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The academic problem addressed by the dissertation. Genealogy, as an
auxiliary to the discipline of history, is blazing a path toward a new field of
contemporary history studies. Although the number of works dealing with the issues of
the genealogy of the nobility of the GDL (Grand Duchy of Lithuania) has increased in
the recent past both in Lithuania and abroad, more often than not genealogical research is
not the main goal of researchers and is studied only as additional information connected
with the academic problem under consideration. The heraldry of the nobility so far has
also taken a back seat in GDL historiography, giving priority to studies of the coats of
arms of cities and sphragistics, as well as analysis of the coats of arms of the nobility
from more of an art history approach.

Genealogy is a multifaceted semantic field where the identity of noble families,
founded upon history, is crafted and refined using chess strategy. This dissertation deals
not with the specific genealogy of GDL nobles, but with their genealogical identity, i.e.,
the self-identification of nobles in terms of genealogy within the context of their lives
and times, knowledge among nobles about their ancestors and how this knowledge
served to construct identity. Although the main focus of the dissertation is upon the
genealogical identity of GDL nobles, it was important to survey the way in which coats
of arms, multifunctional symbols of the nobility, facilitated the explication and
manifestation of that identity.

In the desire to consolidate or enhance their social status in GDL society, the
genealogical manifestation of the nobility was not based always and exclusively on
blood ties. In this connection we can speak of blood as a metaphor. Zrinka Stahuljak,
author of a monograph dedicated to the subject of French genealogical identity in the
Middle Ages, calls this phenomenon bloodless genealogies. Gabrielle M. Spiegel says
genealogy, as a complex of metaphorical structures, a narrative framework and a social
context, demonstrates one of many possible cases of the receptivity of the historical text
towards social realities, and shows how the authors of this narrative rebroadcast these
realities, using the dominant contemporary literary tradition. Lesley Coote thinks
genealogy is a discourse between personal and collective memory. These descriptions of
genealogy are apply well to the nobility of the GDL in the 16th-18th centuries as well,
since they were affected, thanks to cultural and personal ties with the aristocracy of

Central and Western Europe, by a collective pan-European identity. For that reason a
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study of the genealogical identity of the GDL nobility is significant from the regional as
well as local perspective. Genealogical consciousness and memory are important
linchpins upon which hinges a socio-politico-cultural mechanism of vast extent, in which
members of privileged social groups vie for position. The memory or “discovery” of
ancestors, and especially the selection of forefathers according to criteria dictated by
personal ambition, paint a genealogical portrait of the family which was hung in the
common portrait gallery, so to speak, of the groups of nobles. Often biological
relatedness was exchanged for legendary or material surrogates, emphasizing ancestors
with a certain given feature in order to make the past serve the present and aiding in the
acquisition of a higher social status in the future.

In recent years expressions of genealogical memory have gained currency beyond
the walls of academia in the wider society. The understanding of oneself as the progeny
of specific families, the search for ancestors, the preservation of information about
them—this is one level of expression of multilayered genealogical identity. For that
reason, the subject chosen for this study, beyond disclosing the degree of development of
genealogical identity among the nobility of the GDL in the 16th-18th centuries, their
features, means of expression and functions in the common GDL and European context,
could also serve to strengthen the historical and genealogical consciousness of

contemporary Lithuanian society.

Novelty of dissertation subject. This study is the first attempt to investigate in a
complex manner the genealogical identity of GDL nobles of various ranks based on
family trees, genealogical schemata and illustrations, special event publications, heraldry
and other sources. This study is the first to put into academic circulation as sources so
many family trees and genealogical schemes of GDL nobles of various ranks. An area
little investigated in GDL historiography was chosen. Problems concerning the origin of
GDL nobles, genealogical identity and heraldry have been researched only partially in
historiography, and then rather superficially. Usually such investigations have been
associated with the story of the Roman origins of Lithuanians. Based on the patterns in
the information provided in the sources, the genealogical identity of GDL nobles is
studied in terms of nine features, whose broad nature provide a richer and more complete

view of identity. Although, as stated earlier, there are many studies on the Roman origins
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of Lithuanians in historiography, the question is approached from a different perspective
in this dissertation, i.e., how legendary genealogy in the Lithuanian annals constructed of
agnatic, sacral, martial and urban features formed an intentional genealogical identity for
GDL nobles which, as the political structure shifted and common pan-European cultural

realities exerted an influence, was elaborated and enriched.

In the historiography, with the exception of three monographs dedicated to the
graphic design, emblems and lesser forms of literature in which coats of arms often
occupied an important place, little attention has been given to the heraldry of the
nobility. Even more rarely have researchers focused attention on how genealogical
identity is reflected in the heraldry of the nobility, even though the coat of arms, as the
sign and symbol of the noble individual, and genealogical thinking determined the public
identity of the person in that age and influenced the importance of the position he
occupied in the socio-cultural and political gradation of society. The dissertation also
discusses the features differentiating the heraldry of Catholic and Uniate clerics and their
representation of genealogical identity, a theme which has not yet been addressed in

historiography, the discussion of which could aid future inquiries.

Aim of the dissertation. Using data from sources known to historiography and
new sources, to analyze the genealogical identity of the nobles of the GDL and
expressions of this identity in heraldry in the 16th-18th centuries, with regard to their
different ranking in society and their political and social aspirations. To examine what
influence the legendary theory of the Roman origins of Lithuanians had on the genealogy
and heraldry of the aristocracy and how the genealogical and heraldic manifestation of
the nobility, affected by the contents of this legend, might have influenced aspirations by
the nobility to achieve higher status, or to consolidate the status they already held in

society.
Dissertation tasks:

1. To analyze the legendary genealogy of GDL nobles in the Lithuanian annals;
2. To investigate the fund of 16th-18th century narrative and visual sources held in

Lithuanian, Polish and Swedish libraries and manuscript and rare-book



collections, to differentiate the features of genealogical identity among the GDL
nobility as well as combinations and frequencies of these features.

3. After researching unpublished and published sources on GDL noble heraldry, to
investigate how genealogical identity was reflected in their heraldry, with regard
to differences in thinking over the different ages, the non-uniform ranking of

nobles and their status in society.

Research methods:

Several methods are helpful in making the problems posed in the dissertation and
the conclusion reached explicit. The genealogical method is used in analysis of family
genealogies. Vertical and horizontal relationships, ancestors, marriages and the names of
progeny, the nature of progeny, selection and various other features indicated through
the male and/or female lines provide a rather comprehensive picture of the genealogical
self-identification of the GDL nobility.

Analysis/synthesis and the hermeneutic method are applied to information found in
the sources and historiography in order to analyze more fully the genealogical identity of
GDL nobles. The genealogical identity of GDL nobility is part of the sphere of the
intellect, and so several factors have affected it: European cultural trends; features of the
local culture; social, political and economic considerations.

The analytical method is intertwined with the comparative method, since the
dissertation not only compares information found in the sources and historiography, but
also the families themselves, their genealogies, genealogical identity and heraldry. These
are analyzed in the wider European context, comparing the situation among GDL nobles
with the facts on the ground in other countries.

The chronological method is applied in studying those families who heraldry over
time became modified. Application of this method allows for a closer examination of the
development of and changes in the heraldry, due to cultural and political processes at
work in the society. Some of the sources used in the study, especially useful ones in
terms of content, are of a later date and fall outside of the chronological boundaries of

the study, and therefore demand the use of the retrospective method.



Chronological boundaries. The beginning point for the chronological boundaries
of the dissertation was selected as the 16th century, when genealogical identity began to
express itself more forcefully among the nobles of the GDL. The end-point coincides

with the disappearance of the GDL at the end of the 18th century.

Terms

Nobility — a privileged social class distinguished by their origins (or nobles).
Magnates — members of the elite of noble origins occupying important posts in society,
either secular or Church dignitaries.

Genealogy — 1) The totality of the descent of families, lines of descendants and
family relationships between different members of families; 2) an auxiliary to the
discipline of history.

Genealogical identity — The self-identification of nobles in terms of their genealogy
during their own lives and times and information held by nobles about their ancestors,
and the public identity constructed using this information.

Heraldry — 1) The whole of the nobility’s coats of arms used as distinguishing

symbols of their families; 2) an auxiliary to the discipline of history.

The dissertation uses the standard and accepted Lithuanian titles for well-known
coats of arms, e.g., the Three Horns and the Fox. Other coats of arms are described

indicating their titles in Polish as well.

Sources. This study used sources found in archives and libraries in Lithuania,
Poland and Sweden representing the genealogical identity of GDL nobles occupying the
entire range of social rankings. These sources were dispersed widely among the
institutions where they are held, and are sometimes very fragmentary, so the selection of
sources was rather limited. This determined the choice of the 115 families selected for
the study (this bore heavily in the selection of sources representing the genealogical
identity of lower-ranking nobles). Most sources date to the 17th-18th centuries. It was
namely during this period the genealogical identity of the nobles of the GDL reached its
zenith, remaining in the formative stage in the 16th century. Not surprisingly we have

very few sources dating from the 16th century. The study made use of some somewhat
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later sources of genealogical identity from the first half of the 19th century as well,
which, when subjected to the retrospective method, yielded important information on the
genealogical consciousness at work within some of these same 120 families.

On sources for the genealogical identity of specific families, these vary widely in
terms of quality. Usually there are several or even a dozen or more genealogical sources
for members of the aristocracy and regional elite, while only one or two exist for a
specific lower-ranking noble family. The greater the number of sources, the more
comprehensive a picture can be drawn of the genealogical identity of the family in
question. While researching the sources, it often happened that different sources for a
given family complemented one another, revealing different aspects of genealogical
identity.

GDL noble genealogy and heraldry sources can be categorized as visual or written.
Written sources include: the Lithuanian annals, special events publications (wedding
epithalamia, eulogies, funeral orations), armorials, documents confirming nobility and
different collections of documents connected with the GDL. The Lithuanian annals serve
in the analysis of the aristocracy’s genealogical identity. Special attention is given to
legendary passages in this material concerning the Roman origins of GDL nobility and
the directed formation of the genealogical identity of the nobility. The various special
events publications, including eulogies, wedding epithalamia, funeral orations and
similar material, provide great insight into the genealogical identity of the nobility. It’s
important to single out the epithalamia, texts published on the occasion of weddings of
nobility. The crux of these texts is an explication and exaltation of the genealogy of the
bride and groom, interwoven into a fabric constructed of the poetry and oration of the
age, based on devices from mythology and antiquity. With a few exceptions, unlike
family trees and genealogical schemata, we do not find information about wealth and
land holdings associated with noble ancestors in these sorts of sources. The genealogical
information provided by the special events publications has more to do with legendary,
social, military and foundational/philanthropic features. At the same time, sources
showing vertical relationships are the most informative in that they contain all of the
aforementioned features.

The categorization of sources as visual or written is provisional and a number of

them cannot be clearly placed in one category. Coats of arms albums are the best
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example of that, where the author’s text is given next to an illustration of the coat of
arms in question and portraits of its owners. The same can be said of the genealogical
trees where textual and visual information is abundant. Family trees and genealogical
schemata and illustrations from the 16th-18th centuries were among the most important
sources for this investigation, most of which have not been in academic circulation
before. They comprised especially informative and multifaceted material for the
research, often revealing the essence of the genealogical identity of GDL nobles through
different social, cultural and economic prisms. Other visual sources—portraits,
illustrations from special events publications—are great sources of heraldic information.

All sources can be categorized according to the social status of the GDL noble
family: magnate, representative of the regional elite, and lower-ranking nobility. The
group of sources for the latter was the poorest. Very few documents have survived to our
day, although the ones that have are in no way inferior to the others in terms of richness
of information, and sometimes exceed them.

None of the heraldic and sphragistic sources used dealing with the genealogy of the
GDL nobility, with the exception of a few family trees of regional elites and a few coats

of arms and seals, have ever been published before.

Sources for the genealogical memory of the GDL nobility. Study of the sources for
GDL noble genealogy revealed it is a rare circumstance to find a clear relationship
between the author of the source and his text. One of the best examples of this can be
found in a special events publication dedicated to GDL chef Stanislovas Vaina, in which
the author in speaking of the Vaina family states that the witnesses to the beginning of
this family include not his memory alone, but the foregoing centuries as well. We can
divide sources for genealogical memory which have served to preserve genealogical
information and form genealogical identity into several categories:

1) Lithuanian annals;

2) chronicles and histories (in works by Maciej Stryjkowski, Alessandro Guagnini,

Albertas Vijukas Kojalavicius);
3) old armorials (by Szymon Okolski, Bartosz Paprocki, Kaspar Niesiecki,
Albertas Vijukas Kojalavicius);

4) legal documents (testaments, land sales documents, grants of privileges);
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5) letters and other documents.

The Lithuanian annals, or, more precisely, the Lithuanian, Grand Duchy of
Samogitia (Zemaitija) and Bykhov chronicles, are the primary sources for the
genealogical identity of aristocratic GDL families, sources which intentionally direct the
formation of the honorable origin of the ruling class and aristocratic elite from Roman
patricians: Palaemon and his fellow travellers. This references the elite noble families of
Alséniskis, Giedraitis, Gostautas, Davaina and Manvydas. The Bykhov chronicle
recounts that Palaemon’s great-great-great-grandson Erdvila was aided on his march by
Grumbys of the Pillars coat of arms, Eiksys of the Bear and Griauzys of the Rose. These
three men later had sons: GoStautas, Davaina and Manvydas, respectively. This chronicle
also speaks of Dausprungas and Palaemon’s descendant Romanas, two of whose five
sons were AlSys and Giedrys, the legendary founders of the AlSéniskis and Giedraitis
grand ducal lines.

Works by Maciej Stryjkowski, Alessandro Guagnini and Albertas Vijukas
Kojalavi¢ius played an important role in the formation of genealogical memory. An
example of this is found in a special event publication dedicated to Elzbieta Magdalena
Oginskyté Puziniené, wife of Mstislav’s castellan, which exalts the deeds of the Oginskis
family in the military sphere, and states in a footnote that Trakai castellan Aleksandras
Oginiskis achieved victory against the Turk at the battle of Khotyn.

Special event publications as sources of genealogical memory often contain
passages and retellings from older armorials compiled by Szymon Okolski, Bartosz
Paprocki, Kaspar Niesiecki and Albertas Vijukas Kojalavicius. In a special event
publication dedicated to local ASmena (Oshmiany) treasurer and rittmeister Tomas
Mykolas Cechovi¢ius and wife Barbora of the Sulistrovskis family, author Jan Zrzelski,
in presenting the entire Cechoviéius family, makes use of one of the above-mentioned
armorials. He says the heraldist Okolskis characterized the Cechovi¢iuses as an ancient,
honorable and glorious line who owned property in Samogitia. Zrzelski even provides at
the bottom of the page a full reference to Simonas Okolskis’s armorial, “Orbis poloni,”
indicating the exact volume and page number. Checking this reference, it turns out the
information Zrzelski provides about the Cechoviiuses is taken and repeated verbatim

from Okolskis’s album. The only difference is the orthography of certain words and the

12



predilection of the author of the special events publication for full words instead of

abbreviations.

