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A BIBOROSI KOLLEGIUM ES A MAGYAR KONZISZTO-
RIALIS JAVADALMAK A 14. SZAZAD VEGEN

Az Obligationes et Solutiones 52. kitetének
magyar vonatkozasa bejegyzései

Az aldbbi tanulminy kiegészitG adatokat tartalmaz a magyar egyhdz és a Szentszék
kapcsolatrendszerének egyik fontos szegmensére, jelesiil a gazdasigi érintkezésekre
vonatkozolag. Kézelebbrsl a Vatikdni Apostoli Levéltarban Srzott Obligationes et So-
lutiones f6konyvsorozat' 52. kotetében fellelhetd magyar vonatkozdsu bejegyzéseket
adom kozre, amelyek tobbsége kordbban egydltalin nem vagy csak részlegesen volt
ismert. Minthogy a részegyhizak konzisztoridlis javadalmaib6l szirmaz6 bevételeket
az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium kamarija kezelte, els6ként roviden a két
hivatalra vonatkoz6 legfontosabb ismereteket tekintem ét.

I. A KET KAMARA

A Camera Apostolica a papai Kiria egyik legdsibb hivatala, amely a 14. szdzad folya-
mén a Szentsz€k gazdasagi, politikai jellegti és birdskodasi feladatokat ellité kézponti
orginumdvd, valamint az Egyhdzi Allam legfels6 kormdnyszervévé fejlédote. A Ka-
mara Cencio Savelli biboros hivatalviselése (1188-1198) idején végrehajtott reformok
révén fiiggetlenedett a papai kancelldridtdl.> Az intézmény XXII. Jinos pipasiga ide-
jén, a 14. szizad els6 harmaddban kozpontositott hivatalli alakult, melyet j6l szem-
léltetnek a korszakban dltalinossa vilt, szisztematikusan tagolt konyv- és szimviteli
kotet-sorozatok. E folyamat kovetkeztében a Camera Apostolica a papai udvar centrélis
intézményévé lett, sét jelentGsége a kancelliridéval vetekedett.s Az Apostoli Kamara
élén a kamards (camerarius domini nostrae papae, id6vel camerarius S.R.E.), vagyis a
camerlengo illt. A kezdeti idGszakban dltaldban piispoki vagy érseki rangd személyek
irdnyitottdk a hivatalt, csak IV. Jend pontifikitusitdl, az 1430-1440-es évektdl vilt
dltaldnossd, hogy egy kardindlis toltotte be e tisztséget. A temporalia terén a papa
vikdriusaként tevékenykedett, melyhez megfeleld hivatali és birdskoddsi joghatdsigot
kapott az egyhazf6tSl. Helyettese a vicecamerarius vagy camerarii locumtenens volt.

"Késziilt az ELKH TKI 30 207. sz. kutatécsoporti timogatis keretében.

' AAV Camera Apostolica, Obligationes et Solutiones (Cam. Ap., Oblig et Sol.).

> WiLLiaM EDWARD LUNT, Papal Revenues in the Middle Ages I-11, New York 1934, I, 3-4, 10; GUGLIEMO
FeLict, La Reverenda Camera Apostolica. Studio Storico-Giuridico. Roma, 1940, 2; LEONARD E. BOYLE,
A Survey of the Vatican Archives and of its Medieval Holdings, Toronto 1972, 41.

3 LuNT, Papal Revenues, 1, 11—12.
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A Camera Apostolica hierarchidjinak mdsodik helyén a kincstart6t (thesaurarius ) talal-
juk, az adminisztriciés munka danddrjit pedig a kamarai klerikusok végezték.+ A kamarai
jegyz8k (notarii) feladatit képezte a regisztrumkotetek vezetése, valamint az igyvi-
tellel kapesolatos tovabbi irdsbeli teenddk elldtdsa. Létszimukat — a kezdeti ingaddzdst
koveten — I'V. Jend pipa négy fében hatdrozta meg, mely a 15. szdzad végére kilencre
emelkedett, végiil a 16. szézad elején X. Le6 papa hétben maximalizilta.s

A 12. szdzadtdl kezdve a Biborosi Kollégium is részesiilt a Szentszék jovedelmeib6l.
IV. Mikl6s pipa pedig biztositotta, hogy a cenzusbdl, bizonyos, a spirituilis szférdhoz
kapcsol6dd, valamint egyéb bevételekbs] meghatdrozott részt juttat a kollégiumnak.
Ezen anyagiakat a kollégium kamardaja (camera collegii reverendorum in Christo patrum
dominorum S.R.E. cardinalium) kezelte, amely hivatal 1295-t6] mutathaté ki a forra-
sokban. A 14. szdzad elsG felére megszildrdult hivatal élén a pdpa és a kardindlisok dltal
a konzisztériumon vilasztott camerarius collegii dllt, az adminisztrativ teendSket pedig
két klerikus litta el, akik mellett néhdny jegyz6 és irnok dolgozott. Az Apostoli Ka-
mara rangban megelGzte a Camera Collegii hivataldt, ami természetesen a két kamards
reldciGjiban is tetten érhetd. Amennyiben a két kamara kozosen bocsitott ki hivatalos
dokumentumot, a camerlengo nevét minden esetben a Biborosi Kollégium kamarajit
irdnyité kollégdja neve elétt tiintették fel.”

2. A KONZISZTORIALIS JAVADALMAK

A pépa és a Biborosi Kollégium éltal kozosen adominyozott, illetSleg megerd-
sitett ptspoki, valamint a jelentésebb apati méledsigok (bene ficia consistorialia) utin,
amelyeknek éves jovedelme meghaladta a 100 kamarai aranyforintot, a 13. szdzadt6l
servitium communét kellett fizetni. A szerviciumok rendszere a 13. szdzad végére il-
landésult, azonban a papai pénziigypolitika szimdra csak a 14. szdzadtdl vélt ez az
adétipus tulajdonképpen jelentdssé.® A befizetend§ dijtétel IV. Sindor pontifikdtusitdl,
vagyis az 1260-1270-€s évektdl egyenld, s0-50%-0s ardnyban oszlott meg a Reverenda
Camera Apostolica és a Biborosi Kollégium kamardja kézott. A kezdeti idGszakban a
szervicium Osszege az adott javadalom — becslés alapjan (communi extimatione ) megha-

4 GoTTLOB, ADOLF, Aus der Camera Apostolica des 15. Jabrbundert. Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte des pipstlichen
Finanzwesens und des Endenden Mittelalters, Innsbruck 1889, 80—81; CHARLES SAMARAN—GUILLAUME MOLLAT,
La fiscalité pontificale en France au XIVe siecle, Paris 1905, 1—5; LUNT, Papal Revenues, 1, 15-18.

5 GoOTTLOB, Aus der Camera, 115. A kamarai jegyzSk kollégiumdt I'V. Sixtus pdpa alapitotta 1479-ben.
'WALTHER VON HOFMANN, Forschungen zur Geschichte der kurialen Beborden vom Schisma bis zur Reformation
I-1I (Bibliothek des Preufiischen Historischen Instituts in Rom 12-13), Rom 1914, I, 132-134.

S PARTNER, PETER, The Papal State under Martin V. The Administration and Governement of Temporal
Power in the Early Fifteenth Century, London 1958, 138.

7 PAaUL MARIA BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen und Urkunden iiber die Camera Collegii Cardinalium fiir die
Zeit von 1295 bis 1437, Leipzig—Berlin 1897, XLII-XLITI.

8 Hrrman~us HOBERG, Tavae pro communibus servitiis. Ex libris obligationum ab anno 1295 usque ad annum
1445 confectis (ST 144), Citta del Vaticano 1949, XII; CLEMENS BAUER, Die Epochen der Papst finanz. Ein Ver-
such, Historische Zeitschrift 138 (1928) 457503, 468-469.



A BfBOROSI KOLLEGIUM ES A MAGYAR KONZISZTORIALIS JAVADALMAK 39

tarozott — éves jovedelmének egyharmadit tette ki, majd az 1378-1417 kozotti nagy
nyugati egyhdzszakaddst kovetSen ez az ardny megkozelitleg 6tod-hatod részre vél-
tozott.? Az emlitett kinevezési illetéken feliil egy tovibbi dijtételt, amely ot kiilonbozd
részbdl tevidott ssze (quingue servitia), és a 15. szizad elejétdl servitia minuta néven
dllandésult a papai adékonyvekben, is be kellett fizetnitik az Gjonnan kinevezett pre-
latusoknak. Ennek az Gsszegét a biborosok létszima hatdrozta meg: annil magasabb
volt a fizetendd dij, minél kevesebb kardinilis volt jelen a javadalom adomanyozdsakor
a konzisztériumon. A kinevezd papai bullit abban az esetben éllitottak ki, ha az illetd
preldtus személyesen vagy képviselGje révén kotelezte magit (se obligare) a kinevezési
dij befizetésére (solutio ).

A Camera Apostolica és a Camera Collegii szamara tett fizetési kitelezvényeket ter-
mészetesen gondosan dokumentiltik. A {6papok a fizetési igéreteket az Apostoli Ka-
mara élén 4ll6 biboros kamards és a Szent Kollégium kamardsa jelenlétében tették le.
A prelitusok obligiciéindl dltaliban mindkét hivatal vezetdje jelen volt. Amennyiben
esetleg az utdbbi tivol tart6zkodott, tgy a biboros kamaris kollégdja nevében is fogad-
ta a kotelezettségvillaldsra tett {géretet.

A magyar konzisztoridlis javadalmak korét mindenekel6tt az esztergomi és a kalo-
csa-bdcsi érsekség, a boszniai, a csanddi, az egri, az erdélyi, a gydri, a nyitrai, a pécsi,
a szerémi, a vici, a viradi, a veszprémi és a zdgribi piispokség alkottik. A felsorolt
egyhdzmegyei kozpontok mellett ugyancsak szerviciumkotelesek voltak a jelentGsebb
szerzetesi kozosségek, elsGsorban a Szent Benedek-rend monostorai is." A cimzetes
puspokségek, amelyek i partibus infedilum fekidrek szintén a konzisztorialis javadal-
mak kozé tartoztak, jollehet nem rendelkeztek tényleges egyhdzmegyével, kovetke-
z€sképpen az abbdl szirmazé bevételekkel sem. Ok éltalaban kisebb beneficiumokbdl,
példdul kanonoki stallumok jovedelmébdl, illetSleg kozvetlentl a szolgdlati egyhaz-
megyéjik bevételeibdl részesedtek. A Konstanzi Zsinatot kovetden az dltaluk fizetett
jelképes szervicium, az tgynevezett ballista 6sszegét V. Marton pipa 10 kamarai fo-
rintban hatdrozta meg.”

9 HoBERrG, Taxae, X—X1I; FEDELES TAMAS, A Camera Apostolica és a magyar egybizi javadalmak a koncili-
arizmus idoszakdban, ,Causa unionis, causa fidei, causa reformationis in capite et membris” Tanulmdnyok
a Konstanzi Zsinat 600. évfordul6ja alkalmabél (szerk. BARANY ATTILA-POSAN LAszLO), Debrecen 2014.
189—204, 201-203.

' ADRIEN CLERGEAC, La curie et les bénéficiers consistoriaux. FEtude sur les communes et menus services,
1300-1600, Paris 1911, 1-43; BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, XLIII.

" Cameralia Documenta Pontificia de Regnis Sacrae Coronae Hungariae I-1I, ed.  Jozser Lukcsics—Ta-
MAS FEDELES-PETER TusorR—GABOR NEMES ET AL. (CVH 1/9-10), Budapest-Réma 2014, 1L-Lv, 2. tabldzat.

' Erre részletesen lisd MAREK DaNIEL KOowaLskt, The Balista. A Forgotten Fifteenth-Century Tax Paid
to the Holy See, Incorrupta monumenta ecclesiam defendunt. Studi offerti a mons. Sergio Pagano, prefetto
dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano. I/1—2. La Chiesa nella storia, Religione, cultura, costume (CAV 106), a cura
di Andreas Gottsmann—Pierantonio Piatti-Andreas E. Rehberg, Citta del Vaticano 2018, 878-88y.
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3. A FORRASOK

A két kamara intézménye pirhuzamos konyvelést vezetett. A kotelezvényeket és
a fizetés tényét rogzits szamlik legnagyobb részét az Archivio Apostolico Vaticano Obliga-
tiones et Solutiones sorozata tartalmazza, amelybdl az 1295 és 1555 kozotti periédus te-
kintetében Gsszesen g1 kotet maradt korunkra.s A teljesitéseket e mellett a bevételeket
és a kiaddsokat dokumentilé Introitus et Exitus regisztersorozat volumeneiben is rog-
zitették.'* Az Obligationes et Solutiones fennmaradt koteteinek dontd részét az Apostoli
Kamara misolati regiszterei alkotjik. A kotetek egy része eredetileg az Introitus et Exi-
tus, valamint a Collectorine széridkhoz tartozott, s csak joval késébb soroltik dt ezeket
az Obligationes et Solutiones sorozatba.’s A széria Vatikdni Apostoli Levéltirban 6rzott
misolati konyvei koztl mindossze 12 kotet tartalmazza a Szent Kollégium kamarija
dokumentumainak kivonatait, dontéen a kotelezettségvallalisokra vonatkozé adato-
kat (1. tablizat).

1. tdblizat.
A Camera Sacri Collegii kotetei az Obligationes et Solutiones széridban™

N. | Oblig. et | Intr: et Evkor Cim
Sol. Exit.
L 48 590 1386-1397 Urb. VI et Bonif. IX Oblig. Colleg.
1386 ad 1397

2. 52 591 1390-1400 | Bonif. IX. Oblig. S. Colleg. ab ann. 1390
ad 1400

3 56 593 14091415 | Alex. V. Io. XXIII. et Mart. V. Oblig.

Coll. ab an. 1409 ad 1415
4. 57 592 1400-1407 | Bon. IX. Inn. VII. Greg. XII. Oblig. S.
Colleg. ab an. 1400 ad 1407

5. 58 594 1418-1422 Martin V. Oblig. Colleg. ab ann. 1418
ad 1422

6. 59 595 1422-1428 Martin V. Oblig. Colleg. ab ann. 1422
ad 1428

7. 64 596 1427-1443 Oblig. Coll. sub Mart. V. Eug. IV. ab

an. 1427 ad 43

B8 KarL AucUsT FINK, Das Vatikanische Archiv. Einfiibrung in die Bestande und ibre Erforschung (BDHIR
20), Rom 1951, 51 GERMANO GUALDO, Sussidi per la consultazione dell Archivio Vaticano (Lo Schedario Garam-
pi — I Registri Vaticani — I Registri Lateranensi — Le ,,Rationes Camere” — LArchivio Concistoriale) (CAV 17),
Citta del Vaticano 1989, 315-331.

"4 FINK, Das Vatikanische Archiv, 51, BOYLE, A Survey, 43.

5 BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, X skov.

16 Uo., XX—XXIL
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N. | Oblig. et | Intr: et Evkir Cim
Sol. Exit.
8. 71 508 1443-1447 | Eugen. IV. et Nicol. V. Oblig. S. Coll.
a1443ad 1447

9. 76 599 14471461 | Nicol. V. Calist. IIT et Pii II. Oblig. S.
Coll. ab an. 1447 ad 1460

10. 77 583 1447-1460 | Nicol. V. Calist. III et Pii IT. Oblig. S.
Coll. ab an. 1447 ad 1461

IL. 78 584 1458-1464 Pii IT. Solut. S. Coll. ab an. 1458 ad

1464
12. 81 600 1471-1511 Debitores S. Colleg. a 1471 ad 1511

A kardindlisok kollégiumanak kamardja vélhetSleg 1295 tdjatdl rendszeresitet-
te sajit 6nallé konyvvitelét. Mindazondltal a szervezet dltal készitett dokumentici6
mér a kézépkor folyaman, példdul a 15. szazad elején Napolyi Liszl6 csapatainak r6-
mai gardzdilkoddsa idején jelentds kirokat szenvedett. Ugyanakkor az sem mellékes
szempont, hogy IV. Jend pontifikitusinak kezdetéig, vagyis 1431-ig a szervezetnek
nem volt 6ndllé hivatali helyisége, igy a kotetek elenyészésében vélhetéleg e kortil-
mény, tovabbd az adminisztriciot végz§ hivatalnokok esetleges hanyagsiga is szerepet
jatszhatott.”

A regisztersorozat Osszesen 197 papirféliot tartalmazé sz2. kotete IX. Bonific
pipa pontifikdtusinak id8szakdra, a 14. szdzad utols6 évtizedére vonatkozé adatokat
Orzott meg. A sorozat koteteinek tobbségéhez hasonl6an az eredetileg fiizetekbdl allo
volument fehér pergamenbe kototték. A kotet kiilsG gerincén a kévetkezd cim ol-
vashaté: Bonifatius 1X. Obligationes Sacri Collegii ab ammo 1390 ad 1400. A kotet elsg
bejegyzésének dituma 1390. szeptember 28.,® mig az utolséé 1401. augusztus 24."
A pipa éppen 1390. szeptember 28-in nevezte ki a Biborosi Kollégium j kamardsit,
Henricus de Minutilist, a Szent Anasztizia-templom cimére kredlt (1389) presbiter

7 Uo., XVI-XVIL

8 Anno domini millesimo nonagesimo indictione XIII, die XXV III mensis Septembris sanctissimi in Christo
patris et domini nostri, dominus Bonifatius divina providentia pape VIIII. assumpsit in camerarium Sacri Col-
legii reverendissimorum in Christo patrem dominorum Sancte Romane Ecclesie cardinalium reverendissimumt in
Christo patrem et dominum, dominum tituli Sancte Anastasie presbiterum cardinalem.” AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig.
et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 172 — Az 59. kétetben azonos, mig az 51. kotetben szept. 19-ei keltezéssel szerepel. Vo.
BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, 16-17, n. 39.

9 Die XXIIII* mensis Augusti, indictione nona, M° CCCC' I' pontificatus domini nostri, dominus Bonifatius
divina providentia pape VIIII, presentibus reverendissimi in Christo patris domini, domini H. Cardinalis Nea-
politanis, Sacri Collegii dominorum cardinalium camerario et Stephano de Prato, dicti collegii clerico, ac Urbano
barbitonsori et domini nostri pape macerio, Antonello Surracha, canonico Salernitanensis, honorabilibus viris do-
minis [...J". AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol 196v. — Stephanus de Prato 1400 és 1409 kézott, mig
Antonellus Surracha de Salerno 1412 és 1415 koz6tt volt a Biborosi Kollégium kamarai klerikusa. Vo.
BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, LXX.
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kardinalist (vulgaliter nuncupatus Neopolitanus ), aki egészen 1412-es halilig 4llt a hivatal
élén.>> Tehdt az § hivatalviselésének idGszakdban keletkezett a vizsgdlt regisztrum.
A hivatali iigymenet a kovetkez6képpen zajlott: a kamarai klerikusok hatdroztdk meg
a kotelezettségvillalds és a fizetés idGpontjait, amelyeket cédulikra vezettek fel, majd
ezek alapjin a kamarai jegyzSk kidllitottdk az oklevelet, majd pedig bemdsoltik a re-
giszterekbe az obligicira vonatkozo legfontosabb adatokat. A befizetéseket (solutiones)
is hasonl6 metddus szerint adminisztraltak. A Camera Collegii — a kriai hivatalokéval
analég — gyakorlata szerint a régebben keletkezett kotetekrsl masolatokat készitettek
ajegyzGk.”

