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The Topic

Despite the early episodes related to foreign policy in the 13th and early-14th
centuries, the beginning of the development of written culture in the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania (GDL) can be considered the 1370s and 1380s. At this time foreign policy
came to be ever more often managed with documentation of various types and natures,
and documents started to be used in internal life. The Gediminids who governed certain
Ruthenian regions in the 1370s began issuing written privileges to their subordinates,
and starting in the 1380s private documents are also found. Written culture in the internal
life of the GDL changed significantly after the country’s Christianization in 1387.
Written documents spread the fastest in the ruler‘s manor and the Church (the offices of
the bishops of Vilnius and Luck, and the Franciscan and Dominican orders).
Historiography records that the office of the Grand Duke Vytautas became one of the
centres from which the culture of written documents and written text began to spread to
society, and the spread of literacy changed society, its legal, political and economic
culture, also encouraging manifestations of creativity. One of the most important
moments in GDL society, when written documents became a guarantor of rights that had
been granted, was the granting by the Polish King and Lithuanian Grand Duke Jogaila in
1387 of privileges to Lithuania’s Catholic noblemen, to the diocese of Vilnius and to the
town of Vilnius. The diffusion of written culture took place throughout the entire 15th
century. Written documents were drawn up not only within the ruler’s estate or
ecclesiastical institutions, but also among dukes, gentry, less wealthy noblemen and
townspeople. From the beginning of the 15th century, the use of documents in internal
life intensified. The Grand Duke of Lithuania started regularly giving written privileges
to noblemen, churches, towns and separate principalities, court proceedings started to be
written, and eventually the Lithuanian Metrica started to be written. The overall level of
literacy in society increased in the 15th century, with increasing numbers of literate
people. Noblemen more and more often managed public and personal affairs through
letters, supplications of the gentry reached the Roman Pontiff. However, a greater part of
society used documents only for everyday transactions. It was in this context that private
documents appeared, made by literate persons of various status and education. The

private document was an important part of the multifaceted nature of written culture. In



order to properly understand it, an understanding is first of all needed of private
documents’ place, functional circumstances in the society of the time, trends of
diffussion and the development of their form (formular). The reception of written culture
based on both Latin and Byzantine traditions is characteristic of the GDL. Thus there is a
need for more detailed research of the interaction between the formulars of the two
documentary traditions and their influence on each other. This dissertation examines the
genesis and early development of private documents. In this way, it should contribute to
a better understanding of written juridical culture in the 15th and early 16th centuries,
revealing the cultural complexity of the GDL in terms of the coexistence of the Latin and

Ruthenian juridical systems.
Object of Research

Private documents are documents related to the private (civil) legal sphere issued by
dukes, gentry, less wealthy noblemen, townspeople and peasants. According to their
purpose, private documents are divided into these types: foundations and donations,
testaments, sales, exchanges, pledges, bestowals, debt notes and others. Documents
issued by third parties, such as court judgements, decrees and complaints, are not
regarded as private. Documents’ form (formular) and authentication measures differed in
the Latin, Ruthenian and Polish written cultures. The dissertation’s research object is the
document, i.e. the original document, which had a dispositive function. The study
analyses sources which are extant in different forms: originals, copies, duplicates,
records, transumpts and registers. Other forms are used to the extent that they provide
information about the original document: issuer/recipient, formular, sealing details,

materials and so on.

Chronology

The time period covered by the study runs from the late 14th century to the early
16th century (1529). The first-known private documents of two different traditions
(Ruthenian and Latin) date to the end of the 14th century — hence the start of the time
period. The earliest Ruthenian documents are dated 1385 (a bestowal of landholdings)
and 1384/1398 (an exchange of landholdings). The earliest Latin document was written
in 1387 (a donation). The study comes to an end with the First Lithuania Statute (1529).
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Although relatively little attention is given in the Statute to private documents, it should

be seen as certain milestone in the role of documents in the GDL.

Aim and Objectives

The aim of the research is to investigate the functioning and features of the

development of private documents of the GDL from the end of the 14th to the beginning

of the 16th century (1529). To this end, the objectives of the research are:

1.

To analyze the main terms in diplomatics —document, act, private document— and
to define a framework for their clearer use.

To determine the circumstances of the origin of private documents at the end of
the 14th century and the factors which subsequently influenced the development
of documents up to the First Lithuanian Statute (1529).

To determine the most common types of private documents, materials, places of
issue, issuers and recipients.

On the basis of court practices in the 15th and early 16th centuries, to determine
the peculiarities of the validity of the private document and the spread of its legal
importance in the GDL.

To examine authentication measures used from the late 14th to the early 16th
century: sealing, witnesses (testatio), subscriptio and signature of issuer.

Through analysis of the formular, to clarify the nature of the development and
evolution of the private document.

To establish the characteristics of the coexistence of the Latin and Ruthenian

document traditions.

Methods of Research

The most usable method in the study is diplomatics research method - analysis of

document's form (formular). Also there are used analytical and comparative methods.

Comparative method is applied to deal with definition of private document and compare

tendencies of private document development in other countries. Statistical method was

used to systematize disposable information. The part of information, which was obtained

during the research, is systematized by showing it in the maps.



Literature Review

Private documents™ studies are not a new topic in foreign historiography. Historians
have started to discuss about private documents and distinguished them from the public
ones in the nineteenth century. German and French specialists of diplomatics have laid
the foundations for such studies (H. Brunner?, J. Ficker?, R. Rosenmund?, O. Posse?, A.
de Bouard®), also were analyzed tendencies of medieval ,,pragmatic literacy* (H.
Keller®). Studies of evolution and implications of separate parts of document's formular
particularly increased since the middle of the twentieth century. These issues were
discussed by German, French, Polish, Russian historians. For example, H. Fichtenau
could be considered as pioneer of arenga studies. Other historians followed and poderet
topic (K. H. Ullrich, W. Z6lner, N. Damsholt, J. Avril, Z. Perzanowski, A. Adamska, P.
Chojnacki ir kt.)” Private documents™ research in Russia was characterized by intense
debate on the issue of documents™ origin in the Kievan Rus. The pioneer of this
discussion can be considered A. Stanislavskij, later went into details S. Valké M.
Tichomirov® and other historians (A. Kopanev?, V. Janint!, J. Aleksejev?, M.
Sverdlov®®). Russian diplomatic was widely studied in different aspects by A. Lapo-

Danilevskij!4, S. Kastanov'®, A. Kononenko'®, L. lvina’, V. Andrejev*® and others*®.

1 Brunner H., Zur Rechtsgeschichte der romischen und germanischen Urkunden, Berlin, 1880.

2 Ficker J., Beitrage zur Urkundenlehre, I-11, Insbruck, 1877-1878.

3 Rosenmund R., Die Fortschritte der Doplomatik seit Mabillon, Miinchen und Leipzig, 1897.

4 Posse O, Die Lehre von den Privaturkunden, Liepzig, 1887.

> De Bolard A., Manuel de diplomatique francaise et pontificale, t. | (Diplomatique generale), Paris, 1929; t.1I
(L acte prive), Paris, 1948.

¢ Keller H., Grubmiiller K., Staubach N., Pragmatische Schriftlichkeit im Mittelalter. Erscheinungsformen und
Entwicklungsstufen (MUnstersche Mittelalter-Schriften 65), Minchen, 1992.

7 Historiography of ,,arenga“ studies view: Adamska A., Arengi w dokumentach Wiadystawa Lokietka: formy i
funkcje, Krakdéw, 1999, s. 14-15.

8 Tlamesx B. M., IlpoGiembl aumiuoMaruku wactHoro akra B Tpyaax C. H. Banka, Bcnomozamenvhbie
Hcemopuueckue Jucyunaunor, 1978, o, 10, ¢. 55-70; Bank C. H., Uszopanusvie mpyovl no ucmopuoepagpuu u
ucmoynurxosedenuro. Hayunoe nacireoue, Canxr-Ilerepoypr, 2000.

® Tuxomupos M. H., O yactusix aktax B [pesHeii Pycu, Hemopuueckue sanucku, 1945, 1. 17.

10 Komamex A. WM., JlumuiomMartvka IO3€MENbHBIX AKTOB JABUHCKUX KpecThsin XVI B., Bcnomozamenvhvie
Hcmopuueckue /ucyunaunor, 1974, Boim. 6, c. 142-161.

1 Juun B. JI., Hoszopoockue ammeor XII-XV 66. Xpononozuueckuii kommenmapuii, Mocksa, 1991; Saun B. JL.,
Axmosvie nevamu /[peeneii Pycu X-XV 66., T. 1, Mocksa, 1970.

12 Anekceen 10. T., YacTHblii 3eMenbHBI aKT CpeqHEBEKOBOM Pycu, Bcnomozamenvnvie Hemopuueckue
Jucyunauner, 1974, Bem. 6, €. 125-141; Anexcees 1O. I'., IIckoBckue xymane XIV - XV BB., Bcnomozamenvhbie
Hemopuueckue Jueyunaunot, 1976, 1. 7, €. 126-147.

13 Ceepmnos M. B., [lpeBuepycckuii akt X — X1V BB., Bcnomozamensuvie Mcmopuueckue Jucyunaunel, T. 8, 1976,
c. 50-69.

18 Tanmo-JTanunesckuii A. C., Ouepk pycckoti ouniomamuku yacmuwix akmoe, 1920 (2-e uzpanune CII6, 2007).
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In Lithuania such studies have started later. The first was K. Jablonskis, who
comprehensively studied private documents in the GDL, analyzed their form (formular)
and presented its tendencies. More attention is paid to Latin testaments (wills), which
analyzed L. Karalius®. A. Grusa made a research on the earliest private document
(holding exchange) in the GDL, which was written in end of the fourteenth century?..
More general aspects of juridical written culture were analyzed by R. Ragauskiené??, in
her study about private archives of the GDL nobility of the 16th century, and by A.
Grusa, in his study about “documentical” written culture?®. Other historians analyzed
issues of document’s form (formular) coexistence. For example, K. Chodynicki drew
attention to influence of Poland Latin documents on the GDL Ruthenian ones in the end
of the 14th — beginning of the 15th centuries?*. Further, M. Kosman went into details of
the Lithuanian Grand Duke Vytautas® Latin, German and Ruthenian documents®. K.
Pietkiewicz identified specific characteristics of Latin and Ruthenian documents’
coexistence in the Grand Duke's chancellery from the middle of the 15th to the

beginning of the 16th century?®. E. Gudavicius carried out a comprehensive study on one

15 Kamrranos C. M., M3 ucmopuu pycckozo cpeonesexoozo ucmounuka. Axmui X-XVI e6., Mocksa, 1996;
Kamranos C. M., Pycckaa ounnomamuxa, Mocksa, 1988; Kamranos C. M., Ouepku pycckou ouniomamuxu,
Mocksa, 1970; Kamranos C. M., K u3ydeHnio gopmyisipa BETHKOKHSKECKHX TYXOBHBIX I'paMOT KoHIa XIV -
Hasana X VI B., Bcnomoeamenvuvie Ucmopuueckue Jucyunaunst, 1979, Bem. 11, c. 238-251.

