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Summary of the epigraphic examinations petformed on stone-
carved inscriptions made in the Medieval Transdanubia

(B0

The Romanesque insctiptions (with Antiqua letters then more and more Uncials) have appeared at
about 1000 A.D. in Hungary. This style has lasted until the middle of the 13" century. The ecarly
Gothic style (with the domination of Uncials) appears just after the mid-point of the 12% century and
also lasts until the middle of the 13" century. Gothic maiuscula characters were first found in
Transdanubia on stones carved in the first half of the 14® century, but the oldest such insctription
found could be dated 1289 in Hungary. The end of its use dated about 1400. The first relic proving
the apparition of the new style of Gothic minuscule in Hungary is a tombstone fragment found in
Buda, traced back to 1366.The period of the carved Gothic minuscule writing ended at the middle of
the 15% century, although some late provincial versions made in 1524 or later.

The first known stone-carved inscription done in humanistic capitals dates from 1467. The different
versions of this type are also observed and persist until 1539-40 or longer, i.c. to the historical end-
mark of the area.

Key words
Medieval Hungarian history or archaeology, medieval epigraphy

The first stone-carved inscriptions made in Transdanubia during the Middle Ages
wete done — as overall in Hungary — in the period after 1000 A.D,, foundation year
of the Hungarian Kingdom, the first known written records being created in the
petiod of the Romanesque architecture. The Zalavar-stones, which could be
traced back as being carved in the 11" century, show the classical forms of the
Romanesque characters, except for “C”, “G” and “IN”, and the inward inclination
of the legs of “M”. Only the letter “C” was carved in an angular shape.

I'T. BOGYAY, “Szt. Istvan korabeli oltartéredékek Zalavarrol a Vas varmegyei mizeumban,” Dundntiili
Szemle VIIT (1941), 88-93 (Hereafter BOGYAY 1941); G. ENTZ, “Un chantier du XI¢ siccle a Zalavar.
(XL szazadi kéfaragémiahely Zalavaron),” Bulletin du Musée Hongoris des Beanx: Arts 24 (1964), 17-46,
109-124 (Hereafter ENTZ 1964); Arpdd-kori kdfaraguinyok. Kataljgus, eds.: M. TOTH and E. MAROSI
(Székestehérvar: 1978), 69, 72-73 (Hereafter AK-Kat); 1. VALTER, Romanische Sakralbanton
Westpannoniens (Eisenstadt: 1985), 17; S. TOTH, “A keszthelyi Balatoni Muizeum kozépkori kdtara,” in
Zalai Miizenm 2. (Zalaegerszeg: 1990), 149, 150, 164, 165. (Hereafter TOTH 1990)



ZOLTAN VARADY

The European fashion of the time,” to use tied letters (ligatures), enclaves and to
cross the legs of the vicinal letters is not charactensnc

The tombstone fragment found in Veszprém, put to the turn of the 11/12"
centuries, shows just anthua characters, like the fragment of a bishop’s chair
armrest found in Esztergom traced back to about 1200, and the fragment of an
altar wing found in Nagyl6zs,” believed to be created in the first decades of the 13"
century.
Given that some unclal characters also appear in the inscriptions otiginating from
the Romanesque age,’ our next group consists of the inscriptions, whete along
with the unequivocal domination of the antiqua, only a few uncial letters can be
found. Such are the stone fragment of Zalaapéti, traced back to the 11" century,
contalrnng a single uncial “1””; the “Jakob-stone” and related fragments found in
Pécs,” dated back to the 12" century, showing uncial “IH” and “M” letters, and the
altar donation plate of King Imre, to the Zirc Abbacy,” carved at the turn of the
12/13" centuries, showlng a slngle uncial “T”. The group closes with the
“Gaudeat-stone” found in Buda, usually dated back to the second half of the 13"

2R M. Kroos, Einfiibrung in die Epigraphik des Mittelalters und der friihen Nenzeit (Wissenschaftliche
Buchgesellschaft, Darmstadt: 1980), 124. (Hereafter KLOOS 1980)

31. ADAM, A vessprimi székesegybizy T (Veszprém: 1912), 125-126, 129 (Hereafter ADAM 1912); S,

TOTH, “Veszprémi kozépkoti sitkGtoredékek,” Veszprim Megyei Mu{eﬂmo/é Kirdeményer 2 (1964), 181

(Hereafter 'TOTH 1964); Lapidarinm Hungaricum (Magyarorszig épitészet: toredékeinek gyiijteménye) 1., ed. M.
HORIER (Budapest: Orszagos Memlékvédelmi Hivatal 1988), 415-416.

*H. HORVATH, Kézépkori budai fejek (Budapest: 1941), 79; E. MAROSL, “Einige stilistische Probleme
der Inkustationen von Gran,” Ada Historiae Artinm Academiae Scientiarum Hungariae XV1I (1971), 192-
198; AK-Kat. 196-197; 1. HORVATH — M. H. KELEMEN - L TORMA, Kondrom megye régészei tapogrifidia 1.

Esztergom é& a dorogi jdras (Budapest: 1979), 104 (Hereafter HORVATH — KELEMEN — TORMA 1979); E.

MAROSI, Die Anfinge der Gotik in Ungarn. (Esgtergom in der Kunst des 12-13. Jabrhunderts), (Budapest:
1984), 36. (Hereafter MAROSI 1984a)

5 1. FELD, “A nagylozsi temetSkapolna és épitéstorténete,” Soproni Szemde (1981:4), 305.

¢ KLOOS 1980, 124.

7 ENTZ 1964, 115; TOTH 1990, 149, 163.

8 A TPOLYL, A kizépkori szobrdszat emlékei Magyarorszdgon. Kisebb munkdi (Budapest: 1873) (Hereafter
IPOLYT 1873); 1. HENSZLMANN, Magyarors3dg dkeres3tény, romn és dtmenets stilii emlékeinek rovid ismertetése
(Budapest: 1876), 68; P. GERECZE, “A pécsi székesegyhaz régiségei,” Arbacoligiai Ertesitd XN (1895),
134, 345-348, 356-357, 361; O. SZONYL, A pécsi piispiki mitzenm kdtdra (Pécs: 1900), 3, 211-212, 216-
217, 221 (Hereafter SZONYI 1906); T. GEREVICH, Magyarorsdg romdntkori emléke (Magyarorszdg mitvészeti
enilékei 1) (Budapest: 1938), 169 (Hereafter GEREVICH 1938); E. VERNEI-KRONBERGER, Magyar
kizépkori - siremlékek  (Budapest: 1939), 111 (Hereafter VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939); Magyar
miivelddéstirténet, ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: Magyar Térténelmi Térsulat 1939) 11 492; D.
DERCSENYL, A péesi kdtdr (A Janus Pannonius Mizeum Fiizetei 1 (1962)), 16; D. DERCSENYI,
Romidntkori ¢pitészet Magyarorszdgon (Budapest: 1974), 190 (Hereafter DERCSENYT 1974); AK-Kar. 1978,
143-144, 156; MAROSI 1984a, 67; Pannonia Regia. Miivészet a Dundntidon 1000-1541, eds. A. MIKO — L.
TAKACS (Budapest: Magyar Nemzeti Galéria 1994), 145-147.