A misolati konyvekbe csak kivételes esetekben rogzitették a kotelezettségvalla-
lasokrdl kidllitott oklevelek teljes szovegét. A bejegyzések tartalmaztik a kotelezett-
ségvillalds napjit, a kinevezett személy keresztnevét, illetSleg képviselGje nevét, az
adoményozott javadalmat, a servitium commune Ssszegét, adott esetben az el6d/el6dok
hatralékira vonatkoz6 adatokat, valamint a fizetésre vonatkozé hataridéket. Tébb
bejegyzésben a jogi aktus helyét és a tandk neveit egyardnt feljegyezték. A margén
minden esetben feltiintették a provizié alkalmédval a konzisztériumon jelenlévd bi-
borosok szimdt, hiszen — amint fentebb emlitettem — ez alapjin éllapitottdk meg a
servitia minuta 6sszegét.”

Az 52. kotet dltal lefedett 1390 és 1400 kozti idGintervallumra vonatkozéan tovib-
bi volumenek is fennmaradtak az Obligationes et Solutiones sorozatban (2. tdblizat). A
sz6ban forgé kilenc kotet koziil mindossze hirom tartalmaz kotelezettségvillalisokra
vonatkoz6 adatokat, jelestl a 48-49. és az 52. A 49-50., az 52A, valamint az 53. volu-
menekben nem taldlhatéak magyar vonatkozdst bejegyzések, mig az s1. és az 54-53.
regiszterekben pedig csak a torlesztésekkel kapesolatos informacidkat taldlunk.

2. tablazat: Az Oblig. et Sol. 13901400 kozotti évekre vonatkozo koteter

Nr: Evkir Kotetszam Hivatal Tirtalom

I 1386-1397 48 Camera S. Collegii obligationes

2. | 1388-1406 49 Camera Apostolica obligationes

3. 1389-1391 50 Camera Apostolica solutiones

4. | 1389-1399 51 Camera Apostolica divisones

5. | 1390-1400 52 Camera S. Collegii obligationes

6. 13911392 52A Camera Apostolica regestum litterarum

2% 1403 és 1409 kozott tusculumi, majd 1409 és 1412 kozott sabinai piispok egyttal. — A nagy nyugati

egyhdzszakadis idején az ellenpdpik is sajit Kuridval és appardtussal rendelkeztek. Az ket timogaté kar-
dindlisoknak is 6ndll6 kamardt mdkodtettek, kovetkezésképpen mind Rémiban, mind pedig Avignonban
pirhuzamosan mikodott egy-egy kamards biboros. V6. BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, L1m—L.

' Uo., XXVIIII és LXXVIIL

** HOBERG, Taxae pro communibus, XIV—XV; BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, CXCV1.

3 BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, XX.
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Nr: Evkor Kotetszim Hivatal Tartalom
7. | 1391-1405§ 53 Camera Apostolica solutiones
8. | 1399-1407 54 Camera Apostolica divisiones, solutiones
9. | 1396-1422 55 Camera Apostolica solutiones

A felsoroltak mellett a Rémai Allami Levéltar is 6riz egy kotetet, amely vegyesen
tartalmaz kotelezettségvillaldsokra és befizetésekre vonatkozo bejegyzéseket az 1396 és
az 1411 kozott évekbsl.*+ Az elmondottak alapjin tehit érdemes kozelebbrdl szemiigy-
re venniink a 48. és az 52. kiteteket, amelyek egyarant a Camera Sacri Collegii hivata-
lahoz kapesolédnak és a szerviciumok befizetésére vonatkozé kotelezettségvallalisok
kivonatait tartalmazzak.

A 48. volumen az 1378-ban megvilasztott VI. Orbin, valamint IX. Boniféc pontifi-
kitusa idszakdnak néhany évét, mig az s52. kotet az utébbi pipa méltésigviselésének
tilnyomo részét oleli fel. A 48. kotet terjedelmesebb, ugyanis dsszesen 239 papirfélioe
tartalmaz a kovetkez felosztisban: 1-125. VI. Orbdn, 126-239. IX. Bonific pipasi-
ga.s Az 52. kotetet az dltalinos gyakorlatnak megfelelSen tobb guaderno 6sszeflizésével
hoztik létre. Az adminisztriciés munkaszervezés nyomdn tobb frnok keze munkdjit
viseli magdn a kotet. A recrdk jobb fels6 margdjin az eredeti szimozdst talaljuk rémai
szamjegyekkel (I-CLII), mig a jobb als6 lapszélen a levéltdri rendezés sordn keletkezett
kurrens arab szdmozds taldlhat6. Az els§ 20 6li6 tartalmazza az egyhdzmegyék neve
szerinti alfabetikus mutat6t (rubricae libri obligationum ).** A vizsgalt volumen Gsszesen
18 magyar vonatkozast bejegyzést foglal magiba az 1392. november 8. és 1400. dprilis 7.
kozotti évekbdl.” Amennyiben a két kotet kozos metszetét vessziik nagyité ald, akkor
az alabbi kép tarul elénk (3. wiblizar ).

3. tdblazat: Az Oblig. et Sol. 48. és §2. kotetének magyar vonatkozdsii bejegyzései (1392—1400)

Nr vol. 48 wol. 52
Keltezés Cameralin Keltezés Fiiggelék
I 1392. november 8. 106. 1392. november 8.
2. 1394. februar 4. 108. 1394-. februdr 4. 2.
3. 1394. AUGUSZLUS 17. 109. 1394. AUGUSZLUS I7. 3.
4. 1395. janudr 1. 110. 1394. december 3. 4.
3. 1395. januar 18. IIL. 1395. januar 19. 3.

*4 ASR Camerale I, vol. 2, fol. 127 kiadasa: Cameralia Documenta Pontificia 1, n. 7.
% AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol,, vol. 48.

26 AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol r—z200.

%7 Lisd Fiiggelék, 1—18. sz.
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6 1395. prilis 3. 112. 1395. aprilis 3. 6
7 113. 7
8 - - 1395. majus 7. 8
9 1395. oktdber 19. 114. - -
10. 1396. dprilis 21. 115. 1396. dprilis 21. 9.
II. - - 1396. mdjus 10. 10.
12. - - 1396. mdjus 26. II.
13. 1396. oktdber 2. 116. - -
14. - - 1397. mMArcius 29. 12.
15. - - 1397. november 7. 13.
16. - - 1399. februdr 19. 14.
I7. - - 1399. junius 16. 5.
18. - - 16.
19. | (1400. marcius 29.) (1r7.)* 14.00. MArcius 29. 7.
20. - - 1400. dprilis 7. 18.

*Témér, mindossze kétsoros bejegyzése megtalilhaté: ASR Camerale I, vol. w2, fol. 127:

A 20 bejegyzés kozil nyole mindkét masolati konyvben megtalilhat6, mig kett6t
csak a 48., mig kilencet mindGssze az 2. lapjain rogzitettek a jegyzSk. Ennek oka
kozelebbrél nem ismert, mint ahogy arra sem tudok targyilagos vilaszt adni, hogy
vajon miért vezettek a biborosok kamarajaban piarhuzamosan egy azonos idGszakot
(1390-1397) nagyrészt lefedd két kiilon regisztert. Talin azzal magyarazhatjuk mind-
ezt, hogy az 1390 szeptemberében Wjonnan kinevezett kamards, Henricus de Minutilis
kardinalis hivatalviselésének kezdetétdl egy 4j mdsolati kétetet dllitottak Gssze?

4. ROVID HISTORIOGRAFIA

Az Obligationes et Solutiones §2. kotetének tobb magyar vonatkozdst — természetesen
tilnyomé tobbségében (de nem kizirdlagosan) az egykor a mai Horvit Koztirsasig
teriiletén taldlhat6 javadalmakkal kapesolatos — bejegyzését is kozzétette a horvit tor-
ténetirds az 1996-ban napviligot litott Camera Apostolica cimd forraskiadviny els6 ko-
tetében.”® A magyar torténeti kutatdsok szimdra sem volt ismeretlen a vizsgilt kotet,
ugyanis LUKcsics JOzsEF az Apostoli Kamara anyagait vizsgilva e masolati konyvet

8 Camera Apostolica I Obligationes et solutiones, camerale primo (1299-1560) (Monumenta Croatica Vaticana
1 — Croatia Christiana 12), ed. Josip BARBARIRIC-JostP KOLANOVIC-ANDRIJA LUKINOVIC-JASNA MARKOVIC,
Zagreb-Rim 1996—2001 (MCV).
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is dtnézte.” Ezt tdimasztja ald, hogy Kdpolnai Mihély veszprémi piispok 1399. jinius
16-ai ddtummal rogzitett kotelezvényét kozolte is a Veszprémi piispokség romai oklevel-
tardnak mésodik kotetében.® A 19—20. szdzad forduldjin végzett vatikdni és rémai
kutatdsai sorin ugyanakkor még nem az Obligationes et Solutiones, hanem az Introitus et
Exitus sorozat részét alkotta az omindzus kotet, amint a kiad6 altal feltintetett jelzete
is mutatja: Obligationes Colleggit, Volumen o1, folio 1r7* Amint az koztudott, Lukcsics
az Apostoli Kamara kozépkori magyar vonatkozdsi anyagit az 1920-as években pub-
likalni szerette volna, azonban végiil erre nem keriilt sor. Anyaggytjtését tartalmazé
céduldi mdig ismeretlen médon a Piarista Rend Magyar Tartomanyi Kozponti Le-
véltrdba keriiltek, ahol Korrar ANDRAS kézremiikodésével 2009-ben TUsOR PETER
fedezte fel.» Amikor a Tusor-vezette MTA-PPKE ‘Lendiilet’ Egybiztirténeti Kuta-
tocsoport keretein beliil megkezdtitk LUKCSICS anyaggyjtésének sajté ald rendezését
(2012), 16 feladatunknak a jelzetek aktualizdlsdt, a filolégiai és a tartalmi jegyzetek el-
készitését tartottuk, hiszen igy kivintuk megdrizni az eredeti kézirat integritdsat, his-
toriografiai értékét. Sajit kutatdsaink soran mindazoniltal meggyd&zédhettiink arrdl,
hogy a Reverenda Camera Apostolica hatalmas fondja, illetve a Rémai Allami Levéltar-
ban 8rzott Fondo Camerale irategytittese tovabbi relevans kozépkori magyar adatokat
rejteget. Akkoriban azonban ugy véltiik, hogy ezeket majd a késébbiekben indokolt
kozzétenni»® A 2014-ben megjelentett, kétkotetes forraskiadvanyunkban ebbdl kifo-
lyélag mindGssze egyetlen alkalommal szerepel az Obligationes et Solutiones 52. kotetben
is megtaldlhaté bejegyzés.i* Sajnos tobb évtized tavlatibdl azt mar lehetetlen megilla-
pitani, hogy az 52. kdtet tovibbi relevins bejegyzései miért nem szerepeltek LUKCSICS
céduldin, noha — amint fentebb emlitettem — dtnézte ezt a regisztert is.

5. A MAGYAR VONATKOZASU ADATOK

A vizsgilt regiszterkotet Osszesen hét magyar piispokségre vonatkozé adatot tartalmaz:
Zagrib harom, Erdély, Szerém, Virad és Veszprém két-két, mig Eger és Nyitra egy-egy

%9 LuKkcsICs JOzZSEF, Kozépkori papai addkonyvek, (A Szent-Istvin-Tdrsulat Tudomanyos és Irodalmi Osz-
talyanak Felolvasé Uléseibdl 69) Budapest 1908.

3 MREV II, n. ccexcviir.

3 Uo. A konkordancidra lisd BAUMGARTEN, Untersuchungen, XX, valamint fentebb az 1. tiblizatot.

32 "TUSOR PETER, Lukesics Fozsef elfeledett okmdinytira A Camera Apostolica magyarorszagi forrisairil, Egy-
haztorténeti Szemle, 13 (2012) 1, 67—79; Cameralia Documenta Pontificia I, X11-XX.

3 Mindezt jeleztiik is: Cameralia Documenta Pontificia I, xx11. — Id6kozben tébbet is publikdltam ezek
kozil, példaul: FEDELES TaMAS, Az Apostoli Kamara kizépkori nyugtdi, Magyarorszag és a romai Szentszék,
(Forrisok és tavlatok), Tanulmdnyok Erdg biboros tiszteletére (CVH 8), szerk. Tusor Péter, Budapest—-Réma
2012, 11-25; UG, Ad limina beatorum Petri et Pauli apostolorum: Magyar prelitusok szentszéki litogatdsai a ko-
zépkorban, Hadi és mds nevezetes torténetek: Tanulmdnyok Veszprémy Liszl6 tiszteletére (szerk. Kincses
Katalin Maria), Budapest 2018, 117—132; Ordinationum documenta pontificia de Regnis Sacrae Coronae Hunga-
riae (1426-1523). Ex Libris Formatarum Cemerae Apostolicae. Klerikusszentelések a Romai Kiiridban a Magyar
Szent Korona orszigaibil (1426-1523). Az Apostoli Kamara Libri Formatarum bejegyzései (CVH 1/18), kiad.
FEDELES TaMAs, Budapest—-Réma 2021.

3% Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 110.
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alkalommal szerepel. Az emlitettek mellett megtalilhat6 egy i partibus in fidelium egyhiz-
megye, jelesiil a vdrnai, amelynek ptispoke, Farkasfalvi Ldszl6 egyttal a szepesi ciszterci
monostor javadalmdt is birtokolta (Fiiggelék, 5. sz.). E bejegyzés érdekessége, hogy az utdbbi
javadalmat az egyhdzf6 nem a konzisztériumon adomanyozta, eziltal a Biborosi Kollégium
kamardja nem részesiilt a kinevezési illetékbdl (centum quinquaginta flovenos auri de camera et
non quingue servitia eo, quod dictum monasterium fuit datum in commendan motu proprio et 1non
per consistorium. ). Mds forrdsbdl az is ismert, hogy Liszl6 egyttal a zigribi ptspok mellett
latta el a suffraganeusi teendSket.5 Az emlitett piispoki méltésigok mellett négy Szent Be-
nedek-rendi monostor is felbukkan a bejegyzések kozot, jelesiil az almadi, a bakonybéli, a
péesviradi és a visegradi. Az almddi és a pécsvaradi apdtok szerviciumfizetésre vonatkozd
kotelezettségvallaldsai egytttal e monostorok jovedelmére vonatkozd informdcidk ,beszer-
zésére” vonatkoz6 adatokat is tartalmaznak. Mindkét esetben Magyarorszigrol szirmazo
értestilések alapjin hatdroztik meg a fizetends illeték nagysigrendjét (izwxta informationen
missam de partibus, si taxanda fuit fwxta informationem de partibus ) (Fiiggelék, 1. és 8. sz.).

A 18 bejegyzésben felbukkané adatok a kozépkori magyar egyhdzi archontoldgiai és
proszopogrifiai ismereteinket is értékes informacidkkal egészitik ki. Tobb személy ugyanis
a kordbbi szakirodalomban nem szerepel, igy példdul Jinos, Tamds fia fehérviri (1394),
Demeter, Péter fia péesi kanonok (1394),” Imre, Lérine fia a balatonalméddi Benedek-ren-
di monostor apdtja (1395),® Janos csizmai kanonok és kemléki fesperes (1396).% Baldzs,
Janos fia csdzmai olvasékanonok méltdsigviselésével kapesolatban a koribbi szakirodalom
nyomdn az tudtuk, hogy valamikor 1399 elétt toltotte be e dignitdst.«> A Fiiggelékben, a 11.
szam alatt kozreadott vatikdni forrds alapjin immér méleGsigviselését 1396 méjusitdl ada-
tolhatjuk. Keresztély ciszterci szerzetesrdl, a bélakiti monostor Grszerzetesérdl szintén a
vizsgilt kotet egyik bejegyzése nyomdn szerezhetiink tudomdst.# Ludanyi Tamds szerémi
puspok meghatalmazottjaként az Apostoli Kamardban 1399 februdrjiban kotelezettséget
véllalt a ptspoki kinevezés utdn fizetendd szervicium kiegyenlitésére. Habdr Luddnyi csak
1400 mdrciusiban kapta comzmenddba az emlitett apétsigot IX. Boniféc papitdl,+ ezen adat
alapjan gy ltszik, tényleges befolydsit mar ezt megelézGen is érvényesithette.

Osszességében tehdt a Fiiggeltkben kozolt adatok egyrészt apré mozaikkockdkkal
egészitik ki a korszak magyar egyhazi archontoldgidjira vonatkozé ismereteinket,
misrészrdl pedig hozzdjirulnak a Szentszék és a magyar egyhiz kozott a nagy nyugati
szkizma idején fennallé kapesolatok drnyaltabb megismeréséhez.

35 Uo., LIX.

3 Piiggelék, 3. sz. Vo. Rt ANDRAS, A febérviri kiptalan archontoligidja (1301-1457), Turul g1 (2018) 4. sz.,
132-154, 150.

37 Fiiggelék, 4.sz. V6. FEDELES TAMAS, A pécsi székeskaptalan személyi osszetétele a késo kozépkorban (1354-1526)
(Tanulmanyok Pécs torténetébdl 17), Pécs 2005.

3 Fiiggelék, 8. sz. Vo. PRT XII/B, 314-320.

39 Fiiggelék, 11. sz.

40 BEKEFT REMIG, A kdptalani iskolik torténete Magyarorszdagon 1540-ig, Budapest 1910, 211.

4 Fiiggelck, 14. sz. Vo. HERVAY L. FERENC, Repertorium bistoricum Ordinis Cisterciensis in Hungaria (Bib-
liotheca Cisterciensis 7), Roma 1984, 139.

42 MVH I/4, n. CCXXXIL



A BfBOROSI KOLLEGIUM ES A MAGYAR KONZISZTORIALIS JAVADALMAK 47

FUGGELEK

I.
Perugia, 1392. november §.

Imre pécsvaradi apit képviselGje, Thomas de Fichetis dltal vallalta, hogy com-
mune servitium cimén 6oo aranyforintot és 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet be az
Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium kamardja szimdra.

(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 521 — reg.)+

Indictione XV, die Veneris, octavo die mensis Novembris, venerabilis pater, frater
Emericus, abbas monasterii Pech Waradiensis,++ ordinis Sancti Benedicti, Quinqueecc-
lesiensis diocesis, per dominum Thomam de Fichetis, procuratorem et fiscalem suum
ad hoc legitime constitutum, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio
sexcentum florenos auri de camera juxta informationem missam de partibus, de valore
et quinque servitia consueta.

Solvendo totum in festo Omnium Sanctorum proxime futuro.#s Alioquin etc.
Turavit etc.

