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BURIAL GROUNDS BETWEEN ECCLESIASTICAL  
AND LAY ADMINISTRATION IN 16TH -AND EARLY  

17TH-CENTURY CLUJ: CHURCHYARD ARCHAEOLOGY 
IN FARKAS STREET AND ITS HISTORICAL CONTEXT

Oana Toda,1 Gianina-Diana Varga2

Abstract: The funerary spaces of late medieval and early modern Cluj can be examined from the perspec-
tives of historical urbanism and social practices, taking into account the theological visions shaped by the 
Reformation and the sanitary crises, which prompted a succession of administrative rulings recorded after 
the mid-16th century on these issues. A trend toward the exclusion of burial grounds from densely inhabited 
areas and their progressive relocation to the urban periphery emerges. This process was gradual and involved 
intermediate phases marked by the (re)establishment of burial spaces in non-residential or temporarily 
abandoned zones, at the margins of the fortified perimeter. In this context, a first designated alternative 
to the interior cemetery surrounding the parish church surfaces from the decisions of the urban leadership: 
the complex of the Franciscan convent on Farkas (now Mihail Kogălniceanu) Street, which had been 
abandoned and partially demolished since the 1550s.
Recent archaeological investigations within the cemetery located west of the church (in present-day Jean 
Calvin Square) allow for a reassessment of the area’s land use during the friary’s existence and after the 
expulsion of the mendicant order, up until the mid-17th century, with the churchyard cemetery as the main 
focus. The research of a cemetery section, active from the turn of the 16th century until, at least, the first 
decades of the following one, indicates that the area continued to be used for interments even after it had 
been vacated by the Observant Franciscans, in the context of subsequent changes in the lay and ecclesiastic 
administrations. These findings allow for a revisiting of the discussion on the takeover of the mendicant 
complex by the urban authorities, private residents, the Jesuit order, and the Calvinist Protestants, while 
highlighting their varied approaches to this ’intra moenia’ burial ground. From a funerary perspective, 
the interpretation of archaeological evidence and archival records seeks to contribute relevant data to the 
analysis of the long-term process by which new social practices associated with burial spread within the 
changing theological and urban framework.
Keywords: churchyard cemetery, funerary practice, Franciscans, Jesuits, Calvinist Protestants, historical 
urbanism, post-medieval archaeology

Funerary spaces: the changing theological and urban framework

The evolution of burial spaces and practices in 16th-century Cluj sets an analytical 
framework for examining the interplay of theological and social changes, urban planning, and 
public health. From a theological perspective, the urban funerary topography of the late medi-
eval town was defined by Catholic doctrine that stressed the intercession of the living on behalf 
of the deceased, thereby mitigating the placement of cemeteries on consecrated ground, around 

1  National Museum of Transylvanian History, 2 Constantin Daicoviciu, Cluj-Napoca, 400020, Cluj County, RO; 
e-mail: oanatoda@yahoo.com; ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0009-9816-9771
2  National Museum of Transylvanian History, 2 Constantin Daicoviciu, Cluj-Napoca, 400020, Cluj County, RO; 
e-mail: dianaiegar@gmail.com; ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0005-3073-3525
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and inside churches. The central point in the urban space where these rituals and associated 
practices manifested was the parish church cemetery, but other religious establishments also 
often assisted with pastoral guidance. The most straightforward sources, namely the written 
ones, indicate that laypeople who obtained the right to be buried within mendicant convents 
represented the wealthiest segment of the urban inhabitants, capable of providing substantial 
financial contributions in exchange for spiritual care. Many of them were probably members of 
the convents’ confraternities, as the written sources suggest.3 Some isolated changes to this rule 
can be observed in Western Europe starting at the end of the fifteenth century;4 however, they 
do not alter the general framework. One of the main reasons for seeking burial space outside the 
urban area is the overcrowding of churchyard cemeteries, which urban administrations regularly 
cite in their decisions on this topic. It is reasonable to assume that this was due to the propor-
tional increase in the demand for burial spaces within an already well-defined area – one that, 
given the existing urban layout (especially in the central zone), could no longer be expanded.

The accelerating factor in this process was the epidemics, especially the plague. The large 
number of deaths in a short period of time posed a serious challenge for the churchyard cem-
eteries. Moreover, the medical theory of the time held that miasmas caused disease,5 providing 
an additional reason to remove potential sources of infection from the town’s core.

The actual shift to cemeteries located outside the town was strongly encouraged by the 
Protestant doctrines that emerged at the beginning of the 16th century. On a spiritual level, 
these doctrinal changes led to a wider dissociation between the community of the living and 
that of the dead and supported dignified, contemplative, and secluded burial spaces, removed 
from the densely populated urban core. These emerging ideals coincided with practical concerns 
over public health and churchyard overcrowding, encouraging and facilitating the relocation of 
cemeteries outside congested urban areas.6

In Cluj, such transformations occurred within the late medieval topographic setting 
mainly defined by an urban fortification enclosing approximately 45 hectares, centered on 
Saint Michael’s parish church and the main town square. From here, six of the nine docu-
mented medieval streets radiated and broadly defined the town’s five historic quarters, with 
extramural extensions that gradually developed into early modern suburbs, reflecting a com-
plex negotiation of defensive, economic, and ecclesiastical aspects. Until the mid-16th century, 
Saint Michael’s churchyard remained the main burial ground alongside the monastic cemeteries 
of the Dominicans within the Óvár (vetus castrum) and the Observant Franciscans on Farkas 
Street (platea Luporum). Outer burial grounds were located around the extramural church of 
Saints Peter and Paul and the almshouse of Saint Elisabeth. At the same time, other possible 
cemetery sites remain unidentified and/or debated, but might have completed the background 
against which, after the 1550s, the urban community gradually started to reconfigure the town’s 
funerary topography.

The administrative elite of Cluj publicly assumed three confessional shifts from the mid-
16th century onward: from Catholicism to early Lutheran teachings, then to the Helvetic confes-
sion, and finally stabilizing in 1566 in the Antitrinitarian confession.7 At least two of these three 
major Protestant denominations8 encouraged, through their canons or public statements by the 

3  FLOREA 2005, 57–58; DE CEVINS 2018, 242–246; LUPESCU MAKÓ 2022, 161.
4  KOSLOFSKY 2000, 42.
5  KOSLOFSKY 2000, 46.
6  KOSLOFSKY 2000, 17–77; RAEBURN 2021, 161–166.
7  SZEGEDI 2020, 9–14.
8  The views of the Antitrinitarians regarding funerary space are not expressed in writing during this period; however, 
based on the administrative actions of Cluj’s urban elite, we can discern a position similar to that of the Lutherans 
or Calvinists.
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movement’s promoters, changes in the function of burial practices and, directly or indirectly, in 
the topography of funerary space.

Luther argued without hesitation for burials outside the town, offering a variety of rea-
sons, ranging from medical to theological and social considerations.9 At least in its early stage, 
Calvinism was even more radical regarding burial practices. In Western Europe, Calvinist ideas 
moved toward a radical simplification of the funeral ceremony, to the point of removing the 
obligation for the priest to accompany the deceased to the cemetery.10 In our region, Calvinist 
views on burial ranged from supporting the burial of parishioners outside the town11 to the 
deliberate avoidance of burials in consecrated Catholic ground,12 as a way of preventing the 
’contamination’ of those weak in faith.

From the funerary regulations of the various emerging Protestant denominations to 
their incorporation into the urban legislation of Transylvania – particularly that of Cluj – there 
was a longer path, also influenced by other constraints.

In parallel with the religious changes, Cluj was consolidating its urban autonomy, a 
process begun in the previous century.13 In practice, the urban elite – constantly undergoing 
confessional and social ’remodeling’– came to control and made decisions in all areas of public 
life, from diplomacy and political representation,14 to public order and health. The Assembly of 
the One Hundred (centumviri) held the most significant authority,15 acting as the town’s main 
decision-making and legislative body. 

The town assembly’s decision-making interventions in matters concerning cemeteries 
and burial sites – an area previously reserved for the church – can be traced in Cluj as early as 
1557. From this point, the Assembly’s records are systematically preserved.16 Thus, in the ini-
tial stage, the Assembly of the One Hundred decided that burials should no longer take place 
within the town centre, but in the ’garden’ of the Franciscan friars.17 This decision suggests a 
slight hesitation on their part and an intermediate stage in the transformation of Cluj’s funerary 
topography. While the town elite chose to remove burials from the area of the parish church, 
they nevertheless directed them to another space adjacent to a religious building. This area was 
associated with the Franciscan friary at a time when the former mendicant complex was no 
longer used for liturgical or other activities.18 In other words, the cemetery would remain within 
the town, albeit toward its edge, and would still be organized around a formerly consecrated 
space, even if it was no longer used as such. In the early 1570s, amid plague epidemics and the 
uncertain property status of the former Franciscan convent area, the process of relocating the 
cemetery entered its second stage. The centumviri resorted to a solution unprecedented in the 
Transylvanian context, namely, allowing burials in the space between the town’s fortified pre-
cinct walls (the Zwinger).19

In the final stage, the town assembly identified land plots for two new burial grounds 

9  KOSLOFSKY 2000, 47–48; RAEBURN 2021, 162.
10  RAEBURN 2021, 159–160.
11  MÉRAI 2017, 374.
12  MÉRAI 2017, 374.
13  FLÓRA 2019, 62.
14  FLÓRA 2019, 78.
15  FLÓRA 2019, 66.
16  Some earlier examples have survived among the protocols of the town council; FLÓRA 2019, 18.
17  BALOGH 1976, 62.
18  In contrast to the Franciscan friary, the Dominican convent already housed a school of the Protestant community. 
SALONTAI 2022, 147.
19  JAKAB 1888, 222–223; BALOGH 1976, 62; KISS 1994, 114.
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outside the town walls: Házsongárd20 and, probably shortly thereafter, Kalandos.21 However, 
the designation of these sites did not mark the completion of the cemetery’s relocation out-
side the urban space. At least in the initial stages, the urban administration had to repeatedly 
enforce these decisions. Moreover, by assuming a coordinating role in the spatial organization 
and maintenance of the new cemetery, the urban authorities intervened down to the most 
minor details in order to transform the public burial ground into a well-organized place – from 
marking its boundaries,22 to keeping records of burial plots,23 and even regulating the arrange-
ment of graves within it.24 Nonetheless, church burials continued, depending on the social and 
economic standing of the deceased’s families.25

Following decades of urban excavation, the archaeological record of the funerary finds 
in Cluj remains sporadic and often incidental, reflecting methodological constraints and a pri-
oritization of architectural data. It is therefore essential to correlate archival and archaeological 
evidence when attempting to retrace the topographical evolution of burial spaces, understand 
the impact of religious and secular decisions and administrations, and account for the social and 
demographic implications they entail for funerary practices. Exploring the town’s transition from 
medieval churchyard burials to organised extramural cemeteries involves the individual publica-
tion and analysis of archaeological data from the excavated burial grounds. Consequently, the 
present paper aims to contribute to broader discussions of early modern urban planning, public 
health, and the reconfiguration and management of sacred and secular spaces. Our approach 
will focus on the broad contextualization and interpretation of a recently researched cemetery 
section of the churchyard in Farkas Street (currently, Mihail Kogălniceanu Street), stretching 
west of the present-day Calvinist Church, initially part of the Franciscan friary.

From Observant Franciscans to Reformed Calvinists: the ecclesiastical site

Spatial structures and proprietorship
The southeastern corner of the medieval fortification of Cluj, delimited by the town 

walls and the Tailors’ Tower and crossed west–east by Farkas Street (Platea Luporum), became 
a focal point of the town only after the construction of the Franciscan complex. This marginal 
location of the convent, adjacent to the town walls, is in tune with the general settlement pat-
tern of the mendicant orders within high and late medieval Transylvanian towns,26 but is still a 
notable accomplishment given their late arrival in Cluj. The earliest documentary information 
regarding the Franciscan establishment in an already inhabited area within the town walls dates 
from 1486, when, by the decision of the judge Ambrosius Zabo and the town councilors of 
Cluj, the Minorites were granted pro Monasterio the site on platea Luporum, on the eastern side, 
near the Tailors’ Tower.27 The same document also clarifies the previous state of the lot ceded for 
the construction of the Observant friary, noting that residential houses had stood on the site and 
that the authorities would have to compensate the owners.28

Royal donations, primarily from King Matthias and later from King Vladislaus II, 
20  JAKAB 1888, 347; BALOGH 1976, 63; KISS 1994, 115–116.
21  JAKAB 1888, 348.
22  KISS 1994, 117, 351–356.
23  JAKAB 1888, 348.
24  JAKAB 1888, 348; KISS 1994, 117.
25  RÜSZ-FOGARASI 2025.
26  BĂLDESCU 2012, 96–97; CIOLTEI-HOPÂRTEAN 2020, 33.
27  KVOKL I, 272, d. CLXIX (quendam locum pro Monasterio in piatea Luporum, in annexu Turris nuncupatae, Turris 
Sartorum, ad plagam Orientalem).
28  The area under discussion was predominantly inhabited by the Hungarian citizens of Cluj, as indicated by the 
1453 list of taxpayers, which recorded only the tax owed by them; KOVÁCS 2018, 182.
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consistently supported the construction of the church and the cloister. In 1487, Matthias 
ensured that two representatives of the town would assist the Franciscans sent to the construc-
tion site with everything necessary,29 and in 1490, the same king entrusted the effective coor-
dination of the building works and the provision of required materials to Martin Tharcsay, the 
count of the Transylvanian salt chamber.30 After Matthias’s death, King Vladislaus II instituted 
an annual donation of salt from the chamber at Turda, amounting to 300 gold florins, for the 
completion of the constructions in Farkas Street.31 Thanks to these investments, by 1503 the 
community was already holding religious services in the friary church, although construction of 
the adjacent buildings was not yet complete.32 The 1509 inventory lists the Cluj establishment 
as a conventus.33 Later, in 1535, with a community of 34 persons,34 it became the second-largest 
Franciscan convent in Hungary, after the one in Oradea. 

