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T h e r e g i o n o f S r i j e m ( S r e m ) , s i tua ted at t h e conf luence o f t h e D a n u b e a n d Sava 

r ivers , owes its name to the La te A n t i q u e c i t y o f S i r m i u m . Presently, i t is d i v i d e d b e t w e e n 

C r o a t i a a n d Yugoslavia. D u r i n g t h e centur ies a r o u n d t h e t u r n o f t h e m i l l e n n i u m , i t was 

a n n e x e d t o a n d de tached f r o m var ious p o l i t i c a l en t i t i e s at least n i n e t imes: after t h e 

d e s t r u c t i o n o f A v a r s by t h e e n d o f the e i g h t h cen tu ry , i t p r o b a b l y passed u n d e r 

F r a n k i s h d o m i n a t i o n for a few decades; t h e n i t was occup ied by t h e Bulgar ians for a 

cen tu ry ; t h e n e w l y a r r ived H u n g a r i a n s ru led i t d u r i n g the c e n t r a l decades o f t he t e n t h 

cen tu ry ; tsar S a m u e l r e t u r n e d i t t o t he Bulgar ians , w h o i n 1018 surrendered i t t o t h e 

Byzantines; h a l f a cen tu ry later, t he Hunga r i ans recaptured i t , b u t i n the second h a l f o f 

t h e t w e l f t h c en tu ry , emperor M a n u e l C o m n e n o s ( 1 1 4 3 - 1 1 8 0 ) a t t a c h e d i t for t h e last 

t i m e t o B y z a n t i u m . A f t e r his dea th , the H u n g a r i a n s t o o k h o l d o f i t for the rest o f t he 

m e d i e v a l pe r iod . 

T h e sources for the his tory o f the canons regular i n Sr i jem are very s l im: t w o letters 

o f pope I n n o c e n t I I I f r o m t h e f i rs t year o f his p o n t i f i c a t e , 1198. 2 H o w e v e r , the p i c t u r e 

emerg ing f r o m these let ters is q u i t e c o m p l e x . B o t h w r i t i n g s were addressed t o S a u l o f 

Hčdervára, a rchbishop o f Kalocsa (1191-1202) , whose j u r i s d i c t i o n by tha t t i m e i n c l u d e d 

S r i j em . 3 W h e n we arrange a l l t he i n f o r m a t i o n ch rono log ica l ly , the story goes as fo l lows . 

A r o u n d t he m i d - t w e l f t h c en tu ry , Be loš , b a n ( v i c e r o y ) o f Croat ia-—a h i g h of f icer 

o f t he k i n g o f H u n g a r y — f o u n d e d i n S r i j e m , o n t h e Danube 's r i g h t b a n k , a B e n e d i c t i n e 

monas te ry ded i ca t ed to St . S t e p h e n the P r o t o m a r t y r . 4 T h e monas te ry and the se t t le ­

m e n t w h i c h deve loped a r o u n d i t became k n o w n as Monasterium Bani ( H u n g a r i a n : 

B á n m o n o s t o r a , today B a n o š t o r ) . T h i s was t he first rel igious house to be founded i n 

Sr i j em, as t he pope p u t i t , post multa tempóra. H o w e v e r , some t h i r t y years later, u n d e r 
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archb ishop A n d r e w ( 1 1 7 6 - 1 1 7 9 ) , t he monas te ry s u n k i n t o w h a t t h e letters c a l l disso-

lutio, w h i c h p r o m p t e d t he a r c h b i s h o p to replace t h e Bened ic t ines w i t h a n o t h e r c o m ­

m u n i t y . H e assigned the Monasterium Bani t o t h e canons ca l l ed canonici sancti Abrahae 

de volle Ebron. T h e s e canons s u r v i v e d i n the m o n a s t e r y u n t i l t h e year i n w h i c h t h e t w o 

letters o f I n n o c e n t I I I were d i spa t ched ( 1 1 9 8 ) . T h e y t u r n e d o u t t o be unab le t o m a n ­

age the estates o f t he monas te ry , and e v e n t u a l l y o n l y th ree o f t h e m r e m a i n e d the re . I n 

the t i m e b e t w e e n the t w o p a p a l let ters, a r c h b i s h o p Saul ban i shed t h e m as w e l l . T h e 

pope t h e n d e c i d e d to o p e n t h e monas tery t o t h e "canons regular w h o serve G o d 

accord ing t o t h e rule o f St . A u g u s t i n e . " T h e r e is n o later c o n f i r m a t i o n t h a t t h e 

