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Pozemkova driba Ceskych cisterciackych klastern 1142—1420

Landed property of the Cistercian houses of Bohemia 1142—-1420

Uvod

Predkladana studie si klade za cil poznani pozemkové
drzby ceskych cisterciackych klastera v obdobi stiedoveku,
a to od jejich pocatka az do doby husitskych valek, které
majetkové poméry Ceskych klastert zcela proménily. Stu-
die hleda odpovédi na otazky, jak vypadalo obvénéni cis-
terciackych klastert v Cechach a jak se pozemkovy majetek
Ceskych cisterciackych opatstvi v prubéhu staleti vyvijel.

Cisterciacky tad piisel do Cech obdobné jako do nék-
terych dalSich zemi stfedni Evropy v prab&hu étyticatych
let 12. stoleti,v dobé nejvétsiho rozvoje fadu, kdy cister-
ciacké idealy Siroce propagoval opat Bernard z Clairvaux.
Pravdépodobné pod vlivem jeho ptisobeni byla v Cechach
zaloZena tii prvni opatstvi (1142-1145)!. Do konce 12.
stoleti vznikly dalsi dva klastery ¥adu? a ve 13. v&ku nés-
ledovaly dalsi ¢tyfi filiace’. Ctrnacté stoleti zavrsilo sit’

* Katedra déjin a didaktiky d&jepisu UK, Praha/History and His-
tory Didactics Department, UK, Prague.

! Nejstarsimi ¢eskymi fundacemi cistercidckého fadu v Cechach se
stala opatstvi v Sedlci (zalozeno 1142 $lechticem Miroslavem), v Plasech
(zalozeno 1144 knizetem Vladislavem 1II.) a v Pomuku (zalozeno 1145
pravdépodobné mladsim bratrem knizete Vladislava I1., Jindfichem).

2 Ve druhé poloving 12. stoleti vznikl klaster Hradisté (nad Jizerou)
zalozeny pted 1184 ¢lenem rodu Markvartict a klaster v Oseku (zalozen
cca 1199 rodem Slavkem z rodu HrabiSict)). Pfedchidcem oseckého
klastera byl fadovy dim v Mastové, ktery zanikl kratce pred rokem
1200. Mastovsky konvent piesel po zaniku klastera do Oseka, kde
zalozil nové opatstvi.

3 Klaster ve Vy$sim Brodu zalozeny roku 1259 Vokem z Rozmberka
z rozrodu Vitkovcu, Zlatd Koruna, fundace krale Pfemysla Otakara II.
z roku 1263, klaster Svaté Pole zalozeny 1272 neznamym $lechticem
a opatstvi Aula Regia na Zbraslavi, zalozeni krale Vaclava II. z roku 1292.

Introduction

This is a paper on the immovable possessions of Bohe-
mian Cistercian monasteries during the Middle Ages,
from their earliest origins to the epoch of Hussite wars
(1419-1485), which resulted in a deep transformation of
the property situation of the Cistercian regular houses of
Bohemia. I am seeking answers to the questions of the
character of endowments of Bohemian Cistercian houses,
and of the development of landed property of the daughter
abbeys of Citeaux and Morimond in Bohemia over the
centuries of the Order’s existence there.

Endowments of Bohemian Cistercian houses

The first houses of white monks in Bohemia saw the
light of day in the course of the 40’s of the twelfth century,
much as was the case of other lands of central Europe, in
the greatest floruit period of the Order when abbott Bernard
of Clairvaux campaigned for the ideals of the new monastic
congregation. The impact of Bernard’s activities might
have resulted in the establishment of the three first Bohe-
mian abbeys of the Order (1142-1145)!. Two other houses
were founded before the year 1200% and four others fol-

! The earliest Bohemian plants of the Cistercian order were the
abbeys of Sedlec (established in 1142 by a nobilis named Miroslav),
Plasy (established 1144 by duke Vladislav II), and Pomuk (established
1145 probably by Henry, younger brother of duke Vladislav II). The
Pomuk abbey lost its archive, and thus we cannot provide any more
precise answers to questions of its landed property.

2 The abbey of Hradisté-nad-Jizerou, founded before 1184 by an
unknown member of the noble lineage of Markvartici, belongs to the
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cisterciackych klasteri v Cechach vznikem posledniho
opatstvi*. Uhrnem se ve stiedovékych Cechach etablova-
lo deset cisterciackych klasterd?.

Obvénéni Ceskych cisterciackych klasteri

Ceské zemé piedstavovaly v poloving 12. stoleti, v do-
bé, kdy se zde zacdaly usazovat prvni konventy cistercia-
ki, zemi dosud jen fidce a navic nerovnomérné osidle-
nou. Hlavni vlna stfedovéké kolonizace, jez zadsadnim
zpusobem promeénila ¢eskou krajinu, zapocala az o né-
kolik desetileti pozd¢ji, pred koncem 12. véku, a trvala
do zacatku 14. stoleti. Nejstarsi klastery cisterciackého
fadu byly zalozeny jesté pred jejim nastupem, vétSina pak
vznikla v jejim prubéhu, pouze nejmladsi vyhonek fadu
povstal az po skonceni tohoto intenzivniho osidlovaciho
procesu, jenz postupné zasahl celé Cechy®. Vztah k hlavni
ving stiedoveéké kolonizace se ukazuje jako dosti zasadni
pro vyvoj pozemkové drzby klastert. Koloniza¢ni krajina
totiz nabizela na rozdil od uzemi s dlouhou tradici osidle-
ni relativné snadné pozemkové vybaveni novych instituci
a 1 do budoucna skytala nad&ji na jejich dobry rozvoj.

Nejstarsi klaster fadu v Cechéch, totiz sedlecky, vznikl
v oblasti staré sidelni oikumeny, kde byly v t& dob&é moz-
nosti dispozice nemovitym majetkem lepsi nez v dosud
vétsinové zalesnénych regionech; nevyhodou pro klaster
vsak byla pomérné velka rozptylenost ziskanych lokalit
a do budoucna jen mald nadéje na dalsi sidelni rozkvét
regionu, nebot’ osidlovaci proces v této oblasti byl jiz
témei ukoncéen. Cisterciaci dostali pfi zalozeni opatstvi
lokalitu Sedlec a osm vesnic lezicich v Sirokém pasmu
mezi Kolinem a Pardubicemi, dale pak dvir v Poboti cum
terra Odolen et terra Donati’.

Druhy klaster, knizeci Plasy, povstal v mistech, ktera
zacala byt osidlovana teprve relativné nedavno. Od svého
zakladatele ziskal sice kompaktni, avSak jen malou nada-
ci. Cisterciaci obdrzeli knizeci statek Plasy spolu se Ctyi-
mi vesnicemi, a dale pak podil na solném cle v D&cCine¢,
dvé vinice u Prahy na vrchu Petfin€ spolu se dvéma vinafi
a jejich majetkem a jesté nékolik osob s jejich pozemky.
Dalsi ves vénoval plaskému klasteru prazsky biskup Oto
[8, I, €. 396, s. 408—409]. Véno plaského klastera bylo
na panovnickou fundaci velmi malé, oblast, kde klaster
vznikl, v§ak mé¢la dobré perspektivy rozvoje.

Obdarovani obou nejstarSich klasterti predstavova-
ly vétsinou vesnice, z nichz cisterciaci pobirali poddans-
ké davky, jez se staly zakladem jejich ptijmu; k vybavé
patfil také hospodaisky dvorec a plat (podil z cla). V lis-

4 Nejmladsi cesky kldster cistercidackého iadu vznikl roku 1357
z vitle mindenského biskupa Détricha z Portic.

5 Cisterciackym klasteriim v Cechach byla v poslednich desetile-
tich vénovana velka pozornost. Ze zékladni literatury vybérové: [1]-[3]
v téchto knihach uvedena vétsina starsi literatury; [4]-[6].

¢ K charakteristice stiedovéké kolonizace v ceskych zemi srv.
J. Klapsté [7, s. 170-189].

7 Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris regni Bohemiae I-V [8, 1,
¢. 155, s. 156]. Lokalita Pobofi se nachazi na Koufimsku. Do listiny
byly rukou pozdniho 12. stoleti vepsany jest¢ dalsi dvé lokality z okoli
klastera (Hlizov a Kacin).

lowed suit in the 13™ century?. The very last regular house
for white monks saw the light of day in the 14™ century®.
All in all, Bohemia numbered ten Cistercian monasteries>.

At the time around 1150, when the first Cistercian mo-
nasteries took root in Bohemia, the land’s occupation was
thinly spread, and irregularly clustered. The main phase
of medieval assarting, which brought about a fundamental
transformation of Bohemian landscapes, had started a few
decades later, before the end of the 12 century, and las-
ted until the beginning of 14™ century. Though the earliest
Cistercian abbeys emerged prior to the onset of this up-
surge of assarting activities, most of the houses were born
in its course while the Order’s latest plant sprang to life
after the end of this intense colonization wave, which gra-
dually covered all Bohemia®. The relation towards the
main phase of medieval assarting enterprise constitutes
a major factor in terms of development of monastic
landed property. Unlike the territories of traditional settle-
ment, freshly deforested landscapes offered relatively good
chances of endowment of new institutions with land, and
gave good promise of developments in the future.

The very first abbey of the Order in Bohemia — that of
Sedlec — sprang up within the traditional settlement zone,
offering, by that time, better conditions for landed-property
transactions than most of the outlying regions covered by
woodland. Unfortunately, most of the possessions dona-
ted to the abbey were dispersed over a wide area, and the
prospects of future development of the monastic holdings
were not particularly promising due to the fact that this
region’s settlement pattern was almost closed. Upon the
foundation of their house, the white monks of Sedlec
received the eponymous site together with eight villages
situated within a broad zone between the present-day cities
of Kolin and Pardubice. They were also given a manor farm
at the site of Poboii cum terra Odolen et terra Donati’.

The second house, that of Plasy established by the so-
vereign duke of the land, emerged at a place which was
relatively freshly settled. The landed-property complex
with which the founder endowed the Plasy institution was
compact but small. The donation of the eponymous site,
belonging originally to the duke, was accompanied by gifts

second half of 12 century. Its monastic archive has also perished, and
all we have is a fragment of the abbey’s estate book dating around 1400.
The other foundation of the second half of 12t century is that of Osek,
preceded by a short-lived house at Mastov (1192—-1198).

3 The abbey of Vy3§i-Brod (Hohenfurt, Altovadum) was estab-
lished in 1259 by Vok of Rozmberk of the Vitkovci lineage. The house
of Zlata-Koruna (Goldenkron, Sancta Spinea Corona) emerged in 1263
thanks to king Premysl Otakar II, that of Svaté-Pole (Sacer Campus) in
1272 thanks to an unknown aristocrat, and that of Zbraslav (Konigssaal,
Aula Regia) in 1292 thanks to king Véaclav II.

