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THE MATTER of pontifical tithes is
hardly a novel one, as over the past de-
cade our historiography has seen the
publication of various texts dealing
with this typically ecclesiastical type of
contribution, but only in a tangential
manner. This register has been ana-
lyzed in the context of certain anthro-
ponymic analyses or in an attempt to
outline the geographic limits of the
Latin Church in medieval Transyl-
vania.! The economic dimension has
been disregarded in these analyses,
which focused on the tithe register
covering six years (1332-1337) drawn
up by the envoys of Pope John XXII,
the tax collectors Jacobus Berengarii
and Raimundus de Bonofato.?
Consequently, the present article
provides a historical-economicanalysis
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of the tithe register drawn up by the aforementioned papal tax collectors, for
at least two reasons: firstly, it has never been analyzed in order to determine
the main rationale behind the register, which was economic in nature; second-
ly, because this register is structurally more complex than the other registers
drawn up by the tax collectors active in the Kingdom of Hungary prior to
1331.2

We provide an inventory of parishes* and an estimate of the overall financial
situation at the level of their archdeaconry, in order to see what were, through-
out the whole of Transylvania, the tithes paid by the clergymen of the Bishopric
of Transylvania to the Apostolic Chamber of Avignon, between 1332 and 1337.

In what concerns the general context, it should be said that generally such
registers were not drawn up only in the Kingdom of Hungary, but also in Po-
land,> Bohemia, Aragon, France, etc., that is, in the European kingdoms of
the Societas Christiana.® The papal tithe registers could be deemed as belonging
to the “historical-economic heritage,” because they were drawn up for fiscal
purposes by the Holy See, hosted throughout the 14™ century by the city of
Avignon, or indeed by its Apostolic Chamber, a fundamental component of the
pontifical executive apparatus, defined as a “government” by historian Paolo
Prodi,” in order to keep a precise record of the tithes® collected the kingdoms of
Christianitas.

The legal framework for the collection of tithes was created by the papal deci-
sions adopted during the General Council of Vienne of 1311-1312, chaired by
Pope Clement V (1305-1314). However, in the Kingdom of Hungary (which
also included Transylvania) the actual collection of the tithe began decades after
the adoption of the canons at the Council of Vienne, more precisely during the
pontificate of John XXII (1316-1334), who was one of the most effective Avi-
gnon popes.

In the 1320s, the disagreements between the Holy See and the Holy Roman
Empire, represented by Pope John XXII and the German King Louis IV (1314-
1347)—Holy Roman Emperor from 1328—intensified and even went through
some acute stages. The conflict stemmed from the pope’s refusal to acknowledge
the imperial title of Louis of Bavaria. A representative of the spiritual power, the
pope also exercised temporal power at several levels, but to a lesser extent than
the all-powerful Innocent III (1198-1216), considered to have been the most
powerful pope of the Middle Ages.” This military conflict between Pope John
XXII and King Louis IV was draining the coffers of both parties involved. Apart
from this conflict, the Holy See represented by Pope John XXII was involved in
a grandiose project that demanded completion: the building of the new papal
palace at Avignon.'® Such expenditures demanded a steady supply of funds.!!
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The amounts to be collected in the kingdom led by Charles Robert of Anjou
(1301-1342) were inferior to the ones coming from the Western kingdoms,
because the local Church in Hungary was less aftluent. Still, the money provided
by the Angevin Kingdom of Hungary could ensure a steady financial supply for
the Apostolic Chamber.'? These may have been the reasons why tithes had to
be collected in the Kingdom of Hungary, between 1332 and 1337, two decades
after the adoption of the canons regulating the procedure. The official reason,
however, was the well-known one: the crusade.?

