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AUDIENCIA ELUTASITVA
A Szentszék és a bécsi udvar Georg Adam von Martinitz gréf
rémai kovetsége idején (1695—1699)

1. EL6ZMENYEK

A torokellenes visszafoglalé hiboru idGszakdban hiarom pipa ilt Szent Péter
trénjan. XI. Ince (1676-1689) koziilik a leginkdbb ismert és kutatott. Magyar
szempontbél mindmdig FrRakn61 ViLmos monogrifidja a legalapvet&bb tevékeny-
ségére és a Habsburg-szentszéki kapesolatok alakuldsdra.' Utéda, VIII. Sindor r6-
vid pontifikdtusit (1689—1691) mind bécsi, mind vatikani forrasok alapjin feldol-
goztak.? A 17. szdzad utolsé évtizedének papdjat, XII. Incét (1691-1700) azonban
joval kevésbé vizsgaltik.s

Ebben a szik évtizedben hirman képviselték I. Lipétot Rémédban. Anton
Florian von Liechtenstein herceg mér 1689-t6l, a VIII. Sdndort megvilaszt6 kon-
kldvé idejétSl Rémdban tartézkodott megbizottként. A Szentszékkel val6 fesziilt-
ségek miatt mdr visszahivésara késziiltek, amikor 1691 elején meghalt a papa, emi-
att immar koveti megbizdssal maradt az Orok Virosban. Bér visszahivdsa és
kinevezése Karoly féherceg mellé nevel§vé (ayo) mar 1693-ban megtortént, a
megfelel§ kovet személyének keresése olyan hosszira nytlt, hogy Liechtenstein
csak 1694. szeptember elején hagyta el Rémdt. Utéda, Georg Adam von Martinitz
csak 1695 végén érkezett meg, és egészen 1700 dprilisdig maradt, noha utdda,
Leopold Joseph von Lamberg grof mir 1699 végén megérkezett. Liechtenstein,
Martinitz és Lamberg mellett mindenképpen meg kell emliteni Johannes von
Goéss biborost, gurki ptispokat is, aki 1689-t61 egészen 1696. oktdber 10-én beko-

' FraxnN61 Vinmos, X1 Incze piapa és Magyarorszdg folszabaditisa a torok uralom alil, Budapest 1886.

> ScHEFFLER JANos, VIII. Sindor pipa és a bécsi udvar (1689-1691), Ungvar 1914; SIGISMUND VON
BiscuorrsHAUSEN, Papst Alexander VII11. und der Wiener Hof (1689-1691 ), Stuttgart 19oo.

3 Emlithetd az 1994-ben kiadott konferenciakétet: Bruno PeLLEGRINO (cura di), Riforme, religione e
politica durante il pontificato di Innocenzo X1I (1691-1700 ), Lecce 1994. A csdsziri kovetek és a Szentszék
kapcsolatdt kiillon vizsgilta XII. Ince idejébdl, f6leg ceremoniilis szerepiiket tekintve: ELizaBeTH
Garms-CoRNIDES, Scene e attori della rappresentazione imperiale a Roma nell'ultimo Seicento, La corte di
Roma tra Cinque e Seicento. ,, Teatro” della politica europea (a cura di Gianvittorio Signorotto—Maria
Antonietta Visceglia), Roma 1998, 509—535.
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vetkezett haldldig Rémaban élt. Liechtenstein tivozasit kovetSen Martinitz érke-
zéséig 1ényegében az idds biboros litta el a csdszdri képviseletet.+

Noha Antonio Pignatelli pipivd vilasztisihoz a Habsburg udvar nagy remé-
nyeket fizott, hiszen 1668-1671 koz6tt bécsi nuncius volt, a kezdetben valban ki-
tinden alakulé viszony a szentszéki—francia kapesolatok javuldsival egyre hiivo-
sebbé vélt. Ennek mélypontja egyértelmien Martinitz grof rémai kovetsége volt,
akinek viszonya a rémai udvarral majdnem kolcsonos diplomaciai torésig jutott.
Bér a pdpa 1698 augusztusitdl kezdve egész egyszertien nem volt hajlandé audien-
cidn fogadni a csdszdri kovetet, Bécsben — bar felmeriilt — végiil nem jirtak el ha-
sonléan az akkori nunciussal, Andrea Santacrocéval szemben.s A tanulmianyban
két szempontbdl vizsgilom meg Martinitz romai éveit: egyfelSl mi vezetett a r6-
mai udvarral val6 viszonyanak megromlisihoz, masfelSl ez hogyan hatott a csi-
szari diplomacia romai mikodésére, kiilonos tekintettel a magyar és erdélyi tigye-
ket megvizsgilva.

2. A BOTRANYOS KORMENET

1696. junius 21-én, csiitértokon volt az els§ drnapi kérmenet, amelyen Mar-
tinitz mint csdszari kovet részt vett Rémdban. Martinitz mdr a kérmenetet meg-
elgzden kifogisolta, hogy Roma kormanyzéja, Ranuccio Pallavicino kozvetlentil a
kévetek mogétt, a diakénus biborosok elétt vonult a menetben. Es noha a kor-
manyz6 végil egy kisebb betegség miatt a kormeneten nem tudott részt venni,
Martinitz — Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak Andrea Santacroce nunciushoz
kildott levele alapjin — talzottan lassd vonuldsival két és £él 6ras késést okozott a
menetben, ami kis hijin botrdnyba fullasztotta a kormenetet.5 Rdadisul a kor-
manyz6 tdvolmaraddsa is — Ggy tdnik — a pdpa kérésére tortént, miutin Karl Felix
Slavata karmelita szerzetes, Martinitz rokona kozbelépett az tigyben.”

Martinitz kovetelése mar a kormenet el6tt 6ridsi felhaborodast keltett a bibo-
rosi testiiletben, akik a jinius 18-dn tartott konzisztériumot kévetGen kiilon ta-
ndcskozast folytattak a gréf és a rémai kormanyzé kozotti precedencia-vitardl.
Ezzel kapesolatban Francesco del Giudice spanyol protektorbiboros figyelmeztet-
te Goéss biborost és rajta keresztiil a csdszdri kovetséget.® Martinitz érvelése kiilo-

4 Lupwic BirrNer—-LotHAr GROSS, Repertorium der diplomatischen Vertreter alle Linder seit dem
Westphilischen Frieden (1648). 1: 1648-1715, Berlin 1936 (repr. 1976), 156.

5 Pignatelli és Santacroce életrajza: DoNaTo Squicciarint, Die Apostolische Nuntien in Wien, Vatikan-
stadt 20007, 176-178, 191-193.

¢ Archivio di Stato di Roma (ASRo), Archivio Santacroce, busta 1168, Réma, 1696. jinius 23. Fabrizio
Spada levele Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz.

7 GarMS-CORNIDES, Scene e attori, 527.

8 OStA HHStA Staatenabteilungen (St.Abt.), Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 76., fol. 1167—1237: Réma,
1696. junius 23. Georg Adam von Martinitz jelentése I. Lipétnak. Mivel az osztrik Habsburgok bibo-
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nosen sértd lehetett, mivel arra hivatkozott, hogy Réma kormdnyzéja hasonlé
tisztség ahhoz, mint a béesi polgirmester. Egyhdziként a viligi kormanyzat tagja,
ésarémai vildgi kormdnyzat hatalma pedig a rémai kirdly, azaz a csaszdr legfelsébb
hatalmabdl szarmazik.?

Aligha csodilhaté tehit, hogy a botrinyos kérmenet utin par nappal a néme-
tek rémai nemzeti templomdban, a Santa Maria dell’ Animdban tartott jinius 26-ai
szertartdsrol a Biborosi Kollégium tdvolmaradt. XII. Ince papa pontifikitusinak
»kronikdsa”, Giovanni Battista Campello is feljegyezte, hogy emberemlékezet 6ta
nem tortént ilyen, hogy a biborosok ne menjenek el a németek nemzeti templo-
miban tartott kérmenetre.® Kilonosen megalizé lehetett Martinitz szimdra,
hogy abiborosok, akiknek tGbbsége beteget jelentett, hirtelen meggyoégyulva részt
vettek a San Lorenzo in Damaso templomban Pietro Ottoboni biboros dltal vezetett
szertartdson.”

Az tigy hosszasan tovibbgydrizott, Andrea Santacroce bécsi nuncius 1696. au-
gusztus végén beszélt a két eset kapesdn I. Lipottal egy audienciin. Mind a nunci-
us, mind a csiszir biztositotta a masik felet, hogy a kellemetlen nézeteltérés ellené-
re tisztelettel vannak egymds irdnt, és nem kivinnak a maésik félnek nehézséget
okozni.” Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdr vilaszdban Ugy utasitotta a nunciust,
hogy ezentil keriilje a kérdést mind a csdszdrndl, mind a bécsi minisztereknél.s
Mig a Szentszék szerette volna a protokollaris kérdést lezirni, addig Martinitz to-
vabbra sem tudott belenyugodni az eseményekbe, és még 1697 mérciusiban is pa-
nasszal élt a pipdndl a Biborosi Kollégium kollektiv tivolmaradisa miatt."+ Ennek
ellenére 1697-ben kiilonosebb nehézség nélkiil zajlott le az drnapi kérmenet, ami-

ros protektora, Francesco Maria di Medici biboros nem Rémadban élt, igy a konzisztériumon leggyak-
rabban a spanyol biboros protektorok, José Saens de Aguirre és Francesco del Giudice képviselték Bécs
érdekeit és az oda tartozé egyhdzi tigyeket: Joser Wobpxka, Zur Geschichte der nationalen Protektorate der
Kardiniile an der romischen Kurie (Publikationen des ehemaligen Osterreichischen Historischen Insti-
tuts in Rom 4/I), Innsbruck—Leipzig 1938, 68. Az 1696. junius 18-ai konzisztériumon Del Giudice ép-
pen a Kollonich Lipét biboros esztergomi érseki székbe tortént dthelyezésével megiiresedett gydri
piispokségre referilta Keresztély Agost szasz herceget: ASV Archivio Concistoriale, Acta Camerarii,
vol. 24, fol. 1467v (1696. junius 18).

9 MARIA ANTONIETTA VISCEGLIA, La citta rituale. Roma e le sue cerimonie in eta moderna. (La Corte dei
Papi 8), Roma 2010, 160.

o PaoLo CAMPELLO DELLA SPINA, Pontificato di Innocenzo X11. Diario del Conte Gio. Battista Cam-
pello, Studi e Documenti di Storia e Diritto [= SDSD] 10 (1889) 449-464, 460.

" Garms-CoRNIDES, Scene e attori, 527.

2 ASV Segretaria di Stato, Germania, vol. 221, fol. 1227—1250. Bécs, 1696. szeptember 1. Andrea
Santacroce bécsi nuncius titkositott jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak.

5 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 219, fol. 2927-v. Réma, 1696. szeptember 22. Fabrizio Spada bibo-
ros dllamtitkdr titkositott utasitdsa Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz.

