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FRAKNÓI VILMOS KUTATÁSI KÉRELMEI A VATIKÁNI 
APOSTOLI LEVÉLTÁRBAN

(1881–1885)*

1. A Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár működése a 19. század végén

Az egyház központjának szívében található történelmi fontosságú Vatikáni Titkos 
Levéltár1 évszázadok óta halmoz fel az egyháztörténelem szempontjából értékes doku-
mentumokat a különböző pápai levéltárak egységeit összegyűjtve. A 18. és 19. századok 
eseményekben gazdagok voltak a levéltár számára: az Angyalvárban őrzött dokumen-
tumok gyűjteménye végleges elhelyezést kapott a Vatikánban a levéltár aktuális falai 
között (1798-ban),2 átvészelve a megpróbáltatásokat, amiket az 1800-as évek elején a 
Napóleon által Párizsba szállíttatott levéltári fondok vesztesége okozott. Az 1815–1817 
közötti időszakban, a levéltári egységek visszaszállítása során kerültek eredeti helyükre 
a Vatikánba, a vízi úton történő szállítás és egyéb balesetek miatt a dokumentumok 
egy része véglegesen elveszett.3 

Közvetlenül a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár hivatalos megnyitása (1881) előtti időszakban, 
1870-ben a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár prefektusát, Augustin Theinert4 több mint tizenöt év 
után megfosztották hivatalától5 a Vatikáni Levéltárnak a Trienti Zsinatról szóló iratainak 

*    Készült az ELKH Moravcsik Gyula Intézetben.
1   A „Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár” elnevezés a 17. századtól került bevezetésre. Ferenc pápa a Vatikáni Apos-

toli Levéltár címet 2019. okt. 22-én tette hivatalossá egy apostoli levéllel motu proprio formában «L’esperi-
enza storica» címmel, V. Pál kezdeményezéséhez visszanyúlva, ami alapján Vatikáni Titkos Leváltárból a 
Vatikáni Apostoli Levéltár megnevezés átvételére került sor. Ferenc pápa okt. 22-ei apostoli levele ezen az 
oldalon olvasható: https://www.vatican.va/content/francesco/it/motu_proprio/documents/papa-francesco-mo-
tu-proprio-20191022_archivio-apostolico-vaticano.html, letöltés 2022. 07. 10.; a Levétár névváltozásáról az 
intézmény honlapján is találunk információkat: https://www.archivioapostolicovaticano.va/content/aav/
it/l-archivio.html, letöltés 2022. 07. 10.

2   A Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár működésének eseményeit a XV. századtól bemutatja: Vittorio Peri, Progetti 
e rimostranze: documenti per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano dall’erezione alla metà del XVIII secolo, AHP 
19 (1981) 191–237. Az első tervek egy állandó és publikus levéltár kialakításához már IV. Pius pontifikátusa 
alatt kirajzolódtak: „Risale a Pio IV e al suo pontificato, fervido d’impulsi di rinnovamento, il grandioso progetto 
di costituire e costruire nei Palazzi Vaticani un Archivio centrale della Santa Sede, unificato e pubblico, capace di 
corrispondere con funzione propria alle sfide culturali e alle necessità organizzative, che la moderna fase storica 
suscitava nella vita della Chiesa. Che il disegno non si arrestasse al livello delle nobili intenzioni, pur affacciandosi 
alla ribalta solo nell’ultimo anno della vita del Pontificie, provano chiaramente diversi documenti ufficiali risalenti 
al 1565”, Peri, Progetti e rimostranze: documenti per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 191; Pásztor Lajos, 
A Vatikáni Levéltár, LK 20–23 (1942–1945) 100–120, 100.

3   Maria Pia Donato, L’archivio del mondo. Quando Napoleone confiscò la storia, Roma 2019, 14–24. 
4   Augustin Theiner életművéhez további szakirodalom: Luca Carboni, Theiner, Augustin, DBI vol. 95, 

Roma 2019, https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/augustin-theiner_(Dizionario-Biografico), letöltés 2022. 07. 22. 
5   Pásztor Lajos, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano nei Secoli XIX–XX. La carica di Archivista della 

Santa Sede, 1870-1920. La prefettura di Francesco Rosi Bernardini, 1877-1879, AHP 17 (1979) 367–423, 367–368. 

CVH_NK.indd   307 2022. 11. 10.   15:41:30



nagy katalin308

közlésének vádja miatt. Ennek ellenére megtarthatta nyugdíját, a prefektusi címet és a 
vatikáni lakását is.6 Ebben a helyzetben a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár pillanatnyilag irányítás 
nélkül maradt, egészen 1870. június 8-áig, amikor Giuseppe Cardonit7 választották meg a 
Levéltár vezetésére egy új címmel felruházva: „Archivista della Santa Sede”. Nem utolsó-
sorban az is lényeges, hogy Cardoni meg tudta őrizni a már meglévő címét mint a Pápai 
Egyházi Akadémia Elnöke.8 Ugyanígy a közvetlen utóda, Carlo Cristofori9 is megtarthat-
ta korábbi dékáni címét a Szignatúra Bíróságánál10 az 1873. áprilisi 14-ei kinevezése után is. 
Fontos alátámasztani, hogy ebben az időszakban használták elsőként az Anyaszentegyház 
Levéltárosa megnevezést a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár irányításának élén álló személyre. 
Theiner váratlan halála 1874. augusztus 9-én és Cristofori felmondása – ekkor már „Pre-
fetto degli Archivi della Santa Sede” –, csupán négyévi hivatal ellátása után, újra irányitás 
nélkül hagyta a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltárat.11 1877. január 17-én biztos kezekbe került a 
levéltár vezetése Francesco Rosi Bernardini12 személyében, aki levéltáros ismeretei és a le-
véltár belső munkálataiban szerzett tapasztalatai révén harmonikusan tudta irányítani az 
archívumot.13 1879. június 20-án XIII. Leó pápa Joseph Hergenröther14 bíborost nevezte 
ki a levéltár élére már az Anyaszentegyház Levéltárosa címmel – ebben az időszakban is a 
Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár prefektusi megjelölése és az Anyaszentegyház levéltárosi 

Augustin Theiner a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár prefektusa volt 1855. dec. 6. és 1870. jún. között, https://www.ar-
chivioapostolicovaticano.va/content/aav/it/l-archivio/note-storiche/custodi-e-prefetti.html, letöltés 2022. 07. 12.

6   Carboni, Theiner, Augustin, https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/augustin-theiner_(Dizionario-Biog-
rafico), letöltés 2022. 07. 12. 

7   Giuseppe Cardoni hivatala a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár szolgálatában 1870. jún. 8. és 1873. márc. közé te-
hető, https://www.archivioapostolicovaticano.va/content/aav/it/l-archivio/note-storiche/custodi-e-prefetti.
html, letöltés 2022. 07. 12.

8   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 368. Bővebb adatokért Giuseppe Cardoniról lásd: 
Claudio De Dominicis, Amministrazione Pontificia (1716–1870). Repertorio Biografico I, Roma 2017, 218. 

9   Carlo Cristofori a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár vezetője: 1873. ápr. 14. és 1877. jan. 1. között, https://www.
archivioapostolicovaticano.va/content/aav/it/l-archivio/note-storiche/custodi-e-prefetti.html, letöltés 2022. 
07. 12. Még pár adat Cristoforiról: De Dominicis, Amministrazione Pontificia (1716–1870) I, 307. 

10   Aktuálisan használandó elnevezése: Apostoli Szignatúra Legfelsőbb Bírósága (Supremum Tribunal 
Signaturae Apostolicae).

11   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 369–370. 
12   Francesco Rosi Bernardini a vatikáni levéltár prefektusa a következő időszakban: 1877. jan. 17. és 1879. 

jún. között, https://www.archivioapostolicovaticano.va/content/aav/it/l-archivio/note-storiche/custodi-e-pre-
fetti.html, letöltés 2022. 07. 14. Rosi Bernardini munkásságáról bővebben olvashatunk: Pásztor, Per la storia 
dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 386–404. 

