
John-Jerome of Prague-440):
Norbertine Missionary 1in Lithuania!

Introduction

Few CaIiIcCcCOeIs demonstrate the intrıcacı1es and interrelatedness of the
reformiıst impulses al work estern Christendom urıng the first half
of the Lifteenth CENLUTY ell that of John Jerome of ague John-
Jerome W as born Prague 1368 He tudıed al the Unıiversıty of
Prague al the Sa|amıe i1ime John Hus Was there and Was exposed the CUT-

of reform that had een uıldıng Bohemia for SOTIIIC iime He
became Premonstratensian at Strahov 11CcCar Prague and eventu-
ally went Poland He he Was Poland John Jerome W as chap-
laın al the COUTT of Kıng Wladıslaus-Jagıiello where he preache and W dsS
the roya confessor for i1ime John Jerome served IMSSIONALY
Lıthuanıia and YCAaIs later SaVC acCcount of hıs JOUINCY and work there

Aeneas Sylvius Pıccolomini1ı the future Pope 1US 11 al the Councıl of
ase er al the Polısh COUTT he became 410 the
fırst of 11Cc  < Premonstratens1ian foundatıon al NOWY 5aCcz the
diocese of Cracow In 1412 John Jerome efit Poland and the Premon-
Ns1an er and traveled JTuscany a  C the eremitical 1fe al
Camaldolh As Camaldolese he Was aclıve partıcıpant the work of

reform and served ASs VLS1LALOFr and eventually held the pOStL
of al amaldol;? In 1423 he preache al the Councıl of

! hIs artıcle ase| upDOoN work one for 1992 doctoral dıssertation John-Jerome
of Prague (Ca 1568 Study ate Medieval Monastic Intellectual Culture,
directed Dy Professor James John of Cornell Universıty WOU lıke thank Profes-
SOT John for the uUsSec of h1s notfes John Jerome 1l1e acknowledging that anı Yy poss1ıble

of fact ınterpretation I1CIHNaln OW|]
Aeneas Sylvius PICCOLOMINI 1Us I8l Pontifex Maxımus), Descriptio Asıae

Europaeque arıs, Pp 36() 365 contaın hıs aCcCCOount of Laıthuanıa and John-
Jerome 155101 ere Henceforth eferred Descriptio

See Wıllıam HYLAND “ John-Jerome of Prague and Monastıc eIorm the Fıf-
teenth entury - The American Benedictine Review (1996) 58 98 and Wılliam
HYLAND “ FOorma Perfeccionis heremitarum Fifteenth Century Primer for Hermits
Studia Monastica (1995) 395 404 hıs artıcle includes introduction and T1{-
1cal dıtıon of the previ0usly unpublished fıfteenth cCentury Latın texti
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Pavıa-Sıena“, and from 1428% 1430 traveled Palestine, Cyprus and
Rhodes, where he personally engaged In dısputations wıth Tee rtho-
dox theologians>. He returned olanı In 1433 of legation of
the Councıiıl of ase Due quarre wıth mbrog10 Jraversarı, pr10r
general of the amaldolese, John-Jerome W d not Hlowed
Camaldol1 itself, and dıed In the amaldolese house al Murano outsıde
of Veniıce July /:

John-Jerome W d theologıca: conservatıve, rejecting anı y devıatıon
from Latın Orthodoxy, whether Hussıte OT Tee Orthodox Nonethe-
less, he W dsSs wıllıng defy papa authorıty In the of reform, and
riısked CENSUTE for hıs actıvıtles behalf of the Councıl of ase and
wıthın his OW Camaldolese order. Liıke h1ıs emıinent CONTEMPOTFATY Jean
Gerson, John-Jerome Sa reform In prıimarıly hlerarchical
the reform of the aıty and Church at large Was predicated upON reform
of the lıves and practices of the bıshops and clergy’. Clerical reform
involved observance of law John-Jerome, wıth
Gerson, W as nNOoTt enamored of adıcal la1cızıng tendencıes, 1L1OT the
sweepıIng AaWAaVY of Contemporary institutions in order re-cr'
imagıned sıtuation of the “primıitive church”. Instead, renewal of the
Church Must be accompanıed and indeed grounde uDON the personal
reform of indıyvıdual prelates, who in {u  n WOU inspıre the laıty Dy
their OW. example. Penance and cConvers1ıon WeIec the foundations for
the renewal of Christendom

Urgency for reform Was intensıfied in ohn-Jerome CYCS Dy hıs COIMN-
viction that the atholıc WOTr W as esiege Dy both internal and er-
nal enemıles. The eed for personal and institutional reform WAds inextrI1-
Ca in hıs mınd wıth the imperative defend atholıc truth

See Wıllıam HYLAND, “ Reform Preaching and Despair at the Councıl of Pavıa-
Sıena 1423-24).” Ihe Catholic Historical Review (1998) 409-430

See Wıllı1am YLAND, ° John-Jerome of ague (1368-1440) and the YFrores
Graecorum: anatomYy of polemic agalnst TEE. Christians. ” Journal of Religious Hıis-
[OFY 21 (199 7) 249-26 7 For INOTC thıs Journey and John-Jerome’s VIEWS about
Islam, SCC Wılli1am YLAND, “ John-Jerome of Prague and the Relıgion of the ara-
ens  30 in Medieval Chrıistian Perceptions of Islam (Edıted Dy John JTOLAN; New ork
arlanı Press, 199-208 The artıcle consısts of edıtiıon, Englısh translatıon,
and introduction previously undıscovered opusculum of John-Jerome of Pragueentitled Miıraculum noVvıter factum Intra Saracenos.

For fully-documented OVerview of the chronology of John-Jerome’s CarcerT, SCC
1ıllıam Hyland, ° John-Jerome of Prague: Portrait of Fıfteenth Century amal-
dolese”. The American Benedictine Review (1995) 303-334

See Louis PASCOE, S Jean (GJerson: Principles of Church Reform (Leıden E.J
IL 13-15; 206-214
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al] levels Dy whatever deemed Such mManıTtTo task
WOU involve hım In number of dıverse actıvıtles 1C took hım far
beyond the stillness of hıs hermiıt’s cell al Camaldol1i1, and produce
consıderable body of wrıtten work rangıng ACTOSS the of Contem-
TYy rel1210us literature®:

TIhe CaIcCeTr of John-Jerome of Prague 15 NOoTt ell known ıt should
be ere aATIec everal hıstori1ographical problems 1C ave made the
study of hıs rather long and complex dıfficult, and led thıs
unfortunate neglect One such factor 1Ss that John-Jerome has een OVCI-

Shadowe! Dy hıs CO  arYy and fellow ZeC Jerome of
Prague. Ihıs assoclate of John Hus, who 1ıke Hus Was urne: al the
stake for h1ıs heterodox VIEeEWS al the Councıl of Constance ıIn 1415, 1S rel-
atıvely well-known?. Hıs dramatic en al Constance, recorded for DOS-
terıty Dy the (German papa. OTITIC1a Dietrich Nıem and the Florentine
humanıst Pogg10 Braccıolıin1, others, ensured hım important
place In the hearts of hıs 750 Counirymen and in the wıder sphere of
Protestant hag1o0graphy.

Both Jeromes WEIC born in OT NC  S Prague around 1370, and actually
studıed ogether in the college of Kıng Wenceslaus al the Universıty of
Prague*®. TOom thıs COITNINON startıng pomt theır respective Carcers went in
\As dıfferent dırections, althoug; there Was 110 be another pomt of inter-
sectlon. March 1415 Jerome of ague Wäds in CTaCOW, where he
preache and engaged in publıc dısputatıon. Jerome Was ell rece1ved by
the COUIT of Kıng Wladıslaus-Jagiello, and proceeded Lıthuania al the
invıtation of uke 1told ohn-Jerome Was present in Cracow at thıs tıme,
and had of COUTSC worked 4S M1SS1O0Nary In Liıthuania yCals earlier!!.

For hıst of John-Jerome’s wrıtings, includıng printed and unedited works, SCC
Wıllıam HYLAND, ° John-Jerome of Prague: Portrauit of Fiıfteenth Century Camal-
dolese”, LOC.CIt., 331-334

See BETTS, ESSays IN ZeC. Hıstory (London: Athlone Press, 195-
235

Ibid., 197 antı-Hussıte entitled Iractatus CONLFra haereticos Bohemos,
John-Jerome made the following sStatement about hıs unıversıty “ NOs UJUOYUC
bohem1 luvenes ın Praga studentes CU) ohanne Huss eit Jeronymo, iıtem Cu jacobello el

eit alııs constudentibus morabamur In colleg10 eg1s Wenceslaı eit quolıbet ANNO
CIrca festum pasche COMMUNICAVIMUS sub sola specıie panıs, sıcut communıcabant
patres nostrı bohem\1. ” CTaCOW, Cod ıbl Jag 385, fol. 270r; cıted in Jaroslav Bıdlo
“ Ce$ti em1granti Polsku dobe husıtske ome em1grants In Poland durıng the Hussıte
era)  Kıf Casopts Musea Kralovstvi Ceskeho (1895), 246

BETTS, CIE:; provıdes account of Jerome’s Travels Poland and
Laithuania.
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Besıides these pomts of actual CONVEITSCHNCC, both I1CH WeIc involved
In the Hussıte controvers1ies (although dıfferent sıdes), and both of
theır CaTreers eached crucı1al pomts far the internatıonal communıty
Was concerned al ecumenı1cal councıls. 0Ug these facts should NOl
necessarıly ave led LO confusıon of the [WO men ’’s identities, in SOIIIC

ıt apparently dıd Ihus, Agostino Fortunio, sıxteenth CENLUTY hıs-
torıan of the Camaldolese rder, probably in Order defend the honor
of h1ıs Order and prevent confusion and scandal the amal-
dolese themselves, OUN!| 1t NECCCSSATY pomnt oOut that John-Jerome
om he refers Hıeronymus) Was 18(0)1 the SaJiInle PCISON the Hus-
sıte Jerome of Prague. er provıdıng the texfi of letter of the Councıl
athers of asle :(& empowered John-Jerome Poland dASs part
of the Councıl’s legatıon that natıon, Fortunio proceeds pomt Ouf
that Hıeronymus the Camaldolese hermıit 15 NO the Samne PCISON ASs

Hieronymus the heretical Hussite!?®.
Ihe dıstinction between the [WO Jeromes clearly sel forth Dy Agostino

Fortunio In the sıxteenth CENTLUTY Was for the MOST part heeded DYy later
scholars*>. It 15 interesting otfe ONEC last development elated 1{8 the
COlInCIdence of the [WO contemporarıes sharıng the SaJIne alne. For SCV -
eral Roman atholıc hıstorlans, the fact that John-Jerome, flerce OPDO-
enft of the Hussıtes, shared the Sa|ame amne wıth ON of the mMost notorI1-
OUS of the Hussıtes, led rhetorical Juxtaposıtion of the [WO ICN In

° Hoc loco iıllos LOLO caelo CIT1A4aSSC palam esT, quı Unc aml Hıeronymum de
Pragha um aequ1vocum fulsse arbıtrati sunt, quı sectatus est heresim lannıs Uss loan-
N1ISs Vuicleff. Porro He Hıeronymus hereticus ın Concılio Constantiense SUUumı evomıt
NUum, 18(0)  —_ fult rel1g10sus, sed laycus abıuratione, YQUam He In Concılıo
ecı 1111O 1415, 27 Septemb., In aeC verba: EgO Hıeronymus de pragha artıum hıbera-
l1um magıster COSNOSCCNS catholı1ıcam Ecclesiam, apostolıcam fiıdem anathema-
170 heresim eic Item sentencı1a mortis postea Conftra iıllum lata, quod reditsset

