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You said: 

Can you find any information about Jean de Cardaillac, at one time the Bishop of Rodez, 
communicating with Violant around 1387? 

ChatGPT said: 

Thought for 1m 41s 

Here’s what I can say based on what I was able to turn up quickly online, and what 
I couldn’t confirm yet. 

Who “Jean de Cardaillac” is (and why he’s a plausible contact) 

The churchman you mean is almost certainly Jean (Johannes) de Cardaillac, a high-profile 
prelate best known as Latin Patriarch of Alexandria and (later) administrator of the 
archbishopric of Toulouse, who also held the administration of Rodez in the 
1370s. catholic-hierarchy.org+2Internet Archive+2 

That profile matters because Violant of Bar (queen of Aragon from 1387) had strong 
diplomatic/cultural links with French/Avignon ecclesiastical networks, where Cardaillac 
also belonged by career trajectory and office-holding—so communication is very 
plausible in context, even before we find a specific letter. 

What I found about “communication with Violant around 1387” 

I did not (yet) locate a clean, explicit reference like: 

• “Violant wrote to Jean de Cardaillac on [date]…” 

• “Cardaillac served as her envoy/confessor/correspondent…” 

• an edition/regest that directly prints or summarizes a letter exchange between 
them in 1387. 

Most of the indexed or easily searchable material that mentions Cardaillac 
is ecclesiastical prosopography (lists of bishops/archbishops; notes on the patriarchate 
of Alexandria; Toulouse succession), not Aragonese court correspondence. Internet 
Archive+2catholic-hierarchy.org+2 
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What I did find that may be a “false friend” 

One Brill chapter PDF I pulled up mentions Jean de Cardaillac preaching a sermon—but 
in a Portuguese context (Alcobaça / Pedro & Inês), not Violant of Bar. So that’s real 
Cardaillac evidence, but it doesn’t document contact with Violant. Brill 

The most promising next places to check (high-yield) 

If you’re trying to prove/trace actual communication with Violant ca. 1387, the quickest way 
is usually to search the formulaic identifiers you’d expect in chancery/curial material: 

In Aragonese registers / regesta (ACA) 

Search for: 

• Cardaillac / Cardailhac 

• Cardalhaco / Cardalhaci (common Latinized forms) 

• patriarcha Alexandrinus 

• administrator Tolosanus / ecclesie Tolosane administrator 

• (less likely for 1387 but possible) Ruthenensis / Rodez identifiers 

If a letter exists from Violant’s side, it may be filed under the recipient’s office-
title (e.g., patriarch of Alexandria) rather than his family name. 

In papal/Avignon material 

Because he was a major cleric in the orbit of the Western Schism era, he appears in curial 
documentation and scholarly apparatus about that world. A good “spine” reference for his 
career positioning (useful for triangulating where he was and who he dealt with) is the kind 
of prosopographical notice exemplified in older repertories of the patriarchs of Alexandria 
and episcopal lists. Internet Archive+1 

Practical takeaway 

• Yes, Cardaillac is absolutely the right “kind” of figure who could be 
corresponding with Violant right as Joan I comes to the throne in 1387, given his rank 
and networks. 

• But I didn’t find a secondary source (in quick open-web searching) that explicitly 
documents a Cardaillac–Violant exchange in 1387. 

If you want, paste any snippet you’ve got (even just the address line / dating clause) from 
the document where you suspect this connection—because once we have one authentic 
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form of how he’s titled in your dossier, I can target searches much more sharply (and it 
often unlocks the right regesta trail immediately). 

You said: 

I think this might be the person that Violant is asking for when she wrote to Pope Clement 
VII. I have figured out that the person in the letter of January 8, 1387, is Magisterum 
Rutenum, the Master of Ruthena, which is Rodez. This could be Jean de Cardaillac, but I 
wonder if it could refer to someone else. Are there any other people from Rodez that have 
close connections to Clement VII or the Crown of Aragon? 

ChatGPT said: 

Thought for 58s 

Yes — there are several “Rodez / Ruthenensis” churchmen who were tightly plugged into 
the Avignon obedience and (by extension) Clement VII’s circle, and “Magisterum 
Rutenum” does not uniquely point to Jean de Cardaillac. 

A key caution first: 

1) “Magisterum Rutenum” is a social rank, not an episcopal title 

If your letter really says magister (not reverendus pater / episcopus / patriarcha / 
dominus etc.), that often signals: 

• a university-trained cleric (master of arts / law / theology), 

• an office-holder in a curial/administrative role, 

• or a chancery-style “learned man” designation, 

rather than a headline prelate like Jean de Cardaillac, who is usually styled by his 
dignity (e.g., patriarch/administrator/archbishop, etc.) in formal addresses. 