13   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 369.
14   Joseph Herengröther bíboros a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár vezetésének élén 1879. és 1890. között, https://

www.archivioapostolicovaticano.va/content/aav/it/l-archivio/note-storiche/custodi-e-prefetti.html, letöltés 
2022. 07. 14. Pásztor ezekkel a szavakkal jellemezte Hergenröther bíborost: „Il cardinale Hergenröther si dist-
inse nella direzione dell’Archivio Vaticano particolarmente per il vivo interesse verso le ricerche archivistiche e per 
l’aiuto da lui dato agli studiosi. Quanto invece ai lavori interni dell’Archivio, all’ordinamento dei vari fondi, pare 
che durante la sua prefettura non fosse continuato, con il medesimo ritmo di prima, l’intenso e ben diretto lavoro, 
cominciato durante la prefettura del Rosi Bernardini. La sua permanenza nella carica di Archivista della Santa 
Sede rappresenta comunque un periodo prestigioso nella storia dell’Archivio in un decennio particolarmente difficile 
e carico di problemi”. Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 376.
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hivatalának elnevezése egybeesett.15 XIII. Leó elsődleges célja Hergenröther bíboros és 
történész kinevezésével a Levéltár színvonalának emelése volt. Ez a szándék Nina püspök 
1879. június 9-ei leveléből is világosan kitűnik.16 

Ebben a közegben, immár Hergenröther bíboros irányítása alatt élte meg a Levéltár 
azt a történelmi fontosságú pillanatot, amikor hivatalosan megnyitotta kapuit a kutatók 
számára. 1879-től fellelhetőek különböző kérvények, amik azt igazolják, hogy a kutatók 
már tanulmányozhatták a Titkos Levéltár és az Apostoli Könyvtár különböző fondja-
it kutatás céljából, így említhetünk pár nevet, mint Vincenzo Natalucci, a Jogi Konfe-
rencia római Akadémiájáról, ugyanígy Ludwing von Pastor17 történész.18 Bár 1880-ban az 
olvasóterem kialakításának munkálatai a pápa ellenőrzése alatt folyamatban voltak, csak 
év végén tudtak néhány kutatót fogadni a helyiségben. Az 1880-as évben jelentősen nö-
vekedett a Levéltárba érkezett kutatási kérvények száma, körülbelül 1000 kérvényről 
lehetett szó.19 Ezért is fontos elsősorban hangsúlyt helyezni az 1881-es dátumra, amelyet 
fordulópontként említhetünk a Levéltár történetében. IX. Pius pontifikátusának utolsó 
éveiben már különleges engedélyek révén lehetséges volt a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár 
fondjaiba betekintést nyernie a Rómába érkező kutatóknak. Így az 1881-es januári hivatalos 
megnyitása a levéltári anyagoknak már egy úgy mondhatjuk „természetes folyamata” 
a levéltár működésének, egyúttal az első engedéllyel rendelkező kutatók érdemeként is 
feltüntethető esemény.20 A nyitás a Levéltár működését is jelentősen befolyásolta. A vál-
tozások között említhetjük, hogy nőtt a levéltárosok száma és egy újonnan megalapított 
kongresszusi tanács segítette a prefektus feladatait, főleg a levéltárban folyó munkálatok 
menetének megszervezésével kapcsolatban. Így fontossá vált a napi érintkezés a prefektus 
és a levéltárosok között is a hatékony munka elősegítése érdekében.21 

15   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 370.
16   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 361: Nina bíboros levele a brévék hivatalának titká-

rának, 1879. jún. 9.: „Il Santo Padre considerando l’importanza sempre maggiore che acquistano nel movimento 
scientifico, storico, letterario e diplomatico le antiche memorie e conoscendo la grande copia ed il raro pregio dei do-
cumenti che si conservano nel detto Archivio, ha ripetuto opportuno di affidarne la conservazione e la direzione ad 
un Cardinale di S.R.C. che colla sua dignità accresca lo splendore dell’officio e per le sue personali doti sia in grado 
di esercitarlo con vantaggio della S. Sede ed in conformità dello scopo, per quale nel corso di tanti secoli i Sommi 
Pontefici non hanno cessato d’invigilare alla raccolta e custodia dei documenti medesimi”.

17   Pastor életművéről a következő tanulmányban olvashatunk: Heinrich Schmidinger, Pastor e la Storia 
dei papi, AHP 19 (1981) 67–79. 

18   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 372.
19   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 373–374.
20   A Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár 1881-es megnyitásáról a kutatóknak: Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto 

Vaticano, 367–423; további irodalommal Tusor Péter, Monumenta és Collectanea, Magyar történeti kutatások a Va-
tikánban (1881–2021) (CVH I/20), Budapest–Róma 2022, 20–22; Luca Carboni, Gli Archivi delle rappresentanze pon-
tificie nell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano: versamenti e nuovi riordinamenti, Religiosa Archivorum Custodia IV Centenario 
della Fondazione dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano (1612–2012) (Atti del Convegno di Studi, Città del Vaticano, 17–18 
aprile 2012) (CAV 98), Città del Vaticano 2015, 273–303, 274–276; Reinhard Elze, L’apertura dell’Archivio Vaticano 
e gli Istituti Storici Stranieri in Roma, Archivio della Società Romana di Storia Patria (ASRSP) 100 (1977) 81–91; 
Giacomo Martina S. J., L’apertura dell’Archivio Vaticano: clima generale romano e problemi, ASRSP 100 (1977) 101–112; 
Pásztor Lajos, L’Istituto Storico Ungherese a Roma e il vescovo Vilmos Fraknói, ASRSP 100 (1977) 143–166, 146–147.

21   Pásztor, Per la storia dell’Archivio Segreto Vaticano, 374–375.
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2. Fraknói Vilmos kutatásainak kezdetei

a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltárban 

Az 1881-es év eddigi leírásunk szerint sorsdöntő évnek számít a Vatikáni Titkos Le-
véltár történetében, de nem jelenthetjük ki, hogy a magyar vonatkozású források ku-
tatásának kezdete a Vatikánban teljes mértékig egybeesne ezzel a dátummal. A magyar 
kutatások már a barokk korban kezdetét vették, a magyar vonatkozású szentszéki for-
rások a 17–18. században működő jezsuita történetíró iskola figyelmét nem kerülték el.22 

Ahogy korábban is említésre került, IX. Pius pápa pontifikátusának végén, az 1878. 
év környékén külön engedéllyel lehetett tanulmányozni a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár 
különböző fondjainak tartalmát.23 Fraknói Vilmos, a magyar kulturális és tudományos 
élet egyik legjelentősebb alakja 1860-as évektől kezdett el Rómában kutatni.24 Ezentúl 
Fraknói fennmaradt kutatási kérvényei is azt tanúsítják, hogy már 1867-től közvetlen 
kapcsolatban állt a Vatikánnal.25 Ebben az időszakban egy, Giacomo Antonelli bíboros 
államtitkárhoz intézett leveléből kiderül, hogy belefogott Pázmány Péter bíboros, ma-
gyar prímás26 és V. Pál, XV. Gergely és VIII. Orbán pápa fennmaradt levelezésének 
feldolgozásába az Apostoli Könyvtárban.27 Ezek a kezdetei Vilmos Fraknói munkássá-
gának a Vatikánban, a nemzetközi karrierjét a vallási és diplomáciai életben elsősorban 
a vatikáni kutatások kísérték el: 1879-ben az Akadémia főtitkára, 1878-tól nagyvára-
di kanonok, 1879-től szekszárdi címzetes apát, majd 1892-től arbei címzetes püspök, 
Rómában magyar történeti intézetet alapított 1892-ben, és mindenekelőtt a Vatikáni 
Magyar Okirattár, a Monumenta Hungariae Vaticana köteteinek kiadásának felelőse.28

Amikor Fraknói bekapcsolódott a vatikáni források kutatásába, úgy volt lehetséges 
bejutni a levéltárba, hogy egy kutatási kérvényt kellett benyújtani pontos leírással és 
indoklással, hogy melyik dokumentumokba szeretne betekintést kapni és milyen cél-
lal. A kérvényt a pápai bíboros államtitkárnak címezve el kellett juttatni a Titkos Le-
véltár, illetve az Apostoli Könyvtár vezetőjéhez. Ezeket a kritériumokat megtalálhat-
juk Fraknói Vilmosnak a Vatikáni Apostoli Levéltár Prefekturájának archívumában 

22   A barokk kori forrásgyűjtésről: Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 15–19.
23   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 20.
24   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 20; Pásztor, A Vatikáni Levéltár, 118.
25   Fraknói már járt Rómában többször is a szentszéki gyűjtemények hivatalos megnyitása előtt: 1867-ben, 

1870-ben, 1873-ban és 1874-ben, majd pedig 1881-ben, miután XIII. Leó pápa külön kihallgatása után minden 
évben pár hónapot Rómában tölthetett. Adriányi Gábor, Fraknói Vilmos és a „Monumenta Vaticana Hunga-
riae historiam illustrantia” megindítása, MEV–Regnum 8 (1996) 3 61–72, 62.

26   Ebben az időszakban már teljes erővel a Pázmány Péter levelezésének feldolgozásán dolgozott, így a 
Magyar Tudományos Akadémia megbízásából publikálásra került a következő munka: Codex Epistolaris 
Petri Pázmány Card. Pázmány Péter levelezése I, 1605–1625 (MHH Okmánytárak 19), ed. Frankl [Fraknói] 
Vilmos, Budapest 1873. Vö. Adriányi, Fraknói Vilmos, 62.

27   Christine Maria Grafinger, Ricerche di Vilmos Fraknói nel Vaticano, Gli Archivi della Santa Sede e il 
regno d’Ungheria (secc. 15–20). In memoriam di Lajos Pásztor (CVH I/4), a cura di Gaetano Platania–Mat-
teo Sanfilippo–Péter Tusor, Budapest–Roma 2008, 247–254, 247.

