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The 950th anniversary of the Benedictine Monastery of St. Mary in Zadar was 
celebrated according to the deed of foundation kept in the cartulary,1 the most im-
portant document belonging to this Zadar order. The deed notes that the monastery 
was founded by Abbess Cicha in 1066.2 In historiographic terms, the question arises 
as to whether the widow Cicha, a noblewoman from the prominent Madi3 fam-
ily of Zadar, founded or revived4 the monastery. However, there are no documents 
proving the earlier existence of a Benedictine order of nuns in Zadar, so I share the 
opinion that Cicha was the founder of the monastery which is still going today. 
She was a member of Zadar’s elite society, the daughter of Dujam and Vekenega, 
and the granddaughter of Prior Madi, as can be discovered from the records, and 
she also became the monastery’s first abbess. Her daughter Domnana also entered 
the monastery, while another daughter, Vekenega “bowed to the yoke of marriage.”5 
This train of events was set in motion by the untimely death of Cicha’s husband. She 
sought the consent and material support of the city leaders for founding the monas-
tery: Bishop Stephen, Priors Drago, Krino and Petar, and the abbot of the Monastery 
of St. Chrysogonus. The records on the foundation of the Monastery of St. Mary in 

1 Zadarski kartular samostana svete Marije – Chartulare Jadertinum monasterii sanctae Mariae, 
uredio i uvodnim historijskim, paleografskim, diplomatičkim, kronološkim, topografskim i 
muzičkim napomenama popratio VIKTOR NOVAK, Zagreb, 1959.; RADOSLAV KATIČIĆ, 
Litterarum studia. Književnost i naobrazba ranoga hrvatskog srednjovjekovlja, Zagreb, 1998., 519-
522; LUJO MARGETIĆ, Iz ranije hrvatske povijesti. Odabrane studije, Split, 1997., 127-131.

2 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 241-242; Diplomatički zbornik Kraljevine Hrvatske, Dalmacije i 
Slavonije – Codex diplomaticus Regni Croatiae, Dalmatiae et Slavoniae, vol. I. (listine godina 743. 
– 1100.), (ed.) Marko Kostrenčić, compiled by JAKOV STIPIŠIĆ – MILJEN ŠAMŠALOVIĆ, 
Zagreb, 1967. (hereafter: CD I), 101.

3 For more on the Madi family and Abbess Cicha, see ZRINKA NIKOLIĆ JAKUS, Rođaci i bližnji, 
Zagreb, 2003, 26-28, passim.

4 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 19-29, advocates the existence of an earlier monastery which had 
ceased to function in the 10th century. The issue is dealt with in depth in EDUARD PERIČIĆ, 
Samostan svete Marije u Zadru od njegova osnutka do danas, in: Kulturna baština Samostana svete 
Marije, (eds.) Grga Novak and Vjekoslav Maštrović, Zadar, 1968, 7-59, particularly note 8 on p. 8.  

5 CD I (note 2), 101; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 242 … maritali subderem iugo…. 

The Deed of Foundation of the 
Monastery of St. Mary in Zadar

Mirjana Matijević Sokol 

The article analyses the deed of foundation of the Monastery of St. Mary in Zadar. The deed 
is entered in the monastery’s cartulary with other documents. Based on the structure of the 
cartulary, an attempt is made to discover which parts concern documents on the founda-
tion of the monastery in 1066, as they are not entered in a series, but in different places. A 
comparison is made with foundation documents relating to other monasteries. It is noted 
that none has an exclusively diplomatic character or structure. They are written in a free, 
narrative form and their stylistic features are closer to the literary pre-historiographic genre 
classified as gesta abbatum/abbatisarum.

Key words: deed of foundation, Monastery of St. Mary in Zadar, cartulary, gesta abbatisarum
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Zadar, like those of other religious houses which have preserved their written herit-
age, are known in diplomatic language as foundation documents.

The oldest document in the cartulary, written in 1066, can also be dated ac-
cording to the public functionaries in Zadar at that time: Bishop Stephen, Prior 
Drago and the Croatian King Krešimir (Petar). The date is not mentioned, as this 
was not the regular practice relating to the contents and manner of compiling 
diplomatic documents of the time. In fact, the process or legal act recorded in 
the document did not happen on a particular date, but lasted over a period of 
time. Novak thinks all the work connected with the foundation of the monastery 
happened before 1066, while some may have been necessary in that year, “in an-
ticipation of 1066, or rather the issuance of permission in that year.”6 The founda-
tion document of the Supetar Cartulary is dated in the same way,7 and the record 
has been preserved in its original form, which makes it suitable for comparison,8 
along with the deed of foundation of the Split Benedictines.9 The reason, as I 
have said, was many-faceted, but of course corresponded to the preparations nec-
essary for founding a religious house.