The episode involving the two aforementioned tax collectors, operating in
the Kingdom of Hungary between 1331 and 1337, was atypical in the sense
that it did not follow the conventional model of papal tax collection in this
region. Its extraordinary character also had to do with the dubious attitude of
the tax collectors towards the papal desiderata, which they met with difficulty,
also because of the direct or indirect influence exerted by the local protagonists
(spiritual or temporal). Even if they were somewhat obstructed in the collection
of the tithes,'* an action that generated the register investigated by us, the two
tax collectors brought a positive contribution to the centralizing policy of the
Holy See.

The documents that touch upon the tithe register can be found in certain
collections of sources, such as: Documente privind istorvia Romainiei, Veacul X1V,
C, Transilvanin, vol. 111 (1331-1340)"%; Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, Sevies
1, Tom. I. Rationes collectorum Pontificiarum. Papai tizedszeddk szamaddsar 1281
1375,'% and Jako Zsigmond, Erdelyi okmdanytar, vol. 11 (1301-1339) .7

Monumenta Vaticana Hungarine is the most compact of the three aforemen-
tioned collections of sources, especially from a compositional point of view, as it
records the tithes collected in eleven Hungarian bishoprics (Diocesis Waradiensis,
Transsilvana, Chanadiensis, Zoygrabiensis, Bosnensis, Colocensis, Strigoniensis, Va-
ciensis, Quinqueecclesiensis, Agriensis, Wesprimiensis).

According to the papal tithe register, at that time the Bishopric of Transylva-
nia (Ecclesin Transsilvana) included thirteen subunits: archidyaconatu Albensi—
Alba, a. de Thorda—Turda, Ozd, a. Hunodiensi—Hunedoara, Cojocna (Kolozs),
sometimes Cluj (Kolozsvar), a. de Keukellev—Tarnava (Kiikiillo), Tylegd, a. de
Doboka—Dibaca, Szolnok, a. de Karazna—Crasna (Kraszna), a. de Ugacha—
Ugocsa, a. de Kyzdi—Kézdi, and a. de Zothmar—Satmar (Szatmadr, Satu Mare).'®

When compiling the fiscal record, the tax collectors did their best to follow
the structure of the archdeaconries belonging to the Bishopric of Transylvania.
This is particularly obvious in the first year of their mission, when a significant
amount was collected. Maybe this came as a consequence of the impetus given
to the action by John XXII who, in keeping with the traditional pontifical pow-
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er, could resort to one of the harshest punishments against those who refused to
pay the tithe—excommunication.*

The amounts paid varied in quantity and also in what concerned the type
of currency used: banalis, denarius, ferto argenti, flovenus, grossus, kuntinus, locto,
marca, pensa, pondus, sectinus etc., all of different denominations.

The purpose of the present article is to identify as accurately as possible the
amounts collected in tithe from the Transylvanian archdeaconries, which re-
quires an approximation of the types of currency employed. Consequently, the
tinal amounts shall be expressed in silver marks according to the Buda standard
(marca argents).*

The entries concerning the taxes collected in the first year (Table 1) are more
complex than those of the following years. The archdeaconry of Turda®! opens
the list of those who paid the first installment for the first year of tax collect-
ing, followed by those of Alba,** Ozd, the deaneries of Sebes (Szaszsebes) and
Origtie (Szaszvdros) (belonging to the archdeaconry of Alba), then the arch-
deaconries of Hunedoara, Cojocna, the deanery of Spring, the archdeaconries
of Tarnava and Tylegd, the deanery of Bistrita (Beszterce) (belonging to the
archdeaconry of Dabaca), and then the archdeaconry of Szolnok.?* There is no
particular logic to this succession, and quite possibly the entries were made as
the money was handed over to the tax collectors. The same holds true for the
second installment.?*

It we compare the lists of parishes in the Transylvanian archdeaconries for
the first and the second installment of the first year (1332), we see a significant
fluctuation. For instance, in the case of the archdeaconry of Szolnok, only one
parish is listed as having paid the first installment of the tithe, while the second
installment was paid by 16 parishes. However, this second figure cannot be
deemed to precisely indicate the number of parishes belonging at that time to
the archdeaconry of Szolnok.