4 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 219, fol. 3247—3277 Réma, 1697. mircius 2. Fabrizio Spada bibo-
ros dllamtitkdr titkositott utasitisa Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz.
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nek koszonhetSen a Santa Maria dell Animdban is tobb biboros megjelent.'s Ez an-
nak is koszonhetd volt, hogy XII. Ince pdpa felmentette a biborosokat, a koveteket
és a rémai nemességet a kormeneten valé részvétel aldl. Slavata révén raaddsul
Martinitz értesiilt arrél, hogy a kormdnyzé ismét tivol marad a kérmenetrdl.
1698-ban pedig Martinitz Bécsben tartézkodott Urnapjin, mivel janiusban vette
at az aranygyapjas rendet I. Lip6ttdl, igy ekkor emiatt nem kertilt sor ellentétre a
kormanyzdval a precedencia kérdésében.”

A precedencia kérdése egy hosszantarté nézeteltérés volt a csdszdri diplomdcia és
a Kuria kozott, elsGsorban a kovet és a rémai kormanyzé kozott. Mar Anton Florian
von Liechtenstein herceg is tobb koveteléssel €lt a kormdnyzéval szemben, Mar-
tinitz lényegében csak megorokolte ezt az tigyet. Még masfél évtizeddel késGbb, 1710
koril is folyt ez a vita, du Prié marki idején a ceremonidlis kongregacié is foglalko-
zott még az tiggyel."® A precedencia-vita a politikai reprezentdcié egyik legfontosabb
kérdése volt, és hosszan mérgezte a Bécs és Réma kozotti viszonyt. Martinitz mér
koveti mikodésének kezdetén foglalkozni kezdett a kérdéssel, ami megteremtette a
vele szembeni alaphangulatot. Rdadasul makacsul ragaszkodott dllispontjihoz, és
ahogy azt lithattuk, még a botranyos kormenet utdn kozel egy évvel is igyekezett
napirenden tartani a kérdést. Nem is sziiletett lényegében megoldds, és a prece-
dencia kérdését végiil a kovetkezd, immar jéval politikaibb szinezet botrany nyom-
ta el, amely az itdliai csdszdri feudumok koril pattant ki.

3. A CSASZARI FEUDUMOK

1692-ben a francidk szimos egyezséget hoztak tetd ald az észak-itdliai dllamok-
kal (Parma, Mantova, Modena, Toszkina), ami értelemszerden ellenlépésre kész-
tette a Habsburgokat is, hogy a meglazult kapcsolatokat ismét erdsebbre fonjik.
Ehhez az egyik — ha nem is a legfontosabb — eszk6z az Itdlidban val6 csszari feudu-
mok és az ehhez tartozé jogok revitalizildsa lett.” Ennek egyik jele volt példdul a

5 Niederdsterreichisches Landesarchiv (NOLA), Herrschaftsarchiv (HA), Lamberg, Kart. 70,
n. 381; Martinitz jelentéseinek regisztruma, n. 6, 1697. jinius 8-ai és 15-ei jelentések.

16 Garms-CORNIDES, Scene e attori, §32.

7" ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 235, fol. 4727: Réma, 1698. jinius 14. Andrea Santacroce bécsi
nuncius jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros allamtitkdrnak.

8 BAV Vaticani Latini, vol. 12 431, fol. 140r-1870.

Y Danteva Frico, Gli stati italiani, PImpero e la guerra di successione spagnola, Das Reich und Italien
in der Frithen Neuzeit (hg. v. Matthias Schnettger—Marcello Verga), Bologna—Berlin 2006, 85-114,
88-89. Cinzia Cremonini szerint az igazi fordulat azonban 1683 volt, amikor a térokellenes hdbord
meginduldsival, és a Spanyol Monarchia hanyatldsival I. Lip6t csdszdr tjra felelevenitette a nagy biro-
dalmi dlmokat. Ennek egyik jele volt az itdliai dllamokkal val6 viszony megviltozdsa, a hadi hozzdjiru-
lds még erdsebb kovetelése: Cinzia CREMONINT, La mediazione degli interessi imperiali in Italia tra Cingue e
Settecento, 1 feudi imperiali in Italia fra XV e XVIII secolo (a cura di Cinzia Cremonini e Riccardo
Musso), Roma 2010, 31-48, 47.
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tarnesei feudum korili huzavona. Martinitz gréf elédje, Liechtenstein herceg azt
kivinta, hogy a hdbérbirtok birtokosa, Agostino Chigi herceg, mint vazallus te-
gyen nila, a csiszdr rémai képviseletét ellit6 kovetnél litogatdst, de felmertilt a fe-
udum megaddztatdsa is. Az tigy azért is volt nagyon kellemetlen, mert a herceg
nagybatyja, Flavio Chigi biboros az egyik legfébb timogatéja volt az osztrak Habs-
burgoknak a Szentszéknél. Végiil épp Chigi biboros simitotta el az iigyet Antonio
Caraffa tdbornoknail.>> Az 1692-ben Bécsbe érkezd Sebastiano Antonio Tanara
nunciusnak sz616 instrukciéban is hangstlyosan keriilt el§ a feudumok kérdése.
A csisziri seregek ugyanis pirmai teriileten kivintak maguknak kvirtélyozist,
amit viszont papai feudumként tartottak szimon. Emellett Eszak-Italidban a nov-
arai egyhdzmegye teriiletén a csdszari katonasig szintén olyan teriileteken kivint
hozzajarulist behajtani, amelyeket egyhdzi feudumoknak tartott a Szentszék.
Mindezek egyik kovetkezménye lehetett, hogy 1697. dprilis 29-én kelt csdszari
rendeletével I. Lip6t arra utasitotta az itdliai hibéreseket, hogy vagy Maximilian
Breuner commissarius generalis, vagy Martinitz grof kezébe tegyék le hiségeskiijii-
ket, nyujtsik be hiibérbirtokaik megerdsitésére kérvényiiket a rendelet kozzététe-
1ét8] szamitott hirom hénapon belil. Kihirdette azt is, hogy az ezt megtagaddkat
hitlenség miatt biintetni fogja, és htibérbirtokaiktdl megfosztja Gket.>* Az ediktu-
mot azonban csak junius elején kapta meg Martinitz, és még ekkor sem hivatalos
dton. Mint irta, a birodalmi kancelldriai titkdrtél, Lutzo von Dolbergtdl nem ka-
pott semmit, amit csoddlkozdssal vett, mert a rendeletet csak Pietro Giuseppe
Ederi jezsuita atydtdl, a csaszdr itdliai tigyekben eljiré tandcsositdl és titkaratol
kapta meg.» Hivatalos iton Martinitz csak egy héttel késGbb kapta meg,*+ és par
nappal késGbb, 1697. junius 11-én rezidencidjin két helyen is kozzétette: a f6kapu
oldalajtéjira és a palota sarkara akasztotta ki nyilvdnosan.> Rdaddsul a grof kiren-
delte a két tdbla Srzésére sajit, felfegyverzett hajduit is. Mindez kiilondsen felinge-
relte a papat: hatalmat nemcsak az Egyhazi Allamban, hanem székvirosaban érez-
te megsértve. A Congregazione di Stato javaslatit elfogadva XII. Ince utasitotta

2° BAV Vat. Lat., vol. 14 137, fol. 2527—2697. A Farnese csaldd oldaldga, Latera hercegei birtokol-
tik Farnesét a 17. szdzad kézepéig, am ekkor anyagi okok miatt eladtdk VII. Sindor pipa (1655-1667)
csalddjinak, a Chigiknek. A pipa ekkor Farnesét hercegségi rangra emelte, mig valamivel késébb I. Li-
pot birodalmi hercegi rangra emelte a Chigi csalidot. Flavio Chigi biboros szerint ez sziilte a félreér-
tést, hogy Farnese csdsziri birtok lett volna.

2 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 39, fol. 668v-6727: Réma, 1692. mdjus 10. Fabrizio Spada bibo-
ros dllamtitkdr instrukcidja Sebastiano Antonio Tanara bécsi nunciusnak.

> ASRo, Arch. Santacroce, busta 1169, Bécs, 1697. dprilis 29. I. Lipét rendeletének madsolata
(Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdr 1697. janius 17-¢ei levelének mellékleteként).

3 (OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Diplomatische Korrespondenz, Kart. 78, fol. 47—6v. Réma, 1697.
jinius 1. Georg Adam von Martinitz gréf levele Pietro Giuseppe Ederi SJ atydnak.

24 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 77—11o. Réma, 1697. junius 8. Georg
Adam von Martinitz grof levele Pietro Giuseppe Ederi S] atydnak.

5 ASRo, Arch. Santacroce, busta 1169, Réma, 1697. jinius 17. Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdr
levele Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz.
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Paluzzo Altieri camerlengit, hogy a nevében adjon ki egy ellenediktumot, amely-
ben intik az Egyhazi Allam teriiletén birtokosokat, hogy semmilyen formaban ne
probédljanak meg a csiszari ediktumban foglaltaknak engedelmeskedni, mert akkor
az Apostoli Szentszék fogja Sket hiitlenség miatt birtokaikt6l megfosztani.?®

A feudumok koriili vita az elkévetkezd egy évben komolyan megterhelte a ré-
mai és bécsi udvar viszonydt. Ugyan XII. Ince mar napokkal a csdszari ediktum ki-
hirdetését kovetGen brévében fordult I. Lipothoz, hogy tisztizzak a helyzetet,
megoldist ez nem hozott.”” S6t a bécsi dllispont az Altieri camerlengo dltal kiadott
contraeditto utdin még inkdbb hatdrozottabbd vélt, emiatt Santacroce nunciust 1697.
jalius végén arra utasitottik, hogy a szentszéki érveket ismét hangsilyosan tirja a
csdszar és a f6bb miniszterek elé.?®

Az iigy — hasonldan a kérmeneti precedencia kérdéséhez — végiil nem nyert
igazi megoldist, sokkal inkdbb a jotékony hallgatds keretei k6zé€ zartdk, nem hoz-
tak szoba. Ugy tiinik, itt is inkabb Martinitz volt az, aki a bécsi velencei kévet érte-
stilése szerint id6r6l-iddre felemlegette a kérdést, végss vilaszt siirgetve Rémaban
I. Lip6tnak a papihoz irt levelére a feudumok tigyében.? Szintén Carlo Ruzzini
bécsi velencei kovet egyik beszimoldja érzékelteti azt a dobbenetet, amikor 1698
nyardn a feudumok tgye jult erdvel lingolt fel. Ruzzini jelentése szerint mdr
mindenki azt gondolta, hogy a vita kihlt, akkor a csdszari diplomacia ismét el§-
vette Agostino Chigi és a farnesei birtokok tigyét, amelyet — ahogy azt fentebb mar
emlitettem — pdr évvel azel6tt még a herceg nagybdtyja, Flavio Chigi biboros simi-
tott el.3° Rémaban egyértelmd tényként kezelték, hogy a dologban Martinitz gréf
keze van, hiszen alig par héttel az Gjabb csdszdri rendelet kiaddsa elGtt Bécsben jart,
ahol az aranygyapjas rendet vette 4t.>* 1698 nyardnak végére az dllispontok egydl-
taldn nem mozdultak el az itdliai csdszari hibérbirtokok kérdésében, és ebbe a fe-
szilt hangulatba robbant bele Martinitz gréf legdjabb rémai botrdnya, amely teljes
rémai elszigetel6déséhez vezetett.

