Studies of Hungarian Genealogical Research’

W. Andrds KOVACS

N owadays — at least theoretically
— the idea that genealogical sci-
entific research aims at the develop-
ment — in a way or another — of his-
torical science has become generally
acknowledged. At the beginnings,
such concerns were not scientific,
but served various family interests
or merely human vanity.
Hungarian genealogy has old
traditions. Genealogical tables have
been drafted with practical aims
since the Middle Ages. Land, the
only source of political and eco-
nomic power, was inherited on pa-
ternal line and all the sons of a fa-
ther equally benefited from his
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legacy, while their relatives divided
between them the fortune of an ex-
tinct branch of their family. For this
reason, a Hungarian nobleman had
to know very well his entire lineage,
with all collateral lines, because
only in this way was he able to
know from whom he could claim
something and what he owed to his
relatives. But lineage memory was
perpetuated by oral tradition, and
lineage tables were drafted only in
exceptional cases. The latter, whose
aim was to ensure the right to prop-
erty, were subsequently drafted and
did not include the people who were
not involved in the transfer of for-
tune (land), even though they played
important parts in public life. At the
same time, they did not offer bio-
graphical information.!
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The first family notes date back
to the 16" century? and their draft-
ing continues in the next centuries.?
Beginning with this century, almost
each family archive kept lineage
tables because of frequent inherit-
ance litigations. Sometimes they
also drafted scientific family histo-
ries,” and the custom of elaborating
genealogies and family histories had
never been abandoned, it even sur-
vived to the present day.

In the territories of medieval Hun-
gary occupied by the Turks there
were no opportunities for genealogi-
cal research (the 16™-17% centu-
ries), but such scientific works had
appeared in the 17%-18% centuries
under the form of books printed in
“royal” Hungary, at that time ruled
by the Habsburgs.’ In Transylvania,
the first printed genealogical works
were published in the 18 century,
namely the posthumous works of
Janos Kemény (1607-1662)° and
Laszlo Mikola (1665-1742) concern-
ing their families.” Mikola also wrote
a work on the most important Tran-
sylvanian families.® After these en-
couraging beginnings, serious ge-
nealogical works had no longer been
elaborated in Transylvania for some
time, but in the 18% century, great
manuscript collection, which also
included collections of genealogical
data, appeared both in Hungary
and Transylvania. From the view-
point of our topic, the manuscript
collection belonging to the Tran-
sylvanians Jozsef Kemény (1795-
1855) and Sandor Mike (1795-
1867) are highly important as they
also include genealogical collec-
tions, chiefly concerning the Tran-

sylvanian aristocratic families. The
sources they used were those edited
until their age, their rich collections
of documents copied from the ar-
chives of the Transylvanian Guber-
nium and various family archives
respectively.?

In the mid-19% century, the first
modern, encyclopedic genealogical
work (Magyarorszag csaldadai czime-
rekkel és nemzékrendi tablakkal)'®
was published in Hungary and,
unfortunately, it had not been sur-
passed ever since. Its author, Ivan
Nagy (1824-1899) was also the de-
scendant of a smallholder noble
family. Like most of his contempo-
raries, he studied law and, in 1855,
was employed to the University Li-
brary of Pest and, shortly after, by
1865, he finished his work. He wi-
shed to elaborate a work that would
present the basic nucleus of the
nobility, which had held a leading
place within the state for a millen-
nium, because without the deep
knowledge of its structure (and in-
ner relations) it was impossible to
understand many aspects of medi-
eval and modern history. There
were no works that could help him
in his research, and the difficult
access to family archives in his ep-
och determined the historians to
make use of his work with much
caution. Nevertheless, the value of
his work was also mirrored by the
fact that, at the end of the 1980s, it
was reedited in Hungary in fac-
simile.

Hungarian genealogical litera-
ture in the 18™-19" centuries gen-
erally followed the aforementioned
custom of the previous ages. They
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attempted at identifying the lineage
from generation to generation, ac-
cording to the paternal line and
they placed to the fore the men who
“perpetuated” the family. Feminine
lineage was excluded as women sel-
dom inherited anything and they
did not gather biographical data,
but scarcely mentioned the date of
death sometimes. In fact, the sour-
ces themselves determined this pat-
tern as they preserved only the
memory of those involved in the
transmission of fortune (generally
men). This impressively vast litera-
ture was almost exclusively con-
cerned in the history of aristocratic
families, because a substantial ar-
chive material concerning them had
been preserved, but it neglected
other social categories. At the end of
the 19" and the beginning of the
20 century, the interest of the
petty nobility, decaying both eco-
nomically and socially, made these
kind of researches develop in a spec-
tacular manner. The researches
were chiefly restricted to the draft-
ing of lineage tables concerning
modern and contemporary ages.
During the age of dualism, county
monographs and the great many
provincial periodicals in Hungary
that also dealt with history some-
times included series of so-called
“contributions”, whose value was
quite relative.

