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THE CLERICS AS TRUSTWORTHY MEN
*
IN THE MEDIEVAL SERBIAN STATE

Abstract: The aim of this work is to show the different roles that clerics
had in the Medieval Serbia, which proves that they were very trustworthy per-
sons. The high dignitaries of the Serbian Church performed important diplomat-
ic missions. The priesthood also had a prominent place in legal proceedings,
whether its representatives were members of judicial collegiums or witnesses.
The members of the clergy enjoyed a great reputation in Serbian towns, where
residents could not alienate property without their testimony. The performance
of ecclesiastical duties gave them the moral prestige to exercise many other ac-
tivities in medieval Serbian society.

Keywords: clerics, trust, Medieval Serbia, Byzantine Empire, diplomacy,
judiciary witnesses, towns.

The clergy played the role of one of the pillars of medieval society.
However, in this paper, a role of the clergy will be analysed outside of
purely religious sphere. The members of the clergy were certainly the
most educated members of medieval Serbian society. That is another rea-
son why they had great reputation and trust. For earlier period, on the
other hand, there are almost no preserved sources on their activity. The
majority of the sources relate to period between the thirteenth and fif-
teenth centuries. They testify that the clerics played important role in pol-
itic, diplomacy, judiciary and state administration.

" This article was created on the basis of an oral communication of the same
name presented at Fourth medieval workshop in Rijeka (Cetvrta medievisticka
znanstvena radionica u Rijeci) held on May 30 and 31, 2019.
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Clerics as diplomats

Serbian rulers chose prominent represents of the clergy to perform
important diplomatic missions, such as first Serbian Archbishop Sava
who was particularly active in that field. Grand Zupan Stephen Nemanji¢
(1196-1227) testifies that his brother Sava tried to reconcile him with
Bulgarian local lord Strez who planned to attack the Serbian state.' It is
need to notice that Strez and Stephen were former allies.” However, Sa-
va’s attempt was unsuccessful, and Strez was killed under unclear cir-
cumstances.’ This event most probably occurred in 1214.*

Domentian and Theodosius, the hagiographers of the first Serbian
Archbishop, mention that King Stephen the First Crowned informed his
brother Sava that King Andrew Il of Hungary (1205-1235) wishes to at-
tack him. That is reason why he asked Sava to negotiate with the Hungar-
ian ruler; negotiations which were unsuccessful at first. However, the sit-
uation changed after Sava invoked a miracle. Doing so, he proved God
was on his side. This led to King Andrew fulfilling the pleads of Sava so

' CTE®AH TIPBOBEHYAHHU, Cabpana dena, npup. JbUbAHA JYXAC [EOPIU-
EBCKA — TOMUCJIAB JOBAHOBUR, beorpan 1999, 84-85 [STEFAN PRVOVENCANI,
Sabrana dela, prir. LIILJANA JUHAS GEORGIEVSKA — TOMISLAV JOVANOVIC, Beo-
grad 1999].

* Ibidem, 82—85; P. PAZIMR, OGnacku rocrofapu y Busantuju kpajem XII u 'y
npsuM aeneHnjama XIII Beka, 36opuux padosa Buzanmonowxoe uncmumyma 24-25
(1986) 151-289, pp. 225-227 [R. RADIC, Oblasni gospodari u Vizantiji krajem XII i
u prvim decenijama XIII Bexa, Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 24-25 (1986)
151-289]; 1. KOMATHHA, Vctopujcka moamora uyna Cs. Cumeona y xutnjy Crme-
oroBoM on on Credana IIpBoBeruanor, 36opHux padosa Buzanmonowkoe uHcmu-
myma 51 (2014) 111-134, pp. 119, 122125 [1. KOMATINA, Istorijska podloga cuda
Sv. Simeona u zitiju Simeonovom od od Stefana Prvovencanog, Zbornik radova Vi-
zantoloSkog instituta 51 (2014) 111-134].

3 CTE®AH [TPBOBEHUAHM, Cabpana dena, 84—88; JIOMEHTUJAH, JKusom Cge-
moea Case, ipup. JbUIbAHA JVXAC-I'EOPTUEBCKA, beorpaa 2001, 171-180 [DOMEN-
TUAN, Zivot Svetoga Save, prir. LIILJANA JUHAS-GEORGIEVSKA, Beograd 2001];
TEONOCWIE, JKusom Ceemoea Cage, nipup DYPA JIAHUUIR, beorpan 1860, 108—112
[TEODOSUE, Zivot Svetoga Save, prir. DURA DANICIC, Beograd 1860]; P. PAJIIR,
Cgetu CaBa u cMpT obsacHor rocrnoaapa Crpesa, Ceemu Casa y cpnckoj ucmopuju u
mpaouyuju, yp. C. HUPKOBUR, Beorpang — Kpameso 1998, 51-61, pp. 53-61 [R.
RADIC, Sveti Sava i smrt oblasnog gospodara Streza, Sveti Sava u srpskoj istoriji i
tradiciji, ur. S. CIRKOVIC, Beograd — Kraljevo 1998, 51-61].

* P. PAjh, O6nacuu rocriogapy y Busantuju, 234; . KOMATHHA, Hcto-
pujcka moiora uyaa, 126.
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that both could live.” The exact date of this Sava’s mission cannot be de-
termined, but it is certain that was at some point time after 1217, the most
probably around 1220.°

Also, archbishop Sava had a significant role at the time when Stefan
Vladislav overthrew his brother, King Stefan Radoslav (1227-1233), from
the throne in 1233.” Namely, it seems that at first he was not consenting to
the change of rulers. Later on, he agreed to crown Vladislav.® Sava’s deci-
sion was extremely significant because the new king had to be crowned at
the seat of the Archbishopric.9 Furthermore, after that, Theodosius noted
that Archbishop Sava himself brought the daughter of Emperor Ivan II
Asen of Bulgaria (1218-1241) to be a wife for King Vladislav.'® This in-
formation cannot be verified from other sources. Yet, that marriage
marked a new orientation of foreign policy of the Kingdom of Serbia; the
Bulgarian Empire was the most powerful state on Balkans at that time.""

5 JIOMEHTWJAH, JKusom Csemoeca Case, 252-270; TEOJOCWIE, JKusom
Csemoea Case, 152—-158; CT. CTAHOJEBUR, O Hamamy yrapckor kpajba Auapuje 11
Ha CpOujy 300r mporiaca kpasbeBctBa, [ac Cpncke kpameecke akademuje 161
(1934) 107-130, pp. 109—125 [ST. STANOJEVIC, O napadu ugarskog kralja Andrije I1
na Srbiju zbog proglasa kraljevstva, Glas Srpske kraljevske akademije 161 (1934)
107-130].

 Hemopuja cpnekoe napooa 1, yp. C. RUPKOBIR, Beorpan 1981, 301-302
(B. ®EPIAHYNR) [Istorija srpskog naroda 1, ur. S. CIRKOVIC, Beograd 1981]; CT.
CTAHOJEBUR, O Hamaxy yrapckor kpasba Anapwuje 11, 120-130.

7 JIOMEHTHWIAH, JKusom Ceemoea Case, 339-340; TEONOCUIE, JKusom
Csemoea Case, 177-178; Ucmopuja cpnckoe napooa 1, 309 (b. ®EPJAHUNR); U.
KOMATUHA, L{pxea u opaiwcasa y cpnckum zemmwama 00 XI oo XIII eexa, beorpan
2016, 296 [I. KOMATINA, Crkva i drzava u srpskim zemljama od XI do XIII veka,
Beograd 2016].