The Franciscan friary, however, was not the only religious establishment in the south-
eastern corner of the town. Almost simultaneously with the construction of the church and 
cloister for the friars, and certainly before 1506,35 a Poor Clare nunnery was founded nearby 
and placed under their protection. Also under the spiritual care of the Franciscan guardian were 
the members of the Franciscan Third Order, who had their own establishment situated likewise 
near the friary. The first mention of the tertiaries of Cluj dates from 1519, in the will of Agatha, 
the widow of the noble Sigismund Gyerőfi of Căpușu Mic.36 In the following years, we have 
several pieces of information about the tertiary community in Cluj, primarily through its mem-
bers, who belonged to the upper social strata and often left substantial inheritances to the Third 
Order’s feminine community. In 1522, the wife of Salathiel Frátai withdrew from worldly life to 
the tertiary establishment in Cluj.37 In 1531, Magdalena, the widow of George Lapicida and one 
of the town’s wealthy citizens, distributed her property by will to various religious communi-
ties in Cluj and other settlements.38 Defining herself as a confratrissa of the Minorites of Cluj,39 
Magdalena made a generous donation to the tertiary sisters while omitting the Poor Clares. This 
gesture indicates a subtle rivalry between the two female branches of the order that also emerges 
in later sources.40

The configuration of the plots and buildings, which had all ultimately belonged to 
the Franciscan order, can be reconstructed only from fragmentary sources – written, carto-
graphic, and to a lesser extent, archaeological or architectural. Today, the church building and 
the northern wing of the cloister ambulatory are still preserved. A Jesuit report from 1580 
states that the old refectory, the kitchen, a storage room, as well as four large heated rooms 
and dormitories,41 were to be renovated and put to use; however, the original appearance of 
these units is unknown. The church’s 1959 restoration uncovered most of the other cloister 
walls. According to brief publications on the extent of excavations carried out south of the 

29  KVOKL I, 276, d. CLXXIII (eisdem Fratribus juxta ipsorum requisitionem, in omnibus ipsorum necessitatibus 
auxilio et juvamine adesse debeant).
30  KVOKL I, 290, d. CLXXX.
31  KVOKL I, 306, d. CLXXXVIII.
32  WEISZ 2016, 2–3.
33  With a larger community and a status superior to that of a locus. DE CEVINS 2008, 587. 
34  17 friars, four novices, 13 conversi. DE CEVINS 2008, 587.
35  KARÁCSONYI 1924, 459.
36  ENTZ 1996, 348 (monialibus in eadem civitate prope murum existentibus).
37  KARÁCSONYI 1924, 551.
38  EEMH II, 178–181, d. 159.
39  EEMH II, 178, d. 159 (confratrissa fratrum minorum claustri Beatissime Virginis Marie in eadem Coloswar fundati).
40  EEMH IV, 342–343, d. 300; KARÁCSONYI 1924, 552; DE CEVINS 2008, 272. 
41  ENTZ 1996, 347–348. 
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church, the walking level was lowered by approximately 1.50 m over a width of about 6 m.42 
In reality, comparisons with old photographs,43 the survey drawings (Pl. I/b), and the fragmen-
tary written documentation available44 indicate extensive earth removal that extended to the 
southern boundary of the current parish lot. These were, for the most part, unaccompanied by 
archaeological supervision and remain unexplained to this day.45

Little is known about the Poor Clare’s and the Third Order’s feminine community 
establishments. The ambiguous terminology used at the time for the two female Franciscan 
institutions led to contrasting interpretations within academia.46 Where the documents do not 
specify clearly, some terms may refer to either, without rigorously distinguishing between them. 
In 1544, one of the two houses consisted of a chapel, cells, a heated room, a well, a garden, and a 
courtyard, located ad latus claustri beate Marie virginis fratrum Minorum.47 From later sources, it 
appears that the last tertiary in Cluj inhabited an establishment across the street from the friary 
(ex opposito coenobii et templi),48 where the school buildings appear on the Jesuit site plan from 
1584 (Pl. I/a). Unquestionably, the sources consistently describe the female establishments as 
being close to the town wall and the friary.49

In 1551, the mendicant friars were expelled from Cluj for the first time, which had 
become strongly Protestant, although they were permitted to return by a dietary decision later 
that same year.50 In 1556, however, the expulsion became definitive and took place in a vio-
lent context.51 Even so, the nun communities were not driven out, and at least some of them 
remained in Cluj until their deaths. The convent stood empty after the friars’ departure, and 
only two years later, the partial demolition of the buildings began, along with the division of 
the plot previously owned by the Franciscans. On 29 February 1558, four members of the 
Assembly of the One Hundred were appointed to oversee the dismantling of the Franciscans’ 
garden walls and to direct the resulting materials to the benefit of the town. The same decision 
also ordered the urgent sale of the so-called ’friars’ garden.’52 The transaction, completed in the 
following period,53 proved to be an inappropriate choice for the town’s long-term interests. As 
early as 1563, confronted with the overcrowded cemeteries, the Assembly of the One Hundred 

42  See for instance: DUMITRESCU/MĂNCIULESCU 1967, 36.
43  HEREPEI 1943, figs. 1–2; BÁGYUJ 1959, 162.
44  GYFL KGYL, 290/f, Kolozsvár Szent Mihály Plébánia Iratai. Ingatlanokkal kapcsolatos iratok, 3. doboz. Farkas 
utcai templomra vonatkozó iratok, f. n., 1959.
45  The investigations resumed in 2006 in the same area are documented only by a brief report. MARCU ET ALII 
2007.
46  E.g., KARÁCSONYI 1924, 459; DE CEVINS 2008, 272. Cf. SALONTAI 2023, 603.
47  EEMH IV, 342–343, d. 300.
48  FRT I, 177, d. 59.
49  Art historians and architects hypothesized that, prior to 1556, the Poor Clares resided across the street from the 
friars, but their buildings were occupied by the Third Order in 1544. E.g., KOVÁCS 2009, 107; SALONTAI 2023, 
603. A location on the south flank of Farkas Street, in the area of the new Reformed College, was also advanced for 
the (initial?) tertiary house based on a Jesuit rebuilding project from 1583, preserved in the archives of the National 
Library of France (VALLERY-RADOT 1960, 274–275, cat. 886). See, SALONTAI 2019, 312, fig. 4. However, this 
variant contrasts with the 1584 site plan, according to which the Jesuits did not hold urban parcels in that direc-
tion (see, Pl. I/a). While each theory offers several plausible arguments, none, for now, seems to solve this research 
question irrefutably.
50  JAKAB 1888, 51–52.
51  The townspeople forced their way into the church and caused significant damage, killing one of the friars. DE 
CEVINS 2008, 451.
52  JAKAB 1888, 102 (A szürke barátok kerte adassék el, a falak vontassanak le, s a követ hordják el onnan). 
53  The buyer is not named, but he may be the same person as Michael Igyártó, the later owner of the friars’ garden. 
JAKAB 1888, 223.
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designated the aforementioned garden as the intended site for urban burials.54 It is possible, 
however, that the decision had no immediate practical consequences, since ten years later, the 
plot designed by the town for burials55 was still in the possession of one of Cluj’s twelve coun-
cilors, Michael Igyártó.56 The town assembly decided to appeal to the prince to mediate the 
acquisition of the much-desired garden, as Igyártó did not wish to sell.57 By the following year, 
when the town finally concluded the purchase,58 the Assembly had already chosen another solu-
tion for the cemetery and placed it in the area between the town’s two defensive enclosures.

The presence of the Jesuits in Cluj, who settled on the site of the former Franciscan friary, 
is also linked to the first more detailed information concerning the plots that had belonged to the 
Grey Friars. In 1581, Prince Stephen Báthory donated the convent on Farkas Street, adjoining 
the town wall, together with the nearby house of the consecrated virgins and all the surrounding 
gardens and buildings, to the Society of Jesus.59 From the extensive report Stephen Szántó sent 
to the Jesuit superior, Claudio Aquaviva,60 it appears that within four months the Jesuits had 
restored five heated rooms and five ordinary chambers. However, the Jesuits faced the problem 
that they could not accommodate the planned school61 in the former Franciscan convent – now 
their residence.62 So, they designated the building held by the Franciscan nuns on the eve of the 
Reformation, located across the street from the church, to host the lower-ranking institution.63 
The building had likely escaped the spoliation suffered by the Franciscan friary because, at the 
time of the Jesuits’ arrival, it was still inhabited by the last surviving nun of the former commu-
nity.64 At the same time, establishing an institution of higher learning required the construction 
of additional buildings, which could not be built in the area without a substantial expansion of 
the original plot. This expansion would have affected several residential houses. Thus, in 1584, 
the Jesuits succeeded in obtaining the urban authorities’ approval to purchase, for this purpose, a 
plot located across the street from the church, on which seven houses stood.65

The most relevant source for the actual layout of the plot once owned by the Franciscans 

54  BALOGH 1976, 62 (Itera decrevit civitas, ut a modo et in posterum inter muros civitatis sepulturam non permittant 
fieri, sed corpora in horto claustri monachorum cheriensium sepelliantur).
55  Or an adjacent one; it is not clear whether the former friars’ garden did not, in fact, come to designate several plots. 
56  Member of the goldsmiths’ guild in 1567, later guild master and a member of the Assembly of One Hundred, 
Michael Igyartó had a rapid rise in the town council, becoming a councilor and, in 1590, the prime judge of Cluj. 
PAKÓ 2011, 93–94. 
57  JAKAB 1888, 223.
58  Michael Igyártó received 60 florins that year for the Grey Friars’ garden. JAKAB 1888, 223.
59  FRT I, 129, d. 49 (Quam fundationem in perpetuis futuris temporibus et in omne aevum valere volumus, attribuen-
tes imprimis praedictae Societati Jesu, accedente auctoritate Apostolica, monasterium desertum olim Ordinis Fratrum 
Franciscanorum, liberalitate regum Hungariae extructum, in platea Farkas-ucza, muro civitatis contiguum, cum templo, 
hortis, areis, turribus atque adeo locis omnibus circumiacentibus, iuxta moenia civitatis, in quorum usu ac possessione olim 
praedicti fratres Franciscani antiquitus fuerunt; praeterea domum proximam, in qua olim religiosae virgines habitabant, 
ut in ea schola aedificaretur, cum omnibus rebus ad eam quomodocumque pertinentibus; liberantes eadem loca et ipsam 
Societatem omni iurisdictione, onere et servitute civili, causarumque communi saecularium et earum quae fori ecclesiastici 
non erunt).
60  FRT I, 177, d. 59.
61  The founding and administration of educational institutions had always been the core mission of the Jesuits, in 
accordance with the princely donation. Stephen Báthory’s ambition was for the institutions established by the Jesuits 
to attain the rank of a university: Ut collegio a nobis instituto… iura ac privilegia Academiarum competant, statuimus 
ut, qui in litteris humanioribus… versatus fuerit, ad gradus academicos promoveri possit. FRT I, 129, d. 49.
62  KOVÁCS 2009, 105.
63  FRT I, 177, d. 59 (Erat autem ex opposito coenobii et templi interiecta platea, habitatio monialium, quam cum 
lustrassemus cum cancellario, visus est nobis locus pro gymnasio aptissimus).
64  FRT I, 178, d. 59.
65  FRT II, 53, d. 126.
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remains the 1584 site plan credited to Fra Massimo Milanesi (Pl. I/a).66 The plan observes the 
cardinal directions, and the plots and buildings extend on both sides of Farkas Street, bordered 
to the east by the town wall. On the southern side of the street, the outline of the church plot 
is depicted – without showing the exact ground plan of the building – and, to the south of the 
church, the eastern, northern, and western wings of the former cloister complex appear,67 in 
fact, only a schematic rendering of the ambulatory. Attached to the west side of the church plot 
is the cemetery (Cemeterium), enclosed by a wall with four access ways. The college garden (pos-
sibly the disputed garden of the Grey Friars) lies in the southeastern corner of the plan, bordered 
on three sides, suggesting that the town wall formed its southern boundary.68

On the northern side of Farkas Street, the plan depicts the buildings and plots belonging 
to the Jesuit lower school at the time, as well as a large plot designated for the Seminarium, 
which was still in the planning stage.69 The configuration of this plot and the annotation indi-
cating that six small houses (domunculae) with their gardens stood on it could mean that the 
acquisition, announced at the beginning of 1584,70 had taken place for most of the houses.

The works begun with great enthusiasm and encouraged by the prince came to an end 
in 1603, when the townspeople, emboldened by the presence of the new prince, Mózes Szekély, 
expelled the Jesuits, causing substantial destruction to their schools and especially to the church. 
According to the report of the Jesuit Giovanni Argenti, the townspeople, organized into three 
groups, forced their way into the church, destroying the altars and other pieces of interior fur-
nishings; they burned and threw into the well part of the books from the library, destroyed the 
furniture in the college, and attacked the resident Jesuits, one of whom was killed.71 After the 
Jesuits’ departure, the citizens of Cluj dismantled the church roof, converted the order’s former 
buildings into dwellings72 or storage spaces, and used them as a source of construction materials 
for the town’s needs.73

A decisive transformation in the fate of the church site on Farkas Street occurred in 
1622, with the donation of the plots previously under Franciscan and Jesuit ownership to the 
Calvinist community. However, the renovation and transformation works required to use the 
church building did not begin immediately. They only started in 1638, under Prince George 
Rákóczi I, with the first stage completed upon the consecration of the Calvinist church in 
1647.74 During the renovation works, an attempt was made to build a bell tower on the western 
side of the church, but due to construction errors, it was abandoned.75 In 1648, the Calvinist 
administration clearly defined the boundaries of the plots the prince had donated.76 In the 
following period, the first building of the Reformed College was constructed west of the old 

66  ARSI, Opp. NN 326, f. 82; First published in LUKÁCS 1976, II, 1035. The plan’s authorship was recently 
questioned: SALONTAI 2019, 312–313.
67  ARSI, Opp. NN 326, f. 82; Pars Colegii, indicating that the Jesuits reused the friary building for this purpose. 
KOVÁCS 2009, 106. 
68  KOVÁCS 2009, 106.
69  It appears to have remained so until the Jesuits’ final departure. KOVÁCS 2009. 
70  FRT II, 53, d. 126. 
71  VERESS 1982, 97.
72  According to a note made by the tax collectors in 1610, the deserted plots around the uninhabited convent were 
distributed to the poor. HEREPEI 1943, 346–347.
73  In 1609, stones from the friary were brought for the enclosure wall of the cemetery surrounding the church in 
the main square; in 1612, bricks from the abandoned complex were used for the construction of the pharmacist’s 
house; and in 1617, stone from the same place was likewise used for the parsonage of the church in the square. 
HEREPEI 1943, 347.
74  WEISZ 2016, 7.
75  HEREPEI 1924, 292.
76  SZÁSZ 2011, 116.
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cloister and south of the cemetery area shown on the 1584 site plan.77 One year after the com-
pletion of the Calvinist school buildings, in 1655, a fire partially destroyed them, and the dam-
aged structures remained unused or only partially used for several years, despite the efforts of the 
local community led by Apáczai Csere János.78

Parallel to the construction of the Reformed College, the parish house – known today 
as the ’Herepei House’ – was also built, incorporating and substantially transforming elements 
of older structures.79 Thus, the renovated church, the former Reformed College, and the parish 
house, together with a wooden bell tower built between 1659 and 1660 to the northwest of the 
church,80 formed the main elements of the early Calvinist presence in this part of town.