16 Kononenko A. M., K Bompocy 0 3amoJHOEBPOIENCKOM CPEIHEBEKOBOM YAaCTHOM aKTe, Bcnomozamenvhbvle
Hcmopuueckue ucyunaunst, T. 3, Jlennurpan, 1970, c. 350-360.

17 Yiguna JI. Y., JlpeBHelinne 4acTHBIE aKThl KYIUIU-TIPOIAXH Benosepckoro kpasi, Bpemena u cyOvbol: cH60pHUK
cmameil 6 yecmo 75-nemust Buxmopa Mouceesuua Ilanesixa, Cankt-IletepOypr, 2006, c¢. 342-356; Ueuna JI. U.,
DopmynapHbIN aHanu3 Kymaux rpaMmoT Llentpansroi Pycu (Ilepecnasckas 3eminst) korna X1V — XV BB., Poccus u
npobnemvl Egponetickoti ucmopuu. cpeonegexoseve, Hogoe u Hoseuuwiee epems, co. Cmameti 6 yecmv C. M.
Kawmanosa, Poctos, 2003, c. 189-214.

18 Amnzpees B. @., Hosropoackue nyxosusie XII - XV BB., Bcnomocamenvuvie Mcmopuueckue JJucyunnunet, 1974,
BHIIL 6, c. 131-148; AunpeeB B. @., Hogeopoockuii uacmuwiti akm XII-XV eg., J1., 1986.

19 Naujausia rusy diplomatikos apzvalga 7r.: Pietkiewicz K., Paleografia Ruska, Warszawa, 2015, s. 387-412.

20 Karalius L., Testamentai, Lietuvos Didziosios KunigaikStystés kultiira: tyrinéjimai ir vaizdai, sud. V. AliSauskas
ir kt., Vilnius, 2001, p. 718-723.

2 I'pyma A. L., Manoynas epamama xnass Bacina Hapeimonmaeiva i gapmipasanie nicomosaii Kyibmypol y
npasasoul cgpepwl Banixaea kusicmea Jlimoyckaza y anownsiv mpayi X1V - nepwati mpayi XV cm., Miuck, 2010.

22 Ragauskiené R., Ragauskiené R., Dinge istorijoje: XVI a. Lietuvos Didziosios KunigaikStystés bajorijos privatiis
archyvai, Vilnius, 2015.

3 I'pyma A. WU., Joxymenmanvuas nucomennocms Benuxoeo Kusxcecmea Jlumosckozo (xomey XIV — nepsas
mpems XVII 6.), Munck, 2015.

24 Chodynicki K., O wptywach polskich na dokument ruski W. Ks. Litewskiego, Zjazd historykdw polskich w
Poznaniu. Sekcja 6. Pamietnik IV, 1925, s. 1-7.

25 Kosman M., Dokumenty wielkiego ksiecia Witolda, Studia Zrédloznawcze, t. XV1, Warszawa-Poznan, 1971, s.
139-169.

% Ppietkiewicz K., Uwagi o dokumencie tacinskim w praktyce kancelarii Litewskiej, Praeities pédsakais. Skiriama
profesoriaus daktaro Zigmanto Kiaupos 65-meciui, Vilnius, 2007, s. 119-134; Pietkiewicz K., Paleografia Ruska,
S. 412-423. Taip pat zr.: Pietkiewicz K., Dokument ruski w kancelarii litewskiej Aleksandra Jagielloficzyka (1492-
1506), Litwa i jej sqsiedzi od XII do XX wieku. Studia ofiarowane Prof. dr. hab. Jerzemu Ochmarskiemu w
szescédziesigtq rocznicg urodzin, Poznan, 1994, s. 65-86.



important document’s formula, called promulgatio 2. Their insights are important doing

research on different issues of private documents.
Sources

The research is based on a variety of documents preserved in archives and libraries in
different countries and various publications. Private documents were collected from
Vilnius, Warsaw, Cracow, Minsk and Moscow archives and libraries. During research
time we were able to collect 1470 private documents, which chronological range covers
1385-1529. Registered 1000 private documents written in Ruthenian, 465 - in Latin and
5 — in Polish. Disposable forms of documents are originals, copies, transcripts, registers
and other. However, we should talk about the fragmentation of sources. Documents
given to the Catholic Church remained the best. These are private sales (venditio,
npooaxca) and donations (fundatio, donatio, ¢ynoyw) of ecclesiastical institutions,
which were given for Vilnius, Medininkai, Luck dioceses and their parish churches, also
for Vilnius Franciscan congregation and St. Job hospital in Vilnius. It can be assumed on
the basis of extant ecclesiastical books of documents™ copies comparing them with
included or not in these books known documents. Also taking advantage of the Grand
Duke’s privileges which were used for confirmation of private donations. Documents,
which were disposed by gentry, remained relatively well. This is related to gentry's
better access to preserve documents. We have to mark a fenomen of the Radvilos
family's archive, which absorbed and other private archives, like ones of Iljiniciai,
Zaberezinskiai and others families. Documents of these and other families’ are stored in
the Radvilos family archive (bigger part have been stored in Warsaw?8, smaller parts — in

Vilnius?®, Minks®, Kiev3!). Separate documents' collections of dukes Sanguikos®?,

27 Gudavi¢ius E., Lietuvos akto promulgacijos kelias: nuo Vytauto kanceliarijos iki Lietuvos metrikos, Vilnius,
2006.

28 Zielinska T., Archiwa Radziwiltow i ich tworcy, Archeon, t. 66, 1978, s. 105-129; Zieliniska T., Archiwa réznych
linii rodu Radziwittow w polskich zbiorach publicznych, Miscellanea Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 1997, t.
7,s.107-113.

2 LVIA, f. 459, 1280. Plg.: Olechnovi¢ L., Baniusevi¢ius A., Radvily giminés dokumenty rinkiniy, esanéiy
Lietuvoje, apZvalga, Lietuvos archyvai, 1995, nr. 6, p. 109-118.

30 HHAB, ¢. 694. Plg.: Golubowicz A. K., Dokumenty i materiaty rodu Radziwittow w archiwum Narodowym
Republiki Biatorusi, Miscellanea Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 1997, t. 7, s. 93-97; Jlarymkin A. M.,
Hscpixceki apxiy xus3€y PamsiBimay y XV — mepmait mamoBe XX cT.: Tictapeiarpadis i KpbIHIIBL, BecHik
Benapyckaza 0zepacaynaea ynieepcimama. Cep. 3, 2006, 1. 2, c. 3-9.
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Oginskiai®, Tiskevi¢iai**, Pliateriai®®, Sapiegos®® and other families remained as well®’.
We think that a small part of documents, which were disposed by less wealthy
noblemen, has remained relatively. Lower level of survival is related with worse storage
conditions and documents often disappeared due to a variety of circumstances®. The
same can be said about private documents of the townspeople. For example, poor
representativeness of Vilnius townspeople’s documents is related with parish of Vilnius

city archive in the middle of the 17th century®.

It should be noted that different types of private documents remained very
unequally. We dispose most sales, foundations and donations, on the other hand, some
types of private documents remained poorly, for example, testaments. They remained
relatively low, especially written in Ruthenian. Other sources show that testaments were
used most commonly. In the end of the 15th — beginning of the 16" century testaments
have been presented as evidence in civil proceedings over property more often than other
types of private documents. The same can be said about debt notes, which remained only

a few, but were often used as evidence in civil proceedings.

The largest part of private documents were written in Vilnius, Trakai, Podlaskie and
Novogrodek voivodeships, slightly less — in Volyn, Samogitia, Polotsk and Kiev
voivodeships. The least part of private documents remained from Vitebsk, Podolia and
form the North-Eastern parts of GDL (Smolensk, Chernihiv-Siver, Oka's reiverhead
principalities), which were conquered by the Grand Duchy of Moscow in the end of the

15th — beginning of the 16™ century.

31 Antonienko I. E., Hiscowa L. Z., Znaczenie archiwaliow Radziwiltdw, przechowywanych w Centralnym
Panstwowym Historycznym Archiwum Ukrainy w Kijowie, dla rekonstrukcji Archiwum Radziwittéw, Miscellanea
Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 1997, t. 7, s. 99-150.

32 Syta K., Dzieje archiwow ksigzat Sanguszkow, Miscellanea Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 2000, t. 11, s. 97-
110; Syta K., Archiwum kniazia Andrzeja Hrehorowicza Sanguszki kowielskogo z kofica XVI w., Archiwa-
Kancelarie-Zbiory, red. W. Chorazyczewski, R. Degen, K. Syta, Torun, 2005, t. 1, s. 29-44.

B LVIA, f. 1177. Plg.: Syta K., Testament Marcjana Antoniego Ogifiskiego kasztelana mscistawskiego. Przyczynek
do dziejow rodziny Oginskich w Litewskim Historycznym Archiwum Panstwowym w Wilnie, Archiwa-
Kancelarie-Zbiory, red. W. Chorazyczewski, R. Degen, K. Syta, Torun, 2008, t. 2, s. 219-231.

#LVIA, f. 716.

B LVIA, f. 1276.

% Kazimiero Leono Sapiegos archyvo inventoriné knyga (1647/1648 m.), parengé D. Antanavicius, A. Baliulis,
Vilnius, 2014.

37 Tiriamojo laikotarpio priva¢iy dokumenty randame $iy giminiy dokumenty rinkiniuose: Menickiy (LVIA, f. 599),
Potockiy i§ Radzynés (AGAD, AP z Radz.), Tyzenhauzy (AGAD, AT), Zamoiskiy (AGAD, AZ).

