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Abstract: The establishment of the bishopric was urged by Pope Nicholas IV in his
bull of 1 August 1290, in which he asked papal legate Benvenuto of Orvieto to replace
the Orthodox bishop of the city with a Latin bishop. The establishment of a Hungarian
dependent bishopric exercising jurisdiction over internal Balkan territories was also in
the interest of Hungarian secular and ecclesiastical foreign policy. The first bishop of
Belgrade was Benedict; his name appears in sources in 1293.

At its foundation, the diocese probably exercised spiritual jurisdiction over the
territories south of the Danube and south-east of the Kolubara, but its boundaries were
not defined. It probably intended to take over the spiritual jurisdiction over the
mainland Serbian territories from the weakening ecclesiastical centres of southern
Dalmatia by the late 13* century.

It seems that after 1322, Hungarian rulers and the Holy See tried to strengthen the
functioning of the Bishopric of Belgrade: from the foundation until the fall of the castle,
it was only during the reign of Hungarian kings Charles | and Louis | that real attempts
were made to establish a functioning Bishopric of Belgrade, and the Pope wrote several
documents trying to help the diocese financially and urging the ruler to support it.
However, after the Ottoman advance in the Balkans and the fall of the Kingdom of
Serbia, from the end of the 14" century onwards, the space for a missionary bishopric
in Belgrade, which was not actually functioning, was no longer existent, and it
continued to live as a titular bishopric. It is possible that as early as the late 13" century
the Holy See, and in particular Pope Nicholas IV, abandoned their ambitions to put an
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" The present paper is a modified version of my thesis published in 2018, entitled The History
of the Bishopric of Nandorfehérvar in the Middle Ages (Balint Ternovacz, ,,A nandorfehérvari
plspokség a kdozépkorban®, in: Kézépkortérténeti tanulmdnyok 10. A X. Medievisztikai PhD-
konferencia (Szeged, 2017. junius 7-9.) el6adasai, Szerk. Brigitta Szanka, Zoltan Szolnoki &
Zsolt Dezs6 Nagy, Szeged 2018, 117-131).
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end to the Orthodox domination of Belgrade, and the Bishopric of Belgrade became a
titular bishopric, sometimes briefly reinforced by papal or Hungarian royal interest.

Keywords: missionary bishoprics, Belgrade, Hungarian Church, Latin Church,
ecclesial expansion.

Introduction

Belgrade (in Hungarian: Nandorfehérvar, today: Beograd, Serbia), on the border
between Eastern and Western Christianity, has played a key role throughout the last
thousand years. The castle built at the foot of Avala mountain, where the Danube and
Sava rivers meet, was seen by attackers from the south as the key to Hungary, and for
the medieval Kingdom of Hungary, it was the key to the northern Balkans. In addition to
its significant military role, Belgrade was also intended to serve as an advanced garrison
for both the Latin and Greek-rite churches. The Greek bishopric — which had belonged
to the Bulgarian and, from the end of the 13 century, the Serbian metropolitanate —
operated there for a long time. In the last decade of the 13t century, a Latin bishopric
was also established, endorsed by Pope Nicholas IV, in order to stop the further
expansion of the Orthodox Church in the Hungarian-dependent territories of Belgrade
and Brani¢evo—Kucevo, and to pave the way for the expansion of the Latin Church.

The medieval history of the Bishopric of Belgrade is also included in the research
in Hungarian only as a lexicon-article-part! and in mentions.? In his book The Late
Medieval Balkans, John Fine discusses the diocese in a few sentences,?® as does
Jovanka Kali¢-Mijuskovi¢ in her work on medieval Belgrade.* The works of Mihailo
Dini¢ and Sima Cirkovié¢ on medieval Serbian history do not deal with the Latin
Bishopric of Belgrade. The archontology of the bishops of Belgrade in the Arpad
period has been elaborated by Attila Zsoldos,® the archontology of the bishops of
Belgrade between 1301 and 1457 by Pal Engel,® and the archontology of the bishops
after 1450 by Norbert C. Téth.”

1 LaszI6 Koszta, ,Misszids plspokségek”, in: Korai magyar térténeti lexikon, f6szerk. Kristd
Gyula, szerk. Pal Engel & Ferenc Makk, Budapest 1994, 459.

2Thus, for example, Vilmos Frakndi only mentions the date of foundation, placing it erroneously
at the beginning of the 14 century. Vilmos Frakndi, A magyar kirdlyi kegyuri jog Szent
Istvantdl Mdria Terézidig, Budapest 1895, 368.

3 John Fine, The Late Medieval Balkans. A Critical Survey from the Sixth to the Late Twelfth
Century, Ann Arbor 1994, 220.

4 Jovanka Kali¢-Mijuskovié, Beograd u srednjem veku, Beograd 1967, 67—68.

> Attila Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontolégidja 1000-1301, Budapest 2011, 92.

& Pal Engel, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja 1301-1457, 1, Budapest 1996, 72. The
archontology of the bishops of Belgrade of this period has been improved and supplemented
by a number of accurate corrections. For the complete medieval archontology of the bishops
of Belgrade see: B. Ternovacz, ,,A nandorfehérvari pispokség a kozépkorban®, 126-127.

