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POVZETEK

Razprava "Duhovniki kranjskega dela ljubljanske Skofije do tridentinskega
koncila” je Siroko zastavijen odgovor na vprasanje, kdo so bili duhovniki, ki so
prvih sto let po vzpostavitvi ljubljanske Skofije delovali na njenem ozemlju,
pripadajocem deZeli Kranjski. Gre za kolikor mogoce temeljit prikaz 268 oseb,
izpri¢anih v zgodovinskih virih prve roke in drugem primarnem gradivu, pri
Cemer predstavijajo biografski podatki za posameznega duhovnika le eno od
analiziranih ravmi. Pomembno mesto v razpravi imajo kriticna obravhava
ustanovitve in obsega Skofije, samostojna obdelava ljubljanskega stolnega
kapitlja in analiza pomembnejSih  vpraSanj, zadevajodih obravnavano
duhovicino kot celoto.

Razpravo sestavijajo uvod s temeljnimi naceli in poudarki v Iluci
opravljenega dela, pet poglavij, razdeljenih v tematska podpoglavia, ter
transkripcija devetnajstih dokumentov. Ker se Studija v casovnem pogledu
osredotoca na prvih sto let Skofijskega obstoja, je prvo poglavje namenjeno
ustanovitvi Skofije in njenemu obsegu. V njem aviorica odstira vzroke, povode
in okoliSCine, v katerih je cesar Friderik Il 6. decembra | 461 ustanovil
Skofijo s sedezem v Ljubljani, ustanovitey pa 6. septembra 1462 potrdil papes
Pij Il. Drugi del poglavia je posvecen opredelitvi v raziskavi zajetega prostora.
Pri razélenitvi vprasanja o Zupnijah, dodeljenih Skofiji ob ustanovitvi, ter
Zupnijah (Kranj in Dob), pozneje inkorporiranih Skofovi oziroma kapiteljski
menzi, se pokaze locnica med obmocjem pod Jurisdikcijo ljubljanskega Skofa in
obmodcjem, ki ga "episcopus Labacensis" (v primeru Doba "capitulum
Labacense") upravija kot upnik prek svojega vikarja. Avtorica se odloci za
Vkljucitev obeh obmocij ne glede na nekatere nejasnosti, ki se zrcalijo tudi v
prepirih med oglejskimi patriarhi in ljubljanskimi Skofi.

Predmet drugega, najdaljSega poglavja je ljubljanski stolni kapitelj. Ta
takSne pozornosti ni deleZen le zaradi razmeroma bogatega in premalo zna-
nega kapiteljskega gradiva, marvec predvsem zaradi pomembne vioge, ki jo je
kapitelj odigral v Zivljenju Skofije, dezele Kranjske in dezelne prestolnice
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Ljubljane. Ker je imela kapiteljska skupnost svoja pisana in nepisana pravila,
svojo sestavo, premoZenje itd., so v tem sklopu predstavijeni tudi njeni
posamezni ¢lani, zlasti nosilci dignitet ter raznih sluzb na Skofijski in
kapiteljski ravni. V tem poglavju je tako po eni strani govor o pravicah,
dolsnostih in dolochah ter strukturi, bogosluzni dejavnosti in gospodarstvi
celotnega kapitlja, po drugi strani pa o imenih prvih kapiteljskih duhovnikov
ter pro$tih in dekanih, katerih podoba je bolj ali manj jasno (pac glede na
razpolozljive vire) orisana v posebnih razdelkih. Posebej je obdelano Se
vprasanje o odmevih reformacijske oziroma protestantske misli v kapitlju.

Na podatkih, zbranih za vse duhovnike skupaj, slonijo ostala tri poglavja.
Tretiemu poglavju daje pecat analiza podatkovne baze z vec vidikov: Stevila
duhovnikov, njihovega krajevnega in socialnega izvora, Solanja, vzgoje in
izobrazbe, posvedenja, gmotnega poloZaja ter nravnosti in discipline. Namen
analize je ¢im konkretneje opredeliti razlicne razseznosti svetne duhovscine kot
previadujocega dela kleriskega stanu in obenem osvetliti polozaj, ki ga je imel
izbrani "clerus saecularis” v druzbi. Kot posamezniki pridejo obravnavani
duhovniki do izraza predvsem v Cetrtem poglavju, kjer so po abecednem redu
imen oziroma priimkov razvr§ceni duhovniSki biogrami. Glede na kraj
sluzbovanja in vrsto beneficija so v petem poglavju kronolo¥ko podana imena
beneficiatov — posebej za Ljubljano, Skofijsko sredisce in glavno mesto
Kranjske. Sledi prepis devetnajstih, v veliki vecini prvikrat predstavijenih
virov, katerih izbor temelji na vsebinskem kriteriju. Med temi dokumenti so
denimo kapiteljska statuta iz 1519 in 1533 ter oporoka duhovnika Andreja
Prosena iz leta 1534.