Augus t in ián canons ac tua l ly o c c u p i e d the m o n a s t e r y . A n i n d i r e c t c o n f i r m a t i o n t h a t 

t hey d i d m a y be t he fact t h a t i n 1229, w h e n pope G r e g o r y I X res tored the b i s h o p r i c o f 

S i r m i u m , its see was p laced at t h e Monasterium Bani.'' 

T h e m a i n puzzle i n t h i s s tory are, o f course, " the canons o f S t . A b r a h a m f r o m t h e 

va l l ey o f H e b r o n , " w h o l i v e d i n t he Monasterium Bani for a p p r o x i m a t e l y t w o decades. 

T h e y mus t be l i n k e d w i t h t h e c a n o n i c a l c o m m u n i t y w h i c h establ ished i t s e l f i n 

H e b r o n , i n t h e F rank i sh K i n g d o m o f Jerusalem. T h e h i s to ry o f t h e Crusade -pe r iod 

H e b r o n i n c l u d e s some p ic tu resque detai ls . I n 1119 , t h e al leged re l ics o f the pa t r i a rchs , 

A b r a h a m , Isaac, and Jacob were d iscovered t he re . T h i s r e w a r d i n g inventio s i g n i f i c a n t ­

ly boosted t h e a t t ract iveness o f H e b r o n as a p i l g r i m a g e site. I n 1168 , H e b r o n became 

a b i shopr i c a n d its p r io ry o f regular canons was p r o m o t e d i n t o a ca thed ra l chap te r . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y , i n 1187, S a l a d i n conquered H e b r o n , a n d i t was never res tored t o 

C h r i s t i a n c o n t r o l . 6 

T h e c o m p a r i s o n o f t h e t w o ch rono log ie s suggests t h a t t h e canons o f H e b r o n 

founded t h e i r daughter -house i n S r i j e m some t e n years after t h e f o u n d a t i o n o f t h e 

H e b r o n b i s h o p r i c and t e n years before the f a l l o f H e b r o n t o t h e M u s l i m s . W h a t is c u r i ­

ous here is n o t t h e f o u n d a t i o n itself, bu t the fac t t h a t i t appears t o be u n i q u e . U n l i k e 

the canons regular o f t h e H o l y Sepulchre o f Jerusalem, w h o generated n u m e r o u s 

monaster ies a n d congrega t ions a l l over Europe , t h e canons o f H e b r o n seem t o h a v e 
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s topped after t h e i r f i rs t a t t e m p t i n Europe. W h y d i d t h i s first a n d last a t t e m p t ( i f i t is 

such) take place precisely i n S r i j em? I c a n n o t answer th i s q u e s t i o n f u l l y . I c an o n l y 

p o i n t t o facts w h i c h m i g h t h a v e f avo red this c h o i c e , a l t h o u g h t h e y c a n by n o means 

e x p l a i n w h y i t was u n i q u e . 

T h e r e g i o n o f S r i j e m was repeatedly crossed by the armies o f the first t h r ee 

Crusades ( a c c o r d i n g t o the t r a d i t i o n a l d i v i s i o n ) , a n d t h e Monasterium Bani was s i tua t ­

ed n e x t to t h e c o n t i n e n t a l r o u t e l e a d i n g f r o m W e s t e r n Europe t o t h e H o l y L a n d . I t is 

s ign i f i can t , a c c o r d i n g t o the pope 's le t ter , t h a t i t was more by t h e dec i s ion o f t h e 

H u n g a r i a n k i n g t h a n t h a t o f t h e a rchb i shop o f Ka locsa t h a t t he Bened ic t i ne s i n t h e 

monas te ry were rep laced by t h e canons o f H e b r o n (de voluntate regia, bonae memoriae 

Alndrea] praedecessore tuo suum in parte praebente consensum). T h e k i n g was Bé l a I I I 

