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Prispevek obravnava posredniško vlogo nosilcev cerkvene oblasti, škofov in du-

KRYQLNRY�� Y� ]DNRQVNLK� VSRULK�� ãH� SRVHEHM� Y� SULPHULK� L]GDMDQMD� SRURþQLK� GRYROMHQM�
ORþLWYH�]DNRQFHY� �RG�PL]H� LQ�SRVWHOMH�� LQ�PRUHELWQH�UD]YHOMDYLWYH� ]DNRQD��5D]LVNDYD
WHPHOML� QD� SRVDPH]QLK� ]DNRQVNLK� VSRULK�� ]DEHOHåHQLK� Y� NQMLJL� EX]HWVNHJD� QRWDUMD
0DUWLQD� 6RWROLüD�� NRW� WXGL� QD� RKUDQMHQLK� NQMLJDK� R� SRURþQLK� VSRULK� LQ� SRURþQLK
dovoljenjih poreške škofije iz prve polovice 17. stoletja.

.OMXþQH� EHVHGH�� ãNRIL�� GXKRYQLNL�� SRVUHGQLNL�� ]DNRQVNL� VSRUL�� SRURþQD� GRYROMHQMD�
Istra, konec 15. – sredina 17. stoletja

VESCOVI E PRETI – MEDIATORI IN CONTESE CONIUGALI
(IL TERRITORIO DELL'ISTRIA TRA LA FINE DEL XV E LA METÀ

DEL XVII SECOLO)

SINTESI

Il contributo prende in esame il ruolo di mediazione assunto dai rappresentanti

delle autorità ecclesiastiche, vescovi e preti, in presenza di conflitti coniugali, nei

casi particolari del rilascio di licenza matrimoniale, della separazione (di letto e di

mensa) e dell'eventuale annullamento del matrimonio. La ricerca si basa su singole

FRQWHVH� FRQLXJDOL� UHJLVWUDWH� QHO� OLEUR� QRWDULOH� GL� 0DUWLQ� 6RWROLü�� XQ� QRWDLR� GL
Pinguente, nonché su registri di contese matrimoniali e licenze di matrimonio del

vescovato di Parenzo, risalenti alla prima metà del XII secolo.

Parole chiave: vescovi, preti, mediatori, contese coniugali, licenze di matrimonio,

Istria, fine del XV – metà del XVII secolo
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1DVORY� FMHOLQH�� WXPDþL�� LQWHUSUHWDWRUL� NXOWXUD�� SRVUHGQLFL�PHÿX� NXOWXUDPD�VNXSL�
QDPD�XSXüXMH�QD�PHÿXGMHORYDQMH�UD]OLþLWLK�VNXSLQD��RGQRVQR�QMLKRYX�NRPXQLNDFLMX�
QD� VXVUHWDQMH�XþHQH� L�SXþNH�NXOWXUH��NOHULþNH� L� ODLþNH�� SLVPHQH� L� XVPHQH� LWG�� �-DQH�
NRYLü� 5|PHU�� ����E�� ������ 3UL� WRPH� VH� YUOR� þHVWR� RYX� NOHULþNX� VPDWUD� XþHQRP�� D
ODLþNR�SXþNX� QHXNRP��0HÿXWLP�� WD� NRQVWDWDFLMD� QLMH� XYLMHN� SRWSXQR� WRþQD�� MHU� VX� L
VYHüHQLFL� ELOL� OMXGL� L]� SXND�� þHVWR� QHGRYROMQR� ãNRORYDQL� L� SRGXþHQL� WHN� X� QDMRVQRY�
QLMLP�VWYDULPD��6�GUXJH��SDN��VWUDQH�þHVWR�VX�GRPDüL�VYHüHQLFL��JODJROMDãL���]QDOL�ELWL
YUOR� REUD]RYDQL�� þDN� PHÿX� QDMREUD]RYDQLMLP� OMXGLPD� X� (XURSL� �-DQHNRYLü� 5|PHU�
����E�� ������1R�� ELOL� RQL� YUOR� XþHQL� LOL� PDQMH� XþHQL� X� SUDYLOX� VX� ELOL� X� NRQWDNWX� V
SXNRP��ELOR�SXWHP�SURSRYLMHGL� L� LVSRYLMHGL�NRMLPD�VX�QDVWRMDOL�SRGXþDYDWL�SXN��ELOR
kao posrednici, suci, koji su u pojedinim sporovima donosili odluke i presude koje su
VH�þHVWR�WLFDOH�YUOR�RVREQLK�VWYDUL�X�OMXGVNRP�åLYRWX��6YDNDNR�VH�PRåHPR�VORåLWL�GD
VX�FUNYHQL�OMXGL��ELVNXSL�L�VYHüHQLFL��GREULP�GLMHORP�XVPMHUDYDOL�L�QDG]LUDOL�SXN�L�QD
WDM�QDþLQ�XWMHFDOL�QD�åLYRW�RQRGREQLK�OMXGL�

8� UDGX�üX�QDVWRMDWL�SULND]DWL� XSUDYR�SRVUHGQLþNX�XORJX� QRVLWHOMD� FUNYHQH� YODVWL�
ELVNXSD�L�VYHüHQLND��X�EUDþQLP�VSRURYLPD��NRML�GDMX�GR]YROH�]D�VNODSDQMH�EUDND��DOL
WDNRÿHU� RGOXþXMX� L� R� UDVWDYL� VXSUXåQLND� �RG� VWROD� L� SRVWHOMH��� NDR� L� R� HYHQWXDOQRP
SRQLãWHQMX� EUDND��%LVNXSH� L� VYHüHQLNH� X� RYRP� VOXþDMX� SURPDWUDPR� NDR� SRVUHGQLNH
L]PHÿX�XþHQH�L�SXþNH�NXOWXUH��SRVUHGQLNH�L]PHÿX�SLVDQRJ�NDQRQVNRJ�SUDYD�L�SXþNRJ
RELþDMQRJ�SUDYD��NRML�VX�þHVWR�ELOL�X� UDVNRUDNX�� ,VWUDåLYDQMH�VH� WHPHOML�QD�SRMHGLQLP
EUDþQLP�VSRURYLPD�VDþXYDQLP�X�NQML]L�EX]HWVNRJ�QRWDUD�0DUWLQD�6RWROLüD��NDR� L�QD
VDþXYDQLP�NQMLJDPD�åHQLGEHQLK�VSRURYD�L�GR]YROD�]D�YMHQþDQMH�3RUHþNH�ELVNXSLMH�L]
prve polovice 17. st.