Jean de Cardaillac certainly could be involved in Clement VII (Avignon) networks (he held 
major appointments in the Avignon obedience), but the bare “magister” label makes me 
hesitate. Wikipedia+1 

So: you’re right to ask “could it be someone else?” — yes. 

2) Other strong “Rodez-connected” candidates with direct Avignon-schism proximity 

A) Jean Carrier — Archdeacon of Rodez, deeply embedded in the schism politics 

Jean Carrier is explicitly identified as archdeacon of Rodez, and he shows up in narratives 
of the Avignon schism era (later connected with the Benedict XIII / Clement VIII / Benedict 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Archdiocese_of_Auch?utm_source=chatgpt.com


XIV sideshow). That’s the kind of figure who might be styled magister in documentary 
contexts and could plausibly be an intermediary or petition target. Wikipedia+2Cardinals+2 

Why he fits your “Clement VII / Aragon” angle: 

• He’s in the Avignon orbit in the schism storyworld. 

• He’s explicitly “of Rodez.” 

• He’s the sort of clerical operator who would be reachable by petition and could be 
described in a less “episcopal” register than Cardaillac. 

B) Pierre-Raymond de Barrière — a Rodez man who becomes a cardinal in the Avignon 
obedience 

There is a Pierre-Raymond de Barrière (an Augustinian), described in cardinal-
prosopographical material as being from Rodez, and associated with the Avignon-side 
cardinal-making. Cardinals+1 

Even if he’s not your exact “Magister Rutenus,” this is important because it shows: Rodez 
produced high-level Avignon personnel who were directly tied to Clement VII’s 
institutional world. 

C) Pierre d’Estaing — “upper nobility in Rodez,” cardinal (but too early for 1387) 

Pierre d’Estaing is explicitly described as being from a noble family in Rodez and made 
a cardinal (created 1370). California State University, Northridge+1 
But he dies in 1377, so he’s not your January 1387 “Magister,” unless your dossier is 
referencing his memory/benefices/executors rather than the man himself. 

3) Where Jean de Cardaillac still fits — but with a different documentary “shape” 

Jean de Cardaillac is indeed a plausible network match for a Violant → Clement VII 
(Avignon) petition because he appears in reference works as a major prelate holding 
administrative roles in the Avignon obedience. Wikipedia+1 

But if it’s really “magister” + “Rutenus/Ruthenensis” with no higher title, my working 
assumption would be: 

• not Cardaillac unless the text elsewhere clarifies him by office, 

• and more likely a learned cleric from the Rodez/Rouergue milieu who is 
functioning as a curial agent / intermediary / proctor / envoy. 

4) Quick diagnostics you can use on your January 8, 1387 text 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antipope_Benedict_XIII?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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These are small phrasing details that often decide the identification: 

• Does it say magister alone, or magister in decretis / in utroque iure / sacrae 
theologiae? 

• Law degrees → likely a curial/procuratorial operator. 

• Is there any office tag nearby? e.g., archidiaconus, canonicus, capellanus, auditor, 
referendarius? 

• archidiaconus would lean Carrier. 

• Is “Rutenum” preceded by “de” (de Ruthena / Ruthenensis)? 

• If yes, even stronger “Rodez” signal (as opposed to other “ruten-” 
ambiguities). 

5) Best candidates list (based on what we can support right now) 

If I had to rank “other Rodez people with close ties to Clement VII / Avignon world” who 
could plausibly appear as Magister Rutenus: 

1. Jean Carrier, archdeacon of Rodez (very schism-connected; “operator” 
profile). Wikipedia+2Cardinals+2 

2. A Rodez/Rouergue curial legalist tied to Avignon obedience (your “magister” 
wording points this way, but the name is still missing). 

3. Pierre-Raymond de Barrière (demonstrates Rodez → Avignon cardinal pipeline; not 
necessarily “magister,” but high-proximity). Cardinals+1 

4. Jean de Cardaillac (network match, but the title style feels off if he’s only 
“magister”). Wikipedia+1 

 

If you paste the exact address clause (even 1–3 lines around Magisterum Rutenum), I can 
do something much more decisive: build a short list of named Ruthenensis clerics active 
in Avignon/Aragon channels who match the degree/office vocabulary in your letter. That’s 
usually what breaks the tie between “Cardaillac” vs “Carrier” vs a trained jurist from the 
Rodez chapter. 

You said: 

It says "nostri venerabile Religiosum virum Magistrum Rutenum." Does this help? 

ChatGPT said: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antipope_Benedict_XIII?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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Thought for 47s 

Yes — that phrasing helps a lot, and it actually pushes the identification away from Jean 
de Cardaillac as such (at least on the face of the address line). 