In general, the oldest sections of monastic cartularies from the Dalmatian towns 
usually begin with the deed of foundation. It was usually considered to be a diplo-
matic document, though it often departed from strict diplomatic formulas in struc-
ture and form and included the history of the monastic foundation in a narrative, 
freer style. In very recent historiography, the stylistic narrative features of these old-
est sections have been noticed and interpreted slightly differently,10 though earlier 
researchers such as Novak11 and Klaić12 hinted at them. Katičić also noted narrative 
elements in the cartulary text, particularly in relation to dating, and concluded that 
it was “very evident that excerpts from the monastery annals and memorial records 
of St. Mary’s entered the cartulary.” He considered such fragments to be traces of 
the Zadar historiography in the 11th and 12th centuries.13

As we know, Viktor Novak processed the cartulary in a very detailed codico-
logical way, describing its paleographic and diplomatic features and placing it in 
its historical context.14 Novak’s monograph has formed the basis of all later re-
search. Robert Leljak15 dealt with the Latin nature of the cartulary, but it has only 
found a place in syntheses of Croatian history due to the importance of the mon-

6 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 132.
7 The literature on the cartulary is voluminous and has been published and translated many times. 

See: VIKTOR NOVAK – PETAR SKOK, Supetarski kartular, Zagreb, 1952 (text, facsimile and 
introductory studies); JURAJ MARUŠIĆ, Sumpetarski kartular i poljička seljačka republika, 
Split, 1992 (text and Croatian translation). Both books include the relevant literature. See also 
RADOSLAV KATIČIĆ (note 1), 487, 528-529. 

8 VIKTOR NOVAK – PETAR SKOK (note 7), 213-222; CD I (note 2), 171-178.
9 CD I (note 2), 109-112. On the deed and its interpretation as a component of the cartulary, see: 

MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL, Samostanski memorijalni zapisi (libri traditionum) srednjega 
vijeka i uloga svećenika-pisara (pranotara), in: 2. Istarski povijesni biennale: Sacerdotes, iudices, 
notarii…: posrednici među društvenim skupinama, Zbornik radova s međunarodnog znanstvenog 
skupa, vol. 2, Poreč, 2007, 5-19; RADOSLAV KATIČIĆ (not1), 476, 526-528. 

10 MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL (note 8).
11 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 130.
12 NADA KLAIĆ, Povijest Hrvata u ranom srednjem vijeku, Zagreb, 1971, 420-422; NADA KLAIĆ, 

Nekoliko riječi o kartularu samostana sv. Marije u Zadru, Historijski zbornik, XIX-XX (1967-
1968), 1-4, Zagreb, 1968, 501-515.

13 RADOSLAV KATIČIĆ (note1), 519-521. However, it is clear that Katičić regards the cartulary 
of St. Mary’s from a different angle. In his analysis, he starts from Novak’s basic opinion, but 
develops its differently. 

14 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1).
15 ROBERT LELJAK, Lingvistička analiza kartulara samostana Sv. Marije u Zadru (master’s thesis), 

Sveučilište u Zagrebu, Filozofski fakultet, Zagreb, 1999.
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astery and the oldest items housed there, particularly administrative documents. 
There is no doubt that the cartulary and those whose memorials are preserved in 
it deserve a special place in the medieval history of Zadar.16

Before I begin to look at the deed of foundation of the Monastery of St. Mary, 
I should say something about the physical features of the codex or cartulary, 
because establishing the facts about the structure of its material and contents, 
scripts, and binding is of great help in understanding the time and manner of 
its creation, and consequently, in interpreting it as a foundational document and 
written diplomatic material in general.

Physical description of the cartulary

At first glance, it is obvious that the Cartulary of St. Mary’s Monastery, usually 
known as the Zadar Cartulary, was not compiled all at once. Taking into account 
the size of the folios, the composition of the bound sections, the scripts and other 
external features, it must have taken quite a time to compile. It is written in Ben-
eventan, Carolingian, Carolingian-Gothic and Gothic scripts. The documents in 
it are not in chronological order, and it is evident that records written in various 
hands were added to the empty pages. The first two folios are written in Beneven-
tan script.17 There follow insertions from the 13th century in Gothic script, then 
f. 9r to f. 43r form the oldest part, mostly written in Beneventan script, although 
there are sheets which were written or inserted later, while later insertions writ-
ten in Carolingian or Carolingian-Gothic script have crept into the empty spac-
es between the Beneventan script on some pages. According to Viktor Novak, 
the Beneventan text was written by several scribes and has the features of both 
rounded and square Beneventan script.18 Finally, the most recent records entered 
in the cartulary in Gothic script date back to the 13th century, or possibly later.19