Canıs ad vomıtum, sessione 21 dıe 31 Maı 1516 |SIC CU1US aeC sunt: verba.
Sentencıa Confira Hıeronymum de Pragha Laycum magıstrum in 1bus, quı tradıtus est
potestatı secuları combustus. Hieronymus CcIO Camal 11110 1440 In Veneti hoc
miıserabili hospitio in caeleste palatıum mi1gravıt inter Sanctos multorum 1ud1ic10 relatus. ”
Agostino FORTUNIO, rı Hıstoriarum amaldulesnium (Italy, 243

| 3 The only eXxception thıs COU. fınd 15 the eıghteenth cCentury German hıstorian
Chrıstian 1e JÖCHER. h1is Compendiöses Gelehrten-Lexicon, JIhırd edıtıon
(Leıipzıg, el L, col 1502, Jöcher descr1ibes the of the Hussıte Jerome of
Prague ell enough, but the end of the adds ° Hr hat einen Sermon de
Romualdo hınterlassen. ” hıs 15 clearly confusion ıth John-Jerome, who of COUTISC
wWwrote and edıted well-known SCITNON concerning the ıfe of St. Romuald, the founder of
the (Camaldolese. In 1750 in hıs Allgemeines Gelehrten-Lexicon (Leıipzıg) /Zweıter eıl,
D's col 1593, Jöcher agaın makes the Salmllle mistake. Jöcher Iso makes several mistakes
in hıs eNLTYy for Hieronymus Pragensis (John-Jerome).
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John-Jerome’s favor. Ihus, tınd the seventeenth CeNtury zec Jesunt
hıstorı1an ONUSIaV Balbın beginnıng hıs artıcle .HAıeronymus Pra-
gENSIS, Ord Camaldulensium, wıth the Tollowıng words:

Oh, Bohemuia, hen the kıngdom, thoroughly corrupted Dy the heresies of
Hus and Jerome of Prague, abored under CHOTIMNOUS dısgrace oughou al]
of KEurope, behold how around that Samnıle time (J0d raısed for YOU Irom
Camaldulensıan solıtude another Jerome lıkewıise irom Prague, who wıth
apostolıc labors in of speakıng alanced the inJurıes (whıch DPIC-
viously he had attacked) the church, and restored Bohemia and
Prague 1ts MOST important dignity"“.

Balbın xtolls John-Jerome for h1ıs mM1SS10Nary labors in Lıithuania, and
for hıs plety and erudıtlon. Balbın s enthus1asm for John- Jerome 1s nat-
ral enough, gıven the climate of Counter-Reformation Bohemia In
1C Balbın 1ve. and Bohemian Protestantism had een VE
Strong untıl the Victory of the imperı1al forces al the Battle of 1te
Mountaın in 1620, and the Hussıtes remaıned heroes for Nan y TIhe
eed pomt out that not al] emıminent Czechs of the fifteenth CENTLUTY
supporte: the Hussıtes mMust ave een of paramount importance
Roman atholıc cholar such Balbın It should also be clear that for
INanıy FE hıstorl1ans for whom the Hussıte Revolution represents the
ultımate eXpress1ion of 7EC. natıonalısm, John-Jerome WOU not be
ero Yet for al] 7Z7e6 hıstori1ans he 1S interesting prominent ZeC
em1gre who made mark the internatıonal at time when
Bohemian affaırs WeICc important preoccupatıon of internatıional polı-
t1cs in WaYy that they WOU 18(011 be agaın untiıl the outbreak of the
IrTYy Years War SOM [WO centurlies later!>. It should be noted that

"Cum Bohemia Regnum Hussı, Hıeronymi de Traga haeres1ibus Corruptissımum
ingenti pPCI unıyersam Europam aboraret infamıla, e tıbı eodem tlempore
Camaldulensı solıtudine alıum HIERON YMUM itıdem Pragensem excıtavıt DEUS, quı
damna UJUaAC pr10Tr intulerat ecclesıae, apostolıcıs aborıbus quodammodo compensarel,
SUUMIOUC Bohemuiae, Pragae potissımum decus restituerat. ” Bohuslav BALBIN,
Miscellanea Historica egn Bohemiae, Decadıs I’ Lıber I Hagıographicus SCUu
Bohemia Sancta (Prague Georg1us (Czernoch, 178

15 hus the mMost OTOUg| treatment of ohn-Jerome yelLl produce In Czech be
found in iclie by Dr. Jaroslav BIDLO, ‘Ce$ti em1grant! Polsku dobe husıtske
ome em1grants in Poland during the Hussıte era)  Ar Casopts Musea Kralovstvi Ceskeho

(1895) 242-265; AAA As Can be SCCI1 from the artıcle’s T  e; correctly
places ohn-Jerome in the ontext of the INanı y ‚ZzeCc cholars who for Varıous 1C4SONS
found the Hussıte-domminated Bohemia of theır day objectionable and who consequently
1Ve!\ abroad. For briefer niıneteenth-century ZeCc| pomt of 1eW John-Jerome’s
CarcerT, SCc the ENUrY “Jeronym Prazsky, mnıch ” in Ottuv SIovnık HUAUCH Y 13 (1898)
257-268
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Roman atholıc authors outsıde of Czechoslovakıa ave also SsScCCMH John-
Jerome ımportant Vvolce of ZeC 0)  Odoxy urmng the Hussıte
eral®

Another hıstori1ographical problem 15 the fact that John-Jerome
changed hI1s aIinec al crucı1al pomnt In hIs CaICceT. TOom hI1s bırth untıl the
time he eft Poland for alYy In 14413 John-Jerome W as known
Johannes ertus de rag2a 0)8 sımply Johannes de rag2a. At the time
he Was in Poland he W dsS also known by the aine Johannes Silvanus,
althoug the or121n of the nıckname Sılvanus remaıns unknown!”. TOm
the time he became Camaldolese In 1413 untıl hıs ea in 1440, the
former John of Prague W dsSs known Hieronimus de rag2a, Hieronimus
Pragensis, OT Hieronymus Albertus de ra2a Fınally, In certaın Polısh
OUTCES John-Jerome 1Ss known d Munschek!s Ihe fact that ohn-Jerome
Was known Dy dıfferent at dıfferent points In hıs CabGGr IN further
complıcated Dy the fact that in 1413 he changed rel1210uUs orders, INOV-

ing fIrom the Premonstratens1ians the Camaldolese

In French, DOM JEAN FRANCOIS &ı Benedictine of the Congregation of
Saınt- Vanne, the Bıbliotheque generale de eSCFLVALNS de 'Ordre de Saıint Benoıtt, Tome
Premier (Bouıillon, LE reprint edıtion Louvaiın, 539, TOLeE ““ Jerome, de
Boheme, le bienheureux. Dans le IN} YyUuC Jeröme de Prague debitoit SCS CITICUTS
Boheme, Dieu lu1 suscıta adversaire du meme 19(8) ei ne dans la INeME vılle YJUC Iu1  g
And In Italıan, OMNC fınds the following sStatement Dy the AaNONYMOUS author of Cenn
Biografici dei Venerabili Eremuti che NO  > VLSSuULß1 nel Eremo dı Camaldaoli (Florence:
Feder1g0 Bencın1i, ”C orreva ne]! S Ul  ® PTINCIPIO l secolo decımo quınto, gl1
eITOTI dı 1ıcleff S] disseminavano dismisura fra popolı Boemia Moravıa
PCI le InsSIınuazlonNIı ereticalı dı 10Vvannı Us Era doloroso al buon1 ortodoss1 dı quellenazıon1ı Il vedere SoOvvertite le sante istıtuz1ıon1ı Cattoliche da una plena dı candalı quasıırreparabile. Un (0)00(08. dı Spirıto NO}  j ordıinarıo, ca dı elo PCI la fede, versatıssımo
ne sclenze rel1g10se, PCI OmMMe Girolamo dell cıtta dı Praga, amareggl1ato dal
malı della patrıa SUua dı trasfondere In TE rag1o0n1 la parola dı ıta  33

17 BIDLO, LOC.CIt., 246, that the HNaiılc Sılvanus Was applıed ohn-Jerome
at the Polısh Ourt result of h1s M1SS10Nary eiforts in the Lıthuanıian orests. Another
poss1ıble explanatıon 15 that John-Jerome Was already sporadıcally practicıng the eremıiti-
cal lıfe which he WOUu later embrace in the solıtude of Camaldol:i should be INCN-
t1ioned that Leon GOOVAERTS in h1s Ecrivains, FEÜLSLES el Savants de L’Ordre de Premon-
tre miıstakenly attrıbutes John-Jerome’s [WO works, Linea Salutis and Exemplar Salutis,

certaın Bıshop John the Iron of Liıtomysl and Olomouc 423 hıs John had Iso
een .aANON at Strahov, and Goovaerts ave confused the [WO inen

18 In Ludwik ZAREWICZ, Lakon Kamedutow Jego Fundacye Dziejowe WspomnieniaPolsce ı Liıtwıe (Cracow, E: John-Jerome 1S referred Hieronim Munschek
Pragı apostotem Litwy (T lıpca Ihe SOUTCE for thıs appellatıon IS

almost certamly be found in of John-Jerome’s in the 1brary of the Jagıellon-1an University in Cracow: Ms 148 / fol. 305 “ Sermo PCT INSTUM leronymum de Praga,alıas Munschek, in eccles1a Basılıens1i cathedralı Concılio in OCcCliava Pasche a.d
1433
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es8 factors ave led SOINEC confusıng developments in the hıstor1-
ography of ohn-Jerome’s Ihe previously-mentioned aCCOUuNT of
Aeneas Sylvius served the basıc SOUTICEC of informatıon for those inter-
ested in the CaIrceceI of John-Jerome Aeneas however Was apparently
UuNawWare that the 10a he knew and interviewed dASs Hıeronymus Pragen-
SL$ had ONCEC een known 4S John of Prague, OT that thıs John of
Prague had OMCEC een Premonstratens1ian Canon and chaplaın al the
Polısh COUTT Thıs Om1ssıon led those hıstorlans who Oll0owe: Aeneas
be uUuNawWarTre of the earhıer of the Camaldolese they knew d

Hieronymus Pragensis*”
In sımılar fashıon, the ('’amaldolese histori1ans Agostino Fortunio,

Magnoaldo Ziegelbauer, and Miıttarellı and Costadon1 menti1on
hOow John-Jerome W ds ONCEC known Aas John of Prague, OT that he
had w iwiß een Premonstratens1i1an Canon al all ir maın SOUTCC fOor
hıs earlıer C ALGGr Was the rather selectıve informatıon provıde: Dy
Aeneas Sylvıus, ell dS evıdence OoOun: in manuscrı1pts contamıng
John-Jerome’s OW. wrıtings in the monastıc 1brary at amaldoli?®%.
IThrough au of theır OW. the Camaldolese wriıters WeIC UuNaWaTre of
John-Jerome’s orıgınal aine

19 hus iın the cta Sanctorum I1 Februarıus, 1658, IOr discussıon of the Caicer of
ohn-Jerome and hıs SCII1HOIIN the lıfe of ST Romuald ollows Aeneas Sylvıus and
mentlons that ohn-Jerome had NC een Premonstratensian known John of Prague.
TIhe Salllc Call be saıld for Bohuslav Balbın in hıs works. Most ımportantly, FABRICIUS
in h1s wıdely read Bıbliotheca Latına Mediae el Infimae Aetatıs (Patavıa, Jomus
1L, - continued thıs trend and faıled make the connection between Hıerony-
MUS Pragensis Bohemus and John of Prague.

