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INTRODUCTION 

The complexity of the religious organizations is a main issue when the role of 

accounting is analysed (Parker, 2001). This gives place to new efforts in order to 

understand the matter at this kind of organizations. Thus, recently, the number of 

scholarly papers related to the relationship between accounting and religion has 

increased significantly. Due to this growing interest, it has emerged special issues on 

journals as Accounting, Auditing and Accountability Journal (2004, 2005), and 

Accounting History (2006). However, Carmona and Ezzamel (2006) have pointed out 

that “... previous efforts to theorize accounting now have to be revised to reflect these 

emerging understandings...” (p. 121).  

 

The study of accounting role at religious organizations has to bear in mind the cluster of 

values and beliefs that leads any of such organizations “... as opposed to 

consequentialist approach which takes a calculus of benefits and costs...” (Berry, 2005, 

p. 255). Thus, when Booth typified the activities at the religious organizations as secular 

or religious (1993), and considering also the dichotomy between the sacred and the 

profane prompted by Laughlin (1988), there have emerged reactions that have 

reservations about such clear distinction. In this sense, Hardy and Ballis established that 

there are contexts in which that distinction is difficult (2004). Moreover, Irvine pointed 

out that “...Accounting was not generally portrayed as being contrary to the spiritual 

aims of the church...” (1996, p. 14). Also, as Jacobs and Walker established at the 

analysis of the Iona community, there are interrelations between the sacred and profane 
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spheres (2004). Therefore, the supposed dichotomy of the sacred and the profane, and 

the location of accounting as part of the profane side, is not as clear as Laughlin (1988) 

and Booth (1993) supposed (Lightbody, 2000; Irvine, 2005). 

 

For Lightbody (2003) the unclear division between sacred and profane can be 

explained, partly, because of the role played by financial managers and professional 

accountants at religious organizations. In this sense, she interviewed financial managers 

at the Uniting Church in Australia - Synod of South Australia. The results of such 

interviews show how such financial managers had clear the division between sacred and 

profane. However, at the same time, “...none of the authors denied the need for some 

integration of the conflicting ideologies at the level of the individual manager to enable 

the organisation to function effectively...” (Lightbody, 2003, p. 135). Thus, it has been 

established “... new dimensions that in turn require further exploration...” given the need 

for the financial managers to integrate the sacred and the profane in new and “... 

potentially hostile agendas...” (Lightbody, 2003, p. 136). 

 

The brotherhoods are one of the most representative religious organizations at Spain. 

They are religious organizations formed by lay people which have charitable objectives. 

The doctrine of Council of Trent (1545-1563) on the public penance and the worship to 

the images supposed an impulse wing for creation and reform of brotherhoods. Thus, 

the brotherhoods played an important role in the Catholic Counter Reformation as a way 

to indoctrinate the population. At the beginning of a brotherhood, their members have a 

common ground and shared values to get associated. Then, some of the brotherhoods 

are based on guilds, so the management and control at the brotherhoods are in hands of 

the businessmen, members of a specific profession. 

 

At the brotherhoods created upon guilds, the management and control was in hands of 

businessmen and professionals from such guilds who, supposedly, influenced with their 

culture and knowledge the regulation of the management and accounting procedures at 

the brotherhood. Thus, the purpose of this work is to analyse the accounting content of 

the Brotherhoods Rules approved at the turning of the 16th century. This analyse will 

lead us to test if the brotherhoods were permeable to accounting innovations known in 

Spain during that period. Remarkable for the purpose of this study is that, at the 16th 
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century emerged a growing interest on accounting procedures and techniques at private 

and public sectors, with many books and rules on this issue (Hernández Esteve, 1992).  