8 TEOJIOCUIE, Kusom Ceemoza Case, 178; Hcmopuja cpnckoe napooa 1, 310
(b. ®EPJIAHUMR); Y. KOMATHHA, L{pxea u opacasa y cpnckum 3emmwama, 296.

® CTE®AH TTPBOBEHUAHU, Cabpana dena, 116-117; 360pnuk cpedrosexosHux
hupunuuxux nosema u nucama Cpbuje, Bocnwe u Jyoposnuka, k. 1: 1186—1321,
npup. B. MoltnH — C. huPKOBUR — JI. CUHIVK, beorpan 2011, 94 [Zbornik sred-
njovekovnih Cirilickih povelja i pisama Srbije, Bosne i Dubrovnika, knj. 1: 1186—1321,
eds. V. MOSIN — S. CIRKOVIC — D. SINDIK, Beograd 2011]; J. KA, ITpereue XKuue:
KpyHHI0EHa MecTa CPIICKUX Bianapa, dcmopujcku uaconuc 44 (1997), 77-87, pp. 83—
85 [J. KALIC, Pretete Zi¢e: krunidbena mesta srpskih vladara, Istorijski casopis 44
(1997) 77-87].

1 TEOOCWIE, JKusom Ceemoza Case, 178; Hemopuja cpnckoe napooa 1,
310, 312 (b. ®EPJAHUYWR).

" Hemopuja cpnekoe napooa 1, 310, 312 (b. ®EPIAHUNR); J. FINE, The Late
Medieval Balkans. A Critical Survey from the Late Twelfith Century to the Ottoman
Conquest, Ann Arbor 1994, 124—126.
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The trusting associate of King Milutin (1282—1321) was monk
Daniel who held on several important ecclesiastical positions during his
life. This includes the position of Serbian Archbishop from 1324 to
1337."? Also, he was author of a few hagiographies of Serbian Kings and
Archbishops.13 Unknown author, one of Daniel’s Continuator,'* noted
that King Milutin called Daniel, who was hegoumenos (superior) of Hi-
landar at that time," to come to him with other monks from Mount Ath-
os. Daniel did that and met with the king in town of Skoplje. Due to some
affairs, as writer testifies, King Milutin sent him to his brother Dragutin,
who ruled independently over a particular area.'® The details of this mis-
sion at Dragutin’s court remain unknown, but anonymous author states
that Daniel successfully accomplished his task for which he was sent.
Dragutin and his wife Katalina gave him and the other monks the rich
gifts. Upon his return, Daniel handed over Dragutin’s letters to King Mi-
lutin. Also he conveyed Dragutin’s oral messages to the king. Out of
gratitude, Milutin endowed him richly.'!” At the end of this story unnamed

2 See: M. XKMBOIMHOBUR, Creroropcku panu Jlanuna I, Apxuenuckon [a-
nuno I1 u mwezo060 0oba, yp. B. BYPUR, Beorpan, 1991, 75-81 [M. ZIVOJINOVIC, Svet-
ogorski dani Danila II, Arhiepiskop Danilo II i njegovo doba, ed. V. J. DURIC,
Beograd 1991, 75-81]; M. JAHKOBUR, Jlanuno, 6amCKH B XyMCKH €MHUCKOI, Apxu-
enuckon [anuno II u wezogo doda, yp. B. J. byPuh, Beograd 1991, 83—-88 [M. JAN-
KOVIC, Danilo, banjski i humski episkop, Arhiepiskop Danilo II i njegovo doba, ed.
V. J. DURIC, Beograd 1991, 83-88]; P. [ToroBuR, Apxuenuckon Jlanmio Il u ynpas-
Jbame IPKBOM, Apxuenuckon [anuno Il u mwezoso doba, yp. B. J. ByPuh, beorpan
1991, 89-96, pp. 89-95 [R. POPOVIC, Arhiepiskop Danilo II i upravljanje crkvom,
Arhiepiskop Danilo Il i njegovo doba, ed. V. J. DURIC, Beograd 1991, 89-96].

B T'. MAK JIAHMEJ, TeHesuc u cacTaBibame JaHHIOBOT 300pHHKA, ApXi-
enuckon [lanuno Il u wezoso doba, yp. B. J. ByPUR, beorpan 1991, 217-223 [G.
MAK DANIEL, Genezis i sastavljanje Danilovog zbornika, Arhiepiskop Danilo II i
njegovo doba, ed. V.J. DURIC, Beograd 1991, 217-223].

T, MAK JIAHMEJ, ['eHesuc u cactaBibame JJaHHIOBOT 300pHHKa, 221-224,

" Daniel was hegoumenos (superior) of Hilandar monastery from 1306 or
1307 to 1311: M. )KuBOJMHOBUR, CBeroropcku aanu Januna 11, 76—80; EADEM,
Hcmopuja Xunanoapa I. O0 ocnusara manacmupa 1198. 0o 1335. 2ooune, beorpan
1998, 131 [M. ZIVOIINOVIC, Istorija Hilandara I. Od osnivanja manastira 1198. do
1335. godine, Beograd 1998].

'® More about Dragutin’s position: M. JINHIR, OGnacT kpasba JparyTHHa mo-
cie Jlexesa, [ nac Cpenke akademuje nayka 203 (1951) 61-82, pp. 61-80 [M. Di-
NIC, Oblast kralja Dragutina posle Dezeva, Glas Srspke akademije nauka 203 (1951)
61-80].

"7 APXUEIMCKOII JJAHUIIO U IPYTH, JKueomu Kpa/veea u apxueniuckond cpn-
ckux, ip. 'B. JAHUYUR, 3arped 1866, 43—46 [ARHIEPISKOP DANILO I DRUGI, Zivoti
kraljeva i arhiepiksopa srpskih, ed. B. DANICIC, Zagreb, 1866].
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author concluded that from his youth, Daniel always worked in accord-
ance with the king’s will.'® That statement indicates that Daniel enjoyed a
great trust of Milutin. That was probably the consequence of the fact that
before becoming a monk, Daniel was a courtier of King Milutin."” The
exact date of Daniel’s mission cannot be determined. Most likely it took
place in 1310 when the brothers Milutin and Dragutin were at war.”® It
should be emphasized that this conflict between brothers began as early
as 1301;%' the war, however, did not end with this mission.

Soon after, King Milutin used again the service of Daniel when
Dragutin wanted to overthrow his brother from the throne and install his
son instead. According to unknown Daniel’s hagiographer all the nobles
left king’s side. Because of that Milutin asked Daniel to take care of
monastery of Banjska where the king’s treasury was. Additionally, bish-
op of Banjska died that year. By sending many letters, King Milutin con-
vinced Daniel to return from Mount Athos. Daniel’s Student pointed out
that Daniel accepted to manage monastery only after the king promised
him that he would not prevent him from going to Mount Athos, if he re-
turned unharmed from war. After that, Daniel was appointed bishop of
Banjska. Unnamed author emphasizes that only two of them knew that
Daniel was guarding the king’s treasury.?? Thanks to the Oriental merce-
naries (Tatars, Turkopoles and Alans) King Milutin managed to achieve
victory.” Afterwards, respecting their earlier agreement, Daniel returned
to Mount Athos.”* The exact date of Daniel arrival to Banjska is not

** Ibidem, 45-46.

" Tbidem, 333; JI. BOIJAHOBUR, Mcmopuja cmape cpucke KibUlcegHOCHU,
Beorpan 1980, 175-176 [D. BOGDANOVIC, Istorija stare srpske knjizevnosti, Beo-
grad 1980].