We find an almost analogous case in another special events publication mentioned

before, a work from 1760 dedicated to the Korsakas family.

JURKOWSKI, Gabriel. Morze litosci y
taski...

NIESIECKI, Kaspar. Herbarz Polski

[...] wiedzie¢ nalezy, iz od przyis¢ia

Przezacnego z Protoplasty

KORSAKOW, za Swidrigieta Wielkiego

Korsyki

Xigzecia Litewskiego, (ktory mu Siostre

SWO0ja Malzenskim sprzymierzyt
zwigzkiem, a z nig mnogie w posagi
Wlos¢i, poczawszy od Glebokiego na

Biatey Rusi, az do Zawoto¢ia oddat,)

Przodek tego domu przyszedt do Litwy
z Korsyki, za Swidrygieta ksiazZecia,
ktory mu siostre swoj¢ dat w matzenstwo,
a w posagu z nig witosci, poczagwszy od
Glgbokiego, az do Zawotocia, W
wojewddztwie Potockiem 1 Moskiewskich
granicach, znajduje si¢ do tych czas pole

nazwane Korsakowe, 1z na nim sami tylko

szerokie po dzi§ dzien tego IMIENIA | Korsakowie, zabrawszy si¢, wojsko

rozprzestrzeniaig $i¢ Fortuny. Moskiewskie zbili.

The two texts compared in the table above, passages from the special publication
and from Kaspar Niesiecki’s armorial, are almost identical. Having in mind the date of
creation, i.e., 1760, and the lifespan of the author of the album of coats of arms, 1682-
1744, one may assume the legend of the family’s origins in Corsica was not merely an
oral tradition within the Korsakas family, and that the story included in the armorial
helped maintain this tradition The question remains of who the author of this theory was:
the Korsakases themselves, or the heraldists? There is no dispute that this legendary
origin for the Korsakas family appeared no earlier than the 17th century, because the
armorial by Bartosz Paprocki published in 1584 contains only a very brief description of
the Korsakas family, noting the lineage is old and well-known in Samogitia. If the
tradition of a Corsican origin was already circulating within the family, it is very

unlikely this would not have been included in the armorial.
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In the genealogical schema of the Budrikas family, it is recorded that the Budrikas
estate Juzefas TomaSeviCius Budrikas inherited from his uncle was bequeathed upon his
death on November 7, 1709, to his sister ElZzbieta Budrikaité and her husband Jonas
Rusinas, who lived at the same location. In terms of legal documents with a bearing on
the formation of genealogical memory, we can point to the genealogical schema
mentioned in an earlier section of the Levcevi¢ius—Nagurskis family in the 18th century,
which provides the information that king of Poland and grand duke of Lithuania
Zygimantas Augustas issued a grant on October 28, 1551, of 33 wallachs of land to
Ambraziejus and Jonas Levcevicius, which they owned in halves.

One of the least-referenced sources of genealogical memory is letters. The
genealogical schema of the Michnevicius family contains a reference to such a source,
used to prove the true owner of the estate was Martynas’s nephew, because it is written
that Fronckevicius in his letter calls Dominykas Michnevic¢ius the owner of AuksStadvaris
and points to documentation: “Dominik Michniewicz ktorego WW Frackiewicz Listem
swym Tytuluje aktorem Wysokiego Dworu y wyznaie o papierach.”

Historiography. The historiography of the theme analyzed in the dissertation is not
far-reaching because, as mentioned before, research into GDL noble genealogy and
heraldry is still at its inception. Furthermore, we have to distinguish between genealogy
and genealogical identity. In reviewing the historiography connected with the topic being
discussed, we must first single out those authors who emphasize genealogical identity
over noble genealogy in their works. Noteworthy are the works of Nelé Asadauskiené
and Rimvydas Petrauskas which focus on the origins of magnates and analyze the
genealogical identity of the social elite of the GDL. These studies present the main
features and rudimentary forms in the evolution of genealogical identity in the GDL.

Recently there has been a steady increase in the amount of research dealing with
the genealogical self-identification of GDL nobles (either as individual families or as a
whole). One of the most recent studies was an article by Rimvydas Petrauskas on the
antecedents and nascent forms of genealogical thinking in Lithuania in the 14th to mid-
16th centuries. He notes the aristocracy of the GDL from the 15th to early 16th centuries
exhibited a tendency to stress the agnatic line of inheritance, oriented to the past, and that
this was the precondition for the birth of historical and genealogical consciousness. One

of the main thrusts in the study was that land ownership documents containing the names
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of members of the various generations of the family gave rise to genealogical identity. In
the article, the specific case of the Krupavicius family is presented, providing great
insight into how genealogical memory was a necessity for the lesser nobility, ever
balancing on the edge of loss of nobility. Genealogies with “discovered” legendary
founders of the family lines served as a guarantee of the foundation for the continuation
of power and land ownership. Rimvydas Petrauskas’s work is also valuable in that it
doesn’t neglect the importance of the sign of nobility, the coat of arms. Often the desire
to have a genealogy demonstrating noble origins was less a matter of tracing the
genealogical descent of the family, and more a matter of constructing a genealogy. One
such method of construction was a common coats of arms used by more than one family.
The author notes direct genealogical connections were intentionally suppressed in cases
where legendary genealogies better served to raise the family’s status in society. It is
worth noting this work by Petrauskas is the first in historiography to raise the question of
the authorship of genealogical myths in a more conceptual fashion, and to point out the
necessity to “clearly differentiate the historical and genealogical consciousness of the
nobles themselves, and the educated authors of the myths and legends” This
consideration is of utmost importance in seeking to determine what the family itself
contributed to the creation of their genealogical myth, and what, for example, the author
of the armorial added. As we noted earlier, the nobles in sources reflecting their vertical
lines of descent often named heraldists who had described one or another member of the
lineage. In any event, the gap between the genealogical consciousness of the nobility and
the educated heraldists was of greater relevance only until around the 17th century,
because the genealogical fictions of the 17th and 18th centuries, taken as real genealogy,
became a deeply embedded matter, “the folklore of the elite,” and any issue concerning
primary authorship gave way to the primary consideration of the contents and function of
the legend itself.

There are studies of value to GDL historiography analyzing the genealogical
identity of nobles who did not belong to the social elite of the GDL. Kestutis Gudmantas
investigated, among other issues, the genealogical identity of mid-ranking nobles and
lower-level officials such as BeneSas Kryvecas, Grigorijus Unichovskis, Paulius
Daumantas—Siesickis, Jevlasovskis and Stanislovas Venclovaitis Gruzdys. The work is

important in that the author brought attention to bear on the importance for genealogical
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and historical identity of posts held, confession, clientele connections, and reading the
Bielski and Stryjkowski chronicles, which urge the reader to take an interest in the deeds
of the forefathers.

Recently in Lithuania interest has begun to be shown in the commonalities and
differences between the genealogical consciousness of higher- and lower-ranking
nobility. Studies of the genealogical identity of different rankings of nobility provide a
better picture of the features of the genealogical understanding held by members of the
aristocracy and lesser nobility, and help to answer the fundamental question of what
level of development this understanding had achieved. To date, the study of only one
case, that of the Skarulskis and Ciechanovieckis families, has revealed that the
genealogical identity of the lower- and higher-ranking families was strong in both cases,
but that the nature and expression of that identity was different. That conclusion inspired
this study to investigate in a fuller and more multifaceted manner the genealogical
identity of the nobility of the GDL.

So far the question of foreign nobility who settled in the GDL hasn’t received
sufficient treatment in GDL historiography. These nobles who resettled in Lithuania
arrived with their own ways of thinking and conceptions of history and genealogy, and
were affected by the cultures and traditions of their home countries. Their successful
integration in GDL society and their adaptation to the cultural model which existed in
Lithuania is an interesting phenomenon. On one hand, this process was simplified by the
existence of the essential features of a common European culture in Lithuania, and on
the other, by social and economic factors. The works by Jonas Drungilas on the ethno-
social mobility of the nobility of Polish origins are worth noting here. These works
analyze the genealogical identity of lesser Polish nobility who settled in Samogitia,
especially the Gruzevskis family. The waves of migration of nobles to the GDL during
the period under discussion was not sporadic, but rather a social expression of rather
large dimensions, with an impact upon the cultural and economic life of society. These
works by Drungilas represent a breakthrough in research in these areas and point the way
toward new academic challenges in the field of the history of GDL noble society.

Studies of the genealogy of GDL nobles are closely connected with the theory of
the Roman origins of Lithuanians. Most often the authors of these works concentrate on

the aspects surrounding the appearance and spread of this Lithuanian origin myth in
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GDL society, while its role in the genealogy of magnates receives secondary treatment.
The late appearance of the sources is problematic for these studies into the origin of the
GDL nobility, and that undoubtedly reduces their degree of reliability. It should not be
forgotten that the material provided in these sources is of a legendary nature. The origins
of many different families belonging to the aristocracy can be connected with the theory
of Roman origins, and therefore research into the origins of these families needs to be
conducted in the broader context of this theory. The issue of the Roman origins of
Lithuanians has been addressed rather comprehensively in historiography. Jan
Jakubowski and Konstantinas Avizonis deserve mention among the investigators of this
issue. The latter was the first in Lithuanian historiography to analyze more thoroughly
the Roman theory. Beyond discussing the similarities and differences in the theory found
in the Lithuanian annals and among different authors, he raised the question of the
authorship of the theory, the reasons behind its steady growth in society and the
influence it had on the cultural life of the GDL. The question of the origins of the
Lithuanian people later interested many scholars in Lithuania and Poland. Worthy of
note among them were Mecislovas Ju¢as and Jerzy Suchocki, the latter of whom felt the
creation of the myth of the Roman origins of Lithuanians was a function of anti-Polish
sentiment. Nonetheless, the main focus of most scholars was on the most widespread
version of the Roman or Palaemon theory in historiography, often with an attempt to
answer the questions of authorship and the circumstances surrounding its creation. The
issue of authorship is interpreted quite controversially in the historiography on the
subject. On the circumstances surrounding its creation, it should be noted that scholars
have, in essence, repeated with very minor modifications the thoughts expressed by
earlier authors. There are, of course, exceptions. Among those works with a different
perspective in a field of rather homogeneous studies on the issues surrounding the
subject of the creation of this legend should be noted the studies by Stephen C. Rowell,
Eligijus Raila, Gintaras Beresneviciaus, Arttiras Vasiliauskas and Rimvydas Petrauskas.
The most recent studies to analyze the legendary origins of Lithuanians have come from
Edvardas Gudavicius and Jan Jurkiewiczicz. In his article Edvardas Gudavicius
examines a text about the arrival of Palaemon to Lithuania as if he were an
archaeologist, seeking traces of former ages in the cultural strata using deep historical,

literary and semantic methods. The author compares works from antiquity, the Middle
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Ages and the Renaissance with passages from the Lithuanian annals and discovers
distinct parallels, answering the question of which sources were responsible for the
creation of the Palaemon story. This study again, albeit from a different perspective,
reveals the common European thinking of the GDL nobility, a thorough knowledge of
the works in question and an ability to appropriate their contents and individual scenes to
serve their own needs. Devoting the entire first half of a monograph to the problem of
the Roman origins of Lithuania (the second half awaits publication), Jan Jurkiewicz
investigates the works of Dlugosz, the Lithuanian annals and also scrutinizes the issues
surrounding the origins of the Lithuanian grand dukes according to the legend from
Muscovy, although these do not come to dominate in this book, just as they failed to in
GDL society and GDL historiography. The scholar says this legend, according to which
Lithuanian grand duke Gediminas was the heir to Vytenis, is interesting as an example of
the growth and development of national historiography and perceptions held regarding a
neighboring country. Jan Jurkiewicz emphasizes in his monograph that the conviction
among GDL nobles of the 16th century they had descended from Romans became an
even more important element of their historical consciousness because the search for
ancestors among Palaemon’s fellow travellers was not exclusively an activity in which
noble ethnic Lithuanians engaged, but was also an activity among GDL noble families
not mentioned in the Palaemon story in the Lithuanian annals, of Ruthenian and Polish
origin. The author analyzes comprehensively and conceptually historiography dealing
with Lithuanian ethnogenesis with attention focused on the main issues raised by these
studies, i.e., who created the theory of the Roman origins of Lithuanians and when did
they do so, what were its political (anti-Polish, anti-Muscovite, anti-Russian, anti-
monarchy, pro-monarchy) and ethnic functions, and whether it functioned as an attempt
by the magnates to strengthen their positions before the king and other nobles. The latter
function is, of course, also political, because the magnates sought through the
improvement of their origins to improve proportionally their standing in society. It is our
feeling that one of the most valuable parts of the study is the exhaustive description and
analysis of people and places mentioned in the legendary portion of the Lithuanian
annals. Scholars in researching the Roman theory have quoted often the legendary
forefathers of the Lithuanian grand dukes and have devoted great attention to some,

stating who their fathers were and which city they founded, or whom they fought and

18



why, but there had been no full treatment of the Roman theory in GDL historiography.
Jan Jurkiewicz has filled this gap successfully. Even so, the author in his study failed, we
feel, to emphasize sufficiently two interesting matters: in connection with women,
mentioned very rarely in the Lithuanian annals, and with the fusion of paganism,
Catholicism an Eastern Orthodoxy in the legendary passages of the annals.

In GDL historiography investigators usually have focused on famous GDL
families belonging to the ruling dynasties and others with high political and social status.
The Radvila family has had a very large number of studies devoted to them. One of the
newest and most thorough of these works is a monograph by Marceli Antoniewicz on the
origins and genealogy of the Radvila grand dukes. Using an extensive base of sources
and historiography, the author explains the features of the way the genealogy of the
grand dukes was understood and their genealogical identity as manifested at different
times. It’s worth noting that this work, unlike studies of a similar nature but of humbler
scope, shows there was a change in the genealogical identity in one of the most
influential GDL noble families (in reference to the founder of the lineage): in the 16th
century the progenitors of the Radvila family were held to be Lizdeika, found in the nest
of an eagle, grand duke Erdvilas from the Palaemon family and Lithuanian grand duke
Radvila, but in the 17th century Lizdeika’s father Narimantas appeared, and in the 18th
century so did Julijonas Dauspringas of the family of the Centaur coat of arms. The
author uses sources well known to academia, including Rasinskis’s genealogy of the
Radvilas, the majestic family tree engraved by Peter Bose in 1742, and others, but also
new sources, for example, the unpublished Radvila genealogical tree called “Linea
mascula illustrissimorum ducum Radziwill,” which demonstrates well the emphasis on
the agnatic descent of the family. Even so, one interesting and useful source for this sort
of study was not utilized: the family tree of the Radvilas made in 1666 by Juzefas
Nartinavi¢ius-Naronskis, son of Boguslavas Radvila’s cartographer Juzefas Naronskis
who helped his father from 1663 until his death in 1672. This document conserved at the
Lithuanian State History Archive was likely made by order of Boguslavas Radvila.
Although it is torn and faded in places, it is rich in information which has never been
used and is not in academic circulation. The family tree from 1666 shows more fully
than similar sources the genealogical identity of the Radvilas, containing not only the

legendary progenitors of the family, real blood relationships and family ties, and high
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posts and ranks occupied, but also shows their status as a Christian family. This is a rare
instance for GDL magnates of such standing. This observation arose as a product of the
nature of the problem we have been researching and of viewing the genealogical identity
of GDL nobles from a different perspective. Marcelis Antoniewicz’s monograph is
without a doubt a fundamental study in GDL historiography. Other researchers, devoting
less attention to the genealogy of the Radvilas, have chosen as their subjects the lowest-
ranking members of the family and their deeds. The monographs by Henryk Wisneris
and Raimonda Ragauskiené on JonusSas Radvila and Mikalojus Radvila Rudasis
(Nicholas Radvila the Brown) can be cited as examples.