Contents of the cartulary

Scripts and other physical features are important for interpretation, as they may 
guide us to the times when the records were written. Our interest is primarily the 
older Beneventan texts, the main part of which starts on f. 9r and continues to 
34r.20 It is accompanied by the first two sheets, a document on f. 2r dated 1174 
mentioning a boundary line of the monastery in Petrčani21, and a document per-
taining to Abbess Tolja on f. 2v.22 On f. 1r, a Beneventan text can be discerned, but 
it is barely legible now. However, Viktor Novak refers to two notes about Abbess 
Stana, who is mentioned on this page, written in late Beneventan script, dated af-

16 NADA KLAIĆ – IVO PETRICIOLI, Prošlost Zadra – knjiga II, Zadar u srednjem vijeku do 1409, 
Zadar, 1976, 11-12, note 7.

17 Note that the folio numbering is according to Viktor Novak’s edition, in which he presents 
a facsimile/ VIKTOR NOVAK, 1959 (note 1), reproductions/, which differ from the folio 
numbering in CD I (note 2). 

18 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 95-108.
19 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 115-117.
20 A transcript of the text on these folios can be found in VIKTOR NOVAK (note1), 241-262, 265-

267, 268, 271-272. The documents in this edition are ordered chronologically and not according 
to the order in the cartulary.

21 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 262-263; Diplomatički zbornik Kraljevine Hrvatske, Dalmacije i 
Slavonije – Codex diplomaticus Regni Croatiae, Dalmatiae et Slavoniae, vol. II. (listine XII. vijeka, 
1101. – 1200.), compiled and edited by TADIJA SMIČIKLAS, Zagreb, 1904, 138.

22 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 264-265; CD II (note 20), 242-243. The document is unreadable 
today and Smičiklas took it from the Kukuljević Codex.
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ter 1210.23 Clearly, the part of the cartulary written in Beneventan script forms its 
core, around which other documents were woven and interpolated, whether at the 
beginning or the end, or in other empty spaces on partially filled pages. Since the 
core of the cartulary was not compiled chronologically, the question remains as to 
when it became a single physical unit, and this means that it is not impossible that 
it was only bound in a codex some time after it was written.

We would normally expect to find the deed of foundation in pride of place 
in the Beneventan core. Instead, the first document is a description by Abbess 
Vekenega, dated 1105, of the estate in Caprale (Kapralj, Kozici?), purchased by 
her mother Cicha.24 It is followed by a deed of gift for land in Tokinja from King 
Petar Krešimir,25 and a certificate confirming the deed of gift from his heir, King 
Zvonimir.26 On f .10v there is a record which appears to be the kind of document 
which should follow the deed of foundation, or form part of it, depending on 
the time, manner and circumstances of the compilation of the cartulary. It lists 
the monastery acquisitions made by Abbess Cicha cum suis sororibus in Petrčani, 
during the times of King Krešimir and Ban Zvonimir, and has been dated to 
between 1070 and 1072/3 on account of the persons mentioned in it, such as 
Ban Zvonimir and Bishop Dabran.27 The deed of foundation is on f. 12r and v. 
It is Abbess Cicha’s record of the foundation of the Monastery of St. Mary. How-
ever, the final word of this entry, monaste… is unfinished, and does not continue 
on the next page.28 Within the text, that is, on the empty part of 14r, there is a 
note by Abbess Stana in later Beneventan cursive script,29 while on 15r there is 
an insertion dated around 1091, in which the leaders of Zadar, Bishop Andrija 
and Prior Drago, grant the island of Silba to the monastery.30 On 15v there is a 
document in which Prior Drago grants the monastery freedom which no other 
monastery enjoyed. It was issued for the dedication of the Church of St. Mary in 
around 1091.31 It is followed by a record of the diet in Zadar in 1095, at which all 
the freedoms of the Monastery of St. Mary were ratified.32 Folio 17v begins with 
a document issued by King Krešimir on Christmas Day 1066 in Šibenik, grant-
ing royal freedoms to the monastery founded by Abbess Cicha.33 The king calls 
her his “sister”, which has provoked a great deal of debate on their relationship.

Different kinds of documents are entered in the cartulary. The oldest group 
relate to the foundation of the monastery. There is the deed of foundation with 
notes recording the property acquired by Abbess Cicha for the monastery after its 
foundation, entered in three places, though it can be assumed that these, with a 
misplaced part in a previous entry, comprised a single document. Šišić34 and No-
vak35 made this assumption earlier, while the compilers of CD I36 do not share this 

23 VIKTOR NOVAK (note1), 267; CD II (note 20), 249. Smičiklas dated them to 1190. He said he 
had not found them in the monasterial archives, as claimed by Kukuljević, but that they were 
noted in the cartulary. Novak dated them to after 1210.