2 M. JKnBOJMHOBUR, CBetoropcku aanu Januna I, 79-80; EADEM, Hcmo-
puja Xunanoapa 1, 130.

2 M. Jlunun, OgmHoc m3mel)y kpasba MwitytuHa u JlparyTtuna, 300pHuk
paoosa Busanmonowxoe uncmumyma 3 (1955) 49-82, pp. 57-59 [M. DINIC, Odnos
izmedu kralja Milutina i Dragutina, Zbornik radova Vizantoloskog instituta 3 (1955)
49-82]; Ucmopuja cpncroe Hapooa 1,451 (C. AUPKOBUH).

2 APXUEIIMCKOII JJAHWIIO U JIPYTH, JKugomu Kpa/oeea u apXuenuckona cpn-
ckux, 357-359; M. JAHKOBUR, JlaHuo, 6amCKU U XyMCKH erucKor, 83—84.

3 APXUEIIMCKOII JJAHWIIO U JIPYTH, JKugomu Kpa/oeea u apXuenuckona cpn-
ckux, 359; A. Y3EJAL, Hajamauuke Bojcke kpasba Credana Ypoma I Munyruna,
Bojno-ucmopujcxu enacnux 2 (2011) 9-27, pp. 14-15, 26 [A. UZELAC, Najamnicke
vojske kralja Stefana Urosa Il Milutina, Vojno-istorijski glasnik 2 (2011) 9-27].

** APXMEIMCKOI JIAHWIO W JIPYTU, JKusomu Kpamesa U apxuenuckona
cpnckux, 359.
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known; it happened in the middle of 13117 or at the beginning of 1312.%
The war between Milutin and Dragutin probably ended in 1312.?” Taking
care about the construction of the monastery Banjska, Daniel remained in
the position of the bishop until end of 1314 or the first half of 1315.%® The
monastery of Banjska was the king’s main endowment, where he was to
be buried.”” The describing events clearly show that Daniel was the most
trusted associate of King Milutin. Their close relationship dates back to
the time of Daniel’s youth. As is well known, Daniel wrote Milutin’s ha-
giography in 1324 with aim to support his cult.*

Another representative of the clergy played an important role in
reconciling brothers, King Milutin and Dragutin. Nicodemus, Daniel’s
successor in the position of hegoumenos of Hilandar monastery,*' testi-
fies that he was sent to Constantinople by decision of the brothers and
Serbian council. It is clear from his note that this mission was connect to
the relationship among the brothers. During his stay in Constantinople,
Byzantine Emperors were Andronikos II Palaiologos, his son Michael IX
Palaiologos and his grandson Andronikos III. Beside them, Patriarch of
Constantinople Nephon I, Patriarch of Jerusalem Athanasius and Patri-
arch of Antioch, were also present. Based on Nicodemus’s statement, it
can be concluded that he successfully completed his task, after which
peace was established in Serbia.*> However, the details of this mission
remain unknown. Mihailo Dini¢ presented three possible hypotheses
about the character of Nicodemus’s mission; first two assumptions are
that Byzantine court and Patriarchate of Constantinople were supposed to
be the arbitrators in some matters or to be guarantors of the agreement.™

25 M. JAHKOBUH, Hanrnno, 6amcku U XyMcku enmckon, 84; M. IuHWR, On-
Hoc u3Mely kpasba MunmytuHa u parytuna, 70.

26 M. JKUBOJMHOBUR, Hcmopuja Xunanoapa 1, 131.

2T M. JIuHnh, Oxuoc usmely kpaba Munyruna u Iparytuua, 68—70; Hemo-
puja cpnckoez Hapooda 1, 460 (C. hUPKOBUR).

B M. JAHKOBWR, Jlanuino, 6amCcKu U XyMcku enuckorn, 84—85; M. XKuBoiu-
HOBUWR, Ucmopuja Xunanoapa 1, 131.

¥ Hemopuja cpnekoe napooa 1, 480, 485 (I'. BABMh-DOPBEBUR).

30T MAK JIAHUEJ, T'eHesuc u cacTabarbe JJaHHIOBOT 300pHHKa, 220.

3 More about Nicodemus: J. )KXUBOJMHOBUR, Apxuenuckon Hukommm I,
Hcmopujcku waconuc 60 (2011) 97-112, pp. 97-110 [D. ZIVOIINOVIC, Arhiepiskop
Nikodim I, Istorijski casopis 60 (2011) 97-112].

32 Jb. CTOJIAHOBUR, Cmapu cpenku 3anucu u namnucu 1, Beorpan 1902, 22—
23 [LJ. STOJANOVIC, Stari srspki zapisi i natpisi 1, Beograd 1902].

3 M. unnh, Onsoc usmel)y kpasba Mumytuna u Jlparytuna, 71. Mirjana Zi-
vojinovi¢ considered that the Byzantine Emperors and the three Patriarchs provided
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The last hypothesis is that Nicodemus delivered the decisions of Serbian
council to the Byzantine authorities and Church. In that case, the goal was
that someone outside of Serbia has a text of the agreement if dispute aris-
es.** Also, the date of Nicodemus’s mission has not been determined pre-
cisely. Vladimir Mosin considered that Nicodem was in Constantinople in
autumn of 1313,*® while according to Sotiros Kissas, he was there at the
end of 1311 or beginning of 1312.%° For our topic, it is more important to
clarify that Milutin and Dragutin had great confidence in hegoumenos
Nicodemus’s ability and good will to find the best solution.*’

It must be emphasized that diplomatic mission was reserved only
for the most important church dignitaries. The members of the clergy also
had important role in Byzantine diplomacy, especially from 1204 to
1453. At that time when the mission was bigger, at least one ambassador
was a churchman. Among them were patriarchs, bishops, abbots and high
officials of the patriarchate. This also applied to embassies that did not
dealing ecclesiastical questions.*® Therefore, it is not surprising that cler-
ics had an important place in the diplomacy of Serbian rulers. They have
proven to be successful middlemen in political disputes. In addition, it
should be said that the persons, like Sava and Daniel were probably the
most educated people in Serbia at that time.

Clerics in the state administration

Clerics had an important place in the diplomacy of medieval Ser-
bia; it seems that ecclesiastical function was difficult to reconcile with the

guarantees for the peace that was established between the brothers: M. JKUBOJMHO-
BUR, Ucmopuja Xunanoapa 1, 150.

¥ M. inanh, Oxsoc u3mely kpaba Munytna n Jparyruna, 71.

33 B. MoluyH — M. I[TYPKOBUR, Xunanoapcku ueymanu cpeoreza 8exd, Ipup.
M. XUBOJMHOBUH, beorpan 1999, 38 [V. MOSIN — M. PURKOVIC, Hilandarski igu-
mani srednjega veka, ed. M. ZIVOJIINOVIC, Beograd 1999]; M. KUBOJMHOBIH,
Hcmopuja Xunanoapa 1, 150.

3% C. Kucac, Jlanuno II u comyncka oxonusa. Berelike 0 BH3aHTHjCKO-CPII-
ckuM ojHocuMa nodetkoM X1V Beka, Apxuenuckon /[lanuno Il u wezoso doba, yp.
B. J bypun, Beorpax 1991, 2941, pp. 37-38 [S. KisAs, Danilo II i solunska okoli-
na. Beleske o vizantijsko-srpskim odnosima poéetkom XIV veka, Arhiepiskop Dani-
lo Il i njegovo doba, ed. V.J. DURIC, Beograd 1991, 29-41].