26 ASRo, Arch. Santacroce, busta 1169, Paluzzo Altieri biboros kamards (camerlengo) rendeleté-
nek kéziratos masolata a csészari ediktum és az Egyhazi Allam teriiletén talilhat6 feudumok iigyében.
Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdr 1697. junius 17-ei levelének mellékleteként. Nyomtatott példinyat
lisd: ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 43, fol. 273v-2747 R6ma, 1697. junius 17.

7 ASRo, Arch. Santacroce, busta 1169, Réma, 1697. jinius 17. XII. Ince I. Lipéthoz. Fabrizio
Spada biboros dllamtitkdr 1697. junius 17-ei levelének mellékleteként.

8 ASRo, Arch. Santacroce, busta 1169, Réma, 1697. jilius 27. Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkar
levele Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz.

29 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Venedig, Dispacci di Germania, vol. 178, pag. 544—548. Bécs, 1698. feb-
rudr 22. Carlo Ruzzini bécsi velencei kovet jelentése a szendtushoz.

30 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Venedig, Dispacci di Germania, vol. 179, pag. 256-258. Simmering,
1698. jilius 26. Carlo Ruzzini bécsi velencei kovet jelentése a szendatushoz.

3t OStA HHStA St.Abt., Venedig, Dispacci di Germania, vol. 179, pag. 126. Simmering, 1698. jini-
us 14. Carlo Ruzzini bécsi velencei kovet jelentése a szendtushoz arrél, hogy Martinitz dtvette az
aranygyapjas rendet, és hamarosan visszaindul Rémadba.
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4. MEGMERGEZETT VISZONY

1698. dprilis 7-én, hétfén délutin Martinitz grof kislinydnak neveléndje egy
porcukros siilt almdt evett, amitdl szinte rogton rosszul lett, a kvet hdznépe szinte
azonnal mérgezést gyanitott. Hamarosan kidertilt, hogy az udvartartds egyik tagja-
nak inasitdl szirmazott a ,porcukor”, amelyet egy Agnese Bracci nevi asszonytol
szerzett. Az inast nem sokkal késébb Martinitz grof fogatta le, mig Agnese asz-
szonyt a grof régi ellenldbasa, a rémai kormdnyz6.3* A csdszdri kovet mdr dprilis
19-ei levelében, amelyben bévebben irt az uralkodénak az esetrél, hangoztatta,
hogy az iigy hitterében olyan személyeket gyanit, akikrdl inkdbb majd széban, sem-
mint {rasban tdjékoztatnd az uralkodét — hisz ekkor mdr késziilt a bécsi utazasra az
aranygyapjas rend atvétele miatt.3 A bécsi nuncius ugyanakkor mdr majus elején
tudatta Rémaval, hogy bar Martinitz a csdszdrnak nem, sajat bécsi dgensének vi-
szont megirta, hogy az egész mérgezési kisérlet mogote Pallavicino rémai kor-
manyzot sejti.i+ A kovet rovid béesi id6zése alatt erre csak még inkabb rierdsitett,
azt hangoztatva szimos helyen, hogy XII. Ince egyiltalin nem taplal irdnta ellen-
érzéseket, tevékenységével elégedett, és minden ezzel ellentétes hiresztelés csupan
rosszakardinak, mindenekel6tt pedig a rémai kormanyzénak a mive.s

Mint fentebb mar ismertettem, Martinitz Rémaba torténd visszatérését kove-
téen ismét elSkeriilt a feudumok tigye, kiilondsen Agostino Chigi farnesei birtoka,
amely ezutdn augusztus végéig lényegében uralta a Bécs és Roma kozotti kétoldalu
kommunikiciét. A mérgezés és a Martinitz dltal fogva tartott inas esete gy tint,
hogy lekeriilt a napirendrdl. Giovanni Battista Campello napléjibdl tudjuk, hogy
1698. augusztus elején Giuseppe Gozzadinit, a Segretaria dei Memoriali titkarat kild-
ték a feudumok tigyében tirgyalni Martinitzhoz.3* A késGbbi jelentésekbdl azon-
ban viligos, hogy Gozzadini minden fennall6 vitds tigyben is megbeszélést folyta-
tott a kovettel a kovetkez§ hetekben. Martinitz az Gsszes, véleménye szerint sérel-
mes lgyérdl egy killon jegyzéket dllitott 6ssze Gozzadininek.y?

# OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 1o57—1060. Relazione del fatto sotto
il di 12 Aprile 1698.

% OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 108r—1100. Réma, 1698. dprilis 19.
Georg Adam von Martinitz jelentése 1. Lip6thoz.

34 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 222, fol. 8gr—9gor Bécs, 1698. mdjus 10. Andrea Santacroce bé-
csi nuncius titkositott jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak.

35 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 222, fol. 1147—1197: Bécs, 1698. junius 14. Andrea Santacroce bé-
csi nuncius titkositott jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak.

36 Paoro CAMPELLO DELLA SPINA, Pontificato di Innocenzo XII. Diario del Conte Gio. Battista Cam-
pello, SDSD 12 (1891) 379—391, 389. 1698. augusztus 3-ai bejegyzés.

37 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 140r-147v. Réma, 1698. augusztus
16. Georg Adam von Martinitz jelentése I. Lipétnak. A jelentésbdl kideriil, hogy az augusztus 3-ai
megbeszélésrdl részletesen beszdmolt a g-ei heti jelentésben, 4m az ma mdr sajnos sem a Diplomatische
Korrespondenz sorozatban nincs meg, sem Martinitz jelentéseibSl az utédjinak Leopold Joseph von
Lamberg kévetnek késziilt kivonatokban nem taldlhaté meg. Utébbira lisd: NOLA HA Lamberg,
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Ugy tiinik, hogy Martinitz igéretet tett Gozzadininek, hogy dtadja a mérgezé-
siigyben a hazaban fogva tartott inast. Am ezt par nappal késébb mar visszavonta,
és djabb kovetelésekkel allt el6. Nevezetesen azt kivinta volna, hogy a papa hagyja
jovd, hogy Martinitz a sajit hdziban, a sajit maga altal kijel6lt birésig elétt dllitsa
torvény elé az inast.3® Ezt az augusztus 29-1 audiencidn maganak XII. Incének is
kifejezte, s6t immdr a pipa elStt is megvadolta Pallavicino rémai kormanyzét,
hogy 6 volt a mérgezési tigy kitervelGje, és kovetelte a papdtol a kormanyzo elleni
vizsgélatot és eljirdst. Az idGs egyhdzfének ekkor mdr valéban elfogyott a tiirelme,
és magdbdl kikelve kérte szimon a kovetet, hogy mit képzel magirol, hogy Réma
fejedelmét, a papat kivanja utasitani, felforgatva az Egyhazi Allam belsé rendjét és
igazsagszolgaltatdsat. A romai jelentések szerint Martinitz valamit morogva, meg-
hajlds és koszonés nélkiil faképnél hagyta XII. Incét. Spada biboros dllamtitkar is
felhaborodottan tudatta Santacroce bécsi nunciussal, hogy olyan tiszteletlentil vi-
selkedett Martinitz a pipdval szemben, amit még a protestinsok sem mernek meg-
engedni maguknak. A bécsi nunciust utasitottdk, hogy a csiszarnak részletesen
szdmoljon be az audiencidrél és tudassa, hogy XII. Ince nem tudja tovabb eltdrni a
csdszari kovet magaviseletét.

Martinitz persze més hangsullyal szimolt be ugyanerrél az audienciardl. A ki-
hallgatés elején roviden a farnesei feudum tigyérdl beszéltek, amit a ppa inkabb fél-
beszakitott, és haragosan a kormdnyzéval szembeni koveteléseirdl kezdte kérdezni a
kovetet. Martinitz szerint a papa azt mondta neki, hogy még egy torok sem merne
ilyen kovetelésekkel fellépni, és a Pallavicino kormanyzéval szembeni allitdsai csu-
pan a kovet sajat, minden alapot nélkiil6z8 gyandsitgatdsai. A csisziri kovet azzal
védekezett, hogy a lefogott inas vallomdsibdl és a Gozzadininek benyqjtott jegyzé-
kébdl minden kidertil, a kormanyz6 més tevékenysége is vilagossd vilna abbol, de
alighanem a pdpa — mondta Martinitz — nem olvasta vagy olvashatta a beadott ira-
tot. Az egyhdzf§ ezért kérte ismét Martinitzot, hogy akkor adja ki neki az inast, dm
a kovet ettdl elzdrkézott, de arra hajlandé volt, hogy sajit rezidencidjin vagy mds he-
lyen vizsgaljak ki az tigyet, anélkiil, hogy a fogolyt ki kellene adnia. Martinitz sze-
rint ez a kovetek jogdban 4ll, és a nunciusok is e gyakorlat szerint jartak el. A grof je-
lentése szerint XII. Ince tiirelme ekkor fogyott el végleg és az egyhazt§ magibdl
teljesen kikelve kezdett kiabdlni a csdszari kovettel, hogy mégis hogy merészel fog-
lyot tartani és igazsigszolgdltatist kovetelni Rémdban, ahol a pdpa a legf&bb fejede-
lem. Martinitz azzal védekezett, hogy ez mindenhol igy torténik, a kovetek teljes
joggal jarnak el sajit hiznépiik felett, a helyi fejedelemmel val6 vita nélkiil. Hangsa-
lyozta, hogy § is elismeri természetesen a papa fGségét Romaban, azt sosem kérddje-

Kart. 70, n. 381, Georg Adam von Martinitz jelentései, n. 1o. Itt csak az augusztus 2-ai és 30-ai jelenté-
sekbdl taldlhat6 meg rovid kivonat. Martinitz a 16-ai jelentésben tudatta az uralkodéval, hogy a Goz-
zadininek dtnydjtott jegyzék egy mdsolatdt elkiildte a birodalmi alkancellirnak, Dominik Andreas
von Kaunitz gréfnak is, dm sajnos ez a példiny sem ismert jelenleg.

3 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 219, fol. 4077—410v. Réma, 1698. augusztus 30. Fabrizio Spada
biboros dllamtitkdr titkositott utasitisa Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciusnak.
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lezte meg, és éppen ezért nem is akar & igazsigot szolgéltatni, hanem éppen erre kéri
a papdt. Martinitz szerint ekkor a papa azt kidltotta, hogy ,,Ki maga, mi maga?! Mi
vagyunk a pipa, mi vagyunk a fejedelem, mi parancsolunk, maguk ne zavarogjanak,
maguk ne zaklassanak!”. A kovet erre azt vélaszolta, hogy ,Szentatya, én a csdszari
kovet vagyok, és Szentséged ennek elismert, igy nem kell, és nem is tudom elviselni
ezeket az igazsigtalansigokat, és tdvozni kivanok, hogy ne halljam mindezt, nehogy
a Szentséged iranti tiszteletem kényszeriiljon sériilni, habir ezt jelenteni fogom, és
elpanaszolom Ofelségének, az én legfelségesebb uramnak!”. Ezt kévetden Martinitz
a labcsok utdn valdban elhagyta az audiencidt.