24 CD II (note 20), 15; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 257-258.
25 CD I (note 2), 104-105; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 244.
26 CD I (note 2), 167; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 248.
27 CD I (note 2), 129; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 247.
28 CD I (note 2), 101; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 241-242.
29 CD II (note 19), 250; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 268.
30 CD I (note 2), 198-199; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 250.
31 CD I (note 2), 199; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1).
32 CD I (note 2), 203-205; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1).
33 CD I (note 2), 102; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1).
34 FERDO ŠIŠIĆ, Povijest Hrvata u vrijeme narodnih vladara, Zagreb, 1925, 518, note 47.
35 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 132-134.
36 CD I (note 2), 101, note 1.
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view and think such a document would have been too large. Individual records of 
donations, whether from the king or city leaders, the bishop of Zadar, the prior, or 
Lovre the Split metropolitan, the head of the Croatian church, belong to the time of 
Abbess Cicha. Another entry, in which Prior Drago rules on Vekenega’s property, 
and an entry on a church synod at which the freedoms granted by the Zadar city 
leaders were confirmed, both belong with this group. Entries from the time of Ab-
bess Vekenega are scattered throughout the cartulary. Folios 9r-9v contain the ear-
lier mentioned note by Vekenega regarding the estate of Caprale, with the names of 
witnesses. The next one is on f. 24v regarding the acquisition of land in Obrovac,37 
and there is a similar record of several procurements on f. 25v.38 An acquisition 
by Abbess Rosana on f. 34v is dated 1170, written in Carolingian-Gothic script.39 
Documents relating to Abbess Tolja are also interesting. On f. 2v there is a record 
of the boundaries of the monastery estates,40 and later, on 28r-29v, a notary, Blaž 
the priest, has entered a notary instrument.41 In fact, according to a statement in 
the record, Blaž was a witness to the preceding reambulation, which he then edited 
as a notary and entered in the cartulary at a later date.

The deed of foundation

The deed of foundation42 is recorded in the cartulary on f. 12r-12v. In the tran-
scription in his monograph, Viktor Novak presents the chronological contents of the 
entries in the cartulary and rightly associates this entry with f. 13r-14r.43 He also 
notes that there is a whole section missing between the two parts. The first part, the 
deed of foundation, is a record of the foundation of the monastery. It states that the 
prominent Zadar widow Cicha of the Madi family decided to found a Benedictine 
monastery in Zadar. She entered into this bold undertaking with her older daughter 
Domnana, while her younger daughter Vekenega “bowed to the yoke of marriage.” 
The reason she gave for her decision and undertaking is expressed ambivalently: 
qualiter istius caduce uite non perderem hereditatem et futuram non ammitterem per-
petuitatem (so that I might not waste the inheritance of this fragile life nor renounce 
perpetuity). The meaning of hereditas is unclear. It may refer to an actual, tangible 
inheritance, or be intended to convey a spiritual message. The sentence fulfils the role 
of the arenga in the document, a formula which usually highlights the moral reason 
behind a good deed, in this case, founding a monastery. Novak notes that in the deed 
of foundation with the associated lists of assets there are only four diplomatic formu-
las: the date, intitulation, narration and disposition, and does not identify this sen-
tence as a formula, including it in the narrative. However, bearing in mind the time 
when the documents were compiled, we should perhaps not expect to find only for-
mality in their structure, since they were written in the infancy of diplomatic records. 
Cicha shared her intention and decision to found a monastery with her distinguished 
relatives and members of the city elite – Bishop Stephen, Prior Drago, and Abbot 
Petar of the Monastery of St. Chrysogonus, requesting their consent. She needed a 
church and city land for a complex, in order to found and establish the monastery. 
To this end, she was granted the church of St. Mary Minor by the city leaders and 
citizens. This ends the first part of the document, which constitutes a crucial ele-

37 CD II (note 20), 18; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 258.
38 CD II (note 20), 19; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 258-259.
39 CD II (note 20), 128; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 260.
40 CD II (note 20), 242-243; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 264-265.
41 CD II (note 20), 318; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 265-267.
42 CD I (note 2), 101; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 241-242.
43 CD I (note 2), 103; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 242-243.
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ment found in most deeds of foundation from the period. Viktor Novak carried out 
a codicological analysis and concluded that at least two, and perhaps as many as 
four folios were missing, amounting to eight pages of text.44 On the next sheet/page, 
there is another text which is common to deeds of foundation. It comprises several 
notes on various assets of the monastery. Novak thinks it is a diplomatic formula 
(disposition) which forms an integral part of the deed of foundation. It begins with 
lists of liturgical books, candles, candlesticks and a large chest in the monastery treas-
ury belonging to Abbess Cicha. It then proceeds to list the immoveable property: 
Nunc uero eadem scribo quę in domibus siue terris uel constructionibus eodem tempore 
sunt acquisita.45 This list is very interesting as it allows us to reconstruct a pre-urban 
picture of the city formed around the ancient forum, where the Monastery of St. 
Mary and its church still stand. It shows that Cicha acquired the space necessary to 
build the monastery and launch its activities. It was very important to find a uni-
fied city location for this. The heart of the space granted was the little church of St. 
Mary Minor. With great foresight, Cicha acquired buildings, courtyards and gardens, 
whether through purchases or the dowries brought by novitiates. Some of the houses 
were tumbledown, but came with land, a noble citizen gave his allodium and money, 
Cicha bought the garden in front of the church door, and a nun called Marinha 
contributed a quarter of a demolished house on the forum (post pinaculam temple). 
Three and a half pages of lists of various items end with these words: Hec in domibus 
et curia ut prescripsi adinuenta sunt monasterio sancte Marie.