Burial ground(s?) in historical perspective
The funerary discoveries in the southeastern corner of the town precinct should be 

connected to the successive changes in ownership and use of the adjacent buildings and plots, 
extensively outlined above. The use of specific spaces as burial grounds, as well as the hiatuses in 
interment, should be explainable – at least partially – through historical sources. According to 
this line of reasoning, the earliest burial phase in the cemetery located in present-day Jean Calvin 
Square is linked to the Franciscans and to the building complex they once held. Some of the 
individuals buried there must have been members of the male and female Franciscan communi-
ties (the latter including both Poor Clares and the Third Order’s feminine community). Added 
to these, in the same period, are laypeople who – despite the general recommendations of the 
secular clergy – wished to be buried within the convent (either inside the church or outside it).81 
Based on current findings, their main burial area outside the church was the cemetery marked 
on the 1584 plan and discussed extensively in this article. There are, however, indications that 
burials from this phase may also have occurred elsewhere within the complex.

Thus, in 1959, during the restoration works of the former mendicant ensemble con-
ducted by Lajos Bágyuj, the walking level in the cloister was lowered considerably. In his report, 
the author notes that ’during excavations in the courtyard of the former friary, at a distance of 
1.50–2.00 m from the line delimiting the wall of the southeastern section of the cloister, and 
at only about 45 cm below the original [1950s?] walking level of the courtyard, we discovered 
parts of a human skull. The excavation, carried out with utmost care, yielded the skeleton of a 
man. The deceased had been laid in a regular position, facing east, with his head towards the 
west. The body had not been placed in a coffin but simply in the grave pit. The arrangement of 
the arms is unusual: the left arm is bent at the elbow, with the open hand resting on the chest. 
The right arm extends from the elbow upward to head level; the ring and little fingers are bent 
at the joints, while the other three fingers rise slightly, gently curved. The teeth of the skull 
were intact, suggesting an age of approximately 40… The skeleton was reburied in its original 
location.’82 The interpretation of the skeleton’s posture as symbolic led the authors of the excava-
tion to the unfounded assumption that the deceased was none other than Balthasar Mikola, the 
Franciscan friar killed inside the church by the newly Protestant citizens of Cluj. Ferenczi István, 
the archaeologist present at the site after the discovery, dated the skeleton to the 16th century.83

77  ORBÁN 2007, 269.
78  HEREPEI 1943, 358–359.
79  WEISZ 2023, 439.
80  HEREPEI 1993.
81  KVOKL I, 373, d. CCXXXVII (Item sepulturam eligo in iam fato Claustro Beaté virginis fratrum Minorum que-
madmodum et Maritus meus predecessor). 
82  GYFL KGYL, 290/f, Kolozsvár Szent Mihály Plébánia Iratai. Ingatlanokkal kapcsolatos iratok, 3. doboz. Farkas 
utcai templomra vonatkozó iratok, f. n., 1959; translated from Hungarian by the G.-D. Varga.
83  SAS 2015, 45.
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As with the excavations carried out in the late 1950s, the 2006 archaeological inves-
tigation in the area south of the church, in the former cloister, yielded a surprisingly small 
number of burials. Of the three funerary finds, the archaeologists dated only one to the period 
of the Franciscan friary’s operation; the others were considered later.84 Although the situation is 
somewhat unexpected, given the custom recorded in other mendicant convents of performing 
burials in cloister courtyards85 and even in the area of the portico,86 it can be explained by the 
temporary use of the complex, which did not lead to overcrowding of the burial ground located 
in front of the western portal.

After the Franciscans were expelled, there should, according to written sources, have 
been a burial hiatus lasting several years. By 1563, however, faced with overcrowded urban cem-
eteries, the town assembly designated the grounds of the abandoned convent as a burial place 
for the citizens of Cluj, thereby indicating the ’garden of the friars’87 as the preferred location.88 
A property dispute, however, delayed the implementation of this decision, and a decade later, 
the issue of burials remained a pressing concern for the town. One solution was to change the 
function of the space between the two defensive enclosures (the Zwinger), which gradually 
became a cemetery, section by section.89 In 1574, only a year after this temporary solution, the 
town authorities returned their attention to the Grey Friars’ garden, designating it as the burial 
ground and ordering the first logistical measures in this regard: ugi teccyk eo kegyelmeknek hogi 
Az cery baratok Clastromanak porticusa eleot Mymemw darab feold vagion Azt Be kelj rekeztenij 
valamij deszkaval es oda themethny.90 For a while, the town assembly offered the two alterna-
tives in parallel. Still, it is difficult to say whether and to what extent the friars’ garden within 
the Franciscan complex was actually used for the town’s burials, given the absence of written or 
archaeological sources clearly indicating this.

Sporadic burials may, however, have occurred – up until the arrival of the Jesuits – in 
the area of the cemetery used during the Franciscan period. On the one hand, these may have 
belonged to the Catholic community that survived in the town in a somewhat clandestine form, 
whose liturgical activity in the church is attested in 1577.91 On the other hand, in 1579, the 
stonecutter John Seres was buried here – admittedly inside the church. Based on the assumption 
that he was most likely not a Catholic, A. Kovács suggests a longer-standing tradition among the 
inhabitants of Farkas Street of burying their dead in this place.92

During the Jesuit period, the area marked as a cemetery on the 1584 plan, located 
west of the church, certainly served that purpose. They probably used it primarily to bury the 
Catholics who remained in Cluj (or who reconverted following Jesuit activity),93 and possibly 

84  Information provided by Dr. Daniela Marcu-Istrate, to whom we express our thanks.
85  A situation documented, for example, in the case of the Franciscan friary in Târgu Mureș. SOÓS/GÁL 2010.
86  BENKŐ 2021, 63.
87  On the site plan, the plot located east of the friary (Pl. I/a).
88  A szürke barátok kerte adassék el, a falak vontassanak le, s a követ hordják el onnan… JAKAB 1888, 102.
89  The first segment mentioned was located between the Tailors’ Tower and the Small Gate on Hay Street. (Azért a 
Szabók Stornyátólkezdve a széna-ntezai kis ajtó felől a csonka falakot újból rakják fel, s a mit ez esztendőben elvégezhet-
nek, végezzék el); the next ones, adjacent to the Hay Gate and the Middle Street Gate (a mai naptól fogva a két kert, 
mely a Széna utcai kis ajtótól és a Kozépkapun alól van, megszabaduljon temetésre); a few months later, the cemetery 
on the western side, adjacent to the Monostor Gate, is also mentioned (a Monostor-kapubeli temető felől, hogy ajtója 
nyitva áll, lakat nélkül); JAKAB 1888, 223.
90  BALOGH 1976, 63.
91  A complaint addressed to the prime judge by the town council refers to ’idolatry in the monastery,’ a phrase which – 
interpreted in the language of the period – clearly designates the Catholic community. The clandestine functioning of 
the church would also be suggested by an inscription on the nave walls bearing the year 1577. KOVÁCS 2009, 103. 
92  KOVÁCS 2009, 102. 
93  In 1581, P. Stephen Szántó stated that the number of converts to Catholicism had already reached 400 men and 
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also the members of the Society of Jesus who died there. Indeed, in 1581, Jacob Wujek asked 
his superior for exceptional permission to bury Catholic community members in the church 
and its adjoining cemetery, given the lack of other alternatives.94 The Jesuits evidently continued 
to concern themselves with securing burial places for their own parishioners, perhaps also out 
of a desire to use consecrated ground. In 1584, when Johannes P.  Campanus informed the 
Jesuit General, Claudio Aquaviva, that he had obtained permission to purchase all seven houses 
located on the opposite side of the street from the Jesuit church and its courtyard,95 he also 
stated that he intended to transform part of the acquired land into a cemetery.96 He presents this 
solution as fortunate, especially given that the prince had apparently already decided to build 
a graveyard (whether for Catholics specifically or for the entire urban community) outside the 
town walls.97 In light of the document’s date and the timeframe of the Házsongárd cemetery’s 
opening, it is highly probable that this is the outer cemetery in question. 

Our knowledge of what happened to those who died in the plague epidemics is incom-
plete; however, given the large number of deaths typically associated with such outbreaks,98 it 
is difficult to presume that all of them – even if we refer only to Catholics – were buried in the 
cemetery in today’s Jean Calvin Square, in individual graves. Sporadic burials of more promi-
nent members of the Catholic and Jesuit communities also took place inside the church, as in 
the case of the nun encountered by the first Jesuit mission in Cluj in the establishment of the 
nuns.99

We no longer have information about burials in the cemetery on Farkas Street after the 
Jesuits’ expulsion. Still, it is possible that they continued sporadically,100 by force of tradition, until 
the entire complex was donated to the Calvinist community or, more likely, until the renovation 
works actually began. By all appearances, the members of the Calvinist community no longer used 
the cemetery outside the church in an official capacity and are instead found outside the town 
walls; however, prominent parishioners began to be buried (exclusively?) inside the church from 
the second half of the seventeenth century onward, in simple graves and especially in crypts.101

Only one instance of exterior burials – apparently a very late one – was reported in the 
area known as Haranglábkert, at the time of the construction of the present Reformed parish 
house (Pl. II/a). In 1927, J. Herepei recorded the discovery there of numerous human remains, 
and dated one of the skeletons based on a poltura issued by Emperor Leopold I in 1696.102 While 
the association between the coin and the skeleton remains uncertain in the absence of a more 
detailed archaeological report, the historian’s hypothesis that this area might have been the one 
designated by the town assembly as a cemetery and enclosed by a wooden fence103 is somewhat 

women, although this figure cannot be verified in any way. FRT I, 182, d. 59.
94  FRT I, 192, d. 61 (Secundum est, catholici in hac civitate locum pro sepultura alium nullum habent, nisi templum 
nostrum cum coemeterio perangusto, quod est nostro collegio coniunctum).
95  FRT II, 53, d. 126 (emendi quicquid domorum adiacet in platea opposita templo et areae templi nostri).
96  FRT II, 53, d. 126 (partim pro nobis, partim pro seminario et pro coemeterio extruendo).
97  FRT II, p. 53, d. 126 (quod Ser(renissi)mus Rex veritus ne esset impossibile habere in civitate, mandaverat extrui 
extra moenia). The brief reference does not allow us to assess the extent to which the prince was involved in the 
administration of burial places in Cluj, but he appears to have been aware of the issue and to have acted accordingly.
98  A later source records the number of deaths during the 1633 plague at 1098 within the town walls. KVEML, 166. 
99  FRT I, 177, d. 59.
100  RÜSZ-FOGARASI 2025, 51.
101  A large-scale archaeological excavation was carried out inside the church in 1910–1911. Much of the recov-
ered funerary inventory is preserved in the Medieval and Early Modern Collection of the National Museum of 
Transylvanian History, but it has been scientifically presented only through a few isolated studies. The archaeologist’s 
report is not known to date. VINCZE 2014, 422–424.
102  HEREPEI 1927, 222.
103  HEREPEI 1988, 20.
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problematic if we consider that houses already occupied this plot according to the 1584 plan, 
and that east of the church lay the so-called ’college garden.’ Even so, the discovery raises ques-
tions regarding the possible implementation of the Jesuits’ 1584 intention to open a cemetery 
across the street from the church and from the former burial ground, despite the prince’s plans.

Churchyard archaeology: late medieval and early modern non-funerary finds 

Between 2021 and 2023, the National Museum of Transylvanian History conducted 
rescue excavations on several streets – Mihail Kogălniceanu, Universității, Iuliu Maniu, and 
adjacent areas – focusing on major archaeological sites and historical landmarks from the city’s 
historical centre. One of the main goals was to document remains from the medieval and early 
modern periods west of the former Franciscan church in Jean Calvin Square (Pl. II/a).104

The interventions in this particular location were prompted in 2022, at an early stage of 
the urban rehabilitation work. The mechanical removal of the overburden layers in the square 
– mainly debris from the 19th–20th centuries – uncovered the first traces of the archaeological 
built structures related to the land use during and after the friary’s existence, when the complex 
was under Jesuit and Calvinist administration (Pl.  III/a: features 13 and 15). Consequently, 
four targeted, small-scale trial trances (T3–T6) were carried out in key areas of the exposed 
features. Excavation unit T3, along with the drainage trench monitored along the façade of the 
old Reformed College, also yielded the analysed funerary discoveries (Pl. II/b). In the following, 
an account in reverse-chronological order of the most important constructions and stratigraphic 
finds will be provided to help trace land use from the late 15th to the 18th century and to clarify 
the chronology of the burial ground that operated at this location.

The foundation of the portico
Surface stripping revealed only faint traces belonging to the architectural addition that 

had protected the church’s west portal, namely its portico.105 Along with the one that once 
existed in front of the north church entrance, it represented one of the most recent elements of 
the building. According to János Herepei, the two Baroque porticoes were added in the 1720s 
by Pastor Máté Baczoni Incze (1679–1742), who was allegedly buried in the church portico,106 
but recently it was stated that the two structures were most likely built between 1760 and 
1762.107 The porticoes were demolished during restoration works in the late 1950s under the 
supervision of architect Lajos Bágyuj, who associated them with increased humidity in the area 
and deemed them detrimental to the monument’s aesthetic value, as they obscured more signifi-
cant architectural elements.108

Archaeologically, only traces of the northern portico’s masonry were documented, con-
sisting primarily of the imprint of the structure’s first masonry course. It overlaid the massive 
bell tower, which served as the foundation (Pl. II/b). Both the archaeological record and a his-
torical photograph taken by Ferenc Veress indicate that the northern portico reused the eleva-
tions of the buttresses flanking the church’s entrance as lateral walls. The masonry at the base 

104  The archaeological intervention was part of a street rehabilitation and urban beautification project. Excavation 
team members: Dr. Oana Toda, Dr. Florin Mărginean, Dr. Radu Lupescu, Szabolcs Nagy, Csaba Dánél; project 
manager: Dr. Zsolt Csók. 
105  Photographed after the middle of the 19th century by Ferenc Veress: see FSZEK, bibFSZ01427334.
106  BÁGYUJ 2012, 155. This idea was based on the archival entries that located his interment in the area of the 
north church entrance and his funerary stone embedded in the wall of the north portico. HEREPEI 2004, 26, 
98–99.
107  WEISZ 2016, 9.
108  BÁGYUJ 1959, 167.
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of the portico’s socle measured approximately 75–80 cm in width. The northern wall of the 
structure was documented along the entire 5.5 m span between the two buttresses, extending 
beyond their base toward the west. The wall was constructed of quarried stone and brick frag-
ments (identified near the buttress south of the entrance), bonded with a white-grey mortar 
composed of sand, lime, and small pebbles.

