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A NEW ROMAN SENATOR

by

ROBERT BRENTANO

In an incompletely dated document from San Cosimato in 
Trastevere appears the name of a hitherto, I believe, unnoticed Roman 
Senator1). His name, Petrus Gregorii Pag’, is, unfortunately incomple- 
tely extended, and it allows two reasonable extensions: Petrus Gregorii 
Pagern«, because Pagani is probably the most natural extension of 
Pag’; and Petrus Gregorii Pagwe, because a man with that name is 
known to have been a prominent Roman Citizen in 1229, in which year 
he was excommunicated for having given aid and counsel to Frederick 
II, a fact that is recorded in the document of excommunication within 
the register of Gregory IX2).

The San Cosimato document, which stops in mid-sentence, is 
written in a good hand, of a sort not uncommnon, but not invariable, in 
official and semi-official documents of the early to middle thirteenth 
Century. The writing is divided into nine lines, and it is on a piece of 
parchment 17% centimeters broad and 12% centimeters high. Al- 
though the document is truncated, it is a seemingly conventional 
Consilium rendered by the judge palatine Romanus Johannis Pres- 
biteri and the advocatus Petrus Angeli Siniorilis to the Senator that 
he might confirm it and have it sealed with the senate’s seal. The 
consilium advises the Senator that, salva querela, he should invest 
Paulus, the yconomus of the convent of San Cosimato, with fifty lire 
of the Senate from the goods and possessions of the heirs and possessors

*) Rome, Arehivio di Stato, San Cosimato, 328; for a brief introduction to San 
Cosimato, see my Two Churches (Princeton 1968), 282-285.
2) Les Registres de Gregoire IX, ed. Lueien Auvray, (Paris 1886-1955), I, cols. 
202-205 (204) no. 332.



790 ROBERT BRENTANO

of property of Johannes Petri Abbonis. The Consilium includes the 
following dating clause: „Datum domino Boboni uestarario uestro 
mense Januarii, die xviij, Indictione viiij.“ The sort of document which 
the Consilium would have been, had it been completed and approved, 
can readily be seen in Bartoloni’s editions and seen also in facsimile 
reproduction3).

The fact that the document is incomplete, or (although I think 
that this is less likely) an incomplete almost Contemporary transcript, 
means, of course, that it has and had no official validity. It need not 
mean, it is unlikely to mean, that its peripheral sorts of information, 
like the names of people, things not actually in judgement, are inexact. 
It is, though, just possible that a mistaken personal name is a reason 
for the document’s not having been completed.

The major problem, which can be solved, that the document 
öfters is its date. The hand suggests the early middle years of the thir- 
teenth Century. Even if one admits a broad span of years from the 
palaeographical evidence, the indiction, which is noted, limits the dates 
to 1221, 1236, and 1251 (and possibly, if the document is a copy, 1206). 
A statement of Pietro Gasparrini, published in 1938, is both pleasing in 
confirming the likelihood of these dates and perplexing in indicating 
the difficulty in selecting among them:

Infatti non si sono ancora trovati documenti coi nomi dei senatori 
degli anni 1202 (ultimo bimestre), 1204-06, 1209-11, 1214-15, 
1216-19, 1221-23, 1226-30, 1231-32, 1235-36 e 1249 . . ,4)

Initially Gasparrini’s perplexity seems heightened by the obscurity of 
the figures mentioned within the document, particularly of the palatine 
judge (unless he could possibly be the same as Romanus Johannis 
Romani) and of the vestararius, who remain completely obscure. 
Fortunately, however, some of the other figures do not. And the evi
dence which is available fits together very neatly.

