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OTTOMAN SEALS AT THE HUNGARIAN NATIONAL MUSEUM:
CONNECTIONS BETWEEN SHAPES, INSCRIPTIONS, AND MATERIALS

Ibolya GERELYES'

In her study, the author conveys the findings of chemical composition investigations performed on Ottoman seals in
the collection of the Hungarian National Museum. The examinations conducted draw attention to connectedness
between chemical composition, shape, and inscription type; this can assist with dating. In the material reviewed, one
group stands out in particular: seals with bell-shaped bodies which can in all likelihood be dated to the 16th-17th
centuries and which in most cases feature an inscription with the formula “Trusting in the King...". At the same time,
some pieces bearing just the name of their owner differ from the other examples in the collection in terms of shape
and chemical composition. These were certainly made after the period of Ottoman sway in Hungary.

A tanulmdnyban a Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum t0rok pecsétnyomoin végzett anyagvizsgdlatok eredményét szeret-
ném ismertetni. Az elvégzett vizsgdlatok arra hivjdk fel a figyelmet, hogy az anyagosszetétel, a forma és a felirat
osszefiiggéseket mutat, és korhatdrozo lehet. A megvizsgdlt anyagban kimutathato egy meghatdrozott csoport,
a tolcséres testii pecsétlok, melyek nagy biztonsdggal keltezhetéek a 16-17. szdzadra, és amelyek tobbségén azo-
nos felirat, a ‘Kirdlyban bizakodo...” formula olvashato. Ugyanakkor egyes, csak a tulajdonos nevét tartalmazo
darabok formailag és anyagosszetételiiket tekintve is eltérnek a gytijtemény tobbi példanyadtol, és egyértelmiien a

magyarorszagi torok hodoltsag korandl késébbi idészakban késziiltek.

Keywords: Ottoman seals, chemical composition, types of inscriptions, similarities and differences in shape

Kulcsszavak: torok pecsétnyomok, anyagosszetétel, felirat tipusok, formai azonossagok és eltérések

Over the last decade, archaeological researches - es-
pecially those using metal detectors (Bir6 et al. 2018)
- have unearthed, and continue to unearth, growing
numbers of small metal objects of the kind that ear-
lier on evaded discovery or else came to light only
rarely and by chance before passing into public or
private collections. It is to this category, namely that
of small metal objects, that Ottoman seals, rings, and
coins belong. In the present study, the author would
like to present the findings of material composition
analyses performed on the Ottoman seals owned by
the Hungarian National Museum. She hopes that
these results will assist the dating of recently discov-
ered examples and similar ones coming to light in
the future, and also the identification of workshops
in which these pieces were made.! Additionally, the
author attempts to group already-known pieces on
the basis of the following: inscriptions, similarities
with regard to shape, and alloy composition.

Following the publication of Magda Baranyné
Obershall's now-classic 1944 study (Baranyné 1944,
367-368, PL. LXXXVI, 3, 11, 18-23),> and subse-
quently that of Géza Fehér's summary presenting
the Ottoman seals held by the Hungarian National
Museum (Fehér 1959, 187-191, P1. XXIV), Ottoman
seals ‘disappeared from view, temporarily. Decades
later, new examples came to light, during excava-
tions conducted at various locations in Hungary
(Téth 2003, 99, 106, Fig. 3; Toth 2005, 157-158; Gaal
2014, 382-383, 385-386, Pls. 2-3; Kovdcs et al. 2014,
163; Kovacs 2019, 225). As recent researches in Tolna
County have shown, such artefacts are appearing in
increasing numbers as surface finds (Gaal 2014, 379),
and as a result of searches performed using metal de-
tectors (Sudar, K. Németh 2020, 113-115).}

In earlier times also, researchers drew attention
to the contradiction between the number of seals in
collections and the selection of seal impresses fea-

> Received 15.10.2022 | Accepted 16.10.2023 | Published online 16.12.2023

* gerelyes.ibolya@hnm.hu; ORCiD: https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0144-516X


https://doi.org/10.54640/CAH.2023.277
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0144-516X
mailto:gerelyes.ibolya%40hnm.hu?subject=
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0144-516X

278 Ibolya GERELYES

Fig. 1. Ottoman seal, copper alloy (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1857.34.2.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
1. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, rézotvozet (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételdlap; 2: a pecsételSlap tikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muizeum, ltsz. 1857.34.2.; fotd: Kardos Judit)

Fig. 2. Ottoman seal, brass (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.a.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
2. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, sargaréz (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsételdlap titkrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Mizeum, Itsz. 1860.28.V.4.a.; fotd: Kardos Judit)
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Fig. 3. Ottoman seal, copper alloy (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1860.28. V. 4.b.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
3. kép. Oszman pecsétnyom, rézotvozet (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsételSlap tiikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, Itsz. 1860.28. V. 4.b.; fotd: Kardos Judit)

turing on documents surviving from the Ottoman
period (Sudar, K. Németh 2020, 116). In contrast to
the substantially larger number of seal impressions
extant (this can be put at several hundred), the
number of seals known to be housed in Hungar-
ian collections is strikingly small: it can be no more
than twenty to twenty-five pieces. Presumably,
many Ottoman seals are going unnoticed, not just
on or below the surface of the ground, but also in
the storerooms of museums, in local historical col-
lections, and among excavation finds that remain
unprocessed. Likewise, there are pieces known to
have existed earlier but which are now lost; the
hope is that these ‘latent’ artefacts may yet come to
light. Examples of the last mentioned are the Otto-
man rings and seals loaned by Eger’s Roman Catho-
lic gymnasium — and those lent by Gabor Planzer, a
teacher in Nagykanizsa, from his private collection -
for a historical exhibition staged in 1886 (Majlath
1886, 397-399).* The fact that scarcely any seals are
known from archaeological finds at smaller castles
and palisaded strongholds once in Ottoman hands
is remarkable, although one seal has come to light
at Barcs, Torokkoppany, and Szekszard-Ujpaldnk
respectively. At the same time, we know that garri-
son officers of the rank of aga used their own seals,’

on petitions they submitted for example (Romer
1995, 103-116).

The author would like to express her thanks to
Laszl6 Kolto for investigating the alloys used to make
the seals featuring in the collection. This consists of
thirteen seals in all, two of which are of silver. Laszld
Kolt6 explained his methodology in a study earlier
on in which he gave a detailed analysis of his find-
ings (Kolté 2002, 255-256).¢ Analysis of the chemi-
cal composition of a number of silver artefacts used
in this study for purposes of comparison was per-
formed using the x-ray fluorescence method. This
work took place under the direction of Dr. Miklds
Kis-Varga, at the Institute for Atomic Research (of
the Hungarian Academy of Sciences) in Debrecen
(Gerelyes 2017, 241).