4 The last plant of the Order was founded in 1357 by the initiative
of Theodoric (Détfich) of Portitz, bishop of Minden.

> Much attention has been paid to Cistercian houses of Bohemia
over the last decades. For a sample of the reference works see K. Char-
vatova [1]-[3] citing most of the relevant preceding studies; [4]-[6].

% The medieval assarting of the Czech-speaking lands has been
aptly characterized by J. Klapsté [7, pp. 170-189].

7 Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris regni Bohemiae I-V [8, 1, No.
155, p. 156]. The Poboii site is situated in the Koufim region. Compo-
nent sites of the Sedlec endowment were dispersed over a wide region.
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tinach se opakované uvadi, ze soucast daru pro klaster
tvotili lidé. Naopak, coz je piekvapujici, nejsou v nej-
star§ich donacich zminky o tom, ze by klastery obdrzely
lesni ptdu.

Obdobné jako véno nejstarSich klastert 1ze charakteri-
zovat i obvénéni dalsich ¢eskych opatstvi z konce 12. sto-
leti. Jejich pozemkova vybava se opét skladala predevsim
z vesnic, vedle nich pak zakladaci listiny hovoii o riz-
nych druzich plati. Ani v pfipadné klasterti zalozenych
na konci 12. stoleti nejsou zadné zpravy o piedani les-
ni nebo jiné neosidlené pidy. Mastovska fundace (zlis-
tinéni 1196), obdrzela uzemi, ktery pravé proslo koloni-
zaci. Jeji véno tvofilo patnact nové zalozenych vesnic,
klaster vSak nedostal zadnou neosidlenou pudu [8, I,
¢. 355, s. 319-3201%. Piivodni majetek oseckého klaste-
ra zalozeného na samém konci 12. stoleti sice nezname,
vime vsak, ze necelych deset let po fundaci ustavu pattilo
¢trnact vesnic, statky ve dvou dalSich osadach a desatky
riizného typu v osmi lokalitach [8, 11, &. 64, s. 59-60]°.

Obveénéni Ceskych fadovych domu 12. stoleti jas-
n¢ ukazuji, ze se klastery ve véci majetku, ktery pfiji-
maly, nevazaly predpisy cisterciackého fadu. Ne puda
obdé¢lavana vlastnima rukama, ale census z jednotlivych
vsi predstavoval zaklad vSech nadacnich darti. Ne puda
nekultivovana, ale jiz osedlé vesnice ptichazely do rukou
cisterciakd, a to jiz od prvni poloviny 12. stoleti.

Na ptikladu obvénéni klastert je jasn¢ vidét, nakolik
se pii hmotném zabezpecovani novych fundaci projevo-
valy zvyky zemé, jez cisterciaky piijimala. Cisterciacké
klastery byly obvénovany stejnym zptsobem jako jiné
cirkevni instituce v Cechach, nikoliv jako cisterciacké
klastery v fadovém centru &i obecnéji v zapadni Evropé!?.

Ptame-li se, pro¢ se prosazovaly piedevsim lokalni
zvyky, mtizeme za hlavni divod oznadit silnou roli zakla-
datele, jenz mél pfi fundaci hlavni slovo. Na zakladateli
a jeho rodiné klastery zavisely, a proto byly nuceny pfiji-
mat jeho vili. Pokud si cisterciaci piali, aby vznikla dalsi
fadova filiace, nemohli odmitnout véno, i kdyz neodpo-
vidalo fadovym predpisim. Vedeni fadu s jejich jednanim
zjevné souhlasilo, nebot’ stejny postup, tj. piijimani osed-
1¢ pidy a plat, nachazime v celé stfedni Evropé. Souhlas
fadu dotvrzuji i kontroly planovanych fundaci (inspectio
loci), které jsou v Ceskych zemich dolozeny od raného
13. stoleti. Pro fadovou kontrolu byla zasadni otazka, zda
bude hmotné zabezpeceni budouciho konventu dostatec-
né a nikoliv, zda klaster ziska osidlenou nebo neosidlenou
padu'l,

8 K rozboru majetku T. Velimsky [9, s. 156-169].
° Listina zmifiuje rtizné druhy deséatkd, napi. decimam vini, deci-
mam frumenti, decimam vini cum decicmis allii.

10" Zcela jiny obraz dari, jez tvotily zdklad klasterniho hospodar-
stvi, skyta napiiklad kopiaf klastera Obazine [10].

" Prvni zndma inspekce se vztahuje k moravskému Velehradu, pii
niz jako budouci pater-abbas vystupoval plasky opat a jednim z inspek-
tort byl opat z Pomuku [11, I, 1204, &. 44, s. 305]. Radova kontrola pied
zalozenim klastera je dolozena pro ¢eské ustavy v Nizkove [11, 11, 1237,
¢. 62, s. 180]; opakovana vyzva [11, I, 1238, ¢. 48, s. 194-195], ve
Vys§im Brodé [11, II, 1259, ¢. 50, s. 459], pro Zlatou Korunu [11, II,
1259, ¢. 52, s. 459] a pro Svaté Pole [11, III, 1272, ¢. 38, s. 112].

of four villages, of a share in the ducal toll collected from
salt deliveries at the site of D&Cin, of two vineyards on the
Pettin hill of Prague with two vintners and their property,
and of still other servile personnel with their landholdings.
Otto, bishop of Prague, contributed another village [8, I,
No. 396, pp. 408—409]. Though the extent of the Plasy
endowment was rather limited in terms of foundations of
the land’s sovereigns, its regional siting gave great pro-
mise in terms of development of the monastic domain.

The endowment of the first two abbeys consisted
almost entirely of villages from which the Cistercians col-
lected servile rents, constituting the base of their reve-
nues. They also received a manor farm and a rent in kind
(share in a toll). The charters repeatedly note that human
persons made up components of the monastic endow-
ments. Surprisingly, the earliest donations lack any refe-
rences to Cistercian holdings of woodland.

The provisions for other Bohemian plants of the Order
founded before 1200 do not differ from those of the ear-
liest houses. They received mostly villages and, in addi-
tion to them, the foundation charters mention various
rents and revenues. Here also we hear nothing of any pos-
sible donations of woodland, or other kinds of waste land,
to the white monks. In the Mastov foundation (charter of
1196), the future house received a freshly assarted seg-
ment of territory. The endowment consisted of fifteen new-
ly established villages but of no waste land [8, I, No. 355,
pp. 319-320]8. Though we do not know the extent of the
original property of the Osek monastery established at the
very end of 12% century, it can be established that the
house held fourteen villages, property in two other settle-
ments, and various types of tithes in eight sites some ten
years after its foundations [8, 1I, No. 64, pp. 59-60]°.

Twelfth-century donations to Cistercian abbeys show
beyond all doubt that in terms of the property transferred
to them, they fell short of complying with economic
demands of the Order. All the foundations were based not
on landholdings cultivated by manual labor of the monas-
tery incumbents, but on the perception of revenues from
singular villages. This related even to the earliest founda-
tions of the Order which sprang up in the lifetime of
Bernard of Clairvaux. The example of donations to the
abbeys shows clearly to what extent the customs and hab-
its of the land hosting the Order establishments influenced
the material sustenance of the new foundations. Cistercian
monks received the same kind of material support as other
ecclesiastical institutions of Bohemia, not that enjoyed by
the Order houses in western Europe!?.

Why was this so? The main reason behind the rent-
village endowments seems to be the major role of the
monastery’s “founding fathers” who had a great say in the
foundation process. The monasteries fully depended on

8 On the analysis of the property complex see T. Velimsky [9,
pp. 156-169].

 The charter refers to various tithe types, e.g. decimam vini,
decimam frumenti, decimam vini cum decimis alliis.

10" A completely different account of donations making up the base
of monastic economy may be found, for instance, in cartulary of the
Obazine abbey in France [10].
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Ve 13. stoleti se slozeni véna novych cisterciackych
klasterts v Cechach ponékud proménilo. Poprvé se sou-
Casti klasterni vybavy zacala stavat i neosidlend krajina.
Nezdaiena fundace filiace v Nizkové (existovala ve 30.
letech 13. stoleti) byla kromé trhové vsi a pfijmu v pené-
zich 1 naturaliich vybavena rozsahlym lesem ur¢enym ke
kolonizaci [8, III/1, ¢. 100, s. 115-117]. Pon¢kud odlis-
na skladba véna klastera v Nizkov¢, kde vyznamnou cast
daru predstavoval klasterni les, vychazela ze skutecnos-
ti, Ze oblast Ceskomoravské vyso¢iny stila v té dobé na
samém pocatku odlesnovani. Osedla pida nebyla dosud
ve vétsi mife k dispozici, zakladatel proto nemohl klas-
teru dat jiz hotové vsi, jak byvalo zvykem. Proto klaster
vybavil ptidou ur¢enou ke kolonizaci, na niz, jak piredpo-
kladal, se mél klaster aktivné podilet.

Podobna vychozi situace se dotkla i Vyssiho Brodu,
nebot’ ani nejjiznéjsi cip Cech, kde Vyssi Brod lezi, v dobé
zalozeni klastera kolonizaci dosud neprosel, repsekti-
ve kolonizace zde pravé zacinala. Vyssi Brod dostal pfi
svém zalozeni v roce 1259 stejnojmennou trzni osadu,
dale pét vesnic zna¢ného rozptylu véetné jedné lokality
na rakouském uzemi a jedné ve Slezsku. Zna¢nou cast
véna predstavoval tzv. Klasterni les, jenz se rozkladal na
jih a jihozapad od Vyssiho Brodu v horském terénu pii
dnesni hranici s Rakouskem [8, V/1, ¢. 187, s. 298-300].

Vysebrodska nadace se od pfedchozich obdarovani
tvofila prava ke tfem patronatnim kosteltim spolu s podily
na desatcich Cetnych vsi vcetné lokalit teprve planova-
nych. Vysvétleni, pro¢ byla pocateéni drzba vysebrod-
skych cisterciakti natolik rozptylena, mizeme hledat
i v tom, ze si fundator hodlal ponechat izemi kolem hradu
Rozmberka pro rodové potieby. Teprve vymienim krum-
lovské vétve Vitkoven (1302) a pfenesenim ustiedi rozm-
berského panstvi na Krumlov, prestal mit zakladatelsky
rod zasadni zajem na této oblasti a jeji ¢ast postupné pie-
Sla do rukou klastera.