Martinitz persze nem akarta Rémait elhagyni, noha a Kuria mar régéta ezt
virta. 1697 szeptemberében példaul 6rommel vették a hirt Bécsbél, hogy I. Lipot
hajlandé volt a feudumok tigyét feliilvizsgalni, és némi id§ elteltével, mds tiriigy-
gyel Martinitzot visszahivni Rémabdl.4+° Az augusztus 29-ei audiencia utdn vi-
szont XII. Ince tobbet nem volt hajlandé fogadni Martinitzot, ez 1698 végére
egészen nyilvanvaléva véle.+' A bécsi udvar is arra kényszeriilt lassan, hogy minél
kisebb presztizsveszteség mellett utédot taldljon Martinitz helyére. 1699 elején
Kaunitz birodalmi alkancellir mar Leopold Joseph von Lamberg gréftdl igyeke-
zett megtudni, hogy a francia vagy a rémai kovetségre pilydzna-e inkibb.+
Lamberg végiil valoban Martinitz utédja lett a rémai kovetségben 1700-t6l.43

Nehezebb kérdés volt, hogy Martinitzot milyen poziciéba hivjik vissza Bécsbe?
Tobb lehetdség is felmeriilt, de ezeket rendre mds udvari arisztokratik szerezték
meg, igy példdul sokdig a csiszdri darabont testérség kapitinydnak vartik Marti-
nitzot, de azt a késébbi magyar nador, Palffy Miklés kapta meg.+4+ Martinitz végil
az {jasz test6rok kapitdnya lett, ezt azonban nagyon kelletleniil fogadta el és mél-
tatlannak tartotta. Felesége pedig azért is panaszkodott, hogy a jubileumi szentév,
1700 elétt kell visszatérniiik Bécsbe, mintha csak evangélikusok vagy reformétu-
sok lennének.+s Martinitz utéda, Leopold Joseph von Lamberg csak 1700. januir
13-dn érkezett meg, ennek ellenére Martinitzék csak hirom hénappal késébb, dpri-
lis 23-dn hagytik el Romadt.+¢

39 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 1547—1650. Réma, 1698. augusztus
30. Georg Adam von Martinitz jelentése I. Lip6tnak.

49 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania 219, 374v-3750. Réma, 1697. szeptember 14. Fabrizio Spada biboros
allamtitkar titkositott levele Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz.

4! PaoLo CaMPELLO DELLA SPINA, Pontificato di Innocenzo X11. Diario del Conte Gio. Battista Cam-
pello, SDSD 14 (1893) 179-189, 181. 1698. december 13-ai bejegyzés.

4 NOLA HA Lamberg, Kart. 67, n. 371, fol. 2712720, Bécs, 1699. janudr 14. Dominik Andreas
Wenzel von Kaunitz levele Leopold Joseph von Lamberghez.

4 Lamberg rémai kovetségérél: Frieprica PorLeross, Die Kunst der Diplomatie. Auf den Spuren
des kaiserlichen Botschafters Leopold Foseph Graf von Lamberg (1653-1706 ), Petersberg 2010, 302-503.

44 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 236, fol. 1447v. Bécs, 1699. marcius 7. Hirlevél.

45 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 222, fol. 477r—479v. Bécs, 1699. mdjus 16. Andrea Santacroce
bécsi nuncius titkositott jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros allamtitkdrnak.

46 PovLeross, Die Kunst der Diplomatie, 302.
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A mérgezési igy csak betetGzte azt a folyamatot, amely tébb szempontb6l nem
is Martinitz, hanem elGdje, Liechtenstein herceg idején indult meg. A protokolld-
risbotrinyok, a romai hat6sdgokkal valo vitdk és a politikai jellegd nézeteltérések,
ezen beliil pedig konkrétan a feudumok kérdése mdr az 1690-es évek els felében is
jelen voltak. Martinitz lényegében csak megorokolte ezeket az tigyeket, és fokoza-
tosan, de egyre gyorsabban fogyott el koriilotte a levegd. Esetében azonban sokkal
latvanyosabb volt a visszahivis, mint el6djénél. Liechtensteint mar 1693 februdrji-
ban kinevezte Lipét csdszir Kdroly f6herceg nevelGjének, im b6 mésfél évvel ké-
s6bb hagyta csak el az Orék Virost, épp amiatt is, mert helyére nehezen talaltak
megfelel§ utédot. Martinitz viszont mdr diplomdciailag besztkiilt térben moz-
gott, a papa nem volt hajlandé fogadni 1698 augusztusitdl kezdve, igy itt ez indu-
kalta a visszahivast. A csiszari kovet sorozatos botranyai és viti a rémai udvarral
azonban olyan kérdéseket is hitranyosan érintettek, amelyekben egyébként alap-
vetden egy platformon dllt a két udvar. Ilyen volt példdul a torokellenes visszafog-
lalé hibor, és f6ként annak finanszirozasi kérdései.

5. A TOROKELLENES PAPAI SEGELY KERDESE

A Szentszék pénziigyi timogatdsa XI. Ince 6ta Réma egyik legfontosabb hoz-
zdjaruldsa volt a nagy torokellenes visszafoglalé haborihoz. Am VIIL. Sandor ide-
jén ez a timogatds elmaradt, épp, amikor Bécs kétfrontos hibortra kényszeriilt
XIV. Lajos timaddsa miatt.+7 A francidk a késGbbiekben is igyekeztek megakada-
lyozni a Szentszék anyagi hozzdjirulisit. Ennek ellenére XII. Ince az 1690-es évek
elején felgjitotta a kordbbi timogatdsokat, részben a szalinkeméni gy6zelem, majd
Virad visszafoglaldsa hatdsira is. Am a papa fokozatosan azt virta el BécstSl, hogy
cserébe zdrja le a nyugati hdborut a francidkkal — ez persze politikai érdeke is volt
Rémanak Itilia miel6bbi nyugalma érdekében.

A Habsburg-udvar viszont igyekezett minden kovet megmozgatni mind a
nunciusnal, mind sajit diplomdciai csatorndin keresztiil Rémdban, hogy vala-
mennyi timogatist mégiscsak szerezzen az eurépai béke megkotése el6tt is. 1696
februdrjaban I. Lipét példdul nyomatékosan felhivta Sebastiano Antonio Tanara
béesi nuncius figyelmét, hogy a békeszerzés nemcsak t6le, hanem szévetségeseitdl
is fiigg. Ezért arra kérte a nunciust, hogy tdjékoztassa a pipit az oszmin fenyege-
tésrdl és a segély sziikségességérdl.+8

A helyzet 1697 szeptemberében fordult meg teljesen. Ennek két oka volt. Az
egyik a rijswijki béke megkotése, amely a papa részérdl feltétele volt a tovabbi to-
rokellenes segély folydsitisinak. A mésik pedig a Zentdndl elért hatalmas gydze-

47 B1scHOFFSHAUSEN, Papst Alexander V111., 59—-63.
48 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 233, fol. 777—787 Bécs, 1696. februdr 4. Sebastiano Antonio
Tanara bécsi nuncius jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak.
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lem a torok felett, amely lélektanilag is rendkiviili volt. Santacroce nuncius okt6-
ber elején titkositott jelentésében tudatta az Allamtitkarsiggal, hogy a Bécstjhelyen
tartézkod6 udvarbél olyan utasitast kiildtek Martinitznak, hogy a pipdnal kérje a
torokellenes segély megadasit.+9 Martinitz jelentéseibdl ugyanakkor az els6 erre vo-
natkozé adat csak par hénappal késébbrdl szarmazik. Kardcsony el6tt is még csak
kozvetve érintette a segély kérdését. Tudomadsara jutott ugyanis, hogy a francidk
azt hiresztelték a papai udvarban, hogy a csiszar és a velenceiek béketdrgyaldsokat
kezdtek az oszminokkal. Véleménye szerint mindezt a francidk csupidn azért tet-
ték, hogy megakadilyozzik a torokellenes papai segély megadisit.s Igaz, hogy ez-
utdn Martinitz lényegében hetente kérlelte XII. Incét az igért segitség megadisi-
ra. A papa viszont még mindig arra hivatkozott, hogy a csdszdr nem értesitette 6t
hivatalosan kovetén keresztiil a béke megkotésérdl.s' Végiil csak 1698. februar ko-
zepén keriilt sor a béke hivatalos rémai bejelentésére, 4m ez sem gyorsitotta fel a
pépai segély tigyét.s* A pdpa ugyanis a kincstdr iirességére hivatkozott, ami miatt
nehezen tudtik az igért dsszeget elSteremteni. Végiil XII. Ince 1698 dprilisiban
hagyta j6vd a 200 ooo forintos torokellenes segélyrdl sz616 rendeletet.ss Az utols6
torokellenes pdpai segély annak ellenére kifizetésre keriilt, hogy ekkor mar ko-
moly szobeszéd jart az oszmanokkal kétend§ békérdl, amint azt a bécsi nuncius is
jelentette Rémaba.s+

1698 tavaszira a feudumokat érint§ csdsziri ediktum és papai ellenediktum mi-
atti fesziiltség épp némileg old6dni litszott a két udvar kozote, igy az eurdpai béke
és a zentai gyGzelem okozta hangulatban kertilt sor az utolsé torokellenes papai se-
gély folydsitasira. Amikor pedig 1698 juliusiban az aranygyapjas rend dtvétele
utdn Martinitz visszatért Romadba, és a csiszari felszdlitdst atadtdk Chigi herceg-
nek, akkor a pdpai segély mar lényegében kifizetésre keriilt Bécsben. Bar a nuncius
jelentéseibdl nem érzddik, a zentai gy6zelem hatdsa és a feudumok koriili vita egy
lélektani pillanatban mégis 6sszekapesolédott. Ezt egy, a bityjahoz Antonio Santa-
croce markihoz irt levelébdl tudjuk. A gyGzelem hirét kovetSen a nunciussal szem-
ben az udvarban rendkiviil hivosen bantak, aki Ggy érezte, hogy a hadi és politikai
sikerek (II. Agost lengyel kirallyd korondzasa) megkeményitették a bécsi allispon-
tot. Azzal szimolt, hogy a megvaltozott légkérben a magabiztosabb bécsi miniszte-

49 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 221, fol. 6037 Bécs, 1697. oktéber 10. Andrea Santacroce bécsi
nuncius titkositott jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak.

50 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 98/—109v. Réma, 1697. december 21.
Georg Adam von Martinitz romai kovet jelentése 1. Lipéthoz.