gostino Fortunio In 1595 only knows John-Jerome Hiıeroniımus Pragensis.
gostino ollows Aeneas for hıs descr1ıption of ohn-Jerome’s 1sSs1on Lıthuania, and
SayS nothing Ise ou John-Jerome’s early CAAHGCK, Magnoaldo /ZIEGELBAUER in h1s Cen-
tıfolium 'amaldulensium (Venice, 26, 1s heavıly dependent Aeneas, abıllon,
and Agostino Fortunio for hıs informatıion, and thus SayS nothing 11C W ou Hıeronymus.
In the Annales Camaldulenses, the VE ımportant hıstory of the Camaldolese rder, Vol-
UT VI, (Venice, the authors Joannes-Benedictus MITTARELLI and
Anselmus COSTADINI discuss the early CaIrcCr of the I11lall they knNnOow Hıeronymus of
Prague. JIhey the aCCOount of Aeneas Sylvius concernıng John-Jerome’s work ın
Liıthuania, and mention based statements found in manuscrıpts of John-Jerome’s wriı1t-
Ings in the 1brary of amaldol1 that ohn-Jerome preached and worked al the Polısh
OurTt Despite the fact that these thorough chroniclers of theır order had extensive
TESOUTCCS at e1Ir command, they SCCIN completely UuNAaWaIC of John-Jerome’s earher
Arllc and hıs 1ıfe Premonstratensian Siınce ere would be 1C4aSOIl leave
thıs informatıon out of the narratıve of John-Jerome’s CarcCeCI, it must be assumed that
John-Jerome s or1gıinal allc and thus h1s tenure Premonstratensian Canon WEeTIC

unknown them.
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1l1e Camaldolese and other estern European hıstorlans remaıned
uUuNawWare Ör events In the early CaAaicCcT of John-Jerome besides those DIO-
V1 Dy Aeneas Sylvıus, another Stream of hıstor10graphy for John-
Jerome’s developed in Polısh and Premonstratensian cırcles. Ihe
SOUTCE for thıs sStream 1S be OoOUun: In the work of John Dlugosz, the Hf
teenth-century Polısh historian*!. Dlugosz discusses the Caitecerl of John-
Jerome In hıis work er Beneficiorum Dioecesis Cracoviensis, wrıtten
In the mı1d-fifteenth century““. Dlugosz discusses the Org21Ns of 58
monasterlıes of ıfteen dıfferent orders, including the Premonstratens1ian
house of Nowy DaCcz ounded In 1410 John-Jerome, then known
Johannes de ra2a, W ds the tirst of thıs roya. foundatıon. Dlugosz
provıdes informatıon about the early CaIiIcer of ohn-Jerome (some of it
mistaken)“>, and also mentions ohn-Jerome swıtch the Camaldolese
and h1ıs actıvıtles at the Councıl of asle Dlugosz mentions
exphicıtly that Johannes de raga changed hıis amne Hıeronymus, but
he does provıde the texTt of bull of the Councıiıl of asle summoning
John-Jerome the councıl. Thıs document refers only ' Hyeron1mo
de Praga  22 1t must ave seemed obvıous Dlugosz that John-Jerome
had changed hIs aIinec al SOINC poimnt, OT else he WOU not ave NCcIude:
thıs document in discussıon of the Carecer of the Premonstratensian
Johannes de ra2a As ave SCCHL, what Was self-evıdent in Poland,
where John-Jerome W as well-known, Was NOoTt obvıous anywhere else.

Ihe e1ghteenth-century hıstori1an of the Premonstratens1ian rder,
Father Charles Hugo, ollows Dlugosz VE closely in hıs timen! of
ohn-Jerome Hugo mentions that Johannes de raga later became
known Hieronymus, althoug he o0€Ss acknowledge ohn-Jerome

John Dlugosz W as Cannn of the cathedral church of ( TaAaCOW, and 1ve'! from ID
1480 See Urszula BORKOWSKA, Polısh Church In the Wrıtings of Jan Diugosz”, In
The Christian Community of Medieval Poland, edıted by erZYy KLOCZOWSKI Toclaw,

22 Joannes DLUGOSZ, Liber Beneficiorum Dioecesis Cracoviensis, In )pera Omnia
(ed Alexander Przezdzieck1, CTaCOoW, 78-85

2 Although Dlugosz correctly states that John-Jerome had een made the first
of NOWY DaCcz in 1410 al the instigatiıon of Kıng Wladıslaus, he asserTts that John-Jerome
had OIM Poland {leeing the Hussıites. hıs 1S VE unlıkely, John-Jerome W d> COI -
taınly present ın Poland long before the ascendancy of Hussıte ideas at the Unıiversıty of
Prague. Although it 1S possıble that John-Jerome had at SOIMINEC pomint eturned Prague
from Poland, then fled the Polısh COUTT, there 18 evıdence for thıs From the PCI-
spective of the 14 70’s, it InNaYy have seemed obvıous Dlugosz that such of
the Hussıtes John-Jerome had NoL een welcome back In Prague, but that
John-Jerome Was drıven out of ague 15 another atter entirely



236 Hyland

Sswıtch the amaldolese and hıs aCHVIMNES agamınst the Hussıtes at the
Councıl of Basel** Most recently, the Premonstratens1ian hıstoriı1an Nor-
bert Backmund John Jerome the Irst al NOWY S5aCcz
wıthout eferring at all hıs later and change of AalLllec

It 15 nOoTt that Premonstatens1an and Camaldolese authors
WOU the accomplıshments of John Jerome IC
Occurred ı1e he W ds member of theır respecHve Oorders Ihus Hugo
O0€s not WwWe John Jerome dıverse acCctıvıilles alY, and the
Camaldolese TIıters dIC sımply UNA”aWadilIc of MOST of the detaıls of John-
Jerome early northern Europe John Dlugosz whose at-
ment of John Jerome COUuU ave served bring these [WO STIiTeaAmMS

together Was cıted Dy anı Yy author other than Hugo SOUTCEC of
informatıon for John Jerome CaIrcer untıl Jaroslav 1895 It Was

who fınally DUuL together the informatıon from Polısh Premon-
and Camaldolese OUTICCS coherent pıcture of John-

Jerome CaIicCI Z7ec however and althoug: the results
1t W dsof hıs work ave een incorporated into Polısh hıstor10graphy

nNOot untıl 1960 that COITeECT outlıne of John Jerome appeared
NON Slavıc language“‘ My doctoral dıssertatiıon and artıcles the

fırst attempt present SyStematıc analysıs of the ıfe and work of
John Jerome of Prague

TIhree dıstinct phases of mark John Jerome tenure Pre-
MOnst  S19l the Polısh kıngdom The first IN IN1ISSLIONAL Y

UGO discusses the CaicCcI of John Jerome h1is Sacrı el (’AanOnNnICI Ordinıis Prae-
MONSTIFrAtensLs Annales (Nancy, Pars col 753 758

Norbert BACKMUND O.Praem Monastıcon Praemonstratense (New ork and
Berlın W alter de Gruyter, 1omus Second edıtion, 4A41 / 418 AaCKMUnNn! 0€Ss
acknowledge John-Jerome Camaldolese connection when he wrıtes CONCCIDMUN John-
Jerome ‘‘ Abbas 1ste MOTTUUS est odore apud Camaldulenses Bıelany

Cracoviıam. ” But thıs death Oolan!ı impossible, the Camaldolese
dıd NnOL establısh house I Bıelany unı the seventeenth CenturYy. Backmund ere al-
ently misread Hugo

26 Nee Jerzy ZATHEY, ‘ Hıeronim Jan Sılvanus Prag1i” Polskı Stownik Biograficzny
s61) 507/-509

27 Anton1o PIOLANTI provides U! of John Jerome‘ CaicCcI *Girolamo da
Taga Enciclopedia Cattolica (1951) 668 Pıolantiı lısts only Annales Camaldu-
lenses SUUuTICEC however, and thus 3(0)! surprisingly aıls ention John Jerome OI19-
inal allle his tenure Premonstratensian Canon STRASIEWSKI Lexikon für
I heologie und Kırche (Second edıtiıon edıted by Josef HÖFER and Karl RAHNER Freiburg,

col 3370 provıdes brief chronology of John Jerome Carcer includıng
both orders and both sSCE Iso Wiınfried EBERHARD Lexikon für I heologie und
Kırche 1r edıtiıon, reiburg col
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soJourn in Lıthuania, IC 1s the subject of thıs artıcle. In subsequent
artıcle intend hıs minıstry chaplaın and confessor al the
Polısh COUIT, 4S ell his tenure the first of the roya. founda-
t1o0n al Nowy SaCcz. ese varıecd actıvıtles in dıfferent WaYyS provıde
John-Jerome wıth early opportunıties put hıs iıdeals into actıon, and
al least [WO of these OCCas1ıons SCC them end In frustration. John-
Jerome also gamed much experience and owledge about the complı1-
cated relatıonshıp between relıg10n and polıtics in eastern Europe and
the Varlous STOUDS, whether ‚San, Hussıte OT TeE Orthodox, who
seemed be threat the stabılıty of atholıc States In the reg10n.

Lıthuania an the atholıic frontier

When John-Jerome arrıved In Lıthuanıia do 1sSs1o0n work Car the
end of the fourteenth CENTUTY, he Was entering reg10n marke Dy
extremely complex dynamıc of polıtıcal and rel1g10us conflıct and
change. Hıs m1ss1on only makes when ONe understands the forces
at work in the Baltıc reg10n that finally culmınated In the Christianiza-
t1on PTOCCSS of Lıithuania. The uchy of Lıthuanıia Was the last

be incorporated into estern Chrıistendom urıng the medieval
per10d Wıth the baptısm of ıts last pagan duke, aglello, in 1386, and
Jagıiello’s immediate marrıage the Polısh Jadwiıga, the CONVET-
S10N of the Liıthuanian people Latın Chrıistianity egan In earnest
T1O0Tr thıs however, the Lıthuanıian people and theır rulers held
Out agaılnst theır Chrıistian ne1ghbors to the north, south, east and WEeSsT
for OVeCT three centurIies. The extraordınary resistance of the Lıiıthuanilans

Christianization Was inextricably lIınked wıth the polıtıcs of the
Baltıc reg10n, and the intrıgues iınvolved In the expansı1ıonIist policıes of
Lıvonia, the Teutonıc Knights, the Kıngdom of Poland, the uchy of
MOSCOW, and Lıthuanlia ıtself.