The main purpose of the tithe registers was to keep a record of the amounts
paid by the parishes of the Transylvanian archdeaconries to the Apostolic Cham-
ber. The precise number of these parishes was of secondary importance. Con-
sequently, the number of contributing parishes listed in the register could not
have been the total number of parishes belonging to the 13 archdeaconries,” as
an archdeaconry could not have consisted of a single parish, as was the case with
the archdeaconry of Crasna, or eight parishes, as in the case of the archdeaconry
of Hunedoara.
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TABLE 1. PARISHES AND TITHES IDENTIFIED
FOR THE YEAR OF PAYMENT 1332 (FIRST YEAR)

Number  Amounts identified Weight Equivalent of marks
Archdeaconry of identified (in Budassilver  of identified marks in kilograms

parishes marks) ) of silver
Turda 32 4.7 1,153.9 1.15
Alba 97 32.1 7,881.5 7.88
Ozd 43 8.2 2,025.6 2.02
Hunedoara 8 1.9 466.5 0.46
Cojocna 20 5.3 1,301.3 1.30
Tarnava 36 4.3 1,055.7 1.05
Tylegd 40 2.2 540.1 0.54
Ddbaca 40 9.6 2,369.3 2.36
Szolnok 16 1.4 356.0 0.35
Crasna 1 0.1 39.2 0.04
Kézdi 17 0.8 196.4 0.19
Satu Mare 24 1.8 441.9 0.44
Ugocsa 14 3.1 761.1 0.76
Tora for 13 388 75.7 18,586.6 18.58
archdeaconries
TortaL for Bishopric 45.7 11,232.9 11.23
Chapter
TOTAL GENERAL 121.5 29,831.8 29.83

SOURCES: DIR, C. Transilvania, XIV, vol. 111 (1331-1340), doc. 56, pp. 122-157; mvr, 1, 1, doc.
3, pp. 91-98.

Beyond the discrepancies mentioned above in connection to the structure of the
Transylvanian archdeaconries, Table 1 shows that the largest archdeaconry of
the Bishopric of Transylvania was that of Alba, a size that was commensurate
with the financial might of this diocesan subunit. Alba was followed by Ozd and
Dabaca, both significantly wealthy judging by the number of parishes listed in
the papal register. The archdeaconries of Turda, Tarnava, and Tylegd?® consti-
tuted a third tier in the hierarchy based on the number of parishes. The other
archdeaconries were relatively equal, the records kept by Jacobus Berengarii and
Raimundus de Bonofato showing no significant difference between the number
of parishes and their financial situation.

Consequently, on the basis of the tithe register, for the first year of tax col-
lecting (1332) we could identity, in structural terms, 388 parishes, and a total
paid amount of 121.5 marks (approx. 30 kg of silver).

For the second year of tax collecting (Table 2), we see a decrease in the amounts
paid in tithe as well as in the number of identified parishes. Even if in some arch-
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deaconries we see an increase in the number of parishes identified for the second
year, this increase does not translate into an increase in the amounts collected.
On the contrary, in the concrete case of the archdeaconry of Tylegd,” from 40
parishes in the first year we move to 60 in the second year, but the total amount
paid by these parishes is much lower than that of the previous year. We believe
this was also caused by the more modest economic situation of the parishes be-
longing to the archdeaconry of Tylegd. Additional factors may also have been re-
sponsible for this, especially the local temporal ones such as the voivode of Tran-
sylvania, who could have somehow caused a decrease in the amounts collected.

There is no concrete evidence to substantiate such a claim, but it remains a
possibility, considering that Pope John XXII had to repeat his request that the
local temporal leaders lend their support to his two tax collectors. The Holy See
was trying to mobilize not just the spiritual factors, but also the temporal ones.?*
The papal exhortations were reiterated on several occasions, suggesting that the
local response to the requests of the Holy See had not been the expected one.?’