Already in that period, critical
voices drew the attention to this
situation asserting that modern ge-
nealogical research cannot restrict
itself to making up lineage tables,
but its main aim should be the in-
vestigation of the society’s history,!!
namely that the aim is not the draft-

ing of tables on the lineage and ex-
pansion of important families, but
genealogy must serve history, state
and political history, the history of
law, society and economy.'?

But it was not only an age of
disappointments. Shortly after 1867,
they started to publish historical
journals specialized in certain top-
ics. Thus, in 1883, they published
Turul, mouthpiece of the newly set
up Hungarian Society of Heraldry
and Genealogy (Magyar Heraldikai
és Genealdgiai Tarsasdg). Until it
was compelled to cease its activity
in 1950, the journal appeared in 64
volumes — four issues per year — and
kept on drawing the attention of
genealogy researchers until today.!?
Besides Turul, there were other
genealogical reviews: Nagy Ivdn
Csalddtérténeti Ertesitd (which ap-
peared only for three years, 1899-
1901), Genealégiai Ftizetek (1903-
1914)!*, published in Cluj, which
chiefly included articles concerning
Transylvanian families, and Magyar
Csaladtorténeti Szemle (1935-1944).
They published many works — some-
times in several volumes — that dealt
with the history of a certain family,
generally families with historical
significance,!®> and many family ar-
chives were published at the initia-
tive of their owners.

Besides these works, they also
published volumes that presented
several families in the counties!®
and a history of the medieval fami-
lies (Janos Karacsonyi, A magyar
nemzetségek a XIV. szdzad kéze-
péig, I-111/ 1, Budapest, 1900-1901).7
In the same period, they drafted a
registry of the Hungarian aristoc-
racy, which listed almost 40,000
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families.!® Besides genealogical
works proper, significant progress
was made in what concerned the
research of the old Hungarian com-
mon law. These works tackled with
the right to ownership over the land,
heritage and other practices related
to the institution of the Hungarian
aristocratic family in the Middle
Ages (for instance, the daughters’
quarter,'® the legal turning of girls
into boys,?° the way in which male,
namely female descendants inher-
ited their ancestors’land or the land
greeted or purchased,?! the impor-
tance of age in determining the
individual’s capacity of taking legal
actions,?*? marriage,? etc.). Because
these customs regulated family life
(consequently, the life of the entire
society), their knowledge was abso-
lutely necessary for meeting the
demands of a true genealogical sci-
ence.

n our century, at the beginning of

the forties they had already at-
tempted at placing genealogy in the
service of social history (dealing
with peasant genealogy?* or study-
ing the spontaneous Magyarization
of Romanian noble families in Tran-
sylvania with the assistance of ge-
nealogy?®). But the communist dic-
tatorship stood in the way of the
development of this science, chiefly
by destroying the Hungarian his-
torical school, forcing the Hungar-
ian Society of Heraldry and Geneal-
ogy and the Turul journal to cease
their activity. Naturally, modern
and contemporary history were hi-
ghly important for the politics of the
communist regime. Medieval his-
tory, which involved genealogy, was

