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Abstract

This thesis aims to complete the complex medieval topography of a specially
chosen micro- region, namely Monostor estate, in the central part of the Danube Tisza
Interfluve region, in the western part of the large geographical unit, namely the
Kiskunsag Loess Plain. The territory appears as an administrative unit from its earliest
depictions on maps, and it can be supposed that this estate can be more or less
identical with the possesso Monostor mentioned by medieval, early modern and
modern sources. Through this, a well definable area was M what can be taken at
the same time as a geographical micro-region.

This area is not a favorable topic for investigations of settlement structure of
medieval Hungary. Although problems of topography have been studied in
scholarship for over one hundred years, the modern, interdisciplinary topography of
this territory has never been made. Regiona studies have been published about this
part of the country, but mainly focusng on historical questions. More archaeological
research was carried out by Kélman Szabo in the 1930s, but thereafter hardly any
investigations of this kind can be mentioned, except for rescue excavations. Even the
large scale archaeological-topographical project, the Archaeologica Topography of
Hungary (Magyarorszag Regeszeti Topogrdfiaja) did not reachéd the region. The
studied micro-region was selected upon two basic criteriaz on the one hand it has
twofold importance concerning topography: the work amed at discussing the
scholarly debate around the kindred monastery of Peter- and Pdlimonostora. It was a
very important task for the study to solve the problem if there were two monasteriesin
close vicinity, or, to prove, what seemed to be more reliable, that only one monastery
existed there, which might have been devoted to both St. Peter and Paul. This area
was chosen to be a sample area for a basic study, to show, by what means, by what
methods atopographical research can bring results. At the same time, the territory was
used to exemplify how and what kind of methods work there, in what forms and to
what extent they can be used. The thesis could not undertake to complete and detailed

history of the whole region basing on contemporary sources, but the investigation
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tried to collect and apply al the available methods on the chosen micro-region to
outline its historical topography. Basically three types of information were used: data
from contemporary historical sources, anadysis of maps, and archaeological
information. For lack of written documents, special stress was put on archaeol ogical
methods, such as fieldwork and interpreting aeria photos.

The research yielded the identification of several traces of medieva
settlements in the study area. Archaeological fieldwalking showed that in this part of
the country, conditions of natural endowment not only influence, but determine the
place of the settlements as well as the road structure among them. The research proved
that during the centuries the places that were suitable for living, were situated above
the sea-level of 102,50m. Probably this elevation shows the level of temporary bodies
of water, even in the Modern Period farmsteads were built above this height.
Archaeological material of more periods was found, namely Prehistory, the Roman
Period (Sarmatian), the Arpadian Age and the Late Medieval periods. Traces of
settlement had three mgjor cores in the area. Two villages were located in the area: the
settlement of Alsomonostor probably existed up to the mid-fourteenth century, while
the village of Fels monostor was probably the more important micro-center of the
territory according to archaeological material found at the site this place was inhabited

throughout the Middle Ages. Also the parish church of both villages were identified.

Although contemporary sources mention separately the names of
Pétermonostora and Pdlmonostora, there is a strong debate, whether two or only one
monastery existed in the area. After collecting available comparative material it can
only be presumed not stated that in the Arpadian Age in Csongrdd County there was
only one monastery founded by the Becse-Gergely kindred, which was devoted to St
Peter and St Paul. For some unknown reasons the whole title of the monastery does
not appear in the sources. The study showed that both church ruins depicted on
historical maps were rather parish churches of villages, neither of them can be
identified with the church of the monastery at this stage of research as it was
presumed in previous scholarly literature. Finally, after detailed and comparative
analysis of available sources, maps and archaeologica material the location of the
monastery is still unknown. Nevertheless, further investigations, fieldwalk surveys

may destroy or support this theory; but until the appearance and identification of ruins



CEU eTD Collection

the problem of location cannot be solved, and the possibility that two monasteries
existed separately cannot be precluded.

In conclusion, the results of the research justified that through complex and
detailed analysis of available sources, not only the historical settlement structure and
its transformations can be outlined of the territory that is without written sources
concerning settlements, but other aspects, such as medieval road structure, historical
conditions of nature can be studied. Finally, however several questions were let open
in connection with the monastery, the research made clear that the applied methods
can be used, and worth to be used in the chosen micro-region, therefore made the

grounds of the larger project of the proposed Ph.D. dissertation.
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Contents of the Tables

Abbreviations:
DIAM.: = Diameter

C. = century

Tablel.

1. Rim and handle of a kettle. Dark red, inclusion of sand and small pebbles. Slow
thrown. The rim is squared and everted. Round hole on the handle, where the vessel is
thickened. Parallel decorative incised lines bellow the rim.

Diam.: 25 cm Date: 13-14th c.

Site 2, from the settlement

2. Body shred of a pot. Dark brown, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and small
pebbles . The outer side is decorated with an incised wave.

Diam.: ? Date: 13thc.

Site 2., from the settlement.

3. Base of a glass. White, well-formed, inclusion of sand is added. Hand wheeled, the
outer part is covered with ivory engobe. With soot traces on both sides. No
decoration.

Diam.: 6 cm Date: 15th c.

Site 4.

4. Body part of avessel. Dark grey, inclusion of smal pebbles and graphite. Hand-
formed.

Date: 14th c.(?)

Site 2., from the settlement.



5. Neck shred of a pot. White, well formed, inclusion of small pebbles .Hand thrown.
Traces of soot on the outer side.

Date: 13thc.

Site 2., from the settlement.

6. Rim of apot. Greyish-white, inclused with small pebbles and sand. Wheeled. With
traces of soot on both surfaces. The rim isribbed, dightly everted.

17cm Date: 13-14thc.

Site 4.

7. Rim of abottle. Brownish-red, inclused with small pebbles and sand. Hand thrown.
The rim is rounded, ribbed with incised parallel lines.

10 cm Date: 13-14thc.

Site 2., from the settlement.

8. Rim piece of a lid. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion of small pebbles and sand .
Wheeled. Decorated with arib. Therim is ssimple, with adlight rib on the outer side.
DIAM: 25 cm Date: 15th c.

Site 4.

9. Rim piece of apot. Brown, inclusion of small pebbles and sand . Wheeled. Traces
of soot on both sides. Therim isis everted.

18 cm Date: 13-14thc.

Site 2., from the settlement.

Table2

1. Rim of a kettle. Brown, with dark grey core. Wheeled. The rim is squared and
thickened.
22 cmDate: 13-14th c.
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Site 8., from the settlement

2. Rim of akettle. Brown, inclusion of small pebbles and sand . With traces of angobe
on the outer side, but aso with traces of soot on both sides. Therim is slightly everted
and thickened.

DIAM: 22 cm Date: 13thc.

Site 8., from the settlement

3. Rim and handle shred of a kettle. Dark grey, inclusion of sand and small pebbles .
Hand-thrown. With brownish angobe on the outer side. The rim is strongly everted,
thickened. The ear was formed by around hole.

DIAM: 21 cm Date: 13-14thc.

Site 8, from the settlement

4. Rim of a pot. Greyish-brown, inclusion of sand and small pebbles. Wheeled. With
traces of soot on both sides. The rim is strongly everted, stressed with arib under the
top edge.

DIAM.: 14 cm Date: 13-15thc.

Site 9.

5. Piece of flint-stone for guns.
Date: 16-17thc.
Site 7.

6. Body shred of a pot. White, inclusion of sand and small pebbles . hand-thrown.
The other side is decorated with parallel incised lines.

Date: 13thc.

Site 9.

7. Rim of apot. White, inclusion with sand and pebbles. Wheeled. The rim is strongly
everted and structured.
Datel 3-14thc.
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Site 7

8. Rim of ajar or a pot(?). White, very smooth, inclusion of sand. Wheeled. On both
sides grass green glazed. The rim is dightly everted, decorated with dight ribs on the
outer side.

DIAM: 10 cm(?) Date: 14thc.

Site 9

9. Base part ofa jug(?). Light grey, smoothly formed, inclusion of sand. Wheeled. The
outer side is decorated with reddish-brownish painted lines.

DIAM.: 12 cm Date: 15-16thc.

Site 9

10. Rim and handle shred of a kettle. Brown, with grey core. Strong inclusion of sand
and small pebbles. Hand thrown. With traces of soot on both sides. The rim is
inturned, thickened and cut on the outer part. The handle was formed of a round hole.
DIAM.: 21 cm Date: 12-13thc.

Site 9

Table3

1. Rim of apot. Brown, with dark grey core. Inclusion of sand. Wheeled. With traces
of soot on both sides. Therim is strongly everted, with a sharp rib under the top.
DIAM: 22 cm Date: 16-17th c.

Site 8, selected object.

2. Rim of apot. Grey, incluson of sand and small pebbles. Wheeled. With traces of
soot on both sides. Therim is dlightly everted, but its top is inturned.

DIAM.: 10 cm Date: 15thc.

Site 8 , from the settlement.
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3. Rim and body shred of apot. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and small
pebbles. Wheeled. With traces of soot on both sides. The rim is strongly everted, with
a sharply rising inturned rib under the top edge.

DIAM.: 16 cm Date: 16-17th c.

Site 8, selected object.

4. Rim of a pot. Grey, inclusion of sand and small pebbles. Wheeled. The rim is
dightly inturned, and stressed with arising rib on the outer side.

16 cm Date: 15thc.

Site 8, from the settlement.

5. Rim of a pot. Grey, inclusion of sand and pebbles. With traces of soot on both
sides. Therim is strongly everted, hammerheaded.

DIAM.: 23 cm Date: 14-15thc.

Site 8, from the selected object.

6. Rim piece of apot. Grey, inclusion of sand and pebbles. With traces of soot on both
sides. Therim is strongly everted, hammerheaded.

DIAM.: 23 cm Date: 14-15th c.

Site 8, from the selected object.

7. Rim of abottle (?). White, inclusion of sand and small pebbles . Wheeled. The rim
is high, slightly inturned.

DIAM: 20 cm Date: 14-15thc.

Site 8, selected object.

8. Rim of a lid. Brownish-grey, inclusion of sand and small pebbles. Wheeled. The
rimis simple, with a sharp rib inside.

DIAM: 14cm Date: 14-15th c.

Site 8, from the selected object.

10
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9. Rim of a lid. Brown, incluson of sand and small pebbles. Wheeled. The rim is
simple, with a sharp rib in the inner side.

DIAM: 20 cm Date: 14-15thc.

Site 8, from the selected object.

10. Body or shoulder shred of a pot (jug?). Red, smoothly clayed, inclusion of sand is
added. The outer side is decorated with combing.
Date: 16-17thc.

Table4

1. Shred of a half column. Red limestone. Its diameter was oval, and the surface is
polished.

2. Iron axe. Its edge is half-moon shaped, it is worn from usage.

Table5

1. Rim shred of a kettle. Red, with grey core, Inclusion of sand and small pebbles.
Hand-thrown. Both sides with traces of soot. The rim is dightly everted.
DIAM: 23 cm Date: 12-13thc.

2. Body shred of a pot. Grey, inclusion of sand and small pebbles are added. With
incised decorative lines on the outer side.

Date: 13-14th c.

Site 8

3. Base shred of a glass vessal.
DIAM: 8 cm Date: 15-16th c.(?)
Site 8
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4. Handle fragment of a stoneware vessel of Lostice. Brown.
Site 8

5. Body shred of a pot. White, inclusion of sand and pebbles. Its outer side is
decorated with dlight ribs.
Date: 15thc.

6. Mouth shred of ajar. Red, with grey core, inclusion of sand and pebbles. Whedled.
Therimis smple.
Date: 15thc.

7. Fragment of a stovetile. Brown, incluson with sand and small pebbles, well
formed. It is decorated with arib, with round fingerprints.

Date 15-16thc. around

Site 8

8. Rim of a pot from Austria. Dark grey, inclusion of graphite. The rim is everted,
dightly hooked, with a masterpiece on its top, bellow the rim it is decorated with
dight ribs.

DIAM: 22 cm

Site 8

9. Upper shred of the upper part of a stove-tile (hagyma alaku kalyhaszem) Red, with
grey core. Well formed, inclusion of sand, Wheeled. With traces of soot in the inner
part. On the outer part it is covered with angobe.

Date: 13-14thc.

Site 8

10. Body shred of a stovetile. Red, with grey core. Inclusion of sand, Well formed.
Wheedled. The outer part is decorated with dense rows of ribs.

Date: 13-14thc.

Site 8
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Table6

1. Rim shred of a kettle. Grey. Inclusion of sand and pebbles. The rim is strongly
thickened in both directions . With two round holes.

DIAM: 26 cm Date: 13thc.

Site 8

2. Rim of apot. Red, inclusion of sand and pebbles. Hand-thrown. The rim is ssimple,
everted.

DIAM: 12 cm Date: 13-14thc.

Site 8

3. Rim of apot. White, Inclusion of sand and pebbles. The rim is simple, thickened.
On the other side fingerprint decorations.

DIAM: 14 cm Date? 14" c.

Site 8

4. Rim and handle of a kettle. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and pebbles.
Hand-thrown. the rim is dightly inturned, the inner part was thickened. Wit two round
handle-holes.

DIAM: 22 cm date: 13thc.

5. Rim of apot. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and pebbles. Hand-thrown.
Therimis simple, everted.

DIAM: 16 cm date: 14thc.

Site 8

6. Rim of apot. White, inclusion of sand and pebble. Hand-thrown. The rim is simple,
everted.

DIAM: 18 cm Date: 13-14thc.

Site 8

7. Body shred of a pot. White, inclusions of sand and pebbles. With decorative incised

lines on the outer surface.
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Date: 13thc.