3 Ragauskiené R., Dinge istorijoje..., p. 181-254.

39 Apie archyvo zitj zr.: Ragauskas A., 1650 m. kovo 30 d. Vilniaus suolininky teismo jrady knygy sarasas,
Lietuvos miesty istorijos Saltiniai, red. Kol. Pirm. A. Dubonis, kn. 3, Vilnius, 2001, p. 260-263.
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General number and chronology of private documents written in Ruthenian, Latin and
Polish:

Century XV XV XVI

Decade 9,10 | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 1 2 3 | Altogether
Ruthenian 5 5 - - 1 7 1 22|19 | 27 |44 | 67 | 189 | 220 | 394 1000
Latin 1 1 1 5 9 17 | 12 | 20 | 33 | 34| 50 | 114 | 69 | 99 465
Polish - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 4 5
Altogether 6 6 1 5 10 | 24 | 34 | 39 | 60 | 78 | 117 | 304 | 289 | 497 1470

The Structure of the Dissertation

The dissertation consists of seven chapters. The first chapter, ,, Terminology problems
in diplomatics: document, act, private document®, examines issues of main terms and
defines the private document definition. The second chapter, ,Factors of private
documents emergence and diffusion in the GDL in the end of the 14th — beginning of the
16th centuries”, analyses the role of the various institutions and identifies the main
factors, which determined the diffusion of private documents. The third chapter, ,,A
development of private documents in the end of the 14th — 1529%, examines types of
documents, recipients, places, where documents were written and other. The fourth
chapter, ,,.Legal power of private document®, analyzes development of private document
as legal instrument and it's use as evidence in court. The fifth chapter, ,, Authentication
measures of private document”, examines authentication measures like sealing,
witnesses and other. The sixth chapter, ,,Study of the form of private documents®,
analyses development of document’s structure. The seventh chapter deals with
,Coexistence of Latin and Ruthenian private documents®. Dissertation also supplies
additional sources - lists of persons, who prepared/wrote Latin and Ruthenian private
documents, lists of disposal private documents and maps issuing locations of issued

documents.
Conclusions

1. The written privileges issued by the King of Poland and Grand Duke of Lithuania
Jogaila in 1387 to Lithuania‘s noblemen, Vilnius city and Vilnius cathedral were an

important impulse for juridical culture, with the written documents coming to be seen
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as a guarantor of rights. Latin and Ruthenian private document traditions coexisted
from the end of the 14th century. There early centers for the preparation of private
documents stand out: Latin documents — the offices of the bishops of Vilnius and
Luck, Ruthenian documents — the office (later chancellery) of the Grand Duke of
Lithuania, the Orthodox Church and Orthodox dukes’ manors. The office of Grand
Duke Vytautas had the biggest influence on the development of Ruthenian
documents in the GDL. There Ruthenian documents assumed Latin formular features
due to the influence of Latin documents. That is why the archaic Ruthenian document
of the end of 14th century had changed substantially by the middle of the 15th
century. From the second half of the 15th century, the estates of the gentry played an
important role in the spread of private documents.

. The most important factor in the spread of private documents could be considered the
growing possibilities for disposing of land holdings made possible by the privileges
issued by the grand dukes in 1387 and later. A crucial breakthrough came at the end
of the 15th century with the appearance of the so-called “norm of one-third®, under
which nobles could freely dispose of one-third of their property. The Church’s
influence, promoting the tradition of Church foundations and testament writing, was
also important. The emergence of large-scale land ownership by the gentry, which
encouraged transactions, also had a major influence on the ingraining of the private
document in society. The practice of recording court proceedings in writing and the
emergence of the Lithuanian Metrica expanded juridical written culture in the late
15th century. The infrequent residence of the grand duke in the GDL from the middle
of the 15th century encourage activity and the formation of a legal understanding on
the part of the nobility. General growth of the local economy, increased demand for
cash, the emergence of paper manufacturing and so on also had an influence.

. Between 1385 and 1529, 1,470 private documents were registered: 1,000 in the
Ruthenian language, 465 in Latin and 5 in Polish. Eleven main types of private
documents can be identified: sales (52 in Latin and 559 in Ruthenian), foundations
and donations (300 in Latin, 90 in Ruthenian), testaments (78 in Latin, 15 in
Ruthenian), bestowals to person (17 in Latin, 129 in Ruthenian), mortgages (5 in
Latin, 82 in Ruthenian), exchanges (2 in Latin, 54 in Ruthenian), divisions of

property (28 in Ruthenian), and less common types: recordings of dowry, dower,
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adoptions, and debt notes. Three stages in the diffusion of documents are
distinguishable: 1) from the late 14th to the early 15th century; 2) from the 1430s to
the 1500; 3) and from 1500 to 1529. At the beginning of the 16th century, a surge in
the number of documents is observed: in the first decade of the 16th century the
number of Latin documents doubled compared to the late 15th century, while those in
Ruthenian increased threefold and in the 1520s increased 6 times. The variety of
produced document types also increased, with every more cases of formalizing
specific transactions. At the start of the 16th century, documents began to be written
in the Polish language.

In the 15th century, 80 percent of private documents were written on parchment and
20 percent on paper. The earliest paper private document was issued in the 1440s.
According to the sources studied, paper private documents notably increased only
from the 1480s; at the start of the 16th century, 60 percent of private documents were
written on paper.

. Private documents were issued in 362 different places: from the end of the 14 century
to 1450 — in 25 places, from 1450 to 1500 — in 94 places, from 1500 to 1529 — in 236
places. The largest numbers of private documents were written in the voivodeships of
Vilnius, Trakai, Podlaskie and Novogrodek, and somewhat fewer in the voivodeships
of Volyn, Samogitia, Polotsk and Kiev. The smallest numbers of private documents
have remained from Vitebsk, Podolia, Smolensk, Chernihiv-Siver, and the Oka
riverhead principalities. In the geography of private documents, Vilnius clearly
dominates as the place of issue of 32 percent of the collected Latin documents and 24
percent of the Ruthenian documents (26 percent of all the documents). In the early
16th century, documents were written in Polish in four locations: Vilnius, Kédainiai,
Pasvalys, and Narutis. Several documents were issued in the Kingdom of Poland: in
Cracow, Torun, Poznan, Lvov, Chernev, Gniezn, and Chozov.

. The Eastern and Southeastern boundary of issued Latin documents had already
stabilized in the first period (from the end of 14th century to 1450) near the Sluckas-
Hruzdovas-Radoskoviciai line. In the early 16th century it shifted North-East to Jeln
in the Polotsk voivodeship. The spread of Ruthenian private documents, meanwhile,
was constant during all the periods and at the start of the 16th century covered the

entire territory of the GDL.
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7. From the end of 14th to the beginning of the 15th century private documents were
issued by dukes, gentry, less wealthy noblemen, and townspeople. Documents issued
by nobility dominated right up to 1529. In the early period, from the late 14th century
to the middle of the 15th century, 60 percent of documents were issued by dukes and
members of the gentry, 27 percent by less wealthy noblemen, and about 4 percent by
townspeople. From the second half of the 15th century, the number of documents by
less wealthy noblemen began to increase. About 45 percent of documents issued by
less wealthy noblemen (dukes and gentry — about 53 percent, townspeople and
peasants — about 2 percent) were written in the second half of the 15th century. In the
early 16th century, 66 percent of document were issued by less wealthy noblemen,
about 29 percent by dukes and gentry, and about 5 percent by townspeople, peasants
and others. A few documents issued by townspeople are known from the beginning
of the 15th century. The circle of issuers grew substantially in the late 15th century
with the appearance of documents issued by peasants, Tartars and Jews. There were
also women among the issuers of the earliest documents. From the end of the 15th
century to 1450, 10 percent of all private documents were issued by women (from
1450 to 1500 — 19 percent, from 1500 to 1529 — about 12 percent). Until the end of
the 15th century, the biggest numbers of documents were issued by duchesses and
gentry women, somewhat fewer by noblewomen. In the early 16th century,

documents issued by noblewomen started to dominate.

8. From the late 14th century to 1529, ecclesiastical recipients dominated, being given
about 90 percent of documents (some 70 percent to the Catholic Church and roughly
20 percent to the Orthodox Church). The other recipients were dukes, gentry and
nobles. In 1450-1500, the number of documents given to members of the nobility
increased significantly to about 53 percent (mostly gentry, about 23 percent).
Ecclesiastical institutions, meanwhile, were the recipients of about 47 percent of
private documents. In the early 16th century, about 69 percent of private documents
were issued to nobility and 31 percent to ecclesiastical institutions. Women recipients
of individual private documents are known from the mid-15th century. Up to 1500
they accounted for about 7 percent of such documents, and in 1500-1529 for about 5

percent. They were typically duchesses and gentry, less often noblewomen. In the
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10.

11.

early 16™ century a few documents were issued to the grand duke and the Vilnius
magistrate. The issuance of documents to commoners (townsmen, peasants, Jews)
only began late in the 15th century, and in 1500-1529 such recipients made up about
4 or 5 percent.

Private document became an important legal instrument at the end of 15th century,
when the work of the grand duke’s chancellery was expanded — the Lithuanian
Metrica emerged and it became the norm to record court proceedings in writing. In
the late 15th and early 16th centuries, private documents were widely used in civil
cases as the main evidence of a transaction. The earliest detected such court case is
from 1482, while up to 1529 more than 200 such cases have are identified. They
mostly involve sales of property, testaments and debt notes.

The main authentication measure wused for private document was the
affixing/attachment of a seal. Despite a lack of coroboratio in some Ruthenian
documents right up to about 1510, all private documents were sealed. As the ranks of
document users grew, from the early 1480s, there appeared Ruthenian sales
documents whose issuers did not have their own seals (in 1481-1529 they made up
about 44 percent of Ruthenian sales documents). In such cases, the other person was
asked to attach his seal and that was indicated in the coroboratio. From the second
half of the 15th century, it became common for the seals of witnesses to also be
affixed. Witnesses attached their seals to Ruthenian private documents beginning in
the 1460s (about 50 percent of Ruthenian private documents in the period 1466-1490,
and about 90 percent in the period 1490-1529). For Latin documents, this practice
appeared only in the 1490s and was much less frequent. The number of witness seals
varied from one to nine in Latin documents and from one to 13 in Ruthenian ones.
The witnesses who attached seals were usually people from the same environment as
both parties to the transaction, so we most often find representatives of the nobility,
and less often Church and public officials.

The inclusion of witnesses (testatio) was an important means of confirming
documents, but was used irregularly. All Latin testaments had testatio, while among
other types of Latin private documents about 80 percent did. Testatio was
sporadically included in Ruthenian foundations (fundatio) and donations (donatio)

only from the 1460s and became more common from the 1480s. From 1486 to 1529,
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12.

13.

14.

about 52 percent of the known documents of this type included a list of witnesses.
But testatio was an obligatory part of the formular for Ruthenian sales documents,
landholding exchanges, pledges, dowries, dowers and so on. The vast majority of
documents had it. Latin private documents included from two to 14 witnesses,
Ruthenian documents from one to 18. In most cases, the witnesses were people from
the environment of the two parties to the transaction. The inclusion of public officials
as witnesses increased noticeably from the end of the 15th century. State officials
often witnessed in Ruthenian foundations and donations (about 70 percent), in
bestowals to a person (about 70 percent), in exchanges (about 45 percent), in sales
(about 41 percent) and in other types. State officials were much less often included as
witnesses in Latin documents. A monetary fine in favor of the witnesses could be
foreseen for a document issuer who violated the agreement.

Subscriptio were used rather regularly in Ruthenian private documents from the late
14th century to 1529 and about 8 percent of documents had it (77 documents in
total). In Latin private documents, subscriptio is found from the 1430s. The names of
64 persons who prepared/signed Latin private documents are known. In the 15th
century about 14 percent of Latin documents had subscriptio, in the early 16th
century — about 18 percent. Judging by the surviving subscriptio of persons who
prepared private documents, those in Latin were mostly written by representatives of
the Catholic Church, whose those in Ruthenian more often were written often by
secular officials, and occasionally by Orthodox Church representatives.

