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tle gardens was initiated by the

Department of Landscape and Ur-
ban Design and the Department of Gar-
den and Landscape Art within the Fac-
ulty of Landscape Architecture at the
Corvinus University of Budapest in con-
junction with the State Centre for the
Conservation and Restoration of His-
toric Monuments in the fall of 2004, in
order to explore and document the sur-
viving Transylvanian historic garden
remains and the missing chapters of
garden history. Among the objectives
of the research are to collect all his-
toric material on Transylvanian castle
gardens, survey and document current
conditions, and where possible, help to
save the gardens with their preserva-
tion or reconstruction.

From an architectural point of view it
is often difficult to draw the line between
a castle and a mansion. In line with this,
castle gardens and mansion gardens
were not differentiated in the study, also
supported by the following arguments:

« during our research in the archives

or on site we often found that the

same buildings (or groups of build-

ings) were referred to by some as a

castle, while by others as a mansion.

« considering the gardens, it is not

rare that a smaller castle or man-

sion has (or had) a garden with
similar or even more historic sig-
nificance than those of larger,

more representative castles.

With regards to their contents, the
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Transylvanian castle garden merg-
es with the mansion garden, with lit-
tle difference in their historic garden
development. In the study, therefore,
the term ‘castle garden’ is used prima-
rily, but where the difference is obvi-
ous and even the various renowned
authors use the same word, the term
‘mansion garden’ appears on occa-
sion. During the research, the histor-
ic exploration and survey of 62 castle-
garden complexes were completed.
The objective of the current work
is to present the noble residence gar-
dens of a narrower, geographical-
ly confined region along the Maros
river, 37 from the explorated sites
are situated along the Maros river.
The locations of the places in dis-
cussion are shown on the map.

Certain sections of the river, spanning
876 km from its source to its mouth’,
may be well differentiated both from a
geographic and a social aspect. The ex-
position of our castle-garden research
results unfolds downstream, along the
various river sections and their afflu-
ents or creeks, presenting the more sig-
nificant residence gardens discovered.
Considering the overall approach,
it is important to note that the objec-
tive was not merely to conduct a his-
toric exploration and survey of the
various gardens. The historic garden
(in our case castle garden) was not a
simple ornamental garden, but rath-
er an intrinsic part of the complex,

Fig. 1. The garden
elevation of the Teleki
castle (Gernyeszeg) with
the park in 1857, made
by Ludwig Rohbock
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Fig. 2. The formal
court of the Teleki
castle (Sdromberke) in
the first half of the
20th century with the
Neo-Baroque building,
behind which the trees
peaking out suggest a
rich dendrologic park
with varied tree species
on the bank of the
Maros.
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1. MAROSVECS — BRANCOVENESTI

2. ABAFAJA — APALINA

3. RADNOTFAJA — IERNUTENI

4. GORGENYSZENTIMRE — GURGHIU

5. VAJDASZENTIVANY — VOIVODENI

6. GERNYESZEG — GORNESTI / F1G. 1

7 MAROSSARPATAK — GLODENI

8. SAROMBERKE — DUMBRAVIOARA / F1G. 2

9. NAGYERNYE — ERNEI
10. MAROSSZENTGYORGY — SANGEORGIU DE MURES
11. MAROSKERESZTUR — CRISTUR MURES
12. KORONKA — CORUNKA
13. NYARADSZENTBENEDEK — MURGESTI
14. NAGYTEREMI TIRIMIA
15. KELEMENTELKE — CALIMANESTI
16. SZENTDEMETER — DUMITRENI
17. ERDOSZENTGYORGY — SANGEORGIU DE PADURE
18. KERELOSZENTPAL — SANPAUL / ¥ i¢
19. MAROSUGRA — OGRA
20. RADNOT — IERNUT / FiG. 4
21. KUTYFALVA — CcUCI /f Frc.
22. MAGYAROZD — 0ZD
23. MAGYARBUKKOS — BICHIS
24. ARANYOSGEREND — LUNCANI / F16. 7.
25. MAROSUJVAR — OCNA MURES / ¥16. 6
26. MAGYARCSESZTVE