7 B. MolyH — M. IIYPKOBIR, Xunanoapcku ueymani, 38.

3 N. OIKONOMIDES, Byzantine diplomacy, A.D. 1204-1453: Means and
Ends, Byzantine Diplomacy. Papers from the Twenty-Fourth Spring Symposium of
Byzantine Studies, Cambridge, March 1990, eds. J. SHEPARD — S. FRENKLIN, Alder-
shot 1992, 7388, pp. 80-81, 83.
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secular performance. There is no example that Orthodox priests or monks
officially had a position in the state administration. However, from the
sources, one Catholic priest is known to have held a secular title. Ivan
(John), Catholic priest from Serbian mining town Novo Brdo, was pro-
tovestiarios of the Lazarevi¢ family from 1398 to 1403.* The duty of
protovestiarios was to manage ruler’s finances.” The Ragusans consid-
ered him to be Serbian nobleman. It is however most likely that he was
from the town of Bar on the Adriatic coast or that he was Albanian.*!
Available sources testify that he was a close associate of Prince Stefan
Lazarevi¢ and his mother, nun Jevgenija. In April 1400, Ragusans asked
of him to alleviate Despot Stephen’s anger toward them. Namely, Despot
was dissatisfied because of some delay in diplomatic correspondence
which caused that response of the authorities of Ragusa did not arrive on
time.** After the battle of Ankara in 1402, Ivan seems to have been in
contact with Stefan, and, at that time, the Commune of Ragusa expected
them both to arrive in Ragusa.* However, this never happened. Ivan was
mentioned for the last time in sources in December 1403.** Just a little
over a year earlier, he had left a large amount of gold, silver and money
in Ragusa as a deposit.*> This fact shows that Ivan gained great wealth
even though he was a cleric. He might have been chosen for the function
of protovestiarios because he was skilled in financial affairs or it could

% K. JupEYEK, Hcmopuja Cpéa. K. 11 Kyamypna ucmopuja, beorpan 1952,
365-366 [K. JIRECEK, Istorija Srba. Knj. II. Kulturna istorija, Beograd 1952,]; A.
BECEJIMHOBU, [pacasa cpnckux decnoma, Beorpan 20067, 209 [A. VESELINOVIC,
Drzava srpskih despota, Beograd 2006%]; M. BJIATOJIEBUR, [pocasua ynpasa y
cpnckum cpedrogexkosHum zemmwama, beorpam 1997, 192-193 [M. BLAGOIEVIC,
Drzavna uprava u srpskim srednjovekovnim zemljama, Beograd 1997].

M. BJIATOJEBUR, ,,[IporoBectujap®, Jlekcukon cpnckoe cpedrwee 6exa, yp.
C. hAuPKOBUR—P. MUXAJBUNR, Beorpax 1999, 596597 [M. BLAGOJEVIC, “Pro-
tovestijar”, Leksikon srpskog srednjeg veka, eds. S. CIRKOVIC—R. MIHALICIC, Beo-
grad 1999, 596-597]; IDEM, Jpoicasna ynpasa, 186—203.

“I'N. I0RGA, Notes et extraits pour servir a [’histoire au XVe siecle, t. 11, Par-
is 1899, 75; K. JUPEUEK, Hcmopuja Cpbéa 11, 365-366; A. BECEJIMHOBUR, /[pacasa
cpnckux decnoma, 209.

2 Jb. CTOJAHOBWR, Cmape cpncke noseme u nucma 1-1, Beorpan — CpeMcku
Kapmosmm 1929, 478479 [Li. STOJANOVIC, Stare srpske povelje i pisma 1-1, Beo-
grad — Sremcku Karlovei 1929, 478-479].

N. IORGA, Notes et extraits, 83, 85; K. JAPEYEK, Hcmopuja Cpba 11, 366.

M. IIvin, Crnomenuyu cpncku 00 1395. 0o 1423. cooune, 1, beorpan 1858,
49 [M. PUCIC, Spomenici srpski od 1395. do 1423.godine, 1, Beograd 1858]; A. BECE-
JIMTHOBWH, J{porcasa cpnckux decnoma, 209.

* K. JUPEYEK, Hcmopuja Cpéa 11, 366.
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have been because he was a priest in Novo Brdo, the most important eco-
nomic center in the country. It seems that the position of protovestiarios
was in some way related to Novo Brdo.*®

The role of the clergy in legal proceedings

Priests and clergy also had an important role in legal proceedings
in medieval Serbia. A special place in that respect belongs to the legal
code of Serbian Emperor Stephen Dusan (1331-1355) known as the Du-
San’s code (1353 or 1354),*” and one stipulation in the code ordered that
every jury should be held in church. The priest in robes had an obligation
to swear jurors.*® Since jurors were solving disputes by the power of their
oaths it is obvious that the priests were supposed to provide divine validi-
ty of their testimony. Unfortunately, there is no information how the pro-
cess actually worked in practice. It should be emphasized that legal code
The Syntagma of Matthew Blastares from 1335, translated to Serbian
during 1340s,*” foresaw special penalties for priests and deacons who
would falsely testify. If they did that in property disputes they could lose
a priestly rank either for three years or permanently. This regulation has
its origins in the time of Emperor Justinian I (527-565).” It is difficult to
estimate how much exactly this old Byzantine stipulation was relevant
for Serbian social reality of the fourteenth century. Many charters testify
that the Church dignitaries and priests assisted to settle litigations on the
boundaries of possessions. Furthermore, the largest number of data re-
lates to disputes in which members of the clergy were at least one party.
These aspects will be discussed in the following lines.

M. JIuHUR, 3a ucmopujy pyoapcmea y cpeorogexognoj Cpouju u bocnu 11,
beorpan 1962, 45 [M. DINIC, Za istoriju rudarstva u srednjovekovnoj Srbiji i Bosni
11, Beograd 1962].

*" The first part of Dusan’s code was passed in 1349, while the second part
was promulgated in 1353/1354: B. bysaJio, O [ymanoBoMm 3akoHuKy (IToctanak,
cacraB, 3Hauaj U cynouHa), [ywarnos 3axonux, en. b. BYBAJO, beorpan 2010, 13—
24, p. 14 [B. BUBALO, O Dusanovom zakoniku (Postanak, sastav, znacaj i sudbina),
Dusanov zakonik, ed. BD. BUBALO, Beograd 2010, 13-24].

*® wanos 3axonux, npup. B. BYBAJIO, Beorpax 2010, 107, 207 [Dusanov
zakonik, ed. D. BUBALO, Beograd 2010].

* A. COJOBIEB, 3axonux yapa Cmegana Jywana 1349. u 1354. 200une,
beorpan 1980, 7 [A. SOLOVIEV, Zakonik cara Stefana Dusana 1349. i 1354. godine,
Beograd 1980].

0 MATHIA BIACTAP, Cunmaema, npeB. T. CYBOTHH ['OJIYBOBUH, beorpan
2013, 175 [MATUA VLASTAR, Sintagma, trans. T. SUBOTIN GOLUBOVIC, Beograd 2013].