The foundation of the bell tower
The massive platform uncovered during surface stripping in front of the western portal 

of the Reformed Church (feature 3) proved to be the foundation of an unfinished bell tower 
(Pl. II/b, III/a). The building of this structure partially destroyed the northern side of the cem-
etery enclosure, dating to the first half of the 16th century (feature 15), as well as several burials 
located west and southwest of the church. The foundation trench (Pl.  III/a, feature 13) was 
clearly identified, along with the construction technique employed. At the margins, unworked 
stone blocks of relatively uniform size were used, interspersed with levelling courses of smaller 
stones. Toward the base, the foundation exhibited construction irregularities, including a 
rough stepped offset. The calcareous sandstone (calcarenite?) used in construction was bonded 
with a sand-and-lime mortar. The upper part of the foundation (ranging between 341.90 and 
342.30  m)109 was relatively consistent, with a total recorded height of approximately 4.30–
4.40 m. Along the west façade, the tower foundation occupied the whole space between the 
offset of the extended ambulatory wing in the south and the corner buttress in the north.

The foundation had a slightly trapezoid plan, widening toward the church’s western 
façade. The northern side measured roughly 12.75 m, and the western side about 12.25 m, 
enclosing an interior space of approximately 4.69 by 4.15 m in a rectangular layout, with the 
north and south walls being slightly longer. The thickness of the perimeter walls at their upper 
level ranged between 4.30 and 4.40 m. The eastern side of the tower, identified between the 
two buttresses flanking the western portal, was traced to a width of 2.45 m, though it certainly 
extended to the church façade itself, implying a total width of about 4.40 m. From the outset, 
the structure incorporated additional load-bearing and access elements built as part of the same 
masonry phase (feature 3). In the north-western and south-western corners, two buttresses were 
planned, while at the points of contact with the church façade, the perimeter wall thickened 
noticeably, forming a right-angled projection in the north and a broader, slightly arched seg-
ment in the south. The dimensions of the buttresses along the corresponding sides varied, but at 
the northwest and southwest corners of the structure, they were 2–2.2 m wide and 1.7–1.9 m 
long. The unusual semicircular outline (2.2 m north–south by 2.5 m east–west) observed in 
the south-eastern corner likely represents the base of a spiral staircase, suggesting the intended 
construction of a small stair turret attached to the southern side of the bell tower. Eastward, this 
semicircular projection merged into a significant widening of the tower’s southern wall, similar 
to the projection on the north-eastern side. 

Some stratigraphic observations concern the tower’s construction and the relative chro-
nology of the area, and they also reflect on the upper chronological limit of the excavated graves. 
The western buttress on the north side cut through the cemetery enclosure (feature 15), and its 
northern face aligned with the outer face of the enclosure wall, therefore indicating the south 
street front at the time of construction. In T4, the foundation trench (features 43 and 42) was 
vertical, with a visible width of approximately 15 cm around the buttress. The 5–7 centimetres-
thick construction layer resulting from material processing and handling (feature 33), associated 
with the tower’s erection, was documented in T4. In T3, the foundation trench (feature 13) and 

109  On several occasions, absolute elevation data will be provided throughout this section for comparison between 
various stratigraphic units and to provide future reference for archaeological interventions in the area.
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its successive fills (features 11A, 11B, and 17) were identified starting at the same level as the 
tower, overlain only by feature 2 (the modern period overburden). The foundation trench cut 
through all earlier contexts, including burials and 17th-century walking surface deposits (features 
8 and 16), down to the base. Its upper portion was flared, with an irregular plan outline, at a 
depth slightly over 2 m, then becoming vertical and closely following the masonry.

Based on 17th-century written sources corroborated by archaeological evidence, this fea-
ture was identified as the bell tower whose construction began in 1646 and was abandoned in 
1647, due to technical execution problems. The 1662 chronicle of János Szalárdi records the 
observations of an Italian architect who criticized the archaic foundation technique and poor 
execution, noting the lack of stepped offsets and the failure to reduce wall thickness proportion-
ally with height to improve load-bearing capacity.110 Ironically, this structure should have been 
the alternative to the degraded belfry in the old friary, which, shortly after its roof renovation in 
1642 and fitting with four bells, began to show fissures.111 It was also suggested that the death of 
Prince György Rákóczi I might have contributed to the interruption of funding and support for 
this costly project of the Calvinist community.112 As a practical solution, the parishioners sub-
sequently erected an independent wooden belfry (a campanile) on the plot of the present-day 
parsonage (Mihail Kogălniceanu St. no. 21), aptly referred to in 1664 as harangláb (“the belfry”) 
flanking the old parsonage building.113

The flying buttress and the old Reformed College façade
Monitored excavation work, carried out to improve drainage of the still-standing struc-

tures on the south and west sides of Jean Calvin Square, partially uncovered the old college build-
ing’s northern façade at the foundation level. Only brief observations were possible due to the 
lack of a thorough stratigraphic approach and confined space, hindering the interpretation.114

Along the old college foundation, several building activities, dated before and after the 
construction of its north façade between 1651 and 1654, have been documented along with 
four graves. Due to their fragmentary condition, these irregularities along the foundation of 
the college wall cannot be interpreted, but the stepped foundation of the flying buttress (alti-
tude 341.89 m), currently adjoining the southwest corner of the church nave, was set after the 
building of the college façade (Pl. II/b). The buttress was placed on a rather unkempt founda-
tion, adjoined to the college masonry and broader than its socle (of ca. 2.15 × 1.8 m) by ca. 
15 cm to the northeast and 20–25 cm to the northwest. Moreover, the misalignment of its 
present-day elevation and its foundation points to a major rebuilding of the load-bearing struc-
ture, probably in the 18th century,115 when the Baroque frame of the side entrance to the north 
ambulatory wing was also set in place.

The drainage channel of the cloister
The channel that carried water from the direction of the cloister was a particularly note-

worthy feature (Pl. II/b). The installation was identified in two distinct points of the square. In 
its south-eastern corner (T5, feature 73), the gutter emerged from beneath the northern side 
of the former ambulatory that once enclosed the cloister courtyard, and was later cut by the 

110  SZALÁRDI 1853, 237; HEREPEI 1924, 292.
111  And, based on an entry from the bell ringer’s account book, the bells were removed from inside the observant 
tower in August 1646. HEREPEI 1924, 292; HEREPEI 1993, 36; WEISZ 2016, 5, 20.
112  HEREPEI 1924, 292.
113  HEREPEI 1993, 36. Entry from the Kolozsvár, városi törvénykezési jegyzőkönyv 1665, 283. 
114  The proper understanding and interpretation of these elements requires additional archival research. In the fol-
lowing, we will only provide a brief note on the observed structures.
115  WEISZ 2016, 9, 13.
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foundation trench of the bell tower (Pl. IV/c). In the northern area (T4, feature 15A), the same 
amenity pierced the cemetery enclosure wall and discharged directly onto the surface of the 
street, feature 26 – more precisely, on the construction layer accumulated on top of it, feature 
41 (Pl. IV/a–b). Here, it had been disrupted or perhaps gradually damaged, necessitating the 
repair of the enclosure wall.

This feature was built from semicylindrical stone troughs, carved from a lithic material 
similar to that used in the construction of the tower and the cemetery enclosure wall. Five dis-
tinct segments of the trough were documented, two of which had been carefully shaped at their 
joints to ensure a tight fit. At the point where it emerged from beneath the cloister ambulatory, 
stone slabs covering the troughs were recorded, bordered by dry-stone margins that reinforced 
the installation. The upper elevation of these slabs – 342.00 m – marks a probable walking 
surface in the south-western corner of the square at the time of its use. The internal channel 
of the trough measured approximately 20 cm in diameter. The base elevation was 341.58 m in 
the southeast, 341.56 m near the bell tower’s foundation, and 341.46 m in the cemetery area, 
indicating a gentle drainage gradient. The total length of the channel within the square was 
estimated at 21–22 m, with a drop of 10 cm across its course.

Most probably, the installation directed wastewater from the cloister courtyard, where 
housing amenities and, presumably, a well existed.116 The direction of flow toward the monastic 
courtyard becomes evident when examining the southern exterior façade of the ambulatory, 
where an opening in the masonry reveals another stone gutter. However, here the opening is 
vaulted as opposed to the one on the western façade, which was covered with a rectangular bloc 
(an early threshold of the side entrance?). We cannot say if this aspect is original or the result of 
the late 1950s restorations. Until further investigation clarifies how this structure bonds with 
the south ambulatory wall, it remains possible that it represents either a Franciscan amenity 
or a later addition from the Jesuit phase. Nevertheless, a drainage channel was a logical addi-
tion only when the complex was populated and when managing water discharge would have 
been necessary. Its construction precedes the bell tower, which would have practically led to 
its definitive decommissioning. The alterations observed in 2022 on the western façade of the 
ambulatory, near the secondary entrance, seem instead related to a later modification (between 
1760 and 1762, with the re/positioning of the stone frame for the side entrance) and are not 
relevant for dating the drainage system. A late installation in the first half of the 17th century 
also appears unlikely, given the complex’s overall preservation and its state of abandonment. The 
plausible dating should be during the 16th century, possibly corresponding to the construction 
phase of the north wing of the ambulatory in the early 1500s,117 unless proven otherwise by 
future building-archaeology investigations. The abandonment of the installation is indicated 
by the sandy fill (feature 75) that clogged the channel, containing material datable to the 17th 
century, and more conclusively by the construction of the bell tower in 1646, which provides 
the terminus ante quem.

The late medieval street level
In excavation unit T4, both the cemetery enclosure wall and the drainage channel could 

be analysed in connection with a walking surface that immediately preceded their construc-
tion (Pl. IV/a–b). This layer represents the late medieval street surface. Based on stratigraphic 
relationships, it can be dated shortly before the construction of the Franciscan church, which 
occurred between the end of the 15th and the beginning of the 16th centuries. It was most 

116  Though, any correlation between this amenity and other water management features remains speculative given 
the current state of research.
117  ENTZ 1996, 148–149; WEISZ 2016, 18.



244 Oana Toda, Gianina-Diana Varga

likely the general walking level when the mendicant community settled and began building the 
church. The excavation in T4 revealed a possible street surface composed primarily of gravel and 
crushed stone (feature 26). This stratigraphic unit was directly overlain by a layer containing 
crushed limestone (feature 41), the construction preparation layer of the church. The eleva-
tion of the ground near the drainage channel (T4), after the church’s construction, was about 
341.38 m, while the street surface lay at 341.23 m beneath the construction debris, more than 
one meter below the present-day road surface. Unfortunately, the entire width of the street could 
not be recovered, as most of it was destroyed by modern utility trenches. Another fragment of 
cobblestone pavement made of larger river stones (feature 60; upper elevation 341.50 m) was 
found 3.7 m north of the first surface, though their direct stratigraphic relationship could not 
be determined. Thus, the excavation documented a fragment of the late–15th-century elevation 
of the Platea Luporum, recorded in written sources since the first half of the 1500s.118

Churchyard archaeology: the cemetery section

Catalog of the graves and funerary inventory119

Grave 1 (feature 21, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.50 m; Wpres: 0.65 m; Dpres: 0.55 m. Age group: adultus; Sex 
index: male. Grave pit and coffin. Originally, a rectangular grave with only one preserved corner, highly 
destroyed by the foundation pit of the belfry (feature 13). The fill consists of greyish-brown soil, cob-
blestone, beige limestone, and black-charred wood inclusions. A trapezoid coffin (Lpres 1.46 m, Wmax: 
0.56 m) was made of wooden planks fastened with iron nails. Position and preservation of the skeleton. 
The deceased was placed in a supine position with the right upper limb (the only one preserved) bent at 
the elbow to 90° and placed on the abdomen. The right lower limb was extended, the left one slightly 
flexed to the right. The lower parts of the legs are missing, as is the entire left arm. The skull is strongly 
disturbed.

Grave 2 (feature 22, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.20 m; Dpres: 0.20 m; Age group: adultus. Sex index: male. Grave 
pit and coffin. The original shape of the pit is untraceable due to its destruction by grave 1 and the founda-
tion pit of the belfry (feature 13). The fill consists of greyish-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions. 
A wooden coffin can only be inferred based on the iron nails and a partial imprint at the bottom of the 
pit. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position with the right 
upper limb (the only one preserved) bent at the elbow to 45° and placed on the pelvic area. Most of the 
preserved bones were strongly disturbed. 
Clothing accessory. One silver adornment (Pl. X/b; MNIT, inv. no. F 30298) consisting of a circular link 
that holds a round disk medallion (undecorated) with an orifice for hanging and a globular pendant 
(button?) with an upper loop for hanging on the link (Dlink: 1.9 cm; Ddisk: 1.05 cm; Dpendant: 0.65 cm).

Grave 3 (feature 23, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.32 m; Wmax: 0.62 m; Dpres: 0.20 m. Age group: adultus; Sex 
index: male. Grave pit and coffin. Originally, a trapezoid grave with only one well-preserved corner, due 
to its destruction by graves 1 and 2 and the foundation pit of the belfry (feature 13). The fill consists of 
greyish-brown clayish soil with beige limestone inclusions. A wooden coffin can only be inferred based 
on the faint wooden imprint at the bottom of the pit, on its western side. Position and preservation of the 
skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position with the right humerus (preserved in anatomical 
position) placed along the thorax. Most of the preserved bones were strongly disturbed, including the 
cranium.

Grave 4 (feature 30, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.32 m; Wmax: 0.62 m; Dpres: 0.20 m. Age group: infans 1. Grave 
pit and coffin. The original shape is untraceable due to its destruction by grave 1 and the foundation 

118  ASZTALOS 2009, 82; KOVÁCS 2018, 196–201.
119  Several abbreviations were employed with reference to the measurements performed on each burial, the main 
ones as follows: O = general orientation, L = length, W = width, D = depth.
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pit of the belfry (feature 13). The fill consists of greyish-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions. A 
presumably trapezoid wooden coffin left an imprint and iron nails at the bottom of the pit. Position and 
preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position. The cranium was fragmented, 
and both upper limbs were bent at the elbow to 90° and placed on the thorax. Below the basin, the grave 
pit and human remains were cut by feature 13. Inventory. Green staining on the cranium indicates the 
likely presence of an inventory item that has since decayed.