By 1283, the JTeutonıic Kniıghts had completely CONquered the Letts
and Old Pruss1ans, along wıth SOMNNC maller Baltıc tribes®®. IThıs brought
the oundarılies of the an! under the control of the Knıghts the
borders of the an! controlled Dy the es of Lithuania. The Lithuani-
ans, arger than the other Baltıc trıbes, had een gradually

28 For these Campa1gns, N Wıllıam URBAN, The Prussian Crusade, Second Edi-
tıon (Chıcago: Lıthuanian Research and Studıies Center Inc.,
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expandıng into formıdable regiıonal W  9 gamnıng control of arge
tracks of and in Ruthen1ia and the Ukraine Thıs Liıthuanıan W as

Sstrong enough maıntaın iıtself agamst the Teuton1ic rder, and In COIlN-

Junction wıth 5Samogıtıa pose CONS threat the Teuton1ic Knıghts’
domaıns ıIn Lıvonla and eastern Pomeranlıa. Such SIALUS qUO W as Nac-

ceptable the crusadıng ideals of the Teutonı1ic Knıiıghts, and for OVCI

[WO hundred of endemıiıc wartfare exıisted between the
Knıghts and the Laithuanıans untıl 1423° The Laithuanıans
unlıke theır Baltıc COUSINS WEIC able successfully resist the German
advance, but the reg10n around es Chud, men and Lagoda became

hostile rel1g10us frontier, educed Dy endemi1ıc raıds form ‘belt of
devastatıon . oug the paganısm of the Lıiıthuanıians provıde: the
Teutonıic Knıghts wıth ostensıble Justificatıon for the obvıo0us
fate in for the Lithuanıians 1T conquered DYy the Knıghts W as miılıtary
and eCOoNOMIC exploıutatiıon and colon1zatıon. Ihe Knıghts had one lıttle
OT nothıng Convert the conquered Prussıans and Letts, and ıt 1S clear
that theır motivatıons WCIC Dy priımarıly relig10us””. eediess

SdYy, the actıvıtles of the Teutonıic Knıghts wıth regar the other
Baltıc peoples dıd not inspıre the Lithuanıians eadıly adop Latın
istianıty When OVEe WEeEeTIC made Dy the Lithuanıan rulers the
atholıc West, thıs WAas one through the channels of the Kıngdom of
Poland OT the internatıonal mendiıcant orders, rather than hrough the
Teutonıic er OT ECVCIl the German Empıre.

The Teuton1c Knıghts WEeTIC not the only threat Lithuanıan N-

OI 0Ug the Polısh kıngdom often served useful ally agaınst
the Germans throughout the thırteenth and fourteenth centurıes, the rela-
tiıonshıp wıth Poland Was UNCasS y OINC for everal 1CasOonNs The Christ-
1lan Ings of olan:ı COUuU nNOoTt for long VIEW wıth equanımıty the SIOW-
ıng W of Lıthuania, particularly the atter’s expansıon into

29 KErıc (CCHRISTIANSEN, The Northern Crusades: The Baltic and the C’atholic Frontier,
ESecond Edıtion (New ork Penguın Books, 133

TIhe motives of the Knıghts become Ven clearer when OMNC examınes the sıtuation
followıng the unıon of Poland and Laithuanıa in 1386 T ıthuanıa, NO rule‘ Dy Christian
Kıng, continued be the targel of the Knıghts aggressi1on and propaganda. As T1S-
Jlansen remarks, ıIn order continue Justify themselves and their actiıons agalnst the
oles and LT  uanıans holy W “the er followed polıcy hat has een called
‘ıllusionıst': pretending that the L1  uanıans WeIC Saracens. for the sake of keeping the
influx of crusaders and gaınıng err1tory from Chrıistian powers. ' (CHRISTIANSEN, OTE

169 See Iso urt FORSTREUTER, Diıie Ideologie des Ordensstaats: das ild des
Deutschen Ordens In der deutschen Geschichtsschreibung und Publizıstik (Berlın: Collo-
quıi1um, 55 ftf.
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Ruthen1i1an duchles IC the oles also claımed*!. (1 equa. iımportance
perhaps W d Lithuania’s persistent adherence paganısm. The Polısh
Ings WCIC ın wkward Spot In the CYVCS of the international polıtical

when they allıed themselves OCCasıon wıth the Lıithuanıi-
ans agamıst the atholıc Teutonıc Knights*, and Polısh churchmen
sought inıt1ate MI1SsS10NSs of theır OW into Lathuanıa.

Fınally, the Laiıthuanıan es had face growıng val theıir eAsST-
borders The uchy of Moscow emerged from underneath artar

dominance durıng the fourteenth CENLUrY push ıts claıms the rıght-
tul ruler of ql] of Russı1a, and ın partıcular of al] Ruthen1an and Russıan
Orthodox Chrıstians. ese claıms WOU mnng MUuSCOVY into conflıct
wıth Lıthuanıa, for INanYy Orthodox Christians 1vVe In aAIcas under
Lıthuanian control. Durıng the per10 under cons1ideration the Lıithuani-
anls and theıir ubject territories WEIC able successfully contaın Mus-
cCovıte eXpansıon, but the atter’s claıms remaıned clear®°.

Thus, the last of the fourteenth CENLUrY commenced, the
Lıthuanilans remaıned peculıar posıtıon In the polıtıcal of CeN-
tral and eastern Europe. In VE real people surrounded
Dy hostile atholıc and Orthodox POWCTIS, theır posıtıon Was precarı10us
ON  ® The paganısm of the Lıthuanıians dıd In facılıtate theır CADAaN-
S10N1st polıcıes, SINCEe ıt allowed the Liıthuanlans Latın Chris-
t1ans, TEE Chrıistians, Jews and Jlartars impartially>“. Ihe Lıthuanlans
WeIC VC tolerant of rel1210us dıversity In theıir tar-Ilung realm, and
Iowed much 0Ca AA Many Russı1an and nobles, for
instance, preferre. remaın under Lıthuanıan control rather than submıt

the much tıghter reins of theır co-relı1g10n1sts, the es of MuSCcOovy.
The PTCSSUTECS put the Laiıthuanıjans Dy the Christian POWCTIS WEIC, NOW-
CVCTI, sıgnıficant, and Lauthuania’s continued exIistence outsıde both the
atholıc and Orthodox orbıts Was ultımately nNOTt tenable, partıcularly
g1ven the crusadıng mentalıty ST1 prevalent In thıs part of Europe.

For g00d SUMMATY of Laıthuanıian eXpansıon in the fourteenth century, N Oscar
HALECKI, Borderlands of Western Civilızation (New ork Ihe Ronald Press COIMPAaNY,

110-114; Saulıus SUZIEDELIS, The Sword and the CL ross: Hıstory of the
Church IN Liıthuania (Indıana Our Sunday Visıtor, 19-41

One such allıance Was In the 1320’s, but ıt dıd NOL ast long OWwIng eas in
the refusal of the Liıthuanilans accept ıstianıty. See (CHRISTIANSEN, CUES, 110 {t.

33 See J] adeusz SLIWA, * Kosc1of prawosiawnYy panstwie lıtewskim ALL-XIV
wıeku” In Chrzest Litwy (rJeneza rzebieg Konsekwencje, edıted by are ‚AHA-
JKIEWICZ (Lublın: atholıc University of Lublıin, 932

(CHRISTIANSEN, C 139, makes thıs pDo1n rather strongly.
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TIhe PIOCCSS of bringing Lathuanıa into the Chrıistian orbıt began long
before the polıtical un1ıon of olan:ı and Lathuanıa iın 1386 As early
1250, the I ıthuanıan prince Miındaugas indog had een aptızed,
and the Teutonic Kniıghts of Lıvonıa ecured papa CONseNnT hıs COTIO-

natıon in the SUTINIMMNEI of 1253 that SAaIllc time Chriıstıian, Teutonıic
Knight, Was cConsecrated Bıshop of Lıthuania. Thıs allıance between
the Knıghts and the Liıthuanıjans Was short-lıved, however. for In 12061,
the Samogıtlans, who WeIC close allıes of the Lıthuanıilans, after
defeatiıng the Teutonıc Knıghts compelled Mındaugas hIs rela-
tıonshıp wıth the Teutonıic er Ihıs ea SCVCIC blow efforts al
Chrıstianızation, 1 al al y rate had SONC beyond Mındaugas
and hıs COUIT circle°>.

eTe Was Polısh bıshop abortively appomted for Lıithuanıia in 1255
Undoubtedly thıs W as OUuNter-MOoOV: the actıvıtles of the Teutonic
rder, but it has led speculatıon that there had een Polısh M1SS10Nary
work in Lathuanıa. Instructions of Pope an relatıng the appomt-
ment of sultabhle miss1onarles for Laithuanıa WCIC sent Poland In 1263,
but wıth lıttle effect?®.

Rıga and ıts archbıshop sought Christianıze Lıthuanıia towards the
end of the thırteenth CeNLUrY, in order facılıtate Laithuanıia’s COODCIA-
ti1on dSs ally agaınst the Teutonıc OT: Ihus, In 1298 the Laıthuanıan
ruler Vytenıs (Wıtenes) seemed about embrace the Chrıistian al and
after SOINC elay ın 317 he as the papa legate in Rıga send [WO
Francıscan firıars establısh church In Lıithuania. Thıs Was done, but
the church W as subsequently urne: down by the Teutonı1c Knıiıghts ın
ra1d?/.
er Vytenıis’ SUCCCSSOT, Gedimmnas edymıin), sıgnıfiıcant ırta-

tiıon wıth Latın Christianity occurred°®. (Gedimmas establıshe three
churches under the direction of Francıscan and Domuinıcan irıars, and also
had friars his councıl of advIisers. He made requent appeals for
help Rome and elsewhere agaınst the encroachments of the Teutonıic
Knıghts, and in 1324 papal legatıon arrıved in Lithuania to discuss wıth

35 See Stanıslaw ZAJACZKOWSKI, sti1anızatıon of | ıthuanıa by Polan:
Poland and Chrıistian Civilization, edıited by erZYy BRAUN (Verıitas Foundatıon,
181-186; HALECKTI, ELE 110-114:; SUZIEDALIS, C 19-26

ZAJACZKOWSKI,; CI 184
‚AJACZKOWSKI, CH.; 185

35 ‚AJACZKOWSKI, ELt:, S HALECKI,; @i khd: SUZIEDALIS, CHS.
Z d



John-Jerome of Prague (1568-1440) 241

the uke the Christianization of the COUNITY. Nothıng Calle of thıs lega-
tıon, but sporadıcSWEIC made in the future, MoOSst notably papa
bull of 1373 exhorting the Lıiıthuanian es be aptıze and thus make

wıth the Teutonic Knıights.
Bes1ıdes the of INanYy Latın Christians wıthın the Lıthuanıian

realm, there Was also substantıal number 38 Orthodox Chrıstians. The
intermarrıage of Lıthuanıian, Polısh and Ruthen1an nobilıty and royalty
Was also increasıngly COIMMON, and helped create atmosphere favor-
able Christianization®?. The hostilıty and behavıor of the JTeutonıc
Kniıghts undoubtedly made INanYy Liıthuanıians unenthus1lastıic about Latın
Chrıistianıty, but al the SaJmnle t1ime pushed the Lıthuanians into closer
relatiıonshıp wıth Poland Ihıs relatıonshıp eached culmınatıon in
13806, when the uke Jagıiello accepted atholıc baptısm and Sub-
sequently marrıed the Polısh Queen Jadwıga edwı182). Jagıello took the
aine Kıng Wladıslaus I’ and led OVeT the unıfied realms of Poland and
Lithuania“*®. One of the stipulatıons of the treaty of unıon W as that”steps
be ımmediately taken nng about the Christianızation of the Lıthuan-
1an people*”.

15 certaimly VE lıkely that agılello accepted atholıc baptısm In
order gaın the Polısh Thıs eıng saıd, however, 1t 1S also tirue
that Jagıello,  ladıslaus dıd z VeETY ser10usly hıs oblıgatıon bring
i1stlanıty hIıs Lıthuanıian subjects. He ounded churches, establıshed

1shopric in Vılnius, and personally partıcıpated In M1SS10Nary efforts
Hıs wiıfe Queen Jadwıga took een interest in the Lıthuanian mMI1sSSsS10Ns

ell Before discussing thıs PTOCCSS of Chrıstianization and John-
Jerome’s contrıibution the M1SS10Nary (9) however, ıt 1S ıimportant

ote the extraordiınary vitalıty of the Lıthuanian paganısm 1C
John-Jerome WOU enNCOUNter In the last YCalS of the fourteenth CENTUTY.