The citations of proprietors of parts of buildings include kinship indicators 
which allow us to establish the genealogies of certain prominent families. Based 
on these records, Zrinka Nikolić Jakus reconstructed the relationships in the Sega 
family,46 while the fairly precise entries and description of the locations of indi-
vidual acquisitions in the form of immoveable property allow a spatial recon-
struction. During the scientific meeting whose papers form this anthology, Vesna 
Jakić-Cestarić examined the accuracy of this part of the deed of foundation on 
the actual site.47 She calls the list Cicha’s “letter”, since its very specific structure 
separates it from the deed of foundation .

This part, which we think is a part of the deed of foundation, is similar in 
content to records in other preserved cartularies. What they all have in common 
is a narrative style of composition. They usually also contain the signatures of 
witnesses who affirmed the legal acquisition of assets. This is the essential feature 
which classifies a deed of foundation, however freely composed, as a diplomatic 
document. The entire deed of foundation has not been preserved in the cartulary 
of the Monastery of St. Mary; the part with the names of witnesses is missing. 
However, they might have been entered after several acquisitions, and are there-
fore “invisible” along with the missing part. In terms of content, the record on 
f. 10v dated 1070-1072/3 is linked to this document.48 It lists the lands bought 
by Abbess Cicha cum suis sororibus in Petrčani. The entry lists the witnesses, of 
whom there are more than ten. It is compiled like other entries in the cartulary 
and is an integral part of the deed of foundation.

By analogy with other cartularies, it can be deduced that the missing part 
contained information on the construction of the monastery, as indicated by 

44 VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 134.
45 CD I (note 2), 103; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 242.
46 ZRINKA NIKOLIĆ JAKUS (note 3), 210.
47 VESNA JAKIĆ-CESTARIĆ, Kompleks samostana sv. Marije u vrijeme opatice Cike, predavanje, 

Znanstveni kolokvij 950. obljetnice samostana benediktinki sv. Marije u Zadru (1066.-2016.), 
Zadar, 2016.

48 CD I (note 2), 129; VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 247.
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the unfinished word monaste (rium). The Supetar Cartulary49 is the most fitting 
analogy, as its entire text has come down to us in the original form. Due to its 
authenticity, it is a reliable source for establishing the form of the oldest kinds of 
monastic records. Even at first glance, it can be seen that the date of the docu-
ment appears at the beginning and consists, as was customary, only of the year. 
By comparing deeds of foundation, their structure, content and the procedures 
they record, it can be concluded that the date given indicates the time when the 
decision on the foundation of the religious house was issued. All the activities 
which were necessary to the functioning of the religious house were then de-
scribed, along with notes on monastic acquisitions over a certain period.

In the cartulary of the Monastery of St. Mary we can recognise the features of 
these other records, compiled in a similar manner to those of the Supetar Cartu-
lary. Based on this comparison, the script used in the cartulary and the arrangement 
within it, it can be assumed that the situation relating to the church of St. Mary Mi-
nor where the monastery began was described in the unknown part of the cartulary, 
presumed lost. In deeds of foundation, it can generally be noted that the acquisi-
tion of an ecclesiastical building by the founder meant the founding of a religious 
house, but not necessarily the completion of its construction, that is, its formation as 
a complex. Sometimes, a piece of land was the basis for founding a religious house. 
This usually applied to monasteries for monks outside towns, while the foundation 
of town monasteries for nuns (and monks) began with the acquisition of an ecclesi-
astical building, often a family endowment. As we can see from the first part of the 
deed of foundation, the city fathers gave Cicha the church so that she could establish 
a monastery. Generally speaking, when the church was ready for use (if it was not al-
ready in a suitable condition), it was furnished with everything necessary to conduct 
rites. This is clear from the deeds of foundation of other religious houses. In fact, sev-
eral monasteries for both monks and nuns were founded in Dalmatian towns during 
the time of Lovro, Archbishop of Split and the Croatian king Petar Krešimir IV, as 
an important part of the great reform movement in the Western Church.50 Some 
recorded their documents in cartularies, and some kept only their deeds of founda-
tion. The deed of foundation for St. Peters’s Monastery on Rab is one such example. 
It was founded by Drago, Bishop of Rab, and the first step was to grant Abbot Falkon 
St. Peter’s church with the boundaries of the estate belonging to it. The bishop also 
granted the church of St. Ciprian. Prior Majo was also involved in the foundation of 
the Rab monastery, along with all the people.51 The record of the foundation of the 
Benedictine monastery of St. Dujam/Nikola in Trogir (1064) was preserved in a copy 
for Ivan Lučić and is similar in conception;52 the monastery was founded with the 
consent of the bishop and the town prior, and the church formed the backbone and 
basis on which the monastery developed. The church of St. Dujam was the gift of a 
group of Trogir citizens. More space was needed to build the monastery and this was 
also resolved by a donation. Abbess Euphemia and the nuns received lands and vine-
yards along with the coastal area next to the monastery. The document establishes 
the relationships between the monastery and the town, or rather the donors, whose 

