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This article aims to present 
diachronically the papal tithe 
collectors who were active in 
the Kingdom of Hungary 
(with implications on Tran-
sylvania) up until the middle 

th century.

THE SUBJECT of the Avignonese tithe 
collectors in the western European 
space is not new. In the historiography  
of the subject, perspectives are quite 
consistent as regards the functioning 
mechanisms of the Avignon papacy. 
This historical stage is discussed in a 
wide range of materials published in 
the specialized journals edited by vari-
ous Western historiographical schools.1

However, there are few writings in 
Romanian historiography2 that have 
addressed the Avignon period of the 
Holy See. This aspect extends to the 
papal tithe collectors, who are fairly 
well-known in our historiography. 
The motivation for choosing this sub-
ject rests on the absence, in Romanian 
historiography, of historical writings 
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reflecting the activity of the pontifical collectors in the aforementioned region. 
Therefore, this article aims to present diachronically the papal tithe collectors 
who were active in the Kingdom of Hungary (with implications on Transylva-
nia) up until the middle of the 14th century, in order to show how the Hungar-
ian Angevin monarchy was connected to the directives issued in Avignon.

At the beginning of the 14th century, the political context on the European 
scene was not favorable to the Holy See due to the deterioration of an essential 
factor that had coagulated the European kingdoms during the 12th–13th centu-
ries and had found its materialization in the Innocentine conception of plenitudo 
potestatis or “fullness of power.” This fullness of power meant that popes had 
absolute jurisdictional prerogatives in all matters pertaining to either the tem-
poral or the spiritual sphere. Nevertheless, at the beginning of the 14th century, 
by moving the capital of the Church from Rome to Avignon, the Holy See had 
limited its powers, irreversibly diminishing that plenitudo potestatis by passing 
“under the protection” of the French royalty.

“The papacy of Avignon” (1305–1378), as many define it negatively, this ex-
ile of the popes was substantially different from the era of pontifical hierocracy3 
that had dominated Europe from the late 12th century until the beginning of the 
14th century. Even if the Avignon popes had wished to pursue the universalist 
ideas of their predecessors, such as Innocent III (1198–1216) and Innocent IV 
(1243–1254), the main element that was taken over and continued in a “univer-
salist” sense was centralization.4 However, the Avignon popes5 carried out this 
centralization in an economic and fiscal, rather than in a political sense, as it had 
been the case in the previous centuries.

The Papal Curia in Avignon did not differ essentially from the Roman Curia. 
The same structural composition had been maintained, the Chancery and the 
Apostolic Camera6 being the most important departments thereof. The Apos-
tolic Camera represented the department of the Papal Curia that was responsible 
for the economic or fiscal centralization of the popes in Avignon. The Apostolic 
Camera was the pièce de résistance on which the holders of the Petrine seat relied 
in the 14th century. The duties of this institution included a series of tasks, of 
which the most representative were the maintenance of the Church’s patrimony 
and the management of the papal revenue. Since the 12th century, a prelate who 
was close to the pope had usually been appointed at the head of the Apostolic 
Camera: this was, as a rule, a cardinal from the Curia, known as the chamberlain 
or camerarius (camerarius domini papae).7

Regarding the office of camerarius during the Avignon period, it should be 
noted that this pontifical dignity was held by an archbishop or a bishop, not by 
a cardinal.8 During the stay of the Petrine seat in Avignon, seven camerlengos9 
succeeded at the head of the Apostolic Camera. It could be stated that for every 
pontificate, there was one camerlengo, which would have meant stability and 
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even efficiency for the Apostolic Camera, but this was not the case because dur-
ing the pontificate of Clement V (1305–1314), there were three holders of this 
office, so the balance between the number of Camera leaders and that of the 
holders of the Petrine See was not perfect.10

The camerlengo was assisted by a treasurer (thesaurarius) and a judge (audi-
tor). The Camera also included other clerics (clerici camerae), whose number 
was initially small; later, during the Avignon period, their number grew consid-
erably, also due to the improvement and increase in complexity of the system 
perfected by the successor of Clement V, Pope John XXII (1316–1334). Before 
detailing the streamlined system of Pope John XXII and the Transylvanian con-
sequences of the Avignonese policy, let us list the revenue sources of the Holy 
See during this century.