The rel1210us belhefs and CUSLtOMS of the pre-Chrıstian Baltıc peoples
aAfec considered O be ımportant SOUICE for the study of the oldest

It Was usual for the Liıthuanıian In such dıplomatıc marrıage Z the
faıth of hıs Chrıstian Ihus, when Liıthuanian prince W as placed in charge of
Ruthenıian AICcda, he WOU. iınevıtably CONVeIT Orthodoxy, Catholicism in Catholıc
ATC.  - h1s for obvıous 1CasONs facılıtated Laithuanian ontrol VOI AICAa, but al the Sdillc
time further isolated the element wıthın the Liıthuanıan rulıng famıly iıtself.

For the immediate background ese events, i Wılli1am RBAN, °"CThe Conver-
S10N of Lıthuania 1384 Lituanus 373 (1987) FA

Ihe Ireaty of Cracow of August 1 1383 stıpulated that the Lithuanians WeIC
be converted Chrıistianıty condıtiıon for polıtical un1o0n. See LECKI, CI

118, eit passım.
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phases of Indo-European relıg10n. One IcCason for thıs 15 that the (jer-
INans after CONquerıng the Baltıc trıbes made only sporadıc efforts al
Chrıstianızation, and I1ALLY elements Survived the often
only nomiıinally Christian I hıs urvıval 15 partıcularly relevant for
Lıthuania, whose inhabıtants WCIC NOT CVCIN aptıze untıl 1386-

The viıtalıty of Laiathuanıan paganısm ng untiıl the OTT1IC1a intro-
duction of Chrıistianıty In 1386-87 has een noted by INanYy hıstorlans.
111e for 1C4SOINS previıously mentioned there WeTC definıte polıtical
motivations behind the Laithuanıan eaders’ rejection of Chrıistianıty,
medieval chronicler CVCOT questioned the authentic attachment of the
Lıthuanıans the beliefs of theır anCeSTIOrs IThıs attachment continued

the of the people long after rıtuals had ceased SCIVC

polıtical PUTDOSC Indeed, the Oobvıous survıvals in Lıithuanıa and
Samogıtıa served the interests of the Teutonıic Knights, who used them
dAS Justificatıon for continued WaT agaınst Lithuania“*?.

In February of 1387 Catholicısm Was introduced Lormally into Lathua-
nıa wıth the foundatıon of the already mentioned 1shoprıic al Vılnıius
The roya. couple took actıve interest in the M1ssS10Nary efforts
aglello rdered the CONvers1ıon of all hıs Lathuanıan subJects, and took

effect the rel1g210us change. Besıdes the establıshment
of bıshop In Vılnıus, agıello ounded parısh churches and
provıde them wıth ample materı1al support“.

In the spring of 1387, the 1919  < kıng went beyond materı1al Support and
personally took charge of the first mM1SS10NS. agıello traveled In PCISON
throughout Liıthuanıia delıveriıng M1SS10NAaTY appeals the people, and

As Marı]ja 1mDutLas states QU! the rel1g10us sıtuatiıon In Laithuanıia after the O9N-
version ” of 1387 “ Even then, whıle the Christian faıth inTıltrate« the palaces of the
nobilıty and cıties, the vıllagers retaıned the old relıg10n for INa y centurlies. ” arl]ja
GIMBUTAS, The Balts (New ork rederıic Praeger, 179 As TIık hrıs-
t1ansen observes, SIow of the mi1ss1onarles wıthın Laithuanıa er 1386 SUS-

deep-rooted and much-value: alternatıve relıgı1on which 1OSC and declined for POS-
itive rather than negative reasons. ” (CHRISTIANSEN, CLE 139)

43 Many of the mportant documents relatıng the establıshment of Christianity in
Lithuania Can be found iın exX Dıplomaticus Eicclesiae Cathedralis HNeCNOnN Dioeceses
Vilnensis (Cod. Dipl. Vilnensis), Volumen (1387/7-1507), edıted Dy Jan FUALEK and
Wiadysiaw SEMKOWICZ (CTacow akifadem Polskıe] Akademın UmuiejJetnoscıi,
Document establıshes the foundatıon of parısh churches by the kıng in
the villages of Volkomarıa (Wılkomuierz), Miıszohola (MeyJszagola), Nyemczanı
(Nıemenczyn), yedniıky (Miıednikı1), Crewa (Krewo), Obolcze (Obolce) and ayna
Hayna) Documents and 1st INOTE establıshments, and document enumerTates g1ifts
1C) Queen Jadwıga personally donated the Varlous 11IC churches.
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acted translator for the Polısh priests who accompanıed hım“* On
thıs first M1SS10Nary campaıgn In and around Vılnıus, Jagiello went fur-
ther than INCIC persuasıon. People WCIC drıven Dy force the banks of
MVvers and baptıze: Images cons1ıdered be 1ıdolatrous WCIC

destroyed, and sacrıfic1al fıres WCIC extingulshed. Sacred SIOVCS WEIC
CuL down, and Varıous anımals such aASs snakes and lızards 1C WeEeIC
cons1ıdered be sacred WeIC killed* Pope an VI (  -8 COMM-
mended Wladıslaus/Jagiello for the destruction of 1dols, and urge
hım continue wıth hıs mM1ss10Nary endeavors*®

Ihe un1ıon wıth Poland, however, Was SOM threatened Dy quarre]
wıthın the Lıthuanıian rulıng tamıly. Jagıello’s COUSIN, V ytautas (Wıtold,
Alexander), W ds> Driıllıant polıtical strategıst who felt slıghte Dy the
polhıtical favor shown ONMNC of the ing s brothers. er realızıng that
agıello W dsS not g01INg hım the prıviıleges he desıred, Vytautas
fled In 1390 Prussıa and cCooperated wıth the JTeutonıc Knıghts In theır
intrıgues agaıiınst Laıthuania. In 1392 Vytautas Was reconcıled wıth the
kıng and9 and he W as warded the admınıstration of Lıthuanıia d

Jagıello’s vassal*”.
er ytautas the PTOCCSS of Chrıistianızation continued, althoug

efforts al evangelızatıon In the countrysıde SCCIN ave proceeded
slowly and cautiously“®. In 1397 Francıscans entered Laiıthuanıa wıth
papa. and roya. approval, and subsequently took pastoral duties In
Vılnıus itself*? In 1398, agıello and ytautas made Jomt gıft of

Karol GORSKI,;, ° Probleme der Chrıistianisierung ın Preussen, Lıyland und Lıtauen ”,
In Die Rolle der Rıtterorden INn der Christianisterung UN: Kolonisierung des Ostseegebie-
les, edıted by Zenon NOWAK (1orun Unıwersytet Miıkolja Kopernika Toruniu,

30-31
45 For Englısh translatıon of John Dlugosz’s acCcount of the kıng actıyvıtles thıs

M1SS10N, SCC The Annals of Jan DIugosz, translated by Maurıice MICHAEL (Chıchester
Publications, See Iso 414-415 for detaıled dıscussion of the
kıng M1SS10NarYy actıvıtles in Samogıtia In 1413

See documents and in Cod. Diıpl Vilnensis. for Pope Urban’s remarks.
4 / HALECKI, Hıstory of Poland, (New ork 70-72 For the long and

checkered relatiıonshıp between Jagiello and V ytautas and extensive bıbliography, SC
1ıll1ıam URBAN., I annenberg and After Lithuania, Poland, anı the Teutonic Order In
Search of Immortalıity 1Cag0O: Liıthuanıan Research and Studies Center, S
5 % 251-322; and Vanda SRUOGIENE-SRUOGA, “ Jogaıla (1350-1434)”, Lituanus 33 (1987)

28522
48 See URBAN, OC6la {f.* SUZIEDELIS, H: 5 ZAJACZKOWSKI, CIL.

See document in COd. Dipl. Viılnenels., FE As the followıng documents In
thıs collection attest, the Bıshop of Vılnıus proceeded found Francıscan house in the
town of Lyda Not surprisingly, December 1! 1398, Franciscan, aCo Plıchta, W ds
elected the second bıshop of Vılnıus (doc 34)
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facılıtate the plans of the Bıshop of Vılnius propagate the
al and strengthen it the neophytes”® Queen Jadwıga made
plans for the establıshment of Lıiıthuanıan college al the Universıty of
Prague in 1397, although these plans WOU be superseded Dy the
establıshment of the Universıity of Cracow ıIn 97-1400>}

Relatıons between ytautas and hıs roya. COousın became straıned in
1398 when 1ıtold contracted wıth the Teutonıic
Knights. ytautas Was al the time heavıly involved in campalgns the
aCcC Sea agamınst the J artar vassals of Tamerlane, where al Worskla in
1399 he SuTiere: maJor defeat In 1401 he and agıello WeIC reconcıled
al the Congress of Vılnıius, where aglello delegated hIs Grand-Ducal
W! V ytautas, and tatute of Was granted Lithuania>2.
FOor the rest of the time ohn-Jerome W ds In the aIca (until there
Was substantıal cooperatıon between V ytauatas and the Polısh kıng, cul-
mınatıng In the devastatıng Victory of the Polish-Lithuanıian forces OVer

the Teutonıic er at Tannenberg/Grünwald ın 1410

The missionary work of hn-Jerome

The dates of John-Jerome’s M1SS10NarYy Journey through Lıthua-
nıa AIc ımposs1ble determine. oug ZeC priests WEeTITC present In
Lithuanı1a In the followıng 138 ıt 1S clear that John-Jerome’s

C'0Od. Dıipl Vilneneis., Document In document of the Saillc yCAal, uke ytau-
tas promised: Ya omnıbus terr1ıs nostrıis PTO NOSTITO fidem Catholicam 1latare  &7
Liv-, Esth-, Un Curländisches Urkundenbuch, edited by VON BUNGFE (Reval and
Rıga 1853-1910) vol 4, doc 1/84 For the early development of the Lıthuanıan dioce-
San and parochıal Ssystem, SCC Bolestaw UMOR, ‘“ Organizac]Ja diecez]l hlıtewskıch do
konca wıeku ” and Stanısiaw OLCZAK, ‘“ Fundacje koscl1olow parafıalnych
diecez]I1 wılenskı1e] do konca V II stulec1a% in Chrzest Litwy, i /77-90 and

08, respectively.
See Zajaczkowskı, CIt:; 137 Also, Zofia KOZLOWSKA-BUDKOWA notfes that

the eed traın clergy for uanıa W d> certaınly impetus for the re-fToundatıon of the
unıversıty in 1397, and ıts actual restoration In 1400 ee her artıcle Foundatıon of
Ihe Universıty of (TaCOW , in Poland and Christian Civilization, CcE 165-178
For the long-term esults of thıs policy, Gc Kazımilerz W OJICIK, “ Kontakty intelektualne
Litwa. Latwıinı Uniwesytecıe Krakowskım “ in Chrzest Litwy, Cit:; 2317240

52 ALECKI describes ese events ın SUOTILIC detaıl in History of Poland, CIt.,
FT3:80

53 Karl VÖLKER notes iın Kırchengeschichte Polens (Berlın and Le1ipz1g Walter de
Gruyter COs “T'schechische und uch eutsche Priester darunter ”
in Liıthuanıia in 1387 See Iso S UZIEDELIS, CL
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1SsS10nN took place sometime after Vytautas Callle W In Lıiıthuania
in 1392 As Aeneas Sylvius states about John-Jerome

Havıng rece1ved commendatory etters Irom Kıng Wladıslaus Duke
V ytautas preach the gospel of Christ, he penetrated into Lıthuania and
wıth the Support of V ytautas Converte. INalı people the salvıfıc faıth of
Christ the Lord>*.