TABLE 2. PARISHES AND TITHES IDENTIFIED
FOR THE YEAR OF PAYMENT 1333 (SECOND YEAR)

Number Amounts identified Weight of Equivalent of
Archdeaconry of identified  (in Buda silver  identified marks marks in kilograms

parishes marks) (g of silver
Turda 17 1.60 405.1 0.40
Alba 54 5.50 1,350.4 1.35
Ozd 45 4.10 1,018.9 1.01
Hunedoara 1 0.10 24.5 0.02
Cojocna 27 6.30 1,546.8 1.54
Tarnava 1 0.08 19.6 0.02
Tylegd 60 1.10 282.3 0.28
Dabaca 24 1.90 466.5 0.46
Szolnok 17 1.80 441.9 0.44
Kézdi 10 0.07 17.1 0.01
Satu Mare 17 1.10 270.0 0.27
ToraL for 11
archdeaconries (Crasna 273 23.70 5,819.0 5.81
and Ugocsa are missing)
TortaL for Bishopric 14.90 3,658.3 365
Chapter
TOTAL GENERAL 38.60 9,477 .4 9.47

SOURCES: DIR, C. Transilvanin, X1V, vol. 111 (1331-1340), doc. 56, pp. 159-173; ko, 11 (1301-
1339), doc. 1061, p. 385.
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According to Table 2, for the second year of tax collecting (1333) we identi-
tied approximately 273 parishes belonging to 11 Transylvanian archdeaconries,
which paid a tithe of approximately 23.7 silver marks. If we add the amounts
paid by the chapter of the bishopric (14.9 marks) we come to a total of 38.6
marks (9.47 kg of silver). There are considerable differences between the first
and the second year of tithe collecting: for the second year, the number of listed
parishes decreases by 115, and the total collected amount goes down by 83
marks, the equivalent of 20.5 kg of silver. It is therefore possible that the local
temporal factors played a negative role in the collection of the tithe in the Bish-
opric of Transylvania.

The situation becomes much more complicated in the third year of collection
(Regestrum solutionis decimarum tertis anni in vigilia omnium sactorum Anno Do-
mini MCCCXXXIV),* and there is no possibility to make a distinction between
archdeaconries, because those who paid the tithe are listed in a continuing man-
ner, regardless of the administrative limits of the Transylvanian episcopal units
to which they belonged. In other words, the entries are limited to the names of
the contributors and the amounts paid. In fact, this must have been the most im-
portant element for the Apostolic Chamber, which compiled the fiscal records:
the amounts paid.

The register then lumps together the amounts collected in several archdea-
conries such as Ddbaca,* Turda, Cojocna, Ugocsa, Alba, Satu Mare, Ozd, Szol-
nok, Tarnava, where the 45 identified parishes paid to the sub-collectors the
equivalent of 7.3 marks. This once again shows the unsystematic nature of their
record-keeping, especially for the third year, when 46 parishes belonging to sev-
eral archdeaconries paid nearly 11 silver marks. The same inconsistency applies
to the third case, when an equal number of parishes paid the equivalent of more
than 10 silver marks, in assorted currencies.

The total amount identified for the first semester of the third year of collect-
ing stands at 102.2 silver marks,* 186 parishes being listed for this semester.

We believed that the somewhat chaotic record-keeping is also caused by the
context, as this (1334) was the year when Raimundus de Bonofato, who coor-
dinated the collection of taxes in the western part of the Kingdom of Hungary,
passed away. This might have stirred in Jacobus Berengarii the desire to assume
tull responsibility for the collection tithes throughout the entire Kingdom of
Hungary.

