapest 2001, Nr. 2384.
P. Lukcsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 72.

MNL, DL 5783.

A Hédervary-csalad.

P. Lukecsics, op.cit., II, Nr. 443, Nr. 444.
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HOSPITALS

Hospitals functioned since early medieval times in Hungary and their number
began to increase at the turn of the 13™ and 14" century.?® Marie-Madeleine de Ce-
vins placed the multiplication of hospitals into the last phase of urbanization, after
the mid-15" century. She also pointed to the fact, that certain towns were unable to
finance such institutions even at the end of the 15" century, and there were barely any
such institutions in small market towns and villages at all.*!

According to sources, hospitals only functioned in market towns and towns. How-
ever, there has not been any thorough study in Hungary about the connection between
hospitals and towns yet. In the 1940s, Lajos Péasztor and Zoltan Somogyi were the
first to try to collect data about medieval hospitals.’? Their work was continued by
Andras Kubinyi,® and the latest general work was published by Judit Majorossy and
Katalin Szende. While summoning the available sources of the topic they pointed
out to their contingency, eventuality, and disproportionateness.®* They also called
attention to the fact that the vast majority of hospitals were established in either the
second half of the 14" century or in the first half of the 15" century thus following the
rhythm of intense urbanisation which also took place in this period.* At the end of the
15™ century almost each hospitals were municipal institutions, although supervision
was divided with the parson of the settlement or other churches.*® However, this was
less characteristic of bishop towns and oppida as in these cases advowsons remained
vested in the local landowner or the parson.®” Consequently, hospitals played an im-
portant role in the townscape and the hierarchy of church buildings and their relation-
ship with the local parish church and its priests was equally important.

Hospitals in the Northeastern Hungary were usually to be found in Group 1. Their
presence obviously affects the values of the criteria scheme by Kubinyi as points are

% K. Danko, I. Valter, 4 sdrospataki késd kozépkori ispotdly [in:] Vandorutak — Miizeumi 6rok-
ség. Tanulmanyok Bodo Sandor tiszteletére 60. sziiletésnapja alkalmabol, eds. Gy. Viga, Sz.A. Hollo,
E.Cs. Schwalm, Budapest 2003, p. 367.

81 M.-M. de Cevins, 4 szegények és a betegek gondozdsa a kozépkor végi magyar vdarosokban,
“Korall” 2003, no. 11-12, p. 49.

$ L. Pasztor, A magyarsdag valldsos élete a Jagellok kordban, Budapest 1940, pp. 50-65;
Z.Somogyi, A kozépkori Magyarorszag szegényiigye, Budapest 1941.

8 A. Kubinyi, Orvoslas, gyogyszerészek, fiirddk és ispotdlyok a késd kozépkori Magyarorszagon
[in:] Fépapok, egyhazi intézmények és vallasossag a kézépkori Magyarorszagon, ed. A. Kubinyi,
Budapest 1999, p. 260.

8 J.Majorossy, K. Szende, Hospitals in Medieval and Early Modern Hungary [in:] Europdisches
Spitalwesen. Institutionelle Fiirsorge in Mittelalter und Friiher Neuzeit. — Hospitals and Institutional
Care in Medieval and Early Modern Europe, eds. M. Scheutz, A. Sommerlechner, H. Weigl,
A.S. WeiB}, Wien—Miinchen 2008, p. 410.

8 Ibidem, pp. 417-418.

8¢ Ibidem, pp. 425-428.

8 Ibidem, p. 437.

8 Ibidem, p. 411.
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assigned to settlements with hospitals.® Their ratio — even in this smaller area under
examination — justifies their relevant role in examining central sites. However, in the
case of the examined market towns of Group 2. in the Southern Transdanubia only
Nagykanizsa had a hospital, which is in sharp contrast with the aforementioned re-
gion.” Although Nagykanizsa was a significant oppdium and an important estate, it
does not explain why only Nagykanizsa had a hospital in the Southern Transdanubian
region. Furthermore, a nationwide study about the role of hospitals showed that hos-
pitals were only to be found in settlements belonging to the high category.”! The main
reason beyond this phenomenon might be that in this region, because of geographical
characteristic, central sites were densely located, thus the vast majority of settlements
belong to Group 3. and 4. These, however, cannot be considered as significant central
sites as those in which landowners or the population was able to establish and main-
tain such institutions.

