The Collections of Pontifical Tithes from the Diocese of Oradea
between 1332-1337"

Robert-Marius MIHALACHE, Phd.
Babes-Bolyai University, Cluj-Napoca

Pontifical tithes registers represent a part of the historical-economic patrimony,
if we may refer to them thus, above all because they were compiled for tax purposes so
that the Holy See, which was exiled in Avignon during the 14th century, and, in
particular, the Apostolic Camera, which was a key component of the pontifical
executive, defined as a “government” by the historian Paolo Prodi,* could keep a clear
evidence of the tithes paid by the kingdoms of Christianitas.

The exegesis undertaken on the pontifical finances in the Hungarian Kingdom?
included several studies that have addressed the tithes register compiled, for a six-year
period (1332-1337), by the envoys of Pope John XXII — the collectors Jacobus
Berengarii and Raimundus of Bonofato.® The economic aspect, however, has been
somewhat ignored, nor has it been analysed in detail. After analysing, from a
historical-economic aspect, the published sources that contain the tithes register,* this
research will attempt to draw up an applied inventory of the parishes and to correlate,
by addition, their financial strength in the archdeaconries from the Diocese of Oradea,
with a view to obtaining, in the end, a tableau of the situation at the local scale.

It is important to know that tithes registers were compiled generically, not just
for the Kingdom of Hungary, but also for those of Poland, Bohemia, Aragon, France,
etc., that is, for the kingdoms of Societas Christiana.”

The legal framework for tithes collection had been created under the pontifical
decrees adopted in the General Council of Vienne (1311-1312), led by Pope Clement
V (1305-1314).° Still, the action of collecting tithes, regulated at the council,
effectively started two decades after their adoption in plenary session, during the time
of Pope John XXII (1316-1334), who was one of the most efficient holders of the
Petrine See in the Avignon period of the Church.

In the third decade of the 14th century, the dissensions between the Holy See
and the Empire — represented by Pope John XXII and Louis IV (1314-1347), the
Roman-German Emperor as of 1328 — intensified, reaching even extremely tense
phases. The clashes between the two entities stemmed from the Church leader’s
gesture of refusing to recognise Louis of Bavaria’s legitimate position on the imperial
throne. The pope represented spiritual power, but also temporal power, in different
forms, albeit at a lower level compared to the pontifical plenipotence of Innocent Il
(1198-1216), considered to have been the most powerful pope of the hierocracy
period.” Thus, the armed conflicts between Pope John XXII and King Louis 1V
depleted financial resources, irrespective of which camp reference is made to. Besides
the aforementioned battles, the Holy See was engaged, through Pope John XXII, in a
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grandiose plan that demanded achievement — the building of the new pontifical palace
in Avignon.® These aspects required a continuous replenishment of the financial
reserves.? In this sense, the amounts that had to be collected from the kingdom ruled
by Charles Robert of Anjou (1301-1342) could not compare with those levied from the
western kingdoms, because the Hungarian Church was not as rich. Still, the money
that came from the Angevin Hungarian Kingdom could ensure the continuity of
financial supplies to the Apostolic Camera.'® These may also have been, in our
opinion, the possible reasons why tithes needed to be collected from the Hungarian
Kingdom, between 1332-1337, two decades later than the date of the adoption of the
canons that regulated this action. However, the official reason for these collections was
the crusade.™

The episode involving the two above-mentioned collectors, present on the
territory of the Hungarian Kingdom between 1331-1337, was atypical because it did
not comply with the classical patterns of the pontifical collector institution in this
region. This out-of-the-ordinary situation was also due to the collectors’ distrustful
attitude towards the papal desiderata, which they reluctantly fulfilled, and also to the
direct or indirect influences of the local (spiritual or temporal) stakeholders.*?

However, the two envoys had a beneficial contribution to Avignon’s
centralizing policy, through their tithes collection action, which left behind the register
that represents the object of the present investigation.

