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ABSTRACT: This paper examines an unpublished consi/ium written by the Perugian
jurist Dionysius de Barigianis in 1434-1435 which refers to the Peace concluded in
March 1421 between the Varanos, lords of Cametino, and the commune of Norcia.
Building on the analysis of four papal letters, the paper affords new insights into
the conclusion and the contents of the Peace, thereby setting the context for the
subsequent discussion of Barigianis’ consilium. The edition of these letters and the
constlinm is provided in the Appendix.
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The manuscript Ottob. lat. 1249 of the Vatican Library preserves an un-
published consilium by the Perugian jurist Dionysius de Barigianis written in the
years 1434-1435 and dealing with the murder of a comitatensis (a person from the
contado) of Camerino perpetrated by a citizen of Norcia. The Peace concluded
in March 1421 between Rodolfo 111 da Varano and his sons, lords of Camerino,
on the one side, and the commune of Norcia, on the other, stated that any
injuries committed by someone belonging to one party against someone be-
longing to the other should be punished in the same way as injuries committed
against a fellow citizen. Based on this Peace, the question was asked whether
the rule laid down in the statutes of Norcia which punished the local murderer
of a fellow citizen with death — while the murderer of a foreigner incurred only
a pecuniary penalty — should apply to the offender. As he pondered the issue,
Barigianis wondered whether the Peace could be held to be still in force after
the (temporary) end of the Varanos’ lordship of Camerino in October 1434.
His consilinm has never been studied, and so far knowledge of papal intervention
in the war between the Varanos and Norcia has, with very few exceptions, been
limited to the truce of 1419 (published by Augustin Theiner in his Codex diplo-
maticus dominii temporalis Sanctae Sedis). This paper is an attempt to explore the
case and its implications regarding political interactions between territories be-
longing to the papal lands and legal doctrines on the continuity of the rights
and obligations arising from peace in case of regime change. It begins with an
overview of the Varanos’ lordship over Camerino (§ 1), which aims to contex-
tualise the reference to Rodolfo I and his sons (rather than the city of Came-
rino) as parties to the peace in the papal letters establishing the 1419 truce and
the 1421 Peace, and to provide the necessary background to Barigianis’ discus-
sion of the Peace. The paper then goes on to offer some insights into the war
between the Varanos and Norcia that broke out in early August 1418 and into
the action taken by the papacy to bring the parties to peace, drawing on an
analysis of four papal letters (three of which are unpublished) (§ 2). Finally, the
focus shifts to Barigianis’ conmsilinm, with an illustration of the arguments de-
ployed by the jurist in support of his thesis that, after the Varanos’ fall, the
citizens of Camerino no longer benefitted from the Peace provisions (§ 3). The
texts of the four papal letters and of Barigianis’ conszlium are published in the
Appendix.

1. The Varanos’ lordship over Camerino up to the Peace with Norcia (1421)

In the late Middle Ages, Camerino was one of the major urban centres of
the March of Ancona. When it was still part of the imperial lands, the region
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was known as the March of Camerino, and the so-called Constitutiones Aegidianae
of 1357 classified the city among the five wwitates maiores in the March, together
with Ancona, Fermo, Ascoli and Urbino? Otganised as a commune in the mid
twelfth century, Camerino submitted to the papacy in 1199. The presence of
consuls and a podesta is attested in documents from 1198 and 1201, respectively,
and for a long time these institutions coexisted. Reference to the capitano del
popolo is found in 1259, another to the capitani delle arti in 1285, and a document
from 1305 mentions — alongside the capitani — the nove sapienti della guerra, who
represented the societies of arms (soczetates armorum) established for the defence
and protection of the guilds’. The Varanos were part of the urban aristocracy
of Camerino and held important municipal posts in the town as eatly as the
thirteenth century”’. Gentile da Varano (later called Gentile I) led the community

*P.L. Falaschi, Berardo I da Varano signore di Camerino, in Camerino e il suo territorio fino al tramonto
della signoria (Studi Maceratesi 18), Macerata 1983, p. 9-76: 21-22; F. Pirani, “Multa notabilissima
castra’: i centri minori delle Marche, in F. Lattanzio and G.M. Varanini (eds), I centri minori nel tardo
Medioevo. Cambiamento sociale, crescita economica, processi di ristrutturazione (secoli XI1I11-X171), Flo-
rence 2018, p. 259-285; and, on the Constitutiones Aegidianae, P. Sella, Costituzioni egidiane
dell'anno MCCCLVII, Milan 1912, lib. II, rub. 37, p. 121. Ancona, Ascoli, Camerino, Fermo
and Urbino are also called ‘terre maiores’ in Albornoz’ Descriptio Marchiae Anconitanae of 1362-
1367 (see E. Saracco Previdi, Descriptio Marchiae Anconitanae, 2nd ed., Spoleto 2010, p. 53-54),
and Grimoard’s Praecepta of 1371 say of Camerino that ‘[ijnsignis et pulcra civitas est cum
magno comitatu [...] Magnum membrum est dicta civitas in Marchia’ (A. Theiner, Codex di-
Plomaticus dominii temporalis S. Sedis, 3 tomes, Rome 1862, t. I, n. 527, p. 536b). On the Papal
State in the late Middle Ages, see D. Waley, The Papal State in the thirteenth century, London
1961; P. Partner, The Papal State under Martin 1. The administration and government of the temporal
power in the early fifteentl) century, London 1958; 1d., The Lands of St Peter. The Papal State in the
Middle Ages and the Early Renaissance, Rome and London 1972; and S. Carocci, Vassalli del papa.
Potere pontificio, aristocrazie e citta nello Stato della Chiesa (XII-X1 sec.), Rome 2010, with further
references.