6UHGQMRYMHNRYQL�VX�]DNRQRGDYFL�QDVWRMDOL�UHJXOLUDWL�L�MDYQL�L�SULYDWQL�åLYRW�VWDQRY�
QLãWYD��5LPVNR�MH�SUDYR�NRGLILFLUDOR�SULYDWQL��NDR�L�MDYQL�åLYRW��D�WR�VX�SUHX]HOH�L�NR�
PXQH��NDNR�WDOLMDQVNH��WDNR�L�RQH�QD�LVWRþQRMDGUDQVNRM�REDOL��L�LVWDUVNH�L�GDOPDWLQVNH�
=DNRQRGDYFL�VX� WDNR�QDVWRMDOL�XUHGLWL�RVREQH�RGQRVH�SRSXW�QDþLQD� L�XYMHWD�SUL� VNOD�
SDQMX� EUDND��PXåHYOMHYD� DXWRULWHWD�� SUDYD� åHQD� L� GMHFH�� HPDQFLSDFLMH�� SXQROMHWQRVWL
LWG��*ODYQD�MH�VYUKD�WRJD�ELOD�VSUHþDYDQMH�QHSRåHOMQRJ� L�QHGR]YROMHQRJ�SRQDãDQMD�X
osobnim odnosima poput incesta, bigamije i homoseksualnosti (de La Roncière,
2001, 244–246; Ariès, 1985, 36–39).

2VREQH�RGQRVH�X�RELWHOML�L�EUDþQRP�åLYRWX�XJODYQRP�MH�UHJXOLUDOR�NDQRQVNR�SUD�
YR��PHÿXWLP�QD�QMLK� VX�XWMHFDOL� L� NRPXQDOQL� SURSLVL�� SRVHELFH� X� SLWDQMLPD� QDVOMHÿL�
YDQMD�L�SRGMHOH�LPRYLQH��PLUD]D�L�VNODSDQMD�EUDND��WH�RþLQVNH�YODVWL��8�UD]YLMHQLMLP�MH
NRPXQDPD�RELWHOMVNR�SUDYR�ELOR�VYHREXKYDWQLMH��D�RSüLQH�VX�þHVWR�XOD]LOH�L�X�SLWDQMD
koja su potpadala pod jurisdikciju Crkve (-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU���������±��. No, vlast se
XSOLWDOD�L�X�L]UD]LWR�SULYDWQX�VIHUX�åLYRWD�SRMHGLQDFD��UHJXOLUDMXüL�L�QMLKRYR�VHNVXDOQR
ponašanje i društvene odnose (Ravanþiü��2000, 54).

,�FUNYHQH�L�VYMHWRYQH�YODVWL�QDVWRMDOH�VX��GDNOH��QDG]LUDWL�åLYRW�VYRMLK�YMHUQLND�WM�
SRGDQLND��,�MHGQRM�L�GUXJRM�YODVWL�EUDþQD�VX�L�RELWHOMVND�SLWDQMD�ELOD�SUHYDåQD�GD�EL�LK
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RVWDYLOL�VDPR�OMXGLPD�NRMLK�VH�WR�WLþH��6WRJD�VX�REMH�YODVWL�GRQRVLOH�QL]�PMHUD�WM��]D�
NRQD� NRMLPD� VX� QDVWRMDOL� QDG]LUDWL� RVREQL� åLYRW� SRMHGLQFD�� WH� VX� VYRMLP� RGUHGEDPD
YUOR�þHVWR� UHJXOLUDOL� L�QDMLQWLPQLMD�SRGUXþMD� OMXGVNRJ�åLYRWD��7DNR�VX�FUNYHQH� YODVWL
LPDOH�QDGOHåQRVW�X�SLWDQMLPD�YH]DQLP�X]�EUDN�� ]DNRQLWR� URÿHQMH�GMHFH�� VHNVXDOQRVW�
trgovinu, financijsko poslovanje, vrijeme i uvjete rada, skrbi za siromašne, oporuke i
SRNRS��-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D�������8�EUDþQLP�MH�VSRURYLPD�ELR�QDGOHåDQ�ELVNXS�L
VYHüHQLFL�NRMH�MH�ELVNXS�RYODVWLR�]D�UMHãDYDQMH�VSRURYD��3UHVXGH�L�LVSLWLYDQMD�VYMHGRND
FUNYHQRJ�VXGD�3RUHþNH�ELVNXSLMH�XJODYQRP�VX�VH�GRQRVLOH�X�5RYLQMVNRP�NDSWROX��QD
ELVNXSVNRP�IHXGX�X�9UVDUX�LOL��SDN��X�VMHGLãWX�ELVNXSLMH��X�VDPRP�3RUHþX�

.ROLNR�MH�VYDNRGQHYQL�åLYRW�ELR�SURåHW�YMHURP�L�NROLNR� MH�RQD�XWMHFDOD�QD�SRQD�
ãDQMH� OMXGL� VWYDU� MH� UDVSUDYD��1R�� WUHED� LPDWL� X� YLGX� GD� QL� SXþDQL� QLVX� ELOL� SRWSXQR
QHXNL��SD�QL�RGYRMHQL�RG�XþHQH�NXOWXUH��0HÿX�QMLPD�QLMH�SRVWRMDOD� VDPR�SXþND�SR�
ERåQRVW��YHü�L�VWYDUQR�]QDQMH�R�YMHUL��NRMH�VX�SULPDOL�SXWHP�SURSRYLMHGL�L�LVSRYLMHGL�
DOL� L� SXWHP� NXüQRJ� RGJRMD�� NQMLJD� L� GU�� �-DQHNRYLü� 5|PHU�� ����E�� ������ 3URSLVL
FUNYHQRJ�SUDYD�ELOL�VX�X�NUãüDQVNRP�GUXãWYX�VUHGQMRYMHNRYQRJ��DOL� L�PRGHUQRJ�=D�
SDGD�YUOR�YDåQL��PHÿXWLP�RQL�LSDN�QLVX�X�SRWSXQRVWL�RGUHÿLYDOL�XNXSDQ�åLYRW��&UNYH�
QD� GRNWULQD� QLMH� QLNDGD� ELOD� SDVLYQR� SULKYDüDQD� QLWL� MH� X� SRWSXQRVWL� VWUXNWXULUDOD
VDYMHVW�OMXGL��6YDND�GUXãWYHQD�VUHGLQD�SULODJRÿDYDOD�VH�VYRMLP�SRWUHEDPD��QDYLNDPD�L
tradicionalnim vjerovanjima. Teško je znati što je i u kojoj mjeri svaka društvena
JUXSD�SULKYDüDOD��RGELMDOD� LOL�PLMHQMDOD�NRG� WH�GRNWULQH� �)ODQGULQ��������0RJRURYLü
&UOMHQNR�� ������ ���� -DQHNRYLü� 5|PHU�� ����E�� ������ 0HÿXWLP�� RþLWR� MH� GD� VX� SUH�
VXGQLML�RG�FUNYHQLK�]DEUDQD�ELOL�QDþLQ�åLYRWD�L�UDGD��1DLPH��SRVWRMDOD�VX�UD]GREOMD�X
godini, poput Korizme i Adventa, u kojima je Crkva zabranjivala sklapanje brakova.
3UHPD� NDQRQVNLP� SURSLVLPD� VXSUXåQLFL� VX� VH� WUHEDOL� X]GUåDYDWL� L� RG� SUDNWLFLUDQMD
intimnih odnosa upravo u razdobljima Korizme i Adventa, te nedjelja, blagdana,
babinja itd. (Ivetic, 1991, 170–171; de La Roncière, 2001, 249). Naravno, lakše se
moglo nadzirati sklapanje, odnosno nesklapanje brakova u tim razdobljima, nego
SUDNWLFLUDQMH�LQWLPQLK�RGQRVD��6WRJD�VH�XSUDYR�QD�SULPMHUX�]DþHüD�OLMHSR�PRåH�YLGMHWL
NDNR� VX� ]D� SRQDãDQMH� OMXGL� SUHVXGQLML� ELOL� QDþLQ� åLYRWD� L� UDGD�� 1DLPH�� X� UD]GREOMX
QRYRJD�YLMHND�QD�LVWDUVNRP�MH�SRGUXþMX�X�YULMHPH�LQWHQ]LYQLK�SROMVNLK�UDGRYD��UXMDQ�
ELOR�PDQMH�]DþHüD�QHJR�X�SUROMHüH� �WUDYDQM�� L�X�YULMHPH�EODJGDQD� �SURVLQDF��� D� WL� VX
WUHQGRYL� ELOL� SULVXWQL� L� X� GUXJLP� GLMHORYLPD� +UYDWVNH� �0RJRURYLü� &UOMHQNR�� �����
��±����6WLSHWLü��9HNDULü�����������±�����9HNDULü�HW�DO�����������±����

8� VUHGQMHP� L� UDQRP� QRYRP� YLMHNX� EUDN� MH�� GDNOH�� ELR� X� QDGOHåQRVWL� FUNYHQLK
YODVWL�� SUHPGD� MH� L� VYMHWRYQD� YODVW� þHVWR� ]DOD]LOD� X� WR� SRGUXþMH�� 1DLPH�� X� VUHGQMR�
vjekovlju i ranom novovjekovlju preklapali su se mnogi pravni sustavi, koji su se
þHVWR�L�QDWMHFDOL�]D�YODVW��1DG�VYLP�EUDþQLP�VSRURYLPD�QDGOHåQRVW� MH� LPDOD�FUNYHQD
YODVW��0HÿXWLP��RQD�MH�SRMHGLQD�SLWDQMD��QDMþHãüH�RQD� LPRYLQVNRJ�NDUDNWHUD��YH]DQD
X]�EUDN�SUHSXãWDOD�VYMHWRYQRM�YODVWL��-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D����±����
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U nekim su se, dakle, pitanjima te dvije vlasti preklapale, a njihovo je djelovanje
]QDOR�ELWL�L�NRQWUDGLNWRUQR��3ULPMHULFH��&UNYD�MH�LQ]LVWLUDOD�QD�VORERGQRM�YROML�VXSUXå�
nika prilikom sklapanja braka, dok je svjetovna vlast u pravilu propisivala da se
EUDNRYL�QH�VPLMX�VNODSDWL�EH]�VXJODVQRVWL�URGLWHOMD��RGQRVQR�VNUEQLND��WM��URÿDND�SRG
þLMRP�VX�YODãüX�EXGXüL�PODGHQFL�ELOL��0RJRURYLü�&UOMHQNR����������±����

8�QHNLP�]DSDGQRHXURSVNLP�]HPOMDPD�QDNRQ�7ULGHQWVNRJ�NRQFLOD�EUDþQL�VSRURYL
VYH�YLãH�XOD]H�X�QDGOHåQRVW�VYMHWRYQLK�YODVWL��-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D��������1R��VD�
þXYDQH�NQMLJH�NRQNXELQDWD��åHQLGEHQLK�VSRURYD�WH�GR]YROD�]D�YMHQþDQMH�QD�SRGUXþMX
3RUHþNH�ELVNXSLMH�SRND]XMX�GD�MH�QD�LVWDUVNRP�SRGUXþMX�MRã�GXJR�QDG�QMLPD�QDGOHå�
nost imala crkvena vlast.

/MXEDY�L�RVMHüDML�PODGHQDFD�QLVX�ELOL�SUHVXGQL�SUL� L]ERUX�EUDþQRJ�SDUWQHUD��%UDN
MH� þHãüH� ELR�GRJRYRUQD� VWYDU� URGLWHOMD�PODGHQDFD�� D� QH� VDPLK�PODGHQDFD��&UNYD� MH
LQ]LVWLUDOD�QD� VORERGQRM�YROML� VXSUXåQLND�SULOLNRP� VNODSDQMD� EUDND��PHÿXWLP� YUOR� MH
þHVWR�PRUDOD� SRSXãWDWL� RELWHOMVNRM� SROLWLFL�� ,SDN�� &UNYD� MH� VYDNDNR�� EDUHP� QDþHOQR�
SREROMãDOD� SRORåDM� åHQH� SULOLNRP� VNODSDQMD� EUDND�� MHU� MH� ]D� VNODSDQMH� EUDND� ELR
SRWUHEDQ�åHQLQ�SULVWDQDN��1DLPH��RG�����VWROMHüD�&UNYD�GRELYD�MXULVGLNFLMX�X�EUDþQLP
i obiteljskim pitanjima. No, razdvajanje crkvene (u moralnim pitanjima) i svjetovne (u
imovinskim pitanjima) vlasti završava tek u 13. VWROMHüX� U 11. se VWROMHüX uvodi inter-

rogatio, kao obostrana izjava volje ]DUXþQLND uz QD]RþQRVW svjedoka da sklope brak.
Kanonski, pak, princip o braku kao sakramentu prodire postupno. Najprije se ustalio
crkveni blagoslov braka, ali se on nije morao podijeliti odmah. ýDN i u 15. VWROMHüX
brakovi još nisu QXåQR sklapani u crkvi i uz prisutnost VYHüHQLND� YHü je za valjanost
braka bilo bitno da se mladenci pred svjedocima PHÿXVREQR REYHåX i da sklope EUDþQL
ugovor. Taj višestoljetni crkveni zahtjev i napor za MDYQRãüX zaruka i braka riješen je
tek na Tridentinskom koncilu (Duby, 2002, 59; Barthélemy, 2001, 103; -DQHNRYLü
Römer, 1989, 180; Nikoliü� 1996, 88; 0RJRURYLü Crljenko, 2006, 39–47). Kanonski je
zakon propisao da se VOXåLQþDG PRåH YMHQþDWL bez gospodareve dozvole. 7DNRÿHU�
valjanim je smatran bio i brak sklopljen PHÿX VXSUXåQLFLPD koji su pripadali UD]OLþLWLP
društvenim slojevima. No, to se rijetko GRJDÿDOR� jer su se ipak SUHWHåQR SOHPLüL åHQLOL
plemkinjama, a puk PHÿXVREQR (L'Hermite-Leclercq, 1999, 267; Barthélemy, 2001,
103–104; Lombardi, 2000, 117–119; 0RJRURYLü Crljenko, 2006, 45).