John-Jerome worked In Lıthuania under Vytautas’ protection, and Was
oblıged leave the reg10N uDON the wıthdrawal of hıs favor. According
Aeneas, Vytautas ordered ohn-Jerome leave Lıthuania ollowing the
SCVeEeTE complaınts of the people agamst the M1SS1ONary’s zealous actıviıtles:

Men olloOoweı theıir and asserted that they COU. not bear the 1C  <
relıg10n, and saıld that they would rather relinquis theır land and ancestral
hearths than g1ve upD the relız10n handed down them from theıir
Moved Dy thıs protest and irıghtened of tumult AIMNONS the people, V ytautasdesired that the COINIMON people wıthout Christ rather than imself. Hav-
ng revoked the etters which had been sent provıncıal orderingthem assıst Jerome, he ordered that INan wıthdraw Irom the province>>.

Unfortunately these etters ATIe NOTL extant, and the ate of John-
Jerome’s Journey remaıns mMatter for speculatıon. As mentioned, John-
Jerome probably arrıved at the Polısh COUIT In 1394, and served the Pol-
iısh Kkıng untıl hıis departure for alYy In 1413 TOom 1405 1410
John-Jerome Was preachıng and wrıting in CTaCOW, and from 1410 to
1413 he Was of the newly-established Premonstratensian house al
Nowy SaCcz south of Cracow>®.

eTre [WO documents In the cathedral archıve in Vılnius 1C
INaYy contaın references ohn-Jerome The fırst, ate: May 9, 1397,

66 UÜbı accept1is lıteris ab Vladıslao ICSC commendatıcıs praedicaturus evangelıumChristı ad Vıtoldum princıpem In Lıtuaniam penetravıt multosque populos Vıtoldi favore
fretus ad salutiıferam De1l Chrıstı fiıdem convertit. ” Descriptio, 365

55 “ Sequuntur ef VITI mulıeres 1CC erre cultum aSSseTruntT, relinquerepotius erram el patrıo0s lares U am relıg1ıonem mal0ribus acCceptam diıcunt. Motus
Vıtoldus verıtusque populorum umultum Christo potius (Uuam sıbı deesse plebem voluıt
Revocatiısque lıteris, (quas praesıdıbus pProvincl1arum declarat Jubens arcIc Hıeronymo,homınem provıncla decedere lussıt. ” Descriptio, 365

Wılhelm Mannhardt IS incorrect in placıng John-Jerome’s M1SS10Nary Journey in the
yCars He aIrIT1Ves thıs conclusion by assumıng ohn-Jerome aIine Poland
and Liıthuania following the antı-Catholic uprisiıng In Prague upDON the execution of Jo  S
Hus al Constance. Mannhardt knows nothıng of John-Jerome’s CaTrcer al the Polısh COUTT,and 15 buildıng h1s assumptions uUupOonN mistakes made Dy Aeneas Sylvius concerning the
chronology of John-Jerome)’s See ılhelm MANNHARDT, Letto-preussische (JÖt-
terlehre (Rıga Lettisch-Literarische Gesellschaft, and 21 133
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CONCEOINS the foundatıon of chapel DY the bıshop of Vılnıus In honor of
Andrew and Francıs, ell dAS the Polısh saınts Stanıslaus and

Wladıslaus In the discussıon of the 1819 chapel’s locatıon, the ome of
Canon John the Bohemian 1S mentioned>?/. Likewise the

of wıtnesses al the end of thıs SAamle document 1S OoOUunNn! certaın Joannes
Boemus°®. In the Testamentum Andreae Priımi ‚DLSCOPL Viılnensis, ate'
October Z Joannes Bohemus 15 lısted the witnesses>?.
f these [WO documents do refer ohn-Jerome, ıt WOU place h1is MI1S-

S10N Lithuanıia in the YCAaLS 1397-98 It WOU not be surprisıng that
cleric personal terms wıth Kıng Wladislaus/Jagıiello WOU be as
wıtness ımportant eccles1astical documents f he WeIC In Vılnius Also,
the odd OCCUTTENCEC of V ytautas revokıng John-Jerome’s permit preach
in Lithuanıa m1g be elated Vytautas’ above-mentioned separate

wıth the Teutonic rder, and the resulting ension between the [WO

roya COUSINS. Thıs WOU explaın why there 1s further mentiıon of
ohn-Jerome in anı y subsequent Lithuanıan OUTCCS f these documents do
NOLT refer ohn-Jerome, than ıt 15 poss1ble he Was in Lithuanıia at eıther

earher OT later ate TIhe renewed understandıng between agıello and

ytautas In 1401 certaınly COU. ave served AdSs opportunıty for John-
Jerome Liıthuania, but allı y CONC evidence 15 lacking®®

The length of John-Jerome’s M1SS1ONArY Journey 1S equalliy dıfficult
determiıne. Jaroslav speculated that ıt W as three YCal Journey
ase. uDON the followıng statement of John-Jerome’s from 14372246  W.P. Hyland  concerns the foundation of a chapel by the bishop of Vilnius in honor of  St. Andrew and St. Francis, as well as the Polish saints Stanislaus and  Wladislaus. In the discussion of the new chapel’s location, the home of  a Canon John the Bohemian is mentioned”’. Likewise among the names  of witnesses at the end of this same document is found a certain Joannes  Boemus®. In the Testamentum Andreae Primi Episcopi Vilnensis, dated  October 27, 1397, a Joannes Bohemus is listed among the witnesses??.  If these two documents do refer to John-Jerome, it would place his mis-  sion to Lithuania in the years 1397-98. It would not be surprising that a  cleric on personal terms with King Wladislaus/Jagiello would be asked to  witness important ecclesiastical documents if he were in Vilnius. Also,  the odd occurrence of Vytautas revoking John-Jerome’s permit to preach  in Lithuania might be related to Vytautas’ above-mentioned separate  peace with the Teutonic Order, and the resulting tension between the two  royal cousins. This would explain why there is no further mention of  John-Jerome in any subsequent Lithuanian sources. If these documents do  not refer to John-Jerome, than it is possible he was in Lithuania at either  an earlier or later date. The renewed understanding between Jagiello and  Vytautas in 1401 certainly could have served as an opportunity for John-  Jerome to go to Lithuania, but any concrete evidence is lacking®.  The length of John-Jerome’s missionary journey is equally difficult to  determine. Jaroslav Bidlo speculated that it was a three year journey  based upon the following statement of John-Jerome’s from 1432:  ... that I was easily able to ascertain, because I learned by experience,  when I dwelt for three years in the land of the Saracens, preaching the faith  of Christ®.  57 “In castro vero pro domo habitacionis altariste de area sive curia nostra directe ab  acie cimiterii hodierni, ut stubella nunc est posita usque ad domum honorabilis viri Johan-  nis Boemi canonici Wilnensis.” Cod. Dipl. Vilnensis., Document 29, p. 50.  %3 Jbid.  59 Jbid., Document 33, p. 59.  50 The authors of the Annales Camaldulenses begin their treatment of John-Jerome  under the year 1402, and note how John-Jerome was back in Poland by 1405. This would  imply that John-Jerome was indeed in Lithuania in the years following 1401, but no evi-  dence is brought forth to support this idea. See Annales Camaldulenses V1, pp. 223-224.  BipLO, loc.cit., p. 253, places the missionary journey between 1398-1410.  $l In late 1432, John-Jerome would write: “Quod ego faciliter probare possem, quia  experientia didici, quando fidem Christi praedicans fribus annis in terra Saracenorum  habitavi.” Tractatus contra haereticos Bohemos, in Annales Camaldulenses, op. cit.,  Tom. IX, p. 796. In the version of this tract found in Cracow, this same statement reads  tribus annis continuis. Cracow, Codex Jagiellonian 385, fol. 276v, as cited by BIDLO,  Voc:eitep: 257,  athat W as easıly able ascertaın, because earne'! Dy experlence,

hen dwelt for three 1ın the land of the Saracens, preaching the taıth
of Christ®!

57/ ‘““In Castro CTIO PTO OMO habitacıon1ıs altarıste de 1CAa SIve curla nOstra dırecte ab
cı1e cimıiter11 hodiern1, ut stubella U11C est posıta ad domum honorabılıs VIr1 ohan-
N1ISs Boemıi cCanonI1cı Wilnensıis. ” Cod. Dıpl. VilnensIis., Document 29,

58 Ibid.
59 Ibid., Document 380

Ihe authors of the Annales Camaldulenses egın e1Ir treatment of John-Jerome
under the yCar 1402, and otfe hOowWw ohn-Jerome W aAs back ın olan!ı Dy 1405 hıs WOU

ımply that ohn-Jerome W ds indeed in Lithuanıa in the YCars followıng 1401, but evV1-
dence 15 brought forth support thıs idea. See Annales Camaldulenses V 2932924
BIDLO, loc.clt., 253 places the M1SS10NaTrYy JourneYy between

In ate 1432; John-Jerome would wrıte “Quod CDO facılıter probare POSSCHIL, qui1a
experlentia didıc1, quando em Christı praedicans fribus ANNLS in terra Saracenorum
habıtavı. ” T ractatus CONIFra haereticos Bohemos, in Annales Camaldulenses, CL,
Tom L 796 In the version of thıs found in CTaCOW, thıs Samıle statement reads
trı1Dus ANnNnLS CONtINULS. CTacoW, eX Jagiıellonıan 385, fol. 276v, cıted by IDLO,
FOCSCHE: T3
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DSOCS that the term Saracenus al thıs time COuU
often be used denote Pa2anus In northeastern Europe, especılally In
polemical contexts®2 However, In the Casec of John-Jerome it 1S clear that
he makes dıstınction between Pagans and Moslems In the pPASSaLc
quoted above Irom hıs agamınst the Hussıtes, John-Jerome SOCS
IN the terms paganı and SaAaracen|, and ıt 15 clear they AIc nNnoOoL 1dentical
in h1is mınd. In PAassasec from preache In 1409 al the Polısh
COUTIT, John-Jerome makes ıt clear, ase! uUuDON hIs OW experlience, what
he INCaNs Dy pagzanıJohn-Jerome of Prague (1368-1440) -  247  Bidlo goes on to argue that the term Saracenus at this time could  often be used to denote Paganus in northeastern Europe, especially in  polemical contexts®, However, in the case of John-Jerome it is clear that  he makes a distinction between pagans and Moslems. In the passage  quoted above from his tract against the Hussites, John-Jerome goes on to  use the terms pagani and saraceni, and it is clear they are not identical  in his mind. In a passage from a sermon preached in 1409 at the Polish  court, John-Jerome makes it clear, based upon his own experience, what  he means by pagani:  ... and not the great blindness of the pagans, who worship planets and fire  oppressed®,  and quadrupeds or serpents in place of God, and by these things are  John-Jerome actually did spend time in the Holy Land and was quite  familiar with actual Moslems. The passage referring to his three years  among the Saracens clearly refers to his Middle Eastern trip of 1428-30,  and has nothing to do with his mission to Lithuania. Thus, the exact  duration of his time in Lithuania remains unknown:  Unfortunately John-Jerome has left no written description of his  sojourn in Lithuania. As mentioned earlier, the account of John-Jerome’s  mission is preserved for posterity by Aeneas Sylvius Piccolomini, who  interviewed John-Jerome at Basel in 1433. The second-hand nature of  this source does not, however, negate its importance. It was through this  account of Aeneas Sylvius that John-Jerome was primarily known to  early modern historians, and it is an invaluable ethnographic source for  pre-Christian Baltic religion. John-Jerome apparently went into areas  where there were few if any churches. Aeneas never mentions that John-  Jerome baptized anyone, so it is possible he visited settlements whose  inhabitants had recently been baptized. Be that as it may, the account  makes clear that the new faith had made little impact on the inhabitants.  Presumably John-Jerome worked through an interpreter, and given the  provocative nature of his attacks on pagan sacred sites, was certainly  provided with some protective escort.  © See CHRISTIANSEN, 0p. Cit., p. 169, for examples. But it also must be said that this  use of Saraceni to describe the Lithuanians was a policy of the Teutonic Knights, and not  of those such as John-Jerome who were in the service of the Polish king.  63 <  -..non magne tenebre paganorum qui coluntur planetas vel ignem pro deo vel  quadrupedia aut serpentes et ab hiis opprimuntur.” From a Sermon for the feast of St.  Stephen, in the Exemplar Salutis,  Budapest (Loränd Eötvös Central University Library).  Ms. 50, fol. 356v.and NOL the blındness of the pPagans, who worshıp Janets and fıre