The earliest found signature is that of Duke Jurgis Lengvenaitis from 1455. It is the
only one known from the 15th century. From the ecarly 16th century, issuers’
signatures have been found in 7 Ruthenian and 3 Latin private documents. One
document from 1527 signed in Hebrew by the Brest Jew Jokiibas Mosevicius is
exceptional.

Already in the early 15th century private Latin documents were prepared according to
a universal formular, i.e., using the formulas (invocatio, arenga, intitulatio,
promulgatio, naratio, testatio, coroboratio, datatio, subscribtio) and clauses
(pertinentia, transfer of rights) which were usual in Western Europe. In this regard,
the GDL’s Latin private documents were a part of the legal written culture of

Western and Central Europe.
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15.

16.

Latin private documents were drawn up in three forms: public, private and act. In the
documents analyzed, the public and private forms are common, while the act form is
less frequent. Testaments, foundations and donations prepared by a public notary
were usually written in public form. Such documents appeared in the GDL at the end
of the 15th century and influenced some formular changes in documents written in
private form, such as the increased use of datatio at the outset of a document. The
major changes in the form of Latin documents, which took place in the mid-15th
century and at the transition from the 15th to the 16th century, involved an increase
in the number of and changes to formular parts. However, an opposite process is also
observed, i.e., in the elimination of certain formulas, such as the arenga, in Latin sale
documents. It should be noted that the Vilnius Franciscan documents were very
different from the rest of the Latin documents. This may be related to them
maintaining a documentary tradition specific to the Franciscan Order.

Ruthenian private documents were written only in private form. In some cases,
multiple identical documents were produced to confirm a transaction. Several
surviving Ruthenian private documents from the late 14th century have a rather
modest formular. It can be assumed that in some cases the influence of the Latin
document tradition may be considered. Changes in the Ruthenian document
formular, which began already in the early 15th century, are best shown by
researching documents of personal bestowals. In the mid-15th century, the Ruthenian
document changed fundamentally, with a formular that more or less coincided with
that of the Latin document, though it also maintained some distinctive characteristics
(in foundations, donations and other bestowals). A further important change is found
at the end of the 15th and start of the 16th centuries, when most Ruthenian
documents were supplemented with a variety of formulas. For example, even
Ruthenian foundations and donations, which kept a unique (archaic) fomular for the
longest time, was enriched with promulgatio, testatio and other formulas in the late
15th century. Other Ruthenian documents (sales, exchanges and so on) also assumed
other specific elements from the Latin formular. For example, ever more often the
year written in the datatio was calculated from the birth of Christ rather than
following the Byzantine tradition of calculating the year from the creation of the

world.
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17.

18.

19.

20.

The coexistence of Latin and Ruthenian documents has shown that some formulas
used in Ruthenian private documents were taken from the Latin tradition.
Specifically, the promulgatio, the indication of the place and the datatio. Other
formulas or their variations in Ruthenian documents in the GDL show a continuity of
archaic traditions, which can be called the Byzantine legal written heritage. They
include: the use of a symbolic invocatio, some elements of intitulatio, one variation
of testatio and protectio, and one varation of sanctio and coroboratio. Three elements
of a clause regarding the transfer/refusal of rights can be seen as purely the product of
the Ruthenian legal writing tradition of the GDL, namely, a prohibition to “enter", to
"claim" and to violate the agreement. On the other hand, the study has shown that
Latin formular were also influenced by the Ruthenian tradition. Latin documents
begun to use the protectio clause and one variation of the sanctio.

Documents written in Polish corresponded to those in Ruthenian, but there is also a
clear influence of the Latin formular, since the invocatio and datatio were written in
Latin. The documents written in Polish in the GDL at the start of the 16th century
shows the increasing spread of the language and users’ growing demand to
understand the content of documents.

In terms of regional provenance in the GDL, the documents that most stand out for
their distinctive characteristics are those written in Polotsk and Mstislavl. The
Polotsk documents are characterized by the constant use of certain formulas: a
detailed description of the boundaries of landholdings and the inclusion of a
subscriptio. The Mstislavl documents are characterized by the use of detailed
description of legal subordination aspects and some elements of intitulatio (a specific
form of the beginning pronoun and so on). However, the Polotsk and Mstislavl
documents were also affected by a certain unification of protocol seen throughout all
the GDL in the late 15th and early 16th century. This unification can best be seen in

use of the promulgatio and testatio.

The Eastern boundary of the spread of Western Europe’s Latin written culture
reached the Grand Duchy of Lithuania in the 15th century. On the one hand, the
study of the Latin private document makes it possible to draw that line at Slutsk-

Hruzdovo-Rodashkovichi-Jeln. On the other hand, the indirect influence the spread
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of Latin written culture, which led to changes in the Ruthenian private document,
extended up to the very eastern borders of the GDL. This confirms the claims of
historians who draw the border between the regions of Central-Eastern Europe and

Eastern Europe along the eastern borders of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania.
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Problema

Nepaisant ankstyvyjy XIII — XIV a. pradzios epizody, susijusiy su uzsienio politika,
raSytinés kultiros Lietuvos DidZiojoje KunigaikStystéje plétros pradZzia galime laikyti
X1V a. 8 — 9 desimtm. Siuo metu vis dazniau imta uZsienio politika tvarkyti pasitelkiant
Ivairaus pobiidZio ir paskirties dokumentacija, o dokumentai buvo pradéti naudoti ir
vidaus gyvenime. Atskiras Rusios sritis valde Gediminai¢iai nuo XIV a. 8 deSimtm.
pradéjo iSduoti rasytines privilegijas savo pavaldiniams, o nuo 9 deSimtm. aptinkami
privatis dokumentai. Lietuvos DidZiosios KunigaikStystés vidaus gyvenime raSytiné
kultiira 1§ esmé pasikeité po 1387 m. Salies krikSto. RaSytiniai dokumentai grei€iausiai
paplito valdovo dvare ir Baznyc€ioje (Vilniaus, Lucko vyskupijy rastinés, pranciSkony,
dominikony ordinai). Istoriografijoje fiksuojama, kad Lietuvos didziojo kunigaikscio
Vytauto rastiné tapo vienu 1§ centry, i§ kurios ] visuomen¢ pradéjo sklisti rasSytinio
dokumento ir raSytinio teksto kultiira, o plintantis rastingumas keit¢ visuomeng, jos
teising, politing ir net Ukio kultlirg, skatino jvairias kirybines raiSkas. DidZiosios
Kunigaikstystés visuomeneje vienas i§ kertiniy momenty, kai rasytiniai dokumentai tapo
suteikty teisiy garantu, buvo 1387 m. Lenkijos karaliaus ir Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaiks¢io Jogailos privilegijy Lietuvos katalikams bajorams, Vilniaus vyskupijai ir
Vilniaus miestieiams suteikimas. Per visg XV amziy vyko raSytinés kultiros sklaida
visuomenéje — raSytiniai dokumentai sudarinéti ne tik valdovo dvare ar baZnytinése
institucijose, bet ir kunigaiksc¢iy, didiky, vidutiniy ir smulkiyjy bajory bei miestieCiy
aplinkoje. Nuo XV a. pr. suintensyvéjo dokumenty naudojimas vidaus gyvenime,
kuomet Lietuvos didysis kunigaikstis pradéjo reguliariai iSduoti raSytines privilegijas
bajorams, Baznyciai, miestams, atskiroms zeméms, pradéjo plisti teismo proceso
suraSymas, o galiausiai pradéta vesti Lietuvos Metrika. XV a. did¢jo bendras visuomenés
raStingumo lygis, atsirado vis daugiau rastingy zmoniy. XV a. didikai dalykinius ir
galima manyti, esant bltinybei, asmeninius reikalus, vis dazniau tvarkydavo laiskais,
kilmingyjy suplikos pasiekdavo Romos popieziy. Vis délto didzioji tiriamo laikotarpio
visuomeneés dalis apsiribojo raSto panaudojimu atliekant kasdienius turtinius sandorius.
Tokiame kontekste gimé privatus dokumentas, kurj parengdavo jvairaus statuso ir
i8silavinimo rastingi asmenys. Privatus dokumentas buvo svarbi jvairialypés raSytinés

kulttiros dalis. Norint jg tinkamai jvertinti, visy pirma, reikia suvokti privaciy dokumenty
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vieta, jy funkcionavimo aplinkybes to meto visuomenéje, plétros tendencijas ir
formuliaro raida. LDK buvo budinga raSytinés kultiiros recepcija lotyniSkuoju ir
bizantiniu pagrindu, todél iSsamesniy tyrimy reikalauja ir dviejy skirtingy dokumenty
sudarymo tradicijy saveika bei jtaka viena kitai. Sioje disertacijoje tiriami privaciy
dokumenty genezés ir ankstyvosios raidos klausimai. Tokiu bidu Sis darbas turéty
prisidéti prie geresnio XV — XVI a. pradZios raSytinés juridinés kultiiros paZinimo,
atskleidziant LDK kultiirin; daugiasluokniSkuma per lotyniSkosios ir ruséniSkosios

juridinés rastijos sistemy koegzistavima.
Tyrimo objektas

Privatlis dokumentai — tai kunigaik$¢iy, didiky, vidutiniy ir smulkiyjy bajory,
miestieciy, ir valstieciy i8duoti dokumentai, kurie buvo susije¢ privatinés (civilinés) teises
sritimi. Pagal paskirtj skiriamos $ios privaciy dokumenty riiys: fundacijos ir donacijos,
testamentai, pardavimai, mainai, jkeitimai, dovanojimai, skolara$¢iai ir kt. Privaciais
nelaikytini treCiyjy asmeny duoti dokumentai, tokie kaip teismo sprendimai, dekretai,
skundai. Dokumentai turéjo formg (formuliarg) ir patvirtinimo priemones, kurios skyrési
priklausomai nuo skirtingy raSytinés kultiiros — lotyniskos, ruséniSkos ir lenkiskos —
tradicijy. Disertacijos tyrimo objektas yra dokumentas, t.y., originalas, kuris tur¢jo
dispozicing funkcijg. Darbe analizuojami Saltiniai yra iSlik¢ skirtingomis formomis:
originalai, kopijos, nuoraSai, jraSai, transumptai, registrai. Kitomis formomis
pasinaudojama tiek, kiek jos atspindi informacija apie dokumento originalg:

18davejus/gavejus, turinj, antspaudavima, medziagg ir kt.
Chronologija

Darbo chronologija apima X1V a. pab. — XVI a. pradzig (1529 m.). Aptariamojo
laikotarpio pradZia siejama su zinomais XIV a. pab. iSduotais privaciais dokumentais,
kuomet aptinkami duomenys apie pirmuosius dviejy skirtingy rastijos tradicijy —
ruséniS$kos ir lotyniSkos — dokumentus. Ankstyviausi ruséniSki dokumentai datuotini
1385 m. (valdy dovanojimas) ir 1387/1398 m. (valdy mainai), o ankstyviausias
lotyniSkas dokumentas buvo sudarytas apie 1387 m. (donacija). Darbas uzbaigiamas
Pirmuoju Lietuvos Statutu (1529). Nors Statute palyginti nedaug démesio skirta privaciy

dokumenty aptarimui, bet tai vertintina kaip tam tikra gairé dokumento funkcionavime.
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Tyrimo tikslai ir uzdaviniai

Tyrimo tikslas — istirti privaciy dokumenty LDK XIV a. pab. - XVI a. pr. (1529 m.)

funkcionavimg ir jy raidos bruozus. Siam tikslui pasiekti iSkeliami Sie uzdaviniai:

8. ISnagrinéti terminy diplomatikoje problematikg: dokumentas, aktas, privatus
dokumentas ir nubrézti nuostatas, kurios leisty aiskiau juos naudoti.