Other well-known GDL families such as Kgsgaila, Kiska, Chodkevi¢ius and
Svirskis have also received treatment by scholars. Often forgotten are the families of the
lower-ranking nobility, an analysis of which would help flesh out studies of GDL social
and cultural history and provide a fuller picture of certain aspects of the lives of the
nobility during that period. In any event, the studies over the last two decades have
evinced greater interest among scholars towards the lower-ranking nobility of the GDL.
Researchers often try to recreate the genealogy of the GDL nobility using historical
sources, which serves well in the investigation of other issues connected with the history
of GDL nobles, but studies dealing with the genealogical identity of the nobility are
often placed on the back burner, so to speak, often remaining at the conceptual stage in
favor of more glamorous projects.

GDL noble heraldry is an area of Lithuanian heraldry research which has proved
valuable in forming a fuller view of the aristocratic class of the GDL, the unique ways in
which its members thought, genealogy and the posts they held. GDL noble heraldry
often provides a direct view on the dominant cultural facts and political events of a given
age. It has not been widely investigated by Lithuanian scholars. It should be noted that
scholars have devoted greater attention to the heraldry and sphragistics of members of
the ruling dynasty and of cities and towns. As examples we can cite the works by
Edmundas Rimsa, “Aleksandro antspaudai — naujas etapas valstybés sfragistikoje” [“The
Seals of Aleksandras: A New Stage in the Sphragistics of the State”] and “LDK miesty
antspaudai” [“Seals of Cities in the GDL”]. Investigating the coats of arms of the
Lithuanian private cities, Edmundas Rimsa laconically but accurately discusses the

legendary origins of certain GDL noble families. The author clearly perceives the
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connections between legendary family progenitors, the horodlin men, and the
Gediminids In any case, the number of academic studies in the historiography dealing
with the heraldry of separate families of nobles is very small indeed.

The monographs by Jolita LiSkeviciené and Eglé Patiejuniené are invaluable
studies of the heraldry of the nobility of the GDL. The scholars studied different aspects
of old Lithuanian publications on various topics in their research on the graphics of
books and lesser forms of literature. Noble heraldry in the GDL occupies a central place
in the studies. Although the two authors are interested primarily in art studies and literary
analysis, the coats of arms and corresponding armorial poetry in their monographs stand
out as symbols carrying multiple meanings, capable of indicating the origins, status,
posts and military deeds of the GDL nobility. They also make use of a large number of
hitherto little-known sources in their books.

Historiography from other countries was also important in this study. Learning of
the methods and results of studies of genealogical identity performed by authors abroad
did more than just provide ideas for the analysis of the genealogical identity of the
nobility of the GDL; it provided an opportunity to assay the Lithuanian situation in the
wider European context. Genealogy and genealogical identity have been examined
abundantly and comprehensively in Western European historiography. The majority of
studies appear in connection with a legendary origin of the nobility from Troy and more
rarely from the union of a female of supernatural origins and a wild animal (usually a
bear or a wolf). Beyond a whole series of articles, there have appeared over the last
decade several exceptional books on the genealogical identity of French and British
nobles. Of them, we’ll discuss in more detail Colette Beaune’s monograph analyzing
myths and symbols of France with a special focus on genealogy as the expression of the
collective identity of the nobility and as a political ace-up-the-sleeve in the European
political arena. The author’s scheme, showing her conclusions from a study of the Trojan
myth, can be applied easily to the Lithuanian Paleamon theory, since the sources show
analogous principles in expression and function, namely, the flight of high-ranking
nobility from a city in antiquity, their travel to new lands, and the founding of new
cities/states, and thus their becoming the honored progenitors of the nobility in these new
states. This monograph also discloses linguistic and codification aspects in the

exceptionalism and separation of the French nation, aspects almost wholly unaddressed
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in GDL historiography. Both the French language, which is sometimes assigned an
Hellenistic origin, and the Salic law, which, according to French chronicler and historian
Jean Juvénal des Ursins (1388-1473), came from the Trojans, were factors in French
perceptions of superiority over other peoples. It is also important to note Anthony F.
d’Ellia’s monograph on marriages in Italian Renaissance manors. The author devotes
much attention to the epithalamia created on the occasion of these ceremonies, exalting
the origins of the bride and groom and presenting their right to claim the noble status
they held, or even greater status. Yet another study is quite interesting, one which in part
hearkens to the aforementioned studies by Rimvydas Petrauskas and Jonas Drungilas, on
the importance of land holdings in the development of genealogical identity and the
integration of nobility from foreign lands in the GDL, respectively. Beyond the more
traditional methods of synthesis and analysis, this study also uses DNA sequencing.
Finnish scholar M. Sj6strom’s work is on the genealogy and genealogical identity of the
two oldest Finnish families, whose earliest ancestor is found in the historical sources in
the 14th century. Using land inheritance documents, the author reconstructs the
genealogy, and at the same time examines the origin legend extant within these families
and the endurance of the memory of a noble ancestry. Sjostrom stresses the genealogical
memory of these estate owners was very good, i.e., it went back from five to eight
generations, mainly because the ancestors from whom the land was inherited had to be
recalled every time any new deal was made in connection with those landholdings. The
study also points out that a vassal of the Danish king who travelled to Finland in the mid-
15th century married into a high-ranking local noble family, thus confirming his social
status.

Comparing GDL and foreign, especially Western European, historiography, one
finds that while the methodology of and aspects of studies of noble genealogical identity
are largely the same, the subject has undergone much greater elaboration in the West.
This gap in Lithuanian scholarship is partially the consequence of the different political
situations in the previous century, but also the result of the incomparably large difference
in the abundance of sources. A comparative analysis of historiography found that both
scholars studying GDL issues and investigators in other countries who are concerned
with issues of genealogical memory make use of annals, chronicles, family trees and

genealogical schemata as well as special events publications.
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Assertions of the dissertation:
The genealogical identity of the GDL nobility in the 16th-18th centuries was a
reflection of the collective pan-European identity with certain regional
peculiarities which resulted from the nobility’s cult of high origins and the need
for useful family ties.
The genealogical identity of GDL nobles in the 16th-18th centuries was based on
legendary, sacral, agnatic/sword, sword and spindle, rank/post, confessional,
military, material/land ownership and foundational. features. Genealogical self-
identification was responsible for the different combinations of these features
characteristic of different families.
A strong genealogical identity was characteristic of GDL nobles of different ranks
and social positions.
Although the authorship of the origin myths of the families is not known,
descriptions of legendary founders of lineages included in the aloums of coats of
arms served to strengthen the legendary genealogical identity of the family.
The magnates connected their origins directly with legendary arrivals of Roman
patricians to Lithuania and with powerful foreign families, while lower-ranking
nobles “discovered” legendary ancestors in linguistic similarities between
personal names and the names of various locations and in the lexicon of foreign
languages, i. e. linguistic similarities between names and foreign words, and also
in their use of the same coat of arms.
Most often, GDL nobles based their genealogical identity on the importance of
individuals to whom they were related on their mother or father’s side of the
family, on the principle of rank or post occupied, relationship to notable legendary
or real ancestors, and on the display of land owned and wealth.
The material/land ownership aspect of genealogical identity was characteristic of
the high as well as lesser aristocracy, but the memory of family members
concerning information about wealth is reflected much more often in the
genealogical sources dealing with the lower-ranking nobility.
A genealogical identity of broad spectrum is more characteristic of families who

relocated from other lands. This may be explained in three ways: a deeper
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genealogical tradition existed within the family, strong cohesion among members
of immigrant families and increased new relationships and contacts.

9. The Centaur device, connected with the theory of the Roman origins of
Lithuanians, played a special role in the self-identity of GDL nobles as a symbol
of the former, albeit legendary dynasty. The Hippocentaur and Rose were
exclusively important in the genealogical self-identification of the Alséniskis and
Giedraitids, while the Centaur and Posts/Columns were important to some
members of the Sapiega line in the 18th century.

Structure of the dissertation. This dissertation is made up of an introduction; two
sections; the conclusion; lists of abbreviations, illustrations and sources; a bibliography
and appendices.

The structure of the work is neither chronological nor the presentation of analysis
of the genealogical identity of GDL noble families in seriatim, but is rather based on the
explication of the problems involved. The first section is a survey of genealogical
identity of GDL nobles in the 16th-18th centuries, while the second is an analysis of
manifestations of this identity in heraldry.

The first section of the dissertation is comprised of four chapters. In attempting to
analyze the genealogical identity of GDL nobles within the common European context,
they briefly present the meaning and significance of genealogy in antiquity and the
genesis of genealogical myths in the Middle Ages, with special emphasis given aspects
of legendary genealogies of GDL noble families in the Lithuanian annals. This section
presents the development in Europe of the family tree, one of the most important sources
for the genealogy of the nobility, as well as its functions and specificities, and briefly
touches upon the iconography and content of visual sources for the GDL nobility. The
axis upon which the first section turns is an analysis of the genealogical identities of the
120 GDL noble families studied using the nine features of noble genealogical identity
identified by the author.

In the second section of the dissertation, noble heraldry in the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania (GDL) is analyzed from the perspective of genealogical identity. The five
chapters in this section present research on how coats of arms, their decoration, elements
and motifs and the principles used for uniting coats of arms of different families reflect

the genealogical identity of the nobility of the GDL and the manifestation of family ties.

24



In analyzing coats of arms connected with the legend of the Roman origins of
Lithuanians, the main focus is on the problem of the Centaur device. This chapter also
looks at the coats of arms of Catholic and Uniate clerics, an analysis of which not only
provides better knowledge of the heraldry of representatives of the two churches, but
also gives deeper insight into the way the nobles of these two confessions represented

their genealogical identities.

CONCLUSIONS

1. Various origin myths existed in different European countries which served the same
function: to legitimize the status, based on influence and actual power of the ruling
dynasty or separate noble families. The propagation of an antique origin gradually
became one of the characteristic features of European genealogical identity. In the
Lithuanian annals a genealogical identity built on agnatic, sacral, military and urban
characteristics formed the basis for the consolidation of status by the nobility, for the
development of genealogical memory and served as cultural and social propaganda.

2. A survey of visual and written GDL genealogical sources revealed patterns in the
way information was presented in these sources. This led to the discovery of nine
aspects of genealogical identity, identified by provisional names indicating the basic
feature of each aspect of genealogical identity: legendary, sacral, agnatic/sword,
sword and spindle, rank/post, confessional, military, material/land ownership and
foundational.

3. A complex genealogical identity compounded of from two to seven of the aspects
listed is characteristic for GDL nobles. A strong genealogical identity was not
exclusive to magnates and a wide complement of aspects of genealogical identity
was characteristic for families of all social strata. This demonstrates that there
existed among the nobility of the GDL of the 16th-18th centuries a genealogical
sense of identity capable of serving to fortify societal status. A combination of from
five to six of the aspects of genealogical identity was characteristic of a relatively
small group of GDL nobles: the families Beinaravicius, Bialozoras, Denhofas,

Jelenskis, Kaributas ViSniovieckis, Karpis, Kisielius, Korvinas Gosievskis,
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Oginskis, Podbereskis, Riomeris, Sapiega, Sluska, Sveikauskas and Zenavi¢ius. At
the same time the Pacas were the only GDL noble family characterized by seven
aspects of genealogical identity. Many of these families did not originate within the
GDL. Considering that many of them came from countries where there was already
a clear conception of genealogical memory, there is a great likelihood these families
arrived in the GDL with an established genealogical identity capable of further
elaboration in their new land. Strong cohesion among family members and forming
new relationships were a necessity for families immigrating to the GDL. These
factors likely served to strengthen genealogical identity.

The appearance of more detailed information about certain GDL noble families in
18th-century records of coats of arms and in special events publications could have
been behind the strong self-identification by nobles with nobility inherited based on
legendary origins. Often it is difficult to determine who the authors really were of
theories of the legendary origins of GDL nobles, whether they were the nobles
themselves forging a genealogical identity based on oral traditions, or whether they
were heraldists developing new genealogical lore for a specific family. In any case,
the genealogical sources show that the entries in armorials concerning legendary
ancestors helped strengthen, preserve and in a certain sense “legitimize” a given
family’s legendary genealogical identity.

The study found that there was a trend among magnate families to claim an origin
from Palaemon and his fellow sojourners from Rome, described in the Lithuanian
annals, or to associate themselves with an influential line of nobles from another
land. Lesser-ranking families “searched” for ancestors based on linguistic
similarities between their family names and the names of locations, cities and
countries abroad, or based on other linguistic features. The case of the Denhof
family showed that legendary and sacral genealogical identity can be based on the
use of the same heraldic devices. In this case a common coat of arms acted as a
replacement for a non-existent blood relationship and became the basis for kinship.
Analysis of Western European historiography dedicated to the issues of the
genealogical identity of the nobility showed that nobles in representing their status
placed greater emphasis on legendary origins and rank as well as relationships with

saints and the blessed. In the GDL, however, a reputation as a great warrior or
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military leader, land holdings and material status held great significance in the
manifestation of nobility. The latter two characteristics were especially important for
the petty nobility. Confessional and foundational/philanthropic aspects played less
of a role in the representation of the genealogical identity of the GDL nobility. This
can be explained at least partially by the complex religious situation within GDL
society and also by the fact that only wealthy families of the elite were able to carry
out foundational/philanthropic activities

The coats of arms of GDL nobles were symbols with multiple meanings,
distinguishing their owners as nobles and showing blood relations and legendary
origins. The decorations of coats of arms, i.e., the various insignia, signs signifying
hierarchical rank, crests, mantles and columns, as well as lines of poetry, aid in
differentiating the different features—legendary, sacral, rank/post and martial—of
noble genealogical identity.