[m.s.] ‘Obligatio abbatis monasterii Pech Waradiensis’. | [#z.1: | ‘Cardinales 17’

2.
Roma 1394. februdr 4.

Gergely valasztott szerémi piispok képviselGje, Andrds ébudai éneklGkano-
nok altal villalta, hogy commune servitium cimén 100 kamarai aranyforintot
és 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet be az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium

kamardja szdmara.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 62v — reg.)+¢

Indictione secunda, die predicta Mercurii, quarta dicti mensis Februarii, reverendus
pater dominus Gregorius, electus in episcopum Sirmiensem,# per dominum Andream

4 Pirhuzamos bejegyzése AAV, Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 48, fol. 1927 Kiaddsa: Cameralia Documenta
Pontificia, 1, n. 106.

44 Cseményi Imre péesviradi apit (1391-1410). V6. PRT XII/B, 12-14.

4 1393. nov. L.

46 Kiaddsa: MCV T, n. 438. — Pirhuzamos bejegyzése AAV, Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 48, fol. 1927
Kiaddsa: MCV 1, n. 402; Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 108.

47 Rozsilyi Gergely OCist, a pétervaradi ciszertci apitsdg kommenddtora, szerémi (1394-1397), csani-
di (1397-1402) piispok. Vo. HC I, 180, 454; ENGEL PAL, Magyarorszig viligi archontoligidja 1301-1437 I-11
(Histéria Konyvtar. Kronoldgidk, adattirak ), Budapest 1996, 68, 74; JunAsz KALMAN, A csanddi piispokség
torténete 1000-1699 I-V 111, Maké 1930-1947, 11, 29—38; FEDELES TAMAS, Az uralkodd, a Szentszék és a magyar
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Iohannis, canonicum et cantorem ecclesie Budensis,** procuratorem suum ad hoc le-
gitime constitutum, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio centum
florenos auri de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

Ttem, recognovit camere tantummodo, si et in quantum.

Solvendo medietatem in festo Assumptionis Beate Marie Virginis proxime fu-
turo,* aliam medietatem in festo Purificationis eiusdem Beate Marie Virginis extunc
proxime secuturo’®. Et recognitum, si et in quantum similibus modis et terminis suc-
cessive. Alioquin etc. Iuravit etc.s

[m.s.] ‘Electus in episcopum Sirmiensem’. | [72.7: ] ‘Cardinales 17’.

3.
1394. AUGUSZLUS T7.
Péter bakonybéli apit torvényes képviseldje, Janos fehérviri kanonok altal ko-
telezte magit, hogy commune servitium cimén 5o aranyforintot és 6t szervi-
ciumot befizet az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium kamarija szimdra.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 7ov — reg.)

Dicta die, venerabilis pater, frater Petrus, abbas monasterii Sancti Mauritii de Beel,
ordinis Sancti Benedicti, Wespremiensis diocesis, per dominum Iohannem Thome,
canonicum ecclesie Albensis, Wesprimiensis diocesis, tamquam et principalem et pri-
vatam personam se obligantem, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio
quinquaginta florenos auri de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

Item, recognovit si et in quantum reperiatur tenere pro predecessoribus suis.

Solvendo medietatem promissi in festo Purificationis Beate Marie Virginis proxi-
me futuro® et aliam medietatem in festo Assumptionis Beate Marie Virginis extunc
proxime secuturo’* Et recognita, si et in quantum similibus terminis observandis. Et
promisit producere instantiam infra sex menses. Iuravit etc. Alioquin etc.

[m.s.] ‘Abbas monasterii Sancti Mauritti de Beel’. [72.5: ] ‘Cardinales 16’.

[fopapok Luxemburgi Zsigmond kordban. Mesterek és Tanitvinyok 2. Tanulminyok a bolesészet- és tirsadalom-
tudomdnyok teriiletérdl (szerk. B6hm Gébor—Czeferner Déra—Fedeles Tamds), Pécs 2018, 81-146, 115 és 126.

48 Bogiti Jinos fia Andrds budai kanonok és éneklgkanonok (1374-1396). Rt ANDRAS, A budai kiptalan
archontologidja (1388-1457), Puspokok, kiptalanok, tizedek. Tanulmanyok (szerk. Thoroczkay Gabor), Pécs
2020, 50103, 61-62 és 67.

¥ 1394. aug. 15.

3% 1395. febr. 2.

3t Andrés budai énekl8kanonok 1394. februdr §-én 18 aranyforintot, 1 solidust és 9 déndrt, 1397. méjus
11-én pedig Theobald szentkirlyfalvai perjel tovabbi 5 forintot térlesztett a plispdk nevében. V6. Cameralia
Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 509 és 522.

32 Pirhuzamos bejegyzése AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol. vol. 48, fol. 199v. Kiaddsa: Cameralia Documenta
Pontificia, 1, n. 109.

5 1395. febr. 2.

5% 1395. aug. 15.
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4.
1394. december 31.
Janos vélasztott zagrabi plispok képviselGje, Demeter pécsi kanonok altal vallalta,
hogy commune servitium cimén 400 kamarai aranyforintot és 6t kisebb szervi-
ciumot, tovabbd elédje, Janos plispok hétralékaként commune szervicium cimén
6t forintot és 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet be az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi
Kollégium kamardja szamara.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 72v — reg.)

Indictione tertia, die lovis, ultima mensis Decembris reverendus in Christo pater
dominus Iohannes, electus in episcopum Zagrabiensem,*® per dominum Demetrium
Petri, canonicum Quinqueecclesiensem,’” procuratorem suum ad hoc legitime consti-
tutum, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio quadringentos florenos
auri de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Zagrabiensis’. | [n2.1: ] ‘Cardinales 16.”

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitio domini Iohannis,® sic
similiter vocati predecessoris sui quinque similes florenos et quinque servitia consueta
pro rata medietatis totius summe obligationis.

[m.1:] ‘Cardinales 15.

Solvendo totum in festo Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu Christi proxime futuro.”
Alioquin etc. Turavit etc.®

% Kiaddsa: MCV I, n. 440. — Pirhuzamos bejegyzése AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol. vol. 48, fol. 206v.
Kiaddsa: Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 110.

58 Szepesi Janos zdgribi piispok (1394-1397), kalocsai érsek (1401-1403). V. HC 1, 538, ENGEL, Ardbontoligia,
1, 65 és 79; Zagrebacki biskupi i nadpiskupi, Zagreb 1995, 155—163; UDVARDY JOZSEF, A kalocsai érsekek életrajza
(t000-1526) (Dissertationes Hungaricae ex Historia Ecclesiae 11), Kéln 1991, 248-254.

57 Péter fia Demeter nevi pécsi kanonok neve a kordbbi szakirodalomban nem ismert. V6. FEDELES,
A pécsi székeskaptalan, i.m.

5% Smilo Janos csanddi (1380-1386), majd zagrabi piispok (1386-1394). V6. HC 1, 179, §38; ENGEL, Archon-
tologia, 1, 68, 79; JUHASZ, A csanddi piispokség, 111, 105—110; Zagrebacki biskupi, 149-154.

3 1395. dec. 25.

69 1395. jan. 12-én servitium commune cimén Orévi Lukdces budai prépost, valamint Rogerius de Cavaziis
pozsegai prépost 73 forintot, 16 solidust és 8 dénirt torlesztett a piispok nevében. V6. Cameralia Documenta
Pontificia, 1, n. 514a.



50 FEDELES TAMAS

5.
1395. janudr 19.
Laszl6 valasztott varnai piispok, a szepesi Sziiz Maria-monostor kommenda-
tora képviselGje, Lukdcs budai prépost altal véllalta, hogy commune serviti-
um cimén az emlitett monostor utin 150 kamarai aranyforintot, valamint a
piispokség utdn tovibbi 150 forintot és 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet az Apostoli
Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium kamarija szamdra két részletben.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 720731 — reg.)™

Indictione tertia, die Martis, decima nona dicti mensis Ianuarii, venerabilis vir
dominus Lucas Demetrii, prepositus ecclesie Sancti Petri de Veteri Buda,® tamquam
principalis et privata persona obligavit se et suum beneficium et sua bona, promisit
camere, tantummodo pro communi servitio reverendi patris domini Ladislai, electi
in episcopum Varnensem, commendatarii monasterii Sancte Marie de Scepus, ordinis
Cisterciensis,® diocesis Strigoniensis et hec pro commenda ipsius monasterii centum
quinquaginta florenos auri de camera et non quinque servitia eo, quod dictum monas-
terium fuit datum in commendam motu proprio et non per consistorium.

Item recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitio ipsiusmet dominus La-
dislaus pro ipsomet monasterio, cui prefuit, alios centum quinquaginta similes florenos
et quinque servitia consueta.

Solvendo totum promissum in festo Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu Christi proxime fu-
turo® et recognitum in simili festo anno revoluto. Et presentare mandatum sufficiens ra-
tihabitionis obligationis huiusmodi vel de novo se ad obligandum. Alioquin etc. Iuravit etc.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Varnensis’. | [#2.7:] ‘Cardinales r7’.

61 Pirhuzamos bejegyzése AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol. vol. 48, fol. 2077 Kiaddsa: Cameralia Documenta
Pontificia, 1, n. 1. Ott janudr 18-ai keltezéssel.

62 Orévi Lukécs 6budai prépost (1388-1406), csanddi (1395-1397), varadi piispdk (1397-1406); kirdlynéi titkos
kancelldr (1390-1392). V6. HC1, 180, 5155 ENGEL, Archontoligia, 68, 76; BUNYITAY VINCE, A vdradi piispokség
torténete I-1V, Nagyvirad—Debrecen 18831935, I, 217-224; JUHASZ, A csanddi piispokség, IV, 22—-28; C. ToTH
NORBERT, A székes- és tdrsaskaptalanok prépostjainak archontologidja 1387-1437 (Subsidia ad historiam meffi aevi
Hungariae inquirendam 4), Budapest 2013, 25; Ri81, A budai kiptalan, §8.

8 TFarkasfalvi Mihly fia Laszl6 vilasztott varnai (1395), majd knini piispok (1397-1401, 1409-1412), a sze-
pesi Sziiz Miria ciszterci monostor kommendatora (1395). Vo. HC 1, 486, 516; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 85
és I1, 73; VIDA BEATA, A karthauzi rend torténete a kizépkori Magyar Kirdlysig teriiletén (Kéziratos doktori
értekezés), Szeged 2017, 65.

54 1395. dec. 25.

5 1396. dec. 25.
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6.
Roma, 1395. aprilis 3.
Maternus erdélyi piispok képvisel6i, Péter esztergom-szentgyorgymezei pré-
post, valamint Prigai Prokop altal véllalta, hogy commune servitium cimén
1500 kamarai aranyforintot és 6t kisebb szerviciumot befizet az Apostoli Ka-
mara és a Biborosi Kollégium kamaraja szimdara két részletben.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 75v — reg.)

Dicta die,” dominus Petrus Gregorii, prepositus ecclesie Sancti Georgii de Viridi-
campo,® Strigoniensis et dominus Procopius de Praga, tamquam principales et private
persone obligaverunt se et eorum bona et beneficia, promiserunt camere et collegio pro
communi servitio reverendi patris domini Materni, episcopi Transilvani,® millequin-
gentis florenos de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

Solvendo medietatem in festo Omnium Sanctorum proxime futuro,’ aliam me-
dietatem in festo Penthecostes extunc proxime secuturo,” alioquin etc. furavit etc.
Et in primo termino solutionis fiende producere mandatum sufficiens ratihabitionis
obligationis huiusmodi vel de novo se obligandi. Alioquin etc. iuravit etc.”

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Transilvanus’. | [#2.1:] ‘Cardinales 13

6 Pirhuzamos bejegyzése: AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol. vol. 48, fol. 217; kiaddsa: MREV 11, 300; Cazmze-
ralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 112.

87 Visszautal a f6li6 elsS bejegyzésére.

68 (Mikefalvi/ Csehi) Péter, Gergely fia esztergom-szentgydrgymezei prépost egynttal székesegyhizi fées-
peres (1393-1396), elStte kalocsai prépost és zigrabi kanonok (1393), majd esztergomi nagyprépost (1396-1421),
az esztergomi székesegyhdz Szliz Maria-oltdr, valamint a fehérviri Szent Imre-kdpolna javadalmasa. V6.
KOLLANYI FERENC, Esztergomi kanonokok 1ro0-1900, Esztergom 1900, 76; WINKLER PAL, A kalocsai és bicsi
érseki fokaptalan torténete alapitdsitol 1935-ig, Kalocsa 1935, 23; UDVARDY JOZSEF, A kalocsai fiszékeskaptalan
torténete a kozépkorban, (METEM Koényvek 3.) Budapest 1992, 49; C. TOTH, A székes- és tdrsaskiptalanok, 39
és 49; U6, A kalocsa-bicsi fiegybizmegye kiptalanjainak kozépkori archontoligidja (Kalocsai Féegyhdzmegyei
Gyfjtemények Kiadvinyai 15 — Subsidia ad historiam medii aevi Hungariae inquirendam 11), Kalocsa 2019,
84; UG, Az esztergomi székes- és tirsaskdptalanok archontoldgidja 1r0o—1543 (Subsidia ad historiam medii aevi
Hungariae inquirendam g), Budapest 2019, 24. 54. 130.

%9 Maternus a stendali Szent Miklés-templom Szent Maternus oltdranak vikariusa (1399 elétt), viradi prépost
(1388-1391), veszprémi (1392-1395), erdélyi (1395-1399) piispok. V6. HC 1, 492—493; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 70,
78; TEMESVARY JANOS, Erdély kozépkori piispokei, Kolozsvar 1922, 2§6—269; FEDELES, Az uralkods, 119—120 és 132.

7° 1395. nOV. L.

7' 1395. mij. 30.

7 A Zsigmond-kori erdélyi piispokak kotelezettségvillaldsairdl és tényleges befizetéseirdl részletesen lisd
FEDELES TAMAS, Az erdélyi egybizmegye és az Apostoli Kamara Luxemburgi Zsigmond uralkoddsa idején,
Erdélyi Mizeum 52 (2020), 15-23.
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7.
Roma, 1395. aprilis 3.

Demeter veszprémi piispok képviselSi, Péter esztergom-szentgyorgymezei
prépost, valamint Prigai Prokop ltal villalta, hogy sajit commune servitium
cimén goo kamarai aranyforintot és 6t kisebb szerviciumot, valamint elédei,
Maternus és Benedek hdtralékait befizeti az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi

Kollégium kamarija szimdra tobb részletben.

(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 75v — reg.)?

Indictione tertia, die predicta sabbati, tertia dicti mensis Aprilis prefatus dominus
Petrus™ et Procopius nomine quo supra, promiserunt pro communi servitio reverendi
patris domini Demetrii, episcopi Vesprimiensis” noningentos florenos auri de camera
et quinque servitia consueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Vesprimiensis’. | [72.7:] ‘Cardinales 13".

Ttem recognovit camera et collegio pro communis servitio dudum Materni,” pre-
decessoris sui quadringentos vigintinovem similes florenos, solidos trigintanovem, de-
narios duos monete Romane et quinque servitia consueta.

[m.r:] ‘Cardinales 18’.

Ttem recognovit camere et collegio pro communis servitio dudum Benedicti,” an-
tepredecessoris sui alios noningentos similes florenos et quinque servitia consueta.

[m.1:] ‘Cardinales 20’.

Solvendo medietatem promuissi in festo Omnium Sanctorum,” aliam medietatem in fe-
sto Penthecostes.” Et primum recognitum in festo alio Omnium Sanctorum extunc proxi-
me secuturo et secundum recognitum medietatem in festo Penthecostes extunc proxime
secuturo.* Alioquin etc. Iuravit etc. et producere mandatum sufficiens prout ut supra.

7 Kiaddsa: MREV II, n. 370. — Parhuzamos bejegyzése: AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol. vol. 48, fol. 211y;
kiadasa: Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 113.

7+ (Mikefalvi/ Csehi) Péter, Gergely fia esztergom-szentgyorgymezei prépost, lisd fentebb.

5 Janoki Demeter esztergomi kanonok (1351-1387), barsi fGesperes (1352—1381), esztergomi vikarius (1375—
1377), csizmai prépost és zagrabi kanonok (1385-1387), nyitrai (1387), veszprémi (1387-1392, 1395—1398), majd
erdélyi (1392-1395) piispok. V6. HC 1, 492 és 524; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 70 és 78; TEMESVARY, Erdély ki-
2épkori, 246—255; KOLLANYI, Esztergomi kanonokok, 55-56; C. 'ToTH, Az esztergomi, 71 és 254; FEDELES, Az
wralkodo, 119. 123. 131.

76 Maternus veszprémi, majd erdélyi piispok, lisd fentebb.

77" Himhdzi Benedek veszprémi kanonok (1359—1379), szepesi prépost (1360—1379), veszprémi piispok (1379—
1387), kirdlynéi kancelldr (1380-1381), fGkancellar (1387). V6. HC1, 524; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 70, FEDELES,
Az uralkods, 131.

7 1395. nov. 1.

7 1396. mdj. 21.

80 A késG kiszépkori veszprémi piispokok kotelezettségvillaldsairdl és tényleges befizetéseirdl részletesen
lasd FEDELES TAMAS, A veszprémi egybizmegye és az Apostoli Kamara érintkezési pontjai a késs kozépkorban
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8.
Roma, 1395. majus 7.
Imre, az almadi Szent Benedek-rendi monostor apatja személyesen vallalt ko-
telezettséget, miszerint servitium commune cimén 33 és 1/3 aranyforintot, va-
lamint 6t kisebb szerviciumot befizet az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollé-
gium kamardja szimdra.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 777 — reg.)

Indictione tertia, die Veneris, septima mensis Maii, venerabilis pater frater Eme-
ricus Laurentii, abbas monasterii Sancte Marie Almari (!), Vesprimiensis diocesis, Or-
dinis Sancti Benedicti, personaliter promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi
servitio trigintatres florenos auri de camera et tertiam partem alterius similis floreni
et quinque servitia consueta et plus’, si taxanda fuit iuxta informationem de partibus.

Solvendo totum in festo Resurrectionis Domini nostri Iesu Christi proxime fu-
turo. Alioquin etc. Iuravit etc.

[m.s.] ‘Abbas monasterii Sancte Marie de Almari (!)’. | [m2.1: ] ‘Cardinales 13”. |* Utdna dthidzva: ‘et minus’.

9.
Roma, 1396. dprilis 21.
Egyed, a Visegrad melletti Szent Andras Benedek-rendi monostor apitja sze-
mélyesen kotelezettséget villalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 66 és 2/3
aranyforintot, valamint 6t kisebb szerviciumot befizet az Apostoli Kamara és a
Biborosi Kollégium kamardja szimdra.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. g1v — reg.)®

Indictione quarta, die vicesimo primo mensis predicti, venerabilis pater dominus
Egidius, abbas monasterii Sancti Andree prope Woyssegrad (sic!), ordinis Sancti Benedicti,
Vesprimiensis diocesis® promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio sexaginta sex
florenos auri de camera et duos tertios alterius similis floreni et quinque servitia consueta.