Leaving aside the two re-inventoried seals whose
provenance is currently unknown (inv. nos. 59.1.C
and 59.2.C), it may be said that the Ottoman seal
collection at the Hungarian National Museum came
together in the second half of the 19th century and in
the early years of the 20th — more specifically in the
period from 1857 to 1903. According to the inven-
tory-book entries, some acquisitions may be linked
to a respective archaeological site — when their place
of discovery was known or through reports by those
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Table 1. Alloy compositions of the seals
1. tdbldzat. A pecsétek otvozetosszetétele

Seals Concentration (percentages by mass)

Fe Ni Cu Zn As Ag Sn Sb Pb Bi
1. Inv. no. 1857.34.2. 1.68 |0.00 |7795 733 027 |0.11 |6.89 |172 |4.05 |0.00
2. Inv. no. 1860. 28.V.4.a. 0.14 |0.00 |80.38 |11.21 |0.30 |0.03 |3.23 |0.75 |3.97 |0.00
3. Inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.b. 022 |0.24 |7255 (1297 |0.00 |0.05 |49 |1.09 |791 |0.00
4. Inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.c. 0.11 |0.00 |77.52 |{17.31 |0.00 |0.07 |0.87 |0.70 |3.41 |0.00
5. Inv. no. 1873.141.19. 0.10 ]0.08 {1827 {0.00 |0.27 |[79.98 |0.00 |0.19 |0.87 |0.24
6. Inv. n0.1877.119.191.1. 0.49 |0.00 |63.45 |27.41 |037 |0.15 |429 (090 |292 |0.00
7. Inv. no. 1877.119.191.2. 0.004 {029 |93.01 |2.14 |025 |080 |1.74 [0.63 |1.10 |0.00
8. Inv. no. 1890.16. 0.68 |0.00 |595 |[0.06 |0.02 |92.38 [0.00 |0.10 |0.6 0.00
9. Inv. no. 1898.77.6. 0.20 |0.00 |63.70 |17.24 |0.03 |0.06 |3.25 [081 |14.71 |0.00
10. Inv. no. 1903.38.48. 055 10.09 |71.74 |816 |0.70 |0.17 |3.15 |1.19 |14.25 |0.00
11. Inv. no. 1903.65.3. 0.38 |0.00 |84.37 |7.84 |0.17 |0.11 190 |0.88 [4.35 |0.00
12. Inv. no. 59.1.C. 0.15 10.00 {8259 |11.71 |0.18 |[0.05 |1.44 |093 |296 |0.00
13. Inv. no. 59.2.C. 0.00 |048 |77.15 0.00 |044 |0.15 |0.77 |3.11 17.91 | 0.00

selling them or handing them in - while others,
those with no indication of origin, passed to the Mu-
seum from an earlier collection or collections. The
Hungarian National Museum collection contains
no seal from a properly documented archaeological
excavation. With the exception of the above-men-
tioned two silver seals, all the artefacts in question
are made from copper alloy (Table 1-2).

Chemical composition and shape

Owing to the limited number of the pieces in the
collection, our sample is small. Despite this, it
has been possible to establish clearly delimitable
groups among the pieces, on the basis of the ma-
terials from which they are made. In some cases, it
has also been possible to point out connections be-
tween the composition of a seal’s material and the
shape of that seal.

Seals made of silver

The relative proportions of silver and copper in the
silver-and-copper alloy used in the making of Silver
seal no. 5 (inv. no. 1873.141.19.) place that artefact

among the poorer-quality pieces. On the basis of its
chemical composition, it echoes the Balkan silver
bowls and Balkan silver jewellery groups which are
low in silver and high in copper (Gerelyes 2017, 244,
247). On the other hand, the seal is finely shaped and
its inscription is a prayer expressed in verse (Fig. 5).

The relative proportions of silver and copper in
Silver seal no. 8 (inv. no 1890.16), from Simontornya
(in Tolna County) and probably linkable to the Ot-
toman era (1545-1686) in the history of the castle
there, are closer to those measured in a better-quality
group of Ottoman-Balkan silver bowls at the Hun-
garian National Museum’s collection that have been
dated to the first half or middle of the 16th century.
The last mentioned, however, fall short of the Muse-
ums silver pen case (inv. no. 1926. 32.) stamped with
the tughra of Sultan Mahmud I (r. 1730-1754) in
terms of the quality of the alloy used (Gerelyes 2017,
247) (Table 3).” Similarly to that on Silver seal no. 5,
the inscription on this seal is a prayer in verse (Fig. 8).

The two seals differ somewhat in shape, as re-
gards their matrix surfaces primarily but also their
grips. From the standpoint of the alloy used to make
it, Silver seal no. 8 is of much better quality and be-
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Fig. 4. Ottoman seal, brass (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1860.28. V.4.c.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
4. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, sargaréz (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételdlap; 2: a pecsételSlap tiikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, Itsz. 1860.28. V.4.c.; foté: Kardos Judit)

Fig. 5. Ottoman seal, silver (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1873.141.19.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
5. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, eziist (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsételélap titkrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, Itsz. 1873.141.19.; fot6: Kardos Judit)



282 Ibolya GERELYES
Table 2. Alloy compositions of those artefacts of lower silver content analysed for purposes of comparison
2. tdbldzat. Osszehasonlité anyagként felhasznalt alacsonyabb eziist tartalmu targyak 6tvozetdsszetétele
Concentration (percentages by mass)
Artefact -
Fe Ag Au Hg Pb Bi As
Seal
Inv. no. 1873.141.19. 0.10 1827 | 7998 | - - 0.87 0.24 0.27
Headdress decoration: chain
Inv. no. 1864.111. (O/1. 94.5.) 049|898 | 88> | 139 |- 051 |- 0.09
Headdress decoration:
pin with a spherical head 0.59 13.9 84.1 0.26 - 0.51 - 0.55
Inv. no. 1864.111. (O/1. 94.5.)
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. 1913.13. 0.75 30.2 64.3 0.98 1.52 0.25 - 1.9
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. 1920.16. 0.55 9.85 88.3 0.3 - 0.73 - 0.16

longs to the group of seals characteristic of Ottoman
Hungary. As near parallels, two examples, likewise
from Tolna County, may be mentioned here (Gaal
2014, 382, PIL. 2, 13, PL. 3, 14). The feature common to
all three pieces is their three-part design: the body,
broadening outwards in the shape of a bell, connects
to an inverted drop-shaped grip (which can also be
used to hang it up) by way of a small, slightly flat-
tened sphere. The impress-giving matrix surface is
mandorla-shaped. As will be shown later on, seals
of this design constitute a separate group among the
Museum’s copper-alloy seals also.