Just as a wider spectrum of features of genealogical identity dominated among
families who immigrated to the GDL, so too was it characteristic of nobles who
immigrated to the GDL to portray their coats of arms in family trees and
genealogical schemata, in contrast to the practice by the GDL aristocracy and
regional elites. Longer traditions of heraldry extant in the countries of Central
Europe explain this phenomenon. The use of family heraldry by the GDL
aristocracy and regional elites to express genealogical identity was probably able to
adapt quickly because of more frequent contacts with families of Central and
Western Europe, improved financial circumstances allowing the payment of
appropriate wages to artisans making the coats of arms, and the realignment of
sources describing their genealogies towards manifestations of prestige rather than
listing the extent of land holdings, which was more characteristic of lower-ranking
families.

Four coats of arms are directly connected with the theory of Lithuanians originating
in Rome: the Bear, Posts/Columns, the Rose and the Centaur. Mention of the Bear
only remains to the extent of a description of its appearance in Lithuania, i.e., its
arrival as the coat of arms of Ursinas, a fellow traveler with the legendary Palaemon.
The Posts/Columns and the Centaur were used as traditional symbols in the heraldry

of the Sapiega family and related families in the 18th century. The Rose was
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10.

11.

12.

13.

important in the genealogical identity of the Giedraitis family, and the Centaur coat
of arms was given a special role in the GDL.

The Centaur, and later the Hippocentaur, had two semantic meanings as a coat of
arms. One was the legendary Centaur which existed and was elaborated in the
consciousness of the nobility of the GDL, described in the Lithuanian annals as an
expression of the ancient origins of the famous grand dukes of Lithuania from
Roman ancestors, and adored by them. The other significance was the actual
function performed by this coat of arms, as a sign of distinction for the nobility,
expressing their personal aspirations to higher rank. The Centaur was used as the
coat of arms by five GDL noble families, but appears much more widely in GDL
heraldry through the use of combined coats of arms.

The Rose coat of arms, although it remained of secondary importance, received
special treatment in the heraldry of the Giedraitises. With four petals rather than the
whorled five-petalled rose (which was the coat of arms of the Poraj family), it was
employed in the coat of arms of Samogitian bishop Steponas Jonas Giedraitis
together with the Hippocentaur, and exaltation of this device in a laudatory text of
1764 leads one to think this points backward to representatives of the Giedraitis
family who lived in the 16th century. Analysis of the sphragistic sources indicates
they used, significantly, the four-petaled Rose in their coat of arms. The exaltation
of the Rose could be as well a reflection of genealogical identity based on the
connection in heraldic tradition, aimed at recalling the memory of kinship with high
Church dignitary Merkelis Giedraitis.

The results of research into certain GDL marshaled (combined) coats of arms shows
nobles in their attempt to show their status did not adhere to prevailing rules for
combining coats of arms. Instead they placed the coat of arms of the family with
whom they wanted to emphasize their relationship in the more significant field.

The marshaled coats of arms of the Sapiega family in the 18th century stand out
markedly from the general context of GDL noble heraldry because of the several
coats of arms linked to the theory of the Roman origins of Lithuanians portrayed in
their multiple fields. The use of this sort of heraldry is a demonstration of the

extremely strong legendary aspect to the Sapiegas’ genealogical identity.
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14.

15.

The heraldry of Catholic and Uniate clerics in the 18th century feature different
demonstrations of genealogical identity. Unlike Catholics, Uniate clerics frequently
demonstrated kinship ties in their marshaled (combined) coats of arms. Catholic
clerics usually used the coat of arms inherited from their fathers exclusively. There
might have been two factors behind these consistent heraldic practices: as the result
of Catholic reforms aimed at humbling clerics, and the origins of Catholic Church
dignitaries among the notable families of the GDL. Uniate bishops did not come
from families belonging to the GDL elite, and therefore the demonstration of blood-
based kinship was more important to them in their combined coats of arms.

This investigation of the genealogical identity of the GDL nobility and its
manifestation in heraldry from the 16th to 18th centuries found there were five
groups of sources of genealogical memory: 1) Lithuanian annals; 2) chronicles and
histories (the works of Maciej Stryjkowski, Alessandro Guagnini, Albertas Vijukas
Kojalavicias); 3) old armorials (those of Szymon Okolski, Bartosz Paprocki, Kaspar
Niesiecki, Albertas Vijiikas Kojalavic¢ias); 4) legal documents (testaments; land sales
documents; charters granting privileges); 5) other documents (letters). These sources
of genealogical memory helped preserve genealogical information in the minds and

memories of GDL nobles and formed their genealogical sense of identity.
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DISERTACIJOS SANTRAUKA

Disertacijos moksliné problema. Vienas i$ pagalbiniy istorijos moksly — genealogija —
skinasi kelig j Siuolaikiniy istorijos tyrimy laukg. Nors pastaruoju metu Lietuvoje ir uzsienio
Salyse daugéja su LDK kilmingyjy genealogijos problematika susijusiy darby, vis délto neretai
genealoginiai tyrimai netampa pagrindiniu mokslininky tikslu, o nagrin¢jami tik kaip papildomi
klausimai, susij¢ su jy analizuojama moksline problema. Kilmingyjy heraldika LDK
istoriografijoje kol kas taip pat lieka antrame plane, pagrinding pozicijg uzleisdama miesty
heraldikos ir sfragistikos tyrimams bei labiau menotyrinio pobiidzio kilmingyjy herby analizei.

Genealogija — daugiaaspektis semantinis laukas, kuriame Sachmaty zaidimo strategija yra
kuriama ir modeliuojama kilmingyjy giminés istorija grindziama tapatybé. Disertacijoje tiriama
ne konkreti LDK kilmingyjy genealogija, o jy genealoginé savimoné, t.y. kilmingyjy
saviidentifikacija genealoginiu aspektu jy gyvenamajame laike ir erdvéje bei kilmingyjy zinios
apie savo protévius, $iy ziniy pagalba konstruojama tapatybé. Nors disertacijoje prioritetinis
démesys skirtas LDK kilmingyjy genealoginei savimonei, svarbu buvo pazvelgti, kaip herbai —
daugiafunkciniai kilmingyjy simboliai — padéjo ja atskleisti ir manifestuoti.

Norint jtvirtinti arba pakelti savo statusg LDK visuomengje, kilmingyjy genealoginé
manifestacija ne visada biidavo grindziama kraujo rysiais (arba vien tik jais). Siuo atveju apie
genealogija galima kalbéti kaip apie kraujo metaforg (metaphor of blood). Zrinka Stahuljak,
paskyrusi savo monografijg pranciizy genealoginés savimonés Viduramziais tyrimui, jvardina
tai, kaip bloodless genealogies. Gabrielle M. Spiegel nuomone, genealogija, kaip metaforiniy
struktiiry kompleksas, naratyvinis ,tinklelis* ir socialinis kontekstas, demonstruoja vieng
istorinio teksto imlumo socialinéms realijoms atveji 1§ daugelio galimy, ir parodo kaip S§io
naratyvo kir¢jai retransliavo Sias realijas, naudodamiesi tuo metu vyravusia literatlrine
tradicija. Pasak, Lesley Coote, genealogija yra personalinés ir kolektyvinés atminties diskursas.
Sie genealogijos apibiidinimai puikiai tinka ir LDK kilmingiesiems XVI-XVIII a., nes juos,
déka kulturiniy ir personaliniy rySiy su Vakary ir Vidurio Europos aukS$tuomene, veiké
bendraeuropiné kolektyviné savimoné. D¢l to LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés tyrimas
reikSmingas ne tik lokaliniu, bet ir regioniniu poZiiiriu. Genealoginé samprata ir atmintis —
svarbiis sraigtai, padéj¢ suktis didelio masto socialiniam — politiniam — kultiriniam
mechanizmui, kuriame privilegijuotos visuomenés grupés atstovai stengési gauti kuo geresne
pozicija. Protéviy atmintis ar jy ,,atradimas“, protéviy selekcija pagal tam tikrus asmeniniy
aspiracijy diktuojamus kriterijus, formavo giminés genealoginj portreta, kuris buvo afiSuojamas
bendroje kilmingyjy grupiy portrety galerijoje — visuomenéje. Neretai biologiné giminysté

budavo pakei¢iama legendiniais ar materialiniais analogais, akcentuojami tam tikra ypatybe

30



i$siskiriantys protéviai tam, kad praeitis tarnauty dabarciai ir padéty turéti auksStesnj statusg

ateityje.

Pastaruoju metu visuomeng¢je vél vis aktualesnis tampa genealoginés atminties reiskinys,
kuris perzengia akademinio pasaulio ribas. Savegs, kaip konkreciy giminiy palikuonio
suvokimas, protéviy paieska, saugoma informacija apie juos — vienas i§ daugiasluoksnés
istorinés savimongs iSraiskos klody. D¢l to pasirinktos tyrimo problemos analizé atskleidzia ne
tik XVI-XVIII a. LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés iSsivystymo laipsnj, jos ypatumus,
pasireiSkimo biidg ir funkcijas bendrame LDK ir Europos kontekste, bet ir gali padéti stiprinti

Siuolaikinés Lietuvos visuomenés istorinj bei genealoginj sgmoninguma.

Disertacijos objektas ir naujumas. Sis tyrimas — pirmas bandymas kompleksiskai istirti
jvairaus rango LDK kilmingyjy genealoging savimon¢ remiantis genealoginiy medziy,
genealoginiy schemy ir iliustracijy, proginiy leidiniy, heraldikos ir kt. Saltiniy duomenimis.
Siame darbe pirma karta taip gausiai kaip $altiniai j moksline apyvarta yra jvedami jvairaus
rango LDK kilmingyjy genealoginiai medziai ir genealoginés schemos. Pasirinkta darbo
problematika mazai tyrinéta LDK istoriografijoje. Dazniausiai §ie tyrimai susij¢ su roméniskaja
lietuviy kilmés versija. Remiantis Saltiniuose pateikiamos informacijos désningumais, LDK
kilmingyjy genealoginé savimoné disertacijoje yra tiriama devyniais aspektais, kuriy platus
spektras leidzia kurti i§samesnj $ios savimonés vaizdg. Nors, kaip minéta, istoriografijoje yra
nemazai tyrimy apie lietuviy kilme i§ romény, disertacijoje $is klausimas analizuotas kitu
rakursu, t. y. kaip agnatiniu, sakraliniu, militariniu ir urbanistiniu aspektais konstruojama
legendiné genealogija Lietuvos metraS¢iuose formavo kryptinga LDK kilmingyjy genealoging
savimong, kuri, kintant politinei strukttrai ir veikiant bendraeuropinéms kultiirinéms realijoms,
vystési ir turtejo.

Istoriografijoje, neskaitant trijy monografijy, skirty knygy grafikai, emblemoms ir
mazosioms literatiros formoms, kuriose daznai herbas uzimdavo svarbig vieta, kilmingyjy
heraldikai skirta mazai démesio. Dar re¢iau mokslininkai telké démesj j tai, kaip genealoginé
savimong atsispind¢jo jy heraldikoje, nors herbas, kaip kilmingo asmens Zenklas, ir genealoginis
mastymas apsprendé tuometinio zmogaus tapatybe ir turéjo jtakos jo pozicijos reik§mingumui
visuomenés sociokultiiringje ir politingje gradacijoje. Disertacijoje nubréztos iki Siol dar
istoriografijoje neanalizuotos temos apie skirtingy konfesijy — kataliky ir unity — dvasininky
heraldikos ir jos atskleidZiamos genealoginés savimonés reprezentacijos skirtumy gairés, kurios

padés plétoti Sios srities tyrimus ateityje.
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Disertacijos tikslas. Naudojantis istoriografijoje jau zinomais ir naujais Saltiniy
duomenimis, iSanalizuoti LDK kilmingyjy genealoging savimong ir jos atspindzius heraldikoje
XVI-XVIII a. atsizvelgiant ] jy skirtingg rangg, politines ir visuomenines aspiracijas. IStirti,
kokig jtakg legendiné lietuviy kilmeés i§ romény teorija turéjo diduomenés genealogijai ir
heraldikai ir, kaip minétos legendos turinio paveikta kilmingyjy genealoginé ir heraldiné
manifestacija gal¢jo salygoti kilmingyjy aukstesnio statuso siekimg arba jau esamos padéties

jtvirtinimg visuomenéje.

Disertacijos uzdaviniai:

4. Isanalizuoti LDK kilmingyjy legending genealogija Lietuvos metras¢iuose;

5. Istirti Lietuvos, Lenkijos ir Svedijos archyvuose bei biblioteky specializuotose
rankrasciy, rety spaudiniy ir mikrofilmy skyriuose surinkta XVI-XVIII a. naratyviniy ir
vizualiniy Saltiniy baze, i8skirti LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés savimoneés aspektus, jy
derinius ir daznuma;

6. ISanalizavus nepublikuotus ir jau skelbtus LDK kilmingyjy heraldikos Saltinius, iStirti,
kaip kilmingyjy genealoginé savimoné atsispindéjo jy heraldikoje atsizvelgiant |
mentaliteto skirtumus skirtingomis epochomis, nevienoda kilmingyjy ranga, statusa

visuomengje.

Tyrimo metodai:

Atskleisti disertacijos temos problematikg ir rezultatus padeda keletas metody.
Genealoginis metodas naudojamas analizuojant giminiy genealogija. Vyriskaja ir(ar)
moteriSkaja linija reprezentuojama vertikali ar horizontali giminysté, protéviy, santuoky bei
palikuoniy jvardinimas, jy budai, selekcija ir kitos jvairios ypatybés teikia gana iSsamy LDK
kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés vaizda.

Analizés — sintezés ir hermeneutinis metodai taikomi tyrin¢jant Saltiniuose ir
istoriografijoje randamg informacija ir siekiant i$samiau iSanalizuoti LDK kilmingyjy
genealoging savimong. LDK kilmingyjy genealoginé savimoné yra mentalinés sferos dalis, dél
to ja veiké keletas faktoriy: europinés kultiros tendencijos, vietinés kultiiros ypatumai,
socialiniai, politiniai ir ekonominiai veiksniai.

Analizés metodas persipina su lyginamuoju (komparatyviniu) metodu, kadangi
disertacijoje lyginami ne tik Saltiniuose ir istoriografijoje randami duomenys, bet ir pacios
gimings, jy genealogija, genealoginé¢ savimoné ir heraldika. Tai analizuojama platesniame

europiniame kontekste lyginant LDK kilmingyjy situacija su kity Saliy realijomis.
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Chronologinis metodas taikomas tiriant tas gimines, kuriy heraldika, bégant laikui,
modifikavosi. Taikant §} metodg, geriau atsiskleidzia heraldikos vystymasis ir kaita, sglygota
visuomeng¢je vykusiy kultiiriniy, politiniy procesy. Kai kuriy tyrime panaudoty Saltiniy, turinio
pozilriu itin naudingy analizei, vélyvesnis datavimas, nebepatenkantis | nusibréztas darbo

chronologines ribas, sglygojo retrospektyvinio metodo panaudojima.