51 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 21/—300. Réma, 1698. janudr 25.
Georg Adam von Martinitz rémai kévet jelentése I. Lipothoz.

52 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. si—61v. Réma, 1698. februdr 22.
Georg Adam von Martinitz rémai kévet jelentése I. Lipothoz.

53 OStA HHStA St.Abt., Rom, Dipl. Korresp., Kart. 78, fol. 1167—118v. Réma, 1698. dprilis 26.
Georg Adam von Martinitz rémai kovet jelentése 1. Lipéthoz.

34 ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 222, fol. 827—83v. Bécs, 1698. dprilis 26. Andrea Santacroce bé-
csi nuncius titkositott jelentése Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkdrnak.
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rek nem fognak évatoskodni a rémai contraedittéra és XII. Incének Lip6thoz irott
levelére adand6 viélasszal.5s

Bér a pdpa 1698 6szét6l nem volt hajland6 fogadni audiencidn Martinitzot, ez a
torokellenes hdboru fuggvényében lényegi nehézséget nem okozott, hiszen ekkor
mar a karl6cai béketdrgyaldsok elkészitése zajlott. Roma ennek soran mindenek-
elgtt az Oszman Birodalom teriiletén é16 keresztények, kiilonosen a katolikusok
érdekeinek képviseletét kivanta megerdsiteni. Ebben a viszonylatban pedig Marti-
nitz kiiktathaté csatorna volt, hisz a 1ényegi tirgyalds Santacroce nuncius és a bécsi
miniszterek kozott zajlott.s®

FUGGELEK

Roma, 1698. augusztus 30.

Fabrizio Spada biboros dllamtitkir Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunciushoz
Beszdmol neki az 1698. augusztus 30-ai pipai audiencidrél. Georg Adam von Martinitz gréf, csiszari ko-
vet a korabban, Giuseppe Gozzadininek, a Segretaria dei Memoriali titkdrdnak tett igérete ellenére nem
volt hajlandé dtadni a mérgezéssel vidolt inast. Az audiencidn XII. Ince elStt megvidolta Ranuccio
Pallavicino rémai kormanyz6t a mérgezésre val6 felbujtissal, és ellene is eljirdst és igazsgszolgdltatist

kovetelt. Az ezt kovet§ széviltds kovetden a csdszdri kovet tiszteletleniil elhagyta az audienciit.
(ASV Segr. Stato, Germania, vol. 219., fol. 4077—410v — cop.; ASRo, Archivio Santacroce, busta
1230, 1698. augusztus 30. — 07°7g.)

Roma, 30 Agosto 1698.

Di tutto cid, che Vostra Signore Illustrissimas? mi significa in questa settimana
con suoi fogli, si in piano, come in numeri, essersi operato da lei in ordine alle
nostre Pendenze colle Corte Cesarea, e alle stravaganze di questo suo Ambasciatore
Conte di Martinitzs%; ha ella riportata da Nostro Signores® 'intera approvazione,
che conveniva.

55 ASRo, Arch. Santacroce, busta 1226, Bécs, 1697. szeptember 21. Andrea Santacroce bécsi nunci-
us levele bityjihoz, Antonio Santacroce markihoz.

56 A nuncius 4ltal benydjrott két emlékirat az Oszmén Birodalom teriiletén é16 keresztények vé-
delmére és a torok fogsigban 1évé keresztény rabok szabadon engedésére vonatkozéan: ASV Segr.
Stato, Germania, vol. 235, fol. 765r—7710.

57 Andrea Santacroce (1656-1712), rémai arisztokrata csalidbdl szdrmazott, amely mdr a 16. szd-
zadban két bécsi nunciust adott. 1690—1696 varséi, majd 1696—1700 bécsi nuncius. 1699. november
14-¢én biborossi emelték. 1701-t6l Viterbo piispéke, 1707—-1708-ban Biborosi Kollégium kamarisa.

5 Georg Adam von Martinitz (1645-1714), cseh arisztokrata, csiszdri diplomata, 1695—1700 ko-
z6tt rémai kovet, 1703-t6l féudvarnagy (Obersthofmarschall), majd a spanyol 6rokésodési hdbor ide-
jén rovid ideig ndpolyi alkirdly.

39 XII. Ince (Antonio Pignatelli, 1615-1700), 16521660 kozott firenzei, 1660-1668 kozott
vars6i, majd 1668-1671-ig bécsi nuncius. 1671-ben leccei, majd 1682-t6] faenzai, 1686-t6l népolyi
érsek. 1681-ben biboros lett. 1691. julius 12-én vilasztotta meg a konklavé pipanak, julius 15-én ko-
rondztik meg.
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Per quello poi, che tocca 'atfare del noto veleno, con il piu, che segui nella
decorsa settimana col Segretario dei Memoriali Gozadini®; sebene le habbia io
con altre mie antecedenti espresso quanto occorreva; € necessario nondimeno,
che in piccolo ristretto ne rinuovi a lei la notizia, dicendole, che dopo haver
I’Ambasciatore fatto credere al Gozadini di consegnare il preteso Delinquente,
che tiene in Casa I’Eccellenza Sua come Prigione, si ¢ poi dichiarata di non voler
piu dare il Delinquente predetto, e che non mai ’haverebbe consegnato. Ma si
mandassero 2 Casa sua Giudici, non del Governatore,® ad esaminarlo per
formarne Processo. Quanto amareggiasse I"animo di Nostro Signore questa
nuova insolenza, e temerario ardimento dell’Eccellenza Sua, pud ogn’uno ben
persuaderselo. Pretendere, che il Papa, il Principe, il Padrone approvi, anzi
autentichi le barbarie indegne, che qui in faccia sua commette il predetto
Ambasciatore, e la lesione, che si manifestamente inferisce all’autorita del
Principe. E che si pud dir di piu? Alzar Tribunali, ed intendere di far la
Giustizia da se medesimo.

Vengo alla giornata d’hieri, che fu quella per I'Udienza dei Ministri dei
Principi. Vi si porto il Signore Ambasciatore, il quale entrato colla Santita Sua
nell’accennato affare del veleno, si avvanzo a dire in questi precisi termini, ch’era
vero, com’ ¢ vero Iddio, che Monsignore Governatore sia Reo del preteso Veleno;
volendo obligar con cio Santita Sua a dar fede alle sue acciecate passioni, e in virtu
di questo sforzarla senza verun fondamento di ragione a far Processo contro il
Governatore istesso, e di piu di voler ritenere il carcerato, et intendere, che i
Giudici vadano ad esaminare, e costituire il preteso Reo nel suo proprio Palazzo.
A cosi stravaganti, e petulanti richieste necessitata la sofferenza della Santita Sua,
rispose, dicendo: E chi siete Voi, che pretendete di sconvolger I'ordine, e le regole
della Giustizia, e d’esser sopra del Papa, e di fare ’assoluto Padrone in Roma? Il che
da lui udito, si alzo, e con mal termine borbottando, se ne parti, senza ne pur’
usare il minimo atto di riverenza verso la Santita Sua. Cosa non mai piu praticata,
ne anche da gli Eretici stessi. E calato poi da me, havendomi voluto raccontare il
seguito, procurai di fargli conoscere, con quanta ragione Sua Beatitudine si fosse
commossa, ed in qual precisa necessita 'haveva egli posta.

Da tutto cio potra ella ben dedurre, con qual’alterazione sia I’Ambasciatore
per rappresentar costa il successo, che senza dubio mascherera a suo modo. Ma
con tuttocio non potra farlo in forma, onde in qualche maniera da se medesimo
non si accusi, massime facendosi riflessione alla singolar benignita, colla quale
fin’hora da Nostro Signore ¢ stato accolto, e trattato, dissimulando tutto, e
compatendo la sua debbolezza, e la sua cieca passione. Si rende dunque neces-
sario, che Vostra Signore Illustrissima rappresenti distintamente questo fatto

60 Giuseppe Gozzadini (1650-1728), 1695-1700 kozitt a Segretaria dei Memoriali vezetSie, 1709-t5]
biboros, Imola érseke, 1713—1717-ig romagnai legdtus.

6 Ranuccio Pallavicino (1632-1712), 1672-t8] maltai inkvizitor, majd 1689-t6l a Zsinati Kongregi-
ci6 titkdra. 1696-1706 kozott Réma kormdanyzéja és vice camerlengo. 1706-ban biboros lett.
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all’Imperatore, et a suoi Ministri, e si studii insieme di far loro conoscere, e la
longanimita usata dalla Santita Sua, 'impertinenza dell’Ambasciatore, et il de-
bito di rispondergli nella forma accennata, provocata Sua Beatitudine da tanti
modi improprii tenuti da lui fin’hora, e pit indegnamente in questa Udienza; e
mostrare ancora la necessita, in che vien posta Sua Santita d’insistere, si come
dovra far’ella con tutta I’efficacia maggiore, perche di qua sia levato il predetto
Ambasciatore, essendosi reso affatto insoffribile, e non & piu da praticarsi, e
molto meno da trattarsi.

MIHALIK BELA VILMOS



HUNGARY AND THE HOLY SEE OF ROME
Hungarian Historical Researches of the 21th Century
in the Vatican

TuaE RELaTIONS OF CHARLES I AND THE PArACY
RELYING UPON THE VATICAN SOURCES'

Despite the fact that the most important events of the diplomatic relations
between Charles I (of the House of Anjou), King of Hungary (1301-1342)
and the papal court are already known in the Hungarian historiography, many
aspects of this topic remained unelaborated. Through thorough analysis,
the purpose of my researches is on the one hand to exhibit the change of the
toreign affairs of the Hungarian king and the Popes (Boniface VIII, Bene-
dict XI, Clement V, John XXII and Benedict XII), and on the other hand to
thematically systematize and depict in detail the cases related to both par-
ties.

It was proved through the analysis that, though, the majority of the sources
on the diplomatic relation between the Holy See and the Hungarian king are
long known in the Hungarian historiography, we should throw a new light
upon many aspects and questions. Besides, the sources served new information
on such central and poorly explored questions as how the two powers commu-
nicated, in what forms and channels and by whom they were represented.
Above all, the remuneration policy of the Popes of Avignon was one of such
topics, of which analysis has brought the most new results.

In the Avignon era the Holy See’s claim to reach papal universalism, cen-
tralism and intermediate part was reflected in the beneficial policy of the
Popes, too. Not only did the era create a legal ground for the reservation of
church benefices, but it also tried to enforce it by penetrating down to lower
church levels. First of all, it can be stated that the majority (70%) of the reg-
ulations related to the beneficiums in Hungary are from John XXII’s age.
The reason for this is on the one hand the Pope’s long reign (it is 18 years out
of the 41 that was analysed), on the other hand the character of John XXII’s

' See pp. 9—30.
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remuneration policy. By examining the remuneration policy of Clement V,
Benedict XII and John XXII it became unambiguous that there are signifi-
cant differencesbetween the three Popes in the case of smaller benefices (i.e.
non-consistorial benefices): namely, John XXII annually dealt with smaller
benefices roughly six times more than his predecessor or successor. Besides,
under John XXII, the immediate provisions and the expectatives were ed-
ited approximately in equal number; one third of the benefices’ reversioners
did not get their first benefice. The analysis of the measures related to the
benefices made it clear that Pope John XXII aimed at the practical enforce-
ment of the Ex debiro bull (1316), mainly in case of the greater consistorial
benefices. Although it seldom occurred that the Pope appointed an abso-
lutely new person (his own favourite) to some bigger benefices independent
of the will of the chapter as well as the monarch, he endeavoured to conclude
the cases (for instance by cancelling the election by referring to its invalid-
ity, then appointing the original nominee after all) so that the authority of
the beneficiary would not be depended on the capitular election but the
Pope’s favour.

