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ISMERETLEN KONZISZTORIALIS FORRAS 1502-BOL

Egri segédptispoki processus informativus
a modenai Este-levéltarban*

I. A KONZISZTORIALIS ELJARAS

A pipai konzisztérium elé kerils fépapjeloltek szimos névvel illetett kanoni
vizsgalatat (processus informativus/inquisitionis avagy processus canonicus/consistorialis) a
Trent6i/ Trienti Zsinat intenci6i alapjin 1591-ben XIV. Gergely szabélyozta és tette a
pépai centralizicié, valamint a piispokkézpontd trienti reformkatolicizmus megvalé-
sitdsdnak egyik hathatds eszkozévé. Az eljdrdst 1627 folyaman VIIL. Orbdn reformalta
meg." A kdnonjogilag aprélékosan szabilyozott folyamat eredménye a kozjegyzdileg
hitelesitett jegyzGkonyv, melynek megléte nélkiil konzisztoridlis javadalom nem volt
adomédnyozhaté. A jegyzSkonyvet tobb biborosnak (Capita Ordinum ) és az elGterjesz-
tésben illetékes biboros, leginkdbb az adott orszdg protektorinak kellett hitelesiteni.
A processzus mir el6z6leg elkészitett tartalmi kivonatit id6ben meg kellett kiildeni a
pipinak és a Szent Kollégium tagjainak. Enélkiil a papai provizié az adott egyhdzme-
gye, fontosabb apdtsig, prépostsig kdnoni betoltése a titkos konzisztérium (XIII. Gergely-
t6] mdr két konzisztérium) napirendjére sem kertilhetett.*

A 17. szézadban médr nem csupin a hirom biborosi rend (piispoki, papi, diaké-
nusi) ,,fejei”, hanem példdul a Szent Kollégium évenként viltozé kamaris biborosa
is megtaldlhat a jegyzGkonyvek aldir6i kozott. Utdbbi személye nem tévesztendd
Gssze a Romai Egyhdz biboros kamarasival, a camerlengival, aki €lethosszig viselte
méledsigat. Tobbedmagdval viszont & is tagja volt a Biborosi Kollégium tigyeiben ille-
tékes ,,Congregatio Capita Ordinum”-nak, ami mir az 1629-es és az azt kovets 1644-es
kariai évkonyvben is felttinik, és rendszerint a Sala del Concistoro valamelyik oldalsé
termében tilésezett az Apostoli Palota falai koz6tt. Amennyiben valamelyik Capo degli
Ordini nem tartézkodott az Orék Vdrosban, ami gyakran el6fordult, helyettesiik, vagy
a rangban, pontosabban szenioritusban kovetkezd biboros hitelesitette a processzust,
természetesen az egész konzisztoridlis folyamatot koordindld, teriiletileg illetékes bi-
boros protektor mellett. Minél t6bb kardindlis kapesolédott be az tigymenetbe, szere-
pik anndl formdlisabb lett. A Konzisztoridlis Kongregicié 1650-es hatdrozata szerint
a kivizsgilasi jegyzGkonyv formai és tartalmi ellendrzését a pipa személyes tigyhall-
gatbja végezte, és intézte a kivonatoldst. E feladatra kiilon helyettese is volt (sostituto

"Késziilt az ELKH Moravesik Gyula Intézet, a Fraknéi Vilmos Rémai Torténeti KutatGesoport, valamint
a PPKE Vestigia Kutat6esoport koopericidjiban.

' Lisd még e kotetben TOTH TAMAS, részben pedig MIHALIK BELA tanulminyit.

* Vo. a kovetkezd jegyzetben idézend§ szakirodalmat.
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del Concistoro ). Mig korabban ritka kivétel volt, hogy a konzisztériumi elGterjesztést
nem a biboros protektor vagy helyettesitGje, hanem a pdpa tette meg, a 18. szdzadra
mir ez az ltalinos. Ekkortdl ismét csupin egy konzisztoriilis cselekményrdl beszél-
hetiink. Megfigyelhetd egy sajitos névesere is. XIII. Gergely eltt egy elSterjesztés
volt, propositio néven. A megfontolt dontéshozatalt segitendd vezették be az elézetes
yhiriiladast”, a praeconisatiot, melynek kiilon konzisztériumon kellett végbemennie.
A 18. szazadtdl ennek a neve 6roklédott tovabb.s

A legmagasabb szintd és aprélékosan szabilyozott szentszéki figyelem kellen mu-
tatja a kérdés fontossigit. A Tridentinum utini papai kozpontositist, mi tobb, uni-
forméldst szolgdl6 kuridlis ellenérzé mechanizmus célja elsédlegesen az dj fépapok
alkalmassigdnak, hittisztasigdnak, a késSbbiekben pedig Réma-htiségének biztositisa
volt. A kdnonjogi posztulitum-jelleget mutatja, hogy nemcsak az uralkodéi (dllami)
kinevezettek, kdptalanok 4ltal vilasztott preldtusok, hanem a kézvetlen papai adoma-
nyozas (liberae collationis ) ald esG puspokségek esetében is lefolytattdk, kivételt csupin
a missziGs puspokok jelentettek.# Mdr a kora djkori folyamatok mutatjik egyuttal a
Roémai Kiridn beliili — a 21. szdzadban korabban elképzelhetetlen magassigokba emel-
kedS — pdpai abszolutizmus kiteljesedését. A biborosok koribbi kulcsfontossdgt sze-
repe lassan, de biztosan visszaszorult. Olyannyira, hogy a trend végén, a 20. szdzadra
nemcsak a biboros protektorok tdnnek el, hanem a konzisztérium szerepe is megsztint
a puspoki székek betoltésében, s gyakorlatilag csupin a kanonizicidk terén maradt
még némi feladata. Mig a kora djkorban a Konzisztoridlis Kongregici6 csak problé-
mis esetekben folyt bele a ptispokkinevezésekbe, 1967-ben 4j nevet kapé jogutdda,
a Congregazione per i Vescovi mar kizarélagos jogkort nyert a kinevezések elGkészitésé-

3 PAszror Lajos, Le cedole concistoriali, AHP 11 (1973) 209—268; UG, 1/ sostituto del concistoro ed il suo ar-
chivio, AHP 5 (1967) 355—372; HIERONIM FOKCINSK, Le relazioni concistoriali nel Cinguecento, AHP 18 (1980)
211-261; HIERONIM FOKCINSKI, Propozycje konsystorialne w XV1. wieku (Oméwienie. Teksty polskie) (Studia
Ecclesiastica 18, Historica 11, Fontium Textus 2), Rzym 1994; Curistorr WEBER, Die dltesten pipstlichen
Staatshandbiicher. Elenchus Congregationum, Tribunalium et Collegiorum Urbis (1629-1714) (RQ Supplement-
heft 45), Rom—Freiburg-Wien 1991, 191-192 és 233—234. Magyar nyelven tovibbi fontos, levéltiri kutatdsi
tapasztalatokra is alapul6 tigyviteli részletekkel és megillapitisokkal (példdul a papai konziszt6rium valamint
a Konzisztoriilis Kongregicié — és levéltiruk — kiilonboz8ségének, eltéré kompetencidinak megviligitdsival):
Tusor PETER, A barokk pipasig (1600-1700), Budapest 2004, 134. 224—225. 325-326; Consistorialia Documenta
Pontificia de Regnis Sacrae Coronae Hungariae (1426-1605) (CVH 1/6), kiad. Tusor PETER-NEMES GABOR,
Budapest—Réma 2011, LI-LVII és passinz; TUSOR PETER, Pizmdny pdapai bulldi és palliuma. (Adatok az esztergo-
1 érseki szék 1616. évi romai konzisztoridlis betoltéséhez), Archivariorum historicorumque magistra: Térténeti
tanulmdnyok Bak Borbila tandrné ~o. sziiletésnapjira (A Magyar Levéltirosok Egyesiilete kiadvinyai 13);
szerk. Kadar Zs6fia—Lakatos Balint—Zarnéczki Aron, Budapest 2013, 257-276; UG, Magyar piispikik kino-
ni kivizsgildsi jegyzikonyvei 1605—r71r (Historiogrifia és projektterv), Magyarorszdg és a rémai Szentszék. I1.
Vatikdni magyar kutatdsok a 21. szazadban (CVH 1/15); szerk. Tusor Péter—Szovik Kornél-Fedeles Tamds,
Budapest-Réma 2017, 243-316; U6, Kinoni kivizsgilds Pizmdny Péterrol. Csalddja, katolizdldsa, missziondldsa
(A Pazmany-Tholdy archivum irataival) (CVH I1/6), Budapest—-Réma 2017, 209—212.