Chronologinés ribos. Disertacijos chronologiniy riby pradzia pasirinktas XVI a., kada
tarp LDK kilmingyjy pradéjo stipriau reikstis genealoginé savimoné. Tyrimo chronologiniy riby

pabaiga sutampa su LDK i$nykimu XVIII a. pabaigoje.

Savokos.

Kilmingieji — privilegijuotas, kilme issiskiriantis, visuomenés sluoksnis (kitaip — bajorai).
Didikai — aukstos kilmés, elito atstovai, einantys svarbias pareigas visuomenéje, pasaulietiniai ir
Baznycios dignitoriai.

Genealogija — 1) giminiy kilmés, karty eiliy, atskiry giminés nariy giminystés rysiy
visuma; 2) pagalbinis istorijos mokslas.

Genealogine savimoné — kilmingyjy saviidentifikacija genealoginiu aspektu jy
gyvenamajame laike ir erdvéje bei kilmingyjy Zinios apie savo protévius, $iy ziniy pagalba
konstruojama tapatybé.

Heraldika — 1) kilmingyjy atstovy herby, kaip jy giminés i$skirtiniy zenkly, visuma; 2)
pagalbinis istorijos mokslas.

Disertacijoje, kalbant apie gerai zinomus herbus, kuriy pavadinimy lietuviy kalba rasybos
tradicija jau yra nusistovéjusi, bus vartojami lietuviski pavadinimai, pavyzdZziui, Trys ragai ar

Lapinas. Kiti herbai bus apraSomi nurodant ir jy pavadinima lenky kalba.

Saltiniai. Tyrimui siekta panaudoti jvairaus rango LDK kilmingyjy genealoging savimong
atspindinéius Saltinius, kuriuos pavyko rasti Lietuvos, Lenkijos ir Svedijos archyvuose bei
bibliotekose. Sios tematikos $altiniai juos sauganéiose institucijose labai i$sklaidyti, o kai kada
itin fragmentiski, tad vieno ar kito Saltinio radimas / pasirinkimas buvo gana ribotas. Tuo 1§
dalies galima paaiskinti, kodé¢l tyrimui pasirinktos biitent tokios 115 giminiy (ypa¢ renkant
Zzemesnio rango kilmingyjy genealoging savimone atspindincius Saltinius). DidZioji dalis Saltiniy
datuojami XVII-XVIII a. Bitent Siuo laikotarpiu LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés
raiSka pasieké zenitg, tuo tarpu XVI a. — ji dar buvo formavimosi stadijoje. Atitinkamai Saltiniy
1§ §io Simtmecio turime itin nedaug. Tyrime panaudota maZza dalis ir Siek tiek vélesniy — XIX a.
pirmosios pusés genealoginés savimones Saltiniy, kurie, taikant retrospekcijos metoda, puikiai

atskleidzia kai kuriy giminiy genealoginés atminties sampratg.
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Kalbant apie konkreciy giminiy genealoginés savimongés Saltinius, pastarieji labai skiriasi
kiekybiniu pozituriu. Paprastai diduomenés ar lokalinio elito atstovy genealoging savimoneg
atspindinciy $altiniy yra keli ar keliolika, o Zemesnio rango kilmingyjy — tik vienas ar du. Turint
didesnj vienai giminei priskiriamy Saltiniy skaiCiy, galima susidaryti i§samesnj tos giminés
genealoginés savimonés vaizda. Analizuojant Saltinius, ne kartg susidurta su atveju, kai skirtingi
vienos giminés Saltiniai papildo vienas kitg atskleisdami nevienodus genealoginés savimonés
aspektus.

LDK kilmingyjy genealogijos ir heraldikos Saltiniai gali biiti skirstomi j vizualinius ir
raSytinius. RaSytiniy Saltiniy grupe sudaro: Lietuvos metrasciai, proginiai leidiniai (vestuviy
epitalamijai, panegirikos, laidotuviy pamokslai), senieji herbynai, kilmingumo patvirtinimo
dokumentai, jvairiy su LDK susijusiy dokumenty sgvadai. Lietuvos metraS¢iai pasitarnauja
analizuojant diduomenés genealogine savimone. Ypatingas démesys skiriamas $iy Saltiniy
legendinei daliai, atspindin¢iai LDK kilmingyjy kildinimasi i§ romény ir kryptinga kilmingyjy
genealoginés savimonés formavimg. Puikus kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés atspindys
atskleidziamas jiems skirtuose jvairiuose proginiuose leidiniuose: panegirikose, vestuviy
epitalamijuose, laidotuviy pamoksluose ir pan. Svarbu iSskirti epitalamijus — kilmingyjy vedyby
proga sukurtus spaudiniy tekstus. Pastaryjy tekstiné asis yra jaunyjy genealogijos atskleidimas ir
1SaukStinimas, jaustas i to meto poezijos ir oratorystés, pagristos antikos ir mitologijos geru
i¥manymu, derinj. Siuose 3altiniuose, skirtingai nei genealoginiuose medziuose ir genealoginése
schemose, nerasime (iSskyrus keleta atvejy) apie materialing ar Zemévaldos informacija,
susijusig su kilmingyjy protéviais. Proginiuose leidiniuose pateikiama genealoginé informacija
labiau susijusi su legendiniais, socialiniais, militariniais ir fundaciniais aspektais. Tuo tarpu
vertikalig giminyst¢ atspindintys Saltiniai — informatyviausi, nes jie atskleidzia visus minétus
aspektus.

Toks Saltiniy skirstymas ] vizualinius ir raSytinius yra salyginis, nes kai kurie jy yra
neatsiejami vienas nuo kito. Geriausias to pavyzdys yra herbynai, kuriuose greta autoriy teksto
pateikiamas ir apraSomas herbas, ir jo turétojai. Tq patj galima pasakyti ir apie genealoginius
medzius, kuriuose tiek vizualing, tiek tekstiné informacijos dalys galéty konkuruoti tarpusavyje.
XVII-XVIII a. genealoginiai medziai ir genealoginés schemos bei iliustracijos — vieni
svarbiausiy Siame darbe naudoty Saltiniy, kuriy didZioji dalis dar nebuvo jtraukti ] moksling
apyvarta. Tai itin informatyvi, daugiaaspekté medZziaga tyrimui, atskleidzianti LDK kilmingyjy
genealoginés savimonés esme jvairiais rakursais: socialiniu, kultliriniu, ekonominiu. Kiti
vizualiniai Saltiniai: portretai, proginiy leidiniy iliustracijos — puiki heraldines Zinias teikianti

medZiaga.
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Visi Saltiniai pagal LDK kilmingyjy visuomenin;j statusg gali biiti skirstomi j tris grupes:
didiky, lokalinio elito atstovy ir Zemesnio rango kilmingyjy. Su pastaraisiais susijusi Saltiniy
grupé yra menkiausia. Iki miisy dieny $iy islikusiy dokumenty turime itin mazai, tac¢iau savo
jdomumu ir informatyvumu nenusileidzia kitiems, o kartais juos ir pralenkia.

Visi LDK kilmingyjy genealoginiai ir heraldiniai / sfragistiniai Saltiniai, i$skyrus kelis
visuomenes elito giminiy genealoginius medzius ir kelis herbus / antspaudus, dar néra
publikuoti.

LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés atminties Saltiniai. LDK kilmingyjy genealogija
atspindinCiy Saltiniy analizé atskleidé, kad labai retais atvejais iSrySkéja akivaizdus Saltinio
autoriaus santykis su savo tekstu. Vieng geriausiy pavyzdziy galime rasti LDK virtuvininkui
Stanislovui Vainai skirtame proginiame leidinyje, kuriame jo autorius, kalbédamas apie Vainas,
teigia, kad Sios giminés pradzios liudininkai yra ne tik jo atmintis, bet ir ankstesni amziai.
Genealoginés atminties Saltinius, kurie padéjo islaikyti genealoging informacijg ir formavo
genealogine savimong, galima suskirstyti j kelias grupes:

1) Lietuvos metrasciai,

2) kronikos ir istorijos (Motiejaus Stryjkovskio, Aleksandro Gvaninio, Alberto Vijiko

Kojalavi¢iaus darbai);
3) senieji herbynai (Simono Okolskio, Bartoszo Paprockio, Kasparo Niesieckio, Alberto
Vijiko Kojalaviciaus);

4) teisiniai dokumentai (testamentai, Zzemévaldos pardavimo dokumentai, privilegijos);

5) laiskai ir kiti dokumentai.

Lietuvos metraidiai, o tiksliau Lietuvos ir Zemaitijos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés bei
Bychovco kronikos yra pirmieji LDK diduomenés giminiy genealoginés savimongés S$altiniai,
kuriuose yra kryptingai formuojama valdanciosios dinastijos ir kilmingyjy elito garbinga kilmé
1§ romény patricijy — Palemono ir jo bendraZygiy. Turimos omenyje kilmingyjy elito giminés —
tai AlSéniSkiai, GiedraiCiai, GoStautai, Davainos, Manvydai. Bychovco kronikoje pasakojama,
kad Palemono proproantikio stinui Erdvilai kariniame Zygyje padé¢jo Stulpy herbo ponas
Grumbys, MaSkos herbo — EikSys, o RoZés herbo — GriauZys. Atitinkamai Sie ponai veéliau
susilauk¢ stiny: GoStauto, Davainos ir Manvydo. Taip pat Sioje kronikoje kalbama apie
Dausprungo ir Palemono ainj Romang, kurio du i§ penkiy siiny buvo AlSys ir Giedrys —
kunigaiksc¢iy Alséniskiy ir Giedraiciy legendiniai pradininkai.

Svarby vaidmenj LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés atminties formavimui turéjo Motiejaus
Stryjkovskio, Aleksandro Gvaninio, Alberto Vijiko Kojalavic¢iaus darbai. Pavyzdziui,

Mstislavlio kasStelionienei FElZbietai Magdalenai Oginskytei Puzinienei skirtame 1747 m.
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proginiame leidinyje aukStinami Oginskiy giminés nuopelnai karybos srityje ir iSnasoje,
remiantis Kojalavi¢iumi, pazymima, kad Traky kaStelionas Aleksandras Oginskis triumfavo
Chotino miSyje su turkais.

Proginiuose leidiniuose kaip genealoginés atminties Saltinius gana daznai galima rasti
citatas ar perpasakojimus i§ senyjy herbyny, sudaryty Simono Okolskio, Bartoso Paprockio,
Kasparo Niesieckio ir Alberto Vijiko Kojalaviciaus. ASmenos pavieto izdininkui ir rotmistrui
Tomui Mykolui Cechoviéiui ir Barborai i§ Sulistrovskiy giminés Cechoviienei skirto 1739 m.
proginio leidinio autorius Janas Zrzelskis, bendrai pristatydamas Cechovi¢iy giming, remiasi
biitent vienu i§ minéty herbyny. Jo teigimu, kilmingyjy genealogijy rastininkas Okolskis
apibidina Cechoviius kaip sena, garbinga ir §lovinga gimine, turéjusia valdas Zemaitijoje. J.
Zrzelskis puslapio apacioje net pateikia i§samig nuorodg 1 Simono Okolskio herbyng ,,Orbis
Poloni“, nurodydamas tiksly tomg ir puslapio numerj. Patikrinus $ig informacija, paaiskéja, kad
J. Zrzelskio pateiktos minétos Zinios apie Cechoviéius yra Zodis j Zodj nurasyta citata i§ Simono
Okolskio herbyno. Skiriasi tik kai kuriy zodziy raSyba ir proginio leidinio autorius nebenaudojo
zodzio trumpinimo.

Beveik analogiska atvejj galime rasti kitame, jau anks¢iau minétame 1760 m. proginiame

leidinyje, skirtame Korsakams.

JURKOWSKI, Gabriel.
taski...

NIESIECKI, Kaspar. Herbarz Polski

Morze litosci y

[...] wiedzie¢ nalezy, iz od przyis¢ia | Przodek tego domu przyszedt do Litwy z

Przezacnego z Korsyki, za Swidrygietta ksiazecia, ktory mu

KORSAKOW,

Korsyki Protoplasty

za Swidrigiela Wielkiego | siostre swoje dat w matzenstwo, a w posagu z

Xigzecia Litewskiego, (ktéry mu Siostre | nig wlosci, poczawszy od Gigbokiego, az do

swoja Malzenskim sprzymierzyt zwigzkiem, a
z nig mnogie w posagi Wtos¢i, poczawszy od
Glebokiego na Biatey Rusi, az do Zawotocia
oddat,) szerokie po dzi$§ dzien tego IMIENIA

rozprzestrzeniaig §i¢ Fortuny.

Zawotocia, w wojewddztwie Potockiem 1
Moskiewskich granicach, znajduje si¢ do tych
czas pole nazwane Korsakowe, iz na nim
sami

tylko Korsakowie, zabrawszy

sig,

wojsko Moskiewskie zbili.

Lenteléje sugretinti tekstai, citatos i§ proginio leidinio ir Kasparo Niesieckio herbyno, yra
beveik identiski. Turint omenyje Saltinio sukiirimo datg, t. y. 1760 m., ir herbyno autoriaus
gyvenimo metus (1682—-1744), galima daryti prielaida, kad ne tik Korsaky giminés zodinéje
tradicijoje egzistavo legenda apie kilme 1§ Korsikos, bet $ig tradicija padé¢jo iSlaikyti ir | herbyna

jtrauktas minétas pasakojimas. Lieka tik kol kas neatsakytas klausimas, kas sukiiré¢ §ig teorija:
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patys Korsakai ar heraldikos Zinovai. Neabejotina, kad minima Korsaky legendiné kilmés teorija
atsirado ne anksciau kaip XVII a., nes BartoSo Paprockio 1584 m. iSleistame herbyne galima
rasti tik labai trumpg Korsaky giminés aprasyma, kuriame teigiama, kad $i giminé sena ir Zymi
Zemaitijoje. Jei giminéje jau bty gyvavusi kilmés i§ Korsikos tradicija — mazai tikétina, kad ji
biity neaprasyta herbyne.

Budriky genealoginése schemose rasoma, kad i§ savo dédés Juzefo TomasSeviCiaus
Budriko paveldéjes Budriky valdg, mirdamas, 1709 m. lapkri¢io 7 d. testamentu jg uzrasé savo
seseriai Elzbietai Budrikaitei ir jos vyrui Jonui Rusinui, kurie gyveno tame paciame paviete.
Kalbant apie teisinius dokumentus, tur¢jusius jtakos genealoginés atminties formavimui, galime
prisiminti ankstesniame skyriuje minétg Levcevic¢iy — Nagurskiy XVIII a. genealoginés schema,
kurioje pateikiama informacija, kad Lenkijos karalius ir Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis
Zygimantas Augustas 1551 m. spalio 28 d. privilegija Ambraziejui ir Jonui Levcevi¢iams
suteiké 33 valakus Zzemés, kurig jie valdé per puse, t. y. abu po 16 valaky ir 15 margy.