Solvendo medietatem promissam in festo Omnium Sanctorum proxime futuro® et ali-
am medietatem in festo Penthecostes extunc proxime secuturo.® Alioquin etc. luravit etc.

[m.s.] ‘Abbas monasterii Sancti Andree prope Woyssegrad (!), Vesprimiensis diocesis,” | [72.7:] ‘Cardinales 14”.

(1387-1523), ,,Capella reginalis” A veszprémi piispokség a kozépkorban (A veszprémi egyhizmegye multjabol
38), szerk. Karlinszky Baldzs—Varga Tibor Liszl6, Veszprém 2021, 93-122, 94—100.

8 Tmre, Lérinc fia a veszprémi egyhdzmegye almadi bencés monostordnak apdtjara vonatkozé korabbi
adatok nem ismertek. Vo. PRT XII/B, 314-320.

82 Parhuzamos bejegyzése: ASR Camerale T, vol. 1z, fol. 437; kiaddsa: Cameralia Documenta Pontificia,
I, n. 115.

% Egyed visegradi apitsigarol tovabbi adatok nem allnak rendelkezésre. V. PRT XII/B, 47-53.

84 1396. nov. 1.

8 1397 jiin. 10.
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10.
Roma, 1396. midjus 10.
Pl valasztott varadi piispok képviselGje, Lorinc varadi kanonok és bihari fGesperes
altal kotelezettséget véllalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 2000 aranyforintot,
tovabbd 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet, valamint hirom el6dje, Janos, LiszI6 és Imre
plispokok tartozdsait is torleszti az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 92v-93r — reg.)

Indictione quarta, die X* mensis Maii, anno, pontificatu, quibus supra, reve-
rendus pater dominus Paulus, electus in episcopum Waradiensem® per dominum
Laurentium, archidiaconum Byhariensem et canonicum in ecclesia Varadiensi,¥
procuratorem suum ad hoc legitime constitutum, promisit camere et collegio pro
suo communi servitio duomilia florenos auri de camera et quinque servitia con-
sueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Varadiensis’. | [m.d. ] ‘Cardinales 14’.

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitio domini Iohannis,* pre-
decessoris sui solutis minutis servitiis ducentos® sexaginta sex florenos auri de camera
et solidos viginti monete Romane.?

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 20’. | * Utdna dthizva: ‘lorenos auri de camera’.

Ttem, recognovit camere tantummodo pro communi servitio domini Ladislai,”
antepredecessoris sui per eum promisi et non soluti septingentos trigintaduos florenos

auri de camera solvit de minutis servitiis.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 14’.

8 Farkasfalvi P4l valasztott varadi piispok (1396). V. HC, 1, s15; BUNYITAY, A viradi piispikség, T, 215-216;
ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 76; FEDELES, Az uralkods, 129.

%7 Lérinc kanonoki javadalmérdl és féesperességérdl ez az egyetlen adat. V. BUNYITAY, A viradi piispikség,
11, 116.

88 1396. mdj. 15-én a Camera Apostoliciba prokuritora révén 1000 aranyforintot fizetett be. V. Cameralia
Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 516.

8 Cudar Janos varadi piispok (1383-1395). V6. HC, 1, s15; BUNYITAY, A viradi piispikség, T, 207—-212; ENGEL,
Archontoligia, 1, 76; FEDELES, Az uralkods, 129.

9¢ A piispok kordbban a Medici tirsasig kézvetitésével kozel 400 aranyforintot befizetett. V6. Cameralia
Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 490., 494.

9" Déméndi LiszI6 I. Lajos kirdly udvari orvosa, esztergomi kanonok, kalocsai prépost, nyitrai (1367-1371),
veszprémi (1372-1377), majd varadi piispok (1378-1382). V6. HCI, 368. 515. 524; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 72, 76,
78; BUNYITAY, A vdradi piispokség 1, 204—206; KORMENDY KINGA, Studentes extra regnum 1183-1543. Esztergomti
kanonokok egyetemjirdsa és konyvhaszndlata 183-1543 (Bibliotheca Instituti Postgradualis Turis Canonici Universita-
tis Catholicae de Petro Pizmdny nominatae III. Studia 9), Budapest 2007, 179, n. 47; C. TOTH, Az esztergomi,
174. — A piispok 1377. oktéber 12-én villalt kotelezettséget. V6. Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 88a.



A BfBOROSI KOLLEGIUM ES A MAGYAR KONZISZTORIALIS JAVADALMAK 55

Item, recognovit camere tantummodo pro communi servitio domini Emerici,®
alterius predecessoris sui sexcentos quinquaginta sex similes /93] florenos, solidos duo-
decim monete Romane et pro quinque minutis servitiis, quinquaginta similes florenos,
solidos quadraginta quinque et denarios undecim monete predicte.

Solvendo totum promissum in festo Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu Christi proxi-
me futuro” et totum recognitum ad dictum festum Nativitatis ad annum extunc
proxime secuturum.?* Alioquin etc. Turavit etc.

II.
Roma, 1396. mijus 26.
Janos vilasztott zagribi ptispok képviseldi, Janos csdzmai kanonok és kemléki
fGesperes, valamint Baldzs csizmai lektor altal kotelezettséget véllalt, hogy sa-
jat, valamint el6dei tartozdsait egyardnt torleszteni fogja az Apostoli Kamara és
a Biborosi Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 98v—9ggr — reg.)’s

Indictione, die, mense, quibus supra,®® venerabiles viri dominos Iohannes Iohannis, ca-
nonicus ecclesie Sancti Spiritus Casmensis, Zagrabiensis diocesis et archidiaconus de Cam-
bet (sic!) in ecclesia Zagrabiensi,”” et Blasius Iohannis, lector dicte ecclesie Sancti Spiritus®® et
quibus eorum in solidum ex certa eorum servitiorum scientia scientes se teneri et debitores
esse Apostolice Camere, promiserunt personaliter et proprio nomine Camere Apostolice
pro communi servitio domini Iohannis, episcopi Zagrabiensis,” [9g9r] tam pro se, quam
pro predecessore suo ducentos triginta quatuor florenos auri de camera, solidos octo et
denarios quatuor monete Romane et pro minutis servitiis prefatorum episcopi et predeces-
soris sexagintaduos similes florenos et solidos viginti quinque dicte monete.’

Solvendo totum usque ad festum Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu Christi proxime
futuro™ obligantes se et eorum bona et beneficia proprio nomine et subiectione sen-
tentia excommunicationis et periurii in forma Camere consueta.

9% Cudar Imre csanddi, egri, majd péesi kanonok (1369-1371), kalocsai (1367-1371), fehérvéri (1373-1375) prépost,
viradi (1376-1378), egri (1378-1384), imolai (1384-1386), végiil erdélyi piispok (1387-1389), Galicia kormdnyzdja.
HC1, 78, 284, 492, 515 ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 68, 70, 76; BUNYITAY, A viradi piispokség 1, 201-203; SUGAR
ISTVAN, Az egri piispokok torténete, Budapest 1984, 121-124; TEMESVARY, Erdély kizépkori, 211—232; FEDELES,
A pécsi székeskaptalan, 344-345; C. 'TOTH, A kalocsa-bicsi, 83; Rist ANDRAS, A febérviri kaptalan archontoligidja
(13or-1457), Turul 91 (2018) 4. sz., 132-154, 135.

% 1396. dec. 25.

94 1397. dec. 25.

95 Kiaddsa: MCV I, n. 442.

96 A kozvetlen elétte 16vG bejegyzésre utal.

97 Janos csazmai kanonokrdl és kemléki fGesperesrdl ez az els§ ismert adat.

98 Baldzs, Janos fia csizmai olvasékanonok (1399¢). Vo. BEKEFI, A kdptalani iskolik, 21r.

99 Szepesi Janos zagrabi piispok, ldsd a 2. sz. alatti bejegyzést.

190 Egy részét korabban torlesztette, lisd a 2. szim alatti bejegyzést, illetve Cameralia Documenta Pontifi-
cin, I, n. 514a.

! 1396. dec. 25.
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Actum in thesauraria, presentibus domino Francisco de Mercatello auditore,* do-
mino Baylardino de Verona,*s domino Matheo de Lambertis clericis Camere Aposto-
lice etc. Alioquin etc. Turavit etc.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Zagrabiensis.” | [m.d. ] ‘Cardinales 15’.

12.
Roma, 1397. marcius 29.
Lukdcs véradi puspok képviselGje, Miklés kalocsai prépost dltal kotelezettséget
véllalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 2000 aranyforintot, tovabba 6t kisebb
szerviciumot fizet, valamint el8dei, Pil, Jinos, Laszl6 és Imre tartozasait is tor-
leszti az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 1057 — reg.)

Anno, pontificatu et indictione predicti, eadem die dictis mensis,* coram domino
camerario etc., reverendus pater dominus Luchas, episcopus Waradiensis™ per vene-
rabilem virum dominum Nicolaum, prepositum ecclesie Colocensis,*® procuratorem
suum ad hoc legitime constitutum, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi ser-
vitio duo milia florenos auri de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Waradiensis’. | [#.d. ] ‘Cardinales 1r’.

Item, recognovit collegio pro communi servitio domini Pauli,"” predecessoris sui
florenos similes mille et unum minutum servitium consuetum.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 14’.

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro parte partis communis servitii domini
Iohannis,™® antepredecessoris sui solutis minutis servitiis florenos similes ducentos
sexaginta sex et solidos viginti.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales XX.

192 Franciscus de Mercatello kamarai klerikus, auditor (1391). RORC, letéltés 2022. 08. oz.

193 Baylardinus de Verona, vicensai kanonok, 1391-ben Magyar-, Cseh- és Lengyelorszig teriiletére dele-
gilt apostoli nuncius, kamarai klerikus. V6. Monumenta Vaticana res gestas Bobemicas illustrantia, sumptibus
comitiorum regni Bobemiae ediderunt ad recensendos historine Bobemicae fontes delegati V. Acta Urbani V1. et
Bonifatii IX. 1378-1404, ed. CamiLLUS KROFTA, Pragae 1903, 329, n. 581

%4 A kozvetlen elStte 1év6 bejegyzésre utal.

105 Orévi Lukdcs varadi piispék, ldsd fentebb.

196 Sarvari Miklés kalocsai prépost (1397-1399). V. UDVARDY JOZSEF, A kalocsai fiszékeskiptalan torténete
a kozépkorban (METEM Konyvek 3), Budapest 1992, 49; C. ToTH, A kalocsa-bicsi, 84.

197 Farkasfalvi Pil viradi ptispok, ldsd fentebb.

108 Cudar Jénos varadi piispok, lasd fentebb.
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Item, recognovit camere tantumodo pro domino [L]adislao,* antepredecessori suo
solutis minutis servitiis florenos septingentos triginta duos.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 14’.

Item, recognovit camere tantummodo pro communi servitio domini Americi,™
alterius predecessoris sui florenos sexcentum quinquaginta sex et solidos duodecim
et quinque minutis servitiis suis florenos quinquaginta de camera, solidos XLV, de-
narios XI.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 18’.

Solvendo medietatem promissi usque ad festum Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu
Christi proxime futuro™ et aliam medietatem in simili festo anno revoluto™ et omnia
recognita in similibus terminis annis revolutis. Alioquin etc. Turavit etc.™

13.
Rima, 1397. november 7.
Eberhard zégrabi ptispok képviselgje, Miklés kalocsai prépost dltal kotelezett-
séget villalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 400 aranyforintot, tovibbd 6t
kisebb szerviciumot fizet, valamint eldei fennillé tartozisait is torleszti az
Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam., Ap. Oblig et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 1130 — reg.)"+

Indictione quinta, die septima mensis Novembris, coram reverendis in Chris-
to patribus dominis Clonrado] miseratione divina archiepiscopo Nicosiensi, domini
nostri pape camerario,” Ubaldino archiepiscopo Arborensi,”® Augustino episcopo® Pe-
rusino™ et venerabilibus viris dominis Maczeo (!) de Landulfo et Antonio Ravacaldi
Apostolice Camere clericis, reverendus in Christo pater dominus Eberhardus, electus

199 Déméndi Liszl6 viradi piispok, ldsd fentebb.

110

Cudar Imre viradi piispok, lisd fentebb.
1397. dec. 25.
1398. dec. 25.
1397. dpr. 10-én Lukdcs plispok a szervicium egy részét torlesztette, 1399. jan. 14-én pedig fizetési ha-
ladékot kapott. 1400. dpr. 15-én, 1402. dpr. 6-dn, 1403. febr. 1-¢én és jul. 24-én, valamint 1404. m4j. 28-4dn is-
mét torlesztett egy-egy részt. VO. Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. s11. §38. 548. 561-562. 565. 567—568.
"4 Kiaddsa: MCV I, n. 446.
5 Conradus Caracciolo nicosiai érsek (1395—1402), alkamards (1395), kamards (1395—1402), kardinalis (1405~
1411). V6. RORC, letsltés 2022. 08. 02.
16 Ubaldinus Cambi orsitanéi piispok (1397-1400). Vé. HC T, 102.
17 Agoston perugiai piispdk (1390-1404). V6. HC 1, 396.



58 FEDELES TAMAS

in episcopum Zagabriensem™ per venerabilem virum dominum Nicolaum Iacobi,

prepositum Colocensem,™ procuratorem suum ad hoc constitutum, promisit camere
et collegio dominorum cardinalium quadringentos florenos auri de camera et quinque
servitia consueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Zagabriensi’. | [m.d. ] ‘Cardinales 9’. | * Sor f6lé besziirva.

Ttem, recognovit camere et collegio pro domino Iohanne, predecessore suo pro
minutis ipsius domini Iohannis florenos auri de camera XXXT.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 15’.

Ttem, recognovit camere et collegio pro domino Iohanne,™ antepredecessore suo
florenos auri de camera pro communi florenos quinque et pro quinque integris minutis
servitiis ipsius domini Iohannis, videlicet quinquaginta florenos.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 16’.

Solvendo medietatem promissam in festo Omnium Sanctorum proxime futuro™

et aliam medietatem in eodem festo anno revoluto™ et recognita in similibus terminis
annis revolutis. Alioquin etc. Turavit etc. Sententias.’*

18 Eberhard szebeni prépost (1393), zagrabi (1397-1406, 1410-1419), véradi (1406-1409) piispok, pécsi ad-
minisztritor (1408-1410), f6kancellir (1404-1419). V6. HC1, 431, 515, 538 ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 73, 76, 79;
FepELES TAMAS, Az Albenick a Pécsi Egybizmegye élén, MEV-Regnum 21 (2009) 117-130, 117-120; FEDELES
TaMAs, A14. szizad derekitol Mobdicsig, A Péesi Egyhdzmegye torténete 1. A kézépkor évszazadai (1009-1543)
(szerk. Fedeles Tamds—Sarbak Gébor-Siimegi J6zsef), Pécs 2009, 109-15, 118-120; BUNYITAY, A vdradi
plispokség, 1, 225-231; Zagrebacki biskupi, 163—176.

"9 Sarvari Mikl6s kalocsai prépost, ldsd fentebb.

120 Szepesi Janos zdgrabi piispok, ldsd fentebb.

' Smilo Jinos zdgrabi piispok, lisd fentebb.

2 1398. nov. 1.

' 1399. nov. 1.

24 Eberhard piispok a szerviciuminak egy részét Miklés kalocsai prépost befizette. V6. Cameralia Docu-
menta Pontificia, 1, n. 524.



A BfBOROSI KOLLEGIUM ES A MAGYAR KONZISZTORIALIS JAVADALMAK 59

14.
Roma, 1399. februdr 19.
"Tamis szerémi pispok képviselje, Keresztély, a bélakuti ciszterci monostor cus-
tosa altal kotelezettséget villalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 100 aranyfo-
rintot, tovabba 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet, valamint el6dje, Gergely fenndll6
tartozast is torleszti az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 129v — reg.)

Anno,s locho (!), pontificatu et indictione, quibus supra, die XVIIII mensis Feb-
ruarii, reverendus pater dominus Thomas, episcopus Sirmiensis,*® per religiosum
virum fratrem Christianum, custodem Beate Marie Beliafontis,””” ordinis Cisterci-
ensis, Colocensis diocesis, procuratorem suum ad hoc legitime constitutum, promisit
camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio centum florenos auri de camera et qu-
inque servitia consueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Sirmiensis’. | [z.d. | ‘Cardinales 10’.

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitio domini Gregorii, pre-
decessoris sui quinquagintaquatuor similes florenos et solidos triginta monete Romane
et quinque servitia consueta pro rata.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 7.

Solvendo medietatem promissi in festo Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu Christi
proxime futuro™ et aliam medietatem in festo Rexurrectionis eiusdem domini nostri
Iesu Christi extunc proxime secuturo®® et totum recognitum in festo Nativitatis eius-
dem Domini nostri Iesu Christi extunc proxime secuturo. Alioquin etc. Iuravit etc."

%5 A 128. £6li6 verzdjanak felsG részén kozépiitt: Anno nonagesimonono’.

126 Ludényi Tamds szerémi (1397-1400), majd egri piispok (1401-1403, 1422-1424), macséi ban (1402-1403).
V6. HC1, 78, 454; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 68—69, 74; SUGAR, Az egri piispokok, 135-140, 145—-147; FEDELES,
Az uralkods, 117, 126.

7 Keresztélyre ez az els6 ismert adat. V6. HERVAY, Repertorium, 139.

128 Rozsilyi Gergely OCist, a pétervéradi ciszertci apitsig kommendétora, szerémi (1394-1397), majd csa-
nadi (1397-1402) piispok. Vo. HCT, 180 és 454; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 68 és 74; JunAsz, A csanddi piipsikség,
11, 29—38; FEDELES, Az uralkods, 115 és 126.

29 1399. dec. 25.

B¢ 1400. dpr. 18.

B MCV I, n. 448.
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IS.
Roma, 1399. jinius 16.
Péter vilasztott nyitrai piispok képviselGje, Miklés egri rkanonok dltal kote-
lezettséget vallalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 275 aranyforintot, tovabba
6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet két részletben az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi
Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 1377 — reg.)

Anno, pontificatu, loco et indictione predictis, die X VI Iunii, coram et presenti-
bus, quibus supra, reverendus pater dominus Petrus, electus Nitriensis® per venerabi-
lem virum dominum Nicolaum, custodem Agriensem, procuratorem suum ad hoc
legitime constitutum, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio ducentos
septuaginta quinque florenos auri de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

Solvendo medietatem promissi usque ad festum Nativitatis Domini nostri Iesu
Christi proxime futuro’+ et aliam medietatem usque ad festum Assumptionis Beate
Marie extunc immediate proximum sequuturum.’ Alioquin etc. [uravit etc.’s®

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Nitriensis’. | [7.d. | ‘Cardinales 10’.