Table7

1. Fragment of a stove-tile. Red, inclusion of sand.
Date: 15thc.
Site 8

2. Fragment of a stovetile. Red, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and pebbles. In the
inner part, thereis green glaze. 3

Date: 15thc.

Site 8.

3. Fragment of a stovetile. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and pebbles.
Date: 15-16thc.
Site 8

4. Fragment of a stove tile. Brown, with grey core.
Date: 15thc.
Site 8

5. Rim of a pot. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion of sand and pebbles. The rim is
simple, stressed with a dight rib bellow the edge.

DIAM: 21 cm date: 16-17th c.

Site 8

6. Rim of a pot. Brown, with grey core. Incluson of sand and pebble. The Rim is
everted, and stressed with arib bellow it.

DIAM: 13 cm Date: 16-17thc.

Site 8

14
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7. Rim of a pot. Grey, inclusion of sand and pebbles. Wheeled. The rim is simple,
dightly inturned.

DIAM: 12cm Date: 14-15"c.

Site 8

8. Rim of apot. Brown, inclusion os sand and pebble. Wheeled. The rim is simple,
everted and stressed with arib.

DIAM: 12cm Date: 16-17"c.

Site 8

9. Body and handle shred of a jug. Red, with grey core. Inclusion of sand. Wheel ed.
The diameter of the handle is smple, oval and decorated with an incised line.
Date: 16-17th c.

Site 8

10. Rim of a pot. Brown, with grey core. Inclusion with sand. Wheeled. The rim is
everted, and stressed with arib.

DIAM: 16cm Date: 16-17th c.

Site 8
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I ntroduction

This thesis aims to complete the complex medieval topography of a specially
chosen micro- region, namely Monostor estate, in the central part of the Danube
Tisza Interfluve region, in the western part of the large geographical unit, namely the
Kiskunsag Loess Plain. The territory appears as an administrative unit from its earliest
depictions on maps, and it can be supposed that this estate can be more or less
identical with the possessio Monostor mentioned by medieval, Early Modern and
Modern sources. (Fig. 3-8) Therefore, a well definable area of administrative borders
was chosen, what can be taken at the same time as a geographical micro-region.

This area has not been favored topic for investigations of the settlement
structure of medieval Hungary. Although problems of topography have been studied
in Hungarian scholarship for over one hundred years,' modern, interdisciplinary
topographical assessment of this territory has never been made. Regional studies have
been published about this part of the country, but mainly focusng on historical
questions.” Archaeological research was carried out by Kalman Szabo in the 1930s,?
but thereafter hardly any investigations of this kind can be mentioned, except for
rescue excavations.* Even the large scale archaeological-topographical project, the
Archaeological Topography of Hungary (Magyarorszdg Regeszeti Topogrdfidja) did
not reach the region, until now only the systematic topography of only one area was

completed, namely the medieval topography of Asotthalom.> Therefore the thesis

' Dezs Csanki, Magyarorszdg torténeti foldrajza a Hunyadiak kordban (Historical Topography of
Hungary in the Age of the Hunyadis), Vols. 1-4 (Budapest: Franklin, 1890-1913.), Gyorgy Gyorffy, Az
Arpdd-kori Magyarorszdg torteneti foldrajza (Historical Geography of Hungary in the Arpadian Age),
Vols.1-4. (Budapest:Akadémiai Kiado, 1963-1998.)

2 |stvan Gyarfas, A jdsz-kunok tortenete (History of Iasians and Cumans), Vols. 1-4. (Budapest:
privately printed, 1870-1885.), Janos Hornyik, Kecskemét vdros torténete, oklevéitdrral (History of the
Town Kecskemét, with a Charter Register) Vols. 1-4. (Kecskemét: privately published, 1863-1865.)

> Kalman Szabo, Az alfoldi magyar nép m vel déstorténeti emlekel (Cultural Heritage of the Hungarian
Great Plain) (Budapest:Orszagos Torténeti Mizeum, 1938) Laszéd Papp, "Asatasok a XVI.szazadban
elpusztult Kecskemet kornyeki falvalban" (Excavations in Villages Near Kecskemét that Were
Depopulated in the 16th century) Neprajz Ertesit 23(1931): 131-152.

* Elvira H. Toth, "Negy évtized régészeti kutatasai BacskKiskun megyében” (Four Decades of
Archaeological Research in Bacs-Kiskun County), Cumania 12(1990): 81-237.

> Marianna Balint, "Az Arpad-kori telepiiléshdlézat rekonstrukcija a Duna-Tisza koz déli részen”
(Reconstruction of Medieval Topography in the Southern Part of the Danube Tisza Interfluve)
Tanulmdnyok Csongrad MegyeMultjabol (1998): 39-50.
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basically aims to carry out the modern, interdisciplinary topography of aterritory that
has never been investigated by modern anaytical methods. The micro-region was
selected based upon two criteria. Twofold importance for topographic questions: the
detailled focus of the work is aimed at discussing the scholarly debate around the
kindred monastery of Peter- and Pdlmonostora. It was an important task for the study
to solve the problem of whether there were two monasteries in close proximity, or, to
prove, whether only one monastery existed there, which might have been devoted to
both St. Peter and Paul. The latter solution seemed to be more likely. The location of
the monastery (or monasteries) has not been clarified until now, therefore, another
task was identifying the place of the monastery. The genera focus of the study is to
map al the settlements that have ever existed in the area that have ever existed, but
are never mentioned by contemporary written sources. Archaeology provides us with

evidences for their existence from excavations and fiedwalking.’

The thesis could not undertake to complete the detailed history of the region
based on contemporary sources, athough it was relevant to collect and summarize the
main features of settlement structure in the area. A complex topography covers al
historical periods in time, but this study will concentrate only on medieval period,
from the time of the Hungarian conquest till the end of the sixteenth century.’

Finally, this areawas chosen as a sample areafor abasic study, to demonstrate
how a topographical research can yield results. At the same time, the micro-region
will be used to exemplify how methods work, in what forms and to what extent they
can be used. It is important to stress that this research was carried out so as to form the
backgrounds of a larger project, hopefully a Ph.D. dissertation, aiming to complete the
historical topography of the larger geographical unit, where the selected micro-region
belongs to, namely the Kiskunsag Loess Plain. This investigation tried to collect and
apply al the available methods on the chosen micro-region. Basically three types of
information were used: data from contemporary historical sources, analysis of maps,
and archaeological information. For lack of written documents, special stress was put

on archaeological methods, such as fieldwork and interpreting aerial photos.

° See Szabo, Az alfoldi magyar nep 21-22and 130-131.

7 From settlement historical point of view this period (the turn of the 17th century) brought
considerable changes: for example the intensive and quick disappearance of villages during the 15-
years war, or the beginning of the formation of the Early Modern farmstead-system.
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In conclusion, this thesis tries to test how those modern, in their sense
interdisciplinary aimed methods can be applied in a specially chosen micro-region,
that has never been investigated, and how, in what extent they can be used. The
research tries to outline the medieval settlement history and transformations in the
settlement structure of the chosen area. Settlements cannot exist without connections,
therefore the analysis of inner road structure of Monostor, moreover its possible links
to internal and international network will be involved in the study. The other
important task is to clarify the debates about the existence and location of
Petermonostora and Pdlmonostora. Features of the landscape, such as
geomorphology, hydrology, flora and fauna will be examined, from a historical

perspective.
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METHODOLOGY OF THE RESEARCH

This thesis aims to be an interdisciplinary micro-regional study. Since no
topographical research of this type was carried out in the region before, it is important
to outline the main features of the research methods.

Topography is usually defined by modern scholarship as not only the register
of once existing settlements, but connected to historical description, and also refers to
interactions between settlements, settlement structure and landscape. Medieval
topography or any kind of reconstruction of topographical processes is one of the
most interesting but at the same time the most difficult tasks for a scholar. It is even
difficult in the case if the chosen territory did not change a great deal through the
centuries. The case of the area between the Danube and Tisza rivers is more
problematic, because the territory transformed considerably from the medieval period
until the present.

Topographical survey has a long tradition in severa fields of research, not
only in Europe but in Hungary as well. Therefore, it was useful and necessary to
examine previous investigations in topography not only to clarify possible ways and
means for this study, but also to discover specia solutions taking the local conditions
of the research areainto consideration.®

Topographical publications appear from the 17-18th centuries in Hungary,’

however, works of a higher scholarly level were published only from about the turn of

¥ There were also attempts to summarize the applied methods in archaeological research. See:Janos
Banner, Gyula L&szl0, Istvan Méri, and Aladar Radnoti. Régeszeti Kézikinyv 1. Gyakorlati regeszet.
(Budapest:?, 1954)., Dénes Jankovich, "Archaeological topography, theoretical and practica
lessons'. Mitteilungen des Institut  14(1985): 283-292., . A felszini |eletgyjtes modszereiés
szerepe a régeszeti kutatasban (The Methods and Role of Fieldwalking in Archaeological Research).
Régészeti Tovabbképz Fiizetek 4. (Budapest: Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum- Magyar Tudomanyos
Akadémia Régeszeti Intézete, 1993), Gabor Ilon, ed., A regésztechnikus kezikonyve (Handbook for
Assistents of Archaeologists). Vol.1. (Panniculus Ser.B.N0.3. Szombathely: Panniculus Régiségtani
Egylet, 1998.) European scholarly literature was collected by Denes Jankovich. (Jankovich, 4 felszini)
| also used the book of Michael Aston. (Aston, Michael. Interpreting the Landscape: Landscape
Archaeology in Local studies. London-New Y ork: Routledge, 1997 and Mark Bowden, Unravelling the
Landscape: An Inquisitive Approach to Archaeology (London: Tempus, 1999.)

*Matthias Bel, Compendium Hungariae geographicum ad exemplar notitiae Hungariae novae
historico-geographicae. Vols. 1-4. Posonii (Bratislava):n.p., 1753., Ké&roly Gottlieb Windisch,.
Politische, geographische und historische Beschreibung des Konigreich Ungarn. Pressburg: n.p.,
1772., Johann Matthias Korabinszky, Geographisch-Historisches und Produktion Lexikon von Ungarn.
Posonii (Bratisava): n.p., 1786., Andras Valyi K, Magyar orszagnak leirasa (Description of Hungary).
Vols. I-3.Buda:n.p., 1796-1799.
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the 20th century onwards. Traditionally, large-scae historically orientated
topographical books were written on the territorial grounds of political,
administrative™ or ecclesiastical units'; or authors chose a piece of the built
environment for their investigations.* Their approach was usually to collect all
information from the Early Stone Age till the birth of the study™, in other cases they
chose a special period for the investigation.* It is interesting that while historians
dealt with territories of traditional administrative borders, geographers and
ethnographers studied geographical regions stressing the importance of interactions
between natural endowments and human activity."

The situation for topographical research became more complicated after the
Trianon Treaty of 1920, where the greater part of the country was dismantled.™®
Moreover, after the World War |1 atotally new administrative structure was formed."
Therefore, from the second half of the century from the topographical point of view
complete "chaos' appeared in publications, some authors used the historical
administrative borders in the study, while others applied the modern county system in

10 Kéaroly Galgoczy, Pest-Pilis-Solt Vdrmegye Monogrdfidja (Monograph of Pest-Pilis-Solt County).

Vols.1-3. Budapest: n.p., 1877., or Palugyai, Imre. A Jdszkun Keriiletek és Kills Szolnok Vdrmegye
Leirdsa (Description of Jazig Territory and Outer Szolnok County) (Pest: privately printed, 1854.) See
also the series of Description of the Counties and Towns of Hungary. For the territory between the
Danube and Tisza: Borovszky, Samu, ed. Pest-Pilis-Solt vdrmegye (Pest-Pilis-Solt County). Vols.|-

2.(Budapest:n.p., 1896), or for other regions of the country for example JanosKaracsonyi, Bekes
Vdrmegye Tortenete (The History of Bekes County). Vols. 1-2. (Gyulan.p., 1896.), Jozsef Holub,

Zala Megye a Kozépkorban (Zala County in the Middle Ages). Vols. 1-2. Pecs:n.p., 1929. but also the
volumes of Dezs Csanki belong to this group (Csanki, Magyarorszdg trténelmi foldrajza

1" Jakab Rupp,. Magyarorszdg helyrajzi torténete f tekintettel az egyhdzi intézmenyekre, vagyis
nevezetesebb vdrosok, helysegek, s az azokban |é&tezett egyhdz intézmények, piispdkvdarmegyék szerint
(Topographical History of Hungary with Special Attention to the Ecclesiastica Institutions:

Description of remarkable Towns and Other Settlements with Their Ecclesiastical Ingtitutions, in Order

of the Dioceses). (Pest: Magyer Tudomanyos Akademia Torténeti Bizottsaga, 1854.), Ferenc Chobot,.

A vdci egyhdzmegye torteneti névtdra (Historicd Name Register of the Vacian Diocese) (Vac:?,

1915.), Gyula Szarka, A vdci egyhdzmegye torteneti foldrajza a torok Additis koraban (History of the
Vacian Diocese in the Age of the Ottoman Occupation) (Vac:n.p., 1940.)

12 For example monasteries, castles or other fortifications, road-structure.

3 See Borovszky, 1896. Some parts were written by excellent experts of the period, and still used
today as reference.

1* See Csanki, Magyarorszdg torteneti foldrajza

15 Special research fields such as human geography, settlement geography and settlement ethnography
were established. The works of Géza Czirbusz, Jen Cholnoky, Laos Glaser, Zsigmond Batky , or
Istvan Gyorffy can be mentioned.