> A. Bonfili, I/ Comune di Camerino: costitugione e vicende fino al 1240, in La citta medievale nella
Marca. Problemi di storia e urbanistica (Studi Maceratesi 7), Macerata 1973, p. 57-72; F. Ciappa-
roni, Introdugione, in 1d., Statuta comunis et populi civitatis Camerini (1424), Naples 1977, p. 1-
XLVIIL and L. Biondi, Introduzione, in Ead. (ed.), I/ libro rosso del comune di Camerino, Spoleto
2014, p. XXV-XXX and LVIL

*While historiography traditionally attributed feudal origins to the family, Jean-Baptiste Del-
zant has recently argued that, although the Varanos did occupy the two villages of Varano,
they always belonged to the urban aristocracy of Camerino: see J.-B. Delzant, 1arano, Gentile
11 da, in Dizionario biografico degli italiani (2020), available at https:/ /www.treccani.it/biografico
(henceforth DBI). On the offices held by the Varanos in the thirteenth century, see zbzd. and
L. Biondi, Introduzione, p. XLIV, XLLVI and LXI. P.L. Falaschi, Berardo I, p. 16 and 18 inferred
from the offices held by Rodolfo and his son Gentile (I) da Varano that they must have
studied law. He also pointed out that the Summa de feudis which is today attributed to Johannes
Fasolus de Pisis was dedicated to Gentile.
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of Camerino in the reconquest and reconstruction of the city after its destruc-
tion by Manfredi’s army in August 1259°. He was appointed capitano, with ex-
tensive civil and military powers, and later held the office of podesta several
times. In the subsequent decades, he and various members of his family held
similar positions in some towns of the March of Ancona and the Duchy of
Spoleto, and also in Florence and Bologna®.

The city of Camerino began to acquire control over the territories around it
some time before the Varanos extended their influence over the local institu-
tions. A famous example concerns the privilege granted by Sinibaldo Fieschi on
27 January 1240: in addition to important jurisdictional and fiscal concessions,
the rector of the March — who had taken refuge in Camerino during the inva-
sion of the region by Enzo (son of Frederick II) — recognised the city’s juris-
diction over a series of fortified places. The privilege, confirmed by Gregory IX
and (on numerous occasions) by Fieschi himself after becoming pope as Inno-
cent IV, was later the subject of a dispute with Spoleto, which claimed that
some of these fortified places belonged to the territory of the Duchy: Bartolus
de Sassoferrato was called upon to draw up a consilium on the matter, subse-
quently Gil Albornoz issued another confirmation in favour of Camerino in
1353".

In the second half of the thirteenth century, the city’s dominion continued
to expand under the Varanos, at times sparking tensions with the provincial
Curia or the papacy®. Despite such tensions, however, the family situated itself

> S. Corradini, G/ Svevi ed il triste epilogo della politica del comune di Camerino, in Le Marche nei secoli
XII ¢ XIII. Problemi e ricerche (Studi Maceratesi 6), Macerata 1972, p. 215-227.

° P.L. Falaschi, Berardo I. On the Varano family, see also M.T. Guerra Medici, Famiglia e potere
in una signoria dellItalia centrale. I 1 arano di Camerino, Camerino 2002 and, for a family tree, A.

Meriggi, Honorabilibus amicis nostris carissinis. Lettere inedite dei Da Varano di Camerino al Comune
di Montecchio (Treia) (1381-1426), Camerino 1996, p. 21.

" P.L. Falaschi, I/ consilium CXCV'1 di Bartolo da Sassoferrato, in ‘Annali della Facolta giuridica
di Camerino’, XXXIII (1967), p. 167-200, who on p. 168, note 06 lists the places included in
Fieschi’s privilege. See also 1. Biondi, Introduzione, p. XIII-XVII and XXXVI-XL. Further
submissions of surrounding fortified places in the years following Fieschi’s privilege are men-
tioned 7v7, p. XLI-XLIIL