Opatstvi ve Zlaté Koruné zalozené kralem Piemyslem
Otakarem II. bylo na rozdil od vsech ¢eskych cisterciac-
kych klasterd obdarovano prevazné lesni pudou. Zaklad
jeho véna tvotil tzv. boleticky statek, vétSinou dosud ne-
kolonizované lesni Gzemi jehoZz rozsah se odhaduje na
880 km [8, V/1, ¢. 391, s. 581-582]. Zpusob tohoto v Ces-
kych pomérech neobvyklého majetkového véna byl dan
politickymi pfi¢inami, snahou panovnika zabranit rodu
Vitkovci, aby si podmanil dalii ¢ast Gizemi jiznich Cech.
Od cisterciakl se o¢ekavalo, Ze predanou oblast budou
kolonizovat, coz klaster v nasledujicim stoleti skute¢né
ucinil. Boleticky statek vSak nebyl jedinou ¢asti véna kla-
Stera Zlata Koruna. Vedle néj opatstvi ziskalo i oblasti jiz
osidlené - ¢ast Netolicka a rajovskou rychtu. Obdarovani
klastera doplnovaly dvé vinice v Rakousku a dalsi drobné
statky [8, V/1, ¢. 391, s. 581-582].

Ponékud jinak nez klastery zalozené v poloviné 13.
stoleti byla obdarovana nejmladsi ¢eska zalozeni, klastery
na Zbraslavi a ve Skalici. Oba tstavy vznikly v dobé&, kdy
jiz vétSina Ceského tizemi byla kolonizovéana a pro novy
klaster nebylo snadné ziskat rozsahlejsi uceleny nemovity
majetek. S timto problémem se potykal i kral Vaclav I1. pii
fundaci opatstvi Aula Regia na Zbraslavi. V blizkosti Pra-

the “founding fathers”, and their families, and had to be
mindful of their will and initiatives. If the Order desired
establishment of new plants, it could hardly refuse en-
dowments including those not complying with its rules.
Such practices apparently met with acknowledgment of
the Order’s direction, as we observe the same phenome-
non, i.e. acceptance of occupied ground and rents, all over
central Europe. Consent of the Order is confirmed by
controls of proposed foundations (inspectio loci), attested
to in Czech-speaking lands from the early 13" century on.
It seems that the Order was much more interested in kno-
wing whether the material provisions of the monastery-
-to-be sufficed, than in the information whether the abbey
will get occupied or waste land!!.

A measure of transformation of endowments of new
monasteries is perceptible in the 13™ century. Waste land
appeared for the first time as a component of provisions for
new regular houses. In addition to a market village and to
rent both in cash and in kind, the failed Nizkov foundation
of the thirties of the 13™ century received a large tract of
woodland for assarting [8, I1I/1, No. 100, pp. 115-117]. The
reason for this may be found in the fact that deforestation
of the Ceskomoravska-vrchovina (Bohemian-Moravian
highland), where the abbey site was situated, had only just
begun by then. No cultivated arable soil was simply avail-
able here, and this induced the founder to provide the
abbey with a tract of woodland to be assarted in the future.

A similar situation pertained to the abbey of Vyssi-
-Brod (4ltovadum, Hohenfurt). In fact, the southernmost
part of Bohemia where this abbey lies had not undergone
colonization in the foundation time of the abbey, or rather,
the assarting of this region had just started. Upon its foun-
dation in 1259, the regular house obtained the eponymous
site, a market village, and five villages dispersed over
a wide area including one site in Austrian territory, and
one as far as Silesia. A considerable part of the endow-
ment consisted of the Abbey Wood (Klasterni-les, Kloster-
wald), situated south and southwest of Vyssi-Brod, in the
highlands by the present-day Czech-Austrian border [8,
V/1, No. 187, pp. 298-300].

The Vyssi-Brod endowment differed from the previous
cases by the fact that its component most interesting from
the financial point of view was represented by rights to
nominate parochial priests in three churches, together
with shares in tithes from numerous villages including
sites yet to be established. The explanation for the mar-
kedly dispersed character of holdings of the white monks
of Vys8i-Brod may be sought in the fact that maybe the
founder wished to keep the territory around the Rozmberk
castle for his own lineage. It was only with the extinction
of the Krumlov branch of the Vitkovci lineage (1302),

I The first inspectio loci known to us relates to Velehrad in
Moravia. The procedure involved the abbott of Plasy as the future pater-
abbas and the abbott of Pomuk as one of the inspectors [11, I, 1204, No.
44, p. 305]. Order controls carried out prior to the foundation of an
abbey took place in the Bohemian houses of Nizkov [11, II, 1237, No.
62, p. 180]; a repeated call in [11, II, 1238, No. 48, pp. 194-195], Vyssi-
Brod [11, 11, 1259, No. 50, p. 459], Zlata-Koruna [11, II, 1259, No. 52,
p. 459] and Svaté-Pole [11, III, 1272, No. 38, p. 112].
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hy, kde mél klaster stat, nebyl k dispozici dostate¢né roz-
sahly majetek. Proto panovnik véno rozd¢lil a cisterciakiim
vénoval dvé panstvi, mensi v okoli klastera, rozsahlejsi ve
vychodnich Cechach, jeZ viak bylo od toho prvniho zna¢né
vzdalené (cca 200 km). Rozsah véna ¢inil v roce 1292 tii
mésta a mésteCka a cca padesat vsi; roku 1304 kral svou
nadaci obménil a rozsifil, takze Citala pét mést a méstecek
a cca sedmdesat vesnic [12, ¢. 1, s. 1-2; €. 15, 5. 8-10].

Ve srovnani s rozsahlym zbraslavskym obdarovanim,
ziskala nejmladsi ¢eska fundce- klaster ve Skalici, pouze
skromny nemovity majetek. Ve druhé poloviné 14. stoleti,
v dobe¢, kdy jiz osidlovani zemé bylo ukonceno, bylo jiz
obtizné vytvorit vétsi panstvi. Tento ukol se nepodafil ani
tak zdatnému finanénikovi, jakym byl fundator skalické-
ho opatstvi, Détfich z Portic'?, jenz novy tstav obdaroval
pouze tfemi vesnicemi spolu s lesem zvanym Kozi Hrbet.
Vzhledem k tomu, ze klaster nemohl vybavit dostatecnym
mnozstvim pudy, doplnil své nadani o penézitou sumu ve
vysi 200 kop grosi, za niz si mnisi sami méli dalsi zdroje
piijmu opattit [13, ¢. 1, s. 381-382].

Obveénéni Ceskych cisterciackych klastert doklada,
7e vétsina opatstvi od nejstarsich dob puisobeni fadu v Ce-
chéch az po nejmladsi lokace dostavala pii svém zalozeni
piedevsim osedlou ptidu'3, jejiz vynos tvofil zaklad klas-
ternich piijmu. Tento jev, a¢ v rozporu s tim, co by se dalo
v piipadé klaster cisterciackého fadu ocekavat, nebyl za-
dnym specifikem ¢eskych zemi, ale miizeme se s nim set-
kat i v dalSich oblastech stfedni Evropy!'4.

Vedle vesnického majetku ziskavaly ¢eské cisterciacké
klastery ve 13. stoleti také lesy. Presnéji fe¢eno, lesnata
puda tvorila soucast véna téch klastert, jez se nachazely
v oblastech, kde probihalo nebo bylo v planu osidlovani.
Zalesnéna uzemi se stala mistem vlastni klasterni kolo-
nizace, jez s vyjimkou opatstvi Zlatd Koruna nedosahla
vyznamnéjsich vysledki's.

Rozsah panstvi cistercidckych kldsterii v Cechdch

Pozemkova drzba cisterciackych klastert v Cechach
prochézela od zaloZeni jednotlivych tstavi vyvojem, kte-
ry mél pies Cetné peripetie v zasad¢ az do druhé poloviny

12 Détfich z Portic byl pokladan za neoby&ejné Sikovného ve
finanénich otazkach. Tento svij talent uplatioval i ve sluzbach cisate
Karla IV.

13 Vyjimkou se stalo obvénéni klastera Zlata Koruna, ktery ziskal
kromé vesnického osidleni také rozsahlé lesni uzemi urcené ke koloni-
zaci. Zlatokorunskému zalozeni se do jist¢é miry podobala nezdafena
fundace v Nizkov¢, ktera a¢ mnohem skromngéjsi, se téz skladala ptede-
vsim z neosidlené krajiny.

14 Pro polské klastery srv. napiiklad pasaze tykajici se pozemové
drzby jednotlivych opatstvi in: [14, s. 273-349]. K rané pozemkové
drzbé uherskych fadovych domu napt. [15, s. 48, 63]. Stejny obraz ob-
veénéni vykazuji také klastery v Braniborech [16], Meklenbursku a Pied-
nich Pomortanech [17, s. 85-86], [18, s. 283].

15 Zlatokorunsti cisterciaci dali zalozit celkem 97 vsi [19,
8. 56-60]. Sedlecky klaster zalozil 2-3 vesnice [20, s. 1]. Pocet lokalit
zalozenych plaskym klasterem 1ze odhadovat nejméné na Ctyfi; nejvice
kolem dvaceti [21, s. 73-83], [22, s. 223-232]. Kolonizace oseckého
klastera cCitala asi 8—15 vesnic [23, s. 235-288], vySebrodského klastera
maximalné kolem dvaceti vsi, zbraslavsky klaster zalozil pravdépodob-
né tii vesnice [2, s. 38-43, 227].

and transfer of the centre of the Rozmberk-lineage hold-
ings to the site of Cesky-Krumlov, that the founding fami-
ly lost its fundamental interest in this region, and parts of
it fell to the monastic possessions.

Unlike most of the other Cistercian houses of Bohemia,
the abbey of Zlata-Koruna (Sancta Corona, Goldenkron),
established by King Pfemysl Otakar II, received a consid-
erable amount of woodland. The backbone of its endow-
ment represented the so-called Boletice estate, an area of
waste land the extent of which is estimated at 880 km [8,
V/1, No. 391, pp. 581-582]. The character of this endow-
ment, highly unusual in the Bohemian situation, followed
out of the political situation. The sovereign intended to
bar the way of the Vitkovci lineage towards annexation of
another part of southern Bohemia. Here the Cistercians
were expected to carry out cultivation of the land, as it
duly happened in the following century. However, the
Boletice estate did not constitute the only part of the
Zlata-Koruna endowment. The abbey obtained land that
had already been settled — part of the Netolice region and
the Rajov-bailiff precinct. In addition to this, the abbey
was given two vineyards in Austria and other minor pos-
sessions [8, V/1, No. 391, pp. 581-582].