49 VIKTOR NOVAK – PETAR SKOK (note 7). However, Novak has a diametrically opposed view 
and maintains that the St. Mary cartulary cannot be compared with the older Supetar Cartulary 
or the later Rogovo Cartulary. His main argument relates to the way the Zadar Benedictine 
cartulary was compiled and he emphasises that ”its parts were not entered in any order or 
according to any established system.” VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 126.

50 On the reform trends see: IGOR FISKOVIĆ, Reljef kralja Petra Krešimira IV., Split, 2002, 137-188. 
See also: ZRINKA NIKOLIĆ JAKUS, Prve benediktinke u Dalmaciji, in: Zbornik radova prigodom 
950. obljetnice utemeljenja. „Benediktinski samostan sv. Nikole u Trogiru. Duhovnost i kultura u 
okrilju Virgines Dei” (edited by VANJA KOVAČIĆ – JOZO MILANOVIĆ), Trogir, 2014, 103-114.

51 CD I (note 2), 85-87.
52 CD I (note 2), 98-99
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names are listed individually. This deed of foundation was preserved in later copies, 
but the cartulary has not survived. A substitute for it is the cadastral record of Abbess 
Strija (late 12th century) in which the assets of the Trogir monastery were entered, 
since all the original documents had been destroyed when the town was occupied 
(olim captę ciuitatis desolatione).53

Only the initial act is recorded in Abbess Cicha’s document. The circumstanc-
es of the monastery’s construction are missing, while notes listing how Cicha 
acquired the city location in which to build the monastery have survived. The 
deed of foundation with the list of acquisitions is written in a narrative style. 
Nada Klaić recognised and presented this fact, as did Viktor Novak. Novak, who 
made a huge contribution to the study of the Zadar cartulary, published his en-
tire analysis, while Klaić drew attention to some details in the deed of foundation 
and acquisition lists which show they were not altogether compiled as a diplo-
matic document. Novak presumes there were earlier notes and a reduced entry in 
the cartulary,54 but Klaić emphasises that “Cicha’s deed of foundation, dated 1066, 
is not a diplomatic memorial of certain forms, but Cicha’s own story of how the 
monastery was founded. As a result, it is not a real disposition, but is in fact all 
narration (if we want to find an expert term to characterise its contents).”55

The other deeds of foundation from other religious houses which we have al-
ready mentioned have the same characteristics. They were not compiled accord-
ing to diplomatic rules, but tell the stories of how the institutions were founded 
and record the most important immoveable property acquisitions and other 
assets which were the prerequisites for their activities. Assets were purchased, 
brought by novitiates, and lands or buildings for churches and religious houses 
were amassed. The monasteries were concerned with ensuring the continuation 
of the clergy and accepted young boys to be trained as priests.56 These kinds of 
entries have been preserved to a greater or lesser extent in almost all cartularies.

As previously mentioned, Novak thought that the notes were entered in the 
cartulary before the monasterial documents were compiled. Bearing in mind the 
cartulary of the Split Benedictines and the Supetar Cartulary, it is evident that at 
the time there was no established custom of compiling notes to precede an en-
try in the cartulary. In the Supetar Cartulary, the record on the foundation of the 
monastery with its assets over a period of more than twenty years is continuous 
and complete. The last entry of the first main section, or the deed of foundation, 
documents the time of the initial compilation, followed by the appearance of the 
core of the Supetar Cartulary. The date is not given, but well-known persons are 
mentioned, such as Krescencije, Archbishop of Split, Grgur, Bishop of Zadar, Lupa, 
Bishop of Rab, Petar, Bishop of Osor, and others, so it can be dated around 1106.57 