® See L. Biondi, Introduzione, p. LVI-LV for the interdict placed by Nicholas V on the city in
1289 (and removed the following year) and for the trial at the end of the thirteenth century
in which Camerino and Matelica disputed the possession of the castle of Santa Maria in
Monte (conquered by the former in 1282). Another moment of tension occurred in the early
1320s, with the founding of the diocese of Macerata, which resulted in the dioceses of Came-
rino and Fermo losing territories. The disagreements between Camerino and the provincial
Curia — which Cynus de Pistorio came to the city during the spring of 1321 to endeavour to
resolve, as prime collaborator and collateral judge of Amélie de Lautrec, rector of the March
— led to an interdict laid on the entire diocese and the beginning of a trial against Berardo da
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in the Guelph camp. Their allegiance emerges clearly from the enquiry into the
political situation in the March of Ancona conducted in June 1341 by the legate
Jean Dalpérier on the orders of Benedict XII and known as the Informatio status
Marchiae Anconitanae’. The cousins Gentile IT and Giovanni da Varano with their
descendants are listed by their adversaries among the local tyrants and are said
to rule over Camerino, San Ginesio and other castra or terrae which in principle
were directly subject to the Church. A reply to these accusations is included in
a written testimony presented by the two cousins highlighting the political in-
stability of the area, which was ravaged by the struggles between the Guelphs
and the Ghibellines. Linking the latter factions explicitly to the pars Ecclesiae and
the pars Imperii, this testimony describes the Ghibelline lordships as being mo-
tivated solely by greed for power, while their Guelph counterparts are said to
be ruled by fideles ot fidelissimi of the Church and to strive to preserve the rights
of the papacy'’. With a cunning preterition, the two cousins profess to say noth-
ing about their rule over Camerino and the other lands (‘quza laus propria in proprio
honore sordescif), but do not fail to emphasise their long-standing loyalty to the
Church. This commitment is also evident in the family’s regular military support

Varano and other rebels: see P.L. Falaschi, ‘U? vidinus in Marchia’. Divagazioni su Cino da Pistoia
¢ il suo soggiorno nelle Marche, Naples 1987. Further episodes are mentioned in J.-B. Delzant,
Varano, Gentile 11 da, and 1d., VVarano, Rodolfo 1 da (2021), in DBI.

° . Pirani, L nchiesta legatizia del 1341 sulle condizioni politiche della Marca, Ancona 1999, elec-
tronic edition available at http://www.rm.unina.it/iper/infomatio/pagine/presentaz.htm
(Pirani points out that the document includes thirty-eight depositions, given by a total of
sixty-six witnesses). The middle decades of the fourteenth century saw the rise of various
signorie, as families succeeded in making their power dynastic (the Chiavellis in Fabriano, the
Varanos in Camerino, the Smeduccis in San Severino, the Cimas in Cingoli, the Ottonis in
Matelica), see F. Pirani, Statuti cittadini e regimi signorili nella Marca di Ancona fra Tre e Quattrocento,
in P. Maftei-G.M. Varanini (eds), Honos alit artes. Studi per il settantesimo compleanno di Mario
Ascherz, 2, Gli universi particolari. Citta e territori dal medioevo all’eta moderna, Florence 2014, p. 119-
131: 122-123. On the political and institutional characteristics of the signorie in the March of
Ancona, see J.-C. Maire Vigueur, Comuni e signorie nelle province dello Stato della Chiesa, in 1d.
(ed.), Signorie cittadine nell'Italia comunale, Rome 2013, p. 105-172.

' With regard to the Malatestas, who held Pesaro, Fano and Frosinone, the Varanos say that
they dominated ‘in illis terris non in contrarium Ecclesie, sed pro conservatione fidelium et
amicorum’. According to fourteenth-century legal scholars such as Bartolus de Sassoferrato,
Albericus de Rosciate and Baldus de Ubaldis, the names of the Guelphs and Ghibellines
simply represented opposite factions striving for power, with no ideological ties to the inter-
ests of either empire or Church: see P. Costa, Bonum commune e partialitates: i/ problema del
conflitto nella cultura politico-ginridica medievale, in 1/ bene commune: forme di governo e gerarchie sociali nel
Basso Medioevo, Spoleto 2012, p. 193-2106, with further references. See also P. Grillo, La falsa
inimicizia: Guelfi e Ghibellini nellItalia del Duecento, Rome 2018.
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for the papacy'!. However, despite the de facto authority they exetcised over
Camerino by means of their military power and network of alliances and pat-
ronage, the Varanos’ influence did not entirely dominate the communal institu-
tions. For example, in 1345 the city completed the Lzbro rosso, a compilation of
the documents and privileges that had ordered the life of the commune since
the early thirteenth century, defining its autonomy, establishing its rights over
dependent territories and regulating its relations with the outside world. The
papacy also considered the commune, not the Varanos, to be its legitimate in-
terlocutor: in 1346 and 1349 Clement VI sent his emissaries to the city and
recommended them to the local officials'®

During the two Italian legations of Gil Albornoz, the Varanos further con-
solidated their dominions, which grew as a hotchpotch of lordships the nature
of whose authority varied in legal terms'. Apart from some brief episodes, they
managed to maintain good relations with the Church: on 8 December 1354
Rodolfo IT swore allegiance to it in the presence of Albornoz'*; on 17 March
1355 the Cardinal appointed Rodolfo as captain of the papal army in the March
of Ancona (vexillifer Ecclesiae Romanae in Marchia Anconitana)'®; and on 9 Novem-
ber of the same year he granted him Tolentino and San Ginesio in fief for twelve
years (although in fact the Varanos were able to perpetuate their rule over these
territories)'’. No specific recognition, however, was given to their rule over

" On the activity of the Varanos as condottieri, see |.E. Law, The Da VVarano Lords of Camerino
as Condottiere Princes, in ]. France (ed.), Mercenaries and Paid Men. The Mercenary Identity in the
Middle Ages, Leiden and Boston 2008, p. 89-103.