CISTEU DE MURES

27. TOROCKOSZENTGYORGY — COLTESTI

28. CSOMBORD — CIUMBURD

29. MAROSSZENTKIRALY
(ENYEDSZENTKIRALY) — SANCRAI

30. GYULAFEHERVAR — ALBA IULIA

31. ALVINC — VINTU DE JOS

32. piskl (DEDACS) — SIMERIA

33. MAROSNEMETI — MINTIA

34. BRANYICSKA — BRANISCA

35. MAROSILLYE — ILIA

36. ZAM — zAM

37. SOBORSIN — SAVARSIN
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cultural-historic, ecologic and perhaps
most importantly economic (estate)
system. It is exactly due to this that
the garden was operable and sustain-
able. Thus we are studying an ecolog-
ical-technical system with significant
historic and artistic content, which
can only be interpreted holistically.
The recognition of the current condi-
tions, often despite the lack of knowl-
edge about its future use, calls for a
complete historic restoration, even in
those cases where the project would
have to be completed in phases due
to financial or other considerations.
The authors of the gardens attempt-
ed to create an ideological picture of
the world. As given in the Florence
Charter definition, historic gardens
stand “as the expression of the direct af-
finity between civilisation and nature™.
“The baronial castle-park complexes can
be viewed as model situations, where
along the line of palace-castle-mansion-
civilian house-peasant house the bo-
tanical and scientific elements of the
model are democratically dispersed.™
The remains must and can only be
interpreted together with the sur-
rounding settlement and site for the
full comprehension of their former sig-
nificance and current value. According
to this, the historic overview compiled
based on archival and literary resourc-
es tries to give an accurate picture
about the formation and development
of the researched gardens. It deals
with the garden’s determining role in
the creation of site character and set-
tlement structure and investigates all
those site-scale relationships which
were considered as particularities dur-
ing the creation of the castle garden,
and which largely influenced the im-
age of the small region that made up
the castle’s greater environment.

Evidently, the research pays close at-
tention to family historic data, as in
many cases they can directly be tied to
the formation or remaking of the park,
garden parts or elements. The presen-
tation of the proprietor families is also
important as they carry that conceptual
and cultural background, which is es-
sential for the formation of the genius
loci and the identity of the site, as well
as for the creation of the residence gar-
dens. In several cases the proprietors
shaped or directly influenced the forma-
tion of the gardens according to their
own ideas. The owners of noble resi-
dences and gardens can be considered
as landscape architects, as on several
occasions they constructed and culti-
vated their own gardens, or even if they
employed a gardener or an estate man-
ager, they provided the ideas for devel-
opment. Transylvanian aristocracy did
not only use their countryside castles
for hunting or resting, but in most cases
they lived there all year round, and the
family members used the estate inten-
sively. The result of this personal pres-
ence in the case of Transylvanian castle-
garden complexes is a more intimate
relationship on the one hand between
the proprietor and the garden or the es-
tate, and on the other hand between the
landowner and his “dependents”. The
first relationship topped by a diversified
topographic scenery led to a more at-
tractive, original, even intimate Transyl-
vanian English garden, which aspects
were lacking in the extensive Hungar-
ian landscape gardens in the plains.*

Furthermore, it is important to men-
tion the historic architectural details, as
well as certain settlement structure char-
acteristics, since the castle-garden com-
plex, aside from being a unified whole,
also organically fits into a given settle-
ment structure and environment. The on-
site assessment in all cases records the
current conditions (drawings, manuals,
GPS-coordinates, geodesic surveys, plant
assessment, digital photos etc.), as well
as the securable values found, so that
it could serve as a condition report and
comparative basis for any possible future
reconstructions.
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Udvbziet Marosujvarol
Grof Teleky kastély