The most significant amounts for the Church were levied from the census11 
collection, as well as from the gathering of papal tithes, from the beneficial 
reserve and other church taxes (Peter’s Pence12—Denarii Sancti Petri, the con-
firmation fee for the bishops13—servitia communia, the fee for appointment to 
archiepiscopal functions14—pallium, or the tax on the first year’s profits15—an-
nates, etc.).

As regards the types of taxes listed above, the focus in our study will fall on 
papal tithes, specifically on their collection. Papal tithes represented a tenth of 
the annual revenues of the clergy and those fees were paid by the clerics to the 
Apostolic Camera via collectors. This is how the institution of the pontifical 
collector appeared. During this period, collectors were sent by the pope, usually 
from Avignon, with the mission to collect the papal tithes owed by the clergy 
from the European kingdoms.16 

In terms of the structure of the collector’s institution, the main collector sent 
from Avignon was assisted by sub-collectors. The latter were usually clerics from 
the local dioceses and their role was to help with the collection of tithes from 
the territory and then hand them over to the papal collector or collectors. Thus, 
one or more pontifical collectors were sent from the center to the European 
kingdoms where tithes were levied. They had a fairly extensive area of activity, 
which was nonetheless limited by the act of entrustment issued by the popes 
through the Papal Chancery. If the period of collection spanned six years, then 
two or more main collectors went to a single kingdom and divided the ter-
ritories among themselves to streamline the collection process. Each collector 
had sub-collectors. The collected taxes were then deposited in various Italian, 
especially Florentine, banks which transported the sums to the Papal Camera.

In most cases, the main reason for which pontifical tithes were collected re-
sided in the preparations made for a new crusade to aid the Holy Land.17 Still, 
there were also pontifical demands for local crusades, for instance, in support of 
Spain, a resolution adopted by Calixtus II at the Second Council of the Lateran 
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in 1123.18 Almost all the councils, especially the general ones, adopted such de-
cisions meant to assist the Christians in different parts of Europe and, above all, 
those in the Holy Land. If the situation demanded it, then the decima due to the 
Apostolic Camera doubled, and the time allocated to the collection halved so as 
to gather a larger amount in a relatively short time. Such a decision was reached 
by Pope Innocent III in the Fourth Council of the Lateran in 1215.19 The deci-
sion of Pope Innocent III was applicable in all the kingdoms of Societas Chris-
tiana, hence also in the Kingdom of Hungary, which included Transylvania.20

The need to collect tithes for the classical type of crusade could be further seen 
in the canons adopted at the subsequent general councils, Lyon I (1245) and Lyon 
II (1274), where no significant changes were made concerning the tithes, the ma-
jor purpose of the collections remaining the same—subsidium Terrae Sanctae. The 
laws adopted there were also applicable in the Kingdom of Hungary where, in 
1275, Pope Gregory X (1271–1276) had mandated Gerardus of Mutina, a scriptor 
and subdeacon, with a mission to collect tithes for six years. It appears that during 
the same period when Gerardus of Mutina went to the Kingdom of Hungary, 
there were twenty-seven other collectors in Societas Christiana.21 

T
HE DIFFERENCE between the action of collecting papal tithes in the King-
dom of Hungary coordinated by Gerardus of Mutina and that of the 
collectors before him is palpable, on rather solid grounds—in the sense 

that the register compiled by Gerardus of Mutina has been preserved.22 How-
ever, this register does not reflect the structure of the local Hungarian church, 
because the amounts were not recorded by diocese and, then, by archdeaconry. 
The merit of this register is that it reflects the total amounts collected in the 
Kingdom of Hungary.23

As regards the papal tithes collected in Hungary during this period in order 
to assist the Holy Land, we learn from a later source that these amounts were 
granted to the King of Sicily (Charles of Anjou, 1266–1285) to strengthen the 
defense of the monarchy he headed.24