16.
Roma, 1399. jinius 16.
Mihily veszprémi piispok képviselGje, Gyorgy boszniai piispok dltal kotelezett-
séget véllalt, hogy servitium commune cimén goo aranyforintot, tovabbd 6t ki-
sebb szerviciumot fizet, valamint hirom elédje, Demeter, Maternus és Benedek
tartozasait az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére kiegyenliti.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 1377 — reg.ys

Anno, pontificatu, loco et indictione predictis, die XVI Iunii, coram presentibus,
quibus supra, reverendus pater dominus Michael, episcopus Vesprimiensis,s® per rev-

132 Péter besztercei plébanos (1399), nyitrai piispok (1399-1405). V6. HC1, 368; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 72;
FEDELES, A2 uralkods, 123.

33 Miklés, Jakab fia egri rkanonok (1398-1400), az egri székesegyhdz Sziiz Miria oltiranak igazgatGja. V6.
C. TOTH NORBERT, Az egri kaptalan archontoligidja 13871526, Turul 88 (2015) 2. sz., 48-71, 52.

B4 1399. dec. 25.

% 1400. aug. 15.

36 1399. jin. 17-6én a piispok a Biborosi Kollégiumot megilletd teljes szerviciumot (137 aranyforint és 25
solidus) kifizette a Spini bankhdzon keresztiil. V6. Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, n. 539.

87 Kiaddsa: MCV 1, n. 450; MREV 11, n. 398; regesztdja: Zsigmondkori oklevéltir I-XIV (1387-1427)
(A Magyar Orszigos Levéltir kiadvanyai II. Forrskiadvinyok 1. 3—4. 22. 25. 27. 32. 37. 39. 41. 43 49. 52. 55. 59),
szerk. MALYUSZ ELEMER—BORsA IVAN—C. ToTH NORBERT-NEUMANN TIBOR-LAKATOS BALINT-MIKO GA-
BOR), Budapest 1951—2020 (ZsO), I, n. 5919.

138 Kapolnai Mihaly titeli prépost (1383-1389), nyitrai (1393-1399), majd veszprémi (1399-1402) piispok. Vo.
HC, 368; ENGEL, Archontoligia, 1, 72; FEDELES, Az uralkods, 123, 132.



A BfBOROSI KOLLEGIUM ES A MAGYAR KONZISZTORIALIS JAVADALMAK 61

erendum patrem dominum Georgium, episcopum Bosnensem, procuratorem suum
ad hoc legitime constitutum, promisit camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio
noningentos florenos de camera et quinque servitia consueta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Vesprimiensis’. | [#2.d. ] ‘Cardinales 12’.

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitio domini Demetrii,+° pre-
decessoris sui quingentos' trigintaquatuor similes florenos et solidos XX et denarios
tres et quinque servitia pro rata.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 18’. | * A bal oldali margén betoldva, alihdzva a szovegben: ‘septuaginta’.

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitio domini Materni, an-
tepredecessoris, quadringentos vigintinovem similes florenos, solidos trigintanovem,
denarios duos Romane [monete] et quinque servitia pro rata.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 20’.

Item, recognovit camere et collegio pro communi servitii domini Benedicti,+*
alterius antepredecessoris sui noningentos similes florenos et quinque servitia con-
sueta.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 20’.

Solvendo medietatem promissi usque ad festum Resurrectionis Domini nostri Iesu
Christi, et aliam medietatem usque ad festum Assumptionis Beate Marie extunc
proxime sequturum'++ et recognitum in similibus tribus (!) anno revoluto. Alioquin
etc. Turavit etc.

B9 Gyorgy boszniai piispok (1383-1387), Napolyi Liszl6 trénkoveteld hive, IX. Bonific, majd XII. Gergely
pipa egymast kévetSen tobb magyar javadalmat adoményozott neki, azonban egyiket sem tudta elfoglalni.
1424-es haldldig a Rémai Kuridban élt. V6. FEDELES, Az uralkods, 91—92, 113.

149 Janoki Demeter veszprémi piispok, ldsd fentebb.

4! Maternus veszprémi piispok, ldsd fentebb.

'4? Himhdzi Benedek veszprémi piispok, lisd fentebb.

3 1400. dpr. 18.

44 1400. aug. 15.



62 FEDELES TAMAS

17.
Roma, 1400. mircius 29.
"Tamds egri piispok képviselgje, Hegyi Bereck egri prépost altal kotelezettséget vil-
lalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 8oo aranyforintot, tovibba 6t kisebb szer-
viciumot fizet két részletben az Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 1550 — reg.)"4s

Anno, pontificatu, loco et indictione predictis, coram et presentibus, quibus sup-
ra, die vicesima nona mensis Martii, reverendus pater dominus Thomas, episcopus
Agriensis, ¢ per venerabilem virum dominum Brictium de Montis, prepositum et ca-
nonicum ecclesie Agriensis'+’ obligantem se, tamquam principalem et privatam perso-
nam promisit camere et collegio pro sua communi servitio octingentos floreni auri de
camera et quinque servitia consueta.

Solvendo medietatem promissi usque ad festum Sancti Michaelis de mense Sep-
tembris proxime futuro,® et aliam medietatem usque ad festum Resurrectionis Do-
mini nostri Iesu Christi extunc futuro.* Alioquin etc. Turavit etc.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Agriensis’. | [m.d.] ‘Cardinales 10’.

18.
Roma, 1400. dprilis 7.
Miklés vélasztott erdélyi ptispok képviselGje, Svessai Péter esperes altal kote-
lezettséget villalt, hogy servitium commune cimén 1500 aranyforintot, to-
vabba 6t kisebb szerviciumot fizet, valamint el6dje, Maternus tartozisait az
Apostoli Kamara és a Biborosi Kollégium részére kiegyenliti két részletben.
(AAV Cam. Ap., Oblig. et Sol., vol. 52, fol. 156rv — reg.)>

Anno, pontificatu, loco et indictione predictis, die VII mensis Aprilis, coram
et presentibus, ut supra, reverendus pater dominus Nicolaus, electus in episcopum

45 Regesztdja: ZsO 11, n. 161. (Még az AAV Cam. Ap., Obligationes collegii, vol, 591, fol. 135. alapjin.) —
Rovid, kétsoros bejegyzésen (ASR Camerale 1, vol. 1112, fol 127) alapulé kiaddsa: Cameralia Documenta Pon-
tificia, 1, . 117.

146 Luddnyi Tamds egri piispok, lasd fentebb.

47 Montaji Egyed fia, Bereck kéi prépost (1385-1390), egri kanonok és ungi fGesperes (1391-1396), 6rkanonok
(1396-1398), nagyprépost (1398-14.23). V6. C. TOTH, Az egrikiptalan 50, 52, 61; C. TOTH NORBERT-TERNOVACZ
BALINT, Kdptalanok a Drivintitlon. A boszniai, kdi és szenternyei székeskdptalanok és a pozsegai tarsaskdaptalan ko-
2épkori archontologidja (Thesaurus Historiae Ecclesiasticae in Universitate Quinqueecclesiensi 11), Pécs 2020, 62.

48 1400. szept. 29.

49 1401 dpr. 3.

59 Regesztdja: ZsO 11, n. 186. (AAV Cam. Ap., Obligationes collegii, vol, 591, fol. 136 alapjin.)
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Transilvanum,”' per venerabilem virum dominum Petrum de Svessa, archidiaconum
in ecclesia Strigoniensi,’s* procuratorem suum ad hoc legitime constitutum, promisit
camere et collegio pro suo communi servitio mille quingentos florenos auri de camera
et quinque servitia consveta.

[m.s.] ‘Episcopus Transilvanus’. | [7.d. ] ‘Cardinales 13’.

Item, recognovit camere tantum pro domino Materno,ss predecessore suo pro
communi servitio florenos 1111, solidos VI et denarios II1I et pro ITII*" minutis servitiis
florenos similes ducentos unum, solidos X V1 et denarios octo.

Item, recognovit collegio tantum pro communi servitio ipsius domini Materni
florenos quadringentos quatuor, solidos VI, denarios IITI’" et pro uno minuto [156v/
servitio florenos quinquaginta, tamen solidos sexdecim et denarios octo.

[m.d.] ‘Cardinales 14’.
Solvendo medietatem promissi usque ad festum Omnium Sanctorum proxime fu-

turo,’* et aliam medietatem usque ad festum Resurrectionis extunc futuro' et recog-
novit in similibus terminis anno revoluto. Alioquin etc. Turavit etc.’s®

FEDELES TAMAS

5t Miklés, Albert fia plocki kanonok (1398), szebeni prépost (1398-1400), erdélyi piispok (1400-1401).
Vo. HC, 1, 493; ENGEL, Archontologia, 1, 70; FEDELES, Az uralkods, 120.

52 Petrus de Svessa pécsi kanonok és regélyi fGesperes (1383-1384), majd esztergomi kanonok és zlyomi
f6esperes (1400-1401). VO. FEDELES, A pécsi székeskdptalan, 446, n. 355, KORMENDY, Studentes, 183, n. 63;
C. ToTH, Az esztergomi székeskiptalan, 106.

153 Maternus erdélyi piispok, ldsd fentebb.

5% 1400. noV. 1.

%5 1401 dpr. 3.

156 Miklés nagyon révid ideig llt az egyhdzmegye élén, a polgdrhaboris idészakban életét vesztette.
e} egyiltalin nem fizetett szervicium cimén. V6. FEDELES TAMAS, Az erdélyi egybizmegye, 19.
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bistoriam illustrantia, I-11, Roma 1863-1875.

Torténelmi Szemle



HUNGARY AND THE HOLY SEE OF ROME III.

Summaries

QUEEN YOLANDA’S DOWER AND THE (GOLDEN BULL
An Unknown Royal Charter of 1222'

1. In her will, dated October 12", 1251, Yolanda of Hungary, Queen Consort of
Aragon, daughter of the Hungarian king Andrew II, bequeathed her Hungarian ma-
ternal inheritance, the ispanate (comitatus) of Pozsony (present day Bratislava, Slova-
kia) to her sons. It goes without saying that neither the queen, distant from her home-
land, nor her heirs, did ever actually take possession of Pozsony, the western gateway
of the Kingdom of Hungary. The first aim of my paper is to find out what was the
legal basis for Yolanda’s claim to one of the richest ispanates in Hungary, including
the castle and town of Pozsony. The answer is provided by a papal charter of December ¢,
1222, containing a transcript of a donation issued by King Andrew 11 at the beginning of the
very same year. The donation charter, hitherto undiscovered, shows that King Andrew
I granted the castle of Pozsony as a dower to his second wife, Yolanda of Courtenay;
their child, Yolanda of Hungary, Queen Consort of Aragon, thus regarded the do-
main as her rightful inheritance.

2. Under what circumstances did the marriage of Yolanda of Courtenay and
Andrew II take place? In 1215 the Hungarian royal house established dynastic rela-
tions with the Latin Empire, itself heir to the Byzantine Empire. The Latin Emperor
Henry of Flanders aimed at stabilizing his country’s positions in the Balkans, which
he attempted to realize, besides military victories, via marriage bonds. His alliance
with the Arpads may have played a role in controlling the Balkan states that had be-
come independent during the previous decades. The meeting of the emperor and the
king, which took place at Ni§, Serbia, around the Easter of 1215 or 1216, was vividly
remembered in a hagiographic work by the host, Stephen II (Prvovencani) of Serbia.
It seems plausible to assume that Yolanda of Courtenay arrived in Serbian territory ac-
companied by her uncle, the Emperor Henry of Flanders, from where she continued
her voyage towards Hungary in the company of her fiancé. If it happened that way,
we can date the meeting to the year 1215, when the marriage took place.

3. Andrew II followed the general practice of European monarchs when he
offered his wife a rich town as her dower. Apart from the dower, we are also in-
formed of the queen’s dowry, which was worth 8ooo marks of silver. But how much
was this sum really worth compared to the dowries given to other princesses in
contemporary Hungary and Europe? In fact, this amount can be considered quite

' See pp. 13—35.
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average. In the dynastic history of the Arpads, however, we find unusually high
sums. The dowry, for example, promised to Elizabeth, daughter of Charles I of Sicily
reached the sum of 200 0oo marks of silver. This extremely high amount might have
been motivated by the fact that Elizabeth’s father-in-law, King Stephen V of Hunga-
ry, was willing to give up his claims in the Balkans in favour of the King of Sicily, who
was attempting to restore the Latin Empire.

4. The document in question was written in the royal chancellery in the event-
ful year of 1222, when the monarch, Andrew II issued his famous Golden Bull, a
document often referred to in discussions of Hungary’s constitutional evolution.
Queen Yolanda’s dower charter contributes to the reconstruction of the stormy po-
litical history of 1222, as well as to the understanding of the circumstances in which
the famous charter of liberties was issued. Andrew II altered his wife’s dower as many
as three times during the year of 1222. The grant of 1217, based on different incomes,
was replaced by the ispanate of Pozsony and its appurtenances. Yet, before July 7, the
dower was again changed by the monarch, this time by the whole Banate of Slavonia
with the counties of Zala, Somogy, Varasd (Varazdin) and Szerém (Srijem/Srem).
I prove that there is a connection between the measures concerning the dower and
the conflicts which accompanied the issue of the Golden Bull, and especially the 16™
point of the former charter, in which Andrew II promised not to donate, under any
circumstances, entire ispanates or any dignities as perpetual property or domain.
The measures taken by Andrew II violated, most of all, the interests of the single
person in whose name the opposition acted, forcing the king to issue the Golden Bull:
his eldest son, the Young King Béla, who, as heir to the throne, was natural lord of the
Dukedom of Slavonia. It is certain, however, that upon assuming the whole country’s
governance after his father’s death, he would also have been frustrated by the alienation
of the ispanate of Pozsony. Due to the fact that Pope Honorius III confirmed the
king’s donation of Slavonia to his queen after the issue of the Golden Bull on July 7%,
we may assume that Andrew II had overcome the domestic crisis before that date,
feeling powerful enough to neglect the earlier compromise, or at least the ban on do-
nating entire ispanates, thus punishing the Young King Béla by dispossessing him of
Slavonia. Father and son, however, reconciled during the second half of the same year,
Béla regaining his dukedom. Finally, Andrew II succeeded in realizing his original
plan by donating the ispanate of Pozsony to Yolanda, which was a likely motive to the
conflict leading to the issue of the Golden Bull in the first half of 1222.

5. Our charter has another aspect that seems to be connected with the Golden
Bull. In this case, however, the link is of theoretic nature. Andrew II must have been
fully aware of the fact that his donating of Pozsony to Yolanda could provoke grave
aversion, especially with the Young King Béla’s men. As a consequence, he secured his
measures using guarantees to an unprecedented scale. He appointed Duke Leopold VI
of Austria as guarantor, who — should the dower be declared invalid — could provide
appropriate aid to the queen, with the assistance of the Hungarian barons, to protect
her rights. This act created a legal basis for the monarch of a neighbouring country to



SUMMARIES 433

interfere in the internal affairs of the Kingdom of Hungary upon Andrew II’s death,
under the pretext of helping his widow and heirs. The right to resist had also been
given to the kingdom’s aristocracy, with the foreseeable consequence that the heir to
the throne would not be able to re-capture Pozsony from Yolanda and her future heirs
without risking a civil war, unless he paid the sum of 8000 marks of silver to them.
Expecting harmful measures to be taken by his own heirs, Andrew II was, therefore,
the first Hungarian king to mobilize the resistance of his kingdom’s nobility and declaring
it in a written form. The king hardly considered the possibility of this weapon being
turned against him: the resistance clause of the Golden Bull clearly proves that there
were indeed people in the king’s opposition, who — due to their family background as
well as their erudition — were thoroughly familiar with European attempts at an ef-
fective control of power; indeed, had there been no such people, which seems unlikely,
the donation charter issued by Andrew II could have served as a sample for them.

DANIEL BAcsaTYAT

"THE COLLEGE OF CARDINALS AND HUNGARIAN CONSISTORIAL BENEFICES
IN THE LATE 14"™ CENTURY
The notes relating to Hungary in Volume sz of Obligationes et Solutiones'

The episcopal as well as the significant abbey benefices (bene ficia consistorialia),
granted or confirmed by the Pope together with the College of Cardinals, whose
income per annum exceeded 100 Florins (Guldens) of Camera, were obliged to pay
what is known as servitium commune starting from the 13" century. The amount to
pay, starting from the pontificate of Alexander IV (1264-1271), was divided equally,
i.e. 50-50%, between the Reverenda Camera Apostolica and the Camera Collegii. Initially,
the sum of the servitium amounted to one third of the per annum income of the given
benefice, based on estimates (commmuni extimatione ). After the Great Occidental Schism
(1378-1417) the proportion was altered to approximately a fifth vs. a sixth. Besides
the servitium commune, a further sum was to be paid by the newly appointed prelates,
which consisted of five constituent parts (quingue servitia); it was referred to as servitia
minutain the papal tax documents from the early 15 century on. The sum was determined
on the basis of the number of cardinals; specifically, the fewer cardinals were present
at the consistory upon the donation of the benefice, the higher the fee was. The papal
bull of appointment was issued if the specific prelate, either in person or via his repre-
sentative, obliged himself (se obligare) to pay appointment fee (so/utio ). The obligations
of payment to the Camera Apostolica and the Camera Collegii were, of course, carefully
documented and presented by high priests before the camerlengo, head of the Apostolic
Chamber, as well as before the chamberlain of the Holy Chamber; the two bodies led
double-entry bookkeeping. The bills of debt included the date of obligation, the first

' See pp. 37—63.
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name of the appointed person, or that of his representative, the donated benefice,
the sum of the servitium commune; if relevant, the data concerning the predecessor’s/
predecessors’ arrears, as well as the payment deadlines. Several documents include the
place of the legal act and the names of witnesses, too. Most of the promissory notes
and the bills certifying the act of payment are included in the volumes of Obligationes
et Solutiones in the Vatican’s Apostolic Archives (Archivio Apostolico Vaticano ), of which
a total of 91 volumes survives from the period between 1295 and 1553.

The present paper publicizes the entries relating to Hungary in Volume 52 of the
series Obligationes et Solutiones, most of which have been unknown. Although a source
publication, entitled Carmeralia Documenta Pontificia de Regnis Sacrae Coronae Hungariae
(1297-1536 ), containing the late Jozser LUKCSICS’s collection, this collection contains but
one entry from the volume mentioned above. The most plausible reason is that
Volume 52 of the series includes the obligations towards the College of Cardinals, while
Volume 48, partly kept parallelly, documents the obligations made to the Carmera Apos-
tolica;, JOzser LUKCSICS, therefore, prepared the Hungarian-related entries of Volume 48,
spanning a longer period, thus containing more data concerning Hungary, for publication.

Unfortunately, it still remains a mystery why the Chamber of Cardinals kept two dif-
ferent (but mostly parallel) records of the same period (i.e. 1390-1397). Could this, perhaps,
be explained by the fact that a revised copy of these volumes was compiled upon the recent
appointment in September, 1390, of the cardinal Henricus de Minutilis as chamberlain?