4 Lisd az el6z6 jegyzetben idézett irodalmat. A kdnoni kivizsgalasi jegyzSkonyvekrdl, kiilonosen tartalmi
szerkezetiikrdl Gjabban még: TOTH TaMAS, A 18. szdzadi magyar piispoki processzusok a Vatikini Titkos Levél-
tarban 71780, Magyarorszag és a romai Szentszék 11, 317-336.
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re és a pipa elé terjesztéséres A kinevezd bullit is csupin mér az egyhdzf§ irja ald.
Pézminyén még ott talilhatdk a biborosok szigndja is.6 Az alapvetGen mindvégig a
XIV. Gergely-, illetve VIII. Orbin-féle formaban végzett kdnoni kivizsgldsi eljirds
is megszint a 20. szdzadra. Az utolsé jegyzGkonyveket az 1920-as évek elejérdl drzik
a vatikdni levéltdrban.’

2. A PROCESSZUSOK ES A MAGYAR TORTENETKUTATAS

A kdnoni kivizsgilds jegyz6konyvei nemcsak a kuriai dontéshozatal szimdra biz-
tositottak informdacidkat a leendd apostolutédokrdl és a vezetésiikre bizott intézmé-
nyekrdl, hanem a torténeti kutatds szimadra is értékelhetd, olykor egyedi, hidnypétld
adatokat nytjthatnak. A nemzetkozi kutatds mdr a 19. szizad végén felfigyelt rajuk,
és az érdeklédés azota is toretlen.® Magyar részrdl egészen paratlan médon HEVENEST
GABOR mir a 18. szdzad elején készitett kivonatokat a béesi nunciatira Am Hof-beli
palotdjiban Grzott processzusokrdl.? Nyomtatdsban PETERFFY KAROLY zsinattorténeti
és KOLLER JOzsEF péesi egyhdzmegye-torténeti koteteiben taldlkozunk elGszor innen
szdrmaz6 adatokkal.’® Tébb magyar f6pap néhdny, napra pontos életrajzi adata innen
kertilt hazai lexikogrifiai kordramldsba. FraxnOr ViLmosék még nem fordithattak
kiilonosebb figyelmet a jegyz6konyvekre, hiszen azok Rémédban csak 1907-1908-t6l
lettek kutathatdk. Az 1930-as és az 1940-es években ugyanakkor a magyar tudoma-
nyossig VANYO Tmamirnak és Garra FERENCnek koszonhetGen egyardnt az élén
jirt a 20. szizadi konzisztoridlis kutatdsok recepciGjinak és megvaldsitisinak.

VaNYO nemesak dttekintette a Tridentinum utdn keletkezett processzusok szisz-
tematikus feltdrdsdban tGtt6ré munkat végzé Louts JADIN eredményeit,” hanem egy-

5 A VL Pil altal kiadott Regimini Ecclesiae Universae alapvetd rendelkezéseit a I1. Janos Pal-téle Pastor Bonus
alapvetGen megtartotta. A recens Praedicate Evangelium apostoli konstittcié (103-112§) a tébbi kongregaci-
6hoz hasonléan Dicastero per i Vescovira véltoztatta elnevezését, ami igy mar nem utal arra, hogy 1588-as,
V. Sixtus-féle eredetét tekintve meghatdrozdan egy biborosi résztestiiletrdl volt sz6. V6. AAS 114 (2022) n. 0189.

6 V. Primdsi Levéltar, Archivum Ecclesiasticum Vetus, n. 134.

7 A Sala dei Indici 1055 sz. inventdriumdnak utolsé magyar vonatkozdsd adata n. 979 (Székesfehérvir,
Pauer Jénos, 1879). Az Ausztria—Magyarorszdg 6sszeomldsa utin feldllitott pragai nunciatira levéltirdnak
vizsgilata, felvidéki vonatkozisai el6zetes inventiriuma 6sszedllitdsa sordn ugyanakkor littunk még kivizs-
gildsi jegyzSkonyveket a kezdeti idGszakbdl 2007 folyamdn, ezek azonban mds plispokkinevezési iratokkal
egyetemben nem voltak kézelebbrdl kutathatok.

8 Részletesen lisd TUSOR, Magyar piispikik kinoni kivizsgildsi jegyzokinyvei 1605-r711, 2435kk.

9 Nunciatdrai misolatai: ELTE EKK, Collectio Hevenesiana, vol. 41, fol. 1-197.

' CAROLUS PETERFFY, Sacra concilia ecclesine Romano-catholicae in regno Hungariae celebrata I-11, Viennae—
Posonii 1742; Joseprus KoLLER, Historia episcopatus Quingue Ecclesiarum I-VI, Posonii 1782—1812, helyenként.

" Proces d'information pour la nomination des éveques et abbés. I: Des Pays-Bas, de Liége et de Franche-Comté
dapres les Archives de la Congrégation Consistoriale. 1/1: 1564~1637. 1/2: 1637-1709. 1/3: 1713-1794, BIHBR 8 (1928)
§-263. 9 (1929) 5-321. 11 (1931) 3-345; Proces d'information pour la nomination des éveques et abbés. 11: Des Pays-
Buas, de Liége et de Franche-Comté dapres les Archives de la Daterie 163r-r775, BIHBR 11 (1931) 347-389. — Egy
késébbi kiegészités: JeAN Hovoux, Proces de nomination de Fean-Antoine Blavier éveque-suffragant de Liége
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uttal a magyar vonatkozdsokat is vidzolta, és a teljes konzisztoridlis anyagra behaté
rdltdsa volt.* Mir & lefektette a szikséges forrisértékelés, -értelmezés és -kritika alap-
paramétereit. Jelesiil, hogy a mind erdsebb formalizdlodds, a mér uralkodéi kinevezés-
sel rendelkezd plispok javdra egybehangzéan pozitiv — sokszor a tantk altal egyezte-
tett — vallomdsokbdl is kell§ kritikai eljirdssal torténetileg értékes adatok nyerheték
ki. Ugyanitt hangoztatta, hogy a Hierachia Catholica monumentilis projektje csupin
részlegesen akndzta ki azok anyagdt. Emellett lindzsdt tort az anyag kivonatos kozlése
mellett.

A bencés szerzetes mellett, sét el6tt a processzusok kutatisinak meghatirozé alakja
GaLLa FERENC. A vici egyhdzmegyés pap sporadikus adatkozlései mellett, a pro-
cesszusoknak kiilon, metodikailag megalapozott kozleményt szentelt ,, A piispokjeliltek
kdnoni kivizsgdldsinak jegyzokonyvei a vatikini levéltarban. A magyar katolikus megiijhodds
kordnak piispokes™ cim munkdja annak bizonysdga, hogy a hazai tudomédnyossig Ja-
DIN eredményeinek korai recepcidja mellett az els6k kozott volt képes a forrdsanyag
dtfog6 és mddszeres feltérképezésére, és nem csak a tervezgetések, iréasztalfiokban
maradt kutatisi eredmény formdjiban. Munkdjiban a konzisztoridlis sorozat inventa-
rium-szerd felsoroldsit hozza 1601-1768 kozott, megadva a pontos jelzetet, az eljirds
lefolytatdsinak évét, honapjit, a tantik nevét és foglalkozdsit. A datdriai sorozatbdl — a
jegyzGkonyvek miasik {6 vatikdni lel6helye — nem hoz anyagot, azt még kutatandénak
nevezid A jegyz€k némileg hiinyos, nem tudhaté miért. Mivel a bécsi nunciatdira
fogalmazvinyait, toredékeit még nem ismerhette (bir mar Rémdban Grizték Sket, de
rendezetlentil), GALLA listdja mostanra teljesen elavult.”

A kdnoni kivizsgilisi jegyzGkonyvek feltdrdsinak alakuldsa kicsiben a vatikdni
magyar kutatdsok sorsit, a fényes kezdetek utdn elképesztd esetlegességét modellezi.
Az elmiilt két évtizedben ugyanakkor jelentdsebb javuldsrdl beszélhetiink. A 17-18.
szdzad {6papjairdl sziiletett tanulminyok, monogrifidk BAN IstvANnak, VEGHSEG
Tamasnak, ToTH TamAsnak stb. kdszonhetden e sajitos vatikdni forrdsanyagot is
hasznositjik, kozlik.® A kutatds jelen illdsa szerint a 17-18. szdzadban, 1612—1711, illetve

(1654-1699), BIHBR 35 (1963) 2733305 Proces dinformation pour la nomination des éveques. 111: De Belgique
dupres les Archives de la Congrégation Consistoriale. 1802-1848, BIHBR 11 (1931) 391-462.

' Szdzadok 70 (1936) 445—450. Szizadok 72 (1938) 87-89.

B V6. mdr kordbban: VANYO TIHAMER, Piispoki jelentések a Magyar Szent Korona orszdagainak egybiazmegyéirdl
1600-1850 (MHI 2), Pannonhalma 1933; 6néll6 kotetként publikalta a Bécsi nunciusok jelentései Magyarorszdg-
70l 1666-1683 (Pannonhalmi Féiskola Kényvei 3), Pannonhalma 1935; A bécsi papai kovetség levéltdrinak iratai
Magyarorszdagrol 16171786 (Fontes Historiae Hungaricae Aevi Recentioris), Budapest 1986.