The latest Bohemian plants, those of Zbraslav (dula
Regia, Konigssaal) and Skalice, differed again in the form
of their endowments from houses established in the first
half of 13" century. Both of them emerged in a time when
most of Bohemia had already been assarted and occupied,
and it was difficult to find more extensive and compact
complexes of landed property. Providing for the Aula Regia
abbey at Zbraslav, king Vaclav (Wenceslas) II divided its
endowment in two parts. First and foremost, he gave the
Cistercians a minor complex of property in the closest
proximity of the abbey, in central Bohemia not far from
Prague. A major cluster of Zbraslav landholdings was situ-
ated in east Bohemia. In 1292, the entire endowment con-
sisted of three towns and boroughs, and of some fifty vil-
lages. This property underwent some changes in 1304 when
king Wenceslas added other estates so that finally, Zbraslav
received five towns and boroughs and, by and large, seven-
ty villages [12, No. 1, pp. 1-2, No. 15, pp. 8-10]. It goes
without saying that the monks found some difficulty in
managing both property complexes, some 200 km apart.

In comparison with royal magnanimity exhibited
towards Zbraslav, the latest Bohemian plant of the Order
— the abbey at Skalice — received but a modest landed-
property gift. The landholding situation within Bohemia
of the second half of 14" century reached such a degree
of consolidation and compactness that a creation of
a major complex of immovable property presented con-
siderable difficulties, even for an exceedingly able finan-
cial expert like the founder of Skalice, Déttich (Theodoric)
of Portitz!?. All he could give to the white monks were
three villages and a wood called Kozi-Hrbet (Goat Back).
In order to compensate for this shortcoming, he provided

12 1t was commonly assumed that Détfich of Portitz fell very short
of a financial genius. The emperor, Charles 1V, frequently availed him-
self of Détfich’s services.
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14. stoleti stoupajici tendenci. Diky tomu klasterni drzba
postupné rostla.Svého maxima dosahla vétsinou pied ro-
kem 1400, kdy stoupajici trend definitivné zastavila hlu-
boka hospodarska krize.

Sedlecky klaster vybaveny majetkem svého zaklada-
tele Miroslava, jen postupné rozvijel sviij majetek. Pra-
menna zékladna nedovoluje tento proces blize sledovat.
Vzhledem k tomu, Ze ptvodni donace byla zna¢né roz-
ptylena, ptedpokladame, ze opatstvi postupné sménovalo
vzdalené vsi za statky blize polozené a zaokrouhlovalo
svij majetek v okoli klastera. Po poloving 13. stoleti pat-
fila sedleckym cistercidkiim vétSina izemi, na némz poz-
déji vznikla Kutna Hora. Krom¢ majetku v bezprostiedni
blizkosti opatstvi si mnisi ponechavali i nékteré statky
vzdalengjsi.

Zasadni pralom do vyvoje sedleckého majetku zname-
nal objev velkych lozisek stfibra v jeho bezprostifednim
okoli. Velké finanéni zisky, které sedleckému klasteru
pfinesl rozvoj dilniho podnikani a vznik mésta Kutné
Hory, se vbrzku odrazil i v rozsifovani klasterni domé-
ny. Sedlecky klaster, nyni bohaty a schopny investovat
do pozemkového nakupu, zadal skupovat volné statky
v $ir§Sim Kutnohorsku a zejména se zaméfil na oblast
pti Labi, kde zakoupil fadu vesnic. V prvnich desetile-
tich 14. stoleti jiz opatstvi patfilo na 50 vesnic a také dvé
meésteCka, sousedni Malin, vzdaleny od Sedlce jen cca
2 km, a o néco vzdalengjsi MaleSice lezici cca 15 km od
klastera. Ve stejné dobé klaster jiz také vlastnil zhruba
15 hospodatskych dvort. Vétsina sedleckého majetku se
nachazela v okoli klastera a tvofila souvisly pas od Kutné
Hory na sever do Polabi; klasterni statky zasahovaly téz
na Kolinsko a Koufimsko. Od pocatku 14. stoleti vlastnili
sedlecti cisterciaci i drobny majetek v Rakousku, v oblas-
ti Klosterneuburgu. Po velkém vzepéti na pielomu 13.
a 14. stoleti se rust pozemkové drzby sedleckého opatstvi
zpomalil, nicméné pokracoval az do druhé poloviny 14.
véku. Na konci predhusitské doby citala sedlecka drzava
na 70 vsi. Tehdy klasteru pattilo jiz jediné méstecko,
nebot’ MaleSov v roce 1364 klaster prodal. Pocet hospo-
darskych dvortu se do pocatku 15. stoleti patrné rozrostl
na dvé desitky!°.

Plasky klaster zalozeny stejné jako sedlecky klaster
pted polovinou 12. véku, vznikl v oblasti severniho Plzen-
ska, které tehdy bylo jesté jen velmi fidce osidleno.
ZalozZeni cisterciackého klastera pfedstavovalo soucéast
sirsiho koloniza¢niho projektu zakladatele, knizete a poz-
déji krale Vladislava I. Poloha v kolonizaénim uzemi
prinesla cisterciakiim dvoji vyhodu. Na jedné strané
opatstvi tézilo z kolonizace jako pfijemce pozemkovych
darti, na stran¢ druhé samo dostalo prilezitost se na kolo-
nizaci aktivné podilet. Béhem prvniho stoleti vyvoje se
majetek plaského opatstvi znac¢né rozsitil. V roce 1250
jiz opatstvi patiilo na 50 vsi, z nichz valnou ¢ast ziskal
jako dary a jen menSinu sam zalozil [8, IV, ¢. 192 a,

16 Detailné rozebira vyvoj pozemkové drzby prace J. Celakovského
[20]. Podrobné se vyvojem sedleckého klasterstvi zabyva také studie
J. Nuhlicka [24, s. 226-272]. Sedleckému panstvi se také vénuji ¢lanky
J. Cechury [25, 5. 2-72], [26, 5. 39-72].

a sum of cash amounting to 200 sexagens of grossi,
intended to provide a chance for the monks to secure
alternative revenue sources [13, No. 1, pp. 381-382].

It may be plainly seen from the review of endowments
of Bohemian Cistercian houses that ever since the origins
of the Order, and up to the time of its latest foundations,
the founders of our monasteries gave the monks first and
foremost settled ground, the outcome of which supplied
the bulk of monastic revenues'3. Though this fact flatly
contradicted whatever may be expected for plants of the
Cistercian order, it hardly represented a feature specific to
the Czech-speaking lands, which shared a situation com-
mon to other regions of central Europe'#. In the 13™ cen-
tury, Bohemian houses frequently obtained woods in ad-
dition to village possessions. Tracts of woodland made up
for endowment parts of monasteries situated in regions with
incipient, or planned, assarts. Such woodland complexes
then became theatres of monastic assarting operations'>.

Extent of domains of Cistercian monasteries
in Bohemia

Ever since the establishment of particular Order hous-
es, landed property of Bohemian Cistercians followed an
essentially cumulative development trajectory until the
second half of 14" century, regardless of minor vacilla-
tions. Monastic landed-property complexes thus gradu-
ally grew in extent. In most cases, they reached the cul-
mination points prior to the year 1400, when a deep
economic crisis put a halt to this well-being.

We do not know much about the development of landed
property of the Sedlec abbey until the half of 13 century.
In terms of the Sedlec landholdings, the turning point was
reached with the discovery of large deposits of silver ore
in its closest proximity. Unheard-of riches which flowed
in from the mining enterprise and establishment of the city
of Kutna-Hora (Kuttenberg) soon resulted in the enlarge-
ment of the monastic holdings. The Sedlec abbey, rich in
money and in chances of acquisition of landed property,
set forth to purchase estates around Kutna-Hora, and espe-
cially along the Labe-river course where it became master
of a number of villages. In the first decades of the 141

13 An exception was constituted by the endowment of the Zlata-
Koruna house. In addition to village sites, it received extensive tracks of
woodland for assarting. To a certain extent, the Zlata-Koruna endow-
ment approximated that of the failed Nizkov house, which also consisted
of settlement-free land, albeit of a much more limited extent.

14 For the Polish monasteries see €. g. passages concerning landed
property of singular abbeys in: [14, pp. 273-349]. On the early landed
property of Hungarian houses see, for instance [15, pp. 48, 63]. The
same picture is yielded by monasteries in the regions of Brandenburg
[16], Mecklenburg and Vorpommern [17, pp. 85-86], [18, p. 283].

15 The most important assarting agency, the Zlata-Koruna abbey,
established ninety-seven villages [19, pp. 56-60]. Other abbeys fell
much below this figure in the colonization of Bohemia. The house of
Sedlec founded two to three villages [20, p. 1]. For the Plasy abbey, our
estimates vary between at least four and at most twenty [21, pp. 73-83],
[22, pp. 223-232]. The Osek house provided for establishment of eight
to fifteen village sites [23, pp. 235-288], that of Vyssi-Brod for twenty
at most, Zbraslav most likely for three villages [2, pp. 38-43, 227].
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s. 352]. Vétsina plaského majetku se nachazela v okoli
Plas a tvofila témeét uzavienou klasterni doménu. Vedle
tohoto panstvi vlastnili plassti cisterciaci také panstvi
v okoli Prahy. Rozvoj plaské drzby pokracoval az do
konce 14. stoleti. Pfibyvani statkti po roce 1300 vsak ve
srovnani s ptredchozim stoletim vyrazné zvolnilo tempo.
Opatstvi samo financovalo nakup ¢asti statkii a v malé
mife k rozvoji domény prispélo i dal$i kolonizacni
¢innosti. Dary vesnic, tak dulezité ve 12. a 13. stoleti, se
staly ve 14. véku méné pocetné. Od poloviny 14. stoleti
vSak zacala nova vina §tédrosti vici opatstvi; v této dobé
vsak jiz neslo o dary vesnic, které vzhledem k ukoncené
kolonizaci kraje nebyly nadale snadnym piedmétem
donace, ale vétSinou o dary platd. Na pocatku 15. stoleti,
kdy rozsah plaskych dosahl svého vrcholu, se plaska
doména na Plzensku skladala ze dvou méstecek, dale
k ni patfilo na 70 vesnic a asi 13 hospodaiskych dvort.
Majetek v zazemi Prahy zahrnoval cca pét vesnic, Ctyfi
hospodaiské dvory, vinice a dal$i drobné majetky [27,
s. 62-72].

Pozemkova drzba pomuckého klastera patfila podob-
né jako drzba plaského klastera v ramci Cech k vétsim
klasternim majetkim. Pro pomucky klaster nejsou sice
k dispozici originalni prameny, jeho majetkovou drzbu
vSak jde do jisté miry rekonstruovat na zakladé mladsich
pisemnosti!’. Podle rekonstrukce mohlo pomucké pan-
stvi v dobé tésné predhusitské zahrnovat tfi méstecka, asi
80 vesnic a deset hospodaiskych dvortu. Panstvi se roz-
kladalo v $ir§im okoli Pomuka v pasu tahnoucim se od
Bilovic jihozapadnim smérem ke Klatovsku az do pied-
hiiii Sumavy. Opatstvi neleZelo v centru drzavy, ale v jeji
severovychodni ¢asti.