53 IVO BABIĆ, Montanej samostana sv. Dujma i sv. Nikole iz kraja XII. stoljeća, in: Zbornik radova 
prigodom 950. obljetnice utemeljenja. „Benediktinski samostan sv. Nikole u Trogiru. Duhovnost i 
kultura u okrilju Virgines Dei” (edited by VANJA KOVAČIĆ – JOZO MILANOVIĆ), Trogir, 
2014, 115-129; BRANKO JOZIĆ (editor and translator), Montanej samostana sv. Dujma i sv. 
Nikole, in: Zbornik radova prigodom 950. obljetnice utemeljenja. „Benediktinski samostan sv. 
Nikole u Trogiru. Duhovnost i kultura u okrilju Virgines Dei” (edited by VANJA KOVAČIĆ – 
JOZO MILANOVIĆ), Trogir, 2014, 131-140.

54 VIKTOR NOVAK – PETAR SKOK (note 7), 127.
55 NADA KLAIĆ (note 12), 508.
56 The Supetar Cartulary notes: Emimus puerum adhuc paruum, qui nuncupatur Slobba a suo 

genitore, quem studio litterarum erudiri fecimus quemque libertauimus et usque ad presbiterum 
honore sublimari fecimus ad eiusdem ęcclesie opus. CD I (note 2), 177. The Zadar cartulary has 
a similar entry: … puerum unum nomine Pruosum monasterio beate Marie tradidit, tali modo et 
conditione ut illum literas discamus, et si peruenire poterit ad sacerdotium, peruenire feciamus …. 
VIKTOR NOVAK (note 1), 260.

57 CD II (note 21), 16-18; VIKTOR NOVAK – PETAR SKOK (note 7), 227-228.
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This was the time when the Arpads arrived in the Dalmatian towns. Changes of 
government or key local events which threatened the assets and estates of individ-
ual religious houses or dioceses spurred them to protect themselves with written 
witness statements which were later either acknowledged or rejected as evidence 
in court, depending on the level of the local legal culture.58 With the participation 
or mention of witnesses, notes were recorded of acts undertaken earlier, when it 
was desirable to ensure the memory of acts of foundation and acquisition. In the 
cartulary of the Split Benedictines, the deed of foundation dated 106859 served as 
a physical repository for notes entered in the empty spaces in the late 11th century 
and throughout the 12th century. The margins and the verso pages were used for 
this purpose. Although this document has mostly diplomatic features, its central 
part, corpus or text is dominated by a free style of narration and the separate re-
cording of several legal acts which are arranged in the document as asynchronous 
events and confirmed by the special mention of group of witnesses for both parts. 
On this parchment sheet there are eleven or twelve entries, including the deed of 
foundation (if we maintain that the deed of foundation comprises two entries). On 
behalf of the abbess and all the other distinguished, wealthy citizens of Split who 
made donations to the monastery, paginulam recordationis, recordationem, and so 
on, the scribes Teodor,60 Dobre Dicijev61and Kirne write as their alter ego.62 Al-
though the two cartularies are similar, they did not come about in the same way. 
The St. Mary cartulary was written after the legal events, while the Split Benedic-
tine one was written at the time. Overall, it is our oldest document, and the notes 
which form the cartulary, or liber traditionum, together with the deed of founda-
tion, were probably written at the time of the legal act.63

St. Mary’s Cartulary also contains a group of documents which are similar to 
those in the Benedictine Split Cartulary. The first two works which can be linked 
to the deed of foundation are similar to entries in the Supetar Cartulary and 
present in narrative form the history of the monastery’s establishment. Although, 
like all the foundation documents, they attempt to retain a diplomatic structure 
of a particularly subjective kind, this may give them a dispositional aspect, but 
by listing various legal actions that were part of the foundation process, they 
depart from the narrow diplomatic character of public documents and are in fact 
notes, records which are more like a literary memorial, and which such “books” 
consider to be the history of the institution’s foundation (historia fundationis, 
narratio fundationis).64 In fact, in the deed of foundation and notices we are bold 
to recognise an earlier literary genre which is known as gesta abbatisarum (work 

58 Compare: NELLA LONZA, Pravna kultura srednjovjekovne Dalmacije između usmenosti i 
pismenosti, Zbornik Pravnog fakulteta u Zagrebu, 63, no. 5-6, 2013, 1203-1232.

59 CD I (note 2), 109-112.
60 JAKOV STIPIŠIĆ, Razvoj splitske notarske kancelarije, Zbornik Historijskog instituta JAZU, 1, 

Zagreb, 1954, 115; MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL, Splitski srednjovjekovni književni krug, 
Mogućnosti, LX, 7-9, 2013, 4.