9 F ROMER, A Bakony. Természetrajzi é& rigészeri vagdat (Gy6r: 1860), 151 (Hereafter: ROMER 1860); K.
HORVATH, Zire tirténete (Veszprém: 1930), 6; 1. GENTHON, Magyarorszdg miivészeti emilékei 1. Dundntil
(Budapest: 1959), 441 (Hereafter GENTHON 1959); M. DAX — L. ERI — S. MITHAY — S. PALAGYI - L.
TORMA, Veszprim megye régészeti topogrdfidia 4. A papai é a irvi jards (Budapest: 1972), 266-267 (Hereafter
DAX~ERI—MITHAY — PALAGYT—TORMA 1972); MAROSI 19844, 123.



SUMMARY OF THE EPIGRAPHIC EXAMINATIONS . ...

century, i.e. the times after the Tartar invasion." In this text, just the letters “F> and
“”” were carved in uncial shape.

Contemporary to the above stone relics, the items of the group characterised as
early Gothic were created, where the uncial shapes are more frequent.

Let us mention the border stone of Vérs," traced back to the period 1165-
1172, i.e. the time of King Istvan IIL, and the decoratlve and solemn inscriptions
carved onto the Porta Speciosa in Esztergom carved during the last years of
reign of King Bela IIL, ie. about 1190. Rather similar to the Porta Speciosa
insctiptions — with respect to decorativeness and tractation of the characters —are
the inscriptions on the tombstone of the canon Vﬂmos of Esztergom" and the
tomb cover stone of Apollinaris in Székesfehérvar,* both dated to the beginning
of the 13" century, even if massive increase of the proportion of uncial characters
is not seen.

The knight tombstone fragment found in Pilisszentkereszt,” and traced back to
about 1230, also contains the uncial versions of several letters, sometimes together
with their antiqua pair (“I”, “U”), sometimes without such pairs (“E”, “H”).

The Romanesque inscriptions have appeared at about 1000 A.D. in Hungary, as
well as in other parts of Europe. However, - as the above mentioned stone-carved
inscriptions indicate — this style has lasted in Hungary unt]l the middle of the 13"
century, ie. some hundred years longer than in Burope.' The early Gothic style
appears just after the mid-point of the 12" century, mote exactly in 1165 — again at

10 Magyar Miivelidéstirténet 1. Ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1939), 199, 624; L. GEREVICH,
“Budapest miivészete a kés6bbi kbzépkorban a mohacsi vészig,” in Budapest tirténete t. 11. (Budapest:
1975), 240.

11 Hpl. (=] HAMPEL), “Két Arpad-kori feliratos emlék;” Anhaeoligiai Erresits X (1890), 127-132, 127-
130, BOGYAY 1941, 88-93; GENTHON 1959, 367; TOTH 1990, 151, 160.

12 GEREVICH 1938, 1180; GENTHON 1959, 91; J. H. KOLBA, “Rornénkori feliratos sitkélap,” Folka
Archaeolygica XIV (1962), 114 (Heteafter H. KOLBA 1962); DERCSENYI 1974, 13, 193; E. MAROSL, “Az
esztergomi Porta Speciosa ikonografiajahoz,” in Eszmetirténet; tanulmdnyok a magyar kizépkorrdl ed. Gy.
Székely (Budapest: 1984), 346-351 (Hereafter MAROSI 1984b); MAROSI 1984a, 32, 36, 166-167, 169;
E. MAROSI, “Esztetgomi stilustétegek 1200 korill,” in Pannonia Regia. Miivészet a Dundntsiln 1000- 1541,
eds. A. MIKO — 1. TAKACS (Budapest: 1994), 154-158; Pannonia Regia. Miivészet a Dundntilon 1000-1541,
eds. A. MIKO— L. TAKACS (Budapest 1994), 159-165.

B 1. N.MATHES, Veteris arcis Strigoniensis monumentorum tbidem erstorum, aliarumaque antiquitatum bthographicis
tabulis ornata descriptio (Strigonii: 1827), 60-61 (Hereafter MATHES 1827); IPOLYI 1873, 185-186;
VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 13; GENTHON 1959, 91; H. KOIBA 1962, 114, 118; HORVATH-
KELEMEN-TORMA 1979, 106; MAROSI 1984a, 36; P. LOVEI — L. VARGA, “Siremlékek,” in
Magyarorszdgi mitvészet 1300-1470 kiriil IIL ed. E. MAROSI (Budapest: 1987), 340 (Heteafter LOVEL —
VARGA 1987); 1. TAKACS, “Esztergomi siremléktoredékek a 13. szazadbol” Ar Hungarica XV1
(1988:2), 122-123, 130-131. (Hereafter TAKACS 1988)

14 H. KOrBA 1962, 111-123; P LOVEL “The sepulchral monument of Saint Margaret of the Arpad
dynasty,” Ada Historiae Artinm Academie Scientiarum Himgariae XXVI (1980), 213 (Hereafter LOVEI
1980); MAROSI 1984a, 223; TAKACS 1988, 127-128.

15 1. GEREVICH, A pilisi diszterci apitsig (Szentendre: 1984), 15; TAKACS 1988, 125; Pannonia Regia.
Miivészet a Dunantiilon 1000-1541, eds. A. MIKO — 1. TAKACS (Budapest: 1994), 256-257.

16 KLOOS 1980, 124-125.
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the same time as throughout in Europe — but lasts until the middle of the 13"
century, i.e. some 50 years longer than in the regions westward from Hungary."

Gothic maiuscula characters were first found in Transdanubia on stones carved
in the first half of the 14" century. The only relic to be precisely dated is the
tombstone'® of Miklés, son of viceroy (governor of Croatia) Miklés, carved in
Segesd in 1346. Elsewhere in Hungary, this style appeared much eatlier, e.g. on a
tombstone fragment" found in Buda, traced back to 1289.

The Gothic maiuscula style becomes rather widespread from the mlddle of the
14" century on. One typical example is the tombstone plate in Visegrad,” bearing
the year 1360, where a provincial version of this letter style appears. The same
provincial version of the Gothic maiuscula letters was found on a tombstone in
Taliandérégd™ also traced back to the period around 1360 To this period can be
traced back a tombstone fragment found in N aros,” too.

The Siegfried-tombstone in Pannonhalma™ is however unbroken and richly
decorated, besides its origin is undoubtedly and precisely identifiable, as the year
13065 stands figured on it. Years are also carved on the tombstone of Gutatéttos™
(1370) and the Pél-tombstone of Bata™ (1377).

17 KLoos 1980, 125, 131.

18 P ENGEL — P. LOVEI — L. VARGA, “Gotikus sitkévek Maravolgyrdl és SegesdrSl,” Mivészettirténeti
Ertesiti 30 (1981), 142-144; P ENGEL — P. LOVEI — L. VARGA, “Zsigmond kori bardi sirkoveinkrél,”
Ars Hungarica X1 (1983), 21; P. ENGEL — P. LOVEI — L. VARGA, “Grabplatten von ungarischen
Magnaten aus dem Zeimlter der Anjou-Kénige und Sigismund von Luxemburg,” Ada Historiae
Artinm Academiae Scientiarnm Hungariae XXX (1984), 43-44; P. LOVEL “Hindu-arab szamjegyek a 14.
szdzadi Magyarorszagon,” Matematikai Lapok 33 (1986), 25-26; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 334-335;
Lapidarinm Hungarionn. Magyaronszdg épitészeti tivedikeineke gyifiteminye. 1. Alalinos heb j{ez‘/éep Ed M.
HORIER (Budapest: 1988), 159. (Hereafter LAHU)

19K H. GYURKY, “Feliratos sitk6 1289-es évszammal a budai domonkos kolostorbdl,” Budapest
Reégiségei XXVI (1984), 247-252; LOVEI-VARGA 1987, 334, 339.