28   Pásztor, L’Istituto Storico Ungherese, 143–144. Fraknói kutatásait és tudományos eredményeit összefoglalja: 
Áldásy Antal, Fraknói Vilmos (1843 február 27 – 1924 novembre 20), Századok 57–58 és (1923–1924) 837–841.
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nemrég fellelt kérvényeiben is (1881–1885).29 Ha a kérvényt elfogadták, akkor a kutató 
az olvasóteremben tanulmányozhatta a dokumentumokat a levéltár személyzetének 
ellenőrzése alatt. IX. Pius pápa 1851. október 21-ei motu proprio-jában közétett rendelete 
szerint tilos volt átírni a dokumentumok eredeti szövegét,30 de mint kiderül Augustin 
Theiner 1870-es leveléből, lehetséges volt másolatokat kérni az okmányokról.31

Fraknói Vilmos 1881 májusában a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár hivatalos megnyitása 
után azonnal Rómába utazott.32 1881. május 15-én Budapestről írta a kutatási kérvényét 
Ludovico Jacobini államtitkárnak címezve;33 pár nap elteltével, június 6-án Rómából 
adta fel kutatási kérvényének meghosszabbítását.34 Ebben az időszakban Fraknói fő 
feladata az volt, hogy meggyőzze Ludovico Jacobini bíboros államtitkárt és Joseph 
Hergenröther kardinálist, a római Anyaszentegyház levéltárosát, hogy a magyar vo-
natkozású forrásoknak egy önálló sorozatban való feldolgozása kerüljön az Apostoli 
Szentszék tervei közé a magyar egyház költségvetésén és pap-történészek forrásgyűjtő 
és feldolgozó munkája által:35 „a vállalkozás révén a pápaság különösebb áldozatok nél-
kül felzárkózhat a modern történettudomány tevőlegesen pártfogoló államok sorába, 
egyúttal pedig a magyar katolicizmus és tudományosság nemzetközi hírneve is jócskán 
öregbedne. Nagy ívű elképzelése végső soron – amennyiben tudniillik az anyagi fede-
zetet sikerül majd előteremtenie – kedvező fogadtatásra talált a Kúriában”.36 Említésre 
méltó még Fraknói magánkihallgatása XIII. Leó pápánál is az ügyben: őszentsége re-
ménykedett abban, hogy az egyháztörténelem forrásainak feldolgozása napvilágot lát 
még pontifikátusa idején.

29   Fraknói kérvényei (1881–1885): AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4, 
Fraknói Vilmos kérvényei Ludovico Jacobininak, Budapest, 1881. máj. 15.; Róma, 1881. jún. 6.; Róma, 1885. 
okt. 6. Közlésüket lásd a Függelékben.

30   Grafinger, Ricerche di Vilmos Fraknói nel Vaticano, 247. 
31   Grafinger, Ricerche di Vilmos Fraknói nel Vaticano, 247. 
32   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 20; Grafinger, Ricerche di Vilmos Fraknói nel Vaticano, 248.
33   AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4 (Budapest, 1881. máj. 15., Fraknói 

Vilmos kérvénye Ludovico Jacobininak). Közlését lásd a Függelékben.
34   AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4 (Róma, 1881. jún. 6., Fraknói 

Vilmos kérvénye Ludovico Jacobininak). Közlését lásd a Függelékben
35   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 21; Fraknói Vilmos, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae historiam il-

lustrantia. Fraknói Vilmos jelentése, Új Magyar Sion 13 (1882) 441–453 és 509–525, 443–444: „Ő Szentsége arra 
méltatott, hogy ez ügyről behatóan szólt velem. Mondá, hogy teljesen belátja ily publicatió hasznosságát, időszerű 
voltát, sőt szükségességét; biztosítva, hogy minden czélra irányuló törekvés helyeslésére, pártfogása és áldására biz-
tosan számíthat”. XIII. Leó pápánál az audienciáról részletesebben: Adriányi, Fraknói Vilmos, 64: Fraknói 
Vilmos levele Ipolyihoz, 1881. jún. 12.: „Elmondtam neki, hogy még szerencsésebb volnék, ha valamikor közre-
működhetnék a szentszék auspiciumai alatt megindítandó nagyszabású forráspublikációban, mely arányban ál-
lana az egyház múltjával és levéltárainak kincseivel. Készséggel ajánlanám fel tapasztalataim és jövedelmeimet 
is. A pápa élénk figyelemmel hallgatta végig, többször tetszését nyilvánította, szakítva meg előadásomat. Azután 
pontonként reflektált minden részére. Szabatosan, ékesen, emelkedetten beszélt. Hangsúlyozta a Magyarország 
iránti szeretetét, hajlását, hogy hő kívánsága a vatikáni könyv- és levéltárat kifejleszteni, kincseinek értékesítését 
előre segíteni. Szavaim, úgymond visszhangra találtak lelkében. Felkért, nyújtanék be neki promemoriát a teen-
dők iránt. Közölni fog ja Pitrával és Hergenrötherrel. Igen kegyesen bocsátott el”. 

36   Az idézet a következő tanulmányból származik: Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 21.
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Fraknói a Monumenta Vaticana munkálatainak megszervezésére irányuló tárgyalások 
mellett 1881. május 26. és június 15. között37 el tudta kezdeni munkáját a Vatikáni Tit-
kos Levéltárban, ahogy ezt két, a Vatikáni Apostoli Levéltár Prefekturájának Levéltá-
rából előkerült kérvényei is bizonyítják.38 Fraknói május 15-ei kérvényében – Haynald 
Lajos bíboros, kalocsai érsek előzetes levelére hivatkozva – írt Ludovico Jacobini bí-
boros államtitkárnak azzal a céllal, hogy folytathassa a kutatást május 26-ától 1300-as 
és 1526-os évekből származó forrásokon a következő dokumentumokat és köteteket 
kérve: Nunziatura della Germania első és második kötetét, Campeggio bíboros egyik 
levelét (3160 di Castello),39 Litterae Principium I–IV. kötetét,40 Regesta decimarum sex 
anualium et tria anualium in Hungaria XIV. századból41 és a Regesta Pontificia. Jacobini 
bíboros elfogadta Fraknói kérvényét „con le facoltá a norma dei vigenti regolamenti”.42 
Pietro Balan atya,43 a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár allevéltárosa feljegyzése is felkerült 
a levélre „Sin usi pure i documenti usati con gran circospezione; il 1° e 2° vol. delle ud. ad 
Principes si possono consegnare, il 2° è nella mia stanza per ennesimo possibilmente si ritardi 
fino dopo le vacanze”.44 A jegyzetek értelmezése alapján Fraknói valószínűleg kikérhet-
te a kötetek legnagyobb részét május végén. Egy másik Rómából címzett levelében, 
1881. június 6-án, Fraknói fakultásának meghosszabbítását kérte egy hosszabb listát 
mellékelve, ami egyértelműen jelzi kutatási szándékait a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár-
ban. Kiemelhetjük például a Nunziatura di Germania 53-as és 54-es kötetét, ezen belül 
különösen Campeggio bíboros leveleit. Fraknói folytatta feltáró munkáját a Litterae 
Principum első kötetében is, és VII. Kelemen pápa leveleibe szintén betekintést nyert. 

Fraknói ugyanazon évben, az első, sikerekben gazdag kutatási periódus után ha-
zatért, hogy teljes erővel elkezdhesse szervezni a munkálatokat Simor János bíboros 
hercegprímás, Ipolyi Arnold besztercebányai püspök, Haynald Lajos bíboros kalocsai 
érsek és nem utolsósorban, Schlauch Lőrinc szatmári püspök támogatásával.45 Rómer 
Flóris 1881. augusztus 16-án a nagyváradi székeskáptalannál kezdeményezte a Monu-
menta Vaticana sorozat támogatását évi 500 forinttal és annak kiegészítését az ország 

37   Adriányi, Fraknói Vilmos, 63.
38   Lásd imént, 33–34. j.
39   Magyarországon tevékenykedő Campeggio, valamint Burgio pápai követek jelentései 1526 előtt a Nunzi-

atura di Germania kötetei között voltak találhatóak. Fraknói a Monumenta Vaticana historiam regni Hungariae 
illustrantia második sorozatának, a pápai nunciusoknak a magyar történelemhez kapcsolodó jelentéseit adta ki. 
Az első kötetbe kerültek Campeggio és Burgio nunciosok jelentései, Pásztor, A Vatikáni Levéltár, 109 és 119.

40   A „Lettere di Principi e Titolari” nevű államtitkársági fond a pápákhoz, bíboros neposokhoz és bíboros 
államtitkárokhoz intézett leveleket tartalmazza, meghatározóan a kora újkorból. Pásztor, A Vatikáni Levél-
tár, 108 és 110. A pápai válaszbrévéket részben az Epistulae ad Principes sorozat őrzi. 

41   Fraknói előkészítette a munkálatokat az MVH első sorozatának első kötetéhez a „Magyarországon járt 
pápai tizedszedők 1281–1375 közötti időből fennmaradt számadásai” alapján, Pásztor, A Vatikáni Levéltár, 119. 

42   Vö. fentebb, 33. j. 
43   Pietro Balan a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár allevéltárosa 1879–1883, Pietro Scoppola, Balan, Pietro, DBI vol. 