Fig. 3. The burial chapel
of the Hallers
(Kerel6szentpal),
enclosed by a stone wall
SOURCE: PICTURE TAKEN
BY THE AUTHOR (2004)
Fig. 4. The castle of
Radnét photographed
from Th? eastern curve
of the Maros River
SOURCE: PICTURE TAKEN
BY THE AUTHOR (2007)
Fig. 5. Main elevation
of the Degenfeld castle
(Kutyfalva) in a picture
taken from the entrance
road showing the
current condition
SOURCE PICTURE TAKEN
BY THE AUTHOR (2006)
Fig. 6. The north
(Maros side) elevation of
the castle of Marosujvar
at the beginning of the
2oth Century

SOURCE: KOH PHOTO
ARCHIVES



The landscape architectural value
and condition assessment is prepared
with the help of geodesic base maps
(cadastre maps, manuals etc.) It was
an important step to determine and
organize those assessment aspects,
which are important characteristics
and could become search-bases in the
garden historic database. To begin, we
took the basic historic monument as-
sessment approaches used in Hunga-
ry, but some supplements and changes
were necessary to accommodate local
specifics. Important data about a giv-
en area were recorded on the assess-
ment sheets from a historic, landscape,
settlement structural and dendrolog-
ic point of view. The prime task was to
determine the botanical, architectural
and all unique landscape features.

The following theoretical work
plan was established for the method-
ical exploration of the castles’ gar-
den art remains: preparation of the
list of all possible sites, identification
of research priority sites, conduct-
ing the historic exploration, condi-
tion survey and assessment of these
priority sites, and compilation of
their assessment documentation.

To determine the gardens’ historic
heritage value, we took into consid-
eration the recommendations of the
Research and Registration Depart-
ment at the National Office of Cultur-
al Heritage in Hungary as well as the
viewpoints of the English Heritage
Historic Parks and Gardens Advisory

Panel. According to these, we have pri-
marily investigated the following:

« the historic value of the garden,

which is measured once in terms of

it being a surrounding site for a his-

toric building, and secondly as a site

with an immaterial conceptual ref-

erence (for instance tied to an im-

portant historic event or family.)

+ the age of the garden, or the first

date which demonstrably refers to

an existing part of the complex.

« the inventiveness of the gar-

den with reference to the gar-

den's special artistic value (for in-

stance it is a significant work of

either the designer or the epoch.)

« the typical characteristics of the

garden, to what extent it forms a ba-

sis for typology (or if the garden is

the first of its type in the period.)

« the geographic context of the

garden into which it is laid.
The methodology of the assessment
can despite all conscientiousness be
questioned. The work prepared so far
was self-financed by the participating
university students and teachers, since
the little financial support® received
could not even cover the expenses of
getting to the site. Knowing this, the
sacrifice made by the participating stu-
dents and colleagues should especial-
ly be appreciated. The compilation of
this work would not have been possi-
ble without their professional attitude
as well as their generous and extensive
help. I do thank all of them. ®

Fig. 7. The west wing of
the Kemény castle in
Aranyosgerend

SOURCE: PICTURE TAKEN BY
THE AUTHOR (2005)
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MAROS MENTI KERTMUVESZET
Fekete Albert

A még fennmaradt erdélyi kertmi-
vészeti emlékek és a kerttorténet hi-
anyzo fejezeteinek felkutatasa és do-
kumentaldsa céljabol kezdeményez-
te 2004 0szén a Budapesti Corvinus
Egyetem Tajépitészeti Karanak Kert-
és Teleplilésépitészeti Tanszéke a
Kertmtivészeti Tanszék és az Allami
Miemlékhelyreallitasi és Restaurala-
si Kozpont kozremiikodésével az er-
délyi kastélykertek felmérését. A ku-
tatas célja Erdély kastélykertjeinek
torténeti anyagait dsszegyujteni, a je-
lenlegi allapotokat felmérni, doku-
mentalni, és ahol realis esély van a
megmenteésre, ott szakmai segitséget
nyujtani a kertek konzervalasat, re-
konstrukciojat illetéen. A kutatas so-
ran 62 kastély-kert egylittes torténeti
feltarasa, felmérése tortént meg.