Volume 52, containing 197 folios, has preserved data relating to the pontificate of Pope
Boniface IX. The date of the first entry is September 28, 1390 (fol. 177), while the last one
is dated August 24, 1401 (fol. 196v). The volume includes a total of 18 Hungarian-related
entries from the years between November 8%, 1392 and April 7%, 1400. A total of seven of
these have not yet been published, while then of them have been published mostly on the
parallelly led registries. The entries contain information on seven dioceses in the Kingdom
of Hungary: Zigrib (modern Zagreb) with three entries, Transylvania, Syrmia, Virad
(modern Oradea) and Veszprém with two entries each, as well as Eger and Nyitra
(modern Nitra) with one entry each. Besides these, we find a diocese i partibus in fideli-
um, viz. Varna, whose bishop was also lord of the benefice of the Cistercian monastery of
Szepes (modern Spis). What makes this entry interesting is that the Holy Father did not
grant this benefice in the consistory (dictum monasterium fuit datum in commendam motu
proprio et non per consistorium ), which is why the Chamber of the College of Cardinals did
not receive their part of the appointment fee. The entries published in the present study
offer new data for Hungarian ecclesiastical archontologic and prosopographic research.
"There are names, for instance, which had been unknown in the literature, such as Deme-
ter, son of Péter, cathedral Canon of Pécs; Janos, Canon of Csizma (modern Cazma) and
Dean of Kemlék (modern Kalnik); Lérinc, Canon of Virad (Oradea) and Dean of Bihar
(Bihor), as well as Imre Lérincfi, Abbot of Almdd. To sum up, the data published in this
paper contribute to a more refined understanding of the relations between the Holy See
and the Hungarian Church during the period of the Great Occidental Schism.

TaMAs FEDELES
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TWO UNKNOWN BREVE REGISTRIES FROM POPE SixTUS V!

The State Archive of Rome (Archivio di Stato di Roma) purchased a volume at an
auction at Sotheby’s, London, in 1970, then another one from a private individual, Mu-
riel Fink-Errera, in 1972. Both have been preserved in a perfect condition to date, their
present-day binding probably originating from the 18" century. The two volumes
(Acquisiti e doni, busta 26/1. and 27/1.) contain breves of the comzmune type, issued in
the 6 year of the pontificate of Pope Sixtus IV. Both volumes of breve registries have
been so far unknown for Hungarian researchers, which is why the 16 breves they con-
tain provides additional information, hitherto unknown, for studying the relations
between Hungary and the Holy See during the reign of King Matthias of Hungary.

Pope Sixtus IV wrote a breve to Ilona (Croatian: Jelena), widow of Zsigmond
Frangepin (Croatian: Zigmund Frankopan), Count of Zengg (modern Senj), as well
as to Count Jdnos of Korbavia (Croatian: Jan Krbavski), in which the Pope — referring
to Zsigmond’s unlawful occupation of the properties of the Diocese of Arbe (modern
Rab) — instructed them to abandon their activities. In an earlier breve addressed at the
Chapter of Zigrib (Zagreb) and the Bishop of Zigrib, Osvit (Thuz) of SzentldszI6,
he discussed the case of Baldzs Mardcsai, Canon of Zigrib, whom he allowed to act
as a full member of the Chapter — in spite of the fact that he was not a consecrated
priest. The Pope sent a breve to Gabor Matucsinai, Archbishop of Kalocsa, to further
the interests of the Dominican Order in Hungary, as well as to Gabriele Rangoni,
Bishop of Eger and ambassador to the Pope relating to the visitation of the abandoned
monasteries of Csit and Zsaimbék. The breves also mention two Benedictines. Janos
Szécsényi joined the Franciscan Order at age ten, leaving it before taking his oath and
asking permission to join the Benedictine Order. The other one was Bertalan Patacsi,
taking his oath in the Dominican Monastery at Pécs; however, due to the unreliev-
able headaches torturing him, he was granted permission by his supervisor to join any
other order except the Benedictines. Still, he decided to join the Benedictines, which
might have been the reason why he was sent so far from his native land. Furthermore,
one finds information on the Diocese of Modrus (Croatian: Modrus), threatened by
(Ottoman) Turks, the cathedral of which was granted the right of a jubilee indulgence
on Assumption Day.

Two of the breves, relating to financial debt, provides important pieces of evidence
of Hungarian presence in Italy. In his letter to King Matthias of Hungary, Pope Sixtus IV
informed the king that Ioannes Argyropoulos had once lent 300 Guldens to Péter
Garézda, Dean of Pozsega (modern PoZega), but the sum had not been paid back to
him. Argyropoulos was an influential member of the humanist circle in Florence, re-
garded as one of the fathers of Neo-Platonism. He had established relationships with
Hungarian humanists, too: Janus Pannonius, upon visiting Florence, met him twice
and attended his lectures with great enthusiasm. Péter Gardzda must have stayed in
Florence between 1469 and 1471; on the one hand, he joined the humanist circles;

' See pp. 65—93.
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on the other hand, he acquired valuable codices for members of Hungary’s high clergy.
He himself bought, as a representational gift, three of these codices for Jinos Zrednai, and
one to the bishop Janus Pannonius. What Garédzda spent this sum of 300 Ducats on is a
matter of conjecture: he may have spent it on spectacularly illustrated codices or used it to
cover his daily costs. Imre, son of Kelemen, Provost of Bosnia and Canon of Bécs, as well
as the Dean Mihily, Canon of Vic, faced problems of the same kind. They took a loan
from the commercial house Medici and Puzzi by the Roman Curia, which they failed to
pay back by January 30t, 1477. Imre, son of Kelemen, visited Rome several times on royal
diplomatic missions; as he paid many a visit at the Camera Apostolica, the sum he borrowed
might have been used to cover the taxes to be paid as fees to the Chamber.

The breves that have been recovered include two letters of recommendation as
well. In one of them, Pope Sixtus IV recommended a certain Antonius Aloysius,
citizen of Venice, to King Matthias of Hungary and Gabriele Rangoni, Bishop of
Eger, upon the request of Aloysius’s uncle Domonkos, son of Peter, papal scribe and
familiar. The identity of the persons in question, however, remains ambiguous; Anto-
nius Aloysius might have been the same person as Alvise Malombra, who was Bishop
of the Diocese of Arbe (Rab) in 1484, and whose familiar relation to Rangoni can be
justified. The leading figure in the other letter of recommendation is equally cryp-
tic. When Mihily, canon-reader (lector) at Pécs, arrived at Rome on July 28%, 1477
asking for a letter of recommendation to be addressed to King Matthias of Hungary
and Gabriele Rangoni, Bishop of Eger, the registry scribe found his surname illegible,
replacing it with some dots. As no /ectors at Pécs are known from the period between
1472 and 1478, the identification of Mihdly’s person is subject to further research.

The two volumes of breve registries at the State Archive of Rome seems to be a
source to reveal many things which have been almost completely unknown to Hun-
garian researchers in Rome. Although it is the Vatican’s Apostolic Archive (Ardhivio
Apostolico Viticano ) that undoubtedly serves as a centre of research on the history of the
papacy as well on the relations between Hungary and the Holy See, these two volumes
do show that several other Italian collections possess valuable and indispensable
documents. In addition, the study of 15-century breves has recently become a focus of
research. In the year 2021, thanks to Sergio Pagano, Prefect of the Archivio Apostolico,
the publication of a regesta containing the breves in the earliest volume of registry from
the time of Paul II’s papacy marked the start of a grand series of publications. The goal
of this noteworthy enterprise is to make available for researchers almost ten thousand
sources, in the form of Latin regesta, which survive from the period between 1469 and
1493 in the Vatican’s breve registries. It is an important duty of Hungarian researchers
in Rome to join this recently initiated project by supplementing the 15"-century Hun-
garian-related breves in the Vatican and other Italian collections with the ones to be
found in the Carpathian Basin, as well as by publishing the individual sources in their
full textual form, contributing to further research on Hungarian ecclesiastical history,
not to mention more general aspects of Hungarian and international historical studies.

(GGABOR NEMES
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AN UNKNOWN CONSISTORIAL SOURCE FROM THE YEAR 1502
A processus informativus of the Auxiliary Bishop of Eger
in the Este archives at Modena*

It was in the late 19" century, when the Vatican Secret Archive had opened to
the public, that international research started to pay attention to the records of the
“canonical procedures” (processus informativis, processus inquisitionis, processus canonicus ),
including their prosopographic and biographic worth, as well as their values concern-
ing the history of given dioceses. The procedure was reformed and extended during
the Council of Trent and, also, subsequently. The goal was to ensure the loyalty and
capability of the future generations of bishops. Another aim was to appropriately in-
form the Roman curia about the conditions in the individual dioceses. From the second
half of the 1620’s, the registries survive almost uninterrupted in the various files of
the Vatican’s Apostolic Archives (Archivio Concistoriale, Dataria Apostolica, Nunziatura
Apostolica in Vienna ).

The procedure did exist before the time of the Tridentinum. Based on the decisions
of Session g of the Fifth Lateran Council, Pope Leo X issued his apostolic decree
known as Supernae dispositionis arbitrio in 1514. Several elements of the papal constitution
had been laid down in the unpublished reform bull of Alexander VI, containing, for
the most part, prescriptions concerning the candidate’s personal qualities (,circa sub-
limes et literatas personas”). The inspectional procedure and the consistorial report was
entrusted to the cardinal-protector in charge of the given territory. Several clauses
of Leo X’s decree equalled the formal expression of the general practice that evolved
during the 15 century. A processus from the year 1464, agreeing in practice with the
records (minutes) collected in the first half of the 16 century, placed in the Archivum
Arcis (the Archive of the Castle of the Holy Angel). It is the earliest surviving
document of its kind. The canonical inspection records of Juan de Cerda, Bishop of
Barcelona, have been preserved for posterity by being placed among breve drafts in
the Vatican Archives.

We can also find sources for the enquiry of episcopal candidates outside the
Vatican collections. The private family archive of the Aldobrandinis at Frascati (Villa
Belvedere), for example, possesses 25 such documents from the heritage of Cardinal
Pietro Aldobrandini from the period between 1594 and 1620. Four of these documents
(from the years 1614—1617) relate to Hungary; they include the appointment docu-
ments of Péter Pizminy to the dignity of Archbishop of Esztergom. The earliest
Hungarian-related source among the documents prepared according the prescriptions
of the Tridentinum is Jinos Pyber’s 1612 procedure at Pécs, found in the Ardhivio Con-
cistoriale. There had been only one earlier document of canonical enquiry, relating
to Hungary, known to research, which was conducted about Tamds Tasnddi, Canon
of Esztergom and Nyitra (Nitra) in Rome, in September 1518, concerning his ap-
pointment to Salona (Salonen.) (AAV Arch. Arcis, Arm. I-XVTII, n. 2858).

' See pp. 95—110.
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The present paper publishes an even earlier document of canonical enquiry,
found outside the Vatican, analyzing it and placing it in a historical and historio-
graphic context. It is found in the Ardhivio di Stato di Modena, Archivio Segreto Estense,
Camera, Amministrazione dei Principi nr. 823. (Filza di documenti vari 1494-1518).
Its discovery is the merit of the Research Team Vestigia, specifically of the researcher
HaNarka Kureart. The source is found in a mixed bunch including material relating
to Ippolito d’Este, apparently collected without any organizing principle, not even
arranged in a chronological order.

The minutes (records) bear the date April 7%, 1502, written down by the imperial notary
public Jerome, secretary to Cardinal Federico Sanseverino, concerning the case of Antonio
de Perea, who was Cardinal Ippolito d’Este’s candidate to the status of Auxiliary Bishop of
Eger. The witnesses heard were as follows. Consalvo de Castro, papal familiar (cormzestabi-
lis sanctissimi domini nostri ); Daniele Vivis, Cardinal Francesco Borgia’s secretary; Petrus
Alamanus, diocesan priest at Esztergom and forty-year-old familiar of Cardinal Este;
Martinus de Ezet, diocesan priest at Eger, Este’s familiar and mzagister domus of Cardinal
Sanseverino as well as earlier familiar of Cardinal Gabriele Rangoni.

Their claims about the candidate can be summarized as follows. He is from Spain,
born in the Diocese of Toledo in lawful marriage; he is 32 years old, an observant
Franciscan monk, consecrated presbyter, celebrates masses regularly and observing the
rules; he is also an excellent preacher. As far as the Bishopric of Eger is concerned, the
witnesses described it as one of the largest dioceses of Hungary, with an annual income
of about ten thousand ducats. It always has an auxiliary bishop, generally chosen by
the diocesan bishop from among his familiars. The auxiliary bishop Matthias of
Pozega (Dominus Mathiam episcopus de Popcha) had died a few years before. One wit-
ness, Malombra, recalls Berndt (Bernard), Fransiscan monk and Arcadian honorary
bishop, who had been auxiliary bishop for about 22 years.

The petition written by Ippolito d’Este to the Pope was copied onto the last page
of the document. The petition states that the Diocese of Eger has, as a rule, two
auxiliary bishops, but one of them had passed away; therefore, he would like to have
Antonio de Perea appointed to a bishop’s title in the Bishopric Bugia (Bejaia, Algeria).
He would grant him 200 Florins (Guldens) per annum from his diocese’s income to
ensure his living appropriate for a bishop.

HamNaLka KUFRART, GABOR NEMES, PETER TUSOR

WHO HAS THE RIGHT OF APPOINTMENT?
The patronage of St. Peter’s Altar at Esztergom®

"The present paper and the attached source publication describes the contents, and
publishes the text, of the /bellus from the lawsuit between Cardinal Tamés Bakdc,
Archbishop of Esztergom, and the Cathedral Chapter of Esztergom. The source is

' See pp. 11—146.
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found as Item 1 in Tribunalia, Sacra Romana Rota, Processus actorum in the Vatican’s
Apostolic Archive (Archivio Apostolico Vaticano ). The Hungarian National Archive re-
ceived a microfilm copy of the document in 1977 (Reference: X 9042, 31109. sz.); yet,
no magnified copy of the microfilm has been made, which is why it has still not been
entered into the National Archive’s database. As a result, no-one but a small number
of people have known that the source exists. The /bellus consists of sheets of paper
bound in a parchment cover, containing a total of 8o pages of text with words and
brief summarizing notes of the statements made at the Roman Curia, in order to fa-
cilitate the process. The Jibellus was compiled by the notary public Zsigmond Marosi,
signing each page; after his notary’s clause and official signature, we find the charter
of the Convent of Pannonhalma, testifying that Zsigmond Marosi was indeed a recog-
nized notary public in the Kingdom of Hungary.

The lawsuit started upon the transfer of two benefices concerning patronage
rights. One of these was the governorship (patronage) of the Altar of St. Peter
(and Paul) in Esztergom cathedral, which the members of the Esztergom cathedral
chapter granted to their fellow canon, Bilint Budai, on November 16%, 1512, following
the vacancy due to the death of the beneficiary, exercising their patron’s rights. The arch-
bishop Tamads Bakée protested, via his advocate, and he also denied the right of the
chapter to donate and the canon to accept the benefice. The other issue was the
patronage of the building with the Chapel of St. Elizabeth (founded before 1380) in
it by the thermal springs at Esztergom-Tapolca, also donated — upon the last benefi-
ciary’s death, referring to their patron’s rights — to the canon Jinos Szatmdri by the
cathedral chapter on October 4%, 1510. However, it was soon occupied by force by
Istvin Ibrinyi, a fellow canon, with the archbishop Bakéc’s approval, but against the
lawful rights of the chapter as well as his own vow.

The cathedral chapter, in the matter of these two grievances, handed in a suppli-
cation to the recently elected Pope, Leo X, asking him to cure their grievances. The Pope
appointed the bishop Dominicus de Iacobatiis lucerai (Nocera dei Pagani, Italy) judge
in the case, who ordered the parties’ advocates to investigate on the matter on Au-
gust 271, 1514; the canon Bélint Budai was represented by Henricus Howel, while the
archbishop Tamds Bakée was represented by Egidius Zephirus. The appointed bailiffs
— Jdnos Rékai, monk and dean at Pannonhalma, as well as the guardian P4l Budai —
gave an account of their investigation to the administrator in a letter in the form of a
libellus on December 15%, 1514. (The benefice of the Chapel of St. Elizabeth, for reasons
unknown to us, is not mentioned in the administrator’s order.)

The bailiffs held the first session on December 4%, 1514, followed by the second
one on December 1, a week later, when they summoned the parties to appear be-
fore them. The last trial took place on December 15. (Each session was held in the
archabbot’s palace at Pannonhalma.) Balint Budai, canon of Esztergom, patron of the
Altar of St. Peter (and Paul), attended the trial in person, while none of the advocates
of Cardinal Tamds Bakdc, viz. the papal penitentiarius Mihily Vitéz Kamarcai, Meny-
hért Csuti (canon at Fehérvir), and Benedek Alsészegedi (notary public). During the
trial, Bilint Budai and Bereck Ivinci, the clerk representing the chapter, presented
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the charter of Filop de genere Tiirje, Archbishop of Esztergom, issued on April 10,
1272, documenting the transfer of the patronage of the altar to the chapter, as well
as the part relating to the Altar of St. Peter of his visitation at the cathedral chapter;
furthermore, he also produced three donation charters of the altar benefice, dated
January 2", 1453, December 29%, 1485, and November 16, 1511 (recte 1512). (This is
the only textual witness of the charters.) The evidence was studied by the canons and
beneficiaries of Esztergom who were present at the trial, finding all pieces of evidence
authentic; as a result, the executors entered the texts into the libellus.

The final outcome of the lawsuit (and the trial) is not yet known, due to lack of
sources, but it was demonstrably still in progress in the Curia of Rome on October ¥,
1515. Based on later evidence, however, it seems likely that the judge must have decided
in favour of the Esztergom cathedral chapter, because — about ten years later — the
new patron of St. Peter’s Altar was appointed by the Chapter again, the new patron
being Miklés Olih, canon of Esztergom and dean of Komdarom, just about starting
his career.

NorserT C. ToTH

IN SEARCH OF LOST PAPAL BULLS
The appointment of Girolano Balbi, Provost of Pozsomy, as Bishop of Gurk (1522-1523 )"

Girolamo Balbi (cca. 1460-1535) of Venice, Provost of Pozsony (Bratislava), poet
and humanist, as well as a diplomat of the Kings Vladislaus II and Louis I of Hun-
gary and Bohemia, completing diplomatic missions in several European royal courts,
went to serve the Austrian Archduke Ferdinand I, brother-in-law of Louis II, upon
his king’s approval, in the spring of 1522. One reason for this may have been that, as
a diplomat, he must have been aware — after the Ottoman occupation of Belgrade in
August, 1521 - of how serious the Ottoman threat on the Kingdom of Hungary was.
On the other hand, he could expect an episcopal benefice, promised to him by the
two Habsburg brothers, the Emperor Charles V and the Archduke of Austria, thanks
to his significant role in bringing about the marriage between Ferdinand I and Anna
Jagellonica, realizing the 1515 Habsburg-Jagellonian treaty.