5, Roma 1963, https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/pietro-balan_(Dizionario-Biografico)/, letöltés 2022. 07. 17. 
44   Vö. fentebb, 33. j.
45   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 22; Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 444.
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káptalanjainak adakozásával e nemes ügyre.46 Fraknói tervei a Vatikán támogatásával 
annyira meggyőzőre sikerültek, hogy 1882-es év első hónapjaiban több mint 200 000 
líra állt a munkálatok rendelkezésére 10 évre.47 1881 végére a számos adakozás láttán 
időszerűvé vált a munka pontos megszervezése és a szerkesztőbizottság kinevezése. 
Mindenekelőtt Haynald bíboros fel akarta venni a kapcsolatot a Vatikáni Titkos Le-
véltárral, hogy újra egyeztessen a meglévő fejlemények tükrében, kihangsúlyozva több 
ízben, hogy a szerkesztői és igazgatói bizottság helyszíne Magyarországon lenne a leg-
megfelelőbb, azért is, hogy a jövőbeli kiadványok magyar nyomda által lehessenek 
kiadva.48 Tehát Haynald 1882. március 9-én írt egy levelet Jacobini államtitkárnak ez 
ügyben. Levelében ajánlja és dicséri Fraknói Vilmos munkásságát, ezentúl ecseteli a 
sikeres pénzbeli támogatás gyűjtés eredményeit a források kiadására említve 500 oszt-
rák forintot és 120 000 olasz lírát szánva erre a költségekre.49 Ugyanígy, fennmaradt 
Ipolyi Arnold 1882. október 30-ai ajánlólevele Fraknói kutatásainak támogatása kap-
csán, Ludovico Jacobini vatikáni titkárhoz címezve, amiben ajánlja Fraknói Vilmos és 
Pesty Frigyes történész – aki 1881-től a várispánságok történetén dolgozott a Magyar 
Tudományos Akadémia felkérésére50 – beengedését a levéltárba.51

Fraknóit és társát, Tárkányi Béla egri kanonokot 1882. május elején megint csak 
Rómában találjuk. Egy év elteltével korábban még nem ismert problémák léptek fel: 
Jacobini álláspontja szerint a vatikáni levéltár forrásainak kiadása a Szentszék illetékes-
ségi körébe tartozik, emellett aggódott a pápai nunciusok jelentésének nyilvánosságra 
hozásáért is.52 Végülis Pietro Balan allevéltáros oldotta meg a kételyeket, kijelentve, 
hogy ő maga ellenőrizné le a kiadványok tartalmát.53 Ezen az úton Fraknói kiküszö-
bölte Jacobini minden aggályát a jövőbeli forrásfeldolgozásokkal kapcsolatban.54 1882 
májusára rendeződtek a munkálatok feltételei, amit Jacobini bíboros május 19-ei, Hay-
nald bíborosnak írt levele igazol: „Sua Santitá accolse assai di buon grado tale manifesta-
zione, ed encomiando il grandioso concetto e la generosità dei Vescovi, si è degnata ordinare che 
si desse tutto il conveniente apoggio, directione e protezione per le ricerche necessarie all’opera, 
ben persuasa, che la maggior luce data con tal pubblicazione, ridondera a gloria della Religione 
e della nobile Nazione Ungharese. Anche di viva voce Sua Beatitudine ha voluto reiterare ques-
te sue benevole disposizioni ai due R[everendissi]mi Canonici Ungharesi Adalberto Tárkányi 

46   Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 444–445.
47   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 22; Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 444; Adriányi, Frak-

nói Vilmos, 66–67.
48   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 22; Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 446; Adriányi, Frak-

nói Vilmos, 69. 
49   Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 515–517; AAV Segreteria di Stato, anno 1882, rubrica 67, 

prot. Nr. 51059, fol. 14r–15r (Budapest, 1882. márc. 9., Haynald Lajos ajánlólevele Ludovico Jacobininak). 
Közlését lásd a Függelékben.

50   Magyar Történeti Társulat, Tárcza, Századok XV (1881) 84–96, 89.
51   AAV Segreteria di Stato, anno 1882, rubrica 67, prot. Nr. 51059, fol. 14r-15r (Budapest, 1882. márc. 9., 

Haynald Lajos ajánlólevele Ludovico Jacobininak).
52   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 23; Adriányi, Fraknói Vilmos, 69. 
53   Adriányi, Fraknói Vilmos, 70. 
54   Tusor, Monumenta és Collectanea, 23.
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e Guilelmo Fraknói, i quali a nome della Societá di Santo Stefano, della Eminenza Vestra 
specialmente protetta, Le presentarono, insieme all’obolo della filiale pietà, le opere fin qui 
publicate per la sana educazione della Cattolica gioventù”.55 Ezen események után, Haynald 
megfelelőnek tartotta a pillanatot arra, hogy összehívjon június 4-én egy értekezletet 
az ajánlattevők jelenlétében, a Szent István Társulat üléstermében. A jövőbeli munka 
menete úgy lett kidolgozva, hogy a „pápai levéltárban létező s egyházunkat és hazánkat ille-
tő történeti emlékek kiadása” két sorozatba lát napvilágot: „a) A magyar királyok udvaránál 
működő pápai nuntiusok levelezésének kiadása; b) Theiner «Monumenta Hungariam Sacram 
illustrantia» czimű munkájának kiigazítása, kiegészítése és folytatása a munka czíme leend: 
Vatikáni Magyarországi Okmánytár. Monumenta Tabularii Vaticani Hungarica”.56 Az érte-
kezlet folyamán kinevezték a munkabizottság tagjait Ipolyi Arnold püspök bizottsági 
elnök vezetése alatt: Fraknói, Dankó József, Tárkányi, Knauz Nándor, Rómer Fló-
ris akadémiai tagokat. A tudományos bizottság legfontosabb feladata a hazai források 
másolatainak összegyűjtése, a kötetek kiadásának sorrendjének meghatározása, a szer-
kesztési munkálatok irányítása, a munka végeredmények kiadása hazai nyomdában, 
ezentúl kötelezettek évente az előző év munkakimutatását, a jövőévi munkatervet és 
a költségvetés kimutatását bemutatni a bizottság elnöke által összehívott értekezleten 
az ajánlattevők jelenlétében Budapesten.57 1882. október végére kirajzolódni látszódott 
a munka menete, Ipolyi Arnold besztercebányai püspök október 30-án Ludovico Jaco-
bini államtitkárnak címzett levelében leírta, hogy sikeresen megalakult a Monumenta 
Tabularii Vaticani Historiam imprimis Ecclesiasticam Hungariae spectantia szerkesztésének 
végleges bizottsága ezért is Fraknói Vilmos és Pesty Frigyes történész akadémikusok 
lettek kinevezve a kutatási munkák vezetésével a helyszínen a Vatikáni Levéltárban.58 
1882-es tanévben a Titkos Levéltár november 6-án nyitott a kutatók számára, Frak-
nói november 18-áig tartózkodott Rómában.59 1884–1885-ös kutatási évben a lateráni 
bullaregisztrumok (Registra Lateranensia) (1389–1897) a Titkos Levéltárban kaptak he-
lyet,60 így a magyar kutatók, közöttük Fraknói folytathatta munkálatait a vatikáni 
magyar sorozathoz. Fraknói 1885. október 6-ai, Jacobini bíborosnak címzett kérelmé-

55   Haynald bíboros levelét Fraknói idézi a következő tanulmányban: Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hun-
gariae, 520.

56   Az idézet Fraknói vallómásából: Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 523.
57   Fraknói, Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, 521: Az ülésen a következő résztvevők jelentek meg: „Ipolyi 

Arnold, Császka György, es Schuszter Konstantin megyés püspökök ő nagyméltóságaik, mélt. Németh József, félsz. 
püspök; Markusz Gyula esztergomi, Latinovich Gábor kalocsai, Tárkányi Béla egri, Fraknói Vilmos és Bubics 
Zsigmond váradi, Vágner József nyitrai kanonokok, Ortvai Tivadar, Füssy Tamás és Csaplár Benedek, részben 
mint az ajánlattevő főpapok és káptalanok megbizottai”. A kiadványok példányait erre a célra szánták: „A köz-
rebocsátandó munkából Ő Szentségének bizonyos számú példányok, a külföldi és hazai főbb könyvtáraknak egy-egy, 
az ajánlattevőknek járulékaik arányában 1–5 példány fognak rendelkezésökre bocsáttatni. A fenmaradó példányok 
könyvárusi forgalomba bocsáttatnak. A befolyó jövedelem a vállalat alapjához csatoltatik”, Fraknói, Monumenta 
Vaticana Hungariae, 524; Adriányi, Fraknói Vilmos, 71. 

58   AAV Segreteria di Stato, anno 1882, rubrica 67, prot. Nr. 51059, fol. 11rv (Besztercebánya, 1882. okt. 30., 
Ipolyi Arnold ajánlólevele Ludovico Jacobininak). Közlését lásd a Függelékben.