Not only do the results conform with the conclusions of the researches
on the papal beneficiary policy in the Avignon era accomplished considering
other countries, but — also in Hungary’s case — they verify the long existing
opinion that John XXII endeavoured to expand the papal court’s authority
to the middle and lower levels of the church as much as he could. Further-
more, the effect of the diplomatic events to the beneficiary policy was also
demonstrable: in the course of the important negotiations the number of the
expectatives was significantly increased. This fact strengthens the assump-
tion that the monarchs often tried to reward the diplomatic service with
church benefices. However factual proof of the success of the expectative
rights” enforcement was found in rare occasions, which suggests that the
tilling of the church benefices depended on the local conditions rather than
the papal order.

The earlier secondary literature put great emphasis on establishing whether
the Pope’s or the monarch’s will was prevailed in the filling of the church bene-
fices. Yet, the sources prove that such rivalry did not exist in the first half of
the fourteenth century. The papal and the royal beneficiary policy seem paral-
lel rather than opposing, which rarely created a conflict between the two pow-
ers. If we search for the traces of such conflicts, we would rather focus on the
prelates’ synod of 1318 in Kalocsa, or on the written complaint of 1338 sent to
Benedict XII; as these reflect those who fought for the controlling of the
church benefices.

AcNES MALETH



HUNGARIAN HISTORICAL RESEARCHES OF THE 2ITH CENTURY IN THE VATICAN 441

“PETRUS STEPHANI COLLECTOR APOSTOLICUS”’

The paper shows in detail the activities of Petrus Stephani as a tax collector,
functioning in the Polish-Hungarian district between 1373 and 1375. This
choice was primarily motivated by the favourable source conditions, namely
apart from his book of accounts numerous documents of the Holy See related
to his activities as well as some charters issued iz partibus survived.

Péter, son of Istvdn was appointed a tax collector by Gregory XI on 12 Feb-
ruary 1372; he was responsible for the territory of the Hungarian and the Polish
Kingdom as well as for Silesia, which was a part of the Czech crown, though,
belonged to the Polish church administration.

He arrived to Hungary in January, 1373, yet, he could start working only 11
months later due to the opposition of Louis I. He started working in Poland in
the spring of 1373, however, his activity was frequently hindered by the tax col-
lectors working in parallel to him. He had two permanent residencies, one in
Krakow and the other in Felhéviz, located near Buda.

During his function he was in continuous connection with the Curia in
Avignon. From Avignon, he continuously received the essential lists of bene-
fices and the various supplementary instructions related to his activities. In
many cases, Péter also sent legates to the papal court to clear certain questions.

He was naturally assisted by many people, on the one hand by the direct at-
tendants, on the other hand by the members of his office. The sub-collectors,
appointed by Péter, were indispensable members of the people of the collector.
In the Hungarian part of the district of the collector there were at least 19
centres of the sub-collectors in five significant collegial churches (Pozsony
[Bratislava], Szepes, Obuda, Fehérvir and Pozsega [Pozegal) besides the archi-
episcopal and the episcopal centres. The duty of the sub-collectors was to actu-
ally collect and run the administration of the tax, furthermore, to employ church
censure against those who refused to pay. We know all-in-all six sub-collectors
working in Hungary in the examined period; every one of them was the canon of
their districts’ cathedral.

85% of the collected tax went to Avignon through banks. One of the impor-
tant stations of the transport was Bruges, to where primarily the merchants of
Krakow transferred the collected tax. They placed the sums in the branch
banks of the Flemish town — which was one of the most important trading cen-
tres of the age — which were related to the papal court, and then they were sent
turther to the Camera Apostolica. The role of Venice was also significant at that
time, namely a considerable part of the collected tax reached its destination
through the banks of the Adriatic city. During Petrus Stephani’s activity as a
collector the Florentine companies (Alberti Antichi, Donatus Guidonis, Maf-

* See pp. 31-88.
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teo Lotto, Vieri di Cambi di Medici) took part in the Polish and Hungarian
money’s transfer. The Florentine Francesco di Bernardo da Ramignano, who
settled in Buda, also played a crucial role in these financial transactions.

Petrus Stephani collected altogether 22,848 Hungarian golden forint for the
Apostolic Camera, out of which he forwarded 20,455 forints to Avignon, while
his sub-collectors 2,286. The difference might origin from the depreciation re-
sulted from the change, or from the tax that Péter’s predecessors collected and
he also made an entry of. Péter personally presented his accounts in the Apos-
tolic Camera, where the fiscal clerics carefully examined and prepared its short
abstract (computus brevis). Thereafter, Péter was charged with another com-
mission as a collector, however, at this time only to the territory of the Hun-
garian Kingdom, since the Polish-Hungarian collectoria was divided in 1377.

In the final chapter of the paper, the ecclesiastical career of Petrus Stephani is
analysed, which completed itself in parallel to his activity as a tax collector. His
career cannot be divided from the support of Cardinal Guillaume de la Jugie,
who entrusted Péter with the administration of the Hungarian and Polish
church benefices, of which he was in charge. It became clear through the detailed
analysis that the earlier research contaminated two persons. As a result, the ma-
jor part of the Hungarian secondary literature identified Collector Petrus Ste-
phani with Péter Knol, secret chancellor than later the bishop of Transylvania.
On the basis of former researches of the author, Petrus Stephani is identified
with the French Petrus de Monasterio, whose appointment as a collector was
hugely influenced by his protector, Cardinal Vilmos. The ecclesiastic career of
Péter was the following: the canon of Eger (1360-1376), the precentor of Kalocsa
(1361), the archdeacon of Szabolcs (1361-1375), the priest of Calhano (1372-1376),
the canon and the rector altaris of Esztergom (1373-1390), the provost of Démés
(1374-1379), the canon of Boroszlé (1375-1376), the hospitalarius of the Cruciferi
Sancti Stephani Regis of Felhéviz and Esztergom (1390-1392).

TamAs FEDELES

“PaRTES UNGARIE...SATIS OCCUPATE cUM TURcCIS.”
Tue Turkisa QuesTtioN IN HuNGARY IN THE PapaL Books orF REQUEST oF
THE FirTEENTH CENTURY?

The increasing Muslim authority occupied a bridge-head on the European
continent in the middle of the fourteenth century. From this time on, as the
danger became increasingly realized, two Christian states were more and more

3 See pp. 89-106.
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dependent on each other: the head of the Christian world — the papacy — and
the Hungarian Kingdom, which consciously took on the role of the bastion of
Christianity over a century. From their opening, the papal archives continu-
ously vented sources that proved the mutual dependence and centuries-long
cooperation of the two most threatened powers; EDGArR ARTNER selected an in-
dependent collection from the rich sources. Through the series of ViLmos
Fraknor1 and the publication of ARTNER that remained in a manuscript for a
long time, the historical researches explored those tools — especially the diplo-
macy, through which the Popes sent allowances to the Hungarian Kingdom
and urged the Western powers to act —, by the help of which the Roman Curia
also took its share of the Christian world’s defence by covering some burdens.
However, recently it has occurred that the Vatican archives’ documents of
smaller importance also hid historical data that vary this question; they do not
throw light upon the mutual battle on the level of power politics, but rather
through the incidents of the everyday life. In many cases the supplicationes
handed in the Roman Curia in the fifteenth century and granted by the Pope
contain references to the extraordinary everyday life of the Hungarian-Turkish
borderland.

By the help of them, one can understand more the effect of the Muslim
world’s vicinity to the people living in the frontier zone: it uniquely formed the
consciousness of identity and the motivation behind the actions. The tissue of
the identity of Christianity that had been invulnerable became cracked, which
had destructive effect on the forces of the religious belief that united Europe
trom the periphery towards the central territories, however, temporarily only
to a small degree. The requests signed by the Popes show that by channelling a
significant part of the curial incomes the prelates of Rome made a sacrifice for
stem the course of events. A supplicatio from the middle of the fourteenth cen-
tury declares the appropriation of the punitive duties against the “pagans”.
There are many cases from the fifteenth century that those Byzantines who
were escaping from Constantinople in a desperate situation were provided the
opportunity to give indulgences (after all, they were related to the authoriza-
tion of free choice of confessor), which enabled them to collect money to ran-
som their relatives in captivity.

The research explored that Pope Martin V allowed the representatives of
the members of the Order of Hospitallers of Rhodes to authorize the free
choice of confessor for those throughout Europe who aided the order fighting
on the Islam front. This paper presents many sources found in manuscripts to
show that the duties of the curial administration were sometimes spent on the
defence against the Turks. Namely in many cases, the condition of granting the
approval of the supplication and the requested dispensation was either entering
the war or sending soldiers in the war on their money. One of the reasons of the
occurrence — naturally besides the fact that the danger and its fear was increasing
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in the progress of time — could be that the argumentation of the requests more
often contained mention of a contravention committed in situations provoked
by the Turks. This small contribution also proves that the Popes’ power of ab-
solution was not primarily a tool of the contraventions causing Reformation
but to help the distressed Christians.

KorNEL SzovAk

MEeMBERS OF THE D1ocese oF GYSR IN RoME
of THE LATE MiIDDLE AcEs?

The idea of categorizing and publishing the sources according to dioceses
already existed in the early days of the Hungarian researches in the Vatican,
we should only think of the volumes of the Monumenta Romana Episcopatus
Vesprimiensis edited by ViLmos FrakN61 and J6zser Lukcsics. In 1909, Mik-
16s Széchenyi, bishop of Gyér entrusted his secretary ArpAp Nitscu (later
BossANvyr) to publish the sources of the Vatican related to the diocese of Gydr
along a similar concept. However, the undertaking was not successful: the
collections unfortunately were not published and the two volumes of the
Regesta supplicationum — that came out and published an already proofread ar-
chival material on lower level than its predecessors — can be caution also to the
present researches.