7 Norbert C. Téth, Magyarorszdg késé kozépkori fépapi archontoldgidja. Ersekek, piispékék, illetve
segédplispdkeik, vikdriusaik és jovedelemkezelik az 1440-es évektdl 1526—ig, Gy6r 2017, 83.
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In the literature on the Hungarian missionary bishoprics, we find the same few
brief definitions of the Bishopric of Belgrade: it was founded before 1290 for the
province of Macho (in Hungarian: Macsé, in Serbian: Macva), it was dissolved in 1295,
when the territory came under Serbian control, but was re-established in 1322 by
Hungarian King Charles I. Its first bishop was Martin, a Franciscan friar, and the
bishops of Belgrade were mostly from the Franciscan order.?

While it is true that very few sources have survived on the Bishopric of Belgrade
compared to other missionary dioceses in the south, such as the Latin dioceses of Syrmia
(Serbian: Srem, Hungarian: Szerém) and Bosnia, it can be said that the surviving sources
refute all the definitions of the Bishopric of Belgrade presented above in literature. In
the present paper, | will attempt to describe the circumstances and medieval history of
the foundation of the bishopric on the basis of the surviving sources.

Belgrade before the creation of the Latin Bishopric

Until the mid-13t century, the Belgrade and Brani¢evo—Kuéevo (in Hungarian:
Barancs-Kucso) areas were part of the Byzantine and later Bulgarian sphere of
interest, and their inhabitants were predominantly adherents of the Greek-rite
Christian Church.® There must have been an orthodox bishop in Belgrade, as a
suffragan of the Bulgarian archbishopric of Ohrid: since the two settlements were in
Bulgarian hands before the Hungarian dependence, they belonged to the Bulgarian
archbishopric of Ohrid and not to the then existing Serbian archbishopric.

Stefan (Stephen) Dragutin (Serbian king 1276-1282, the king of Syrmia 1284—
1316), who was deposed from the Serbian throne in 1282 by his brother Stefan |l
Uros$ Milutin (Serbian king 1282—1321), received Belgrade in 1284 from his brother-
in-law King Ladislaus IV of Hungary, along with other territories in Macho and
northern Bosnia.'® Dragutin, like the Nemanijiés in general by this time, embraced the
Greek rite and did much to spread Orthodoxy as widely as possible in his own
territories. The building of the major ecclesiastical institutions in Belgrade is dated to
Dragutin’s reign there,! as it was always stressed that it was then that Belgrade first
came into Serbian hands.'? During the reign of Dragutin, according to Serbian

8 L. Koszta, ,,Misszids puspokségek”, 459.

° For more details about the history of Belgrade in the 713" centuries see: J. Kali¢-Mijuskovic,
Beograd u srednjem veku, 24—65.

10 For more details about the 13%-century history of the territories of Syrmia Ulterior, see: Balint
Ternovacz, ,,A macsoi és barancsi teriletek torténete 1319-ig.”, in: Micae Medievales VI. Fiatal
torténészek dolgozatai a kbzépkori Magyarorszdgrol és Eurdpdrdl, szerk. Laura Fabian et al.,
Budapest 2017, Mihailo Dini¢, Srpske zemlje u srednjem veku, Beograd 1978, 123-147.

11 ), Kali¢-Mijuskovi¢, Beograd u srednjem veku, 67—68.

12 See e.g. Boris Stojkovski, ,A szerb-magyar viszonyok 1321-ig kbzépkori szerb elbeszéls
forrasok tiikrében”, in: Micae Medievales IV. Fiatal térténészek dolgozatai a kézépkori
Magyarorszdgrol és Eurépardl, szerk. Judit Gal et al., Budapest 2015, 238.

107



Balint Ternovacz

Orthodox Archbishop Danilo II, there was a large metropolitan Sabor church (i.e.
cathedral) in Belgrade,®® but no other source mentions the existence of a cathedral
in the city. According to Jovanka Kali¢-Mijuskovié, if we accept Archbishop Danilo II's
description of the existence of the Orthodox Archbishop’s Church in Belgrade, it can
be dated between 1284 and 1315.2 The city’s Orthodox church already had a very
important icon of the Virgin Mary, dating from the 1070s and attracting many pilgrims
of Greek rite to the city.?

Establishment of the Bishopric of Belgrade

Pope Nicholas IV, learning of the situation in Belgrade and the spread of
Orthodoxy, wrote to the papal legate, Franciscan Benvenuto of Orvieto on 1 August
1290, urging its containment.’” The Pope described conditions in Belgrade, the
strengthening of the Orthodox Church and the fact that the Episcopal Church of
Belgrade was headed by a schismatic. He ordered his legate to depose the Orthodox
bishop and replace him with a Catholic.’® In his bull of 1290, the Pope called for the
establishment of a Latin bishopric in Belgrade: the view of the literature that the
diocese was founded before 1290 seems to be overturned.®®

13 “U mako osa baazoyacmusa udyhu ca makeom 8esUKONENHOM CIA80M YAPCKOM Kpo3 cee
Opxase ceoje, u Oohe y cAa8HU U cjajHu 2pad 3eaHu beoz2pad cprcku, Koju cmoju Ha obanu
peke [lyHasa u Case. I my ce y eesnuKoj cabopHoj UpKeu MUmponoauMmMcKoj MoKAoHUWe ca
yMUsberemM 4y00meopHoj UKOHU rnpeceeme bozopoduye.” Oanuno I, XKusomu kparvesa u
apxuenuckona cprckux, npeseo Jlasap Mupkosuh, beorpag 1935, 73.

14 ). Kali¢-Mijuskovi¢, Beograd u srednjem veku, 67.