7LMHNRP�����VWROMHüD�GHILQLUDQ� MH�NUãüDQVNL�EUDN��D�QMHJRYD�VX�RVQRYQD�RELOMHåMD
ELOD� PRQRJDPLMD�� QHUD]UMHãLYRVW�� NRQVHQ]XDOQRVW� L� VDNUDPHQWDOQRVW�� %XGXüL� GD� VH
EUDN�XVSRVWDYOMDR� VSRUD]XPRP�RQ� MH� SRVWDR� L� SUHVXGDQ� ]D�RGUHÿLYDQMH� QMHJRYD�SR-
þHWND��6DP� þLQ� VNODSDQMD� EUDND� VDVWRMDR� VH� RG� VSRUD]XPD� GYRMH� VXSUXåQLND� X]� SUL-
VXWQRVW�GYRMH�YMHURGRVWRMQLK�VYMHGRND��7MHOHVQR�VMHGLQMHQMH�ELOR�MH�YDåQR�]D�NDQRQVNR
definiranje braka, odnosno to je bio jedan od uvjeta dovršenja braka, ali nije bio uvjet
]D�QMHJRY�SRþHWDN��6WRJD�QL�NRKDELWDFLMD�QL�VSROQL�RGQRVL��SD�þDN�QL�GMHFD�QLVX�R]QD-
þDYDOL�SRVWRMDQMH�EUDND��$NR�QLVX� L]JRYRUHQH� ULMHþL� VSRUD]XPD�EUDND�]DSUDYR� L� QLMH
bilo �-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D�����±������%H]�RE]LUD�ãWR�VX�SURSLVL�SRVWRMDOL��þHVWR�LK
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VH�QLMH�SURYRGLOR��3UHPGD� MH�&UNYD�QDVWRMDOD�XQLMHWL� UHG�X� VNODSDQMH�EUDND�� þHVWR� MH
ELOR�SUREOHPD�SRVHELFH�RNR�GRND]LYDQMD�SRVWRMDQMD��RGQRVQR�SRþHWND�EUDND��1DLPH�
SUHG�FUNYHQLP�VX�VXGRYLPD�þHãüH�ELOH�EUDþQH�SDUQLFH�NRMLPD�EL�VH�GRND]LYDOR�EUDþQR
REHüDQMH��RGQRVQR�VSRUD]XP��1DMþHãüH�VH�UDGLOR�R�åHQDPD�NRMH�VX�WUDåLOH�GD�VH�EUDN
proglasi valjanim �-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D�����±����.

%LVNXSH�L�VYHüHQLNH�VWRJD�SURQDOD]LPR�NDR�SRVUHGQLNH�X�EUDþQLP�VSRURYLPD��1D�
LPH��RQL�RYGMH� LPDMX�GYRMDNX�XORJX��6� MHGQH� VX� VWUDQH�SRVUHGQLFL�PHÿX� ]DYDÿHQLP
VWUDQDPD��NRMH�QDVWRMH�SRPLULWL��D�V�GUXJH�VX�VWUDQH�SRVUHGQLFL�L]PHÿX�ODLþNRJ�SXþNRJ
L�NOHULþNRJ��FUNYHQRJ�XþHQRJ�SRLPDQMD�YMHUH��1DLPH��YUOR�VH�þHVWR�GRJDÿDOR�GD�MHGDQ
EUDþQL� SDUWQHU�� D� WR� MH� QDMþHãüH� ELOD�PXãND� VWUDQD�� MHGQRVWDYQR� L]LJUD� GDQR� EUDþQR
REHüDQMH�

2�WRPH�VYMHGRþL�L�MHGDQ�URþNL�SULPMHU�L]�������JRGLQH��*RVSRÿD�(XIHPLMD�(Euphe-
miam, filiam Petri Chlaich de Roczio)� REUDüD� VH� FUNYHQRP� VXGX�� RGQRVQR� VXFLPD
(Quirinus de Iermanis, plebanus Pinquenti, et Ellias, vicarius Rocii),�NRMH�MH�WUãüDQ-
ski biskup (Achatius Sibricher)�RYODVWLR�]D�UMHãDYDQMH�VSRURYD��2QD�RG�VXGD�WUDåL�GD
se potvrdi njezin brak s Ivanom (Ioannem Sergovich de Rotio). Eufemija navodi da
joj je Ivan dodirom ruke (tactu manus��]DGDR�YMHUX�L�REHüDR�MH�X]HWL�]D�]DNRQLWX�åHQX
("promittendo ipsam accipere, et habere in vxorem legiptimam").�7DNRÿHU�MH�QDYHOD
GD� VX� RQL� YHü� L� WMHOHVQR� NRQ]XPLUDOL� EUDN�("consumase matrimonium cum copula

carnali")�WH�GD�LPDMX�L�NüHU�("cum quo etiam habuit vnam puelam"). Ivan je potvrdio
GD�MH�YLãH�SXWD�RSüLR�V�(XIHPLMRP��DOL�MH�QHJLUDR�GD�MRM�MH�REHüDR�EUDN��.DNR�QLMH�ELOR
VYMHGRND��,YDQ�MH�SULVHJQXR�QD�(YDQÿHOMH�NDNR�MRM�QLNDG�QLMH�REHüDR�EUDN��SD�VX�VXFL
SUHVXGLOL�X�QMHJRYX�NRULVW��=MDþLü�����������±�����

Evo još jednog primjera, koji se zbio stotinjak godina kasnije. Godine 1599. pred
SRUHþNLP se biskupom (Giovanni Lippomano) vodio spor L]PHÿX JRVSRÿH Julije Po-
lesine (madonna Giulia, Julia Pollesina) WXåLWHOMLFH i gospodina Stefana Dolzana,
oboje iz Motovuna. Naime, oni su pred svjedocima i u prisutnosti VYHüHQLND jedno
drugome bili REHüDOL vjernost, a Stefano je dao Juliji i zlatni prsten. U PHÿXYUHPHQX se
razbolio i WUDåLR od nje da XþLQL zavjet i moli za njega i da üH je þLP ozdravi uzeti kako
je REHüDR� No, izgleda da se Stefano predomislio, a Julija je bila prisiljena pred sudom
WUDåLWL potvrdu valjanosti braka. Crkveni sud je proglasio njihov brak valjanim ("Quia

dicimus, sententiamus, pronunciamus ac declaramus sponsalia contracta de essi in

processo inter praedetta domina Julia Pollesina actrice ex una, et d. Stefano Dolzano

reum [...] ex altera omnes de Montona nostra Parentina diocesis [...]"), te upozorio da
Stefano ne PRåH sklopiti nikakav drugi brak, jer üH biti proglašen ništavnim. Stefano je
WDNRÿHU morao snositi troškove VXÿHQMD� Naravno, jednostavnije je bilo potvrditi
postojanje braka, kada su postojali i svjedoci njegova sklapanja (BAP, 2, f. 1–15).
0HÿXWLP� izgleda da Stefano nije ozbiljno shvatio odluku suda i da RþLWR nije smatrao
da je sklopio brak. Naime, u istoj je knjizi nešto kasnije ]DELOMHåHQD kazna L]RSüHQMD za
Stefana Dolzana (Dulzana) iz Motovuna i Katarine Corazza njegove konkubine
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("Sententia declaratoria excomunicationis contra d. Stefanum Dulzanum de Castro

Montone et Catherina Corazza eius concubinam") (BAP, 2, f. 61).
%UDN� VH� X� SUDYLOX� QLMH� PRJDR� UDVNLQXWL�� RVLP� VPUüX� MHGQRJ� RG� VXSUXåQLND�

Izostanak ljubavi u braku nikako nije bio razlog za razvod. Doduše, postojala su
SRQLãWHQMD� EUDNRYD�� DOL� EL� X� WRP� VOXþDMX� WUHEDOR� GRND]DWL� GD� EUDN� QLMH� ELR� YDOMDQR
VNORSOMHQ��6WRJD�MH�åHQLQ�SRORåDM�X�EUDNX��RVLP�þLQMHQLFH�ãWR�MH�]D�VNODSDQMH�EUDND�ELR
SRWUHEDQ�QMH]LQ�SULVWDQDN��SREROMãDOR�L�WR�ãWR�&UNYD�QLMH�GRSXãWDOD�PXåX�GD�VORERGQR
RWSXVWL�åHQX�L�X]PH�GUXJX��YHü�MH�SRQDMSULMH�PRUDR�GRELWL�SRQLãWHQMH�EUDND��2�WDNYLP
VLWXDFLMDPD� VYMHGRþL� SULPMHU� L]� 5RþD� L]� ������ JRGLQH�� 3UHG� WUãüDQVNRJ� ELVNXSD
Achatiusa Sibrichera�� NRML� MH� WDGD� ERUDYLR� X� 5RþX� UDGL� SRVYHüHQMD� FUNYH� VY�� %DU�
WRORPHMD��L]QHVHQ�MH�MHGDQ�EUDþQL�VSRU��1DLPH��3HUDF�&HNOHQLü�(Peracz Ceclenich) se
]ERJ�QHL]OMHþLYH�EROHVWL�("infecta est infirmitate incurabili")� VYRMH�åHQH�0DUH��NüHUL
%HUWRQD�0DUWROLüD�(Berthoni Martolich), a koju u spomenutom sporu zastupa Jakov
Lepori (Iacobo Lepori, eius aduocato),� RGLMHOLR� RG� QMH�� QH� GDMXüL� MRM� QL� QDMQXåQLMH
VWYDUL�]D�åLYRW��WH�MH�X�PHÿXYUHPHQX�X�NXüX�X]HR�L�SULOHåQLFX�(concubina). Biskup je
GRQLR�UMHãHQMH�GD�0DUX�WUHED�SUHJOHGDWL�OLMHþQLN��WH�GD�MH�3HUDF�X�PHÿXYUHPHQX�GXåDQ
L]GUåDYDWL�MH�L�RWSXVWLWL�SULOHåQLFX��=MDþLü����������������±����.

6XSUXåQLFL� VX� VH�� GRGXãH�� X� RGUHÿHQLP� VOXþDMHYLPD�PRJOL� L� UDVWDWL�� 5DGLOR� VH� R
UDVWDYL� RG� VWROD� L� SRVWHOMH�� SUL� þHPX�EL� VXSUXåQLFLPD�� SRVHELFH� DNR� VH� UDGLOR� R� ]OR�
VWDYOMDQMX��SUHOMXEX�LWG��ELOR�GRSXãWHQR�GD�åLYH�RGYRMHQR��DOL�EL�QMLKRY�åHQLGEHQL�YH]�L
GDOMH�WUDMDR��SD�QLVX�PRJOL�VWXSLWL�X�QRYL�EUDN��0RJRURYLü�&UOMHQNR������������

,�X�WDNYLP�VX�VSRURYLPD�ELVNXSL�L�VYHüHQLFL�ELOL�VXFL�L�SRVUHGQLFL��.DGD�VH�UDGLOR�R
nasilju u braku izricali bi presude rastave od stola i postelje kako bi zaštitili
]ORVWDYOMDQRJ�SDUWQHUD��QDMþHãüH�SDUWQHULFX��RG�IL]LþNRJ�QDVLOMD��1R��SRQHNDG�QLMH�ELOR
GRYROMQR� VDPR�GRQLMHWL� RGOXNX�R� UDVWDYL�� YHü� L� RGOXNX� R� L]GUåDYDQMX�� NDNR� EL� RãWH�
üHQRM�VWUDQL�ELOD�RVLJXUDQD�EDUHP�QDMQXåQLMD�HJ]LVWHQFLMD��.QMLJH�åHQLGEHQLK�VSRURYD
3RUHþNH�ELVNXSLMH� L]�����VW�� VYMHGRþH�R�VLWXDFLMDPD�X�NRMLPD�åHQD�QH�PRåH�åLYMHWL� V
PXåHP� MHU� MRM� QH� GDMH� ]D� MHOR� �%$3�� ��� I�� ���� LOL� MHU� MH� WXþH�� SD� WUDåL� RGMHOMHQMH� L
razdiobu dobara (BAP, 3, f. 61).