59   Grafinger, Ricerche di Vilmos Fraknói nel Vaticano, 250.
60   Uo., 251.
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ben ecsetelte, hogy a magyar viszonylatban napvilágra hozott kutatások eredményeit 
és kezdeti sikereket látván több magyar fiatal történetíró kapcsolódott be a munká-
ba. Ezért Fraknói kéri Jacobini bíborost a kutatási fakultás megadására Fejérpataky 
László történész és könyvtárosnak, Petykó Albertnek, Baroni Ervin professzornak és 
Thallóczy Lajosnak a Magyar Országos Levéltár tisztviselőjének.61 

*   **

Rövid áttekintésünkkel a Monumenta Vaticana (1881–1892/1909) kezdeti éveibe 
nyerhettünk betekintést, elsősorban Fraknói munkásságát követve nyomon, aki a 
Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae szervezési munkálatai alatt, utat tört és kiépítette a 
magyar tudományos élet és a Szentszék kapcsolatainak, mai napig jelentős pilléreit.

FÜGGELÉK

1.
Budapest, 1881. május 15.

Fraknói Vilmos Ludovico Jacobininak
Fraknói Vilmos kérvénye a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár anyagainak kutatása céljából 

Ludovico Jacobini bíboros vatikáni államtitkárnak címezve.
(AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4 – m.p. orig.)

Eminentissime ac Reverendissime Domine S.R.E. Cardinalis Secretarie Status,
Domine benignissime!

Fretus summa ea benignitate, qua Eminentia Vestra literis suis de dato 12. Februarii 
ad Eminentissimum Cardinalem Haynald datis me de alto suo patrocinio securum 
reddere dignata fuit, Eminentiae Vestrae supplex esse audeo, quatenus efficere velit, 
ut mihi in Secretiori Tabulario Pontificio quaedam Ecclesiae Hungaricae antiquiorem 
historiam (1300–1526) illustrantia documenta investigare et describere, laborique huic 
26-a huius mensis manus admovere liceat. 

Principalia quae examinare optarem forent: a) Nuntiatura Germaniae volum. I 
et II.; b) Lettere del Cardinal Campeggio (3160 di Castello); c) Litterae Principum 
vol. I-IV.; d) Regesta decimarum sex anualium et tria anualium in Hungaria saec. 
XIV.; e) Regesta Pontificia. Me monumentorum horum ea ratione usum factu-
rum, ut Ecclesiae et Sacrae Sedis in orbis Christiani populos salutaris influxus magis 
magisque elucescat, eatenus fidem faciunt opera mea a viginti annis luci publicae 
donata, et testimonium perhibent litterae Em[inentissi]mi Cardinalis Haynald 5. 
Februarii a[nni] c[urrentis] ad Eminentiam Vestram datae. De caetero altis Eminentiae 

61   AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4 (Róma, 1885. okt. 6., Fraknói 
Vilmos kérvénye Ludovico Jacobininak). 
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Vestrae favoribus devotus, in osculo s[acrae] purpurae emorior. Budapestini in Hun-
garia, 15 Maii, 1881.

Eminentiae Vestrae 
humillimus servus Vilhelmus Fraknói abbas S[anctissimo] S[alva-
toris] de Szekszárd canonicus E[cclesiae] C[athedralis] Varadiensis 
Academiae Scient[iarum] Hung[aricae] Secret[arius] Generalis

[m.p.] 
Dalla Segreteria di Stato 1 Giugno 1881 
All’E[ccellentissi]mo Prefetto degli Archivi Segreti Vaticani con le facoltà a norma 

dei vigenti regolamenti.
L[udovico] Card[inal] Jacobini.62 

[m.p.]
Sin usi pure i documenti usati con gran circospezione; il 1° e 2° vol. delle ud. ad 

Principes si possono consegnare, il 2° è nella mia stanza per ennesimo possibilmente si 
ritardi fino dopo le vacanze. 

P[ietro] Balan63

2.
Róma, 1881. június 6.

Fraknói Vilmos Ludovico Jacobininak
Fraknói Vilmos kérvénye a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár anyagainak feltárása cél-

jából Ludovico Jacobini bíboros vatikáni államtitkárnak címezve.
(AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4 – m.p. orig.)

Eminentissime ac Reverendissime Domine S.R.E. Cardinalis Secretarie Status, 
Domine benignissime!

Fretus summa Eminentiae Vestrae benignitate Eminentiae Vestrae supplicare praesu-
mo, ut facultatem eam, quae mihi Tabularii Vaticani ostia jam patefecit, ad Vincentium 
Bunyitay64 Varadiensis Dioecesis Presbyterum et Bibliothecarium in Em[inentissi]mi Car-
dinalis Haynald literis commendatum extendere benigne dignetur. Simul liceat mihi preces 
illas iterare, quatenus Eminentiae Vestrae alta protectione ad Sanctissimi Domini Nostri pe-
dum osculum admittar. Caeterum in Eminentiae Vestrae s[acrae] purpurae osculo emorior. 

1881. 6-a junii (Hotel de Rome).
Eminentiae Vestrae Reverendissimae

humillimus servus 
Vilhelmus Fraknói abbas
Varad[iensis] Canonicus. 

62   Feljegyzés a kérvény hátoldalán.
63   Feljegyzés a kérvény hátoldalán. 
64   Bunyitay Vince.
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[m.p.] 
Dalla Segreteria di Stato 9 Giugno 1881, All’E[ccellentissim]o Prefetto degli Archi-

vii Segreti Vaticani con le facoltà a norma dei vigenti regolamenti. 
L[udovico] Cardinal Jacobini.65 

[m.p.] 
A P[ietro] B[alan] sotto-Archivista con raccomandazione, 
G[ustav] Card[inal] Hergenröther.66 
[m.p.] 
Raccomanda il B[alan] s[i]g[no]r con Fraknói, già annunciato secondo communica-

zione dell’E[ccellentissi]mo Card[inal] Segretario di Stato non esiste difficoltà contro la 
sua ammissione per fare gli studi nell’Archivio secondo i regolamenti, i quali sono in uso. 

Il Cardinal Hergenröther.67 

Nuntiatura Germaniae vol. 53
A) fol. 1–32 Lettere scritte da Roma al Cardinal Campeggio negli anni 1530–1.
B) Lettere scritte dal Cardinal Campeggio Legato in Germania 1530,1.
Queste lettere si trovano nel volume 53, quando l’anno passato all’initio di novemb-

re l’ho esaminato. Quel volume essendo di nuovo legato, le dette lettere non si trovano 
più là. Sono certamente messe in volume separato. 

Nuntiatura Germaniae vol. 54. Dal foglio 1 fin al foglio 68. Poi 104 fin al foglio 135.

Litterae Principum vol. I A folio 104–123.
Litterae Diversorum ad Clem[entem] Papam fol. 124. fol. 132. fol. 140–142.
Litterae Clementis VII. Anni 1532 Fol. 150–4. 

10 Nov[embre] 1882
1.
Volumen quod continet Instructiones  (Prima era Nunt[iatura] di Germania vol II)

2.
Volumen quod continet diversas litteras del Campeggio 
Morone Rosario 1532–41. (Prima Nunt[iatura] Germania VIII.)

3.
Litterae diversorum ad Clementem VII. 1525–7 (Prima Nunt[iatura] di Ger-

m[ania] [vol.] XIV.)68

65   Feljegyzés a kérvény hátoldalán. 
66   Feljegyzés a kérvény hátoldalán. 
67   Hergenröther bíboros a kérvényhez csatolt névjegyén olvasható.
68   A dokumentumokat áthúzással jelölték az eredeti szövegben. 
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4.
Lettere del nuntio Meandro 1531 (Prima Nunt[iatura] di Germ[ania] [vol.] V.)

5.
Lettere del Card[inal] Campeggio 1530. (Arm[adio] XI. Capsa VII. Fasc. 20. 7.)69

6.
Lettere del Card[inal] Campeggio 1532 (Arm[adio] XI. Capsa XII)70

7.
Lettere del Nunzio Vergerio 1533–6 (Prima Nuntiat[ura] di Germ[ania] IV.V.VI)
Germ[ania] 57. 47–50

3a.71

Budapest, 1882. március 9.
Haynald Lajos ajánlólevele Ludovico Jacobininak

Haynald Lajos, kalocsai bíboros érsek, ajánlólevele Fraknói Vilmos kutatása-
ihoz a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltárban Ludovico Jacobini pápai bíboros államtit-

kárnak címezve. 
(AAV Segreteria di Stato, anno 1882, rubrica 67, prot. Nr, 51059, ff. 14r–15r – m.p. orig.)

L[audetur] J[esus] Chr[istus]! Eminentissime ac Reverendissime Domine 
S.R.E. Cardinalis, Status Secretarie, Domine mihi Observandissime! 