What “venerabilem religiosum virum magistrum Rutenum” strongly implies 

1) “religiosus vir” usually means a religious (a friar/monk), not a secular cleric 

In medieval/early-modern Latin documentary style, religiosus vir is most commonly used 
for someone in a religious order (often followed by frater + order), as opposed to a 
cathedral-chapter cleric or a bishop. You see the formula constantly in manuscript 
colophons and documentary editions: “per religiosum virum fratrem …” etc. Edizioni Ca' 
Foscari+2Persee+2 

That matters because: 

• Jean de Cardaillac is typically styled by dignity/office 
(patriarch/administrator/archbishop), not as just religiosus vir magister. (He’s also 
not normally framed as “frater” of an order in the way mendicants are.) 

• Jean Carrier (the archdeacon of Rodez I mentioned earlier) is a secular cleric; 
calling him religiosus vir would be less typical. 

2) “magister” here reads like an academic degree 

So the phrase is essentially: “the venerable religious man, Master [X], the 
Ruthenian/Rodez man.” 

That points toward: 

• a friar with a mastership (often theology), 

• potentially someone who served as proctor, envoy, or curial agent at Avignon. 

3) “Rutenum” is almost certainly “of Rodez / Ruthenensis” in your context 

You’re already tracking Rodez (“Ruthena”), so “Magister Rutenus” is very plausibly a by-
name (“the Rodez master”), i.e., a person commonly tagged by origin. 

So who could this be, if not Cardaillac? 

With only the phrase and no order name, I can’t give you a single nailed-down identity — 
but I can narrow the type of person you’re looking for and suggest the highest-yield 
candidate pools: 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/media/pdf/books/978-88-6969-820-0/978-88-6969-820-0_0UncHPS.pdf?utm_source=chatgpt.com
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A) A Dominican or Franciscan master of theology from the diocese of Rodez, active in 
Avignon 

This is the cleanest fit for religiosus vir + magister. 

What to look for in the same letter (often just a few words away): 

• frater 

• ordinis predicatorum (Dominican) or ordinis fratrum minorum (Franciscan) 

• magister theologiae 

If any of those appear, you’re basically hunting a mendicant curial 
insider (preacher/theologian/proctor) rather than a diocesan prelate. 

B) A Rodez-connected cardinal or high cleric is less consistent with the style 

Rodez did produce Avignon-connected high churchmen (cardinals, etc.), but those are 
usually styled as dominus cardinalis / episcopus rather than religiosus vir magister. (Still 
useful as “Rodez pipeline” context, just not the best label-match.) 

“Are there other Rodez people with close connections to Clement VII or the Crown of 
Aragon?” 

Yes — but with your new phrasing, the best answer is: other Rodez religious masters, 
not Rodez bishops. 

Here are two useful ways to proceed that usually resolve this quickly: 

1) Use the document’s own vocabulary to identify the order 

If you can share 1–2 lines before and after the phrase (especially anything that looks 
like frater, ordinis, predicatorum, minorum, Carthusiensis, Benedictinus, etc.), you’ll likely 
jump straight to a nameable person. 

2) Search Clement VII’s Avignon registers / regesta by the descriptor, not the name 

In published regesta or archival indexes, people like this often appear under: 

• Ruthenensis / Rutenus 

• magister theologiae 

• frater [order] 

• occasionally a monastery/convent name rather than “Rodez” 



Bottom line 

That address line makes it more likely you’re dealing with: 

a friar/monk (“religiosus vir”) who holds a master’s degree (“magister”) and is identified 
by origin as Rodez/Ruthenensis (“Rutenus”), 

…rather than Jean de Cardaillac (who would more typically be styled by his high office). 

If you paste the next ~20–30 words on either side of the phrase (still short), I’ll do a 
targeted identification attempt and give you a ranked list of specific named candidates 
(Dominican/Franciscan masters from Rodez who show up in Avignon/Clement VII contexts, 
and which ones also intersect Aragonese diplomacy). 

You said: 

There really isn't anything else to identify this person. Can you still give me that ranked list 
of specific named candidates in Avignon/Clement VII contexts? 

ChatGPT said: 

Thought for 1m 48s 

Yes — it helps, but it also changes what a “good” candidate looks like. 

What your phrase implies 

“venerabilem religiosum virum magistrum Rutenum” reads most naturally as: 

• religiosus vir = a man “in religion,” i.e. a member of a religious 
order (friar/monk), not a secular cathedral cleric and not the normal way you’d label 
a bishop/cardinal in an address line. 

• magister = someone with a university degree/title (often theology or law). 

• Rutenus / Ruthenensis = “of Rodez / the Ruthenian (Rouergat)”. 

So you’re looking for a religious-order master associated with Rodez who is “useful” 
enough that Violant is invoking him in a petition to Clement VII (Avignon). 

That combination is why a lot of the obvious Rodez-linked heavyweights (bishops of Rodez, 
etc.) become less perfect matches: they would normally be styled episcopus / cardinalis / 
patriarcha, not just religiosus vir magister. 

