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The conclusion of the union between the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the
Polish Crown has been a matter of interest to historiographers from many coun-
tries. Historians have analysed various aspects of the union: reasons, preparations
and results. They have also dealt with the seym of Lublin taking place from 10
January to 12 August 1569 during which a historical decision was taken to es-
tablish a new union between Poland and Lithuania'. Nevertheless, the subject of
this research is the main events at the seym and around it until 1 July. The course
of the seym, which was in fact the first general seym (sejm walny) of the whole
Polish-Lithuanian Rzeczpospolita, specially its final key stages (from 2 June? to 12
August 1569) has been examined quite cursorily’. The composition of the repre-
sentation of landowners (envoys from voivodeships and counties) of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania at this key stage has not been discussed yet, nor has the activity
of the seym during its sessions.

The aim of this article is to complete the research in this aspect. We shall focus
on the analysis of the social and material status of envoys from the Grand Duchy

! Acts for the seym: Volumina Constitutionum, T. 2: 15501609, vol. 1: 1550-1585, ed. Stani-
staw GroDz1sK1, Irena DWORNICKA, Wactaw Uruszczak, Warszawa 2005, pp. 213-268. Detailed di-
ary of the seym printed in: [Jnesnux /Tro6nurckoeo ceiima 1569 eooa. Coedurenue Benukozo Kusncec-
mea JIumosckoeo ¢ Koponescmeom Ionvckum, nszn. Muxann Kosnosuy, Cankr-IlerepOypr 1869.
The terms “Lithuanian”, “Polish”, “Ruthenian” are used in their historical meaning.

* Martseit Jlo6aBckuit, JTumoscko-pycckuti ceiim. Onvim no ucmopuu yupeicoeHus 6 ce:A3u
C 8HYMPEHHUM CMPoeM U 6HeuiHel0 Hu3Hvio eocydapcmea, Mocksa 1900, pp. 838-846; Ymansimip
[Mapanincki, /6oy Cobanesa /liobninckas ynis 1569 e., [in:] Ticmopuwis Benapyci, 1. 2: benapyco
y nepviad Banikaea Kuscmea Jlimoyckaea, Minck 2008, pp. 471-473; Oskar HALECKI, Dzieje unii
jagielloriskiej, vol. 2, Krakow 1920, pp. 345-349; Henryk LULEWICZ, Gniewdw o unig cigg dalszy. Sto-
sunki polsko-litewskie w latach 1569-1588, Warszawa 2002, pp. 41-47, 51-53.

? The first delegation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania left the session of the seym in the might
of 1 March 1569. However, under the pressure of various circumstances, the delegation returned to
Lublin at the beginning of June 1569 and worked there until the seym finished (the composition of
the delegation had changed).
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of Lithuania, their ethnic origin, social position in terms of offices held by them,
their political activities and careers both prior to and after the seym of Lublin. It
should be remembered that envoys from counties and voivodeships went to Lublin
as representatives of the sovereign Grand Duchy, and ended their work in the seym
as representatives of the common Rzeczpospolita. This is why it is important to
present the composition of the representation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at
the seym of 1569, for it is useful for the research on the functioning of the seym of
Lithuania prior to the union of Lublin and for the research on the parliamentary
system of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania while part of the Rzeczpospolita.

The analysis of the personal composition of the representatives at the seym has
quite a long tradition in Polish historiography. The methodology of such an analy-
sis was suggested and prepared as early as the 1970s and at the beginning of the
1980s by Jan Seredyka, Irena Kaniewska, Anna Filipczak-Kocur*. The most recent
works by Henryk Litwin and Jolanta Choinska-Mika developed the scope of the
criteria according to which it is possible to make research on the representation of
landowners in the seyms of the Rzeczpospolita®.

At the end of April 1569 the Polish king and the grand duke of Lithuania Zyg-
munt August convened dietines (sejmiks) for 10 May in the counties and voivode-
ships of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. Representatives of the szlachta and senators
elected there were instructed by the king to arrive at the seym in Lublin on 30 May
1569 to finalise the union along with the senators and envoys from the Crown®.

A special situation occurred with dietines in Vilnius voivodeship. Sigismund
Augustus suggested that the voivode of Vilnius, chancellor Mikotaj Radziwitt
“Rudy” [“the Red”] and the land treasurer Mikotaj Naruszewicz should decide

* Anna FiLipczak-KOCUR, Senatorowie i postowie na sejmie ,pacyfikacyjnym” w 1589 r., Czaso-
pismo Prawno-Historyczne, vol. 34: 1982, no. 2, pp. 197-212; Irena KaANIEWSKA, Matopolska repre-
zentacja sejmowa za czasow Zygmunta Augusta (1548-1572), Krakéw 1974; Jan SEREDYKA, Posfowie
Rzeczypospolitej na sejm ,ratyfikacyjny” w 1629 r., Sprawozdania Opolskiego Towarzystwa Przyjaciot
Nauk. Wydzial Nauk Historyczno-Spotecznych, no. 15: 1977/1978, Opole 1979, pp. 23-33. See also:
Dzieje Sejmu Polskiego, ed. Juliusz BARDACH, Stanistaw GRopz1sk1, Andrzej Gwizpz [and others],
Warszawa 1993, pp. 53-57; Anna FiLipczAK-KOCUR, Jan SEREDYKA, Stan badati nad dziejami parla-
mentaryzmu polskiego w latach 1573-1647 i postulaty, [in:] Parlamentaryzm w Polsce we wspolczes-
nej historiografii, ed. Juliusz BARDACH, cooperation Wanda SUDNIK, Warszawa 1995, pp. 77-78; Jan
SEREDYKA, O ujednolicenie badani nad parlamentarzystami epoki staropolskiej, [in:] Parlamentaryzm
i prawodawstwo przez wieki. Prace dedykowane prof. Stanistawowi Plazie w siedemdziesigtg rocznice
urodzin, ed. Jerzy MALEC, Wactaw Uruszczak, Krakow 1999, pp. 23-29.

* Jolanta CHOINSKA-MIKA, Sejmiki koronne XVI-XVII wieku. Problemy badawcze, [in:] Praktyka
zycia publicznego w Rzeczypospolitej Obojga Narodow w XVI-XVIII wieku. Materiaty XVIII konferen-
cji Komisji Lituanistycznej przy Komitecie Nauk Historycznych PAN w dniach 22-23 wrzesnia 2009 r.,
ed. Urszula AUGUSTYNIAK, Andrzej B. ZAKRZEWSKI, Warszawa 2010, p. 20; Henryk LITWIN, Réwni
do rownych: kijowska reprezentacja sejmowa 1569-1648, Warszawa 2009.

¢ Letters convoking dietines were written and sent to their recipients on 26-29 April 1569, see:
M. JTro6aBckuit, op.cit., npuioxenus, pp. 215-225; Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 532. (1569-1571).
Viesuju reikalu knyga 10, parengé Lina ANUZYTE, Algirdas BALIULIS, Vilnius 2001 (further: Lietuvos
Metrika, kn. 532), pp. 30-37.



[563] The representation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania... 29

whether to conduct one common dietine for the voivodeship in Vilnius or sepa-
rate dietines in each county (Vilnius, Oszmiana (Ashmyany), Lida, Witkomierz
(Ukmerge), Braslau)’. It should be noted that before the beginning of the seym of
Lublin in Vilnius there took place a dietine common for all counties of the voivode-
ship®. This time, however, separate dietines were organised, for the Lithuanian in-
cisor (krajczy litewski) Krzysztof Radziwill wrote to Mikotaj Krzysztof Radziwilt
“Sierotka” [“the Orphan”] about “powiatowym sejmiku [w] Wilnie” [“county dieti-
ne [in] Vilnius” - transl. A. Chabros]®; besides, various envoys represented indi-
vidual counties of the Vilnius voivodeship at the seym of Lublin.

It should be noted that the seym letters were also sent to the county of Kiev
and the voivode and castellan of Kiev”. On 5 May 1569, the Kiev voivodeship was
incorporated into the Polish Crown, which resulted in its representatives not being
included in the group of envoys sent to represent the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at
the seym of Lublin''.

Dietines (at least some of them) took place because envoys from almost all
regions of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania had arrived. Presumably, at most dieti-
nes heated debates took place about how to react to what had happened in Lu-
blin - the incorporation of Podlachia and Volhynia into the Polish Crown. For
instance, there were rumours that the son of M. Radziwill “Rudy” - the leader
of the anti-union opposition — Krzysztof Radziwitt “Piorun” [“the Thunderbolt”]
- incited the szlachta at the dietine of Vilnius to boycott the seym and not to go to
Lublin. Nevertheless, K. Radziwill “Piorun” himself denied this by explaining that
he had encouraged all the envoys present at the dietine to participate in the com-
mon seym on the day imposed by Sigismund Augustus'2. Probably the majority of
dietines in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania agreed with the king and supported his
demand to elect envoys for the seym of Lublin giving them unlimited authorisa-
tion to conclude the union and look for the resources to defend the state®. It is
known that the szlachta of Brest explicitly “niekazata [...] wraca¢ si¢ do domu bezi

7 M. JTro6aBcKuit, op.cCit., mpuaokenns, pp. 220-221.

# Andrzej RacHUBA, Wielkie Ksiestwo Litewskie w systemie parlamentarnym Rzeczypospolitej
w latach 1569-1763, Warszawa 2002, pp. 62-64.

® Tomasz KEMPA, Listy Radziwillow z okresu Unii Lubelskiej (1568-1569), Zapiski Historyczne,
vol. 69: 2004, no. 4, p. 99. In the edition the letter by Krzysztof Radziwill was dated 11 April 1569. The
content of the letter shows that it was written after the dietine - i.e. after 10 May — exactly on 1 June.
In the same letter there was marked “Datt z Wilna w poniedzialek $wigteczny roku 1569” [“Dated in
Vilnius on Easter Monday after the Resurection”]. It must have referred to Easter (which fell on 10
April), but after the White Sunday (30 May).

10 M. JTrob6aBckmit, op.cit., mpunoxxenus, p. 223; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 532, pp. 31-32.

" Volumina Constitutionum, T. 2, vol. 1, pp. 226-232. Kievan envoys were elected at the dietine
of 10 May. Iva Olizar and Ivan Soltan took an oath as representatives of the Crown, see: H. LITwIN,
op.cit., pp. 14-18, 42-45.

12 T. KEMPA, op.cit., pp. 99, 102.

3 M. JTro6aBckuit, op.cit., npumoxenus, pp. 219-220, 224-225; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 532, pp.
34, 37.
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akieikolwiek uniey” [“told them not to come back home without a union” - transl.
A.Ch.]".

From among the representatives of Lithuanian lands, only the envoys of the
counties of Upita (Upyté) and Braslau, along with the voivodeship of Polotsk did
not attend the seym of Lublin. It is hard to say why this happened. What we know
is that all the documents necessary to call dietines in those counties had been
sent®. It is not very likely that the reason was a possible threat from Muscovy.
From the beginning of 1569 the relations between the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
and Muscovy had stabilised'*. What is more, nothing is known about the nega-
tive attitude of the szlachta from those areas to the union. It is possible that the
reason for the absence of the envoys was connected with the lack of guarantee
to pay money for “Ha cbTpaBy u BbinpaBy for the envoys. Even before the seym
of Lublin, the szlachta from some counties of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (for
example, of Vilnius and Mazyr) refused to return the travel costs to their envoys
for the seym of Lublin. Sigismund Augustus was forced to support the envoys fi-
nancially from the ducal treasury. The monarch, wanting to avoid incurring the
costs of the travel of the Lithuanian representatives for the seym again, demanded
that the szlachta introduce a special tax to finance their envoys". It is likely that in
May 1569, the dietines from the counties of Polotsk, Braslau, and did not approve
of the introduction of the tax, which is why their envoys did not take part in the
seym of Lublin®. The szlachta was particularly sensitive about having to bear any
additional costs connected with the functioning of the state.