20 LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 335.

21 K. ERY — A. KRALOVANSZKY, “Taliandoroed, Szt. Andris-templom,” Régdszeri Fiigerek 29 (1976),
88; LOVEL - VARGA 1987, 334-335, 463.

221. GENTHON, Magyarorszdg miiendékei (Budapest: 1951), 347. (Hereafter GENTHON 1951);
Magyarorszdg Miiemtéki 1opogrdfigia 1. (Budapest: 1958), 562-563; LOVEIL - VARGA 1987, 461.

2 IpoLYI 1873, 187; B. CZOBOR, Egyhdzi emlékeink a XIV. szizadbil. Magyarorszdg torténeti emléker az;
1896-05 ezredévi kddllitdson 1. (Budapest: 1896), 169 (Hereafter CZOBOR 1896); P. GERECZE,
“Szobraszati emlékek Magyarorszagon,” in Magyarorsydg az exredik ében 1. ed. S. Matlekovits
(Budapest: 1898), 71 (Hereafter GERECZE 1898); K. DIVALD, Magyarorszdg miivészeti enlékei (Budapest:
1927), 108 (Hereafter DIVALD 1927); Magyar Miielidéstirténet 11 ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest:
1939), 1. 1939, 359; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 23; D. DERCSENYI, Nagy Lgios kora (Budapest:
[1941]), 108 (Hereafter DERCSENYI 1941); L. VARGA, “Szobraszat,” in Miivészet I Lajos kirdly kordban
1342-1382. Kataligus eds. E. MAROSI— M. TOTH— L. VARGA (Budapest: 1982), 267 (Hereafter VARGA
1982); LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 335, 463, 466; E. MAROSL, (ed.) Magyarorszdgi mitvészet 1300-1470 koriil I-
11 (Budapest: 1987), 137. (Hereafter MAROSI 1987)

24, KOZAK, “A gutat6ttSsi tk. templom feltarasa,” Archacolégiai Ertesitd 103 (1976), 103-104;
LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 337-338.

% L. HOKE, “Bata, Czikadot, Féldvat, Madocsa, Szekszard monasteriolégidjihoz,” Magyar Sion (1869),
346; P. SOROS, Az elenyészert bencés apatsigok (=L. ERDELYI — P. SOROS (eds.), A pannonhalmi S3t.-
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This letter type was used on the cover plate of a sarcophagus™ presumed to
have housed the corpse of King Lajos 1., (the Great), 2}7)robably carved in the
period 1370-1380. The tombstone of Zachatias of Como,” found in Buda, carved
in maiuscula letters in relief, was probably made even later, around 1400.

The Gothic maiuscula style period started”” in Europe at about 1230, whereas
in Hungary the oldest such inscription found could be dated 1289. Some delay in
adoption of this style vs. Europe is thus probable, whereas the end of its use is
roughly simultaneous.”

The first relic proving the apparition of the new style of Gothic minuscula style
in Hungary is a tombstone fragment found in Buda,” traced back — with some
uncertainty — to 1366.

Next comes the double tomb memorial Salamoni Bereck from Gyor on
which the year 1364 is figured, although it was probably carved only in 1367.

Benedek-rend tirténete X11/B) (Budapest: 1912), 122; VERNEI - KRONBERGER 1939, 64; M. KONYI - .
HOLUB — J. CSALOG — D. DERCSENYL, “A bétai apatsig temploma,” To/na megye nuilfiabil 5. fiizet (Pécs:
1940), 60; GENTHON 1951, 425; GENTHON 1959, 34; Z. VARADY, “A bitai sitké és epigrafiai
Osszeftiggései,” Béri Balogh Addam Miizenm Evkinyve XI1I Ed. T VADAS (Szekszard: 1984), 105-121;
LOVEL- VARGA 1987, 335, 462; LAHU 1988, 375.

26 JPOLYI 1873, 189; A. MAROSI, “Székesfehérvar miavészeti emlékel,” in Magyar Miivelédéstirténet 11,
ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1930), 409, 418; Magyar Miivelidéstirténet II ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY
(Budapest: 1939), 159; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 21-22; DERCSENYI 1941, 110-111; D
DERCSENYI, “A székesfehérvari bazilika kéfaragvanyai,” in Emdékkinyy Gerevich Tibor sziiletésénere 60.
afordulgiira (Budapest: 1942), 38-39 (Hereafter DERCSENYI 1942); D. DERCSENYL, A syékesfebérvari
bazilika (Budapest: 1943), 56, 98-100, 124 (Hereafter DERCSENYI 1943); GENTHON 1959, 352; S.
TOTH, “Veszprémi kozépkori sitkGtoredékek,” 1Veszprim Megyei Miizenmok Kzleményei 2 (1964), 168; P.
LOVEL “A székesfehérviri Anjou-sitkdpolna miivészettorténeti helye,” in Mivészet 1 Lajos kirdly
kordban 1342-1382. Kataljgns eds. E. MAROSI — M. TOTH — L. VARGA (Budapest: 1982), 200-201
(Hereafter LOVEL 1982); VARGA 1982, 268; A. KRALOVANSZKY, “A székesfehérvari Anjou-
sitkdpolna,” in Miivészet 1. ajos Kordban 1342-1382 ed. E. MAROSI— M. TOTH — L. VARGA (Budapest:
1982), 165; E. SZAKAL, “A székesfehérvari Anjou-siremlékek és 1. Lajos kirdly sitkdpolndja,” in
Miivészet 1. Lajos Kondban 13421382 ed. E. MAROSI — M. TOTH — L. VARGA (Budapest: 1982),195;
ENGEL— LOVEI - VARGA 1983, 29-32; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 464, 466; E. KOVACS, “Tirgykultira és
Kismiivészetek a 14-15. szizadi Magyarorszagon,” in Mag)/azmm(gzgz Mitvészet 1300-1470 kiriil ed. E.
MAROSI) (Budapest. 1987), 217; Pannonia Regia. Miivészet a Dundntiilon 1000-1541, eds. A. MIKO — L
TAKACS (Budapest: 1994), 274-275.