THE HISTORY OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF MARKET TOWN
PARISH CHURCHES — PROCESS OF THE HISTORY OF BUILDING
CONSTRUCTION

The most important period concerning our study of the history of the building
construction of churches was the 14" and 15" century. In this period the reconstruc-
tion of market town parish churches began and ended.” 15 century is usually con-
sidered to be the main period of market town urbanization as there is far too little
information about the oppida in the 14" century. In the second half of the 14™ century,
from the northeastern region Miskolc, Sarospatak and Sérosaljaujhely, and from the
Southern Transdanubia Dunaféldvar, Ozora, Segesd, Simontornya, Kélmancsa, and
Kéroshegy are first mentioned as oppida.” These settlements in Northeastern Hun-

8 From Group 1. Debrecen (title: St. Elizabeth), Gyongy6s (title: St. Elizabeth), Miskolc (title:
All Saints’), Sarospatak (title: Body of Christ); Group 2. Paszté (title: Holy Spirit); Group 3. Szécsény
(title: Holy Spirit), Telkibanya (title: St. Catherine): A. Kubinyi, Orvoslas, gyogyszerészek, fiirdék és
ispotalyok a késd kozépkori Magyarorszagon, pp. 265-266.

% A.Kubinyi, Orvoslas, gyogyszerészek, fiirddk és ispotdalyok a késé kozépkori Magyarorszagon,
p- 265.

1 J.Majorossy, K. Szende, op. cit., p. 419.

%2 G. Entz, Konyvismertetés Sziics Jend Varosok és kézmiivesség a XV. szdzadi Magyarorszdgon
cimii konyvérdl, “Miivészettorténeti Ertesité” 1956, no. 5, pp. 332-334.

% Sarospatak és Satoraljajhely: 1390 G. Fejér, Codex Diplomaticus Hungariae ecclesiasticus
ac civilis X/1, Pest 1834, pp. 610-612; Miskolc: 1394 G. Fejér, Codex Diplomaticus Hungariae
ecclesiasticus ac civilis X/8, Pest 1843, p. 383; Segesd: 1389 oppidum Zsigmond-kori oklevéltar I, ed.
E. Malyusz, Budapest 1951, Nr. 1071; Dunafoldvar: 1397 oppidum ibidem, Nr. 4802; Ozora: 1398
oppidum L. Fenyvesi, Tolna megye kozépkori torténetéhez kapcsolodo oklevelek regesztai, Szekszard
2000, p. 189; Simontornya: 1377 oppidum seu possessio D. Csanki, Magyarorszag torténelmi foldrajza
a Hunyadiak koraban 111, Budapest 1897, p. 411; Kalmancsa: 1395 oppidum MNL, DL 9139; Kdroshegy:
1396 oppidum MNL DL 8176.
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gary are market towns of Group 1. while in the southern Transdanubia market towns
of Group 2. and 3. This difference might be explained by the fact that the distribution
between categories is different in the southern Transdanubia, as only one settlement
belongs to the highest category. Thus, settlements belonging to the two categories
under the highest might have fulfilled the functions of the highest category.

