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Abstract. The monastery of the Canons Regular i@k functioned from 1469 to its
dissolution by the tsarist Russia in 1864. Its drigtand contribution to the culture of the re-
gion have not been studied in detail so far. Theeerelatively few publications on the mon-
astery of Kranik and they relate primarily to the issues of sffeanonuments. The main
studies of the beginnings of the monastery inskila come from Ewa Ziefiska Kultura in-
telektualna kanonikéw regularnych z klasztoru w dQiu 1469-1563 Lublin 2002) and
Janusz KurtykaTeczyiscy. Studium z dziejow polskiej elity zmowtadczej wsredniowieczuy
Cracow 1997).

There is no doubt about the date of founding theastery and earliest emolument of the
monastery. The founder is well-known. The reasamgte foundation are as follows: the wish
of the founder’s father; commemoration of fathariemory; making the monastery in Knék
the necropolis of the Rabs#tskis; Jan Rabszfigki's personal piety and concern for providing
the local people with adequate pastoral care.

Research postulates. The problem of establishireg parish in Krénik has not been
solved. It is a mystery why the bishop of Cracowm laitek of Brzezia delayed issuing the
document confirming the foundation and erectiontloé monastery in Kiémik. There are
doubts about existing a medieval scriptorium in dqik.
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The monastery of the Canons Regular of the Latara¢rasnik functioned
from 1469 to its dissolution by the tsarist Rugrid864. It is believed that for
nearly 400 years it played an important pastora ewltural role in the town
of Krasnik and in the district of Lublin. Despite thissihistory and contribu-
tion to the culture of the region have not beerdigtd in detail so far. This
also concerns the foundation of the monastery, wiscof special interest to
us. Its beginnings were mentioned in the studies general nature, mainly
devoted to the town of Kfaik, its monuments, the congregation of the Can-
ons Regular from Cracow or thedzynski family, who used the Topér coat of
arms.

There are relatively few publications on the moaasbf Kranik and they
relate primarily to the issues of specific monunserior example the church
building, its equipmentand old books.

The main study of the beginnings of the monasteritriasnik comes from
Ewa Zielinska. The author focused on the intellectual achierds of the
Canons, especially their book collection. The fichapter of her work con-
tains notes about creating the monastery and ginhings. It is also a sum-
mary of current knowledge on this subfect

We also owe prof. Janusz Kurtyka a very good warkoded to the dgczyn-
ski family (who used the Topor coats of arms), finenders of the monastery
of Krasnik®. It gives an excellent perspective of relationshigetween the
Teczynskis and the circles of magnate’s elite of thosees; it shows their
changing, but generally high, position in the poéit arena and their contri-
bution to the economy and culture of Poland. Oaredly J. Kurtyka men-
tions the foundation of the monastery in kKrié. The relations of the éEzyn-
skis with other magnate’s families and their sedarhthe place at the top of
the social hierarchy can form the basis for seekivgmotives for the founda-
tion of the monastery of the Canons Regular insKila

We will most often refer to these two above-mengidrstudies later in this
article.

1 J.A. Czaskowskl, Opis kdciota parafialnego w Kraniku i wiadomé¢ historyczna o ka-
nonikach regularnych lateramskich ,Pamktnik Religijno-Moralny. Czasopismo ku zbudo-
waniu tak duchownych jakoswieckich osob” 8 (1845), no. 1, pp. 31-49; $xyszko, M. So-
kKorowskl, Trzy kdcioty halowe: Kranik, Olkusz, Kleczéw,Sprawozdania Komisji do Ba-
dania Historii Sztuki w Polsce” 9 (1913), pp. 13442

2 E. ZIELINSKA, Kultura intelektualna kanonikéw regularnych z kiasm w Krasniku 1469-
1563 Lublin 2002.

3 J.KURTYKA, Teczyiscy. Studium z dziejow polskiej elity szmowtadczej wsredniowieczu
Krakéw 1997.
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The sources for the earliest history of the mongste Krasnik are the
original foundation documents preserved in the &@l Archive in Cracow:
the foundation act issued by Jan Rabssgky in 1468, the erection act issued
by the bishop of Cracow Jan Lutek of Brzezia in @4®apal approval of the
foundation in 1487andLiber beneficiorunby Jan Dlugosz

The conducted study allowed for determining mosthef facts and circum-
stances related to the medieval history of the ratmrg, but some issues still
need clarification or explanation.