271, SZENDREL “A budaviti Domokos-templom kidsatdsa,” Archaeoligiai Ertesity XXII (1902), 399
(Hereafter SZENDREI 1902); GY. FORSTER, “A budavari Haldszbastya és a domokos-szerzetesek
templomanak romjai,” in Magyarorszdg Mitemléke 1 ed. Gy. FORSTER (Budapest: 1905), 154, 162
(Hereafter FORSTER 1905); H. HORVATH, “A székesfévarosi mizeum kézépkori lapidariuma a
Halaszbastyan,” Magyar Mivelidéstorténet VIIL. ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1932), , 116
(Hereafter HORVATH 1932b); H. HORVATH, A Favdrosi Miizeum kiemléktirinak lkird lajstroma
(Budapest: 1932), 16 (Hereafter HORVATH 1932¢); H. HORVATH, Buda a kiépkorban (Budapest:
1932), 28 (Hereafter HORVATH 1932d); VERNEI - KRONBERGER 1939, 29; D. RADOCSAY, “Les
principaux monuments funéraires médievaux conservé 4 Budapest,” in Meélanges offerts  Szaboles de
Vajay (Braga: 1971), 477. (Hereafter RADOCSAY 1971)

28 KLOOs 1980, 131.

2 KLoos 1980, 132-133.

30 RADOCSAY 1971, 470.
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Precise dating is however possible for the tombstone of the king’s Eamter Janos,”
(1370) and the tombstone of Onodi Cudar I4sz16 in Pannonhalma® (1372).

This latter one is important, due to the fact, that the tombstone of his
predecessor, the abbot Siegftied, head of the same Abbacy; also precisely known as
being carved in 1365, was still carved in Gothic maiuscula style.

This is a proof for the hypothesis that the Gothic minuscula style has become
fashionable in Hungary in the period 1365-1370, as shown by relics in
Transdanubia and in Buda.

The identification of the reasons for this sudden change needs some more
research.

In the following decade a larger number of inscription-beating stones mark the
widespread use of this letter type, such as a stone fragment in Buda (1372),
tombstone fragment in Székestehérvar (1373),” as well as the tombstones of
Pauher Henrik (31373) * Tamas, son of Miklés (1375), Bernard (or Bene) of
Florence (1376),” as well as the tombstone of an unknown defunct in Buda
(1380)” and of Nadasdi Janos in Szentgotthard” (1380). From this time on, the

31 ROMER 1860, 631; IPOLYT 1873, 186-187; CZOBOR 1896, 169; E, VARJU, “A gyéri székesegyhaz
kozépkori sitkovel,” Arhaeoligiai Ertesitd XVII (1897), 338-339 (Hereafter VARJU 1897); VERNEI-
KRONBERGER 1939, 22; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 463, 592.

32 HORVATH 1932d, 87; HORVATH 1932c, 15; VERNEI-KRONBERG 1939, 18; DERCSENYT 1941, 53,
106; H, HORVATH, “Budai miivészsitkvek a 14. szazadban in Arpddhazi Szent Margit sivemléke és egyéh
tanmlmdnyok (Budapest: 1944), 15-115; RADOCSAY 1971, 470-471.

33 IpOLYI 1873, 187; CZOBOR 1896, 169-170; GERECZE 1898, 71; DERCSENYI 1941, 108-109;
VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 23; I, TAKACS, “Czudar Liszl6 sitemléke a pannonhalmi bazilikaban,”
Miivészer XXIL:6 (1981), 44-45; VARGA 1982, 271; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 464-460.

34 RADOCSAY 1971, 471.

3 A, MAROSI, “Adatok Székesfehérvar kéemlékeihez,” Székesfebérvari Szemle 11 (1932), 49; VERNEI-
KRONBERGER 1939, 64; DERCSENYI 1941, 107; DERCSENYI 1942, 37; DERCSENYI 1943, 97; TOTH
1964, 169; LOVEL 1980, 123; LOVEL 1982, 183, 189; VARGA 1982, 267; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA
1984, 39; P ENGEL— P LOVEI - L. VARGA, “Fénemesi sitkévek a Zsigmond koti Magyarorszagon,”
in Miivelédéstirténeti tanulmdnyok a magyar kizépkorrdl ed. E. FUGEDI (Budapest: 1986), 211 (Hereafter
ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1986); LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 461; LAHU 1988, 230-231.

36 FORSTER 1905, 152; HORVATH 1932b, 113-114; HORVATH 1932, 14; H. HORVATH, Budai
kdfaragik és kdfaragdjelek. (Budapest: 1935), 36; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 20; DERCSENYI 1941,

107; RADOCSAY 1971, 471.

37 SZENDREI 1902, 399 FORSTER 1905, 152; HORVATH 1932d, 11; HORVATH 1932b, 99, 113;

HORVATH 1932¢, 14; VERNE-KRONBERGER 1939, 20; DERCSENYI 1942 37, RADOCSAY 1971 471.

38 SZENDREI 1902, 399; FORSTER 1905, 152; HORVATH 1932d, 10; HORVATH 1932b, 98, 113;

HORVATH 1932c, 13-14; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 19-20; DERCSENYI 1941, 106; D, RADOCSAY,
“Dalles funéraires armariées a Buda et a Cassovie du moyen-age,” Arhivun: Hemﬁiz'mm 1966, 51;
RADOCSAY 1971, 472; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 834.

3 K. H. GYURKY, “Das mittelalterliche Dominikanetkloster in Buda,” Fontes Archacologici Hungariae
(Budapest: 1981), 137.

WM. ZIINSZKYNE STERNEGG, “Gotikus és reneszansz cimeres-kovek a  szentgotthardi
plébaniatemplomban,” Miiészettirténet; Ertesitd XV (1966), 261-262 (Hereafter ZLINSZKYNE 1966); M.
ZIINSZKYNE STERNEGG, “A szentgotthardi ciszterci apatsdg torténete és mivészeti emlékei (1183-
1878) in Szentgotthdrd hehtirténess, miivelidéstirténets, hebyismereti tanulminyok (Szombathely: 1981), 370
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Gothic minuscula style enjoys wide popularity, although only a limited number of
relics could be exactly dated. The foundation stone of the Corpus Christi Chapel
in Esztergom® was carved in 1384, Kraft Berchtold’s tombstone in Buda® in 1392
and palatine Lackfi Istvan’s tombstone in Keszthely® in 1397.

The popularity of the Gothic minuscula style lasted throughout the 15" century,
too.

Around the turn of the 14/15 centuries were carved the tombstones of
Benedek’s son in Buda,” of Tomaji PAI"” in Lesencetomaj and of the canon
Gyorgy™ in Pécs. The year 1414 is marked on the tombstone of Frenizlin'’ in
Buda. The tombstone of Alsani Balint* in Pécs carties the year 1408, the one of
vaivode (governor of Transylvania) Marcali Miklés" in Székesfehérvar the year of
1414.

(Hereafter ZIINSZKYNE 1981); VARGA 1982, 267; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 461; MAROSI 1987, 147,
LAHU 1988, 391-392.

# MATHES 1827, 82; HORVATH — KELEMEN - TORMA 1979, 105; L. ZOLNAY, A kizépkori Esztergom
(Budapest: 1983), 102.

42 HORVATH 1932d, 88; H. HORVATH, “A kézépkoti Pest-Budinak helyszinen maradt emlékei”
Magyar Mitvelidéstirténet VILL ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1932), 360, 376 (Heteafter HORVATH
1932a); HORVATH 1932c, 14; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 28; RADOCSAY 1971, 472.

B P GERECZE, “A MOB rajztiranak jegyzéke,” in Magyarorszdg Miemlékei 1. ed. Gy. FORSTER
(Budapest: 1905), 429; R. BEKEFL, A Balaton kirmyékeének egyhazai és virai a kizépkorban (Budapest: 1907),
233 (Hereafter BEKEFI 1907); B. DORNYAY — J. VIGYAZO, Balaton és kirnyéke riszletes utikalanza.
(Budapest: 1934), 240-241 (Hereafter DORNYAY — VIGYAZO 1934); VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939,
21; GENTHON 1959, 158; T. KOPPANY — P. PECZELI — K. SAGI, Keszthely. (Budapest: 1962), 29;
ENGEL—LOVEI - VARGA 1986, 217-218; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 587.