'?J.-B. Delzant, Varano, Gentile II da.

P J.E. Law, The Da VVarano, p. 91. Albornoz’ policy towards local lords, and in particular his
recourse to the apostolic vicariate, has been debated: see P. Colliva, 1/ Cardinale Albornoz, lo
Stato della Chiesa, le “Constitutiones Aegidianae” (1353-1357), Bologna 1977 and A. Jamme, De /a
Républigue dans la monarchie? Genése et développements diplomatiques de la contractualité dans I'Etat
pontifical (fin XII*-début X1'T siecle), in F. Foronda (ed.), Avant le contrat social. 1e contrat politique
dans ['Occident médicval, XIII-X1" siecle, Paris 2011, p. 37-79, with further references. More
broadly, on imperial and apostolic vicariates, see G. De Vergottini, Rucerche sulle origini del
vicariato apostolico (1939), in 1d., Seritti di storia del diritto italiano, ed. G. Rossi, 3 tomes, Milan
1977, t. 11, p. 535-584; 1d., Note per la storia del vicariato apostolico durante il secolo X117 (1939), zvi,
p. 585-612; P.L. Falaschi, Intorno al vicariato apostolico in temporalibus’, in D. Matffei ef al. (eds),
A Ennio Cortese, 3 tomes, Rome 2001, t. I1, p. 1-26; and A. Zozrzi, Ripensando i vicariati imperiali
¢ apostolici, in P. Grillo (ed.), Signorie italiane e modelli monarchici (secoli XI1I11-X117), Rome 2013, p.
19-43.

" E. Saracco Previdi, Descriptio Marchiae Anconitanae, p. 111
" A. Theiner, Codex, t. 11, n. 297, p. 288b-289a.

' B. Saracco Previdi, Descriptio Marchiae Anconitanae, p. LI and M.T. Guerra Medici, Famiglia
¢ potere, p. 12. See also P.L. Falaschi, Intorno al vicariato, p. 18, who cites a document entitled
Memoria di cose appartenent alla Reverenda Camera Apostolica con altri particulari et utili e curioss, cavato
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Camerino. The proem of the reformed statutes of 1355 does not suggest that
the Varanos had any formal role in the commune, and Albornoz’ Descriptio Mar-
chiae Anconitanae (drafted between 22 December 1362 and 23 August 1367)
states that Rodolfo and his brothers held Camerino ‘with no title, tyrannically’"’.
The Praecepta compiled in 1371 by the papal legate in Italy Anglic de Grimoard,
brother of Urban V, also refer to a merely de facto authority: they describe
Camerino as formally governed by the commune, but with the Varanos acting
as ‘rectors’ and doing ‘what they want’ with the city'. The four brothers —
Rodolfo 11, Giovanni, Venanzio and Gentile III — paid the tax (Zz//ia) imposed
on the city, participated in the provincial parliament and provided the Church
with military service: ‘in other words, they fulfilled the duties imposed by the
Apostolic See on the cities that were directly subject to it, thus arrogating the
representation of the commune’. At the time, the brothers’ rule over Came-
rino was a family lordship, in which power was shared between them. This

et rescritto da un libro intitolato ‘De domo regia Francorum’ scritto a mano in 16 che era di cartapecora di
carattere bello fatto circa I'anno MCCCCVT, found in ms. Vatican Library, Barb. lat. 2441; on f.
23v reference is made to a grant Albornoz gave to Rodolfo II on 1 May 1360, including
‘potestaria, custodia et regimen’ over other lands in the March of Ancona (‘[...] podestariam,
custodiam et regimen Sernani, Pontis, Montis Melonis, Belfortis et Staffuli’), limited to the
duration of the Cardinal’s legation and subject to the pope’s approval. Podestaria means the
authority to appoint a podesta. Some of the lands mentioned in the document, however, are
among those said to be illegitimately occupied by the Varanos in Albornoz’ Descriptio of 1362-
1367: see infra, note 17.