The inconsistent record-keeping seen in the tithe register for the Bishopric of
Transylvania and in other cases as well could also have been caused by the hasti-
ness of those who compiled the fiscal record under the coordination of Jacobus
Berengarii, whom the Holy See suspected of fraud. Fraud could also have been
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the reason why the register for the first semester of 1334 was drawn up in such
a superficial manner.

one who had passed away. The quick measures taken by the Curia in
the matter of tithe collecting had a beneficial influence upon the entries
concerning the second semester of 1334.3

We identified more than 360 parishes which, in the second semester of the
year 1334, paid approximately 51 silver marks, the same amount as in the first
semester, even if in the first semester there had been considerably fewer parishes.
In the second semester of that year, the Chapter paid 42 marks, 9 marks less
than in the first payment. The amount identified for the second semester of the
third year stands at 93 marks, and the total identifiable for the year 1334 is of
195.2 marks® (47.9 kg of silver).

The entries for the fourth year (1335) begin with the amount paid by the
members of the Chapter, namely, 33 marks. Our recalculation, however, led to
an identifiable amount of only 23 marks, the missing 10 marks having to do
with the numerous gaps in the text.?®

The gaps make it difficult to determine the number of parishes and the
amounts paid. Nevertheless, according to the calculations, for the year 1335 we
could identify approximately 200 parishes. For the aforementioned reasons, the
tithe collected in the fourth year reaches nearly 119 marks: 25.5 marks paid by
the parishes + 33 marks paid by the Chapter = 58.5 marks, to which we add the
60.5 marks brought in by the sub-collectors, for a grand total of 118.8 marks
(29.1 kg of silver).

In the fifth and last year of collecting (1336),% the entries end abruptly after
the unsystematic listing of only 24 parishes belonging to several archdeaconries.
The tithes paid by the 24 parishes in question amounted to nearly 9 marks (8.7
marks = 2.1 kg of silver).

The tithe register for the Bishopric of Transylvania, drawn up under the
supervision of head collector Jacobus Berengarii, ends with the entries concern-
ing the amounts paid by the parishes of the Sibiu Prepositure®” which, from an
institutional point of view, had no obligations to the Bishopric of Transylvania
and which, since the creation of the Saxon Prepositure (1191), had been directly
subordinated to Rome, or indeed to the Holy See. They may have been included
in this register because, geographically speaking, the Saxon Prepositure was lo-
cated in Transylvania, and the tithe register included entries concerning this
region. The fiscal records indicate that in the 1330s the Sibiu Prepositure had 27
parishes, which paid 4.3 marks to the collectors (1 kg of silver).

P ope JonN XXII sent another collector, Jacobus de Lingris, to replace the
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According to this source, the total amount collected in the region by the
envoys of Avignon (without the tithes paid by the holder of the diocesan see)
stood at 665.8 marks (163.5 kg of silver). If we deduct the 4.3 marks (1 kg
of silver) paid in tithe by the Sibiu Prepositure, then the 13 archdeaconries of
Transylvania paid 661.5 marks (162.4 kg of silver) to the Apostolic Chamber in
Avignon. The same register shows that over the five years the bishop of Transyl-
vania paid a tithe of 1170 marks (287.3 kg of silver).

If we put together the tithes paid by the archdeaconries and the local bishop,
it emerges that the total amount collected in Transylvania by Jacobus Berengarii,
during the five years in question, was of 1831.5 marks (449.7 kg of silver).

If we consider the amount indicated by the source, 661.5 marks (162.4 kg of
silver) as the total of the tithes paid by the 13 archdeaconries, then the 483 marks
(118.6 kg of silver) (Table 3) identified by us would amount to 73% of the total,
with a difference of 178.5 marks (43.8 kg of silver), meaning 27% of the total.
This difference of nearly 180 stems from the numerous gaps in the text.

The percentage is higher if we factor in the amount paid by the bishop of
Transylvania: 1,170 marks (287.3 kg). Thus: 661.5 marks (source text) + 1,170
marks = 1,831.5 marks (449.7 kg) = 100%; 483 marks (identified by us) +
1,170 marks = 1,653 marks (405.9 kg of silver) = 90.25%. In this case the
difference of 178.5 marks (43.8 kg) would only represent 9.75% of the total.