' In spite of this in the period between 1920 and 1945 significant topographical projects were carried
out. Here the activity of Janos Banner, Lgos Zoltai, Méarta Szé11 or Kaman Szabd can be mentioned.

7 A new county system was made. This meant that some of the historical counties disappeared or more
counties were connected. For example from the historical Szabolcs county and Szatméar county
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research.’® From the same period, scholars of topography began to discover and stress
the importance and connection between the settlements and the area around them,
including re-discovery of the earlier work by geographers and ethnographers. They
tried to study the non- natural features in landscape and natural endowments as a unit
from ahistorical perspective, which opened new directions for research.

Modern topographical publicationss most of them ae made by
archaeologists™- try to find the connecting points or links to other fields of research so
as to open the way for interdisciplinary studies® The first attempt was made in the
1950s by Julia Kovalovszki, who completed the topography of the region around the
town Szentes,” applying complex work method, providing a starting point for further
investigations. In the last decades there have been many attempts in different parts of
the Carpathian Basin and in neighboring territories to sketch the topography of
regions partly chosen on a geographical basis.® In a summary, we can conclude some

genera features of earlier research:

Szabolcs-Szatmar County was established. In more cases even the borders of the counties changed
considerably.

'8 Gyorgy Gyorffy, Az Arpadkori Magyarorszdg torteneti foldrajza (Historical Topography of
Hungary in the Arpadian Age). Vol. 4. Budapest:Akadémiai Kiado, 1998., but Piroska Biczo,"Adatok
Bacs Kiskun Megye kozepkori épitészetéhez" (Data on the Medieval Architecture in County).
Muzeumi Kutatdsok Bdcs-Kiskum Megyeben (1986): 71-80., Edit Tari, Kozepkori templomos helyek
Pest megyeben. Studia Comitatensia, (Szentendre: Pest Megyel Muizeumok, 2000.)

19 But historians also have many new results in that field, see: Gyorffy, 1998, Laszlo Blazovich,, ed. A
Kords-Maros-Tisza koz telepulésel a kozépkorban. (Medieval Settlements in the Ko6rs-Maros-Tisza
Region). Dél-alfsldi Evszazadok 9. ( Szeged: Csongrad Megyei Levéltar, 1996.) or Pal Engel, "A
Dravantill kozépkori topografigja’ (Medieval Topography of the Region Around the River Drava).
Torténelmi Szemle 39 (1997): 297-313.

2 At the same time we have to add that there were some attempt much more earlier to do historical-
topographical research of a geographical region : for example Fldris Rémer, A Bakony. Termeszetrajz
es Regészeti Vdzlat (The Bakony Mountains: Description of Natural History and Archaeology). (Gy r:
privately printed, 1860.), Balazs Orban, A szekelyfold leirdsa tortenelmi, regeszeti, termeszetrajzi es
nepismereti szempontbol (Description of the Szekelyfold from Historical, Archaeological, Natural
Historical and Ethnographical Point of View). Vols. 1-6. (Pest: privately printed, 1868-1873.), or
Balint Kuzsinszky, A Balaton kornyekenek archaeologidja (Archaeology in the territory around
Balaton) ( Budapest: n.p., 1920.)

2'Talia  Kovalovszki, Reégészeti adatok Szentes kornyekeének telepllés tdrténetéhez (Archaeological
Informations about the Topography of the Territory surrounding the Town Szentes) (Régészeti Fiizetek
5. Budapest: Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, 1957.)

22 Works that concentrate not only on the medieval period: Robert Miiller, Régeszeti terepbejdrdsok a
gdcseji "szegek" videken es telepulestorteneti tanulsagaik (Archaeological Field Walking in the
Region of Gocsej, and Their Topographical Consequences). (Zalaegerszeg: Gocsej Muzeum, 1971)),
[lona Valter "A Bodrogkoz telepiiléstorténete” (Topography of the Bodrogkoz Region). Agrdrtirténeti
Szemle 16(1974): 1-18, Laszlo Szekeres, Amit az id eltemetett. Kis vajdasdgi regészet (What Time
Had Destroyed: Archaeology in Vojvoding). (Novi Sad: Forum, 1981)., Sofalvi, Andras. Sovidek
regeszeti topografigja (Archaeologica Topography of Sovidek). University Dissertation, Budapest:
Budapest University, 2000., Miklos Béla Szke and Laszlo Vandor, " Kiserlet egy taji egyseg
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1. The investigation aways begins with choosing the region for the survey.
There might be severa reasons for choosing an area for research,” but in genera the
territory must be clearly definable either by administrative or geographical criteria
Modern studies prefer to choose a geographical unit, because similar conditions in the
natural endowment make it more probable to find and analyze the connections
between landscape and the human environment.

2. The second very important step is to describe the main aim of the study and
to define the period, which the investigation would like to cover. There are two
choices: the scholar may complete the topography of the region from the earliest

remains of human settlements till the late M id__dle Ages, or chooses a special period for

detailed survey. The main aim of these projects is usualy not only to present a
detailed site register of the region, but to analyze the transformations in the settlement
structure through the defined period of time, moreover, to point out those generalities

and specialties that were observed through the study.

telepiiéléstorténeti reknstrukcidjara (A Kis-Balaton programot kisér régészeti leletment asatasok (1980-
1985) tapasztalatai)" (Attemt to Reconstruct the Settlement Structure of a Geographical Region:

Results from the Rescue Excavations During the Small Balaton Project, 1980-1985) Zalai Gyjtemeny
26(1987): 83-100. Moreover the series of the Archaeological Topography of Hungary can be

connected to this kind of work.

Works that were specialized on the medieval period: Jilia Kovalovszki, "Oroshéza és kornyéke a

magyar kézépkorban” (The Town Oroshéza in the Middle Ages). In Oroshdza torténete és néprajza,

ed. Nagy, Gyula, Vol.1., 175-195.( Oroshaza:n.p.), 1965., Robert Miiller "A fonyodi jaras kozépkori

telepiiléshdlozata® (Medieval Settlement Structure around Fonyod). Somogy Megye Mdltjdbdl 6

(1975): 35-60., Csaba Csorba, "A Sarviz mente telepiilestortenete a X-XVIIL. Szazadban" (Settlement

History of the Sarvizmente Region in the 10-17* centuries). Tanulmdnyok Tolna Megye Multjdbol

3(1972): 61-87., Keroly Mesterhazy, "Regeszeti adatok Hajdu-Bihar megye teriilete IX-XIII. Szazadi

telepiiléstorténetéhez 1." Debreceni Déri Muizeum Evkonyve (1974): 95-174., . . "Régészeti

adatok Hajdu-Bihar megye teriilete IX-XI111. Szézadi telepiiléstorténetéhez 2." Debreceni Déri Muzeum

Evkonyve (1975): 211-224.,. Laszl6 Szekeres, Kozépkori teleptilések északkel et Bacskdban (Medieval

Settlements in North-East Bacska) ( Novi Sad: ?, 1983.), Piroska Bicz0, "A keceli hatar emlékei”

(Cultural Heritige of the bounaries around Kecel). In Kecel tortehete es neprajza, ed. Barth, Janos, 19-

59. (Kecel: n.p., 1984.), Maria Wolf, Arpdd-kori eredet telepulesek Abauj vdrmegye deli részen
(Settlements of Arpadian Age Origin in the Southern Part of Abatj County) (Borsodi Kismonografiak

8. Miskolc:Hermann Otto Muzeum, 1991.), Elek Benk, A kozepkori Keresztur szek regeszeti

topografiaja (Archaeological Topography of Keresztur'szek") ( Budapest: ?, 1992.), Edit Tari, Arpdd-

kori falusi templomok Cegled kdrnyékén (Village Churches Around the the Town of Cegled from the
Arpadian Age) (Cegléd: Kossuth Muzeum, 1995.), . Templomos helyek Pest megyeben.

Studia Comitatensia (Szentendr e Pest Megyei Muzeumok, 2000.), Zsolt Gallina, and Imre Romsics.

A kalocsai Sdrkoz régészeti emlékei (Archaeological heritage of the Kalocsa-Sé&rkoz). Kaocsa

Muzeumi Kozlemények 3. (Kalocsa: Kalocsai Visky Karoly Muzeum, 1996.) , Berislav Schejbal,

Medieval Topography of the Daruvar Area. M.A. Thesis in Medieval Studies at the Central European

University. Budapest: Central European University, 1999.

2 From very personal reasons till rescue procedures (See Sz ke-Véandor, Kisérlet ) , but the most
probable reason for study is to discover the topography of a certain territory, where no former study of
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3. The investigation usually consists of "background studies’ and "practica/"
parts. Background studies means the collection of available data about the region
(primary sources, results of former research, maps), and usually made before the
practical fieldwork (archaeological excavations or field walking), but as a process the
two parts influence or balance each other. At this stage scholars usually clarify some
basic vocabulary and terms that will be used in the investigation. The meaning of the
term archaeological site usually refer to any places where archaeological material can
be found, but from another approach it can mean 1. Site of the archaeological work;
the place of the excavation, 2. Place where the presence of once human existence is
located, but because of certain circumstances (such as any destroys, agricultural
cultivation) it cannot be seen on the surface® Distinction among the sites” is mostly
made on the basis of quantity and quality of discovered archaeological material. It
means that the distribution, density and any other differences in the finds can help to

identify various types built environment.?

4. The last serious debate is about the evaluation of the collected material and
forming conclusions- the interpretation of collected material. As most of the data
may come from field-walking, it is important to consider what can and what cannot be
concluded from the material of such surveys: 1. It cannot be precluded that not all of
the once existing settlement sites were discovered. 2. The "lifetime" of the site (the
actual period when it was inhabited) cannot be stated for sure. 3. The interpretation of

located Sites as "settlement” or "monastery” can be doubtful in many cases.

The territory that was chosen for the research of the thesis shows a very

complicated picture from administrative point of view. Therefore, it was evident that

this kind was carried out before, or to modernize former research (See Miiller,Régészeti
terepbejardsok)

# This criteriaiis usually used by English scholarship. (See Jankovich, 4 felszinileletgy jtés 10)

» The first thing is logically to consider the period from what the material comes from.

% For example on this basis Hungarian scholars identified different types of medieval rural settlements:
1. Villages (extension cca. 100-200x 800-900m), 2. laza szerkezetu falu ( 50-100x200-300m), 3.
Farmsteads (20-70x 20-70m, concentrated material) See: Jozsef Laszlovszky, "Tanyaszer telepiilések
az Arpad-korban " (Farmsteads in the Arpadian Age) In Falval, mez vdroso az Alfoldon Laszl6 Novak
and Laszlo Selmeczi, eds., 245-256 (Nagyk ros,: Arany Janos Muzeum, 1989) , Marianna Balint, "Az
Arpéad-kori telepiiléshdlozat rekonstrukciéja a Duna-Tisza koz déi részén" (Reconstruction of the
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other criteria should be used when defining the borders of the research area. The

geographical term Kiskunsdg Loess-Ridge partly covers the sand-filled territory

between the Danube and Tisza, which had aready been known in the Middle Ages as

Sabulum, from its Cuman inhabitants Cumania and later from the Early Modern

Period Cumania Minor or Kiskunsdg. As it was mentioned before, this area had not

been investigated from this point of view before, so the task for the study must be the

completion of the medieval topography of the region.”’

In this case background work began with the collection and re-evaluation of
available sources® After this process it became clear which territory should be
investigated and what are the questions that will be raised. | found Monostor to be the
most interesting subject for a case study, which can be involved in a one-year long
research project. This territory is Situated in the western part of the previously
mentioned geographical unit. There are only scare and incomplete written material
about it (which will be described in Chapter 3), what determined the main directions
of the
research. Therefore, some of the basic questions of the study were formed:

1. Where was the kindred monastery located and what can | discover about it in spite
the lack of data?

2. If there were medieval villages in the neighboring territory: is it possible to locate
Szab6’s excavation places? How many medieva village sites are there; what was
their age; and connection to the monastery?

How did natural endowment and other processes influence settlement structure?

4. Are there any non-natural features in the landscape (for example traces of fishing
ponds)?

5. What can | discover about the road structure? Are there any connections between
late medieval or 16th century road structure and the situation shown on the

ordinance surveys in the 18-19th century?

Settlement Structure of the Arpadian Period in the Southern Part of the Great Plain) Tanulmdnyok
Csongrad Megye M Itjabol 1998: 39-50.

1 As the thesis is made for the Master's degree in Medieval Studies, cannot cover all historical periods
of time.

28 Sources and historical circumstances are described in other chapters in details.
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Forming these questions led me to another methodological problem: how (by
what means) to study a territory that has never been investigated® and without
detailed written sources? In other words: how to make the most of "alternative’, or
non-written sources before the fieldwork so as not to lose any information that might
help to take the advantages of fieldwork?

For this purpose it was not enough only to collect the written and non-written
data-historical and modern maps, aerial photos that can be useful in such cases- it was
another problem how to locate possible medieva settlement sites in the present
landscape? This question is not easy to answer, first of al | had to take the changes of
the landscape in the last centuries into consideration. The control of the Danube and
Tisza rivers in the 19th century had the most remarkable effect on natural
endowments, as the whole hydrological system of the area changed, this brought the
transformation of flora and fauna so as the changes in the utilization of the landscape.
Therefore, the first task was to make an attempt to reconstruct or at least to sketch the
main features of the "original" or "historical" hydrology of the territory, otherwise it
is not possible to outline the circumstances that should be considered when locating
possible sites. The natural endowments of the region will be discussed in another
chapter, here | only mention the method of the investigation. The origina water-flows
and lakes were selected and put on a map, combined from data of the First Ordinance
Survey from the eighteenth century until nowadays. (See Fig. 9) As smilar
investigations observed that human settlements from the earliest times are usually
located near the ridges or banks of lakes or rivers, it was logical to study those places

in details.