' Apxeozpagpuueckuti coopHux 0okymenmos, omuocausuxcs x ucmopuu Cesepo-3anaonoii Poc-
cuu, usdasaemviii npu ynpasnenuu Bunenckoeo yuebHoeo oxpyea (further: ACI), 1. 7, Buibna 1870,
p. 40. The szlachta of Brest declared that “nie chca rozrywac [sie] z bracia swoig pany wotynskiemi”
[‘they refuse to break away with the noblemen of Volhynia” - transl. A.Ch.]. Mikotaj Naruszewicz,
a Lithuanian who was staying in Lublin at that time interpreted this as an attempt to break away from
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania: “od tey nieszczgsliwei oiczyzny swei” [“from his unhappy mother-
land” - transl. A.Ch.].

5 M. JTrobaBckmit, op.cit., mpumoxenus, pp. 220-222; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 532, pp. 31-32.
Previously, dietines took places even in the voivodeship of Polotsk, the major part of which was
dominated by the Muscovites: M. JTro6aBcknii, op.cit., mpunoxenus, p. 207; Pycckas ucmopuueckas
6ubnuomexa (futher: PYIB), 1. 30: /Tumosckas Mempuka, OTfeN IepBbII-BTOPOIL, 4. 3: Knueu nyo6-
uuHbLx Oert, pep. Visau Jlanmo, FOpbes 1914, pp. 848-849.

' Auppait SInyuikesiy, Banikae Kuscmea Jlimojyckae i Ingnanyxas éatina 1558-1570 ze., MiHck
2007, pp. 110-111.

17 M. JTrob6aBcKwmit, op.cit., mpunoxenus, pp. 213-215; Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 531. (1567~
-1569). Viesuju reikalu knyga 9, parengé Lina ANUZYTE, Algirdas BaLiuLis, Vilnius 2001 (further:
Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 531), pp. 142, 173-174. It is know that the szlachta of Navahrudak approved of
the teax for the maintenance of their envoys at the dietine before the seym of Lublin: Andrej RADA-
MAN, Uchwala sejmikowa powiatu nowogrédzkiego z 1568 r. a system finansowania postow sejmowych
Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, [in:] Litwa w epoce Wazow. Prace ofiarowane Henrykowi Wisnerowi
w siedemdziesigtg rocznice urodzin, ed. Wojciech KRIEGSEISEN, Andrzej RACHUBA, Warszawa 2006,
pp. 145-156.

'8 The problem of the money was discussed in the final stage of the seym of Lublin: Joxymenmuo!
Mockosckoeo apxusa Munucmepcmea rocmuyuu, T. 1, Mocksa 1897, p. 499.
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On the other hand, the representation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in Lu-
blin included the envoys from the Smolensk land. It is not clear whether a dietine
was held there (as the Smolensk land at the beginning of the 16™ century belonged
to the Muscovite state) or the “representatives” of the province were elected arbi-
trarily by the hospodar himself. The answer seems to lie in the priorities of foreign
policy conducted by Sigismund Augustus, the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the
Crown. The confirmation of the union by the representatives of the Smolensk land
made it possible for the unified state to claim the return of Smolensk®. That is why
the two envoys (Fedor Kope¢ and Jan Skirmont) were appointed by the monarch
himself - both of them were connected with the royal court in the 1560s. E. Kope¢
was certainly associated with the Smolensk land as he came from a family who had
settled there a long time ago®.

We are familiar with the composition of the envoys of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania for the last stage of the seym of Lublin thanks to the privilege of the
union of 1 July 1569 which confirmed that “prefaci i panowie rada, tak duchowna
jako $wiecka, ksigzeta, stany wszystkie Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, ktemu
postowie ziemscy” [“prelates and members of the council including the clergy and
laymen, dukes, all the estates of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania were represented
by envoys” — transl. A.Ch.]?". The act of the union was signed and authorised by
the stamps of 42 representatives of the voivodeships and counties of Lithuania.
The total number of the Lithuanian representatives in Lublin might have reached
46 envoys, including the envoys from Smolensk (as mentioned above, envoys from
Braslau, Upita and Polotsk did not arrive at the seym). As a result, we know 91,3%
of the representatives of the szlachta in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the seym
of Lublin. It should be noted that the dietines of the Trakai county and the starosty
of Samogitia sent not two (as it was stipulated by the Statute of 1566) but three
envoys to the last stage of the seym (June-August 1569)*.

It is interesting to examine how the composition of the envoys of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania changed between the initial stage (before the envoys set off
in the night of 1 March) and the final stage of the seym of Lublin. For example, at
the dietine of Vilnius voivodeships in November 1568 the following people were
elected envoys for the seym of Lublin: the pantler (stolnik) of the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania and the ciwun (Latin: tivunus) gondyrski [the administrator of the

! Let us notice that among the delegates of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania for the crown seym
of 1563-1564, where the negotiations concerning the new union were held, was also the “representa-
tive” of Smolensk land — Wasyl Kope¢, see: Volumina Constitutionum, T. 2, vol. 1, p. 129.

2 Poczet rodow w Wielkim Ksigstwie Litewskim w XV i XVI wieku, ed. Adam BoNIECKI, Warsza-
wa 1887, pp. 138-140; Tadeusz WASILEwWsKI, Kopec Sidor Wasilewicz h. Kroje (zm. 1531), [in:] Polski
stownik biograficzny (further: PSB), vol. 13, Wroctaw—Warszawa—-Krakéw 1967-1968, p. 633.

! Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, ed. Stanistaw KuTrRzEBA, Wladystaw SEMkowicz, Krakow
1932, pp. 348-356. It is worth noting that envoys Jan Swirski, Malcher Snowski and Pawel Ostrowicki
vowed for the act of the union as the hospodar’s marshall.

> Cmamym Banikaza kuscmea Jlimojycxkaza 1566 e00a, papkan. Taicis I. loynap [and others],
Minck 2003, p. 80; Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 356.
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royal estates — A.Ch.] Mikotaj Dorohostajski, the ciwun of Vilnius Stanistaw Na-
ruszewicz, sub-chamberlain (podkomorzy) of Vilnius and the starost of Daugavpils
Jan Lewon, the knyaz Lukasz Swirski and the royal secretary Wenctaw Agryppa®.
However, none of them was elected envoy at the dietines (or one dietine in Vilnius)
in May 1569*. The composition of the representation of the starosty of Samogitia
changed completely. During the first stage of the seym of Lublin, Samogitia was
represented by four envoys: the wojski of Samogitia and the ciwun [administrator
of estates] of Berzenai Sebastian Mikolajewicz, the ciwun of Rietavas Marek Wnucz-
ko, the courtier of the hospodar Kazimierz Bartkowicz and Piotr Gradowski. On
the other hand, in the last stage of the seym there were three other envoys: the
sub-chamberlain of Samogitia and the ciwun of Ariogala Mikotaj Stankiewicz-
Billewicz, the ciwun of Viesvilé Ivan Itgowski and the ciwun of Dyrwiany Jan Gra-
dowski®. The county of Navahrudak was twice represented by the same envoys:
the hospodar marshall and the judge of Navahrudak Malcher Snowski and the
secretary of His Majesty and the sub-chamberlain of Navahrudak Andrzej Chary-
tonowicz-Obrynski®. It is possible that the hospodar marshall Jan Swirski and the
sub-judge (podsedek) of Pinsk Ivan Domanowicz, who were present in Lublin in
February 1569, had the function of envoys”. This fragmentary information does
not allow us to establish what the reasons for such changes were. Were they con-
nected with the political conflict between the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the
Crown about the union with the Crown, or maybe they resulted from other more
down-to-earth reasons — for example they may be explained by the high expenses
connected with the envoys’ participation in the seym of Lublin?

According to the social hierarchy of the 16" century, the szlachta in the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania could be divided into three groups (strata)®. The first group
includes dukes (knyazes) — descendants of Rurik and Gediminas. The second so-
cial strata consisted of families of lords — very prestigious and influential in the
social and political life. The third group was the regular szlachta (nobility).

Among the envoys of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania elected to represent it in
the last stage of the seym of Lublin four (9,5%) had the title of duke. The brother-

2 M. JTro6aBcKmii, op.cit., mpuaokenus, pp. 212-213; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 531, p. 142.

2 But M. Dorohostajski, P. Naruszewicz and L. Swirski approved of the union as representatives
of the Council (Pany Rada) of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, see: Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791,
p. 355.

» HarplsaHanbHbI ricTapsiasbl apxiy Bemapyci ¥ Mincky (further: HTAB), KM®-18, Bom. 1,
crip. 265, fol. 196v-197; Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 356.

6 Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, pp. 355-356; A. RADAMAN, Uchwala sejmikowa powiatu
nowogrodzkiego z 1568 r., pp. 147, 154. See also: HTAB, KM®-18, Bom. 1, crip. 265, fol. 199, 201v.

¥ HT'AB, KM®-18, Bor. 1, cmip. 265, fol. 201v, 206v.

2 About the social and material division of the nobility of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in
the mid-16" century see e.g. [TaBen Jloiika, [llnsxma Genapyckix 3samens y epamadcka-nanimoiuHuim
scowguyi Pauv ITacnanimaii opyeoit nanosvr XVI-nepwati mpayi XVII cm., Minck 2002, pp. 11-14;
Jerzy OCHMANSKI, Historia Litwy, Wroctaw 1990 (3 edition), pp. 100-101, 107-108.
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knyazes Malcher and Kasper Giedroyc¢® represented correspondingly the county
of Vilnius and the county of Kaunas. The knyaz J. Swirski was elected envoy at the
dietine of Vilnius, while the knyaz Ivan Massalski represented the county of Hro-
dna. Interestingly enough, members of the ducal families were elected envoys from
the central voivodeships of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania - of Vilnius and Trakai.
What is more, the county of Vilnius was represented by two knyazes.

Among the representatives of the landowners of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
there were three (7,1%) noblemen from lordly families. Hence, the envoy of the
county of Lida was elected “lord” Szadzibor Dowgird, while “lord” M. Snowski
represented the county of Navahrudak. The county of Brest elected “lord” Do-
minik Pac. The geography of the election of the “lords” to become envoys for the
seym of Lublin was extended. It included the vovodeships of Vilnius, Navahrudak
and Brest. Eastern regions of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the starosty of
Samogitia were represented by the regular szlachta members who did not belong
to the category of knyazes and magnates. It constituted as much as 83,4% of all the
elected envoys, which proves the increase in the importance of regular noblemen
in the political life of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. The szlachta from the families
of knyazes and magnates entered the political elites in a different way. For example,
some offices at the court (cup-bearer, carver, pantler) and offices of marshals hos-
podars made it possible for them to become members of the council of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania. We should not forget that before the union of Lublin repre-
sentatives of many knyaz families were invited for “Lithuanian” seyms®. Thus, the
function of an envoy was particularly important for representatives of the local
elite which bore no titles. After the union of Lublin was concluded, the tradition
of inviting dukes and lords of The Grand Duchy for a common assembly was giv-
en up. At the same time, court officials and marshals hospodars were beyond the
Polish-Lithuanian senate®. As a result, in the subsequent years some titled noble-
men started to make a career as representatives of landowners of the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania in order to preserve their social status and political influence. For this
reason, at general seyms of the Rzeczpospolita in the years 1569-1600, representa-
tives of knyaz and lordly families constituted over 30% of the envoys in the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania®.