Grave 5 (feature 29, T3). O: W–E; L: 2.20 m; Wmax: 0.80 m; D: 1.43 m. Age group: maturus. Sex index: 
male. Grave pit and coffin. A rectangular grave pit with rounded corners, partly cut by features 13 and 30 
(grave 4). The fill consists of medium-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions. A trapezoid wooden 
box (Lpres: 1.85 m, Wmax: 0.40 m) was made of planks fastened with iron nails (three nails documented on 
the coffin’s east side and one on its south plank). Position and preservation of the skeleton. The individual 
was placed in a supine position, with the cranium oriented to the west and tilted forward onto the chest. 
The left upper limb was flexed at approximately 45° and positioned across the chest, while the right upper 
limb was flexed at approximately 90° and brought onto the abdominal region (Pl. VIII/a).

Grave 6 (feature 31, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 0.65 m; W: 0.60 m; Dpres: 0.53 m. Age group: infans 1. Grave pit 
and coffin. A slightly trapezoid grave pit with rounded corners, partly cut by feature 13. The fill consists 
of medium-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions and cobblestone. A trapezoid wooden box (Lpres: 
0.45 m, Wmax: 0.24 m) made of planks fastened with iron nails (one nail documented on the northeast 
corner). Position and preservation of the skeleton. The individual was placed in a supine position, with the 
cranium oriented to the west. Both upper limbs were extended alongside the body. The lower limbs were 
extended, but from the femur down, they were cut by feature 13. 
Clothing accessories. From the cranium region, a fragmented headband (Lpres: 37  cm; Wbase: 1.7–2  cm 
Wmaxdecor: 0.5–0.7 cm for each ribbon strip) was partly retrieved (Pl. IX/c). It consists of a silk-thread base 
material, which is probably a diagonal multi-heddle twill weave, with simple tacking on the margins. On 
its visible surface, two parallel decorative ribbons were fixed through a couching technique. The pattern 
of each ribbon shows a woven composite made of copper alloy strips and twisted silk threads. It can be 
described as a looping metal wire (obtained through winding metal strips around a silk core thread), fixed 
in position on the central axis by a woven metal band and on the sides by woven silk threads, likely plied 
and twisted.

Grave 7 (feature 27, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.83 m; W: 0.65 m; Dpres: 1.15 m. Age group: adultus. Sex 
index: female. Grave pit and coffin. A trapezoid grave pit with rounded corners and a fill consisting of 
medium-brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation. Its east end was cut by feature 31 (grave 6). A 
trapezoid wooden box (Lpres: 1.77 m, Wmax: 0.42 m, Hpres: 0.15–0.20 m) made of planks fastened with 
iron nails served as the deceased’s coffin. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in 
a supine position, with the skull to the west, but tilted southwards, and the mandible beneath the skull. 
The upper limbs were bent and brought onto the chest, the lower limbs straight, but the left femur was 
repositioned in the knee area, together with other smaller bones (sacrum, vertebrae), which animals had 
likely displaced. 

Grave 8 (feature 44, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.50 m; W: 0.50 m; D: 1.10 m. Age group: maturus. Sex index: 
male. Grave pit and coffin. A slightly trapezoid grave pit, partly cut by feature 13 and graves 6 and 7. 
The fill consists of medium-brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation and cobblestone. A slightly 
trapezoid wooden coffin (Lpres: 1.25 m, Wmax: 0.44 m) was made of planks fastened with iron nails (docu-
mented in the corner areas). Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine 
position, the cranium to the west and the mandible fallen forward, over the cervical vertebrae. Both 
upper limbs were flexed at approximately 90° and brought onto the abdominal region, above the pelvis. 
From the patella down, the lower limbs were cut by feature 13. 

Grave 9 (feature 47, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.25 m; W: 0.52 m; D: 1.20 m. Age group: maturus. Grave pit. 
A trapezoid grave pit with rounded corners, partly cut to the west by a contemporary amenities trench 
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(feature 19B) and graves 15 and 12. The fill consists of greyish-brown soil with beige limestone pigmen-
tation and pebbles. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine posi-
tion, the cranium oriented initially to the west. Both upper limbs were flexed at approximately 90° and 
brought onto the abdominal region above the pelvis, but only the forearms were preserved, as the remains 
were destroyed by feature 19B. The pelvic region and lower limbs were found in situ.

Grave 10A–B (feature 48, T3). O: W–E; L: 1.58 m; Wmax: 0.74 m; D: 1.20 m. Grave pit and coffin. A 
slightly trapezoid grave pit, with rounded corners. The fill consists of medium-brown soil with beige 
limestone inclusions, cobblestone, and brick material. The coffin presents as traces of a trapezoid wooden 
box (L: 1.36 m, Wmax: 0.37 m) made of planks fastened with iron nails (Pl. VIII/b). 
Deceased 10A. Age group: iuvenis. Sex index: predominantly female. Position and preservation of the skel-
eton. The deceased was interred in a supine position, the cranium to the west. The left upper limb was 
flexed at approximately 90° and brought onto the upper abdomen; the right upper limb was flexed at 
approximately 45° and positioned over the thorax. The lower limbs were extended in situ except for the 
right fibula, which was disrupted by animal activity. 
Deceased 10B. Age group: infans 1. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was in a supine 
position, on the thorax and pelvic region of deceased 10A, with the cranium to the west. The upper 
limbs were flexed to approximately 45° and 70° and positioned over the abdomen. The lower limbs were 
extended and slightly disrupted. 
Clothing accessories. Based on their position relative to the two skeletons, it appears that most of the 
items were dress accessories associated with the iuvenis female. First, a highly fragmented headband 
(documented on the cranium of individual 10A that completely disintegrated upon excavation) was 
essentially a textile piece with metal (copper-based alloy) strips combined with organic thread. The exact 
type of dress accessory was established based on the green colouring and the adherence of its fragments 
to the skull, encircling it from the occipital to the frontal bone (Pl.  IX/a). Second, six blue spherical 
(respectively, slightly oblate) glass beads were positioned left of the cranium of individual 10A (Dext varies 
between 0.45 and 0.75 cm) (Pl. X/d; MNIT, inv. no. 30299). Last, a hook clasp (L: 1.15 cm; Wmax: 1 cm) 
was located right from the humeri of both individuals, with no clear connection to one skeleton. The 
piece was crafted from a copper-based wire (D: 1 mm), with two orifices (Dint: 1.2–2 mm) for sewing 
onto the textile, and opposite these, the hook was molded by folding the wire and hammering it until 
flattened (Pl. X/c; MNIT, inv. no. 30300).

Grave 11 (feature 49, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.60 m; Wmax: 0.55 m; D: 0.96 m. Age group: adultus. Sex 
index: male. Grave pit. A rectangular grave pit, with rounded corners. The fill consists of medium-brown 
soil with beige limestone pigmentation, pebbles, clay, and small stones. It was partly cut to the west by a 
contemporary amenities trench (feature 19B) and graves 13B–D (to the northwest) and 12 (to the south-
east). Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position; the cranium, 
originally to the west, was destroyed by feature 19B. The left upper limb was flexed at approximately 90° 
and brought onto the abdomen; the right upper limb was destroyed by grave 13B–D. The lower limbs 
were extended.

Grave 12A–B (feature 50, T3). O: W–E; L: 1.90 m; Wmax: 0.66 m; D: 1.70 m. Grave pit and coffin. A 
rectangular grave pit, with rounded corners, filled with brown soil containing beige limestone pigmenta-
tion and pebbles. An accentuated trapezoid wooden box (L: 1.70 m, Wmax: 0.47 m; Wmin: 0.20 m, Hpres: 
20–25 cm) made of planks fastened with iron nails. 
Deceased 12A. Age group: adultus-maturus. Sex index: predominantly female. Position and preservation of 
the skeleton. The individual was placed in a supine position, with the cranium oriented to the west. The 
upper limbs were flexed at 90° and 70°, with the left positioned across the chest and the right placed on 
the abdominal region. 
Deceased 12B. Age group: infans 1. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was in a supine 
position, on top of deceased 12A (over its left abdomen, pelvis, and lower limbs), with the cranium to 
the west. Due to compaction, the cranium had tilted to the right. The right upper limb was positioned 
over the abdomen at a 130° angle. 
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Clothing accessories. The observed dress accessories were related to the child’s skeletal remains. A highly 
fragmented headband (retrieved in very small pieces) was documented on the 12B cranium (Pl. IX/b). Its 
metal components left green staining on the occipital and both parietal bones. Based on on-site obser-
vations prior to the complete disintegration of the accessory, it was around 3 cm wide. The only pre-
served fragments show more than one weaving or braiding combination between bundles of composite 
wires, with metal strips wound around a silk core thread. These braids generated decorative patterns, no 
longer reconstructible, that were probably sewn onto a textile base. A small bronze wire ring (Pl. X/g; 
MNIT, inv. no. 30301) was found in the upper abdominal region, over the superior lumbar vertebrae 
(D: 1.1 cm; Dwire: 1 mm).

Grave 13A (feature 51A, T3). O: W–E; Dpres: 0.80 m. Age group: infans 1. The grave pit was not identi-
fied, as it had been dug entirely within the fill of feature 51B (grave 13B–D), with no coffin, and showed 
no traceable features. Most likely, the burial of grave 13A was conducted shortly after 13B–D. Position 
and preservation of the skeleton. The individual was interred lying on the left side, in an atypical position, 
with the upper limbs flexed and drawn toward the chest. The curvature of the vertebral column suggests 
a slightly crouched posture. The femora were only partially preserved, for reasons that remain undeter-
mined.

Grave 13B–D (feature 51B, T3). O: W–E; L: 2.15 m; Wmax: 0.60 m; D: 1.10 m. Grave pit and coffin. A 
rectangular grave pit (most likely cut by the grave pit of 123A), with rounded corners, filled with brown 
soil containing beige limestone pigmentation and pebbles. The rectangular coffin, made of wooden 
planks fastened with iron nails (Lappr: 1.87 m, Hpres: 25 cm), was visible primarily in the western extremity 
of the pit; it appears that all three individuals were interred in the same coffin. 
Deceased 13B. Age group: adultus. Sex index: male. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The individual 
was placed in a supine position, with the cranium to the west and tilted due to compaction. Both upper 
limbs had been flexed, the left positioned (at a 45° angle) across the chest, and the right lay (at a 115° 
angle) upon the abdominal/pelvic region. 
Deceased 13C. Age group: infans 1. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was in a supine 
position, along the south side of the grave pit and slightly on top of deceased 13B (over its right humerus), 
with the cranium to the west. Due to compaction and agglomeration within the grave pit, the cranium 
had tilted to the right, and most of the skeleton was analysed post-excavation. 
Deceased 13D. Age group: infans 1. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The individual was interred 
with the cranium oriented to the west, in the thorax of 13B. Its skeleton was partly lying on its left side. 
However, due to compaction and agglomeration within the grave pit, with its bones mingled with those 
of 13B, it was mainly analysed post-excavation.

Grave 14 (feature 52, T3). O: W–E; L: 1.25 m; Wmax: 0.40 m; D: 0.78 m. Age group: infans 2. Grave 
pit. It was slightly trapezoid, but with somewhat irregular corners. The fill consists of greyish-brown soil 
with beige limestone pigmentation, pebbles, and small stones. It was partly cut to the southwest by grave 
13B–D. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position; the cra-
nium was to the west, but tilted towards the northeast. The right upper limb was flexed to approximately 
90° and placed on the abdomen; the left upper limb was bent to approximately 160° and positioned on 
the abdomen.

Grave 15 (feature 54, T3). O: W–E; W: 0.47 m; Dpres: 0.47 m. Grave pit. Only the eastern extremity of 
the pit was documented, while the interred remains were not preserved in situ due to disturbance from 
later graves 12 and 19.

Grave 16 (feature 55, T3). O: W–E; Grave pit. Only the southwest corner of the pit was documented, 
while the interred remains were not preserved in situ due to disturbance from later grave 5.

Grave 17 (feature 56, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 0.80 m; Wpres: 0.20 m. Age group: infans 2. Grave pit. Only the 
northeast corner of the grave pit was preserved, as it was destroyed almost entirely by grave 13B–D and 
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partly by grave 14. The fill consists of greyish-brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation, pebbles, and 
small stones. It was partly cut to the southwest by feature 51B. Position and preservation of the skeleton. 
The deceased was placed in a supine position; the cranium was to the west, but only the left lower limb 
was preserved.

Grave 18 (feature 65, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 2.10 m; Wmax: 0.55 m; Dpres: 0.90 m. Age group: maturus. 
Sex index: predominantly male. Grave pit and coffin. It was slightly trapezoid, with mildly rounded 
corners. The fill consists of dark-brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation, small stones, and brick 
material. The coffin was a trapezoid box made of wooden planks fastened with iron nails (Lappr: 1.75 m, 
Wpres: 0.45 m, Hpres: 20 cm). Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine 
position; the cranium was to the west, but tilted towards the south. The upper limb was bent at approxi-
mately 90° and brought onto the abdomen.

Grave 19 (feature 72, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.10 m; Wpres: 0.30 m; Dpres: 0.65 m. Age group: infans 1. Grave 
pit. It was rectangular, with rounded extremities; it was intersected in the north by grave 12A–B (which 
disturbed the left side of the interred human remains), and subsequently in the southeast by graves 18 
and 21. The fill consists of dark-brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation, pebbles, and clay. Position 
and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position; the cranium was to the west, 
but tilted towards the south due to the compaction process. The right upper limb was flexed at approxi-
mately 145° and brought onto the pelvic area; the right lower limb was somewhat bent at the patella and 
flexed to the north. The left limbs, thorax, and pelvis were destroyed entirely by the pit of grave 12A–B.

Grave 20 (feature 74, T3). O: W–E; W: 0.34 m; Dpres: 0.20 m. Age group: adultus. Sex index: female. 
Grave pit. Given that only the west end of the grave pit is preserved to a depth of approximately 0.25 m, 
we can presume an original rectangular shape with rounded corners. It was disturbed mainly by grave 
7 (and possibly by grave 8). The fill consists of brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation. Position 
and preservation of the skeleton. The individual was most definitely placed in a supine position, with the 
cranium oriented to the west. The only preserved skeletal remains belong to the cranium, as the rest of 
the bones were disturbed by subsequent grave pits.