4 Példaul Harminckilenc kiadatlan Pizmdny-levél (Olaszorszagi Magyar Oklevéltdr), Vic 1936, helyenként.

5 LK 20-23 (1942-1945) 141186 (klny. 11—46).

6 Uo., 161.

7 Uo., 162-184.

8 Pelddul: VEGHSES TAMAS, Benkovich Agoston viradi piispik miikidésének girog katolikus vonatkozdsai,
Athanasiana 16 (2003) 99—122, tm—122 (Benkovich Agoston processzusinak kézlése); ToTH TAMAS, ,,S7 nallus
incipiet, nullus finiet”. La rinascita della Chiesa d'Ungheria dopo la conquista turca nell attivita di Gibor Patachich
e di Adim Patachich, Arcivescovi di Kalocsa-Bécs (1733-1784) (CVH 1/6), Budapest—-Roma—Szeged 2011, 305—
312 (vallomdsok Patachich Addmrol). Tovabbi részletes irodalmi felsorolss ToTH TamAs fentebb, a 4. j-ben
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r711-1780 k6zott minddsszesen 255, illetve 128 jegyz6konyv marade fenn, és var arra a
modszeres hasznositdsra, melyet a magyar tudoményossig mindeddig hidba tervezett,
illetve var.”

3. A 'TRIDENTINUM ELOTTI JEGYZOKONYVEK

A kdnoni kivizsgilds, a nagyobbrészt komoly torténeti forrasértéket felmutatd
jegyzGkonyvek , virdgkora” a kora tjkori katolikus konfesszionalizici6 kibontakozi-
sinak idGszakdra esik. Maga az eljirds azonban jéval kordbbi eredetd. Gyokerét III.
Miklés 1280. évi Decretaléjiban talljuk meg. A rendelkezés a puspokjelolteket arra
kotelezte, hogy személyesen, esetleg két — megfelel§ felhatalmazdssal rendelkezd —
kiildott dtén intézzék megerdsitésiiket a rémai Karidn, ahol is kdnoni vélasztisukat
és személyes tulajdonsdgaikat mar ekkor a Biborosi Kollégium hdrom rendjének tagja
ellendrizte. Utalds szintjén mér ekkor megjelenik a processus kifejezés (Cupientes c. 16 de
elect. I, 6).°

A 15. szdzadban el6térbe keriil§ prenemzetillami tendencidk, s a territorialitds esz-
méjének erGsodése a fGkegyurasighoz (patronatus) kapesol6dé uralkodéi ,,bemutatds”
(praesentatio) és a ,,megnevezés” (nominatio) révén a politikai befolyds erédosét hoz-
tak a puspoki székek betoltésében. Mindez a piispokjeldltek vizsgilatit 4j kihivis elé
illitotta. A javaslatok, elképzelések ugyan nem hidnyoztak, de érdemi viltoztatisra
csupdn a 16. szdzadban keril sor. Az V. Laterdni Zsinat 9. iilésén elfogadottak alapjin
X. Leb 1514-ben publikdlta Supernae dispositionis arbitrio kezdetd apostoli rendelkezé-
sét, melynek tobb elemét mar VI. Sindor kordbbi, publikdlatlan reformbulldja meg-
fogalmazta. A bulla el6irdsokat tartalmazott a jelolt személyes tulajdonsigaira (,,circa
sublimes et literatas personas”). A vizsgilat lefolytatdsit és a konzisztériumi jelentéstételt
a tertiletileg illetékes biboros protektorra bizta, akinek kozremtikodéséért propininak
nevezett jutalék jirt. A konzisztériumon a biborosok éllisfoglalisit kovetden a papa

idézett tanulmdnydban. — A kivizsgélisi jegyzGkonyvek és mellékleteik még a 19. szazadbdl is tartalmazhat-
nak értékes torténeti informdcickat. V6. BoBAK SzABOLCS, Scitouszky Fanos kinoni kivizsgildsi jegyzokinyve
a Vatikini Levéltdrban, Piliscsaba 2005, kézirat (PPKE BTK torténelem szakos diplomamunka). Tovabbi
példa erre Haynald Lajos (18:6-189r1) biboros, kalocsai érsek erdélyi piispoki kivizsgalasi jegyzSkonyve és ki-
viltképpen annak melléklete. Az 1851-ben a budai érseki rezidencidn kelt életrajzi tandsitvanyban Scitovszky
Janos esztergomi érsek nytjt pontos életrajzi adatokat és jellemzést {Gegyhdzmegyéje e tehetséges papjirdl.
TorH TaMAS, Haynald Lajos biboros piispoki processzusai a Vatikdni Titkos Levélétdrban, Deliberationes 6/2—7/1
(2013/2—2014/1) 196—2014; kotetbeli kozlése: U6, Hungaria Romdbol. Tanulmdnyok az iij- és jelenkori magyar
egyhdztirténelembdl, Budapest 2021, 149-166 és 338. — Tovibbi részletekre, tobbek kozott a csak az egyhdz-
megye-lefrasokkal foglalkoz6 szakirodalomra lisd a 3. j.-ben idézett magyar szakirodalmat, illetve a 4. j-t.

¥ CVH 1/15, 451452 és 455. A 18. szazadbdl mindehhez még hozzi kell venni az emlékeink szerint mint-
egy tucatnyi nagysagrendd segédpiispoki processzust is.

** HuserT JEDIN, Die Reform des bischoflichen Informativprozesses auf dem Konzil von Trient, Archiv fiir
Katholisches Kirchenrecht 116 (1936) 389—413; Gjabb kiaddsa: UG, Kirche des Glaubens. Kirche der Geschichte.
Ausgewiblte Aufsiitze und Vortrage. I: Kirchengeschichtsschreibung. Italien und das Papsttum. Deutschland, Abend-
land und Weltkirche. 11: Konzil und Kirchenreform, Freiburg—Basel-Wien 1966, 11, 441-459.
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dontott az egyhdzmegye (konzisztoridlis javadalom) betoltésérdl. A relicié csak akkor
kertilhetett tirgyaldsra, ha elGzetesen a hirom biborosi rend feje (Capita Ordinum)
mdr jévihagyta, 4m ez utdbbi el6irds nem ment 4t a gyakorlatba. A kozponti szabi-
lyozdssal a helyi scrutiniumok eltintek, a rémai kézpont médszeres vizsgilata utin
alacsonyabb férumok hasonlé tevékenységének nem volt létjogosultsiga.™

A Medici-papa bullija mindazoniltal nem volt alkalmas a reneszinsz piispokok
moralitisinak, spiritualitisinak és intellektualitdsinak egyiittes, dtfogd reformjira.
Egy emlékiratot idéz 1539-154.0-bdl, amely Tommaso Campeggio kézremikodésével
késziilt. A discorso arra intette a kuridlis biborosokat, hogy forditsanak nagyobb gondot
az informativprocesszus lefolytatdsira és ne bizzanak meg vakon titkdraik munkaji-
ban. Személyes odafigyelésiik nélkiil ugyanis tovibbra is fenndll a veszélye a siménids
izelmeknek, méltatlan egyének keriilhetnek a piispoki székekre. A Curia Romana re-
formszellemét képvisel§ javaslat — kivinatosnak tartotta a koltségek csokkentését is
— nem kivint a X. Leé-féle eljiris formdjin viltoztatni, csupan hatékonyabbi kivinta
tenni.”

X. Le6 rendelkezése t6bb pontjdban a 15. szdzadban kifejlédott gyakorlat — V1. Sin-
dor iltal még eredménytelentl megkisérelt — formdba 6ntése volt. A biboros pro-
tektorok kizirélagos szerepe példiul éppen a magyar példikon mdr jéval korabbrol
is kimutathat6.» Mindazonaltal az V. Laterani és a Trienti Zsinat kozotti idGszakbol
roppant kevés jegyzGkonyv maradt rink.* A németek koziil is csupdn minddssze két
darab, a bécsi 1513-bdl, a meisseni pedig 1518-bdl.» Ilyen forrdsadottsigok kozott igazi
szenzicio, hogy a f6ként az Angyalvirban (Archivum Arcis) Srzote jegyz6konyvekkel
gyakorlatilag megegyezd processzust mdr 1464-bdl is ismertink. Ez a legkorabbi ilyen
tipust fennmaradt dokumentum. A kataldn ciszterci szerzetes Joan Ximenis Cerda
(spanyolosan Juan de Cerda) barcelonai piispok (1464-1672) kinoni kivizsgilasi jegy-
z6konyve brévefogalmazvinyok kozé keveredve 6rzGdott meg az utdkor sziméra a
vatikani levéltirban.*

' JEDIN, Die Reform des bischoflichen Informativprozesses, 441-443.

2 Uo., 444-447.

3 Tusor PETER, A magyar koronabiborosi és biboros protektori intézmény” kialakuldsa és elbalisa a 15-16.
szdzadban, Analecta Medievalia 2 (szerk. Neumann Tibor), Piliscsaba 2003, 303-322.