»¥ Wiladystaw Konopczynski considered Malcher Matuszewicz Giedroy¢ to be his brother.
However, at the same time there lived also Kasper Mikotajewicz Giedroy¢: PUIB, t. 33: /umosckas
Mempuxa, oTren TpeTHit, 4. 3: Knueu ny6nuqnuvix oen. Iepenucu JIumosckozo oiicka, pes. CTaHucnas
JI. TItammuxnii, [erporpan 1915, col. 485; Wiadystaw KoNnopczyNsk1, Giedroy¢ Mateusz, [in:] PSB,
t. 7, Krakow 1948-1958, p. 430.

* A. RACHUBA, op.cit., pp. 49-52.

1 Tbid., pp. 167-169.

2 Vnapsimip Iaganincki, IIpadcmayniymea BKJI na eanvhvix coiimax Pauw Ilacnanimati
(1569-1600 22.). la noimanns pazisnanvHoix acabnieacusy, [in:] Kancmpyxupis i 0skancmpyxuyois
Banixaza knsacmea Jlimojcxkaza: mamapoisanv mixHap. Hasyk. kang, pap. Haramba Y. Ciix, MiHck
2007, pp. 59-61.
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The social status of envoys of the Grand Duchy who were also landowners
should be examined together with their material status, which could be defined
on the basis of the data included in the registration lists of the army of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania from the years 1565 and 1567%. According to the seym’s regu-
lation of 1567 a landowner was to provide one armed horseman out of 10 village
“servants”* within the pospolite ruszenie [the mass mobilization of armed forces].
Knowing the number of armed horsemen it is possible to estimate the size of the
estate of each representative of the szlachta class. I would like to stress that the data
should not be overestimated, for the information allow us to learn about the mag-
nitude of the lands owned, but it does not reflect the actual revenue from them.
Moreover, we are not acquainted with other sources of income (from wholesale
trade, jurgielt (German: Jahrgeld), etc.). That is why it is important to take into
consideration the number of extra armed horsemen provided by a nobleman ad-
ditionally.

In present historiography there are different approaches to defining the de-
gree of wealth of noblemen®. The criteria suggested by us, as it seems, reflect the
division of the szlachta into material categories. Thus, the lower szlachta included
noblemen who had fewer than 50 village “servants”, which meant they had to pro-
vide from 1 to four horsemen; the middle szlachta had from 50 to 249 “servants”
(providing from five to 24 horsemen); the wealthy szlachta consisted of owners of
at least 250 “servants” (25-99 horsemen); finally, the magnates owned over 1000
“servants” and had to provide over 100 horsemen.

It has been estimated that most Lithuanian envoys to the final stage of the
seym of Lublin belonged to the lower szlachta (i.e. at least 19 envoys - 45,2%). For
example, in 1567 only one armed horseman was provided by: Michajto Worona
(in 1569 the envoy of the Trakai county), Krzysztof Razmusowicz (the county of
Wilkomierz (Ukmerge)), K. Giedroy¢ (from the county of Kaunas), I. Domano-
wicz (from the county of Pinsk)*. Two horsemen were provided by: Szczesny
Huba (the county of Lida), Jan Klukowski (the county of Hrodna), Piotr Skrobot
(the county of Waukawysk), Andrzej Stankiewicz (the county of Minsk)¥. Three
horsemen were sent to the parade of the army in 1567: M. Giedroy¢ (the county
of Vilnius), Kacper Rajecki (the county of Trakai), Hieronim Pukszta (the county

% PUB, 1. 33, pp. 237-430, 431-1378.

#* M. JTio6aBckuit, op.cit., pp. 759-762; PVIB, 1. 30, pp. 409-415.

% See for example: Anaronuit [puiikeBud, Pacnpedenienue MazHamckux u wasxemckux 61a0eHui
6 Benopyccuu no ux eenuuune u smuuveckoil npunaoneimHocmu eénadenvues (XVI 6.), Bompocst
ucropuy, BbiIL. 5, Musck 1978, pp. 96-97; Mixain Cuipsionay, [lanwt i npvieonnois, [in:] Ilamayp:
Ticmop.-daxym. xponixa Hasazpyo. p-wa, Minck 1996, p. 95; Dzieje Sejmu Polskiego, p. 56; H. LiT-
WIN, op.cit., p. 30; Andrej RADAMAN, Samorzgd sejmikowy w powiatach wojewdédztwa nowogrodzkie-
go Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego w latach 1565-1632, [in:] Praktyka zycia publicznego, p. 59.

* PUB, 1. 33, pp. 478, 603, 604-605, 648, 1206. In 1565 I. Domanowicz provided one horseman,
K. Razmusowicz two horsemen, see: ibid., pp. 293, 297, 310.

%7 Ibid., pp. 692, 757, 861, 1226.
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of Waukawysk), Andrzej Chalecki (the county of Rzeczyca (Recyca))*. Moreover,
K. Rajecki and A. Chalecki provided one infantry soldier (drab)*. Three envoys
provided four horsemen: Stanistaw Sakowicz (the county of Ashmyany), E. Kopec¢
(the voivodeship of Smolensk) and Wasyl Rahoza (the county of Minsk)®. S. Sa-
kowicz and W. Rahoza also sent two infantry men, while F. Kope¢ - one. Accord-
ing to the sources from the parades of 1565 and 1567, the S. Dowgird family in
the county of Lida and the Szyrma family also belonged to the lower szlachta".
A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski (the county of Navahrudak) was also a member of
the lower szlachta. In 1565 during the pospolite ruszenie [the mass mobilization of
armed forces] his brother Iwan sent four horsemen, whilst his father Iwan Chary-
tonowicz, the standard-bearer of Navahrudak, in 1567 provided three horsemen®.
The data concerning the land property of Piotr Kisiel (the county of Vitebsk in the
voivodeship of Vitebsk and in Volhynia allow us to qualify him as a member of the
lower szlachta®.

The majority of the envoys from the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (eleven —
26,2%) who had arrived to participate in the second stage of the seym of 1569
belonged to the middle szlachta. For example, five horsemen and two infantry men
were provided by Michajto Sokotowski (the county of Stonim) and Zmajto Zienko-
wicz (the county of Rzeczyca [Recyca])*. Seven horsemen and four infantry men
were sent by the representative of the county of Kaunas Andrzej Itgowski®. The
would-be envoy of the county of Trakai Andrzej Dzierzko (Dzierzak) sent eight
horsemen and four infantry men for the military parade in 1567%. In the same
year I. Itgowski (representing Samogitia in 1569) provided ten horsemen and four

*# Ibid., pp. 478, 646-647, 856, 1233. In 1565 H. Pukszta provided four horsemen, two of whom
were ,,Ha JIacKy’, see: ibid., p. 319.

 Tbid., pp. 646-647, 1233.

“F. Kope¢ and W. Rahoza provided two of the four horsemen ,,Ha nacky”, see: ibid., pp. 514, 525,
572.1n 1565 P. Sakowicz provided also four horsemen, while W. Rahoza 2 horsemen, one of them ,,na
nacky’, and one infantry soldier (drab), see: ibid., pp. 252, 274.

4 Ibid., pp. 256, 312, 508-509, 770, 1205, 1212. All of them provided one-two horsemen. One
horseman was provided also by Krzysztof Marcinowicz Szyrma, probably the brother of Stanistaw.

“1bid., pp. 413, 811. See also: Auppait Pagaman, Pod Xapuimarosiuay-Bobpuirckix (AOpoiHckix)
ynacnaza zepba ,Xapoimon” y Hosazapoockim naseue y opyeoti nanose XVI cm., [in:] Kapaniuuvina:
7110031, naodsei, uac: 300pHik HABYK06bIX apmuikynay, yknan. Axacracia A. Ckerm'sH [and others],
pankain. Anakcangp A. Kasanens [and others], Minck 2012, p. 50; A. RApamaAN, Uchwala sejmiko-
wa powiatu nowogrodzkiego z 1568 r., p. 148.

3 Apxue F0z0-3anaonoti Poccuu, uzdasaemviii 6pemenHoll Komuccueti 075 pazbopa OpesHUx
akmos (futher: AIO3P), 4. 8, 1. 6: Akmuwt 0 3emnesnadenuu 8 K0z0-3anaonoti Poccuu XV-XVIII ss.,
Kues 1911, pp. 257-262, 283-285, 295-298; Vcmopuxo-topuduseckue mamepuanvl, u3eneveHHole
u3 akmosvlx kHue eybepruii Bumebckoii u Moeunesckoii (further: VMIOM), Bbim. 21, pen.
Muxann BepesxkiH, Bute6ck 1891, pp. 258-261. Additionally, in 1565 Peter’s brother, Andrzej Kisiel,
provided two horsemen to the Volhynian standard, see: PVIB, 1. 33, p. 423.

“ PUB, 1. 33, pp. 838-839, 1233. In 1565 M. Sokotowski provided four horsemen (one of them
»Ha macky”) and two infantry soldiers, whilst Zienkowicz three horsemen and two infantry soldiers.

# Tbid., p. 1258.

4 Tbid., p. 523.
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infantry men, J. Swirski (the county of Vilnius) - twelve horsemen and six infan-
try men, half of whom he sent extra “na macky”. The middle szlachta included
also Pawel Ostrowicki (the county of Oszmiana (Ashmyany)) and I. Massalski (the
county of Hrodna), who in 1567 sent 15 horsemen each. In this case, P. Ostrowicki
provided six horsemen more than he was obliged to. Moreover, I. Massalski sent
eight infantry men, while P. Ostrowski seven (three of them extra “ma macky”)*.
Among the middle szlachta we can distinguish two noblemen J. Gradowski (the
starosty of Samogitia) and D. Pac (the county of Brest), who during the pospolite
ruszenie [the mass mobilization of armed forces] in 1567 sent 24 horsemen each;
Gradowski additionally provided ten armed soldiers “Ha macky ero xpomneBckoe
mitocti” . Their financial status was close to the wealthy szlachta. The sources
from the parade allow us to include in the middle szlachta also Marcin Jacynicz
(the county of Stonim). His brothers Iwan and Lew provided in 1567 five horse-
men each, and correspondingly two and one infantry men®.

What is interesting, a minor number of the envoys arriving at the final stage
of the seym of Lublin came from the wealthy szalchta. Only two noblemen can be
included in the category (4,8%). In 1567 M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz (the starosty
of Samogitia) provided 27 horsemen and 13 infantry soldiers®'. The most affluent
representative of the landowners in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the seym of
Lublin was the envoy of the county of Navahrudak M. Snowski. During the pa-
rade in 1567 he demonstrated 48 horsemen and 28 infantry soldiers, including 16
horsemen and 12 infantry soldiers more than he was obliged to provide®.

We do not have any concrete information about the material condition of the
remaining envoys (23,8%)>. Nevertheless, it is quite unlikely that any of them be-
longed to the wealthiest szlachta. They probably belonged to the lower or the mid-
dle szlachta. Thus, we can increase the participation of the lower szlachta as the rep-
resentatives of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the seym of Lublin even to 70%.

Undoubtedly, the lower szlachta dominated in almost all the regions of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania, particularly in the east. Presumably, all envoys from
the voivodeship of Vitebsk and Mstislavl belonged to the lower szlachta. The per-
centage of the middle szlachta was somewhat higher in the central voivodeship

4 Tbid., pp. 462, 1258.

* Ibid., pp. 456, 472. For the military parade of 1565. P. Ostrowicki provided 12 horsemen, four
of whom were ,,na nmacky’, and six infantry soldiers: ibid., p. 260.

#Ibid., pp. 505, 1257. D. Pac provided 20 infantry soldiers, J. Gradowski - seven.

* M. Jacynicz himself commanded his own rota: ibid., p. 844. Marcin’s father — Ostafi Jacynicz
- in 1528 provided 17 horsemen for the parade of the pospolite ruszenie: ibid., pp. 11-12.

5! bid., p. 1258.

%2 Ibid., p. 463.