placed in the background. Because
researches in medieval history can-
not be carried out without a solid
knowledge of genealogy, researchers
still kept on dealing with the latter
(even published articles on this
topic in the journal Levéltari Kézlé-
mények, which appeared without
break since 1923) and they taught
genealogy in universities within the
framework of the auxiliary scien-
ces.?® Archive registers that ap-
peared in growing numbers also
dealt with family lineage, because
without a proper knowledge of the
family lineage one could not orga-
nize correctly a family archive.
Paradoxically enough, the mod-
ernization of Hungarian genealogy
occurred after World War II - al-
though the authorities were far
from supporting this discipline. The
most distinguished personalities
involved in this process, research-
ers such as Erik Fugedi (1916-
1992), Andras Kubinyi and, later,
Pal Engel (1938-2001) placed Hun-
garian genealogy in the service of
social history. During his resear-
ches on social history and chiefly on
historical statistics and demo-
graphy, Fugedi adapted Western
(mainly French) methods of re-
search to Hungarian realities and to
a poorer archive base. In a first
stage, he got demographic results
by investigating the high clergy
(bishops) of medieval Hungary.?” He
studied the evolution of the age av-
erage, the impact of daily meals on
life span, the relation between social
origins and life span, the period of
holding the rank of bishop for cler-
gymen of various social origins and
the impact of the ecclesiastic career
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on the family perpetuation. He also
tackled with the demographic situ-
ation of the aristocracy by investi-
gating the time span between the
children’s birth, their sex ratio, the
children’s ratio and the relation be-
tween the marriage duration and
the children’s number.?® These stu-
dies prepared in fact the synthesis
that presented the situation of the
entire Hungarian nobility in the 15%
century.? The synthesis was an
overall presentation of the aristo-
cracy’s situation by means of meth-
ods that were not used until that
time, such as those of sociology and
anthropology. Thus, Flgedi re-
newed Hungarian genealogical sci-
ence, which consequently became a
truly auxiliary science of history. By
investigating the aristocracy, he in
fact studied the determining social
factors of the Middle Ages. He also
expanded his research to the middle
strata of the Hungarian nobility
and, starting from Werboéczy’s Tri-
partitum, using as example a certain
family, he sketched the entire legal
and social system that determined
the life of a Hungarian noble family.>°

Investigating the history of the
capital, Buda (and that of Pest, re-
spectively), Andras Kubinyi focused
on the change of dynamics of the
leading strata, the townspeople’s
customs, its marriage area, demo-
graphic structure, etc.?! By correlat-
ing the history of a family with that
of an estate, Pal Engel reconstruc-
ted the history of a settlement. As
there were no family names — these
began to appear only in the 14t%h
century and were not used consis-
tently — all those connected by blood
relations, owning an undivided es-

tate on the basis of a common lin-
eage may be considered as members
of the same family.?? By mixing ar-
chondology and genealogy, Pal En-
gel also laid the foundation of a his-
tory of internal medieval Hungarian
administration (because even chan-
ges of the high dignitaries in the
central structure of the state may
reveal crucial data on the intricate
evolutions of home policy). By in-
vestigating the career of people who
held various offices in high state
institutions, he laid the foundation
of medieval prosopography®® and
elaborated a database on the most
influential Hungarian medieval fa-
milies.?*

In the field of onomastics — of
great help in genealogy researches
— they did researches on the forma-
tion of the family name, the use of
the name in the Middle Ages®® and
they drafted a historical dictionary
of Hungarian family names.%’

At the end of the eighties, Hun-
garian genealogical research came
to the fore as more and more people
started to look for their ancestors.
We should also mention that, in
most cases, the researches were li-
mited to the identification of the an-
cestor who received nobility or the
coat of arms and seldom tried to re-
construct the connection between
the respective ancestor and the con-
temporary individual.®® As a re-
sponse to the growing interest in
such issues, a book was published
dedicated to the fate of Hungarian
aristocracy after World War II, the
serial publication of the genealogy of
the 20" century Hungarian nobility
was started,* and in 1992 the pu-
blication of Turul journal was resu-
med.*°
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For a better access to the rich
Hungarian genealogical literature,
there are several bibliographies in
the field, but they can easily lead
astray less experienced research-
ers™ as they happen to not include
papers — dealing with the very inves-
tigated topic — that have appeared in
other periodicals in the field also not
included in these bibliographies.
This is the reason why, after perus-
ing these genealogical bibliogra-
phies, one should also read the
main editions of documentary sour-
ces, and several leading historical
periodicals.*?

S umming up the previous asser
tions, we may say that Hungar-
ian genealogical literature deserves
to be and must be taken into ac-
count by the Romanian researches
made on Transylvania, as many
topics treated by the latter are also
approached in Hungarian historiog-
raphy. However, genealogy deserves
our attention only if it helps histori-
cal knowledge: genealogical tables
still in fashion today do not serve
history, but the individual’s - in
fact, natural - curiosity.