A felmérések soran nem pusztan az
egyes kertek torténeti feltarasa, fel-
meérese volt a cél, hiszen a torténe-

ti kert (jelen esetben a kastélykert)
nem egyszertien diszkert volt, hanem
kiszakithatatlan részét képezte egy
osszetett, kulturalis-torténeti, okold

giai és nem utolsdsorban gazdasagi
(birtok) rendszernek. Eppen ez altal
volt/lehetett miikodéképes és fenn-
tarthato. Jelentds torténelmi és mi-
vészeti toltettel bird okologiai-miisza-
ki rendszert tanulmanyozunk tehat,
mely csak egységeében targyalva ér
telmezhetd.

A vizsgalt kertek a torténeti kertek
Firenzei Kartajanak értelmében ,a ci-
vilizacio és a természet kozotti szoros
kapesolat kifejez61”, alkotoik lehe-
tség szerint a vilag idealizalt képét
probaltak segitségiikkel megteremte-
ni. ,A fouri kastély-park egyiittesek
olyan modellhelyzetnek tekinthetdk,
melyb6l a palota-kastély-udvarhaz-
polgarhaz-paraszthdz vonalan a mo
dell novényi és tudaselemei demokra-
tikusan szorddtak.” Ertelmezniink is
tehat a kornyezo telepiiléssel és taj-
jal egyiitt kell és lehet ezeket az emlé
keket, csak igy érthetjiik meg hajdani

jelentoségiiket és jelenlegi értékiiket.
Ennek megfelelden, a fellelt levéltari
¢és irodalmi forrasok alapjan osszealli-
tott torténeti attekintés igyekszik mi-
nél pontosabb képet adni a kutatott
kertek kialakuldsara, fejlddésére vo-
natkozdan. Foglalkozik a kertek t4j-
és telepiilésjelleget és -szerkezetet
meghatarozo szerepével, és vizsgalja
mindazokat a taji léptékii kapcsolato-
kat is, melyeket a kastélykert kialaki-
tasanal, mint adottsagokat vettek fi-
gyelembe, és amelyek nagymérték-
ben meghatéaroztik a kutatott kasté-
lyok tagabb kornyezetét képezo Kis-
tajak arculatat.

Természetesen a kutatasban fon-
tos szerepet jatszanak a csaladtorté-
neti adatok is, hiszen ezek sok eset-
ben kozvetlentl csatolhatok a par-
kok, kertrészek vagy egyes kerti ele-
mek kialakitasahoz, atalakitasahoz.
A birtokos csalddok bemutatasa azért
is fontos, mert a hely szelleméhez,
identitasanak kialakulasahoz és a re-
zidenciakertek létrehozasahoz sziik-
séges szellemiség, kulturalis toltet
hordozoi. Szamos helyszin esetében a
tulajdonosok sajat elképzeléseik sze-
rint alakitottak a kerteket, vagy koz
vetlentil befolyasoltak ezek kialakita-
sdt. A nemesi rezidenciak és kertek
tulajdonosai tehat bizonyos értelem-
ben a miiemlékek alkotdiként is sza-
mon tarthatok.

Fontos része a felmérésnek tovabba
az épitészettorténeti részletek bemu-
tatdsa, valamint egyes telepiilésszer-
kezeti adottsagok ismertetése, hiszen
a kastély-kert egyiittes amellett, hogy
szétvalaszthatatlan egységet képez,
szervesen illeszkedik egy adott tele-
piilés szerkezetébe, a kornyezo tajba.

A helyszini felvételezés minden
kert esetében pontosan rogziti a je-
lenlegi allapotot (rajzok, manualék,
GPS-koordinatak, geodéziai felméré-
sek, novényfelmérés, digitalis fotétar,
sth.), a még fellelhet6, menthet6 érté-
keket, igy helyzetjelentésként és 0sz-
szehasonlitasi alapként szolgalhat a
jovibeni rekonstrukciora, barmikor
keriiljon is arra sor.
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