> Mikotaj Koncza (the country of Witkomierz), J. Skirmont (the voivodeship of Smolensk),
Tymofiej Hurko (the country of Vitebsk), Bogusz Skotko and Fedor Woropaj (both from the country
of Orsza), Isaj Szczotkanowicz and Hrehory Makarowski (both from the voivodeship of Mstislav),
Adam Pociej (the country of Brest), Fedor Lenkiewicz-Ipohorski and Jan Klopot (both from the
country of Mazyr).
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— Vilnius, Trakai and Navahrudak. The exception was the starosty of Samogitia,
the envoys of which belonged either to the wealthy or to the middle szlachta.

It must be noted that representatives of titled families of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania who were elected envoys for the seym of Lublin belonged to all the three-
classes. Thus, “Lord” M. Snowski had the status of a wealthy nobleman, the knyaz
I. Masalski and “Lord” D. Pac — were middle noblemen, while M. and K. Giedroy¢
and “Lord” S. Dowgird were lower szlachta. It should be also underlined that
among the envoys of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania there were no magnates.

The Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the beginning of its existence was a multi-
ethnic country, which was reflected in the composition of the “political nation™*.
What was the ethnic origin of envoys representing the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
at the seym of Lublin? We would like to stress that we shall consider the origin of
selected noble families. However, representatives of one ethnic community could
have assimilated with another ethnic community owing to the change of the lan-
guage, denomination, or adopting a foreign culture®.

To define precisely the ethnic belonging of every single envoy, we must first
define his ethnic (self) identity. Yet, it is not possible to do in the case of all the rep-
resentatives due to a lack of sources. That is why, to identify envoys for the seym of
1569 we tried to establish where they came from, searching for the information in
genealogical and anthroponymic data concerning individual families.

The szlachta from Ukrainian territories and Belarusian counties tended to beof
Ruthenian origin. So, the envoy from the county of Navahrudak A. Charytono-
wicz-Obrynski came from a local noble family of Belarusian origin®. M. Jacynicz”
belonged to the local Belarusian nobles from the county of Stonim. The old Bela-
rusian family of Hurek® came from the Vitebsk land. Supposedly, the envoy of the
county of Orsha Bogusz Skotko* belonged to an old local noble family. The Pociej
family originated from the area of Kamenets (Kamieniec), which is confirmed for

** See for example: A. IpurikeBnd, op.cit., pp. 94-105; IT. Jlojika, op.cit., pp. 22-24; A. RACHUBA,
op.cit., p. 26; Jerzy SucHOCKI, Formowanie sig i skfad narodu politycznego w Wielkim Ksigstwie Litew-
skim péznego Sredniowiecza, Zapiski Historyczne, vol. 48: 1983, no. 1-2, pp. 31-78.

> Benapycul, T. 4: Boumoxki i amuiunae paseiyuyé, papkan. Bacinb K. banpgapubik, Minck 2001,
pp. 6367, 97-99.

*¢ Kasper NIESIECKI, Herbarz Polski, wyd. Jan BoBrow1cz, vol. 3, Lipsk 1839, p. 20; vol. 7, Lipsk
1841, p. 16. See also: A. Pagaman, Pod Xapuimarosiuay-Bobpoirckix (Abpuirckix), p. 50.

7 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 4, Lipsk 1839, p. 425; Poczet rodéw, p. 101.

% VIIOM, Bbim. 28, pen. Omurpuit V. losrsno, 4. 2: Opuianckuii eep6osHuk, Burebek 1900,
p. 56; Anppeit Hap6yr, Iypxo-Pometiku. PodocnosHvie pocnucu, b 10, Mocksa 1998, pp. 3-5;
K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 4, pp. 396-397; Poczet rodéw, pp. 95, 283. The envoy from the country of
Vitebsk T. Hurko also had estates in Polotsk land occupied by the Muscovite army in 1563: Mempuika
Banixaza xuacmea Jlimoyckaza. Kuiea 44. Kniea 3anicay 44 (1559-1566), maipbIXT. AJleKCaHAp
W. Ipyma, Minck 2001, p. 98.

* VIBan. V. Jlanno, /Tumosckuii Cmamym 1588 200a, T. 1: Mccnedosanue, 4. 1, KayHac 1934,
pp- 200-201.
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the period of the reign of Casimir Jagiellon®. I. Domanowicz® came from the land
of Pinsk. Both envoys from the county of Minsk: W. Rahoza and A. Stankiewicz
belonged to the local szlachta of Ruthenian origin®. The Zienkowicz family resid-
ing in the county of Rzeczyca (Re¢yca)® may also be considered to belong to the
Belarusian szlachta. Jan Klopot probably came from the Mazyr land®.

Some families also came from contemporary Ukrainian and Ruthenian lands.
For example, the family of Kisiel moved to the east of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
from Volhynia®. The Woron family and Woropaj family* were probably from Vol-
hynia. The Chalecki family who settled in the county of Rzeczyca (Re¢yca) moved
there from the Chernihivland, which at that time belonged to Muscovy®. The Kope¢
family and the Massalskis had their roots in the Smolensk land and Severia®. It is
hard to define the origin of the envoy of Mstsislav H. Makarowski (Makarowicz?),
but the patronym of “Makarowski” indicates the Ruthenian roots of the noble family.
In total, there were 17 envoys of Ruthenian origin (40,5%) at the seym of Lublin.

The szlachta from the ethnically Lithuanian counties of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania (along with Samogitia) was Lithuanian in origin. J. Swirski®, the rep-
resentative of the county of Vilnius, came from a family of Lithuanian dukes. The
other envoy from Vilnius M. Giedroy¢ (like his brother K. Giedroy¢, the envoy of
Kaunas) belonged to a ducal family who originated in the north of Lithuania™.

K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 7, pp. 335-339; Poczet rodow, pp. 248-250; Zlota ksigga szlachty pol-
skiej, ed. Teodor ZyCHLINSKI, vol. 10, Poznan 1888, pp. 245-252. See also: Jan DZIEGIELEWSKI, Pociej
(Potij) Adam, pézniej Hipacy, h. Waga (1541-1613), [in:] PSB, vol. 27, Wroctaw 1982, p. 28; Marzena
L1EDKE, Od prawostawia do katolicyzmu. Ruscy mozni i szlachta Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego wo-
bec wyznat reformacyjnych, Biatystok 2004, pp. 84, 95.

¢! Poczet rodow, pp. 45-46. See also: Anakcaupp Ipyma, Manoyuas epamama kua3s Bacina
Hapvimonmasiua i gapmipasante nicomosati Kynvmypvl y npaeaeoii cgepuvl Bsnikaza knacmea
Jlimoyckaea y anownsit mpayi XIV-nepuait mpayi XV cm., Minck 2010, pp. 13-15.

62 Bolestaw KuMOR, Rahoza Michat (ok. 1540-1599), [in:] PSB, vol. 30, Wroclaw 1987, p. 453;
K. NIESIECKT, op.cit., vol. 8, Lipsk 1841, pp. 85, 493-494; Poczet rodow, p. 281.

¢ K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 10, Lipsk 1843, pp. 169-170; Poczet rodéw, pp. 416-417.

¢ K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 5, Lipsk 1840, pp. 95-98; Poczet rodow, pp. 124-125; Zlota ksiega
szlachty polskiej, vol. 3, Poznan 1881, pp. 109-114. See also: Adam Ipuzopvesuu Kucenv: cOopHux
mamepuanos, coct. Bragumup H. Kucenes, Bragumup O. Cuctyn, Munck 2012, pp. 11-16.

¢ K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 9, Lipsk 1842, pp. 431-432; Poczet rodéw, p. 385.

6 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 3, pp. 12-14; Poczet rodéw, pp. 19-20.

¢ K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 5, pp. 217-218; vol. 6, Lipsk 1841, pp. 349-353, 481; Poczet rodow,
pp. 138-141, 174-177; Zlota ksigga szlachty polskiej, vol. 4, Poznan 1882, pp. 173-182.

6 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 8, pp. 579-580; Poczet roddow, pp. 339-342. See also: Jan TEGOWSKI,
Rodowéd kniaziéw Swirskich do kotica XVI wieku, Wroctaw 2011, pp. 17-24, 86-90.

9 K. Niesiecki, op.cit., vol. 4, pp. 85-95; Poczet rodéw, pp. 61-62. See also: Stanistaw HERBST,
Giedroy¢ Melchior, [in:] PSB, vol. 7, pp. 430-431.

7 Henryk LuLEwicz, Snowski Malcher (Melchior) h. Dolega (zm. 1587), [in:] PSB, vol. 39, War-
szawa-Krakow 1999, p. 408; K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 7, pp. 219-231; Poczet rodéw, pp. 241-243;
A. RADAMAN, Samorzgd sejmikowy, p. 97; Zlota ksigga szlachty polskiej, vol. 5, Poznan 1883, pp.
201--214; vol. 8, Poznan 1886, pp. 166-172; Jerzy WiSNIEWSKI, Pac Dominik h. Gozdawa (zm. 1579),
[in:] PSB, vol. 24, Wroctaw [etc.] 1979, p. 695.
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The lordly families of Snowski and Pac” were also of Lithuanian origin. The envoy
M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz™ came from the old and respectable Samogitian family.
The envoy of Lida S. Dowgird” belonged to a very extended family of probably
Samogitian origin. The families of Sakowicz and Pukszta™ had Lithuanian roots.
The Skirmont™ family probably came from the old Lithuanian boyar family settled
in the area of Navahrudak and Pinsk. Mikolaj Koncza was a representative of a fam-
ily with Lithuanian roots, who had been associated with the county of Witkomierz
(Ukmerge)™ since the end of the 15" century. The brothers Andrzej and Iwan
Itgowscy, correspondingly the envoy of Kaunas and the starosty of Samogitia, were
associated with the land of Kaunas”. According to the patronym “Razmusowicz”
we can conclude that the family of the envoy of Witkomierz (Ukmergé) — Krzy-
sztof — was of Lithuanian origin. We can define the ethnic origin of such families
as the Hubas and Skrobots - they seem to originate from the Lithuanian language
(from “guba” - stack; “skroblas” — hornbeams). Hence, it can be concluded that 16
(38,1%) representatives of Lithuanian voivodeships and counties at the seym of
Lublin in 1569 belonged to Lithuanian (or Samogitian) families.

The representation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania included also the szlachta
of Polish origin. For instance, Jan Rajecki, the father of the envoy of Trakai K. Ra-
jecki moved to the county of Trakai from the county of Radom in the Polish Crown
during the reign of Sigismund the Old - in the first half of the 16™ century”. An-
other envoy from the county of Trakai — A. Dzierzek™ also came from the Polish
szlachta. The envoy of the county Oszmiana (Ashmyany) P. Ostrowicki® from the
Ostrowicki family also had Polish roots. The representatives of Samogitia J. Gra-
dowski came from a noble family from Lesser Poland®'. The Sokotowskis, from

71 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 2, Lipsk 1839, pp. 159-160; vol. 8, pp. 491-493; Eugenijus Sa-
VISCEVAS, Bileviciy kilmé ir genealogija (XV-XVI a.), Lituanistica, 2001, Nr. 4, pp. 3-22. See also:
Henryk LuLEwicz, Stankiewicz (Billewicz, Bielewicz, Stankiewicz z Billewiczow) Mikotaj h. Mogita
(zm. ok. 1581/2), [in:] PSB, vol. 42, Warszawa-Krakéw 2003, p. 202.

72 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 3, pp. 393-394; Poczet rodéw, p. 47.

73 K. NIESIECKI, op. cit., vol. 7, p. 577; vol. 8, pp. 229-230; Poczet rodéw, pp. 290-291. About the
Sawkowicz family see also: Ewa KELMA, Rod Sakowiczow i jego majetnosci w XV i pierwszej potowie
XVI wieku, Lituano-Slavica Posnaniensia. Studia Historica, vol. 3: 1989, pp. 155-177.