Considering the aforementioned, the data about the reconstruction of churches in
the 14™ and 15" century is highly important. In the categories of smaller towns and
market towns holding key functions we do know about extensions, reconstructions
in almost each church in the 14™ century.** Concerning the availability of data, there
are only two exemptions: one is the church of Génc which apse was investigated in
2014, and turned out that the reconstruction of the 18" century destroyed the medi-
eval strata of it,” and the other is the unknown medieval parish church of Kapornak.
However, in the case of churches with available data, we also have information about
reconstructions in the 15" century. In the case of market towns of Group 2. we have
no data while in the case of market towns of Group 3. only the church of Babdcsa
seems similar to the aforementioned tendencies.”® The exception of the category is
Szécsény, its late medieval parish church was being built in this period, but not be-
cause of extension plans but due to change in the structure of the settlement.”’

We know about a lot of reconstructions of churches in Group 4. in the 14" century,
and these reconstructions were also usually the last medieval period of reconstruc-
tions. This feature shows similarity with village parish churches as we only know
about 1-2 cases — churches of Gyongyospata and Tar”® — when these village parish
churches were rebuilt in the 15" century.

Based on the above data we can conclude that in the greatest part of market towns
of Group 1. reconstructions and extensions in the 14" and 15" century also enlarged
the capacity of the church as well.

In the case of the churches of lower categories, especially in the case of Group 3.
and 4. the two centuries meant two distinct phases. The 14" century was usually the
period of ground space expansion, while the 15" century was the period of the re-
construction of the choir, and the redecoration of the whole interior (paintings, gothic

% Sarospatak: V. Gervers-Molnar, Sdrospataki siremlékek, Budapest 1983, p. 11; Miskolc:
Miskolc torténete I, p. 224, Gyongyds: 1. Valter, 4 gyongydsi Szent Bertalan-templom, p. 94, Szikszo:
T. Balazsik, A szikszoi reformatus templom [in:] Myskovszky Viktor és a mai milemlékvédelem Kozép-
Europdaban. Nemzetkozi konferencia Myskovszky Viktor sziiletésének 160. évforduldja alkalmabol
(Kassa-Bartfa, 1998. mdjus 18-21.), eds. J. Corejova, 1. Bardoly, J. Pogany, Bratislava—Budapest
1999, p. 173; Debrecen: Gy. M6 dy, Debrecen egyhazi épitéstorténete, pp. 111-112.

% Herman Ott6 Mtzeum Régészeti Osztaly, http://homregeszet.tumblr.com/post/106135472565/a-
gonci-templom-rejtelyei (access: 9.03.2015).

% K. Magyar, Babdcsa torténete a honfoglalastol a mohdcsi vészig [in:] Babdcsa torténete.
Tanulmanyok a kozség torténetébdl, ed. K. Magyar, Babocsa 1990, p. 109.

97 Régészeti fiizetek 1988, ed. 1. Czeglédy, Budapest 1991, pp. 89-90, Régészeti fiizetek 1992, ed.
K. Wollak, Budapest 1994, pp. 111-112, Régészeti fiizetek 1993, ed. K. Wollak, Budapest 1996, p. 85.

% Gyongyospata: F. Levardy, op. cit., pp. 4-5; Tar: J. Cabello, 4 tari Szent Mihaly — templom és
udvarhaz, Budapest 1993, pp. 43—46.
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stellar vault). The last was probably supported — especially in the case of smaller set-
tlements — by the patron and the landlord (e.g in the case of Tar).

Chapels are indications of the need of the enlargement of capacity, the increase
of population, and the expansion of the settlement. The appearance of second parish
churches in the settlements in the 14" and 15" century was even more suggestive,
especially that these second churches gained full parochial rights.

SEVERAL CHURCHES IN A MARKET TOWN

In the late medieval period there were often more than one parish churches in free
royal towns. Even in the case of some oppida, investigation into the sources identi-
fied the presence of more than one church holding the function of a vicarage in the
same settlement. Based on sources available, these settlements can be grouped into
two classes:

The first class is constituted by settlements which operated as centres of chief
deaneries. These settlements — such as Heves, Tolnavar, Segesd, Somogyvar,
Gyongyospata — had two churches holding the rights of vicarage. One church was the
parish church from the Arpadian Age and the other the deanery church.”