15 Ibidem, 67—68. For the mention of the icon see footnote 14.

16 Augustinus Theiner (ed.), Vetera monumenta historica Hungariam sacram illustrantia |,
Roma 1859, 366.

17 For more details about Franciscan friar Benvenuto of Orvieto, Bishop of Gubbio and papal
legate see: Delegat Online http://delegatonline.pte.hu/search/persondatasheet/id/124.

18 “Venerabili fratri episcopo Eugubino, apostolice sedis legato (...) Fide digna relatione didicimus,
quod in terra, quae Albabulgarica litteraliter nuncupatur, ecclesia quedam episcopalis existit,
que per quendam Scismaticum, qui iamdudum in eam per quorundam nobilium scismaticorum
partium illarum potentiam intrusus extitit, detinetur, quique suis nephandis erroribus
circumstantem patriam inficere nititur, capellas erigendo de novo et presbiteros ac clericos sui
sequaces erroris ad eas ausu dampnabili ordinando, ac alia commitendo nepharia, que oculos
divine maiestatis offendunt, cedunt in fidei Christiane dispendium, et fidelium animos graviter
scandalisant. Cum itaque tante perversitatis audaciam et tam execrabilis presumptionis ausum
sustinere nolimus, (...) fraternitati tue per apostolica scripta mandamus, quatenus, prefato
scismatico ab eadem ecclesia auctoritate nostra per te prosus amoto, alium virum fidelem et
idoneum scientia, moribus et etate, de illis aut aliis partibus oriundum, de quo tua viderit
expedire discretio, preficias eidem ecclesie in episcopum et pastorem, eique, adscitis duobus vel
tribus vicinis episcopis gratiam et communionem apostolice sedis habentibus (...).” A. Theiner
(ed.), Vetera monumenta historica Hungariam sacram illustrantia |, 366.

19|, Koszta, ,Misszids plspokségek”, 459.
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Between 1293 and 1295 Benedict, the bishop of Belgrade, chapel priest and royal
secretarius, appears in our sources.?’ We can reject the hypothesis that the first
bishop was a Franciscan friar named Martin.?* A bishop named Martin is mentioned
only in a document of 1306,% but there is no information that Bishop Martin belonged
to any order. Although no source has survived, it can be assumed that at the time of
its foundation (like other missionary dioceses in the south, such as the bishoprics of
Syrmia and Bosnia),”® the Bishopric of Belgrade was under the archdiocesan
jurisdiction of Kalocsa.?*

As John Fine, an American historian dealing with many medieval problems in the
northern Balkans, points out, Dragutin sought to maintain good relations with the
West, Hungary and the papacy, and therefore invited the Franciscan order to Bosnia,
and allowed the establishment of a Catholic bishopric in Belgrade. He also notes that
Dragutin’s good relations with the Latin Church, including the Franciscan order, were
probably due to his mother, Queen Mother Helen (Jelena) of Anjou, who may have
been descended from the French House of Valois.? In my opinion, this view cannot
be fully supported with certainty: | have already discussed Dragutin’s commitment to
Orthodoxy, as well as the positive tone in which Danilo Il, the Serbian Archbishop,
writes about Dragutin in his biography, praising the king’s commitment to the Greek-
rite Church. It would be difficult to imagine that Dragutin had particularly supported
the Catholic Church at this time, when there was no prospect of a church union,
decades after the fall of the Latin Empire of Constantinople (1261).

The establishment of the Latin Bishopric of Belgrade (and at the same time, the
appearance of the Franciscan order in the northern Balkans) is much more due to the
motivation of Pope Nicholas IV, whose original name was Girolamo Masci, who

2 Az Arpdd-hdzi kirdlyok okleveleinek kritikai jegyzéke /4, (1290-1301), szerk. Imre
Szentpétery & Ivan Borsa, Budapest 1987, 113, Nr. 3919. A. Zsoldos, Magyarorszdg vildgi
archontoldgidja 1000-1301, 92.

21|, Koszta, ,Misszids plspokségek”, 459. We are not aware that Bishop Benedict belonged
to any ecclesial order.

2 Anjou-kori oklevéltar [=AOkI Il, 1306—1310, szerk. Gyula Kristd, Szeged—Budapest 1992, Nr. 97.

2 About the fact that the bishopric of Syrmia was founded by the Archbishop of Kalocsa see:
Balint Ternovacz, , A szerémi latin plspokség alapitdasanak és korai torténetének vitas
kérdései”, Szdzadok 147/2 (2013) 460-462; about the question of the metropolitanate over
the Bosnian bishopric see: Balint Ternovacz, ,,A boszniai latin plspokség torténete 1344-ig.”,
in: Micae Medievales V. Fiatal térténészek dolgozatai a kézépkori Magyarorszdgrol és
Eurdpdral, szerk. Laura Fabian et al., Budapest 2016, 221-224.

24 Arpad Bossanyi also includes it here, see: Regesta supplicationum. A pépai kérvénykényvek
magyar vonatkozdsu okmdnyai. Avignoni korszak I, 6sszegyijt. és feldolg. Arpad Bossanyi,
Budapest 1918, 221.