 Poleg evidence nad imetniki cerkvenih beneficijev v kranjskem delu
ljubljanske Skofije v obdobju 1461 -1563 prina¥a razprava vec, ha relevantnih
virih temeljecih ugotovitev, ki so v slovenski (cerkveno) zgodovinski literaturi
bodisi prvi¢ eksplicimo zapisane bodisi je njihova vrednost v tem, da
potrjujejo ali zavracajo nekatere Ze uveljavijene, a premalo konkretizirane
trditve. V zvezi s cerkvenoupravno razdelitvijo kranjskega dela Skofije je
omeniti ugotovitev, da je na tem obmocju obstajal en arhidiakonat, ki mu je
naceloval Zupnik v Radovljici in pro$t v Ljubljani, in sicer kot "archidiaconus
natus” za brikone celotno ozemlje nekdanje radovljiske praZupnije. Kar
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zadeva kapitelj, je vsekakor upoStevati najdbo dela statuta, ki letnico nastanka
najstarejih ohranjenih konstitucij ljubljanskega kapitlja pomakne iz 1519 v
1508. V prid domnevi o oblikovanju prvega kapiteljskega statuta Se v dobi
Skofa Lamberga (1463-1488) pa govori ugotovitey, da sta statutarni besedili iz
1508 in 1519 vsebinsko identichi.

Tezo o razmeroma §tevilni duhovscini v casu neposredno pred reformacijo
in Stevilénem upadu klera v desetletjih po Luthrovem nastopu, podkrepljuje
pretres virov z vidika Stevila. Po drugi strani se rezultati analize krajevhega in
socialnega izvora ter izobrazbe ne ujemajo s splosno sprejetimi predstavami o
duhovnikih proucevanega casa in prostora. V skladu s temi naj bi bilo med
uzivalci donosnejsih nadarbin najti skorajda samo  tujce, domaca nizja
duhovicina pa naj bi bila v primerjavi s protestantskimi predikanti precej manj
izobrasena. Drugacno sliko kaZe raziskava: duhovniki — Kranjci so zasedali
vsa mesta v cerkveni hierarhiji ljubljanske 3kofije in se po doseZeni
izobrazbeni stopnji niso niti vidneje razlikovali od sobratov v Srednji in
Zahodni Evropi niti niso zaostajali za protestantsko opredeljenimi sorojaki.
Kar zadeva socialno okolje, iz katerega so iz5li, je najvec evidentiranih
beneficiatov dalo (domace) mescanstvo - druzbeni sloj, kateremu je po izvoru
pripadal razmeroma velik del clanov ljubljanskega kapitlja. Opazno razliko v
dohodkih visje in nizje duhovicCine, slabo kupno moc slednje, posredno pa tudi
pomen posameznikove podjetnosti izkazuje Studija o gmotnem poloZaju
duhovnikov, podpria s kvantitativnimi podatki iz arhivskih virov.

V okviru obravnave strukturnih vpraSanj, ki tvorijo jedro raziskave, si
aviorica zastavlja tudi oZja interpretativna, identifikacijska in kronoloSka
vprasanja. ZadrZi se denimo pri problemu interpretacije ustanovnih listin, kjer
pokaze na sprejemljivost razlage M. Miklavcica o eksemptnosti ljubljanske
skofije. Pri dolocitvi vrstnega reda generalnih vikarjev, Skofijskih oskrbnikov,
pro¥tov in dekanov opozarja na napake v obstojecih internih seznamih. Ob
pritegnitvi gornjegrajskega gradiva postavlja vzgojnoizobrazevalno sredi§ce
miade Skofije v Gornji Grad. V istem podpoglavju, nanaSajocem se nha
duhovnisko vzgojo in izobraZevanje, dokazuje, da 5o i pristojnosti nad stolno
Solo delili Skof, kapitelj in ljubljanski mescani in da kapitelj ni imel lastne Sole.
Bolj ali manj splosne pritozbe nad nedisciplino in nemoralnim vedenjem
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duhovnikov so v razpravi prikazane kot del SirSega reformacijskega dogajanja,
kot relativne pa v luci tedaj tudi med katolicani dokaj razSirjenega odklanjanja
celibata kritike na racun duhovniskega konkubinata in porocenosti.