9. Nustatyti privaciy dokumenty atsiradimo prielaidas XIV a. pab. bei tolesng
dokumento plétrg Iémusius veiksnius iki Pirmojo Lietuvos Statuto (1529 m.).

10. Nustatyti labiausiai paplitusias privaciy dokumenty riisis, medziaga, kurioje jie
buvo parasyti, iSdavimo vietas, iSdavéjus ir gavejus.

11.Remiantis teismy praktika (XV — XVI a. pr.), nustatyti privataus dokumento
galiojimo ypatumus ir juridinés reikSmes sklaidg LDK.

12.1I8tirti dokumenty patvirtinimo priemones XIV a. pab. — XVI a. pr.:
antspaudavima, liudytojy jraSyma, dokumentg parengusio asmens subskripcijos ir
i8davejo paraso naudojima.

13. Pasitelkus formuliaro analize, i$siaiskinti privataus dokumento raidos ir kaitos
pobid;.

14. Nustatyti lotyniSkojo ir ruséniskojo dokumento koegzistavimo pobiid;.
Tyrimo metodai

Darbe daugiausia naudojamas diplomatikos, kaip pagalbinio istorijos mokslo, tyrimo
metodas, kurj sudaro dokumento formuliaro analizé. Taip pat pasitelkiamas analitinis ir
lyginamasis metodai. Lyginamasis metodas pritaikytas sprendZiant privataus dokumento
termino apibrézimg, aiSkinantis privataus dokumento plétros tendencijas kitose
valstybése. Disponuojami duomenys buvo sisteminami pritaikant statistinj metoda. Dalis

tyrimo metu gauty duomeny susisteminti pateikiant juos zemélapiuose.
Istoriografija

Uzsienio Saliy istoriografijoje privataus dokumento tyrimai yra ne nauja tema.
Istorikai pradéjo diskutuoti apie privacius dokumentus ir juos atskirti nuo vieSyjy

praktiSkai nuo XIX a. Tam pagrindus padéjo vokieCiy ir pranciizy diplomatikos

23



tyrinétojai (H. Brunner®®, J. Ficker*, R. Rosenmund®, O. Posse*®, A. de Bolard*}),
analizuotos viduramziy vad. ,,pragmatinés rastijos” tendencijos (H. Keller®®). Atskiry
dokumento formuliaro daliy evoliucijos ir jy reikSmés tyrimai ypac suintensyveéjo nuo
XX a. vid. Sia problematika doméjosi vokieéiy, pranciizy, lenky, rusy istorikai. Pvz.,
arengy tyrimy pradininku galime laikyti H. Fichtenau, kuriuo seké ir vis labiau gilinosi
ir kiti tyrinétojai (K. H. Ullrich, W. Zdlner, N. Damsholt, J. Avril, Z. Perzanowski, A.
Adamska, P. Chojnacki ir kt.)* Rusy istoriografijoje privataus dokumento tyrimai
pasiZzymejo intensyvia polemika dél privaciy dokumenty atsiradimo pradzios Kijevo
Rusioje. Diskusijos pradininku galime laikyti XIX a. tyrinétoja A. Stanislavskj, véliau ja
plétojo S. Valkas*’, M. Tichomirovas® ir kiti istorikai (A. Kopanevas*®, V. Janinas®, J.
Aleksejevas®™, M. Sverdlovas® ir kt.). Rusiskaja diplomatika, jvariais aspektais, placiai
tyrinéjo A. Lapo-Danilevskis®, S. Kastanovas®, A. Kononenko®®, L. lvina®, V.

Andrejevas® ir kt.*8
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4 Keller H., Grubmdller K., Staubach N., Pragmatische Schriftlichkeit im Mittelalter. Erscheinungsformen und
Entwicklungsstufen (Minstersche Mittelalter-Schriften 65), Miinchen, 1992.
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48 Tuxomupos M. H., O uacTHbIX akTax B JIpeBHeit Pycu, Memopuueckue 3anucku, 1945, 1. 17.

4 Komamex A. WM., Jlumiomarvka IO3E€MENbHBIX AaKTOB ABUHCKHX KpecThH XVI B., Bcnomozamenvnvie
Hcmopuueckue /ucyunaunovr, 1974, Boim. 6, c. 142-161.

50 fguun B. JI., Hoszopoockue ammor XII-XV 66. Xpononozuueckuii kommenmapuii, Mocksa, 1991; Suun B. JL,
Axmosvle neuamu [peesneii Pycu X-XV gs., T. 1, Mocksa, 1970.

1 Anexcees IO. T., YacTHblli 3eMeNbHBI aKT CpeaHEBEKOBOM Pycu, Bcenomocamenvhvie HMcemopuueckue
Jlucyunaunet, 1974, Bom. 6, €. 125-141; Anexcees 1O. I'., TIckosckue kymuune XIV - XV BB., Bcnomozamenvhvie
Hcemopuueckue ucyunaunot, 1976, 1. 7, €. 126-147.

52 Ceepmios M. b., Ipesrepycckuii akt X — X1V BB., Bcnomozamenvusie Ucmopuueckue JJucyunaunst, T. 8, 1976,
c. 50-69.

53 JTanmo-Janunesckuii A. C., Ouepk pycckoti ouniomamuru yacmuwix axmog, 1920 (2-¢ uzpanune CI16, 2007).

% Kamrranos C. M., U3 ucmopuu pycckozo cpednesexosozo ucmounuxa. Axmer X-XVI es., Mocksa, 1996;
Kamrranos C. M., Pycckasa ounnomamuxa, Mocksa, 1988; Kamranos C. M., Ouepku pycckoii ouniomamuxu,
Mockgsa, 1970; Kamranos C. M., K n3ydyenuro ¢popmyisipa BEIHKOKHSKECKUX JyXOBHBIX rpamMoT KoHna XIV -
Hasana X VI B., Bcnomozamenvuvie Ucmopuueckue Jucyunaunst, 1979, Bem. 11, c. 238-251.

> Kounonenko A. M., K BOmpocy 0 3am0[HOEBPONENCKOM CPEIHEBEKOBOM YaCTHOM aKTe, Bcrnomozamenvhvie
Hemopuueckue Jueyunaunet, T. 3, Jlenunrpan, 1970, ¢. 350-360.

56 Wpuna JI. U., JIpeBHeline 9acTHBIE aKThl KyIUIM-IIPOJAXH Benos3epckoro Kpasi, Bpemena u cyovbol: c60pHUK
cmametl 6 yecmo 75-nemust Buxmopa Mouceesuua Ilanesixa, Cankt-Iletepoypr, 2006, ¢. 342-356; Ueuna JI. U.,
DopmysapHbIH aHamm3 Kymanx rpaMoT Llentpansnoit Pycu (Ilepecnasckas 3eminst) korma X1V — XV BB., Poccus u
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Lietuvoje tokie tyrimai prasidéjo véeliau. Pirmasis ruséniSkus privacius LDK
dokumentus kompleksiSkai tyré K. Jablonskis, analizavo jy formuliarg ir pateiké atskiry
formuliy tendencijas®. Daugiau démesio susilauké lotyniskieji testamentai, kuriuos
analizavo L. Karalius®. Ankstyviausig XIV a. pab. ruséniska privaty dokumenté, kuriuo

fiksuojami valdy mainai, iStyré A. Grusa®.

Bendresni juridinés raSytinés kulttiros
aspektai analizuoti R. Ragauskienés priva¢iy bajory archyvy XVI a.%? ir A. GruSos
,,dokumentinés“ rastijos tyrimuose®®. Kiti tyréjai analizavo dokumenty formuliary
koegzistavimo problemas. Stai K. Chodynickis atkreipé démesj j Lenkijos lotynisky
dokumenty jtaka XIV a. pab. - XV a. pr. LDK ruséni§ky dokumenty formuliarui®.
Toliau tyrimag plétojo M. Kosmanas tyres Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiks¢io Vytauto
lotyniky, vokisky ir ruséniSky dokumenty formuliarg®®. K. Pietkiewiczius nustaté
lotyniskojo ir ruséniSkojo dokumento koegzistavimo ypatumus Lietuvos didziojo
kunigaiks¢io kanceliarijoje XV a. vid. — XV a. per.®® Be to, E. Gudavicius atliko i§samy
vienos dokumento formuliaro dalies — promulgacijos — tyrima®’. Jy jzvalgos svarbios ir

tiriant privacius dokumentus.

Saltiniai

npobnemvl Egponetickoti ucmopuu. cpeonegexoseve, Hogoe u Hoseuuee epems, co. Cmameti 6 yecmv C. M.
Kawmanosa, Pocros, 2003, c. 189-214.

57 Aunpees B. @., Hosropozckue ayxosusie XI1I - XV BB., Becnomozamenvhuvie Ucmopuueckue Jucyuniunot, 1974,

BhIMN. 6, c. 131-148; Auapees B. @., Hogeopodckuii wacmuwviii akm XII-XV 6s., J1., 1986.

%8 Naujausia rusy diplomatikos apzvalga 7r.: Pietkiewicz K., Paleografia Ruska, Warszawa, 2015, s. 387-412.

59 Jablonskis K., Istorija ir jos Saltiniai, sud. V. Merkys, Vilnius, 1979, p. 219-296.

60 Karalius L., Testamentai, Lietuvos Didziosios KunigaikStystés kultiira: tyrinéjimai ir vaizdai, sud. V. AliSauskas
ir kt., Vilnius, 2001, p. 718-723.

1 I'pyma A. 1., Manoynas epamama xuasza Bacina Hapvimonmasiva i gpapmipasanne nicbMosaii Kyiomypbl y
npasasoul cghepwl Banixaea kusicmea Jlimoyckaza y anownsiv mpayi X1V - nepwati mpayi XV cm., Miuck, 2010.

62 Ragauskiené¢ R., Dinge istorijoje: XVI a. Lietuvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés bajorijos privatiis archyvai,
Vilnius, 2015.

8 I'pyma A. U., Joxymenmanvuas nucomennocms Benuxoeo Kusncecmea Jlumosckozo (komey XIV — nepsas
mpems XVII 6.), Munck, 2015.

64 Chodynicki K., O wptywach polskich na dokument ruski W. Ks. Litewskiego, Zjazd historykéw polskich w
Poznaniu. Sekcja 6. Pamietnik IV, 1925, s. 1-7.