85



Initial. A Review of Medieval Studies 12 (2024) 77-95

The bishop of Prizren, George resolved the dispute about one pos-
session between monastery of Saint Mary in Htetovo and nobleman by the
name of Progon in November 1342. The witnesses, who were the local
noblemen and ordinary people, swore in front of bishop George and noble
called Markus. The document about this dispute was composed by priest
Nikola who was designated as nomik,”' which was title for a public notary
in medieval Serbia.’> The statements of witnesses were in favour of the
monastery. Therefore, bishop George issued a verdict following their tes-
timonies and redeemed the disputed possession.” In this way he was both
the judge and executor of the verdict at the same time.”* Additionally,
bishop imposed a fine that the offender of this decision would have to pay
a fine to the king.”® This case shows that bishop had great influence in this
case and the trial was carried out in the spirit of Byzantine court practice.’
The Serbian medieval law envisaged that litigation over possessions was
settled by the court of the ruler.’’” What remains unknown is whether the
bishop conducted the lawsuit at the order of the ruler or independently.*®

Another provision of Dusan’s code gave to clergy important place in
judicial system of Serbian Empire. It should be mentioned that at the be-
ginning of the text, the Emperor pointed out that he was confirming to all
the towns the laws that were valid under previous Emperors. The part that
interests us here is that Emperor DuSan ordered that litigations between the
citizens should be resolved before the headmasters of the city and before
the clergy. If a man from countryside wanted to initiate a lawsuit against a
citizen, he should sue him before aforementioned representatives of the
city.” It is not entirely clear whether the regulation applied to all the towns
in the country or only to those that Stephen Dusan conquered from Byzan-
tium.®® The mentioning of previous Emperors undoubtedly refers to Byz-
antine rulers. There is no information on the application of this regulation
in the old Serbian towns.®' On the other hand, the sources confirm that this

1B, ByBAJIO, Cpncxu nomuyu, beorpag 2004, 136—143, 248 [D. BUBALO,
Srspki nomici, Beograd 2004].

52 bidem, 49-64.

33 Ibidem, 141-142, 248.

> Tbidem, 141-142.

55 Ibidem, 248.

56 Ibidem, 142.

7 Ibidem.

38 Ibidem.

% Ibidem, 113-114, 216.

 Tbidem, 217.

% Ibidem.
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stipulation has been implemented in the former Byzantine towns.®* The
metropolitan court in city of Serres transformed into a mixed secular-
ecclesiastical court.”> That court did not only solve ecclesiastical matters,
but it was a regular court for all lawsuit between citizens.** The presiding
of this court was the Metropolitan of Serres, who also managed the work of
this panel. Its members were also prominent representatives of metropolis
and the most important nobles. The kephalai of Serres and former kephalai
usually met among the laymen of this court.® The name of the Metropoli-
tan was always in the first place among the signatories of documents.® It
should be however mentioned that all preserved acts originate from the
archives of monasteries,®’” but secular people also appear as litigants in the-
se documents.®® It is necessary to point out that this type of court already
existed in Byzantium. Namely, Emperor Andronikos III Palaiologos (1328
—1341) formed supreme court which consisted of four “universal judges.”
As a rule, two were clerics and two were layman.® The creation of such

62 A. CoJIOBJEB, Cymmje 1 cyx 1o rpagosuma Jlymanose apxkase, JnacHux
Cronckoe nayunoe opywmea 7-8 (1930) 147-162, pp. 147-161 [A. SOLOVIEV, Sudi-
je 1 sud po gradovima Dusanove drzave, Glasnik Skopskog naucnog drustva 7-8
(1930) 147-162].

6 M. KUBOJMHOBWR, CyacTBO y IpuKMM OONACTHMA CpIICKOI IapCTBa,
360pHuux padosa Busanmonowikoe uncmumyma 10 (1967) 197-246, p. 201 [M. ZI-
VOJINOVIC, Sudstvo u grékim oblastima srpskog carstva, Zbornik radova Vizan-
toloskog instituta 10 (1967) 197-246]; I'. OCTPOrorCKu, Cepcka obracm nocie /y-
wanoge cupmu, beorpan 1965, 83 [G. OSTROGORSKI, Serska oblast posle Dusanove
smrti, Beograd 1965].

% A. CosoBIEB, Cymuje u cyx, 155-156.

65 IDEM, Cynuje u cyxn, 153-160; I'. OCTPOrOPCKU, Cepcka obracm, 84, 88—
95; M. 2)KuBOJMHOBUR, CyacTBo y rpukumM obmactuma, 201.

 Archives de I’Athos IF. Actes de Kutlumus, ed. P. LEMERLE, Paris 1988,
93; Actes de Chilandar, premiére partie. Actes grecs, publiés par L. PETIT — B. KO-
RABLEV, Vizantiiskii viiemennik 17 (1911), PriloZenie, 309-310, 320; Actes de Zo-
graphou, publiés par W. REGEL — E. KURTZ — B. KORABLEV, Vizantiiskii vremenik
13 (1907), Prilozenie, 94; Archives de I’Athos VI. Actes d’Esphigménou, ed. J. LE-
FORT, Paris 1973, 163.

7 . OCTPOrOPCKH, Cepcka obracm, 82.

8 Actes de Chilandar, 316-321; b. ®EPIAHYWR, Busanmujcku u cpnexu Cep
y XIV cmonehy, beorpan 1994, 77 [B. FERIANCIC, Vizantijski i srpski Ser u XIV
stolecu, Beograd 1994].

% T. OcTPOrOPCKH, Cepcka obnacm, 87; A. KAZHDAN,“Kritai katholikoi”,
The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium, vol. 2, ed. A. KAZHDAN, New York — Oxford
1991, 1158; A. CoJIOBIJEB, Cynuje u cyn, 158; M. )KUBOJUHOBUR, CyacTBo y rpu-
K1M obOJsiactuma, 202.
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mixed court was a result of the fact that during the thirteenth and four-
teenth centuries, episcopal courts expanded their area of expertise to in-
clude the resolution of all civil lawsuit.”

Despot Jovan Ugljesa, ruler of Serres region from 1365 to 1371,
included the prominent Athonite monks in the composition of this
court.”” Such situation is not surprising because Mount Athos was one of
the most important supporters of Ugljesa’s politics in general. Before the
start of his campaign against the Ottomans in 1371 he visited Athonite
monasteries, Hilandar and Vatopedi.” At that time, the court was chaired
by Despot Jovan Ugljesa himself, who was also making the decision.”
Practically, there was no difference between the ruler’s and the metropol-
itan’s mixed court.”” However, it should be underlined that the represent-
atives of the clergy were very numerous in the court body gathered by
Despot Ugljesa in 1369 on the occasion of a dispute between Zograf
monastery and bishopric of lerissos. The archbishop of Ohrid Gregory
and hegoumenoi of Athonite monasteries stand out among the aforemen-
tioned representatives. However, nobles were not mentioned by name,
but only collectively.”

Finally, it is worth mentioning that members of the clergy appear in
private documents in Byzantine towns conquered by Stefan Dusan. One
contract regarding sale of the land, drawn-up in town of Zichna in 1355
was done before church dignitaries and nobles.”” In the same year, a simi-
lar contract for the sale of land was signed in town of Melnik, by the
bishop and dignitaries of episcopate, although both involved parties were
lay individuals. The last stipulation of this document specified that the
contract has to be regarded as valid before every court, whether being
ecclesiastical or urban court.”

A, COJIOBJEB, Cyauje u cyn, 152, 158-159; M. )KUBOJUHOBUR, CyacTBO
y rpukuM obsactuma, 200.