As awhole | tried to carry out a systematic research in the territory,
partly by intensive partly by targeted field walking. As aresult, several medieval sites
were located. All the sites were documented on the spot by written description,
photographs and archaeological material of the sites were aso collected. During the
research special attention was paid not only to the extension of sites and concentration
of archaeological finds, but to any specia features in the landscape that could be
observed (See Fig 23,24,42). The located sites are registered and described in the

# Unfortunately Szabd’s material was lost in the World War 11, and there are only short comments on
his surveys in hisbook. See Szabo, Az alfoldi magyar nep
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thesis. They are dso shown on a 1:10000 map, where the road structure and water
covered areas are aso shown. Severa tables of illustrative material were attached to
the text, to exemplify the collected archaeologica material. Since great part of the
territory is used as meadow today, al available aeria photos were checked about the
area.

In conclusion it was the territory that defined the methods of the investigation.
The micro-region was an excellent place for a complex study: for lack of written
sources combination the results from map-analysis and collected archaeological data
of the region was used. The results showed that these methods can be and must be
used in the future investigations of the larger region, and yield the main features of
medieval settlement history of a territory that is without contemporary written

Sources.
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SOURCES

For the purpose of this thesis | used various sources. In this chapter | will to
give the basic description of different kinds of data that were used during the work.
Basically they can be divided into four mgor groups, namely contemporary written

sources, historical maps, and archaeological data.

Written sources

Written sources are fundamental sources for all historicaly and/or
archaeologically orientated studies. Primary among them are first medieval charters.
Very few written documents survived about this region due to the wartime period in
the first half of the 18th century, when the town of Kecskemét was set on fire,
destroying the town and the archive with the mgjority of earlier documents. Surviving
material was studied and published by Janos Hornyik in the second half of the 19th
century.® Even these few sources disappeared (probably were destroyed) in the
World War Il. Other half of the written sources appeared, when from the second half
of the 19th century onwards systematic, topography orientated source publications
were written by excellent scholars, whose books are ill used today as basic
handbooks. Istvan Gyarfas, the first investigator of Jazigs and Cumans in
medieval Hungary, collected most of the documents mentioning the Cuman or Iasian
population, or the territory they lived in.** From about the same time Dezse Csanki
published charters from the late medieval (14-15th century) period, on atopographical
basis. Later, from the 1960s topographical encyclopedias of the Arpadian Age were
published by Gysérgy Gyorffy.** Special attention was paid to sources, especially
taxation lists from the Ottoman period (16-17th centuries), because they contain many
interesting data about both settlements and population, and even names of disappeared
settlements. They are mostly available in edited and translated (Hungarian) version.
Gyula Kaldy-Nagy aleading Hungarian Turkologist played a crucia role in this

*® Hornyik, Kecskemet vdros
3 Gyarfas, A jasz- kunok
32 See the Volumes of AMTF
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work, because he published several taxation lists, including those of the studied
territory.® These rolls were made by Turkish authorities so as to estimate the value of
all estates belonging to the empire, therefore they contain important information about
the property ( such as how many people lived there/ or deserted, what were their
occupation, what kind of agricultura products were produced there, and the estimated
incomes of the property).

Interesting and important information can be collected from narrative
descriptions of the Early Modern- and Modern Period. From the 18th century onwards
scholarly educated and committed people published books on the geographical-
historical conditions of the settlements and the country. The territory between the
Danube and Tisza rivers was described in amost every work of this period. They give
detailed analysis of contemporary situations of the natural resources (hydrology, flora
and fauna), economical life (industrial and agricultural production). They wrote about
the history and present of the towns and villages, often collected popular local legends
of the territory, and often mentioned church ruins or places of deserted settlements.
The works of Matyas Bel, Janos Korabinszky, Daniel Cornides, Karoly Szepeshazi,
Elek Fenyes, or Frigyes Pesthy are still remarkable pieces of historiography.®

Maps

One of the aims of this thesis was to collect all available material about the
region. Maps are outstanding sources for investigating the geographical, hydrological
circumstances and changes in the region. They can point out some very interesting
features in the landscape, moreover settlements and their structure can aso be studied
from them. | tried to collect al the available maps of the region. In Hungary in
general, topographical maps appeared mainly from the 18th century but the first map

3Gyula Kaldy-Nagy, A budai szandzsdk 1546-1590. évi osszeirdsai (Taxation list from the Szandzsak
of Buda, 1546-1590) (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiado, 1985.) . A budai szandzsdk /559-es
Osszeirdsai (Taxation lists from the Szandzsék of Buda, 1559) (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiado, 1977.)

* All publications about the territory between the Danube and Tisza rivers of the 18-19th centuries
were collected and available in edited version:Tibor Ivanyosi-Szabd, ed. Helytorténeti forrdsok és
szemelvenyek a XVIII-XIX. szdzadbdl (Sources and Selected Passages of Loca History from the 18-
19th Centuries) (Bacs Kiskun Megye Multjabdl 6, Budapest: Bacs Kiskun Megyei Leveltar,1982.)
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of the Hungarian Kingdom of 1528* aready contains important information, because
it depict Monostor as a settlement. (Fig.1) On the map of the Kiskunsag from 1740
historical geography and hydrology can be studied in details, bigger and smaller
settlements, the road structure, administrative borders and in some places aso the
field system is shown. (Fig.2) In the 18-19th centuries three large-scale ordinance
surveys were made of the country. (Figs. 3,4,5) They are more precise and detailed
than earlier maps, and often show places of deserted settlements, moreover, in severa
cases short comments are attached to them. Road structure and geographical-
hydrological endowment shown on them can be compared in details with modern
maps. Estate maps are available about the territory from the middle of the 19th
century. (Figs. 6,7) Ther place-name evidences, the marks and description inner
bounders were important sources for the study. Modern maps of 1:25000, 1:10000
helped a lot both before and during the field work. (Figs.8,9)

Archaeological Data

More archaeological research was carried out in the region. In the 1930s
Kalman Szabo located and excavated many important medieval sites, including the
church and cemeteries of Felsé- and Alsdmonostor, and more villages around them.®
Although most of the documentation of his excavations and even the main part of the
found material were destroyed in World War |1, his publication is still used today as a
basic literature about medieval sites and material culture of the area. Thereafter hardly
any systematic investigations of this kind can be mentioned, smaller, mostly rescue
excavations were carried out by Piroska Biczo, Elvira H.Toth, Mihaly
Kdhegyi, Gyorgy V. Szekely. The only systematic survey was carried out by

Andras Paloczi-Horvath in the medieval Cuman village of Szentkirdly,”

% See  Tabula Hungariae per Lazarum... In P4 Hrenko and Arpad Vary-Papp, Magyarorszdg régi
térkepeken (Hungary on Olid Maps) (Budapest: Gondolat, 1990.)

% Szabd, Az alfoldi magyar nép, Papp, Asatdsok

7 Andrés Paldczi-Horvéth, "A Lasziofalvan 1969-74. evben vegzett regeszeti feltarasok eredménye”
(Results of Excavations in Laszldfalva, 1969-1974) Cumania 4(1976): 275-311., , "Régészeti
&s telepiiléstorténeti adatok a kun letelepedéshez (Egykézépkori kun falu, Szentkiraly feltarasanak az
eredmeényei)" (Archaeological and Settlement historical data to the settlement of Cumans, the Results
from the Excavation at Szentkiraly) In Falvak , mez varosok az Alfsldén, Laszlb Novak anf Laszlo
Selmeczi, eds. ( Az Arany Janos Muzeum Kozleményei 4 (1986): 215-236.). , "Kiils
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however, smaller investigation were carried out in the monastery of Bdt, where the
curia nobilitarius of the Tottos family was identified.® Not far from Monostor, two
more early kindred monasteries were identified and excavated namely monastery of
Szer,* and Ellésmonostor.® The most detailed list of archaeological studies in the
region was collected by ElviraH. Toth.*

Beside the collection of former results it seemed inevitable to find and to
create new sources, data. The importance of aerid photography in archaeological
surveys has been stressed in scholarly literature many times. There are two series of
aeria photos that was used: in the 1950s and 1960s the Hungarian army took several
series of aeria photos. Although they were not made for archaeological purposes, in
many cases | found very useful and interesting pictures. The other part of the aeria
photos | used and checked were taken as a part of the project of targeted and intensive
aerial photography of Hungary.” Unfortunately hardly any pictures could have been
connected with the study area: only the church ruin of Alsomonostor was identified on
a picture from the 1950s, however, many interesting objects were observed in the
1990s in the close neighbourhood as well.

Finally because of the deficiencies of previous research | tried to examine the
territory through intensive, in some cases targeted field walking. During this

fieldwork each ste was documented through written description, photos, and

kemences lakohazak a kozépkori Szentkirdlyon" (Houses with external stoves in the Medieval Village
of Szentkiraly) Arany Jdnos Muzeum Kdzleményei 6(1989): 113-134.

¥ AMTF 1., 709-710., Piroska Bicz0, " Regeszeti kutatasok Batmonostor teriiletén" (Archaeological
Investigations in B&monostor) ( M emlekvedelem 26(1981): 104-108)., M A kozépkori
Batmonostor feltarasanak eredmeényei” (Results from the Excavations in B&tmonostor) {Muzeumi
Kutatdsok Bdcs-Kiskun Megyeben (1984): 36-39)., . "A batmonostori &satasok”
(Excavations in Batmonostor) (In Kozepkori régészettink ujabb eredmenyel ésid szer feladatai, eds.
Fodor, Istvan and Laszlé Selmeczi, 363-373, Budapest: Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, 1985).

* For its history see. Janos Hornyik, Pusztaszer torténete (History of Pusztaszer). Kecskemét:
privately printed, 1865., Karacsonyi, Janos . A pusztaszeri monostor kegyurai (Patrons of
Szermonostor). Budapest: privately printed, 1897., Ottb Trogmayer and Istvan Zombori. Szer
monostoratél Opusztaszerig (From the Monastery of Szer till Opusztaszer). Budapest: Magvet , 1980.,
AMTF I., 904-905. , Romhanyi, 2000, 64. Latest summary: Otto Trogmayer, "Fecerunt magnum
aldomas"-Gondolatok Szer monostoranal epitestorteneter 1" (Fecerunt Magnum Aldumas": Thoughts
about the Medieval Architectural Phases of Szermonostor), 2000. In Kollar, A kozepkori Del-Alfold es
Szer, 81-107.

“ See the latest summar the latest summar y of research: Eva Péavai, "Ellesmonostor kutatasa'
(Investigations of Ellesmonostor), In Kollar, A kozeépkori Dél-Alfold és Szer, 219-232.

‘' Elvira H. Toéth, "Negy évtized régeészeti kutatdsa a Duna-Tisza k6zén" (Four Decades of
Archaeological Research in the Territory between the Danube and Tisza Rivers) Cumania 12(1990):
81-237.
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collections of archaeological material This documentation was aso a remarkable

source for the investigation.

42 The collection can be found in the archive of the Department of Ancient History and Aechaeology at
Pécs University.
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THE NATURAL ENVI ROVENT OF THE REG ON

Monostor estate is situated in the inner, central part of the Danube Tisza Interfluve
Ridge, from geographical point of view, on the borderland of two geographical micro-
region: the Bugac Loess Plain and the Kiskunsag Sand Plain. Thisis aflat area of the
country, with low sand hills, thin soils of sand and loess, divided by long, deep
depressions, filled with impermeable deposits. The height above sea-level decreases
from the west towards the eadt, in the eastern part of the study area this height varies
between 120-109m, in the eastern part it is between 110-102m. The geomorphologic
conditions of the area® developed in the Upper-Pliocene-Pleistocene, when the
ancient Danube river flowed through the Ridge, and laid down its aluvial deposits.
The river changed its direction in the last glacial-phase, and later the wind was the
most important factor that had crucial effect on the region's natural conditions. The
wind moved considerable part of the aluvia deposit of the Danube, and formed the
north-west to south-east oriented sand hills, with smaller and larger basins among
them. These depressions became filled with water, some of them dried during times
(Figl0, 17, 30, 44.). Medieval charters mention these hills as "halom" ("mound"),
"hegy" ("mountain™), "domb" ("hill"), and these features often played important role
as boundary markers.(Fig.42,43)

Among features of nature hydrology had the most crucia impact on
settlements and the structure of inhabited places, therefore, has a specia role in
topographical investigations. Today the Danube Tisza Interfluve region is one of the
driest regions of the country. In previous centuries, especialy before the regulation
projects of the Danube and Tisza in the nineteenth century, the situation was different.
On maps from the Early Modern Period numerous lakes are shown, among them often
swampy, marshy places appear. Moreover, small streams, brooks are shown that al
run into the Tisza River because of the west-east dope of the region. Medievad
sources often relate to similar circumstances: many place-names are mentioned with
endings like "fert " ("swamp"), "sdr" ("marsh"), "to" ("lake"), "szek" ("lake or place of

a lake with white akali"). Today we can conclude the extent of water-filled areas

“ See Marton Pecsi, A dunai Alfsld. Magyarorszdg tdjfoldsorozata |. (The Great Plain: Geographical
Regions of Hungary 1.), Budapest, nineteen67
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from the appearance of meadow soils, moreover, on aeriad photos the once water-
covered territories can be observed as darker stasis.* (See Fig. 12)

Monostor was once probably divided by severa lakes, but unfortunately most
of them dried out before now, and other swampy areas are shown on maps as well, the
greatest of them was probably the so called "Kiss Zsombok Ret" ("Smaller Swampy
Meadow") and "Nagy Zsombok Ret" (Larger Swampy Meadow"). (Fig.43.) There are
two canals on the territory today, namely "K vdgoer"and "Gateér". As their names
suggest, they were both shaped from natural brooks ("er" means brook), in the
1940s.®

The geographic structure of the region made the development and spread of
different species possible. Various vegetation developed in the region, dense forests,
meadows, swamps are mentioned in contemporary descriptions. It is suggested by
scholars that unlike the situation today, a considerable part of the Great Plain was
covered with forests. Sources proved the existence of extensive forests in the region:
in 1211 pinewood, maybe juniper trees are mentioned: "...mefa, qui est pinus...

fenues.."*, and in 1224 in the southern part of the region, willow trees were
mentioned: "...silva, que vulgo Fyzufortu dicitur.” In the perambulation of Cegled in
1368, oak forest is mentioned (“theulerden"),"” and we even know that a village called
"Tulg" or "Tulgh" ("0ak") existed In the Arpadian Age in the area® Other species, for
instance poplar and birch were identified by xylotomical research of archaeological
finds.*® Different floras provided habitats for different species of animals. Early
Modern descriptions often refer to the richness of fauna in the region: in the reeds of
swampy, or wet areas were inhabited by a great number of fish, crabs, turtles, frogs,
birds, wild ducks.® Eagles were the largest birds of the meadows. It can be assumed
that other animals of the previously described flora, such as deer, foxes, hares lived

there.