The detailed analysis of the presence of the Hungarians in medieval Rome
is not completed yet — due to the lack of the complete exploration of the
sources. The analysis of those who visited Rome for various reasons from the
same diocese has not been attempted yet. The collected persons are divided into
groups according to their motives to visit Rome. On this basis, one can state
that there were people who stayed in Rome by occupation, in the service of the
papacy. The successor of St. Peter was not only the head of the church, but also
a monarch, who played an active political role in Italy as well as in Europe;
therefore, he was frequently visited for diplomatic reasons. Many ecclesiastical
and secular persons visited the Pope to ask for justice or his benevolence, be it
related to a church benefice, to the admission to the holy orders, to giving abso-
lution or indulgence. As the tribunals of the Curia served as courts of appeal,
many travelled to Rome owing to their cases. The tombs of St. Peter and Paul
were the most visited place of pilgrimage at that time; therefore, thousands of
pilgrims visited them. Besides, we find examples of those, who were attracted
by the Eternal City in view of researches and study.

4 See pp. 107-136.
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One can state after a thorough examination that, though, the diocese of
Gydr was a medium one among the Hungarian dioceses considering its wealth
and members, it had manifold relations to the Roman Curia. Naturally, the di-
ocese of Gydr — similarly to the other dioceses in Hungary — lacked the perma-
nent representation in Rome. Mainly personal relations and personal adminis-
tration dominated; therefore there were often ad hoc solutions. People arriving
in Rome could attend to many businesses at once by exploiting the Eternal City
being “multifunctional”. Knowing the many forms of networking, the aims
and motivation of those staying in Rome, the question is reasonable; how simi-
lar was the intensity of the relations of the diocese of Gydr with the centre of
the Catholic Church compared to that of the other dioceses in Hungary.

If we examine the Hungarian related data collected from the Datary’s reg-
isters of supplications by PAL Lukcsics and from the bull registers of the Vat-
ican and Lateran dated between 1417 and 1453 in parallel with the Hungarian
requests handed in the Sacra Poenitentiaria Apostolica and the division after di-
oceses of those Hungarian pilgrims who entered the Society of the Holy
Spirit in Rome and we add moreover the percentage distribution of certain
Hungarian dioceses compared with the total population of the kingdom, we
can state the following. The number of the petitioners from the diocese of
Gy6r is somewhat overrepresented in accordance with the proportion of the
population living there, while we can find comparatively few people entering
the Society of the Holy Spirit. This is explained by EN1k6 CsukoviTs with
the lack of the members of the SMOMs in Western Hungary, which caused
slight notoriety. If we examine the origin of those who went to Rome from
the diocese of Gydr, we see that the majority of them were from Vas County,
which gave almost the half of the population of the diocese of Gydr. People
arrived in the Eternal City in great number naturally from Gydr, from the
episcopal centre, besides Szombathely, K8szeg and Rohonc. Asa matter of cu-
riosity, the name of the inhabitants of Sopron, the most significant town of
the diocese, cannot be found in the sources of Vatican; however its opposite is
likely if one reads their testaments.

If we compare the diocese of Gydr with the archdiocese of Kalocsa — which
had bigger population —, with the bishopric of Csandd and the diocese of
Vic - of which population was more or less the same — we see that the most
requests to both offices came from Gydr and only the archdiocese of Kalocsa
preceded Gydr in the number of those who entered the Society of the Holy
Spirit. The reasons of the occurrence can only be explained after a further
study, yet one can reckon the negative effect of the Turkish destruction in
case of Kalocsa and Csandd.

The diocese of Gydr is average considering its population, economic-social
circumstances and the intensity of its relations to the centre of the Church, or
rather — compared to the other dioceses of Hungary — it was “middle-ranking”.
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To get a whole picture of the Roman relations of the Hungarian Kingdom, in
the future, one should run a similar examination on the other dioceses’ relations
to Rome and compare the results with each other, which enable us to outline the
centre/periphery relation of Rome and the Hungarian church structure.

G4ABOR NEMES

ORDO REGUM
LisTs oF PRECEDENCE IN THE PapAL CourT AND THE PrAcE oF THE KiNG OF
Hu~eary N THE LATE MIDDLE AGES®

The secondary literature on the history of diplomacy attributes the com-
pilation of the hierarchy of 1504 listing every Christian monarchs and princes
that was used for the reception of their representatives to Paride de Grassi,
papal master of ceremonies. This list of precedence had significant afterlife,
since it also influenced the diplomatic relations of the early modern period.
The King of Hungary is also mentioned, he was the ninth. The study en-
deavours to answer the question whether this list really demonstrates the Eu-
ropean authority of the King of Hungary. To do so, the all in all five versions
of the list are examined with the help of philological techniques (they are
signed with letters from A to E), their content is valued, the usage of hierar-
chy isintroduced and certain examples of the disputes over the ranks found in
Grassi’s work of Tractatus de oratoribus (1508/1509) are analysed, which dis-
cusses the reception of the legates in Rome. (The paper leans on the results of
PuivLipe STENZIG’s dissertation.)

The lists of precedence were compiled to internal use, to organize events of
protocol nature and to ease the work of the masters of ceremony. They were
not publicly announced, official papal orders but assistances based on practice
and formed by custom and European political circumstances. They were main-
tained in the documentation of the masters of ceremony (in diaries, notes)
mainly in the various archives of the Vatican. On the basis of their content,
namely which monarch is mentioned, the known lists can be put in chronologi-
cal order. On the one hand it helps their interpretation; on the other hand the
“evolution” of their adoption from the late fourteenth century to the mid six-
teenth century can be demonstrated.

The earliest is the C version, known from the diary of Grassi, which is not a
hierarchy yet, but a catalogue advancing according to the cardinal points. On
the basis of its content, the D version might be dated back to the early fifteenth

3 See pp. 137-172.
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century, the B version that occurs in Grassi’s diary and in the Tractatus is from
the mid-fifteenth century (from the 1460s), the A list, which was written
down by Grassi in 1504, but actually can be attached to the work of his prede-
cessor, Johannes Burckard, is from about the 1490s, while the E version, which
can also be found in the composite volume of the early modern period, is from
the 1550s.

However, the emerging disputes of certain monarchs’ legates over the prec-
edence were not solved on the grounds of the lists; they were settled and
avoided according to the situation. The Pope does not change or specify the hi-
erarchy, as he does not want to gratuitously favour or hurt any members of the
Christian community. This is also proved by the analysis of 19 incidents from
1481-1504 listed in the Tractatus de oratoribus. Out of them, two Hungarian
disputes over rank are presented in detail: in 1487 Janos Kamarcai Vitéz was in-
volved in a dispute over precedence with the delegates of the Scottish king; in
1494 the delegates of Vladislaus II, king of Hungary and Bohemia, Tamds
Bakécz, bishop of Gy8r and Antal Sinkfalvi, bishop of Nyitra came into con-
tlict with the delegate of Naples. In both situations the parties were seated sep-
arately in the Cappella Sistina.

In spite of the above mentioned, the lists were regarded useful and applied
assistances for the Apostolic See, therefore the place of the King of Hungary is
also demonstrated by them — yet, not in terms of the European power politics
of the late Middle Ages, but on/y of the papal court.

BAvinT LakAaTOS

THE Sources oN THE Process oF GYOrGY FRATER’S MURDER
6
IN THE VATICAN ARCHIVES

In the morning of 17 December, 1551, one of the most influential politicians
of the Hungarian Kingdom, Gyorgy Frater (Martinuzzi), the primate of Hun-
gary and the archbishop Esztergom, the voivode of Transylvania was found
dead on the stone floor of the castle of Alvinc. The identity of his murderers
was known: with the direction of Giovanni Battista Castaldo, marquis and
Sforza Pallavicini, chief-sergeant, the mercenaries of Ferdinand I killed him.
This action created a huge stir not only in the kingdom, but throughout the
whole Christian Europe, and led to one of the most acute crisis of the Habs-
burg-papal relations. According to canon law, those who were responsible be-
came automatically excommunicated, and though, Julius III temporarily dis-

¢ See pp. 173-186.
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pensed the monarch, a long investigation started, of which purpose was to find
Gyorgy Friter guilty, by this means to prove the murder rightful.

The examination, lasting for years, was led by Count Abbot Girolamo
Martinengo, the nuncio to the court of Ferdinand, and then it was concluded by
his successor, Zaccaria Delfino in 1554. By the help of a “questionnaire” of 87
points, 139 evidences were given as well as numerous letters and extracts of let-
ters related to the case were collected. A significant part of these sources can be
found in the Vatican Secret Archives. Certain documents already became public
by the researches of Gyura Szexr¢ and GABor BarTa in the last century; how-
ever, numerous ones did not or only partially, so their utilization can enrich the
already existing picture. The paper presents these documents and those sources
that serve information on the examination by touching upon the fact that the ac-
curate exploration of this source-basis and its critical edition could significantly
help the understanding of the so troubled decade between 1541 and 1551, more-
over, it would present an opportunity to explore a historic phase of the Habs-
burg-papal diplomatic relations with micropolitical profoundness.

Viktor Kandsz

Jesurt GIOvANNT ARGENTI ON THE AFFAIRS IN TRANSYLVANIA
Tue DEFENSIO SOCIETATIS JESU AND THE DIET 0F MEDGYES IN 16057

The paper analyses the close relation of religion and politics with reference
to Jesuit Giovanni Argenti’s works of Defensio and De Societate and to the diet of
Medgyes in 1605. After the start of the Bocskai Uprising in 1604, the order had
to leave Hungary as well as the principality of Transylvania. Among the rea-
sons were those mistakes that the Jesuits committed and that intense hatred
that followed the order’s function. This opposition was not derived only from
direct experience but also from the international experience that — along with
the international anti-Jesuit propaganda — reinforced the atmosphere, which
led to the expropriation of the properties of the Jesuits in Transylvania. This
practically introduced the order of the Treaty of Vienna (1606) which resulted
in the loss of the order’s possessions in Hungary.

In his two works, Argenti shows his Humanist education in connection
with the repudiation of the accusations against the Society; the dichotomy be-
tween barbarism and civilisation is in the focus of his argumentation in such a
manner that he identifies the former with heresy and the latter with the true
taith. Simultaneously, he admits their mistakes which contributed to the devel-

7 See pp. 187-200.
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opment of the public opinion against the order. His two works call the atten-
tion to the fact that the so far neglected documents of the Catholics written
with the purpose of apologetics — of which significant part is definitely that of
Argenti’s work — constitute a part of the Catholic-Protestant polemic evolved
after the Bocskai Uprising.

TamAs Krupra

FereNnc GaLLA’s ORIGINAL MONOGRAPH ON THE MISSIONS IN THE
TErRRITORY UNDER TURKISH RULE
8
(DaTa For THE HisTORY OF THE RECONSTRUCTION OF A TEXT)

The paper deals with a monograph of FErenc Garra, which survived in a
manuscript, and its publication and reconstruction. The writer worked as a
church historian and a lecturer in the first half of the twentieth century, The
Papacy and the Turkish Peril is a late work of his, and this might be the reason
why it remained in the drawer. The manuscript, which survived in a terrible
state so in its original form it was impossible to be published, is preserved in the
Hungarian National Archives. First, the text was reconstructed, then it went
through an analysis relying on archival and bibliographical researches, which
examined whether the book was worthy of publication considering its data.
This process was followed by a thorough statistical clarification, the text’s divi-
sion into chapters and then the substitution and reconstruction of the com-
pletely missing notes took place. In the end of the work a monograph was born
out of the text wreck, which became suitable for publication as regards its data
and structure.