61 MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL, Neka pitanja o splitskom đakonu Dobri (kraj XI. – početak 
XII. stoljeća), Spomenica Ljube Bobana, (ed.) Mira Kolar-Dimitrijević, Zagreb, 1996, 61-71

62 MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL, Samostanski memorijalni zapisi (libri traditionum) srednjega 
vijeka i uloga svećenika-pisara (pranotara), in: 2. Istarski povijesni biennale. Sacerdotes, iudices, 
notarii…: posrednici među društvenim skupinama, Zbornik radova s međunarodnog znanstvenog 
skupa, vol. 2, (ed.) Neven Budak, Poreč, 2007, 5-19.

63 MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL (note 62).
64 MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL, Studia diplomatica. Rasprave i prinosi iz hrvatske diplomatike, 

Zagreb, 2014, 131; PATRICK J. GEARY, Phantoms of Remembrance: Memory and Oblivion 
at the End of the First Millennium, New Jersey, 19962, 81-84; A. HECHT, Between Memoria, 
Historiography and Pragmatic Literacy: The Liber Delegacionum of Reichersberg, in: Charters 
and the Use of the Written Word in Medieval Society, (ed.) Karl Heidecker, Turnhout, 2000, 209.
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of the abbot/abbess).65 In the case of the Split Benedictines, these were Abbesses 
Katena, Miraća, Marija/Marihena and Gruba, who wrote down their acquisitions 
as a recordatio.66 In the Zadar Cartulary of St. Mary’s Monastery, the works of 
Abbesses Cicha, Vekenega, Rosana, Tolja and Stana are recorded in a similar way.

After conducting an analysis of the contents and physical features of the Car-
tulary of St. Mary’s Monastery, several observations can be highlighted which de-
fine its creation in a rather different way. I assume that before the central, older, 
Beneventan part of the cartulary was compiled, there was an older record which 
contained Abbess Cicha’s deed of foundation with the appertaining known and 
lost parts between them, and which included notes on the acquisition of assets, 
houses, land, and so on. The list of Abbess Cicha’s acquisitions dated around 1071 
belongs to this section. I would add the record of Abbess Vekenega, who listed 
again the acquisitions confirmed by the presence of witnesses to the legal act. 
This is the entry on f. 25v, dated 1107. Since the oldest part of the cartulary 
contains the documents or recorded legal acts of Abbesses Cicha and Vekenega, 
it can be assumed that these were written due to circumstances surrounding the 
arrival of King Koloman in Zadar. The same method continued to be used in the 
12th century, which was a turbulent time for Zadar, so the cartulary in its present 
form is a reflection of such circumstances.

I am of the opinion that the oldest part of the cartulary as we have it today 
was written in Beneventan script in the late 1160s, to which were added inde-
pendent records which existed in the monasterial archives and were granted to 
the abbesses named. After these came the entries in Carolingian and Carolingi-
an-Gothic script, and later in Beneventan, of documents which were issued to 
the monastery during Abbess Cicha’s time and later, up to 1236. The entries were 
made on the empty parts of the folios, as already mentioned, but before and after 
these folios, parchment sheets were added on which notes continued to be writ-
ten, such as those we find in the deed/cartulary of the Split Benedictines. These 
can be included in the gesta – the works of the abbesses named. In particular, 
this relates to the entries by Abbess Stana in the early 13th century, or rather after 
1210, and the document of Abbess Rosana, written on her behalf by a notary as 
her alter ego, and that of Abbess Tolja issued on 5 April 1190. 

Latter additional documents in Gothic scripts were entered as copies relat-
ing to the monastery. Given the contents of the inscribed documents, the first 
part, or the deed of foundation which comprises the history of the monastery’s 
foundation with notes from the time of Abbesses Cicha and Vekenega, could be 
called what European historiography refers to as a liber traditionum – a book of 
tradition which predates the cartulary with the full document entries.

The material presented in this article was not immediately apparent in the 
cartulary, due to its complex physical structure. The analysis, however, allowed 
us to establish similarities with other relevant documents. The question remains 
open as to whether Abbess Vekenega wrote the oldest, central part of the cartu-
lary, or whether her mother, Abbess Cicha, did so before her.

Note
This article was researched and written as part of the Croatian Science Foun-

dation project Sources, Aids and Studies in Croatian History from the Middle Ages 
to the Late 19th Century (IP-2014-09-6547: project Dr. Damir Karbić)

65 MICHEL SOT, Gesta episcoporum, gesta abbatum, vol. 1, Turnhout, 1981; GEORGES DECLERCQ, 
Originals and Cartularies: The Organizations of Archival Memory (Ninth-Eleventh Centuries), 
in: Charters and the Use of the Written Word in Medieval Society, (ed.) Karl Heidecker, Turnhout, 
2000, 147-170.

66 MIRJANA MATIJEVIĆ SOKOL (note 62), 131-133.
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