** Az egyhdzmegyét és a jeloltet a Supernae dispositionis arbitrio szempontjai alapjin vizsgdl6 processzusok
lel6helyei: AAV Archivum Arcis, Arm. I-XVIIL, nn. 2768-2955; Miscellanea (Armadi I-XV), Arm. XII,
vol. 144-146. 214. 216-218. Az adatok az alapszakirodalomban tébbszor feltinnek. V6. REMIGIUS RITZLER,
Die archivalischen Quellen der ,Hierarchia Catholica”, Miscellanea Archivistica Angelo Mercati (ST 165), Citta
del Vaticano 1952, 51—74; Bischifliche Informativprozesse im Archiv der Datarie, RQ 50 (1955) 95—101; Die bi-
schiflichen Informativprozesse in den ,,Processus Consistoriales” im Archiv des Kardinalkollegs bis 1907, RHM 2
(1957/58) 204—220.

* WALTER FRIEDENSBURG, Informativprozesse tiber deutsche Kirche in vortridentinischer Zeit, QFIAB 1 (1898)
165—203, 168-174, n. 1 és 177-181, 1. 3. A tobbi 13 irat nem teljes jegyzkonyv, hanem kiilonféle részletek (pél-
ddul nem Rémdban, hanem a helyi kdptalan dltal lefolytatott kihallgatds, illetve egyéb vallomdsok lejegyzése
az egyhdzmegye éllapotardl), illetve relatio consistorialis. Uo., 168-203.

26 JusTo FERNANDEZ ALONSO, Proceso informativo para la eleccion de Fuan de la Cerda, obispo de Barcelona,
Anthologica Annua 6 (1958) 467—478.



ISMERETLEN KONZISZTORIALIS FORRAS 1502-BOL 101

Puspokjeloltek kivizsgildsainak forrdsai mindazoniltal a vatikdni gydjteményeken
kiviil is talilhaték. Az Aldobrandini csaldd frascati magdnlevéltdra (Villa Belvedere)
példdul 25 ilyen dokumentumot &riz Pietro Aldobrandini biboros hagyatékibdl az
15941620 kozotti évekbdl. Négy jegyzSkonyv magyar vonatkozast, 1614—1617-bdl,
koztiik Pdzmény Péter esztergomi érseki kinevezésének iratai.” A Tridentinum utin,
XIV. Gergely pipa elirisai szerint készitett jegyzGkonyvek koziil a legkorabbi ismert
magyar forrds Pyber Jinos 1612-es pécsi processzusa, mely a vatikdni levéltdron beliil
az. Archivio Concistorialéban lelhetd fel.?® Ezt megel6zGen csupdn egyetlen egy magyar
vonatkozist kdnoni kivizsgildsi eljdris jegyz6konyvrdl tudott a kutatds, melyet Tas-
nddi Tamds nyitrai és esztergomi kanonokrdl a salonai (Salonensis ) cimre folytattak le
Réméban. Ez viszont roppant korai, a legkordbbi ismert német jegyzékonnyvvel egy
esztendGben, 1518 sordn keletkezett.>

4. ANTONIO DE PEREA O.F.M. EGRI JEGYZOKONYVE

Az aldbb elemzésre és kozlésre kertil, 1502. dprilis 7-én kelt processus informativus valé-
di jelentdsége, kiilonlegessége az eddig elmondottak, e sajitos vatikini forrastipus evoldici-
Gjanak és historiogrifidjanak a fényében érthetd meg igazin. Jelenlegi ismereteink szerint
ugyanis az 1464-es barcelonai jegyzSkonyvet kovetden ez a méasodik legkorabbi ismert,
ilyen tipusd konzisztoridlis dokumentum. A mésik olyan fennmaradt jegyzékonyv, ami
még a X. Le6-féle szabilyozis el6tt keletkezett, tehdt magyar vonatkozdsi! Federico
Sanseverino biboros titkdra, Jeromos csisziri kozjegyzG vetette papirra, Ippolito d’Este
biboros egri segédptispok-jelolge, a spanyol Antonio de Perea tigyében. A forris tovibbi
kiilonlegessége, hogy a Vatikdn falain kiviil 6rz6dott meg az utékor szimdra. LelShelye
szintén egy itdliai arisztokrata csalid, az Esték Modendban &rzott levéltira (Archivio di
Stato di Modena, Archivio Segreto Estense). A ritka torténeti katf§ egy olyan vegyes cso-
moban szerepel a gazdasigi jellegd iratok kozott, melyben Estei Hippolithoz kapesol6dd
anyagokat gyjtottek ossze, kiilonosebb rendezd elv nélkiil, még idérendet sem alakitot-
tak ki.* Feltdrdsa a Vestigia Kutatécsoport, személy szerint KurrarT HAINALKA érdeme.

7 Vo. CVH 1715, 270 és 314-315; CVH I1/6, 11-100.

8 Tt is felhivjuk, tjra és Gjra a figyelmet arra, hogy az Archivio Concistoriale nem a Konzisztoridlis Kong-
regicié, hanem az egész konzisztérium, illetve tulajdonképpen a Biborosi Kollégium levéltira, ami magéban
foglalja a Kongregici6 iratanyagit is. — A fennmaradt konzisztoridlis propoziciékbdl, cédulikbél, tovibbd
nunciusi jelentések, biborosi levelek utaldsaibél egyértelmd, hogy szimos, 1612-nél kordbbi jegyzSkonyv elve-
szett, vagy még lappang. A biboros protektorok csalddi levéltirainak, irathagyatékdnak médszeres vizsgilata
még szdmos 4j eredménnyel kecsegtet a 16. szdzadra, illetve a 17. szizad elsG évtizedére nézve. Kiilonosen
sokat virunk egy jovébeni trentéi kutatdstol.

* AAV Arch. Arcis, Arm. I-XVIII, n. 2858. Kiadva: CVH 1/7, 29—32, n. 20.

39 A folidszamozast nélkiilozni kényszeriil pontos jelzet: Archivio di Stato di Modena, Archivio Segreto
Estense, Camera, Amministrazione dei Principi nr. 823. (Filza di documenti vari 1494-1518). A dokumentum
tartalmi és formai leirdsit lisd kozlésénél, a Fiiggelékben.

3" Feltirdja szivességébdl a forrdst Kr1STOF ILONA haszndlta és ajinlotta figyelmiinkbe, aki Estei Hippolit
egri segédpiispokei cimi kéziratiba szintén betekintést engedett, eziiton is készonjik.
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A jegyz8konyv keletkezése hitterének megértése szempontjib6l kulesfontossigi
a forrdsban szerepl hdrom biboros, Ippolito d’Este,* a vallomdst tev§ titkdra révén
érintett Francesco Borgia® és Federico Sanseverino#* kapesolata. Mindhdrman az itdliai
politikdt aktivan befolydsol6 felmendkkel rendelkeztek: Ippolito Ercole d’Este ferrarai
herceg fia, Francesco V1. Sindor papa unokacccse, Federico pedig Roberto Sanseveri-
no salernéi herceg fia volt. Mivel a Pépai Allam, valamint a Ferrerai Hercegség is az
ugynevezett ,,mdsodik itdliai hdbordban” a francidk és Velence oldaldn harcolt Miliné
és Nipoly ellen, igy a Borgia és az Este csaldd kapesolatai 1499-t6 jelentGsen megerd-
sodtek. Rdaddsul a francia-spanyol kapcsolatok a Népolyt a két fél kozott felosztd, a
pépa dltal is jovahagyott granadai szerz8dés miatt 1500 és 1502 koril viszonylag nyu-
godtak voltak.’

A hdrom kardindlis mdr 1500 februdrjiban is egytitt tartézkodott a francia kato-
nak altal megszille Milinéban.* Az 1501. és 1502. év forduléjin mindnydjan Rémaban
id6ztek, amikor Ippolito testvére, Alfonso d’Este hizassdgot kotott Francesco unoka-
hadgdval, Lucrezia Borgidval. Sét, Ippolito d’Este és Francesco Borgia — utdbbi pipai
legdtusként® — elkisérték Lucrezidt Ferrariba, majd egyiitt is tértek vissza onnan Ré-
miba.® 1502. februdr és marcius hénapokban mindhdrom biborost VI. Sindor pipa
kozvetlen kozelében taldljuk: elkisérték az egyhdzf6t Civitavecchidba és részt vettek
egy nyilvinos konzisztériumon is.*° A jegyzSkonyv idépontjiban tehdt mindhdrman

3* Ippolito d’ Este (1479—1520), a Santa Lucia in Selci diakénus biborosa (1494-1520), esztergomi érsek (1486—
1497), egri piispok (1497-1520). Vo. HCTI, 23; Lucy ByarT, Este, Ippolito &', DBI vol. 43, Roma 1993, https://
www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/ippolito-d-este_res-c21fd599-87ec-11dc-8e9d-o0016357¢ees1_(Dizionario-Biog-
rafico), letdltés 2022. 08. 18.; LaczLavik GYORGY, Estei Hippolit, Esztergomi érsekek 1001-2003 (szerk. Beke
Margit), Budapest 2003, 222—-228; C. TOTH NORBERT, Magyarorszdig késd kozépkori fopapi archontoligidja.
Ersekek, piispikik, illetve segédpiispikeik, vikriusaik és jovedelembezelsik az 1440-es évektdl 1526-ig (A Gyori
Egyhdzmegyei Levéltir Kiadvinyai. Forrisok, feldolgozisok 27), Gyér 2017, 27. 52.