74 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 8, pp. 380-381; Zlota ksigga szlachty polskiej, vol. 1, Poznan 1879,
p- 284.

7> K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 5, p. 190; Zlota ksiega szlachty polskiej, vol. 22, Poznan 1900, pp. 66—
-68.

7¢ Raimonda RAGAUSKIENE, Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés kancleris Mikalojus Radvila Ru-
dasis (apie 1515-1584 m.), Vilnius 2002, p. 368.

77 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 4, p. 402.

78 Ibid., vol. 8, pp. 85-88.

7 Ibid., vol. 3, pp. 469-471; Zlota ksiega szlachty polskiej, vol. 21, Poznan 1899, pp. 28-35. See
also: Bohdan BARANOWSKI, Dzierzek Krzysztof, [in:] PSB, vol. 6, Krakéw 1948, p. 160.

80 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 7, pp. 201-202.

81 Tbid., vol. 4, p. 272; Poczet rodéw, p. 68. See also: Banepsiit ITasnuakoy, [padoycki Ppanyimax
(kans 1545-1595), [in:] Bsinikae Kuscmea Jlimojckae. Onyviknanedvist. Y 2 m., 1. 1, Minck 2005,
p. 551.
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whom M. Sokotowski was elected the envoy of Stonim for the seym in Lublin®
came from the Sandomierz Land. Mikolaj Szyrma - the great-grandfather of the
envoy of Pinsk Stanistaw Szyrma* - moved to Polesie from the Sandomierz Land
in the 1430s. The Klukowski family, whose estates were situated in Podlachia in
the county of Drohiczyn®, also seem to have had Polish roots. As a result, it may
be concluded that seven (16,7%) envoys from the Grand Duchy of Lithuania to the
seym in Lublin were of Polish origin.

Two envoys (4,8%) from the Grand Duchy of Lithuania had a distinct eth-
nic origin. The representative of the county of Mazyr Fedor Lenkiewicz-Ipohorski
came from an Armenian family who, in the 16™ century, had settled in the county
of Mazyr®. The envoy from the voivodeship of Mstislavl I. Szczotkanowicz was
supposedly of Tatar origin®.

As can be seen above, according to the ethnic origin, the representatives of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the seym of Lublin in 1569 was divided into two main
groups: noblemen of Ruthenian (Belarusian and Ukrainina) and Lithuanian origin.
Moreover, the major part of the representatives were noblemen with Polish roots.
The Ruthenian noblemen prevailed among envoys from Vitebsk Voivodeship and
Minsk Voivodeship. In turn, envoys from the counties of Vilnius Voivodeship and
the starosty of Samogtia were by and large of Lithuanian origin (and Samogitian).
The representatives of Trakai, Navahrudak and Brest voivodeships were of various
origins such Lithuanian, Ruthenian and Polish. Thus, taking into consideration
the family roots, the Ruthenians were elected from the counties of Trakai, Hro-
dna, Navahrudak, Stonim, Brest and Pinsk, whilst the Lithuanians were from the
counties of Kaunas, Navahrudak, Vawkavysk and Brest. The szlachta of Polish ori-
gin was represented mainly by envoys from Trakai voivodeship (A. Dzierzek and
K. Rajecki from the county of Trakai, J. Klukowski from the county of Hrodna).
It must be noticed that most envoys from the counties of Oszmiana (Ashmyany),
Lida, Navahrudak, Vawkavysk came from Lithuanian noble families. It proves the
thesis that in the 16" century the eastern border of the Lithuanian ethnic group
crossed north-western areas of Belarus (in relation to the present boundaries)®.
The mixed ethnic composition of the szlachta in the region is confirmed by the

82 K. NIESIECKI, op.cit., vol. 8, pp. 446-452.

8 Tbid., dodatek [appendix], Lipsk 1844, pp. 433-435; Poczet rodow, p. 347.

8 PUIB, 1. 33, p. 883. See also: R. RAGAUSKIENE, op.cit., pp. 337-339.

8 ATO3P, u. 7, 1. 1: Akmoi 0 3acenenuu FOeo-3anaoroti Poccuu, Kues 1886, pp. 624-625; K. N1E-
SIECKI, op.cit., vol. 6, p. 43; vol. 7, p. 335; Wojciech SzczyGIELSKI, Lenkewicz Adam h. Kotwicz (ok.
1710-1782), [in:] PSB, vol. 17, Wroctaw 1972, p. 54.

8 Poczet rodow, p. 343. T would like to express my heartful thanks for the information about the
Szczotkanowicz family to A. Szalanda.

8 Jerzy OCHMANSKI, Litewska granica etniczna na wschodzie od epoki plemennej do XVI wieku,
Poznan 1981, pp. 39-80; idem, Historia Litwy, pp. 93-94, 98-99. Nevertheless, in the 16™ century in
the north-eastern part of present Belarus and adjacent territories of Lithuania there continued pro-
cesses of assimilation of the Lithuanian population: Benapycuwi, 1. 4, pp. 63-71, 95; Moviceit [pun6mar,
Benopycot. Ouepku npoucxonoeHus u smuuueckoti ucmopuu, Munck 1968, pp. 144-167.
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data from military parades in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania®. Generally speaking,
the data acquired in a quite objective manner reflect the ethnic composition of
the szlachta in various regions of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. It should also be
added that the majority of the envoys from the titled szlachta of the Grand Duchy,
who were elected for the seym of Lublin in 1569, belonged to Lithuanian families.
Only the knyaz Massalski was of Ruthenian origin. Curiously enough, the material
condition of envoys of Ruthenian and Lithuanian origin for the seym of Lublin
in 1569 was very similar (if we were to consider both groups as a whole); how-
ever, both representatives of the wealthiest szlachta (M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz and
M. Snowski) belonged to families of Lithuanian (Samogitian) origin. At the same
time, among envoys of Polish origin, the middle szlachta prevailed.

In historiography, there is an opinion that in the 16™ century noblemen of
Lithuanian origin consisted of about 60% of noble society in the Grand Duchy
of Lithuania, while noblemen of Ruthenian origin - only about 20%%. Even if we
accept such calculations, the data concerning the ethnic origin of envoys of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania to the seym of Lublin in 1569 show that the parliamen-
tary system made it possible for the szlachta of Ruthenian origin counterbalance
the more numerous of noblemen with Lithuanian roots. Nevertheless, it should be
remembered that it was in the 16™ century in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania that
the so called “political nation” was created; it included the whole noble community
irrespective of their ethnic origin and nationality”. It must also be stressed that
the majority of envoys of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania came from local noble
families settled in their region at least for two generations. In our opinion, this
was a key factor which affected the position of the szlachta in a given county and
determined who would become an envoy.

It should also be considered what offices were taken by envoys of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania elected for the last stage of the seym of Lublin. From this point
of view, three groups of envoys can be distinguished: court dignitaries, county of-
ficials and people who did not hold any offices®’.

8 M. IpuikeBud, op.cit., pp. 102-104. An exception was the country of Hrodna inhabited main-
ly by Ruthenians: Henryk LowMiaNski, Studia nad dziejami Wielkiego Ksiestwa Litewskiego, Poznaf
1983, p. 392; J. OCHMANSKI, Historia Litwy, p. 124.

% The rest was the nobility of Polish origin, i.e. from Podlachia: H. LowMIaNsk1, Studia nad
dziejami Wielkiego Ksiestwa Litewskiego, pp. 390-393. See also: Mecislovas Ju€as, Unia polsko-lite-
wska, transl. Andrzej FIREwicz, Torun 2004, p. 61; M. LIEDKE, op.cit., pp. 32-33. More: Henryk
LowMiaNski, Zaludnienie paristwa litewskiego w wieku XVI. Zaludnienie w roku 1528, prepared by
Artur Kijas, Krzysztof PIETKIEWICZ, Poznan 1998.

* YOmiym bappax, IImamy3poyHesas HAUbLAHANLHASA CBA0OMACYb HA JIIMOYCKA-PYCKIX 3eMIIAX
Pauvt Hacnanimaii y XVII-XX cm., [in:] IImyowi 3 zicmopuii Bsnikaza Kuscmea Jlimojckaea, mep.
Mixona Pamanoycki, Anaxcangp Ictomin, mpagm. Tenagsp Caranosiu, Minck 2002, pp. 296-315;
I1. Jloixa, op.cit., p. 23.

1Tt should be underlined that some envoys held offices at a time, e.g. M. Snowski was the hospo-
dar’s marshall and the judge of Navahrudak. Thus, in the analysis each such person was considered
twice. See, e.g. J. SEREDYKA, O ujednolicenie bada, p. 28.
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The most representative group of envoys of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
constituted county officials. It was a group of 22 envoys (52,4%) holding differ-
ent positions in their regions. The group included four chamberlains (of Trakai
A. Dzierzak, of Samogitia M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz, of Navahrudak A. Chary-
tonowicz-Obrynski and of Brest D. Pac)®. Three envoys were county standard-
bearers (of Trakai K. Rajecki, of Vawkavysk H. Pukszta and of Orsha B. Skotko)*.
There were quite a few ciwuns — heads of administrative units with military-eco-
nomic rights in the starosty of Samogitia. There were four ciwuns elected for the
seym of Lublin: of Tver A. Itgowski (the envoy from the county of Kaunas), of Ari-
ogala M. Stankiewicz-Bilewicz, of Dyrwiany J. Gradowski and of Vie$venai (Wi-
eszwiany) I. Iigowski (all the three were Samogitian envoys)®. There were many
officials from county courts among representatives of the Grand Duchy of Lithua-
nia such as four district judges (of Ashmyany S. Sakowicz, of Hrodna I. Massalski,
of Navahrudak M. Snowski and of Slonim M. Sokotowski), three lands subjudges
(podsedek ziemski) (of Vitebsk T. Hurko, of Pinsk I. Domanowicz and of Mazyr
E Lenkiewicz-Ipohorski) and two landdistrict clerks (of Brest A. Pociej and of
Rzeczyca (Recyca) A. Chalecki)”. Moreover the following were elected envoys: the
wojski of Pinsk S. Szyrma and the steward (horodniczy) of Vitebsk P. Kisiel. Let us
notice that among representatives of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the seym of
1569 there were no castle officials.

The second most numerous group among representatives of voivodeships and
counties of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania were envoys who held no offices. There
were 18 such envoys (42,9%): M. Giedroy¢ (the county of Vilnius), S. Huba and
S. Dowgird (both from the county of Lida), M. Koncza and K. Razmusowicz (both
from the county of Witkomierz (Ukmerge)), M. Worona (the county of Trakai),
J. Klukowski (the county of Hrodna), K. Giedroy¢ (the county of Kaunas), M. Jacyn-
icz (the county of Slonim), P. Skrobot (the county of Vawkawysk), F. Kope¢ and
J. Skirmont (both from Smolensk voivodeship), E Woropaj (the county of Orsha),
I. Szczotkanowicz and H. Makarowski (both from the voivodeship of Mstislavl),
A. Stankiewicz (the county of Minsk), Z. Zienkowicz (the county of Rzeczyca
(Recyca)) and J. Klopot (the county of Mazyr).

The third group of representatives of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the final
stage of the seym of Lublin in 1569 constituted court officials. There were five of

%2 Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 356. See also: Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego.
Spisy, vol. 2: Wojewddztwo trockie XIV-XVIII wiek, ed. Andrzej RACHUBA, Warszawa 2009, p. 173.

% Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 356. See also: Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego,
vol. 2, p. 102.

%t Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 356.