Seals made of copper alloy

With regard to its chemical composition, Seal no. 6
(inv. no. 1877.119.191.1.) differs markedly from all
the other seals in the collection: its zinc content (at
27.41 per cent) is the highest in the collection and its
copper content (at 63.45 per cent) the lowest. At 4.29
per cent, the proportion of tin in the alloy used in its
making is substantially higher than the average in our
sample. The seal counts as brass. Its height is 5.5 cm,
making it our tallest piece. As regards its shape,
though, it in no way accords with those seals which
can be dated to the time of the Ottoman presence in

Table 3. Alloy compositions of those artefacts of higher silver content analysed for purposes of comparison
3. tdbldzat. Osszehasonlito anyagként felhasznalt magasabb eziist tartalmu targyak otvozetdsszetétele

Concentration (percentages by mass)
Artefact -
Fe Cu Ag Au Hg Pb Bi As
Silver seal
Inv. no. 1890.16. 0.68 5.95 92.38 - - 0.6 0.00 0.02
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. App. Jank.178. 0.37 5.19 93 0.16 0.36 0.04 0.51 -
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. 55.447.C. 0-> >33 93.7 - - 02 - -
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. 1891.56.6. 0.39 59 93.2 0.1 - 0.12 0.26 -
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. 1887.36.1. 07 78 712 } } 024 } }
Silver drinking bowl
Inv. no. 1887.36.2. 0.62 6.5 92.3 0.26 - 0.22 - -
2/a. Writing set
Inv. no. 1926.32. 0.39 4.21 94.2 0.22 - 0.93 - -
(inkwell)
2/b. Writing set
Inv. no. 1926.32. (pen case) 0.28 4.88 93.5 0.24 N 1.08 - -
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Fig. 6. Ottoman seal, brass (18th-19th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1877.119.191.1.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
6. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, sargaréz (18-19. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsétellap tiikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Mtzeum, Itsz. 1877.119.191.1,; foté: Kardos Judit)

Fig. 7. Ottoman seal, copper alloy (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1877.119.191.2.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
7. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, rézotvozet (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsételSlap titkrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, ltsz. 1877.119.191.2.; fot6: Kardos Judit)
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Fig. 8. Ottoman seal, silver (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1890.16.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
8. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomd, eziist (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsételdlap titkrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, ltsz. 1890.16.; fotd: Kardos Judit)

Fig. 9. Ottoman seal, brass (19th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1898.77.6.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
9. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomd, sargaréz (19. szazad). 1: pecsétel6lap; 2: a pecsételSlap tikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, Itsz. 1898.77.6.; fotd: Kardos Judit)
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Fig. 10. Ottoman seal, copper alloy (18th-19th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1903.38.48.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
10. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, rézotvozet (18-19. szazad). 1: pecsételdlap; 2: a pecsételdlap tiikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum, Itsz. 1903.38.48.; fotd: Kardos Judit)

Hungary on the basis of parallels. Neither among any
of the seals brought to light so far, nor among any of
the 16th-17th-century seal impresses known to us is
there anything akin to the impress of this seal: its ma-
trix surface is a rectangle extending into an ogee arch
at each of its shorter ends. The shaping of its grip ex-
hibits similarities with the grips found on 19th-cen-
tury Ottoman seals (Dursun 2019, 597). Its inscrip-
tion, which contains the name of its owner merely,
belongs in the category of the simplest (Fig. 6).

As regards both shape and chemical composition,
the closest to the last-mentioned example is Seal no.
9 (1898.77.6.). Its copper content, at 63.7 per cent,
is similarly low, while its zinc content, at 17.24 per
cent, and its tin content, at 3.25 per cent, are high.
Its lead content is 14.71 per cent. When the artefact
was first published, the date featuring on it, 1283 (15
May 1866-4 May 1867), was found to be problematic
by Géza Fehér, who queried its reading (Fehér 1959,
189).% The findings of chemical analysis and its shape,
in which it differs conspicuously from the other seals
in the collection, support its original, 19th-century,
dating. Aside from the date, only the name of the seal’s
owner (Isma'il) features in the inscription (Fig. 9).

Our sample contains another two seals with a very
high lead content: Seal no. 10 (inv. no. 1903.38.38.),

in which it is 14.25 per cent, and Seal no. 13 (inv.
no. 59.2.C.), in which it is 17.91 per cent. Interesting
features of Seal no. 10 are the unique shape of its ma-
trix surface and the very simple shaping of its body
and grip. Its inscription contains only the name of
the owner (Yasuf) (Fig. 10).

Of all the pieces in the collection, Seal no. 13 is,
perhaps, the one which deserves the most attention
(Fig. 13).° The alloy from which it is made is remark-
able not only for its above-mentioned high lead con-
tent, but also for its high nickel content (0.48 per
cent), and for its complete lack of zinc. In both size
and shape, this seal differs significantly from those
known up until now in Hungarian collections. At
the same time, it is clear that the quality of its execu-
tion and its inscription in verse place it above these
pieces. Earlier on already, researchers (Hammer-
Purgstall 1850, 24-25, Taf. I, 12-13, 52; Uzuncarsili
1940, 507; Fehér 1959, 191) called attention to the
symbol visible on the matrix surface: the Ziilfikar,
the double-bladed sword of the Prophet Moham-
med and later of Ali, the Prophet Mohammed’s son-
in-law, pointing out that this appeared on the seals
of high-ranking persons only. On the basis of seal
impresses that have come down to us, a number of
beylerbeys of Buda may be mentioned as personages
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Fig. 11. Ottoman seal, brass (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 1903.65.3.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
11. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, sargaréz (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételSlap; 2: a pecsételSlap titkrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyom teste (Magyar Nemzeti Mazeum, ltsz. 1903.65.3.; fot6: Kardos Judit)

Fig. 12. Ottoman seal, copper alloy (16th-17th century). 1: the matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum, inv. no. 59.1.C.; Photo: Judit Kardos)
12. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomo, rézétvozet (16-17. szazad). 1: pecsételdlap; 2: a pecsételSlap tiikrozott képe;
3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Mizeum, Itsz. 59.1.C.; fotd: Kardos Judit)
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whose seals featured the Ziilfikar motif: Murteza Pa-
sha (on a letter of his from 1627), Hasan Pasha (on a
document from 1630), and Mustafa Pasha (on a doc-
ument from 1631). Another such example is Ibra-
him, beylerbey of Eger (on a document from 1631)
(Fekete 1932, 48, 55, 119, 80 respectively).

As noted above, among the copper-alloy seals
as among the silver ones a distinctive group can be
identified whose pieces feature a bell-like matrix
(die) joined to a drop-like grip by a slightly flattened
sphere placed either halfway up the artefact or in
the bottom part of its top third. To this group be-
long Seals nos. 3 and 4, and also Seal no. 12, which is
shaped somewhat differently. In this last case, the die
narrows towards the grip much more rapidly, con-
stituting a shape somewhere between a bell-shaped
die and a flat one. As regards chemical composition,
no great differences can be detected between these
artefacts. Worthy of remark is the high lead content
of Seal no. 3: it is 7.91 per cent.