65 Kosman M., Dokumenty wielkiego ksiecia Witolda, Studia Zrédloznawcze, t. XV, Warszawa-Poznan, 1971, s.
139-169.

% Pietkiewicz K., Uwagi o dokumencie tacifiskim w praktyce kancelarii Litewskiej, Praeities pédsakais. Skiriama
profesoriaus daktaro Zigmanto Kiaupos 65-meciui, Vilnius, 2007, s. 119-134; Pietkiewicz K., Paleografia Ruska,
S. 412-423. Taip pat zr.: Pietkiewicz K., Dokument ruski w kancelarii litewskiej Aleksandra Jagielloficzyka (1492-
1506), Litwa i jej sqsiedzi od XII do XX wieku. Studia ofiarowane Prof. dr. hab. Jerzemu Ochmarnskiemu w
sze$cédziesigtq rocznicg urodzin, Poznan, 1994, s. 65-86.

67 Gudavicius E., Lietuvos akto promulgacijos kelias: nuo Vytauto kanceliarijos iki Lietuvos metrikos, Vilnius,
2006.
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Darbas parengtas remiantis jvairiy valstybiy archyvuose ir bibliotekose saugomais
dokumentais bei dokumenty publikacijomis. Tyrimo metu buvo surinkti dokumentai i$
Vilniaus, VarSuvos, Krokuvos, Minsko ir Maskvos archyvy bei biblioteky. Tyrimo metu
pavyko surinkti 1470 privaciy dokumenty, kuriy chronologinés ribos apima 1385 — 1529
m. Suregistruoti 1000 rusény, 465 lotyny ir 5 lenky kalbomis suraSyti privatis
dokumentai. Disponuojamy dokumenty formos: originalai, kopijos, nuoraSai, registrai ir
kt. Vis delto, tenka kalbéti apie Saltiniy fragmentiSkumg. Geriausiai yra iSlike kataliky
Bazny¢iai skirti dokumentai. Tai - privacios fundacijos, donacijos ir pardavimo
dokumentai, suteikti Vilniaus, Medininky, Lucko vyskupijoms ir jy parapijy
bazny¢ioms, taip pat Vilniaus pranciskony vienuolijai ir Sv. Jobo $pitolei. Tai galima
spresti remiantis iSlikusiomis baznytiniy dokumenty nuoraSy knygomis, lyginant ] jas
patekusiy ir nepatekusiy dokumenty skaiiy, taip pat pasinaudojant valdovy
privilegijomis, kuriomis buvo patvirtinamos privacios donacijos. SglygiSkai neblogai
i8liko didiky giminiy disponuoti dokumentai. Tai sietina su geresnémis galimybémis
saugoti dokumentus. ISskirtume Radvily giminés archyvo fenomeng, j kurj suplauke
nemazai privaéiy, Iljini¢iy, Zaberezinskiy ir kt. giminiy, archyvy.). Siy ir kity giminiy
dokumentai saugomi Radvily archyve (didzioji dalis archyvo saugoma VarSuvoje®®, kita
— Vilniuje®®, Minske™, Kijeve™). Taip pat iSliko kunigaiki¢iy Sangusky archyvas’?,

Oginskiy”®, Tiskevi¢iy’#, Pliateriy”, Sapiegy’® ir kt.”” dokumenty rinkiniai. Manome,

68 Zielinska T., Archiwa Radziwiltow i ich tworcy, Archeon, t. 66, 1978, s. 105-129; Zielifiska T., Archiwa réznych
linii rodu Radziwittow w polskich zbiorach publicznych, Miscellanea Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 1997, t.
7,s.107-113.

8 LVIA, f. 459, 1280. Plg.: Olechnovi¢ L., Baniusevicius A., Radvily giminés dokumenty rinkiniy, esanciy
Lietuvoje, apzvalga, Lietuvos archyvai, 1995, nr. 6, p. 109-118.

0 HUAB, ¢. 694. Plg.: Golubowicz A. K., Dokumenty i materiaty rodu Radziwitow w archiwum Narodowym
Republiki Biatorusi, Miscellanea Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 1997, t. 7, s. 93-97; Jlarymikia A. M.,
HscBikceki apxiy xus38y PansiBinay y XV — mepmail nmamoBe XX cr.: ricrapeisrpadis 1 KpbIHIlBI, Becuik
Benapyckaza 0zepocaynaza ynisepcimoma. Cep. 3, 2006, T. 2, c. 3-9.

1 Antonienko I. E., Hiscowa L. Z., Znaczenie archiwaliow Radziwiltow, przechowywanych w Centralnym
Panstwowym Historycznym Archiwum Ukrainy w Kijowie, dla rekonstrukcji Archiwum Radziwittéw, Miscellanea
Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 1997, t. 7, s. 99-150.

2 Syta K., Dzieje archiwow ksigzat Sanguszkow, Miscellanea Historico-Archivistica, Warszawa, 2000, t. 11, s. 97-
110; Syta K., Archiwum kniazia Andrzeja Hrehorowicza Sanguszki kowielskogo z konca XVI w., Archiwa-
Kancelarie-Zbiory, red. W. Chorazyczewski, R. Degen, K. Syta, Torun, 2005, t. 1, s. 29-44.

BLVIA, f. 1177. Plg.: Syta K., Testament Marcjana Antoniego Oginskiego kasztelana m$cistawskiego. Przyczynek
do dziejow rodziny Oginskich w Litewskim Historycznym Archiwum Panstwowym w Wilnie, Archiwa-
Kancelarie-Zbiory, red. W. Chorazyczewski, R. Degen, K. Syta, Toruf, 2008, t. 2, s. 219-231.

“LVIA, f. 716.

B LVIA, f. 1276.

6 Kazimiero Leono Sapiegos archyvo inventoriné knyga (1647/1648 m.), parengé D. Antanavidius, A. Baliulis,
Vilnius, 2014.
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kad iSliko palyginti nedidelé vidutiniy ir smulkesniy bajory turéty privaciy dokumenty
dalis. Menkesnis iSlikimas sietinas su prastesnémis saugojimo galimybémis, o
dokumentai daznai ziidavo dél jvairiausiy aplinkybiy’®. Ta patj galima pasakyti ir apie
miestieCly dokumenty fragmentiSkumg, pvz., Vilniaus miestieCiy dokumenty

reprezentatyvumas yra menkas dél Vilniaus miesto archyvo zuvimo XVII a. vid."®

Atkreiptinas démesys, kad labai nevienodai iSliko skirtingy riiSiy privaciy
dokumenty kiekis. Daugiausia disponuojame pardavimy, fundacijy ir donacijy, o Kai
kurios privaciy dokumenty rasys islike menkai, pvz., testamentai. Jy isSliko palyginus
nedaug, ypac ruséniSky. Gretutiniai Saltiniai rodo, kad biitent testamentai funkcionavo
kone placiausiai, kadangi daZniau nei kity ruSiy privatis dokumentai, jie buvo
pasitelkiami kaip jrodymas XV a. pab. — XVI a. pr. civilinése bylose d¢l turto. Tq patj
galime pasakyti ir apie skolaraSc¢ius, kuriy iSliko vos keli, o teismuose buvo dazZnai

pasitelkiami kaip jrodymas.

GeografiSkai daugiausia dokumenty, kurie buvo iSduoti Vilniaus, Traky, Palenkés ir
Naugarduko vaivadijose, kick maziau — Voluinéje, Zemaitijoje, Polocko, Kijevo
vaivadijose. Maziausiai dokumenty iSliko i§ Vitebsko, Podolés ir LDK priklausiusiy
Siaurés-Ryty Zemiy (Smolensko, Okos aukstupio, Cernigovo-Sivery), Kkurios buvo

uzkariautos Maskvos DidZiosios Kunigaikstystés XV a. pab. — XVI a. pr.

Bendra lotynisky, ruséniSky ir lenkisky dokumenty chronologija ir skaic¢ius:

amZius XV XV XVI

deSimtm. 9,10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 | IS viso
ruséniski 5 5 - - 1 7 | 22|19 | 27 | 44| 67 | 189 | 220 | 394 | 1000
lotyniski 1 1 1 5 9 | 17 |12 | 20 | 33 | 34| 50 | 114 | 69 | 99 465
lenkiski - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 4 5
IS viso 6 6 1 5 |10 | 24 | 34 | 39 | 60 | 78 | 117 | 304 | 289 | 497 | 1470

Disertacijos struktara

" Tiriamojo laikotarpio priva¢iy dokumenty randame $iy giminiy dokumenty rinkiniuose: Menickiy (LVIA, f. 599),
Potockiy i§ Radzynés (AGAD, AP z Radz.), Tyzenhauzy (AGAD, AT), Zamoiskiy (AGAD, AZ).

8 Ragauskiené R., Dinge istorijoje..., p. 181-254.

™ Apie archyvo Ziitj Zr.: Ragauskas A., 1650 m. kovo 30 d. Vilniaus suolininky teismo jra$y knygy sgraSas,
Lietuvos miesty istorijos Saltiniai, red. Kol. Pirm. A. Dubonis, kn. 3, Vilnius, 2001, p. 260-263.
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Disertacijg sudaro septyni skyriai. 1 skyrius, ,,Terminy problematika diplomatikoje:
dokumentas, aktas, privatus dokumentas®, skirtas terminy analizei ir pateikiamas
privataus dokumento apibrézimas. 2 skyriuje, ,,Priva¢iy dokumenty atsiradimo ir
i8plitimo veiksniai LDK XIV a. pab. — XVI a. pr*, analizuojamas jvairiy institucijy
vaidmuo ir nustatomi pagrindiniai privataus dokumento plétrg skating veiksniai. 3
skyriuje, ,,Privac¢iy dokumenty raida XIV a. pab. — 1529 m.*, analizuojami dokumenty
rasys, gavéjai, dokumenty iSdavimo vietos ir kt. 4 skyriuje, ,,Privataus dokumento
juridiné galia LDK (XV — XVI a. pr.)“, tirilama privataus dokumento juridiné galia ir
panaudojimas kaip ijrodymo teisme. 5 skyriuje, ,,Privataus dokumento patvirtinimo
priemonés LDK XIV a. pab. — XVI a. pr.“, analizuojamos privaciy dokumenty
patvirtinimo priemongs: antspaudavimas, liudytojy jraSymas ir kt. 6 skyrius, ,,Privaciy
dokumenty formuliaro tyrimas®, skirtas privaciy dokumenty struktiiros raidai nustatyti. 7
skyrius skirtas ,,LotyniSky ir rusénisky privaciy dokumenty koegzistavimui®. Taip pat
pridedami priedai — privacius lotyniskus ir ruséniSkus dokumentus surasiusiy asmeny
sgraSai, disponuojamy priva¢iy dokumenty sgrasai, dokumenty iSdavimo viety