( 1 1 7 3 - 1 1 9 6 ) , t he f i rs t H u n g a r i a n ru le r w h o p a r t i c i p a t e d ac t i ve ly i n the Crusaders ' 

under t ak ings . H i s w i fe was a d a u g h t e r o f the princess o f A n t i o c h i a a n d the n o t o r i o u s 

Crusader R e n a u d o f C h â t i l l o n . ' H o w e v e r , i f these c i rcumstances h e l p us t o e x p l a i n 

the presence o f t h e canons o f H e b r o n i n S r i j em, t h e r e are o the r e l emen t s w h i c h m a k e 

this presence less understandable. T h u s , to our best knowledge , S r i j e m was i n Byzant ine 

hands f r o m the defeat o f the H u n g a r i a n s i n 1167 u p t o M a n u e l C o m n e n o s ' d e a t h 

( 1180) or sho r t l y after t h a t . 8 H o w t h e n were the H u n g a r i a n s able t o in te r fe re i n eccle­

siast ical mat ters i n S r i j e m i n t h e second h a l f o f t h e 1170s? T h i s c o n t r a d i c t i o n p roba ­

b l y reveals the ambiguous na tu re o f t he Byzant ine d o m i n a t i o n o f t h e r e g i o n . A n exp la ­

n a t i o n m i g h t aga in be f o u n d i n t h e person o f K i n g B é l a I I I . A s is w e l l - k n o w n , he was 

educated at the i m p e r i a l cou r t i n C o n s t a n t i n o p l e a n d i t was i n t e n d e d t h a t he s h o u l d 

succeed to t he B y z a n t i n e t h r o n e a n d establish a H u n g a r o - B y z a n t i n e u n i o n . W h e n 

empero r M a n u e l C o m n e n o s c h a n g e d his m i n d after a son was b o r n t o h i m f r o m his 

second marr iage i n 1169, Bé l a h a d t o r e t u r n to H u n g a r y , where h e was c r o w n e d i n 

1173.' ' A l t h o u g h S r i j e m r e m a i n e d f o r m a l l y under Byzan t ine c o n t r o l , i t is p robable 

t h a t B é l a c o u l d exercise some p o w e r there before M a n u e l ' s dea th . 

' J. R. Sweeney, "Hungary in the Crusades, 1169-1218," In Internationa/ History Review 3 (1981) 469-477. 
8 T. Wasilewski, "Le thème byzantin de Sirmium-Serbie au Xle et Xlle siècle," In Zbomik radova vizanto-
loškog instituta 8/2 [=Mélanges G. Ostrogorsky 2] (1966) 481-482.; J. Kalič, "Zemun u X I I . veku." [Zemun in 
the Twelfth Centuty] In Zbomik radova vizantološkog institutu 13 (1971) 31-50.; F. Makk, The Arpáds and the 
Gomneni. Political Relations between Hungary and Byzantium in the Twelfth Century (Budapest: Akadémiai 
Kiadó, 1989) 99-101. 
9 Gy. Moravcsik, Byzantium and the Magyars (Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadeí, 1970) 90.; Makk, The Arpáds and 
theComneni. 108-109. 



A f i n a l c o m m e n t is needed o n t he pope's dec i s ion t o replace the canons o f 

H e b r o n w i t h t he "canons w h o serve G o d a c c o r d i n g t o the ru le o f S t . A u g u s t i n e . " T h i s 

o b v i o u s l y imp l i e s t h a t t he canons regular o f H e b r o n had n o t ye t adop ted A u g u s t i n e ' s 

R u l e i n s h a p i n g t he i r c o m m u n a l l i f e . A l t h o u g h t h e R u l e was, as C l i f f o r d L a w r e n c e p u t 

i t , "one o f the great discoveries o f the late e l e v e n t h century," i t was n o t wide ly accepted 

among t he canons regular before the end o f t he t w e l f t h cen tu ry . 1 0 T h e canons o f H e b r o n 

must h a v e been a " p r e - A u g u s t i n i a n " c a n o n i c a l c o m m u n i t y , w h i c h l i v e d a c c o r d i n g to 

a v e r s i o n o f t he o l d R u l e o f A a c h e n ( 8 1 6 ) , p r o b a b l y s o m e w h a t t i g h t e n e d i n t h e sp i r i t 

o f t h e G r e g o r i a n re form. 
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