The area of activity of the two collectors from Avignon was quite wide-ranging.
They divided between them the number of Hungarian dioceses in order to streamline
the collections. Thus, Raimundus of Bonofato resided at the archiepiscopal see of
Esztergom, whence he coordinated the collection of tithes in the western areas of the
Hungaltgian Kingdom,™ while Jacobus Berengarii acted from Kalocsa, in the eastern
areas.

The main collector (whether it was Jacobus Berengarii or Raimundus of
Bonofato) actually travelled once or twice to the territory, as most of the time he
resided in and coordinated the tithes levying process from the archiepiscopal residence
(Esztergom or Kalocsa). Moreover, each main collector had subcollectors, who were
concretely involved in collecting the tithes.

The tithes register coordinated by the two Avignon envoys was transcribed into
Latin and then translated into other languages. The publications that include the tax
records of the Diocese of Oradea are: Monumenta Vaticana Hungariae, Series I, Tom.
1. Rationes collectorum Pontificiarum. Papai tizedszedok szamadasai 1281-1375
(MVH, I, D® and, for the Romanian historiography, Documente privind istoria
Romaniei (DIR), year XIV, C, Transilvania, vol. 111 (1331-1340).° Monumenta
Vaticana Hungariae are the most compact from a compositional point of view,
because almost all the Hungarian dioceses are listed therein. All in all, the tithes
register compiled by the collectors Jacobus Berengarii and Raimundus of Bonofato,
over this period of six years (1332-1337), includes the records for the tithes levied
from eleven Hungarian dioceses: Diocesis Waradiensis, Transsilvana®’, Chanadiensis,
Zagrabiensis, Bosnensis, Colocensis, Strigoniensis, Vaciensis, Quinqueecclesiensis,
Agriensis, Wesprimiensis.

From a structural point of view, the Diocese of Oradea is the first on the list of
the dioceses included in the fiscal records drafted by the two collectors of the Avignon



papacy. This manner of notation did not respect the alphabetical order, but it is
possible that this order was adopted according to the number of years in which the
collections were made. Thus, the Diocese of Oradea was “entitled” to be the first in
this list, because the records concerning the tithes collections complied with the
number of years envisaged for this collection, as stipulated at the General Council of
Vienne, held between 1311-1312. Even if the canons adopted at Vienne demanded that
the records should cover a period of six years, this goal was met in very few cases.
Besides the Archdiocese of Kalocsa, the Diocese of Oradea was one of the few
dioceses from which tithes were collected for six years that make it possible to
undertake as comprehensive as possible an analysis of this phenomenon, by years and
archdeaconries.

According to the tithes register, in the 14th century, the Diocese of Oradea
(Civitatis et Diocesis Waradiensis) consisted of six archdeaconries: of Bihor
(Archidiaconatus Byhariensis), Bekes (Archidiaconatus de Bekes), Homorog
(Archidiaconatus de Humruk), Calata (Archidiaconatus de Kalata), Zeghalm
(Archidiaconatus Zeghalmiensis) and Coloser (Archidiaconatus de Kuluzer).

The first members of the clergy who were noted down in this register were
those from the town of Oradea (Civitatis Waradiensis). This set of fiscal evidence
contains plenty of gaps that complicate the decipherment of both the names of the
clergy and the parishes and, especially, of the amounts paid as tithes. Even so, the
“book of accounts” allows for an in-depth analysis that may reveal the amounts paid as
tithes by the clergy from the town of Oradea (Table 1).

Moreover, throughout the Diocese of Oradea, the tithes register includes the
fiscal records of the clergy who paid in Groschen (grossus). However, in order to
accomplish a cross-section analysis, it will be easier to convert the amounts paid in
Groschen (grossus) into silver marks (marca argenti) after the weight in Buda, and in
this case, the source itself assists us, as it indicates the fact that 1 silver mark was
equivalent to 66 Groschen.*®

Year of Identified sums Weight in The equivalent of
payment (calculated in silver grams of the the marks in
marks, after the weight in identified kilograms of silver
Buda) marks
1 44.6 marks 10,950.6 g 10.9 kg
2 47.8 marks 11,736.3 g 11.7 kg
3 8.2 marks 2,013.3¢g 2.01 kg
4 0 marks 0g 0 kg
5 11.8 marks 2,897.2¢g 2.89 kg
6 7.3 marks 1,792.3¢g 1.79 kg
Years Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 119.7 marks 29,389.9¢ 29.38 kg

Table 1. The situation of the tithes, identified for six years (1332-1337), paid by the clergy from the
town of Oradea (Civitatis Waradiensis).