 

We classify the brotherhoods depending on their link or not guilds. This categorization 

aims for separating the brotherhoods whose members had a more advanced accounting 

knowledge, in order to test the proposals of Booth (1993) on the relation between the 

perception of accounting by members of religious organisations and their tolerance to 

accept the “intrusion” of practices of secular management in the sacred sphere. As a 

consequence, craftsmen and merchants linked to a guild had a more advanced 

accounting knowledge than the rest of the inhabitants of the same city or village. At the 

same time, this categorization is useful to test the Lightbody’s (2003) proposals on the 

role played by the professional mangers on religious organisations. In this sense, it’s 

remarkable the improvement of the guilds and merchants at Seville, due to the 

commerce with America, influenced the knowledge on accounting at Seville (Donoso, 

1996).   

 

As a main conclusion, we can observe that the brotherhoods that emerged at the turning 

of the 16th century, and those that belonged to a guild, improved their accounting 

procedures in a higher level than those not related. In this sense, as Lightbody (2003) 

remarked, the accounting procedures at the brotherhoods were improved due to the 

permeability of these organizations to the accounting knowledge developed at the 

private and public sectors. The Laughlin (1988) and Booth (1993) assertions on the 

resistance of, and the clear separation between, the sacred sphere to the profane world is 

questionable given the results of the work. 

 

 For this work, we use, mainly, secondary sources on the brotherhoods’ rules and books 

and laws on accounting and other valuable secondary sources. 

 

The rest of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we outline the features of the 

brotherhoods and their context at Seville and Spain during the period of this study. 

Following, we will describe the accounting procedures disposed at the brotherhoods’ 

regulations. The final section contains our analysis and some concluding remarks. 
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THE BROTHERHOODS. THE CONTEXT AT THE 16TH CENTURY. 

 

The Council of Trent and the height of the brotherhoods 

 

The brotherhoods are the most ancient secular institutions in the Catholic Church 

created to conduct charitable activities and to improve worship. Besides of its religious 

and charitable objectives, the brotherhoods played a social role. They gave, and 

currently give, their members the opportunity to meet socially, make profitable use of 

their leisure time and, through holding office in these organizations, become prominent 

in their community (Sánchez Herrero, 1985). 

 

Although their origin is located soon after the emergence of Christianity the 

brotherhoods, as currently conceived, appeared in the 14th and 15th centuries. Their 

number greatly increased during the 16th century. The doctrine of Council of Trent 

(1545-1563) on the public penance and the worship to the images supposed an impulse 

wing creation and reform of brotherhoods. Thus, the brotherhoods played an important 

role in the Catholic Counter Reformation as a way to indoctrinate the population. At the 

same time, the Council of Trent regulated the brotherhoods and insisted that they should 

be approved by the bishops. This initiated a series of regulations, some of which 

stipulated that the clergy should audit the accounts of the brotherhoods (Sánchez 

Herrero, 1985). 

 

However, in Spain, given the uncontrolled increase the phenomena together with the 

every festive felt greater time of the processions (luxury, music,…), the regulations of 

the Council were widely developed in individual, small clerical councils. There was 

also a call to verify that the administrative positions at the brotherhoods were occupied 

by persons of unblemished conduct who had experience in the management of such 

institutions. In the case of Seville, the Archbishop organised a Local Council aimed to 

lead back the situation of the brotherhoods in 1604, demanding an exhaustive control on 

the brotherhoods and on their acts, revenues and rules (Sánchez Herrero, 1985). 

 

Brotherhoods were, and still are, managed by a board of managers called Junta de 

Gobierno. The main posts of this council are i) The Hermano Mayor or Alcalde, peak of 

the brotherhood’ management hierarchy – mayor – ii) the Mayordomos, who collect the 
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resources of the brotherhood and make payments on its behalf – collectors; and iii) the 

Secretary or Scribe, in charge of the brotherhood documentation. All the members of 

the brotherhood meet, usually once every year, in a General Assembly called Cabildo 

General (Álvarez-Dardet et al, 2006) 

 

Accounting knowledge in the Spanish 16th century 

 

The diffusion of the accounting knowledge in Spain during the 16th century can be 

proved by the height of publication of accounting books. Following Hernandez Esteve 

(1992, pp. 29 and ss) we can mention, specifically, three books:  

a) The one is the “Tratado de Cuentas” by Diego del Castillo, whose first edition 

was published in 1522 and reviewed, extended and published again in 1551. At 

his book, Diego del Castillo described three ways of keeping accounts, but the 

most avant-garde one is a system based on writing at a page the “Debe” (debit) 

and at other page the “Haber” (credit). Thus, rendering the accounts, both pages 

are faced up, in a similar way as today (González Ferrando, 1988). “...This is an 

undeveloped and primitive formulation of the double entry bookkeeping...” 