Doctissimus noster historiographus Canonicus Magnovaradiensis Guilielmus 
Fraknói eruditae Societatis Hungaricae primus Secretarius, qui non tantum inter ecc-
lesiasticos Hungariae Viros summopere colitur, sed a quibusvis scientiae et eruditionis 
cultum foventibus magni habetur,72 redux Roma magna quaque (sed haud insueta) de 
clementia Sanctissimi Domini Nostri Leonis Papae XIII. Benignitate item Eminen-
tiae Vestrae erga illum exhibita nobis retulit, et singularem illam liberalitatem, qua ad 
perlustrandos cum iusta discretione et pietate catholica Archivi Vaticani thesauros 
admissus fuerat, magna cum gratitudine, magnis cum encomiis celebravit. 

Quia vero simul nobis exposuit eam se ex apostolicis Beatissimi Patris et benignis Emi-
nentiae Vestare enunciationibus spem concepisse fore, ut – si Viri pro documentis ad 
historiam Regni et Ecclesiae Hungariae illustrandam vi sive specialis naturae suae, sive 
universalis pro tota Ecclesia destinationis eximie idoneis post altissimam Suae Sanctitatis vel 
ab eadem deputatorum virorum pro singulis scriptis obtentam singularem permissionem 

69   A dokumentumokat áthúzással jelölték az eredeti szövegben.
70   A dokumentumokat áthúzással jelölték az eredeti szövegben.
71   Vö. MS 13 (1882) 515–517.
72   A kurzívval szedett, őrá vonatkozó méltató részt Fraknói a Magyar Sion-beli kiadásban kipontozta. 

Lásd az előző jegyzetet.
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luci publicae dandis vires suas intellectuales et pecuniarias conferrent: facultas scripta talia 
in Archivio Vaticano exquirendi, describendi et tum imprimendi benignissime tribuatur. 

Quod intelligentes et ego et plures alii Hungariae Praesules et Dignitarii plurimaque 
Capitula pro eo nostro zelo, quo salubrem providentiae et gubernationis Pontificiae in 
vitam et historiam Regni populique nostri actionem mundo exhiberi et celebrari 
optamus, in unum coaluimus, ut aes paretur ad eruditos labores hoc fine Romae susci-
pi faciendos et typis imprimenda documenta, quae inde nobis cederentur. Sicque eve-
nit, ut iam usque ad hodiernam diem quinquaginta millia florenorum Austriacorum, 
qui summae centumviginti mille libellas Italicas superanti aequivalent, intra decem 
annos in aequalibus annuis portionibus pendendorum lucraremur, quibus novae adhuc 
summae per tredecim adhuc sive Praesules, sive Capitula generatim promissae, non 
tamen adhuc certis numeris circumscriptae accedent. 

Queis ita stantibus cum certum jam pecuniarium fundamentum habeamus, cui 
insistendo preces humillimas S[anctae] Sedi Romanae exprimere possimus: eo dirigitur 
mea pluriumque confratrum meorum episcoporum, Capitulorum et Dignitariorum 
Hungariae humillima supplicatio, ut cum ’spe’ alicuius succesus liceat nobis canonicum 
Guilielmum Fraknói Romam mittere scopo eo, ut ibidem exponendo preces nostras 
de aditu ad Archivum Vaticanum de deligendis ibidem sub solita pontificia inspectio-
ne documentis ad rem nostram facientibus, de apographorum ex iis desumendorum 
modo et aliis ad rem hanc pertinentibus rebus altissimam S[anctae] Sedis Pontificiae 
mentem intelligat, iussa expetat, nobisque dein auctor sit, quomodo ad ulteriora iuxta 
Sanctissimi Domini Nostri voluntatem agenda in nomine Domini Jesu procedamus. 

Oro igitur Eminentiam Vestram, ut me et per me confratres meos simul orantes 
benignissime edocere dignetur, an Canonicus Guilielmus Fraknói fine indicato post 
sacrum Paschatis tempus Romam venire possit. Quod superest, altis favoribus devotus 
manus humiliter osculor et profunda cum veneratione maneo 

Eminentiae Vestrae Reverendissimae 
Humillimus devotissimus servus 
Ludovicus Cardinalis Haynald  
Ar[chiepiscop]us Colocensis 

Budapestini, die 9-a Martii, 1882.
Eminentissimo ac Reverendissimo Domino Ludovico S.R.E. Cardinali Jacobini, 

Status Secretario, Domino mihi Observandissimo, Romae
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3b.
Neosolio,73 1882. október 30.

Ipolyi Arnold ajánlólevele Ludovico Jacobininak
Ipolyi Arnold, Besztercebánya püspökének ajánlólevele Fraknói Vilmos ku-
tatásaihoz a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltárban Ludovico Jacobini bíboros vatikáni 

államtitkárnak címezve.
(AAV Segreteria di Stato, anno 1882, rubrica 67, prot. Nr, 51059, ff. 11rv – m.p. orig.)

Eminentissime ac Reverendissime Domine S. R. E. Cardinalis et Status Secre-
tarie, Domine mihi Gratiosissime!

Amplissimam recolendo gratiam illam Eminentiae Vestrae, qua a Sua Sanctitate be-
nignissimo Pontifice Nostro Maximo indultum exoperari dignata est ad perscrutanda et 
edenda monumenta Tabularii Vaticani historiam imprimis ecclesiasticam Hungariae spe-
ctantia: nunc dum iam operi huic nos accingimus, favorem et benevolentiam Eminentiae 
Vestrae inprimis exoramus. Episcopatus Hungariae ad edendos hos fontes commissionem 
virorum ecclesiasticorum literatorum historicorum statuit, cuius praesidem me demis-
se signatum habere voluit. Mei hinc officii est, dum haec commissio duos hoc scopo ad 
Urbem delegavit, nominetenus Reverend[um] Canonicum Ecclesiae Cathedr[a]lis Cat-
hedr[alis]’. Magnovaradiensis Guillelmum Fraknoi et Fredericum Pesty74 Suae C[aesareae] 
Regiae Maiestati [!] a Consiliis virum de ecclesia nostra et historia aeque meritissimum 
iam laborem istum praesuscipientes, summo favori et gratiae Eminentiae Vestrae enixe 
commendare. Qui in osculo sacrae purpurae gratiae et benevolentiae commendatus in pro-
fundissima veneratione emorior. Neosolii in Hungaria 30 Octobris 1882.

Eminentiae Vestrae
humillimus servus
Arnoldus Ipolyi
episcopus Neosoliensis

4.
Róma, Olaszország, 1885. október 6.
Fraknói Vilmos Ludovico Jacobininak

Fraknói Vilmos kérvénye a Vatikáni Titkos Levéltár anyagainak kutatásához 
Ludovico Jacobini bíboros vatikáni államtitkárnak címezve.

(AAV Archivio della Prefettura, Serie H, Corrispondenza sec. XIX, H4 – m.p. orig.)

Eminentissime ac Reverendissime Domine S.R.E. Cardinalis!
Domine, Domine benignissime!

Diplomatarii Vaticani, quod Praesules Hungariae in lucem edere coeperunt, ulte-
riori prosequutioni alacriter incumbentes, hac occasione plures e junioribus Hunga-

73   Besztercebánya. 
74   Pesty Frigyes.
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riae historiographis mecum Romam appulerunt, ut in labore partem capiant. Supplex 
igitur oro, velit Eminentia Vestra iisdem, utpote Ladislao Fejérpataki Bibliothecae 
Regnicolaris Officiali, Adalberto Petyko Tabularii Regnicolaris Officiali et Ervino Ba-
roni Rosner Iuris Canonici Professori (qui simul opus de iure matrimoniali Hungariae 
scribere parat), demum Ludovico Thallóczy Archivi Regnicolaris Officiali, qui iussu 
C[aesarei] et R[egii] Regiminis Austriaco Hungarici historiam Regni Bosniae scribere 
molitur, facultatem concedere, ut in Tabulario Vaticano documenta antiquiorem 
historiam Regni Hungariae (saec. XIII.–XVI.) illustrantia exquirere et describere 
valeant. De caetero altis Eminentiae Vestrae favoribus commendatus in sacrae pur-
purae osculo emorior. 

Romae, 6. Octobri 1885.
Eminentiae Vestrae

Humillimus et devotissimus servus  Guil[elmus] 
Fraknói Abbas Sanctissimi Salvatoris de Sexard 
E[cclesiae] C[athedralis] Varadiensis Canonicus

[m.p.] 
J[osephus] Card[inalis] Hergenroether75 

NAGY KATALIN 

75   Hergenröther bíboros aláírásával hagyta jóvá a kérvényt. 
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Hungary and the Holy See of Rome III.
Summaries 

Queen Yolanda’s Dower and the Golden Bull

An Unknown Royal Charter of 12221

1. In her will, dated October 12th, 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 9th, 
1222, containing a transcript of a donation issued by King Andrew II at the beginning of the 
very same year. The donation charter, hitherto undiscovered, shows that King Andrew 
II 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 Árpáds 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 Niš, Serbia, around the Easter of 1215 or 1216, was vividly 
remembered in a hagiographic work by the host, Stephen II (Prvovenčani) 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 8000 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 

1  See pp. 13–35.
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average. In the dynastic history of the Árpáds, however, we find unusually high 
sums. The dowry, for example, promised to Elizabeth, daughter of Charles I of Sicily 
reached the sum of 200 000 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 7th, the 
dower was again changed by the monarch, this time by the whole Banate of Slavonia 
with the counties of Zala, Somogy, Varasd (Varaždin) 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 16th 
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 7th, 
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. 