According to table 1, based on a detailed analysis of the tithes register, the most
significant sums — over 40 silver marks — were paid during the first two years (1332-
1333).% The fourth year® of collections was the year in which no revenue was
recorded in the fiscal evidence, so no parish was registered. The amounts paid by the
clergy of Oradea as tithes, over the six-year period, are variable in size, because from



the 47.8 silver marks (equivalent to more than 11 kg of silver) paid for the second
year, which was the largest amount, the figures dropped sharply over the next year, to
only 8.2 marks (2 kg of silver). The difference between the second and the third years
was almost 40 marks or 9 kg of silver. The decrease was particularly acute in the
fourth year, when there was no collection registered. This does not mean that
collections were not made, but the amounts were not included in the fiscal evidence.
The total amount identified as the six-year tithes from the town of Oradea was close to
120 marks, after the weight in Buda (29.38 kg of silver).**

Of all episcopal subunits from Oradea, the Archdeaconry of Bihor (Table 2)
was the largest, both in terms of the number of parishes and, especially, of its
economic power.

Year of Number of Identified sums Weight in The equivalent of
payment identified parishes | (calculated in silver | grams of the the marks in
marks, after the identified kilograms of silver
weight in Buda) marks
1 81 parishes 12.1 marks 2,970.9¢ 2.9 kg
2 81 parishes 9.5 marks 2,3325¢ 2.3kg
3 84 parishes 16.6 marks 4,075.7 ¢ 4.07 kg
4 76 parishes 15.9 marks 3,903.9¢9 3.9kg
5 75 parishes 14.7 marks 3,609.2 g 3.6 kg
6 65 parishes 13.5 marks 3,314.6 g 3.3 kg
Years Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 462 parishes 82.3 marks 20,207.11 ¢ 20.2 kg

Table 2. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the
Archdeaconry of Bihor (Archidiaconatus Byhariensis).

Even though gaps are also present in the tax records drawn for the
Archdeaconry of Bihor, a cross-section analysis of the local situation has nonetheless
been achieved, concerning the parishes? that paid tithes to the papal collectors. For
instance, in the third year (1334),?® there was recorded the largest number of parishes —
84 parishes — that paid in Groschen the equivalent of 16.6 silver marks after the weight
in Buda, this being the largest amount. The marks collected weighed just over 4 kg of
silver. In contrast with these figures was the sixth year (1337),%* when the fewest
parishes were recorded — 65. They “contributed” to the Apostolic Camera with the
equivalent of 13.5 (3.3 kg of silver). Still, this amount was not the smallest, since
during the second year (1333) the equivalent of only 9.5 marks or 2.3 kg of silver had
been gathered from 81 parishes, the lowest amount throughout the six years of tithes
collection. The Archdeaconry of Bihor was the largest diocesan subunit also because,
for all the years, we have been able to identify 462 parishes, and the identifiable
amount rose to 82.3 marks, the equivalent of more than 20 kg of silver.

The next diocesan subunit from Oradea was Bekes (Table 3), where both the
parishes registered as tithes payers and the amounts paid decreased considerably not
only compared to the Archdeaconry of Bihor, but in general. Bekes was the weakest
archdeaconry in terms of its economic power, as recorded in the register of tithes.



Year of Number of Identified sums Weight in The equivalent of
payment identified (calculated in silver | grams of the the marks in
parishes marks, after the identified kilograms of
weight in Buda) marks silver
1 5 parishes 0.5 marks 122.7¢g 0.12 kg
2 1 parish 0.2 marks 49.1¢ 0.04 kg
3 1 parish 0.2 marks 49.1¢ 0.04 kg
4 1 parish 0.2 marks 49.1¢ 0.04 kg
5 1 parish 0.2 marks 49.1¢ 0.04 kg
6 4 parishes 0.5 marks 122.7¢g 0.12 kg
Years Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 13 parishes 1.8 marks 44199 0.44 kg

Table 3. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the
Archdeaconry of Bekes (Archidiaconatus de Bekes).