lokalizacijai skirti Zemélapiai.
ISvados

1. 1387 m. Lenkijos karaliaus ir Lietuvos didziojo kunigaik$¢io Jogailos suteiktos
rasytinés privilegijos Lietuvos bajorams, Vilniaus miestui ir Vilniaus katedrai tapo
raSytinei juridinei kultiirai svarbiu postimiu, o raSytinis dokumentas imtas suvokti
kaip teisiy garantas. Nuo XIV a. pab. koegzistavo lotyniSkasis ir ruséniskasis
privatus dokumentas. ISskirti Sie ankstyvieji dokumenty sudarymo centrai:
lotynisky dokumenty — Vilniaus ir Lucko vyskupy rastinés ir Vilniaus pranciskony
aplinka, rusénisky — Lietuvos didziojo kunigaiksc¢io rastine, Staciatikiy Cerkve ir
staciatikiy kunigaik$¢iy dvarai. LDK rusénisko dokumento raidai didziausig jtakg
turéjo didziojo kunigaiks¢io Vytauto rastiné. Joje dél lotynisko dokumento jtakos
ruséniskieji jgavo lotynisko formuliaro elementy. Tai lémé, kad XIV a. pab.
egzistaves archainis ruséniSkasis dokumentas iki XV a. vid. pakito i§ esmes. Nuo
XV a. antrosios pusés svarby vaidmenj privaciy dokumenty sklaidoje vaidino

didiky dvarai.
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2. Pagrindiniu privaciy dokumenty plétros veiksniu laikytume galimybiy disponuoti
zemes valdomis augimg, kurj atvéré 1387 m. ir vélesnés valdovy privilegijos.
Esminis 1uZis jvyko tik XV a. pab., atsiradus vadinamojo ,,tre¢dalio* normai, kuomet
kilmingieji gal¢jo laisvai disponuoti treCigja savo turto dalimi. Svarbi buvo
Baznycios jtaka, skatinusi fundacijy ir testamentinio palikimo tradicija. Taip pat
privataus dokumento jsitvirtinimui visuomen¢je daug jtakos turéjo, transakcijas
skatinusi, besiformuojanti didiky stambioji Zemeévalda. Juriding rasSytine kultiirg
praplété jprastu tampantis nuo XV a. pab. teismo proceso suraSymas bei Lietuvos
Metrikos atsiradimas. Diduomenés aktyvumg ir teisinés samonés formavimasi
skatino nuo XV a. antrosios pusés retas valdovo rezidavimas LDK. Jtakos turéjo
vietinis bendras Salies ekonominis pakilimas, padidéjes grynyjy pinigy poreikis,
popieriaus gamybos atsiradimas ir kt.

3. 1385 — 1529 m. suregistruota 1470 privaciy dokumenty: 1000 rusény, 465 lotyny ir 5
lenky kalbomis suraSyti privatis dokumentai. ISskirta 11 pagrindiniy dokumenty
rusiy: pardavimai (lotynisky i§ viso 52; rusénisky - 559), fundacijos ir donacijos (lot.
300, rus. 90), testamentai (lot. 78, rus. 15), suteiktys ir dovanojimai (lot. 17, rus.
129), ikeitimai (lot. 5, rus. 82), mainai (lot. 2, rus. 54), dalybos (rus. 28), maziau
i8likusios raisSys: krai¢io, dovio uzraSymai, adopcijos, skolara$ciai. ISskirtini 3
dokumenty plitimo etapai: 1) XIV a. pab. — XV a. pr., 2) XV a. 4-5 desimtm. — 1500
m., 3) 1500 — 1529 m. XVI a. pr. stebimas dokumenty skaic¢iaus proverzis: lotynisky
dokumenty X VI a. pirmajame deSimtm. padaugéjo kone du kartus, lyginant su XV a.
pab., o rusénisky XVI a. pirmajame ir antrajame deSimtm. padaugéjo kone tris kartus,
lyginant su XV a. pabaiga, o XVI a. treCiajame deSimtm. - net 6 kartus. Taip pat
didéjo ir sudaromy dokumenty rusiy jvairové, vis daugiau atsirado specifiniy
sandoriy fiksavimo atvejy. XVI a. pradzioje dokumentai imti raSyti lenky kalba.

4. XV a. apie 80 proc. privaciy dokumenty paraSyti pergamente ir apie 20 proc.
popieriuje. Ankstyviausias popierinis privatus dokumentas buvo iSduotas XV a. 5
deSimtm. Pagal analizuotus Saltinius, pastebimai popieriniy privaciy dokumenty
daugéjo tik nuo XV a. devinto deSimtmecio, o jau XVI a. pr. jie sudar¢ apie 60 proc.
dokumenty.

5. Privatiis dokumentai buvo iSduoti 362 skirtingose vietose: XIV a. pab. — 1450 m. -
25, 1450 — 1500 m. - 94 ir 1500 — 1529 m. - 236. Geografiskai daugiausia dokumenty

29



buvo iSduoti Vilniaus, Traky, Palenkés ir Naugarduko vaivadijose, kiek maziau —
Voluingje, Zemaitijoje, Polocko, Kijevo vaivadijose, o maZiausiai dokumenty isliko
i§ Vitebsko, Podolés, Smolensko, Okos aukstupio, Cernigovo-Sivery kunigaikstyséiy.
Privaciy dokumenty geografijoje ryskiai dominuoja Vilnius, kuriame buvo iSduota
bent 32 proc. surinkty lotynisky dokumenty ir 24 proc. rusénisky dokumenty (i§ viso
apie 26 proc.). XVI a. pr. 4 vietose buvo surasyti dokumentai ir lenky kalba: Vilniuje,
Kédainiuose, Pasvalyje ir Narutyje. Keli dokumentai iSduoti Lenkijos Karalystéje —
Krokuvoje, Tortin¢je, Poznanéje, Lvove, Cerneve, Gniezne ir ChoZove.

. Lotynisky dokumenty iS8davimo Rytiné ir Pietrytiné¢ riba nusistoveéjo jau pirmuoju
plétros etapu XIV a. pab. — 1450 m. ties Slucku-Hruzdovu-Rodaskoviciais, X VI a. pr.
kiek pasistiméjo j Siaurés Rytus iki Jelno, Polocko vaivadijoje. Tuo tarpu rusénisky
priva¢iy dokumenty sklaida vyko nuosekliai visu laikotarpiu ir XVI a. pr. apémé visa
LDK teritorijg.

Nuo pat XIV a. pab. — XV a. pr. zinomi privatiis dokumentai, kuriuos isdavé
kunigaiksciai, didikai, vidutiniai ir smulkieji bajorai, miestieciai. Kilmingyjy suteikti
dokumentai dominavo iki pat 1529 m. Ankstyvuoju laikotarpiu XIV a. pab. — XV a.
vid. kunigaiksciy ir didiky dokumentai sudaré apie 69 proc., vidutiniy ir smulkiyjy
bajory — apie 27 proc., miestie¢iy — apie 4 proc. visy surinkty priva¢iy dokumenty.
Nuo XV a. antrosios pusés €émé gauseéti vidutiniy ir smulkiyjy bajory dokumenty. XV
a. antroje puséje jy iSduoti dokumentai sudaré apie 45 proc. (kunigaik$¢iy ir didiky —
apie 53 proc., miestieCiy, valstie¢iy — apie 2 proc.). XVI a. pr. vidutiniy ir smulkiyjy
bajory dokumentai sudaré apie 66 proc., o kunigaiksc¢iy ir didiky — apie 29 proc.,
miestieCiy, valstieCiy ir kt. — apie 5 proc. Pavieniai miestieciy i8duoti dokumentai
zinomi nuo XV a. pr. XV a. pab. gerokai iSsipléte iSdavéjy ratas, kuomet atsirado
valstieCiy, totoriy ir Zydy iSduoty dokumenty. Tarp ankstyvyjy dokumenty iSdavéjy
biita ir motery. Jy suteikti dokumentai XIV a. pab. — 1450 m. sudaré apie 10 proc.
visy privaciy dokumenty, 1450-1500 m. — apie 19 proc., 1500 — 1529 m. — apie 12
proc. Iki XV a. pab. daugiausiai dokumenty suteiké kunigaikstés ir didikes, kiek

maziau bajorés. XVI a. pr. isivyrauja bajoriy iSduoti dokumentai.

. X1V a. pab. — 1450 m. tarp gavéjy dominavo Baznycios institucijos, kurioms buvo

suteikta apie 90 proc. visy dokumenty (Kataliky Bazny¢iai — apie 70 proc, Staciatikiy
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Cerkvei — apie 20 proc.), o kiti dokumentai buvo iSduoti kunigaiks¢iams, didikams ir
bajorams. 1450-1500 m. kilmingiesiems skirty dokumenty gerokai padaugéjo —
sudaré apie 53 proc. (daugiausia didikai — apie 23 proc.), o Baznytinéms institucijoms
— apie 47 proc. (Kataliky Baznyc¢iai — apie 38 proc, Staciatikiy Cerkvei — apie 9
proc.). XVI a. pr. kilmingiesiems buvo skirta apie 69 proc. privaciy dokumenty, o
Baznytinéms institucijoms — apie 31 proc (Kataliky Baznyciai — apie 25 proc,
Staciatikiy Cerkvei — apie 6 proc.). Pavieniy privac¢iy dokumenty gavéjos moterys
zinomos nuo XV a. vid. ir iki 1500 m. sudaré apie 7 proc., 1500 — 1529 m. — apie 5
proc. Jos dazniausiai buvo 1§ kunigaiksciy ar didiky giminiy, re€iau bajorés. XVI a.
pr. keli dokumentai buvo skirti Vilniaus miestui ir valdovui. Pavieniams nekilmingy
socialiniy grupiy atstovams (miestieCiams, valstieCiams, Zydams) dokumentai imti
i8davinéti tik XV a. pab., o XVI a. pr. tokiy gavéjy buvo apie 4-5 proc.

Svarbiu teisiniu instrumentu privatiis dokumentai tapo XV a. pab., kuomet iSsipléte
Didziojo kunigaikscio kanceliarijos veikla - atsirado Lietuvos Metrika ir tapo norma
rastiSkai fiksuoti teismy procesus. XV a. pab. — XVI a. pr. privatiis dokumentai buvo
placiai naudojami civilinése bylose kaip pagrindinis sandorj patvirtinantis jrodymas.
Ankstyviausias aptiktas privataus dokumento panaudojimo teisme atvejis yra 1§ 1482
m., o iki 1529 m. i§ viso uzfiksuota vir§ 200 tokiy atvejy, dazniausiai — pardavimai,
testamentai ir skolarasciai.