Grave 21 (feature 77, T3). O: W–E; L: 1.90 m; Wmax: 0.53 m; Dpres: 0.25 m. Age group: adultus. Sex index: 
predominantly female. Grave pit and coffin. The grave pit was rectangular, with rounded corners; later 
interventions (grave 18) destroyed its upper part, and it was observed relatively late during excavation. The 
initial depth of the dugout pit was comparable to that of the most recent graves. The fill consists of dark-
brown soil with beige limestone pigmentation, pebbles, and fragmentary building material. The coffin 
was trapezoid, made of wooden planks fastened with iron nails (L: 1.72 m, Wmax: 0.45 m, Hpres: 15 cm). 
Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was placed in a supine position; the cranium was to 
the west, but tilted towards the south. The right upper limb was flexed at approximately 90° and brought 
onto the abdomen; the left upper limb was bent at approximately 110° and positioned over the pelvic area.

Grave 22 (feature 79, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: 1.12 m; Wpres: 0.34 m; Dpres: 0.78 m. Age group: adultus. Sex 
index: predominantly male. Grave pit. It was partly preserved to the north, as later interventions (feature 
13 and graves 5 and 4) destroyed its eastern and western extremities, as well as the southern half. The fill 
consisted of greyish-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions and small stones. Position and preservation 
of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine position, with the cranium originally to the west. The 
upper limbs were bent at about 90° and placed over the abdomen. The skeleton is incomplete, lacking the 
cranium, right upper limb, thorax, pelvic region, and the lower halves of both legs.

Grave 23 (feature 80, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: c. 1.70 m; Wmax: 0.45 m; Dpres: 0.35–0.45 m. Age group: 
maturus. Sex index: male. Grave pit. It was only partly preserved, as later interventions (feature 13 and 
graves 10A–B and 12A–B) destroyed it to the northeast and west. The fill consisted of dark-brown soil 
with beige limestone inclusions and clay. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in 
a supine position, with the cranium to the west. The upper limbs were bent and placed over the thorax at 
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approximately 70° and 90°, respectively. The skeleton is incomplete, lacking the left pelvic area and the 
lower limb, cut by grave 10.
Grave 24 (feature 86, T3). O: E–W; Lpres: 0.43 m; W: 0.30 m; Dpres: 0.33 m. Age group: infans 1. Grave 
pit and coffin(?). The trapezoid grave pit was cut at its eastern end by later interventions (graves 18 and 
possibly 21). The pit was not identified at its original digging level. The fill consisted of dark-brown soil 
with beige limestone inclusions. Only faint traces of organic material were documented, so the presence 
of a coffin or stretcher is only assumed. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a 
supine position, with the cranium originally to the east. The skeleton is incomplete, lacking the cranium, 
cut by grave 18. The upper limbs were extended along the body. 

Grave 25 (feature 87, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: c. 1.60 m; Wmax: 0.50 m; D: 0.84 m. Age group: adultus. Sex 
index: male. Grave pit. The rectangular grave pit was only partly preserved, as later interventions (graves 
10A–B, 12A–B, 23, and 27) destroyed it. The fill consisted of dark-brown soil with beige limestone 
inclusions and clay. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine position, 
with the cranium to the west. The upper limbs were slightly bent and placed over the pelvic area. The 
right lower limb was drawn northward, positioned beneath the left tibia and fibula. The skeleton is 
incomplete, lacking both feet, cut by grave 10A–B.

Grave 26 (feature 32, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: c. 1.20 m; Wmax: 0.55 m; D: 0.54 m. Age group: adultus. Sex 
index: female. Grave pit. The rectangular grave pit was only partly preserved, as grave 7 destroyed it to 
the northwest. Its southeast part fell outside the excavation unit. The fill consisted of greyish-brown soil 
with pebbles and beige limestone inclusions. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was 
laid in a supine position, with the cranium originally to the west. The right upper limb was slightly bent 
and placed over the pelvic area. The skeleton is incomplete, lacking the cranium, the left upper limb, and 
part of the thorax due to the later grave pit.

Grave 27 (feature 93, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: c. 1.20 m; Wmax: 0.62 m; Dpres: 0.85 m. Age group: infans 2. 
Grave pit. The rectangular grave pit, with rounded northwest and southwest corners, was only partly pre-
served, as grave 10A–B destroyed it to the east and grave 25 destroyed it to the south. The fill consisted 
of dark-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased 
was laid in a supine position, with the cranium to the west. The right upper limbs were bent to approxi-
mately 110º and placed over the lower abdomen. The skeleton is incomplete, lacking the cranium and 
the right lower limb altogether, and the left lower limb from the patella down. 
Clothing accessories. Two copper-based wire (D: c. 1 mm) hook-and-eye clasps were found on one of the 
cervical vertebrae (Pl. X/e–f; MNIT, inv. no. 30302). Despite being highly corroded (and fused with iron 
corrosion from an unrecognizable element), one was identified as a hook clasp (L: 1.15 cm; Wmax: 1 cm). 
The piece was crafted from a copper-based wire, with two orifices for sewing onto the textile, and oppo-
site these, the hook was moulded by folding the wire and hammering it until it was flattened. Only two 
fragments of the second clasp were preserved, namely, the two orifices for sewing onto the textile (Dint: c. 
1.5 × 2 mm). These presumably belonged to the pair of the better-preserved one.

Grave 28 (feature 94, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: c. 0.90 m. Age group: adultus. Sex index: predominantly male. 
Grave pit. The grave pit was preserved only in its northeast section, as later interventions heavily disturbed 
it. The fill consisted of dark-brown soil with beige limestone inclusions and stones. Position and preserva-
tion of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine position, with the cranium originally to the west. 
The skeleton is very fragmented, and only parts of the lower limbs were preserved. 

Grave 29 (feature 95, T3). O: W–E; Lpres: c. 1.12 m; Wpres: 0.55 m; Dpres: 0.53 m. Age group: adultus/
maturus. Sex index: male. Grave pit and coffin(?). The grave pit was highly disturbed, and only the north-
west rounded corner was visible. The fill consisted of dark-brown soil with pebbles, quarry stones, brick 
material, and limestone inclusions. Iron nails welded with wooden fiber were retrieved from the bottom 
of the grave pit, suggesting the use of a coffin or stretcher, which left no recognizable imprint. Position 
and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine position, with the cranium to the west, 
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but tilted northwards. The right upper limb was bent at approximately a 90º angle and placed over the 
abdomen. The skeleton is incomplete, and part of the grave fell outside the excavation unit.
Grave 30 (feature 99, drainage trench). O: W–E. Age group: iuvenis. Grave pit and coffin. Data on the 
grave pit were not retrieved, except for the fill, which consisted of dark-brown soil mixed with construc-
tion material. Iron nails were retrieved from the vicinity of the skeleton, suggesting that an otherwise 
unrecorded coffin may have been used. The grave was intersected by grave 31 to the west and possibly 
by a foundation to the east. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine 
position, with the cranium originally to the west. The skeleton is very fragmented, and only parts of the 
lower limbs were preserved.

Grave 31 (feature 103, drainage trench).120 O: W–E. Lpres: c. 1.75 m. Age group: adultus. Sex index: male. 
Garve pit and coffin(?). More exact data on the grave pit were not retrieved, except for the fill, which con-
sisted of dark-brown soil mixed with construction material. Iron nails were retrieved from the vicinity 
of the skeleton, suggesting that an otherwise unpreserved coffin or stretcher may have been used. The 
stratigraphic relation to the foundation of the old Reformed College remains unknown. Position and 
preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine position, with the cranium originally to the 
west. The right upper limb was bent at a 90º angle and placed over the lower abdomen. The skeleton is 
incomplete, lacking the left side of the thorax and the left upper limb. 
Clothing accessory. A double-sided oval devotional medallion was recovered from the thoracic area, meas-
uring 3.2 × 2.7 cm (Pl. X/a; MNIT, inv. no. 30095). Its silver frame varies in width from 0.8 to 1 cm, 
narrowing at the top where the suspension ring is located. Around the medallion, a twisted silver wire is 
affixed to the middle of the frame as decoration. The obverse facet, intended for display when worn, is 
covered with a fine silver coating ornamented with incised parallel lines and dots, executed as indenta-
tions tightening around the frame. By contrast, the edges of the reverse facet are left plain. The fastening 
element consists of a circular ring made of thin silver wire, bent toward the less visible underside, with a 
movable link of the same material, roughly oval in shape (1 × 0.8 cm), still attached. The two faces of the 
medallion appear to be copper-based alloy plates, one partially detached, each coated with a thin layer 
of enamel. Although the enamel is structurally intact, it presents micro-cracks and flaking. Decoration 
is clearly visible only on the secondary facet, which bears the monogram IHS enclosed within a jagged 
oval frame, the letter H surmounted by a cross and accompanied by three nails below. On the main facet, 
comparable ornaments seem to have been executed, though the mottled enamel largely obscures the 
central area of the medallion.

Grave 32 (feature 104, drainage trench). O: W–E. Lpres: c. 1.06 m. Age group: maturus. Sex index: male. 
Grave pit and coffin(?). Data on the grave pit could not be recorded because it was uncovered during 
the excavation of a trench for drainage along the Reformed College façade. Its fill was only observed 
in the lower part, which consisted of greyish-brown soil mixed with construction material. Iron nails 
were retrieved from the vicinity of the skeleton, suggesting the presence of a coffin or stretcher that left 
no recognizable organic imprint. The grave was positioned along the foundation of the flying buttress 
(the relationship between the two was not observed) and cut to the east by an unidentified intervention. 
Position and preservation of the skeleton. The deceased was laid in a supine position, with the cranium to 
the west and tilted to the right. The upper limbs were bent at a 90º angle and placed over the abdomen. 
The skeleton is incomplete, lacking the lower limbs entirely and most of the pelvic bones. It appears the 
buttress foundation partly destroyed the right upper limb.

Grave 34A–B (feature 132, drainage trench).121 O: W–E; L: 1.42 m; Wpres: 0.80  m. Grave pit. Data 
on the grave pit could not be recorded because it was uncovered during the excavation of a trench for 
drainage of the old Reformed College façade. Its fill was only observed in the lower part, which consisted 

120  VARGA 2023, 211, figs. 3/a-b.
121  Due to the unforeseeable nature of the project activities the last grave was excavated months after the entire lot. 
This caused a disruption in the consecutive numbering as, by that time, a singular Neolithic burial had already been 
excavated at the bottom of the stratigraphic column in T3, namely, grave 33.
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of greyish-brown soil mixed with construction material. The grave was intersected by an unidentified 
feature in the north; the relation to the foundation pit of the old Reformed College remains unknown. 
Deceased 34A. Age group: infans 1. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The individual was placed 
in a supine position, partially overlapping the right side of M34B, with the cranium westward and the 
mandible fallen onto the chest. The right arm had been flexed at a 90° angle and placed on the thorax, 
while the left was displaced over the skeleton of M34B. The legs were extended, and the spine showed a 
slight curvature, caused by the positioning of two individuals within the same grave with limited space. 
Clothing accessories. Two copper-based wire (D: c. 1 mm) hook-and-eye clasps (L: 1.7 cm; Wmax: 1.4 cm, and 
L: 1.5 cm; Wmax: 1.1 cm) were found on one of the cervical vertebrae (Pl. X/h; MNIT, inv. no. 30303). 
Despite being highly corroded (and fused with iron corrosion from an unrecognizable element), one was 
identified as a hook clasp. The objects were crafted from a piece of copper-based wire, with two orifices 
each, for sewing onto the textile (Dint: 3.5 × 2.5 mm, 3 × 2 mm, respectively), and opposite these, the 
hook and the loop. The hook was moulded by folding the wire and hammering it until it was flattened. 
Deceased 34B. Age group: infans 2. Position and preservation of the skeleton. The individual was placed 
in a supine position, with the cranium oriented westward and slightly deviated to the south. The right 
upper limb and the lower limbs were laid out in an extended position. An unexcavated context in the 
north disrupted the left side of the thorax and upper limb.

The enclosure wall and spatial extent of the churchyard cemetery
Funerary enclosures were common during the Late Middle Ages and were marked by 

fences or walls. Their exact role was to demarcate the extent of the consecrated space around 
the church, usually reducing the former surface of the cemetery,122 mark its special function, 
and thus separate the dead from the living. Within the Transylvanian urban milieu, we can cite 
a couple of examples of enclosures built for this specific purpose. Cemetery walls have been 
archaeologically documented for the parish churches of Saint Michael in Cluj – already in place 
before the Reformation,123 the Black Church in Brașov – with several phases,124 and Saint Mary 
in Sibiu – where a 13th-century dating was inferred for an ample enclosure125 with a debated 
early defensive use.126 In the cases of urban parish churches,127 these structures remained visible 
until modern times because they separated the churchyard from the market areas that emerged 
around them, conveniently setting apart the religious functions from the judicial, economic, 
and other lay aspects of urban life. Moreover, their partial identification and documentation 
were possible due to the open space still available for large-scale excavations around medieval 
churches in the historical city centres, a research condition also met by the much smaller Jean 
Calvin Square, currently unoccupied by subsequent built structures.

The cemetery enclosure in Farkas Street, also depicted on the site plan allegedly drawn 
by Jesuit brother Massimo Milanesi (Pl. I/a), was unearthed along its entire northern side (T4, 
feature 15) and partially along the western one (T6, feature 82), parallel to the building of the 
new Reformed College (Pl.  II/b). The northern side of the enclosure measured 28.60  m in 
length and 0.75 m in width (Pl. IV/d). On the western flank, it was found in two points: at 
the northwest corner and at the southern profile of T6 (a small fragment). The elevation of the 
cemetery wall was preserved at a maximum height of approximately 0.55 m above its construc-
tion level (upper elevation at 341.96 m), while the foundation reached a depth of approximately 
0.85 m (in T4). This linear structure was built using the opus incertum technique, with unworked 

122  RITOÓK 1997, 166, 169.
123  TODA/VARGA 2024, 76.
124  MARCU ISTRATE 2015, 168.
125  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 17.
126  MARCU ISTRATE 2007, 35–40. Cf. LUPESCU 2010, 355. Similar suppositions were enunciated in the case 
of Saint Nicholas church in Bistrița. BĂLDESCU 2012, 174–175, 202.
127  No data on such enclosures at Transylvanian Franciscan sites is available for comparison.
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limestone slabs of varying sizes bonded with lime-sand mortar. The discontinuities visible along 
its length are the result of later interventions, mostly 20th-century amenity’ trenches, but also the 
underpinning at the corner buttress of the church in the late 1950s, the insertion of the tower 
foundation, and the installation of a water drainage channel. The wall was constructed after the 
initiation of the church’s building works, since its foundation trench cut through the layer of 
stone carving debris produced during the construction phase, as well as through the medieval 
street walking surface (Pl. IV/a, feature 26).