(González Ferrando, 1988, p. 188), considering the most used accounting 

bookkeeping system based on “Cargo” and “Data”, which was used since 1403 

(Martín Lamoroux, 1996). Also it is considered as “modern” the calculus of the 

balance by the phrase “Debe de Haber” (it must be found) (González Ferrando, 

1988). 

b) The second, is the “Extreme practical Arithmetic and of all merchandises with 

the order of accountants” by Gaspar de Texeda, published in Valladolid in 1546. 

It includes a chapter in that the methods of keeping of accounts by the methods 

of the “common book” are explained and of the “sheet drilled” with special 

reference to the accounting of an aristocratic estate. At this book, Texeda 

considered as common the use of the “Debe” and “Haber” instead of “Cargo” 

and “Data”. However, these sections were written down at the same page.  

c) Finally, the “Manual Cash book and of accounts of merchants and other people, 

with the declaration of them” by Bartolomé de Solórzano, published in Madrid 

in 1590 and dedicated to explain the method of the double entry, dedicating a 

concrete chapter to the banking accounting.  
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Also, as part of this dissemination and evolution of accounting knowledge at business 

can be mentioned, too, the different regulations of the governors at Spain at the period 

considered. Mainly, the King Carlos I obliged the merchants and bankers to keep their 

accounts using the double entry system through a regulation promulgated in 1549 and 

ratified in 1552. The objective of these rules was a better control of the commercial 

operations in order to avoid the getaway of rich metals (Hernández Esteve, 1992, p. 28). 

Some years later, in 1580, a regulation established the use of the double entry system in 

the public accounts, in order to get accounting information from the whole Estate to the 

king (Hernández Esteve, 1986). Finally, in 1569, the King Felipe II disposed that those 

who have to render accounts must “... present a sworn statement of the debit and 

credit...” (González Ferrando, 1996, p. 240).  

 

Focusing in the state of accounting knowledge in the city of Seville at the 16th century, 

the literature has shown how: i) the City Council of Seville used the double entry 

system from 1567 onwards (Martínez Ruíz, 1996; Rubín, 2003; Rubín and Mallado, 

2003); ii) the Soap Factory located in the city used cost accounting systems from, at 

least, 1525 in spite of operating in monopoly regime (Carmona and Donoso, 1999; 

Donoso, 2004); and iii) the accountants of the Casa de la Contratación de Indias de 

Sevilla were up-to-date of the development of accounting techniques in that period 

(Donoso, 1996, 2001). It is remarkable that during the 16th century the port of Seville 

centralised the trade with the American colonies and this provoked the attraction of 

merchants of all around Europe to the city. 

 

Guilds and Brotherhoods 

 

Guilds were closed craftsmen’s and traders’ associations aimed for defending their 

interests. Their purposes were the co-operation, the mutual help, the balance between 

the different wealth, and the limitation of the competence (Vicens Vives, 1974). The 

expansion that lived the Spanish economy during this century favoured the growth, 

diversification and extension of functions of this type of associations (Villas, 1991). The 

economic development linked to the colonization of America was especially important 

in Seville whose port centralised the commerce with the new colonies until the 18th 

century. Thus, Seville became in the most populous city of Spain (Reglá and Cespedes, 
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1974). Guilds were urban associations and due to the growth of the city of Seville, the 

guilds were enlarged. According to the Regulations of the City of Seville there were 

more than 60 guilds organised in the city in 1515 (Romeu, 1981). 

 

Since their origins guilds founded brotherhoods with religious and charitable objectives. 