3 Francesco Borgia (1432/1441 k—1511), Teano piispoke (1495-1508), biboros (1498-1511), Cosenza érseke
(1499-1511). Lasd HCI1, 24. 142. 249; GasPARE DE Caro, Borgia, Francesco, DBI vol. 12, Roma 1971, https://
www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/francesco-borgia_(Dizionario-Biografico), letoltés 2022. 08. 18.

3% Federico Sanseverino (1462-1516), biboros (1489-1516). Archontoldgiai, életrajzi adatai: HC I, 21; GUIL-
LAUME ALONGE, Sanseverino, Federico, DBI vol. 9o, Roma 2017, https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/federi-
co-sanseverino_(Dizionario-Biografico), letoltés 2022. 08. 18.

% CHRISTINE SHAW-MICHAEL MALLETT, The Italian Wars 1494-1559. War, State and Society in Early Mo-
dern Europe (Modern Wars In Perspective), Abingdon-New York 2019, 46-62.

36 Byart, Este; ALONGE, Sanseverino. Miliné francia megszillisirdl lasd SHAW—MALLETT, The Italian
Wars, 51-54.

37 Ippolito kisérte Lucréziit Rémabdl Ferrariba, Francesco Borgia és Federico Sanseverino tagja volt a
menyasszonyt a Porta del Popolo-nil viré biborosi kiildéttségnek. fohannis Burckardi Liber notarum ab anno
MCCCCLXXXIII usque ad Annum MDVI. I (Rerum italicarum scriptores 31-32), a cura di ENRrICO
Crrant, Citta di Castello 1913, 307-309.

3 Crrant, Liber notarum, 11, 315; CARO, Borgia, i.m.

39 CeLANI, Liber notarum, 11, 316, Raffacle Tamalio, Lucrezia Borgia, duchessa di Ferrara, DBI vol. 66,
Roma 2006, https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/lucrezia-borgia-duchessa-di-ferrara_(Dizionario-Biografi-
co), letoltés 2022. 08. 2.

49 CeLANI, Liber notarum, 11, 318-322. 325.
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Réméban id6ztek, és a processzus — bir errdl a forrds sajnos nem sz6l — az eljdrdsi
szokdsrendnek megfeleléen minden bizonnyal Sanseverino biboros rémai palotdjaban
folyt le.#

Magirdl a jelolersl, Antonio de Peredrdl a jegyz8konyvben elhangzé informéci-
6kon kiviil — spanyol, a toledéi egyhdzmegyében sziiletett torvényes hdzassigban, 32
éves, obszervéns ferences szerzetes és dldozopap, kiviléan misézik és prédikal — saj-
nos ninesenek szimottevd informdcidink.+ Ugyanakkor az els§ két tant — Consalvo
de Castro, a pdpai udvar familidrisa (comestabile ),# valamint Daniele Vivis, Francesco
Borgia biboros valenciai egyhdzmegyei titkdra —, akiktdl a jeloltre vonatkozé informa-
cidk szarmaztak, és akik a forrds szerint Antonidt igen jol ismerik, egyértelmden iga-
zolhatjik, hogy a jelolt a Borgidk kornyezetébdl érkezett. Hogy az ifja ferences szerzetes
hogyan keriilt be a Borgidk udvariba, tovabbi kérdéseket vet fel, Toledébél minden bi-
zonnyal valenciai kozvetitéssel++ vezetett az ttja Rémiaba. A cimzetes pispoki szék is a
spanyol udvar felé mutat. Az algériai Bugia (Bejaia) mér ekkor, az 1497-ben Melille el-
foglaldsival megindult észak-afrikai spanyol héditdsok érdekszférdjiba tartozott, majd
végiil 1510-ben foglaltik el a vdrost a Francisco Jiménez de Cisneros biboros vezette
hispan csapatok.+ Eddig elsG ismert cimzetes ptispoke is a spanyol egyhdzi hierarchia
tagja volt: Miguel Morro mallorcai segédpiispokként tevékenykedett.+¢

A misik hirom tanit az egri egyhdzmegyérdl és segédpiispokeirdl kérdezték.
Petrus Alamanus esztergomi és Martinus de Ezer egri klerikus Ippolito d’Este két fami-

4 Erre enged kovetkeztetni az is, hogy taniként volt jelen Alvise Malombra, Sanseverino biboros udvar-
mestere (7zaestro di casa). A reneszansz biborosi udvar felépitésérdl és az udvarmesteri funkciérdl lisd: Mary
HoLLINGSWORTH, The Cardinal’s Housebold, A Companion of the Early Modern Cardinal (Companions to
the Christian Tradition g1), ed. by Mary Hollingsworth—Miles Pattenden—Arnold Witte, Leiden—Boston
2020, 260-275, 263-264.

4 Alondoni Victoria & Albert Museumban lithaté Dofia Marfa de Perea 1499505 kozott késziilt alabdst-
rom sirkéve (https://collections.vam.ac.uk/item/O7o118/dona-maria-de-perea-effigy-unknown/do%C3;%Bra-
mar%C3%A Da-de-perea-effigy-unknown/do%C3%B1a-mar%C3%A Da-de-perea-effigy-unknown/, letoltés
2022. 08. 25.), amely eredetileg a Toled6hoz kozel fekvé Ocaiia viros S. Pedro-temploméban dllott. Hogy e
személy Antonio de Peredval rokonsdgban dllt-e, azt tovabbi kutatdsok derithetik majd ki.

A comestabile funkci6 tobb jelentéssel is birt a kor Itdlidjiban. Rémdban a kozbiztonsigért és a rend-
fenntartdsért felelds személyeket hivtik igy. Lisd Pio PiccHial, Roma nel Cinguecento (Storia di Rome 13)
Bologna, 1948, 248; ELEONORA CANEPARI-LAURIE NUSSDORFER, A Crvic Identity, A Companion to Early
Modern Rome 1492-1692 (Brill’s Companions to European History 17), ed. by Pamela M. Jones—Barbara
Wish-Simon Ditchfield, Leiden—Boston 2019, 29—43, 37. Ndpolyban ugyanakkor az dllamapparitusban al-
kalmazott kiildoncoket és kikidltokat nevezték ekképpen. V6. ROBERTO DELLE DONNE, Burocrazia e fisco a
Napoli tra XV e XV secolo. La Camera della Sommaria e il Repertorium alphabeticum solutionum fiscalium
Regni Siciliae Cisfretanae (Reti Medievali E-Book 17), Firenze 2012, 76. Ezenkiviil istdllomester és katonai
parancsnok jelentéssel is rendelkezett, vo. CHARLES DU FRESNE DU CANGE, Glossarium mediae et infimae la-
tinitatis 11, Niort 1883, 431-433.

44 A 1429 és 1512 kozott folyamatosan a Borgia (Borja) csaldd toltétte be a valenciai érseki széket. HC T,
s12; 11, 2615 111, 325.

45 JoNATHAN RILEY-SMmITH, The Crusades. A History, London-New York 2005, 279; PHiLipp C. NAYLOR,
North Africa. A History from Antiquity to the Present, Austin 2009, 116—117.

46 VICENTE DE LA FUENTE, Espaiia Sagrada LI, Madrid 1879, 57.
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lidrisa volt, az el6bbi talin mar érseksége ideje 6ta szolgilt neki. E két familidris rémai
tartézkoddsa mar az itdliai magyar jelenlét miatt is fontos adat, hiszen a magyar java-
dalommal rendelkez§ olasz biborosok koziil nem mindenki foglalkoztatott udvariban
magyarorszagi személyeket.#” A harmadik tand, Alvise Malombra arbei ptspok+® vol-
taképp szerencsés véletlennek koszonhetden kapesolddott be a vizsgilatba. A procesz-
szust lefolytaté Sanseverino biboros udvarmestereként tudniillik éppen a helyszinen
tartézkodott, és nyilvan ,kapdra jott”, hogy tobb mint két évtizeddel ezel6tt torténe-
tesen Gabiele Rangoni biboros, egri piispok#+® familidrisaként informdaciékhoz jutott az
egri egyhdzmegyérél. Malombra legkoribban 1476/1477 koril° kertilhetett kapesolat-
ba Rangonival, de az is lehet, hogy csak 1479-ben csatlakozott a végleg Rémdba kol-
t6z6 Rangoni udvaraba.s* Petrus Alamanusszal és Martinus de Ezet-tel ellentétben Ma-
lombrindl nem irja a jegyzGkonyv, hogy Malombra jirt volna az egyhdzmegyében, csak
azt, hogy taldlkozott Bernit segédptispokkel, mégpedig az is lehet, hogy éppen Rémdban.