Dániel Bácsatyai

The College of Cardinals and Hungarian consistorial benefices 
in the late 14th century

The notes relating to Hungary in Volume 52 of Obligationes et Solutiones1

The episcopal as well as the significant abbey benefices (beneficia 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 13th 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 (communi 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 (quinque servitia); it was referred to as servitia 
minuta in the papal tax documents from the early 15th 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 (solutio). 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 

1  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 1555. 

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 Cameralia Documenta Pontificia de Regnis Sacrae Coronae Hungariae  
(1297–1536), containing the late József 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 Camera Apos-
tolica; József 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 28th, 1390 (fol. 1r), while the last one 
is dated August 24th, 1401 (fol. 196v). The volume includes a total of 18 Hungarian-related 
entries from the years between November 8th, 1392 and April 7 th, 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: Zágráb (modern Zagreb) with three entries, Transylvania, Syrmia, Várad 
(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 in partibus infideli-
um, viz. Varna, whose bishop was also lord of the benefice of the Cistercian monastery of 
Szepes (modern Spiš). 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; János, Canon of Csázma (modern Čazma) and 
Dean of Kemlék (modern Kalnik); Lőrinc, Canon of Várad (Oradea) and Dean of Bihar 
(Bihor), as well as Imre Lőrincfi, Abbot of Almád. 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.

Tamás Fedeles
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Two unknown breve registries from Pope Sixtus IV1

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 18th century. The two volumes 
(Acquisiti e doni, busta 26/1. and 27/1.) contain breves of the commune type, issued in 
the 6th 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 
Frangepán (Croatian: Žigmund Frankopan), Count of Zengg (modern Senj), as well 
as to Count János of Korbávia (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 Zágráb (Zagreb) and the Bishop of Zágráb, Osvát (Thuz) of Szentlászló, 
he discussed the case of Balázs Marócsai, Canon of Zágráb, 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 Gábor 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 Csút and Zsámbék. The breves also mention two Benedictines. János 
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: Modruš), 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 
Garázda, Dean of Pozsega (modern Požega), 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 Garázda must have stayed in 
Florence between 1469 and 1471; on the one hand, he joined the humanist circles; 

1  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 János Zrednai, and 
one to the bishop Janus Pannonius. What Garázda 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 Bács, as well 
as the Dean Mihály, Canon of Vác, faced problems of the same kind. They took a loan 
from the commercial house Medici and Pazzi by the Roman Curia, which they failed to 
pay back by January 30th, 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 Mihály, canon-reader (lector) at Pécs, arrived at Rome on July 28th, 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 lectors at Pécs are known from the period between 
1472 and 1478, the identification of Mihály’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 (Archivio 
Apostolico Vaticano) 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 15th-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 15th-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.

Gábor Nemes
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An unknown consistorial source from the year 1502
A processus informativus of the Auxiliary Bishop of Eger 

in the Este archives at Modena1

It was in the late 19th 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 informativus, 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 9 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 15th century. A processus from the year 1464, agreeing in practice with the 
records (minutes) collected in the first half of the 16th 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 Pázmány to the dignity of Archbishop of Esztergom. The earliest 
Hungarian-related source among the documents prepared according the prescriptions 
of the Tridentinum is János Pyber’s 1612 procedure at Pécs, found in the Archivio Con-
cistoriale. There had been only one earlier document of canonical enquiry, relating 
to Hungary, known to research, which was conducted about Tamás Tasnádi, Canon 
of Esztergom and Nyitra (Nitra) in Rome, in September 1518, concerning his ap-
pointment to Salona (Salonen.) (AAV Arch. Arcis, Arm. I–XVIII, n. 2858).

1  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 Archivio 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 
Hajnalka Kuffart. 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 7th, 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 (comestabi-
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 magister 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 
Požega (Dominus Mathiam episcopus de Popcha) had died a few years before. One wit-
ness, Malombra, recalls Bernát (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 (Bejaïa, Algeria). 
He would grant him 200 Florins (Guldens) per annum from his diocese’s income to 
ensure his living appropriate for a bishop.

Hajnalka Kuffart, Gábor Nemes, Péter Tusor

Who has the right of appointment?
The patronage of St. Peter’s Altar at Esztergom1

The present paper and the attached source publication describes the contents, and 
publishes the text, of the libellus from the lawsuit between Cardinal Tamás Bakóc, 
Archbishop of Esztergom, and the Cathedral Chapter of Esztergom. The source is 

1  See pp. 111–146.
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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 libellus consists of sheets of paper 
bound in a parchment cover, containing a total of 80 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 libellus 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, Bálint Budai, on November 16th, 1512, following 
the vacancy due to the death of the beneficiary, exercising their patron’s rights. The arch-
bishop Tamás Bakóc 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 János Szatmári by the 
cathedral chapter on October 4th, 1510. However, it was soon occupied by force by 
István Ibrányi, a fellow canon, with the archbishop Bakóc’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 27th, 1514; the canon Bálint Budai was represented by Henricus Howel, while the 
archbishop Tamás Bakóc was represented by Egidius Zephirus. The appointed bailiffs 
– János Rékai, monk and dean at Pannonhalma, as well as the guardian Pál Budai – 
gave an account of their investigation to the administrator in a letter in the form of a 
libellus on December 15th, 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 4th, 1514, followed by the second 
one on December 11th, a week later, when they summoned the parties to appear be-
fore them. The last trial took place on December 15th. (Each session was held in the 
archabbot’s palace at Pannonhalma.) Bálint 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 Tamás Bakóc, viz. the papal penitentiarius Mihály Vitéz Kamarcai, Meny-
hért Csúti (canon at Fehérvár), and Benedek Alsószegedi (notary public). During the 
trial, Bálint Budai and Bereck Ivánci, the clerk representing the chapter, presented 
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the charter of Fülöp de genere Türje, Archbishop of Esztergom, issued on April 10th, 
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 2nd, 1453, December 29th, 1485, and November 16th, 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 1st, 
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 Miklós Oláh, canon of Esztergom and dean of Komárom, just about starting 
his career.

Norbert C. Tóth

In search of lost papal bulls

The appointment of Girolamo Balbi, Provost of Pozsony, as Bishop of Gurk (1522–1523)1 

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 II 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 Matthäus 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 800 Rhenish Florins to Ernest, 
Duke of Bavaria and Administrator of the Bishopric of Passau, he was not unwilling to 

1  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 Cór-
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 11th, 1523, and the appended 
charters with the same date as well as March 14th, have been entirely preserved in the 
charter series of the Archive of the Diocese of Gurk (Archiv der Diözese 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 (Archivio Apostolico Vaticano), either: 
the volume in question was destroyed while being carried to Paris – and back to Rome – in 
the early 19th century. We only know its contents from an indexical volume from the 18th 
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.

Bálint Lakatos

Polyphonic News?
Papal nuncios’ reports from Hungary in the mid-16th century1

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 

1  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.

It 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 Temesvár (Timişoara), 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.

Viktor Kanász

Nuncios at War

Filippo Spinelli in the Prague Court1

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) Báthory, concluded a 
dynastic marriage treaty with the Habsburgs on January 28th, 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 

1  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 Báthory 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 András Báthory 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 (Archivio Apos-
tolico Vaticano), reveal the intention of the Holy See to make Cardinal Báthory mar-
ry the divorced wife (Maria Christina of Austria) of the former prince, Zsigmond 
Báthory, who abdicated in favour of the Cardinal; András 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-Báthory 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 András Báthory 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 Báthorys 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 Naprági and István Bocskai visited the Prague court. 
They were not the ambassadors of András Báthory, 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, Boldizsár Báthory, 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 András, 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 András Báthory 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 András Báthory’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: Șelimbăr), was subsequently killed near Csíkszentdomonkos 
(modern Sândominic); 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 14th and 28th, 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 Báthory 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 Báthorys 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 András Báthory) 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 András Báthory 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. 

Tamás Kruppa
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An Appeal by a Canon of Zagreb to Rome against Pázmány

Count János Erdődy’s removal from the Bishopric of Eger (Sopron, 1625)1

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 17th century. 

Tamás Erdődy, 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, 
Tamás Erdődy was at the same time a supporter of Pázmány’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 Pázmány, and this must have been why he considered Tamás Erdődy’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 Pázmány’s being a 
Jesuit; on the other hand, the struggle concerning incomes delayed Erdődy’s appoint-
ment. Tamás Erdődy 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 János Erdődy 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 Erdődy and Pázmány, 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 

1  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 
János Erdődy 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 Gáspár 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 György Ráttkay, exhibit 
a clear and openly expressed anti-Hungarian attitude two decades later. The complaint 
against Péter Pázmány, 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 Körmend initiated a lawsuit against the head of the Hungarian Church. 