44 SZENDREI 1902, 400; FORSTER 1905, 154, 166; HORVATH 1932d, 26; HORVATH 1932c, 15;
VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 29; RADOCSAY 1971, 477.

45 DORNYAY-VIGYAZO 1934, 231; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 29; A. RADNOTI — L. GERO, A
Balaton régészets és tirténeti emlékei (Budapest: 1952), 128-129; GENTHON 1959, 185; ENGEL — LOVEI -
VARGA 1983, 24; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 588.

#IpOLYI 1873, 1865 SZONYL 1906, 238-241; O. SZONYL, “A pécsi dommuzeum,” in Magyar
Miivelidéstorténet V1. ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1929), 508-536 (Hereafter SZONYI 1929);
VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 25; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 592.

4THORVATH 1932d, 88, 104; HORVATH 1932a, 360, 376-377; HORVATH 1932c, 15; VERNEI-
KRONBERGER 1939, 28-29; RADOCSAY 1971, 477-488.

8 GERECZE 1898, 49, 71; A. ALDASY, Alsdni Bdlint bibornok (Magyar torténelmi életrajzok, Budapest:
1903), 134; SZONYD 1906, 241-244; SzONY1 1929, 532-536; HORVATH 1932d, 27; Magyar
Miivelidéstorténet I ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1939), 540; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 25-20;
LOVEL - VARGA 1987, 591; MAROSL 1987, 137; Miivészet Zsigmond kiraly koriban (1387-1437) L1
Kataldgus eds. L. BEKE — E. MAROSI— T. WEHLI (Budapest: 1987), 302. (Hereafter ZSK-kat. 1987)

4 P. GERECZE, “A muemlékek helyrajzi jegyzéke és irodalma,” in Magyarorszdg mitemléke 11. ed. Gy.
FORSTER (Budapest: 1906), 307, HORVATH 1932b, 115; MAROSI 1932, 49; H. HORVATH, “Zsigmond
kiraly és kora,” in Székesfivdros Torténeti Monogrdfiai VII-IX (1937), 155; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939,
30; DERCSENYI 1942, 39-40; DERCSENYI 1943, 58, 102, 122; GENTHON 1959, 352; ENGEL— LOVEI
- VARGA 1983, 29-30; ENGEL — LLOVEI - VARGA 1984, 47; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1986, 219-220,
LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 587.
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The inscriptions attesting the construction of the Csesznek castle were made™
in 1424. Tombstone fragments of Hédervari Katalin in Buda and Visegrad bear
the year mark’ 1426, that of Szerdahelyi Péter in Pécsvarad,” 1428. More recent is
the tombstone of bishop Henrik of Pécs™ from the year 1445, Thete are no relics,
which could be precisely traced back to the following decades. The next known
inscri}gtion is carved on the tombstone fragment of an unknown defunct in
Buda,” bearing the year-mark 1491, however in Arabic figures. This group closes
with two Transdanubian relics: the window frame stone from the Simontornya
castle” (1508) and the tomb cover plate of canon Zathai Janos in Somogyvar”
(1524), showing a provincial version of the letter type.

The relief version of the Gothic minuscula appears some time in the first
petiod of the 15" century.

The tombstone of the royal treasurer Kanizsai Miklés in Zalaszentgrét'” dates
from 1404 or the immediately subsequent years, the memorial of vaivode Stiborici
L Stibor in Székesfehérvar™ bears a fragmentary date of 1414. Mikl6s, bishop of
Cereta died  in Gydr, in 1428; at about the same year are dated the tombstone

50 B. DORNYAY, Bakory (Budapest: 1927), 229; GENTHON 1959, 281; M. HEJ}, “Goétikus faragvanyok
a cseszneki varbol,” Foka Archaeologica X1 (1959), 135-139, table XV, 1-3; MAROST 1987, 127, Figure
975.; LAHU 1988, 154-155.

5L GERECZE 1906, 642; GENTHON 1951, 268; S. DERCSENYI — M. HEJJ, Magyarorszdg miienléki
topografidia V. Vas megye mienilékeei I-I1. (Budapest: 1958), 450; ENGEL — LOVEL - VARGA 1983, 40-41;
ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1984, 55-56; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1986, 226; LOVEI-VARGA 1987,
461, 588, LAHU 1988, 159.

52 ENGEL—LOVEI - VARGA 1983, 22, 24; T.OVEI - VARGA 1987, 335.

3 TPOLYT 1873, 192; SZONYT 1906, 244-246; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 26-28; LOVEI - VARGA
1987, 592; LAHU 1988, 172-173; ZSK-kat. 1987, 302.

5 HORVATH 1932c, 30; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 42; RADOCSAY 1971, 483.

55 GENTHON 1959, 292; M. HORLER, “Mddszertani adalékok a magyar késSkdzépkori épitészet
kutatasaban,” Epités-Epitészettudomany X1 (1979), 43; M. HORLER — M. TABAJDI, A simontornyai var
(Szekszard: 1987), 12, 18, 26; LAHU 1988, 372-373.

%P GERECZE, “A somogyvari Szent Egyed monostor-templom maradvanyai,” Arbaeoligiai
Korfemiényer XX (1897), 148; DORNYAY - VIGYAZO 1934, 62; G. ENTZ — L. GERO, A Balaton-kirnyék
mitiemlékei (Budapest: 1958), 167, GENTHON 1959, 149; J. BALOGH, “Kora-renaissance és késé
renaissance,” in A magyarorszdg mivészer torténete eds. D. DERCSENYI — A. ZADOR (Budapest: 1973),
209, 335. (Heteafter BALOGH 1973)

5T E ROMER, Kinizsi Pdl sivkive (Gy6ei torténelmi és régészeti fiizetek 2.) (Gyor: 1863), 41; GERECZE
1906, 1040; DORNYAY-VIGYAZO 1934, 364; GENTHON 1959, 437; J. NEMETH, Zala megye mitenilékei
(Zalaegerszeg: 1977), 101; ENGEL— LOVEL - VARGA 1983, 28; ENGEL— LOVEI - VARGA 1984, 46-47;
ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1986, 218-219; LOVEL - VARGA 1987, 587; L. VANDOR, Nagykanizsa
tirténete a honfoglalastol 1690-ig (Nagykanizsa: [1988]), 47.

58 DERCSENYT 1942, 40; DERCSENYT 1943, 59-59, 102-103; VERNEI-KORNBERGER 1939, 32-33; L.
GEREVICH, “Budapest mivészete az Arpad-kotban,” in Budapest torténete I. (Budapest: 1973), 281;
ENGEL—LOVEI - VARGA 1983, 31; ENGEL— LOVEI - VARGA 1984, 47-48; ENGEL— LOVEI - VARGA
1986, 220-221.