According to table 3, the total number of parishes identified in the
Archdeaconry of Bekes™ was 13, and there were some years when there was only one
parish recorded, while at other times there were as many as five parishes on record.
This did not mean that during that century, the Archdeaconry of Bekes consisted only
of five parishes, but that the collectors recorded only that many. The total amount
identified for this subunit of the Diocese of Oradea was a mere 1.8 marks (0.44 kg of
silver).

The next archdeaconry in Oradea included in the collectors’ fiscal evidence was
that of Homorog (Table 4). This archdeaconry seems to have been larger than the
previous one, but even so, in terms of both its number of parishes and its economic
power, it barely reached half of the average levels registered in the Archdeaconry of
Bihor. Thus, the largest number of parishes — 42 — was recorded in the very first year
(1332), while the smallest number — 37 parishes — was registered in the fifth® year of
these collections (1336). From the point of view of the tithes, over 8 marks (1.9 kg of
silver) were collected in the second year, which was the highest amount. In contrast
with these figures, in the fifth year of collections the tithes gathered amounted to only
6.5 marks, the equivalent of 1.5 kg of silver. The total of the parishes identified in the
Archdeaconry of Homorog was 238 and the figure reflecting the collected tithes
amounted to 43.8 marks (10.7 kg of silver).

Year of Number of Identified sums Weight in The equivalent of
payment identified (calculated in silver | grams of the the marks in
parishes marks, after the identified kilograms of
weight in Buda) marks silver
1 42 parishes 7.4 marks 1,816.9¢g 1.8 kg
2 40 parishes 8.1 marks 1,988.7 g 1.9kg
3 41 parishes 7.6 marks 1,866 g 1.8 kg
4 39 parishes 7.2 marks 1,767.8 g 1.7 kg
5 37 parishes 6.5 marks 1,595.9 g 1.5 kg
6 39 parishes 7 marks 1,718.7¢g 1.7 kg
Years Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 238 parishes 43.8 marks 10,754.2 g 10.7 kg

Table 4. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the

Archdeaconry of Homorog (Archidiaconatus de Humruk).




According to the register, compared with the Archdeaconry of Homorog, that of
Calata (Table 5) had only 1/3 of the number of parishes identified in the previous case,
I.e. a total of 73 parishes. The highest number of tithes paying parishes identified — 14
— corresponded to the last year (1337)%’, while the lowest numbers were recorded in
second and third years of collection, when there were only 11 parishes registered in the
fiscal evidence. The Archdeaconry of Calata represent 1/3 by comparison with that of
Homorog, not just in terms of the number of parishes identified, but also at the level of
tithes collection. The amount identified for the six years in the Archdeaconry of Calata
was 12.6 marks (3.09 kg of silver).

Year of Number of Identified sums Weight in The equivalent of
payment identified (calculated in silver | grams of the the marks in
parishes marks, after the identified kilograms of silver
weight in Buda) marks

1 13 parishes 1.9 marks 466.59 0.46 kg

2 11 parishes 1.9 marks 466.5 g 0.46 kg

3 11 parishes 2.1 marks 515.6 g 0.51 kg

4 12 parishes 2.3 marks 564.7 g 0.56 kg

5 12 parishes 2.2 marks 540.1¢9 0.54 kg

6 14 parishes 2.2 marks 540.1¢9 0.54 kg

Years Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 73 parishes 12.6 marks 3,093.6 g 3.09 kg

Table 5. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the
Archdeaconry of Célata (Archidiaconatus de Kalata).

The Archdeaconry of Zeghalm?®® (Table 6) was the fifth episcopal subunit in the
order of presentation. It was a modest archdeaconry in terms of its number of parishes,
as well as of the amounts it paid. The highest number of parishes registered in the
fiscal evidence occurred in the first and fifth years of collection, when 8 parishes were
identified. The fewest were in the second year, when only 3 parishes were noted down
in the register. All in all, during this six-year period of collection, 35 parishes were
identified in the Archdeaconry of Zeghalm. The economic force of this archdeaconry
rose to 3.9 marks (about 1 kg of silver).