A tandk értesiilései nagyobbrészt megilljik a helyiiket. Az, hogy az egri egy-
hdzmegye az egyik legnagyobb volt Magyarorszigon, aligha képezheti vita tirgyit,
ugyanakkor a 10 0oo forintra becsiilt jovedelem nem mondhaté éppen pontosnak.
A kovegelentésekben ugyanis 22—24 000 forint bevételrdl olvashatunk, sét Bakéc
Tamads 1498 tavaszin Ippolito d’Estétdl évi 19 500 forintért bérelte vissza még két évre

47 Pietro Isvalies biboros rémai udvardban nem szolgdltak magyarok, viszont Branda da Castiglione és
Gabriele Rangoni biboros familidjaban igen. Errdl lisd NEmMES GABOR, Gydr egybizmegyeick a kési kizépkori
Rémdban, Magyarorszig és a rémai Szentszék IL. 107-136, 125; NEMES GABOR, Pietro Isvalies biboros veszp-
rémi piispok, Folyamatossig és viltozds. Egyhazszervezet és hitélet a veszprémi piispokség teriiletén a 16-17.
szazadban, szerk. Karlinszky Balizs—Varga Tibor Liszl, Veszprém 2018, 9—46; NEMES GABOR, A veszpreé-
mi egybizmegye kapcsolata a Romai Kiiridval a késé kozépkorban, Capella reginalis”. A veszprémi piispokség
a kozépkorban (A veszprémi egyhdzmegye multjabdl 38), szerk. Karlinszky Baldzs—Varga Tibor Liszl6,
Veszprém 2021, 123-155, 128.

48 Alvise Malombra arbei piispok (1484—1514), DANIELE FaRLATO, Wirycum sacrum V. Ecclesia Jadertina,
Venetia 1775, 262—264; HC 11, 92. Arbei piispokségérdl lisd ToTn Szaso PAL, Magyarorszig a XV. szizad
végén a papai supplicatiok vildgandl I-1V; Szazadok 37 (1903) 1-15. 151-159. 219-239. 327344, 329—330. Malombra
1514 mdj. §-én még részt vett az V. Laterdni Zsinat 9. sessidgjan (NELSON H. MINNICH, The Participants at the
Fifth Lateran Council, AHP 12 [1974] 157-206, 189), 1514. nov. 20-dn viszont a Rémai Kuridban bekovetkezett
elhaldlozdsa miatt mar kinevezték utédit az arbei ptispokségben (HC II1, 115).

49 Gabriele Rangoni pipai kovet (1467-1479), egri piispok (1476-1486), ANTONIN Kavous, Plenitudo po-
testatis in partibus? Papezsti legiti a nunciové ve stiedni Evropé na konci stredoveku (1450-1526) (Kniznice Ma-
tice Moravské 30), Brno 2010, 227-233; GUIDO DE BLASI, Rangoni, Gabriele, DBI vol. 86, Roma 2016, https:/
www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/rangoni-gabriele-detto-gabriele-da-verona_(Dizionario-Biografico), letoltés
2022. 07. 04.); KRISTOF ILONA, Gabriele Rangone (Veronai Gibor) pilydja (1410/20-1486), Mityis kirly és az
Egyhiz (Thesaurus Historiae Ecclesiasticae in Universitate Quinqueecclesiensi 10), szerk. Fedeles Tamds,
Pécs 2019, 65-82.

3% 1476 oktéberében IV. Sixtus papa egy bizonyos Antonius Aloysius velencei polgart ajinlotta az illetd
nagybityja, Péter fia Domonkos papai irnok és familidris kérésére I. Mityds magyar kirdlynak és Gabriele
Rangoni egri piispoknek. ASR Acquisiti e doni, busta 26/1, n. 28, fol. 927 (lisd még e kotetben NEmES GA-
BOR tanulmanyit.)

St KRISTOF, Rangoni, 74.

32 E. Kovics PETER, A leggazdagabb magyarok 1472-ben. Egy kovetjelentés és a valdsag, Szazadok 139 (2005)
421-428, 425—426.
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az egri puspokséget.s A jegyzGkonyvben szerepld 10 0oo forint ugyanakkor a pipai
adékonyvekben szereplé gooo forinthoz dll kozelebb.s+ Mivel az Apostoli Kamardnak
az egyhdzmegyei bevételekrdl vezetett lajstromai alapjin szimoltdk ki a ptispokkineve-
zésekkor fizetend§ servitiumokat — ami pontosan ennek harmadat tette ki —, igy kordnt-
sem volt mindegy, hogy a Kuriiban mit tudnak az adott egyhizmegye jovedelmeirdl.
Ha példaul egy egyhizmegye bevételei szimottevé mértékben emelkedtek, akkor az
Apostoli Kamara is megvéltoztathatta a fizetend§ servitium sszegét is. Igy tortént 1475-ben
az egri puspokség esetében is: a servitiumot 8oo forintrél 3000 forintra emelték.
Nem lehetetlen, hogy Petrus Alamanus szindékosan — esetleg Este biboros utasitdsira
— mondott kevesebb dsszeget, nehogy egyhdzmegyéje kuriai illetékét djfent megemeljék.

A segédplispokokrdl sz6l6 adatok is aldtimaszthatok a hazai forrdsokkal. A Petrus
Alamanus dltal Mathias de Poscha-ként emlitett, és a vizsgélat el6tt nem sokkal elhunyt
Pozsegaviri Mityds 1499-ben bukkan fel utoljira a magyarorszagi forrisokban.ss
Alvise Malombranak Ausztriai Bernit segédptispokrél elmondott informdciéi is nagy-
részt megilljdk a helytiket, hiszen Berndt valéban mint ferences szerzetes és arkadiai
cimzetes plispok segitette megyéspiispokét, jollehet a kivizsgildsnal 22 év szolgélati
id6 valamivel t6bb lehet a ténylegesnéls® Este biborosnak a processzus végére bema-
solt, V1. Sindor pdpdhoz irott kérvénye — azon til, hogy osszefoglalja a jegyz&konyv
adatait — tovibbi értékes informdacidkat rejt. A kardindlis leirja, hogy egri egyhdzme-
gyéjében két segédpiispok teljesitett egyszerre szolgilatot, ami a hazai forrdsokban is
igazolhaté: egy vildgi tigyekért felelGs kormanyz6 és egy pasztorilis feladatokat ellitd
segédpiispok parhuzamos mikodése egyértelmten kimutathatd.s

5. BEFEJEZES

Zarasként fel kell tenni még a kérdést, hogy vajon Antonio de Perea egri segédptispo-
ki miikodésérd]l miért nem maradt fenn korunkra semmilyen adat? Az egyik lehetséges
valasz az, hogy Ippolito d’Este kérvényét és a processzus lefolytatisit nem kovette Perea
plispoki kinevezése. Ennek elmaradasit akdr politikai okok is magyarazhattak, s6t talin
kifejezetten épp az Esték és a Borgidk kézott megromlé viszony okozta. Cesare Borgia
romagnai térnyerése ésa V1. Sindor pépa dltal fidnak megalmodott kozép-itiliai hercegség

33 Uo., 426.

5% Cameralia Documenta Pontificia de Regnis Sacrae Coronae Hungariae I-11, ed. t JOzser LUkcsics—TaMAs
FEDELES-PETER TUsoR—GABOR NEMES ET AL. (CVH 1/9-10), Budapest—Réma 2014, XLvIIL

5 Pozsegavari Mityds dagnei c. piispok (1481-), boszniai segédpiispok (1483), kalocsa-bicsi segédpiispok
(1488-1489), egri kanonok és hevesi fGesperes (1494-1499), segédpiispok (1498-1499). V6. C. ToTH NOR-
BERT, Az egri kaptalan archontoligidja 1387-1526, Turul 88 (2015) 2. sz., 48-71, 60. 63; US, Magyarorszig késé
kozépkori fopapi archontologidja, 36. 42. 53.

56 Ausztriai Bernat ferences szerzetes, az egri piispokség jovedelmeinek adminisztratora (1477-1479), piispoki
biztos (1479-1483, 1486), drkddiai tit. plispok, az egerviri Szent Péter-tirsaskdptalan prépostja (1484-1492). Lisd
C. ToTH, Az egrikaptalan, s5; U6, Magyarorszdg kési kizépkori fopapi archontoligidja, 50, KRISTOF, Rangoni, 74.