 

Ranked list of specific named candidates (Avignon/Clement VII contexts) 



1) Pierre-Raymond de la Barrière (OESA / Augustinian), “born at Rodez,” created 
cardinal by Clement VII 

Why he fits your descriptor best: he is explicitly tied to Rodez, explicitly tied to Clement 
VII, and explicitly a religious (Augustinian)—the cleanest overlap with religiosus vir … 
Rutenus among named figures that show up readily in Clement VII 
prosopography. Cardinals+3Wikipedia+3GCatholic+3 

Why he may not fit your date: he died in 1383 (so he cannot be a living target of a January 
1387 letter unless the petition is about his former foundations/benefices/executors—
possible, but you’d usually see different wording). Cardinals+1 

Net: best type-match; questionable chronology for a living “asked-for” person in 1387. 

 

2) Jean (Joannes) de Cardaillac, bishop of Rodez — very close to the Avignon papacy 
world, but a weaker match to “religiosus vir” 

Why he’s still on the list: he is a major Rodez-linked prelate who appears in standard 
episcopal/Avignon reference contexts; if your “Magister Rutenus” is actually a shorthand 
that later scribes use loosely, Cardaillac is exactly the kind of figure people reach for. Ames 
Foundation+1 

Why he’s a weaker match to your exact phrasing: a bishop is normally addressed 
as venerabilis pater / episcopus, not merely religiosus vir, and “magister” would not be 
the primary label for him in a formal address. 

Net: plausible in network terms; less plausible in formula terms unless the letter’s diction 
is idiosyncratic or you have other internal evidence pointing to him. 

 

3) Faydit d’Aigrefeuille, bishop of Rodez (Avignon court cardinal-family milieu) — good 
Avignon proximity, weak on “Rutenus” as origin 

Why he belongs here: he is clearly part of the Avignon high-ecclesiastical 
ecosystem and held the see of Rodez, and he is indexed in Avignon-curia 
prosopographical work. Ames Foundation+1 

Why he’s not a great match: (a) he’s not “Rutenus” by origin in the same straightforward 
way as Barrière; (b) again, bishops typically aren’t addressed as religiosus vir magister. 

Net: good “Rodez ↔ Avignon” context figure; not my favorite for your exact label. 
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4) “Rodez-diocese familiars” at Clement VII’s court (named in curial studies) — very 
plausible category, but the specific names require drilling into the Avignon registers 

This is the honest methodological answer: scholarship on Clement VII’s administration 
shows people identified by diocese (including Rodez / Ruthenensis) serving 
as familiars / officials—exactly the social stratum where you’d see magister used as an 
identifier. Persee+1 

But the open-web snippets don’t, by themselves, hand us the one “Master of Rodez” you 
need; you normally have to chase: 

• Reg. Aven. references and 

• Collectoriae / Intr. et Ex. citations 
down to the individual entry to pull the exact name. OpenEdition Books+1 

Net: this is likely where your person lives, but it’s a register-level identification problem. 

 

What I would do next if you want to pin this down (without more text) 

Because you truly only have that phrase, the highest-yield move is to treat “Magister 
Rutenus” as an index term and try to force a name out of Avignon documentation by 
searching for combinations like: 

• Ruthenensis + magister + (ordinis / frater / prior / lector) 

• Rutenus + magister + Avinionensis / in curia / familiaris 

• (name) + Ruthenensis dioc. + magister 

In practice, that often means using modern works that mine the Avignon registers (the kind 
of studies you already gravitate toward), then hopping into the underlying register 
references. 

 

My best “ranked takeaway” 

If you’re asking, “Give me specific names that are genuinely in the Clement VII / Avignon 
world and Rodez-linked, and don’t hand-wave,” the best I can responsibly rank from what’s 
readily verifiable is: 

https://www.persee.fr/doc/efr_0000-0000_1990_act_138_1_3935?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://books.openedition.org/efr/1234?lang=en


1. Pierre-Raymond de la Barrière (OESA) — best match to religiosus vir + Rodez + 
Clement VII, but dead by 1383. Wikipedia+1 

2. Jean de Cardaillac — strong Rodez/Avignon-network candidate, weaker match to 
the religiosus vir magister formula. Ames Foundation+1 

3. Faydit d’Aigrefeuille — strong Avignon proximity via the see of Rodez, but weak 
match to your formula. Ames Foundation+1 

4. Unnamed Rodez-diocese “magistri” in Clement VII’s court administration — 
likely the right social type, but the names will come from Avignon register entries 
cited in curial prosopography. Persee+1 

If you tell me just one thing—is the January 8, 1387 document itself an ACA register 
entry, a regest summary, or a papal letter copy?—I can tailor the next search pass much 
more sharply (because the best modern “finding aids” differ depending on which side of 
the correspondence you’re holding). 

ChatGPT can make mistakes. Check important info. 
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