3) Codice diplomatico del Senato Romano, ed. Franco Bartoloni (Rome 1948): 
101-103 nos. 65-67; 126-128 no. 77; 148, 152-154 nos. 89, 93; 157-159 no. 95; 
171-172, 180-182 nos. 103, 104, 109; 122-123 no. 120. Archivio paleografico 
italiano, VI, plates 89, 90. Pietro Gasparrini, Senatori Romani della prima 
metä del XIII secolo finora ignorati (Rome 1938), plates 1, 2.
4) Gasparrini, 5.
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The document’s advocatus, Petrus Angeli Siniorilis (Seniorilis, 
Signorilis) appears as judex giving judgement on 22 March 1238 and 
witnessing a confirmation on 3 November 12385). He acted as a judex 
dativus on 9 March 1239 (unless another Petrus Angeli was contempora- 
neously acting as a judge at approximately the same levels)6). He 
distinctly appears with the title judex palatinus in the suhscript of a 
senatorial document exemplified by his mandate sometime after 26 
November 12387). This evidence clearly indicates that the period 
around 1238 was a significant one in a rising, if not finally a distin- 
guished, judicial career. It suggests that Petrus would naturally have 
appeared as an untitled advocatus in immediately preceding years, in, 
for example, 1236.

The convent of San Cosimato has been a better keeper of thir- 
teenth-century documents than the city of Rome. One can, therefore, 
locate its official who is named within the document. He is the ycono- 
mus, frater Paulus. One would suspect from his frater that he was 
yconomus after the convent’s change of order from „Benedictine“ males 
to Franciscan or Damianite females, with Minorite protectors, a change 
which had occurred by, but shortly before, 18 August 12348); but one’s 
suspicions could not, on that count, be at all conclusive, as, for example, 
the existence of frater Maurus, yconomus for the monks on 16 November 
1215, makes clear9). There is in this case, however, very good and quite

5) Bartolom, Codiee, 146-148, 150-152 nos. 88, 91, 92. Bartoloni’s edition 
breaks its documents into their Segments and numbers them separately; nos. 88, 
91, and 92 are all edited from a single parchment: Biblioteca Apostolica Vati
cana, Santa Maria in Via Lata, cassetta 302, no. 65 alias 54, an extremely hand- 
some instrument with the remarkable bovine scriniarial sign of Petrus filius 
Petritornabacge; for its reproduction see Archivio paleografico italiano, XI, 
plate 5.
6) Bartoloni, Codiee, 158.
7) Bartoloni, Codiee, 152-154 no. 93, in which the subscript is not edited but 
referred to (153); for the text of the subscript, Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, 
Santa Maria in Via Lata, cassetta 316, no. 98 alias 18, now renumbered as 
cassetta 316, no. 2 (the number which should be used in requesting the document).
8) Rome, Archivio di Stato, San Cosimato, 238; see too Bullarium Franciscanum 
I, ed. G. H. Sbaralea, (Rome 1759), 137-138, for a transcription of the supposed 
original letter in Milan, in which the different date is surely due to a misreading 
of Kalends as day: 15 Kl’ September = 18. August.
•) San Cosimato, 204.
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exact evidence. On 25 April 1235 the Franciscan Jacobus, to whom 
Pope Gregory IX had given the power to select an yconomus to manage 
the business affairs of the convent, chose frater Paulus as that ycono
mus10). By 14 December 1238 Paulus had been replaced by Bentivenga 
(described as a layman in 1239 and called frater in 1244) or at least 
then begins a series of preserved acts in which he functions as yconomus 
and is so described, a series that continues at least through 17 May 
124611). But in 1249 and 1250 there is an yconomus called frater Gere- 
mia, and in 1256 a custos called frater Angelus12). In 1232 the monks’ 
yconomus had been a priest Bencevenne and in 1229 another priest13). 
In 1209 and 1192 the yconomus was Petrus14). Then, without any doubt, 
a frater Paulus was the convent’s yconomus within the year before 
January 1236; I find no evidence to suggest a frater Paulus, yconomus, 
at any of the other possible dates.