This shape is known from other collections as well.
It is exhibited by almost every example from Tolna
County known so far (Gaal 2014, 386, P1. 3, 14; Sudar,
K. Németh 2020, 114, Fig. 2a—c, 115, Fig. 3a-c),"” and
likewise by both seals recovered from a site in Buda-
pest’s Csonak utca (Téth 2003, 106, Fig. 3).

The die of Seal no. 4 is decorated with perpen-
dicular fluting while the seal’s middle, spherical, part
is decorated with perpendicular grooves. In terms of
its shape, the seal is exactly analogous to a piece in
Gyula Zavaros’s collection (Gaal 2014, 385, P1. 2, 13).

According to the opinion of the present author,
the seals in this group can safely be dated to the time
of the Ottoman presence in Hungary. The two exam-
ples from Buda each suggest a 17th-century dating."
This is corroborated by a seal of exactly the same
type recovered from a 17th-century Ottoman layer
in Belgrade’s Lower Castle (Popovi¢, Biki¢ 2004, 156,
Fig. 101, 428, 206).

Types of inscriptions

Based on their inscriptions, the seals in the collec-
tion may be divided into three groups.'

Group 1

To the first group belong those seals whose inscrip-
tions feature the owner’s name and, in some cases,
a year. Examples are Seal no. 9 (inv. no. 1898.77.6.,
inscription: Isma ‘il 1283) and Seal no. 10 (inv. no.
1903.38.48., inscription: Yisuf). Also assignable

Fig. 13. Ottoman seal, copper alloy (17th century). 1: the
matrix surface; 2: mirror-image of the matrix surface;
3: the seal upright (Hungarian National Museum,
inv. no. 59.2.C.; Photo: Judit Kardos)

13. kép. Oszman pecsétnyomd, rézotvozet (17. szazad).
1: pecsétel lap; 2: a pecsételdlap tikrozott képe;

3: a pecsétnyomo teste (Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum,
Itsz. 59.2.C.; fot6: Kardos Judit)
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to this group is Seal no. 7 (inv. no. 1877.119191.2.,
inscription: el-hacc ‘Ali).”* As pointed out above, all
three of these artefacts differ from the other seals in
the collection as regards shape and chemical com-
position.

Group 2

One of the most commonly found inscriptions on
the Museum’s seals (and signet rings) is bende-i
Huda (‘servant of God’) followed by the name of
the owner. Supplemented with an owner’s name,
this phrase can be read on Seal no. 1 and on Seal
no. 3 in our collection: bende-i Huda Siileyman (inv.
no. 1857.34.2.) and bende-i Huda Hasan (inv. no.
1860.V.4.b.) respectively.'

At the present time, three such artefacts recovered
during archaeological excavations may be assigned
to this category. One came to light during an excava-
tion on the site of Szekszard-Ujpaldnk castle in Tolna
County; this stronghold was built, and used, by the
Ottomans in the 17th century. The inscription on this
piece is as follows: ‘Ali [bin] Siileyman bende-i Huda
(Gaal 2014, 381, 384, PL 1, 8; Sudar, K. Németh 2020,
121). A seal with a similar inscription is known from
the village of Fadd (Fadd-Jeges-hegy II), in Tolna
County; the inscription reads: bende-i Huda Hizir
(Sudar, K. Németh 2020, 113-114, 121, Fig. 1a—c).

A comparable inscription may be seen on the
third piece, brought to light at the palisaded castle of
Barcs: bende-i ... Omer bin Abdallah (Kovacs 2019,
225, Fig, 4).15

Group 3

A) Some of the inscriptions are religious formulae
or prayers in verse form. A relatively simple one
somewhat widely used during the time of the Ot-
toman presence in Hungary was the rhyming cou-
plet ‘“Trusting in the [adjective] King [i.e. in Allah],
the poor [here the owner’s name]; written in such a
way that the adjective describing the King rhymed
with the name of the owner (R6mer 1995, 112). This
formula was used by high-ranking and low-ranking
personages alike. For example, it features on the seal
of Dervis Bey, who was among the signatories of
the Peace of Gyarmat (Hidasgyarmat) concluded in
1625; he served as Sanjakbey of Novigrad earlier on
(Gévay 1837, VI). Additionally, it was used by many
agas serving in Ottoman-held fortifications in Hun-
gary (Romer 1995, 112-115). From Tolna County,
two silver seals with this type of inscription are
known, suggesting ownership by high-ranking or

better-off personages (Sudar, K. Németh 2020, 121).
With regard to the Hungarian National Museum’s
collection, the following pieces belong to this group:
Seal no. 2 (inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.a.), inscription:
el-vasiq bi’l-meliki’l-qadir el-faqir Mahmud bin Ebi
Bekir (‘Trusting in the all-powerful King, the poor

Mahmud, son of Ebu Bekir’);

Seal no. 4 (inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.c.), inscription:
el-vasiq bi’l-meliki’l-safa [?] el-fagir Hiiseyn bin
Mustafa (‘Trusting in the joy-bringing [?] King, the
poor Husein, son of Mustafa’);

Sealno. 11 (inv. no. 1903.65.3.), inscription: el-vdsiq
bi’l-meliki’l-berr el-faqir Bekir bin Iskender (‘Trusting
in the faithful King, the poor Bekir, son of Iskender’);

The very same type of inscription is also found
on pieces in other collections. From Tolna County,
three such pieces are currently known (Sudar, K.
Németh 2020, 121):

1. Palfa-Itaté dil6 (‘Palfa, Itaté pathway’): el-fagir
[Sarpilis] Mehmed bin  Hiiseyn  el-vasiq
bi’'l-meliki’l-mu’in (‘“Trusting in the helpful king
[i.e. Allah], Mehmed, son of Husein’);

2. Sarpilis-Sar  (‘Sarpilis, bank of the River
Sar’): el-faqir Hiiseyn [bin] Abdallah el-vasiq
bi’'l-meliki’llah (“Trusting in the divine King [i.e.
Allah], the poor Husein [bin] Abdallah’);

3. From a site unknown, from the private collection
of Gyula Zavaros: el-faqir Mahmud bin Ahmed
el-vasiq bi’l-melikis-samed (“Trusting in the King
whom everyone needs but who needs no-one [i.e.
Allah], the poor Mahmud bin Ahmed’).

Two Ottoman seals brought to light in a cemetery
(in Csénak utca), to the west of Buda Castle’s Golden
Bastion, likewise each feature an inscription of this
kind (T6th 2001, 106, Fig. 3).

As pointed out above, among the silver seals and
the copper-alloy seals alike a particular shape is dis-
cernible, one characterised by a bell-shaped matrix
(die), a slightly flattened sphere above this in the seal’s
middle part (or in the lower reaches of its top third
part), and a drop-like grip. On the pieces belonging
to this group, the above-mentioned formula typically
appears, in most cases even — e.g. on Seal no. 4 in the
Hungarian National Museum’s collection, on Tolna
County pieces from Gyula Zavaros’s collection, on
pieces collected from surfaces during fieldwalking,
and on both seals recovered from the cemetery in
Buda’s Csonak utca. In these cases, type of shape and
type of inscription show a connectedness. Ten seals
can be assigned to this formal group; on six of these
the inscription ‘“Trusting in the King... features.
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B) To this group may be assigned those seals on
which a longer inscription can be read: a verse
inscription or pious supplication in a number of
lines, i.e. an inscription whose text is more complex
than the simple phrase mentioned in Group 3/A.
From among the pieces in the collection, only Seal
no. 13 belongs to this group.