TABLE 3. PARISHES AND TITHES IDENTIFIED
FOR FIVE YEARS OF PAYMENT (1332-1336)

Year of Number  Amounts identified Weight Equivalent
of identified (in Budassilver  of identified marks of marks in kilograms

payment . .
parishes marks) (8 of silver

First year

(1332) 388 121.5 29,831.8 29.83

Second year

(1333) 273 38.6 9,477.4 9.47

Third year

(1334) 360 195.2 47,927.4 47.92

Fourth year

(1335) 200 118.8 29,168.9 29.16

Fifth year

(1336) 24 8.7 2,136.1 2.13

TOTAL FIVE YEARS 1,245 483.0 118,591.0 118.59

Sources: ko, II (1301-1339), doc. 1060-1154, pp. 385-418; pir, X1V, C, Transilvania, vol.
IIT (1331-1340), doc. 56, pp. 122-221.
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The amounts presented above (Table 3) are intended to provide, as much as
possible, a complete estimate of the amounts collected in tithe in the archdeacon-
ries belonging to the Bishopric of Transylvania between 1332 and 1336. In most
cases the amounts could be identified but, given the gaps present in various places
in the text, the identification rate stands at 90.25% if we also factor in the tithes
paid during the period in question by the bishop of Transylvania. Without the
1,170 marks paid by the local bishop, the identification rate goes down to 73%.

The 1,831.5 marks collected in the Bishopric of Transylvania between 1332
and 1337 account for 19.5% of the total amount collected in the Kingdom of
Hungary (9,385 marks® = 2,304.3 kg or 2.3 tons of silver). However, one
third of the total amount went to King Charles Robert of Anjou,* amounting
to 3,130 Buda marks (768 kg of silver), while the other two thirds were sent to
the Apostolic Chamber in Avignon (1,536 kg or 1.53 tons of silver).

The data presented here demonstrate that the system of papal tithes also
led to the institutional territorialization* of the parishes located on the eastern
tringes of Societas Christiana, more precisely, in Transylvania. This came to il-
lustrate the theory formulated by Pope Innocent III on the universal dominium
of the Latin Church, a theory that was also enacted in the canons adopted by the
Fourth Lateran Council of 1215 (Canons 53-54).

Q
(Translated by BOGDAN ALDEA)
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Abstract
Historical-Economic Aspects Pertaining to the Bishopric of Transylvania
as Reflected in the Pontifical Tithe Register (1332-1337)

The paper analyzes, from a historical-economic point of view, the tithe register (1332-1337)
compiled by tax collectors Jacobus Berengarii and Raimundus de Bonofato, envoys of Pope John
XXTI, for at least two reasons: firstly, it has never been analyzed in order to determine the main
rationale behind the register, which was economic in nature; secondly, because this register is
structurally more complex than the other registers drawn up by the tax collectors active in the
Kingdom of Hungary before 1331. We provide an inventory of parishes and an estimate of the
overall financial situation at the level of their archdeaconry, in order to see what were, throughout
the whole of Transylvania, the tithes paid by the clergymen of the Bishopric of Transylvania to the
Apostolic Chamber of Avignon, between 1332 and 1337. The amounts collected can be identi-
fied in most cases, but given the various gaps in the register the rate of identification stands at
90.25%, if we also factor in the amounts paid in tithe during the period in question by the bishop
of Transylvania. Without the 1,170 marks paid by the local bishop, the rate of identification of
the amounts paid decreases to 73%. The total amount collected by the Bishopric of Transylvania
between 1332 and 1337, calculated in Buda silver marks, stood at 1,831.5 marks (the equivalent
of roughly 450 kilograms of silver) and represented 19.5% of the total amount collected in the
Kingdom of Hungary (9,385 marks = 2.3 tons of silver). However, of the 9,385 marks, one third
went to King Charles Robert of Anjou, namely, 3,130 Buda marks (758 kilograms of silver),
while the other two thirds were sent to the Apostolic Chamber in Avignon (1,536 kg, or 1.53
tons of silver).
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