"' T, OCTPOrOPCKH, Cepcka obnacm, 6-19.

72 Ibidem, 84; M. JKUBOJMHOBIR, CycTBO Y TpuknM oGmactima, 203.

T, OCTPOrOPCKH, Cepcka obnacm, 84, 141.

™ Ibidem, 84; M. JKUBOJUHOBUR, Cyncrso y rpukuM obnactuma, 203—-204;
b. ®EPIAHUNR, Busanmujcxu u cpncxku Cep 77, 79.

> I'. OcTPOroPCKH, Cepcka obnacm, 83.

" A. COJIOBIEB — B. Molunt, I'puke moBesbe cprckux Biuajgapa. Mzmame
TEKCTOBa, peBOA U KoMmeHtap, beorpan 1936, 270-279 [A. Solovjev — V. Mosin,
Grcke povelje srpskih viadara. Izdanje tekstova, prevod i komentar, Beograd 1936];
I'. OcTpororcku, Cepcxa obaacm, 83—85.

7 Actes de Chilandar, 301-303; A. COJIOBIEB, Cyxuje u cyx, 156.

8 Actes de Chilandar, 303-305; A. COJIOBJEB, Cynuje u cyna, 156.
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Several disputes were recorded in charter of Serbian local lord
Konstantin Dragas for Hilandar monastery from 1375/1376. According to
the text of this document bishops Daniel and Gregory participated in the
process of determining boundaries in four cases. Their role was to swear
the elders, who as witnesses pointed to the borders of the disputable es-
tates. Among the elders, the priests were mentioned on first place.” That
fact clearly indicates that the priest had the greatest reputation among the
elders who were not just ordinary witnesses, but also experts in a way as
well.*® The aforementioned bishops were also signed at the end of the
charter.®' It can be seen that their role was exactly the same as the role
described in Dusan’s code in the case of jury.

Almost a century later, priests appear again in the case about setting
the boundaries between possessions of Hilandar monastery and monastery
of Holy Archangels in January 1454. Despot Purad Brnakovi¢’s nobleman
Oliver Golemovi¢ used the service of twenty-four elders together with one
of his servants to resolve this dispute. They set disputable boundaries. Fur-
thermore, twelve well-known men and three priests swore in front of them
in connection to this decision. Also, twenty-four elders swore that they had
shown right boundaries in accordance with the previous charter and former
decision of celnik (head of chief) Nikola. At the end of the document, the
list of elders who complied this act is written down.*® It is not clear what
was the role of well-known men and priests, whose names are mentioned
collectively. Probably, they should have strengthened the decision of the
elders who were also the composers of the document. In a sense, they were
assistants of the elders.® The priests also appear as reputable witnesses in
land disputes in Byzantine countryside.®

" A. COJIOBIEB, Odabpanu cnomenuyu cpnckoe npasa (00 XII do kpaja XV
sexa), beorpax 1926, 169-171 [A. SOLOVIEV, Odabrani spomenici srpskog prava
(od XII do kraja XV veka), Beograd 1926].

%0 M. UBAHOBUR, ,,[Jo6pu YouU“ y cpnckoj cpedroeexosHoj opacasu, beo-
rpan 2017, 97-99 [M. IVANOVIC, “Dobri ljudi” u srpskoj srednjovekovnoj drzavi, Be-
ograd 2017].

1 A. COJIOBIEB, Odabpanu cnomenuyu cpnekoe npasa, 171.

52 B. TIOJIOMALL, O IIpaBONKCY U je3UKy JBajy aKaTa O XIIaHIapckuMm Mehama
n3 cpeauHe XV Beka, Cpedmwu e y CPNCKOj HAYYU, UCMOPUJU, KHUIICEBHOCIU U YMe-
muocmu V1, yp. I'. JOBAHOBUR, [lectiotoBart 2015, 235-252, p. 237 [V. POLOMAC, O
pravopisu i jeziku dvaju akata o hilandarskim medama iz sredine XV veka, Srednji vek
u srpskoj nauci, istoriji, knizevnosti i umetnosti VI, ed. G. JOVANOVIC, Despotovac
2015, 235-252]; A. COJIOBJEB, Odabpanu cnomenuyu cpnckoe npasa, 214-215.

3 M. UBAHOBWH, “ZJo6pu ayou”, 61.

 B. ®EPJAHUME, OrvIes 0 MapoXMjCKOM CBELITEHCTBY y MO3HO] BusanTuju,
360opruk paoosa Busanmonowxoe uncmumyma 22 (1983) 59-117, pp 105-112 [B.
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Reputation of clerics in the Serbian medieval towns

Novo Brdo Legal Code from 1412 of Despot Stefan Lazarevi¢ testi-
fies that the clergy enjoyed great trust in the Serbian towns.*> Namely,
Novo Brdo was the most important Serbian town in fifteenth century and
one of the greatest mining centers in Europe of the period.* One provi-
sion of mentioned Code regulated that voivode, knez, protopopa, burgh-
ers and boni homines were panel of judges that was supposed to settle
litigations concerning great issues like as immovable property.®” Proto-
priests (protopope) were assistants of bishops who were mediators be-
tween priests and bishops. Also, they were representatives of bishops in
towns.*® There is no information on which it can be concluded what role
they had in these trials. Through the analogy with Dusan’s code it could
be assumed that protopriests had an obligation to swear witnesses.® Also,
it should be mentioned that the protopriest was the head of special eccle-
siastical court which gathered priests.”® Therefore, it is clear that civil
urban and ecclesiastical courts were separate institutions. That was a sig-
nificant difference in comparison with region of Serres. On the other

FERJANCIC, Ogled o parohijskom svestenstvu u poznoj Vizantiji, Zbornik radova
Vizantoloskog instituta 22 (1983) 59—117]; A. LAIOU, Priests and Bishops in the
Byzantine Countryside, Thirteenth to Fourteenth Centuries, Church and Society in
Late Byzantium, ed. D. ANGELOV, Kalamazoo 2009, 45.

% More about Novo Brdo Legal Code: C. RUPKOBIh, HOBOGPACKH 3aKOHHK
necriora Credana Jlazapesuha u3 1412. ronune, Hoso bpoo, yp. B. JOBAHOBUR —
C. huPKOBUR — E. 3EYEBUR — B. UBAHUIIEBUR — B.PAJIUR, beorpan 2004, 162—
181 [S. CIRKOVIC, Novobrdski zakonik despota Stefana Lazarevica iz 1412. godine,
Novo Brdo, eds. V. JOVANOVIC — S. CIRKOVIC — E. ZECEVIC — V. IVANISEVIC —
V.RADIC, Beograd 2004, 162—181].

% More about Novo Brdo: M. JIUHUR, 3a ucmopujy pyoapcmea 11, 27-95; C.
"AMPKOBUHR, [IpousBonama 3mata, cpebpa u 6akpa y HeHTpaaTHIM oOmactiMa banka-
Ha JI0 TIoYeTKa HOBOI' Beka, Pabomuuyu, eojuuyu, 0yxoenuyu. Jpyumea cpeorose-
kosnoz Bankana, Beorpan 1997, 79-103, p. 94 [S. CIRKOVIC, Proizvodnja zlata, sre-
bra i bakra u centralnim oblastima Balkana do pocetka novog veka, Rabotnici, vojni-
ci, duhovnici. Drustva srednjovekovnog Balkana, Beograd 1997, 79—103].