% ). Fine, The Late Medieval Balkans. A Critical Survey from the Sixth to the Late Twelfth
Century, 220. The derivation from the House of Valois is erroneous; for a detailed description
of the origin of Serbian Queen Mother Helen see: Daniel Bacsatyai, ,,A 13. szazadi francia—
magyar kapcsolatok néhany kérdése”, Szdzadok 151/2 (2017) 249. See also: B. Stojkovski, ,A
szerb-magyar viszonyok 1321-ig kbzépkori szerb elbeszél6 forrasok tikrében”, 236-237.
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entered the Franciscan order at a young age. He studied in renowned schools, and his
talent was noticed by Pope Gregory X. At the age of 45, in 1272, the Pope sent brother
Girolamo to Constantinople to invite the Greek clergy to the Council of Lyon. He also
participated in numerous diplomatic missions and was appointed by Pope Nicholas IlI
in 1281 as the Latin Patriarch of Constantinople, though this was only a titular and
short-lived position.?® Based on all this, it is evident that Pope Nicholas IV strongly
supported the Franciscan order and had first-hand knowledge of the Orthodox
ecclesiastical situation. Therefore, in my opinion, he advocated for the establishment
of the Bishopric of Belgrade, as well as the creation of the Franciscan mission in Bosnia
and the northern Balkans.?”

Of course, the establishment of a bishopric had to be backed by a secular power,
but in the case of the Bishopric of Belgrade, secular support can be sought in the
motivation of the Hungarian royal court rather than in the alleged benevolence of
King Dragutin of Serbia, loyal to the Orthodox Church until his death and in a vassal
status towards the Kingdom of Hungary, i.e. the Latin Church. This can also be seen
in the fact that the bishop, as a chaplain and royal secretary, probably spent time at
the Hungarian royal court and never visited Belgrade. From the perspective of the
Catholic Church, the Belgrade bishopric was a noble cause based on the conversion
of Belgrade and the Belgrade—Branicevo region to the Latin Church. However, based
on the sources, it seems that it was only a titular bishopric even at its establishment.
There are no data to suggest that any Latin ecclesiastical institution or church
operated in Belgrade in the late 13 century.

Furthermore, another argument shows that the establishment of the Belgrade
diocese was due to the interests of Pope Nicholas IV and the Latin Church, as well as the
Hungarian foreign policy towards the south, rather than the goodwill of Dragutin. In
her 2013 study, Judit G4l explains the dispute that took place in the early 13t century
between the archbishoprics of Antivari (today Bar, Montenegro) and Ragusa (today
Dubrovnik, Croatia): among other things, this conflict was fought for nominal spiritual
authority over the few Latin-rite believers and churches located in the inland Serbian
territories.? King Uros | fought to have the Latin churches located in Serbian territories
placed under the spiritual authority of Antivari, which was under Serbian influence,
while the Archbishop of Ragusa wanted this privilege for himself. Although the Antivari
archbishop emerged victorious from the long litigation,?® by the end of the 13 century,

26 G. Barone, ,Nikolaus IV.“, in: Lexikon des Mittelalters. Minchen—Zurich 1993, 1171.

271t should be noted that there is no record of the Franciscan order present in Belgrade during
Dragutin’s time. For more information on the appearance of the Franciscans in Bosnia see:
Balint Ternovécz, ,Domonkosok Bosznidban a rend megtelepedésétdl a 14. szazad kozepéig”,
in: Az elsé 300 év Magyarorszdgon és Europdban. A Domonkos-rend a k6zépkorban, szerk.
Jézsef Csurgai Horvath, Székesfehérvar 2017, 258-262.

2 Judit Gal, ,A dalmdciai egyhazszervezet jellemz&i és 11-13. szazadi atalakulasa®, in: Micae
Medievales Ill. Fiatal térténészek dolgozatai a k6zépkori Magyarorszagrodl és Eurdpdrdl, szerk.
Judit Gal et al., Budapest 2013, 104-108.

» |bidem, 107-108, 113.
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the Serbian side had clearly taken a position in favour of the Greek rite, and the
strengthening of the Kingdom of Serbia made the Latin Archbishopric of Antivari in
Serbian territory increasingly impossible to operate. It is possible that Pope Nicholas IV
wanted to replace the already very distant Antivari ecclesiastical centre with Belgrade,
on the border of Latin Christianity and in vassalage with the Catholic Kingdom of
Hungary. The expansion of the Hungarian Church also required bringing the remaining
northern Balkan territories under its ecclesiastical control, after the establishment of the
diocese of Syrmia in the Macho region and the annexation of the Bosnian bishopric.

It is clear from the sources, especially the works of Archbishop Danilo Il, that the
establishment of the Latin bishopric in Belgrade did not mean the end of the Orthodox
bishopric: for example, in the above-quoted excerpt, Archbishop Danilo describes the
pilgrimage of Serbian Queen Simonida, the wife of Serbian King Milutin, to Belgrade
in 1315.%0

Bishopric of Belgrade in the 14t century

The next problematic statement in historiography is that the new bishopric ceased
to exist in 1295, when the city fell into Serbian hands, because Serbian King Milutin
conquered Belgrade, with King Charles | restoring it only in 1322.3! The Serbian
takeover in 1295 can be fundamentally refuted: Dragutin had already been in
possession of Belgrade since 1284, as mentioned above. The relationship between
the two brothers, Milutin and Dragutin, was particularly good at this time: Milutin
had come to Dragutin’s aid during the Cuman rebellion in Brani¢evo,*? and Dragutin
had helped Milutin in the war with Byzantium.3 The Bishopric of Belgrade did not
cease to exist in 1295, regardless of military reasons: although there are indeed some
blank spots in the archontology of the bishops, the above document of 1306 mentions
Bishop Martin of Belgrade. The date of Bishop Martin’s death is not known, but it
probably occurred between 1316 and 1319: after his death, the Hungarian-Serbian
wars3 left the episcopate vacant until 1322. King Charles | of Hungary may have
played a significant role in reinstating of the episcopate in 1322. In the autumn of
1322, Pope John XXIl wrote to the elected bishop of Belgrade, Andrew,* who was

30 Nlanuno Il, XKusomu Kpassesa u apxuenuckomna cprckux, 73.

31 . Koszta, ,Misszids plUspokségek”, 459.