" For proem of the reformed statutes, see C. Lilii, De//’historia di Camerino. Parte seconda, [Ma-
cerata] [1652], p. 119 and J.-B. Delzant, [arano, Rodolfo II da. For Albornoz’ Descriptio, see E.
Saracco Previdi, Descriptio Marchiae Anconitanae: the text distinguishes between ‘civitates and
terre que tenentur sine titulo tirampnice’ (p. 38, where ‘Civitas Camereni et totus comitatus,
Castrum Penne Sancti Iohannis, Castrum Sernani’ and ‘Castrum Bellifortis’ are said to be
held ‘per dominum Radulfum [!] de Camereno et fratres’) and ‘terre et civitates que tenentur
sub titulo et vicariatu pro sancta Romana Ecclesia’ (p. 38-39, where “Tolentinum, Sanctus
Genesius et Castrum Manardi’ are said to be held ‘per Rodulfum de Camereno’). According
to the Descriptio, Camerino controlled sixty-one castra and seventy-one villae (p. 2-8 ‘Civitas
Camerini habet castra infrascripta et villas et sunt hec’) and occupied another eight castra in
the March (p. 36-37: ‘Infrascripta sunt castra Romane Ecclesie in provincia Marchia Anco-
nitane que detinentu occupata per Camerinenses’; see also p. 59). Eight rochae in the country-
side of Camerino were also held by the Varanos, see 2, p. 44.

' A. Theiner, Codex, t. 11, n. 527, p. 527a-539a: 536b: ‘Item civitas Camerinensis regitur per
Commune illius civitatis [...] et licet regatur per Commune, tamen dominus Rodulphus et sui
fratres merentur pocius dici Rectores quam Commune, et de ipsa faciunt prout placet, sol-
vunt talliam et veniunt ad parlamentum et ad exercitus et cavalcatas’.

Y P.L. Falaschi, Intorno al vicariato, p. 20. See also 1d., Berardo I da 1V arano, p. 73-75. The tallia

was ‘una tassa di natura prettamente militare’, E. Saracco Previdi, Descriptio Marchiae Anconi-
tanae, p. LXXVIL.
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continued in later decades, while other territories were divided between broth-
ers and cousins, and although — as observed by Grimoard in 1371 — intratamily
relationships were not always good?.

The years immediately following the Praecepta saw the legitimation of the
Varanos’ rule over Camerino with the grant of an apostolic vicariate iz temporal-
ibus*'. We do not possess the actual grant, and therefore know neither the con-
ditions nor the duration of the vicarial title, but in three letters, the first two
dated 19 August 1373 and the third dated 1 October 1375, Gregory XI ad-
dressed Rodolfo I as vicarius in temporalibus of the city of Camerino®. Another
document of August 1375 — from the rotuli receptarum et expensarum of the

*" A. Theiner, Codex, t. 11, n. 527, p. 537a: ‘Sunt quatuor fratres milites [...]: non sunt bene
concordes, et propterea civitas Camerinensis patitur in multis’. For other testimonies and
examples of strained relationships within the family, see ].-B. Delzant, [Varano, Gentile (I11)
da, in Repertorio delle esperienze signorili cittadine in Italia, http:/ /wwwitaliacomunale.org/re-
sci/individui/varano-gentile-iii-da/ and #nfra in the text. On the Varanos’ family lordship, see
J. Guiraud, I.’Etat pontifical aprés le Grand Schisme. Etude de géographie politique, Patis 1896, p. 199;
A. Meriggi, Honorabilibus amicis, p. 23; M.T. Guerra Medici, Famiglia e potere, p. 10-11; J.-B.
Delzant, Varano, Rodolfo 11 da; and 1d., 1 arano, Rodolfo 111 da (2020), in DBI.

' On a vicariate that Louis the Bavarian may have granted to the Varanos (and to other
families in the March of Ancona) in 1342, according to information reported by Blondus
Flavius and corrected by Giovanni De Vergottini, see G. De Vergottini, Ricerche sulle origini
del vicariato apostolico, p. 542-550 and P.L. Falaschi, Intorno al vicariato, p. 12-13. See also C. Lilii,
Dell’historia, p. 85-87, who mentions other sources according to which Gentile IT received a
vicariate from Louis the Bavarian, and adds that Leo X’s bull of 1515 granting the ducal title
to Giovanni Maria da Varano refers to a vicariate previously granted by Clement VI. Alt-
hough this bull is the only evidence of an apostolic vicariate accorded to Gentile II, G. De
Rosa, Qualche nota sui vicariati dei Da 1Varano, in Camerino e il suo territorio, p. 77-109: 81-82
argued in support of this hypothesis. It must be remembered that, with the exception of Lilii,
historiography traditionally excluded the grant of an apostolic vicariate over Camerino before
the mid fifteenth century: see J. Guiraud, L.’Etat pontifical, p. 202 and P. Partner, The Papal
State, p. 47. The issue, however, has come under new scrutiny since the publication of Fab-
rizio Ciapparoni’s introduction to his edition of statutes of Camerino of 1424: see /nfra, in
the text.