GA4ABoRr Kisvarca

AubpienNce 1s DENIED. THE HoLy SEE AND THE CoOURT OF VIENNA
UNDER THE RomaN LecaTioN oF CouNnT GEORG ADAM VON MARTINITZ

(1695-1699)°

Count Georg Adam con Martinitz, imperial legate arrived in Rome in De-
cember 1695, though his predecessor, Anton Florian von Liechtenstein had al-
ready left one and a half years earlier. The count’s legacy in Rome did not

¥ See pp. 201-228.
9 See pp. 229-242.
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started well as he got involved in a dispute over precedence with the viceroy of
Rome, Ranuccio Pallavicino already in the spring of 1696. This conflict reached
its peak in 1696 on the Corpus Christi procession, when the service was delayed
almost for two hours due to Martinitz’s intentional slow moving. Therefore, a
couple of days later, the whole College of Cardinals intentionally withdrew its
presence from the traditional service in the Santa Maria dell’ Anima, the church
of the German nation in Rome. This question of protocol significantly burdened
the relations of the two courts in the following period.

In 1697, the imperial diplomat encountered another conflict with the Ro-
man Curia, since he released the imperial edict that obligated the imperial
vassals in Italy to do another homage and affirm their feudal estate. After the
Holy See released a counter-edict, the relations of Rome and Vienna grew
cold, which was further increased in the following summer. Don Agostino
Chigi received an imperial notice to do his compulsory homage to his estates
in Farnese. The papal court suspected partly Martinitz’s contribution behind
the scenes.

The old Innocent XII finally lost his patience after another unpleasant
event. Martinitz took one of his valets prisoner after a poisoning in his house
and demanded justice, however, he was reluctant to deliver him up to the Ro-
man authorities. Moreover, he more and more openly accused the viceroy of
Rome, Ranuccio Pallavicino of planning the poisoning. He accused the viceroy
on a papal audience on 29 August 1698 and requested a procedure. Thereupon,
the indignant Pope refused to tolerate the imperial legate in his presence.

These all led to Martinitz’s fall, however, his summoning home took a long
time, since there was not a vacant position in Vienna, which could account for
his calling back. Martinitz finally left Rome on 23 April 1700, when he was ap-
pointed as the head of the archery guards.

Bfra ViLmos MIHALIK

Tue VErBALS OF THE HUNGARIAN Bisuors’
CanonicAL EXAMINATION 16051711
(H1sTORIOGRAPHY AND ProjECT PLAN)"’

The first half of the paper surveys the international secondary literature
on the verbals of the canonical examination. The main works of WALTER
FriepENSBURG, Louts JapiNn, HuBerT JEDIN, REMIGIUS R1TZLER are thor-
oughly presented; furthermore, besides the German, Austrian and Belgian

' See pp. 243—316.
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results are shown, the publications of the Italian, Irish, Polish, Bulgarian
and Croatian researches are taken into account. On the one hand, this intro-
duction wants to present this extraordinary type of source of the Vatican
Archives and the process based on it in a historiographical approach. On the
other hand, it lists the possible ways of elaboration, which could give a
proper basis for the Hungarian related material’s methodical research and
its exploitation.

Thereafter, the earlier Hungarian researches are presented. It is a historio-
graphical curio that the Hungarian erudition of the Baroque era already used
the verbals of the canonical examinations. Within the frame of the source-col-
lecting program initiated and supported by Lip6t Kollonich GABor HEVENESY
prepared extracts on the processes preserved in the palace of the nunciature of
Vienna situated in the Am Hof. The first published data from them can be
found in the volumes of KArorLy PETERFFY on the history of councilsand in the
volumes of J6zser KoLLER on the history of the diocese of Pécs. In the period
between the two world wars, the works of the Benedictine Tinam£r VaNy6 and
FereNnc GaLLa, priest of the diocese of Vic are significant. The methodical ex-
ploitation of the abundant source-material, of which importance was also high-
lighted by Lajos PAszToRr, was not completed despite the repeated attempts.
The documents on many bishoprics under Turkish rule — with the use of the
statements and appendices related to the state of the diocese — were elaborated
in several essays by ANTAL MOLNAR.

The aim of the publication is to take the premises, experience and results
of the international and Hungarian historiography into account as well as to
concisely outline the premises, aim, form and standpoints of the planned
project. In addition, the catalogue of the analysed verbals is published, at the
same time the unique nature of the processes and their historical source-value
are presented.

The material should not be interpreted in the Vatican’s scope, but exclu-
sively in the context of archontology, prosopography and biography in the
long run, furthermore, it should be exploited as an important preparatory
work in the Vatican for a Hungarian ecclesiastical archontology of the early
modern period. The research, as a consequence, is nothing else but the com-
pletion, continuation of the Hierarchia Catholica on a local level. The main
purpose is the deeper exploitation of the consistorial sources of the Vatican
for the benefit of the Hungarian ecclesiastical archontology and prosopogra-
phy of the early modern period and its preparatory work in the Vatican. The
verbals of the canonical examination are in the centre of the research, the
consistorial propositions and notes are of secondary importance at this stage
of the research. The processes and their supplementary documents are going
tobe exploited even if they did not get in the papal collections. At the moment
there are five such materials known, one from the state archives of Mantua,



452 HUNGARY AND THE HOLY SEE OF ROME

tour from the Aldobrandini archives in Frascati. According to the current in-
formation, in the Vatican Archive there are all in all 250 items until 1711 (168
from the nunciature of Vienna, 64 from the consistorial archive, 18 from the
archive of the Datary). The reference catalogue of the processes is fundamen-
tally prepared on the basis of the volumes of the Sala dei Indici of the Vatican,
however, the dates on the basis of the verbals survived from the period of the
examinations, the earliest from 1612 (Jinos Pyber, Pécs) and the latest from
1709 (for instance bishops Imre Esterhdzy, Tinin and Benedek Rittkay
Zengg-Modrus).

The maxim of the examination of archontological purpose gives grounds
for the “division” of the verbals. Namely, only the “personal part” will be cov-
ered in the research, considering the statements given or the supplements,
which will mostly be published in form of abstracts. Besides the huge amount
of the documents, this unique dichotomy of the sources hampered the uni-
form elaboration of the material of the whole primatial province of the Hun-
garian Kingdom, since parallel work had to be done of prosopographical and
diocese-historical nature.

The primary supplements themselves — which can be exploited in archon-
tological/prosopographical and in case of a deeper personal analysis biographi-
cal respect — are real Hungaricum-curios that cannot be found in Hungary
from this early period; their narrow spectrum is shown by the source-selec-
tion at the end of the publication. One can read birth and baptismal certifi-
cates (no. 11, 17, 23, 27, 28); the direct or indirect certificates of university
studies; documents on ordination or consecration (no. 1, 6, 16); the certifica-
tion of the financial background required for a bishop (no. 7, 9); many CVs
(no. 2, 3, 4, 8); certificates of the chapter, ordinary, the monastic prefect or a
colleague on the intellectual and pastoral qualities and moral integrity of the
appointed together with some biographical details (no. 18, 20, 22, 24, 26, 29);
furthermore letter of recommendation to an Episcopal appointment (no. 25);
and medical expert opinion on “mental hygiene” that is regarded as a special
record of history of medicine (no. 30). Similarly to the last two, the docu-
ments dealing with the concrete details of the examination, with practical or
conceptual problems are less frequent in the verbals, therefore in our collec-
tion: the letters requesting the launch of the examination, dealing with the sup-
plements (no. 8, 14); the documents on the recruiting of the witnesses (no. 15);
the paper discussing the history of the bishopric, the already mentioned letter
that complained about the protraction of the process of confirmation (no. 13).
The memorial that requests the appointment of an auxiliary bishop and cir-
cumspectly argues for it is a special rarity; moreover it could be a smaller d
limina report (no. 19).

The “personal material” of the processes — besides the “pure” biographical
data — is suitable for an exploitation of various kinds, either if we take the state-
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ments, or the supplements. They equally serve valuable information on the
witnesses: their knowledge, their culture of remembrance, their personal rela-
tions and connections with the nominee. Besides the analyses that are partly
fitted in the subject of Memory Studies, the uniquely built connections of the
church elite of the early modern period can be outlined by the help of the mate-
rial. The Netzwerk that can be reconstructed is manifold and versatile: it hap-
pens that a person is mentioned in various cases, or there are people mutually
testifying against each other, naturally on different occasions. The supple-
ments of the letters can support the mapping of the inner lines of fracture of
the Hungarian episcopacy of the early modern period.

The research focusing on the “long seventeenth century” can be summa-
rized in theses as follows: it includes the prosopographical analysis of the
church elite of the denominational confrontations, then the Catholic expan-
sion after the Council of Trent within the framework of a fond-like source ex-
ploration of the Vatican extending to the beginning of the consolidation of the
eighteenth century. The project goes far beyond the strictly speaking dimen-
sions of church history, namely it is about the main representatives, leaders of
the status ecclesiasticus of the age, the leading order of feudalism that was re-
pressed in parallel with the evolution of absolutism. Their role was extraordi-
narily unique in this process: they had to appear as the protector of the na-
tional/feudal tradition, identity and interests, while the main determinant and
pillar of their career as well as their effort to religious hegemony was the Habs-
burg dynasty, which more and more lived under the influence of absolutism af-
ter Spanish and French examples.

Thanks to the research experience gained through the preparatory work,
some of the earlier made mistakes are corrected at the end of the study. Ac-
cording to these corrections, the case of the papal filling of the bishopric sees
in the seventeenth century was not automatically delivered to the Consisto-
rial Congregation, only if a problem occurred. There are original verbals, not
only official copies, also in the Archivio Concistoriale fonds of the Vatican Ar-
chives. REmicius RrTzLER’s statement should be also revised that before the
regulations of Gregory XV and Urban VIII the verbals of the canonical ex-
aminations were regarded as useless and object to discarding after the consis-
torial decision. The bequest of Cardinal Pietro Aldobrandini, however, is a
substantial proof against this idea. Altogether 4 Hungarian and 21 other ver-
bals survived there from the period between 1594 and 1620 by proving that the
exploration of the family archives of the cardinal protectors could enrich the
historical research with further information. Their catalogue is in the Appen-
dix of the study.

PEéTER Tusor
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TraE HunGArIAN EpiscopAL ProcEssEs oF THE E1GHTEENTH CENTURY
IN THE VATICAN SECRET ARCHIVES 1711-1780""

In 1881, the Vatican Secret Archives (Archivum Secretum Vaticanum) was
opened by Leo XIII to the researchers. The word of “Secret” implies only that
it started its function as the private archive of the Popes, however, its material
is openly accessible for the qualified researchers similarly to other state ar-
chives’ documents. Besides the archives of certain already non-existing offices
of the Roman Curia, there are the historical archives of many still operating of-
fices of t