Vienas reCiausiai minimy genealoginés atminties S$altiniy — laiskai. Michneviciy
genealoginéje schemoje paminétas Saltinis, i§ kurio nustatyta, kokios valdos savininkas buvo
Martyno stinénas, nes raSoma, kad Fronckevicius savo laiSke Dominyka Michnevic¢iy mini kaip
Aukstadvario savininka ir supazindina su dokumentais: ,,Dominik Michniewicz ktorego WW

Frackiewicz Listem swym Tytuluje aktorem Wysokiego Dworu y wyznaie o papierach®.

Istoriografija. Disertacijoje analizuojamos temos istoriografija néra plati, kadangi, kaip
jau minéta, tiek LDK kilmingyjy genealogijos, tiek heraldikos tyrimai dar tik jgauna pagreitj. Be
to, turime déti skirties Zenkla tarp genealogijos ir genealoginés savimonés. Aptariant su
analizuojama tema susijusig istoriografijg, turime pirmiausia i$skirti biitent tuos autorius, kurie
savo darbuose labiau akcentavo ne kilmingyjy genealogija, o genealogine savimong. Pazymétini
Nelés Asadauskienés ir Rimvydo Petrausko darbai, kuriuose démesys skiriamas ir didiky kilmés
klausimams, analizuojama LDK visuomenés elito genealoginé savimoné. Sie tyrimai atspindi
LDK genealoginés savimones formavimosi uzuomazgas ir pagrindinius bruozus.

Pastaraisiais metais vis daZniau sulaukiame LDK kilmingyjy (pavieniy giminiy ar jy
visumos) genealoginés savimonés tyrimy. Vienas naujausiy darby — Rimvydo Petrausko
straipsnis apie genealoginio mastymo prielaidas ir uzuomazgas Lietuvoje XIV-XVI a. viduryje.
Autorius pazymi, kad XV—XVI a. pradzioje LDK diduomenéje iSrySkéjo tendencija akcentuoti
agnating paveldéjimo linija, orientuota ] praeit], o tai sglygojo istorinés ir genealoginés
savimonés gimimas. Vienas svarbesniy tyrimo akcenty — tai, kad Zemévaldos dokumentai,
kuriuose biidavo uzfiksuoti jvairiy karty giminés nariy vardai, formavo kilmingyjy genealogine

savimong. Straipsnyje pateikiamas ir konkretus Krupaviciy giminés pavyzdys, kuris puikiai
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atskleidzia genealoginés atminties bitinybe smulkiosios bajorijos giminei, nuolat
balansuojanciai ties bajorystés praradimu. Genealogija su ,atrastais legendiniais giminés
pradininkais tarnavo kaip valdZios ir Zemévaldos testinumo pagrindimo garantas. Sis Rimvydo
Petrausko darbas vertingas ir tuo, kad jame nepamirStamas svarbus kilmingojo zenklas — herbas.
Daznai norint turéti auksta kilme manifestuojancia genealogija, labiau galima kalbéti ne apie
giminés genealoginés linijos atkiirimg (atmintj), o apie genealogijos konstravimg. Viena i$ tokio
konstravimo galimy prielaidy — giminiy naudoti bendri herbai. Autorius pazymi, kad tiesioginés
genealoginés jungtys biidavo samoningai pamirStamos, jei legendinés galédavo kur kas labiau
pasitarnauti giminés statuso visuomeng¢je iSaugimui. Svarbu atkreipti démesj, kad Siame tyrime
pirmga kartg istoriografijoje konceptualiau iSkeliamas genealoginiy mity autorystés klausimas ir
akcentuojama biutinybé¢ ,,[...] aiSkiai skirti paciy kilmingyjy ir iSsilavinusiy kiiréjy istorine ir
genealogine savimong®. Sis faktas labai svarbus siekiant i3siaidkinti, kokj indélj j savo
genealoginio mito kiirimg jnesé pati giminé, o kokj, pavyzdziui, herbyno autorius. Kaip
disertacijos jvade miné¢jome anksciau, kilmingieji savo giminystés vertikaligja linija
atspindinCiuose Saltiniuose neretai jvardindavo herbyny autorius, kurie apraSydavo vieng ar kita
giminés narj. Vis délto skirtis tarp kilmingyjy ir i$silavinusiy kiiréjy genealoginés savimoneés
labiau aktuali iki mazdaug XVII a., nes XVII-XVIII a. genealoginés fikcijos, kaip realios
genealogijos atitikmuo, tapo jau giliai jsisgmonintu dalyku — ,.elitine tautosaka®, o pirminés
autorystés klausimas uzleido pozicijg legendos turiniui ir funkcijai.

LDK istoriografijai vertingi tyrimai, skirti LDK visuomenés elitui nepriklausiusiy
kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés analizei. Kestutis Gudmantas greta kity klausimy tyrin€jo
vidutiniy bajory ir Zemesniosios grandies pareigiiny tokiy, kaip BeneSas Kryvecas, Grigorijus
Unichovskis, Paulius Daumantas—Siesickis, Jevlasovskis ir Stanislovas Venclovaitis Gruzdys
genealogine savimong. Sis tyrimas svarbus tuo, kad autorius atkreip¢ démesj j pareigy,
konfesijos, klienteliniy rysiy, Bielskio ir Stryjkovskio kroniky, kuriose buvo raginama dométis
protéviy zygiais, skaitymo svarbg genealoginei ir istorinei savimoneli.

Pastaruoju metu Lietuvoje pradéta domeétis auksStesnio ir Zemesnio rango kilmingyjy
genealoginés savimonés panaSumais ir skirtumais. Skirtingo rango kilmingyjy genealoginés
savimongs tyrimai leidZia i§samiau susipazinti su diduomenés ir smulkiosios bajorijos atstovy
genealoginés sampratos ypatumais ir atsakyti ] esminj klausima, kokj lygmenj yra pasiekusi $i
samprata. Kol kas tik vieno — Skarulskiy ir Ciechanovieckiy giminiy — atvejo tyrimas atskleidé,
kad tiek Zemesnio, tiek aukStesnio rango giminiy genealoginé savimoné yra stipri, taciau skiriasi
jos pobudis ir israiska. Si iSvada paskatino i§samesnj ir jvairiapusiskesnj LDK kilmingyjy

genealoginés savimoneés tyrimg Siame darbe.
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LDK istoriografijoje dar nepakankamai tyrinétojy démesio yra sulauk¢ LDK jsikiire
uzsienio kilmingieji, kurie, atvykdami gyventi | Lietuva, jau turéjo susiformavusj mentaliteta,
istoring ir genealoging savivoka bei buvo paveikti savo Salies kultiiros ir tradicijy. Jy s€kmingas
integravimasis ;] LDK visuomeng ir prisitaikymas prie Lietuvoje gyvavusio kultiirinio modelio
yra jdomus reiskinys. Viena vertus, $j procesg supaprastino bendraeuropinés kultiiros esminiy
bruozy egzistavimas Lietuvoje, o, kita vertus, socialiniai bei ekonominiai faktoriai. Pazymeétini
Jono Drungilo darbai apie lenky kilmés bajory etnosocialinj mobiluma. Siy tyrimy kontekste
analizuojami Zemaitijoje jsikiirusiy i§ Lenkijos atvykusiy Zemesnio rango kilmingyjy, ypad
Gruzevskiy, genealoginé savimoné. Kilmingyjy migracijos bangos j LDK analizuojamu
laikotarpiu nebuvo sporadinis, o gana plataus masto socialinis reiSkinys, tur¢jes jtakos
visuomeneés kultiiriniam, ekonominiam gyvenimui. Pastarieji darbai Zymi proverZj §ios srities
tyrimuose ir yra gairés naujiems moksliniams i$Stikiams dirbant LDK kilmingyjy visuomenés
istorijos baruose.

LDK kilmingyjy genealogijos tyrimai glaudziai siejasi su lietuviy kilmeés i§ romény
teorija. Paprastai Siy darby autoriai pagrindinj démesj sutelkia j lietuviy kilmeés mito atsiradimo
ir paplitimo LDK visuomen¢je aspektus, o didiky genealogijai tuo tarpu lieka tik antraeilis
vaidmuo. LDK kilmingyjy kilmés tyrimy problemiSkumg sukelia Saltiniy vélyvumas, o tai
neabejotinai Zymiai sumazina jy patikimumo laipsnj. Nereikia pamirsti, kad tokiuose Saltiniuose
pateikta informacija yra legendinio pobiidzio. Ne vienos diduomenei priklausiusios giminés
kilme galima susieti su roméniSkaja lietuviy kilmés teorija, tad Siy giminiy kilmés klausimai turi
buti nagrinéjami butent platesniame minétos teorijos kontekste. Lietuviy kilmés i§ romény
teorijos problema gana placiai analizuota istoriografijoje. Tarp tyréjy galima paminéti Jang
Jakubowskj, Konstanting AviZonj. Pastarasis pirmasis lietuviskoje istoriografijoje iSsamiau
analizaves lietuviy kilmés 1§ romény teorija. Jis ne tik aptaré Lietuvos metras¢iuose, skirtingy
autoriy darbuose apraSomos teorijos panaSumus ir skirtumus, bet ir kélé klausima, kas buvo §i0s
teorijos autorius, kokios priezastys 1émé jos paplitimg visuomene¢je ir kokig jtaka turéjo LDK
kultiriniam gyvenimui. Véliau klausimas, i§ kur kilo lietuviy tauta, domino ne viena
mokslininkg tiek Lietuvoje, tiek Lenkijoje. I§ jy galima biity paminéti Mecislova Juca bei Jerzy
Suchockj, kurio manymu, lietuviy kilmés 1§ romény mito sukiirimas buvo salygotas antilenkisky
paskaty. Vis délto pagrindinis tyrinétojy démesys buvo nukreiptas j istoriografijoje labiausiai
paplitusiag roméniskaja arba kitaip palemoniSkaja lietuviy kilmés versija, daZzniausiai bandant
atsakyti, kas buvo Sios teorijos autorius, ir kokios buvo jos sukiirimo aplinkybés. Roméniskosios
kilmés teorijos autorystés klausimas istoriografijoje yra traktuojamas gana kontraversiSkai.

Kalbant apie legendos sukiirimo aplinkybes, reikia konstatuoti fakta, kad i§ esmés tyrinétojai, j
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moksling apyvarta jvede tik nedidelius papildymus, kartoja ankstesniy autoriy iSsakytas mintis.
Zinoma, yra i§imé&iy. I§ gana vienaly¢iy tyrimy, analizuojan¢iy minétos legendos sukiirimo
klausimus, originalesniu poziiiriu iSsiskiria Stephen C. Rowell, Eligijaus Railos, o taip pat ir
Gintaro Beresneviciaus, Artiro Vasiliausko bei Rimvydo Petrausko darbai Sia tematika.
Naujausi tyrimai, kuriuose analizuojama legendiné lietuviy kilmé, priklauso Edvardo
GudavicCiaus ir Jano Jurkiewicziaus plunksnai. Edvardas GudaviCius savo straipsnyje
pasakojimo tekstg apie | Lietuvg atvykusj Palemong tiria tarsi archeologas, ieSkantis praeity
amziy pédsaky kulttriniuose Zemés kloduose, giliu istoriniu, literatiiriniu ir semantiniu budu.
Autorius, lygindamas Antikos, Viduramziy bei Renesanso laikotarpio kiirinius su Lietuvos
metras¢iais, atranda analogiSky siuzeto paraleliy ir atsako j klausimg, kokie Saltiniai lémé
Palemono sumanymg. Sis tyrimas dar karta tik kitu aspektu atskleidzia bendraeuropinj LDK
kilmingyjy mentaliteta, gera minéty veikaly iSmanymga ir gebéjima jy turinj ar atskirus siuzetus
pritaikyti savo reikméms. Lietuviy kilmés i§ romény problematikai paskyres visg monografijos
pirma dalj (antra dar turi biiti iSleista) Janas Jurkiewiczius nagrinéja DlugoSo veikalus, Lietuvos
metrascius, o taip pat nemazg démesj skiria Lietuvos kunigaiksciy kilmés pagal maskvéniska
legenda klausimams, taciau jie, kaip ir LDK visuomengje, LDK istoriografijoje, taip ir minimoje
knygoje netapo dominuojanciais. Mokslininko teigimu, $i legenda, pagal kurig Lietuvos didysis
kunigaiks$tis Gediminas buvo Vytenio pavaldinys, yra jdomi kaip nacionalinés istoriografijos ir
kaimyninés tautos vaizdinio susiformavimo pavyzdys. Jano Jurkiewicziaus monografijoje
pabréziama, kad XVI a. LDK kilmingyjy isitikinimas, jog jie esa kile i§ romény, tapo juy
istorinés sgmongs svarbiu elementu tuo labiau, kad protéviy tarp Palemono bendrazygiy ieSkojo
ne tik lietuviy, bet ir rusény bei lenky kilmés LDK kilmingyjy giminés, nepaminétos Lietuvos
metra$¢iy palemoniSkoje istorijoje. Autorius iSsamiai ir konceptualiai nagringja su lietuviy
etnogeneze susijusig istoriografija atsiZvelgdamas } pagrindinius analizuojamuose tyrimuose
keliamus klausimus, t. y. kas ir kada sukiiré lietuviy kilmés i§ romény teorijg, jos politines
(antilenkiskas, antimaskvietiSkas, antirusiSkas, antimonarchines, promonarchines), tautines
funkcijas, bei didiky siekio sustiprinti savo pozicijas prie§ karaliy ir kitus kilminguosius.
Pastaroji funkcija 1§ esmeés irgi yra politine, nes didikai, auk$tindami savo kilme, adekvaciai
pagerindavo savo statusg visuomen¢je. Miisy nuomone, viena vertingiausiy tyrimo daliy —
legendingje Lietuvos metrasciy dalyje minimy asmeny ir viety iSsamus apraSymas bei analizg.
Mokslininkai, tyrinédami lietuviy kilmés i§ romény teorija, daznai minédavo legendinius
Lietuvos kunigaiksciy protévius, kai kuriems skirdavo ir daugiau démesio, t. y. paminédavo, kas
jo tévas, kokj miestg jkiiré¢ ar su kuo ir dél ko kariavo, tac¢iau LDK istoriografijoje nebuvo

nuoseklaus roméniskos teorijos veikéjy tyrimo. Sia istoriografijos spraga Janas Jurkiewiczius
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s¢kmingai uzpildé. Vis délto galima atkreipti démes; | tai, kad autorius savo tyrime neakcentuoja
dviejy jdomiy aspekty, susijusiy su Lietuvos metras¢iuose ypac¢ retai minimomis moterimis bei
pagonybés, katalikybés ir staciatikybés praktiky samplaika legendingje jy dalyje.