Evaluation

The investigations performed call attention to the
connections that exist between shapes, types of
inscriptions, and materials; these correlations can be
useful when dating artefacts.

As regards inscriptions, by way of summary it
may be said that in many cases not only on the seals
but also on the signet rings, engravings are encoun-
tered that are often the same: inscriptions in verse
form and prayers. As a general rule, use of longer,
more complex verses — and, together with these,
larger matrix surfaces and finer working — are char-
acteristic of seals belonging to higher-ranking per-
sonages (Gévay 1837, V; Fekete 1932, 48, 55; Romer
1995, 116). With reference to the Hungarian Na-
tional Museum’s collection, this is true for Seal no.
13 (exceptional on account of its shape and chemi-
cal composition), and also for the two silver seals,
namely Seal no. 5 and Seal no. 8.

As regards use of the “Trusting in the King...” for-
mula, on many of the seals the only differences are in
the adjective describing the King (Allah) and in the
owner’s name. In the pieces investigated, a particu-
lar group may be pointed out: bell-like seals whose
base is the matrix surface. These are, on account of
parallels (most of which feature this formula), in all
likelihood datable to the time of the Ottoman pres-
ence in Hungary.

In terms of their shape and their chemical compo-
sition, seals nos. 6, 9, and 10 differ significantly from
the others in the collection, and can safely be dated
to a time substantially later than the Ottoman era in
Hungary. Their inscriptions are the simplest of those
in our sample: they contain the owner’s name merely.

It is worth remembering that — through the use
of metal detectors and other means - more and
more artefacts of Ottoman origin are passing into
private hands, and are, in some cases, ending up in
museum collections afterwards. The ages of these
artefacts do not, however, necessarily coincide with
the period of the Ottoman presence in Hungary. The
above study wishes to point out that in the dating

of Ottoman seals, assistance can be offered by com-
plex analyses of shape, chemical composition, and
inscribed text.

Catalogue

Seal no. 1, inv. no. 1857.34.2. (Fig. 1, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Copper alloy

Height: 2.1 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.5 cm

Place found: Borosjend (today: Ineu, Arad County,
Romania)

Its matrix surface is octagonal in shape. The matrix
(die) takes the form of an eight-sided pyramid
surmounted by a shank which thickens slightly
in the middle and which ends in a pierced grip
resembling an inverted teardrop. The alloy used
for the seal contains high amounts of iron and an-
timony.

Inscription: bende-i Huda Siileyman (‘Silleyman,
servant of God’)

Seal no. 2, inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.a. (Fig. 2, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Brass

Height: 2.2 cm; dimensions of the matrix surface:
1.8 x 1.6 cm

Provenance: from a bequest by Ferenc Kiss

The seal can be seen as comprising three parts. The
bell-shaped bottom part, the die, continues by
way of a slightly flattened sphere to a stalk with
flat surfaces at obtuse angles to one another. The
grip is incomplete. The die’s matrix surface is al-
most circular in shape.

Inscription: el-vasiq  bi’l-meliki’l-qadir  el-faqir
Mahmiud bin Ebii Bekir (“Trusting in the all-pow-
erful King, the poor Mahmud, son of Ebu Bekir’)

Seal no. 3, inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.b. (Fig. 3, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Copper

Height: 2.4 cm; diameter of the matrix surface:
1.6 cm

Provenance: from a bequest by Ferenc Kiss

The seal can be seen as comprising three parts. Narrow-
ing at its upper part, the bell-shaped die continues
by way of a slightly flattened sphere to a grip in the
shape of an inverted drop; the grip is pierced. The
matrix surface is almost circular in shape.

Inscription: bende-i Huda Hasan (‘Hasan, servant of
God)
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Seal no. 4, inv. no. 1860.28.V.4.c. (Fig. 4, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Brass

Height: 2.5 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.8 cm

Provenance: from a bequest by Ferenc Kiss

The seal can be seen as comprising three parts. The
bell-like lower part (the die) is decorated with
perpendicular fluting. The middle part, a sphere,
is decorated with perpendicular grooves. The
upper part, in the shape of an inverted teardrop,
consists of drawn metal (wire). The seal’s matrix
surface is mandorla-shaped.

Inscription: el-vasiq bi’l-meliki’l-safa [?] el-fagir
Hiiseyn bin Mustafa (“Trusting in the joy-bring-
ing [?] King, the poor Husein, son of Mustafa’) ¢

Seal no. 5, inv. no. 1873.141.19. (Fig. 5, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Silver

Height: 2.4 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.5 cm

Provenance: donated by Laszlé Verebélyi

The seal can be seen as comprising three main parts.
The bell-shaped lower part (die) extending to the
edges of the heptagonal matrix surface is ribbed
and is topped by a coarsely-formed sphere shape.
The outer edge of the pierced grip with two flat
sides is decorated with two triangles and features
a sphere-like ‘protuberance’ at the top.

Inscription: ilahi be-haqq-i nabi-yi Veli be-rahmet ‘afv
kiin giinah-i ‘Ali (‘O my God, for the sake of the
Holy Prophet mercifully pardon the sins of Ali’)

Seal no. 6, inv. no. 1877.119.191.1. (Fig. 6, 1-3)

Ottoman seal. 18th-19th centuries.

Brass

Height: 5.5 cm; dimensions of the matrix surface:
3x0.9cm

Provenance: donated by Agoston Szalay

The seal can be seen as comprising three main parts.
The oblong-shaped matrix surface, whose two
narrower ends are pointed as in an ogee arch, is
surmounted by a straight shank which is sepa-
rated from the drop-shaped, pierced grip by a
flat, circular element.

Inscription: Hacci “Ali el-Magrebi"’

Seal no. 7, inv. no. 1877.119.191.2. (Fig. 7, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Copper alloy

Height: 2 cm; dimensions of the matrix surface:
1.9x1.4cm

Provenance: purchased from Agoston Szalay’s col-
lection

The seal can be seen as comprising three parts. The
flat, oval-shaped die is surmounted by a short
shank with flat sides at obtuse angles to one an-
other which ends in a pierced, almost circular
grip.

Inscription: El-hdcc ‘Ali (“The Hajji Ali’)

Seal no. 8, inv. no. 1890.16. (Fig. 8, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Silver

Height: 2,5 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.7 cm

Provenance: donated by Istvan Kiss, a physician in
Simontornya

The seal can be seen as comprising three main parts.
The bell-shaped lower part is joined to an angu-
lar grip resembling an inverted drop by an ele-
ment in the shape of a slightly flattened sphere.
The matrix surface is mandorla-shaped. The in-
scribed matrix surface is divided in two by the
name Mohammed, written twice and tracing the
shape of the Ziilfikar.