The other class is constituted by settlements with two parish churches built in me-
dieval times. The most prominent example of this was the case of the parish church of
Miskolc-Ujvéros,'® and the formation might have been triggered by more settlements
merging into one town, as the example of Debrecen has shown.!”!

In the 14" century Germans were settled into Szikszo which is also shown by the
name of a mount, which was Hungarian mount in 1367,' but already German mount
(monteTeutunicali) in 1406. Thus, one of the parish churches might have belonged
to them for a while.'” Similar examples were to be found in Buda'™ proving that the
formation of more parish churches might have been triggered by multinational settle-
ments where each nationality built their own parish church.

We also know of seven settlements where the existence of two churches has been
confirmed by either written or archaeological sources.'® The construction of two

% Gy. Gyorffy, Istvan kirdly és miive, Budapest 1977, p. 186; Cs.M. Aradi, Somogy megye Arpdd-
kori és kozépkori egyhazszervezetének létrejotte és megszilardulasa (PhD disszertacio), Budapest 2007,
p. 55.

100 1445: P. Lukcsics, op. cit., II, Nr. 827.

11 Gy. Mody, 4 falutél a mezévarosig, pp. 101, 110.

12 MNL, DL 5608.

13 MNL, DL 9159.

4 Budapest torténete a késébbi kozépkorban és a torok hédoltsag idején, eds. L. Gerevich,
D. Kosary, Budapest 1973, p. 15.

105 Pécsvarad: around 1220 St. Peter — Gy. Gyorffy, Az Arpdd-kori Magyarorszig torténeti
foldrajza I, Budapest 1966, pp. 364-366; 1320 All Saints’ — A zichi és vasonkedi grof Zichy-csalad idésb
dganak okmanytdra I, eds. 1. Nagy, I. Nagy, D. Véghelyi, Pest 1871, Nr. 202; Somogyvar: 1184—1188
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parish churches might have been triggered in the late middle age by demographical
changes, population growth, and the increasing population of settlements'® which
might have contributed to such an expansion of settlements which also lead to an
increase in the number of churches.

PARISH CHURCHES AND THE GOTHIC ART — THE SURVEY OF PLAN
STRUCTURES AND GROUND SPACES OF PARISH CHURCHES

The Andrén methodology

The dimension of parish churches and its changes is vital in the relationship be-
tween parish churches and urbanization which aspect may also be one of the controls
of the criteria system.!”” The methodology that might lead to assessable results and is
applicable to this purpose was elaborated by Anders Andrén in connection with his
study of medieval towns of Denmark. He intended to evaluate the level of urbaniza-
tion of settlements so he set up a sequence based on the number and dimensions of
the churches in the settlements.'”® He examined 112 towns between 1000 and 1550
in his study.

While selecting the aspects of research I had to take into account the differences
which were bound to come up in connection with the availability of sources (both
written and archaeological) and their varying results. As a result, I chose two aspects
to be examined-namely the examination and comparison of ground spaces and that of
plan structures — in the case of fully or partly examined churches.