59 VARJU 1897, 339-441; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 27; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 463, 696.
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fragment of the royal dootkeeper Kanizsai Istvan, found in Csorna” and the
tombstone of Szécsi Miklos in  Szentgotthard. “ The baptising well of
Asvanyrar6™ is dated 1430, the so-called Chatillon shield-bearing fragment in
Buda,” 1433. The tombstone fragments of count Frangepin ]anos found in
Buda and Sarospatak originate from 1436. Dobéi Miklds, abbot in Pannonhalma,
died 1438-1439, his tombstone must have been made in those years” The
tombstone of Garai Tlona, wife of Szécsi Miklés attest” a death year of 1441.
Here comes an interruption of several decades, as the next relics to be traced back
exactly are the tombstone of Dobringer Mikl6s” in Buda (1462) and the
tombstone of Dénes,” archbishop in Ersztergom, son of the above mentioned
Szécsi-couple, dated 1465.

The tombstone of Gergellaki Bertalan® bears the date 1469 On the side plate
of the memorial of Vitéz Janos, archbishop of Esztergom,” the year of death

0 E, TOMPOS, “Sopton cimetes méemlékei,” Arrabona 18 (1976), 148; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA
1983, 28-29; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1984, 47; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA 1986, 219; LOVEI -
VARGA 1987, 588.

61 ZLINSZKYNE 1966, 259-260; ZLINSZKYNE 1981, 370-373, 376; 1. VALTER, “Szentgotthird
torténete a mohacsi vészg in Szensgotthdrd belytorténeti, miivelidéstorténets, bebyismereti  tannlndnyok
(Szombathely: 1981), 68 (Hereafter Valter 1981); ENGEL—LOVEL - VARGA 1984, 58; ENGEL—LOVEL
- VARGA 1986, 230; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 588; LAHU 1988, 391-392.

62 Magyarorszdg |V drosai és 1V drmegyéi 14. eds. J. SZIKLAY — S. BOROVSZKY (Budapest: 1908), 5-21, 19-20
(Hereafter MVV); GENTHON 1959, 17.

63 SZENDRETI 1902, 400; FORSTER 1905, 120, 154; HORVATH 1932b, 114, 122; HORVATH 1932¢, 15;
HORVATH 1937, 156; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 30, 32, 39; RADOCSAY 1971, 478; V. GERVERS -
MOINAR, “Sarospataki siremlékek,” Miivészettirténeti Fiizerek 14 (1983), 116. (Hereafter GERVERS —
MOINAR 1983)

64 VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 43; M. CSANKY, “Kozlemények a Nemzeti Muzeumbdl,”
Szepmiivészet 11 (1941), 37, RADOCSAY 1971, 480; GERVERS-MOLNAR 1983, 21; ENGEL — LOVEI -
VARGA 1986, 217-218.

% P. SOROS —'T. REZNER: A pannonhali fiapdtsdg tiréne 111. (Budapest: 1905), 47-48.

60 . VALTER, “Elézetes beszamolé a szentgottharadi ciszterci monostor asatasarol,” Arhaeoligiai
Etesit 102 (1975), 91; VALTER 1981, 68; ZIINSZKYNE 1981, 373, 376; ENGEL — LOVEI - VARGA
1983, 44-45; ENGEL - LOVEI - VARGA 1984, 58; ENGEL - LOVEL - VARGA 1986, 230-231; LOVEI -
VARGA 1987, 588, 695; LAHU 1988, 392.

67 VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 64; RADOCSAY 1971, 480.

68 MATHES 1827, 101-102; IPOLYI 1873, 185, 191, 194; GERECZE 1898, 71; DIVALD 1927, 106, 109;
MagymMmg/odexlorimw‘H ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest 1939), 403, 655 VERNEI-KRONBERGER
1939, 37, HORVATH 1941, 8; GENTHON 1959, 91; HORVATH — KELEMEN - TORMA 1979, 106; A.
MIKO, “Jagello-kori reneszansz sitkGveinkrdl,” Ars Hﬂﬂgﬂﬂm XIV (1986) 102; (Hereafter MIKO 1986)
LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 699; MAROSI 1987, 138.

69 H. HORVATH, “Il Rinascimento in Unghetia,” Awmmuario 111 (1939), 100; VERNEI-KRONBERGER
1939, 37-38; H. HORVATH, “Kénig Mathias und die Kunst Ungarische Jabrbiicher XX (1940), 211;
HORVATH 1941, 29; RADOCSAY 1971, 480-481.

70 MATHES 1827, 101-102; IPOLYI 1873, 194; GERECZE 1898, 71; MVV 1901, 479; MVV 1908, 320;
Magyar Miivelidéstirténet I1 ed. S. DOMANOVSZKY (Budapest: 1939), 465; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939,
37, J. BALOGH, Az esgtergomi Bakdez-kdpola. (Budapest: 1955), 17 (Hereafter BALOGH 1955);
HORVATH — KELEMEN - TORMA 1979, 106; Mathias Corvinus und die Renaissance in Ungarn 1458-1541.
Schallaburg. Aunsstellungskatalog. (Wien: 1982), 139-140. (Hereafter Kat.Schall. 1982)

15



ZOLTAN VARADY

(1472) is marked in Arabic figures. The tombstone of an unidentified defunct” in
Pula bears the year 1474. In this decade were carved the tombstones of Bodd
Miklés in Székesfehérvar” and of Néadasdi Darabos Gyorgy in Szentgotthard,”
died after 1467.

Another tombstone fragment of an unknown defunct in Buda™ was dated to
the 1480%s. The tombstone of provost Szantéi Ambrus in Esztergom” is marked
1483 in Arabic figures. On the tombstone fragment of an unknown master builder
in Buda, the date 1488 in Arabic figures can be read.”

The tombstone of master Marton and his wife in Tata was carved in an
unusual provincial version of the style, with a date of 1492 in Arabic figures.” A
tombstone fragment in Veszprém, attributed to Vitéz Janos junior,® bears a date
of 1499, which cannot be confirmed by its character shapes.

Some German tongue inscriptions found along the western border of
Hungary show character shapes of the Gothic minuscula, or Fraktur. Traceable
examples of Hungarian relics showing inscriptions in this style are the keystone of
the St. Michael church in Sopron” (1482), the tombstone on Nathaniel
Kramberger™ (1510) and the Jurisich-tombstone * in Készeg (1538).

The Gothic minuscula, letter-type was developed in Europe from the earlier
Carolingian minuscula, first appearing on tombstones from the early 14" century,”
such as the one of archbishop Simon de Bucy in Paris (1304) or archbishop Peter
von Aspelt in Mainz (1320). At the beginning of its widespread use, upper-case

71 1. ERI— M. KELEMEN — P NEMETH — L. TORMA, Veszprén negye régés3eti topogrdfidja 2. Veszprémi jiinis
(Budapest: 1969), 182 (Hereafter ERI— KELEMEN — NEMETH — TORMA 1969).

2TOTH 1964, 174-176; LOVEI - ENGEL 1983, 1-8; LOVEI - VARGA 1987, 699; MAROSI 1987, 138,
676.

3TPOLYT 1873, 194; GERECZE 1906, 1040; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 70; GENTHON 1959, 347,
ZIINSZKYNE 1966, 262; VALTER 1981, 69; ZIINSZKYNE 1981, 376, LAHU 1988, 391-392.

™ TOTH 1964, 180; RADOCSAY 1971, 481.