32 ). Fine, The Late Medieval Balkans. A Critical Survey from the Sixth to the Late Twelfth
Century, 220. On the campaign against Dorman and Kudelin, the lords of Branicevo, see:
[anwuno ll, XXusomu kpareesa u apxuenuckona cprckux, 86—88.

33 M. Dini¢, Srpske zemlje u srednjem veku, 141. On Milutin’s wars with Byzantium see: [laHuno
Il, usomu kparvesa u apxuenuckona cprickux, 81-86.

34 For more details about the Hungarian-Serbian war over the territories of Macho see: B.
Ternovacz, ,A macsoi és barancsi teriletek torténete 1319-ig.”, 237-238.

35 A, Theiner (ed.), Vetera monumenta historica Hungariam sacram illustrantia 1, 484. About
the register of the charter see: AOkl VI. Nr. 764.
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probably a Dominican monk of non-Hungarian origin, that the Church of Belgrade
had no chapter, no clergy, and no Christian people, and that King Charles had only
recently torn it from the hands of the infidels. Andrew was consecrated by Bishop
Berengarius of Porto at the Apostolic See, and after the consecration, the Pope
instructed Bishop Andrew to go to the Church entrusted to his care.3 Bishop Andrew
had not previously been included in the archontology of the 14t-century bishops of
Belgrade.?”

Following the death of Bishop Andrew, Pope John XXII, in his bull of 19 February
1331, placed Augustinian hermit Paul of Chesluk, the son of Luke of Chesluk, at the
head of the missionary diocese of Belgrade.3® The previous archontology of Bishop
Paul can be completed.® Pope John XXII’s bull of 9 March 1332 reveals that Bishop
Paul had requested to receive the revenues of the monastery of Bela and Clus,
belonging to the Benedictine order, because the “schismatics had seized his revenues”
and his revenues were very small for his rank.*® Brother Paul must have died in 1341,
and after a five-year vacancy, the bishopric was again filled by a brother named Paul.*

An important addition to the history of the Bishopric of Belgrade is that in January
1346 there was a dispute in which the then newly appointed Bishop of Cattaro (today
Kotor, Montenegro), Sergius, invoked his ancient right to claim jurisdiction over the
inner Serbian territories, singling out by name Golubac (in Hungarian: Galambdc),
Macho?*? and Belgrade, and several other places across the Sava and Danube rivers
towards “Rassia”, which were claimed by King Louis I. In his letter of complaint to the
Pope, the bishop of Cattaro notes that many people, with the support of King Louis,
were obstructing the work of the bishop and his tithes collectors.** Although Clement

3 A. Theiner (ed.), Vetera monumenta historica Hungariam sacram illustrantia |, 485. About
the register of the charter see: AOkl VI, 1321-1322, szerk. Gyula Kristd, Szeged—Budapest
2000, Nr. 824.

37 p. Engel, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontolégidja 1301-1457, 1, 72. Bishop Andrew probably
died in 1330.

38 AOkI XV, 1331, szerk. Ildiké Téth, Szeged—Budapest 2004, Nr. 64.

3 The first mention of hermit Paul, the son of Luke of Chesluk, is the already quoted bull of 19
January 1331. Cf. P. Engel, Magyarorszdg vildgi archontoldgidja 1301-1457,1, 72.

40 A, Theiner (ed.), Vetera monumenta historica Hungariam sacram illustrantia |, 549-550,
Stanko Andric, ,,Benediktinska opatija Svete Margarete u Grabovu i njezin odnos prema
benediktinskom samostanu u Bijeli“, Scrinia Slavonica 5 (2005) 78-79.

41 See below for more details.

42|t is mentioned in the charter as Mazonia, see: Codex diplomaticus regni Croatiae, Dalmatiae
et Slavoniae [=CDCr] XI, 1342-1350, coll. et dig. Tadija Smiciklas, Zagrabiae 1913, 267. The
identification of Mazonia as Macho is confirmed by the fact that on the same day Pope
Clement VI writes to the Ban of Mazonia a very similar text to the bull quoted, in which he
describes the towns mentioned and the territory beyond the Sava and the Danube towards
Rassia as under the rule of the Ban, who governed them as diocesanus of these places from
time immemorial. Aloysius L. Tautu, Acta Clementis PP. VI, Vatican 1960, 110-111. AOk/ XXX,
1346, szerk. Ferenc Piti, Szeged—Budapest 2014, Nr. 19.

43 CDCr X, 266—267. About the register of the charter see: AOk/ XXX. Nr. 18.
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VI placed these cities under the metropolitanate of Cattaro, two months later he had
already appointed a new bishop at the head of the diocese of Belgrade — whose
authority extended precisely to the areas east of the Kolubara river and south of the
Danube, “towards Rassia”, including Belgrade and Golubac.*

We have no further information on the borders of the diocese of Belgrade. In my
opinion, the Latin Bishopric of Belgrade was probably intended to convert the
Orthodox population of the northern Balkan territories to the east and southeast
from the Kolubara to the Catholic Church, taking over the spiritual jurisdiction over
the interior Serbian territories from the declining archdioceses of Antivari, Ragusa
and Cattaro, with its southern borders open.