“ Balint, nineteen98 46.

* Pécsi, nineteen67 226.

“ AMTF 111., 323

7 AMTF 1., 897, and Karoly Kaén, Alfsldi kerdések (Questions of the Great Plain), nineteen-20,
Budapest, n.p., nineteen39.

* This village was situated near Kords, as sources suggest, and a via magna passed it. AMTF 1., 906.

* Pal Greguss, "Szeged kémyéki leletek xylotomiai vizsgalata' (Xylotomical Study of Archaeological
Finds from the Neighbouring area of Szeged) Botanikai Kézlemények (nineteen93): 133, Bdlint,
nineteen98 43.

% Seelvanyosi, Hely torteneti forrds ok
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In  Monostor various types of fauna can be found: the largest part of the
territory is covered with drier or swampy meadows, on which extensive reed beds
developed, providing a hiding place for a rich fauna. "Monostori erd " ("Monostor
forest") is situated in the central part of the study territory, today it is mainly covered
by birch trees and junipers.

Natural conditions of a territory have crucia effect not only on human
settlements, but also influence economic life, for example trade connections. In
topographical investigations these aspects play specia role because they determine the
location of human settlements. Up to the nineteenth century no settlements could
survive without having water-supply near the settlement. From Prehistory onwards
inhabited places were always situated on riverbanks, or ridges near water. In the
studied area the presence of lakes, swamps, and other temporary wet areas determined
the places that were suitable for habitation, moreover routes among settlements were
also fixed, therefore, both were preserved. Even in the Modern Period, during the
map-analysis and fieldwork it was observed that modern farmsteads were not built

bellow the eevation of 102-103m.
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OUTLINE OF SETTLEMENT HISTORY IN THE REGION

This thesis aims to describe the complex topography of the selected micro
region, but this work cannot be completed without knowing the historical events,
processes, and especialy transformations that took place in the settlement structure of
the territory. Therefore, it was very important for this investigation to sum up the
historical, especially settlement historical evidences of the area. This helped to place
the chosen sample territory, which has very few written data about its history, into a
wider context. The medieval history of the territory between the Danube and the Tisza
rivers was studied and discussed in previous historical literature according to various
criteria® Scholars chose areas of administrative borders for their investigations
(county-borders or ecclesastical units), or followed other themes (such as
immigration or the history of the Cumans) in different periods of time, but

unfortunately no comprehensive study was undertaken about the region.

The Age of the Hungarian Conquest

Results of archaeologica research demonstrated the existence of the
conquering Hungarians in the area from the end of the 9th century. As no reliable
written data survived about the inner situations of the 10th century Carpathian Basin,
historians suppose that the central part of the area, so as the greater part of the territory
between the Danube and Tisza rivers was occupied by the family of Arpad.
Archaeological finds from this period appear for amost two centuries, their quality,
quantity and distribution outlined more areas that may have been special, probably
central places: for example around Kalocsa™, Csongrad™, or smaller concentration of

finds were found around Kiskunfelegyhaza™, or Kecskemet.™ Archaeological material

*! See detailed bibliography in the "Methods' chapter.

52 Where presumably a ducal residence existed, and later the archiepiscopate of Kalocsa was founded.

% Around the today town of Csongrad uptil now 16 cemeteries were located . The dese invasion of the
territory is explained with the closeness of the earthwork fortification of Csongrad. According to its
Slavic name, this fortification most probably already existed before the Hungarian conquest , and later
this place became the center of Csongrad county.

** Fodor, Istvan, ed. The Ancient Hungarians. Exhibition Catalouge. Budapest: Magyar Nemzeti
Muzeum, 1996. (theresfter abbreviated as Ancient Hungarians)



CEU eTD Collection

of the region, except for some very special objects, fits without great differences into
the general legacy of the conquering Hungarians found elsewhere in the area. In the
graves of Izsak-Baldzspuszta, Kiskunfélegyhdza- Radnoti Street, Kiskunfélegyhaza-
Hatardomb, and Ladanybene-Benepuszta lonely graves of people from the leading
circles of the society were buried, what is reflected in their richly decorated harness,
dress ornaments, and sabretache plates .>* More smaller graveyards of families were
located there for example in Kecskemet® or in Homokmegy-Halom™ and severa
cemeteries of commoners were found, for example in Kiskunfelegyhaza
Kantordomb,® Kecskemet- Urret, Kecskemét-Talfsja.® In 1938 the traces of
conquering Hungarians were located also in the southern part of Monostor estate, in
Alsomonostor, where Kalman Szabo identified the grave of a high-born women.®
Unfortunately none of the sites was systematically researched, and finds are known
exclusively from rescue excavations. In spite of this, finds demonstrate that the
territory was populated in that period. Moreover, notable finds show that presumably
akindred or family of high rank lived in the close neighborhood of the later Monistor
estate.

The Arpadian Period

In the Arpadian Age, the north-central part of the region between the Danube
and Tisza rivers belonged to the Bishopric of Véac, while the south-western part to the

Archbishopric of Kalocsa® The greater part of the area was divided between four

% Elek Kada, "Kecskeméti asatasok” (Excavations in Kecskemét). Archaeologiai Ertesit (1896): 40-
51.

* All the finds were published in the catalogue. See: Ancient Hungarians

7 |n K ecskemét-Cédulahdz. See Kada, Asatdsok

% See Horvath M., Attila "A homokmégy-halomi temt es a Bacs-Kikun megyei honfoglalaskori
lel helyek 6sszefiiggései" (The Graveyard of Homokmeégy-Halom, and its Connections with other Finds
from the Age of the Conquest in Bacs-Kiskun County) In Wolf, Mdria and Laszlo Revesz, eds. A
magyar honfoglaldas kordnak regeszeti emlekei, 125-148, Miskolc: Hermann Otto Muzeum, 1996.

% See Ancient Hungarians, 330.

% See Kada, Asatasok 40

81 Unfortunately the grave was partly destroyed by agricultural work, therefore only parts were found
by Szabo. Altoghether 91 decorated silver harness pieces and cloth ornaments were collected. See:
Szabo, Kalman, Asatasi segédeszkézok (Essential Tools in Archaeological Excavations) Archaeologiai
Ertesit (1896): 296-297.

52 The ecclesiastical topography of the region was lately summarized by LdszI6 Koszta. Koszta, Laszlo,
"Dél-Magyarorszag egyhazi topogréfigja a kozeépkorban" (Ecclesiastical Topography of South
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counties ("vdrmegye"): Pest, Szolnok, Bodrog and Csongrad. The study areabelonged
to Csongréd county, it was shown by scholars to be covered in the expression " Shung"
of 1219.% Although occasional written sources are known from the 1ith century
onwards about the region, it is not possible to draw the settlement structure or name
all the landowners of the area. In spite of this, data seem to outline the situation in the
Arpadian Age. It seems that the greater part of the territory was royal property, the
greatest of them was the town of Szeged, the center of salt distribution.** Other part of
the land was possessed by different ecclesiastical institutions, moreover, they had
fishing places and ferries as well.®® The first donated private property can be linked to
the Becsegergely and Dorozsma kindred, who aready appear in a charter of 1075 as
landowner, but the Borkaldn kindred also had notable possessions there. In the south-
western part of the region, in Bodrog county considerable areas of land were and was
owned by the Botond -, Hanta-, and Haraszt kindred. From the end of the 12th
century, other private landowners appeared in this county, namely the Szentemdgocs-
and Jdk kindred. Little is known about the settlement structure of the region, the
greatest settlement in the region was the civitas of Szeged, but besides the Episcopal
seat of Kalocsa and the castle of Csongrad hardly any settlement of greater importance
can be mentioned in the Arpadian Age. Written sources only rarely mention villages
of the area, in Bacs-Kiskun county only 185 settlements with churches are mentioned
for the whole Middle Ages® Therefore, archaeological investigations have crucia
importance in the research of settlement structure.® In several parts of the region,
parts of villages, farmsteads® came to light in excavations.®® From these research the

results of Kaman Szabo has to be stressed: he excavated severa parts of villages from

Hungary in the Middle Ages), In Kollar, Tibor, ed., A kézépkori Del-Alfdld €s Szer, 41-81, Dél-Alfoldi
Evszazadok 13. Szeged: Csongrad Megyei Levéltar, 2000. (Henceforth Kollar, A kbzépkori Dél-Alfsld
és Szer)

5 AMTF |., 898-899., and Kristd, Gyula. A vdrmegyek kialakulésa Magyarorszdgon (Formation of the
County System in Hungary) (Budapest: Magvet , 1988. (p.441))

% See Gyula Kristd, ed. Szeged torténete |. A kezdetekt [ 1686-ig(Historyof Szeged, from its Origins
till 1686) (Szeged: Csongrad Megyel Levéltar, 1983.)

s AMTF |, 884.: For instance the abbeies of Garamszentbenedek, Tihany, Zalavar and Bakonybél, the
bishops of Vac and Eger owned land here.

piroska Biczo, "Adatok Bacs-Kiskun megye kézépkori épitészetéhez" (Data on the Medieval
Architecture in Bacs-Kiskun county” Muzeumi Kutatdsok Bacs-Kiskun Megyeben (1986): 71-80.

57 Names of settlements that are mentioned by charters, were collected by Gyérgy Gyorffy, see AMTF
%8 Jozsef Laszlovszky, "Tanyaszer telepiilések az Arpad-korban" (Farmsteads in the Arpadian Age)
Arany Janos M zeumKozemenyel (1989): 131-151.

% The most detailed collection of them in Bacs-Kiskun county: H.Tath, Négy évtized
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the Arpadian Age in the 1930s™ He also excavated parts of settlements in
Alsomonostor "around the church ruin", where he found traces of houses,
accompanied by abundant archaeological material.”" Systematic topography only
around the modern village of Asotthalom was carried out, where more types of
settlements were observed and located, namely villages, dispersed settlements and
farmsteads.” These studies established that in the Arpadian period probably the same
dense settlement structure existed here, as in other parts of the country. Ecclesiastical
foundations, namely monasteries were also situated in the area.” The earliest of them
is the monastery of Szer, which was founded at about the turn of the 12th century by
the Borkaldn kindred.” This kindred founded two other monasteries in the region,
namely Ellésmonostor a” and Dorozsmamonostora. " Little is known about
Tarnokmonostor, founded by the Haraszt kindred. One of the greatest private
landowners of the region, the Becsegergely kindred had also more foundations: the
monastery of Bat (founded by comes Both in the1190s),”” and monastery or
monasteries of Petermonostora and Pdimonostora, of which history and location

constitute the basis of the thesis.

Political, social, and economic transformations of the 13th century that

brought considerable changes in the life of the whole country, including this territory,

70 Szaho, Az alfoldi

" bid. 21-22.

2 Balint, Az Arpdd-kori telepiiléshdlozat

™ They were recently discussed by L&szld Koszta. See Koszta, 2000

™ For its history see: Janos Hornyik, Pusztaszer torténete (History of Pusztaszer). Kecskemét:

privately printed, 1865., Janos Karacsonyi, A pusztaszeri monostor kegyurai (Patrons of

Szermonostor). Budapest: privately printed, 1897., Ottd6 Trogmayer and Istvan Zombori. Szer

monostordtdl Opusztaszerig (From the Monastery of Szer till Opusztaszer). Budapest: Magvet, 1980.,
AMTF 1., 904-905. |, Romhanyi, 2000, 64. Latest summary: Ottd Trogmayer, "Fecerunt magnum

aldomas"-Gondolatok ~ Szer monostoranal’ epitestorteneter 1" (Fecerunt Magnum Aldumas': Thoughts
about the Medieval Architectural Phases of Szermonostor), 2000. In Kollar, A kbozépkori Dél-Alfold és

Szer, 81-107.

5 See Eva Pavai, "Ellesmonostor kutatésa' (Investigations of Ellésmonostor), In Kollar, A kozépkori

Dédl-Alfold es Szer, 219-232.

s AMTF I., 730., Romhanyi, Kolostorok 66.