Year of Number of Identified sums Weight in The
payment identified (calculated in silver grams of the equivalent
parishes marks, after the identified of the marks
weight in Buda) marks in kilograms
of silver
1 8 parishes 1 mark 24559 0.24 kg
2 3 parishes 0.4 marks 98.2¢ 0.09 kg
3 6 parishes 0.6 marks 147.3¢g 0.14 kg
4 6 parishes 0.8 marks 196.4 g 0.19 kg
5 8 parishes 0.7 marks 171.8 ¢ 0.17 kg
6 4 parishes 0.4 marks 98.2¢ 0.09 kg
Years Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 35 parishes 3.9 marks 957.5¢ 0.95 kg

Table 6. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the
Archdeaconry of Zeghalm (Archidiaconatus Zeghalmiensis).

The sixth and last archdeaconry was that of Coloser (Table 7).%° This diocesan
subunit was positioned in the upper half of this classification, if we consider the



number of parishes included in the tax records: a total of 205 parishes, identified for
the six years. Most of the parishes -39 — were identified for the second year (1333),
and the fewest — 30 parishes — were registered in the last year (1337). The economic
power of the Archdeaconry of Coloser was in third place, following the
Archdeaconries of Bihor and Homorog, with a total of 35.8 marks identified (8.7 kg of
silver) as tithes for the six years of collections.

Year of Number of Identified sums Weight in The equivalent of
payment identified (calculated in silver grams of the the marks in
parishes marks, after the identified kilograms of silver
weight in Buda) marks
1 34 parishes 5.7 marks 1,399.5¢g 1.39 kg
2 39 parishes 7.5 marks 1,841.4¢g 1.84 kg
3 34 parishes 6.2 marks 1,522.2 g 1.52 kg
4 35 parishes 6 marks 1,473.1¢g 1.47 kg
5 33 parishes 5.7 marks 1,399.5¢g 1.39 kg
6 30 parishes 4.7 marks 1,153.9 ¢ 1.15 kg
Years Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 205 parishes 35.8 marks 8,789.9¢9 8.7 kg

Table 7. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the
Archdeaconry of Coloser (Archidiaconatus de Kuluzer).

The chapter (Table 8) of the Diocese of Oradea® was the institution that
brought together the leaders of the archdeaconries and, thus, formed the core of the
local diocese, but that power was also reflected in the quantification of the tithes paid
by the chapter members. The third year of collection (1334) saw the highest amounts
reported, with over 80 marks (19.7 kg of silver). In contrast with this amount, in the
second year of collection there was no sum entered in the tax records. However, we
should not be led to believe that the tithes were not paid, but their notation was
omitted. In any case, the total identified amount paid as tithes by the members of the
chapter over the six years was 276.9 marks (67.9 kg silver), which was twice the total
sum paid by the prelates of the town of Oradea, included in the first table.

Year of Identified sums Weight in grams of | The equivalent of the
payment (calculated in silver the identified marks in kilograms of
marks, after the weight marks silver
in Buda)
1 24.8 marks 6,089.1 g 6.08 kg
2 0 marks 0g 0 kg
3 64.9 marks 15,934.8 g 15.9 kg
4 80.5 marks 19,765.1¢g 19.7 kg
5 59.9 marks 14,707.2 g 14.7 kg
6 46.8 marks 11,490.8 g 11.4 kg
Years Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 276.9 marks 67,987.2¢g 67.9 kg

Table 8. The tithes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the diocesan Chapter.

The Diocese of Oradea appears to have been the most comprehensively
registered diocese (Table 9), by comparison with the other dioceses included in the
tithes records for the years 1332-1337.%! In geographical terms, a total of over one
thousand parishes have been identified in the fiscal records about the Diocese of



Oradea, compiled under the direction of the Avignon collector Jacobus Berengarii.*
From an administrative point of view, the parishes were divided into six
archdeaconries. To the six existing archdeaconries were added the prelates from the
town of Oradea and the canons from the diocesan Chapter.