Stejné jako klaster v Pomuku ani opatstvi v Hradis-
ti nad Jizerou nema k dispozici listinny archiv. Zustal
vSak zachovan zlomek urbafe z doby kolem roku 1400,
ktery umoziuje alespon do jisté miry rekonstruovat hra-
dist'skou drzbu. Na jeho zakladé lze fici, ze hradist'sky
klaster vlastnil v dobé pred husitskymi valkami majetek
ve 112 riznych vesnicich a méstech. Z toho tvofilo sou-
vislé panstvi kolem klastera jedno mésto, asi 80 vesnic
a Ctyfi dvory, drzba na Podébradsku a Nymbursku cca
Styfi vesnice a dva dvory, majetek na Caslavsku jednu
ves a dvir. Kromé toho ke klasteru patfila riizna drobnéjsi
zbozi roztrousena severozapadné od Hradisté az po zem-
skou hranici. Zbytek pfipadl mensim skupinam majetku
a platiim ze vsi, kde mél klaster pouze dil&i vlastnictvi'®.

Osecky klaster v severozapadnich Cechach vznikl
v oblasti zac¢inajici kolonizace. Ta umoznila, aby se ma-
jetek klastera jiz od pocatku relativné rychle rozvijel.
V prvni poloviné 13. stoleti rostlo klasterstvi pfedevsim
dary mecenast, od druhé pule stoleti zacali cisterciaci

17" Rekonstrukce pomuckého majetku se opira o zapis v zemskych
deskéch z roku 1558, kdy Adam ze Sternberka ziskal do d&di¢né drzby
zelenohorské panstvi, které se skladalo prevazné z byvalych pomuckych
statkll (Statni ustfedni archiv v Praze, sign. DZ 13 A 17-18) a jiny zapis,
jimz tyz Adam zapsal své choti ¢ast nékdejsiho pomuckého panstvi jako
véno (Statni Gstiedni archiv v Praze, sign. DZ 10 D 30).

pévajici praci o hradist'ském klastefe zpracoval J.V. Simak [29].

century the possessions of the abbey included some fifty
villages and two boroughs, those of Malin adjacent to the
eponymous site at a distance of some 2 km, and MaleSov,
situated at a distance of some 15 km from Sedlec. In the
same time the abbey held some 15 manor farms. Most of
the Sedlec possessions were situated in the vicinity of the
abbey, making up a continuous belt zone from Kutna-
Hora northwards to the Labe-river region; some monastic
estates could have been found in the surroundings of the
cities of Kolin-nad-Labem and Koutim. From the begin-
ning of 14" century the Sedlec Cistercians held a minor
property complex in Austria, in the Klosterneuburg
region. After the floruit of the turn of 13" and 14 centu-
ries the growth of the Sedlec domain slowed down, but
nevertheless continued until the second half of 14" cen-
tury. Prior to 1420 the Sedlec possessions numbered some
seventy villages. At that time the abbey held but one sin-
gle borough, as Malesov was sold in 1364. The number of
Sedlec manor farms grew then to some twenty sites!®.
The abbey of Plasy emerged north of the present-day
city of Plzen (Pilsen), an area of scanty settlement in the
earlier Middle Ages. The establishment of a Cistercian mo-
nastery represented a component of a major colonization
project of its founder, duke and later king Vladislav 1. The
choice of the site brought a twofold advantage to the Cister-
cians. On one hand, the abbey received donations of freshly
assarted land; on the other hand, this brought it the op-
portunity to engage actively in colonization enterprise. The
Plasy possessions expanded considerably throughout the
first century of existence of the house. In 1250, the abbey
held some fifty villages, most of which it received as gifts
and founded but a few of them [8, IV, No. 192 a, p. 352].
Most of the Plasy estates lied close to the abbey, making up
a nearly compact monastic domain. In addition to this, the
white monks of Plasy also kept estates in the vicinity of
Prague. Development of the Plasy property continued
until the end of 14" century. However, acquisition of land
slowed down considerably after 1300. The abbey kept
purchasing estates, and, to a certain extent, also founded
villages on freshly assarted ground. Gifts of villages, so
important in the 12 and 13% century, decreased in number
over the 14 century. The influx of donations renewed after
1350, but these did not include whole villages, hard to come
by after the consolidation of the landed-property structure
in the 14 century, but rather revenues. At the beginning of
the 15" century, when the Plasy domain assumed its largest
extent, it included two boroughs, seventy villages and some
13 manor farms around the city of Plzen. The Prague
enclave numbered some five villages, four manor farms,
vineyards and other minor possessions [27, pp. 62—72].
Much as those of Plasy, the possessions of Nepomuk
belonged to major monastic property complexes of Bo-
hemia. Though original sources for Pomuk history have
perished, we may catch a glimpse of its possessions ac-

16 For detailed analysis of the landed-property development see
J. Celakovsky [20], as well as J. Nuhlicek [24, pp. 226-272]. On the
Sedlec domain see also J. Cechura [25, pp. 2-72], [26, pp. 39-72].
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roz§ifovat své panstvi také nakupem statkll. Ke zhodno-
ceni drzby pfispéla vlastni osecka kolonizace, jejiz vétsi
¢ast probe¢hla na konci 13. stoleti. Nedlouho po roce 1300
se Gizemni rozvoj klastera zpomalil a kolem poloviny 14.
stoleti téméft ustal. Pfed husitskymi valkami klasteru pat-
filo jedno poddanské mésto, asi 50 vesnic a 10 klasternich
dvort!'®. Pfes tipornost ve scelovani statkil, kterou odraze-
ji pisemné prameny, se oseckym cisterciakiim nepodafilo
vytvorit koncentrované panstvi. Kompaktni drzava v $ir-
§im okoli klastera zahrnovala jen asi polovinu majetku,
zbytek tvorily vétsi ¢i mensi enklavy majetku na Loun-
sku, Chomutovsku a téz ve vzdalené oblasti dneSniho
Karlovarska, kde oseckym cisterciakiim patfil Semnicky
ujezd.

Bohaté pisemné prameny vysSebrodského klastera
dovoluji sledovat vyvoj pozemkové drzby, jak se utvaiela
od poloviny 13. stoleti aZz po prvni desetileti 15. véku.
Panstvi v okoli klastera se zacalo rozsitovat po roce 1275,
spolu s postupujici kolonizaci kraje. Velky vyznam pro
vyvoj vySebrodské drzavy mél zisk hotického zbozi
(severozapadné od Vyssiho Brodu), které cisterciaci zis-
kali v roce 1290. Vedle téchto dvou panstvi postupné
vznikalo tfeti, na vychod od Vyssiho Brodu mezi klas-
terem a Krumlovem. Kromé toho mnisi vlastnili mensi
enklavu majetkd v okoli Ceskych Budgjovic a rozptylené
statky za ¢esko-rakouskou hranici. K rozvoji svych statki
klaster ptispél kolonizaci v Klasternim lese a na Hoficku.
Vyssi Brod rozsifoval svou doménu plynule az do pre-
lomu 14. a 15. stoleti. Na pocatku 15. stoleti zahrnovala
Ceska drzba vySebrodského klastera dvé mésteCka ,vice
nez 70 vesnic a asi 12 hospodarskych dvort. V Rakousku
pattilo vySebrodskym cisterciakiim nékolik vinic a nékte-
ré dalsi pozemky. Jejich rozsah vsak nebyl velky a netvo-
fil ucelengj$i panstvi [2, s. 37—44].

Klaster Zlata Koruna byl pii svém vzniku vybaven pie-
devsim neosidlenou lesni piidou ur¢enou ke kolonizaci.
Klaster sviij kolonizaéni kol splnil a v prab&hu posled-
ni ¢tvrtiny 13. a prvni poloviny 14. stoleti dal vzniknout
témef stovee vesnic. Dalsi statky ziskal dilem od $lechtic-
kych mecenast, dilem si je cisterciaci, v dobé kdy jejich
hospodarstvi prosperovalo, zakoupili z vlastnich prostied-
kl. V dobé¢ pted husitskymi valkami tvotilo zlatokorun-
ské panstvi se 150 vesnicemi, 20 hospodaiskymi dvory
a tfemi méstecky nejvétsi cisterciacky majetek v Cechach
[19,s.56-91].

Klaster ve Svatém Poli pfisel o sviyj archiv patrné
v husitskych valkach. Informace o svatopolskych statcich
pochazeji vétsinou az z 15. a 16. stoleti, v dob¢, kdy n¢k-
dejsi majetek cisterciakti uz presel do Slechtické drzby. Na
zakladé téchto zprav miizeme soudit, ze na prahu husitské
epochy zahrnoval rozptyleny klasterni velkostatek, jenz
se rozkladal ve vychodnich Cechach v okoli Dobrusky,
pfinejmensim jedno klasterni méstecko a 13 vesnic. Kro-
me toho klasteru patiil blize nepopsany ujezd v okoli
Destného ve vysoko polozeném prostiedi Orlickych hor
a nejmén¢ dva hospodaiské dvory [2, s. 163—167].

19 Podrobny popis klasterniho panstvi podiva konfirmace Jana
Lucemburského z roku 1341 (RBM 1V, €. 883, s. 351).

cording to later information!”. Prior to 1420, the Pomuk
holdings could have consisted of three boroughs, some
eighty villages and ten manor farms. The domain occu-
pied a wider proximity of Pomuk within a belt zone
extending from Bilovice towards the southwest, in the
direction of the city of Klatovy and the Sumava (Bohmer-
wald) submontane tracts. The abbey itself avoided the
centre of its estate, lying in its northeastern part instead.
Much as that of Pomuk, the archive of the Hradisté-
nad-Jizerou monastery does not exist. All we have is
a fragment of an estate book dating to around 1400,
allowing at least a partial reconstruction of the Hradisté
property. It seems that the Hradi$té abbey held property in
112 various village- and town sites prior to 1420. The
compact estate surrounding the monastery included one
town, some eighty villages and four manor farms. The
Hradisté possessions in the Podébrady and Nymburk
regions numbered four villages and two manor farms; the
abbey held one village, and one manor farm, in the
Caslav-city region. Other dispersed estates could be
found northwest of Hradisté as far as the land’s border.
Finally, there were minor pieces of property and rents
from villages in which the abbey held property shares's.
The Osek abbey in northwest Bohemia emerged in
a region of incipient colonization. This opened the way
towards rapid expansion of monastic property ever since
the beginning of its existence. In the first half of 13" cen-
tury, monastic possessions grew by donations of mecenes;
purchases of estate are attested to from the second half of
the same century. The Osek assarting campaigns, which
took place mostly at the end of the 13 century, enhanced
the value of the monastic estates. The pace of the growth
of monastic property slowed down not long after 1300,
coming to a near-standstill around the half of 14" century.
Prior to 1420, one servile borough, some fifty villages and
ten manor farms belonged to the monastery!®. In spite of
the persistence with which the Osek Cistercians streamed
to acquire landed property, as it follows out of written
sources, they failed to create a compact domain. Estates
adjacent to the abbey included some one-half of the com-
plete property unit, the rest composed of larger or smaller
holdings around the cities of Louny, Chomutov and as far
the the present-day city of Karlovy-Vary property where
the white monks of Osek held the Semnice circuitus.
The abundant written sources on the history of the
Vyssi-Brod abbey throw light on the development of its
landed property between half of the 13" century and the

17 The reconstruction of the Pomuk property leans on an entry in
the Land register of Bohemia (zemské desky) of 1558, when Sire Adam
of Sternberk obtained, as a hereditary possession, the Zelena-Hora
domain composed mostly of the one-time Pomuk estates (Statni ustfedni
archiv v Praze, sign. DZ 13 A 17-18), and on another entry by which the
same Sire Adam registered his wife as holder of a part of the one-time
Pomuk domain in the form of dowry (Statni Ustfedni archiv v Praze,
sign. DZ 10 D 30).