There is no doubt about the date of founding theastery. The dates of
the foundation documents are accurate. Opinionferdds to the actual mo-
ment of bringing the Canons Regular to k. In the nineteenth century it
was believed that the first Canons Regular cam&r&snik only in 1487 —
after papal approval of Jan Rabs®li’'s foundation and the erection act is-
sued by Bishop Jan Lutek of Brzezie. That opinioffuenced the information
included inStaraytna Polska (Ancient Polantlpy Michat Baliski and Ty-
moteusz Liphski, the work which enjoyed popularity and was @boly the
prototype of the monument&townik Geograficzny Krélestwa Polskiego (The
Geographical Dictionary of the Kingdom of Polafid)ipinski’s thesis was
repeated in popular publications, e.g. in the dpton of the church in Kra
nik provided by a parishioner from K@ik on the occasion of celebrations in
honour of Saint Augustine, 28 August 185%r the article by Wiadystaw
Kornel Zielinski published inTygodnik llustrowan¥. Finally, one has to
agree with E. Ziefiska’s opinion that the Canons came to ddik as early as
in 1469°The author sufficiently substantiated this thesferring to the analogy
with the mother house of Corpus Christi in Cracdata fromLiber beneficiorum
by Jan Ditugosz and a document dating from 1480tagting the agreement on

4 National Archive in Cracow, ref. 887.

® National Archive in Cracow, ref. 889.

6 National Archive in Cracow, ref. 898.

7 J.Drucosz, Liber beneficiorum dioecesis cracoviensisl. I-111, [in:] loannis Dlugosz senio-
ris canonici cracoviensis Opera Omnieol. VII-IX, ed. A. Przédziecki, Cracoviae 1863-1864.

8 M. BaLINskl, T. LiPiisk, Star@ytna Polska pod wzedlem historycznym, geograficznym
i statystycznym opisanaol. I, part 2, Warszawa 1845, p. 1152.

° Stownik Geograficzny Krélestwa Polskiego i innyehjéw stowiaiskich vol. I-XV, ed.
F. Sulimierski, B. Chlebowski, J. Krzywicki, W. Wakiski, Warszawa 1880-1902.

19 Uroczystdé swietego Augustyna hiskupa odbyta dnia 28 sierpniaubksiezy kanonikéw
regularnych lateranéskich w Kraniku, ktdgy poprzedza zarys historii koiota tamtejszego
.Pamietnik Religijno-Moralny. Seria Nowa” 19 (1859), nb2, p. 622.

1 W.K. ZIELINSKI, Krasnik, ,Tygodnik llustrowany. Seria I1” 8 (1871), no. 49p. 135.

12 E, ZIELINSKA, Kultura, pp. 30-31.
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brotherhood between the communities of the moniastémn Cracow and Kéa
nik. The last argument may be regarded as decidieeause it gives an
incontrovertible proof that the monastery in ki existed before 1487.

It is a mystery why the bishop of Cracow Jan LubélBrzezia delayed is-
suing the document confirming the foundation anecBon of the monastery
in Krasnik. The difference between dating bishop’s docuimaerd the earlier
one issued by Jan Rabszski is ten months. It is quite long as for normal
procedure. The explanation for this problem colilddsmore light, e.g. on the
attitude of the bishop to the foundation, and tbke rof the founder’s uncle,
Jan kczynski — the castellan of Cracow, in establishing thisnastery.