Inscription: bende-i Ahmed muhibb-i ‘Ali muhibb-i
hanedanem be-haqq Veli (‘The servant of
Ahmed, the friend of Ali, I am truly a friend of
the dynasty, Veli’)'®

Seal no. 9, inv. no. 1898.77.6. (Fig. 9, 1-3)

Ottoman seal. 19th century.

Brass

Height: 2.1 cm; diameter of the matrix surface: 1.5 cm

Provenance: purchased from Jozsef Fejér

The almost-circular die is surmounted by a straight
shank, the angular head of which connects to a
flattened, likewise circular, grip.

At 14.71 per cent, the seal’s lead content is substan-
tially higher than the average for our group.
Inscription: Isma'il 1283 (ie. 15 May 1866-4 May

1867)

Seal no. 10, inv. no. 1903.38.48. (Fig. 10, 1-3)

Ottoman seal. 18th-19th centuries.

Copper alloy

Height: 1.9 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.7 cm

Provenance: purchased from Laszlé Pokorny

The seal can be seen as having three main parts. Out
of the die rises a squat shank (which thickens
somewhat at the top) surmounted by teardrop-
like grip. The shape of the matrix surface is unique
among the seal finds known to us. Its lower edge,
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which is semi-circular, connects to an upper edge
featuring semi-circular indentations.
The seal’s lead content is high: 14.25 per cent
Inscription: Yasuf

Seal no. 11, inv. no. 1903.65.3. (Fig. 11, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Brass

Height: 2 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.8 cm

Place found: Székesfehérvar

The seal can be seen as possessing four parts. Its
flat, mandorla-shaped, matrix surface, which is
thicker at its edges, supports a shank consist-
ing of three elements. Two bands, a thicker one
and a thinner one, sandwich a slightly flattened,
sphere-like form. The outer, upper edge of the
grip, supplied with a circular aperture, is milled.

Inscription: el-vasiq bi’l-meliki’l-berr el-faqir Bekir
bin Iskender (‘Trusting in the faithful King, the
poor Bekir, son of Iskender’)

Seal no. 12, inv. no. 59.1.C. (Fig. 12, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 16th-17th centuries.

Copper alloy

Height: 1.6 cm; length of the matrix surface: 1.6 cm
Origin: unknown

Notes

1 As regards Ottoman seals, the main references in the
specialised literature to those found in Hungary have
been summed on two occasions: by Géza Fehér first of
all (Fehér 1959, 187-196) and by Balazs Sudar more
recently (Suddr, K. Németh 2020, 116-117).

2 Among others, Baranynés (Mrs. Barany’s) study con-
tinues to be important because it publishes a signifi-
cant number of artefacts destroyed towards the end of
the Second World War or lost since that time. As to
our topic, the Museum for the History of the Capital
City (today the Budapest History Museum) used to
own Ottoman seal rings recovered in Buda that are not
to be found today (Baranyné 1944, 367, PL. LXXXVT,
1-2, 4-7). The present author is grateful to Eszter Ko-
vacs, an archaeologist at the Budapest History Mu-
seum now deceased, for information on these rings.

3 Ottoman seal rings similar to examples from Hunga-
ry, or identical to them, are known from the southern
areas of historical Hungary and from Serbia (see e.g.
Popovi¢, Biki¢ 2004, 156, Fig. 101, 405, 406, 408; Radi¢
2009, 131).

The seal can be seen as having three parts. The bell-
like lower part connects to the now-incomplete
grip by way of a middle element in the shape of
a somewhat flattened sphere-like form. The ma-
trix surface is mandorla-shaped.

Inscription: Qurd bin Iskender el-fagir az ‘afu’l-
‘ibadi’l-ilah [sic] (‘Qurd, son of Iskender the
poor, the weakest of God’s servants’)

Seal no. 13, inv. no. 59.2.C. (Fig. 13, 1-3)

Ottoman seal, 17th century.

Copper alloy

Height: 2.7 cm; length of the matrix surface: 4.7 cm

Origin: unknown

The circular matrix surface connects to a squat grip
featuring three parts. The upper part of the grip
surmounts an egg-shaped, faceted middle ele-
ment supplied with a band. The top of the grip
is flat.

Inscription: Biliirem ‘ameliim yoq safia layiq ilahi
hasa/ ‘inayet ile girsiin bihiste Qul Mehmed Pasa
/ sene 1076 (‘None of my work is worthy of You.
Help me, O God! / With mercy may the servant
Mehmed Pasha enter Paradise! / 1076 [14 July
1665-3 July 1666]")

4 Probably partly on account of searches using metal
detectors, Ottoman seals and seal rings from the 16th
and 17th centuries have begun to crop up in increas-
ing numbers in the private art trade also.

5 Commanders of troops in certain branches of military
service serving in garrisons held the rank of aga (He-
gyi 2007, 360).

6 The measurements were performed at the Museums
Directorate in Kaposvar (Somogy County) where a
NZ-854 X-Ray Emissions Analyser operated. The io-
dine-125 isotope was used for excitation, while a Si/Li
detector was employed to measure the x-ray radiation
excited (Koltd 2002, 255).

7 For purposes of comparison, it is worth remarking
that in terms of their silver content they lag behind
a silver bowl made in an Istanbul workshop that is
marked with the tughra of Sultan Bayezid II (r. 1481-
1512); this artefact is at the Smithsonian Institution’s
Freer Gallery of Art in Washington DC. The composi-
tion of the last mentioned has been given as Ag: 95.7
per cent and Cu: 3.7 per cent (Petsopoulos 1982, 44,
217; Kiirkman 1996, 122).
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8 Géza Fehér was unable to accept that the Hungarian 14 The same formula can be read on signet rings with the