> MATHES 1827, 21-22; VARJU 1897, 342; VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939. 42; GENTHON 1959, 91-92;
HORVATH— KELEMEN - TORMA 1979, 93

76 HORVATH 1932d, 24; HORVATH 1932b, 112; HORVATH 1932¢, 12; HORVATH 1935, 20, 42-43;
VERNEI-KRONBERGER 1939, 42; RADOCSAY 1971, 482.

" E. REVHELYL, A fatai piarista rendhaz, é nuizenma (Budapest: 1938), 24; GENTHON 1959, 386; TOTH
1964, 169; LAHU 1988, 301.

78 ADAM 1912, 120-121; S. TOTH, “A veszprémi székesegyhaz kozépkori kfaragvanyai,” 1Veszprém
Megyei Miizennok Kileményei 1 (1963), 141; TOTH 1964, 177-178, 183; ERT — KELEMEN — NEMETH -
TORMA 1969, 231; 1. ERL Vesgprém (Budapest: 1972), 15; P NAGYBAKAY, “BeriszIé Péter veszprémi
puspok cimeres kove,” 1Vesgprim Megyei Miizenmok Kizleményei 13 (1978), 128 (Hereafter NAGYBAKAY
1978); T. KOPPANY, “A Kézép-Dunantil teneszansz épitészete,” Ars Hungarica X11 (1984), 191.
(Hereafter Koppany 1984)

79 1. HENSZLMANN, Magyarorszdg cimeres stilii miienilékes (Budapest: 1880), 41; HORVATH 1935, 59, 75;
MAROSI 1987, 171.

80 E. CSATKAL Sopron és kirnyéke mitemléke (Budapest: 1956), 419; GENTHON 1959, 320; TOMPOS
1976, 147-148.

81 L. BARCZA, “A készegi Szent Jakab templom,” Vasi Szemle T11 (1936), 374-381; GENTHON 1959,
171.

82 Kroos 1980, 136.
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letters were still used, but these gradually disappeared until the middle of the 15"
century. Mostly Gothic maiuscula wete used as capital letters. Later, in the 16"
century, the upper-case characaters of the Fraktur type were in use.”

There is some similarity in Hungary to the European trend; upper-case
characters are rarely used in Gothic minuscula stone-carved inscriptions. On one
of the eatliest relics, the Salamoni Bereck tombstone, Gothic maiuscula were used
as the capital letters “.4” and “P”.* In a somewhat unusual way, the “Z” character
of the name on the Frenizlin-tombstone (Buda, 1404) is a maiuscula.” Next in
time, Gothic maiuscula were found in the Csesznek building inscription for capital
“A” and “S” (1424) “N”, “G”, “H” and “P” uncials were used as initials on the
front stone of the castle’s entrance gate.* Capital “A” characters wete found on the
tombstone of Szerdahelyi Péter (1428), Henrik bishop of Pécs (1445) and Zathai
Janos (1524); this latter one also shows capital “H”, “P” and “N” letters.”

Among the relief-type inscriptions, Gothic maiuscula type capitals were used
for “J” and “R” on the tombstone® of Vitéz Janos (1472), for “H” and “J” on the
tombstone” of the Szécsi couple, for “A4” and “C” on tombstone™’ of Frangepan
Janos, all of them decorative version of the Gothic maiuscula. Capital “4” and
“D” were carved onto the tombstone of Dobringer Miklos (Buda, 1462), the latter
being a version of the antiqua type.”

The first letter of the console inscription in Siklés™ is also a maiuscula type
“A”. Only the starting “S” is maiuscula type on the tombstone of Gergellaki
Bertalan, on the Buda fragment from 1480 and on the tombstone of Szantdi
Ambrus” (1483). This latter relic also shows a “Z2”” maiuscula, as the first character
of the name. Capital “C”, “H”, “I”, “M”, “IN”, “R” and “1”” were used on the
tombstone of master Marton (1492) roughly the ones from the maiuscula
alphabetic set.! Upper case Fraktur “47, “F”, “G”, “I” and “I”” characters were
used on the tombstone of Nathaniel Kramberger” (1510). The Jurisich-
tombstone (1538) shows” upper case Fraktur characters for the letters “4”, “C”,
“E”, CF <G, “HY, “D, L, <07, “R” and “17. The widespread use of the

83 KLOOS 1980, 137.

84 See note n. 31.

85 See note n47.

86 See note n. 50.

87 See note n. 52, 53, 56.
8 See note n. 70.

89 See note n. 61, 66.

% See note n. 64.

91 See note n. 67.

92 E. SZAKAL, “Gotikus erkély a siklosi varban,” Miendékvédelens X (1966), 84-86; MAROSI 1987, 674;
LAHU 1988, 176.

93 See note n. 69, 74, 75.
94 See note n. 77.

95 See note n. 80.

9% See note n. 81.
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Fraktur type is related to the extension of literacy, and appatition of the cursive
letters shapes.

The Fraktur type letters were developed starting from the Gothic minuscula,
via the bastarda tape, and first appeared at the beginning of the 16" century.”
Around the middle of the 16" century, in the German-speaking regions, e.g. the
Munich area, Fraktur type letters have become of general use instead of Gothic
minuscula, wheteas In other areas Renaissance writing is adopted.” As seen above,
the relics of Fraktur writing are of roughly the same age in western Hungary, as the
German-speaking areas.

The period of the carved Gothic minuscula writing ended at the middle of the
15" century, although some late versions were found especially in provincial areas,
made in 1524 or later.

The turn of the 14/15" centuries sees the apparition of the relief-type Gothic
minuscula writing, rather fashionable in Hungary in the petiod between 1400 and
1440. After a pause of several decades, this writing appears again and is found
from 1460 until the end of the reign of King Matthias (1490).

The German-tongue inscriptions also appear from 1460 on, in the western
regions of Hungary, first as Gothic minuscula, from 1510 on as Fraktur type. The
Fraktur type letters however did not become of widespread use in Hungary,
instead the humanistic (classic) capitals started to be used from the times of King
Matthias, and rapidly became popular.

This timely evolution is completely according to European history; eg. the
period of the Gothic minuscula is dated 1394 and until 1520 or so in the
neighbouring Lower Austrian region, too.”

The first known appatrition of the humanistic capitals can be exactly dated, as
the year 1467 is figured on the half-pillar head of Vetési Albert."”

Further early inscriptions using this letter type, where date years could be
found, are the stone carving with Aragonese-shield”' from Esztergom (1482), and
the carving with Bathory-shield"” from Nograd (1483) beside the relics bearing

I KLOOos 1980, 139, 141. 142; H. H. HORNUNG, Di¢ Inschrifien Nieder-isterreichs (Die Deutschen
Inschriften Bd. 10., Wiener Reihe 3. Bd.) (Stuttgart: 1966), 157-158. (Hereafter HORNUNG 1966)

%8 R.M. Kr.0OS, Die Inschrifien der Stadt und des Iandkreises Miinchen. (Die Deutschen Inschriften Band 5,
Minchener Reihe Bd. 1.) 1958. 101, 126-127; KLOOS 1980, 143;
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(Budapest: 1939), 567; J. GUTHELL, “Matyas koranak veszprémi emlékel,” Dundantiili Szende V1 (1940),
124, 127 (Hereafter GUTHEIL 1940a); |. GUTHEIL, Publicationes 1 es3premienses 4. (Veszprém: 1940), 11
(Hereafter GUTHEIL 1940b); GENTHON 1959, 419; TOTH 1963, 140; Kat.Schall. 1982, 561; MK-kat.
1983, 71; KOPPANY 1984, 184-186; MAROSI 1987, 127, 137, 676.