From another, historical-economic point of view, a total of around 577 marks
paid as tithes have been identified in this register (Table 9), but we should also note
the numerous gaps therein: had it not been for these gaps, the number of the identified
amounts and parishes would have been higher. Even so, the marks identified weighed
141.6 kg of silver, which was a significant sum at the time.

Collection | Name of the institution Identified sums Number of Weight in grams The
years (calculated in identified of the identified equivalent
silver marks, parishes marks of the marks
after the weight in kilograms
in Buda) of silver
6 years The clergy in the town of 119.7 marks - 29,389.9¢ 29.38 kg
Oradea

6 years Archdeaconry of Bihor 82.3 marks 462 parishes 20,207.11 ¢ 20.2 kg
6 years Archdeaconry of Bekes 1.8 marks 13 parishes 441.9¢g 0.44 kg
6 years Archdeaconry of 43.8 marks 238 parishes 10,754.2 g 10.7 kg

Homorog

6 years Archdeaconry of Calata 12.6 marks 73 parishes 3,093.6 g 3.09 kg

6 years Archdeaconry of Coloser 35.8 marks 205 parishes 8,789.9¢9 8.7 kg
6 years Archdeaconry of 3.9 marks 35 parishes 957.5¢ 0.95 kg

Zeghalm

6 years Diocesan Chapter 276.9 marks - 67,987.2 g 67.9 kg

Total: Total: Total: Total: Total: Total:
1332-1337 6 archdeaconries + 577 marks 1,026 parishes 141,621.31 g 141.6 kg

clergy from Oradea +
Diocesan Chapter

Table 9. The situation of the tithes and parishes, identified for a period of six years (1332-1337), in the
Diocese of Oradea (Civitatis et Diocesis Waradiensis).

The source indicates 806 marks (197.8 kg of silver), which represents the total
amount of the tithes paid by the clergy from the Diocese of Oradea (aside from the
bishop). Compared with this sum, the 577 marks (141.6 kg of silver) we have
identified represent 71.5% of the total, and the difference would be 229 marks (56.2 kg
silver), which would mean 29.5% of the total. This difference of 229 marks was due to
the multitude of gaps in the text.

The percentage is higher when we take into account the amount paid by the
Bishop of Oradea — 600 marks (147.3 kg of silver). Thus: 806 marks (197.8 kg of
silver) + 600 marks (147.3 kg of silver) = 1,406 marks (345.1 kg of silver) = 100% =
Source;* 577 marks (141.6 kg of silver) + 600 marks (147.3 kg of silver) = 1,177
marks (288.9 kg of silver) = 83.7% = Identification. In this case, 1,406 marks (source)
— 1177 marks (identified) = 229 marks = 16.3% = Gaps in the text.

In this research, we have attempted to accomplish as comprehensive an
overview as possible of the amounts paid in the form of tithes by the clergy from the
archdeaconries included in the Diocese of Oradea to the Apostolic Camera, between
the years 1332-1337, i.e. over a period of 6 years. The amounts were identified most of
the times, but because of certain gaps present in various places in the text, this
identification of the tithes could be accomplished at a rate of 71.5%; this percentage




would increase if we considered the 600 marks paid by the Diocese of Oradea during
this period, the possibility of identifying the amounts reaching thus 83.7%.

According to the register, the total amount collected as tithes from the Diocese
of Oradea during the six years was 1,406 marks, equivalent to 345.1 kg of silver. The
1,406 mark (345.1 kg) collected from the Oradea diocese represented 14.9% of the
total amount collected as tithes from the Kingdom of Hungary (9,385 marks* =
2,304.3 kg or 2.3 tons of silver).

Thus, the Diocese of Oradea, located on the border of Christianitas, remains an
important economic milestone for entire Christianity and proves, once again, the
financial potentialities of the local ecclesiastical structures, attesting, at the same time,
the centralized economic governance the Holy See perfected in the 14th century, in the
very context of the centralization and bureaucratization of the European kingdoms.

(Translated into English by Carmen-Veronica Borbely)
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