Szent Apollinaris — Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis 1 (1103—1276), eds. V. Fraknoi,
J. Lukcsics, Budapest 1896, Nr. 3, 88; 1210 St. Peter — G. Wenzel, A'rpdd—kori uj okmanytar I, Pest—
Budapest 1860, Nr. 59; 1323 St. George — Veszprémi regesztak (1301-1387), ed. L.B. Kumorovitz,
G. Wenzel, Arpdd-kori ij okmdnytar I (Codex Diplomaticus Arpadianus continuatus), Pest-Budapest
1860, Nr. 129; Dunaszekesd: 1332—1335 St. Jacob and St. Mary — Gy. Gydrffy, op. cit., pp. 267, 382—
383; Mecseknadasd: the first half of the 13% century St. Stephan — M.G. Sandor, 4 mecseknddasdi Szent
Istvan templom. Adatok Mecseknadasd kézépkori telepiiléstorténetéhez, “A Janus Pannonius Muzeum
Evkonyve” 1971, Nr. 16, pp. 141-142; 11"—12" century Schlossberg — Magyar miiemlékvédelem IX,
Budapest 1984, p. 485; Miskolc: 1323 King St. Stephan — Anjou-kori oklevéltar. (Documenta res
hungaricas tempore regum Andegavensium illustrantia) VII, eds. L. Blazovich, L. Géczi, Szeged
1991, Nr. 345; St. Mary — P. Lukecsics, op. cit., II, Nr. 827; Paks: 1429 Holy Cross — P. Lukcsics,
op. cit., I, Nr. 1157; 1433 All Saints’ — P. Lukcsics, op. cit., II, Nr. 212, 267; Zakany: 1331-1335 St.
Martin — Monumenta romana episcopatus Vesprimiensis 1 (1276—1415), ed. V. Frakno¢i-J. Lukcsics,
Budapest 1899, Nr. 81; St. Cosmas and Damian — P. Lukcsics, op. cit., I, Nr. 1351, 1355.

106 M.-M. de Cevins, Az Egyhaz, p. 25.

07 A. Kubinyi, Varoshdlozat a késé kozépkori Karpat-medencében [in:] Bartfatol Pozsonyig.
Varosok a 13—17. szazadban, eds. E. Csukovits, T. Lengyel, Budapest 2005, p. 24.

18 A. Andrén, Den urbana scenen. Stider och samhdlle i det medeltida Danmark (Acta
Archaeologica Lundensia Nr. 13), Bonn—Malmé 1985, p. 251.
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Northeastern Hungary

The average ground space of churches in Group 1. is 462 m?. This value is circa
355 m? in Group 2., circa 277 m? in Group 3. and circa 180 m? in Group 4. As data
show, there are measurable and substantial differences between ground spaces of par-
ish churches in different categories. The most remarkable differences are to be found
between the first and the second categories, and especially between the second and
third categories. The average dimension diversity between the third and fourth cat-
egories is approximately half, one-third of the previous ones. Consequently, we can
conclude that churches of the first category definitely rise above churches of other
settlements, and the churches of the second category are replicas of the first category
on a smaller area. I need to underline that this category is still to be ranked with towns
according to Kubinyi.'” Probably this can be seen at the boundary of the second and
third clusters as in their case the difference between the averages equals the average
dimension of a village church.

However, differences are not only to be found in connection with ground spaces.
In churches of the first category the most modern architectural solutions of the age
were applied together with high quality design of the interior.'” Only the latter aspect
was to be found in the churches of the next category, with the exception of Nyirbator
where the church shows the national role of the landowner Béthori family and the
impact of the royal court.'"" Exceptions are to be found in every category but these can
usually be explained with the lack of source material. Therefore, the ground spaces of
churches in each category have been averaged as a mean value is much more reliable
and applicable for comparisons. Another sort of example was the case of Somogyvar
which was an important religious center in the first phase of the medieval age but
failed to become an equally important economic center in the later periods so it did
not became a significant market town and its church remained without changes. As
the above data shows the use of the Andrén methodology is applicable and relevant
in this case.

The comparison highlighted further differences as well. The comparison sug-
gested that reconstruction and ground space expansions of the 15" century were in-
fluenced by the appearance of high quality Gothic solutions concerning new space
structures, new vault types and other interior decoration elements. Based on this, an
even more specific borderline can be drawn between the two categories. The first one
is clearly separated while the second one can only be partly connected to it. The other
two categories falling behind show a more homogeneous picture where although
exceptions occur, regarding quality, their average is not even close to these churches.

1% A. Kubinyi, Vdrosok, mezévarosok, pp. 16-17.