18 The estate book was published in the 19" century by J. Emler [28]
and extensively analyzed in an exhaustive treatise on the Hradisté abbey
by I.V. Simak [29].

19 For a detailed description of the monastic holdings see the confir-
mation by king John of Luxemburg of 1341 (RBM IV, No. 883, p. 351).
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Zbraslavské panstvi se od pocatku své existence skla-
dalo ze dvou od sebe znaéné vzdalenych celkt. Z Gzemi
v okoli klastera a z oblasti mezi Ustim nad Orlici
a Lansperkem.

Rozvoj klasterni domény pievzali po Vaclavovi II. ¢le-
nové lucemburského vladnouciho rodu, na které presla
zakladatelské prava?’. Kromé korunovanych hlav se jako
mecenasi projevovali prislusnici patriciatu, vyjimeéné
také drobna Slechta a cirkevni hodnostafi.

Dlouhodoba nizka rentabilita lanSperského panstvi
vedla klasterer ke snaze nahradit tento problemati-
cky majetek jistéjSim zdrojem piijmui. Proto zbraslavsti
cisterciaci vétsinu lanSperského panstvi v roce 1358
sménili s nové vznikajicim biskupstvim v Litomysli
za né&kolik vsi a plat 100 kop gr. roén&?!. V dobé pied-
husitské se zbraslavské panstvi skladalo z méstecek
Revnic a Klince, dale k nému patfilo vice nez 50 vesnic
a asi 12 dvoru. Klasterstvi netvorilo uzavieny celek,
jeho hlavni ¢ast se rozkladala na jih od Prahy podél
fek Vltavy a Berounky. Klasterni majetky se rozkladaly
vétSinou na vltavském levobiezi a zasahovaly na jih
az za Slapy, ke vsim Bu§ a Kramy. K vltavskému le-
vobiezi patfila i oblast Klasterniho lesa, misto nevelké
cisterciacké kolonizace [12, ¢. 18, s. 11; €. 30, s. 16—-17;
¢. 45, s.24-26].

Pozemkova drzba klastera ve Skalici byla od samého
pocatku rozdélena do dvou casti, jedné v okoli klastera,
druhé v okoli lesa Kozi hibety na Cernokostelecku.
Ob¢ enklavy délila vzdalenost cca 15 km. Devét osad,
tfi hospodarské dvory mimo dvir u klastera a komplex
v lese Kozi Hibety véetné hradku Sumber piedstavovaly
celé skalické klasterstvi. VétSinu vesnic ziskali skalicti
cisterciaci od zakladatele opatstvi, Détficha z Portic [2,
s. 284-287].

Nejvetsi drzavu vybudoval dim zlatokorunsky,
jemuz se podaftilo vytvofit panstvi ¢itajici tfi poddan-
ska méstecka, zhruba 150 vesnic a 20 hospodarskych
dvort. O vyjimeéném postaveni Zlaté Koruny, ktera
meéla moznost rozsifovat své panstvi rozsahlou koloni-
zaci, byla jiz opakované fe¢. Kolonizaci Citajici kolem
sta zalozenych osad si vysvétlujeme mimotadny rozsah
majetku, jimz klaster disponoval. Dalsi v poradi velikos-
ti svych panstvi byly tstavy Hradisté s cca 90 vesnice-
mi, dale Pomuk vlastnici ptiblizné kolem 80 vsi a Plasy
s priblizné 75 vesnicemi. VSechny tfi uvedené fadové
domy byly zalozeny v oblasti, kde zaéinala koloniza-
ce, a z osidlovacich aktivit vytézily fadu pozemkovych
zisku, jez vétSinou ziskaly pravdépodobné jako dary.
S ohledem na nedostatek pisemnych prameni lze sle-
dovat vlastni kolonizaci jen v ptipadée plaského panstvi,
kde vSak byla rozhodné méné vyznamna nez obdarovani
ze strany panovnika a §lechty.

20 Klaster vyrazné podporovala kralovna Eliska Premyslovna,
manzelka Jana Lucemburského [30, s. 274, 307]; [12, ¢. 33, s. 17-18;
¢. 34,s. 18-19; €. 38, s. 21, €. 47; 5. 26-27; ¢. 50, s. 28].

21 Prib&h jednéni i uzavieni smlouvy s litomyslskym biskupstvim
provazi velké mnozstvi prament. Vybérové: [12, ¢. 128, s. 77; ¢. 129,
s. 78; €. 130, s. 78-80; ¢. 136, s. 87-90; ¢. 146, s. 99-100; ¢. 147, s. 101;
¢. 148, s. 101-102]. Podstatu smény vysvétluje Z. Nejedly [31,s. 131-135].

first decade of the 15™ century. In connection with the
onset of the local colonization, the holdings adjacent to
Vyssi-Brod underwent expansion after 1275. The acquisi-
tion of the Hofice estate northwest of Vy$si-Brod in 1290
represented an event of great importance for further devel-
opment of the monastic landholdings. Soon these two
property clusters were joined by a third one, east of Vyssi-
-Brod between the abbey and the city of Cesky-Krumlov.
Minor property complexes included an estate by the city
of Ceské-Budgjovice, and dispersed holdings beyond the
Bohemian-Austrian border. The monks themselves lent
a hand to the development of their estates by colonization in
the Klasterni-les (Klosterwald) and around the site of Hofice.
The abbey of Vyssi-Brod continuously expanded its land-
holdings until the turn of the 14" and 15™ centuries. At the
beginning of 15" century, the abbey possessed two bor-
oughs, more than seventy villages and some 12 manor farms.
In addition to this, the white monks held vineyards in Austria
and some other possessions; these were small in extent,
and they did not make up a compact domain [2, pp. 37—44].

Unassarted woodland assigned for colonization made
up a major part of endowment of the Zlata-Koruna abbey.
The task was duly carried out, and almost one hundred
villages sprang up on this estate, in the course of the last
quarter of 13", and first half of 14™ century. Other posses-
sions came from aristocratic sponsors, or were purchased
by the Cistercians themselves in the then prosperous
times. Prior to 1420, the Zlatd-Koruna domain, number-
ing one hundred and fifty villages, 20 manor farms and
three boroughs, represented the largest Cistercian holding
in Bohemia [19, pp. 56-91].

The Svaté-Pole monastery lost its archive presumably
in the Hussite wars. All we can go by are later information
of the 15™ and 16™ centuries, when the one-time Cistercian
possessions became aristocratic estates. These meagre
data imply that prior to 1420, the monastic property, dis-
persed over East Bohemia in the vicinity of the town of
Dobruska, comprised at least one monastic borough and
thirteen villages. In addition to this, the abbey held a cir-
cuitus in the vicinity of the present-day town of Destné in
the montane tracts of Orlické-Hory, not described in
detail, and at least two manor farms [2, pp. 163—167].

From its very inception, the Zbraslav domain consisted
of two property complexes at a considerable distance
from each other: one in the vicinity of the abbey itself,
and the other in east Bohemia between the towns of Usti-
nad-Orlici and Lansperk. The responsibility for further
development of the Zbraslav holdings fell to the Luxem-
burg dynasty, succeeding the Pfemyslid kings and espe-
cially Wenceslas II, founder of Zbraslav, who assumed
the founder’s rights after 1310%°. In addition to royal mu-
nificence, the abbey profited from the generosity of rich
burgesses, and exceptionally also from that of minor gen-
try and of dignitaries of the Church. The long-term low
rentability of the Lansperk estate induced the Cistercians

20 The abbey received support from queen Elizabeth (Eliska) Pie-
myslid, consort of John of Luxemburg [30, pp. 274, 307], [12, No. 33,
pp. 17-18; No. 34, pp. 18-19; No. 38, pp. 21; No. 47, pp. 26-27; No. 50, p. 28].
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Na druhém pélu v rozsahu klasterstvi stoji panstvi ska-
lické, které zahrnovalo jen devét osad. Opatstvi ve Ska-
lici, nejmladsi z Ceskych tfadovych domt, jenz vznikl
az po poloving 14. stoleti, nemél pro rozvoj panstvi dob-
ré vychozi podminky, nebot’ ve stfednich Cechach, kde
se nachazel, byla pozemkova drzba jiz dlouho rozdéle-
na a moznosti tvorby vétsiho pozemkového celku velmi
omezeneé.

Celkem vlastnily cisterciacké klastery v Cechach vice
nez 600 vesnic. Kromé muzskych opatstvi, jejichz pozem-
kovou drzbu jsme sledovali, drzely v Cechach statky
také dva ustavy cisterciackych jeptisek a mensi panstvi
patfila i cisteciackym fadovym domdm zahraniénim,
totiz opatstvim Waldsassen, Altzelle, Griinhain a Zwettl.
Cisterciacky fad tak predstavoval v ramci Ceského kra-
lovstvi jednoho z nejvyznamnégjich drziteld ptidy?2.

Struktura panstvi cisterciackych klasterii
v Cechdch

O raném vyvoji klasterti zaloZzenych ve 12. stoleti ma-
me jen malo zprav. Patrné jiz ve 12. véku se jejich maje-
tek dale rozvijel, nejspise zboznymi dary, které predstavo-
valy vyznamny zdroj prirtstki i ve 13. stoleti.

Pozemkova drzba rostla nejvice v obdobi 1200-1300,
v dob¢ nejintenzivngjsi kolonizace. Mnozstvi novych vsi,
které kolonizaci vznikalo, dovolovalo jejich vlastnikim
relativné snadno nékteré z nich vénovat cirkevnim insti-
tucim. Od 13. stoleti se na rozvoji svych panstvi zacinaly
podilet také klastery samy, a to jak koupi statkd, tak také
vlastni kolonizaci. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze nekultivované
uzemi tvofilo u vétSiny opatstvi jen malou ¢ast klaster-
niho majetku, nedosahla klasterni kolonizace s vyjim-
kou zlatokorunské drzavy vétsiho méftitka.