National Museum would ever have purchased in 1898 following inventory numbers: App.Jank 183. (bende-i
an artefact made just 30 years earlier. Yet the practice Huda Mustafa), App.Jank. 185. (bende-i Huda
of purchasing recent artefacts was not unusual there. Ibrahim), Ann.Jank. 187. (bende-i Hudd...Ahmed bin
By way of example, a copper-alloy weight marked with Ibrahim), 1909.145.21. (bende-i Huda Mehmed), and
the tughra of Sultan Mahmud II (r. 1808-1839) was 1910.127. (bende-i Huda Mehmed bin...) (Fehér 1959,
just sixty to seventy years old when it was purchased 190, Fig. 36); it can likewise be read on one of the lost
by the Museum. Buda pieces: bende-i Hiiseyn bin Hasan (Baranyné
9 Unfortunately, at present we have no information re- 1944, 367, Pl. LXXXVI, 5). Based on Ludvik Kalus’s
garding its origin. When it was inventoried in 1959, it apportionment, the Ottoman signet rings belong-
was given the number Sz.N. 363. ing to the Hungarian National Museum may be as-
10 The matrices of the seals recovered during archaeo- signed to the post-classical period, to groups 1.2.2.
logical excavations at Medina-Sziget (‘Medina Island’) and 1.2.3. (Kalus 1986, 18-40). Interpretations of their
and Palfa-Ttat6-diilé (‘Palfa, Itatd pathway’) respec- inscriptions are based on those offered by Lajos Fekete
tively differ in shape. (Bardnyné 1944, 367-368) and Géza Fehér (Fehér
11 The archaeologist who excavated the cemetery dated it 1959, 188); corrections have been made in some cases
to the first half of the 17th century; the latest date on by the present author.
the coins brought to light with the seals, in Burial no. ~ 15 On the payroll for the Ottoman palisaded castle at
37, was 1600 (To6th 2001, 99). Barcs for the year 1619, Kurd Omer Aga appears as
12 When giving readings of the inscriptions on the Ot- the aga of the mustahfiz (an elite infantry unit) and
toman seals in the Hungarian National Museum’s Omer Aga as the aga of the mounted troops (Hegyi
collection, the present author has been guided by 2007, 1591).
suggestions made by Prof. Dr. Claudia Romer, of the 16 Prof. Romer writes: ‘It could be that originally the
University of Vienna. The author warmly thanks Pro- word meant was el-saff, which would be written in the
fessor Romer for her advice. same way, but then it would not form a rhyme with the
13 The category is the same: inscriptions featuring simply name’ The inscription on the matrix is the same as the
owner’s names can be identified on artefacts assign- one on the octagonal matrix of Hiisein bin Mustafa,
able to the different types of signet rings also. To this an aga in Kaposvar (Romer 1995, 114. 22/b). Husein,
category belong the following pieces from the HNM’s an aga commanding cavalry, appears twice on the
collection of Ottoman signet rings: Cim.Sec. II. X.12. payrolls for the castle’s defenders, in 1557-58 and in
(inscription: Mehmed 87) and 1877.119.11.C.257.p.1. 1569-1570 (Hegyi 2007, II, 1280, 1283).
(inscription: Osman); also belonging to it are three Bu- 17 Those who had made the pilgrimage to Mecca placed
dapest History Museum pieces that went missing dur- the signifier ‘Hajji’ in front of their names; in this way,
ing the Second World War with the inscriptions Hasan it then became a part of each such pilgrim’s name.
bin ‘Alt , Ramazan 1078, and Siileyman bin Selim re- 18 Prof. ROmer writes: ‘Ahmed is another name of the
spectively (Baranyné 1944, 367, Pl. LXXXVI, 1-2, 4). Prophet’
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A MAGYAR NEMZETI MUZEUM TOROK PECSETNYOMOTL:
A FORMA, A FELIRAT ES AZ ANYAGOSSZETETEL OSSZEFUGGESEI

Osszefoglalds

A tanulmany a Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum torok pe-
csétnyomdin végzett anyagvizsgalatok eredményét
ismerteti. Célja, hogy az adatok kozlésével és a mun-
ka soran tett megfigyelésekkel segitse az ujabban
napvilagra keriilt, illetve a jovében el6keriil6 hason-
16 targyak kordnak és miihelyének meghatarozasat.
A gytjtemény darabjainak korldtozott szama miatt a
mintavétel kicsiny volt, azonban igy is sikeriilt hata-
rozottan elkiilonithet6 csoportokat kialakitani mind
az anyagosszetétel, mind a formai kialakitas, mind
pedig a feliratok alapjan. A csoportositashoz és a kel-
tezéshez parhuzamként nemcsak az MNM anyagat,
hanem - els6sorban a magyarorszagi, illetve szerbiai -
régészeti leletanyagbdl, valamint mas magyar gyj-
teményekbdl szarmazé darabokat is felhasznaltam.

A 13. sz. — darab csoportba nem sorolhat6 - azon-
ban a gytjtemény leginkabb figyelemre mélto targya.
(Eredetérdl sajnos pillanatnyilag nincsen informa-
cionk, az 1959-ben beleltarozott darab régi jelzete:
Sz.N. 363.) (13. kép). Magas 6lomtartalma mellett
anyagosszetételének kiilonlegessége, hogy nikkeltar-
talma is magas (0,48%), valamint, hogy anyagéban
cinket nem lehetett kimutatni. Mind mérete, mind
formdja jelentGsen eltér a magyarorszagi gytjtemé-
nyekben eddig ismert példanyokétdl, ugyanakkor az
is egyértelmd, hogy kivitelének mindsége és felira-
tanak verses szovege egyarant e darabok folé helye-
zi. Mar a korabbi kutatds (Hammer-Purgstall 1850,
24-25, Taf. I, 12, 13, 52; Uzungarsili 1940, 507; Fehér
1959, 191) is felhivta a figyelmet arra, hogy a pecsét-
nyomon lathaté szimbdlum, a Ziilfikar - Moham-
med proéfétanak, majd 6t kovetden vejének, Alinak
kétpengéjli kardja — csak magas rangu személyek
pecsétjén jelenik meg. A lenyomatok alapjan pél-
daként tobb budai beglerbég nevét megemlithetjiik,
akiknek pecsétjén a Ziilfikdr motivum megjelenik;
igy Murteza pasa (levél datuma 1627), Haszan pasa
(1630) Musztafa pasa (1631), de szerepel a sorban
Ibrahim egri beglerbég is (1631) (Fekete 1932, 48,
55.119, 80).

I. Az eziistbdl, illetve a bronzotvozetbdl késziilt pe-
csétnyomok kozott egyarant kirajzolodik egy jelleg-
zetes csoport, melynek darabjaira a tolcséresen ki-
szélesed$ pecsételGtest, a targy kozepén vagy felsé
harmadanak aljan elhelyezett lapitott gombdcske,

illetve csepp formaban kialakitott fogd jellemzo.
Ebbe a csoportba tartozik a gytijtemény 3. és 4. sza-
mu darabja, valamint csekély formai eltéréssel a 12.
sz. pecsétnyomo. A bronzotvozetbdl késziilt targyak
anyagosszetételében nagy kiugras nem figyelhetd
meg. Annyit érdemes megjegyezniink, hogy a 3. sz.
pecsétnyomd 6lom komponense magas (7,91%).

Ez a forma mas gy(ijteményekbdl is ismert. Ide
sorolhaté szinte mindegyik ma ismert Tolna me-
gyei példany (Gaal 2014, 386, 3. t. 14. sz.; Sudar,
K. Németh 2020, 144, 2a—c, 115, 3a—c; a Medina-
Sziget, illetve Pélfa-Itatd-dilé lelhelyl darabok
pecsételéfejének formdja eltérést mutat), valamint
a Budapest-Csonak utca lel6hely mindkét pecsétje
(Téth 2001, 106, 3. kép).