On 8 March 1346, Pope Clement VI wrote to the Chapter of Belgrade, the
residents of the city and the diocese, the vassals of the church of Székesfehérvar, the
Archbishop of Esztergom, the King of Hungary, and others,* appointing Paul, the son
of Ada de genere Ada, as bishop, once again from the Hospitaller church of St Stephen
in Esztergom.*®

As can be surmised, the Bishop of Belgrade was in a pitiful situation. In his bull
issued in November 1354, in response to a request from Louis, the King of Hungary,
made in May 1352, asking the Pope to help the bishop,*” and a request from Bishop
Paul dated 14 October 1354,%% Pope Innocent VI wrote that the Bishopric of Belgrade,
located on the borders of Hungary, was constantly suffering losses due to infidels to
such an extent that it could not maintain its episcopal status, carry out its tasks, or
take care of its needs. For this reason, Pope Clement VI had already given the canonry
and prebend of the Eger church, as well as the possessions of the vacant archdeaconry
of Ung, along with all its rights and appurtenances, to the Bishop of Belgrade. Later,
Pope Innocent VI also gave all of this to Bishop Paul for two years, with the provision

4 The Macho territories were under the spiritual jurisdiction of the Bishopric of Syrmia, see:
B. Ternovacz, , A szerémi latin plispokség alapitasanak és korai térténetének vitas kérdései”,
463-466, B. Ternovacz, ,,A macsdi és barancsi teriiletek torténete 1319-ig.”, 233-234.

4« Capitulo Albensi, clero et populo civitatis et diocesis Albensis, vasallis ecclesie Albensis,
archiepiscopo Strigoniensi et regi Ungarie...” A. Theiner (ed.), Vetera monumenta historica
Hungariam sacram illustrantia 1, 708. We do not have any information about the existence
of Catholic institutions and churches in Belgrade, or whether there was a chapter — it was
certainly not the case.

4 The archontology of the bishops of Belgrade can be clarified in the case of Frater Paul of Ada:
according to P4l Engel, the bishopric of Belgrade was vacant between 29 January 1341 and
21 January 1345; between 2 July 1340 and 3 October 1347 the bishop is not mentioned; and
in the case of “Frater Paul” only the date of 22 October 1347 is given. Bishop Paul’s name also
appears in a document of Pope Innocent VI of 14 October 1354, when the Holy Father
granted him and five persons to be named by him a single full dispensation at the time of
their death (see: AOkI XXXVIII, 1354, szerk. Eva B. Haldsz, Szeged—Budapest 2013, Nr. 445),
and again on 2 November of the same year (see: ibidem, Nr. 460).

47 Regesta supplicationum. A pdpai kérvénykényvek magyar vonatkozdsu okmdnyai. Avignoni
korszak 1, 6sszegyijt. és feldolg. Arpad Bossanyi, Budapest 1916, 237-238.

48 Regesta supplicationum |1, 287-288.
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that if he still could not financially recover after two years, he could enjoy the Eger and
Ung assets for another two years.* By the harassment of the infidels, the Pope meant
the campaigns of Serbian Tsar Du$an,”® who in 1355 occupied the area around
Belgrade and plundered the countryside.*!

According to Arpad Bossanyi, Bishop Pal of Ada was the archdeacon of Ung from
1352 to at least 1356,2 but this is not correct: Innocent VI mentions in his bull quoted
above that in 1354 the archdeaconry of Ung was vacant, and Imre, the archdeacon of
Ung, appears in the sources even in 1354.%3

For more than thirty years after the mention of Bishop Paul in 1354, there is no
record of a bishop of Belgrade. The name of Bishop Nicholas of Belgrade appears in
1386. In a charter® of 4 October 1386, bishop of Pécs and cardinal Valentine of Alsan
granted a year and eighty days’ leave to all those who (on the feast days specified in
the charter) visited the church of the Pauline monastery® in Streza (today: Pavlin
Klostar, Croatia). The text of cardinal Valentin’s charter was followed by the
authorisations of Bishops John of Gy&r and Nicholas of Belgrade,*® who both granted
a forty-day leave to pilgrims to the Pauline church of Streza.>”

Hungarian literature suggests that the bishops of Belgrade were mostly
Franciscans.>® However, we have only two sources regarding a Franciscan bishop.
According to one source, published on 31 May 1419, Pope Martin V gave the seat of
the bishopric of Belgrade, which had become vacant with the death of the previous
bishop, to Franciscan monk Gregory of Nekcse (Gregorius de Nexa).>® A charter issued
in 1419 mentions the patron saint of the seat church of the bishopric of Belgrade:
the cathedral was dedicated to St Mary.?° Gregory’s episcopate did not last long,
because, according to a source dated 30 August 1420, the Pope appointed Matthew

4 AOkI XXXVIII, Nr. 460.

0 The petition to the Pope bears the title “King of Serbia”, rex Racie, see: Reg. Suppl. Il, 287.

51 ). Kali¢-Mijuskovi¢, Beograd u srednjem veku, 76.

52 Regesta supplicationum |1, 173.

53 AOkI XXXV, Nr. 241, 323.

54 State Archives of the Hungarian National Archives, Diplomatic Archives [=DL] 34650.

55 For more details about the Pauline monastery in Streza see: Mira Kolar Dimitrijevi¢, ,Urbar
pavlinskoga samostana u Strezi 1477. godine”, Podravina: casopis za multidisciplinarna
istraZivanja 2/3 (2003), lvan Krstitelj Tkalci¢, ,,Urbar bivsega hrvatskog pavlinskog samostana
u Strezi“, Vjesnik Hrvatskog zemaljskog arhiva V (1903) 201.