The evidence about the other people within the Consilium is less 
sharply convincing. There are two significant-sounding references to a 
scriniarius or scriniarii named Donadeus close to the year 1236. A 
scriniarius Donadeus was witness, in May 1235, to the oath of the 
justiciars „dePorticu“ to observethe papal-urban peace established in 
that year15). In April 1231, a Donadeus Petri Rabiei, scriniarius urbis, 
had received a grant of an annual Christmas pension of four lire from 
Gregory IX for his work in the fight against heretics16). In another 
direction, two heirs of Johannes Petri Abbonis (dominus Gratianus and 
dominus Johannes Bellimontis), appear in a list of a number of dispu- 
tants with the convent in September 1244, a fact that could argue the 
1251 as well as the 1236 date, were it taken alone, but that is certainly 
not inconsistent with the 1236 date17). That the palatine judge, of 
whom one would expect to know, is a mute witness must be a great

10) San Cosimato, 238.
“) San Cosimato 244, 245, 249, 252, 253, 256.
12) San Cosimato, 266, 268, 273.
13) San Cosimato, 230, 226.
14) San Cosimato, 196, 178.
15) Bartoloni, Codice, 141.
16) Gregoire IX, I, col. 421 no. 662.
17) San Cosimato, 252; this suggests itself as a possible, but not at all an exelu- 
sively possible, date for the convent to have had a „copy“ of the Consilium made; 
by this time 1236 names might have gotten slightly askew.
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disappointment. If, in fact, Romanus Johannis Presbiteri is the same 
man as Romanus Johannis Romani, this would seem a not inappropri- 
ate time in his life for him to be a judge palatine18). The likelihood of 
one man’s being represented by the two names is difficult to gauge. 
Anyone who works at all with this period of Roman history knows that 
the third segment in three-segmented, particularly patronymic, names 
varies, because sometimes it refers to the actual grandfather sometimes 
to a name which the family is coming to carry in the fashion of a sur- 
name; but he also knows that certain chains of Roman names, like 
Romanus Johannis Romani and Oddo Petri Gregorii, are composed of 
Segments so common in Rome that they are by themselves of limited 
use in exact identification.

With this in mind one can return to the central ligure of the 
Senator himself. If his name was Petrus Gregorii Pagani no more can 
be said of him at present. If, however, his name was Petrus Gregorii 
Pagure-even if there is a good chance that it might have been, he must 
be looked at against the 1236 date. Conspicuous enough to have incur- 
red the specific displeasure of Gregory IX in 1229, Petrus Gregorii 
Pagure would certainly have been a man of full maturity in 1236. If, in 
fact, the Senator Oddo Petri Gregorii, who named his own son, Petrus, 
his vicar in Perugia in August 1238, was, as Brezzi has suggested he 
might have been, the son of Petrus Gregorii Pagure, Petrus Gregorii 
must have been an old man in 123619). This age is even heightened by 
Petrus Oddonis Petri Gregorii’s oath as a justiciar in 123520). If these 
links all fit together then Petrus Gregorii Pagure must have been at least 
about seventy in 1236-an unexpected but not disconcerting age.

The sensible reader’s reaetion to this chain of circumstantial, 
nominal evidence must be one of extreme scepticism. It seems unlikely 
that it can really hang together. But, I think, it is even more unlikely 
that a complete unknown should appear as Senator and then disappear 
without arousing any comment. A senatorial dynasty is a much more 
comfortable phenomenon in thirteenth-century Roman history than is 
a Senator of unknown provenanee. I suspect that Petrus, Oddo, and

18) See Bartoloni, Codice, 140.
19) Paolo Brezzi, Roma e lTmpero medioevale, 432, 411; Louis Halphen, 
Etudes sur radministration de Rome au Moyen Age (Paris 1907), 174.
J0) Bartoloni, Codice, 141.
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Petrus form part of a little dynasty, moving easily out of the „disgrace“ 
of Gregory IX’s condemnation in a town to which real concepts of 
Guelf and Ghibelline were alien and in which powerful notoriety and 
farne were not easily distinguishable.

I personally think that the Senator of our Consilium was Petrus 
Gregorii Pagure. But this is a thought, not a conviction, based on 
intuition as much as the very dubious evidence that presents itself. 
The date of the document is quite another matter. I think that it would 
be unreasonable seriously to doubt that this is a consilium from the 
year 1236; the evidence coincides too neatly and independently. To 
Salimei’s complaint, „Dal 1° novembre 1235 al 31 ottobre 1236 non si 
hanno documenti con nomi dei Senatori. . .21),“ we can now reply that 
we do in fact have a document with the senator’s name (and one which 
clearly implies a single Senator), although the document is not a 
finished, official one, and that we can accept that name, recalling the 
very slight chance of its having been miswritten, as Petrus Gregorii 
Pag’.