UPDDTECS sed®>
and uadrupeds sSerpents In place of God, and Dy these thıngs

John-Jerome actually dıd spen time in the Holy Land and Was quıte
famılıar wıth actual Moslems The PASSALC referring hıs three yCals

the Saracens clearly refers hıs 1ddle Eastern trıp of 1428-30,
and has nothıng do wıth hıs 1sSs1ıon Lıithuania. IThus, the
duration of hIs time In Lıthuania remaıns unknown:.:

Unfortunately John-Jerome has eit wriıtten descr1iption of hıs
SOJourn In Lıthuania. As mentioned earlıer, the aCCount of John-Jerome’s
miss1ion IS preserved for posterıty Dy Aeneas Sylvius Pıccolominıi, who
interviewed John-Jerome al ase in 1433 The second-han: nature of
thıs SOUTCE O0€es nNOL, however, negate ıts ıimportance. It Was 0Ug thıs
AaCCOuntT of Aeneas Sylvius that John-Jerome Was prımarıly known
early modern hıstorlans, and ıt 15 invaluable ethnographic SUUTCE for
pre-Christıian Baltıc relıg10n. John-Jerome apparently went into
where there WeTITC few 1f churches. Aeneas mentions that John-
Jerome baptızed ANVONC, 1t 1S possıble he visıted settlements whose
inhabitants had recently been aptızed. Be that it INaY, the aCCOuntT
makes clear that the N al had made lıttle impact the inhabitants.
Presumably John-Jerome worked through interpreter, and g1ven the
provocatıve nature of h1s attacks sacred sıtes, W dsS certamly
provıde wıth SOTINC protective

See HRISTIANSEN, E: 169, for examples. But it Iso MUuUStT be saıd that thıs
uUse of Saracenı descer1ibe the Liıthuanians Was polıcy of the Teutonic Knıghts, and 1a(81)1
of those such John-Jerome whe WEeEIC In the servıice of the Polısh kıng.63 (0)91 enebre quı coluntur planetas vel 1gnem PTO deo vel
quadrupedia aut serpentes et abh 118 opprimuntur. ” From Sermon for the feast of S{
Stephen, in the Exemplar Salutis, Budapest (Loränd EÖötvös Central University Lıbrary).Ms 5O, fol 356v
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The first of people John-Jerome encountered worshıped SCI-

(serpentes colebant). ohn-Jerome dS important wıtness
for the of serpent worshı1p in Lıthuanıan relıg10n. Each head of

Tamıly had hıs OW serpent in the of the house yıng in the hay,
16 he SaVC food and offered sacrifices®*. John-Jerome cCommanded

all of these snakes be kılled, and then be brought oOut the cCenter
of the vıllage be publıcly cremated®>. {Ihıs Was hıghly provocatıve
gesture, snakes WCIC the anımals held sacred Dy the ancılent
Balts®©°. TOom thıs and subsequent act1ons ıt becomes Obvı1o0us that John-
Jerome Was 18{011 merely preachıng these recent cONVverts . but W ds$Ss

actually engaged In campaıgn of extirpation of practices.
thıs pomt in the narratıve John-Jerome ex{i discovers who

worshıped sacred and perpetua fıre gentem reperit, GUAE SUACTUM
olebat Lenem CUMQUE perpetuum appellabat)®°'. Priests mıinıstered the
fıre In order keep ıt maılntaıned constantly, and fIrıends of those
1cfe. wıth Varlous diseases WOU approac these priests for advıce
and assıstance. In the nıg the priest and hıs followers WOU approac
and Wa themselves by the f1ıre, and the exti mornıing WOU
whether OL nNOoTt the sıck PCISON WOU IECOVEeETLT. If the face of the sıck PCI-
SOM appeared, ıt pointed future health If the back appeared, it Was

portent of deteri10ration and eal John-Jerome showed thıs rıtual be
delusıon, and destroyed the temple, exstinguished the fıre, and PTO-

ceeded introduce Christian ways°®.
Unfortunately It 1Ss not recorded exactly HOw John-Jerome showed the

eIf1cCaCcy of i1ıre-worsh1ip be delusıon, but the destruction of the fire-
temple Dy force Was perhaps the MOoOSst effective aSspect of hIis demonstra-
t10n. 1ıre In general Occupled ımportant place in Baltıc relıg10n, and
Was consıdered holy and worshıped. Thıs Y of the Hire-cult elated
Dy John-Jerome Aeneas Sylvius represents OIIC of the MOoOst etaıle:
descr1iptions of tıre veneratıon by the Lıthuanılans, AaCCOUNT all the

‘“Paterfamıilias SUUuMm qu1isque In angulo domus serpentem habuıt, Cul cıbum dediıt
sacrıfıcıum ecCIı! in foeno lLacent1. ” Descriptio, 365 ara BIEZAIS mentions “the —
called holy P Le. the dark of peasant’'s house in which e1ity PCISON
lıves.” See hıs tıc elıgı1on”, The New Encyclopedia Britannica, vol 27 197/4, 666
References dIcC gıven Varlous works of 1e7a1s and others hat address Varıous aspects
of Baltıc relıgı0n.

65 Descriptio, 365
IMBUTAS, Eits 365
Descriptio, 365

68 Ihid.
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1LNOTE valuable because the cult In ıts pre-Chrıstian form Was the
of eradication®?. In 1ITONIC sıtuatıon that has been repeated

countless times SINCEe the first extirpation cCampa1gns of the late ou
CCENTUTY, the est descriptions of relıgı10n often preserved Dymi1ss1ionaries personally engaged In the PTOCECSS of eradıcatılon.

John-Jerome €ext proceeded further into the countrysıde (Introrsus),
where he encountered (gentem) who worshıp the SU  S TIhe SUnN,
known aule, Occupıed central place In the pantheon of Baltıc SKYygods aule Was believed 1{8 sanctıfy the ertilıty of the tields, and IMAanYyymns her survive’9 ong wıth the SUunN,9these people WOT-
shıped Iron hammer (malleum ferreum magnıtudinis) In what
ADPCATS ave een un1que cult (singuları Cultu) John-Jerome as.
the priests about the object of theır worshıip, and they respondedwıth the following tale ONe time the SUun Was nNOoTt visıble for INanYymonths, VC. powerftul kıng had captured her and concealed her in
the prıson of fortified wer TIhe SIENA zodiacı (presumabily other Skygods brought a1d aule, and wıth g]ant hammer destroyed the wer
and lıberated the SUun from captıvıty. Ihus the Lıthuanians consıdered
the hammer 272  an instrument WOo be venerated, Dy IC mortals
rece1ved the light? er hearıng thıs tale, John-Jerome rıdiıculed the
tale and demonstrated 8 them that the SUN and INOON and Stars WeTe CIC-
ated by. God SCIVE human beings’*. Ihıs hammer-cult 15 otherwise
unknown In Lıthuanian relıg10n, and John-Jerome’s relatıon of the mythAeneas Sylvius 1Ss perhaps the mM1ss1ONary’s MOoOSst ımportant contrıbu-
tıon the ethnography of pre-Chrıstian Lithuania”®.

Ihe clımax of John-Jerome’s Journey SOOoN Lollowed, d he proceeded
another regıon where he encountered people who venerated woods

ple of Lıthuanian fire veneratıon.
69 GIMBUTAS, CH.. 203, cıtes thıs pPAasSsSagc TOm Aeneas Sylvius the best ‚Xamı-

For the role of Saule Baltıc paganısm, SCC JEZAIS, Hs 665 It;MANNHARDT C1LL. and (GIMBUTAS, C:, Passım.
...dıgnum ıtaque enerTratu Instrumentum CSSC, YQUO mortales Ilucem recepissent. ”Descriptio, 365

72 Ihid.
73 John-Jerome’s SLOTY MoOst lıkely CONCETNS worshiıp of Kalvaıtis, the heavenly SM1!of the Baltıc pantheon. As GIMBUTAS, Cit., 202 remarks, ‘In Baltıc mythology,Kalvaitis Kalvelis 1s fıgure sımilar Hephaistos In the Greek, Volundr, Welant In theScandinavian, and Ilmarinen in the Fiınnısh mythologıies. Hıs hammer Was gigantic;Jerome of Prague, M1SS1ONary In Lıthuania, note:« In 1431 that Lıthuanians honoured noTtonly the SUn, but Iso the Iron hammer of Tare S1Ze, by whose a1ld the SUun W as saıd aveeen freed from Imprisonment. ”
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consecrated theır gods, and consıdered ON ancıent tree be partıcu-
arly sacred. John-Jerome preache these people for INanYy days about
the Chrıistian faith ‘“ and then commanded that the sacred be Cut
OoOWnNn Ihe Lıiıthuanıians present efused do } and al that pomt John-
Jerome se1zed wo-edge: AXC and chopped down ONMNC of the
Many then egan imıtate the M1SsS10Nary s actıon, and wıth 5SaW, dÄC5S,
and pick-axes Cut OoOWnN the grove .

The cCcrowd’s imıtatıon of the M1SS1ONATY 1s VeELY interesting, and INeT-

Ifs SOTIIC COMMEeNT oug the people present WeIC surely intimıdated
by John-Jerome and hıs roya. protection, theır destruction of the Wwood
Was perhaps powered Dy LLIOTIC complex motivations. Some WCIC SIN-
cerely drıven by spırıt of Convers1on. Others perhaps wıshed take
eCcOoNOMIC advantage of the I6  S sıtuatiıon opened Dy the avaılabılıty
of the TESOUTCECS of these longer sacred lands’®. the height of the
prestige of the establıshment, there W as undoubtedly Ssma
miınorıty who resented these lımıtations the exploıtatiıon of the area’s
natural 1ESOUTICES The number of the diıscontented probably SICW
INa Yy wıshed follow theır eaders in embracıng the 11Cc  < al partıcu-
larly the eIf1cacy of the Chrıstian God W as ” demonstrated” eITeC-
tıvely by mi1iss1onarıles such John-Jerome The inabılıty of the 0Ca
gods defend themselves agamıst the destructive assaults of m1ss10Nar-
1eSs seemed the Chrıstıan Case By the time it Was consıdered
safe assault and exploıt the formerly tabu there W ds$ 1gn1f1-
cant of people apparently wiıllıng do

Thıs 1S 18(0)1 Sa y that there W ds NO anı y ambıvalence resistance
John-Jerome’s act1ons. Aeneas relates that in the mıddle of the
there Was VE ancıent oak tree, consıdered Dy the people be sacred
and the seat of theır gods’”. No ONC presumed tO Cut th1ıs iree down, but
when OINCONC fınally made the attemptk, the PCISON W d n]ured TIhe

. ‚.praedicavı) U1C gent1 plurıbus dıiıebus fıde1 nOostrae aperlens sacramenta. ”
Descriptio, 365

75 °“ Prior ıtaque Hıeronymus assumpta bıpenn1 excellentem quandam arborem eirun-
Cavıt. 1um seCcCuta multıtudo alacrı certamıne:; I! SEeITIS I8 dolabrıs I securıbus sylvam
deicıeban! Ibhıd.