A 4. sz. pecsétld, melynek kozépsé gombijét fiig-
gbleges rovatkolds, pecsételdtestét pedig fliggileges
kannelurak diszitik, formailag pontosan megegyezik
Zavaros Gyula Tolna megyei gyljteményének egyik
darabjaval (Gaal 2014, 385. 2. t. 13. sz.).

Véleményem szerint e csoport darabjait bizton-
saggal keltezhetjiik a torok hodoltsag korara. 17. sza-
zadi keltezésre utal a két budai darab (az asato6 régész
a temet6t a 17. szdzad els6 felére keltezi, a 37. sirban
a pecsétlokkel egyiitt el6keriilt éremlelet zar6 évsza-
ma 1600: Toth 2001, 99). Ezt erdsiti meg, hogy egy
pontosan ilyen példany ismert a belgradi alsé var 17.
szazadi torok rétegébdl (Popovi¢, Biki¢ 2004, 156,
101. kép, 428, 206).

A pecsétnyomok feliratainak egy része versben
megfogalmazott valldsos formula vagy fohdsz. En-
nek egyik viszonylag egyszerd, a hodoltsag iddsza-
kaban meglehetdsen elterjedt valtozata a ,,...[jelzd]
Kirdlyban (Allahban) bizakodo szegény ...[a tulaj-
donos neve]” rimpar, melyet ugy alakitottak, hogy a
kiralyra vonatkozé jelz6 rimeljen a tulajdonos nevé-
vel (Romer 1995, 112). Ezt a formulat magasabb és
alacsonyabb rangban 4llé személyek egyarant hasz-
naltak.

A fent elemzett formai csoportba jelen ismere-
teink szerint tiz darabot tudtunk sorolni, ebbdl hat
pecsétlon a ,,Kirdlyban bizakodo...” felirat szerepel.

II. A 6., 9. és 10. szamu darab formailag és anyag-
Osszetételét tekintve is jelentGsen eltér a gytjtemény
tobbi példanyatdl, és biztosan keltezheté a magyar-
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orszagi torok hddoltsag koranal lényegesen késébbi
id@szakra. Feliratuk a legegyszer(ibb; csak a tulajdo-
nos nevét tartalmazé formula. A 6. sz. pecsétnyomo
anyagosszetételét tekintve jelentésen kiilonbozik a
gyljtemény Osszes tobbi darabjatdl. Cinktartalma a
legmagasabb: 27,41%, réztartalma pedig a legalacso-
nyabb: 63,45%. Osszetételében az 6n ardnya (4,29%)
az atlagosnal lényegesen magasabb. Magassagat
tekintve (5,5 cm) a legnagyobb darabunk, forma-
jat illetéen pedig semmiképpen nem illeszthet6 be
azon pecsétnyomok korébe, amelyek a parhuzamok
alapjan a magyarorszagi torok hodoltsag korara kel-
tezhetéek. Sem az eddig el6keriilt pecsétnyomok,
sem pedig az ismert, 16-17. szazadi pecsétlenyoma-
tok korében nem ismeriink e példany lenyomatéval
megegyez6: téglalap alakud, két keskenyebb végén
csucsivesen zar6do format. Fogojanak kialakitasa a
19. szazadi oszman pecsétlokkel mutat hasonldsagot
(Dursun 2019, 597) (6. kép).

A fenti targyhoz mind formajat, mind anyagosz-
szetételét tekintve a 9. sz. pecsétnyomo all a legko-
zelebb. Réztartalma ennek is hasonldéan alacsony
(63,70%), cink- (17,24%) és ontartalma (3,25%) vi-
szont lényegesen magasabb az atlagosndl. Jelentds
kiillonbség viszont ez eldbbihez viszonyitva, hogy
6lom tartalma igen magas (14,71,%). A targy elsé
kozlésekor a rajta szereplé évszamot (1283: 1866.
majus 15. -1867. majus 4.) Fehér Géza problema-
tikusnak talalta (Fehér 1959, 189), olvasatat meg-
kérddjelezte. Fehér Géza nem tudta elfogadni, hogy
1898-ban egy kb. 30 évvel korabban késziilt, recens
targyat vasarolt volna meg a muzeum. Ez azonban
nem volt szokatlan. Példaként megemlithetjiik a
II. Mahmud (1808-1839) beiitott tugrajaval jelzett
bronzsulyt (Itsz. 1903.57.2.), amely a vasarlas ide-
jén 60-70 éves lehetett. A darab anyagvizsgalatanak
eredménye és a tobbi pecséttol valo feltlind formai
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eltérés azonban a késdi, 19. szazadi keltezést erdsiti
meg. Az évszamon kiviil a feliraton csak a tulajdonos
neve (Ismail) szerepel (9. kép).

A 10. sz. pecsétnyom¢ esetében is magas 6lom-
tartalmat figyelhettiink meg (14,25%). A darab ér-
dekessége pecsételdlapjanak egyediilallo formaja,
testének és fogojanak nagyon egyszerli kialakitasa

(10. kép).

III. A pecsétnyomokon is megjelenik, azonban az
oszman pecsétgytirtikre sokkal inkabb jellemzé fel-
irata bende-i Huda...: ,,Isten szolgdja ... [a tulajdonos
személyneve]” formula. Gytjteményiink példanyai
koziil az 1. és a 3. szamu darabokon olvashat6 ez a
kifejezés a tulajdonos nevével kiegészitve; bende-i
Huda Siileyman (1857.34.2.), bende-i Huda Hiiseyn
(1860.V.4.b.). Ugyanez a formula olvashat6 az App.
Jank 183. (bende-i Huda Mustafa), az App.Jank. 185.
(bende-i Hudd Ibrahim), Ann.Jank. 187. (bende-i
Huda...Ahmed bin Ibrahim), 1909.145.21. (bende-i
Huda Mehmed), 1910.127. (bende-i Huda Mehmed
bin...) leltari szamu pecsétgytirtikon (Fehér 1959
190, Fig. 36), valamint az elveszett budai darabok
egyikén: bende-i Hiiseyn bin Hasan (Baranyné 1944,
367, LXXXVI, 5). A két pecsételé anyagosszetételét
és formajat tekintve is kiilonboz6. Ebben a két eset-
ben a formula id6tdl és tértdl fiiggetlen altalanos el-
terjedtségére gondolhatunk.

Végezetiil dvatossagra kell hogy intsen benniinket
az a tény, hogy bar a fémdetektoros kutatdsok révén,
illetve egyéb mas mddokon is egyre tébb oszman
eredet(i targy keriil magantulajdonba, majd késébb
esetleg muzeumi gyljteménybe, ezek kora azonban
- mint azt a MNM kordbban egységesnek gondolt
gyljteménye esetében a fentiekben bizonyitani tud-
tuk — nem feltétleniil azonos a magyarorszagi térok
hédoltsag idejével.
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