O

NOTES

! Erik Fugedi, ‘Verba Volant... Kézépkori
nemességunk szobelisége és az iras’,
Malyusz Elemér emlékkényv (Budapest:
1984), 119-120. The new edition of the
work: Fugedi, Koldulé bardtok, polgdrok,
nemesek. Tanulmdnyok a magyar kézép-
korrol (Budapest: 1981), pp. 437-462.
There is also an English version: Fligedi,
“Verba Volant...”. Oral Culture and Lit-
eracy among the Medieval Hungarian
Nobility’, Kings, Bishops, Nobles and
Burghers in Medieval Hungary (London:
Variorum Reprints, 1986). For the medi-
eval tables of descendency see also:
Fugedi, ‘A szentgyorgyi Vincze csalad’, A
Veszprém Megyei Mizeumok Kézlemé-
nyei (1972), namely Ivan Borsa, ‘Az An-
timus csalad’ (I), Turul, 65 (1951-1992),
p. 6, note no. 28.

2 Fugedi, Verba volant...’, 119, note no. 43;
120, note no. 52-53.

3 For instance notes on the Thurzé family
in the 16%M-17% centuries: Térténelmi Tar,
1884, 778-782 (Samu Barabas, ‘Genea-
logiai f6ljegyzések’). A Transylvanian ex-
ample: ‘Czegei Wass Janos feljegyzései’,
Szdzadok, 22 (1888), 349-354 (Karoly
Torma, ‘Torténeti apréosagok’).

* For instance: Péter Apor, Lusus mundi
(Monumenta Hungariae Historica. II.
Scriptores, vol. 11). Its Hungarian trans-

lation: Ferencz Szasz (translator), ‘Baro
Apor Péter Lusus Mundija’, Genealdgiai
Ftizetek, 8 (1910), 17-22, 38-45, 63-68,
85-94, 104-115, 132-136; 9 (1911), 23-
26, 53-59, 78-84, 121-126. Such a ge-
nealogical work is also the one preserved
in manuscript on the family Wass of Taga
(Cege), written in the 18 century by
Andras Huszti, the family archivist, and
drafted according to surprisingly modern
methods (Genealogia Heroica [...] Fa-
miliae Wass de Sancto Aegidio, 1743.
Manuscript in the archive of the Wass of
Taga family, box 41, no. 5313, National
Archives, Cluj Branch). Investigating the
medieval documents in the family ar-
chive, he did not only draft a descen-
dance table, but also mentioned the most
important offices held by the family mem-
bers. Although his descendance table is
not complete, due to the use of docu-
ments - most of which he copied in full -
his work may be deemed excellent for his
age, when the significance and social role
of the family were not analyzed.

5 On the beginnings of scientific Hungar-
ian genealogy see: Albert Gardonyi, A
térténeti segédtudomanyok torténete
Magyarorszagon (A magyar torténettu-
domany kézikényve, 1I/1) (Budapest:
1926). The new version of the work: A
magyar térténettudomdany kézikényve

245



246

Colloguia, Yolume X-XI, No. 1-2, 2003-2004

(Budapest: 1987), pp. 231-268. The most
important 18™ century works: Carolus
Wagner, Collectanea genealogico-historica
illustrium Hungariae familiarum, que jam
interciderunt, (vol. I, Buda: 1778; I-IV,
Posonium, Pest et Lipsia: 1902); Andreas
Lehotzky, Stemmatographia nobilium
familiarum regni Hungariae, 2 vols. (Po-
sonium: 1796-1798).

Janos Kemény, Régi nagy emlékezetii
Kemény familia genealogidja, Laszlé Mi-
kola (ed.) (Kolozsvar: 1701).

Ladislaus Mikola, Genealogia nobilis-
simae et magnificae familiae Mikolarum
(Claudiopolis: 1702); Mikola, Ilutrissimae
familiae Mikola genealogica historia
([Claudiopolis?], 1712); Mikola, Genea-
logia perillustris familiae Mikola de Sza-
mosfalva (Monachium: 1730).

Mikola, L[iber] B[aro] de Szamosfalva,
Historia genealogico-Transsylvanica (no
place, 1723, 17312); another work deal-
ing with the entire Hungarian noble fami-
lies in Transylvania will be published
only in 1854: Laszlé Kévari, Erdély neve-
zetesebb csaladai (Kolozsvar: 1854).