The enclosure was erected at the beginning of the 16th century, but possibly before the 
installation of the water drainage coming from the cloister area. However, it was dismantled 
during the following century. The earliest coherent town plans, drawn by Giovanni Morando 
Visconti in 1691128 and 1699,129 show no trace of the cemetery wall but also inaccurately locate 
the reformed college building, erected after 1650, as aligned with the street front and north 
façade of the church.130 The northern buttress of the tower cuts through it (Pl. IV/a). It cannot 
be determined whether the construction of the bell tower caused the structure’s demolition or 
whether this occurred beforehand. However, the ending of burials in the area could have led to 
the abandonment of the cemetery enclosure well before the middle of the 17th century. For sure, 
the bell tower’s construction debris overlaps, at one location, with the dismantled wall of the 
cemetery, indicating that the wall had been demolished to the then-current ground level by the 
time the new construction began.

At this point, a few remarks are required regarding the general outline of the active 
cemetery area shown on the 16th-century Jesuit site plan as compared with the archaeologically 
outlined cemetery wall. For the lots south of the via publica (i.e., Farkas Street), this document 
primarily outlines the general layout and access ways, and is not straightforward regarding the 
actual buildings. The quadrum of the collegium (i.e., old mendicant cloister) is rendered in a very 
schematic manner, lacking the buildings that surrounded the ambulatory. As a result, our assess-
ment of the cemetery outline and its relationship to the other spatial structures of the complex 
is, for the most part, presumptive.

Unfortunately, neither of the entrances, depicted on the plan as connecting the burial 
ground to the town street to the north and a presumably unrendered urban lot to the west, 
was identified in the field. The site plan also shows two additional access ways connecting this 
space westward, with the church plot131 and the ambulatory.132 If the positioning of the latter 
access is correct, then the cemetery area formerly extended south of the still-preserved façade 
of the 17th-century college building. This assumption is also supported by the graves uncovered 
in the drainage trench, partly intersected by its foundation. Based on the plan’s proportions (if 
accurate) and the length of the excavated north wall of the cemetery enclosure, we can estimate 
that the west wall was ca. 30 m long, extending south of the Reformed College wall by approxi-
mately 9 m. Consequently, the cemetery could have covered an area of 750–800 sqm.133 

128  HIM, G I h 3800.
129  HIM, B IX a 487/15. 
130  Several inconsistencies related to the positioning and the ground plan of the building persist in the town plans 
from the first half of the 18th century as well. ORBÁN 2007, 269.
131  This access way should have been rendered further north, corresponding to the western entrance positioned 
along the church’s longitudinal axis.
132  The lack of building details for the western wing shows that, for all intended purposes, the constructions of the 
cloister were of no relevance at the time (KOVÁCS 2009, 106), as were, for that matter, the unrendered six small 
townhouses on the large plot to the north.
133  The cemetery’s extent within the present-day Jean Calvin Square is approximately 535 sqm. However, no data 
are available regarding burials excavated directly south of the façade wall, despite the 1950s’ digs probably reaching 
as low as 2 m in this area.
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The cemetery’s stratigraphy and period of use
The partial investigation of the burial ground provided the first data on its period of use 

and on changes in funerary practices at the time. A total of 30 graves, containing the skeletal 
remains of 32 individuals, were examined within excavation unit T3. Four additional graves, one 
of which was a double burial, were documented in the drainage trench dug for the foundation of 
the old Reformed College (see Tab. 1). The most relevant stratigraphic data were retrieved from 
T3, allowing for the reconstruction of the relative chronology of this cemetery section (Pl. VII). 
This was possible primarily through stratigraphic analysis of the grave pits, correlated with the 
built structures, the general archival data associated with them, and the recovered late medieval 
and early modern artefacts.

The first interments can be assessed through stratigraphic analysis, as they only started 
after the accumulation of a substantial layer of crushed limestone (feature 045), resulting from 
the processing of litic material within a significant construction site (Pl. III/b and VI/b). Based 
on the 15th-century features it superposed, the written sources, and the art-historical analysis, 
this layer was correlated with the main construction phase of the friary and the church, and 
dated at the end of the 15th century and the beginning of the subsequent one. Hence, burials 
began after the construction of the main parts of the mendicant complex and, consequently, the 
consecration of the church and the ground on which it stood. The earliest information that indi-
rectly points to the existence of the consecrated building dates back to 1503, when the liturgy 
was already being celebrated in the church.134

Burials appear to have ceased in this part of the cemetery before the construction of the 
bell tower, allowing for the accumulation of two walking surface deposits (features 8 and 16) 
that topped off the most recent grave pits in T3 (graves 4, 6, 13A, 18, and 29; see Pl. V/a). The 
dating of the latest artefacts recovered from these two contexts – mainly, ceramic tableware and 
stove tiles – is consistent with the late 16th- and 17th-century material culture. This can also be 
correlated with the dating of objects from the fills within the foundation pit of the bell tower, 
which cut through features 8 and 16. Confirmation is also provided by János Szalárdi’s account 
of this abandoned construction project from the mid-17th century. This is particularly relevant, 
as it points to the decommissioning of the enclosure wall and provides additional data on the 
end of burial activity at this location before 1646. Unfortunately, no coins that could set a truly 
relevant terminus post quem were recovered from the graves and stratigraphic units directly asso-
ciated with them,135 and most of the funerary inventory has a general dating in the 16th and 17th 
centuries. Hence, from an archaeological perspective, the burial section in T3 spans the general 
chronological limits from the turn of the 16th century to the first decades of the 17th century. 
Anything beyond the latter does not provide sufficient proof for the time being, but the pos-
sibility cannot be ruled out entirely. 

The fate of the cemetery after 1603, when the Jesuits were expelled, and the church 
and cloister fell into ruin, remains uncertain and warrants further research. It is possible that 
Catholic interments continued intermittently, in keeping with the established custom. A signifi-
cant point of reference for understanding later usage is the year 1622, when the entire cloister 
of the former Franciscan friary was granted to the Calvinist community of Cluj. It is unclear 

134  KMJKV II, 233, d. 3295.
135  Consequently, we can only bring forth two coins that ended up in more recent contexts that their period of 
circulation. The first one is a 12th-century copper coin with kufic script, issued sometime between 1172 and 1196 
by King Béla III (HUSZÁR 73; UNGER 115; LENGYEL 15/29; ON1 16.16–16.23), recovered from feature 16, a 
17th-century context. HUSZÁR 1979; UNGER 1997; TÓTH/KISS/FEKETE 2018; LENGYEL 2019. The second 
coin is a mid-15th-century silver denar, issued in 1445 or 1446 by John Hunyadi as Captain General of Hungary 
(LENGYEL 30/6A), which emerged in feature 53, a 16th-century context. LENGYEL 2022. We would like to thank 
Dr. Keve László and Dr. Ágnes Alföldy-Găzdac for the identification of the coins.
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whether they opted to use the churchyard for burials, particularly after the completion of the 
church renovations, and the recorded interments from the Calvinist period all seem to point to 
the interior of the church,136 following its reconsecration. Nonetheless, the foundation of the 
flying buttress, adjoining the old Reformed College, appears to have influenced the orientation 
of grave 32, thereby suggesting a later date than the cemetery section in excavation unit T3.

Additional analysis of the internal chronology is primarily stratigraphic, and presenting 
these details will provide background for discussing traceable changes in funerary practice. 
During excavation, three more substantial deposits (see Pl.  VII, stratigraphic matrix) rep-
resenting one demolition layer (feature 28; Pl.  V/b) and two accumulations on consecutive 
walking levels (feature 46 and 53; see Pl. V/a, VI/a) were documented between vertical group-
ings of burial features. At least some of the soil from features 46 and 53 was secondary refuse 
from the digging of grave pits, as 14th- and 15th-century ceramic types were consistent with 
those found in the stratigraphic units predating the friary’s foundation137 and intersected by the 
graves. Several plausible explanations for the formation of the last two layers include a sudden 
accumulation due to intensive excavation of pits in the vicinity, a sparser use of this cemetery 
section at some point, or a slower build-up during burial hiatuses presumed for the entire site. 
Feature 28 consisted of a small amount of soil mixed with crushed mortar and stone, suggesting 
the disuse of a built structure in the area.

Most burials can be viewed as stratigraphic groups or clusters defined by their associa-
tion to these layers, their intersections with one another, and special characteristics (Pl. VII).138 
The earliest grave pits (9, 11, 15, 19, 25, 26, 27, possibly 17, and 28) cut into the deposit that 
resulted from stone processing during the friary’s construction. They were topped by a consis-
tent debris layer covering the entire excavated burial surface, probably accumulated early on 
the walking level (Pl. VI/b). The layer provided the primary stratigraphic separation between 
the first and second funerary groups, as it was cut by graves 14, 16, 23, possibly 20 and 22 
(Pl. VI/a). A third group of graves (8, 10A–B, 12A–B, 21, and possibly 24) was inferred based 
on the presence of feature 28, containing degraded construction material (Pl. V/b). At the top 
of the funerary stratigraphy was feature 46 and the fourth burial group (graves 4, 5, 6, 7, 13A, 
13B–D, possibly 1, 2, 3, 18, and 29; Pl. V/a) that cut into it.

The funerary practice: emerging patterns
If correlated with the general stratigraphy of the researched cemetery section, the 

changes in funerary practices, as primarily illustrated by the grave pits, coffins, multiple burials, 
and funerary inventory, along with the preliminary biological profile, yield two distinct burial 
clusters, partly separated by feature 28 (Pl. VII). These also define two major chronological 
phases – each with possible subphases – that indicate substantial changes in demographics and 
in the treatment of bodies upon interment, despite the cemetery’s short period of use. More 
precisely, the latest grave groups in T3 both displayed the same characteristics relative to pit 
depth from the original walking level, grave furnishings, and the occasional clothing accesso-
ries, marking a later phase in the use of this burial ground. Given these characteristics, a similar 
dating is plausible for burials uncovered in the drainage trench. By contrast, early burials from 
the first two stratigraphic groups were shallower and, with one exception, lacked preserved 
funerary inventory, defining an older phase. Consequently, we set out to outline the specifics of 
the burials depending on the aforementioned shifting traits.
136  HEREPEI 2004, 35 ff.
137  Preliminary data in: CSÓK/TODA/NAGY 2024, 81.
138  As this is a multi-layered burial ground, our use of phrases such as ’burial/grave cluster/group’ is essentially based 
on vertical stratigraphic correlations and similar elements displayed by these features, and depend, to a lesser degree, 
on the horizontal association of the burials, in the limited excavation surface.
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Tab. 1. The graves’ characteristics, based on stratigraphic clusters, recorded depths relative to historical walking 
levels, furnishings, arms positions, funerary inventory, and primary biological data.

grave/feature burial 
cluster D (m) coffin or 

stretcher?
arms’ 

position inventory age group sex 
index

Archaeological excavation unit T3
M1/cx. 21 4? IV adultus M
M2/cx. 22 3 or 4? adultus M
M3/cx. 23 3 or 4? adultus M
M4/cx. 30 4 IV ? infans 1
M5/cx. 29 4 1.43 V maturus M
M6/cx. 31 4 0.53? I infans 1
M7/cx. 27 4 1.15 III adultus F
M8/cx. 44 3 1.10 IV maturus M
M9/cx. 47 1 1.20 IV maturus
M10A/cx. 48

3 1.20
III iuvenis F?

M10B/cx. 48 VI ? infans 1
M11/cx. 49 1 0.96 adultus M

M12A/cx. 50
3 1.70

V adultus-
maturus F?

M12B/cx. 50 infans 1
M13A/cx. 51A 4 0.80? VIII infans 1
M13B/cx. 51B

4 2.15
V adultus M

M13C/cx. 51B infans 1
M13D/cx. 51B ? infans 1
M14/cx. 52 2 0.78 VI infans 2
M15/cx. 54 1 0.47?
M16/cx. 55 2
M17/cx. 56 1? infans 2
M18/cx. 65 4 VI maturus M?
M19/cx. 72 1 0.65? II? infans 1
M20/cx. 74 2? adultus F
M21/cx. 77 3 VI adultus F?
M22/cx. 79 2? 0.78? IV adultus M?
M23/cx. 80 2 0.35–0.45? III aaturus M
M24/cx. 86 3? I infans 1
M25/cx. 87 1 0.84 II adultus M
M26/cx. 32 1 0.54 II? adultus F
M27/cx. 93 1 0.85? II? infans 2
M28/cx. 94 1? adultus M?

M29/cx. 95 4? ? adultus-
maturus M

Drainage trench excavation (old Reformed College)
M30/cx. 99 ? iuvenis
M31/cx. 103 ? adultus M
M32/cx. 104 ? IV maturus M
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grave/feature burial 
cluster D (m) coffin or 

stretcher?
arms’ 

position inventory age group sex 
index

M34A/cx. 132 VII infans 1
M34B/cx. 132 I infans 2

Grave pits: positioning, shape, and depth. The horizontal placement of some pits relative 
to one another suggests that the community was generally aware of the locations of the imme-
diately preceding burials during the early and late interment phases. Hence, burial locations 
were probably marked for at least a limited time, despite the absence of any traces of these grave 
signs identified during the research. For example, despite the superposition of burials within the 
same stratigraphic cluster, the grave pit intersections were minimal (e.g., graves 7 and 8, or 11, 
25, and 27). The more notable overlapping within the same stratigraphic clusters was recorded 
only between deep adult graves and shallower subadult ones, the latter requiring less depth due 
to their reduced dimensions and not necessarily indicating a lack of awareness of the burial they 
overlapped with, as in the case of burials 6 and 7, possibly 13A and 13B–D. A more aggressive 
superposition of features allegedly belonging to later burial groups was documented for graves 
1 and 3, where the more recent burial completely disturbed the skeletal remains of the older 
one. However, their close alignment might be linked to the connection between the two males 
during life. Still, the situation drastically changes when it comes to the aggressive disturbance 
of burials in the first burial phase (i.e., clusters one and two) by those in the second one (i.e., 
clusters three and four), which reveals little to no knowledge of the older ones’ location and the 
first signs of agglomeration within the cemetery (Pl. V, cf. Pl. VI).

Regarding the shapes of the pits, the newest graves generally show a trapezoid contour,139 
with frequent irregularities and more or less rounded corners, in keeping with the shape of 
the coffin, an evident anthropomorphic influence, also documented in burials from the parish 
cemetery in Sibiu.140 The older funerary features were fragmented to a degree that made it 
impossible to elaborate on the generally rectangular shape, with more or less rounded corners 
or extremities.