* For the first two letters, see Vatican Archives, Reg. Vat. 269, f. 343r-344r and G. Mollat,
Lettres secrétes et curiales du pape Grégoire X1 (1370-1378) intéressant les pays antres que la France,
Premier fasciscule, Paris 1962, n. 2082 and 2081, p. 289: the first zuseriptio reads ‘Dilecto filio
nobili viro Rodulfo de Varena [!] militi Camerinensi in civitate nostra Camerinensi pro nobis
et ecclesia Romana in temporalibus vicario’ and the second ‘Dilecto filio nobili viro Rodulfo
de Varena [!] militi in civitate nostra Camerinensi pro nobis et ecclesia Romana in temporal-
ibus vicario’. For the third letter, see Vatican Archives, Reg. Vat. 271, f. 237r and G. Mollat,
Lettres secrétes et curiales du pape Grégoire X1 (1370-1378) intéressant les pays antres que la France,
Deuxieme fasciscule, Paris 1963, n. 3496, p. 151: ‘Dilecto filio nobili viro Rodolpho de Ca-
merino militi in civitate Camerina pro nobis et ecclesia Romana vicario’. I owe these refe-
rences to Jean-Baptiste Delzant.
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Apostolic Chamber — attests that Gentile, brother of Rodolfo, paid the tribute
(census) he owed as ‘vicar’ of the city and district of Camerino, as well as other
territories, without specifying whether the office was shared by Gentile and his
brothers®. Admittedly, no other document of the time (including the papal let-
ter of 29 January 1377 authorising the establishment of a Studium generale) reters
to this title, but there is no doubt that the Varanos’ position in Camerino
strengthened significantly in those years™.

The outbreak, first, of the War of the Eight Saints between a coalition of
Italian cities led by Florence and the papacy (1375-1378) and, shortly after-
wards, of the Western Schism (1378) ushered in a new period of disorder in the
papal lands. Oscillating between allegiance to Rome and Avignon, different
members of the Varano family supported one or the other pontiff, maintaining
contacts with both®. The political and military situation favoured attempts at
territorial expansion, and the Varanos took advantage of it. Although Gentile
and his son Rodolfo had pledged loyalty to Urban VI in December 1388, on 16
July 1389 the pope wrote to the vicar general in the March of Ancona to ask
that John XXII’s constitutions which condemned to excommunication those
who occupied the territories of the Church and placed these territories under
interdict be applied to them. Having taken various lands in the March of An-
cona (including Camerino) and in the Duchy of Spoleto (Cerreto and Mon-
tesanto), the two Varanos were to be deprived of any privilege, honour, office

» See F. Ciapparoni, Introduzione, p. XIX, who quotes from the Vatican Archives, Instru-
menta miscellanea 2877: ‘Item a domino Gentili de Camerino milite vicario civitatis et dis-
trictus de Camerino et aliarum terrarum in instrumento concessionis eidem per sedem apos-
tolicam facte contentarum pro domino nostro papa et ecclesia romana in deductionem cen-
sus quem facit singulis annis CL florenos camerae...’. See also J.-B. Delzant, [Varano, Gentile
(1) da. The census was ‘un tributo dovuto per il possesso di diritti prediali e di proprieta
fondiaria’, E. Saracco Previdi, Descriptio Marchiae Anconitanae, p. LXXII. The notion of distric-
tus encompassed the entire territory under a city’s jurisdiction: see C. Danusso, Ruerche sulla
Tectura fendorum’ di Baldo degli Ubaldi, Milan 1991, p. 125-1206, note 175 and R. Cordella, In-
quadramento,in 1d. (ed.), Statuti di Norcia. Testo volgare a stampa del 1526, Perugia 2011, p. XXVIIL.

* P.L. Falaschi, Studium generale vigeat’. Alle origini della Universita di Camerino, Camerino 2000,
with the edition of Gregory XI’s letter (not a breve) on p. 87-89 and reproductions from
Vatican Archives, Reg. Aven. 201, t. XXIX, f. 29r on p. 90 and 92. This letter is addressed
to the commune and people of Camerino and refers to Gentile (who solicited the grant)
without mentioning a vicarial title.

» P.L. Falaschi, Studium generale vigeat’, p. 95-100 (on Rodolfo II’s role as captain of the Flor-
entine troops before switching to the papal side in 1377) and 111-116 (on Rodolfo II’s in-
volvement in the election of Clement VII and on the good relations between the Varanos
and the Avignon papacy); J.-B. Delzant, [Varano, Rodolfo II da; 1d., V' arano, Gentile (111) da; and
Id., Varano, Rodolfo 111 da.
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ot jurisdiction they had obtained from the Church®. Then, on 17 March 1390,
after again pledging allegiance to the Church, they were pardoned®. Further
documents, issued in the following years, attest the legitimation of the Varanos’
possessions: a letter by Boniface IX, dated 6 April 1392, mentions Gentile 111
as papal vicar i femporalibus of Camerino®, and on 18 October 1396 the same
pope granted Gentile III and his sons Rodolfo, Gentilpandolfo and Berardo
various territories in the March of Ancona (without mention of Camerino, how-
ever) and in the Duchy of Spoleto (Montesanto, Cerreto and Visso)®. After
Gentile ITIIT’s death (1399), Innocent VII granted another seven-year vicariate
over various territories in the March (again, without mention of Camerino) and
the same three castra in the Duchy to Rodolfo III and his sons Gentilpandolfo,
Berardo, Piergentile, Venanzio and Giovanni, in August 1405