% Ibid., pp. 355-356. See also: [laproc Bumumac, BpaoHuku 3emckux cy0os Benukozo kHsnecmea
JIumosckozo — yuacmmuku cetimos Peuu ITocnonumotii u Inasnvix coe3006 BKJI (1569-1588 ¢z.), [in:]
Iapnamenyxis cmpykmypul ynadu j cicmame 03spicaynaza kipasauns Banikaea knuscmeaJlimoyckaza
i Pauwt Iacnanimaii y XV-XVIII cmazodossx. Mamapuisnvl MixHap. HABYK. KaHGepIHubii, PIE.
Cranan ®. Cokan, Aufpait M. fdnymkesiy, Minck 2008, pp. 91-95.
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them elected (11,9%). Among the envoys there were three marshalls hospodars
(J. Swirski, P. Ostrowicki and M. Snowski) and the Lithuanian court standard-bear-
er W. Rahoza, the envoy of the county of Minsk®. In this case, we also include in the
group of court officials the secretary of His Majesty — A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski,
who was the envoy of the county of Navahrudak”. Moreover, among the envoys
there were also the hospodar courtiers A. Dzierzek and K. Rajecki (both envoys
of the county of Trakai)*. It must be added that many county officials, including
nobles not holding any offices — as we can see below — were actively engaged in
the realisation of various tasks commissioned by the hospodar, which was the evi-
dence for their connections with the court of Sigismund Augustus.

It must be underlined that many representatives of the Grand Duchy of Lithua-
nia at the seym of Lublin were connected with the judicial system of the Grand
Duchy. Nine officials from lands courts were elected envoys, which accounts for
21,4% of all the envoys from the Grand Duchy of Lithuania we know about. At the
same time, it constitutes 40,9% of the whole group of county officials participating
in the seym in Lublin. Obviously, the people had to have adequate legal knowledge,
which could be useful during debates. Some envoys had some experience working
for the state judicial system such as P. Ostrowicki, I. Massalski, M. Sokofowski. For
example, from the end of the 1550s the first of them was a member of the commit-
tee working on the amendment of the Statute of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania®.
If we take into consideration eight envoys who held the offices of sub-chamberlain
or ciwun [administrator of estates] and had judicial functions, the number of rep-
resentatives of the szlachta who were acquainted with law will increase even more.
All the data indicates that the level of legal culture of envoys of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania at the seym of Lublin of 1569 was very high. It cannot be forgotten that
offices in lands courts were elected. So, people who held them must have enjoyed
the esteem of the szlachta.

Over half (27; 64,3%) of envoys elected for the seym of Lublin in the 1560s took
part in the social and political life both on a regional and state level. Some of them
held county officeseven before 1569. The standard-bearers were: P. Ostrowicki (of
Oszmiana), K. Rajecki (of Zyzmory (Ziezmariai)), M. Sokotowski (of Stonim)
and Z. Zienkowicz (of Rzeczyca (Rec¢yca))'™. The ciwun of Tver was M. Stankie-
wicz-Billewicz, of Szawda I. Itgowski, while J. Gradowski in 1563 worked as the ci-

% Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 355; Urzednicy centralni i dygnitarze Wielkiego Ksigstwa
Litewskiego XIV-XVIII wieku. Spisy, ed. Henryk LuLEwIcz, Andrzej RacHUBA (Urzednicy dawnej
Rzeczypospolitej XII-XVIII wieku, vol. 11), Kérnik 1994, p. 30.

%7 Akta unii Polski z Litwg 1385-1791, p. 356. The hospodar’s secretary directly dealt with the
documentation of the king and the grand duke.

% Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksiestwa Litewskiego, vol. 2, pp. 102, 173.

* W. JTanmo, /Tumosckuti Cmamym 1588 200a, pp. 44—46; M. JIto6aBCKMit, Op.Cit., TPUTOXKEHN,
p- 95.

10 PUIB, 1. 33, pp. 314, 838-839, 1231; Poczet rodéw, p. 239; Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litew-
skiego. Spisy, vol. 1: Wojewéddztwo wileriskie XIV-XVIII wiek, ed. Andrzej RACHUBA, Warszawa 2004,
p. 238; vol. 2, p. 102.
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wun of Tver'®'. Before land courts were introduced in the Grand Duchy of Lithua-
nia, P. Ostrowicki was the judge of Vilnius, while M. Sokolowski was a riter in the
court of the county of Stonim'®. I. Massalski in the mid-1560s held the office of
deputy starost of Hrodna'®. J. Swirski in the years 1561-1565 was the hospodar
bridge supervisor of Polotsk'*. What is more, A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski was a
diak [a district clerk] in the chancery of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania at the end
of the 1550s and at the beginning of the 1560s'®.

Before the seym of Lublin, the envoys of 1569 were tax collectors in various
parts of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. In the years 1565-1568, the following tax
collectors were appointed: M. Koncza (the county of Vilnius), I. Ilgowski (the
county of Kaunas), H. Pukszta (the county of Vawkavysk), B. Skotko (the county
of Orsha), Z. Zienkowicz (the county of Rzeczyca (Rec¢yca))'. J. Gradowski at the
seym of 1563 was elected a tax diak, and at the seym of 1565-1566 he was appoint-
ed one of the main tax collectors in the Grand Duchy of Lithuania'”. A. Chary-
tonowicz-Obrynski and P. Ostrowicki (1558), T. Hurko and J. Gradowski (1561),
J. Skirmont and P. Skrobot (1566)'* provided lists concerning the collection of
taxes and tolls. During the Livonian war would-be envoys (W. Rahoza, A. Chary-
tonowicz-Obrynski, J. Skirmont, M. Stankiewicz-Bilewicz and an Ifgowski) were
involved in the execution of the hospodar’s orders connected with the distribution
of the army, providing the army with food, revising damage caused by soldiers'®.

1 HTAB, KM®-18, Bor. 1, crip. 269, fol. 38; M. JTro6aBcKuil, op.cit., mpumoxxeHus, pp. 123-124;
PUB, 1. 30, pp. 668-671; 1. 33, p. 1258; Lietuvos Metrika. Kn. Nr. 261. (1562-1566). Teismy byly knyga
47 (XVI a. pabaigos kopija), pp. 15621566, parengé Irena VALIKONYTE, Neringa SMILIENE, Vilnius
2011, p. 139; H. LuLEwicz, Stankiewicz (Billewicz, Bielewicz, Stankiewicz z Billewiczow) Mikotaj,
p. 202.

192 Akmui, usdasaemvie Bunenckoti apxeoepaguueckoti xomuccueii (further ABAK), . 11:
Axmot Tnasnozo /Tumosckozo Tpubynana, BunbHa 1880, p. 19; T. 22: Axmuvr CIOHUMCKO020 3eMCKO20
cyoa, BunbHa 1895, p. 2; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 261, p. 81; Poczet rodéw, p. 239; Urzednicy Wielkiego
Ksiestwa Litewskiego, vol. 1, p. 166. I would like to thank A. Radaman for the information about
M. Sokotowski.

1% Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, vol. 2, pp. 305-306. See also: Aysaxceit lllananpa,
Ipoocki cyo Iapadsenckaza nasema BKJI y opyeoti nanose XVI-XVII cm. Yacmxa I: Ilepadymosui, x00
i vIHiKi paghopmul eapadserckaea 3amkasaza cyoa (1562-1572 ee.), [in:] Tapadsencki nanimncecm.
2010. [dzapxayuois i caypianoHoiss cmpykmypol. XVI-XX cm., pap. Anakcangp @. CmanaHuyk,
Hatamna Y. Cnix, Minck 2011, p. 27.

104 Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 261, pp. 45, 81, 131; J. TEGOWSKTI, op.cit., p. 87.

15 AIO3P, u. 7, 1. 2: Axmot o 3acenenuu FOz0-3anaomnoii Poccuu, Kues 1890, pp. 35-42;
M. JTrobaBckuit, op.cit., mpunoxenus, pp. 87, 90; Mempoixa Bsanikaza kuscmea Jlimojckaza. Kuiea
44, pp. 39-40; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 261, pp. 85-87.

106 M. JTro6aBckmii, op.cit., mpumoxenus, pp. 691-694; PVIB, 1. 30, pp. 417, 451, 866-867.

197 ATO3P, u. 7, 7. 2, pp. 377-380; PUIB, T. 30, pp. 696, 829, 846.

108 M. JTrobaBckmit, op.cit., mpunoxkenus, pp. 87, 89-90, 103-104, 170, 172-173; PUB, t. 30, pp.
869-870, 875-876; Lietuvos Metrika. Knyga Nr. 564. (1553-1567). Viesuju reikalu knyga 7, parengé
Algirdas BaL1uLis, Vilnius 1996, pp. 83-84.

1% M. JTrob6aBckuii, op.cit., mpumoxenus, pp. 150, 195; PUB, t. 30, pp. 758, 802-803, 816.
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Other tasks given by the hospodar concerned economic matters. For exam-
ple, A. Itgowski, J. Gradowski and A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski were involved in
estate dealing correspondingly with the manor of Slonim, the starosty of Pinsk
and in Volhynia'. The hospodar’s commissaries and inspectors in the 1560s were
A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski, J. Gradowski, M. Snowski, J. Swirski, A. Dzierzek!!.
It must be noted that in the 1540-1550s the hospodar’s courtiers were: P. Ostro-
wicki, M. Worona, A. Dzierzek, Z. Zienkowicz, A. Ttgowski, F. Kope¢, K. Rajecki,
W. Rahoza, M. Snowski''2. In 1567 J. Klukowski'* was at “ciry»x6e rocriogapbckoit’.
It should be added that the offices of bridge supervisor (mostowniczy) and the
steward (horodniczy) were considered to be the hospodar’s service!'*.

Some people took part in the execution of the hospodar’s orders connected
with the parliamentary system of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. The hospodar’s
envoys for pre-seym dietines in the counties of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
in the years 1566-1569 were appointed M. Koncza (the county of Oszmiana),
J. Swirski (the county of Lida), A. Dzierzka (the county of Trakai), L. Itgowski (the
starosty of Samogitia), H. Pukszta (the county of Vawkavysk), T. Hurka (the coun-
ty of Vitebsk), A. Pocieja (the county of Brest)!>. The seym lists before the seym of
1566-1567 in Hrodna were provided by W. Rahoza, and before county dietines in
May 1569 - P. Skrobot'*.

The data above show that at least 23 representatives of the voivodeships and
counties of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania (54,8%) who took part in the final stage
of the seym of Lublin in 1569 were connected with the royal court. That is why
we can assume that the crown had a considerable influence on the composition
of “Lithuanian” envoys and their activities in the seym. We believe that Sigismund
Augustus was in a position of providing a large number of envoys-royalists at

10 ABAK, 1. 7: Akmui 2po0HeHcKoeo epodckoeo cyoa, Bubaa 1874, pp. 80-81; AIO3P, u. 7, T. 2,
pp. 35-42; Mempuoixa Banikaea knsacmea Jlimojyckaza. Kniea 44, p. 30; A. Pagaman, Poo Xapouma-
Hosiuay-Bobpuirckix (Abpoirckix), p. 55; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 532, pp. 59, 74.

U1 ATO3P, u. 8, . 5: Axmut 06 yxpaunckoi aomunucmpayuu XVI-XVIII e6., Kues 1907, pp. 173
-175; ITOM,, Bbim. 8, pen. Anexcaunp M. Co3zonos, Butebck 1877, p. 216; M. JIro6aBckmit, op.cit.,
TIpUIOKeHus, p. 124; Mempuika Banikaza knsacmea Jlimoyckaza. Kuiea 44, pp. 39-40, 65-66; PUD,
T. 30, pp. 668-671; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 261, pp. 47, 151; kn. 531, p. 168; kn. 532, pp. 29-30, 60.