7 AMTF 1., 709-710., Piroska Biczo, " Regeszeti kutatasok Batmonostor teriileten” (Archaeological

Investigations in Batmonostor) ( M emlékvédelem 26(1981): 104-108)., M A kozépkori

Batmonostor feltarasanak eredmenyei” (Results from the Excavations in Batmonostor) (Muzeumi

Kutatdsok Bacs-Kiskun Megyeben (1984): 36-39)., . "A batmonostori &asatésok"

(Excavations in Batmonostor) (In Kdzepkori régészetiink ujabb eredmienyel ‘ésid szer feladatai, eds.
Fodor, Istvan and LészIo Selmeczi, 363-373, Budapest: Magyar Nemzeti MUzeum, 1985).
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had been analyzed in scholarship,”® demonstrating that this period was the first
remarkable period of the settlements' desertion.” The Mongol Invasion of the country
in 1241-1242 was one among the most important factors in this process, this wartime
period not only influenced, but quickened the changes. There are different opinions
about the degree of destruction caused by Tartars, but probably much of the country
was destroyed. According to the data, the most devastated area of the country was the
Great Plain, where scholars estimate that more than 40 to 50 percent of the inhabited
places might have disappeared.® Not only settlements fell prey to the invasion, it is
aso explained with the Tartar's destruction that greater part of the previously founded

smaller, private monasteries also vanished from the sources.

There was one more event that determined Hungary's history in the 13 ®
century, and it was the immigration and settlement of Cuman and Iasian tribes about
the time of the Tartar invasion of Hungary. ¥ The territory between the Danube and
Tisza rivers was populated by Cuman tribes. Their settlement areas were determined
by the law of 1279, which was based on the red situation, therefore, gives a clear
picture of their camp areas. This document aso tells that Cumans were allowed to
settle only on royal property, in deserted areas. The central part of the Danube-Tisza
Interfluve was occupied by the Chertan kindred.® This clan, whose name means
"pike-fish", carved out pieces from al counties of the region. Cumans not only

created new settlements for themselves, but often re-populated villages that were

® Main tendencies and questiones are summarized in:Gyula Kristd, Magyarorszdg torténete 896-
1301 (History of Hungary from 896 till 1301) ( Budapest:Osiris, 1998)., or Jen Sz cs, Az utolso
Arpddok (Last Members of the Arpad Dinasty) (Histdria Kényvtar, Monogréfigk 1. Budapest: MTA
Torténettudomanyi Intézet, 1993).

” This Wustungsperiode, which was observed and analyzed throughout Europe was aso discussed in
Hungaruan scholarly literature. In Hungary scholars argue that its first larger wave was in the second
half of the 13th century. See Istvan Szabo, A falurendszer kialakuldsa Magyarorszdgon X-XV. szdzad
(The Development of the Hungarian Village System in the 10-15th Centuries) 177-183 ( Budapest:
Akadémia, 1971. ), , A kozépkori magyar falu (The Hungarian Village in the Middle Ages)
(Budapest: Akadémia, 1969.), Ferenc Maksay, A magyar falu kozépkori teleptlésrendje (Settlement
Structure of the Mevddieval Hungarian Village) (Budapest: Akadémia, 1971.)

¥ Gyorgy Gyorffy suggests that 75% of settlements in Csongréd county were deserted in that period.
(AMTF I, 886). But it is debated in scholarship whether the Mongol invasion was as fatal as sources
suggest, because the Hungarian kingdom appears as a strong and potential state with expansive politics
already in the second half of the 13th century. On the other hand, other, mainly social and economical
processes also might have caused the disappearance of settlements. (Szabo, 1971)

®! For detailed history see: Andras Paldczi-Horvéth, Pechenegs, Cumans, lasians: Steppe Peoples in
Medieval Hungary ( Budapest: Corvina, 1989.)

82 PAloczi-Horvath, Petschenegs 54-55.
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abandoned during the Mongol Invasion (for instance the village of Szentkiraly®). The
previously Magyar-populated village of Halas became the center of their inner
administrative body (which was granted by law), moreover, by the mid-fourteenth
century this place had become the residence of the clan's head..** According to the
charter of 1258, monasterium Petur Monustura remained private property after the
Mongol invasion, sources suggest that in the later centuries as well, it never became
the part of the Cuman camp area®™. In the 14-15" centuries Cumans and their
settlements were integrated into the Hungarian settlement structure, differences
among them can be observed only that Cuman- inhabited areas were taken out from
usua administrative structure of the country, as early as 1279. From this
independence, units of administration developed, called "seats' ("Hungarian sources
mention these units as "sedes'), while the rest of the mid-Interfluve remained under
the authority of the counties. According to the sources, it is not clear, whether the
studied area belonged to the territory of Csongrad or Fejer county, because documents
of both 1347 and 1349 mention possessio Petur Monustura et Palmonustora .... cum
suis pertinenciis in comitatu Fejer. These data can have two meanings. both
possessios and the property belonging to them were in Fger county, or Petur
Monustora was in county Csongrad, and only the property attached to them was
situated in county Fejer, while the possessio itself in Csongrad. Although only four
charters survived from the 14-15th centuries® they contain a great deal important
information. Both charters from 1347 and 1349 reveals that the possessio was the
property of Téottds of Becse, who was one of the greatest landowners of his age. He
became the member of the Becsegergely kindred through paying fine instead of a
member of the same kindred. He inherited the estate and monastery of Batmonostor,
where he built his noble residence (curia), moreover, he called Augustine Friars to the
monastery of Bdt.f” At about this time Peturmonustora and Palmonustora appear as

possessio, therefore, probably the monastery or monasteries there were not used. The

¥ Andrés Paldczi-Horvéath, "A Laszi6falvan 1969-1974-ben végzett régészeti asatasok eredményei”
(Results from the Excavations in Laszldfalva, between 1969 and 1974) Cumania (1976): 275-303.

¥ |bid., 56

8 |t was private property, but never an ecclesiastical one, as Gysrgy Gyorffy refers to it. (AMTF |,
888)

% Uptil now | could not find more, but the possible existence of unpublished charters about the
territory cannot be precluded.

¥ AMTF |, 709-710, Bicz0, A kdzépkori Batmonostor
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charters contain additional data: the estate is mentioned with the properties linked to
it, moreover, the ancient privilege charters donated by king Béla are mentioned.®®
There is one more relevant piece of information, which is the name Lucasius, films
Nicholai de Peturmonostora. The attribute "de Petermonostora” after medieval names
usually refers to the place, the settlement where the person is originated from, or lives.
If we apply this rule in the previousy mentioned case, it would be an indirect
reference to some kind of settlement that existed in the territory, or the place, where
this noble man and his family lived.

It seems that the whole settlement structure transformed considerably in the
late medieval period, however this process has not been clarified until now. Notable
part of the inhabited places became deserted during the 14-15th centuries, while other
villages and market towns developed.®® The civitas of Szeged remained the greatest
town of the region, but several settlements emerged in the area. The market towns
("oppidum") of Kecskemet, Cegled, K rds, Félegyhaza, Szer, and Halas had special
role in the region's economic life. They were specia central places, having the
function of privileged towns, without urban, with smaller or larger market areas.®
These market towns were not only centers of internal trade, but also took part in

international commerce. Cattle trade established their fame and fortune.

Archaeological excavations were carried out in the market town of Szer,
through which the material culture of a smaller center is exemplified. Severa late
medieval (15-16th centuries) villages were investigated by Kalman Szabd,™* and the
late medieval Cuman village of Szentkirdly was studied and excavated in details*
from which finds of similar quality appeared.** moreover, aso the curia nobilitarius
of Batmonostor is known.**

Although more types of settlement was identified by scholarship, many aspects

of settlement structure are uncertain. For this, Monostor, the object of this study, is a

% Unfortunately the charter does not say which of the four kings who were named Béla.

¥ This period brought the second wave of desertment. See also footnote Nr 39

* The question was detailed and studied by Andras Kubinyi. (See: Andras Kubinyi, Vdrosfejl des és
vdsdrhalozat a kozepkori Alfoidon és az Alfold szilin (Development of Towns and Market Network in

the Medieval Great Plain of Hungary), (D afoldi évszazadok 14., Szeged: Csongréd Megyei

Leveltar, 2000).)

?! Szab6, 1938 and Papp, Asatasok

2 See Paloczi-Horvéth, A Laszléfalvan, Paloczi-Horvath, Rigiszeti is telepiiléstorténeti adatok

% Such as similar types of exported pottery, stove-tiles, headdresses or similar house-types.

% See Bicz0, A kozépkori Batmonostor
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good example. It is mentioned in 15-16th century sources as possessio. This word had
different layers of meaning in this time: basically it meant "estate”, but it is certain
from sources that more existing villages, sometimes even smaller market towns were
aso called possessio. For example in 1438: "...villua seu possessio Seulch..." (Szolcs,
Veszprém county) appears, or the oppidum of Hodvdsarhely is referred to as
possessio.”> In previous scholarly literature the existence of settlement or settlements
in possessio Monostor was not raised, because besides the kindred monastery no
settlements are mentioned in documents. Therefore, the late medieva attribute
possessio linked to Monostor made scholars think that in this case this means the
estate, but no settlements. This fact can be questioned after the detailed analysis of
available data, since Kalman Szabo's excavation in Fels monostor found a church with
single apse, which was identified later with the church of the monastery.*® But the ruin
had a 15th century phase, however, which means that even if this church was that of
the monastery, it was used long after the monastery's disappearance. In conclusion,
even if we do not have direct evidences, the late medieva name possessio
Monostor | Petermonustora may be connected to the church ruin from the 15th century,

or to the settlement that it belonged to.

The Ottoman Occupation Period

The next important period when settlement structure transformed considerably
was the age of the Ottoman occupation. The Great Plain was first destroyed by
Ottoman troops in 1526, before and after the battle of Mohdcs, and not much later,
from 1541 the territory became a part of the Ottoman Empire. In this period the study
region fell under the authority of Buda. Scholarly literature noted that during the
wartime periods of the 16th century, especially in the Fifteenth Years War, severd,
probably considerable pert of the settlements were destroyed or deserted.”” Other
scholars pointed out that this was not the only cause of villages' disappearance, the

picture was more complicated. Besides wars economic and socia reasons often forced

% Kubinyi, Development of Towns
% AMTF 1., 899, Biczo, Adatok 72., Romhanyi, Monasteries 51.
¥ Szabo, Az alfoldi 79
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people to move to a more secure settlement- mainly to market towns. This did not
mean that the territory automaticaly lay fallow: tax lists of the period often mention
that the fields of the village were cultivated by inhabitants of a nearby settlement, or
were rented by wealthy persons or towns for cattle breeding.® The centers of
inhabited places became the growing and flourishing market towns, outside of them
very few settlements existed. In this period the first mentions of later, Early Modern
farmsteads appear in sources, a settlement type that changed the whole picture and
structure of settlements in the next century. In the 16-17th centuries Monostor appears
in tax list, which suggest it was deserted, but its lands were probably used for

agricultural purposes and partly as meadow.

In conclusion the history of Monostor can be regarded as a good example of a
scholarly study to face with the difficulties of settlement history in the region between
the Danube and Tiszarivers. Very few written sources are known about its history, the
main part of which contains unclear terminology about its inhabited places
(settlements, monasteries). It calls the attention to the point that without detailed and
interdisciplinary analysis of available sources only an obscure and simplified picture

of settlement history can be written.

% |t was good business, because Ottoman authorities collected minimal tax after cattle breeding, but

cattle were exported towards western countries, where it had a serious market. The question of export

trade of Hungarian territories in the 16th century was summarized by Andras Kubinyi (Andras

Kubinyi, " kées kozépkori magyarorszagi varosfejl dés vitas kérdesei” (Qusetions about the Problems of
Late Medieval Urban Development in Hungary), In Akos Uherkovich, ed., Régészet is vdrostorténet,
15-33, Pécs: Janus Pannonius Muzeum, 1989
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ARCHAEOLGICAL TOPOGRAPHY OF CENTRAL PART OF MONOSTOR

For lack of written data, archaeological sources, especially fieldwalking had a
crucia role in the investigation. Fieldwork was carried out during the autumn of 2000

and in spring of 2001. The territory (about 20 kmz) was surveyed through intensive
and targeted fieldwalking, its methods were detailed in the previous chapter. During
the work severa sites were located in the central part of Monostor. Although a larger
territory was investigated through fieldwork, in many cases it yielded negative results,
or was prevented by conditions of the landscape (greater part of the territory is used as
meadow, or in other cases the crop made the research impossible), therefore, more,
partly controll- fieldwalking is need to be done in the future. This thesis aimed to
complete the medieval topography, therefore, in the description specia attention will

be paid to medieval sites, but sites of other periods will be mentioned as well.

Site 1

5 km south west from the today village of Alsomonostor, Sarmatian pottery

was collected.
. Aed,
Elevation: 16£,5m

Site 2
2,5 km south from the today settlement of Alsomonostor and 15 km west of

the Aranykaldsz Szakszovetkezet, between the road leading northwards and a
permanent lake on a territory of 200 m x 500-600 m, the traces of an Arpadian Age
settlement, and a church ruin was located. The collected archaeological material can
be dated to the 13-14th centuries. The site of the church ruin was observed as a

smaller hill, and indicated by mortared limestone rubble. The site can be identified
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with the place excavated by Kalman Szabo in the 1930s. (See Table 1. /1,2, 4, 5) The
ruin of the church was identified on aeria photo aswell. (Fig. 10)

Elevation: 103,5m

Site 3

South from the today settlement of Alsomonostor and 1 km west of the
Aranykaldsz Szakszovetkezet, on the eastern side the road leading northwards, on the
southern slope of a smaller hill, on a territory of 200 x 500 m place of an Arpadian
Age settlement was located by few pottery. (SeeTabe 1.7, 8)

Elevation: 105,0m

Site 4

On the eastern sde of the road, 1 km west from the Aranykaldsz
Szakszovetkezet, on a territory of 200 m x 300 m larger amount of Sarmatian and
fewer late medieval pottery were found. (See Table 1. /3, 6, 8)

Elevation: 105,1 m

Site 5
On the western side of the road, at about 2 km north-west of the Aranykaldsz

Szakszovetkezet, few prehistoric material was found.
Elevation: 104,21 m

Site 6

1 km south-west from the today village of Alsbmonostor, 200-300 m north -
west from the previous site prehistoric and Sarmatian material was collected.