Ob razmeroma skromni ohranjenosti in veliki razdrobljenosti gradiva
ostajajo dragoceni mnogi drobni podatki, ki jih pri analizi ni bilo mogoce
umestiti niti s sicer neredko uporabljenima metodama analognega in
retrogradnega sklepanja. Pomen citatov iz virov (navadno v opombah) kakor
tudi prilog je po drugi strani zlasti v tem, da omogocajo neposreden vpogled v
uporabljeno gradivo. Znaten del le-tega v zadevni domaci literaturi ni bil
upostevan, Se manj sistematicno obdelan. Nasploh je ta literatura v precejinji
meri zastarela in presploSna: duhovnike prikazuje predvsem z vidika krajevne
in Zupnijske zgodovine ali pa jih nekriticno predstavija kot protipol dobrih in
visoko izobrazenih predikantov.

Pri¢ujoca analiza duhov$cine kranjskega dela ljubljanske Skofije si kot
okvirno zgornjo casovno mejo postavija leto 1563, torej leto, ko se konca
tridentinski koncil in stopi katoliSka Cerkev v novo obdobje. Le leto pozneje
pride v krajevni Cerkvi do dokoncne locitve na katoliski in protestantski del.
Obravnavano obdobje tako zaznamujeta tip “poznosrednjeveskega duhovnika”
in v vrtinec zgodnje reformacije ujeti duhovnik prihajajocega novega veka.
Kdo so bili duhovniki tistega ¢asa na cerkveno oglejskem obmocju Kranjske, je
vpraSanje, ki e Caka na primerno iz¢rpen odgovor.



Pre-Tridentine Clergy
of the Carniolan Part of the Ljubljana Diocese

SUMMARY

The present dissertation brings a thorough answer to the question of who
were the secular clergy in the Carniolan part of the Ljubljana diocese during
the first century after its foundation. It presents 268 priests, all of them docu-
mented through primary historical sources, the biographical being but one of
the levels of analysis. Due consideration is given to the establishment of the
diocesan structure, the extent of the diocese, the Ljubljana cathedral chapter,
and the more important aspects of the clergy discussed.

The dissertation consists of an introduction in which the author points out
the basic principles and objectives of the work, of five chapters divided the-
matically into sub-chapters, and of an appendix comprising the transcription
of nineteen documents. Since the study concentrates upon the first hundred
years of the history of the diocese, Chapter I deals with its foundation and
extent. The author shows the circumstances, reasons and motives that led
Emperor Frederic IIL to found the diocese on 6 Decemberl461. (Pope Pius II's
confirmation followed on 6 September 1462.) In the second part of the Chapter,
a distinction is made between the parishes assigned to the diocese upon iis
foundation and the parishes (Kranj and Dob) incorporated into the bishop's or
cathedral chapter's mensa at a later date (Kranj in 1507, Dob in 1518.) The
author decided to take into account both "kinds" of parishes, regardless of the
fact that before the beginning of the 17th century the Ljubljana bishop did not
exercise episcopal jurisdiction over the parishes of Kranj and Dob, where his
position was only that of a "parochus". Several disputes between the patri-
archs of Aquilea and the Ljubljana bishops show that the question of diocesan
borders was quite complex.

Chapter II, the longest of all, examines the Ljubljana cathedral chapter, which
is given so much attention not only because the preserved chapter-related
records are comparatively rich and insufficiently known, but even more be-
cause of the role the Ljubljana chapter played in the life of the diocese, the
province of Carniola and the province’s capital Ljubljana. Since the chapter
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had its own written and unwritten regulations, its own structure, property etc.,
individual chapter members, especially dignitaries and holders of various
offices, are discussed in the same chapter. On the one hand, the author there-
fore examines the rights, obligations, organisation, liturgical practices and
economy of the chapter as a whole. On the other hand, she tries to identify the
first chapter dignitaries and canons, and to delineate the life and work of
provosts and deans. The echoes of the (Protestant) Reformation among the
cathedral clergy are dealt with in the last sub-chapter.

In Chapter I1I, the author analyses the number, local and social origins, scho-
oling and education, ordination, economic status, ethics and discipline of all
the clergymen concerned. The aim of the analysis is both to present various
dimensions of the secular clergy constituting a specific social group and fo
throw light upon their status in broader society. Incumbents come to the fore
as individuals in Chapter IV, where biographical data for each of them are
listed alphabetically. In Chapter V, the names of the priests in question are
arranged according to the place of their benefices or service; a special list is
made for Ljubljana, the seat of the bishop and capital of Carniola. Chapter V
is followed by a presentation of nineteen documents, most of which are pub-
lished for the first time. Among them are, for example, the statutes of the
Ljubljana cathedral chapter from 1519 and 1533, and a testament of the priest
Andrej Prosen from the year 1534.