100 MATHES 1827, 05; . BALOGH, A magyarors3dgi mivésset torténete 1. Korai renaissance (Budapest: 1961),
286 (Hereafter BALOGH 1961); Kat.Schall. 1982, 617; A. MIKO, “Ippolito d Este esztergomi érsek
udvara ¢és a reneszansz kéfaragas Magyarorszagon,” Ars Hungariea XV (1988:2), 133.

192 Magyarorszdg Miivészeti Topogrdfidia 111 1954, 308; |. BALOGH, A muivészet Mdtyds kirdly ndvariban I-I1.
(Budapest: 1966), 1. 299, 11. 230 (Hereafter 1966); R. E TOTH, Renaissancebankunst in Ungarn (Budapest:
1981), 217 (Hereafter E TOTH 1981); LAHU 1988, 310.
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only building dates. Art history considerations correlate many other stone carving
relics to the period 1480-1500.

Precise dating was possible for the fragments of a humanistic tombstone in
Buda'” (1494) and of the tombstone of an unknown lady of honour in
Esztergom'™ (1495).

Further dated relics are the Monelli-tombstone'” (1496), the tombstone of
Gosztonyi Andrés in Esztergom'”, the tombstone of Vémeri Zsigmond'” (1500).
The foundation stone of the Bakdcz-chapel in Esztergom is marked"™ 1506; the
fries inscription'” of the same chapel, as well as the memorial of Garazda Péter'"
were possibly carved in 1507. The tabernacle of the town of Pest,"" in the parish
church, also dates from 1507. The year 1508 is figured on the tombstone of the
master tailor Albert."”

Later relics with inscriptions in this type of writing are the tombstone of
Bgervari Bereck'” in Bgervar, Beéri Istvain and Fgervari Veronika in
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Zalaszentgrot' ™ (both dated 1515), the Szentléleki-tombstone in Csatka' (1516).
The year 1519 is figured on the tabernacle of Poméz,"® 1521 on the foundation
body of the ornamental well in Varosléd,"” 1526 in a dootframe frontal stone
from Devecser.® Art historical considerations place creation of the doorframe
arch with the Bakics-shield in Méarévar'” to 1527-1533. The year 1540 can be read
on a well brim in Pécs,” and the captains from Visegrad, imptisoned in the
“truncated tower’” of Buda castle, made their wall carving'”' in 1541.

After 1500, increased use was made of ligatures and enclaves. A first example
thereof is the tombstone of Perneszi Pals wife in Porva. Further such relics are
the tombstone of viceroy Myslenovith in Nagyvazsony'” (1512), of the Semjén-
brothers in Nagykapornak'® (about 1520), and the inscription on the Perényi-
bastion in the Sikl6s castle, whete the year 1540 is figured."”

Provincial versions of the humanistic capitals have appeared as early as the
beginning of the 16" century. The gate-shield insctiption of the church in Decs
shows'™ the year 1515,

Along with other regions, in Hungry too, an early version of the humanistic
capitals was found, which can also be considered as being an alternative version.
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SUMMARY OF THE EPIGRAPHIC EXAMINATIONS . ...

The ezgitaph of Vitéz Janos (1472) is written'”’ in these characters in a relief
form'”, whereas — as mentioned above — the lateral plate of the tomb bears relief
inscriptions made in Gothic minuscula.

This series of relics continues with the ornamental well in Visegrad, decorated
with the coat-of-arms of the Hunyadi family, traced down by the art historians'”’
to 1483.

The inscriptions found on the doorframe fragment and frontal window
beam' of the Simontornya castle are related to the constructions work done here
in 1508-1509. The window inscription was done in Gothic minuscula, whereas the
text on a nearby plate is written in humanistic capitals. This remarkable example of
joint use of several letter types is considered as proof of the European culture of
the owner, his sensibility to fashion trends.

To this group of inscription is related the text on the Madonna of Bathori
Andrés,”" dated 1526, where also the characaters of the early humanistic capital
alphabet were used.

The creation of the humanistic (or Renaissance) capitals was performed in Italy,
both in its eatly version as in the classical version inspired by the ancient Roman
characters” In the German-speaking areas the humanistic capital characters
appeared only toward the end of the 15" century, and had only limited use. Along
with the eatly version of the humanistic capitals, the Gothic minuscula and its
successive versions continued to be in use.

The first known inscriptions in humanistic capitals are in Mainz, Munich and
Heidelberg, traced back to the period 1484-1508." In Hungary, however, the
Italian version of the humanistic capitals was used already in 1467, on the half-
pillar head of Vetési Albert.”

Within the humanistic capitals style, the inscriptions showing excessive use of
ligatures and enclaves, along with provincial tractation are separate sub-groups.
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These inscriptions were in widespread use in Transdanubia at the beginning of the
16" century.

The group termed as eatly humanistic capitals deserves special attention. These
early shapes, showint% Gothic reminiscences were used as a transitory writing until
the middle of the 15" century. Majuscules were shaped according to models used in
the 12-13" centuries.” After the year 1419, this type also shows some Byzantine
influence, above all in the German-speaking areas. It was also in use in the Trans-
alpine areas, mostly as a transition form between the Gothic maiuscula and the
classical humanistic capitals. The eatly humanistic capitals have also become
popular in the Netherlands, by their use in the paintings of the van Eyck
brothers.” Farly humanistic capitals were used in Italy on tomb memorials of
popes and other prominent clergymen, starting from 1427 in Siena, Florence and
Rome. Starting from 1430, this writing was used in mural pictures and also in
carved inscriptions in Basel and Ulm.

In Germany, especially in the Swabian and Bavarian painting, the popularity of
the early humanistic capitals is possibly due to the alphabet published by Sigmund
Gotzkircher in 1435-1436. This type was in use until the years of the decade
starting with 1520.”" In Hungary, they were widely used in the early years of the
16" century, and — while the pure classical version of the humanistic capitals stood
under the direct influence of the Italian writing — the eatly version was most
probably transmitted from the German-speaking areas. The characters found on
some Hungarian memorials of clergymen are very similar to those carved on
tombstone of cletgymen in Basel and Ulm."”

Summarizing the data gathered on humanistic capitals, it can be stated that their
apparition in Hungary can be traced back to the time when King Matthias was
crowned (1464). The first known stone-carved inscription done in humanistic
capitals dates from 1467. The so-called early version of the humanistic capitals has
also become faitly widespread; its first known example dates from 1472. In the
years of the turn between the 15" to 16" century the inscriptions showing
excessive use of ligatures and enclaves and the provincial, rustic version of the
humanistic capitals are also observed. This latter type seemingly disappears after
1520, the other forms of humanistic capitals, however, persist until 1539-1540, i.e.
almost to the historical end-mark of the era (1541 — the Turkish occupation of
Buda, the Hungarian capital).

From this time, along with the advance of the Renaissance style in the northern
and western parts of Hungary as well as in Transylvania, the humanistic capital
writing becomes the generally used standard in Hungary, still characteristic of our
culture today:.
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