Elevation: 104,0m
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Site 7

800-1000 m south-west from the today village of Alsbmonostor, Pottery from
the prehistoric, Sarmatian period appeared, and also few pottery from late medieva

period was collected.

Site 8

A large settlement complex with a ruin of a church was located 1 km north-
east from the today village Bugac, 300m north from the road leading from Bugac
towards Kiskunfelegyhdza. The church was observed as a hill of 1,52 m height, with
mortared shreds of limestone and brick. The territory around the church is ploughed.
In the ploughed land the place of probable cemetery was located south-east from the
church. According to information of local habitants the territory around the church
ruin was used as cemetery until the last century. In the 1950s even pieces of standing
walls were to be seen, but they were destroyed when they were used as foundation for
the nearby road. The piece of a carved red limestone that was found, probably
belonged to the church. Three cores of Arpadian sites were observed, where many
pieces of kettles appeared. Late medieva sites were more concentrated, in the sand
even the places of objects, probably houses could have been observed. The most
relevant trace of a house was observed 10-15 m east from the church, where a large
amount of pottery was collected (Table 5/ 5, 6, 8, 9, 10), even an iron axe (Table 4)
appeared, moreover, the traces of a destroyed stove was documented. A little piece of
aglass, and a fragment of ajar from Lostice was also found around the church. (Table
5/3,4) Well quality pottery was also collected from other parts of the settlement.
(See Tables 6 and 7) The ruin of the church can be identified with that of Kalman
Szabe's "church ruin of Felsémonostor”.”

Elevation: 110,4-110,0m

" See Szabo, Az alfoldi magyar nép 120-121.
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Site 9

400 m north from the previously mentioned village, another medieval site was
identified. Few pottery was collected from the Arpadian Age and late medieval period
were collected. Probably it can be connected to the previous site. (Table2 /4, 6, 8, 9)
Elevation: 109 m

Site 10
Near to Site 3, south from the present village of Alsomonostor, not identifiable

traces of earthwork was observed. The site was the place of the terminus of narrow-
gauge railway, therefore the site is badly damaged, moreover covered vegetation.
Although no historical material was collected, some shreds of medieval mortar were
found. Several "hills", ruins of buildings were observed, moreover four artificia lakes
were identified around them. These might have been made for the watersupply of the
old-type locomotive used there even in the 1950s. (Figs. 8, 21-24), therefore the site
can be of modern origin, but the presence of limed mortar suggests that the place was
inhabited much more earlier. The location of the site and the presence of (fish?)ponds

raised the vague supposition that the monastery maybe was located there.
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MAIN FEATURES AND TRANSFORMATIONS OF THE SETTLEMENT

NETWORK OF MONOSTOR

Archaeological field walking showed that aso in this part of the country,
conditions of natural endowment not only influence, but determine the place of the
settlements. The research proved that during the centuries the places that were suitable
for living, were situated above the sealevel of 102,50m. Probably this elevation
shows the level of temporary bodies of water, even in the Modern Period farmsteads
were built above this height. In the studied territory archaeologica material of more
periods were found, namely from Prehistory, from the Roman Period (Sarmatian),
from the Apadian Age and from the Late Medieval periods. Traces of settlement had
three major cores in the area. The first important center was located in Alsomonostor,
near Aranykaldsz Szakszovetkezet. This is a concentrated site, from its size (about
200m x 5-600m) it can be concluded that it was a village, '® what idea is aso
supported by the fact that a church ruin was identified next to the site (Site 2).
According to the data of the field walking, this settlement surely existed in the late
Arpadian Period, probably until the first half of the 14th century). At about 500m
north of this village, vague traces of a settlement was identified (Site 3), but no

connections were found between the two settlements.

The largest settlement complex was located in Fels monostor. Three sites from
the Arpadian Age, and more pieces of a large late medieval village was found near to
the church ruin. According to the data of field- walking, the most concentrated area
seems to be east to the church in the Arpadian Age, where on aterritory of 50-70m x
2-300m pottery from the 13-14th centuries was found. The core of the late medieval
village was probably situated north and east from the church ruin. It seems that earlier

settlement or settlements- the connection between the three smaller places could not

™ Balint, Arpdd kori telepiiléshalézat, 47.

49



CEU eTD Collection

be shown- were situated both in the vicinity and farther off the church, while the late
medieval village was more concentrated near the church.

Between these two major villages, two traces of late medieval settlements
were identified by the presence of few pottery. Their location presumably has
connection with the roads leading from the northern to southern direction, from the
village of Fels monostor, towards Alsomonostor.

In conclusion, data of fieldwalking stressed the supposition that more
settlements existed in the studied territory, in spite of the fact that medieval written
sources only contain direct information about the kindred monastery. Two main
villages were identified: the village of Alsomonostor and the village of Fels monostor,
both with churches. According to their archaeological material, the previously
mentioned village of Fels monostor of the two was probably a remarkable settlement,
from the Arpadian Period up to the Late Medieval Period. Two very well definable
horizons of finds can be separated: finds from the Arpadian Age and an even stronger
sign of settlement from the 15-16th centuries. The quality of the pottery found there
(presence of imported pottery, stoneware, stove tiles, glass) also force the premise that
a settlement of greater importance was identified there. It is worth to compare and
combine the results of fieldwork with the data of sources and maps. On the one hand,
if the family name "Lucasius de Peturmonustura’, mentioned in 1349, can be
connected to any settlements, than it must be the village of Fels monostor. On the
other hand most probably this settlement was shown on the map of Lazarius in

1528.(Fig. 1), which outlines and stresses the settlement's importance.

The most interesting debate can be raised in connection with Site 10. This site
is probably of medieval origin, however no material was collected there except for
mortar shreds. The site was badly destroyed in the twentieth century, when the
terminus of a narrow boiled railway was built there. Moreover, additional artificia
earthworks and four artificial lakes were identified there. Unfortunately by means of
fieldwalking only lilted observations could be carried out, therefore the datation of the

Ste was impossible.
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PETERMONOSTORA AND PALMONOSTORA

Historical Debate about the history and number of monasteries

Although contemporary sources mention separately the names of
Petermonostora and Palmonostora, there is a strong debate, whether two, or only one
monastery existed in the area. The history of the monasteries can hardly be
reconstructed from these data. We cannot state for sure when or by whom they were
founded, Pétermonostora was founded presumably before 1219 by the Becse-Gergely
kindred, as the members are mentioned in connection with the monastery, even as
patrons. Pdimonostora does not appear by itself in the sources, from the 14th century,
when it is mentioned together with Petermonostor, we can assume the same. The
order they belonged to stay hidden in the sources as well, but if we consider the
supposed date of their foundation the most probable is that they were Benedictine

02

abbeys!®™ Indirectly we hear about the privileges donated by king Bea® and
pertinenciis connected to them. The time or period and the causes of their
disappearance are also unknown, what seems to be sure from the sources is that they

are mentioned as possessio from the middle of the 14th century onwards.

As Pdimonostora never appears in sources alone (nevertheless Petermonostora
has more separate mentioning), the possibility that there was only one monastery
dedicated to Saint Peter and Paul at the same time can be raised.’® The first and most
important task before trying to locate the site of the monastery or monasteries is to
clarify whether there were two monasteries in the area or there was only one
monastery. During the study, the following questions were examined:

1. Arethere any more examples in Hungary or in the neighboring territories for such

a "twin monastery system"?

1! Monasteries dedicated to St Peter and St Paul founded before 1300 were all Benedictine abbeys,
except the Augustine Friary of Horpacs. See Romhanyi, Kolostorok

12 Probably Belalll (1172-1196) or Bela IV (1205-1235) is mentioned there.

1 There are several examples not only from Hungary, but from all over Europe. In Hungary the
monasteries of Tata (Benedictine abbey founded probably by baillif Tata in the first half of the 11®
century), Bodrogmonostor (Benedictine abbey founded in the second half of the 11th century),
Poroszld (Benedictine abbey, founded before 1219 by the Sdrtvdnyvecse kindred), Szerencs
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2. What could have been the reason for founding two monasteries so near to each
other?

3. Are there any examples that the whole title of a monastery is not mentioned in
sources?

If we examine early monasteries of Hungary that were founded by kindred, noble
men or noble families'™ we can hardly find any examples of founding two
monasteries so close to each other. There is only one case, which can be used as
comparison: the case and history of Felsadorjdn and Alsoadorjdn}®® These
monasteries were probably founded by the Haraszt kindred, but unfortunately there
are only few written data about them. They were probably destroyed in the 14th
century, the cause of their disappearance is unknown.

We can also find cases when the whole title of the church does not appear in the
sources. for example in the case of Bodrogmonostor, which monastery was also
devoted to St Peter and Paul, the title is usually mentioned as ecclesiae S Peter, or
abbas de S Petro, or monasterii Sancti Petri prope Bodrog; only once, in 1379 is the
whole title is mentioned. This is the only proof that the monastery was devoted to St
Peter and St Paul.*®

The Becse-Gergely kindred is known to be one of the most potential and wealthy
kindred of medieval Hungary from the Arpadian Age onwards. Their estates were
located all around in the country. The kindred also possessed great lands between the
Danube and Tisza rivers.'”” The reasons why kindred founded monasteries and the
role of the monasteries in the life of the kindred are highly debated among scholars,
however, it is usually accepted that kindred monasteries used to be one of the most

(Benedictine abbey founded before 1247 by the Bogdtradvany kindred),, Dominican Friary of Brasso
(founded in 1323), Augustine Friary of Horpdcs (founded before 1295). (Romhanyi, Kolostorok)

194 By early | mean those that were founded before the middle of the 13th century.

195 Both monasteries are located in today Vojvodina, north from Senta.

Alsdadorjdn was presumably a Benedictine abbey, it is only mentioned in 1340. Then its church was
dedicated to Virgin Mary and its patron was the Gesztei family. Probably it was destroyed in the 14th
century. Its ruins were located by Laszlo Szekeres. (See Romhanyi, Kolostorok 7.)

Fels adorjdn was also a Benedictine abbey. Considerablz it was founded before the 13th century. In
1271 it is mentioned as ecclesia, as a monastery only the charter of 1299 mentions, at that time it was
ruined. In spite of this, in 1344 its patronage is mentioned. The church of the monastery was dedicated
to Saint Martin, however there was another church in the neighboring village devoted to Saint George.
Its patron in 1299 was the Haraszt kindred. (Romhanyi, Kolostorok 7-8.)

19 Csanki, Magyarorszdg tortineti foldrajza Vol. 2., 194, AMTF ., .713, Romhényi, Kolostorok 10.
1 AMTF1. 887
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important links between the branches and members of the kindred.'® From the
sources it turns out that a monastery was held to be valuable because 1. Estates or
other incomes were connected to them, 2. The building was usually defensible place,
which gave founders and later patrons political strength; 3. It gave a certain prestige,
as the memory of the kindred members buried there, the masses celebrated and the
prayers told for their soul could have been an important aspect as well.*® Howsoever,
there were several remarkable kindred that have never established a monastery, and
there were kindred that founded more monasteries. The Becse-Gergely kindred

1 which can be

founded a remarkable number of monasteries, ''° dl in al four,™
explained with the different location of the estates owned by different branches of the
kindred. But there must have been a kind of tradition, claim or expectation among the
members to found a monastery.'> At the same time the relatively high number of
founded monasteries does not give satisfying explanation to the question, why two
monasteries could have been found a amost the same place™® Unfortunately there
are not enough data about the surely existed parallel cases of Fels - and Alsoadorjdn,

and even we do not no the real distance between them.***

At this stage of the research | can only presume not state that in the Arpadian
Age in Csongrad county there was only one monastery founded by the Becse-Gergely
kindred, which was devoted to St Peter and St Paul. For some unknown reasons the
whole title of the monastery does not appear in the sources. The accidental mentioning
of St Paul in the title made scholars suppose that there were two monasteries located
in a close neighborhood, which became a cliche in scholarly literature. Nevertheless,

further investigations, fieldwalk surveys may destroy or support this theory; until the

% Janos Karacsonyi, A magyar nemzetsigek torténete a XIV. szdzad kbzepéig (History of the
Hungarian Kindreds until the 14th century). Budapest: n.p., 1900., Gydrgy Gyérffy, "A nemzetségt 1 a
varmegyeig, a torzst 1 az orsZagig” (From the kindred to the county, from the tribes to the county).
Szdzadok 92(1958), Erik Fiigedi, "Sepelierunt corpus eius in monasterio proprio. A nemzetségi

monostorok” (Sepelierunt Corpus Eius in Monasterio Proprio: Kindred Monasteries). Szdzadok 125

(1991):

' Fiigedi, Sepelierunt .53

19 Only the Gutkeled and Aba kindred founded more (6) monasteries.

"1 Batmonostor, Dinesmonostor, Bethlenmonostor and Pitermonostor (if we do not consider

Palmonostor )

"erik Fiigedi raised this question. Ftigedi, Sepelierunt

M Even if it does not preclude the possibility.

1* Maybe data about founding circumstances would help us to find out more about the reasons.
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appearance and identification of ruins, the question cannot be solved, and the

possibility that two monasteries existed separately cannot be precluded.