In the early fifteenth century, the Varanos were allied with Ladislas of Du-
razzo”'. The king of Naples adopted an aggressive policy towards the zerrae Fe-
clesiae, which became the target of his expansionist ambitions after he had been
forced to renounce to the Hungarian throne. In October 1404, Ladislas entered
Rome and compelled Innocent VII into a humiliating agreement: the pope had
to pledge to end the Schism, Ladislas was to be arbiter in papal disputes with
the commune of Rome and, furthermore, to be given wide-ranging powers in
the southern provinces of the papal lands. Subsequently, Ladislas occupied large
territories in the March of Ancona, the Duchy of Spoleto and the Patrimony of

** A. Theiner, Codex, t. 11, n. 648, p. 612b-613a and 7, n. 655, p. 620a-621a. The Varanos
had already controlled Cerreto and Montesanto (and Visso) in the Duchy of Spoleto at va-
rious times during the fourteenth century: see A. Fabbi, Storia dei comuni della V alnerina, Abeto
(Pg) 1976, p. 822-823; G. De Rosa, Qualche nota sui vicariati, p. 100-101; and G. Avarucci, Uz
Sframmento di statuto della fine del secolo XIV" e Gentile 111 da 1 arano, in ‘Annali della Facolta di
Lettere e Filosofia dell’Universita di Macerata’, XVI (1983), p. 647-668.

1. Biondi (ed.), I/ libro rosso, n. 98, p. 232-240: among the territories that were returned to
the Varanos, Camerino, Visso, Cerreto and Montesanto are mentioned on p. 240.

* See Vatican Archives, Reg. Vat. 313, f. 313r. F. Ciapparoni, Introduzione, p. XIX-XX cites
this letter but states (incorrectly) that it is a papal breve, found on f. 311r and dated 25 March
(possibly a confusion between Ides and Kalends in reading the date “VIII Id. Aprilis’). I thank
Marco Grilli (Vatican Archives) for checking this document for me.

* A. Esch, Bonifazg IX. und der Kirchenstaat, Tiibingen 1969, p. 601.

NP, Pitti, La Guaita d’Ussita dall'origine del Castello ai giorni nostri, in ‘Atti e Memorie della R.
Deputazione di Storia patria per le Marche’, I serie, I (1) (1916), p. 67-133: 107-108.

' F. Ciapparoni, Introduzione, p. XIV and ].-B. Delzant, Varano, Rodolfo (I11) da, in Repertorio
delle esperienze signorili cittadine in ltalia, http://www.italiacomunale.org/resci/individui/va-
rano-rodolfo-iii-da/.
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St Peter in Tuscia, before again entering and plundering Rome in 1413. Only
his sudden death in 1414 put an end to his dire threats to papal authority™.

It was in this context that some new regulations, which their editor Fabrizio
Ciapparoni dates between 1406 and 1414, were enacted in Camerino; we do not
know if they were part of an organic reform of local statutes or specific provi-
sions adopted during an emergency™. The surviving text reveals the influence
of Ladislas in the papal territories, stating that the commune shall remain stead-
fast in its allegiance to the Holy See and King Ladislas*. To maintain peace and
tranquillity in Camerino and its confado, very extensive powers were given to
Rodolfo III, who was authorised to derogate all previous laws. Defined as ‘gu-
bernator comunis et populi Camerin?, he was entrusted with the custodia and guardia
of the city and had the authority to authorise people to carry arms in its de-
fence™. He could impose his decisions on the podesta and the capitano, who were
bound by oath to obey him, and, if those officers refused to comply, was au-
thotised to implement them himself*°. The inhabitants of Camerino and its dis-
trict were forbidden under pain of death to establish any society or sect with
the Ghibellines, to afford them any assistance, help or advice, or to host them;
if the culprit could not be seized, they faced perpetual banishment and the con-
fiscation of their goods®’. Remarkably, ‘the Ghibellines’ — who wete also pro-
hibited from leaving their homes during riots — are defined as anyone who is
not on Rodolfo’s side, or anyone whom he has declared as such?. While retain-
ing the communal structures, these regulations appear to have sanctioned
Rodolfo’s control over the city, an impression confirmed by the fact that in
1406 the Florentine Republic asked him — not the communal magistrates — to
confirm Arrigo Salutati (son of Coluccio, who had died that year) in his office
of podesta™.

2 P. Partner, The Papal State, ad indicems; A. Kiesewetter, Ladislao d’Angio Durazzo, re di Sicilia
(2004), in DBL.

* . Ciapparoni, Introdugione, p. XU-XV1; F. Pirani, Statuti cittadini e regimi signorili, p. 130-131;
and J.-B. Delzant, 1Varano, Rodolfo (I11) da.

* Rub. 50, in F. Ciapparoni, Statuta comunis et populi civitatis Camerini, p. 324.
* Rub. 48, 51, 52, ivi, p. 323-325.

* Rub. 48, i, p. 323.

" Rub. 50, i, p. 324.

* Rub. 52, i, p. 325.