110" Miskolc: 1. Feld, Régészeti adatok a miskolc-avasi templom és egykori kapolndi torténetéhez
[in:] Viandorutak — Muzeumi érokség. Tanulmdanyok Bodo Sdandor tiszteletére 60. sziiletésnapja
alkalmabol, eds. Gy. Viga, Sz.A. Hollo, E.Cs. Schwalm, Budapest 2003, p. 388, 395; Sarospatak:
V. Gervers-Molnar, op. cit., p. 12, Debrecen: Gy. Mody, Debrecen egyhazi épitéstorténete, pp. 111—
112; Gyongyds: 1. Valter, 4 gyongyosi Szent Bertalan-templom, pp. 95-96.

" Sz. Papp, 4 kirdalyi udvar épitkezései Magyarorszdagon 1480—1515, Budapest 2005, p. 17.
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However, there are outstanding artistic solutions and replicas of greater churches in
this area as well. The portal of the churches in Gyongy0spata and Abatijszanto resem-
ble the portal of the cathedral of Kassa''? and thus distinguishing them from simple,
village like churches. The presence of such high quality solution is usually connected
to the role of the landowners. This can be seen by inscriptions and coat of arms placed
in the churches: in the church of Nyirbator there was an inscription''® placed above
the southern portal; in the church of Paszté the crest of Ratéti family inscription!' in
the side chapel; in the church of Gydngyds the unified coat of arms of Tamas Széc-
sényi and his wife'' from the 14™ century. Sometimes the builder of the church was
also depicted on wall paintings, as in the case of the painting in the presbytery of Tar
where the kneeling knight might be Lorinc Tar himself, according to researchers.
This assumption is supported by the inscription above the southern portal as well.!'6
The power of the landowner was well beyond the building of the church, questions
might come up in connection with the residence church and advowson.

Referring to the Andrén methodology two important conclusions can be drawn.
The first being that in the case of Hungarian oppida, specifically in the categories of
Kubinyi examined in this study, the examination of ground spaces and that of their
changes does show differences between the categories. The higher a settlement was
in the settlement hierarchy the greater was the ground space of its parish church.
However, concerning the character of towns, Hungary is characterised by single po-
larity. The case of duality was more sporadic and was rather characteristic in late
medieval times, and was triggered by the expansion of towns, industrial growth, and
market town urbanization, as in the case of Miskolc and Paks.

Southern Transdanubia

Although I took more settlements under examination in the Southern Transdanu-
bia the data I managed to collect is less than in the case of the other region. As a result
of the destruction of historical events we have very little information about the physi-
cal properties of churches in the area. Thus, it is hardly difficult to draw any conclu-
sion, so I rather tried to support or refute consequences drawn from the northeastern
region.

In this area we have no information of any church in Group 1. In the category
of Group 2. we have information only about the ground spaces of 2 churches. Their
average would be 124 m? which seems to be a rather distorted value,!!’ as the average

"2 Magyarorszdgi miivészet 1300—1470 koriil I, ed. E. Marosi, Budapest 1987, p. 681.

113 Sz. Papp, op. cit., p. 71.

"4 1. Valter, Pdszto, p. 278.

1S TIdem, A gyongydsi Szent Bertalan-templom, p. 94.

16 J. Cabello, op. cit., pp. 43-46.

17 Segesd: K. Magyar, Szent Istvan dallamszervezésének régészeti emlékei, Kaposvar—Segesd
2001, p. 168; Pécsvarad: Gyula Forster National Centre for Cultural Heritage Management, Architectural
Archives, inv. Nr. 20178.
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in the northeastern region was 355 m?. The situation is similar in the case of Group 3.,
as we have only information about the ground plans and ground spaces of 2 churches.
The values of the churches of Babocsa and Alsdbata seem to correspond with the
values of the north eastern region. The whole ground space of the church of Babocsa
was 250 m?!'"® in its gothic period, and 290 m?'"? of the church of Alsdbata in its sec-
ond period. We have the most information available in the case of Group 4. Even this
amount of data is less than in the north eastern region; however, it is sufficient for cal-
culating a relevant, reliable average, which is 125 m2. The majority of these churches
can be placed with — on the basis of their ground space — the greater village churches.
Two exceptions are the chapel of Mecseknadasd-Schlossberg — because of its grand
space'?” and the parish church of Ete'?! — because of its building style.