Liber beneficiorumby Jan Diugosz includes the information about the
presence of a provost and eight monks insKild®, which is interpreted in
such a way that as early as in 1469 nine CanonsilRegame to Krénik
Jan Dlugosz’s mention seems to confirm the analeigly other Canons mon-
asteries which had from 8 to 12 mohk&VNas it really? It is not obvious. We
only know that was the case at the end of thedffdan Diugosz (d. 1480),
becausd.iber beneficiorumwas written shortly before his death. The founda-
tion document only shows that the church income ws#$icient to maintain
more monks in the monastery. We have reason togrontether the presby-
tery erected by the last parish priest, Jan fi&kii, was large enough to ac-
commodate such number of Canons and whether itldlhave been expanded
earlier. To resolve this dilemma, we should trydegermine how many monks
there were originally in the monastery in Kmik. This purpose can be
achieved by analysing obituaries from the monassein Cracow and Kgaik.

The founder is well-known. It was Andrzej, the sufrthe progenitor of the
Rabsztyiskis branch in the dczynski family and, the castellan of Cracow Jan
Teczynski's nephew. J. Kurtyka's research eventually bdlpury the monas-
tic tradition of the foundation of the monasterykiraénik by Jan Rabszfski,
the real-founder’s son. This tradition was stilvalin the seventeenth century;
as in the monastery of Corpus Christi in Cracowehe the painting, coming
from that period, which depicts the founder Jan $2éaski of Teczyn with
the title of the Marshal of the Kingdom (Regni nsgiealcus).The founder of
the monastery was never marshal. His son, haviegsdme name, was the
Marshal of Court (not the Marshal of the Kingdonimar's mistake'.

13 J.Drucosz, Liber beneficiorumvol. lil, p. 173.
1 E. ZIELINSKA, Kultura, p. 31.

5 |bidem, p. 65.

18 3 KURTYKA, Teczyiscy, pp. 578-579.



THE MONASTERY OF THE CANONS REGULAR IN KR&NIK 47

The earliest emolument of the monastery is notsihigiect of disputes in
the historiography. It is clearly stated in the rfidation document of Jan
Rabsztyiski of 1468 and inLiber beneficiorumby Jan Dlugosz. Thanks to
these sources, it was sufficiently presented anstriteed. J. Kurtyka also
made an assertion that the foundation of the menast Kranik was possi-
ble due to the money received from the founder @apensation from the
townspeople of Cracow for the murder of his fathendrzej in 1461. This
claim should be considered valid.

To understand the genesis of the monastery, ihportant to ask about the
motives of this foundation. There were attemptsetoonstruct them referring
to the foundation document, which allowed for digedng some circum-
stances that led Jan Rabs®ki to bring the Canons Regular to Kmé. In
principle, it was E. Ziefiska who focused on this issteThe earlier literature
ignored this issue and concentrated on the alreadisting foundation. The
reasons for the foundation are as follows:

1. The wish of the founder’s father, Andrzej Ralsgki of Teczyn, who,
according to his son, had wanted to bring monkkragnik. We do not know
whether Andrzej Rabszigki thought of the Canons Regular or of any other
order® In any case, we can presume that Jan Rafmsizitymplemented his
father's plans and thus also honoured his memory.

2. Commemoration of father's memory is the secagmbkon for the trans-
formation of the parish church into the monastéiere was also another
motive-salvation of Andrzej Rabszigki's soul, who was murdered by the
townspeople of Cracow in 1481(the assassination was described in detail in
the Annals of Jan Dlugo$7 and it was the result of battering an armourer
from Cracow by Andrzej Rabsztgki). It was not an isolated act of thecEyn-
skis — e.g. they provided regular income for thepe in the parish church in
Ksigz Wielki as a votive offering for the salvation ohérzej Rabsztski's
wife, Jadwiga of Ksiz?". Foundation activity of the éEzynaskis is undoubtedly
associated with their aspirations to grace the ligndand the foundation in

1 E. ZIELINSKA, Kultura, pp. 32-47.

18 1...] cuius animus dum adhuc in humanis agebatdanius et intimius ad hoc estuabat
et quottidie hoc perficere cogitabat nec non susmesn meorum et heredum preccaminum
remedio” (National Archive in Cracow, Perg. 887).