Tracing the course followed by the tithe collectors in this region, we may 
note that the next pontifical collector, who was also the first during the Avignon 
era, was Cardinal Gentilis of Monteflore, legate de latere25 to the Kingdom of 
Hungary between 1307 and 1311. His mission to the Kingdom of Hungary 
took place on two levels: the first one was political and was aimed at the con-
solidation of Charles Robert of Anjou on the Hungarian throne. The second 
level was economic and entailed the fact that all the prelates in the kingdom, 
regardless of the office they held,26 were obliged to contribute to the legation 
costs during the period in which the legate de latere resided in the Kingdom of 
Hungary, this legate being entrusted with the mission to collect these amounts.
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It appears that only some of the pontifical desiderata were satisfied by Gentilis of 
Monteflore, the legate de latere, who was also a pontifical collector, especially those 
of a political nature. The economic aspect left a lot to be desired because, six years 
later, the Apostolic Camera “remembered” the outstanding amounts, and in 1317 
Pope John XXII mandated Rufinus of Civinio, Archdeacon of Tolna (archidiaconus 

) with a mission to collect those taxes.27

Rufinus of Civinio activated for three years, during which time he did his 
best to comply with the directives from Avignon. He had been a close collabora-
tor of the legate de latere Gentilis of Monteflore. From the tax records compiled 
under his direction, we can learn about the collected amounts. He had been 
sent to the Angevin Kingdom of Hungary with the intent to collect, for the 
Apostolic Camera, over 1,700 silver marks (marca argenti) measured accord-
ing to the weight in Buda, the equivalent of 417.4 kg of silver.28 However, the 
actual amount was much lower, less than 300 silver marks (73.6 kg of silver). 
The difference had been paid by the debtors to the former legate, but the depart-
ment responsible for the pontifical finances had not learned about this.29 Still, 
Rufinus of Civinio could not return to Avignon with a tiny amount, and to help 
increase the amount that was to be levied there came the so-called beneficiorum 
vacantium, or the beneficial reserve.30 In addition to the tithes, the beneficial 
reserve was yet another important source of income for the Holy See in the 
14th century. What should be noted from the activity of Rufinus of Civinio in 
Hungary (1317–1320) is that he fulfilled the desiderata and that his tax register, 
which has been preserved, includes data relating to the sums paid by a number 
of Hungarian clerics to the Papal Camera. This register comprises general nota-
tions, without giving us the possibility of ascertaining the amounts paid by the 
clergy in the Diocese of Transylvania.31

The next envoys sent by Pope John XXII were Jacobus Berengarii32 and 
Raimundus of Bonofato. Their letter of entrustment was issued by the Pontifi-
cal Chancery in March 1331,33 two decades after the adoption of the canons of 
Vienne (1311–1312), where the collection of new tithes had been enacted by 
pontifical decree. This delay in the enforcement of the conciliar decisions in the 
Hungarian territories was not singular.34

The document issued by John XXII stated that the pontiff had dispatched 
Jacobus Berengarii and Raimundus of Bonofato to the Kingdom of Hungary 
to collect the six-year tithes owed by the Hungarian clergy. However, the most 
important element in this letter is the fact that the pope granted the two legates 
papal prerogatives in order that they might make their mission more efficient 
(“under the letter herein, we grant you and each of you full power so that you 
may also grant, under our power, the benefaction of absolution, after the cus-
tom of the Church, both to the prelates of churches and to other clergymen, lay-
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men or monks, from the said country, who are bound by malediction or other 
churchly castigations...”).35

In addition to the letter of entrustment given to the two collectors,36 the Pon-
tifical Chancery issued, on the same day, several other documents whereby John 
XXII addressed himself to the Hungarian clergy, urging them to pay the tithe.

During this period, the European political scene was animated by disagree-
ments between Pope John XXII and the German King Louis IV (1314–1347), 
a Roman-German Emperor since 1328, on account of the fact that the latter 
was not recognized by the holder of the Petrine throne. These struggles, involv-
ing different factions, had depleted the financial resources both of the German 
royalty and of the Apostolic Camera. To these was added a personal “battle” 
of the same pope against his own will, as concerns the building of the sump-
tuous pontifical residence in Avignon.37 These aspects required a continuous 
replenishment of the financial reserves.38 Thus, the amounts that were to be 
collected from the kingdom led by Charles Robert of Anjou (1301–1342) could 
not compare with those “contributed” by the western kingdoms, because the 
local Hungarian church was not as rich. Still, the money coming from Hungary 
could ensure the continuity of the financial supply to the Apostolic Camera. 
These may also have been, in our opinion, the possible reasons for the collection 
of tithes from the Angevin Kingdom of Hungary between 1332 and 1337, even 
though the official, well-known reason referred to the crusade.