Sandor Mike, Collectio Genealogicae Nobi-
litatis Transilvanicae, vol. A/1-2 (Roma-
nian Academy Library, Department of
Cluj, Mike Sandor collection, mss. MS
23/1-2); Mike, Szarmazdsok Gytjtemé-
nye, vol. B/1-2 (Romanian Academy Li-
brary, Department of Cluj, Mike Sandor
collection, mss. MS 24/1-2), later, both
volumes were annexed indexes of names;
Mike, Erdélyi nemzetségek, vol. I-X (Ro-
manian Academy Library, Department of
Cluj, Mike Sandor collection, mss. MS
22/1-10); Kemény, Laterculi genealogici
ad stemmatographiam Transsilvanicae
deserventes, vol. I-XVI (Romanian Acad-
emy Library, Cluj Branch, Kemény Joézsef
collection, mss. KJ 461/1-16); Kemény,
Repertorium nobilitatis Transsilvanicae,
vol. I-XV (Romanian Academy Library,
Department of Cluj, Kemény Jozsef col-
lection, mss. KJ 421/1-15); Kemény,
Transsilvania possessionaria, vol. I-XV
(Romanian Academy Library, Depart-
ment of Cluj, Kemény Jozsef collection,
mss. KJ 419/1-15).

Ivan Nagy, Magyarorszdg csaldadai czime-
rekkel és nemzékrendi tablakkal, 1-XII

(Pest: 1857-1865, Potlékkotet, Pest: 1868,
Facsimil, Budapest: 1987). At the end of
the nineties it also appeared in Budapest
in digital form.

Szdazadok, 57-58 (1923-1924), 584, note
no. 2 (Elemér Malyusz).

Imre Szentpétery, ‘Torténeti segédtu-
domanyok’, A magyar térténetirds vj utjai
(Magyar Szemle Koényvei 3), Balint Ho-
man (ed.) (Budapest: 21932), 348.

Turul, 1 (1883) - 61-64 (1947-1950): ‘A
Magyar Heraldikai és Genealdgiai Tarsa-
sag Kozlonye’; Turul, 65 (1951-1992) - 70
(1997)/1-2, 3-4; A Magyar Torténelmi
Tarsulat, a Magyar Orszagos Levéltar és
a Magyar Heraldikai és Genealdgiai Tar-
sasag Kozlonye. Repertory: Név- és tagy-
mutaté a Turul 1883-1892. évfolymaihoz,
Samu Borovszki (ed.) (Budapest: 1893);
Name Index: Név- és tagymutaté a Turul
1893-1936. évfolymaihoz, Antal Fekete
Nagy (ed.) (Budapest: 1940); the rest of
the volumes can be investigated only by
reading. For the point of view of Roma-
nian research, the most important are
the works: Lajos Elekes, ‘Basaraba csa-
ladja’, Turul, 58/60 (1944/1946), 19-28;
Elekes, ‘A havaselvei vajdak cimere a
koézépkorban,” Turul, 56 (1942), 12-21.

Repertory of the journal: Zoltan Koblos,
A Genealdgiai Fiizetek 1-10. évfolyama-
nak tartalommutatéja (Kolozsvar: 1912).

Several works on families with properties
in Transylvania: Elemér Varja, A Tomaj
nemzetség és a Tomaj-nemzetségbeli loso-
nczi Banffy-csalad térténete, vol. I (Buda-
pest: 1941); Imre Lukinich, A bethleni
grof Bethlen-csalad térténete (Budapest:
1927); Gabor Daniel, Adatok a vargyasi
Daniel-csalad térténetéhez (Kolozsvar:
1908); Emil Vajda (ed.), A vargyasi Da-
niel-csaldd a kézpdlydan (Budapest: 1894);
Daniel Kelemen, Ujabb adattdr a var-
gyasi Daniel-csalad torténetéhez (Ko-
lozsvar: 1913); Gabor Eble, A nagy-kd-
rolyi grof Kdrolyi csalad leszarmazdsa a
leanyagi ivadékok feltiintetésével (Buda-
pest: 1913); Eble, A gréf Kdrolyi csaldd
vérrokonsdga (Budapest: 1905); Eble, A
grof Karolyiak leszdarmazdsa (Budapest:
1891); Endre Veress, A géncz-ruszkai grof
Kornis-csalad anyakényve (1446-1917)
(Budapest: 1917); Miklos Lazar, A grof
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Lazar-csalad 6sszekapcsolva grof Ke-
mény Jézsefnek a nevezett csaladrél ké-
ziratban hdatramaradt munkdjdval és szd-
mos jegyzeteivel (Kolozsvar: 1858); Karoly
Czako, A kisrédei Rhédey-csalad térté-
nete (Budapest: 1929); Ferenc Kazinczy,
A hajdani Gardzda-, ma madr széki grof
Teleki-haz leagazdsa (Kassa: 1831), etc.