In the end, Balbi received the small Bishopric of Gurk, located in the north-west
of the Duchy of Carinthia, under the metropolitan rule of the Archbishop of Salz-
burg. The bishops, however, were obliged to take an oath of loyalty to the archbishop,
against the landlord’s rights and interests of the Austrian Archduke. The diocese was
in the possession of Cardinal Matthius Lang (1468-1540), Archbishop of Salzburg,
who did not give up his possession upon acquiring the archbishop’s seat in 1519. Yet, he
was obliged by multiple treaties to pay a yearly duty of 8oo Rhenish Florins to Ernest,
Duke of Bavaria and Administrator of the Bishopric of Passau, he was not unwilling to

' See pp. 147—194.
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pass the diocese on to someone else. The Archduke Ferdinand had to consider, besides
Balbi, the interests of his powerful chamberlain, Gabriel Salamanca of Castile, Count
of Ortenburg, who aimed at acquiring an ecclesiastical benefice for his nephew, Anto-
nio Salamanca-Hoyos, aged 18. The archbishop and the archduke agreed on the details
of the project at the Reichstag (imperial assembly) at Nuremberg in the autumn of
1522 (specifically, in mid-November). According to their agreement, Cardinal Lang
ceded the Diocese of Gurk to Balbi, who, in turn, obliged himself to continue to pay
the yearly fee imposed on the bishopric by his predecessor, as well as to be coadjutor to
Antonio Salamanca-Hoyos at Gurk, maintaining his right to inheritance.

This paper focusses on Balbi’s mission to Rome as ambassador of Archduke Fer-
dinand I to Pope Adrian VI, completed together with the ambassador Pedro de Cér-
doba, during the spring of 1523. The mission proved successful for Balbi: besides ac-
complishing the tasks he was instructed to carry out concerning issues of political
and ecclesiastical government, he succeeded in convincing the Pope to issue papal
bulls ensuring his own appointment as bishop, as well as the appointment of Antonio
Salamanca-Hoyos as auxiliary bishop. While the original copies of the main charter
of appointment issued for Hoyos with the date March 11, 1523, and the appended
charters with the same date as well as March 14", have been entirely preserved in the
charter series of the Archive of the Diocese of Gurk (Ardhiv der Diozese Gurk), today
found in Klagenfurt, Girolamo Balbi’s charters have been lost.

Balbi, in the summer of 1526, some years after his appointment, resigned his bishopric,
and settled in Rome for good. Unfortunately, the registry copies of the bulls do not survive
in Lateran series of the Vatican’s Apostolic Archive (Ardvivio Apostolico Vaticano ), either:
the volume in question was destroyed while being carried to Paris — and back to Rome — in
the early 19" century. We only know its contents from an indexical volume from the 18"
century. The dates of issue and the contents of Balbi’s charters can thus be established quite
approximately, using other sources relating to the case. The appendix to this paper con-
tains the most important sources relating to the episcopal appointment, in Latin and Ger-
man, dating from between 1522 and 1524, found in the Vatican, Vienna and Klagenfurt.

BALINT LAKATOS

PorypHONIC NEWS?
Papal nuncios’ reports from Hungary in the mid-16" century'

In this paper, we look at the Hungarian references and connections in the reports
sent to Rome by the nuncios Girolamo Martinengo, based at Vienna, and Ludovico
Beccadelli, at Venice, from the period between 1550 and 1554.

Studying this issue, we may conclude that — as opposed to other nunciatures in
Europe, e.g. in France — the reports by the Viennese and the Venetian nuncios do

' See pp. 195—209.
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include relevant information on Hungary. Both nuncios followed the events in the
Carpathian Basin quite closely, interpreting them not per se, but along the contempo-
rary great divides, viz. the Ottoman-Habsburg and the Valois-Habsburg oppositions,
considering the interests of the Holy See most of all, paying special attention to the
War of Parma (1551-1552), which had serious consequences for Italy; the internal war
in the Holy Roman Empire (especially the campaigns of Maurice of Saxony); finally,
the wars fought against the Ottoman Empire.

Tt goes without saying that the papal nuncio in Vienna reported in more detail, and
more frequently, on Hungarian issues, but the Venetian ambassador did also report on
the crucial (sometimes not so crucial) news. Beccadelli, though he reported fake news
several times, was in general quite well informed, and had a clear understanding of the
political and military situation in the Kingdom of Hungary. At the same time, neither
he nor Martinengo was deeply concerned with the state of Hungarian clergy or the
spread of Protestantism. Instead, they focussed on military issues such as the Ottoman
campaign of 1552, including the siege of Temesvir (Timigoara), Szolnok and Eger; to
a lesser extent, they paid attention to politics (such as diets), as well as the events at
the royal (imperial) court. Although Beccadelli and Martinengo remained connected,
Beccadelli’s reports were not based on the latter’s news: he gathered information via
independent news channels.

Therefore, Rome had a polyphonic source of news about the Kingdom of Hungary,
but the different voices of Vienna and Venice did reinforce each other, providing a
common voice. Based on our discoveries, we may get to better understand why the
papal nuncios of early modern Europe were (indeed, have been, up to the present)
delegated to a given head of state, although — in tandem with the weakening of papal
powers — their mission became increasingly concentrated on checking and controlling
local churches.

VikTorR KANASZ

Nuncios AT WaR
Filippo Spinelli in the Prague Court'

The new papal nuncio, Filippo Spinelli, arrived at the Imperial Court in Prague in
1598. One of his most important tasks was to organize a great holy league to fight the
Ottomans. This was important because, formally speaking, it was but the Habsburg
Monarchy and the Principality of Transylvania to be at war with the Ottoman Em-
pire. The then monarch of the latter, Zsigmond (Sigismund) Bithory, concluded a
dynastic marriage treaty with the Habsburgs on January 28%, 1595, which was a mili-
tary coalition as well. Pope Clement VIII was attempting to expand this coalition into
a great anti-Ottoman holy league with the participation of the Papacy, Poland, France

' See pp. 211—227.
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and Spain. Spinelli, therefore, was forced to convince the Imperial Court, exhausted
by the war, to go on fighting and not to conclude a peace treaty. Moreover, with Zsig-
mond Béthory leaving Transylvania in 1598, which was followed by his unexpected
return and his repeated abdication a few months later, resulted in a crisis of power,
which Spinelli was supposed to solve in a way that served the interests of the Holy See.
Specifically, Cardinal Andris Bithory was elected Prince of Transylvania in April,
1599, a move that had not been expected by the Imperial Court.

Rome, however, saw these developments as opportunities to take. The reports
(dispacci) by the nuncio Spinelli, kept at the Vatican Apostolic Archive (Ardbivio Apos-
tolico Vaticano ), reveal the intention of the Holy See to make Cardinal Bithory mar-
ry the divorced wife (Maria Christina of Austria) of the former prince, Zsigmond
Béthory, who abdicated in favour of the Cardinal; Andris was, of course, supposed to
resign from his duties as cardinal. In practice, this would have meant for the Emperor
to accept the existing situation, concluding a new treaty with the new prince on the
basis of the 1595 Habsburg-Béthory treaty. The new treaty included the war against
the Turks, as well as — due to the religious adherence of the new prince — the pro-
tection of Catholics, the most important points for the Holy See. All this, however,
would have meant for the Emperor to disregard the Transylvanians’ breaking their
oaths, as well as accept an increasing Polish influence in the Principality. Specifically,
the fact that Andris Bithory had a rather close relationship with the High Chancellor
of Poland, Jan Zamoyski, was virtually known to all parties.

The Pope sent Germanico Malaspina, who knew the Bithorys well, to Transylvania.
He was assisted by Spinelli, from Prague. The Pope considered his diplomatic mission
so important that he made some corrections to the ambassador’s instructions in his own
hand. No sooner did Malaspina, the new nuncio delegated to Transylvania, arrived at
his destination than Demeter Naprdgi and Istvin Bocskai visited the Prague court.
They were not the ambassadors of Andris Bithory, indeed, they had not been autho-
rized to act that way; the Cardinal wanted to simply get rid of them, considering both
as men of the Habsburgs. Moreover, he personally blamed Bocskai for the death of his
nephew, Boldizsir Bithory, put to death by Zsigmond during the conflict resulting from
entering the war against the Turks. Spinelli met with Bocskai several times, thinking that
the Emperor wanted Bocskai, rather than Andrés, to occupy the Transylvanian throne.
This he considered as a threat, since Bocskai was a Calvinist. The nominee, against him,
of the Court to head Transylvania was the Habsburg Archduke Maximilian. As for the
Emperor, the only reason for negotiating with Andrds Bithory was to gain some time,
in order to settle the issue of ruling the Principality by military means. It is not entirely
clear whether the nuncio Spinelli suspected at all if the negotiations with Andris Bithory’s
ambassadors, who were to arrive later, without any official authorization to act as ambas-
sadors, were meant to serve as preparations for these military actions. However, when the
troops of Michael the Brave (Mihai Viteazul) penetrated Transylvanian territory, every-
thing became clear. The cardinal-prince, who had lost the battle of Sellenberk (German:
Schellenberg, Romanian: Selimbdr), was subsequently killed near Csikszentdomonkos
(modern Sindominic); his death resulted in a new state of affairs.
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The papal diplomacy reacted to this turn right away, as shown by two of Spi-
nelli’s reports, dated February 14" and 28, 1600, mentioning the status as Prince of
Transylvania of Silvestro of the Aldobrandini family, nephew of Pope Clement VIII.
The idea originated, needless to say, from Rome, being crucial enough for Spinelli to
keep considering it for a month and a half; he received the relevant instruction by
the secretary of state from the Eternal City at the very end of the year 1599 or the
early days of the year 1600. The idea was not unprecedented. Notably, the name of
another of the Pope’s nephews (though not by blood), Cardinal Cinzio Aldobrandini
nepos, had already been mentioned in 1597, when Zsigmond Bathory abdicated for the
first time. What the papal diplomacy offered to the Imperial Court was this: Silvestro
Aldobrandini was to be granted Transylvania as a prince (principe ), marrying Maria
Christina. In fact, the above-mentioned dynastic treaty and alliance of 1595 between
the Habsburgs and the Bathorys would be replaced by an alliance of the Habsburgs
and the Aldobrandinis. If realized, this move could have been enormously important,
as it would have led to a full-scale restructuring of political relations. With Silvestro
Aldobrandini being accepted (as prince), the financial resources would have become
available, as the Pope would have been ready to provide for the defence of the Princi-
pality, the costs of which were accepted to be around 300,000 scudos per year. This sum
would have been increased by the income of the Duchy of Correggio, which the Pope
was attempting to grant to Silvestro as a benefice, as well as the income of the Prin-
cipality itself. There was another problem, too: the Duchy, like many other Italian
domains, was under excessive Spanish influence. The case of Transylvania and Cor-
reggio was not only judged to be a difficult issue by the nuncio Spinelli, but also by his
negotiating counterpart, Rudolf Coraduzzi, Imperial Privy Secretary, though he did
not consider it impossible to carry out. By the beginning of the new year, in January
in particular, the conditions on the above-mentioned alliance had been received from
Rome; the timing was hardly accidental.

It is this point where our sources become silent. Silvestro Aldobrandini, together
with the entire House of Aldobrandini, are no longer mentioned in historical docu-
ments as masters of Transylvania. It was Voivode Mihai who was appointed Gover-
nor of Transylvania, but he (just like Prince Andris Bithory) was forcibly removed by
the Imperial Court, due to his opposition to the Imperial General Giorgo Basta as well
as his increasingly independent political activity. The efforts of the Holy See concern-
ing Andris Bathory and Silvestro Aldobrandini did not prove successful. Thereafter,
papal diplomacy became concerned with the loss of Kanizsa to the Turks in late 1600,
having serious and threatening consequences for the Austrian border lands, which
were geographically quite near Italian territory.

TamAs Kruppa
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AN APPFAL BY A CANON OF ZAGREB TO ROME AGAINST PAZMANY
Count Janos Erdidy’s removal from the Bishopric of Eger (Sopron, 1625 )"

It is a fundamental accepted statement on the early modern Catholic confes-
sionalisation as well as on the history of the papacy that the uninterrupted survival
of the structures inherited from medieval times, or, rather, their prolonged dis-
mantling, raised several barriers to the development of confessionalizing modern-
ization to a more stable and comprehensive scale than what was in fact realized.
The present paper, continuing and concluding the results of an earlier study, thanks
to the Vatican’s source base, refines - and places in a historical context — what the
aims of the late medieval type at realizing family interests had unfavourable effects
on the composition of Hungarian episcopate in the first third of the 17 century.

Tamds Erd6dy, Ban of Croatia and Lord Chief Treasurer, attempted both to
support his family and to build the bishop’s career of his mentally ill son, John,
which was dysfunctional for the Diocese of Eger as well as the entire Hungari-
an hierarchy. The endeavour is not free of internal paradoxes, either. Specifically,
Tamds Erdédy was at the same time a supporter of Pizmdny’s appointment as
Archbishop. The contradictory processes of the formation of the Catholic episco-
pate’s composition are brought to a common denominator and made understandable
by Klesl’s policy, determined throughout by the maxim of Habsburg inheritance af-
ter 1614/15. This was why Melchior Klesl, Chairman of the Imperial Privy Coun-
cil, needed Pizmdny, and this must have been why he considered Tamas Erdédy’s
support important.

From the sources it seems that the decisions on the appointments to Eger and Esz-
tergom were both made in the spring of 1616. The actual issue of the documents was
delayed, though: on the one hand, due to legal difficulties around Pizmany’s being a
Jesuit; on the other hand, the struggle concerning incomes delayed Erdédy’s appoint-
ment. Tamds Erdédy went on building his son’s nimbus after acquiring the episcopal
benefice, but no longer in scientific fields like in Bologna, Parma, and Ingolstadt, but as
patron of the arts. The dedication to Jinos Erdédy of a musical piece (Tomaso Cecchini,
Venice, 1619) at least alludes to this. It is hardly an accident that the dedication at the
beginning of the publication makes reference the role of the bishop’s father.

Another important result of the research published in the paper is that it brings to
light the conflict between Erdédy and Pizmany, buried in the historical past for four
hundred years. The deprivation of the sick count of his episcopal benefice in October,
1625 (a year after his influential father died) at the Diet of Sopron in 1625 has so far
been a hidden fact in Hungarian history. The significance of this finding is not only
the mere statement of the fact of the bishop’s removal, but rather the placement of
the issue in the process of the gradual deterioration in Hungarian-Croatian relations.
In the light of the appeal in the case of the disposition from the Bishopric of Eger, sent
to the Apostolic Holy See instantly, this hidden, hitherto unknown, internal conflict

' See pp. 229—264.
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among Hungary’s high and middle clergy can be interpreted as an opposition between two
approaches, viz. medieval vs. tridentine. We must also consider the fact, however, that the
complaint placed at the Roman Curia against the Archbishop of Esztergom in favour of
Janos Erdédy was accompanied by an attempt at a full-scale dishonouring of Hungary’s
episcopate. The idea and the realization of the appeal to Pope Urban VIII originates from
the Croatian Géspar Verbanovich, an influential canon at the Zagreb Chapter, who was
also the de facto author of the document initiating the lawsuit, surviving in the Vati-
can Apostolic Library’s (Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana) series called Barberini Latini.
The writings of another member of the same chapter, canon Gyorgy Riéttkay, exhibit
a clear and openly expressed anti-Hungarian attitude two decades later. The complaint
against Péter Pdzmidny, Archbishop of Esztergom, sent to the Pope from Zagreb may
be regarded as an exceptionally grave and important case, which — apart from violating
the ban on directly turning to the Roman Curia — was also against strict Hungarian legal
prescriptions. The last such case had occurred more than a century before, when the
Augustinians of K6rmend initiated a lawsuit against the head of the Hungarian Church.

The Vatican document pressing charges against Péter Pizmdny at the Roman Curia,
which serve as the chief basis for this study, belongs in essence to the history of the Diocese
of Eger, as it addresses the Pope in favour of its disposed bishop. Besides the Archdiocese of
Esztergom, the most important scene of the evolution of Catholic confessionalization was
the Diocese of Eger, covering almost the entire territory of Upper Hungary. In the case
of Esztergom, a functional step was taken in the process of carrying out the Tridentine
programme with the appointment of Péter Pizmany, while — along the same political
lines of power — it was the Count Jinos Erdédy, a young aristocrat, mentally and psycho-
logically incapable, who was appointed to Eger. The high priesthood of the non-residing
count was utilized by his environment, consisting of Croatian clerics, to basically “drain
out” the Bishopric’s income. The misuse, however, did not lead to serious problems due to
the campaigns of Gébor (Gabriel) Bethlen. Upon Tamés Erdédy’s death in January 1624,
and the Peace of Vienna in May 1624, concluding the second campaign by Bethlen, it be-
came possible, indeed urgent, to solve the problem. Pdzmany’s move, assisted by the Papal
Nuncio, at the Diet of Sopron of 1625, bringing about the deprivation of Jinos Erdédy of
the Bishopric of Eger (note that the death next year of the still young aristocrat could not
possibly be foreseen and taken into consideration), and the appointment of Jinos Pyber,
an experienced bishop consecrated back in 1613, proved to be a step of key importance.
His rule saw the re-acquisition of the incomes that founded the future spread
of Catholicism, setting them in order and providing for their functional use. The early
modern Catholic confessionalization was basically centred around bishops. The removal
of Erdédy, incapable of organizing denominations, from his bishop’s seat, and his replace-
ment with the capable bishop Janos Pyber, are interpretable as equally essential, crucial
(and also symbolic) steps in the history of the Diocese of Eger, together with most of Up-
per Hungary, as well as Péter Pdzminy’s Archbishopric of Esztergom in the early modern
history of the Archdiocese and Hungarian Catholicism.

PiTER TUSOR



Q XS eArva

Qso L smirk e Kissachén
Q N\o"“'\x B Szepe I.Ii'ocse O L perje
Q /o Trenc Garatt
% Szakolca Besztergebinyag ()
L[]
&Y’Da;,a D) $ vo Jasz6
Nagyszom%qt O Se mecbinya ® Szendré
Vienna Nyitra ° " 3
Pozsony CD Léva ® Fiilek
., ~ Ipoly L\ [N
/ A rsel o~ ASzec N
.ls ton g ‘ Eszt&g h ‘ %ﬁ 1 [y
Ruszt ) Vi ® Gyongyos
.Sopron D ®Gysr Koma‘)m Vidlgrs «
IBuda 5 LR -
Szombathel [ Debr@ce
Z Sarvir ¢
N Németujvir
L, .
® »n

()
Varasd &R
O Koros

O,

Pétervirad

Szendr
zendr ~ Orsoxa

B,
2

Belgrad

Né
¢ ‘Nagyban%~
Szatmir "3 \ l .