Ve 14. stoleti pokracoval nartst pozemkové drzby klas-
terl pomaleji nez v ptedchozim obdobi. Ubylo dart pudy.
Misto vesnic, jez predstavovaly obvyklou donaci star§iho
obdobi, zacaly klastery od svych mecenasi mnohem cas-
t&ji dostavat tzv. platy — ptijmy z vynosu osidlené pidy
nebo z hospodarskych provozi. Rust panstvi zajistovaly
vétSinou klastery samy, nejcastéji nakupem novych vsi
a dvort, v malé mife téz pokracujici vlastni kolonizaci.
Rozvoj jednotlivych klasternich drzav nebyl ve 14. stoleti
jiz plynuly a skoncil vétsinou pted rokem 1400.

Prvni velka krize postihla cisterciacké klastery ve 30.
a40. letech 14. stoleti za vlady Jana Lucemburského. Zna-
¢nou vinu na jejich stavu méla tvrda ekonomicka politika
vladce, ktery zatizil panovnické klastery do té miry, ze
se jejich hospodarstvi pod touto tizi zacalo hroutit. Zaro-
ven se vSak jiz zde zacal projevovat ekonomicky efekt
typicky pro 14. a 15. stoleti, mala finanéni vynosnost
zemédélského podnikani a obecné chudnuti majitel
velkostatkut. Tato krize se znacné podobala podobnym
projevim tUpadku klasterni ekonomiky, jaké zname ze za-
padni Evropy jiz ze stoleti tfinactého.

2 K pozemkové drzbé zenskych klasterG cisterciackého Fadu
K. Charvatova [2, s. 321-326, 354-355]; k drzb¢ zahrani¢nich fadovych
domii [3, 5. 157-239].

to attempts to replace this problematic holding with ano-
ther, more secure source of revenue. In 1358, the white
monks of Zbraslav exchanged most of the Lansperk estate
with the newly founded bishopric at Litomysl for several
villages and an annual rent of 100 sexagens of grossi*!.
Prior to 1420, the Zbraslav domain consisted of the bo-
roughs of Revnice and Klinec, of more than fifty villages
and some 12 manor farms. The estate was not compact,
and its main part extended south of Prague along the
Vltava and Berounka rivers, with most possessions situa-
ted on the left bank of Vltava, reaching as far south as the
sites of Slapy, Bu§ and Kramy. The area of the Klasterni-
les, theatre of a minor assarting operation by the Cister-
cians, also lied on the left bank of Vltava [12, No. 18,
p. 11; No. 30, p. 16—17; No. 45, pp. 24-26].

Much the same can be said about the holdings of the
Skalice monastery. These, too, fell into two components,
one adjacent to the abbey, and the other in the vicinity of
the Kozi-Hibety woodland complex around the town of
Kostelec-nad-Cernymi-Lesy, at a distance of some 15 km.
The abbey could boast of nine villages, of three manor
farms in addition to the farm adjacent to the monastery,
and of a complex within the Kozi-Hibety wood including
the Sumber fortification. Most of the villages were con-
tributed by the founder of the monastery, Theodoric (Dé&-
téich) of Portitz [2, pp. 284-287].

The most extensive holding belonged to the Zlata-Ko-
runa abbey. This comprised three servile boroughs, some
one hundred and fifty villages, and 20 manor farms. The
exceptional position of Zlata-Koruna, capable of expan-
sion of its estates by extensive assarting activities, has
repeatedly been mentioned here. This exceptionally large
domain is likely to have come into being by colonization
activities, thanks to which some one hundred villages
sprang into existence. In terms of domain size, Zlata-
-Koruna was followed by Hradisté (some ninety villages),
Pomuk (some eighty sites), and Plasy (roughly seventy-
-five settlements). All of these regular houses saw the
light of day in regions of incipient colonization, and are
likely to have profited from assarting activities to obtain
landed property, most probably in the form of gifts. Only
the assarts of the Plasy abbey can be followed in detail
due to the lack of written sources; in this particular case,
they assumed a more limited extent than donations of the
sovereigns and of nobility.

As against this, the Skalice holdings numbered no
more than nine villages. The Skalice abbey, latest plant of
the Order founded after the half of 14" century, lacked
favorable conditions for development of its domain, as
the property structures of central Bohemia, where it was
situated, had consolidated long ago, and chances for buil-
ding up a major landed-property complex ran low.

21 Both negotiations with, and concluding the final treaty with, the
Litomys] bishopric are illuminated by a host of sources (at least a selec-
tion: [12, No. 128, p. 77; No. 129, p. 78; No. 130, pp. 78-80; No. 136,
pp- 87-90; No. 146, pp. 99-100; No. 147, p. 101; No. 148, pp. 101-
102]). Basic data of the Exchange may be found in Z. Nejedly [31,
pp. 131-135].
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Hospodaftsky pozitivni vlada Karla IV. dokézala na
urcity Cas upadek zastavit, stalo se tak vSak jen na krat-
ky casovy tusek. Po cisafové smrti krize vypukla znovu.
A s mnohem vétsi silou, nez v prvni poloving stoleti.
Konec 14. stoleti a prvni desetileti 15. stoleti pfinesly
hospodaisky rozvrat vétsing Ceského kralovstvi. Také
vétsing cisterciackych klasteri Ekonomické obtize nek-
terych z nich dosahly takovych rozméra, ze byly nuceny
k odprodeji ¢asti svych majetku.

Ve dvacatych letech 15. stoleti, béhem husitskych
vélek byla vétsina cisterciackych klasterd v Cechéach
husity dobyta a zapalena. Sekularizace cirkevnich statki,
jez na mnohych drzavach cisterciackych klastert zacala
jesté pred vypuknutim husitské revoluce, pfipravila cis-
terciaky o vétSinu jejich majetku. Vzhledem k tomu, Ze
sekularizaci stvrdil kral Zikmund, ztratily klastery vétSinu
svého nékdejsiho majetku .

Vétsing klastert zustaly jen nepatrné pozustatky z jej-
ich byvalych drzav. Za této situace ¢ast klastert zcela
zanikla. Pomuk, Hradisté nad Jizerou, Svaté Pole, Skali-
ce, plnych ¢tyficet procent muzskych klastert definitivné
odeslo z historické scény. Nestalo se tak ihned, vlastni
dobyti klasterti neptineslo jesté zanik opatstvi jako insti-
tuci. Oslabené organismy cisterciackych ustavi vSak
nepiezily dalsi staleti a v prib&hu 15. a 16. stoleti defini-
tivné zanikly.

All in all, Cistercian domains in Bohemia comprised
more than six hundred villages. In addition to male houses
under consideration here, two Cistercian nunneries also held
possessions in Bohemia, and the land contained a few en-
claves of foreign Cistercian establishments, namely the ab-
beys of Waldsassen, Altzelle, Griinhain and Zwettl. In terms
of the kingdom of Bohemia, the Cistercian order belonged
to one of the most important landholding overlords®?.

Conclusion

Sources pertaining to the development of landholdings
of particular abbeys allow the construction of a general
development trajectory. In individual abbeys, this differs
according to the date by which the houses entered the
historical scene. Few records shed light on the develop-
ment of early institutions founded in the 12 century. We
may surmise that as early as this time, their landholdings
grew, most probably due to pious donations continuing, as
a major source of new acquisitions, into the 13 century.

The 13™ century saw a considerable growth of the extent
of landed property of all monasteries, surpassing in its scale
that of the earlier and later epochs. All abbeys acquired new
landholdings, frequently as gifts of their benefactors. The
quantitative growth of donations was conditioned by the
landscape-assarting processes. The emergence of a num-
ber of new settlements allowed the landlords considerable
generosity in endowing ecclesiastical institutions. From
the 13™ century, the monasteries themselves took an ac-
tive hand in the development of their estates, both through
purchases and through their own assarting activities. In
view of the fact that the majority of abbeys had at their
disposal but a few tracts of uncultivated landscapes, mo-
nastic colonization usually remained on a low scale.

In the 14™ century, donations to monasteries underwent
a substantial change. Instead of tracts of arable land, typi-
cally singular villages constituting a usual endowment form
of preceding periods, regular houses frequently received
so-called census (platy), revenues from the contributions of
settled land or from economic undertakings. The sources of
such revenues nonetheless remained property of individual
benefactors of the monasteries. The same period also wit-
nessed first contributions coming from well-to-do burgesses.

Though the expansion of particular monastic landhold-
ings continued until the Hussite wars, all regular houses had
to cope with an economic crisis beginning in the forties of
14 century, and climaxing at the beginning of 15" century.

All domains of Cistercian monasteries of Bohemia
derived their sustenance from contributions of servile vil-
lages as the chief source of revenue of each and every
house, and that for the entire period of their existence. The
second most frequent component of monastic landholdings
was represented by manor farms. Such farms, called curia,
could assume different forms, from servile farmsteads with
a minimum of arable up to monastic granges with field

22 On landed property of Cistercian nunneries see K. Charvatova
[2, pp. 321-326, 354-355]; on the holdings of foreign Cistercian houses
[3, pp. 157-239].
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systems counting as much as 18 manses (lanei, mansi).
The quantities of manorial farms held by the abbeys were
not in direct proportion to the numbers of villages held.
The general rule, that richer houses possessing more ser-
vile villages also disposed of more numerous manorial
farms, does not apply to all institutions, as some of them
clearly concentrated on the establishment of manorial
farms which could even compensate for the lack of census-
bearing villages. For instance, the abbey of Skalice pos-
sessed four manorial farms in addition to nine villages.

Unlike the villages and farms of which the Cistercians
held many, they displayed less interest in urban sites. At
most, the abbeys held three boroughs, with the average
amounting to one to two boroughs.

During the twenties of the 15" century, most of the
Cistercian monasteries of Bohemia were conquered by the

Hussites and went up in flames. The following seculariza-
tion, acknowledged by King Sigismund mostly in 1420 and
1421, and confirmed in writing in 1436-1437, deprived the
Cistercians of most of their possessions, leasing them but
tiny remnants of their former landholdings. In this situation,
some monasteries ceased to exist. Those of Pomuk, Hradisté-
nad-Jizerou, Svaté-Pole and Skalice, that is, full forty per-
cent of male houses, left the stage of history. This did not
happen at once. The occupation of monastic precincts did
not bring about the extinction of the regular houses as insti-
tutions. The shattered organisms of Cistercian plants did
nonetheless not survive into the following centuries, and
finally perished in the course of 15" and 16" centuries.

Translated by
Petr Charvat

Bibliografie/References

[1] Charvatova K., Déjiny cisterckého iadu v Cechach 1142—1420,
1. Svazek: Fundace 12. soleti, Praha 1998.