During the 14th and 15th centuries brotherhood and guild were frequently attached in 

only one institution. The model of guild-brotherhood was removed by a decree of 

Emperor Carlos dated in 1552. Thus, during the 16th century the brotherhood won 

independence face the guild and focused in the religious and charitable objectives. 

However, the link between guild and brotherhood survived. In fact, during the reform of 

the brotherhoods of the second half of 18th century the guild brotherhoods were again 

removed (Álvarez-Dardet et al. 2006). In some cases, the link was explicit because the 

regulations of Brotherhoods forbade the entrance of members not belonging to the 

profession. In other cases, the relationship was maintained just because the tradition of 

membership to a brotherhood of who worked at the same profession or because the 

concentration in the same streets or quarters of the workshops or shops of the same 

profession favoured that this group of merchants or craftsmen belonged to the 

brotherhood located in the Church of this area of the city (Villas, 1991). 

 

 

THE CASES. 

 

For the aim of this work, we analyse the accounting content of the rules of the 

brotherhoods established at the finishing years of the 16th century, at Seville. Given that 

the most of the accounting innovations appeared during the century, at the final years of 

the century, such innovations should be known by the most of professionals and 

businessmen. We will use the brotherhoods that belonged to Seville given that at Seville 

the brotherhoods have taken root from the medieval times to nowadays (Sánchez 

Herrero, 1985). Finally, the improvement of the guilds and merchants at Seville, due to 

the commerce with America, influenced the knowledge on accounting at Seville, and 

this issue could affect the brotherhoods. 

 

As a consequence, we have analysed seven rules corresponding to the following 

brotherhoods. 
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a) The Brotherhood of Santiago (from here G1) founded by the hat-makers guild 

and which rules were approved on 10th march, 1593.  

b) The Brotherhood of the Virgen del Buen Viaje (from here G2), formed by 

boatswains, navigators and passengers to the Americas, whose Rules were 

approved on 24th July, 1596. 

c) The Brotherhood of the Buen Fin (from here G3), formed by the guild of the 

tanners whose rules were approved by the Archbishopric of Seville the13th, 

December, 1593. 

 

The other five brotherhoods had not relation with any guild or professional group: 

a) The Brotherhood of the Virgen de la Esperanza (from here NG1) founded on 

24th November, 1595. 

b) The Brotherhood of Sagrados Clavos (from here NG2) which rules were 

approved on 15th December, 1595. 

c) The Brotherhood of Nuestra Señora de Cuatrovitas (from here NG3) settled the 

14th March, 1595. 

d) The Brotherhood of the Santísimo Sacramento at the Parish of San Julián (from 

here NG4) established the 26th February, 1599. 

 

Examining the rules at the G1, we have observed that: 

a) It was disposed that every brother has to give alms, and the Collector was 

responsible for this payment. If a brother did not pay, the Collector has to pay 

plus an amount of beeswax for the brotherhood.  

b) Also, inside the strongbox of the brotherhood, it should be a Book that registered 

all the amounts given to the Collector, pointing out on a page the month and the 

brother that handed over such amount. At other part of the book, should be 

registered all the things paid from the strongbox. All these payments should be 

approved by the General Assembly or by the Mayor. The balance of the 

brotherhood was labelled as “...vbiere de auer...” (it should be) (Chapter 5, 

Brotherhood of Santiago, Sánchez Herrero and Pérez González, 2002). 

c) At the change of the management board of the brotherhood, the outgoing 

members will render the accounts to the incoming board. Once finished the 

accounts, the outgoing members will read the accounts on the following month, 

at the General Assembly, with the aim that all the brothers could approve it. 
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Thus, they will know how the brotherhood collected and spent the money for the 

fulfilling of its rules. 