12 ABAK, t. 11, p. 24; Mempuwixa Bsanixaza kuscmea Jlimoyckaea. Kniea 44, pp. 11, 28, 30, 54;
PUB, t. 33, pp. 257, 514; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 261, pp. 47, 132-133, 165, 173, 177; kn. 532, p. 59;
Poczet rodow, pp. 239, 281; A. RADAMAN, Samorzgd sejmikowy, p. 79; Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa
Litewskiego, vol. 2, pp. 102, 173. Later, in 1571 P. Skrobot acted as the royal courtier, see: HTAB,
KM®-18, Bom. 1, crip. 54, fol. 57v.

113 PYB, 1. 33, p. 692.

14 See the footnote 104. In 1570 P. Kisiel went to Vitebsk ,,ams cmyx651 rocniofapbckoe’, see:
AIO3P, u. 8, 1. 6, p. 297.

15 M. JIrobaBckmit, op.cit., mpumoxkenus, pp. 180, 207, 220-222; PUB, 1. 30, p. 849. Moreover,
prior to the seym of 1566-1567 J. Swirski might have been the hospodar’s envoy for the Vilnius die-
tine, while A. Dzierzek for the Trakai dietine, see: M. JIro6aBckuit, op.cit., mpunoxxenus, p. 180.

16 M. JTrob6aBckmit, op.cit., mpumoxeHus, pp. 176-177, 222.
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county dietines in May 1569 and was able to control the work of the representa-
tives of the Grand Duchy in Lublin.

It should also be noted that a few persons before the seym of Lublin had ac-
quired direct experience in working in the seym. Namely, M. Snowski and P. Ostro-
wicki"” were sent from the Lithuanian seym to the Crown seym in Warsaw in
1563-1564 as delegates from the Grand Duchy. M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz''* became
an envoy of the starosty of Samogitia to the seym of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
in 1566. Probably at the seym of Vilnius of 1565-1566 the function of envoys was
fulfilled by M. Koncza and H. Pukszta'”. Those examples are the evidence for the
influence and authority of the persons among the local szlachta.

Let us note that during the Livonian war some envoys acquired military ex-
perience. In the 1560s the following were cavalry captains: S. Huba, J. Klukowski,
M. Snowski, M. Jacynicz, F. Woropaj'*. Moreover, A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski
had some experience in diplomacy as in 1559 and 1563 he went to Muscovy as a
messenger of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania'..

It is interesting to examine the further political career of the representatives
of the Grand Duchy at the seym of Lublin. Half of them after 1569 participated
actively in the public life of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania and the whole Rzecz-
pospolita. Some continued their parliamentary work. Thus, the delegation of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania for the first convocation seym of the Rzeczpospolita,
called at the beginning of 1573, included: J. Klukowski, E Woropaj and A. Pociej'*
M. Snowski (1575), J. Swirski (1575) and A. Charytonowicz-Obryniski (1587)'2
participated in election seyms. M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz became a Samogitian
envoy for the Coronation seym in 1574, and later A. Pociej'* became an envoy
of Brest for the coronation of Sigismund III in 1587-1588. In June 1576 the del-

"7 Volumina Constitutionum, T. 2, vol. 1, p. 129.

"8 H. LuLEwICz, Stankiewicz (Billewicz, Bielewicz, Stankiewicz z Billewiczow) Mikotaj, pp. 202
-203.

9 PUIB, T. 30, pp. 866-867.

120 ACII, 1. 4, BubHa 1867, p. 217; M. JTrob6aBckuii, op.cit., mpumoxenus, pp. 190-191; Aunpaii
Papaman, [Tampananvha-knienmanvhuis adnocinv y Hosazapodckim naseue i ix ynivly Ha nanimoixy
i 03etiHacyp opeanay winaxeykaza camaxipasamus y opyeoit nanose XVI-nauamxy XVII cm., [in:]
Maenayxki 060p i cayvisnvae y3aemadsesnne (XV-XVIII cmem.). 360pHik Hagykosvix npay, pax.
Anppatt M. Anymkesiy, Minck 2014, p. 277; PUIB, 1. 30, pp. 644, 648; A. fAnymkesiy, op.cit., pp. 163,
165, 171, 174, 176, 183, 189; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 261, pp. 85-87; kn. 531, pp. 43, 46, 55; kn. 564,
pp- 38, 40, 72, 120, 130.

2 A. Pajaman, Poo Xapoimanosiuay-Bobpurckix (A6poitckix), p. 56; A. SIHyiukesid, op.cit.,
pp- 38-39.

122 Akta zjazdow stanéw Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, vol. 1: Okresy bezkrélewi, ed. Henryk Lu-
LEWICZ, Warszawa 2006, p. 64; H. LULEWICZ, Gniewdw o unig cigg dalszy, p. 122.

2 H. LuLewicz, Gniewdw o unig cigg dalszy, pp. 228, 380. See also: Anppsit Papjaman,
Incmpyxypist Hosazapodckaea cotimixa nacnam Ha anexypiiivol coiim 1587 e., Bermapycki IicTapsrans
Armag, 1. 10: 2003, cur. 1-2 (18-19), pp. 163-174.

24 ACJI, 1. 4, p. 12; Diana KONIECZNA, Ustrdj i funkcjonowanie sejmiku brzeskolitewskiego w la-
tach 1565-1763, Warszawa 2013, p. 161.
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egation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania who acknowledged officially that Stefan
Bathory was king and the grand duke of Lithuania included: J. Swirski, J. Klu-
kowski, H. Pukszta, M. Sokotowski'*. Envoys for the subsequent ordinary seyms
of the Rzeczpospolita were: A. Pociej (1579/1580), S. Szyrma (1589) and A. Stan-
kiewicz (1598)'2. Moreover, the following persons contributed to the work of die-
tines and conventions of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the last three decades of
the 16™ century: K. Giedroy¢, J. Klukowski, A. Pociej, M. Sokotowski, S. Sakowicz,
J. Swirski, M. Snowski, A. Stankiewicz, M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz, A. Chalecki'?’.
Royal envoys to county dietines in the years 1567-1577 were: M. Koncza (the
county of Witkomierz (Ukmergé)), A. Pociej (the county of Brest), H. Pukszta (the
county of Vawkavysk), A. Chalecki (the county of Rzeczyca (Recyca))'.

Additionally, at the seym of Lublin in 1569 the following were appointed
tax collectors: S. Huba, K. Giedroy¢, E. Woropaj, W. Rahoza, A. Stankiewicz. Be-
sides, J. Swirski and A. Dzierzek were appointed stewards for the treasurer of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania'®. In 1577 at the main dietine of the Grand Duchy in
Vawkavysk M. Snowski and M. Stankiewicz-Billewicz were allotted the respon-
sibility for collecting and issuing approved taxes'*. Later A. Pociej, A. Chalecki,
J. Klukowski'*! held the function of county tax collectors.

Among the deputies of the Tribunal of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania which
started operating in 1582 there were former envoys for the seym of Lublin. The first
marshall of the tribunal in the years 1582 and 1583 was M. Snowski*2 J. Swirski
(1589, 1591) and S. Szyrma (1595)'** were also deputies of the Tribunal. As far as
the participation in the work of the Tribunal at the end of the 16" century and at
the beginning of the 17 century is concerned, the real record-holder was A. Stan-
kiewicz. He was the judge of the tribunal at least five times in the years 1585, 1588,

12 Akta zjazdow, vol. 1, pp. 181-182, 184; H. LuLEwICz, Gniewdw o unig cigg dalszy, p. 276.

126 Archiwum Gléwne Aktéw Dawnych w Warszawie, Archiwum Radziwillow, dzial [section]
IT, nr [no.] 368, p. 1; Codex diplomaticus Regni Poloniae et Magni Ducatus Lituaniae, vol. 1, ed. Mat-
hias DOGIEL, Vilnae 1758, p. 239; D. KONIECZNA, op.cit., p. 160; H. LuLEwICZ, Gniewdw o unig cigg
dalszy, p. 328.

127 Akta zjazdow, vol. 1, pp. 86-87, 169, 173, 278-280; vol. 2: Okresy panowati krélow elekcyjnych
XVI-XVII wiek, ed. Henryk LuLEwICZ, Warszawa 2009, pp. 117-118.

128 VIpaH Jlanmo, Benukoe xHsxecmeo JTumosckoe 60 emopoti nonosune XVI cmonemus. JIu-
moscko-pycckuti nosem u ezo cetimux, I0pbes 1911, mpunoxenus, pp. 54, 72.

12 HTAB, KM®-18, Bo. 1, cip. 272, fol. 24; [lomuixi cmapaxcvimuati 6enapyckaii nicomenHacug,
paxn. YOnian C. ITubipkoy, Minck 1975, p. 83; Lietuvos Metrika, kn. 532, pp. 78-79; Volumina Consti-
tutionum, T. 2, vol. 1, p. 263.

130 Akta zjazdow, vol. 2, pp. 43-44.

31 HTAB, KM®-18, Bom. 1, cnp. 285, fol. 276v-277, 287v, 617-617v; Volumina Constitutionum,
T. 2, vol. 1, pp. 429, 439, 461.

32 Deputaci Trybunatu Glownego Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego (1582-1696). Spis, ed. An-
drzej RacHUBA, Warszawa 2007, pp. 61, 63.

133 Ibid., pp. 76, 82, 96. J. Swirski was a representative of the country of Vilnius and Oszmiana,
while P. Szyma — of the country of Pinsk.
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1595, 1603 and 1605", simultaneously holding the office of the marshall of the
Tribunal during the Navahrudak (1588) and Minsk (1595) terms of office!®.
Other envoys of 1569 took part in various diplomatic missions. For example,
A. Chalecki was sent as a messenger from the seym of 1569 to Muscovy and in
November 1569 secured safe conduct from Ivan IV for the diplomatic mission
of the Rzeczpospolita. The secretary of the mission was appointed A. Charytono-
wicz-Obrynski'*. M. Giedroy¢ was one of the envoys sent by the convention of the
Grand Duchy of Lithuania in October 1574 to Henry Valoise to persuade him to
return to the Rzeczpospolita'¥. In the years 1572 and 1573, F. Woropaj'* acted as
a messenger to Muscovy. In October 1587 J. Swirski was elected one of the envoys
of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania to two pretenders to the throne of the Rzeczpos-
polita: the Swedish prince Sigismund III Vasa and the archduke Maximilian'®.
Quite a few envoys (8,19%) made a political career on a county level. J. Swirski
and A. Itgowski held municipal offices. The former was the vice-palatinus of Vil-
nius (1586-1593), while the latter was the castle judge of Kaunas (1578). High
offices were also held by: K. Giedroy¢ (the sub-chamberlain of Kaunas in the
years 1581-1599), M. Sokolowski (the standard-bearer of Stonim from 1579)
and A. Pociej (the district judge of Brest in the years 1576/1577-1588)". J. Klu-
kowski, A. Stankiewicz and A. Chalecki held a few county offices. J. Klukowski was
asteward (horodniczy) (1573-1582) and starost (1582-1601) of Hrodna'“2. A. Stan-
kiewicz was the Chamberlain of Minsk from 1583 and the Starost from 1592'.
A. Chalecki was a judge of Rzeczyca (Recyca) from 1579, and from 1589 - the

B4 1bid., pp. 69, 76, 96, 121, 127. He represented the voivodeship of Mstislav and the country of
Minsk.

%5 Ibid., pp. 73, 94.

B3¢ ACII, 1. 7, p. 48; Knuea noconvckas Mempuxu Benuxoeo kHsaxecmea JTumosckoeo, T. 1: 1545-
-1572 ze., pen. Muxann A. O6onenckuit, Virnaruit H. Jauunosuy, Mocksa 1843, pp. 284-285, 290-
-293. See also: A. Pagaman, Poo Xapumanosiuay-Bobpuirckix (Abpuinckix), pp. 57-58; Uladzimir
PADALINSKI, Szlachta Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego w misjach dyplomatycznych Rzeczypospolitej
(ostatnie trzydziestolecie XVI w.), [in:] Polska wobec wielkich konfliktow w Europie nowozytnej. Z dzie-
jow dyplomacji i stosunkéw miedzynarodowych w XV-XVIII wieku, ed. Ryszard SKowRON, Krakow
2009, pp. 246, 256.