The special space structural solution when the nave and the presbytery of the
church have the same width was common in this region. These churches of this re-
gion are hall churches which were built in smaller dimensions than in the northeast-
ern region. Two examples of these church halls are: the parish church of Segesd with
its straight closure of presbytery'* and the parish church of Babdcsa with a polygonal
closure of presbytery.!* Hall churches are to be found in Group 4. as well, e.g. in the
settlements of: Ete, Csurgd, Valko, Dalmad, Bata, and Zalaszant6.'?*

The three nave gothic church equipped with a polygonal closure of apse is to be
found only in a very low number, while it was rather frequent in the northeastern
region. The most characteristic example of this type of church is the gothic church of
Mecseknadasd-Schlossberg from the 14™ century. It rather resembled the church of
Sziksz6 from the end of the 14" and the beginning of the 15th century'? because of
its great ground space, apse and articulated three nave structure.

Regarding the expansion of Southern Transdanubian churches, it was observable
that naves were not only expanded in western direction, but also southward, as in
the case of the Mindenszentek (All Saints”) church in Pécsvarad (in the expansion in

"8 K. Magyar, Babdcsa kozépkori nemzetségi kozpontjianak régészeti és épitészettorténeti

kutatasarol (1978-1986), “Miiemlékvédelem” 1987, Nr. 31 (4), p. 240.

A K. Németh, op. cit., p. 37, Fig. 7.

120 Gyula Forster National Centre for Cultural Heritage Management, Architectural Archives, inv.
Nr. 20703.

21 7Zs. Mikl06s, M. Vizi, Eldzetes jelentés a kozépkori Ete mezdvdros teriiletén végzett kutatdsokrol,
“A Wosinszky Mér Muzeum Evkonyve” 1999, Nr. 21, pp. 213-216.

12 K. Magyar, Szent Istvan, p. 263.

123 1dem, Babocsa torténete, p. 109.

124 Ete: Zs. Miklos, M. Vizi, op. cit., pp. 213-216, Csurgd: K. Kozak, Korai sokszogzdrodasi
templomok megjelenése az orszag kozépsd és myugati részén, Magyar milemlékvédelem IX, Budapest
1984, pp. 102-103; Valkdo: Cs.M. Aradi, M. Rozsas, 4 kézépkori Valko templomanak feltarasa,
“A Somogyi Megyei Miizeumok Koézleményei” 1994, Nr. 10, pp. 96-97; Dalmad: Zs. Mikl16s, Tolna
megye varai, Budapest 2007, p. 164; Bata: A.K. Németh, op. cit., p. 37; Zalaszanto: Gyula Forster
National Centre for Cultural Heritage Management, Architectural Archives, inv. Nr. 1100.

125 T.Balazsik, op. cit., p. 173.
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the 14" and 15" centuries) and in the case of the Szent Istvan (St. Stephan) church in
Mecseknadasd'? (in the reconstruction in the 14" century).

The ground space of churches were not expanded to such an extent as in the case
of churches in the northeastern Hungary, but this was probably explained by the fact
that the network of central settlements was more dense and evenly located in this
area. Thus, settlements had less centrality and probably the number of population
was also lower, which together resulted in the lack of greater expansions. To sum
up, we can conclude that the examination off the plans, ground spaces, and particu-
lar structural elements of churches confirmed that differences between the examined
categories of the criteria scheme is connected to the properties of churches thus they
can be used as a control cluster.

We can also conclude that churches of settlements belonging to the highest
category can be compared to towns, as they show similarities with their churches.
Churches of settlements belonging to the lowest category are rather similar to village
churches supporting the place of settlements in the settlement hierarchy. Categories
between the two are transitory groups with unique examples.