19 I...] pro salute olim magnifici viri domini Andrede Thanczyn” (National Archive in
Cracow, Perg. 887).

20 Jana Dlugosza Roczniki czyli Kroniki stawnego Keivea Polskiego. Ksga dwunasta
1445-1461 Warszawa 2009, pp. 401-404.

21 3 KURTYKA, Teczyiscy, pp. 498-501.
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Krasnik emphasized the importance of a separate newlyfalime — the
Rabsztyiskis.

3. The third motive is closely connected with the tprevious ones: mak-
ing the monastery in Kéaik the necropolis of the Rabs#gkis. E. Zielhiska
doubts that Andrzej and his son were inspired lphsaiplan, as evidenced by
the fact that Jadwiga of Kgi was buried in Kgiz Wielki and the local chapel
in the parish church was provided with regular meoas well as Andrzej
Teczynski was buried in this place. According to thistart the church in
Krasnik became the necropolis of the Rabdgkis only in the middle of the
sixteenth century. A similar opinion was expresbgd). Kurtykd”. The pre-
sented argumentation, however, does not prejudgeakse. Burying Jadwiga
Ksigska in the ancestral estates of the Melsgkis, which belonged to her
and her family, is not surprising. Similarly, it it surprising that Andrzej
Rabsztyiski was buried next to his wife. The monastery iraddik did not
exist at a time when they lived. E. Zigdka admits that the burial place of the
founder, his wife and children is unknof&nWithout its discovery, we cannot
dismiss the possibility that the foundation of thenastery was intended to be
the ancestral necropolis. Of course, one cannofircorthat. An explanation
of the riddle lies primarily with archaeologists1 the foundation document,
however, there is the premise which allows for roiag that the founder of
the monastery in Kémik thought of creating the ancestral necropolisréh
namely there is the mention of funding it not ofdy his father’s salvation but
also for his own salvation and his succesgar¥he idea of creating the fam-
ily necropolis is therefore highly likely, even sbme circumstances did not
allow for implementing it immediately after the deaf the founder.

4. Jan Rabsztiski’'s personal piety and concern for providing toeal
people with adequate pastoral care. It is indicatethe content of the foun-
dation document. In addition, it is well known that in the fifteéncentury
religious orders went through a crisis. The onlg evhich resisted the decline

22 E, ZIELINSKA, Kultura, pp. 41-42; JKURTYKA, Teczyiscy, p. 501.

B E, ZIELINSKA, Kultura, p. 42.

24 1...] salutique meae [...] nec non successorum meoestheredum preccaminum reme-
dio” (National Archive in Cracow, Perg. 887).

2 [...] collegium sive conventum virorum religiosorumui divina diurna pariter et noc-
turna officia possent peragere et sua vita laudpliliter et doctrina salubri populum Dei sibi
commissum in viam possint dirigere salutis cetaresdChristi fidelibus sua conversationem
laudabili in normam esse et exemplum [...] ut ibicitlegium sive conventus virorum religio-
sorum quorum vita et religio commendabilis tanquanerna super candelabrum posita multis
luceat” (National Archive in Cracow, Perg. 887).
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was the order of the Canons Regular. We can eukrabout its heyday and
huge popularity. The versatility of the Canons Raguefinitely contributed

to that. Their monasteries not only conducted pastwork, but also ran

schools and hospitals, and thanks to their padsiolearning, they stimulated
cultural development. The monasteries of the Canogre the places through
which invigorating currents of renewal of the Churcame to Poland. The
above-mentioned reasons were probably essentiah wheame to choosing
this particular order by Jan Rabsizgki.