¥ D. Marzi, La Cancelleria della Repubblica fiorentina, Rocca S. Casciano 1910, p. 150, note 3,
and F. Ciapparoni, Introduzione, p. XX. Nevertheless, ].-B. Delzant, [Varano, Rodolfo (I11) da
observed that the local institutions were still alive, as attested by various sources from be-
tween 1407 and 1418 that refer to their activities and to unrest against Rodolfo’s sons. More-
over, a new redaction of the statutes was enacted after Rodolfo 11I’s death, in 1424, which
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After Gregory XII’s abdication (1415), the Council of Constance sent two
embassies to Italy. One of these, presided over by the Archbishop of Ragusa,
was destined to the March of Ancona. In December, the commissioners arrived
in Macerata, where Rodolfo III, like other local lords, announced his submis-
sion. On 8 February 1416, in Ancona, the commissioners acquitted Rodolfo
and his sons Gentilpandolfo, Berardo, Piergentile, Venanzio and Giovanni of
the offenses committed against the Church and, in the name of the Council,
confirmed the Varanos’ legal titles over various family possessions. The docu-
ment actually distinguishes three different situations: for Camerino, with its
comitatus and district, and for Morrovalle, it speaks of gubernatio. For other lands
in the March, and Visso and Cerreto in the Duchy of Spoleto (to which Mon-
tesanto is now added), the term vicariatus is used. Tolentino and San Ginesio are
confirmed as fiefs*.

It is difficult to grasp the actual meaning of these distinctions, especially be-
cause the conditions of the different grants are not specified. Pier Luigi Falaschi
has observed that gubernator (and the related gubernatio) became usual terms in
fifteenth-century papal documents, and sometimes corresponded almost ex-
actly to vicarius. Moreover, after the end of the Schism, the ordinary papal rep-
resentatives in the province — traditionally called rectors — were redenominated
as ‘governors™!. This suggests that, in using the word gubernatio with regard to
Camerino, the commissioners did not intend to deprive the Varanos of any
prerogatives. Indeed, it seems likely that they simply wanted to confirm previ-
ous attributions: except for adding Montesanto to the list of the vicariates, the
document expressly confirms grants made by previous pontiffs, including the
one by Sinibaldo Fieschi later confirmed by Gregory IX and by Innocent IV
himself*. This interpretation is supported by a document dated 22 April 1418

has survived, and been published by F. Ciapparoni, Statuta comunis et populi civitatis Camerini.
A large lacuna in book I prevents us from fully understanding the role played by the Varanos
in the city, although it appears from a document dated 1429 that the city government was
held jointly by Rodolfo’s four sons ‘ex forma Statutorum et ordinamentorum Comunis civi-
tatis Camerint’, see 72z, p. XXIV.

“"O. Turchi, De ecclesiae camerinensis pontificibus libri 11, Rome 1712, Appendix, n. 101, p.
CXLIX-CLII (in gubernatione’, ‘in vicariatu’, ‘in feudum’). A document preserved in the
Archives of the castle of Ussita (which was part of the commune of Visso) dated 28 February
1417 defines Rodolfo III ‘Domin[us] de Camerino et etiam Comunis Terre Vissi pro S. Rom.
Ecclesia gubernato(r] Vicari[us] generalis P. Pirri, I archivio del Castello di Ussita. Notizie ed
inventario, Isola del Liri 1932, p. 36.

“''P.L. Falaschi, Intorno al vicariato, p. 22 and A. Gardi, I/ mutamento di un ruolo. I legati nell’ammui-
nistrazione interna dello Stato pontificio dal X1V al X1V/1I secolo, in A. Jamme-O. Poncet (eds),
Offices et papanté (XIV*-XVII siecle). Charges, hommes, destins, Rome 2005, p. 372-437.

* O. Turchi, De ecclesiae camerinensis pontificibus libri 1T, Appendix, n. 101, p. CL.
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in which the newly elected pope, Martin V, again confirmed the grants to the
Varanos, including the gubernatio of Camerino ‘under the same terms and con-
ditions their ancestors had enjoyed before the Schism™”. Moreover, explicit ref-
erences to a ‘vicariate’ over Camerino can be found in later documents. On 26
November 1420, Martin V granted Braccio da Montone the revenues of some
vicariates in the March of Ancona, as a payment for the mercenaries hired for
the Church; this included the census owed by Rodolfo and his sons for the city
of Camerino and other lands*. And another letter from 1422, which provided
for a less onerous payment of the census, was addressed to Rodolfo 111 ‘i civitate
Camerinensi et nonnullis aliis terris et locis [...) in temporalibus vicario generalf®™. It is,
therefore, evident that the family did not exercise a mere de facto authority over
Camerino: they were recognised by the papacy as legitimate rulers in the years
up to the 1421 Peace.

2. The war with Norcia and the Peace of 1421

The seat of a bishopric in Late Antiquity, Norcia became part of the Duchy
and the diocese of Spoleto in 679 and, although it no longer enjoyed the status

“ P. Partner, The Papal State, p. 48, note 1 and F. Ciapparoni, Introduzione, 