The use of the inner spaces of churches

The most important changes regarding the inner use of space in churches were:
the altars, chapels located inside the church, and burials within the church. In settle-
ments where the landowner had advowson rights or/and a strong power the influence
of the population on the representative reconstructions cannot be proved unambigu-
ously. Often, we only guess the role of citizens in the late medieval reconstructions,
but cannot prove it with sources. We also do not know surely who and from where
invited the experts, skilled builders needed for the erection of hall churches resem-
bling town churches. We again can only guess that, as these hall churches originate
from the southern German area, these skilled workers might have been skilled work-
ers from the Northern Hungary, where the number of German citizens was high.!'?’

The differences in the use of elements in the inner space of churches can support
the understanding of the role of a settlement in the settlement hierarchy. The central
element of ceremonies was the high altar in the apse of the church thus it was usually
this element which was reconstructed, ornamented in the smaller settlements. As the
population did not grow considerably there was no need for the expansion of naves.
We have barely any data concerning the formations of side-altars, e.g. neither the
butcher gild of Miskolc did found their own altar directorate in 1508.'% This is also
a borderline between categories, as it distinguishes market towns of Group 1. from

126 Pécsvarad: Gyula Forster National Centre for Cultural Heritage Management, Architectural
Archives, inv. Nr. 20178; Mecseknadasd: M.G. Sandor, op. cit., pp. 141-142.

127 E. Marosi, A kozépkor miivészete I, Budapest 1997, p. 150.

128 MNL, DL 39386.
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‘real” towns. Settlements belonging to lower categories can be distinguished by the
presence and the number of side altars.

There is much more data available about chapels inside the church which help to
distinguish the advowson role of the population and the landowner family. The role
of the landowner Ratét family in the erection of the chapel to the southern side of
the church of Paszto is clear. Similarly, in the case of Miskolc, which got advowson
rights at the beginning of the 15" century, Istvan Kovacs Csabai (Miskolci) erected
the Assumption of the Virgin Mary Chapel at the northern side of the church, in
1489.'% The representation of a family in a church, which had both landowner and
advowson rights, shows to what extent settlements were subordinated to and depend-
ent on these landowners, e.g. Nyirbator. The situation was rather different in free
royal towns.

The last form of the use of the inner spaces in churches was the burial inside the
church, as part of the advowson rights. Only two examples of cession or conferment
of the advowson rights is known, namely in the case of Sarospatak (in 1392) and in
the case of Miskolc (in 1411). These two settlements belonged to the Group 1., and
both conferment took place under the reign of King Sigismund. Consequently, we
have the most information about burials inside the church from these two settlements:
in the case of Miskolc from the second part of the 16" century'* and from the end of
the 15" century in the case of Sarospatak.'!

Based on the results of this study we can conclude that churches of Group 1. —
and some of the settlements of Group 2. — rise above the other in every aspect. This
finding is in full harmony with Andras Kubinyi’s categorization, in which central set-
tlements with more than 16 points were considered towns in medieval Hungary.'* It
can be proved, that churches of settlements of Group 3. with 11-15 points constitute
a transitory category between villages and towns. Churches of Group 4. are similar
to village churches.

Thus, we can conclude, that churches of the highest category in my study, both re-
garding their ground space and their inner design can be compared to parish churches
of average free royal towns. Beside their church, these settlements can be grouped
with free royal boroughs also on the basis of elements of church topography, or can
fulfil their role in areas without towns.

12 MNL, DL 83949.

130 B, Gyulai, 4 miskolci Avasi templom 16. szdzadi sirkévei, “A Herman Otté Mizeum Evkonyve”
1994, Nr. 32, p. 185.

Bl V. Gervers-Molnar, op. cit., p. 22.

132 A. Kubinyi, Vdrosok, mezévarosok, p. 16.
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