The pope’s insistence began to show results, because substantial collections 
were made in the entire Kingdom of Hungary, including Transylvania, during the 
same year. All this information results from the tax records that were compiled by 
the two collectors and that have been preserved, in one form or another.39

Charles Robert of Anjou did not remain indifferent to this extensive action 
aimed at the collection of significant amounts in the kingdom he ruled, espe-
cially in a century when the centripetal forces of the Holy See were no longer so 
strong.40 Concrete examples of royal disagreement with the pontifical policies had 
come from France itself, where King Philip IV, called the Fair (1285–1314),41 
had opposed the hierocratic policy of Pope Boniface VIII (1294–1303), and, at 
a later date, from the Roman-German Empire, where King Louis of Bavaria had 
often criticized John XXII. Thus, Charles Robert of Anjou could not have had 
great confidence in the two envoys from Avignon.

The correspondence between the collectors and the pope had the desired effect, 
because John XXII requested the Hungarian king to support42 the two members 
of the pontifical administration; the latter may have sent the pope information 
confirming the distrust of the Hungarian royalty towards the Apostolic Camera.43

The disagreement or, rather, the anxiety caused by the removal of large amounts 
from the kingdom was also experienced at the level of the local administration, 
not only at that of the king. Pope John XXII was forced to reiterate his request for 
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support to the two collectors, addressing it this time to the local temporal lead-
ers. The Holy See left no room for doubt and attempted to mobilize not only the 
spiritual factors, but also the temporal ones through the appeal he made both to 
the king and to the Voivode of Transylvania, Thomas, and then to the Comes of 
Satu Mare, Paul. The pontifical exhortations were repeated several times.

In order to alleviate the situation or to prove its good intentions to King 
Charles Robert of Anjou, Avignon ceded to the latter, at the request of the roy-
alty, one third of the amounts collected as papal tithes.44 This action pacified, to 
some extent, the clergy of the kingdom and the king. Later, the pope thanked 
them for their support.45

In the third year of the collection (1334), Raimundus of Bonofato passed 
away in Esztergom. He had coordinated, from the archiepiscopal residence, the 
collection of tithes in the western parts of the Kingdom of Hungary.46 The other 
pontifical collector, Jacobus Berengarii, had acted from Kalocsa, the archdio-
cese47 to which the Diocese of Transylvania was subordinated.

John XXII sent a replacement for the deceased collector. Jacobus of Lingris 
was appointed to replace Raimundus of Bonofato. The pope died that same year 
and the new holder of the Petrine throne, Benedict XII (1334–1342) confirmed 
Jacobus of Lingris as collector in Hungary in 1335.48

Things were not so efficient in the collecting process even though the collec-
tors had been granted pontifical prerogatives, so Benedict XII recalled Jacobus 
Berengarii to Avignon. The decision to recall the latter was linked to the sus-
picions of the Apostolic Camera concerning the embezzlement of the amounts 
previously collected. It appears that the pope’s initiative was not well received by 
the collector, who was in no rush to return to Avignon.

Seeing that the collectors’ mechanism did not operate at the required pa-
rameters, the Papal Curia deemed it necessary to supplement their number in 
the Kingdom of Hungary. This supplementation of the collectors’ number was 
meant to ensure a rearguard, not for security, but for proper control purposes. 
Galhardus of Carceribus49 had to verify the information that had incriminated 
Jacobus Berengarii. Hardly had Galhardus of Carceribus left the Polish territo-
ries where he had been active prior to being sent to the Hungarian monarchy, 
when Benedict XII supplemented the papal forces by another collector, in the 
person of Petrus Gervasii.50

This addition to the number of collectors was made in last year of the col-
lection, 1337, when the six-year period prescribed by the canons adopted at 
Vienne, in 1312, was supposed to come to an end. At this time, there were 
four tithe collectors on the territory of the Kingdom of Hungary. The first 
two, Jacobus Berengarii and Jacobus of Lingris had been replaced and, there-
fore, removed from office by Galhardus of Carceribus and Petrus Gervasii. The 
dismissal51 of the former two had come amid their non-compliance with the 
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papal orders, which had enjoined that the money collected in Hungary should 
be sent to the Venice branch of Acciaiuoli Bank.52 Although the former collec-
tors had been removed from office and recalled to Avignon to account for their 
inadequate activity, they did not present themselves before Benedict XII. Their 
gesture confirmed to the Apostolic Camera that its assumptions related to their 
fraud were probably true.