They can be used only with caution!
Bihor/Bihar county: Ede Reiszeg, ‘Bihar
varmegye nemes csaladai,’” Bihar var-
megye és Nagyvdrad (Budapest: 1901),
599-651 (Magyarorszdg varmegyéi és
varosai, ed. Samu Borovszki; Jené Gya-
lokay, Biharvdarmegye és az utolsé nemesi
insurrectio (Nagyvarad: 1902). Cenad/
Csanad county: Janos Barna, Dezsé
Stumeghy, Nemes csalddok Csanad var-
megyében (Maké: 1913). Trei Scaune/
Haromszék county: Jozsef Palmay, Hd-
romszék varmegye nemes csalddjai (Sep-
si-Szent-Gyorgy: 1901; Sepsiszentgyorgy
22000) (Székely nemesi csaladok, I-11).
Mures-Turda/Maros-Torda county: Pal-
may, Maros-Torda vdarmegye nemes csa-
ladjai (Maros-Vasarhely: 1904; Sepsi-
szentgyorgy: 22000) (Székely nemesi
csaldadok, 1II). Odorhei/Udvarhely county:
Palmay, Udvarhely varmegye nemes csa-
ladjai (Székely-Udvarhely: 1900; Sepsi-
szentgyorgy: 32003) (Székely nemesi
csaladok, 1V). Satmar/Szatmar county:
Gyorgy Fodor, Aladar Vende, Bertalan
Gorz6, ‘A varmegye nemes csaladai,’
Szatmadr varmegye. Szatmdr-Németi sz.
kir. varos (Budapest: 1908), 566-613
(Magyarorszdag varmegyéi és vdrosai,
Borovszki (ed.); Gyoérgy Fodor, Aladar
Vende, ‘Nemes csaladok [Szatmar-Né-
metiben],” Szatmdr varmegye, 282-292.
Turda-Aries/Torda-Aranyos county:
Sandor Weress, Torda 6scsalddai (Torda:
1890, Kolozsvar: 21891). Hunedoara/
Hunyad county: Odén Béjthe, Hunyad
varmegye sztrigymelléki részének és ne-
mes csaladainak térténete tekintettel a
birtokviszonyokra (Budapest: 1891);
Laszl6 Kévari, ‘Hunyadmegye kihalt csa-
ladairél,” Hunyad megye nemes csalddai,
Endre Veress (ed.), I/1 (Déva: 1900).
Timis/Temes county: Miklés Lendvali,
Temes varmegye nemes csalddjai (Buda-
pest: 1896-1899).

It replaced for good the (less elaborate)
work with the same title by Wertner Mér,
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A magyar nemzetségek a XIV szdzad
kézepéig, I (A-H), II (I-Z) (Temesvar: 1891-
1892).

Kempelen, Magyar nemes csaldadok, I-XI
(Budapest: 1911-1932).

Jozsef Holub, ‘A leanynegyedrdl,” Turul,
42 (1928), 106-115; Holub, ‘Még egyszer
és utoljara a leanynegyedrdl’, Turul, 45
(1931), 89-93; Holub, ‘A leanynegyedrdl’,
Szdazadok, 67 (1933), 117-121.

Holub, ‘A fiusitasrol’, Emlékkényv Dr.
Grof Klebelsberg Kuno negyedszdzados
kulturpolitikai miikédésének emlékére
sziiletésének 6tvenedik évforduléjan (Bu-
dapest: 1925), 305-319.

Holub, ‘A vasarolt fekvé joszag jogi ter-
meészete régi jogunkban’, Emlékkényv
Karolyi Arpad sziiletésének nyolcvanadik
forduléjanak tinnepére (Budapest: 1933),
246-254.

Holub, ‘A életkor szerepe a kozépkori
jogunkban és az “idélatott levelek™ (I-II),
Szdazadok, 55 (1921), 32-37, 212-235.

Ervin Roszner, Régi magyar hdzassdgi
jog (Budapest: 1887); Gyula Kovats, A
hazassagkétés Magyarorszagon egyhazi
és polgari jog szerint (Budapest: 1883),
Kovats, A pdarbér jogi természete (Bu-
dapest: 1886); Kovats, Felelet baro Rosz-
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