Pagrindine privataus dokumento patvirtinimo priemoné buvo iSdavéjo antspaudo
prikabinimas/prispaudimas. Nepaisant koroboracijos trukumo kai kuriuose
ruséniSkuose dokumentuose iki pat XVI a. pirmojo deSimtm. pab., visi privatiis
dokumentai buvo antspauduoti. Vis labiau ple¢iantis dokumenty vartotojy ratui, nuo
XV a. 9 deSimtm. pr. atsirado ruséniSki pardavimo dokumentai, kuriy iSdavéjai
neturéjo savo antspaudo (1481-1529 m. tokiy iSdaveéjy ruséniSkuose pardavimy
dokumentuose buvo apie 44 proc.). Tokiais atvejais antspauduodavo kitas asmuo ir
tai buvo nurodoma koroboracijoje. Nuo XV a. antros pusés atsirado praktika kartu
prispausti ir liudytojy antspaudus. RuséniSkuose dokumentuose liudytojai
antspaudavo nuo XV a. 7 deSimtm. pr. (1466 — 1490 m. liudytojy antspauduoti
dokumentai sudaré apie 50 proc. ruséniS$ky pardavimy, o 1490 - 1529 m. jau 90
proc.), o lotyniskuose dokumentuose $i praktika atsirado tik XV a. 10 deSimtm. ir

buvo taikoma gerokai re¢iau. Lotynisky dokumenty liudytojy antspaudy skaiéius
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12.

13.

svyravo nuo 1 iki 9, o ruséniSky kiek daugiau: nuo 1 iki 13. Tarp antspauduojanciy
liudytojy paprastai buvo abiejy sandorio pusiy aplinkos asmenys, todel dazniausiai
sutinkame bajorijos atstovus, reciau Baznyciy ir valstybés pareigiinus.

Liudytojy jraSymas buvo svarbi dokumento patvirtinimo priemon¢, taciau naudota
netolygiai. Visi lotyniski testamentai turi testacija, kity raisiy dokumentai — apie 80
proc. Ruséniskose fundacijose ir donacijose testacija buvo epizodiSkai jraSoma tik
nuo XV a. 7 deSimtm., daznesné tampa nuo XV a. 9 desimtm. (1486-1529 m. ja
turé¢jo apie 52 proc. zinomy Sios rusSies dokumenty). Taciau ruséniSkuose
pardavimuose, jkeitimuose, mainuose, dovio, kraicio ir kituose uZzraSymuose testacija
buvo privaloma formuliaro dalis. Ja turé¢jo didzioji dauguma dokumenty.
LotyniSkuose dokumentuose buvo jraSoma nuo 2 iki 14 liudytojy, o ruséniskuose -
nuo 1 iki 18. DaZniausiai liudytojais buvo abiejy sandorio pusiy atstovy aplinkos
zmonges. Valstybés pareigiiny testacijose pastebimai padauge¢jo nuo XV a. pab.
Valstybés pareigiinai dazniau liudijo ruséniSkose fundacijose ir donacijose (apie 70
proc. testacijy), suteiktyse ir dovanojimuose (apie 70 proc.), mainuose (apie 45
procentuose), pardavimuose (apie 41 proc.) ir kt., o lotyniSkuose privaciuose
dokumentuose buvo jraSomi gerokai refiau. Dokumento iSdavéjui uz sandorio
sulauZzyma galéjo bliti numatoma piniginé bauda jy naudai.

Ruséniskuose dokumentuose nuo XIV a. pab. iki XVI a. pr. subskripcija buvo
jraSoma gana tolygiai ir j3 tur¢jo apie 8 proc. dokumenty (viso prie 77 dokumenty).
LotyniSkuose privaciuose dokumentuose subskripcijos aptinkamos nuo XV a. 4
desimtm. Zinomi 64 lotyniskus dokumentus parengusiy/pasirasiusiy asmeny vardai.
XV a. apie 14 proc. visy zinomy lotynisky dokumenty turi subskripcija, o XVI a. pr.
tokiy - apie 18 proc. Sprendziant pagal islikusias dokumentus parengusiy asmeny
subskripcijas, lotynisky privaciy dokumenty sudarytojai dazniausiai buvo kataliky
Baznycios atstovai, o rusénisky dokumenty daZzniau buvo pasaulietinés valdzios
pareigiinai, bet buvo ir staciatikiy Cerkvés atstovy.

Anksciausias i8davejo aptiktas paraSas - 1455 m. kunigaik$¢io Jurgio Lengvenaicio ir
tai yra vienintelis zinomas XV a. atvejis. XVI a. pr. iSdaveéjy paraSai rasti 7
ruséniskuose ir 3 lotynisSkuose dokumentuose. I$skirtinis 1527 m. Bresto zydo Jokiibo

Moseviciaus i§duotas dokumentas, kurj jis pasira§¢ hebrajy kalba.
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15.

16.

Jau XV a. pr. LDK privatiis lotyniski dokumentai rengti pagal universaly formuliara,
t.y., buvo naudojamos V. Europoje jprastos formulés (invokacija, arenga,
intituliacija, promulgacija, naracija, testacija, koroboracija, datacija, subskripcija)
ir klauzulés (dalis teisiy perleidimo/atsisakymo, pertinencija). Siuo atzvilgiu, LDK
privatis lotyniski dokumentai buvo Vakary ir Vidurio Europos lotyniskosios teisinés
rastijos dalis.

LotyniSki privatiis dokumentai buvo sudaromi trimis formomis: vieSgja, privacigja ir
aktine. Analizuotuose Saltiniuose daZzniausiai aptinkamos viesoji ir privacioji formos,
aktiné pasitaiko re€iau. VieSgja forma dazniausiai buvo sudaromi vieSyjy notary
suraSyti testamentai, fundacijos ir donacijos. Tokie dokumentai atsirado XV a. pab. ir
itakojo kai kuriy privacigja forma sudaromy dokumenty formuliaro daliy eiliSkuma,
pvz., vis daznesnj datacijos jraSyma pradedamajame protokole ir kt. Didziausi
lotyniSky dokumenty formuliaro poky¢iai vyko XV a. vid. ir XV — XVI a. sandiiroje
pasireiSk¢ formuliaro daliy gauséjimu ir jy kaita. Taciau pastebétas ir tam tikras
atvirkstinis procesas, t.y., kai kuriy formuliy, pvz., arengos, atsisakymas lotyniskuose
pardavimo dokumentuose. Reikia pazymeti, kad Vilniaus pranciskony dokumenty
sudarymas aiSkiai skyrési nuo likusiy lotyniskyjy dokumenty. Tai gali biti siejama su
pranciSkony i8laikyta jy ordinui biidinga dokumento tradicija.

Ruséniski privatis dokumentai buvo sudaromi tik privacigja forma. Kai kuriais
atvejais sandoriui patvirtinti buvo sudaromi keli vienodi dokumentai. Islike keli X1V
a. pab. ruséniSki dokumentai suraSyti vadinamgja archaine forma, yra skurdaus
formuliaro. Galima daryti prieclaidg, kad kai kuriais atvejais jau svarstytina apie
ankstyvaja lotyniSkosios tradicijos jtakg. Jau XV a. pr. vyko ruséniS8kojo dokumento
formuliaro kismas, kuris geriausiai atsiskleidzia tiriant suteiktis ir dovanojimus. XV
a. vid. ruséniSkas dokumentas pasikeité i§ esmeés, jo formuliaras daugmaz sutapo su
lotyniskaisiais dokumentais, nors iSlaiké ir savity bruozy (fundacijose, donacijose ir
kituose dovanojimuose). XV a. pab. — XVI a. pr. fiksuojamas svarbus pokytis,
kuomet dauguma rusénisky dokumenty pasipildé jvairiomis formulémis. Pavyzdziui,
net ir savitg struktirg ilgiausiai iSlaikiusios ruséniskos fundacijos ir donacijos XV a.
pab. pasipildé promulgacija, testacija ir kt. Kiti ruséniski dokumentai (pardavimai,

mainai ir kt.) perémé i$ lotyniskosios tradicijos ir Kitus specifinius elementus, pvz.,
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18.

19.

20.

vis dazniau datacijoje metai buvo rasomi skai¢iuojant nuo Kristaus gimimo, o ne
bizantiskai tradicijai biidingo skai¢iavimo nuo pasaulio sukiirimo.

Lotynisko ir ruséniSko dokumento koegzistavimas parodé, kad dalis LDK rusénisky
privac¢iy dokumenty formuliy buvo perimtos i§ lotyniskojo. Tai — promulgacija,
vietos nurodymas ir datacija. Kita dalis formuliy ar jy variacijy LDK ruséniskuose
privaciuose dokumentuose liudija archainiy rastvedybos tradicijy testinumg, kuri
galime vadinti bizantiskos juridinés rastijos palikimu. Tai - simbolinés invokacijos,
kai kuriy intituliacijos elementy, vienos testacijos formulés varianto, protekcijos
klauzulés, vieno sankcijos ir koroboracijos formuliy varianto naudojimas. ISskirtinai
LDK ruséniskos juridinés raStijos produkcija galime laikyti tris teisiy
perleidimo/atsisakymo klauzulés elementus, t.y., draudimas ,jeiti®, ,jieSkoti“ ir
lauzyti sandorj. Savo ruoztu, tyrimas atskleidé, kad ir lotyniSkas LDK privataus
dokumento formuliaras patyré rusénisko jtaka. Lotyniski dokumentai perémé
protekcijos klauzule ir vieng sankcijos siuzeta.

Lenkisky privaciy dokumenty formuliaras atitiko ruséniskyjy, taCiau esama ir
lotyniskojo jtakos, nes invokacijos ir datacijos formulés buvo rasomos lotyny kalba.
Dokumenty raSymas lenky kalba LDK XVI a. pr. rodo augantj jos plitimg ir vis
didéjant] dokumenty vartotojy poreikj suprasti turinj.

LDK kontekste regioniSkumo poziiiriu i8siskyré¢ Polocko ir Mstislavlio dokumentai,
tur¢je daugiausia savity bruozy. Polocke suraSytiems dokumentams biidingas
nuoseklus naudojimas kai kuriy formuliaro elementy - detalus valdy riby apraSymas
ir subskripcijos jraSymas. Mstislavlio dokumentai iSsiskyré dispozicijoje placiai
1Sdéstomais teisinio pavaldumo dalykais ir kai kuriy intituliacijos elementy (pvz.,
pradzios jvardzio forma ir kt.) naudojimu. Taciau Polocko ir Mstislavlio dokumentus
XV a. pab. — XVI a. pr. paveiké visos LDK mastu vykes visy privaéiy dokumenty
tam tikras protokolo suvienodinimas, kuris geriausiai matomas per promulgacijos ir

testacijos naudojima.

Vakary Europos lotyniSkoji raSytiné kultiiros tiesioginé sklaida j Rytus ribg pasieké
Lietuvos Didziojoje KunigaiksStystéje XV a. Viena vertus, lotyniskojo privataus
dokumento tyrimas S§ig ribg leidzia brézti Slucko-Hruzdovo-Rodaskoviéiy-Jelno

linjja. Kita vertus, netiesiogin¢ lotyniSkosios raSytinés kultiiros sklaida, lémusi
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rusénisko privataus dokumento formuliaro pokycius, pasistiméjo iki pat Rytiniy
LDK pakras¢iy. Tai patvirtina istoriografijos teiginius apie Vidurio Ryty ir Ryty

Europos regiony ribos bréZima ties Rytinémis LDK sienomis.
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