Pinally, one may well ask, since this all seems so obvious, why it 
was not noted by Bartoloni or Gasparrini in their senatorial searches. 
Bartoloni, it will be recalled, did not get to the end of the Century in 
his published first volume of senatorial documents. The undated thir- 
teenth-century documents, like the undated documents from other 
centuries, in the fond San Cosimato within the Archivio di Stato, are 
placed together after the dated documents from the Century. Presum- 
ably Bartoloni either did not look at these documents before he finished 
his first volume, or having looked at the documents he did not date 
this one. The second solution seems less likely since the name Petrus 
Angeli Siniorilis would certainly have suggested a date to him because 
of his own transcriptions of Santa Maria in Via Lata documents. 
Furthermore, a superficial, external reading of Bartoloni’s edition 
would suggest that its primary purpose was the proper edition of 
already known documents rather than search. This was certainly not 
true of Gasparrini who searched and found; but he seems not to have 
used at all extensively the unprinted archives of suppressed monasteries 
in the Archivio di Stato.

21) A. Salimei, Senatori e statuti di Roma nel Medio Evo (Rome 1935), 69.
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It is likely that quite a high percentage of the number of gaps in 
senatorial and other Roman governmental lists could be filled by a 
quick, purposeful search through the archives of suppressed monaste- 
ries, and those of the basilica of Saint Peter, within the Vatican library 
and the Archivio di Stato.

In conclusion, then, one can add the following names to that sort 
of official list which interested Bartoloni and which must interest 
anyone concerned with Roman governmental history22). For January 
1236:

Senator: Petrus Gregorii Pag’ (? Pagure)
Palatine Judge: Romanus Johannis Presbiteri 
Vestararius: Bobo 
Scriniarius: Donadeus.

Rome, Archivio di Stato. San Cosimato no. 328 (old no. 178a)

In nomine domini. Nos Romanus Johannis Presbiteri Palatinus iudex 
et Petrus Angeli Siniorilis aduocatas / damus consilium uobis domine Petre 
Gregorii Pagwre3) dei graiia alme Vrbis illustris Senator quatmws / salua 
querela inuestiatis fratrem Paulum yconomum monasterii sanctorum Cosme 
et Da/mianj de bonis mobilibus et inmobilibus seseque mouentibus heredum 
et bonorum possessorum / Johannis Petri Abbonis pro modo sue petitionis 
L. libm \mmisinorum, Quia predicti heredes et bonorum / possessores et 
legitima eorum persona missis etiam eis fossoribush) pluries sese necc) 
representauerMwt, et haw,c / cartam sigillo sacri Senate imprimi faciatis. 
Datum domino Boboni uestarario uesteo mensed) / Januarii die xviij, 
Indicte'owe viiij. Scriptwm per Donadeum scrmiarium, ad quod consilium 
audiendum / uocati fuerwwf predicti heredes et bonorum possessores et le- 
gitima eorum persona per

Notes to transcription:

a) Since I have indieated the extension of suspensions (but not of oonventional 
signs, like that for per or even the less secure etiam) I have feit free to extend the

22) See particularly Bartoloni’s „Per la storia del senato romano nei secoli 
XII e XIII,“ Bullettino dell’Istituto storico italiano per il medio evo e Archivio 
Muratoriano, LX (1946), 1-108, and especially the actual list on 104-108.
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doubtful Pag’ to what seems to me the most likely reading. I have followed the 
punctuation and capitalization of the original as closely as seemed to me reason- 
able.
b) Construed from the repeated use of the verb jodere in Connection \vith sum- 
moning in senatorial documents, e.g., Bartoloni, Codice, 102, 103, 126, 153, 
170, 193.
c) or non.
d) or mensis, as, for example, Bartoloni uses it at Codice, 128.