 

From the rules of G2, we have extracted that:  

a) The new collector received an Inventory from the old collector with all the 

assets owned by the brotherhood, and this process of change was made in the 

presence of the scribe and the rest of the board of the brotherhood. The outgoing 

collector has to render accounts to the rest of the board. If any amount of money 

is lost, the collector must pay and if he has favoured any one, this last was fined 

with 4 reales. In order to avoid this, the collector has authority to recover all the 

amounts related to the brotherhood. 

b) A member of the board was controlling the payments of the punishments and the 

amounts owed by the Mayors. 

c) The scribe should watch over the books, accounts and documents of the 

brotherhood. 

d) There was a General Assembly every month, and all the brothers had to pay as 

alms an amount of 4000 reales. If they did not pay, they were written down at 

the “Debe” (debit) side of their account at the Incomes Book. 

e) During the Lent period, the assemblies would be weekly, and all the accounts of 

the brothers were actualised and should be settled. Those that did not pay during 

the Lent were expelled from the brotherhood.  

 

The rules of the G3 pointed out: 

a) At the Chapter 6, that “...the collector receives all the goods of the brotherhoods 

by the inventory and not in other way, and he is responsible of those things 

missed...” (Chapter 6, Rules of the Brotherhood of the Buen Fin, Sánchez 

Herrero and Pérez González, 2002). 

b) The collector “...must render accounts by charge and discharge once a year...” 

(Chapter 12, Rules of the Brotherhood of the Buen Fin, Sánchez Herrero and 

Pérez González, 2002). The collector, also, must justify all the expenditures up 

to 8 reales with the bills. For those less amounts, only is required the sworn 

report of the collector. 
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At the NG1, we have found that they should keep a book to write the heritages and alms 

of the brotherhood. Also, they should keep a book to write the punishments and other 

things of the brotherhood, without a clear description on what include or manage it. 

 

At the NG2, the collector must keep the assets of the brotherhood and make all the 

payment is these last have been previously approved by the Mayor. Every year, those 

brothers appointed at the Assembly as deputies and the scribe will receive the accounts 

from the collector. If the collector was indebted to the brotherhood he had to pay. The 

board could recover those amounts owed to the brotherhood by recurring to the 

ecclesiastical judges. 

 

From the rules of NG3, it is pointed out: “...The second General Assembly will be made 

the first Sunday of November, and in this Assembly will be appointed the board, 

consisting of... Mayor, a collector and two accountants and a scribe to verify the 

rendering of accounts of the collector in the previous year; the third General Assembly 

will be made the first Sunday of March to notify the accounts rendered by the 

collector.... the brother called for that did not attend to these General Assemblies will be 

punished with a half of a real...”. (Chapter 2, Rules of the Brotherhood of Nuestra 

Señora de Cuatrovitas, Sánchez Herrero and Pérez González, 2002). 

 

The rules of NG4 describe:  

a) At the Chapter 1, the members of the board of the brotherhood that should be the 

Mayor, a scribe and a collector.  

b) The Chapter 3 disposed that the outgoing collector has to render the accounts to 

the incoming one. The old one has also to deliver the money of the brotherhood 

to the new one, and those amounts owed to the brotherhood will had to been 

paid in four months. If the outgoing collector did not recover these amounts he 

will to pay them from his personal belongings. The Chapter 4 disposed the 

payment of 4 ducados per year to the collector for his work. 

c) At the Chapter 5, it is recognised that the scribe will have to run a book of 

penalties imposed to the brothers that did not assist to the General Assemblies. 

Given his work the scribe would perceive 2 ducados per year. 

d) At the Chapter 32 it is disposed that “...for the rendering of accounts of the 

collector will be used the books were all the goods and rents of the brotherhood 
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are registered... And once made the charge, the discharge will be done showing 

knowledge on all the payments, and not in other way, if not were wastes so 

small that they do not need knowledge...” (Chapter 32, Rules of the Brotherhood 

of Santísimo Sacramento at the Parish of San Julián, Sánchez Herrero and Pérez 

González, 2002. 

 

 

ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSION. 

 

In the before paragraphs we have described the evolution of accounting procedures and 

techniques in Spain during the 16th century. At the same time, the accounting 

procedures disposed at the rules of the seven Sevilian brotherhoods that emerged at the 

finishing years of the 16th century have been also described. 