76 NSee GIMBUTAS, CH: 193, the extent which natural 1LESUOUTICCS WCIC PTO-
tected for rel1g10us 1C45S50115S5 For the UuUsSscC of materı1al incentives facılıtate CONVers1ons,
SCC The Annals of Jan DIugosz, CI 414-415

77 Respect for certaın SIOVCS, TEES and other fauna W as COININON eature of PIC-
Chrıistian Indo-European relıg10n, and m1ss10Narles in GCeltic; ermanıc and Slavıc
had often encountered thıs phenomenon. For the al  8 SCC (GIMBUTAS, CIES 194
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1smaye crowd fled John-Jerome and remonstrated wıth hım ere-
UDON John-Jerome, alter asserting how the Suppose W of the tree
Was nothıng else than dıabolical ıllusıon, led of people 118 chopdown and burn the tree/®

John-Jerome superviısed the destruction of INanYy other sacred SIOVECS
and eventually encountered Ser10us resistance. of went
Vytautas and complaıned that John-Jerome had estroye the house of
theır gods, where they WeTIC accustomed 118 seek dıyıne assıstance. Ihey

longer knew where fınd theır gods John-Jerome, they telt, wanted
destroy all of theır holy places, and Dy introducing 11C  < sacred thıngs

Was attempting extirpate theır CuStoms ese WeIC Jome: Dytheır INCN, who laımed they WOU. rather relınquısh theır land and CSsS-
tral homes (terram el patrıos [ares) than the rel1210us CUStOMS rece1ved
from theır ace! wıth these complaınts and wıshing avo1d
SCVETC popular dısturbance, ytautas evoked the cCommendatory etters
1C had served the M1SS1ONary s protection. John-Jerome Was COm:-
manded leave the ProVvince, and hıs m1issıon Was terminated’?.

Ihıs acCcCount of resistance Chrıstian M1SS10Nary Work, and the 1CaC-
t1on of V ytautas 1{8 the S, vVC interesting. As tar the
OUTCES AIc concerned, John-Jerome’s SLOTY 1Ss the only purported CXam-
ple of large-scale resistance LO the Christianization PTOCCSS. arl Gorskı
States that there WEIC reactions at al] in Lıthuanıia, and does 19(0)1
mention John-Jerome’s mission®®. Stanıslaw Zajaczkowski mentions that
John-Jerome Came Jagıiello’s COUTT around 394 and Was ”subse-
quently dırected do M1SS10Nary work In Laıthuania. Hıs eXCeEeSsSsSIVe zeal
in destroying the objects of cults caused indignation the
people and, In CONSCQUCNCE, 1told OoUunNn! hıimself compelled recall
hım from hıs assıgnment. ” He DSOCS Missionary actıvıtyOUnN! opposıtıon the part of the populatıon. TIhe Case of Jan-
Hıeronimus of Prague Was exception. ”®

78 Descriptio, 365 Ihe destruction of sacred TeEeSs IS famıliar CCUITENCE through-Ouft the Chrıstianization of entral and northern Europe the medieval per10d. For ıts apphı-catıon In the Baltıc reg1o0n, SCC Kurt FORSTREUTER, Deutschland und Litauen (Königsberg:Usteuropa, 9; Jacob ZOES. S JUT Frage der heiligen Wälder in östlıchen Ost-
seegebıet. ” Zeitschrift für Ostforschung (1977) For OVerVIew of themethodology of mi1ssionaries in Lıthuania and ıts continulty ıth the medieval per10d, SCSMarek ZAHAJKIEWICZ, “Chrzest Litwy” Chrzest Litwy, CH. 33-5679 See ote 55 above.

“an Lıtauen gab keine heidnische Reaktion.” ORSKI. CH::ZAJACZKOWSKI, Ca 193



259 Hyland

Why W as there resistance Christianıizatıion, and other
react1ons than those inspıred Dy the work of John-Jerome ? The fırst
thought 1s that there May indeed ave een react1ons, and that

record of them has Ssurvıved. Polısh and Liıthuanıan hıstorl1ans ave
tended SITESS the Casc of the cConvers1on, and ave often een pr1-
marıly concerned wıth contrastıng the successful M1SS1ONAaTrYy endeav-
OIS of the Polısh church wıth the rather SCVEOIC methods of the Teu-
tOonı1C Order®?. must be sald, however, that EVCMN the propagandıstic
lıterature put out Dy the Teutonic Knıghts ın the fıfteenth CenturYy
agaınst Lithuanıa ment1ons anı Yy reacti1ons Christianıza-
tion®°.
1e acknowledging that there MaYy ave een unrecorded ICaCc-

t1ons agamınst Christianızatıion, the app. un1ıqueness of the events

surroundıng ohn-Jerome’s 1ss1ı1on Can be explaıned in another WaY
oug Lithuanıia ostens1bly became Christian uchy in 1387, VIT-
tually al] authorities that the PTOCCSS of Christianızation Was

implemented gradually and unevenly al best In the Teutonıc
er W as probably COrTeCT In ıts assertion that ytautas W das not V1Ig-
orously pursuing the conversıon of hıs people. Polıtical realıties made
Occasıonal extirpatiıon campal1gns expedient, and the 1SsS10N of John-
Jerome W as probably consented Dy V ytautas ın Oorder placate hıis
Polısh allıes, who WeIC partiıcularly sensıtive the charges made Dy
the Teutonıic er But Aeneas Sylvıus noted wıth SOINEC arCasınl,

perhaps reflecting John-Jerome’s OW eelıngs, domestic tranquılıty
W ds INOTC ımportant V ytautas than Oroug propagatıon of (ChrTIS-
tıanıty.

Fınally, A regards the strıct of the aCCoOount ıIn the form ıt has
COMNC down posterı1ty, SOTIINNC caut1ıon 1S Aeneas Sylvius W ds

excellent scholar, and 1s known ave taken no in sıtuati1ons such

Kazımilerz Tymienickı and Tadeusz ilnıck1, for example, paıns COMN-

the attıtudes of the Teutonic Knights OWAIl'‘ Christianıization ıth ose of the Pol-
iısh kıngdom They mention the German W al:! of cCOonversion agalınst the already Om1-
nally-Chrıstian Wends and Pomeranılans, and CO the ater struggles of the Teutonıiıc er
agaınst °“ Chrıstian ” Lithuanıa continuation 38 German imperl1alısm, havıng lıttle
do ıth sincere M1SS10Nary aspıratıons. See ITYMIENICKI'S Contrasting Attıtudes of
GermanYy and Poland towards Europe s ast Survıving Pagans” and SILNICKI S ‘“Poland’s
role in the Conversion of Pomeranıa ” in Poland and Christian Civilization, C1LL.

83 * Even Teutonıic SOUTCECS do nOoL mentiıon an Yy such opposıtıon, though its ex1istence
WOU ave 'avored the Order’'s propaganda agalnst the Polish-Lithuanıian unıon. ”
ZAJACZKOWSKI,; CIt:; 193



ohn-Jerome 0)  ragzue (1568-1440) 253

hıs interv1ew wıth John-Jerome for later use®* It 1S possıble that he
shaped the wrıtten acCount in WAdYy that maxımızed dramatiıc impact,
and in o1ıng compartmentalızed John-Jerome’s eNCOUNtTeErTrS In —_
LICT that m1g NOoL reflect the Order of theır actual OCCUITENCE It 1S alsoO
possıble that John-Jerome hımself maxımızed dramatıc impact when he
told hıs OW STOTY, partıcularly SINCEe he had had about thırty
1n it OVCT Wıth due allowance eing made for ıteray embellıshment,
ıt mMust be noted that ethnographers of the reg10n ave had anı Yy
1C4aSON ou the of John-Jerome’s AaCCOUNT d elated Dy
Aeneas Sylvıus, and independent ethnography of the regı1o0n 1s in lıne
wıth the informatıon provıded. It 15 fortunate that John-Jerome Was able

relate thıs informatıon Aeneas Sylvius, perhaps the MOSstT Ser10us
and learned ethnographer of hıs day The foundatıon of churches, dASs
recorded ın the documents from the cathedral archıves of Vılnıus, e_

only the VC first of Chrıistianızation in Lithuania. Ihe mM1X-
ture of toleratıon, syncret1sm, and extirpatiıon that undoubtedly charac-
terızed MOST medieval 1ssıon efforts 15 wıtnessed rather powerfully
Dy thıs text

John-Jerome’’s M1SS10NaTrY venture 0€Ss shed SOIIC 1g forma-
t1ve epısode of hıs oug the reader 1S dependent Aeneas
Sylvius for informatıion, aSpects of John-Jerome’s personalıty, such
V120ro0us idealısm and confrontational style, COME through. John-
Jerome’s tendency rıdicule the opposıtıon, traıt that 111 manıfest
itself VE strongly in his later polemical and reform actıvıtiıes, 1s also
present in hıs 1ssıon work. The reactıon of Vytautas hIs evangelıstic

must ave een instructive the iıdealıstic Premonstratens1ian
John-Jerome W ds clearly intrepi and 1incere M1SS1ONaTY, but

the UCCESS OT allure of hıs task Was large extent determined by the
polıtics of Catholicism’s northeasten frontier.

Aeneas Sylvıus Pıccolomini, who eventually became Pope Pıus {{ in 1458, kept
volumınous nOotes and personal diarıes throughout his long humanistic of
etters, pOoeT, dıplomat, hıstori1an and priest For Dbasıc treatment of h1s lıfe, SCC R.J
ITCHELL, The Laurels the T1ara: Pope Pius II, (London Harvıl! Press,

See Iso Memoirs of Renalissance Pope The Commentaries of Pius IE: edıted Dy
Leona GABLE and translated by Florence GRAGG (New ork Caprıcorn Books,
For nuanced treatment of the place of Aeneas in ifteenth-century talıan humanısm, SCC
Berthe WIDMER, Enea S1LvıIO Pıccolomuini In der sıttliıchen UN: politischen Entscheidung,
in partıcular Chapter One, ° [ DIie humanıstische esenart Eneas” (Basel und Stuttgart:
Helbing Liıchtenhahn,
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Summar y
hıs artıcle CONCETNS the M1SS1O0NaTrYy work of the Premonstratens1i1an NON John-
Jerome of Prague (1368-1440) in Liıthuanıa in the early fiıfteenth CeNTLUTY. John-
Jerome, orıginally 19(0)8| of Strahov, served the personal chaplaın of ıng
Wladiıslaus agıello of Poland, and partıcıpated ın that monarch’s evangelıstic
efforts in the Duchy of Lathuanıia. John-Jerome VCAars ater SaVC ACCOUNT of
N1S M1ISS1ONATY work eneas Sylvius Pıccolominı, the future Pope 1US 1L,
who NCIude! it In HIS Hıstor1ia Europae. Thıs artıcle discusses John-Jerome’s
m1ssıon ın relatıon the w1der polıtical and rel1g10us 1SSUES acıng the Baltıc
reg10Ns al thats time. ohn-Jerome would later become the first abbot
of the 1819  < Premonstratenıian foundation al NOWY S5aCZ, and eventually leave the
order UrSsSuc the eremiı1tical 1ıfe al Camaldoli.. In addıtıon treatment of hıs
M1SS1ONAarY work, the artıcle discusses Varlous hıstori1ographıical 1SSUES 1n the
study of John-Jerome’s long and varıed
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