Daznai LDK istoriografijoje didelio tyrinétojy démesio sulaukia garsios LDK giminés,
priklausanc¢ios valdanciajai dinastijai, ir kitos, turinCios svarby politinj ir socialinj statusg
visuomengje. YpaC daug moksliniy tyrimy skirta Radvily giminei. Vienas naujausiy ir
1Ssamiausiy darby — Marcelio Antoniewicziaus monografija apie kunigaik$¢iy Radvily kilme ir
genealogija. Naudodamasis gausia S$altiniy baze ir istoriografija, autorius atskleidzia
kunigaiks¢iy genealogijos traktavimo ir genealoginés savimonés manifestavimo ypatumus
skirtingais laikotarpiais. Svarbu pabrézti, kad Siame darbe, skirtingai nei panaSaus pobudzio tik
kuklesniuose uzmojo prasme tyrimuose, atsiskleidzia vienos jtakingiausiy LDK giminiy
genealoginés savimonés (kalbant apie giminés pradininkg) kaita: nuo erelio lizde rasto
Lizdeikos, kunigaiks¢io Erdvilo i§ Palemono giminés, Lietuvos kunigaiks$¢io Radvilos (XVI a.)
iki Lizdeikos tévo Narimanto (XVII a.) ir Julijono Dausprungo i§ Kentauro giminés (XVIII a.).
Autorius tyrime naudoja jau akademinéje visuomenéje puikiai Zinomus Saltinius tokius, kaip
Saliamono Risinskio sudaryta Radvily genealogija, 1742 m. Peterio Bose iSraizytg impozantiska
Radvily genealoginj medj ir kt. bei naujus S$altinius, pavyzdziui, dar nepublikuotg Radvily
genealoginj medj ,Linea mascula illustrissimorum ducum Radziwilt“, kuriame puikiai
atsiskleidzia giminés agnatinés linijos akcentavimas. Vis délto vienas jdomus ir naudingas tokio
pobudzio tyrimui Saltinis liko nepanaudotas. Tai 1666 m. Boguslavo Radvilos kartografo Juzefo
Narunaviciaus-Naronskio stinaus Jono Juzefo Naronskio, kuris nuo 1663 m. iki savo mirties
1672 m. padéjo savo tévui, sudarytas Radvily genealoginis medis. Sis Lietuvos valstybés
istorijos archyve saugomas dokumentas, greiiausiai parengtas biitent Boguslavo Radvilos
uzsakymu. Nors ir apiplySes, vietomis pablukes, yra labai vertingas savo teikiama informacija,
kuri iki Siol nebuvo panaudota mokslingje apyvartoje. 1666 m. genealoginis medis visapusiSkiau
uz kai kuriuos kitus analogiskus Saltinius atskleidzia Radvily genealoging savimoneg, nes jame
atsispindi ne tik giminés legendiniai protéviai, realis kraujo ir giminystés rysSiai,
demonstruojamos turimos aukstos pareigybés ir rangas, bet ir pabréziamas Radvily — kaip
krikS¢ioniSkos giminés statusas. Tai retas atvejis tokio rango didikams LDK. Vis délto §j
pasteb¢jimg paskatino miisy tiriamos problemos pobiudis ir zitiré¢jimas | LDK kilmingyjy
genealoging savimon¢ kitu rakursu. Marcelio Antoniewicziaus monografija neabejotinai
fundamentinis tyrimas LDK istoriografijoje. Kiti autoriai, skirdami maZiau démesio Radvily

genealogijai, savo tyrimy objektais pasirinko Zymiausius giminés atstovus ir jy veiklg. Kaip
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pavyzdzius galima paminéti Henryko Wisnerio ir Raimondos Ragauskienés monografijas apie
Jonusg Radvilg ir Mikalojy Radvilag Rudajj.

Kitos garsios LDK giminés tokios, kaip Kesgailos, Kiskos, Chodkeviciai, Svirskiai irgi
sulauké tyrinétojy démesio. Neretai pamirStamos zemesn¢ padéti uzimancios bajory gimings,
kuriy analizés rezultatai padéty pildyti LDK visuomenés ir kulttiros istorijos tyrimus taip kuriant
platesnj ir iSsamesnj kai kuriy tuometinio kilmingyjy gyvenimo aspekty vaizda. Vis délto
pastaryjy dviejy deSimtmeciy tyrimai rodo, kad tyréjai savo mokslinj zvilgsnj vis dazniau
kreipia ir | Zemesnio rango LDK kilminguosius. Neretai mokslininkai siekia atkurti istoriniais
Saltiniais grindziamg LDK kilmingyjy genealogija, kuri ypac¢ pasitarnauja tiriant kitus su LDK
kilmingyjy istorija susijusius klausimus, taciau kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés tyrimai
daznai lieka antrajame plane.

LDK kilmingyjy heraldika yra viena Lietuvos heraldikos tyrinéjimy sri¢iy, kurios tyrimy
rezultatai labai vertingi norint susidaryti platesnj vaizdg apie LDK kilmingyjy luoma, jo nariy
savitg mentaliteta, genealogija, pareigybes. IS esmés LDK kilmingyjy heraldika neretai tampa
tam tikru laikotarpiu vyravusiy kultiiriniy ir politiniy realijy tiesioginiu atspindziu. LDK
kilmingyjy heraldika Lietuvoje dar néra placiai tyrinéta. Pazymétina, kad didesnis mokslininky
démesys buvo skirtas valdanciosios dinastijos atstovy bei miesty heraldikai ir sfragistikai. Kaip
pavyzdzius galima pateikti Edmundo RimSos darbus: ,,Aleksandro antspaudai — naujas etapas
valstybés sfragistikoje” ir ,,LDK miesty antspaudai®. Tyrinédamas Lietuvos privaciy miesty
herbus, Edmundas Rimsa lakoniskai, bet taikliai aptaré kai kuriy LDK kilmingyjy giminiy
legending kilme. Autorius puikiai jzvelgeé sgsajas tarp legendiniy giminés protéviy — horodliniy
pony ir Gediminai¢iy. Vis délto istoriografijoje galima rasti tik pavienius mokslininky darbus,
nagrinéjancius atskiry kilmingyjy heraldikos ypatumus.

Nepamainomi tyrimai LDK kilmingyjy heraldikos tyrinétojams — Jolitos Liskevicienés ir
Eglés Patiejiinienés monografijos. Jose mokslininkés skirtingais aspektais analizavo jvairios
tematikos ir paskirties senuosius Lietuvos spaudinius siekdamos istirti knygy grafika ir mazasias
literatiros formas. Svarbig vieta tyrimuose uzémé LDK kilmingyjy heraldika. Nors autorés
pagrindinj démesj sutelké i dailétyros ir literatiiros analizés aspektus, Siose monografijose herbas
ir herbiné poezija susvyti kaip daugiareikSmiai simboliai, galintys manifestuoti LDK kilmingyjy
kilme, ranga, pareigybes bei nuopelnus karyboje. Svarbu akcentuoti didel;j iki tol mazai Zinomy
ju knygose publikuoty Saltiniy kiekj.

Siam tyrimui svarbi buvo ir uZsienio $aliy istoriografija. SusipaZinimas su uZsienio
mokslininky genealoginés savimonés tyrimy metodais ir rezultatais suteiké ne tik idéjy LDK

kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés analizei, bet ir atvéré galimybe Lietuvos situacija jvertinti

42



placiame Europos kontekste. Vakary Europos istoriografijoje genealogija ir genealoginés
savimongés problema gvildenama gausiai ir iSsamiai. Didzioji dalis tyrimy glaudziai siejasi su
kilmingyjy legendine kilme i§ Trojos, reciau — i§ antgamtinio kilmingos moters rysio su laukiniu
zvérimi (paprastai su lokiu ar vilku). Neskaitant eilés straipsniy, galima i$skirti per pastaraji
desimtmet] iSleistas knygas, skirtas brity ir pranctizy kilmingyjy genealoginés savimoneés
Viduramziais problematikai. IS jy detaliau aptarsime Colette Beaune monografijg, kurioje
analizuojami Pranciizijos mitai ir simboliai, ir ypatingas démesys skiriamas genealogijos, kaip
kilmingyjy kolektyvinés savimonés reiskinio, iSrySkinimui, jo, kaip politinio kozirio Europos
politikos arenoje, analizei. Autorés Trojos mito tyrimo rezultaty schemg labai lengva sugretinti
su lietuviskaja lietuviy kilmés i§ Palemono teorija, nes $altiniuose rasta informacija atskleidzia
analogiSkus kilmés versijos iSraiSkos ir funkcijy principus turint omenyje aukSto rango
kilmingyjy bégima i§ antikinio miesto, jy keliavimg | naujas zemes bei naujy miesty / valstybiy
jkiirima ir tapima naujos valstybés kilmingyjy garbingais protéviais. Sioje monografijoje taip pat
iSrySkinami pranciizy tautos iSskirtinumo bei atskirumo nuo kity tauty ir lingvistinis bei
kodifikaciniai aspektai, kurie LDK istoriografijoje yra beveik nenagring¢jami. Tiek pranciizy
kalba, kuriai kartais buvo priskiriama helenistiné kilmé, tiek Salijy teisynas, kuris, pranciizy
kronikininko ir istoriko Jean Juvénal des Ursins (1388-1473) teigimu, atsirado trojény déka
buvo veiksniai, saglygoje Pranciizijos virSenybe pries kitas tautas. Svarbu paZymeéti ir Anthony F.
D‘Ellia monografija apie vedybas renesansiniuose italy dvaruose. Autorius nemazg démesj
sutelkia j humanisty Siy iSkilmiy proga sukurtus epitalamijus, kuriais buvo iSaukstinama jaunyjy
kilmeé, teis¢ | turimg arba siekiamg auksStesnj statusg. Jdomu atkreipti démes;j | dar vieng tyrima,
kuris 1§ dalies susiSaukia su jau aptartais Rimvydo Petrausko ir Jono Drungilo tyrimais,
atitinkamai apie Zemévaldos svarbg genealoginés savimonés formavimesi ir j LDK imigravusiy
kilmingyjy integracija. Sis tyrimas, kuriame be tradiciniais laikomy analizés ir sintezés metody,
yra naudojamas ir Deoksiribonukleoriigsties (DNR) analizés metodas, tai Suomijos tyrinétojo
M. Sjostrom darbas apie dviejy seniausiy Suomijos giminiy, kuriy ankstyviausias Saltiniuose
uzfiksuotas protévis klestéjo XIV a., genealogija ir genealoging savimong XV—-XVI a. Autorius,
naudodamasis Zemés paveldéjimo dokumentais, rekonstruoja genealogija, kartu analizuodamas
ir Siose giminése egzistavusig kilmés legenda bei kilmingyjy genealoginés atminties stipruma.
M. Sj6strom pabrézia, kad dvary savininky genealoginé atmintis biidavo gera, t. y. aprépdavo
penkias — astuonias kartas, nes kartas nuo karto, sudarant naujus su zeme susijusius sandorius,
tekdavo prisiminti savo protévius, i§ kuriy budavo paveldétas turtas. Taip pat darbe atkreipiamas
démesys ] tai, kad Danijos karaliaus vasalas, XV a. viduryje, atvykes | Suomijg, giminiavosi su

aukstesnio rango vietiniy kilmingyjy giminémis taip uzsitikrindamas solidy statusg visuomeneéje.
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Lyginant LDK ir uzsienio Saliy, ypatingai Vakary Europos, istoriografija, galima teigti,

kad nors kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés tyrimy metodologija ir aspektai didzigja dalimi yra

panasis, taCiau Vakary istoriografija Siuo klausimu yra kur kas labiau iSplétota. IS dalies tai

lémé ir politiniy situacijy skirtumas pra¢jusiame Simtmetyje, o taip pat ir turima nepalyginamai

gausesné Saltiniy bazé. Atlikus palyginamaja istoriografing analize, paaiskéjo, kad tiek LDK

problematikg tiriantys mokslininkai, tiek kity Saliy tyréjai, nagrin¢jantys genealoginés atminties

klausimus, naudojosi metrasciais, kronikomis, genealoginiais medziais ir schemomis, bei

proginiais leidiniais.

Disertacijos ginamieji teiginiai:
LDK kilmingyjy genealogin¢ savimon¢ XVI-XVIII a. buvo bendracuropinés
kolektyvinés savimonés atspindys su tam tikrais regioniniais ypatumais, kurj salygojo
kilmingyjy aukstos kilmes kultas ir statusui naudingy giminystés rysiy poreikis.
LDK kilmingyjy genealoginé savimoné XVI-XVIII a. grindziama legendiniu, sakraliniu,
agnatiniu / kalavijo, kalavijo ir verpstés, rango / pareigybiniu, konfesiniu, militariniu,
materialiniu / zemévaldos ir fundaciniu aspektais. Skirtingoms giminéms biidinga
skirtingais $iy aspekty deriniais salygota genealoginé saviidentifikacija.
Stipri genealoginé savimon¢ buvo biidinga jvairaus rango LDK kilmingiesiems.
Giminiy kilmés legendy autorysté¢ nezinoma, taciau | herbynus jtraukti giminés
legendiniy protéviy apraSymai stiprino giminés legending genealoging savimong.
Didikai savo kilme tiesiogiai siejo su legendiniais i Lietuva atkeliavusiais romény
patricijais ar jtakingomis uzsienio giminémis, o Zemesnio rango kilmingyjy legendiniai
protéviai biidavo ,,atrandami‘ asmenvardZiy ir jvairiy vietoviy pavadinimy lingvistiniy
panaSumuy, kity kalbos ypatybiy ar tokios pacios naudotos heraldikos déka.
Dazniausiai LDK kilmingieji savo genealoging savimong grindé vyriskos ir moteriskos
linijjos asmeny svarba, turimo rango ir pareigybiy principu, giminystés rySiais su
legendiniais ar realiais pasiZyméjusiais protéviais, o taip pat bendra zemévalda / turtine
1Sraiska.
Genealoginés savimonés materialinis / Zemévaldos aspektas buvo bidingas tiek
diduomenes, tiek smulkiosios bajorijos atstovams, taciau giminés nariy atmintis, susijusi
su turtine informacija, kur kas daZzniau atsispindi Zemesnio rango kilmingyjy
genealoginiuose Saltiniuose.
Plataus spektro genealoginé savimon¢ labiau biidinga i§ uZsienio atvykusioms giminéms.
Tai gali buti aiSkinama trejopai: gimtinéje egzistavusia gilesne genealogine tradicija,

stipria konsolidacija imigravusios giminés nariy tarpe ir naujy rysiy plétimu.
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9. IS su roméniskaja lietuviy kilmés teorija siejamas Kentauro herbas LDK kilmingyjy
savivokai turéjo ypatingg vaidmenj kaip buvusios legendinés valdanciosios dinastijos
zenklas. Hipocentauro ir Rozés herbai iSskirtinai buvo svarbiis Alséniskiy, Giedraiiy
genealoginei savimonei, o Kentauras ir Stulpai / Kolona — kai kuriy Sapiegy atstovy
saviidentifikacijai XVIII a.