¥ H. PAJIO1UMR, 3akon o pyonuyuma decnoma Cmegpana Jlasapesuha, Beo-
rpan 1962, 52 [N. RADOICIC, Zakon o rudnicima despota Stefana Lazarevica, Beo-
grad 1962].

% M. KonpuuLA, ITonosu u npomononosu Cpncke ypkee y Cpedmem 6exy,
Hum 2012, 90-102 [M. KOPRIVICA, Popovi i protopopovi Srpske crkve u Srednjem
veku, Ni§ 2012].

% M. UBAHOBUR, “ZJo6pu nmyou”, 43—44.

% H. PAJIOJYI, 3akon o pyouuyuma, 52.
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hand, aforementioned provision is similar to resolution of the trial men-
tioned in the charter of Emperor Andronikos II for the town of Ioannina
from 1319. Selection of “good men” should be found among the citizens,
who will judge all the litigations with the kephalai, except those who
should be taken care of by the church.”

According to the Novo Brdo Legal Code the protopriest and boni
homines had to testify when any of the citizens wanted to alienate their
patrimonial estates. All these transactions had to be recorded in the nomik
(notary) book.”? One document composed in 1434 in Novo Brdo confirms
that the described procedure was respected. The text of this act records
that monk Savatije adopted priest Bogdan and gave him half of his church
and house, with the further provision that Bogdan would receive the rest
of his property after his death. Bogdan was obliged to bury Savatije and to
commemorate him. Eight priests, four laymen, protopriest Cagri¢, voivode
Hrnjko and knez Stepan were mentioned as witnesses.”” The names of
priests and laymen are listed before the names of the protopriest and rep-
resentatives of the town authorities who were more respectable personali-
ties than them. The reason for that probably lies in the fact that priests
lived in the suburb where the property of monk Savatije was located.”

The sources indicate that similar regulations were also valid in oth-
er Serbian towns. Sometime between 1346 and 1371, when Dobroslava,
daughter of Karos together with her children sold her house in Prizren to
Mano, priests Dabiziv and Pelata were mentioned first among the wit-
nesses.” This document indicates that the procedure for alienation of
property, as described in Novo Brdo Legal Code, existed already before
1412.°° In January 1438, Radosava, wife of Radonja Mirakovi¢, sold his
house in mining town Trepca to the monastery of Saint Paul under the
condition that she and her sister could use one room in case of trouble.
After her death, the monastery would take over the ownership of the
whole house. Protopriest Nikola and three other laymen were witnesses
of this legal act.”” Novak and his wife Jela from an unknown town decid-
ed in April 1453 to bestow half of their house to the monastery of Saint

! A. CoNOBIEB, Cymmje u cyx, 158; Li. MAKSIMOVIC, The Byzantine Provin-
cial Administration Under the Palaiologoi, Amsterdam 1988, 151, 243-244, 258-259.

2 H. PAJIOJYW, 3axon o pyonuyuma, 56.

% B. BYBAJIO, Cpncku Homuyu, 181-183, 258-259.

% Ibidem, 183; M. UBAHOBWH, “Zlo6pu wyou”, 118.

%R, bvyrAlJO, Cpncku nomuyu, 147-148, 250-251.

% M. UBAHOBU, “/Jo6pu myou”, 52.

TR, bvrAIo, Cpncku nomuyu,, 260.
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Paul. The transfer of property was to be carried out after their deaths.
Among the nine witnesses, protopriest Stepan was listed first, then the
civil servant (sebastos) Ras, followed by two priests. At the same time,
protopriest Stepan wrote down the document.”® None of these priests are
mentioned in other sources.” However, the presented documents clearly
show that members of the clergy held great reputation in Serbian towns.
They are first on the witness list in all of documents. A certain exception
is the document where the sebastos is listed behind protopriest, but be-
fore the priests. Probably the reason is that sebastos was a representative
of the state authority, who at the same time participated in compiling the
document.'® In any case, it is clear that individuals with spiritual authori-
ty had an advantage as witnesses in compiling notarial documents.'*" It is
worth noting that priests in general were considered to be the most trust-
ed witnesses in Byzantium as early as the end of the eighth century.'®?
Such practice continued in Byzantium of the late medieval period.'” As
we have seen, private contracts were concluded before the church digni-
taries in the former Byzantine towns in Serbian Empire. The fact that one
of protopriest was nomik indicates that this person enjoyed additional
reputation as the composer of the document. Also, there are well-known
examples that the priests were nomiks in Byzantium as well.'**

Conclusion

The reputation of clergy was certainly a consequence of the position
they had in society. In this respect it should be emphasized that researches
indicated that social and juridical status of countryside priests in late By-
zantium did not differ from the position of other villagers.'” Consequently,
a number of them had the status of paroikoi (dependent peasants). Exam-

% Ibidem, 198, 261; /1. Cunnk, Cpricke MOBeJbe y CBETOrOPCKOM MaHACTHPY
Cseror [laBna, Mewosuma epaha — Miscellanea 6 (1978) 181-205, p. 199 [D. Sin-
dik, Srpske povelje u svetogorskom manastiru Svetog Pavla, Mesovita grada — Mis-
cellanea 6 (1978) 181-205].

% M. UBAHOBUS, “Zo6pu wyou”, 119-121.

1B, ByBAIIO, Cpncku nomuyu, 199.

1" Ibidem, 209.

"2 Tbidem, 209, n. 23.

103 g, DEPJAHUUR, Orniex o napoxujckom ceurreHcTBy, 106—113; A. LAIOU,
Priests and Bishops, 45-46.

1% B. ®EPJAHUNT, Orie 0 MapoXHjCKoM CBemTeHCTRY, 106—108.

195 A LAIOU, Priests and Bishops, 43—44.
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ples of rich priests among them were rare.'” Legal texts testify that priests
in medieval Serbia were personally free, but not all were in the same eco-
nomic position. A small number of them had their patrimonies (bastine),
while other were given modest possessions for subsistence. If these priests
took additional land, they would have obligations with it, just like other
dependent population.'”” However, they had spiritual prestige and were
obliged to lead exemplary life.'” In addition, the priests were constantly in
contact with their believers. That was reason why they could have known
better the population in comparison to others. Therefore, it can be assumed
that they had a key role in internal property disputes between villagers in
Byzantium.'?’

The position of the clergy before the face of the law in Serbia was
special only in the case of punishment for the murder of a bishop, monk or
priest.'' It is important to note that from 1330 onwards, service of the
priest was to be (exclusively) hereditary in Serbian state.''' Whether this
regulation was respected or not remains unknown, but it shows that office
of the priest was increasingly tied to one circle of families. As a result, the
reputation of priestly families was certainly higher. Finally, it can be as-
sumed that most of them were literate unlike the other residents. They
were often the only literate person in the Byzantine provinces.''? The situ-
ation in that respect must have been similar in the medieval Serbia. Due to
that, they could use and compose documents. Some information indicates

1% 5. ®EPIAHUNR, Oriexn o MapoOXHjCKOM CBeIITeHCTBY, 87—105; A. LAIOU,
Priests and Bishops, 44.