  

From the accounting regulation and accounting knowledge that appeared during the 16th 

century, we can identify the following innovations developed and included at the 

regulation of the brotherhoods. On one side, it is remarkable the use of a same book 

where the incomes and expenses were registered. Following the treatise of Diego del 

Castillo in 1522, the use of this book can be considered as avant-garde for that time 

(González Ferrando, 1988). On the other side, the use of modern terminology such as 

“debe and haber” replacing “cargo y data”, described, not only by Diego del Castillo, 

but also from Gaspar de Texada and Bartolomé de Solórzano (Hernández Esteve, 1992). 

 

Also, it has been found another three issues that enforced the role of accounting at the 

brotherhoods. First, the use of Inventories. We have found at Archivo General del 

Arzobispado de Sevilla (section Justicia, Hermandades, box 09797) the requirement 

from the Archbishopric to the Brotherhoods for the use of Inventories Book in 1656. 

However, the book by Texada (1546) describes 6 books necessary to keep the accounts 

of an aristocratic estate and did not include an Inventory Book. Thus, the presence of 

Inventories at the brotherhoods at the end of 16th century, whose size was smaller than 

those of the aristocratic estate, can be considered as an advanced accounting technique. 

Secondly, the rendering of accounts to the whole Assembly imply a more important role 

of accounting at the organization, given the control ability of accounting. Finally, at 

some rules it has been observed the existence of a threshold of expenses to be justified 
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by bills (i.e., G1 and G2 rules). This mechanism is an advance over the disposition of 

the King Felipe II on the need of justification for all the expenses (González Ferrando, 

1996), given that brotherhood avoided controlling the minimum expenses, whose 

administration would lead to a higher work. 

 

Considering the accounting procedures developed at the brotherhoods, the before 

features could be grouped in four main issues: 

a) The first issue is the use of accounting books that every brotherhood had to keep 

and the terminology used to describe them. G1 rules say that inside the 

strongbox of the brotherhood had to be a book were all the money given to the 

collector was registered with references to the month and the brother who had 

delivered. The credit would be registered in other part of the same book. The 

entries of this debit had to explain all the things paid from this safe. On the other 

hand, G2 rules describe a Book of Brothers’ Admission. When a member of the 

brotherhood did not pay the monthly alms, it would be registered in the credit of 

his leaf of this Book. The credits of the Book had to be paid during the weekly 

Assembly held every Sunday during the Lent. On the contrary, who had not paid 

his account would be expelled from the brotherhood at the end of this liturgical 

period. Besides, the scribe was responsible for keeping all the books, accounts 

and other documents of the brotherhood. NG4 explains that they run a book with 

the punishments of the brothers. NG1 rules only mention, but not explain, the 

keeping of a book to register the income of the Brotherhood (alms, heritages…) 

and other one to register the fines and “other things”. There is not any reference 

to bookkeeping nor NG2, NG3 and G3 Rules. 

b) A second issue is related to the use of inventories of the brotherhood. In this 

sense, G2 and G3 rules order that the collector received trough inventory all the 

assets owned by the brotherhood and NG2 say that the collector was responsible 

for keeping the assets of the brotherhood. At NG4 it is refereed a book that 

registered all the goods and rents of the brotherhood. 

c) The third issue is the regulation of the process or rendering of accounts. G1 rules 

say that the collector was obliged to report on all he had collected. On the 

contrary, he had to pay the missed amount and a fine of a pound of wax. Every 

year, on the Sunday following next to the election of the new managers, the 

incoming managers had to ask for accounts to the outgoing ones. Once finished 
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the accounts, they will read the accounts on following month in the General 

Assembly in order to all the brothers could approve it and they know how the 

brotherhood collect and spend all its money always fulfilling the rule. As far as 