The Vatican document pressing charges against Péter Pázmány 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 Pázmány, while – along the same political 
lines of power – it was the Count János Erdődy, 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 Gábor (Gabriel) Bethlen. Upon Tamás Erdődy’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. Pázmány’s move, assisted by the Papal 
Nuncio, at the Diet of Sopron of 1625, bringing about the deprivation of János Erdődy 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 János 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 Erdődy, incapable of organizing denominations, from his bishop’s seat, and his replace-
ment with the capable bishop János 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 Pázmány’s Archbishopric of Esztergom in the early modern 
history of the Archdiocese and Hungarian Catholicism.

Péter Tusor

német.indd   446 2022. 11. 09.   12:00:13



Sz
am

os
új

vá
r

T
or

da

H
us

zt

N
ag

yb
án

ya

D
eb

re
ce

n
So

m
ly

ó
Be

sz
te

rc
e

M
ar

os
vá

sá
rh

el
y

Se
ge

sv
ár

M
ed

gy
es

Sz
ás

zs
eb

es
D

év
a

Sz
eb

en
Fo

ga
ra

s
Br

as
só

H
át

sz
eg

N
ag

ye
ny

ed

N
ém

et
iM

un
ká

cs

T
ok

ajSá
ro

sp
at

akU
ng

vá
r

E
pe

rje
s

Bá
rt

fa

K
iss

ze
be

n
Sz

ep
es

he
ly

L
őc

se
K

és
m

ár
k

L
év

a

Se
lm

ec
bá

ny
a

Z
ól

yo
m

Be
sz

te
rc

eb
án

ya

Á
rv

a

T
re

nc
sé

n
Sz

ak
ol

ca

N
óg

rá
d

V
ác

K
om

ár
om

E
sz

te
rg

om

Fe
hé

rv
ár

Pa
lo

ta
Pá

pa

R
us

zt

V
es

zp
ré

m
Sá

rv
ár

E
ge

rs
ze

g

K
an

iz
sa

K
ap

os
vá

r

Si
m

on
to

rn
ya

V
ise

gr
ád

H
at

va
n

T
ur

aH
at

va
n

Sz
ol

no
kE
ge

r

K
al

oc
sa

Pé
cs Si
kl

ós

Ba
ja

Sz
ab

ad
ka Z
en

ta

G
yu

la

A
ra

d

T
em

es
vá

r

Ó
be

cs
e

T
ite

l Sz
en

dr
ő

O
rs

ov
a

Pé
te

rv
ár

ad

E
sz

ék
Po

zs
eg

a

V
er

őc
e

K
ör

ös

Z
en

gg

H
ód

m
ez

őv
ás

ár
he

ly

Já
sz

ó

G
yu

la
fe

hé
rv

ár

K
ol

oz
sv

ár

Be
lg

rá
d

V
ie

nn
a

Bu
da

L
el

es
z

V
ár

ad

Sz
at

m
ár

Bá
kó

Im
po

rt
an

tp
la

ce
s:

to
w

ns
,f

or
tr

es
se

s

T
he

K
in

gd
om

of
H

un
ga

ry
ar

ou
nd

16
20

Sc
al

e:
1:

4
.5

0
0

.0
0

0

C
sí

ks
om

ly
ó

G
yő

r

K
ism

ar
to

n

So
pr

on

Sz
om

ba
th

el
y

Po
zs

on
y

N
yi

tr
a

N
ém

et
új

vá
r

É
rs

ek
új

vá
r

N
ag

ys
zo

m
ba

t

Fü
le

k G
yö

ng
yö

s

K
as

sa

K
ec

sk
em

ét

Sü
m

eg

Sz
eg

ed

Sz
éc

sé
ny

Sz
en

dr
ő

Z
ág

rá
bV
ar

as
d

Pe
st

K
ar

án
se

be
s

K
ra

ss
óv

árL
ip

pa L
ug

os





summaries 447

István Telekessy’s appointment as Bishop of Csanád

Sources in the Medici Archives of Florence (1696)1

The Bishop István Telekessy (1633–1715) became known as Bishop of Eger during 
Rákóczi’s War of Independence, being the first to sign the act dethroning the Habsburgs 
at the Diet of Ónod in 1707. His earlier ecclesiastical career is less familiar, which in-
cluded his appointment, as canon of Győr, to the episcopal seat of Csanád in 1689. 
The territory of the Diocese of Csanád 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 17th century, the 
Bishops of Csanád, 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 Temesköz in Hungarian) suffered from constant fighting, making it impossible 
for István 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 Lipót 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 Gábor Hevenesi, Márton 
Szentiványi and Maximilian Scherhackl, recording their testimonies, which related 
in part to the person nominated, but also to the conditions in the Diocese of Csanád. 
The testimony given by Gábor 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 Csanád 
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 Goëss, Prince-Bishop of Gurk, and 
François Chassignet, ambassadorial secretary) were slow to react to the documents 
and instruction received from Vienna. Fabrizio Agostini was finally able to cooperate 

1  See pp. 265–276.
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with the abbot Gianbattista Mariotti, Roman agent of Cardinal Lipót Kollonich, after 
which the process of the papal approval of István Telekessy was unhindered. At the 
papal consistory of August 13th, 1696, Cardinal Francesco del Giudice, joint protector, 
gave an account of the Bishop of Csanád’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 Csanád. The abbot 
Mariotti sent the bull reinforcing Telekessy to Cardinal Kollonich on November 3rd, 
1696. Not much later, viz. in the year 1699, however, Telekessy was appointed Bishop 
of Eger. The reorganization and rebuilding of the Diocese of Csanád could not start 
before 1716, after Temesvár (Timişoara) had been recaptured from the Turks by the 
Christian troops. The process of the reconstruction of the diocese started in the 1720’s, 
first with Szeged as its centre, followed by Temesvár later. 

Béla Vilmos Mihalik

News of a Conclave in Győr

Letters by Bartolomeo Pinto Poloni, Roman Agent, sent to Ferenc Zichy, 
Bishop of Győr, in 17691

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 
Győr (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 Győr 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 

1  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.

Róbert Oláh P.

The earliest processus of the Diocese of Székesfehérvár (1777)1

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. Ignác Nagy 
de Séllye (1777-1789) was appointed first Bishop of the recently created Diocese of 
Székesfehérvár (Albaregalen.) in 1777. 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; Székesfehérvár 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 
13th century on) full passive exemptio. 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 Székesfehérvár have inherited the rights of the medieval provostship. 
In accordance with the monarch’s request, the consistory of November 12th, 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 Ignác Nagy, Provost of Kaposfő and Cantor Canon (canonicus cantor) 
of Veszprém, as the first bishop (1777–1789). In his bull starting Cunctis ubique of June 
17th, 1777 (known in Hungarian law as bulla confirmatoria), Pope Pius VI. 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 

1  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-
fehérvár 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 Sukoró, Pákozd, Etyek, Gyúró 
and Sóskút, whose goods belonged in most part to the collegiate chapter of Székesfe-
hérvár before the Ottoman occupation; after the liberation from Turkish rule, to the 
Jesuits of Komárom (until the order was dissolved). Part of today’s Sóskút (Barátháza) 
was also given to the chapter.

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

Tamás Tóth

Vilmos Fraknói’s research requests 
in the Vatican Apostolic Archives (1881–1885)1

The aim of the present paper is to analyse, and elaborate on, the requests of re-
search (between 1881 and 1885) by Vilmos Fraknói, 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 Fraknói, 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 Fraknói 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 Fraknói (1881-1885), found in the 
Prefectorial Archives of the Vatican Apostolic Archives, do meet these requirements. 

1  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. Fraknói, 
besides conducting negotiations on the organization of the work on Monumenta 
Vaticana, succeeded in starting his exploration in the Vatican Secret Archives after 
May 26th, 1881. This is proved by his requests: in his request dated May 15th, Fraknói 
– 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’s and the 1520’s in the volumes of Nunziatura della 
Germania and Litterae Principium, as well as in the letters of Cardinal Campeggio and 
Pope Clement VII. Fraknói requested an extension of his permit on June 6th, 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, Fraknói’s work, who 
did pioneering work to establishing the ever-important pillars underlying the relations 
between the Holy See and Hungarian scientists.

Katalin Nagy

“This is but pure Hungarian madness” 
Sources on the aftermaths of the bull ‘Christifideles graeci’1

The creation of the Diocese of Hajdúdorog 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 Christifideles 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 Christifideles 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, Miklós Dudás, 
Bishop of Hajdúdorog, proposed a re-transfer of the parishes that had been categorized 

1  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 Christifideles 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”.

Tamás Véghseő

The negotiations between József Grősz, Archbishop of Kalocsa-Bács, 
with Alvary Gascoigne, British Envoy to Budapest, in 19451

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 József Grősz, Arch-
bishop of Kalocsa-Bács (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 28th and July 23rd, 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.

1  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 Grősz did accept. That is 
how Grősz’s report (dated September 2nd, 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. 

György Sági

Vince Tomek, Piarist General, Advisor and Chronicler 
of Vatican Diplomacy1

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 József 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 16th, 
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 26th and August 16th, 
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 

1  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 90 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 Kálmán 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. 

Balázs Rétfalvi

Translated by László Kristó
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