The pit depths, on the other hand, tell a more complex story, as there is a discern-
ible preference for deeper pits in later burials. For the second burial phase, of the eight clearly 
recorded depths relative to historical walking levels, six exceeded 1 m, with three graves from 
the final burial phase reaching 1.43 m, 1.70 m, and 2.15 m in depth. The shallower features of 
this late phase are associated with children. The oldest burials were substantially different in this 
respect, with most pits 0.7–0.8 m deep or less. Only two features reached depths of 1 m or more. 
In some sites, the deepening of grave pits was recorded as early as the late-Gothic phases,141 but 
the phenomenon becomes most visible as one advances towards the 18th century,142 when impe-
rial decrees were already regulating the deepening of grave pits out of sanitary concerns.143

Coffins: materials and shape. The deceased from 14 graves were placed in coffins made 
of thin wood planks fastened with iron nails, up to 9–10 centimetres long (Pl. VII, VIII, Tab. 
1). Four more burials preserved iron nails at the skeleton’s depth and only faint traces of wood, 
so it was inferred that these too could have had coffins or, maybe, stretchers for lowering the 
body in the pit (Tab. 1).144 No substantial plank fragments of these furnishings were preserved, 
except for their faint traces above and below the skeletons, but mainly around the bodies, as 
139  The shape’s introduction precedes the 16th century. See, GÁL 2019, 142.
140  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 55 (besides the head-niche graves).
141  NYÁRÁDI 2013, 259.
142  But, most excavation teams did not record the pit depths relative to the historical walking levels.
143  DEMJÉN 2014, 353.
144  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 56.
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dark-brown imprints, showing a trapezoid horizontal section of the coffin box in ten cases, and 
partial identification in the remaining four.

Mostly partial depths (e.g., Pl. VIII/a) between 15 and 25 cm were recorded for five 
coffins (graves 2, 12, 13B–D, 18, and 21), and we cannot account for a frustum-shaped lid 
or a flat one, as the only documented sections of the burial fittings were for the inferior boxes 
that held the bodies. These coffin components, when observed, had a rectangular section. The 
dimensions of the wooden boxes vary, depending on the individual’s stature. Nevertheless, the 
wood fibres preserved by the iron oxide in several nails, such as those from grave 18 (Pl. VIII/a), 
allow the measurement of the plank thickness – roughly 2 to 2.5 cm. Despite the vast number 
of preserved iron nails, no coffin handles, locking mechanisms, or decorations were discovered. 
The presence of the wooden furnishings in Farkas Street above layers 28 and 53 indicates a 
relatively rapid shift in burial practice sometime in the 16th century, and may even point to the 
involvement of a different administration or community.145 

The shift does not seem to follow a general trend, because coffins – including trapezoidal 
ones – were quite common from the 14th and 15th centuries,146 and became ubiquitous by the 
16th century.147 It could be that the soil conditions and advanced fragmentation of earlier burials 
rendered them difficult to trace in many overcrowded urban churchyards, and, for instance, in 
the Black Church cemetery in Brașov, it was noted that coffins became common in the later 
burial phase, dated to after the middle of the 16th century.148 However, in the parish149 and hos-
pital150 cemeteries in Sibiu, these appeared as early as the 13th and 14th centuries. In Cluj, the use 
of coffins is traceable in written records, and by the end of the 16th century, it was mentioned in 
texts regulating the funerary practice and the material aspects that facilitated the display of the 
deceased and the burial ritual within the church.151 Furthermore, this development may also be 
connected to the explicit provisions issued by the urban authorities regarding the prompt burial 
of plague victims in wooden boxes, a township ruling that, during the 1586 epidemic, was to 
be communicated to the population by the leaders of the decuries – i.e., the subdivisions of the 
urban quarters.152

Treatment of the body: orientation, multiple burials, and positioning of the forearms. 
According to the late medieval Christian custom the burials in Farkas Street overwhelmingly 
adhere to a west-east orientation (Pl. II/b), with minor variations, possibly also influenced by 
the position of the church and the slight tilting of its axis towards north-northeast (e.g., graves 
4, 6, 7, 9, 18, and 22); the topographic influence of the church buildings over the grave/body 
orientation proved to be quite strong in other locations.153 The only burial deviating from this 
general tradition was number 24 (Pl. V/b). It contained the remains of a subadult, placed with 
the cranium to the east – thus oriented in direct contrast to the other graves. However, this 
situation is not necessarily in line with the most documented orientation change in Protestant 
communities either, the north–south one.154 Instances of an east–west positioning also appear 

145  The relative chronology could be confirmed or refuted by absolute dating.
146  GÁL 2019, 144, 151.
147  NYÁRÁDI 2020, 196.
148  MARCU ISTRATE/DIANA 2017, 371.
149  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 57–58.
150  BEȘLIU MUNTEANU 2008, 38, 40.
151  JAKAB 1888, 340, 411.
152  KISS 2009, 53.
153  E.g., Saint Mary church in Sibiu (MARCU ISTRATE 2007, II, pl.  124; MARCU ISTRATE/
CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 58–59), Black Church in Brașov (MARCU ISTRATE/DIANA 2017, 
369).
154  E.g., BEȘLIU MUNTEANU 2008, 41 (Hospital Church in Sibiu); MARCU ISTRATE/DIANA 2017, 369 
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in Protestant burial phases155 and sometimes even in Catholic graves before the 16th century.156 
However, the theory that attributes the bodies’ east-west orientation to clerics157 is thoroughly 
refuted by the specific traits of grave 24 in Farkas Street.

Multiple burials are recorded in four cases, three of which correspond to coffin graves 
from the late burial phase (Pl. VIII/b). The coffin burials had adults associated with one (graves 
10A–B, 12A–B) or two subadults (grave 13B–D) inside the same coffin. These associations 
point toward family ties158 and sudden death, possibly due to epidemics; though, no white-
washing was identified in this cemetery section. Grave 34A–B holds two subadults probably 
buried simultaneously within the same pit, as their skeletal remains were in contact, slightly 
overlapping, but no disturbance of the individual underneath was recorded. Moreover, the pit 
might not have been wide enough, and the interment hasty; hence, the overlapping and the 
atypical position of the second individual’s left arm – stretched out to the left, bent at the elbow, 
and placed over the other’s torso (Fig. 1, variant VII). 

The interred were placed in a supine position, and, apart from their upper limbs (Tab. 
1), all other variations of the bones were determined by decomposition and later disturbances. 
The one anomaly is represented by subadult 13A, placed in a left lateral recumbent position, 
with bended knees and forearms bent and brought together in front of the torso (Fig. 1, variant 
VIII). Most data on forearm positioning were retrieved from later burials, as the earlier ones 
were more fragmented. A total of 25 skeletal remains offered relevant information. 

Fig. 1. Variations of the position of the forearms (I–VIII) and number of documented cases.

When looking at the arms’ position (Tab. 1, Fig. 1), no variant stands out in particular, 
but some are found in fewer individuals. Out of the five early graves that preserved parts of both 
forearms, four individuals (19, 25, 26, 27) had the forearms placed over the pelvic area, and one 
(9) had its arms bent at a right angle and the forearms placed parallel over the abdomen. In three 
subadult skeletons, arms were positioned beside the abdomen (variant I). Because individuals 6 
and 24 were in the infant age group, their small stature may account for this option. Individual 

(Black Church in Brașov); Saint Michael church in Cluj (FERENCZI 1962, 43; MITROFAN 1965, 657–658), to 
only name urban examples.
155  SÓFALVI/NYÁRÁDI 2009, 78. 
156  GÁL 2019, 142.
157  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 59.
158  NYÁRÁDI 2013, 260; GÁL 2019, 144; NYÁRÁDI 2020, 197.
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34B was placed in a confined space together with individual 34A. Hence, neither situation is 
necessarily linked to a deliberate choice, as during the High Middle Ages, when it was the domi-
nant position in churchyards across the Carpathian Basin.159 

The bulk of the well-preserved skeletal remains (i.e., 20 cases) showed variations of the 
general tendency to place the forearms on the body (variants II–VI). Specifically, they were 
either both on the pelvis, one on the chest, while the other on the abdomen, brought together 
on the chest, or set parallel to one another on the upper abdomen.160 The last two variants (III 
and IV) were widely attributed to the 15th and 16th centuries161 and are present here in three and 
six individuals, respectively. These were documented elsewhere in the Transylvanian urban162 

and rural contexts. The placement of one forearm on the chest, while the second lay on the 
abdomen (variants V and VI), was also recorded in burial phases from Brașov163 and Sibiu,164 
and its introduction was dated after the reformation, for instance, in Mugeni, Avrămești, or 
Cristuru Secuiesc (Harghita County).165

Funerary inventory: dating, analogies, and function. The archaeological team recovered or 
documented elements of on-the-body funerary inventory in nine of the thirty-four graves investi-
gated, which is less than one-third of the cases. The inventory includes 11 items (or sets of items, 
in the case of hook-and-eye clasps) that the team fully or partially retrieved or recorded during the 
excavations (Pl. VII). Most objects are clothing accessories, including three hook-and-eye clasps 
(graves 27, 34; in one case, only the hook was recovered: grave 10A or 10B), a bronze ring (grave 
12B) that may also be part of a garment fastening system, and three headbands (graves 6, 10A, 
12B). The team also noted a funerary item on the skull in grave 4, appearing as a copper-oxide 
stain, though they could not identify the object itself. The six blue glass beads of varying sizes likely 
belonged to the headband also found in grave 10A. The devotional silver medallion associated with 
grave 31 is the only jewellery piece the excavators discovered. The decorative element in grave 2 has 
an uncertain function, as it might relate to either clothing accessories or jewellery.

Both the hook-and-eye clasps and the one from which only the hook was preserved 
(Pl. X/c, e, f, h) were found in the upper parts of the bodies of the deceased, specifically in the 
neck area and at the level of the humerus.166 All clasps were made from a copper-based alloy and 
were produced similarly, differing only in size.167 Common hook-and-eye clasps are often found 
in medieval and early modern burial sites, and their chronological range typically extends well 
beyond the period during which the Farkas Street cemetery was believed to be in use (16th–17th 
centuries). These clasps were usually sewn directly onto textiles, placed opposite each other to 
secure closures – most often at the neck or waist, and less frequently on the shoulders.168 In 
the context of urban Transylvanian burials, such standardized clasps have been documented in 
nearly all cemeteries with published or reported archaeological findings.169 The uniformity of 
this type of artefact is further demonstrated by the situation in the Farkas Street cemetery, where 
stratigraphic data are available. One pair(?) of clasps (Pl. X/e–f ) is linked to burials without cof-
159  RITOÓK 2010, 486; GÁLL 2013, 157.
160  Except for the forearms on the chest, these are variants identified in the 15th- and 16th-century cemetery of the 
Evangelic church in Saschiz (Mureș County). MARCU ISTRATE 2018, 251.
161  GÁL 2019, 146.
162  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 59; MARCU ISTRATE/DIANA 2017, 371.
163  MARCU ISTRATE/DIANA 2017, 371.
164  MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 59.
165  NYÁRÁDI 2013, 259–260.
166  It cannot be determined whether the clasp belonged to the individual in grave 10A or to the one in grave 10B.
167  From 1.1 cm in length for the hooks from graves 27 and 10A, to 1.7 cm for the one from grave 34.
168  KRABATH 2001, 209–210.
169  E.g., Sibiu: MARCU ISTRATE/CONSTANTINESCU/SOFICARU 2015, 70; Dej: ISAC 2008, 76–77; 
Oradea: RUSU 2002, 159–160.
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Pl. V. Grave pits cutting through walking-level accumulations: a. cluster 4/
feature 46; b. cluster 3/feature 28 (plans by G-D. Varga and O. Toda).

Pl. V. Grave pits cutting through walking-level accumulations: a. cluster 4/feature 46; b. cluster 3/ 
feature 28 (plans by G-D. Varga and O. Toda).
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Pl. VI. Grave clusters cutting through walking-level accumulations: a. cluster 2/
feature 53; b. cluster 1/feature 45 (plans by G-D. Varga and O. Toda).

Pl. VI. Grave clusters cutting through walking-level accumulations: a. cluster 2/feature 53; b. cluster 1/
feature 45 (plans by G-D. Varga and O. Toda).
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Pl. VII. Stratigraphic matrix of the funerary features researched in T3 and photogrammetric 
image of the partial north profile of T3 excavation unit (by O. Toda).

Pl. VII. Stratigraphic matrix of the funerary features researched in T3 and photogrammetric image of 
the partial north profile of T3 excavation unit (by O. Toda).
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Pl. VIII. Burials with coffin and deeper pits: a. grave 5 and coffin nails preserving wood fiber and 
plank thickness from grave 18; b. grave 10A–B, representing a double burial (images by O. Toda).

Pl. VIII. Burials with coffin and deeper pits: a. grave 5 and coffin nails preserving wood fiber and plank 
thickness from grave 18; b. grave 10A–B, representing a double burial (images by O. Toda).
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Pl.  IX. Traces of headdresses: a. copper oxidation and remnants on the skull (grave 10 A) (photos by 
F. Mărginean); b. fragments (1) of metal strip (2) twisted around organic thread (3) (grave 12B); c. highly 
degraded headband (1) with organic base layer (silk, 2–3), supporting a lace pattern (4, 5–7, silk–8) of metal 
strips and organic threads (grave 6) (b–c. images by B. Magó).
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Pl. IX. Traces of headdresses: a. copper oxidation and remnants on the skull (grave 10 A) (photos by F. 
Mărginean); b. fragments (1) of metal strip (2) twisted around organic thread (3) (grave 12B); c. highly 
degraded headband (1) with organic base layer (silk, 2–3), supporting a lace pattern (4, 5–7, silk–8) of 

metal strips and organic threads (grave 6) (b–c. images by B. Magó). 
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Pl. X. Clothing accessories: a. devotional medallion (grave 31) (photos by G.-D. Varga and B. Magó); b. 
pendant? (grave 2); c–d. hook clasp and glass beads (grave 10A); e–f. hook-and-eye clasps (grave 27); g. 
circular loop (grave 12B); h. hook-and-eye clasps (grave 34A) (e–f. drawings by A. Bâlc, photos and image 
processing by O. Toda).

Pl. X. Clothing accessories: a. devotional medallion (grave 31) (photos by G.-D. Varga and B. Magó); 
b. pendant? (grave 2); c–d. hook clasp and glass beads (grave 10A); e–f. hook-and-eye clasps (grave 27); 
g. circular loop (grave 12B); h. hook-and-eye clasps (grave 34A) (e–f.drawings by A. Bâlc, photos and

image processing by O. Toda).   
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