Localization

Among the descriptive sources of the Early Modern Age only Matyas Bél refer
to this territory in his work, writing that Fels monostor is an ancient and fertile
territory,™™ and in Alsd- or Nagymonostor grape (wine) and wheat are produced. At
the same time there is no data about the existence of the monastery.**

The existence of the monastery (monasteries) was not discussed or discovered
until the systematic source-collecting project of the 19th century. It was Frigyes
Pesthy, who first tried to identify and locate the monastery.™’ He unfortunately
located the sites south-eastern from the town Kiskunfelegyhdza, beside the so called
Peteri-td. As a result newly established villages were named Pétermonostora and
Pdlmonostora in the 19th century.

Later Dezs Csanki also referred to the existence of Pétermonostora, but could
not locate it. In the 1960s Gyorgy Gyorffy finaly identified Monostorpuszta as the
place of the monasteries. As he supposed that there were two monasteries, he located
Petermonostora to Fels monostor (northern  part of Monostorpuszta), while
Pdlmonostora to Alsomonostor (southern part of Monostorpuszta). Moreover, he tried
to connect the church ruin excavated in Fels monostor by Kalman Szabo.'™® Piroska
Biczo accepted Gyorfty’s view about the number and location, when she compiled the
list of once existing churches of the region.™™ In the latest scholarly literature Beatrix
Romhanyi also accepted that Peter- and Pamonostora existed separately, and after

"3 Ivanyosi-Szabd, Helytorténeti 91.

15 pid.

17 Pesthy, Frigyes. Magyarorszag helynevei, térténeti, foldrajzi és nyelveszeti tekintetben (Place-
Names of Hungary from the Historical, Geographical and Linguistical Point of View). Vol. 1.
Budapest: Magyar Tudomanyos Akadémia, 1888.

'8 Gyorify, 1963 p.899. It must be stated that Kalméan Szabd himself never connected the churches that
he discovered with either of the monasteries. He interpreted them as village churches.(Szabo, Kaman.
Az alfoldi magyar nép m vel distorteneti emlekei (Cultural Heritige of the People Living in the Great
Plain). Bibliotheca Humanitatis Historica, Budapest: Orszagos Magyar Torténeti Muzeum, 1938.)

" Biczo, Piroska.Adatok Béacs-Kiskun megye kozépkori epitészetéhez (Data about Medieval
Architecture in Bacs-Kiskun County). Muzeumi Kutatasok Bacs-Kiskun Megyeben (1986): 71-80.
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Gyorffy she located Pétermonostora to Fels monostor.’® Recently Laszl6 Koszta
discussed the ecclesiastical institutions of the southern part of the Great Plain. He aso
accepted the opinion of previous publications, when he discussed two separate
monasteries.'”'

On historical maps the territory is shown in details on the map of the First
Ordinance Survey in the 18th century. There is a ruin of a church named Rudera
Puszta Templum Monostor in the northern part of the estate Monostor, between two
paralel roads leading from northern to southern direction.(Fig. 3) However, on the
Second Ordinance Survey also a ruin of a church appears, but in the southern part of
the estate Monostor, between two smaller lakes. (Fig.4.) This depiction is repeated on
the maps of the Third Ordinance Survey from the 19th century, moreover, it can be
seen on estate maps and other surveys until the 1950s.(Fig. 5, 6, 7) The modern (from
the 1970s and 1995) detailed maps (1:10000) do not refer to any similar features in
the landscape. (Fig.8, 9)

A series of aerid photographs were also available about the territory from the
1950s.# On one of the photos a smal oval-like feature was to be seen in the
landscape between to lakes, which raised the possibility of identifying this object with

the ruins of the church shown by maps in the southern part of Monostor.

Conclusions in the Light of the Present Study

In conclusion, the history, the localization and even the number of the existed
monasteries do not seem to be a solved problem. It became a cliché in scholarly
literature that Petermonostora and Pdimonostora existed separately, as well as their
location. Nevertheless, the detailed analysis of sources, and especialy fieldwork do
not strengthen this fact.

Detailed investigation of written data and comparative anadysis of similar
historical cases concerning the title and location of monasteries showed that there was
only one example in medieval Hungary, namely in Fels adorjdn and Alsbadorjdn,

where two monasteries were Stuated in close neighborhood. Moreover, several cases

120 Romhanyi, 2000

2! Koszta, Dél-Magyar orszdg ,map on page 53.

1221 discovered them in the Ingtitute of Military History (of Hungary). Catalogue number L-34-51-A-
d
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were found of early kindred monasteries being devoted to both St Peter and St Paul,
and there are also examples, when the whole title of the monastery does not always
appear in written sources.

During the field-work it became clear that non of the located sites can be
identified with the monastery, therefore, the ruins that can be seen on historical maps
cannot be identified with the ruins of the monastery. Although three major settlement
complexes were situated in the territory, two of them with church, non of the sites can
be interpreted as the place of the monastery. In Fels monostor an extended graveyard
and a larger settlement existed from the Arpadian Age to the late medieval period near
the church (which can be identified with the ruin excavated by Kalman Szabo). There
would be a greater chance to identify the place of the monastery with the ruin of
Alsomonostor, but the extension of the located site also suggest that a village existed
there. Therefore, the two churches can be identified with parish churches, what can
also be supported with the existence of cemeteries around them. In summary: it is not
probable that the monastery was built in the middle of a village, as al of the parallel
examples of monasteries in the area farther from settlements™ Moreover, the
architectural features of known similar monasteries suggest that they were not built as
a simple parish church, all of them were three-naved, larger churches, probably with
two front towers.™®* But here the fact must be mentioned that in recent investigations
the possibility, that smaller early kindred monasteries were built in a village as an

overage parish church and they functioned like these, raised.'®

Finally, the investigations did not support the results of previous scholarly work.
Probably only one monastery existed in Monostor, that cannot be located to either of
known archaeological sites of the studied area. Although severa questions were let
open, the research showed new directions for further investigations, which, hopefully,

will solve the problems.

12 For example Ellésmonostor, Batmonostor (the curia was only built and used in the 14-15th
centuries), Szer, Csoltmonostor. (Pavai, Ellismonostor, Biczd, A kozépkori Béatmonostor,
Trogmayer,Magnum aldumas, and Irén Juhész, "A Csolt hemzetség monostora" (Monastery of the
Csolt Kindred) In Kallar, A kdzépkoriDél-Alfbldis Szer

124 See the previous note for examples.

25 Informations from Jéysef Laszlovszky.
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MONOSTOR IN THE ROAD STRUCTURE OF THE AREA

Although main features of medieval road structure of the territory between the
Danube and Tisza rivers were discussed in previous scholarly literature, it is still
uncertain how smaller settlements were connected to the network.'® There are two
bases for reconstruction: written documents and historical maps. These sources can
outline the main directions of roads, but finally the real place of the road is defined by
micro-regional conditions of natural endowments.

Monostor lies in the middle of the Interfluve region, near the main road
leading from the north-west towards the south, connecting the two important centers
of Pest and Szeged. This via magna was one of the most important route for internal
and international trade, also serving the settlements of Tolgy, K ros, Kecskemét,
Félegyhaz, Saregyhaz and Szer. The road structure of the micro-region covered by the
thesis can be investigated -because lack of written data- with similar methods as
settlements: through the analysis of historical maps and fieldwalking. In the studied
territory natural conditions are crucialy influenced by the permanent and temporary
presence of small lakes and bodies of waterflows. As far as can be determined from
contemporary data, the circumstances in the Middle Ages were similar to the Early
Modern and present day situation."”” Therefore, maps play acrucia role in the attempt
of reconstruction.'?®

The inner road structure of Monostor depicted on maps from the earliest
representations till nowadays (See Figs 3-9), show nearly the same system: there

seems to be two main roads leading from northward to southern direction. Probably

126 AMTF |, 886, Blazovich, Laszl6. "Az Alfold 14-16. szazadi Uthalbzatanak vazlata' (Main Features
of the Road Structure of the Hungarian Great Plain) Tanulmdnyik Csongrad Megye Tortineteb /
26(1998): 51-61, Kubinyi, Andras. Varosfejl dis es vasdarhdlozat a kozipkori Alféldon es Alfold szilen
(Urbanization and Market Network in thr Medirval Hungarian Great Plain). Dél-Alfsldi Evszazadok
14. Szeged: Csongrad Megyei Levétar, 2000. and also Valyi, Katalin. "Szermonostor és a mez varos
kozépkori kereskedelmenek europai kapcsolatai” (International Trade Connections of Szermonostor
and the Market Town). Sudia Archaeologica I, A Mora Ferenc Muzeum Evkonyve (1995): 265-277.
2 The natural endowments of the region is discussed in another chapter in details.

128 |t was also proven in other parts of the country that road structure depicted on the maps from the
Early Modern period (18-19th centuries) can be the basis of investigations of medieval roads. See for
example: Kovalovszki, 1957, Miiller, 1971, Miiller, 1975, Valter, 1974
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they both lead from Kecskemet towards Mgsa. These roads have an unambiguous
reaction and interaction on medieval settlement structure of the territory, because dl

three major places, where traces of larger settlements were revealed by fieldwork, lies
along these two roads. This fact adso may be a demonstration of the roads' medieval

origin. In the north-western part of Monostor, the settlement of Fels monostor was
located on the right side of the western road, while the two settlement complexes of

Alsomonostor lie along the eastern road. According to historical maps, the two roads
met in the southern part of Monostor around the deserted village of Alsomonostor.
Although the exact place of their junction was not located during fieldwork, the fact
that it was near to the previously mentioned settlement has specia importance: it was
the point that travelers of both roads had to pass, therefore they had to pass the village
aswell.

Finally, it, how these two roads were connected to regional network: can also
be determined from maps. in the northern direction probably both led towards
Kecskemet, and not far from the northern border of Monostor both roads met the east-
west road leading from Kolon to Félegyhaz. At this point the regional road reaches the
via magna. In the southern part, after their junction in Alsomonostor the road went on

towards Majosszallasa and Halas.
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CONCLUSIONS

Although topographical investigations never has final results, because
appearance of new data can change the results of any investigations, all studies have
to yield the more or less detailed and precise picture of the investigated area. This
thesis focused on a very small micro-region, on the central part of Monostor. During
this one-year project, only the main features of the landscape were analyzed, and
probably only the main settlements of the area were identified. Therefore the results or
the conclusions of the research are limited, however contain relevant data about the
medieval settlement structure and its transformations.

The history of the study area fits into the genera development of the county
without great differences. It was inhabited probably right after the Hungarian
conquest, the legacy of conquering Hungarians were identified in the region.
Although very few written sources survived from the next three centuries, it can be
outlined, that the mgjority of lands belonged to royal property, however significant
private and ecclesiastical properties are known to be there. Several smaller
monasteries were founded by kindred, nobles in the period, one of them was Péter and
Pdimonostora, founded by the Becse-Gergely kindred. Most of the monasteries did
not survived the thirteenth century (they were destroyed by Tartars or were
depopulated for some other reasons), the same happened to studied monastery. There
is one big difference: sources do not reveal, whether there were two monasteries, or
only one monastery existed, that was presumably devoted to both St Peter and Paul.
Detailed investigation seems to support the latter solution, but there are no direct
evidences about this question. More, mainly archaeologically oriented research must
be carried out to locate the site of the monastery or monasteries, because neither of the
previously supposed church ruins were identified with the church of the monastery,
they can rather be interpreted as parish churches. Research aso revealed more
settlements from the Arpadian Age (See the previous chapters), among the two had

probably church, and these were situated both in the southern and the northern part of
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the research area Therefore the investigation seems to support the idea that in site the
lack of sources, a dense settlement structure existed in the region.

Although the monasteries vanish from the late medieval sources, data outlines the
estate, the possessio Monostor stayed a unit throughout the centuries. More late
medieval settlements were located in the study area, the most significant of them was
situated in Fels monostor (Site 8) According to the results of the fieldwalking, the
settlement even existed in the 16th century. The data of archaeological research can be
combined with the investigation of historical maps. Both the map ofLazarius and on
the map from 1740 depict Monostor, what underlines its importance.

The natural resources and their impact upon settlement structure was aso
studied. This determined that the natural endowment played and till plays a crucia
role in the settlement structure of the area, moreover, it defines those routes that were
used during the centuries. Settlements and the roads connecting them were mainly
situated above the sea-level height of 102-103m, which probably shows the borders or
level of more or less temporary bodies of water. This fact is stressed with the fact that
identified sites (and not only the medieval ones!) were found very close to each other,
moreover they were dl situated adong the roads, which are shown from the earliest
depictions on maps.

In final conclusion, this thesis tried to test how those modern, interdisciplinary
amed methods can be applied in a specialy chosen micro-region, that has never been
investigated, and how, in what extent they can be used. The results of the research
justified that through complex and detailed analysis of available sources, not only the
historical settlement structure and its transformations can be outlined of the territory
that is without written sources concerning settlements, but other aspects, such as
medieval road structure, historical conditions of nature can be studied. The research
aso showed the difficulties of work methods in the area. The larger part (60-70%) of
land is not ploughed, used as meadow, or fallow, therefore, archaeological data,
namely fieldwalking could yield only limited results. Aerial photographs taken about
this area were analyzed, but it turned out that this territory was hardly studied through
this way, only the church ruin of Alsomonostor was identified. Because this,

archaeological photography will have a great part in future investigations. Finally,

—

'# Balint, A Duna Tisza koz
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however severa questions were let open in connection with the monastery, the
research made clear that the applied methods can be used, and worth to be used in the
chosen micro-region, therefore made the grounds of the larger project of the proposed

Ph.D. dissertation.
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