Disertacijos struktiira. Disertacijg sudaro: jvadas, dvi dalys, iSvados, santrumpy,
iliustracijy, Saltiniy ir literatiiros sgrasai bei priedai.

Darbo struktira suformuota ne chronologiniu ir ne atskiry LDK kilmingyjy giminiy
genealoginés savimonés analizés paeiliniu iSdéstymo pagrindu, o probleminiu principu. Pirmoji
dalis skirta LDK kilmingyjy genecaloginés savimonés XVI-XVIII a. tyrimui, o antroji — Sios
savimones atspindziy heraldikoje analizei.

Pirmaja disertacijos dalj sudaro keturi skyriai. Siekiant LDK kilmingyjy genealogine
savimone¢ analizuoti bendraeuropiniame kontekste, juose glaustai pristatoma genealogijos
reikSmeé Antikos laikais, genealoginiy mity genezé¢ Viduramziais, ypatingas démesys teikiamas
LDK kilmingyjy legendinés genealogijos Lietuvos metrai¢iuose aspektams. Sioje dalyje
pristatomas genealoginio medzio — vieno svarbiausiy kilmingyjy genealogijos Saltinio
susiformavimas Europoje, funkcijos ir ypatumai, trumpai apzvelgiama LDK kilmingyjy
vizualiniy S$altiniy ikonografija bei turinys. Kertin¢ pirmosios disertacijos dalies aSis — 120
iStirty LDK kilmingyjy giminiy genealoginés savimonés ir iSskirty devyniy genealoginés
savimonés aspekty analizé.

Antrojoje disertacijos dalyje genealoginés savimonés poziliriu analizuojama LDK
kilmingyjy heraldika. Penkiuose skyriuose tiriama, kaip per herbus, jy puoSyba, jungtiniy herby
sudarymo principus atsispindi LDK kilmingyjy genealogin¢ savimone, giminystés rysiy
manifestacija. Analizuojami su roméniskaja lietuviy kilmés teorija susij¢ herbai pagrindinj
démes;j skiriant Kentauro herbo problematikai. Siame skyriuje taip pat tiriami kataliky ir unity
dvasininky herbai, kuriy analizé leidzia ne tik geriau susipaZinti su BaZnycios atstovy heraldika,
bet ir iSsamiau suvokti dviejy skirtingy konfesijy kilmingyjy genealoginés savimoneés

reprezentacija.

ISVADOS

1. Skirtingose Europos Salyse egzistavo jvairts kilmés mitai, kurie atliko ta pacia funkcija —
legitimavo valdanciosios dinastijos ar atskiry kilmingyjy giminiy statusa, paremta jtaka ir

fakting valdzig. Antikinés kilmés propagavimas ilgainiui tapo europinés genealoginés
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savimones bruozu. Lietuvos metras¢iuose agnatiniu, sakraliniu, militariniu ir urbanistiniu
aspektais kryptingai formuojama genealoginé savimoné kiré pamatus kilmingyjy statuso
jtvirtinimui, genealoginés atminties vystymuisi ir kultiirinei, socialinei propagandai.

LDK kilmingyjy vizualiniy ir raSytiniy genealogijos Saltiniy tyrimas atskleidé Siuose
Saltiniuose pateikiamos informacijos désningumus. Tai leido iSskirti devynis genealoginés
savimonés aspektus, kurie jvardinti sglyginiais, nusakanciais esmin¢ to genealoginés
savimonés aspekto ypatybe, pavadinimais: legendinj, sakralinj, agnatinj / kalavijo, kalavijo
ir verpstés, rango / pareigybinj, konfesinj, militarinj, materialinj / Zemévaldos ir fundacin;.
LDK kilmingiesiems biidinga kompleksiné genealoginé savimong, t. y. pastebimas dviejy —
septyniy iSskirty genealoginiy aspekty derinys. Stipri genealoginé savimoné nebuvo vien
didiky skiriamasis bruoZzas, nes platus genealoginés savimonés aspekty derinys biidingas
jvairaus rango giminéms. Tai rodo tarp LDK kilmingyjy XVI-XVIII a. egzistavus
genealogine savimone, kuri galéjo pasitarnauti jtvirtinant socialinj statusg visuomengéje.
Penkiy — Sesiy genealoginés savimonges aspekty derinys budingas palyginti mazai grupei
LDK kilmingyjy: Beinaravic¢iams, Bialozorams, Denhofams, Jelenskiams, Kaributams
Visniovieckiams, Karpiams, Kisieliams, Korvinams Gosievskiams, Oginskiams,
Podbereskiams, Riomeriams, Sapiegoms, Slugkoms, Sveikauskams ir Zenavi¢iams. Tuo
tarpu Pacai — vienintelé LDK kilmingyjy giminé, kuriai budingi septyni genealoginés
savimones aspektai. Nemaza dalis $iy giminiy buvo atvykéliai § LDK. Turint omenyje, kad
ju tévynése tarp kilmingyjy egzistavo ryski genealoginés atminties samprata, yra didelé
tikimybe, kad Sios giminés, atvykdamos ; LDK, jau turéjo suformuota genealoging
savimong, kuri naujoje Salyje galéjo toliau biiti plétojama. | LDK imigravusioms giminéms
buvo biitina stipri konsolidacija giminés nariy tarpe ir naujy rysiy plétimas. Sie faktoriai
tur¢jo stiprinti genealoging savimoneg.

[Ssamesnés informacijos apie kai kurias LDK kilmingyjy gimines XVIII a. herbynuose ir
legendinés kilmés manifestacijos proginiuose leidiniuose atsiradimas, galéjo salygoti stiprig
legendine kilme grindZiama kilmingyjy savivoka. Daznai sunku pasakyti, kas buvo LDK
kilmingyjy legendinés kilmés teorijy autoriai: ar patys kilmingieji, Zodinés tradicijos biidu
formuojantys giminés genealogine savimong, ar heraldikos Zinovai, suformave nauja
genealogin] giminés pasakojima. Vis délto genealoginiai Saltiniai liudija, kad j herbynus
jtraukti apraSymai apie jy legendinius protévius, padé¢jo sustiprinti, iSlaikyti ir tam tikra
prasme ,,legitimuoti“ giminés legending genealoging savimong.

Tyrimo rezultatai iSrySkino tendencijg, kad didiky giminés save kildino i§ Lietuvos

metraS¢iuose aprasyto Palemono ir jo bendrazygiy i§ Romos arba siejo save su jtakinga
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uzsienio kilmingyjy gimine. Zemesnio rango giminés protéviy ,.ieSkojo” remdamiesi
lingvistiniais savo asmenvardziy ir uZsienio valstybiy, miesty, vietoviy pavadinimy
panaSumais ar kitomis kalbos ypatybémis. Denhofy giminés atvejis parodé, kad legendiné
ir sakraliné genealoginé savimoné galé¢jo biiti grindziama tokia pacia naudota heraldika.
Siuo atveju bendras herbas tarsi pakeit¢ neegzistuojantj kraujo rysj ir tapo salyga
giminystei.

Vakary Europos istoriografijos, skirtos kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés problematikai,
analizé parodé¢, kad kilmingieji, reprezentuodami savo statusg, didesnj démesj kreipé |
legending kilme ir rangg bei giminyste su Sventaisiais ar palaimintaisiais. Tuo tarpu LDK
kilmingyjy manifestacijai didele reikSme turé¢jo Zymaus kario ar karvedzio reputacija,
zemévalda ir materialinis statusas. Pastarieji du ypatingai aktualiis buvo Zemesnio rango
kilmingyjy giminéms. LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés reprezentavime mazesnj
vaidmenj] turéjo konfesinis ir fundacinis aspektai. I$ dalies tai galima paaiskinti sudétinga
konfesings situacijos kaita LDK visuomen¢je bei tuo, kad fundacing veikla gal¢jo vykdyti
tik turtingos, elitui priklausancios, gimings.

LDK kilmingyjy herbai — daugiareikSmiai simboliai, iSskiriantys jy turétojus kaip
kilmingus asmenis, o taip pat galintys demonstruoti giminystés rySius ar atspindéti
legending kilme. Herby puoSyba, t. y. jvairios insignijos, rango skiriamieji zenklai, Salmo
papuosalai, mantijos ir skydininkai bei herbiné poezija padeda atskleisti kilmingyjy
genealoginés savimonés legendinj, sakralinj, rango / pareigybinj ir militarinj aspektus.

Kaip ir platesnis genealoginés savimoneés aspekty spektras vyrauja ;| LDK imigravusiy
giminiy tarpe, taip ir i§ kity Saliy } LDK atvykusiems kilmingiesiems, neskaitant LDK
diduomenés ir lokalinio elito, biidingas herby vaizdavimas genealoginiuose medZiuose ir
schemose. Tai galima paaiskinti tuo, kad Vidurio Europos valstybése egzistavo gilesnés
heraldikos tradicijos. LDK diduomenei ir lokaliniam elitui priklausiusios giminés heraldika,
kaip genealoginés savimones iSraiSkos biida, gal¢jo sparCiau adaptuoti dél daznesniy
kultiiriniy kontakty su Vidurio ir Vakary Europos giminémis, dél savo geresnés
materialinés padéties — galimybés tinkamai atsilyginti herby dailininkams ir raizytojams bei
Jjuy genealogija atspindiniy Saltiniy orientavimo ] prestizo, o ne turimos Zemévaldos
manifestacijg, kuri labiau budinga Zemesnio rango giminéms.

Su lietuviy kilmés i§ romény teorija tiesiogiai susij¢ keturi herbai: Meska, Stulpai /
Kolonos, Roz¢ ir Kentauras. MeSkos herbo paminéjimas iSliko tik jo atsiradimo Lietuvoje,
t. y. legendinio Palemono bendrazygio Ursino, naudojusio Meskos herba, atvykimo

apraSymo lygmenyje. Stulpai / Kolonos kartu su Kentauru ir savo giminés tradiciniais
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

zenklais XVIII a. naudoti Sapiegy heraldikoje. Rozés herbas buvo svarbus Giedrai¢iy
giminés genealoginéje savimongje, o Kentauro herbui LDK visuomenéje teko ypatingas
vaidmuo.

Kentauras, o véliau Hipocentauras kaip herbas, turi dvi semantines prasmes. Viena i$ jy —
tai Lietuvos Didziosios Kunigaikstystés kilmingyjy samonéje egzistavusi, plétota, jau
Lietuvos metrasc¢iuose uzfiksuota legendiné Kentauro, kaip Lietuvos DidZiosios
Kunigaikstystés garsiy kunigaikstiSky giminiy protéviy 1§ Romos, jy adoruojamos senos
kilmés iSraiska. Kita vertus, Sis herbas atliko realig funkcija — buvo kilmingy asmeny
skiriamasis Zenklas, iSreiSkiantis jy turétojy asmenines aspiracijas. Hipocentaura, kaip
giminés herbg naudojo penkios LDK kilmingyjy gimings, ta¢iau zymiai plac¢iau LDK
kilmingyjy heraldikoje jis iSplito per jungtinius herbus.

Rozés herbas, nors ir liko antraeilis, taciau kai kuriy Giedrai¢iy heraldikoje jam skiriamas
ypatingas démesys. Keturlapés, o ne sulenkintos penkialapés Rozés (herbas Poraj)
naudojimas Zemaitijos vyskupo Stepono Jono Giedrai¢io herbe kartu su Hipocentauru ir jos
iSauksStinimas 1764 m. panegirikos tekste suponuoja mintj, kad tai yra atsigrezimas j iki
XVI a. pirmosios pusés gyvenusiy GiedraiCiy atstovus. Kaip rodo sfragistikos Saltiniy
analizé, biitent jie savo herbuose naudojo keturlape Roze. Rozés iSaukstinimas gali buti ir
heraldinés tradicijos sgsaja grindziamos genealoginés savimongés atspindys, orientuotas i
giminystés su auksto rango BaZznycios dignitoriumi Merkeliu Giedrai¢iu atmintj.

Kai kuriy LDK kilmingyjy jungtiniy herby tyrimo rezultatai leidzia teigti, kad kilmingieji,
siekdami manifestuoti savo statusg, nesilaikydavo tuo metu egzistavusiy jungtiniy herby
jungimo taisykliy ir atlikdavo juose herby rokiruotes — i svarbesnj lauka jdédavo tos
giminés, su kuria norédavo pabrézti rysj, herba.

XVII a. Sapiegy jungtiniai herbai ypa¢ iSsiskiria i§ bendro LDK kilmingyjy heraldikos
konteksto, nes jy daugialaukiuose skyduose vaizduoti keli su roméniska lietuviy kilmés
teorijja susij¢ herbai. Tokia heraldine iSraiSka demonstruojamas itin rySkus Sapiegy
genealoginés savimones legendinis aspektas.

XVII a. kataliky ir unity dvasininky heraldika atspindi skirtinga genealoginés savimonés
demonstravimg. Skirtingai nei katalikai, unity dvasininkai savo jungtiniais herbais dazniau
manifestuodavo giminystés rysius. Kataliky dvasininkai paprastai naudodavo tik i§ tévo
paveldéta herba. Tokj nuosaiky heraldikos naudojima léme faktoriai gal¢jo buti du:
KatalikiSkos reformos, skatinusios dvasininky kukluma, padariniai ir kataliky baznycios

dignitoriy kilme 1§ garsiy Seimy LDK visuomeng¢je. Unity vyskupai nebuvo kile i§ LDK
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15.

visuomeneés elitui priklausiusiy giminiy, tod¢l jiems aktualesnis buvo giminystes rysiy
demonstravimas jungtiniuose herbuose.

Atliktas LDK kilmingyjy genealoginés savimonés ir jos atspindziy heraldikoje XVI-XVIII
a. tyrimas, leidzia iSskirti penkias genealoginés atminties Saltiniy grupes: 1) Lietuvos
metra$cius; 2) kronikas ir istorijas (Motiejaus Stryjkowskio, Aleksandro Gvaninio, Alberto
Vijiko Kojalavi¢iaus darbai); 3) senuosius herbynus (Simono Okolskio, Bartoszo
Paprockio, Kasparo Niesieckio, Alberto Vijuko Kojalavic¢iaus); 4) teisinius dokumentus
(testamentai, zemévaldos pardavimo dokumentai, privilegijos); 5) kitus dokumentus
(laiskai). Sie genealoginés atminties Zaltiniai padéjo islaikyti LDK kilmingyjy atmintyje

genealogine informacijg ir formavo jy genealoging savimong.
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