There is no way of knowing whether the Hungarian Crown had anything to 
do with this indefinite extension of the delivery of the tithes and their removal 
from the kingdom, but we can assume that Charles Robert of Anjou was far 
from thrilled to receive the two new collectors.

The traitors to the pontiff appear to have been in Pécs when the new col-
lectors arrived. The king may or may not have had a direct link with the fact 
that the former collectors, who had been sent by the Holy See, did not respond  
affirmatively to the directives coming from Avignon. By the time Jacobus of  
Lingris died in 1339, Jacobus Berengarii had still not yielded the tithes, nor had 
he “surrendered” to the pope. Little is known about the fate of Jacobus Berenga-
rii after 1340. Still, through Petrus Gervasii,53 the final report eventually reached 
the pope, one year later, together with the register of tithes compiled by Jacobus 
Berengarii. The action of papal tithe collection trudgingly came to an end in the 
Kingdom of Hungary in 1341, four years after the expected date. According to 
the register of tithes, over a five year period (1332–1336), there were collected, 
in the Diocese of Transylvania, around 1,832 silver marks measured according to 
the weight in Buda (449.7 kg of silver). Of these, 661.5 marks (162.4 kg of sil-
ver) had been paid by the archdeaconries and the remaining 1,170 marks (287.3 
kg of silver) had been paid by the holder of the Transylvanian diocesan see.54

The collections made by Jacobus Berengarii and the other legates sent from 
Avignon from the middle of the 14th century onwards did not end the series 
of financial actions that were beneficial to the Apostolic Camera: there were 
also other tithe collection actions in Hungary during that century. However, 
our study stops at the end of Jacobus Berengarii’s activity in the Kingdom of 
Hungary and highlights the fact that his mission did not fall within the classical 
patterns of the pontifical collection institution in this region. 

T
HEREFORE, THE process of papal tithe collection, enacted through concili-
ar decrees issued both during the 12th–13th centuries and in the 14th cen-
tury, was a complex action that envisaged the collection of the amounts 

owed to the Apostolic Camera by the clergy of Societas Christiana. The general 
reason was the crusade, an action that most often failed to materialize, even 
though the amounts envisaged for it were also collected as tithes. These collec-
tions were conducted both in the 13th and in the 14th centuries, extending, every 
time, to the Kingdom of Hungary and, implicitly, to Transylvania as well. The 



TRANSSILVANICA • 63

difference was that in the era of hierocracy,55 the Holy See’s centripetal force had 
left no room for interpretation for the papal envoys, whereas in the 14th century, 
the wishes of “the papacy from Avignon”56 were not always respected by the 
collectors themselves, who should have acted in the interest of the Apostolic 
Camera, even though this was also due to the direct or indirect influence exerted 
by the local factors involved.

(Translated by CARMEN-VERONICA BORBÉLY)
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Abstract
The Avignonese Tithe Collectors and Transylvania  
(Up Until the Middle of the 14th Century)

This article aims to present diachronically the papal tithe collectors who were active in the King-
dom of Hungary (with implications on Transylvania) up until the middle of the 14th century, 
in order to show how the Hungarian Angevin monarchy was connected to the directives issued 
in Avignon. The process of papal tithe collection, enacted through conciliar decrees issued both 
during the 12th –13th centuries and in the 14th century, was a complex action that envisaged the 
collection of the amounts owed to the Apostolic Camera by the clergy of Societas Christiana. The 
general reason was the crusade, an action that most often failed to materialize, even though the 
amounts envisaged for it were also collected as tithes. These collections were conducted both in 
the 13th and in the 14th centuries, extending, every time, to the Kingdom of Hungary and, implic-
itly, to Transylvania as well. 
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Avignon papacy, tithe collectors, Apostolic Camera, Transylvania