5. J. Kurtyka claimed that the relationships of theczynskis with the
Melsztynskis, strengthened by Andrzegdzynski’'s marriage to Jadwiga Kgsi
ska, afftected the choice of the Canons Re§ultirshould be, however, noted
that the Melsztgskis were closely connected with the Augustiniams, the
Canons Regular. The author made an obvious midtake, also noticed by
E. Zielinska, confusing those two totally different congtégas, which were
united only by the rule of St. Augustine, nota bemso used by other orders.
The difference between the Augustinians and the o@sinRegular was
adequately explained by K. tafdkThis motive of the foundation of the mon-
astery can therefore be omitted.

Looking for the reasons for selecting the CanonguRa by the Rabsziy
skis, we take account of the possibility that onenmrher of the §czynskis
belonged to this religious order. Until now, no dres paid any attention to it.
If this supposition is confirmed, it will be a veimpportant argument as to why
the Teczynskis chose the Canons Regular.

There are doubts about existing a medieval scihitorin Krasnik. M.T.
ZahajkiewicZ® advanced a thesis that such a scriptorium existélde monas-
tery of the Canons Regular. Initially, K. Latak agd with it, but later he ex-
pressed some reservations about the truth of gs8smaption in private con-
versations. In his opinion, at the time of the tiwaof the monastery, creat-
ing a scriptorium was of secondary importance t® @anons Regular who
came to Krénik. At the end of the fifteenth century, the intien of Johannes
Gutenberg — printing press — became more and maopelar, and scriptoria
lost their raison d'étre. More light on the issumild be shed by a detailed

26 3. KURTYKA, Teczyiscy, p. 501.

27K, LaTAK, Augustianie czy kanonicy regularni. Glos w sprapirawnej denominagji
[in:] Przemijanie i trwanie. Kanonicy Regularni Latésxy w dawnej i wspotczesnej Polsce
ed. K. tatak, I. Makarczyk, Krakéw [without the ygaop. 39-44.

2 Djecezja lubelska. Informator historyczny i admirdsyjny, ed. M. T. Zahajkiewicz, Lub-
lin 1985, p. 222.
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study in terms of the place of origin of so-calldzat kranicki (the Missal
of Krasnik), the most precious written text coming from themastery in
Krasnik, currently held in the library of the Metroptaln Seminary in Lublin.
Finally, the problem of establishing the parishKnasnik has not been
solved. It is not the most important thing from thaint of view of the foun-
dation of the monastery, but it is interesting las beginnings of the monas-
tery of the Canons Regular in Krak are closely linked with the history of
the parish of Krénik. It seems that the most popular theory on @ngathe
parish in Kranik is the one which holds that it was establish&ér granting
Dimitri of Goraj the castle in Goraj and the towhKrasnik. The time of this
donation was also under discussion. We know Lo@iArgou’s document of
1377°, officially confirming the donation. H. Grocholskielieves that King
Louis’ document included the confirmation of anlesrendowment made by
King Kazimierz the Great, and the creation of tlaeigh in Kranik was dated
to the time after 1374 This would then resulted from the foundation @wti
of Dimitri of Goraj conducted simultaneously in Gprand Kranik. Others,
following the premises dfiber beneficiorumby Jan Diugosz connect the be-
ginnings of the parish in Kéaik only with the activities of the ¢dczynskis,
who received Kraénik (before 12 November 1408) as a result of theriage
of Andrzej of Teczyn, the castellan of Wojnicz and grandfatherhaf tounder
of the monastery, to Anna from Kk, Dimitri Goraj's daughtef. Newer
researchers, without entering into discussion dm tbpic, assume that the
parish in Kranik was transferred from Stta. The parish of Kraik func-
tioned in the early fifteenth century, and laterwias given to the Canons
Regulaf®. The hypothesis of the late emergence of the parisKranik is
based primarily on data from fourteenth-centuryords of so-called Peter’s
pence payment. These records contain the nameaStadd there is no men-
tion of the parish in Krnik. The problem is that the records of Peter'sgeen
ar e the only source pointing to the existence pfadsh in Stréa. Rev. Jan
Ambrozy Wadowski also drew attention to this dethiHowever, according to

2 Kodeks Dyplomatyczny Matopolski, vol. 11, no. 898p. 310-311.

%0 H. GrRocHoLsK, Wokot pocatkéw Krasnika, [in:] Z dziejéw powiatu krénickiegq ed.
K. Myslinski, J.R. Szaflik, Lublin 1963, p. 31.