G2 rules are concerned, the compulsion of rendering accounts is expressed in a 

similar terms. In this case, people who treated to help the collector to avoid the 

process of rendering accounts had to pay a fine of 4 reales. However these rules 

did not include references to the term of rendering nor to showing the accounts 

in a General Assembly. Related to this issue, during the Lent period, the 

assemblies would be weekly, and all the accounts of the brothers were actualised 

and should be settled. Again NG1 rules did not prescribe anything on the 

process of rendering accounts. NG2 rules ordered that every year the deputies 

appointed for this task, together to the scribe had to settle the accounts to the 

collector. After that, the deputies had to require them the payments of the 

possible balances in favour to the brotherhood. The board specifically appointed 

a member for claiming for these payments, even, if it was necessary in the 

Ecclesiastic Courts. For the rendering of accounts of the NG3, is remarkable the 

verification made by a scribe and two accountants. At NG4 rules, it is disposed 

that the outgoing collector must render accounts to the new one. 

d) In relation with the shape in which the brotherhood had to make the payments, 

the G1 rules promulgated that all the payments had to be ordered by the mayor 

of the brotherhood or by the whole assembly. On the other hand, G2 rules 

indicated that the collector had to require a receipt of payment always he paid 

quantities greater than 200 maravedíes. On the contrary, those payments would 

not be included in the debit of his account. NG2 rules prescribes that the 

collector had to make the payments always with the previous order of the mayor 

of the brotherhood. NG4 rules indicate the chance of not justifying some minor 

expenses but without specifying any quantity. NG5 rules say that the collector 

had to present a sworn report of all the payments and receipt only for the 

payments greater than 8 reales. At last, rules of NG1 and NG3 does not include 

any reference to the form of making the payments 

 

Finally, it is remarkable that any of the Rules mention any process of accountability to 

the Ecclesiastical Hierarchy in spite of the disposals of Council of Trento. However, in 

the four cases, the approbation of the Archbishopric includes, among others, the 
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following conditions: i) the managers of the brotherhood were obliged to render 

accounts to the Archbishop delegates whenever they ask for it and ii) the brotherhood 

could not ask alms for his expenses without the previous authorisation of the 

Archbishopric. 

 

Summing up from the before analysis, we can extract that, mainly, the of rules the 

guild-based brotherhoods (G1, G2 and G3) have dispositions on accounting that were 

leaded by the new techniques improved at the 16th century whereas those brotherhoods 

not related to the guilds (NG1, NG2, NG3 and NG4) turned, the most, to ancient and 

precarious accounting techniques at their rules.  

 

From the analysis of the data, we can conclude that the brotherhoods whose members 

had a more advanced accounting knowledge, that is those linked to guilds or 

professional groups, showed a bigger tendency to use new accounting terminology and 

techniques. That result confirms the different tolerance to the use of secular 

management practices in religious organisations depending on how their members 

interpret them (Booth, 1993). We can conclude that the implementation of complex 

accounting techniques in this kind of religious organisations is also influenced by 

accounting knowledge of their members and not only by their sacred aims or their 

different perceptions of the sacred. As in the case studied by Ligthbody (2003), 

managers with accounting knowledge and experience acquired in non-religious 

organisations tended to blur the boundaries between sacred and profane spheres. In this 

case, provoking a more common use of complex accounting techniques than in other 

organisations (reminder brotherhoods) with similar religious aims.  

 

Secondly, the rendering of accounts made by the brotherhoods to their brothers – an 

internal rendering of accounts – was imposed by the rules. However, the brotherhoods 

did not include in their rules the need to report to the Archbishopric – the external, but 

supposedly, more important rendering of accounts. 

 

As a future research, our aim is to explore the daily work at the brotherhoods, in order 

to observe behaviours that differ from the regulation, for a better or worse control at the 

brotherhood. The availability of primary sources will lead our research in this point. 
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Also, we pretend to extend our analysis to newer periods, where accounting procedures 

also altered the accounting procedures at public and private organizations. Mainly, the 

18th century supposed a change and appreciation for accounting techniques (Hernández 

Esteve, 1992; Carmona et al., 1997; 2002; Baños et al., 2005) at all levels, and this new 

improvement of accounting techniques could influence also the regulation of the 

brotherhoods. 

 

Finally, Seville is not the only city at Spain where the brotherhoods emerged. Granada, 

for example, or other places have not been explored yet and the comparison of our 

results at Seville with other places could lead us to a better understanding of accounting 

and its influence on the brotherhoods. 
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