L&'

[t

IPALITY Y

@ Important places: towns, fortresses

.,
% ‘®Beszterce
zamosdjvar

LACHTA
A S A O
Scale:1:4.500.000

The Kingdom of Hungary
around 1620







SUMMARIES 447

IsSTVAN TELEKESSY’S APPOINTMENT AS BISHOP OF CSANAD
Sources in the Medici Archives of Florence (1696)"

The Bishop Istvin Telekessy (1633-1715) became known as Bishop of Eger during
Rikoczi’s War of Independence, being the first tosign the act dethroning the Habsburgs
at the Diet of Onod in r707. His earlier ecclesiastical career is less familiar, which in-
cluded his appointment, as canon of Gydr, to the episcopal seat of Csandd in 1689.
The territory of the Diocese of Csandd had been almost completely destroyed due to
the Ottoman occupation; in actual fact, it was only the Franciscans of Szeged who had
kept in touch with Hungary’s church hierarchy. In the course of the 17 century, the
Bishops of Csandd, residing on Royal Hungarian territory, entrusted the Fransiscan
superior of Szeged with the task of acting as vicar-general, fulfilling the pastoral and
organizational duties even under Turkish rule. During the Ottoman war between 1683
and 1699, the part of the region of Banat between the rivers Danube, Tisza, and Maros
(called Temeskoz in Hungarian) suffered from constant fighting, making it impossible
for Istvin Telekessy to even consider residing in his diocese and starting its reorga-
nization. This was one of the reasons why he did not even initiate the process of the
papal approval of his episcopal title in Rome, which took place as late as 1696 when
he had been persuaded by the Cardinal Lip6t Kollonich, Archbishop of Esztergom,
to appear at the Viennese Nunciature, requesting the process of approval to start.
The process consisted of two parts, the stage at the Nunciature and the one in Rome.
The Nunciature was temporarily headed by the auditor Francesco Maria Abbati, who
carried out the canonical inspection of the nominee according to the established proce-
dure, during which heard three witnesses, the Jesuit fathers Gibor Hevenesi, Marton
Szentivinyi and Maximilian Scherhackl, recording their testimonies, which related
in part to the person nominated, but also to the conditions in the Diocese of Csandd.
The testimony given by Gibor Hevenesi includes hitherto unknown biographical
data about Telekessy, notably, that he had been offered the status of Hungarian Royal
Chancellor by the Viennese Court, but he refused. The witnesses unanimously judged
Telekessy, who had completed theological studies in Rome, to be eligible for bishop.
At the same time, all of the three witnesses pointed out that the Bishopric of Csanad
had been almost fully destroyed, and it is only the local Franciscans to be relied upon
in the pastoral process. After the documentation of the bishop’s canonical inspection
had been completed at the nunciature, it was sent on to Francesco Maria de’Medici,
the Habsburgs’ Cardinal-Protector. As Cardinal Medici did not live in Rome, he could
carry out the Roman process of approval through his agent, the Abbot Fabrizio Agos-
tini. As we learn from the correspondence between Cardinal Medici and his agent,
the imperial diplomatic representatives in Rome (Count Georg Adam von Marti-
nitz, Imperial Ambassador, Cardinal Johannes von Goéss, Prince-Bishop of Gurk, and
Francois Chassignet, ambassadorial secretary) were slow to react to the documents
and instruction received from Vienna. Fabrizio Agostini was finally able to cooperate

' See pp. 265—276.
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with the abbot Gianbattista Mariotti, Roman agent of Cardinal Lipét Kollonich, after
which the process of the papal approval of Istvin Telekessy was unhindered. At the
papal consistory of August 13, 1696, Cardinal Francesco del Giudice, joint protector,
gave an account of the Bishop of Csandd’s case, which was the second proposition
(propositio ). Pope Innocent XII also gave his approval for the procedure to be carried
out gratis, considering the destruction suffered by the Diocese of Csandd. The abbot
Mariotti sent the bull reinforcing Telekessy to Cardinal Kollonich on November 3,
1696. Not much later, viz. in the year 1699, however, Telekessy was appointed Bishop
of Eger. The reorganization and rebuilding of the Diocese of Csandd could not start
before 1716, after Temesvir (Timisoara) had been recaptured from the Turks by the
Christian troops. The process of the reconstruction of the diocese started in the 17207,
first with Szeged as its centre, followed by Temesvir later.

BiiLa ViLmos MIHALIK

NEws oF A CONCLAVE IN GYOR
Letters by Bartolomeo Pinto Poloni, Roman Agent, sent to Ferenc Zichy,
Bishop of Gydr, in 1769"

Research on agents, as well as bringing to light and publishing the letters sent by
them to their principals (clients), provide enormous opportunities for us to form a
clear view of how well-informed the principals were as well as of the nature of their
concerns. This holds especially for the bishops of Hungary, who maintained rela-
tionships beyond Vienna, viz. with Rome, via their agents. Ferenc Zichy, Bishop of
Gy6r (1743-1783) was no exception: he employed agents working in Rome for three
decades. Zichy’s three Roman agents came from the same family; they were Pietro
Poloni, Bartolomeo Pinto Poloni and Francesco Poloni.

An exceptionally important point in the history of these relationships was the year
1769, when, with the death of Pope Clement XIII in early February, a conclave had
to be summoned in Rome. Zichy’s current agent, Bartolomeo Pinto Poloni, wrote as
many as twenty-one reports during that year, eleven of which date from the period of
the conclave. Zichy was informed by his Roman agent on the identity of the cardinals
arriving at the Eternal City, the current gossip in Rome, as well as the situation at the
conclave. The agent, usually present at public events, provided precise and concise re-
ports. As Poloni generally attached printed documents and newspapers to his reports,
the Bishop’s Court at Gy6r had a relatively comprehensive view on the news of the
Roman events that had taken place about a week earlier.

The conclave of 1769 was extremely important: the great Catholic courts of Eu-
rope, led by the Bourbons, had decided to concentrate their powers on helping to
St. Peter’s throne a pope who would serve their political goals, including the issue of

' See pp. 277—297.
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the dissolution of the Jesuit Order and the recognition of the territorial expansion
of France and Naples. As a result, the conclave turned out to be a great European
project, in which the Habsburg Empire mostly acted as an observer. Nonetheless, the
Viennese Court kept being informed through their agents. My paper evaluates Pinto
Poloni’s letters and compares them to the letters sent by Francesco Brunati, Roman
agent of the Imperial Vice-Chancellor Colloredo, and, as such, a well-informed per-
son with access to the innermost circles.

RoBerRT OLAH P.

"T'HE EARLIEST PROCESSUS OF THE DIOCESE OF SZEKESFEHERVAR (1777)!

The canonical investigational processes relating to the appointment to an epis-
copal or archiepiscopal position (processus informativus; processus inquisitionis; processus
canonicus), known also as episcopal processes, contain valuable materials which serve as
important, but hitherto not much studied, sources for historical research. Ignic Nagy
de Séllye (1777-1789) was appointed first Bishop of the recently created Diocese of
Székesfehérvir (Albaregalen.) in r777. In connection with his appointment, following
the legal prescriptions, the Nuncio at Vienna carried out the canonical process of the
inspection of the state of the Diocese. We can find related material in the Vatican
Apostolic Archives at two locations, viz. the Consistorial Archive and the Archives of
the Viennese Apostolic Nunciature.

The collegiate chapter, named after the Assumption of the Blessed Virgin Mary,
was founded by King (Saint) Stephen I. It may have been founded on the basis of the
capella regia, or royal chapels, with a long tradition in the West; Székesfehérvir was
namely a royal city, where the medieval kings of Hungary were crowned and gener-
ally also buried. It was a privileged provostship, which was surely granted (from the
13" century on) full passive exemzptio. During the wars with the Turks, it was under
Ottoman rule almost continually between 1543 and 1688. Upon the liberation of the
city, the provosts attempted to restore the collegiate chapter, although without much
success. This may be one of the reasons why neither the Diocese nor the Cathedral
Chapter of Székesfehérvir have inherited the rights of the medieval provostship.
In accordance with the monarch’s request, the consistory of November 12%, 1776,
gave its preliminary approval of the creation of the diocese and the chapter. Queen
Maria Theresa founded the new diocese (along with the Diocese of Szombathely),
appointing Ignic Nagy, Provost of Kaposf6 and Cantor Canon (canonicus cantor)
of Veszprém, as the first bishop (1777-1789). In his bull starting Cunctis ubique of June
17", 1777 (known in Hungarian law as bulla con firmatoria), Pope Pius V1. reinforced
the foundation of the Bishopric, which became a suffragan diocese of the Arch-
bishopric of Esztergom. Its territory was carved out of the Diocese of Veszprém: Fejér

' See pp. 299—306.
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county as well as parts of Pilis county came under the jurisdiction of the new bishop.
According to claims by witnesses, the territory of the diocese contained sixty parishes,
but consistorial documents as well as historical research point to sixty-two of them.
The expected income of the Diocese was initially estimated to be around 15 thousand
Florins (Guldens). Besides the income provided by tithes, the bishop was given the
goods of the former privileged provostship as well as the goods of the Jesuits at Székes-
fehérvir before the dissolution of the order. It was the parish church of St. Stephen
of medieval origin but built, in fact, not much earlier, that became his cathedral.
A cathedral chapter with six members was also created, for the maintenance of which
was planned to be based on the domains (demesnes) of Sukoré, Pikozd, Etyek, Gytré
and Séskut, whose goods belonged in most part to the collegiate chapter of Székesfe-
hérvir before the Ottoman occupation; after the liberation from Turkish rule, to the
Jesuits of Komdrom (until the order was dissolved). Part of today’s Séskut (Barithiza)
was also given to the chapter.

There were two witnesses to the episcopal process, relating to the diocese. One of
them was Gyorgy Berndth, who — as a clerk at the Hungarian Chancellery — may
have been familiar with the conditions in Székesfehérvir; the other one was Mark
Franyul (Marko Franjul), canon of Modrus (Modrus), who had served in the Diocese
of Veszprém, and — as he claimed himself — the parish priest at Székesfehérvir as well.

TamAis Tora

VILMOs FRAKNOI'S RESEARCH REQUESTS
IN THE VATICAN APOSTOLIC ARCHIVES (1881-1885)

The aim of the present paper is to analyse, and elaborate on, the requests of re-
search (between 1881 and 1885) by Vilmos Fraknéi, preserved at the Vatican Apos-
tolic Archives (Archivio Apostolico Vaticano ). For the most part, this is performed by
embedding the requests preserved in the Prefectorial Archives, available by special
permission, into the literature on the topic. Providing an overview of the conditions
in the Vatican’s Secret Archives, using them to form an overall picture of the work
of Vilmos Frakndi, canon and historian, chief secretary of the Hungarian Academy
of Sciences, at the Vatican, especially as far as the beginnings of the publication of the
series Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae are concerned.

During the period when Fraknéi joined the research on Vatican sources, the regu-
lation was to hand in the request to the papal Secretary of State, who — upon approval
— passed it on to the head of the Archives. The request was expected to contain a
detailed description and justification of which documents the researcher wished to
examine and to what end. The requests of Vilmos Fraknéi (1881-1885), found in the
Prefectorial Archives of the Vatican Apostolic Archives, do meet these requirements.

' See pp. 307—321.
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Once the request had been approved, the scholar was allowed to study the documents
in the reading room, under the strict supervision of the archive’s personnel. Fraknéi,
besides conducting negotiations on the organization of the work on Monumenta
Vaticana, succeeded in starting his exploration in the Vatican Secret Archives after
May 26", 1881. This is proved by his requests: in his request dated May 15, Frakn6i
— referring to an earlier letter by Haynald — addressed the Cardinal and Secretary
of State Ludovico Jacobini, in order to be granted permission to go on studying the
sources surviving from the 1300’ and the 1520’ in the volumes of Nunziatura della
Germania and Litterae Principium, as well as in the letters of Cardinal Campeggio and
Pope Clement VII. Fraknéi requested an extension of his permit on June 6%, 1881,
attaching a longer list of items he intended to study. Then, in his 1885 request, he
gave an account of the increasing number of young Hungarian historians who joined
the project, having seen its initial success as well as the results revealed in relation to
Hungary.

This paper offers a brief overview of the first years of the history of the Monu-
menta Vaticana Hungariae (1881-1892/1909), tracing, most of all, Fraknéi’s work, who
did pioneering work to establishing the ever-important pillars underlying the relations
between the Holy See and Hungarian scientists.

KaraLin NaGy

“T'HIS 1S BUT PURE HUNGARIAN MADNESS”
Sources on the aftermaths of the bull ‘Christi fideles graeci™

The creation of the Diocese of Hajdtidorog for Greek Catholics with a Hungarian
identity in the year 1912 caused intense internal and external political debates, leading
to some extreme expressions of anger and diplomatic bouts. The Romanians in Hun-
gary, as well as public opinion in the Kingdom of Romania, considered the step as an
attack on them by the Budapest government, since about half of the parishes of the
newly established diocese had been transferred from the dioceses of the Romanian
Greco-Catholic metropolitan domain of Transylvania. The creation of the diocese,
initiated by Francis Joseph (Franz Joseph) I as apostolic King of Hungary, was pre-
conized by Pope St. Pius X in his bull Christi fideles graeci. The bull itself represented,
as interpreted by Romanians, the injustice they suffered, the subjugation of Romanian
Greek Catholics by the law, and a threat to Romanian national identity. The peace
treaty of Trianon cured, indeed amply compensated for, the Romanians’ grievances,
due to which the Christi fideles graeci became a symbol of past harassments in the pe-
riod between the two world wars. Romanian fears were again revived by the Second
Vienna Award: as the Romanian-Hungarian border had been altered, Mikl6s Dudis,
Bishop of Hajdddorog, proposed a re-transfer of the parishes that had been categorized

" See pp. 323-339.
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as belonging to his diocese in 1912 but placed under the supervision of the metropolitan
dioceses in 1919. Starting in the autumn of 1940, the relevant officials were attempting
to find a solution during a long series of meetings as well as by commissioning an
apostolic inspector; these attempts, however, lost their relevance (much like the
revision of the bull Christifdeles graeci) as a result of the war and its consequences.

This study, based on two private letters and a diplomatic reminder (found in the
papal Archivio Storico della Segreteria di Stato), attempts to show what Romania’s
“official” opinion about the problem was on the one hand; on the other hand, it
presents the views of the Senator Mariu Theodorian-Carada, a veteran of Roma-
nian politics, who kept following the endeavours of Hungarian Greco-Catholics for
three decades, playing his part in the fight against Christi fideles graeci. His attitude and
thoughts were definitely influenced by what the Cardinal Mariano Rampolla said
to him about the Hungarian Greco-Catholic movement during a private conver-
sation in 1910: “This is but pure Hungarian madness”.

TaMAs VEGHSEO

THE NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN JOZSEF (GROSZ, ARCHBISHOP OF KALOCSA-BAGs,
WITH ALVARY (GASCOIGNE, BRITISH ENVOY TO BUDAPEST, IN 194§

This paper presents and analyzes two reports by Alvary Gascoigne, British Envoy
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary in Budapest (1945-1946), in which he
informed the British Government about his negotiations with J6zsef Grdsz, Arch-
bishop of Kalocsa-Bics (1943-1961). Copies of these reports were also sent by the
diplomat to his Vatican counterpart, Sir Francis D’Arcy Osborne, Envoy Extraordinary
and Minister Plenipotentiary based in Rome. The documents, preserved in the papal
Archivio Storico della Segreteria di Stato, were forwarded by the latter diplomat to Do-
menico Tardini, papal Substitute of the Secretariat of State, who was also in charge of
the international relations of the Apostolic Holy See as Secretary of the Holy Congre-
gation for Extraordinary Ecclesiastical Affairs. Pope Pius XII was, thus, able to receive
news of the recent developments in Hungary’s ecclesiastical and political conditions,
from direct Hungarian sources via British mediation at the end of World War II.

Having given an outline of the historical background as well as Gascoigne’s career, we
present an account of two meetings of the Archbishop and the Envoy (taking place on
May 28" and July 23, 1945). During these meetings, the two men discussed the current
political, social and ecclesiastical situation, as well as the Hungarians’ experience of the Sovi-
ets and the Communists. The important issue of realizing land reform and property redis-
tribution was also raised, just like the difficulties of maintaining and managing the extensive
ecclesiastical organization. Besides, the state of the Hungarian legal system, as well as the
coming parliamentary elections, were also discussed by the Archbishop and the Envoy.

' See pp. 341—358.
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Gascoigne offered to open a communication channel between Hungary’s Catholic
Church and the Apostolic Holy See, which the Archbishop Grész did accept. That is
how Grész’s report (dated September 2, 1945) to Pope Pius XII on the state of the
Hungarian people and their Church found its way to the Eternal City. Finally, to
conclude our paper intended as a publication of sources, we briefly discuss the Arch-
bishop’s Anglo-American connections and their effects, with special regard to their
reception during the Archbishop’s show trial in 1951.

GYORGY SAGI

VINCE TOMEK, PIARIST GENERAL, ADVISOR AND CHRONICLER
OF VATICAN DIPLOMACY!

Besides the Nunciatures, the General Curiae of monastic orders, seated in
Rome, have played a significant role in assisting the Apostolic Holy See in modern
times, having a comprehensive picture of the issues of the places they serve at,
thanks their international presence. During the years after 1945, these internal
transmission channels became even more valuable: after the Soviet occupiers had
expelled the Apostolic Nuncio Angelo Rotta from Budapest, there was no official
diplomatic mission of the Holy See delegated to Budapest. It was mostly the Car-
dinal J6zsef Mindszenty who took responsibility for representing and informing
the Vatican.

In post-war Rome, there were Hungarian monks serving at almost all of the sig-
nificant male monastic centres. An outstanding one was Vince Tomek, elected Piarist
general in 1947. Tomek, who spoke several languages, played an especially important
role, since a great number of Piarist monasteries and schools, now headed by him,
were located in the Eastern (Soviet) Bloc. Moreover, being the head of a monastic
order which maintained Catholic grammar schools, he had direct experience of the
process of Sovietization as well as the communists’ political concepts regarding edu-
cation. After the nationalization of Hungary’s church-operated schools on June 16%,
1948, which had tragic consequences for the Piarist order, the main mission of which
was teaching, he (Tomek) paid a visit to Hungary between July 26" and August 16%,
attempting to achieve an exemption of monastic grammar schools from being nation-
alized.

In the autumn of 1948, he acted as aide to Gyula Czapik, Archbishop of Eger,
who went to Rome aiming at a settlement of the situation regarding the ecclesiastical
policies in Hungary — being a monastic order’s general, he felt quite at home in the
Curia’s offices; even the employees working for the papal Secretariat of State often
turned to him for advice, as Giulio Barbetta, who worked for the Secretariat, did in
May 1949, on the issue of whom to appoint as Bishop of Veszprém. In the end, it was

" See pp. 359—377-
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the Dominican monk Bertalan Badalik, supported by Tomek, who became Bishop of
Veszprém. Vince Tomek kept paying continuous attention to the events in Hungary,
especially the renewed negotiations during the Second Vatican Council, of which he
kept a diary full of data. His bequeathed property, stored in 25 chests, includes 7 chests
with go diaries in them, containing 5534 pages of notes from the period between 1949
and 1975. The processing of his inheritance has now started, thanks to the Fransiscan
monk KALMAN PEREGRIN, the continuation of which is an important task in getting
to know the history of the Hungarian Church, of emigration, as well as the Second
Vatican Council.

BaLAzs RETFALVI

Translated by LASZLO KRISTO