The dissertation contains several conclusions based on archival material and
which we hope will enrich the existing knowledge of Slovenian late medieval
and earljz modern church history. Whereas some of the conclusions are new,
others either confirm or refute the accepted “truths”. With regard to the
ecclesiastical administration of the Carniolan area of the diocese, for example,
the present research shows that between 1461 and 1563 there was but one
archdeaconate which in all probability extended over the whole territory of the
primeval Radovljica parish. The archdeaconte was administered by the Radov-
ljica parish priest and Ljubljana provest as “archidiaconus natus”. As for the
Ljubljana cathedral chapter, the discovery of the constitutions written in 1508
changes the dating of the oldest preserved statute from 1519 to 1508. The
identical contents of the two texts speak, besides, in favour of the supposition
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that the first chapter statute was issued under Bishop Sigismund Lamberger
(1463—1488).

The results concerning the number of priests confirm a relatively high
percentage of clergy in pre-Reformation Carniolan society as well as a decline
in their number after the spread of Luther's teaching. On the other hand, the
author confutes some deeply-rooted views on the origins and educational level
of the incumbents. According to these views, the most important benefices were
held almost exclusively by foreigners and the domestic lower-ranking priests
were far less educated than their Protestant colleagues. However, the present
analysis shows that clerics of Carniolan origin could get any benefice and
occupy any position in the hierarchy of the Ljubljana diocese. As regards
formal education, there were no significant differences between the clergy
concerned and the clergy of pre-Tridentine Middle and Western Europe; nor
did the Catholic priests in that respect lag behind their Protestant Sellow
countrymen.

A closer examination of the primary sources has furthermore revealed that the
majority of the incumbents originated from Carniolan towns — Ljubljana,
Kranj, Kamnik, Radovljica and Novo mesto. From domestic towns sprang
quite a few members of the Ljubljana chapter. As regards the economic status
of the priests, there was no doubt a wide gap between the wages of lower and
the incomes of upper clergy. The more resourceful incumbents could, however,
improve their financial position in other ways, not rarely by undertaking
activities officially not allowed to clerics.

In the dissertation there are to be found numerous answers to minor questions
as well as suggestions regarding the interpretation of source material, identi-
Jfication of priests and chronology of events. Exposing the differences in the
interpretation of the so-called founding documents, the author sides with
M. Miklavcic, who considers the Ljubljana diocese exempt from the Aquileian
patriarchate. Mistakes in the existent lists of vicars-general, diocesan or
chapter procurators and, above all, provosts and deans, are pointed out and
corrected. On the basis of the archives from Gornji Grad, the author proves
that a kind of a seminary existed there already before Trent. As concerns
schooling at the cathedral church, the assertion of V. Schmidt that there were
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two schools at St. Nicholas’ is disproven. The Ljubljana bishop, the cathedral
chapter and the town authorities shared rights and obligations over one and
the same school. The more general question of undisciplined and immoral
behaviour on the part of the clergy is presented in the context of the
Reformation. In the light of the fact that not few Catholics of the period
rejected celibacy and approved of priestly marriages, critical remarks on
concubinage and married priests are seen as relative.

Because of the sparseness and dispersion of preserved records, all data ob-
tained from the archives proved to be valuable. Sources from the time either
just precedent or subsequent to the period in question were also of quite
considerable value; through the application of analogy and retrospection, the
isolated pieces often fit into a mosaic. An insight into the archival material
employed in the research is provided by numerous citations as well as the
appendices. This is especially invaluable in view of the fact that the existent
works concerned with the 15T and 16" century clergy of today’s Slovenia are
either outdated or too vague. They regard priests only as part of local (parish)
history or uncritically present them as the more or less exact opposite of the
well- and better-educated Protestant preachers.

In 1563, the year at which the present research stops, the Council of Trent
came to a close and a new era in the Catholic Church began. Only a year later
the Church in Carniola was divided along the lines of Catholicism and Luthe-
ranism. The priests dealt with in the present dissertation therefore belonged to
the world passing from the Middle Ages to Modern Times. Who the clergy
were in the Aquilean part of Carniola during that transition is but one of the
questions that remains to be answered properly.