7 H. LULEWICZ, Gniewdw o unie cigg dalszy, pp. 188-190.

138 U. PADALINSKI, Szlachta Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, p. 257.

% H. LuLEWICZ, Gniewdw o unie cigg dalszy, pp. 395-397.

140 7. TEGOWSKI, op.cit., p. 384; Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, vol. 1, p. 160; vol. 2,
p. 414,

417 DZIEGIELEWSKI, op.cit., p. 29; A. RADAMAN, Samorzqgd sejmikowy, p. 85; Urzednicy Wielkie-
go Ksiestwa Litewskiego, vol. 2, p. 399.

2 Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, vol. 2, pp. 252, 337.

1 Mempuika Banikaeza kusacmea Jlimoyckaea. Kniea 70. (1582-1585), mappbixT. AHJpaii
A. Manenncki, Minck 2008, p. 101; Aupnpait Pagaman, Bitans Tany6osiy, Japiyc Binimac, 3emckis
jpaouixi Menckaza naeema y Opyzoii nanose XVI-nepwiaii nanose XVII cmcm., Ilomaukisa
ricTappluHbIA 3amicki, T. 3: 2006, p. 65. Moreover, at least in 1575 A. Stankiewicz held a position of
the podstarost of Minsk, see: ACI], 1. 4, pp. 16-18.
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marshall of Rzeczyca (Recyca)'*. In September 1569 M. Koncza was appointed
for the office of the district clerk of Witkomierz (Ukmergé). However, he did not
take the office, for the law had been breached in the appointment procedure!®. The
careers of both envoys (4,8%) were connected with the chancery and the treasury
of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania: A. Charytonowicz-Obrynski in 1574 became the
clerk of the Grand Duchy, while A. Ttgowski from 1586 was the treasury clerk'.

Finally, four envoys (9,5%) became senators of the Rzeczpospolita. D. Pac was
the first to hold the office - in 1572 he was appointed the castellan of Smolensk!?’.
M. Giedroy¢'*® was the bishop of Samogitia from 1576 until his death in 1608. One
of the leaders of envoys of the Grand Duchy to the seym of Lublin, M. Snowski, in
1578 became the castellan of Vitebsk'*’. A. Pociej made both a secular and clerical
career. At first in 1588 he became the member of the senate of the Rzeczpospolita
as the castellan of Brest. Nevertheless, in 1593 he became a clergyman and under
the name of Hipacy (Hypatius) he became the orthodox bishop of Witkomierz
(Ukmerge), and as such he played a crucial role in the Union of Brest (1596) con-
cluded between the Roman-Catholic Church and the Orthodox Church. In 1599
Hipacy Pociej became the metropolitan bishop of Kiev and was the head of Unia-
tes in the Rzeczpospolita until his death in 1613'°. We would like to stress that all
these senators played an active role in the social and political life of the Rzeczpos-
polita at the end of the 16™ and the beginning of the 17™ centuries. It may be con-
cluded that 12 envoys of the Grand Duchy (28,6%) participating in the last stage of
the seym of Lublin continued their political career, mostly at a county level.

To recapitulate, most envoys of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania participating
in the last stage of the seym of Lublin in 1569 belonged to the lower and middle
szlachta. Envoys belonging to the titled or wealthy szlachta constituted a minority.
Voivodeships and counties in Lublin were normally represented by nobles con-
nected with the land they represented, mostly of Ruthenian and Lithuanian origin.
The percentage of envoys with Polish roots was relatively high - they had lived in
the Grand Duchy of Lithuania for some time. Most envoys of the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania were officials at the county level or nobles holding no offices. Many en-
voys were connected with the judicial system of the Grand Duchy. Let us underline

144 Oskar HALECKI, Chalecki Andrzej, [in:] PSB, vol. 3, Krakéw 1937, p. 247.

15 Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego, vol. 1, p. 446.

146 HTAB, KM®-18, Bom. 1, cup. 72, fol. 37; A. Pagaman, Pod Xapuvimarosiuay-BoopuiHckix
(Abpuirckix), p. 58.

17 He held the office until his death in 1578, see: Urzednicy Wielkiego Ksigstwa Litewskiego. Spisy,
vol. 4: Ziemia smoletiska i wojewddztwo smoleriskie XIV-XVIII wiek, ed. Andrzej RACHUBA, Warsza-
wa 2003, p. 87; J. WISNIEWSKI, op.cit., p. 695.

148 S. HERBST, op.cit., pp. 430-431.

14 He held the office until his death in 1578, see: H. LuLEwICZ, Snowski Malcher (Melchior)
h. Dolega, pp. 408-410.

130]. DZIEGIELEWSKI, op.cit., pp. 29-31. Let us notice that in the years 1589-1599 the metropoli-
tan bishop of Kiev was Michal Rahoza - the son of the envoy for the seym of Lublin of 1569 Wasyl
Rahoza, the court standard-bearer, see: B. KUMOR, op.cit., pp. 453-457.
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that over half of the envoys had been associated with the hospodar’s court earlier.
We think that it is an important evidence for the influence of Sigismund Augustus
on the election and activity of representatives of the Grand Duchy in Lublin in
the summer of 1569. At the same time, the data acquired show that almost two-
thirds of envoys participated actively in the public life of the state. Many envoys
enjoyed esteem and authority among the local szlachta - they tended to evince a
high level of political culture and legal knowledge. About one-third of the envoys
of the Grand Duchy for the seym of Lublin after 1569 achieved higher levels of the
political career. Nevertheless, only four of them managed to enter the senate of
the Rzeczpospolita. Generally, it may be stated that many of the envoys represent-
ing the Grand Duchy in the final stage of the seym of Lublin in 1569 affected the
social-political life of the state of the second half of the 16" century and the begin-
ning of the 17" century. The group included: Andrzej Chalecki, Andrzej Charyto-
nowicz-Obrynski, Malcher Giedroy¢, Jan Gradowski, Jan Klukowski, Pawet Ostro-
wicki, Dominik Pac, Adam Pociej, Malcher Snowski, Andrzej Stankiewicz, Mikotaj
Stankiewicz-Billewicz, and Jan Swirski.

Translated from Polish by Agnieszka Chabros

REPREZENTACJA ZIEMSKA WIELKIEGO KSIESTWA LITEWSKIEGO
NA KONCOWYM ETAPIE SEJMU LUBELSKIEGO
(CZERWIEC-SIERPIEN 1569 ROKU)

Streszczenie

Stowa kluczowe: szlachta, postowie ziemscy, sejm walny, Wielkie Ksiestwo Litewskie, elity
polityczne, status spoleczny, pochodzenie etniczne

Celem artykutu jest analiza skladu reprezentacji ziemskiej Wielkiego Ksigstwa Li-
tewskiego na koficowym etapie sejmu lubelskiego w czerwcu-sierpniu 1569 r. Wigkszo$¢
postéw Wielkiego Ksiestwa nalezata do drobnej i §redniej szlachty. Postowie nalezacy do
grona szlachty utytutowanej lub zamoznej stanowili wyrazng mniejszos¢. Przedstawiciela-
mi wojewodztw i powiatéw w Lublinie byta z reguly szlachta od diuzszego czasu zwigzana
z ziemiy, ktorg reprezentowali, w wiekszosci ruskiego (biatoruskiego i ukrainskiego) oraz
litewskiego pochodzenia. Jednoczesnie stosunkowo wysoki byt odsetek postéw majacych
korzenie polskie, cho¢ zwykle juz dtuzej mieszkajacych w Wielkim Ksiestwie. Wigkszo$¢
postéw ziemskich Wielkiego Ksiestwa byla urzednikami powiatowymi lub szlachcicami
bez urzedu. Znaczacy udzial w reprezentacji mieli postowie zwigzani z systemem sado-
wym Wielkiego Ksigstwa. Podkre$lmy tez, Ze ponad potowa postéow byta juz wczesniej
zwigzana z dworem hospodarskim. Moim zdaniem jest to istotny dowdd na wplyw Zyg-
munta Augusta na wybor i dziatalno$¢ przedstawicieli ziemskich Wielkiego Ksiestwa na



[585] The representation of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania... 51

sejmie w Lublinie latem 1569 r. Jednoczesnie uzyskane dane pokazujg, ze prawie dwie trze-
cie postow aktywnie uczestniczylo w zyciu publicznym panstwa. Spora grupa cieszyla sie
wplywami i duzym autorytetem w $rodowisku lokalnej szlachty, czesto majgc jednoczesnie
wysoki poziom wiedzy prawnej. Okoto jedna trzecia postéw Wielkiego Ksiestwa na sejm
lubelski juz po 1569 r. osiagneta wyzsze szczeble politycznej kariery. Jednak tylko czworgu
z nich udato si¢ wej$¢ do senatu Rzeczypospolite;.

DIE REPRASENTANZ DER LANDBOTEN DES GROSSFURSTENTUMS LITAUEN
IN DER SCHLUSSPHASE DES LUBLINER REICHSTAGES
(JUNI-AUGUST 1569)

Zusammenfassung

Schliisselbegriffe: Szlachta, Landboten, Versammlungsreichstag, Grof3fiirstentum Litau-
en, politische Eliten, Sozialstatus, ethnische Herkunft

Der Artikel analysiert die Zusammensetzung der Landbotenreprisentanz des Grof3-
fiirstentums Litauen in der Schlussphase des Lubliner Reichstages im Juni bis August 1569.
Die Abgeordneten des Grofifiirstentums gehorten tiberwiegend der kleinen und mittleren
Szlachta an. Abgeordnete aus den Reihen des titulierten oder vermégenden Adels waren
deutlich in der Minderzahl. Als Vertreter der Wojewodschaften und Kreise agierten in
der Regel Adelige, die seit langem mit der von ihnen représentierten Gegend verbunden
waren; sie waren iiberwiegend ruthenischer (weiflrussischer und ukrainischer) sowie li-
tauischer Herkunft. Zugleich war der Anteil von Abgeordneten mit polnischen Wurzeln
relativ hoch, wobei diese iiblicherweise bereits seit langerem im Grofifiirstentum lebten.
Die Mehrzahl der Landboten des Grof3fiirstentums waren Kreisbeamte oder Adelige ohne
Amt. Bedeutenden Anteil an der Repréisentanz hatten Abgeordnete, die mit dem Gerichts-
system des Grofifiirstentums verbunden waren. Es sei zudem unterstrichen, dass mehr als
die Hilfte der Abgeordneten bereits vorher mit dem grofifiirstlichen Hof verbunden ge-
wesen war. Meiner Ansicht nach ist dies ein wichtiger Hinweis auf den Einfluss Sigismund
Augusts auf die Auswahl und die Tatigkeit der Landboten des Grof3fiirstentums auf dem
Lubliner Reichstags im Sommer 1569. Zugleich zeigen die erhobenen Daten, dass fast zwei
Drittel der Abgeordneten aktiv am 6ffentlichen Leben des Staates beteiligt waren. Eine be-
achtliche Gruppe genoss Einfluss und grofle Autoritdt im Milieu des lokalen Adels, wobei
sie haufig gleichzeitig tiber ein grofles juristisches Wissen verfiigten. Ungefihr ein Drittel
der Abgeordneten des Grofifiirstentums zum Lubliner Reichstag erklomm kurz nach 1569
eine hoher Stufe der politischen Karriere. Allerdings gelang es nur vieren von ihnen, in den
Senat der Rzeczpospolita aufzusteigen.