.DGD�MH�MHGDQ�RG�EUDþQLK�SDUWQHUD�åHOLR�UDVNLQXWL�EUDN�PHÿX�YLãLP�VH�GUXãWYHQLP
VORMHYLPD��SRVHELFH�NRG�NUDOMHYVNLK�L�SOHPLüNLK�RELWHOML��X�SUDYLOX�SRVH]DOR�]D�DUJX�
PHQWRP�NRMHP�VH�QLMH�PRJOR�SURWXUMHþLWL��D� WR�MH�ELR�URGELQVNL�RGQRV�PHÿX�VXSUXå�
QLFLPD��$NR� VX� VXSUXåQLFL� ELOL� X� URGELQVNRP�RGQRVX�EUDN� L� QLMH�PRJDR� ELWL� SUDYR�
YDOMDQ��SD�EL�SUHPD�WRPH�ELR�SRQLãWHQ��NDR�GD�QLNDGD�L�QLMH�ELR�VNORSOMHQ��9HNDULü�HW
DO�������������'XE\�������������0HÿXWLP��]D�WLP�VX�DUJXPHQWRP��NDNR�QDP�VYMHGRþL
MHGDQ� EX]HWVNL� SULPMHU�� ]QDOL�� SRVHJQXWL� L� OMXGL� L]� QLåLK� GUXãWYHQLK� VORMHYD�� 7DNR� MH
������ JRGLQH� 0DUWLQ� L]� 6HPLüD� (de Semichie, de villa Semiche) pokušao dobiti
SRQLãWHQMH�YHü�NRQ]XPLUDQRJ�braka ("cum iam cum copula carnali consumarunt ma-
trimonium") s Lucijom (Lutia, filia Perni de villa Semiche)� QDYRGHüL�GD�PX� MH� RQD
URÿDNLQMD� (persona in consaguinitate).� 6YMHGRFL�� PHÿX� NRMLPD� VX� ELOH� L� GYLMH� åHQH
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("Simacz Czelich, Simacz Scargat, et Ellena, relicta quondam Benchi, omnes seni-
ores de villa Semichie, et domina Catherina, relicta quondam Peracz de Rotio"), po-
VYMHGRþLOL� VX� GD� VSRPHQXWL� VXSUXåQLFL� QLVX� URÿDFL� ("qui testes nullam consa-
guinitatem inter predictos iugales de vera scientia scire dixerunt"). Na temelju is-
kaza svjedoka suci (comissarii, iudices, et dicissores differentie),�NRMH� MH�]D�QDGOHå�
QRVW�X�VSRUX�RGUHGLR�YHü�VSRPHQXWL�WUãüDQVNL�ELVNXS��GRQLMHOL�VX�SUHVXGX�GD�VXSUXå�
nici nisu u rodbinskom odnosu te da je Lucija zakonita Martinova supruga ("[...]

sententiamus Lutiam prefatam esse, et fore uxorem legiptimam Martini predicti,

declarante, ex depositione testium examinatorum, nullam consaguinitatem esse inter

dictos iugales, non obstantibus premissis") (=MDþLü����������������±���).
0HÿXWLP��EUDþQH�]DSUHNH�YH]DQH�X]�VURGVWYR�QLVX�ELOH�NRULãWHQH�VDPR�]D�WUDåHQMH

UD]YUJDYDQMD�EUDND��2QH�VX��]DSUDYR��þHãüH�SUHGVWDYOMDOH�SUREOHP�]D�VNODSDQMH�EUDND
NRG�VXSUXåQLND�NRML�VX�]DLVWD�KWMHOL�VWXSLWL�X�EUDN��2G�,9��/DWHUDQVNRJ�NRQFLOD�������
L� ������� NDR� JUDQLFD� ]DSUHNH� ]D� YMHQþDQMH� XVWDQRYOMHQ� MH� þHWYUWL� VWXSDQM� VURGVWYD�
6WRJD�VH�]D�YMHQþDQMH�EOLåLK�URÿDND�PRUDOR�WUDåLWL�GRSXãWHQMH��3UDYR�GLVSHQ]DFLMH�MH�X
WDNYLP�VOXþDMHYLPD�ELOR�GRSXãWHQR�VDPR�SDSLQVNRM�NXULML��9HNDULü�HW�DO�����������±
55; -DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������������-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D�������

8�]DWYRUHQLP��HQGRJDPQLP�SRSXODFLMDPD�MDYOMD�VH�EUDN�L]PHÿX�NUYQLK�VURGQLND�
1R��VURGQLþNL�EUDNRYL�VX�SRQHNDG�ELOL� L� L]UD]�QXåGH�� WH�VX� VH� MDYOMDOL�NDR�SRVOMHGLFD
VPDQMHQLK�PRJXüQRVWL� L]ERUD�SDUWQHUD�X�PDQMLP��L]ROLUDQLP�VUHGLQDPD��SRVHELFH�QD
RWRFLPD��9HNDULü�HW�DO��������������=D�GXEURYDþNR�VX�SRGUXþMH�DQDOL]H�SRND]DOH�GD�VX
VURGQLþNL� EUDNRYL� X� VHRVNRM� VUHGLQL� VNODSDQL� ]ERJ� LPRYLQVNLK� UD]ORJD� L� JHRJUDIVNH
L]ROLUDQRVWL��7DNR�VH�X�QHãWR�ERJDWLMLP�QDVHOMLPD�MDYOMDOD�åHOMD�]D�RþXYDQMHP�SRVMHGD
SXWHP� åHQLGEH� �9HNDULü� HW� DO��� ������ ��±����� =D� LVWDUVNR� SRGUXþMH� MRã� QLVX� UDÿHQD
VXVWDYQLMD�LVWUDåLYDQMD�NRMD�EL�SRND]DOD�NROLNL�MH�ELR�SRVWRWDN�VURGQLþNLK�EUDNRYD��1R�
L]YRUL��]D�SUYX�SRORYLFX�����VW���SRND]XMX�GD�LK�MH�ELOR��VDPR�QH�PRåHPR�UHüL�X�NRMHP
SRVWRWNX�� =D�PQRJH� MH�PODGHQFH�� SRVHELFH� X� PDOLP� VUHGLQDPD�� NDNYD� VX� SUHWHåQR
ELOD�LVWDUVND�PMHVWD��SUHSUHNX�]D�YMHQþDQMH��GDNOH��SUHGVWDYOMDOR�NUYQR�VURGVWYR��WH�VX
SULMH�VWXSDQMD�X�EUDN�WUHEDOL�GRELWL�RSURVWH�L�GR]YROH�]D�YMHQþDQMH�

8� %LVNXSLMVNRP� DUKLYX� X� 3RUHþX� SRVWRMH� þLWDYH� NQMLJH� åHQLGEHQLK� RSURVWD� L
GR]YROD�]D�YMHQþDQMH�(Libertatum et dispensationum matrimonialium). Osim ostalih
PRJXüLK�VOXþDMHYD�NRML�VX�PRJOL�SUHGVWDYOMDWL�SUHSUHNX�]D�VNODSDQMH�EUDND�YHOLNL�GLR
þLQH�XSUDYR�VOXþDMHYL�X�NRMLPD�VX�PODGHQFL�ELOL�X����VWXSQMX�VURGVWYD��3UL� WRPH�VH�X
SURFHVLPD�SRQDMSULMH� GRND]XMH� QMLKRYR� VURGVWYR�GR� ��� VWXSQMD�� SUL� þHPX� VH� FUWDMX� L
pojednostavljena obiteljska stabla, odnosno samo one linije koje dokazuju to srod-
VWYR��D�SRWRP�VH�WUDåL�L�GR]YROD�]D�VNODSDQMH�EUDND��9Hü�VDP�VSRPHQXOD�NDNR�MH�SUD�
YR�GLVSHQ]DFLMH�X�WDNYLP�VOXþDMHYLPD�ELOR�SULGUåDQR�SDSLQVNRM�NXULML�� WH�VX�VWRJD�X]
SURFHVH� þHVWR� SUHSLVDQH� L� SDSLQVNH� GLVSHQ]H�� 3RQHNDG� VX� PODGHQFL�� åHOHüL� XEU]DWL
SRVWXSDN��VNODSDOL�L�WDMQL�EUDN��NDNR�QH�EL�PRUDOL�þHNDWL�SDSLQVNX�GLVSHQ]DFLMX��NRMD�MH
RGJDÿDOD�EUDN�L�GRQRVLOD�GRGDWQH�WURãNRYH��-DQHNRYLü�5|PHU������D��������'D�VX�WL
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troškovi bili veliki vidi se i iz pojedinih parnica, gdje se, doduše, ne navode njihovi
L]QRVL��DOL�VH�GRQRVH�GRND]L�GD�VX�VXSUXåQLFL�VLURPDãQL��SUL�þHPX�PROH�GD�EXGX�RVOR�
ERÿHQL� WURãNRYD� �%$3�� ���� 3RQHNDG� VX� EXGXüL� VXSUXåQLFL� SULEMHJDYDOL� L� W]Y�� GRJR�
YRUQLP�RWPLFDPD�� GD�EL� NDVQLMH� X� WUDåHQLP�GLVSHQ]DFLMDPD�GRND]LYDOL� NDNR� VH� QLMH
UDGLOR�R�RWPLFDPD�YHü�R�GREURYROMQRP�SULVWDQNX�QD�EUDN��8�GRND]LYDQMX�YDOMDQRVWL
SRVWXSND� JRWRYR� EL� XYLMHN� MHGQR� RG� YDåQLMLK� SLWDQMD� SUHPD� NRMLPD� VX� VH� LVSLWLYDOL
VYMHGRFL�ELOR�XSUDYR�WR�MH�OL�åHQD�GMHYRMND�ELOD�RWHWD�LOL�QLMH��%$3�����

Prepreku za YMHQþDQMH mogle su predstavljati i obveze EXGXüLK mladenaca prema
nekoj drugoj osobi. Ponekad je trebalo dokazati da osobe koje se namjeravaju YMHQþDWL
nisu u braku ili nisu drugoj osobi REHüDOH brak. O takvoj situaciji VYMHGRþL i primjer
Mikule Glavana, koji se åHOLR YMHQþDWL� No, izbio je spor, koji se vodio 1615. godine,
jer ispostavilo se da je za vrijeme dok je u Budvi VOXåLR kao vojnik RSüLR s RGUHÿHQRP
Mare Lexa i s njom imao dijete. To su SRVYMHGRþLOD i dva svjedoka. Jedan (Valeri

Zulinovich) je WDNRÿHU bio vojnik dvije godine ranije u Budvi. On se tamo i RåHQLR te
doveo åHQX u Foškulin. Drugi je svjedok bio iz Crne Gore (da Monte Negro) Nico Ras

Lauze. Obojica su SRVYMHGRþLOD da je Mikula dvije godine ranije RSüLR sa spomenutom
Marom te imao s njom dijete. No, SRVYMHGRþLOL su i da pouzdano znaju da je ona otišla
od oca u Tursku ("era passata nella Turchia") tj. u Antibari ("ando in Antivari") i
udala se za jednog 7XUþLQD ("haveva preso per marito un Turcho"). 7DNRÿHU su naveli
da je bila znana kao javna bludnica ("e stata conosciuta detta mare per publicam

meretricem"). Nije ]DELOMHåHQR rješavanje spora, no s razlogom se PRåH pretpostavljati
da je dobio dozvolu za YMHQþDQMH (jer je spomenuta Mare otišla u Tursku i tamo se
udala), a on nije bio EUDþQL obveznik prema spomenutoj åHQL (BAP, 3, f. 19–20).