107 Ihwanog 3axonuxk, ipup. B. BYBAIO, 81, 88, 160, 172; M. KOIIPUBULIA,
IHonosu u npomononosu, 187-208; H. JUHUR-KHEXEBUR, [Ipmior npoydaBamy
CBEIITEHCTBA Y CPeNmOBeKOBHO] Cpouju, [ oduwrmax @uiozoghckoe gpaxynmema y
Hogom Caody 11/1 (1968) 51-61, pp. 51-56 [D. DINIC-KNEZEVIC, Prilog prouca-
vanju svestenstva u srednjovekovnoj Srbiji, Godisnjak Filozofskog fakulteta u No-
vom Sadu 11/1 (1968) 51-61]; P. ITonoBuh — . JJUHUh-KHEXEBUR — P. MUXAJb-
4un, “Tlon”, Jlexcuxon cpnckoe cpedmwee eexa, 553-554 [R. POPOVIC — D. DINIC-
KNEZEVIC — R. MIHALICIC, “Pop”, Leksikon srpskog srednjeg veka, 553-554].

198 B ®EPJAHUNT, Oriie 0 MapOXHjCKOM CBEIITEHCTRY, 65.

19 A, LAIOU, Priests and Bishops, 46.

UoﬂymaHoe saxonux, ipup. . BYBAJO, 94, 183; M. KOTPUBUIIA, [lonosu u
npomononogu, 208-218.

" M. TPKOBUH, IIpsa xpucosyma Manacmupa Jeuanu, Beorpax 2004, 78
[M. GRKOVIC, Prva hrisovulja Manastira Decani, Beograd 2004]; M. KOIIPUBUIIA,
Tlonoeu u npomononosu, 198.

"2 A. LAIOU, Priests and Bishops, 47; b. ®EPJAHUWR, OTiIen 0 TapOXHjCKOM
CBEILUTEHCTBY, 59.
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that the clergy in Hungary had special methods to secure institutionalizing
remembrance. Namely, there was an expectation that clerics should regis-
ter and remember important events and affairs in their parishes. They tried
to pass on what they remembered to their successors in the position of the
priest.'"? Tt is possible that Serbian medieval society had similar expecta-
tions from the clergy.

Mutomr MiBanosuh

KJIMPUILIM KAO OCOBE O/1 IOBEPEIHLA
Y CPIICKOJ CPEJIbOBEKOBHOJ IP2KABH

Pesume

Knupunum cy npencrasibany jejad o cTy0OBa cpell-OBEKOBHOT APY-
mTBa. Y OBOM paly Ce aHaJH3Hpa HHXO0Ba YJIOTa Y CPIICKOM CPEAH-OBEKOB-
HOM JIPYIITBY, BaH YUCTO penurujcke cepe. 3BopH, yriiaBHOM 3a MEPHO
on XIII mo XV Beka, cBenoue Aa Cy NMPUIMAJIHUIIM CBEIITEHCTBA UTPAJIU Ba-
JKHY YJIOTY Y TIOJHUTHIIH, JUIUIOMATHjU, CYACTBY U JpXKaBHO] yrnpaBu. CBeTH
Caga je 00aBJba0 BaXXHE TUILUIOMATCKE MHCH]jE Y KOPUCT CBOT OpaTa BEITUKOT
xkymana u kpasba Credana Hemamuha (1196—-1227). Takohe, kpyHucameM
Kpasba BrnamucnaBa omoOpHo je meroBo 30amuBame Kpasba Pagocnasa ca
npectona. 3a BpeMe BiagaBuHe Kpasba Munyrtnna (1282-1321) Ha ciuvan
HAYMH ce ucTakao J[aHWuio, KOju je KacHHje TIOCTa0 W CPIICKUA apXHUEMTUCKOTL.
W3BpmaBao je BaxkHE 3a/1aTKe Y KOPUCT Kpasba MMIIyTHHA TOKOM H-ETOBOT
parta ca OpatoMm JlparyruHom. [loBogoM 3aBplIeTKa TOT CyKoOa BaXKHY AHU-
ioMaTcKy MucHjy y Llapurpamy o6aBuo je xunmaHaapcku uryman Hukoamm.
Pumoxkaronmuku ceemrenuk w3 Hosor bpma, WBan, ymnpasieao je ox 1398.
1o 1403. ronune ¢puHancujama Jlazapesuhia Hocehu TUTYITy IpOTOBECTHjapa.

[MpumagHuIM CBEIITEHCTBA UMAU CYy BaXKHY YJIOTY Y MPAaBHHUM IIO-
crymuma. Ilpema /Jywanosom 3axonuxy cBaka opora uMaina je OuTH y Lp-
KBH M TPeOaJio je CBEIITCHHK Ja j¢ 3aKyHe. 3aKOHCKH 300pHHK Cunmaema
Mamuje Bracmapa xoju je oko 1340. ronuHe mpeBeeH Ha CPIICKU MPEIBH-
hao je moceOHe Ka3He 3a CBEMITEHUKE M jakoHEe KOju OW JIAKHO CBEIOYHIIM.

3 E. FUGEDI, Verba volant... Oral Culture and Literacy among the Medieval
Hungarian Nobility, Kings, Bishops, Nobles and Burghers, London 1986, 4-5.
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[To3HaTo je Aa Ccy KIUpPHUIM OWIIK 0 CYAUjCKUX KOJICTHjyMa y TpajoBUMa
koje je kpasb u nap Credan Jlyman (1331-1355) ocrojuo on Buszantuje.
Mutpononujcku cyny Cepy ce TpaHcpOpMECa0 y MEIIOBUTH CBETOBHO-IIP-
KBEHH CyJ. 3a Bpeme BiafaBuHe necriora JoBaHa Yribeme CepckoMm obma-
mihy, ox 1365. mo 1371. romuHe, CBETOTOPCKH MOHACH OWIIN Cy OpojHU Mehy
YJIaHOBMMA TOT cyJa. [IpakTuuHO y TO BpeMe HHje Ouio pasiuke umely Tor
Cyla U OHOT KOjU je OKyIUbao jaecnoT JoBan Yripemia. JemHa ox oapenou
Hosobpockoe 3axonuxa necnora Credana Jlazapesnha uz 1412. ronune je
npeasuhana aa mporormona Oyjae Ieo CYyAHjCKOT KOJIETHjyMa KOjH je UMao aa
paspeiaBa BaKHHje MapHUIIE, MONYT OHUX KOje Cy CE THIlAJie HETOKPETHE
uMoBHHe. McTH mpaBHU CIOMEHHK je mpeasuhao na mpoTorona Mopa OUTH
Meljy cBemonmMMa kajna OM HEekH rpaljaHuH JKelleo Ja WU3BPIIH TPaHCAKIHU]Y
cBor OamTHHCKOT mocena. CauyBaHM JOKYMEHTH MOTBPhyjy Aa je ciudHa
MpakKca BaXKHJIa U Y OCTAIUM CPICKUM rpagoBuma. CBEIITCHUIM CY YXKHUBa-
JIM BEJTUKH YTIIEA Y CPIICKOM JIPYIITBY, KaKO 300T CBOT JIyXOBHOT ayTOpHTE-
Ta, TaKO U 300T YMILCHHUIIA Ja j€ BUXO0Ba CiIyx0a Tpebana OMTH HacClIeIHA.
Haj3an, Mmopa ce umaTtu y BUIy Aa Cy OHU Ouian BehMHOM MHCMEHU, 33 pa3-
JIMKY OJ] OCTAJIOT CTAHOBHUIIITBA.

Kiby4uHe peun: kivpuim, HoBepeme, cpeamopekopa Cpouja, Busan-
THJCKO IIAPCTBO, AUIIOMATH]ja, CYJICKU CBEIOIH, IPaIOBU.
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