57 C. ToTH, Magyarorszdg kési kozépkori fopapi archontoligidja, 52—53.
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terves® miatt hamar romldsnak indult a két csaldd viszonya. 1502 8szén Ippolito biboros
mir csak dlruhdban mert Rémdba érkezni, 1503 tavaszan pedig egy idére el is hagyta az
Orok Virost.? Az is lehet azonban, hogy Antonio de Perea helyzete az 1503-ban a Napolyi
Kirilysag tertiletén kibontakozo6 francia—spanyol ellentét miatt valt kényelmetlenné.*

Figyelemremélto, és a reneszinsz kor biborosi oligarchidja vildgat idézi kdnonjogi vo-
natkozdsban, hogy Ippolito d’Este a jelek szerint kiilon pépai engedély, illetve felhatalmazas
nélkiil, sajit iniciativabdl folytathatta le Sanseverino biboros kézremiikodésével piispokje-
L6ltje processus informativusit. A vallomasokat lejegyzd titkar, Jeromos kézjegyzs egyediil a
gazdajitdl kapott megbizist emliti az eljirds meginditasinak alapjaként. Sanseverino kar-
dinalisnak semmilyen olyan kiilonleges tisztségérél nem tudunk a Biborosi Kollégiumon,
illetve a Rémai Kuridn beliil, ami egy ilyen vizsgilati cselekményre kiilonosképpen feljo-
gositotta volna. A jelek szerint pusztdn magdt a biborosi méltGsigit elegend6nek tartotta
arra, hogy eleget tegyen a vele kozeli viszonyban ll6 kardindlis kollégdja kérésének.
A processzust az egri egyhdzmegyéje érdekében kezdeményezd Ippolito d’Este a jegy-
z6konyv végére bemasolt sziikszavi frasiban a tandvallomasokra mdr mint a sajit jelolte
alkalmassiga bizonyitékara hivatkozik. A dokumentum kapesan sokkal inkdbb felterjesz-
tésrdl, s6t egyfajta eldpropoziciordl beszélhetiink, mintsem szupplikdcidszerd kérvényrdl.
Az alkalmazott oro’ ige a kora Gjkorban mir az uralkodéi bemutatéiratok sajitja.

Egy ilyen eljirisrend akdr a kozeli, akdr a tavoli jovében mér elképzelhetetlen lett volna.
Az 1513-as bécsi, az 1518-as meissen, illetve salonai jegyzGkony elején kivétel nélkiil megtalal-
hat6 a hivatkozis az irdsban vagy vivae vocis oraculo adott elGzetes papai engedélyre. Nem ki-
zart, hogy a politikai okok mellett esetleg ez az 6ntevékeny, a 15. szizadban esetleg még bevett
gyakorlatnak szamit6 biborosi kezdeményezés is problémit jelenthetett a Borgia-papa szi-
mdra. Az a 17. szézadban gyakran hangoztatott kifogds, miszerint nincs biztositva a plispoki
ranghoz mélté megélhetés, nem szolgilhatott akadilyul. Ippolito d’Este biboros ugyanis az
egri egyhdzmegye bevételei terhére évi 200 dukit évjiradékot biztositott koldulérendi piis-
pokjelolje szamara, ami megfelelt a korban alkalmazott segédpiispoki apandzsok Gsszegének

Mindezekkel a koriilményekkel magyardzhatd, hogy a kiilonféle konzisztoridlis ak-
tak miért nem tesznek emlitést Perea személyérdl. A jelek szerint kinevezési iigye végtil
nem kertilt a papa és a biborosok konzisztériuma elé, és sosem szentelték apostolutodda.
Paradox médon azonban a mell6zés tehette lehetGvé a konzisztorialis rendeltetési forrds
fennmaradasit, hiszen igy nem kallédott el a kuriai hivatalok ttvesztGiben, nem esett
aldozatul a Sacco di Romdnak, sem pedig kiilonféle iratselejtezéseknek. Ippolito d’Este
biboros iratai kozott varta fél évezreden at, hogy a torténetirds lapjain 4j éltre keljen.

5 Davip S. Ciamsers, Popes, Cardinals and War. The Military Church in Renaissance and Early Modern
Europe, London 2006, 97-100; SHAW—MALLETT, The Italian Wars, 86—88.

39 ByATT, Este.

6 Staw—MAaLLETT, The Ttalian Wars, 66—7s.

" FRIEDENSBURG, Informativprozesse iiber deutsche Kirche, 168—174, n. 1 és r77-181, n. 3; CVH 1/7, 2932, n. 20. Bécs
esetében a jegyzGkonyv azt is megemliti, hogy a papa Miksa csdszdra kérésre (;,Serenissinus imperator rogat eius Beatitudi-
niem, dignetur ad eius nominationem consitutere administratorem ecclesiae Viennensis”) rendelte el a kivizsgilds lefolytatasit.

8 Cameralia Documenta Pontificia, 1, 1. 869. 888. 890. 1269. 1275-1276. 1312. 1314. T315. 1341. 1345. 1348. 1353.

1354. 1360. 1364. 1367. 1375. 1380. 1386. 1389.
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FUGGELEK

Rima, 1502. dprilis 7.
Antonio de Perea O.FM. kinoni kivizsgildsi jegyzokonyve
A jegyzSkonyvet Federico Sanseverino biboros titkdra, Jeromos csiszari koz-
jegyz6 készitette Ippolito d’Este biboros egri segédpiispok-jeloltie, Antonio de
Perea tigyében. A kihallgatott tanik a kévetkezék: Consalvo de Castro papai
familidris (comestabilis sanctissimi domini nostri); Daniele Vivis, Francesco Bor-
gia biborosnak a valenciai egyhazmegyébdl szirmazoé titkdra; Petrus Alamanus,
esztergomi egyhdzmegyés klerikus, Este biboros 40 éves familidrisa; Martinus
de Ezet egri egyhdzmegyés klerikus, Este biboros familidrisa; Alvise Malombra
arbei piispok, Sanseverino biboros udvarmestere (mzagister domus ), kordbban a
néhai Gabriele Rangoni biboros, egri plispok familidrisa. A tanidk a jeloltrél
elmondtik, hogy spanyol szirmazisy, a toleddi egyhdzmegyében sziiletett tor-
vényes hdzassigban, 32 éves, obszervins ferences szerzetes, dldozépappa szen-
telték, kivdléan misézik és prédikal. Az egri piispokségrdl a tanuk kifejtették,
hogy Magyarorszg egyik legnagyobb egyhizmegyéje, éves jovedelme mintegy
10 0oo dukat. Mindig szokott lenni segédpiispoke, akit dltaliban a megyéspiis-
pok sajat familidrisai koziil valaszt. Pozsegavari Matyds segédptispok (Mathias
episcopus de Poscha) néhany éve halt meg. Malombra tant emlékszik Berndt fe-
rences szerzetesre, arkadiai cimzetes piispokre is, aki hozzivetéleg 22 évig volt
segédpiispok. A jegyz8konyv utolsé oldalira bemdsoltik Ippolito d’Estének a
papihoz irott kérvényét, amely szerint az egri egyhdzmegyének rendszerint
két segédpiispoke szokott lenni, de az egyik elhunyt, és ezért Antonio de Pere-
at a béjaiai (Bugiensis) plispokség cimére szeretné kineveztetni. Piispokhoz ill6
megélhetéséhez évi 200 forintot juttatna szimdra egyhazmegyéje jovedelmébsl.

(Nyolc oldalas papirfiizet, a bal felsd sarokban késSbbi bejegyzés: ‘Cardinale Ippolito. 1502. 7 Aprile’.
— Archivio di Stato di Modena, Archivio Segreto Estense, Camera, Amministrazione dei Principi
nr. 823 [Filza di documenti vari 1494—1518] — orig./cop.)

Processus super suffraganeo deputando ecclesie Agriensi

In nomine Domini. Amen. Anno a nativitate eiusdem millesimo quingentesimo
secundo, die Iovis septima mensis Aprilis, indictione quinta. Reverendissimus et il-
lustrissimus dominus, dominus meus, dominus F[ridericus] Sancti Theodori diaconus
cardinalis de Sanctoseverino® commisit michi, Hier[onim]o imperiali secretario suo et
notario publico, ut cum agatur de constituendo suffraganeo titulari *reverendissimo
et illustrissimo domino, domino Hippolyto® Sancte Lucie in Silice diacono cardinali
Estensi® etc. in ecclesia "sua Agriensi® de ipsius consensu, scilicet venerabili domino,

8 Federico Sanseverino (1462-1516), a S. Teodoro diakénus biborosa (1489-1516). HC T, 21; ALONGE, San-
severino, DBI vol. 9o, Roma 2017, https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/federico-sanseverino_(Dizionario-Bio-
grafico), letoltés 2022. 08. 18.