31 K. MysLixski, Pocztki miasta Kranika i Urzedowa na tle rozwoju potudniowej Lubel-
szczyznylin:] Z dziejéw powiatu krénickiegq pp. 19-20.

%2 E.ZIELINSKA, Kultura, p. 26.

3 Library of the Polish Academy of Learning and felish Academy of Sciences in Cra-
cow, shelfmark 2375, p. 317 (Hieronim top@ski Provincial Public Library in Lublin, micro-
film Mf 812).
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an old tradition included, e.g. in the Armorial Byasper Niesiecki (vol. II,
p. 253), Kranik is a very old town existing in the thirteentantury**. Lack of
a church in such a town would be astonishing. K.sIMigki assumes that
a church in Krénik existed in the fourteenth century, but he dad aonsider
it a parish church. In addition, the hypothesigrahsferring the parish from
Str&za to Kranik can undermine the existence of a parish inwflage of
Grambienica mentioned by Jan DiugoszLliber beneficiorumand not in-
cluded in the records of Peter’'s pence. It woulketé¢lfiore be necessary to con-
sider the question of the beginnings of the painskrasnik using all available
sources and premises and applying thorough souitb&sm.

It is hoped that the archaeological work, whichaigost finished, in the
parish church in Kranik and a conference devoted to the history andctiie
tural role of the monastery of the Canons RegumaKiasnik (12-13 June
2015) will contribute to a better understandingha$ religious order, which is
so important for the history of the district of Lub
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STAN BADAN | POSTULATY BADAWCZE
DO POCZATKOW KLASZTORU KANONIKOW REGULARNYCH
W KRASNIKU

Streszczenie

Klasztor Kanonikéw Regularnych w Kéaiku funkcjonowat od roku 1469 do kasaty przez
wiadze carskiej Rosji w 1864. Jego dzieje i wkladkuwiture regionu nie doczekaly sidotad
szczeg6towego zbadania i opracowania. Publikacjgvigaone wprost klasztorowi kéaic-
kiemu g stosunkowo nieliczne i dotygzprzede wszystkim kwestii szczegétowych. Najwa
niejsze opracowania dotygze pocatkow klasztoru krénickiego pochodz od Ewy Zieliskiej
(Kultura intelektualna kanonikéw regularnych z klesm w Krasniku 1469-1563 Lublin
2002) i Janusza KurtykiTgczyiscy. Studium z dziejow polskiej elity znowtadczej wsrednio-
wieczy Krakow 1997).

Nie budzi wtpliwosci czas powstania klasztoru i jego najwaziejsze uposeenie. Znana
jest osoba fundatora. #6d powodéw fundacji wymieniono nggljgce: uczczenie pargi
ojca; uczynienie z klasztoru Kmickiego rodowej nekropolii Rabsztgkich; osobista pols
nos¢ Jana Rabszfiskiego i troska o zapewnienie miejscowej lugitioodpowiedniej opieki
duszpasterskiej.

Nierozwigzany jest problem czasu powstania parafii wddileu. Zagadk pozostaje zwito-
ka biskupa krakowskiego Jana Lutka z Brzezia z awysniem dokumentu potwierdzapgo
fundacg i erygugcego klasztor w Kraniku. Watpliwosci budzi sprawa istnienia w Kéaiku
sredniowiecznego skryptorium.

Stowa kluczowe Krasnik; Kanonicy Regularni Latefscy.