.QMLJD�NRQNXELQDWD�WDNRÿHU�SRND]XMH�GD�MH�]DSUDYR�NRQVWDQWQR�SRVWRMDR�UDVNRUDN
L]PHÿX� FUNYHQRJ� PRUDOD� L� VWYDUQRJ� åLYRWD� SXþDQVWYD�� .RQNXELQDW� MH� X� PQRJLP
PMHVWLPD� 3RUHþNH� ELVNXSLMH� ELR� SUDNWLFLUDQ�� ,VWLQD�� YUOR� þHVWR� QD� VDEOD]DQ� RVWDOLK
PMHãWDQD�� NRML� VX� UHGRYLWR� L� VYMHGRþLOL� R� QHSULKYDWOMLYRP� QDþLQX� åLYRWD� SRMHGLQLK
SULOHåQLND� �%$3������7DNRÿHU�� þHVWR� VH�GRJDÿDOR�GD�SULOHåQLFL�QLVX� VDPR�åLYMHOL�QH�
YMHQþDQR��YHü�VH� UDGLOR� L�R�VWYDUQRP�SUHOMXEX��1DLPH�� QDMþHãüH� VH� UDGLOR�R�PXãNDU�
FLPD��NRML�X]�]DNRQXWX�åHQX�åLYH�LOL�VH��SDN��MDYQR�YLÿDMX��L�GDQMX�L�QRüX��VD�VYRMLP
SULOHåQLFDPD�(adultera, concubina) (BAP, 2, f. 32–53). Crkveni je sud u više navrata
WDNYLP� SDURYLPD� SULMHWLR� L]RSüHQMHP�� D� YUOR� þHVWR� L� L]ULFDR� ND]QX� L]RSüHQMD� ]ERJ
neprihvatljivog ponašanja i ustrajanja u takvoj vezi (BAP, 2, f. 60; BAP, 2, f. 61;
%$3�����I�������3UHPGD�ND]QH�FUNYHQRJ�VXGD�X�SUDYLOX�QLVX�ELOH�QRYþDQH��X�SRMHGLQLP
VX�VOXþDMHYLPD�LSDN�SRGRVWD�PRJOH�SRJRGLWL�SULMHVWXSQLNH��SRVHELFH�RQH�NRML�VX�VH�X
YLãH�QDYUDWD�RJOXãLOL�QD�]DKWMHYH� L�SUHVXGH�FUNYHQRJ�VXGD��1DMGUDVWLþQLMD� MH�SUHVXGD
ELOD�HNVNRPXQLNDFLMD��1R��YLGL�VH�GD�FUNYHQLP�VXFLPD�QLMH�ELR�FLOM�L]RSüLWL�OMXGH�YHü
ih navesti na prikladno ponašanje. Stoga se prije izricanja kazne ekskomunikacije u
SUDYLOX� GDMX� XSR]RUHQMD� GD� üH� VH� SULPLMHQLWL� VSRPHQXWD� ND]QD� X� VOXþDMX� GD� VH
prijestupnik ogluši na odluke suda i ne promijeni ponašanje.
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(NVNRPXQLNDFLMD�MH�ELOD�NUDMQMD�PMHUD�L]PHÿX�RVWDORJ�L�]ERJ�WRJD�MHU�MH�SUHNUãLWHOM
WLPH�]DSUDYR�ELYDR� L]EDþHQ� L� L]�GUXãWYHQH�]DMHGQLFH�� þLPH� MH� L� QMHJRYD� HJ]LVWHQFLMD
postajala upitna. 2Q�MH�QD�QHNL�QDþLQ�WDGD�SRVWDMDR�PDUJLQDODF�

Sl. 1: Izgon iz raja, Hrastovlje, crkva sv. Trojice (foto: Vesna Kamin).

Fig. 1: Expulsion from the paradise, Hrastovlje, church of Holy Trinity (photo:

Vesna Kamin).
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1DYHGHQL�SULPMHUL�VYMHGRþH�GD�VX�ELVNXSL�L�VYHüHQLFL�NRMH�MH�ELVNXS�RGUHÿLYDR�]D
UMHãDYDQMH�åHQLGEHQLK�VSRURYD�þHVWR�ELOL�YUOR�DNWLYQL�SRVUHGQLFL�X�EUDþQLP�VSRURYLPD
L�PHÿX�EUDþQLP�SDUWQHULPD��8]�WR�RQL�VX�ELOL�L�SRVUHGQLFL�L]PHÿX�SXþNRJ��YUOR�þHVWR
pojednostavljenog, znanja o vjeri, a ponekad i izigravanja pojedinih pravila, te su na
QHNL�QDþLQ�ELOL� L�XþLWHOML�SXND�R�NDQRQVNRP�SUDYX� L�]DNRQX��$NR�SRXþDYDQMH�SXWHP
SURSRYLMHGL� L� LVSRYLMHGL� þHVWR� QLMH� ELOR� GRVWDWQR� L� DNR� OMXGL� QLVX� SULKYDüDOL� ]DGDQD
SUDYLOD�� SUHVXGH� FUNYHQRJ� VXGD� ELOH� VX�PQRJR� XSHþDWOMLYLMH�� %XGXüL� GD� VH� UDGLOR� R
malim mjestima, gdje su gotovo svi stanovnici znali sve o svakome, i same su pre-
VXGH� FUNYHQRJ� VXGD� ELOH� QD� QHNL� QDþLQ� OHNFLMH� RVWDORP� SXþDQVWYX� L� SXWRND]� ]D
prihvatljivo ponašanje i djelovanje.

BISHOPS AND PRIESTS – MEDIATORS IN MARITAL DISPUTES (THE AREA
OF ISTRIA BETWEEN THE END OF 15th AND MID-17th CENTURY)

0DULMD�02*2529,û�&5/-(1.2
-XUDM�'REULOD�8QLYHUVLW\�RI�3XOD��'HSDUWPHQW�RI�+XPDQLWLHV��+5�������3XOD��,YDQD�0DWHWLüD�5RQMJRYD��

e-mail: marija.mogorovic@ffpu.hr

SUMMARY

The paper highlights the role of bishops and priests as intermediaries in mar-

riage disputes. The research is based on the analysis of marriage disputes as de-

VFULEHG� LQ� WKH�ERRN�RI� WKH�QRWDU\�RI�%X]HW��0DUWLQ�6RWROLü��DQG�SUHVHUYHG�ERRNV�RQ
PDUULDJH�GLVSXWHV�DQG�PDUULDJH�SHUPLWV�LQ�WKH�'LRFHVH�RI�3RUHþ�IURP�WKH�ILUVW�KDOI�RI
the 17

th
 century.

In the 11
th

 century the Church obtained jurisdiction over marital and family

issues. The division of church authority (over moral issues) and secular authority

(over property issues) only ended in the 13
th

 century. The canonical understanding of

marriage as a sacrament only gradually entered the ecclesiastical doctrine while the

centuries-long demands and efforts of the church to enforce public engagements and

marriages were only realized after the Council of Trento.

Therefore, the church, and not secular authorities, was in charge of marital

issues; the secular authorities, however, had jurisdiction over property disputes.

Given that the bride's assent became necessary for a marriage to be valid, the status

of women improved at least at the level of principle. In addition, the woman's

position in a marriage was further improved by the fact that the church did not allow

the husband to simply change his wife with another. In a small environment, such as

the majority of Istrian towns, the main impediment for many spouses-to-be was

consanguinity. Therefore, before entering into marriage the couple had to apply for a

marriage permit. After marriage very often all but idyllic relations reigned between
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the spouses. Sources reveal that the wives often were victims of brutal physical

violence on the part of their husbands and would ask for separation from table and

bed, and essential allowance on the grounds that their lives were under threat.

The paper examines the intermediary role of church authority representatives –

bishops and priests – in marriage disputes. They gave permission for marriage but

also decided upon the separation of the spouses (from table and bed) as well as

possible marriage annulments. Therefore, the bishops and priests are observed as

intermediaries between learned and folk cultures, and between the frequently in-

congruent written canonical law and common folk law.

Key words: bishops, priests, mediators, marital disputes, marriage licences, Istria,

end of 15
th

 – mid-17
th

 century
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