64 Tppolito d’ Este (1479—1520), a Santa Lucia in Selci diakénus biborosa (1494-1520), esztergomi érsek
(1486-1497), egri piispok (1497-1520). HCII, 23; ByaTT, Este, DBI vol. 43, Roma 1993, https://www.treccani.it/
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“fratre Antonio de Perea® ordinis Sancti Francisci, me diligenter per dicta idoneorum
testium medio iuramento edoceri curarem, an ipsa ecclesia consueta sit habere suffra-
ganeum titularem et an aliquem de presenti habeat, tum de ipsius fratris Antonii con-
dicionibus testes necessarios examinarem, ac! eorum dicta describerem et omnia in formam
processus redigerem, ac deinde reverendissime dominationi sue responderem, cuius man-
datis obedire volens presentem processum feci ac infrascriptorum testium dicta exscripsi.

Die antescripto 7 Aprilis

Comparuit ipsemet frater Antonius cum altero fratre sui ordinis ac nonnullis ho-
minibus nationis sue et michi infrascriptos testes exhibuit.

Dominum Consaluum de Castro comestabilem sanctissimi domini nostri, domi-
num Danielem Viuis secretarium reverendissimi domini cardinalis Cusentini, Petrum
Alamanum clericum Strigoniensem et Martinum de Ezet clericum Agriensem.f

Qui quidem testes interrogat, ut infra responderunt, prout sequitur delato ei prius
per me furamento opportuno.

Primo. Dominus Consaluus de Castro¢ suprascriptus testis iuratus et examinatus
dixit. Interrogatus de fratre Antonio, cuius nationis familie et an ex legitimo matri-
monio, tum de eius moribus, dixit se ipsum bene cognoscere esse natione Hispanum,
Toletane® diocesis, ex familia de Perea, natum ex legitimo matrimonio, etatis triginta
duorum annorum vel circa, professum ordinis Sancti Francisci, ex iis, qui reformati
appellantur, in sacerdotio constitutum, optime celebrare missam, et esse optimum pre-
dicatorem, seque ipsum audisse.

In causa scientie, quia est ex partibus et optime eum cognoscit.

Super generalibus recte respondit.

Die antescripto

Dominus Daniel Viuis secretarius reverendissimi domini cardinalis Cusentini,
Valentine® diocesis" testis, ut supra, iuratus et examinatus dixit. Primo de patria domi-
ni Antonii eum esse Hispanum ac Toletanum, legitimum, ex reformatis Sancti Fran-
cisci, bone fame et vite, predicatorem excellentem, sacerdotem esse et habere triginta
duos anno vel circa.

In causa scientie, quia est ex partibus et eum optime cognoscit.

Super generalibus recte respondit.

enciclopedia/ippolito-d-este_res-c21fds99-87ec-11dc-8egd-o016357¢ees1_(Dizionario-Biografico), letéltés 2022.
08. 18.; LACZLAVIK, Estei Hippolit, 222—228; C. 'TOTH, Magyarorszdg késo kozépkori fopapi archontoligidja, 27. 52.

% Francesco Borgia (1432/1441 k—1511 Teano piispoke (1495-1508), biboros (1498—1511), Cosenza érseke
(1499-1511). HC I, 24. 142. 249; CARO, Borgia, i.m.

% Toledo (Spanyolorszag).

67 Valencia (Spanyolorszag).
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Die antescripto

Petrus Alamanus,’ clericus Strigoniensis, annorum XL#, familiaris reverendissimi
et illustrissimi domini cardinalis Estensis testis productus, iuratus et examinatus dixit,
ut infra. Interrogatus an scit ecclesiam Agriensem solitam esse habere suffraganeum,
respondit, quod consuevit habere, et quod novissime habebat 'Dominum Mathiam
episcopuny de Poscha,®® qui est mortuus, ut audivit ab anno citra. Interrogatus an
ecclesia Agriensis habeat magnam diocesim, dixit, quod est maximus omnium episco-
patuum Ungarie, de valore ecclesie dixit habere in redditibus decem millia ducatorum
vel circa.

In causa scientie, quia est ex partibus, vidit predictum episcopum ac fuit in loco.

Super generalibus recte respondit.

Die antescripto
Martinus de Ezet,* clericus Agriensis familiaris predicti reverendissimi et illustris-
simi domini cardinalis testis productus, iuratus et examinatus audita depositione pre-
dicti Petri in omnibus et per omnia cum eo concordat.
In causa scientie, quia est ex partibus et fuit in loco.
Super generalibus recte respondit.

Die 7 Aprilis antescripto

Reverendus dominus Aloysius Malumbra episcopus Arbensis,® magister do-
mus reverendissimi domini mei, olim familiaris reverendissimi domini Gabrielis
condam cardinalis Agriensis.” Interrogatus an scit aliquid, quod ea ecclesia habeat
suffraganeum ab antiquo, respondit solitam esse habere et quod cum ipse inter
familiares predicti condam domini sui receptus est, habebat quendam presbiterum,
episcopum sive archiepiscopum Archadiensem, quo postmodum defuncto succes-
sit, quidam dominus Bernardus,” frater ordinis Sancti Francisci promotus, ut ipse
credit, ad eandem ecclesiam Archadiensem,' qui deinde perseveravit et possunt
esse vigintiduo anni vel circa, quod predictus dominus Bernardus deputatus est
suffraganeus predicte ecclesie.

In causa scientie, quia fuit de familia predicti reverendissimi domini cardinalis et
vidit et cognovit ipsum dominum Bernardum.

88 Pozsegavari Tamds dagnei tit. piispok (1481-), boszniai segédpiispok (1483), kalocsa-bicsi segédpiispok
(1488-1489), egri kanonok és hevesi fGesperes (1494-1499), segédpiispok (1498-1499). C. ToTH, Az egri
kaptalan, 60. 63; UG, Magyarorszdg kési kizépkori fopapi archontoligidja, 36. 42. 53.

%9 Alvise Malombra arbei piispok (1484—1514). DANIELE FARLATO, Wirycum: sacrum V. Ecclesia Jadertina,
Venetia 1775, 262—264; HC 11, 92; HCI1I, 115.

7° Gabriele Rangoni papai kovet (1467-1479), egri plispok (1476-1486). Karous, Plenitudo potestatis, 227-233;
Brast, Rangoni; KRISTOF, Gabriele Rangone, 65—82.

7 Ausztriai Berndt ferences szerzetes, az egri piispokség jovedelmeinek adminisztritora (1477-1479), ptispoki
biztos (1479-1483, 1486), drkadiai c. piispok, az egerviri Szent Péter-tdrsaskdptalan prépostja (1484-1492).
C. ToTH, Az egri kiptalan, s5; UGS, Magyarorszag kési kizépkori fpapi archontoligidja, so.



110 KUFFART HAJNALKA, NEMES GABOR, TUSOR PETER

mBeatissime pater! Cum ecclesie mea Agriensis propter magnitudinem diocesis
consueverit habere duos suffraganeos, et de anno preterito unus eorum sit mortuus.
Ne damnum in divinis patiatur dicta ecclesia mea, oro sanctitatem vestram, ut digne-
tur promovere ad dignitatem episcopalem sub titulo episcopatus Bugiensis, qui vacat in
partibus ultramarinis, ad hunc effectum, ut deserviat dicte ecclesie mee, venerabilem
fratrem Antonium de Perea Hispanum, legitime natum, annorum XXXII°™ ordinis
Sancti Francisci de reformatis, litteratum et sacerdotem et predicatorem optimum,
ut ex testibus iuratis accepi, et ne cogatur mendicare, constitui ei pensionem annuam
ducentorum ducatorum super dicta ecclesia mea.

Episcopatus Bugiensis

Antonius de Perea

Legtimime natum

Hispanus

XXXIIov™ annorum

Bone fame

Ordinis Sancti Francisci de reformatis
Predicator™

=2 Aldhtizva, a bal margén a fGszoveget lejegyz8 kéz irdsival: ‘nomen episcopi ecclesie’ | > Aldhtzva, a bal
margén ugyanazon kéz irdsival: ‘momen ecclesie’ | << Aldhdzva, a bal margén ugyanazon kézirdssal: ‘nomen
promovends’ | ¢ Utdna kihdzva: ommni’ 1 ¢ A sz6 sorkézi beszurds. | A bal margén ugyanazon kéz irdsival: festes
roducti al margén ugyanazon kéz frasaval: primus testis al margon ugyanazon kéz irasaval: 2
duct?’ | ¢ A bal ki I: testis’ | * A bal ki l: 2
estis’ | 1 rgén ugyanazon kéz frisival: ‘3 testis’ | H Aldhtzv 6n ugyanazon kéz irdsival:
testis’ | ' A bal ma: anazon kéz irdsival: ‘3 testis’ | 7 Aldhdzva, a bal margén ugyanazon kéz irasival
‘nomen defuncti suffraganes’ | * A bal margén ugyanazon kéz irdsival: ‘4 testis’ 1! El6tte kihtzva: Hgriensen’ |
m-m Mas kéz frisival.
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Archivio della Sacra Congregazione degli Affari
Ecclesiastici Straordinari

Acta Apostolicae Sedis

Archivio Apostolico Vaticano
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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
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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.
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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
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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