%6 The permission of Bishop Nicholas was granted on 4 November 1386.

57 The name of Bishop Nicholas also appears as the issuer of a charter dated 5 April 1419, see:
State Archives of the Hungarian National Archives, Diplomatic Photographic Collection [=DF]
288924.

%8 . Koszta, ,Misszids plspokségek”, 459.

59 Zsigmondkori oklevéltdr [=ZsO] VII, (1419-1420), szerk. Elemér Malyusz & lvan Borsa,
Budapest 2001, 543-544. See also: ibidem 730-733, 762.

0 |bidem VII, 544.
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of Chiapa (Matheus de Chiapa), also a member of the Franciscan order, to fill the
vacancy left by the death of the previous bishop.%!

Eclipse of the idea of Latin conversion in Belgrade

Serbia collapsed after the Battle of Kosovo in 1389, and in 1403 King Sigismund
granted Belgrade as a fiefdom to Serbian despot Stefan (Stephen) Lazarevié, who
designated it as the centre of the Serbian Despotate, which was to be formed from
the remaining Serbian territories.®? According to the Treaty of Tata, signed between
6 May and 6 June 1426, after the death of his uncle, despot Stefan, burad (George)
Brankovic¢ ceded Belgrade to King Sigismund, together with the other castles listed in
the charter (such as Macho and Golubac).®® Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢ died a year later,
on 18 July 1427: after repulsing the Tatars, Belgrade was back in Hungarian hands by
the autumn of 1427.% In November 1427, King Sigismund ordered the city of Sopron
to send two craftsmen from the same family to settle in Belgrade, as Belgrade had
previously boasted a large Catholic population, but the Turkish invasions had depleted
its Christian population.®

On 31 July 1427, in a document issued in Rome by notary John Sydenneger,
Matthew, the Bishop of Belgrade appears as a suffragan of George, the Archbishop of
Esztergom: according to the document, he ordained Balthazar, the son of Conrad
Linczi, a subdiaconate in Esztergom.%® This also shows that by the beginning of the
15% century, the diocese of Belgrade — unlike other missionary bishoprics with
Hungarian connections in the south (bishoprics of Syrmia or Bosnia)®” — was no longer
under the metropolitanate of the Archbishopric of Kalocsa, but under the
metropolitanate of Esztergom. As in the notarial diploma mentioning Bishop
Matthew, the diocese of Belgrade was under the jurisdiction of the Esztergom
metropolitanate, as emphasised in the document issued by Anthony, the bishop of
Belgrade, on 23 February 1431.%8

61 ZsO VII, 2117.

62 For more details about Belgrade as the centre of Stefan Lazarevi¢’s Despotate see: J. Kali¢-
Mijuskovi¢, Beograd u srednjem veku, 82—101.

83 ZsO XIlI, Nr. 533, see also: J. Kali¢-Mijuskovié, Beograd u srednjem veku, 101-104.

64 Lajos Thalléczy & Antal Aldasy, Magyarorszdg melléktartomdnyainak oklevéltdra Il. Kétet,
A Magyarorszdg és Szerbia kézti 6sszekéttetések oklevéltdra 1198—1526, Budapest 1907, 73.

5 DF 202376, see also: MszO, 73.

6 DL 43713.

57 See above.

8 “Nos Anthonius (...) episcopus Nandoralbensis suffraganeusque reverendissimi in Christo
domini domini Georgii archiepiscopi Strigoniensis (...)” DF 249856. Neither Bishop Matthew
nor Bishop Anthony is mentioned in the archontology of the bishops of Belgrade, see: P.
Engel, Magyarorszag vildgi archontoldgidja 1301-1457, 1, 72.
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Anthony, the bishop of Belgrade, issued a charter on 20 August 1431, which also
bears his seal:® this is the only surviving seal from the Bishop of Belgrade.”

The return of Belgrade and the outlying castles, according to the Treaty of Tata,
under Hungarian control was the last opportunity for the Bishopric of Belgrade to
convert the Latin Church south of the Danube—Sava line, but it failed to do so. Norbert
C. Téth has worked out the archontology of the bishops of Belgrade,” which shows
that from this time onwards they had other stallums besides the dignity of the bishop
of Belgrade (e.g. auxiliary bishopric of Vac or Veszprém, etc.).”? The Bishopric of
Belgrade continued to exist only in title, and no papal or royal exhortation to support
the Catholic missionary diocese of Belgrade has survived from later times.

From the beginning of the 15" century, in the territory of the Banate of Macho —
which by that time included all the territories under Hungarian dependence (outside
the Serbian Despotate) south of the Danube—-Sava line — the Latin ecclesiastical
conversion became less important than ensuring protection against the Ottomans.

8 DL 10869. It is interesting to note that Bishop Thomas of Belgrade (1450-1452), who
succeeded Anthony as bishop, was the parish priest of the Church of St Mary Magdalene in
Buda (and the auxiliary bishop of Vac in 1450) at the same time when he held the Bishopric
of Belgrade. N. C. Toth, Magyarorszdg késé kézépkori f6papi archontoldgidja, 83, ZsO VI, 828.