[2] Charvatova K., Dé&jiny cisterckého iadu v Cechach 1142—1420,
2. Svazek: Klastery zalozené ve 13. a 14. stoleti, Praha 2002.

[3] Charvatova K., Déjiny cisterckého iadu v Cechach 1142—1420),
3. Svazek: Kldstery na hranicich a za hranicemi Cech, Praha 2009.

[4] Kldster Zlaté Koruna. Déjiny, pamdtky, lidé, ed. M. Gazi, Ceské
Budgjovice 2002.

[5] Sedlec. Historie, architektura a umélecka tvorba sedleckého klas-
tera ve stredoevropském kontextu kolem roku 1300 a 1700. Sedletz/
Geschichte, Architektur und Kunstschaffen im Sedletzer Klos-
ter im mitteleuropdischen Kontext um die Jahre 1300 und 1700,
ed. R. Lomickova, Praha 2009.

[6] Za zdmi klastera. Cisterciaci v ceskych déjinach, ed. D. Dvorac-
kova-Mala, P. Charvat, B. Némec, Praha 2010.

[7] Klapste J., Proména Ceskych zemi ve stredoveku, Praha 2005.

[8] Codex diplomaticus et epistolaris regni Bohemiae I-V, edd.
G. Friedrich et alii, Pragae 1904 sqq.

[9] Velimsky T., Ke vzniku mastovského vizemniho a majetkového
celku, ,Musejni a vlastivédna prace 30, Casopis spolecnosti pratel
starozitnosti*“ 1992, 100, 156-169.

[10] Le Cartulaire de I'abbaye cistercienne d’Obazine: XII*-XIII s.,
ed. B. Barriére, Clermont-Ferrand 1989.

[11] Statuta Capitulorum generalium Ordinis Cisterciensis ab anno
1116 ad annum 1784, ed. J.M. Canivez, Louvain 1933-1941.

[12] Listy klastera zbraslavského, ed. R. Tadra, Historicky archiv ¢. 23,
Praha 1904.

[13] Listiny kldsterii sedleckého a skalického, ed. J. Kalousek, AC 14,
Praha 1895.

[14] Monasticon Cisterciense Poloniae. T. 2: Katalog meskich klasz-
torow cysterskich na ziemiach polskich i dawnej Rzeczypospolitej,
ed. A.M. Wyrwa, J. Strzelczyk, K. Kaczmarek, Poznan 1999.

[15] Hervay F.L., Repertorium historicum ordinis Cisterciensis in Hun-
garia, Romae 1984.

[16] Creuz U., Bibliographie der ehemaligen Kloster und Stifte im
Bereich des Bistums Berlin, des Bischoflichen Amtes Schwerin
und angrenzende Gebiete, Leipzig 1983.

Streszczenie

[17] Bulach D., Zisterzienser und Stadt. Die stddtischen Beziehungen
der Vorpommerischen kloster Edlena, Neuenkamp und Hiden-
see, [in:] Zisterziensische Klosterwirtschaft zwischen Ostsee und
Erzgebirge. Studein zu Kléstern in Vorpommern, zu Himmelpfort
in Brandenburg und Griinhain in Brandenburg und Griinhain in
Sachsen. Studien zu Geschichte, Kunst und Kultur der Zisterzien-
sern 19, ed. W. Schich, Berlin 2004.

[18] Schich W., Zum Wirken der Zisterzienser im ostlichen Mitteleuro-
paim 12. und 13. Jahrhundert, [in:] Zisterziensische Spiritualitit,
St. Ottilien 1994, 269-294.

[19] Kadlec J., Dé&jiny kldstera Svaté Koruny, Ceské Bud&jovice 1949.

[20] Celakovsky I., Klaster sedlecky jeho statky a prdva v dobé pred
valkami husitskymi, Praha 1916.

[21] Charvatova K., Kolonizace plaského klastera 1145-1250, ,,Musej-
ni a vlastivédna prace 30. Casopis spole¢nosti piatel staroZitnosti
1992, 100, 73-83.

[22] Charvatova K., Kolonizace plaského klastera 1250—1420, ,,Musej-
ni a vlastivédna prace 30. Casopis spole¢nosti piatel staroZitnosti
1992, 100, 223-232.

[23] Charvatova K., Kolonizace oseckého klastera ve 13. a 14. stoleti,
,,Folia historica Bohemica* 1984, 6, 235-288.

[24] Nuhlicka J., Zlomek urbare klastera sedleckého z tricatych let 14.
stoleti, ,,Sbornik archivnich praci“ 1957, 7, 226-272.

[25] Cechura J., Dvé studie k socidlnéekonomickému vyvoji kldsterniho
velkostatku v predhusitskych Cechdch, ,,Sbornik Narodniho muzea
v Praze® 1988, fada A, sv. 42, 2-72.

[26] Cechura J., Hospoddrsky vyvoj sedleckého kldstera do roku 1346,
,,Muzeum a soucasnost” 1982, 5, 39-72.

[27] Cechura J., Prispévek k déjindm Mensiho mésta Prazského, ,,Docu-
menta Pragensia“ 1984, 4, 62-72.

[28] Zlomek urbare klastera hradistského, ed. J. Emler, Praha 1881.

[29] Simék J.V., Déjinné paméti okresu mnichovohradistského, 1, Mni-
chovo Hradisté 1917.

[30] Chronicon Aulae Regiae, ed. J. Emler, Fontes rerum Bohemicarum
1V, Praha 1884.

[31] Nejedly Z., Déjiny mésta Litomysle 1, Litomysl 1903.

Praca dotyczy posiadtosci ziemskich czeskich klasztoréw cysterskich w sredniowieczu, od ich poczatku do czaséw wojen husyckich, ktore zupetnie
zmienily sytuacje wlasnosci czeskich zakonow. Miedzy 1142 a 1357 w krolestwie Czech ufundowano dziesie¢ opactw biatych mnichéw. W tym
kontekscie nader wazne okazuja si¢ ramy czasowe powstawania indywidualnych doméw klasztornych w relacji do glownych sredniowiecznych
przeobrazen krajobrazowych (karczowanie) i dzialalnosci kultywacyjnej. W Czechach, proces ten, ktory znacznie zmienit krajobraz ksigstwa
i pozniejszego krolestwa, nastapit pomiedzy ostatnimi dziesigcioleciami XII a pierwszymi XIV w. Zatozenie najwczesniejszych opactw wyprzedzito
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ten wzrost aktywnosci, ale wigkszo$¢ cysterskich klasztorow stanowita, w taki czy inny sposob, jej integralny komponent. Tylko najpdzniej powstate
cenobium bialych mnichéw wytonito si¢ po zakonczeniu tego intensywnego procesu osiedlania si¢. Dwunastowieczne darowizny dla opactw cys-
terskich bez watpienia nie pokrywaty ekonomicznych potrzeb klasztorow. Wszystkie fundacje opieraty si¢ nie na gospodarstwach uprawianych praca
reczng beneficjentow zakonu, ale na pobieraniu dochodow poszczegdlnych wsi. To dotyczyto nawet najwezesniejszych fundacji, ktore powstawaty
za zycia Bernarda z Clairvaux. Przyktad darowizn dla opactw jasno wskazuje, do jakiego stopnia zwyczaje i przyzwyczajenia kraju goszczacego
formacje zakonu wptywaty na materialne $rodki nowych fundacji. Zakonnicy cysterscy otrzymywali taka sama materialng pomoc jak inne koscielne
instytucje w Czechach, a nie takie, jakimi cieszyty si¢ zakony w Europie Zachodniej. W XIII w. nastapit znaczny wzrost wlasnosci ziemskiej wszyst-
kich klasztorow, wigkszy niz ten z wezesniejszych i pozniejszych epok. Cho¢ rozwdj poszezegolnych klasztornych posiadtosci ziemskich trwat az
do wojen husyckich, wszystkie regularne domy musiaty poradzi¢ sobie z kryzysem gospodarczym, ktory rozpoczat si¢ na poczatku lat 40. XIV w.,
a szczyt osiagnal na poczatku kolejnego stulecia. W latach 20. XV w. wigkszo$¢ klasztoréw cysterskich Czech zostata podbita przez husytow i sta-
neta w ptomieniach. Po sekularyzacji pozbawiono cystersow wigkszosci z ich wlasnosci ziemskich i dzierzaw.

Stowa kluczowe: cystersi, klasztor, Czechy, $redniowiecze

Abstract

This is a paper on landed property of Bohemian monasteries of the Cistercian order in the Middle Ages, from their beginnings up to the epoch of the
Hussite wars which completely changed the property situation of the Bohemian houses. Between 1142 and 1357, the kingdom of Bohemia saw the
foundation of ten abbeys of the white monks. In view of the emergence and development of monastic landholdings, a major role apparently fell to the
chronological range of establishment of individual houses in relation to the main phase of medieval landscape-assarting and -cultivation activities. In
Bohemia, this process, which substantially changed the landscapes of the duchy and later kingdom, was situated between the last decades of the 12t
and the first decades of the 14™ century. Foundations of the earliest houses of the Order preceded this upsurge of activities, but most of the Cistercian
abbeys constituted, in one way or another, its integral component. Only the very latest house of the white monks emerged after the termination of
this intensive settlement process, which, in the course of the “long 13! century”, covered the entire Bohemia. 12"-century donations to Cistercian
abbeys show beyond all doubt that in terms of the property transferred to them, they fell short of complying with economic demands of the Order. All
the foundations were based not on landholdings cultivated by manual labour of the monastery incumbents, but on the perception of revenues from
singular villages. This related even to the earliest foundations of the Order which sprang up in the lifetime of Bernard of Clairvaux. The example
of donations to the abbeys shows clearly to what extent the customs and habits of the land hosting the Order establishments influenced the material
sustenance of the new foundations. Cistercian monks received the same kind of material support as other ecclesiastical institutions of Bohemia, not
that enjoyed by the Order houses in western Europe. The 13! century saw a considerable growth of the extent of landed property of all monasteries,
surpassing in its scale that of the earlier and later epochs. Though the expansion of particular monastic landholdings continued until the Hussite wars,
all regular houses had to cope with an economic crisis beginning in the forties of 14 century, and climaxing at the beginning of 15" century. During
the twenties of the 15" century, most of the Cistercian monasteries of Bohemia were conquered by the Hussites and went up in flames. The following
secularization, acknowledged by king Sigismund mostly in 1420 and 1421, and confirmed in writing in 1436—1437, deprived the Cistercians of most
of their possessions, leasing them but tiny vestiges of their former landholdings.

Key words: Cistercian, monastery, Bohemia, Middle Ages



Opactwo cystersow w Wachocku,
wspornik w kapitularzu (fot. E. Luzyniecka)

Cistercian Abbey in Wachock, the cantilever
in the chapterhouse (photo by E. Luzyniecka)
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