70 Mandorla-shaped (d=65x36 mm). The upper 2/3 of the seal field is decorated with a Gothic
pointed arched pediment and towers on both sides, with the Madonna and Child on the
right. The lower 1/3 of the seal field, below the Madonna’s feet, is divided into three fields:
the right field has a shield with a six-pointed star. In the centre is a kneeling high priest with
his back turned, holding a shepherd’s crook in his hand. The left field is damaged.
Circumscription: Gothic minuscule inscription framed with a stick (note: the text runs only
along the right and left sides of the seal, as the seal image occupies the seal field): S(IGILLUM)
ANTONI(I) [EPISCOPI] NANDOR ALBE(NSIS). DL 10869/2, Imre Bodor, A kézépkori
Magyarorszdg fépapi pecsétjei a Magyar Tudomdnyos Akadémia Miivészettérténeti Kutato
Csoportjanak pecsétmdsolat-gylijteménye alapjan, Budapest 1984, 57.

"L N. C. Toth, Magyarorszdg késé kbzépkori fépapi archontoldgidja, 83.

2 |bidem, 83.
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Ternovacz Balint
A NANDORFEHERVARI LATIN PUSPOKSEG TORTENETE A KOZEPKORBAN
Reziimé

A nandorfehérvari latin plspokség megalapitasat IV. Miklds papa szorgalmazta
1290. augusztus 1-én kelt bullajaban, miutan meghagyta Orvietdi Benvenuto papai
legatusnak, hogy a varos ortodox puispokét tegye le, és a helyére nevezzen ki egy latin
plispdkot.

Egy magyar fliggésben alld, a Balkan bels, szarazfoldi teriletei felett joghatdsagot
gyakorld egyhazmegye megalapitdsa egybevagott a magyar vilagi és egyhazi
kilpolitikai érdekekkel is. Az els6 ismert nandorfehérvari latin plispék Benedek volt,
aki 1293-ban tlinik fel a forrasokban. Arrél nem rendelkeziink informacidval, hogy a
belgradi pravoszlav plispokség megsziint volna.

Alapitasakor valdszinlileg a Dunatdl délre és a Kolubaratol délkeletre fekvd
teriletek tartozhattak az egyhdzmegye lelki joghatdsaga ala, misszids plispokség lévén
pontos hatarai nem voltak kijelolve.

A plspokség — a kutatas kordbbi allaspontjaval szemben — nem szlint meg
mUkodni 1295-ben, és bar 1316—1322 kozott a plispoki szék feltehetGen lGresedésben
volt, folyamatosan m(ikodott. Az egyhdzmegyét 1322 utan a magyar uralkoddk és a
papak egyarant igyekeztek kivaltsagokkal er@siteni, az oszmdanok balkani
el6renyomuldsa és a szerb allam 14. szazad végén kezd6dd hanyatlasa kévetkeztében
csokkent a nandorfehérvari plispokség misszids terilete és mozgastere, a titulus
cimzetes plispokségként élt tovabb.
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banuHTt TepHoBay,
CPEAHOBEKOBHA UCTOPUJA NATUHCKE BEOTPAACKE BUCKYIUIE
Pesnme

OcHuBatrbe beorpaacke 6uckynuje (Ha mahapckom: Nandorfehérvar) Hanoxuo je
nana Hukona IV y 6yan usgatoj 1. asrycta 1290, KOjom je HaNOXKMO CBOM Jierary,
beHBeHyTy o4 OpBueTa, buckyny Nybuja, 4a cMeHW NpasBocnaBHor buckyna beorpaga
M MUMEHYje NaTUHCKOT.

OcHuBarbe JlaTUHCKe BUCKyNuWje, Koja ce Hanasuaa nog aytoputeTom Yrapcke u
MMana UpKBeHY jypuCAMKLMjY Hah KOHTUHEHTANHUM BaNKaHCKMM TepuTopujama,
NOAP)KAHO je 04 CTpaHe yrapckor Kpasba U Katonmuke upkse Yrapcke. Mme npsor
NAaTUHCKOT BUckyna beorpaaa 6uno je beHeAMKT 1 NOjaBUO Ce Y LOKYMEHTY yrapCcKor
Kpasba, nsgartor 1293. rogmHe.

Mop, jypucamnkumjom Beorpaacke gujeLiese, 3a Bpeme HeHor OCHMBakba, Hanasune
Ccy ce TepuTopUje jy»KHo oA, [lyHaBa 1 jyronctouHo o Konybape, AOK cTBapHe rpaHuLe
— Kao WWTO je Hajuewhe cay4aj Koa mucMoHapHe Buckynuje — Hucy bune ogpehene.
Buckynuja, HacynpoT fAocafallkbMM pe3yaTaTuma UCTPaXKMBakba, HUje NpeknHyna
cBOj pag 1295. roanHe, Hero je KOHTUHYMPAHO paauna. Y TEKCTY CYy OMOBPrHyTe
TBPAHE U3 Aocajallkbe AnTepaType Aa cy beorpafckm BUcKynu yrnasHom 6uam
¢dpareBLM —3anpaBo, 32 CamMo 4,B0juLly 6eorpaackmx ennckona sHamo Za cy NoTeKkau
n3 pparbeBayvKor peaa.

Mako cy nocTojane onuuje aa ce beorpafcka mMcMoHapHa BUCKyNKnja yuBpCTU 04,
CTpaHe yrapCKux Bnagapa v nane nocne 1322, HakoH HanpeaoBaHa TYPCKMUX CHara Ha
bankaHy 1 naga cpncke apxase noves o Kpaja 14. Beka, NOHECTaNo je TepuTopuja
3a ocBajatbe 3a beorpagcky NaTMHCKY MUCMOHapHY BUCKYNK]jy, Koja 3anpaBo HUje Hu
dYHKUMOHMCANA y CTBApPHOCTM, AOK je TUTyna beorpafcke buckynuje u pasbe
nocTojana, aan caMo Kao Hac/loBHa.
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